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Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. VEST] re- 
grets as much as the Senator does his absence, but he is absent simply 
because he is confined in bed by sickness. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam very sorry to hear this, and I certainly sympa- 
thize with him as much as any one, as I have for him great respect; but 
in dealing with this question I must reply, or at least attempt todo 80, 
in my feeble way, to some of the objections that have been made by 
these two Senators, and first to the objections made by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The two leading propositions that seem to me to be in his mind, al- 
though clothed in such a manner that they did not stand out very 
boldly, except in one instance, are these: First, that Congress alone has 
the right to bring in new States; that is to say, if I understand him 
aright, that Congress after the organization of a Territory shall take the 
initiative in the preparation for its admission into the Union as a State; 
that is to say, that no State can porny be admitted unless an en- 
abling act has first been passed by Congress. That, if I do not misun- 
derstand him, is his position. In answer to that, I call attention to 
the fact that in the admission of twenty-five new States into this Union 
fourteen have been admitted under enabling acts of Congress and 
eleven States have been admitted without enabling acts of ae. 
Hence there are two lines of precedents laid down for the ion 
of States by Congress, and these precedents have been followed so 
often that either one may be adopted by Congress and be perfectly cor- 
rect. These precedents, sir, have sob recognized in fact as law, and 
not in conflict one with the other, as circumstances indicate the rule 
of action by Congress, There being no rule laid down by the Consti- 
tution of the United States except that Congress may admit new States, 
rules have been laid down by Congress, varying as circumstances arose 
surrounding each case as it presented itself. 

My friend from South Carolina, if he were here, perhaps at this point 
would differ with me—in fact I know he would—in reference to the man- 
ner of the admission of some of these States. There were in the cases 
of Vermont, Kentucky, Michigan, Arkansas, Florida, Iowa, California, 
Tennessee, Maine, and Oregon no enabling acts of Congress, and it will 
not do for the Senator from South Carolina to say because certain rights 
were claimed under certain cessions or grants that therefore they, the 
people of certain Territories, were into States properly with- 
out an enabling act, but in this case it would be unlawful. That, sir, 
is dodging the question. It makes no difference what Territory the 
State was carved out of, no difference what treaties may have existed, 
and none have existed having more binding force than those which are 
applicable to the Territory that now asks admission as a State; none 
whatever more applicable than that connected with Louisiana, a part 
of which was this Territory, and the ordinance of 1787 also extended to 
and over this Territory. 

But laying this all aside, I care naught about it, you can not shift the 
question by saying there was a difference in the condition. The fact 
remains the same, as the States I have mentioned were admitted with- 
out an enabling act of Congress, were admitted with the present condi- 
tions fora State and in a great majority of instances not nearly so ample 
as in the case of Dakota. Congress assented without reference to any 
enabling act, only requiring the fact to be established that they had the 
population, had sufficient area, the productive capacity, and all that 
was essential, according to the views of Congress at the time, to make 
them a State in this Union. 

Then, sir, if that be true, why is it that Dakota shall be required to 
enter the Union on a different basis from the eleven States which I 
have mentioned? Why is it that when Dakota is ready, with a popula- 
tion not transitory, with the productive capacity, the wealth, the intel- 
ligence, and being friendly disposed toward the Government, and with 
a desire to become a part of the family of States by being recognized 
as a State, we stick in the bark, technicalities and shadows instead of 
substance appear in the way in order to prevent that justice from being 
done these pene which has always been meted out to others? 

When I listened to the speech of my friend from the State of Mis- 
souri, without meaning any di to him personally or his argu- 
ment, I was reminded somewhatof a young lawyer whoon first entering 
court was attempting to argue a special demurrer and insisting before 
the court that it went to the substance and materiality of the die 
tion. There never were so many merely technical and fli objections 
by men called statesmen, in my judgment, presented on the floor of the 
Senate against the rights of any people. 

At this point it may be well to examine for one moment and see if 
we a what objection can be fairly made to the admission of Dakota 
as a State, 

First I would ask the Senator from South Carolina, were he present, 
whether or not he objects to the size of this great Territory. As has 
been stated by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison] in his admi- 
rable presentation of this case both by report and in argument, this 
division of Dakota Territory that now asks admission into the Union 
as a State has in area 77,000 square miles. I can only repeat what has 
been said by him when I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
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that if Dakota is admitted according to the lines laid down by the 


division made or asked to be made by Congress admitting them into 
the Union, they then would be the eighth State in this Union in num- 
ber of square miles, 

It has twice the area of Indiana, and is 20,000 square miles larger 
than the State of Illinois; 23,000 square miles larger than Arkansas; 
8,000 square miles larger than Missouri; more than two and a half times 
as large as South Carolina; and from this State, not nearly half so large 
Dakota finds her greatest and strongest opposition—a State whose 
statesmen have led on the line upon which they moved, whether cor- 
rect or incorrect, always in the advance; perhaps right sometimes, but 
wrong more times than right, and who now lead their political friends 
in opposition to this immense and grand Territory being admitted as a 
State into this Union. 

Dakota is 10,000 square miles larger than all the six New England 
States together. One of the States of this Union has presented to the 
nation men regarded as statesmen, and to-day has given one of her citi- 
zens to this Government to the affairs of State. In area this 
Territory is more than thirty times as large as that State. Will the 
representatives from this State object? Surely, surely, Mr. President, 
the State of Delaware will not object to her big sister. Certainly there 
sed can be no objection for want of length and breadth in the size of 

ota. 

What next can be the objection? Can it be on account of its popu- 
lation, with over a quarter of a million of people, with a greater popu- 
lation to-day than any State (with the exception of three) had when ad- 
mitted as new States into the Union? Then I take it for granted the 
objection can not go to the population. 

Well, can it go to the character of the population? They are an en- 
AUS propis; they are hardy pioneers; they are an intelligent people; 
they cultivate the soil; they have builded churches; are a civilized and 
Christianized people. Your objection, then, certainly can not go to the 
character of her population. 

To what, then, does objection lie? One of the Senators said that the 
population was not distributed over the Territory sufficiently, and there- 
fore he wants to divide it north and south because east of the Missouri 
River is the greater portion of the population. I desire to call that 
Senator’s attention to the fact in connection with his own State that 
when it was admitted into the Union the population was not distributed 
more equally than the population of Dakotais. North Missouri was a 
vast wild country with widely scattered population. Take the State 
of Iowa when admitted into the Union; its population was not diffused 
or distributed throughout the Territory. ‘Take the population of the 
State of Illinois. Within my recollection, from Springfield, near the 
center of the State, to the northern line was included in one Con- 
gressional district. In 1832 the Indians occupied the northern portion 
of Illinois, and Fort Dearborn at Chicago was the only protection there 
was in that portion of it from the Indians. The southern part of INi- 
nois was the only populous part of the State when it was admitted into 
the Union. The northern portion that now bears the great mass of 
the population of that State, which now sends you a great majority of 
the Representatives from the State, was a waste, an open, wide ex- 
panse of prairie roamed over by Indians and uninhabited by white people. 

So then the objection made that the western portion of this Territory 
has not the population in number found in the eastern portion is an ob- 
jection not e against those States heretofore admitted and is not well 
taken. Mr. President, I feel justified in saying that these objections 
are far-fetched and frivolous. ‘They certainly are not made seriously, 
but are made for old women and weak-minded men to hang an excuse 
upon in justification of theaction of their objecting representatives, and 
not because they are founded in reason. 

The farm products of this Territory, as stated by my friend from In- 
diana, amounted to $17,000,000 in 1884; the number of schools, 1,534; 
school-houses, 1,340; amount expended for schools in 1885, $1,200,000. 
I will not say, by way of criticising the action of States, but merely by 
way of calling attention to the arguments made by Senators, that were 
I so inclined I could name a number of States now having their interests 
represented on this floor by able men that were in existence as States 
almost a half-century before they had the number of schools and school- 
houses that there are now found in the Territory of Dakota, and some 
of the States represented by Senators who are in opposition to this bill, 
within a very few years have not had the number of schools and school - 
houses or expended the amount of money for the education of the chil- 
dren of their States that has been expended in the Territory of Dakota 
for the education of the children of that Territory; and yet it is not to 
be admitted as a sister Statein this Union! But surely, sir, not on this 
ground will it be excluded. 

Well, sir, are there other reasons? It can not be objected that her con- 
stitution is not republiean in form. I have read it carefully and I think 
it a better constitution than some of the States have which have been 
in the Union for many, many years. 

To these objections answer has been fully made. But, sir, the real 
objection—what can it be? Ah, sir, that objection is surrounded and 
covered up in such a way that it does not fully make its appearance to 
the Senate; it lies underneath the surface, only occasionally raising its 
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head so that it may be seen. Perhaps by reading a paragraph from 
the speech of the Senator from South Carolina we may get a glimpse at 
it; its shadow appears. Let us examine and see what it is; whether 
or not it is a ghost that appears and haunts the Senators from South 


Carolina and from Missouri. on pre 899 of the RECORD containing 
the Senator’s speech I find the following—the speech is not a very 
long one, but a very able one to be based on nothing [laughter]: 


litical exigency lurking behind this movement which im- 
unseemly haste and zeal? Is there 
ressure for Statehood to forestall the apd Ake caer 


from this 
my mind of. a cion, and that a — 
ccc 

If I can understand the meaning of the Senator from South Carolina, 
and I think Se Peg Sap ERS to be understood, he means that 
he is opposed to the ission of Dakota for the reason that if it comes 
in now it will have representatives in the Congress of the United States 
of a different political complexion from the Administration. Is not 
that it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I should like to know. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator had read the speech he would not 
have found that question necessary, for I said distinctly that if the Ter- 
ritory were as largely Democratic as it appears now to be Republican I 
should oppose it as earnestly as I do this proposition, coming as it does. 


So the Senator has not done me the honor to read the w. of my re- 
marks. 
Mr. LOGAN. I have read the whole of the speech. 


Mr. BUTLER. That was the explanation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that in the commencement of your speech 
that is true, but why does this crop out in the conclusion, or near the 
conclusion of it? 

ivest my mind of such a and a “ * 
iri 8 we ratify this N a — nun, 

The Senator says he does not mean that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say any such thing. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. I do mean exactly what I said. 

Mr. LOGAN. You said that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly I did, but the Senator gives that as the 
ground on which I was resisting the application of South Dakota for 
admission. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is very much mistaken. He was notin 
when I commenced replying to him. I say that there are two grounds; 
first, the want of an ing act, and I tried to answer that in the 
Senator’s absence; and, Tcalled attention to this as an objection. 
Is it not an objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a very serious objection; that is to say, it is an 
objection in the present form of the application for admission. If I was 
satisfied that that was the honest expression of the people of Dakota, 
if it was Republican I should not object in the slightest degree, but I 
do not believe that it is the honest expression. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, sir, I am not so far wrong afterall. That is 
one objection, he says, in the present condition of or in other 
words, the manner in which it comes knocking at the door. If it was 
to come in a different form from what it does, then this objection would 
not arise. That is about it, is it not? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I understand the Senator. 

Mr. LOGAN: If I understood the response of the Senator it was 
this, that this is an objection in his mind now, inasmuch as Dakota 
comes to the door of Congress as she does. That is it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; then I say if Dakota came in a different 
garb, it would not be an objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. If Dakota came under an enabling act authorized 
by Congress, and I was perfectly satisfied that she had all the essential 
conditions necessary to Statehood, I should not object to it because she 
was Republican. I repeated that over and over again. Butif the 
Senator will permit me, if she came here and I had any suspicion that 
even then it did not express the wishes and purposes of the people 
of that Territory, I should oppose it, not at all because she was Re- 
publican, but because I believed, as I stated in my remarks which the 
Senator has quoted from, that if we do it now, we shall render a snap 
judgment upon proceedings which appear to my mind to be controlled 
and influenced by a political clique. 

Mr. LOGAN. Controlled by a political clique!’ That is very 
easilysaid. I believe if you will examine the speeches of nearly all of the 
Senators and Representatives who have opposed the admission of States 
heretofore you will find that similar expressions were used. It is very 
easy in a county where some people have things not exactly as they 
want them to get up in their own imagination what they call a town 
clique. So it is in a State. There is always a clique. If a person is 
dissatisfied he imagines he sees or understands that there is a clique. 
There is always a clique. If it isa Republican Territory that wants to 
come into the Union, there is always a clique that is forcing it in. 

Now, Mr. President, I feel differently. I believe when a people 
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having sufficient population and all the necessary requisites, believ- 
ing in this Government, want to be admitted as a State, statesman- 
ship should rise to that height that it would not inquire as to cliques 
or politics, Democratic or Republican. The man who stands in the 
doorway preventing a State from entering this Union because the peo- 
ple are Republicans is a partisan, too much so to make a great states- 
man, and the man who would do the same thing against a Territory be- 
cause it is Democratic is equally wanting in statesmanship, and in my 


un- | judgment will never rise, in the estimation of those whose good opinion 


he would desire, to the elevation he has fixed for himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree with the Senator entirely. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then there is no dispute on that point. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nota particle. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then, if we do not dispute on that. point, the Senator 
says that if this was fair he would agree to it. Fair how? In the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota where they have in round numbers 263,000 people in 
this part of Dakota that desires to be admitted as a State, they voted 
about 55,000 at an election a short timeago, while South Carolina at the 
same time or about the same time, with a population of about 700,000, 
voted 91,000 votes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Seven hundred thousand! 


round numbers a million of population by the last census. 

Mr. LOGAN. That increases it. I am glad it is a million. My 
mind was directed to another State at the time. South Carolina has a 
million of population, and Dakota Territory has 263,000. Atthesame 
time that the million of population of South Carolina voted about 
91,000 votes, the 263,000 people of Dakota voted about 55,000 votes. 
Now, there is something wrong somewhere. How is that? It is said 
that they voted on this constitution about 31,000, and the thing cropped 
out here the other day that the reason why they did not cast as many 
votes as they had for Representative in 1884 was that the Democrats 
did not vote. The Democratic committee recommended them not to 
vote, and therefore they did not vote. Why? They perhaps had in- 
structions not to vote so that these objections might be made to the 
admission of Dakota as a State. 

Now, sir, when you tell the people of this country that you want 
votes sufficient. to show that the proceeding was fair, with 263,000 pop- 
ulation voting 55,000 formerly, and with your Democrats declining to 
vote voting about 31,000, you had better explain why it is that South 
Carolina the same year, with a million of population, voted only about 
91,000 all told. 

Mr. BUTLER. What has that to do with it? 

Mr. LOGAN. Nothing except this, that you argue that this is not 
fair, and so did the Senator from Missouri the other day, because the 
vote was light at the adoption of the constitution. If it is not fair in 
the one case because the vote has fallen off, why fair in the other? In 
other words, there must be no falling off of votes in Dakota, if so it 
must be explained, but in South Carolina the vote may fall off nearly 
one-half in four years, and there it requires no explanation. 

Mr. BUTLER. I remind the Senator that South Carolina is not 
applying for admission into the Union. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Therefore I think his observations have about as 
much to do with this question as would the vote in Kamtchatka have. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘That is the opinion of the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I admire the Senator very much, and I regard his 
opinions very highly, but at the same time I will ask him to allow me 
to make my own deductions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Tou say South Carolina is in the Union. So do I; and 
I say she has never been out of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad the other side say that. 

Mr. LOGAN. But Dakota asa Territory is in, and as a State is out 
and wants to get in; and when you are in the Union with a million of 
people voting 91,000 votes at a Presidential election do not find fault 
with Dakota, this child that comes here asking the great mother to 
take her in as one of the family; do not find fault with her when she 
votes a third as many votes as your State does, more than half as many 
at one election, and on this constitution a third as many as your State, 
with a population of one-fourth as many as your State; find no further 
fault with the vote of this young sister that applies to be recognized 
along by your side. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have found no fault with Dakota. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, then; do not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have found no fault with Dakota. I do not intend 
that the Senator shall put me in the attitude of finding fault with her. 
I compared the vote on this constitution, as I think I had aright to do; 
but whenever Dakota comes here, as I have said over and over again, ina 
regular, orderly, constitutional way, as I understand it, I shall vote for 
her admission; and I do not intend to be put in the position of antago- 
nizing or finding fault with Dakota at all, because it is not correct. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator does not intend to be put in that posi- 
tion he had better correct his speech. 
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Mr. BUTLER. No; I stand by it. The Senator had better read 
what I said. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have read it; you need have no fears on that point. 
I have read all the speeches that have been made on this subject. I 
occasionally read some things. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I think right in this connection that the ‘‘clique’’ 
business might be found on the other side. Let us see. The Repub- 
licans all voted—at least, when I say all there may have been a few ex- 
ceptions, but the great mass of them voted. The Democrats did not 
vote. Whynot? Because they did not want this State to be admitted. 
The Senator says it is a clique, Whatclique? The Democratic clique 
or a committee composed of Democrats, who notified the Democrats not 
to vote. Why? That the statesmen from South Carolina and Missouri 
might object to her admission on the ground that there was a ‘‘clique”’ 
in Dakota. The clique found response in the Democratic organ here 
in the city of Washington. Let me read what I find published on the 
25th of January in the Post (the organ of our friends on the other side) 
about the admission of Dakota, and see if it does not comport exactly 
with the character of speeches which have been made in the Senate: 

And now they are talking— 


Says this newspaper— 


publican votes in the next electoral college. ashin and 
come in in 1888 as Colorado did in 1876; and but for Colorado the Hayes fraud 


would never have been consu 
he country wants no more raw commonwealths 22 She has yet to 
statesmanship. 


digest Nevada and Colorado. And she wants no more 

Take that article and put it in the belly of the speech of the Senator 
from Missouri, and it will accord precisely with what he said; and the 
insinuation of the Senator from South Carolina, in reference to a sus- 
picion he had that there might be a snap judgment“ during this 
national Adminstration, is on a line with this article in the Post. 

It will not do for Senators here to throttle this young State and put 
their opposition to its admission on the technical grounds they have. 
The true ground is that it is Republican and is not Democratic; and 
why not say so? It has every element of a State in all respects except 
recognition. And after eleven States have been admitted into the 
Union without an enabling act—nearly half the new States that have 
been admitted into the Union—when this twelfth one comes, it will 
not do for Senators to say that there must be an enabling act in order 
that the law may be complied with. Why, sir, there is no such law on 
the statute-books; there is no such provision in the Constitution; there 
has been no such principle laid down by statesmen either here or else- 
where, that it is necessary that a State should have an enabling act 
prior to her admission into the Union. 

We might as well talk plainly with one another about these things 
when we do it without intending any offense. These precedents that I 
have given were established when Democrats controlled Congress. They 
where followed by Democrats whenever Democratic States applied for 
admission. The Democratic party has never failed in a single instance 
to admit a State into this Union if it came with Democratic Senators 
and a Democratic Congressman, if they had the power to admit them. 
But they have ever opposed as a party—and I state it as a fact—the 
admission of States that differed with them in politics. Everything 
must be complied with, the House of Representatives against the Senate 
politically; you must wait for an enabling act, that which perhaps Con- 
gress would not pass, before this State can be admitted; you must have 
that which Congress will not give before you can knock at the door of 
Congress for admission into this Union. 

I do not wish to refer to that institution which has passed away except 
for the purpose of illustration; but while it existed in this country it 
was the policy of a certain party to never admit a free State unless a 
slave State came hand in hand into the Union whenever it could be 
done. No one will deny that. What then is the result? Slavery has 
passed away, but the principle of admitting a Democratic State, or a 
slave State with a free State, still exists; there is objection to the ad- 
mission of a State that is politically opposed to them unless a State 
politically agreeing with them can come hand in hand into the Union. 
That is the point. 

Then another objection is made, I find, in reading the speeches that 
have been made against the admission of Dakota. It is said by one 
Senator that we have enough States; we ought to be very careful about 
admitting States; we do not want any more States; no more States 
ought to be admitted without great scrutiny. This is the argumentof 
the Senator from Missouri. I desire to examine this argument for a 
few minutes. 

Suppose that principle had been adopted by the thirteen original 
States; suppose the thirteen original States had said, We do not wish 
any more States in this Union; thirteen States are enough; weare the 
Government; youareoutside; youare mere Territories, colonial depend- 
encies; you can not be admitted as States. With all this t terri- 
tory in the west, south of the Ohio River and north of the Ohio River, 
and west as far as our Territories extended, with a growing popula- 


tion driving the Indian in advance and developing a growth, a civili- 
zation, and a prosperity, what would have been the result? Soon the 
Territories would have had a greater population than the States. What 
then would have happened? TheStates would have been sending them 
governors, judges of their courts, collectors of the revenues, all the offi- 
cers dependent upon national power, and they would have made the 
same cry against the operations of the government of the thirteen States 
that the colonies did against Great Britain. 

The colonies objected to Great Britain’s usurpation and power over 
them—the very same objections that would have been made by these 
people had these impositions been practiced on them. Yet no more 
States must be admitted! If no more States are to be admitted, what 
will be the result? All this great northwestern territory is to be held 
by the Government in a dependent condition, in a colonial state, sub- 
ject their laws to revision, all their officers controlling, governing, and 
guiding them in their destiny, subject to the Government, Is that to 
be the result? When Senators say that these people have proceeded 
in a revolutionary manner, I say that if we had done this in behalf of 
the thirteen States originally against the Territories a revolution would 
have been inevitable, and no power on earth could have stayed it when 
— Territories attained a greater population than the thirteen States 

Oh, but it is said by Senators the action of this people is revolution- 
ary, because forsooth they or some of them inadvertently call them- 
selvesaState. Sir, revolutionary against what? Against the powerofthe 
Government? No, sir. The very action of these Senators whoare trying 
to deprive the people of the Territories of the Statehood that they desire 
is more arbitrary and more calculated to force people to desperate means 
than any action the people themselves have taken. Sir, millions of 
people in a few years will be numbered in the Western Territories in- 
stead of the few hundred thousand there now. The time will come, 
sir, when that party which is ever changeable, except on the question of 
holding power in their own hands, will not oppose the admission of these 
people. Will any Senator tell me that, with a vast population in Ter- 
ritories having rich and fertile soil, the people industrious, energetic, 
and intelligent, this Government is going to continue to fasten officers 
upon them against their consent? And at the same time if complaint 
is made against this policy will it be said that this is revolution? I 
e e this, sir, a strange argument when made, coming from whence 

t did. 

Mr. President, I dislike very much to refer to this matter in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], but there are one or 
two things in his remarks to which I feel called upon to make reply. 
I repeat, sir, that true statesmanship does not require the inquiry to 
be made as to what States the people went from when settling in the 
Territory, nor their politics, but only into their civilization, their num- 
bers and intelligence, the square miles in area of the territory settled, 
its productive capacity, &c., whether the soil and the climate are cal- 
culated to induce a fixed and permanent population. All these things 
being admitted, statesmanship demands the admission of the Territory, 
whether the people are Republican or Democratic. 

I was very sorry to hear the Senator from Missouri say what he did in 
reference to our former troubles. I certainly should not have alluded to 
them in any way in thearguments that I should make on this question if 
it had not been for the unnecessary remarks made by the Senator from 
Missouri. Heattributed an allusion to thesoldiers to the Senators from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] and Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], but in reading the 
speech of the Senator from Iowa I do not find it. However, in the 
speech of the Senator from Indiana he alluded to the fact merely that a 
portion of the population of Dakota was made up of Union soldiers who 
had helped preserve the Union. The retort in reply to that by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was of a very severe character, and to that I have- 
only to reply, that I should not have mentioned the fact that the sol- 
diers’’ had largely settled this Territory, as it is immaterial what the 
population is, whether soldier or other citizens, so it is good, honest, and 
true. No matter whether soldiers or other citizens, itis the numberand 
character that we inquireinto. But, sir, I wish now to know if in the 
Congress of the United States to mention the fact that soldiers have 
settled in a certain locality is to be considered an offense? Is the fact 
spoken that any portion of our people were patriots and fought to pre- 
serve the Union, to offend or insult any man or class of men in this coun- 
try? Sir, why should it? If the Senator from Indiana had said con- 
federatesoldier and Union soldier and citizen it would have all been the 
same to me. So far as the recognition of this new State is concerned 
it is immaterial who they are, so they are good citizens; but the mere 
mention of soldiers brought out a stricture from the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in which he remarks that these things have been thrown out here- 
tofore for the purpose of arousing the feelings of a certain class of people. 
Sir, Iam sorry that any man should suspect for a moment that the mere 
mention of this fact would arouse any man to say that which might 
well be left unsaid on a question of this kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is due to the Senator from Missouri—of 
course Iam not his champion at all, but he is sick in bed and therefore 
not able to speak for himself—that I should say I do not think the Sen- 
ator from Illinois is doing him entire justice. 

Mr. LOGAN. In what? 
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Mr. BUTLER. In the reference he has made to what the Senator 
from Missouri said in regard to the soldiers. The remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, as I understood them, were made entirely in re- 
sponse to an observation of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Indiana had made some intima- 
tion, rather more than an intimation as it occurred to some of us on 
this side, that the opposition to Dakota was based, among other things, 
upon the fact that it was occupied by Union soldiers. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Illinois must in justice to me 
yield to allow me to ask the Senator from South Carolina to find any 
such intimation in any remark I made on this floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the construction put upon the Senator’s 
remarks by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then it was a misconstruction. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think if the Senator from Missouri were here he 
would bear me out in it. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is not what the Senator from Missouri under- 
stoed, but what he was authorized to understand from any remark I 


made. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Indiana need not cast his eyes up 
to the reporters’ gallery to see whether his remarks meet approbation 
or not. I simply stated, in justice to the Senator from Missouri, that 
I thought the Senator from Illinois was doing his position injustice in 
implying that he constraed the remarks of the Senator from Indiana 
as intimating that the opposition of this side of the Chamber, at least 
so far as he and I were concerned, was instigated very largely by the 
fact that Dakota was inhabited by Union soldiers, ‘That was an im- 
proper construction. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Illinois te yield one mo- 
ment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire simply to say to the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina that the direction in which I cast my eyes was a 
matter wholly in my own volition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. And if I found some more attractive direction 
than that in which the Senator sits for me to look for the moment I 
hope it was without offense to him. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely right. I do not happen to 
be the reporter of a newspaper, and therefore I take it for granted that 
the Senator does not direct his gaze to me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Imustsay, in response to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, that the attempt on his part to place me in a false position will not 
succeed. In any attempt on his part to make it appear that I was at- 
tacking the Senator from Missouri he will find that he is mistaken. I 
was not quoting what the Senator from Missourisaid. I said he made 
strictures on what the Senator from Indiana said, and I have turned to 
the speech of the Senator from Indiana. I propose to read what he said 
to show that there was no justification for the remarks that were made. 
Here is what the Senator from Indiana said: 

It is true of Dakota, as it is of all our Northwestern States, largely settled 
since the war, that the men who came home after bearing the heat of that 
conflict, the men who established the Union of the States, and brought back the 
banner of their country in triumph, have in large numbers found new homes 
within her borders. 

If there is anything that can be twisted in any way whatever in those 
remarks to show that there was a fling at anybody I should like to un- 
derstand it. It was to that I was replying, because when he merely 
alluded to the fact that soldiers had settled there with other people, it 
brought out the assertion that an attempt was being made to prejudice 
the minds of the people, I say this in response to what was said then, 
without reference to the Senator from Missouri. 

I have desired that the question of who was on this side or that side 
should not be brought up in the Senate Chamber except when the ne- 
cessity arises for it on some question that should bring it out. I cer- 
tainly do not desire to doit. I am sure that my mode of treating our 
friends on that side has not been of a character to show that I have bit- 
terness in my heart; but when matters of this kind come up and ques- 
tions are thrown out and insinuations made, I only call the attention of 
the country to the fact that in the part of the country where I reside 
the question as to who did this or that, as was said in the war, is not 
the question before the country. The people there are not di i 
or talking about these thin If you will take that side of the Cham- 
ber and this side of the Chamber and count the members who have 
gone from the camps of either, the people will see which section of this 
country cares most about that and broods over it the longest and en- 
joys the bitterness of it most. 

It is no matter of enjoyment to me to allude to these things; it is more 
in sorrow than in anger that I reply to matters of this kind. Iam sorry 
to see them brought in and handled in the manner in which they were 
here the other day. I will give in my speech the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri and refrain from comment in his absence: 


Mr. Vest, Why is it necessary, or was it necessary then, that in making this 
declaration of non-partisan feeling both the Senators from Indiana and Iowa saw 
pro} to drag into the debate the fact that Dakota being a Republican Territory 
or ta as they claimed it to be, was the only cause in fact why its admission 


to the Union is now opposed upon this side of the Senate? Why was it that both 
these Senators saw proper to go further and say that the ex-Union soldiers who 
had populated Dakota were restive under their exclusion from the Union be- 
cause they — 12 they had a right to be admitted into the country whose life 
they had saved 

I make no namby-pam 


appeal to the war sentiment oſ the country. I make 
a“ for my ay and no professions for the future. Iam here ac- 

ed by two and a half million people as intelligent, law-abiding, conserva- 
tive as any upon this continent, and their votes are my credentials. I have voted 

i y and persistently in this Chamber for the most liberal pensions to the 
men to whom I was op] in the late unfortuuate struggle, happily closed 
twenty years ago, and while I avow now all absence of hostility and prejudice, 
let it be believed or not believed, I distinctly and emphatically oppose the senti- 
mentthatany man isentitled to peculiar La iPhone ag in this country before the law 
or before the Constitution because he fought under any flag, because he espoused 
1 cause, because he did his duty to the principles and convictions he held and 
as he understood them. Justice should be done to all, and the question now be- 
fore the Senate is one appealing to the unlimited discretion of Congress, and that 
alone. Why bring in these adventitious circumstances? Why attempt, for it can 
result in nothing else, to thrust into every question, financial, social, and relig- 
ious, that is brought before the American ple the dead issues of a dead strife. 
when the country, as we heard the other day, is now for the first time really an 
honestly being cemented hie rasan] by the glorious memories of the past and the 
bright anticipations of the future. 

nion soldiers are restive because Dakota is kept out of the Union! Before 
T conclude this address I shall undertake to show thatsoldiers as gallant as any 
who fought under the Union flag and amid shot and shell and saber stroke“ 
demonstrated their devotion to the Union are as heartily opposed to the passage 
of the bill before the Senate as any of those whose patriotic endeavor has been 
cited as an argument upon this floor, What can be the result or the object of 
such appeals as these except an indirect statement tothe people in Dakota and 
to the country at large that many of us who were upon the other side in that 
unfortunate strife are now fighting to exclude Dakota, and that, forsooth, this 
is the sole reason of our parl entary action in this body? 

r. nt, this is not the first time I have heard this charge. This is not 
the first time it has been used to inflame partisan feeling and sectional hate. 
Whatever 5 been the object of the distinguished Senators who use it 
here to-day, I have seen it before clothed in not such persuasive tones, not such 
dulcet accents and set phrase, but containing the very same idea, the same 
sentiment and prejudice which we heard yesterday and the day before from the 
distinguished Senators, 


Mr. President, it is not from the States north of this line once drawn 
between contending forces that bitterness is found. It is not north of 
this line that injustice is encouraged and inculeated. It is not north 
of this line that a desire exists to deprive people of their rights in this 
Union. It is not in that liberal part of the country where the people 
are energetic and where they are educated that people are 8 de- 
prived of their rights. It is not in that part of the country that the 
poopie have ever been denied the right to vote for President of the United 

tates. When I say that, I mean the right to vote at the polls. The 
States north of this line have not failed to allow all citizens entitled 
under the law to participate in the affairs of Government. So when the 
insinuation is made that illiberal views are entertained and prejudices 
enjoyed in that part of the country itis a mistake. 

Now, Mr. President, passing to re of the discussion, what 
does this mean—this process to be adopted to prevent the admission ot 
States into the Union? Is it a part of a plan, sir, which may not have 
been matured and well understood by all—is it that no more new 
States shall come into the Union unless they are Democratic, or unless a 
Democratic State and a Republican State shall come in hand in hand. 
Is it the old doctrine, the old theory of the old-fashioned Democracy 
which believed that slavery was a Divine institution and that they 
were entitled to rule and control the people of this great Government, 
that is to control us hereafter in this respect? I find an article ina 
paper to which Icall attention. I do not know the character of the paper; 
the Senator from South Carolina can tell me. It is the Charleston 
News and Courier. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a Democratic paper in South Carolina, at 
Charleston. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said it was perhaps a part of a scheme to keep out 
Republican Territories or States, and then to hold fast to this Govern- 
ment, and I find it cropping out in different directions. In this copy 
of the Charleston News and Courier I find an article in which the propo- 
sition is made that the colored people, according to the apportionment 
of the legislative districts in South Carolina, are entitled to a majority 
of the Legislature. It so states it. I believe there are but few colored 
people, however, in the Legislature. 

In order to prevent this calamity, as the writer calls it, a certain 
thing must be done, and that suggestion has been responded to by others. 
What is it? That the Legislature must pass a property qualification 
act, and that property qualification must not apply to individuals but 
to counties, so that the property in a county, not the individuals, shall 
entitle the county to so many representatives; and he says according 
to that, in a certain number of counties where wealthy people live and 
where there are more white people than colored it will give them more 
representatives than will be given to the other counties, outnumbering 
the others because they are poorer and therefore will not have the 
amount of property. There is the proposition made in that Democratic 
paper to deprive the people of the right to control by majorities, but by 
this contrivance a certain class shall control. The article to which I 
refer is as follows: 

REPRESENTATION AND TAXATION, 


A correspondent, whose thoughtful letter was published yesterday, advises 
that the constitution of the State be so amended that both population and pro; 
erty shall be specifically represented in the State Legislature, as was the law in 
South Carolina from 1808 to 1868. The prime reason for the proposition is the 
necessity of protecting the property-holding class from the raids of those who 
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have little or no property and who pay no taxes. In considering the gros on 
of our correspondent, some important facts require to be borne steadily in mind. 

By the United States census the total ulation of South Carolina in 1880 was 
Se Aie gto by race was: White, 391,105; colored, 604,332; Chinese 
and In „140. 

Sorutinizing the population by race and by counties, it is found that the col- 
ored people were in the majority in 1880 in twenty-five of the thirty-three coun- 
ties in the State. 

The house of representatives consists of one hundred and twenty-four mem- 
bers, assigned in proportion to population, On the basis of the census of 1880 
the counties in which the whites are in the majority are entitled in all to twenty- 
four members of the house of representatives, and the counties in which the 
colored people are in the Trp Srey are entitled to one hundred members. 

There are in these simple , if they are carefully studied and their conse- 
Praga — 3 the stron r 

e const on as our correspondent proposes. 

The colored people are in the adore in South Carolina, and the 


argument for some such modification of 


resenta- 
tion in the Legislature is required to be in proportion to population. The time 
must come when the colored vote will be en — and make itself full 
felt. Whenit shall an instrument in the hands of white politicians, it 
will count for all it is worth. What, then, will be the condition of the white 
people of the State if the representation in the ure continues to be deter- 


mined by numbers alone, without regard to intelligence or the possession of 
ro} ? 

5 88 some time ago that the constitution be so amended as to im- 

pose an educational qualification, but there were serious objections to this plan 

which need not be mentioned here. 

There can not be sei discrimination on the score of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude in regulating the suffrage. If there shall not be an edu- 
cational qualification, we fall back upon a property qualification; and we con- 
sider this to be a wise mode of meeting a growing difficulty, when, as is ad- 
vised by our correspondent, the representation of property, as such, is combined 
with representation by 3 

The old plan was to give to the election districts of the State one member of 
the house of representatives for every sixty-second of the whole number 
of white inhabitants in the State, and one member for every sixty-second part 
of the taxes raised by the Legislature. Eliminating from this the element 
of race, it is advised that sixty-two members be now apportioned among the 
several counties in proportion to population, and sixty-two members be appor- 
tioned in Ha aches to the amount of real and personal property on which 
taxes are » 

Lest it might be supposed that this would change materially the representa- 
tion of the different counties, our correspondent gives a tabular statement show- 
ing the representation to population under the census of 1880 and the 
representation on the basis of combined population and property. 

e new mode would increase Charleston’s representation from 8 to 15 and 
Aiken’s representation from 3 to 4, while Colleton would be reduced from 5to 4, 
Edgefield Rom g tog, Kershaw from to 2, Laurens from 4 to 3, Marlborough from 
8to neo Sumter from 5 to 4, The equilibrium between the sections would be 
little disturbed, and a glaring wrong would be righted. What is that wrong? 

According to the recent returns, the assessed value of the taxable property in 
the State is $151,978,184. On this basis, each member of the Legislature, on an 
average, represents property to the amount of $1,225,630. Buta glance at the 
table, as compiled by our correspondent, shows how gross is the inequality, 

The members from Charleston, on the basis of the census of 1880, woul: 
resent $3,309,247 each, while the members from Edgefield, Beaufort, Barn 
Chesterfield, Clarendon, Colleton, and a number of other counties represent less 
than a million dollars each. Or putting it in another way, and always on the 
basis of the census of 1880, there is $16,669,000 of property in Charleston which is 
taxed without representation, over and above the $9,804,000 to be represented by 
eight members. Charleston, in other words, must do one-twentieth of the tax- 
levying and one-sixth of the tal ty hog 

There is great complaint already in the State on the subject of the incidence 
of taxation by reason of the inequality of assessment. If facts count for any- 
thing in political calculations South Carolina is in W as no other 
of being taxed at will by voters who pay no taxes. The plan which has been 
submitted will protect the people agains this, and nowhere is such 
more necessary, we imagin nin the upper part of the State. As well as can 
be judged, the majority of the voting population is to be found in the lower 
counties. And these counties, by representation in proportion to population 
alone, can control South Carolina I tion. 

We have no doubt that the proposition to amend the constitution will excite 
surprise, and it is not unlikely that heedless persons will deride it and even de- 
nounce it; but the white people of the State—the property-holding class—need 
ee , and we know of no better safeguard than that which has been 
descr! - 

It is absolute, as far as it goes, in securing representation for property, and. 
in estimating that representation, there can be no Ginactutinalion ox account of 
race or color of thetax-payer. The thrifty and well-to-do colored man, as a prop- 
perty-holder, will be protected in the same manner as the intelligent and pro- 

ressive white farmer and mechanic in the State.—Charleston News and Courier, 

anuary 9, 1886. 

The Senator from South Carolina laughs. I do not see why he should 
not laugh, because it is the way control in that part of the country will 
remain in the hands of his friends when all other methods fail. The 
programme, in order to control in spite of majorities, is now cropping 
out, and where? In the very State, sir, where all the Jeading ideas of 
Democracy haye cropped out for fifty years. The starting of Demo- 
cratic theories, the starting of Democratic doctrines has been from that 
State, and well it has been done, too. 

Mr. BUTLER. While the honorable Senator was a distinguished 
leader of that party? 

Mr. LOGAN. I was never a leader of that party; I was a follower, 
and I 9 fi so far behind that I got left, and went into another. 
[Laughter. 

I was going to say for the benefit of the Senator from South Carolina 
that the Democratic party never originated an idea for fifty years that 
did not first germinate in South Carolina, and I was going to give that 
State the credit for it. Whether it led to good or evil results makes no 
difference, its germ was planted in that State. The first lead of Mr. 
Calhoun was in the direction of protection. The very minute he 
changed, the whole Democratic party changed; and then it lodged on 
free trade. When Calhoun started on his raid the Democratic party 
followed him, and the ideas implanted in that party grew and spread 
until the Democratic party had no life except the life that sprang from 
the ideas promulgated by the State of South Carolina. It finally led 
them into deep water, where they have struggled ever since. 


Sir, they led it ably and well when right, and with equal ability when 
wrong; and were wrong more times than right, unfortunately, for the 
whole country. I mean that outof no disrespect whatever to the Sen- 
ator; I speak only of the historical facts. 

But still South Carolina is in the lead. The first suggestion is made 
from the Democratic papers of South Carolina as to how control can be 
maintained hereafter against the popular will. Keepyour Territories 
out,“ says the Post. Keep your Territories out,“ says the Senator 
from Missouri. No more States shall be admitted,” say these states- 
men. Why, sir? Ah, sir, they are Republican; this is the underlying 
cause, this is clearly the true inwardness of the objections by the De- 
mocracy led by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Therefore they feel that if they can keep new States out they will 
continue to control the country in the line of Democracy; but if they 
come in they must control it anyhow.’ ‘‘ How will they do it?” 
They will do it by a property qualification, and put it over the States in 
the South, where the colored people are in the way. That Democratic 
idea, however strange we may view it now, will grow faster than any 
one now believes. But, sir, whenever the necessity arises it will be 
adopted by the Democracy in the States where there isa probability of 
the Republicans controlling with the aid of the colored yoter when 
and where he may vote without let or hindrance. 

Mr. President, I desire to say in reference to the people of Dakota, 
without ing of them in any other sense than that of citizens of the 
United States, that many of them went from the State of Illinois from 
near where Ireside. Many ofthem were my neighborsand friends, In 
one little county just northwest from Chicago nine hundred people 
went to the Territory of Dakota in one year, all intelligent, energetic, 
and honest people; and, sir, may I not appeal to this great country, to 
its imity, and the justice that it ought to mete out to those peo- 
ple, that they be pama to exercise the same rights that are guaran- 
teed and given to States that have been admitted into the Union on the 
same theory and basis that this Territory now applies for admission as 
a new State? 

Sir, it was the idea of our patriotic fathers that as fast as the Terri- 
tories acquired a population and all the other prerequisites they should 
be admitted as sister States. Why is it that we have grown so wise of 
late? Why is it that we of latter years find reasons that were not held 
in past times against new States? Why is it that party lines are drawn 
so strictly? Why is it that one side of the Chamber votes one way and 
the other side votes the other way on this question? Sir, it will not 
do to say that logic or reason fails; it will not do to put it on the ground 
that all are wrong on one side and all are right on the other. That is 
not the ground on which it must stand. It is on the ground of par- 
tisanship; it is because of the feeling that has grown up in one party 
against the other, a feeling which ought not to exist. We ought to be 
honest with one another; we ought to be honest with the people. We 
ought to represent our constituents fairly and justly, and we ought, 
too, to represent the Territories fairly and justly, as they are not en- 
titled to representation in and of themselves. 

I heard a gentleman say the other day that they were already repre- 
sented. That is a mistake. A Territory is represented nowhere. They 
have a mereagent who hangs around on the outskirts of the other House 
without a vote; there, perhaps, to watch for some little measure ben- 
eficial to his Territory. He has no rights asa Representative. They, 
the people of the Territories, are outside of the pale of representation, 
and you deny them the right your fathers were denied by England. 
When they are ready to become a State and have respresentation law- 
fully, you say no, true we will tax you, but will deny you the right of 
representation. You desire a quarter of a million of people to stay out 
of doors, as it were, and tax them and represent them without their 
consent, You furnish them officers whom they do not choose, you 
deny them the rights that you yourselves enjoy. Why? Because the 
powers that be are afraid that their political ideas are not in harmony 
with Democracy, it will prevent us having a Democratic governor, 
secretary of State, and judges to mold public opinion. Ah! sir, there 
is the rub.” 

Eleven States have come in in the same manner, but that makes no dif- 
ference. You will go back on the precedents of your own 3 and 
Congress. You will set at naught the rule that has been laid down for 
the admission of many States. You will deny the citizen the right that 
you claim for yourselves, and why? Forsooth, Mr. President, the De- 
mocracy must have the offices for the benefit of the party. 

Ah, Mr. President, hide it as you may, draw the veil over it as you 
will, the gauze manufactured by the opposition is so faulty in its 
and woof that itis easily seen through and discovered that it is clearly 
for the reason that because her Senators and Members of Congress are 
not of the political faith of the objecting Senators she must stay out. 
Sir, I hope the time will never come when I shall stand before the 
American people and plead one technicality after another to prevent 
citizens who are my equals in all respects from enjoying the same 
rights that I do, when they have all the necessary requirements and 
elements to entitle them to the same privileges, because they shall be 
Democratic. No Territory can knock at this door and ask me to vote 


for its admission, whether Democratic or Republican, with the popula- 
tion, the wealth, and all the requirements, with a constitution repub- 
lican in form, and I be found opposing it, whether they come under an 
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enabling act or not. When we shall show a willingness to do this, then, 
sir, we will be doing that justice in a proper spirit that should be meted 
out by the representatives of this great people to a dependent people, 
as these are who now apply for admission into this Union of States, 
that their star may be placed upon the flag of a redeemed nation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I shall not in this debate 
for the purpose of answering the arguments of any tor, but for the 

of stating the grounds upon which I shall give my vote upon 
the bill, feeling that I have done a duty to myself and my constituents 
if I should be able to make that ground plain. Theclosing remark of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. AN], if intended in seriousness, 
would reflect an injustice at least upon some of us on this side of the 
Chamber, for as to myself I do here asseverate that my judgment in re- 
to the admission of Dakota into the Union is not in the slightest 
egree to be affected by the condition of politics existing in that Ter- 
ritory. 

The admission of a State into the Union must always be, of course, 
in some sense a political question, and it must always in some sense 
affect the relations of political parties; but those Senators who find 
themselves unable to rise above party considerations in dealing with a 
question of this kind merely prove that they are incapable of discharg- 
ing the highest functions of the grand office which they hold. 

The Senate in considering this proposition has before it the most im- 
portant thing that we can possibly engage in considering. There is no 
event in American history which is comparable at all to that of the ad- 
mission of a State into the Union, unless it may perhaps be some great 
event like that which grew out of the civil war between the States, the 
question of the preservation of the life of the Union. But in the civil 
and ordi administration of our affairs and in keeping up with the 
march of progress which our people are making so grandly in this coun- 
try no question can address itself to the Senate of the United States so 
important, none that demands such judicial examination, such care, 
such circumspection as the admission of a State into the Union. The 
powers which we exercise here are judicial and legislative. More than 
that, they rise into the embodiment of a great national idea, in which 
we look upon and consider and deal with a question as a great supreme 
nation. 

The first inquiry that ought always to be made in respect of any body 
of citizens of the United States who claim admission into the Union as 
a State is in its nature a judicial inquiry. We inquire, first, what is 
the state of the law that entitles them to recognition as a State. Un- 
less we understand what is the state of the law that does so entitle 
them to recognition we can not properly understand the question and 
we can not decide it judicially. 

The admission of States into the American Union is not confined by 
the Constitution to the admission of new States to be formed out of the 
Territories belonging to this country, but we have determined in our 
own practice, as well as by the express authority of the Constitution, 
that there are two other cases, one where a State is formed by the con- 
sent of the Legislatures of several States and by the consent of Congress 
out of the existing territory of existing States, a power that I suppose 
was claimed to have been exercised in the case of the admission of West 
Virginia into the Union. I shall not stop to comment upon that event 
to say whether I think the power was properly exercised then or not, 
but still I will remark as I go along that some questions arose in that 
event which perhaps will hereafter come back to e us. 

Another manner of obtaining States is illustrated : in the case of Texas, 
where we brought a State into the American Union that was not at the 
time any part of our territory. It was an independent government, 
having its own autonomy, having its own sovereignty, having its own 
supremacy, and having its recognitionalso as such independent govern- 
ment by the United States and by other great powers of the world. 

What was the first act to be performed in the admission of Texas into 
the Union? It was an act of the very highest judicial character. It 
was an act by which we ascertained according to our own judgment, con- 
curring with the judgment of the people of Texas, that it was a free, 
independent, sovereign state, not existing under the laws of the United 
States, and having no possible connection with the laws of the United 
States, and not the subject or dependent of any other power. 

After we had determined that Texas had the right of sovereignty and 
the right of supremacy in every sense as an independent nation, we found 
that we were prepared, shall I say, to treat with her? Yes, not through 
the agency of the treaty-making power, but through the agency of a 
pore expressly granted in the Constitution to Congress—not to the 

ident and the Senate. We were prepared to treat with her through 
commissioners to ascertain her sovereign will in respect of coming into 
the American Union, and then we were prepared to decide upon her 
record as presented, whether she was a free, sovereign, and independent 
state. That was all judicial; that was all according to law; that was 
all in obedience to law. 

The next act which we performed was simply one of recognition— 
first, that she was an independent state; secondly, that she was enti- 
tled to be, and was, a State of the American Union; and in that act of 
recognition on our part and consent on her part Texas became the great 
empire State of the Southwest, and is in the Union, to remain upon an 
equality with all the original thirteen States. 


Tn forming the Union itself the thirteen original States recognized 
each other as being sovereign Commonwealths, free from the dominion of 
the Crown of Great Britain, and at liberty to come in or to remain out, as 
they chose; so that nine out of the thirteen States were only necessary 
in order to form a more perpetual compact of the present Constitution, 
or the original Articles of Confederation. There was recognition by 
each supreme sovereign government of other supreme sovereign gov- 
ernments when the Union was formed. 

That recognition is no less distinct when we admit a new State into 
the Union, whether we admit it, like Texas, from foreign territory, or 
whether we admitit, as Colorado was admitted, from our own territory. 
In either case a sovereign is recognized by Congress, but in neither case 
is it created by Congress. 

There is a point of time at which a State becomes such and before 
which it was not a State. That is the moment of our recognition by 
the acts of Congress. There is a condition existing the moment after 
the recognition is established that. did not exist before, and a condition 
which is absolutely irrevocable by any act of Congress; for while Con- 
gress may recognize and Congress may admit, Congress can neither con- 
trol nor destroy the States beyond the powers expressly conferred upon 
it under the Constitution. 

The question presented here to-day is, therefore, a judicial question. 
The question is whether under our Jaws and Constitution, without re- 
spect to precedents, whether they be good or whether they be bad, 
the paper which is presented to us as the constitution of the State of 
Dakota and these people who assume to represent the body of the peo- 

le of the Territory of Dakota have, in conformity with the laws of the 
United States, placed themselves in such an attitude as that the Con- 
gress of the United States is under a moral obligation to recognize them 
in that character and to admit these people as a State; for if they have 
come in violation of law, if they have come in despite of law, if they 
have contravened the statutes of the United States in their preparatory 
steps to get here, we have either to repeal those statutes to get them 
out of our way and out of their way, or else we must cure it by an act of 
condonation which admits the breach of the law and forgives it. Our 
attitude as judges to determine here whether Dakota is in a situation 
to come in as a State involves, first of all, the question whether we shall 
give respect to our own laws or whether we shall assist in their viola- 
tion in order to bring in a State by force through the breach made in the 
law. 

Sir, I maintain, and I shall always maintain, as I have always done, 
that after the Congress of the United States has enacted a law which 
has become such by the consent of both bodies and the approval of the 
President, the Senate and the other House and the President are all 
equally bound by it, and it is as much the oath of a Senator as it is of 
the President of the United States to maintain and support the laws of 
this country. We have no right, because we can enact one law, to break 
another. We have a statute-book that is full of interesting and useful 
statutes. It is no part of the power or duty of the Senate either under 
the obligation of its oath or in any parliamentary sense to nullify, dis- 
regard, or break a law, or to sustain other people in nullifying, disre- 
garding, or breaking laws in order that they may acquire a certain 
status that is agreeable to us in which they may become States. I re- 
peat, therefore, that this is a question of law, and the Senate is bound 
by the law and must support it, and should not violate the law. 

Need I say more toemphasize the valueof this position? Surely my 
feeble strength of intellect and body would be totally inadequate to 
describe the importance of the theme upon which I am now dwelling. 
Coming generations of men will rise to thank those men who, in the 
Senate of the United States to-day, have upheld the banner of the law 
as the rule for the government of Senatesand Houses and Presidents 
and people alike. This is a Government of laws, and if we should raise 
our hearts in thankfulness to Almighty God for the supreme blessing 
which has crowned this constitutional effort of ours to govern according 
to the will of the people, our utmost thanks must be due to Him for 
having inspired us with a sentiment that this is a Governmentof laws. 
No man great or small, nobody powerful or weak, can trample upon 
the law to the injury of any, or escape its denunciations and its sanc- 
tions when that law is violated. 

I am here to-day to appeal to the laws of the United States and to 
ask the Senate to preserve them in regard to this great question whether 
the people of Dakota are here asking us in the name of the law and in 
accordance with it for admission into the United States as one of the 
sovereign sisters of this great Republic. Are these the people of Da- 
kota who come here? Who are the people of Dakota? How do we 
know who are the people of Dakota? Werefer to the act of organiza- 
tion, and we see certain boundaries there, certain rights of citizenship 
conferred under our statutes; and when we speak of the people of Da- 
kota, we stultify ourselves unless we speak of the whole body as de- 
scribed in the law. Who are the people of Dakota? Not those repre- 
sented on this floor by the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from 
Illinois. They are a mere junta, a mere faction, a mere figment, a par- 
ticular set of pretenders who are usurpers of power in the Territory 
against the law. What is Dakota under the law? A Territory and a 
commonwealth with certain distinct and defined boundaries, bounda- 
ries fixed by an act of Congress which has never been repealed or altered. 
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In the act of March 2, 1861, incorporating that Territory, that idea was 
so distinctly and so carefully preserved as that the Congress after it had 
fixed the boundaries with precise definition added the following pro- 
viso to that act: 

Provided, further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to in- 
hibit the Government of the United States from dividing said Territory into two 
or more Territories in such manner and at such times as Congress deem 


conyenient and proper, or from attaching any portion thereof to any other Ter- 
ritory or State. 


There is a power reserved in the charter. That charter is as much 
the constitution of the Territory of Dakota to-day as this book that lies 
before me is the Constitution of the United States. In the very charter 
there was reserved the right to whom to alter the boundaries? To Con- 
gress expressly. The right was given to whom to partition the Terri- 
tory with reference to its admission as States? To Congress, and only 
to Congress. Who has assumed the right to partition it? - The Terri- 
torial Legislature, itis said. Grant, for the sake of the argument, but 
not as the fact, that this has been done fairly and in form 1 y, if 
you please, in the exercise of whatever power the Territorial Legislature 
may possess; concede for the argument that the Territorial Legislature 
has done this—the Territorial Legislature is not Congress. Never can it 
be within the power of any part of the le of that Territory to alter 
its boundaries or to divide its Territorial domain, because in doing that 
the Legislature of Dakota would be exercising a power that in this very 
act of incorporation has been reserved y to Congress. The for- 
mality of the act or the honesty of it can not create for this Legislature a 
power that the law refuses to it. 

In maintaining the laws of the United States am I to be expected to 
say that that act which prohibits the Territorial islature from inter- 
fering with the subject at all is respected by that islature when it 
violates the very fundamental law of that tory, and shall gentle- 
men say that I am insincere or partisan in my o to aviolation 
of it by the Territorial Legislature, conceding, as I have said before, for 
the sake of the ent, that they might legislate even upon the sub- 
ject or that they had legislated upon it? 

So much for the boundaries and so much for the e. So much 
for the boundaries, to show that Congress alone can divide the Territory 
or rearrange them; so much for the people, to show that a portion of 
the people in that Terri ean not unite themselves into a political 
organization of any kind with authority of Territorial laws and ask us 
to violate the laws of the United States in order to give recognition to 
them as a State. 

Further, in regard to the legislative power of that Territory, the act 
of 1861 provides— 

nc. — 2 tho rape Pi pore and authority 8 Territory shall be 
vested e r and a ive . 
a Sell onciiaes Ofte Comnall enka teen ne raene eT Eig enn 
* = kd + * 2 s 
Src, 6. That the 1 * 
eee e 
the provisions of this act. 

I have read the provision of the act about the changing of Territorial 
boundaries or interference with them, and here in the grant of 1 
tive power to thattribunalis the prohibition put upon that Legis- 
lature that all of their acts shall eee iii are diet an 
sistent with some general idea of public justice, not consistent with some 
imaginary thought about the sovereignty of the people of the Territory 
and their rights of local self-government, but consistent, and consistent 
only with the act of Congress which gave to that ture all the 
power it possesses, and expressly restrained its authority to certain de- 
* limits. : 5 

We can only discover the sovereignty where it is the lawful expres- 
sion of the will of all the people in the manner prescribed by law, and 
only in that way can we be to recognize it. 

We have other officers there es the Legislature. We have gov- 
ernors, we have judges, we have the tatives of course in the 
Legislature. Let us see the sort of 1 that this Territory, Iike all 
the other Territories, is placed under by Con Those men, though 
some of them are elected by the le of Dakota, are officers of ‘the 
Government of the United States, I might say in every sense, certainly 
in a very sense. Really, I do not know how to say that they are 
not officers of the United States Government in any of the functions 
that they exercise. We see it provided in the eleventh section of the 
act of 1861: 

The governor shall receive an annual salary of $1,500 as governor— 


It has been raised since, I believe— 

The governor shall receive an annual of $1,500 as governor and 
as superintendent of Indian affairs; the ahiaf yustineamd MOOSI padre a 
salary of $1.00, ‘he sald eatacies shell be pata . 
salary of $1,500, sa es t 
of the United States. The members of the 4 ve 2 shall be en- 
titled to receive $3 each per day during their attendance at the session 23 
and $3 for every twenty miles’ travel in going to or returning from the sai 
sessions, estim: according to the nearest usually traveled route, There shall 


be appropriated annually the sum of $1,000,to be expended by the ernor, to 
defray the contingent expenses of the rritory. There shal also be appropri- 
ated annually a sufficient sum, to be expended by the secretary of the Territory 


and upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States,to detray the expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the printing of the 


laws, and other incidental expenses; and the secretary of the Territory shall an- 
nually account to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States for the 
manner in which the aforesaid amount shall have been expended. 


Not only are these our agents there with limited authority, but they 
are supported by the Government of the United States. Annual ap- 
propriations upon estimates are made out of the Treasury of the United 
States to nurture and sustain those men in what? In their legislative 
duties, their legislative duties as restrained and restricted in this char- 
ter, not in some new scheme or enterprise for organizing a State gov- 
ernment. The legislative assemblage which authorizes the meeting of 
the constitutional convention at Huron appropriated $20,000 for its ex- 
penses. The money may have been drawn by taxation from the peo- 
ple of Dakota; I do not know; it maks no difference; the question is 
upon the power of that islature to appropriate it to a purpose of that 
kind. That would depend upon the power of the Legislature to give 
constitutionality or legality to the body when met. 

Suppose they had appropriated $20,000 to a church, $20,000 to a de- 
bating society, $20,000 to a Democratic political conference, or to a Re- 

ublican political conference, they would have been equally within the 

imits of their authority in doing that. They would have had just as 
much right to do it as they had to appropriate it for that suppositi- 
tious convention, that thing which might exist or might not according 
to a vote not of the people of Dakota but of a part of the people of 
Dakota. 

That act of appropriation, however, did not apply to the people of Da- 
kota. They were not to enjoy the advantages of it. The Legislature 

i ed the fact that there was a great body-politic, a common- 
wealth there which was in every section of the Territory entitled to 


equal respect of the laws and equal provision inthe laws. They voted 
$20,000 to be 1 to the assistance of certain gentlemen who 


might beel to a convention of one-halfof the Territory in order to 
in a political and a political power there through which men 
could be wrapped in Senator’s togas, and into whose hands the scepters 
of government might begiven. As the outcome of this new scheme of 
usurpation the legislation appropriated $20,000. Ifin accounting for 
that money they have to come before the Secretary of the Treasury, I 
su we shall know what was done with it. I do not know whether 
they will have to do that or not. 

I wish to read something more about the membership of that legis- 
lation. I read from section 8 of the same act, and I desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Indiana to this section, because I think 
that in the report and in the debate that has gone on upon the bill per- 
haps it has been entirely overlooked. I do not remember to have heard 
any reference to it. Section 8 provides 

That no member of the Legislative Assembly shall hold or be appointed to an 
office which shall have been c or the salary or emoluments of which 
shall have been increased, while he was a member, during the term for which he 
was elected, and for one year after the expiration of such term; and no person 
holding a commission or appointment under the United States except post- 


shall be a member of the Legislative Assembly, or shall hold any office 
under the government of said Territory. 


The use of the $20,000 to which I have just referred was to pay the 
of delegates to a convention to be assembled at Huron, to be 
elected by the people, as was said. When those men met there they 
took, oathis of 0 they qualified as officers of the Territory. They as- 
sumed that the Territorial Legislature had transferred to them so much 
of its power given under the acts of Congress or usurped, whichever the 
case may be, as was necessary to enable them to become members of a 
constitutional convention and to enter upon the ordination of a consti- 
tution for Dakota Territory and a compact between that Territory and 
the United States, a compact in the nature of a treaty. 

We see what the prohibition is, that no member of a Legislature shall 
hold an office. Ishould like to ask the honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee how many of the men who were in that Legislature were in the 
convention at Huron. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no knowledge of a single one, and there 
may have been several. 

Mr. MORGAN. There may have been several? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know. That is a simple conjecture, 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is not prepared to deny it. 

Mr. HARRISON. To deny it? No; Jam not. It is a subject into 
which I have never looked. I have no knowledge in the world about 
aa Senator may assume it to be either way, just as he pleases to 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has omitted to look into a very im- 
portant question which bears on the constitutionality of the action of 

ture. 


the Legisla’ 


Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it is for the Senator in charge of this bill 
to know whether the body was a body organized according to law; for 
we are judges here, and when they bring a constitution before us or- 
dained by men who are disqualified by the laws of Congress from act- 
ing, it is for him to look into it and report on it. I am not here in the 
sense of trying to oppose it merely because I have an opportunity to vote 
against it, but Iam here in the sense of trying to find out every fact 
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which will influence my judgment upon the question. Suppose every 
member of the Legislature who voted to appropriate $20,000 to organ- 
ize this Dakota constitution had gone into that convention and become 
a member of it. If one may do it, all may do it. Would that have 
been a legal body? ‘Would it have been a body organized according to 
the constitution of Dakota, as I call this act of Congress? Assuredly 
not. 

I wish to show exactly what was the object, or one of the main objects, 
of that convention. It is said in the sacred Book, and I believe there 
is no higher authority than that, that if you want to understand the 
quality of a tree you look at its fruits always. You do not expect to 
find hickory-nuts under an orange tree, nor oranges under a walnut tree. 
I find among the members of the constitutional convention who or- 
dained this constitution and now present it so pathetically to the Con- 
gress of the United States, claiming that they represent the sovereignty 
of the people of Dakota not merely in the constitution ordained but 
in the State government orgenized under the constitution, the follow- 
ing gentlemen, members of that constitutional convention: Hon. A. J. 
Edgerton, who is now a Senator of the United Statesin p Hon. 
G. C. Moody, also a Senator in prospect; Hon. A. E. Frank, lieutenant- 
governor; Hon. Frank Alexander, secretary of state; Hon. Robert Dol- 
lard, attorney-general; Hon. T. D. Kanouse, Delegate to Congress; Hon. 
D. Carson, supreme court judge; Hon. A. G. Kellam, supreme court 
judge; Hon. J. E. Bennett, supreme court judge; Hon. Joseph Ward, 
member of the State executive committee; Hon. Hugh J. Campbell, 
member of the State executive committee. I have heard a statement 
made, which I believe to be correct, that fifteen members of that con- 
vention were members of the Territorial Legislature, If it be true 
that by their fruits ye shall know them,“ we understand the whole 
affair. 

Mr. GEORGE. How many members were in the body? 

Mr. MORGAN. There were one hundred and eleven in the conven- 
tion, of whom ninety attended. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ninety-odd. 

Mr. MORGAN, The patriotism of this band of gentlemen, while it 
does not rest under the slightest suspicion, takes into it a flavor of in- 
terest, of self-promotion, when we consider how very many of them got 
the most exalted offices in that proposed State government, and that 
they are here now, not for the sole purpose of asking us to admit Da- 
kota into the Union as a State, but for the purpose also of asking us 
to admit Dakota and them into the Union asa State. As the bill is 
framed, as the petition is worded, as the executive committee have or- 
dained it, you can not separate between the parties who have been elected 
to these high offices and the constitution and the Statehood of Dakota 
without severing an artery that would kill them as quick as it would 
have killed the Siamese twins to have cut the band that bound them 
together. One and inseparable are the proposed officers and the pro- 

State. 

I should feel a little more freedom in the discussion of this question 
if it was a State applying here with a constitution which after admis- 
sion might go on appealing to the voice of its people to organize its 
Statehood under the respective offices provided for in that constitution; 
but I feel cramped and constrained when in taking this State of Da- 
kota into the Union we must take in as the Senators from that State 
gentlemen who have been elected by a Legislature of the State which 
Legislature was provided for by a convention of the State of which they 
were the chief and leading members. They have put too many eggs 
in one basket, sir, and I feel not the slightest hesitancy in saying to 
these gentlemen, ‘‘ You must go back to the people of Dakota and try 
your ces before those people after we have informed them that the 
Congress of the United States has erected a State in that country,” 
and then they shall have come out to the elections by their own con- 
sent, believing that they are doing something worth talking about, to 
vote for governors and Senators and members of the Legislature and all 
this other retinue of great officers provided for in the State constitu- 
tion. 

Ido not know what right the House of Representatives has got to 
admit Senators on this floor; I do not know what right the President 
of the United States has got either to admit a Senator here or to veto 
a bill bringing him into the Senate; but the Constitution says that Con- 
gress may admit new States. That means Congress in its Congressional 
power, the act of Congress accompanied with the approval of the Presi- 
dent, a legislative act as well as a judicial act. Suppose that the House 
of Representatives, not feeling that they have a right to admit Senators 
on this floor, should say, We propose to strike out so much of this 
measure as recognizes this retinue of Senators and other officers who 
have come here demanding admission into the Union,’’ and send the 
bill back to us, will we vote it in again just as it is now, or would the 
Senator from Indiana I ask him the question—recede from his attempt 
to bring in this retinue of officers and say, I will take the Constitu- 
tion and theStatehood as the House provides by striking out all about 
the officers; I will take it in that form and let Dakota come in, and let 
a new set of officers be selected by that State hereafter under this con- 
stitution and under laws enacted in accordance with it?“ 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator ask a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 


Mr. HARRISON. If he wants a reply I will give it to him briefly. 
Whenever I saw a disposition on the part of any one on that side of the 
Chamber to make any reasonable proposition which seemed likely to 
bring to the support of this main proposition, the admission of South 
Dakota as a State, any portion of Senators, I have shown always a dis- 
position to meet it; but when these things are merely presented as ob- 


jections to the bill and are not accompanied by any protestations on 
the part of Senators on that side of the Chamber that if such amend- 
ments were made they would support the movement, then I prefer to 
go on with my bill as I have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator, as chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, one of the greatest committees of this body, a gentleman 
who is in a distinguished sense worthy of the position, frames his bill 
and brings it before the Senate with a view and expectation of meeting 
a compromise arrangement on this side by which we shall pro to 
strike out the officers and leave the constitution of the State to stand. 
That is the attitude. Now, if the Senator is gambling with us on the 
chances of success, let me inform him I am a judge in this case that he 
can not gamble with. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is not the judicial qualities of the gentleman 
that would terrify me from engaging in a scheme of that kind, but other 
qualifications that I know he and his associates possess. They would 
beat me in that game. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator comes here with a bill to admit the 
State of Dakota and also two Senators upon this floor, for if Congress 

the bill, when the President has signed it those two Senators are 
rightfully here. Not that only, but there is a Delegate in the other 
House elected, and we say the House mustreceivehim. Not that only, 
but there is a governor, a supreme bench, a circuit bench, and various 
other officers who have been elected under that supposed or so-called 
State government. Lask the Senator, in the event the bill should be 
amended in the other House so as to strike out those Senators and that 
23 and the governor, &c., would he be willing to admit Dakota 
as she is? 

Mr. HARRISON. I can only say to that, that I hope the House of 
Representatives will give me an ch pega 

Mr. MORGAN. By making such an amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. By making any amendment that looks to the ad- 
mission, the main proposition of the bill. If the Senator will pardon 
me, I say to him now that this is not a scheme to advance the personal 
interest of any man or set of men. It is a scheme to secure to those 
people, as we believe, their rights under the Constitution to complete 
self-government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, Mr. President, when the Senator from In- 
diana saw that an endeavor of this kind was being made which he him- 
self would regret, when he saw that these men were coming here claim- 
ing the right to these offices, when he himself says on this floor he would 
be willing to strike out these men, destroy their offices, and take the 
State with the constitution, I think the Senator before he ever expects 
to find fault with anybody on this side for our position on this question 
should first answer to the Senate and to himself why it was that he was 
only willing to take that ground after the House had acted against the 
admission of these officers. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe the election of these officers has been 
by a free and fair and overwhelming expression of the wishes of that 
people; yet so intent am I upon securing the main proposition in this 
bill, to which I believe those people are entitled, that I have already 
made concessions in the billitself by depriving the people of one Repre- 
sentative in the other House of Congress to which they are justly en- 
titled under the law, and there are other rights to which I deem them 
justly entitled that I would sacrifice for the main proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, I do not think the Senator or 
the committee either have done themselves justice by bringing in here 
a bill that they are willing to cut half in two and take one-half of. 

Mr. DAWES. Half a loaf is better than none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know it is to a mere politician, but I do not hap- 
pen to be one. 

Mr. LOGAN. You have no polities at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have very good politics, but they do not control 
my judgment upon judicial questions. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the Senator said this was a political ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said it was made a political question in the Ter- 
ritory. I said just the reverse. The honorable Senator was not in 
when I had the honor to lay down my definition of what my views are. 

The Senator from Indiana, in reply to my last su on, says—and 
I have no doubt he says candidly—that his great and earnest desire in 
all this business is that the people of Dakota shall have a State gov- 
ernment. I do not believe that that Senator desires any more than I 
do that the people of Dakota shall have a State government. But he 
says that an overwhelming majority of the people there have indicated a 
desire to have this constitution. We have but one means that I know 


of of ascertaining what that overwhelming desire may be, and yet the 
Senator from Illinois informs us that there were 260,000 people in 
Southern Dakota in round figures, and that there were 57,000 votes 
there in the last election for Delegate. 
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Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
stated it at 54,000 in ee to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
which I think was nearly accurate. 

Mr. MORGAN. But only 31, 000, pro and con, voted in thesouth half 
of Dakota upon the question of the ratification of this constitution. It 
can not be possible that the Senate of the United States, looking at its 
laws upon the statute-book on the one hand and the power and influ- 
ence of 31,000 voters in the Territory of Dakota on the other hand, can 
hold to the doctrine that the Senate of the United States is bound to 
give up the laws organizing that entire Territory and disregard the will 
of all the people of Dakota lying north of forty-six degrees of latitude 
at the behest and on the demand of merely 31,000 voters, 6,000 of 
whom and more voted against the constitution. 

Here we are looking at our duty, for we have got a duty to perform, 
looking at the honorable duty that rests upon us, if not a sworn one, 
to maintain the laws of the United States in their integrity throughout 
the whole of our borders; we see this great Territory there with a popu- 
lation approximating a half million very closely; we see it divided 
asunder by 31,000 men in the southern half of it; we see it torn to pieces 
upon lines arbitrarily fixed by a set of men who profess to represent not 
the whole but a part, and we ask ourselves the question, Does that 
address itself to our judgment as Senators as something that we are 
obliged to receive as conclusive evidence of an overwhelming vote of a 
majority of the people, that they want that constitution, want these 
officers also, and want this whole thing, cut and dried, arranged to sui 
carried through the Con of the United States and into that exalt 
act of the recognition of a State in the American Union? 

There is one peculiar thing about all these proceedings in Dakota. 
Gentlemen who are more familiar with the history of this matter than 
I am, gentlemen on the committee, have spoken in the Senate, and they 
have informed us that in no case at all have the 7 of Northern Da- 
kata been consulted in regard to this matter. I do not mean that the 
members of the Legislature that passed this appropriation of 820,000 
and organized the Huron convention all resided south of 46°, but I do 
mean that when you come to the question of the division of the Terri- 
tory, as I am informed of the facts, that point about the division has 
never been submitted to the votes of the people of the northern part of 
the Territory. 

I am not going into the reasons, the physical reasons or the reasons of 
convenience, which might have made it 1 and best, or might 
not have made it appropriate and best, to submit this question to the 
people of North Dakota. I merely want to rest my position in regard 
to this subject upon the proposition that, as a member of Congress, I 
am compelled to regard the law of the United States as it relates to the 
Territory of Dakota as a unit and as affecting the whole body of the 
people; and if I could find that this Territorial Legislature had the 
right of doing anything in regard to the establishment of this Huron 
convention, I could not ever consent, as a judge upon the facts, to say that 
I was here giving attention to the voice of the people of the entire Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, this legal unit which we ourselves have established, 
when in fact no question in regard to the division of the Territory, no 
question in regard to the establishment of this constitution, no question 
in regard to these United States Senators or the Delegate in Congress 
or any of the balance of this array of officers has ever been submitted 
to the people north of the line of 46°, 

Mr. President, this is a mere Cwsarian operation in bringing this State 
into the Union. These surgeons cut down into the very bowels of that 
commonwealth organized by the Congress of the United States, and 
they bring forth this young infant and ask us to cover it with the mantle 
of charity until it shall have time to overcome its disfigurement, to 
warm and nurture it in the bosom of the Government of the United 
States until it shall have growth enough to stand upon its own feet. 
It is an act of violence, an act of wrong, whether considered in refer- 
a to the law or considered in reference to the will of the people of 

ota. 

Sir, I happen to have reports made to me personally by gentlemen 
who reside in North Dakota. They do not want this great common- 
wealth dissevered. There is a large body of people in that country who 
do not wanta division at all, and I confessthat my views of State policy 
have always accorded with that body of people. If Iwerea citizen of the 
Territory of Dakota to-day I would just as much object to the division 
of that Territory as the honorable Senator from Texas on my left would 
object to thedivision of the terri of Texas, though there is the right 
to make five States of it. The two tors from that State understand 
as well as we do, and perhaps very much better, that the power of that 
great Commonwealth in Fe care of the interests of her people is very 

tly increased by the breadth and richness of its territory. Let me 
illustrate. we ies that the little State of Delaware had taken into 
mind in the early days of this country that she would build the Erie 
Canal instead of New York. She would have built the Erie Canal to 
the border of Delaware and would have reached it in fifty miles or less 
from the point of starting. The great State of New York, however, 
bounded on one side by the ocean and on the other by the lakes, con- 
cluded that she would build the Erie Canal. She built it through her 
own territory. She had the power of a great State lying behind it, and 
with that wonderful work of internal improvement she did more to add 


to the wealth of her great commercial metropolis than by any other 


one act. 

Why was New York able to build it? Because she had the water 
borders, and the distance, and the people, and the wealth, and the re- 
sources to buildit. Suppose Dakota desires to build a railway from 
the Black Hills on the western boundary to connect with her south- 
eastern boundary at Yankton. She wants to do it with State aid, with 
State influence, she wants to control it, and it is built without coming 
to Con to ask Congress to control it, and she has got an empire 
through which the road lies, all under the control of one Legislature, 
and no question to be asked about whether Congress will consent to this 
or that. Compare the power of a great broad State, with its millions 
upon millions of acres, with that of a small State like Delaware or 

ode Island, and you can easily conceive, I think, that the people of 
these large States, with their local Legislatures, have very greatly the 
advantage over the people of the smaller States, and these are not un- 
im t affairs. Take the power of a great State, as Dakota would 
be, in the Union. It counts but two here in the Senate, but what does 
it count in the other House? A multitude. 

What will be the power of Texas in the House of Representatives in 
the next thirty years to come? It will be greater perhaps than that of 
all the Gulf States east of the Mississippi River. In the House, that 
great tribunal of the people where taxes are voted, where appropriation 
bills originate, where the people come up through their Representatives 
fresh every two years to participatein the Government, there the power 
of a great State like New York or a great State like Texas is felt with 
an influence that no small State can possibly rival. Compare New York 
to-day with Rhode Island in the House of Representatives with her two 
Representatives and Delaware with her one Representative. What is 
the power of Delaware or Rhode Island in the House compared with that 
of New York, and who can wonder at the growth of New York in her 
ability to avail herself of the advantages of national legislation, and who 
can wonder that in speaking about future Presidents and all the poli- 
cies of the Government we turn to New York instead of to Providence ? 
And yet there might have been at Providence a city as large as New 
York if Rhode Island had extended all the way up from New York 
through New England, including Maine. 

These are considerations that do not address themselves particularly 
to the Congress of the United States, but they would address themselves 
to me as a citizen of Dakota, and I assure you that citizens of Dakota 
living in the north part of that Territory are fully cognizant of them 
and appreciate them. The people of that Territory do not want it 
emasculated, and I deny the assumption here either that it is for the 
welfare of Dakota or that the people of that Territory wish to have 
their grand commonwealth cut to pieces and made into States of di- 
minutive proportions. 

Mr. President, I have gone through with all the facts that I desire 
to recite in support of my theory about this bill, which is, first, that it 
is not a bill coming from the people of Dakota; second, that it comes 
in violation of the laws of Congress; third, that it disrupts the Territory 
by violence that Congress in the charter of that Territory said should 
be inviolable until an act of Congress was passed; so that in regard to 
this particular Territory when you undertake to bringin a State out of 
a part of it, thereby making it necessary to divide the Territory, you 
must first get the consent of Congress. There is not a lawyer in the 
United States who would not advise his client so on ap ition of law 
of that kind. He would say, I find in this act an bition upon the 
Territorial Legislature to change the boundariesor to provide for a change 
of boundaries; it shall not be a subject within their power in any sense; 
and I find an express declaration that Congress alone shall change the 
boundaries.“ Then if you come here with part of the Territory to be 
admitted as the State of Dakota, you must first produce an act of Con- 
gress showing that we have authorized a change in the boundaries; other- 
wise the act is in violation of law, it is contumacious. If accompanied 
with force, it would be rebellion; if also accompanied with a conspiracy 
to enforce it, it is treason against the Government of the United States 
to foist a government into authority without the consent of i 
first had and obtained in a Territory which Congress has said shall be 
inviolable except by its own consent. 

Mr. President, in support of this view that I entertain and which 
concerns me more than everything else about this case, that we must 
actin accordance with lawhere, as judges we must decide whether the 
law has been complied with or whether it has been violated in this pro- 
posed admission of the State, I beg leave to read an extract from an 
opinion given by a great judge who will be recognized by some at least 
in the United States as very high authority. I mean the late Jeremiah 
S. Black. He says: 


Mr. Grote, the most learned and thoughtful of modern historians, has shown 
by divers examples that fidelity to the fundamental law—which he terms con- 
stitutional morality—is the one indispensable condition upon which the safety 
and success of every free government must depend. 


He was speaking in regard tothe fundamental or constitutional law 
of a Territory as well as of the United States. 


The high career of Athens from the expulsion of the Pisistratide to a period 
after the death of Pericles—the marvel and the admiration of all time—was 
plainly due to the faithful practice of this supreme virtue. It was this that made 
the steady Roman strong enough to shake the world. England observes not 
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only the theories, but the minutest forms of her constitution when legi: 
her own people, and that has given her domestic 
home; her shame and her misfortunes are all traceable to 


ing for 
uillity and solid power at 
disregard of it in 
dealing with colonies and outside dependencies, Constitutional morality was 
cherished and inculcated by our ers in the early ages of the Republic as 
the great principle which should be the sheet-anchor of our peace at home and 
our safety abroad, and to the end that it might never be forgotten they imposed 
a solemn oath upon every legislator and every officer to keep it and observe it 
with religious care at all times and under all circumstances, In contrast with 
the self-imposed restraints of the American democracy, Grote mentions the 
French, a nation high in the scale of intelligence, but utterly destitute of attach- 
ment to any constitution or any form of government except as a matter of pres- 
= convenience. You — _— came of ee eee in 3 than 
eighty years—a history with wrong and outrage, a people forever alternat- 
between abject slavery and the license of ferocious crime. 
the noonday sun that without constitutional morality every 
jotism must be false and counterfeit. The man who says he 
ves his country, and yet strikes a fatal blow atthe organiclaw upon which her 
life depends, shows his sincerity as Nero proved his filial affection when he killed 
his mother and mutilated her body. 

A violation of constitutional law is not an offense which is ever made venial 
by the occasion, You can not do evil that good may come. The evil is there, 
and the good never comes. 

No matter how 8 breach may seem, though small at first, it will 

n 


widen like a crevasse the Mississippi, until the whole stream of arbitrary 
wer goes rushing through ib. the grade of a crime is not measured 
the extent of the whether the sum 


particular mischief. Forgery is fo; 
by it be great or small, and meee ie ot mi 
the victim was short of stature. It often happens that tors, as well as 
other men, feel themselves hampered by such restrictions; but that does not 
authorize disregard of them. You can not break lawlessly over the Constitu- 
tion because it confines you to limits inconveniently narrow. 


by showing that 


I commend those doctrines as to the moral law of the Constitution 
and the moral duty of supporting it to the Senate. 

What more has this bill got in it besides the admission of the State 
of Dakota and the admission of the officers elected to the Congress of 
the United States under the State of Dakota and other officers elected 
as it has said under that constitution? This bill has got after its 
twentieth section a provision for the organizing of a lacerated Terri- 
tory, that the north half of that Territory after we snatch this State 
from it by this Cæsarian method, being the Territory of Dakota, shall 
have its name changed from Dakota to Lincoln; proposes to changeits 
organization ; propones to give it a governor by itself and a Legislature 
by itself. The bill as presented from the Committee on Territories is 
a bill to admit a State into the Union, it being found necessary before 
that State can come into the Union that we shall by law reorganize a 
Territory, for surely it is not expected that we shall pass half this bill. 

When we admitted Michi which is cited as an authority, or Colo- 
rado, or any other Territory into the Union, first of all the boundaries 
were prescribed by an act of Congress or by the consent of an act of 
Congress, and that commonwealthcame in as a whole. I call it a com- 
monwealth because it is a commonwealth, with power to do all things 
that are delegated to it under its charter, subject only to tlie revision or 
its legislative acts by the Congress of the United States. Here, then, is 
a State one-half of which this bill proposes shall be admitted out of a 
certain commonwealth. Suppose we stop right there and do no more. 
We disorganize and destroy a Territorial government in order to admit 
a State. The bill says, however, we shall reorganize that Territory. 
Then if we shall, it is because that is a n condition precedent to 
the admission of the State. What does that imply? What is the ad- 
mission that comes from that state of facts? Congress, and Congress 
alone, can fix the boundaries, and when this Huron convention under- 
took to fix the boundaries, and the people of Southern Dakota to vote 
upon them, they were not even exercising the lawful right of petition, 
because they were petitioning in contumacy against the law. 

Gentlemen speak of precedents. They say this State has been ad- 
mitted without an enabling act, and that State has been admitted 
under certain peculiar circumstances. They say no State was ever 
formed out of one State of the Union, except during the time of civil 
rebellion, as occurred when the State of West Virginia was formed. Is 
that to be a precedent for the formation of States in time of peace here- 
after? Can an actof Congress cut Pennsylvania in two by the consent 
of a certain body of men who may call themselves a legislature at Pitts- 
burgh and haul one-half of thatStateinto the Union by the ears, leaving 
the balance of it, from Harrisburg east, as the State of Pennsylvania? 
No, Mr. President, a bad precedent is better broken than followed. 
But the idea of arguing this case upon the precedents is utterly ab- 
surd—not to use any improper expression about the arguments of my 
colleagues on this floor—but it is absurd in itself, for the reason that 
there is no precedent for this case. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator, now that he has stated that 
and Ihave tried several times to get a bill of particulars; we have had 
that general statement from the Senator from Missouri and others— 
give a bill of particulars in which it differs from other examples? 

Mr. MORGAN. The mere fact of your starting to cut it in two by 
consent of one-half those people. 

Mr. HARRISON. The same thing was done in the case of Iowa, as 
I showed, and California fixed its own boundaries, 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; those Territories were never cut in two by 
the consent of one-half of their own people. They were not first cut 
in two by politicians and then ratified by Huron conventions. No, sir; 
that was an act of sovereignty of the whole people, to which we paid 
respect, There is no case like this of Dakota. There is no case which 


robs a Territory of one-half of its domain, and cuts out one-half the 
people from saying a word about it. Suppose there had been prece- 
dents, what Senator can content himself as a judge by following a prece- 
dent that he knowsisa bad one, any more than a judge of the Supreme 
Court can content himself by following a precedent that he knows isa 
bad one? They decide what the law is, and so do we in a matter of 
this kind. The Supreme Court decided first that paper money should 
be made a legal tender. They took their decision back, and they de- 
cided that it could not be made a legal tender, and other judges, com: 
afterward, took that decision back and decided that it could be a 
tender. Each one of them was a valid decision, because coming from valid 
authority, but I suppose we could hardly take either of them as a prece- 
dent. That question remains open for the constitutional determination 
of every Senator on this floor whenever it arises, although there may be 
some judges in the land who are bound by it. So, sir, with us, we can 
set aside these precedents or disregard them at our will and pleasure, 
provided, in doing so, we are influenced by good conscience and sus- 
tained by good reason. That is the whole question. 

I protest, Mr. President, thatin this matter of admitting new States 
out of the territory yet remaining to us or out of the territory that we 
bought from Russia, which is yet really aR FU or out of any 
territory that we may hereafter acquire, we not set the precedent 
of allowing the people in that territory to break down and disregard 
the laws of Congress in order that they may get a pretext for an organ- 
ization to come here for the sakeof admission. No, sir, let these States 
come in equal honor. When they get into the American Union one 
State is the equal of every other. So it was with the old thirteen; so 
it was with every sister that has come in. Let there be no question 
about it; no serious question as to whether the voice of the people has 
been actually ascertained, as to whether our Jaws have been violated 
in the manner of ascertaining it. Let us at least on our part feel that 
we have not broken the law in order to admit a State into the Union 
either for the gratification of our personal desires or our political am- 
bition. Let them all come alike. 

I want Dakota to come into this Union, and if that whole Territory 
presented this constitution that is here to-day as expressing the will 
of the people lawfully, without an array of officers elected by a 
clique before the admission of the State, I would vote for her admis- 
sion. I want her to come in before the first centennial anniversary of 
the American Constitution. I would like to see this State welcomed 
on that day, if you please. I would like tosee Dakota posa, under 
a bill that we shall enact, to adopt a constitution. I know she will 
adopt a good one—so that her good and brave people can come into 
this Union on the very day of the centennial anniversary of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. There is a beautiful fit- 
ness and aptitude in the t to me. Three times thirteen is 
thirty-nine. We have thirty-eight States now. Let us admit Dakota. 
I should like to see it done on the last day of the centennial period, so 
that we could say to the world, Behold this array of States, these 
thirteen grandmothers, each with a daughter on either hand! They 
stand here to prove to all coming generations of men that this century 
has witnessed the most marvelous work of the human hand and human 
mind in the creation of free government by a free people. Three times 
thirteen, thirty-nine, will be accomplished when Dakota is in, and I 
will join hands with the honorable Senator, though the State might be 
ninety-nine one-hundredths Republican in politics. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply want to read a note from the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield for that p of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. This was not intended to be made public, but I think 
it is proper that it should go into the RECORD. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1888. 


DEAR BUTLER: As it seems uncertain when I can get out of bed, I write you 
as to a matter of some importance in the Dakota debate. I am suffering a good 


deal, but I will try to make it plain. 
At the election for Congressional De! te in November, 1884, Southern Dakota 
polled 57,915 votes. You will find vote in my speech in yesterday's REC- 


ORD— 


I think perhaps he is mistaken about that; the number was 54,000. 

In June, 1885, the vote for delegates to the constitutional convention was less 
than 12,000 (so Johnson informs nip a 

In November, 1885, the vote on adoption of the constitution was about 


31.000. 
1 shows the fact that capital-moving, prohibition, &c., increased the vote 
from 12,000 in Jane to 31,000 in November. 

Ifthe ope were so anxious for this movement, why did only 12,000 come out 
in J une o election could be more im nt to the new movement; but there 
was no attention given to the thing by the le, and therefore Messrs. Moody 
& Co. invented the additional issues to bring outa big vote. Even then only 
about half the voters came to the polls. 

Again, Mr. Harrison says that out of 79,000 pee in Iowa, 11,500 votes were 
cast. This would make two-thirds of the whole vote. At the ratio of 5 to 1 for 
79,000 e would give about 16,000 votes, and 11,500 voted. 

1 In ota only about half voted in November, 1885, and only one-fifth i;i 
une. 

Do not fail to put this on record. 

Trul. 


Y» G. G. VEST. 


I should like before I take my seat, if it will not inconvenience the 
Senator from Indiana especially, to have an article read from a leading 


1886. 


Republican paper in Dakota in reply to the article commented upon by 
the Senator from Illinois from the Charleston News and Courier, this 
bearing specially upon Dakota and that article being irrelevant to the 
question at issue. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest that, by unanimous consent, it be put 
in the RECORD as part of the Senator’s remarks. The other was not 
read. 


Mr. BUTLER. I will retain it, then, until the Senator gets through 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. Thave no objection, if the Senator chooses, to have 
it read now. Let it go in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will, with the permission of the Senate, allow it 
to go in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

The article is as follows: 


As to the Dakota Statehood movement, the Journal knows as well as we do 
that the Sioux Falls convention did not represent the of Southern Dak: 
nor one-tenth of them. The Journal knows as w eee 


fran d 
tution, It is a solemn fact that the emand 
of the kind and never did, and the Journal ought to know it. Even the 

which met at Huron awhile ago refused to recognize Hugh J. Camp- 

, Who is and has been acknowledged by all to be the father of the whole State 
movement in its present shape. 

It would seem, the Journal thinks, Dakota means only Hugh J. Campbell, 

Frank Pe w, J. H. King, J. R. Gamble, and a few other noisy and ambi- 

with their expectant followers, and this and these wasall there 

the Journal knows it as well as we do 


peal? ear eee pod Reon than to use its great in- 
Southern Dakota, 


one rich and ous coun! 
at all in 8 ‘hose being the facts, 
the forty- 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask the Senator from Indiana to yield. 

Mr. HARRISON, I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In view of the storm prevailing, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON. Before that motion is put I desire to say that it 
is my purpose, if I can do so without injustice to any one, by maintain- 
ing our sitting a little longer than usual to-morrow, to ask the Senate 
to finish the consideration of this bill to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana gives no- 
tice that he will ask the Senate to conclude this bill to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 49 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 3, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, will lay before the House 
several executive communications. 


INMATES OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the of 
War, transmitting a letter from the President of the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the Soldiers’ Home, recommending that the estates of inmates 
remaining unclaimed three years after the death of the owner shall 
escheat to the home, and asking legislation to that end; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home, recommending legislation 
the charge for medical treatment of inmates of the Home at the Gov- 
ernment Hospital at $8 per annum; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIL TRANSPORTATION BY RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse a letter from the Post- 
master-General, in mse to a resolution of the House of 


resenta- 
tives calling for information as to what, if any, changes should be made 
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in the law regulating the compensation to railroad companies for car- 
rying the mails; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY, BOISE.CITY, IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, a letter from the 
Attorney-General recommending an appropriation of $25,000 to enlarge 
and em i the United States penitentiary at Boisé City, Idaho; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LANDS OF CROW INDIANS, MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, eee an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation of $2,000 for completing the allotment 
of lands in severalty to the Crow Indians in Montana; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-BOILERS. ` 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Board of Supervis- 
ing Inspectors of Steam-Boilers, recommending a modification of the 
provisions of section 4435 Revised Statutes concerning the construc- 


of | tion and arrangement of steam-boilers; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITIA OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia force of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMOLUMENTS OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an abstract of the emoluments of officers 
of customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


STANDARD BALANCES, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosure, a letter from the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, recommending the 
of a joint resolution to authorize the Bureau of Weights and Measures 
to duplicate or repair injured, lost, or destroyed standard balances, 
weights, and measures; which was referred tothe Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

; PRINTING. 

The SPEAKER, in accordance with statute, also laid before the 
House a resolution of the House (with the amendments of the Senate), 
for printing and binding 25,000 extra copies of the President’s annual 
message, with accompanying documents; and a resolution of the Senate 
for printing and binding 3,050 additional copies of the Compilation of 
Senate Election Cases, 1789-1886; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BARBOUR, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 

absence, on account of sickness in his family. 
SIGNAL-SERVICE BUREAU. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War ent to report back with an amendment the 
resolution which I send to the desk, for which I ask immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will the resolution, with 
the amendment proposed by the committee, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


section 3678 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides that 
all sumsappropriated for the various branches of expenditures in the publicsery- 
ice lied solely to the objects for which they are ively made 
and for no ; and 
is represented that said section was violated in this, namely: that 


certain fore priated . the carrying on of the 
Service Burean have miss — fore. 

Feu Thatthe Committeeon ditures in the War tbe 
instructed to inquire whether the statute ve referred tois now being obeyed, 
and whether or not it has heretofore been violated; and to report by bill or r- 
wise such measures as will secure its enforcement. 


The amendment proposed by the committee was read, as follows: 

At the end of the resolution add: That the committee be empowered to send 
for persons and papers.“ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and the 
resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. BLAND. I rise for the purpose of submitting a privileged reso- 
lution of inquiry, on the adoption of which I ask the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a report from a committee? 

Mr. BLAND. It is submitted by the direction of the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, at the convention of the American Bankers’ Association, held at 
Chicago, III., in the month of September, 1885, Mr. Geo S. Coe, a member of 
the executive council of said association, an e president of the American 
Ex National Bank of New York Cily, made, in an address delivered be- 
fore said convention, the following statements, namely: 

“ Under these are beat ye mec e to assumed dangers resulting 
from the continued — of silver] the new Government came into power. 
It was at once confronted by the peculiar difficulties surrounding the Treasury 
Department. Like his predecessor, the President clearly 5 the mag- 
nitude and imminence of the’danger, and in the interim before the meeting of 
Congress he is taking as efficient steps as are practicable under the existing law 
— N the nation from being precipitated into the deep abyss of financial dete- 

m. 

“His tempo! expedient is both simple and safe. The law requires the 
‘Treasurer to e Gran not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion month 
and coin it into dollars. But he is required to pay them out only when neces- 


fe avoid this necessity the Treasurer now confines his disbursements to 
= uy legal demands and refrains from monthly payments as hitherto of the 

n ebt. 

“The surplus of revenue supplies uisite means not only to purchase the 
monthly sum of silver bullion required by law, but also to withdrawa sufficient 
amount of silver certificates issued upon previous purchases to overcome the 
excessive accumulations 1 the prior administration. 

„This will safely hold the jon until Con shall convene. 

„The temporary danger which existed until income thus overtook expendi- 
tures was satisfactorily by concert with the clearing-house committee 
in New York, whose earnest efforts at that critical moment to preserve the gold 
standard were enlisted in behalf of the commercial community, which it is their 
function to specially represent.“ (Page 35 of published record of the proceed- 

of said convention.) 

d whi near the close of the second session Forty-eighth 8 to 
wit, on the 26th day of February, 1885, this House refused, by a deci: vote, to 
consider a then ding proposition looking to suspension of the coinage of 
silver dollars: T fore, 

Be it resolved by this House, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, ingens pA ears ap rman: ee Ne any cy ee be ee or 
8 was effected management o Treasury rtment 
with the clearing- house 9 in New York, or with any other r 
or person, as is alleged in the said address of Mr. Coe; and, if so, by what au- 

of law such arrangement was made and carried out. 
„further, to inform this House what amount of silver dollars was in the 
Treasury on the 4th day of March last unrepresented . certifi- 
cates, and what amount of silver certificates was in circulation; what amount 
of such dollars is now in the Treasury unrepresented by outstanding certifi- 
cates, and what amount of such certificates is now in circulation. 

Also, what amount of silver dollars was in barr arr the 4th day of 
March last that could have been applied in the payment of the interest-bearing 
debt and other dues of the Government, and what amount of such dollars is now 
held in the Treasury that could be so applied; also, what amount of silver cer- 
tillcates is held in the Treasury that could be reissued ; also, what amount of in- 
terest-bearing debt is now subject to call, and what policy is to be pursued in 
the payment of silver thereon and on other public dues, 

Mr. BLAND. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. Is there a report accompanying this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Ithasnone. Therule requires every proposition 
reported to be accompanied bya report in writing. The gentleman from 
Illinois inquires whether there is a report. 

Mr. BLAND. I will introduce a report in writing at a later period 
in the day. I did not suppose that objection would be made. A re- 
port in writing can be made ina few moments. 

Mr. MORRISON. It is probably not essential, but it may lead to a 
better understanding of the resolutions. I ask this delay that I may 
see what there is in this resolution. While the report is being prepared 
I can examine and ascertain what is 8 or asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point there 
is no report in writing accompanying this resolution under the rule, and 
the matter will be withdrawn for the present. 

NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to report 
back from the Committee on Indian Affairs for t consideration 
certain amendments to joint resolution (H. Res. 91 entitled ‘‘ Joint res- 
olution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue certain unex- 
pended balance for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in Montana.“ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 25, 1886, 

Resolved, That the joint resolution from the House of resentatives (H. Res. 
91) entitled Joint resolution authorizing the of the Interior to issue 
certain unexpended balance for the relief of the No’ Cheyennes in Mon- 
= 7 with the following amendments: 

In line 1 strike out the word “ Resolved” and insert “ Be it enacted.” 
In line 10, strike out the word “live” and insert life.” 
In line 14 strike out the word Tounge and insert the word“ Tongue.” 

Amend the title so as to read: An act to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to issue certain unexpended balance for the relief of the Northern Chey- 
ennes in Montana.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of | di 
this report? 
Mr. MILLS. I should like to know how long it will take. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask consent to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. BURROWS. Have these amendments been considered by the 
committee? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; they have been considered by the Commit- 
ba Hm Indian Affairs. I make the report by the direction of the com- 
mi 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the amendments? 

Mr. BEACH. I do not object; but I would like to know how these 
orthographical errors occurred in the bill, so we may have legislation 
on that point if n z 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota will proceed, there 
being no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwishtomakes brief explanation. This is the joint 
resolution of the House which passed some two weeks ago, to authorize 
the Government to issue $12,000 of an Indian appropriation of last year 
for the immediate relief of the Cheyenne Indians. It was in the form 
of a joint resolution, prepared by the Indian Office, and sent up here for 
our action. The resolution this House, went over to the other 
body, from whence it comes with these amendments. 

Now, these amendments, Mr. Speaker, are mere corrections of mis- 
spelling of words. In one instance the word ‘‘life’’ is spelled live,“ 
and in the other case the word Tongue“ is spelled ‘‘Tounge.’’ 
(Laughter. ] 

The third amendment is to change the joint resolution into a bill. 

This is a case of great urgency. Already the attention of Congress 
has been called to the matter twice. It does seem to me that these 
amendments evince a hypercritical spirit, something like that attrib- 
uted to Nero, whoit is said fiddled while Rome was burning. 

The amendment changing the joint resolution into the form of an act 
was wholly uncalled-for, as there are abundant precedents showing the 
original form was the proper one. However, in view of the necessities 
of the case, the Committee on Indian Affairs of this House report in 
favor of concurrence in all of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BEACH. I have no objection to the passage of the resolution, 
but what I would like to be informed about is how these errors in spell- 
ing occurred. Were the mistakes made by the person who dranghted 
the resolution, or were they the mistakes of the engrossing clerk? 

Mr. NELSON. To answer the gentleman’s questions specifically, I 
will remark that so far as Iam advised the mistakes occurred on the 
part of the engrossing clerk of the House. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to indulge me for 
a moment or two in a brief statement in explanation of this matter, 
which I feel ought to be made in justice, if not to the House, at least 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. So urgently does the situation of 
these Indians appeal for assistance that the President of the United 
States deemed the matter of sufficient importance in the early days of 
the present session of Congress to make it the subject of a special mes- 
sage. Subsequently thereto the chairman of the House Committee on 
Indian Affairs received a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior earnestly asking speedy action and early legislation on the sub- 
ject. 

In response to these executive calls, the House a few days ago, on mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], the legis- 
lation recommended by the President in the form of a joint resolution. 
The Senate in its dignified conservatism, I suppose, or perhaps its su- 
perior parliamentary wisdom, has returned the joint rosolution to the 
House with an amendment changing the proposed legislation from the 
form of a joint resolution into that of a bill; or, to be more specific, an 
amendment striking out the words Be it resolved,” &c., and substi- 
tuting the words Be it enacted.” Now, sir, while I shall ask the 
House, for reasons to be stated before taking my seat, to concur in this 
amendment of the Senate, yet I do it being fully aware of the fact that 
if the House were to adhere strictly to its practice in former years it 
would reject the amendment, because I am advised that there is but 
one instance on record where the House has accepted a Senate amend- 
ment changing a joint resolution into the form of a bill, and that in the 
closing hours of a dying Congress when contest over the matter would 
be fruitless. 

I wish, however, to make this statement, which I think the circum- 
stances authorize, if they do not require. There was no occasion for 
this Senate amendment, so far as the object of the proposed legislation 
is concerned. That object could be accomplished either by a joint reso- 
lutian or by a bill, and just as effectually in one way as the other. The 
only significance of the amendment, if it has any significance, is an in- 
timation that the House in its proceedings on this matter has disre- 
garded established forms of legislation. And now, Mr. Speaker, to that 
intimation, no matter whence it comes, indeed I am constrained to enter 
a respectful but an emphatic denial; and in proof of this denial I de- 
sire to on record some pertinent facts. In the general appropria- 
tion bill for the Indian service for the present fiscal year appears this 
clause: 

To supply food and other necessities of life in cases of distress among the In- 


ans not having treaty funds, arising from emergencies not foreseen or other- 
wise provided for, to be used at the discretion of the President, $50,000. 


Now the manifest purpose of this clause was to enable the Indian 


— F / / ß ( a at 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1101 


Office to feed and otherwise suitably care for such Indians as might be 
overtaken by distress from any unforeseen cause, and for whose relief 
no annuities or other Indian funds were available. 

The Indians embraced in this resolution, it is true, have small an- 
nuities, but they are wholly exhausted, and the Indians, from unex- 
pected emergencies not otherwise provided for, are in destitution and 
want. These Indians, therefore, are clearly within the spirit of the 
bs 5 9 separa althongh they would perhaps be excluded from its ben- 

ts by a strict construction of the language in which the appropriation 
is made. 

While I will not assert that the legislation now proposed is, strictly 
speaking, the construction of a prior act of Congress, yet I do say that 
its sole purpose is to bring under the operation of a former law of Con- 
gna a class of persons who are manifestly indisputably within its 
spirit. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am justified by long usage, traceable through 
numberless accordant precedents—I am thus fully justified in the as- 
sertion, which I now make, that to accomplish just such objects as that 
contemplated in the proposed legislation is the legitimate, appropriate 
office of a joint resolution, the action of the Senate of the United States 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

And one word further, Mr. Speaker. While it is true, while in my 
judgment the House is clearly right in this matter and the Senate 
clearly wrong, I can not shut my eyes to the fact that the difference 
relates to a mere matter of form, not touching even remotely the sub- 
stance of the thing to be effected. For this reason, and believing that 
the House of Representatives can not afford in the face of a grave 
emergency to fight over a quibble, I join the gentleman from Minne- 
sota in asking that the Senate amendments be con in. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be a separate vote demanded the 
question will be taken upon concurring in all of the amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
le 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to say, sir, at the outset that I realize the 
importance of a strict adherence to the rules, so that order and decorum 
may be preserved in the House, and I shall not knowingly transgress 
them. 

The rules for the government of the House are complex and difficult 
to be understood, especially by new members. Indeed, sir, that is not 
at all remarkable, when I have found during my short membership of 
the House that even the best parliamentarians differ widely as to their 
interpretation; and therefore, before proceeding to state my question of 
personal privil , and in order that I may proceed strictly under the 
rules, I desire to submit to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry, which is: 
Believing that the dignity and integrity of the proceedings of the House, 
and that my reputation and conduct individually and in my representa- 
tive capacity, are affected by the statements madein the House by one 
of its members con a Senator from the Stateof Virginiaand asto 
m ; and as the name of the senior Senator from my State was twice 

ed by a member of the House in debate a few days ago, and the effort 
was made, as I believe, in this House to cast upon him; and as 
my own name wasnot only called upon the floor of the House, butathreat 
made against me; and also, as I have seen it publicly stated, that my 
name has been called and threats made against me before one of the 
committees of the House by one of its members concerning my action 
as a Representative in Congress; and as it was stated on the floor of the 
House that a twice-wounded and a twice-promoted-for-gallantry Union 
soldier was removed from office at the dictation of the senior Senator 
from Virginia and another official was dismissed for ‘‘ beastly intoxica- 
tion,“ I desire, Mr. S er, to be informed whether or not under the 
operation of the question of eee ef I can show to the House, 
as I propose to do by official communications of recent date from high 
officials under the present Administration, by the public records and 
otherwise, that each and all of the said statements made by the mem- 
ber from Virginia are not true? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry is a very 
comprehensive one [laughter], and can not be ifically answered. 
The Chair can only state in response to the gentleman’s question what 
the rule of the House is as the Chair understands it. If any statement 
has been made upon the floor or elsewhere, the Chair thinks, which re- 
flects upon the gentleman individually in his representative capacity, 
or if any threat been. made upon the floor of the House or in a com- 
mittee of the House by a member or by any one else which was intended 
to put him in fear of personal violence, or a threat which was intended 
to influence the action of the een in any way as a Representative, 
a question of privilege would be presented. But the gentleman has 
not informed the Chair what the statement is which was made on the 
floor of the House, nor what the supposed threat was which he says he 


has been informed was made before a committee of the House. Under 
these circumstances the Chair can not say whether there is a question 
of personal privilege presented or not. 

Mr. BRADY. Is it in order, then, to ask unanimous consent to 
make a statement? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BRADY. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia asks unanimous con- 
sent to make a explanation. 

Mr. HERBERT. I object. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You want to stifle the facts. 

Mr. HERBERT. And you are very anxious to make speeches in an- 
ticipation of the facts that will come out; for you know the report of 
the Secretary will show the facts to be against you. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order. [Cries of R 
order!“ I do not think gentlemen will take me off my feet when I 
rise to a point of order. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Alabama should address the Speaker and not address the gentle- 
man from Maine in the second person. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule that the colloquy between the 
gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Alabama was not in 
order. / 

SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. BLAND. I rise to make a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Iam directed by the Committee on Coinage, 8 and Measures to report 
the following resolution, and ask its passage by House, in order to proper 
legislation on the subject. 

R. P. BLAND, 


Chairman Commitles on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution, which 
has already been read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. When did the committee make this report? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not intend to offer any objection to the adop- 
tion of this preamble and resolution, but I want to say I think it is 
entirely too general, if not objectionable, in asking what is to be the 
future policy of the Treasury Department as to the payment of the pub- 
lic debt or other of its duties under the law? I presume that policy 
will depend entirely on the condition of the Treasury and the require- 
ments of the law. 

Mr. BLAND. I have only this to reply. We know what the policy 
has been heretofore, from the time that Mr. Sherman was Secretary of 
the up till now; and it is a proper matter for legislation on 
the part of to determine whether that policy shall be changed 
or not; and it is proper to inquire from the Treasury Department 
whether it is to be pursued in the future or not before we legislate upon 
it. I therefore demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. LONG. I ask to have the resolution again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, HATCH. I demand the lar order. 

Mr. BEACH. I object to the resolution being read again. 

The SPEAKER. The order has been demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. Unless some gentleman demands separate 
votes on the preamble and the resolution the question will be taken on 
them as a whole, 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not able to follow very closely the reading 
of the resolution so as to ascertain what right exists as to having sep- 
arate votes on the different parts of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The preamble can be voted on separately accord- 
me the rules of practice. 

. RANDALL. The object I have in view would be accomplished 
either by separate votes on the different parts of the resolution or by a 
motion to strike out that part which asks as to the policy of the Ad- 
ministration. The policy of the Administration can best be learned 
by its acts. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. BLAND. The previous question having been ordered, the reso- 
lution is not subject to amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was whether there would be an opportunity to take separate votes on 
the different parts of the resolution. The Chair is now examining the 
resolution to ascertain whether that would be in order or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not able to follow the reading closely enough 
to learn that. 

The SPEAKER. The first vote is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
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tion without the preamble, and then on the preamble if a separate vote 
should be demanded; and the Chair has been examining the resolution 
to see if it contained more than one proposition on which separate votes 
could be had. 

Mr. HEWITT, Would it be in order after the previous question has 
been ordered, as it has been, to move to recommit the resolution with 
instructions? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then I move torecommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with instructions to strike 
out that portion of it which asks the Secretary of the Treasury to define 
the policy of the Administration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
moves torecommit the resolution to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, with instructions to report it back, omitting that portion 
which calls upon the Secretary of the Treasury to state the policy of the 

t. 


en 
Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is in order to have that 
part of the resolution read, so that we may know exactly what we are 


vi upon. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewrrr] will please reduce his instructions to writing. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The preamble and resolution were read 
and then were withdrawn. After other business they were again pre- 
sented, but only the resolution was in fact read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. My inquiry is whether it is now in order 
to ask that the preamble be again read, and if so I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that any gentleman has a right 
to have the entire proposition read after it has been reported back from 
the committee. The Clerk will read the preamble and resolution in 
full. 

The Clerk again read the preamble and resolution. 

Mr. HEWITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, my motion is to recommit the 
resolution to the committee with instructions to strike out at its close 
all after the words now subject to call.“ 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
will please amoment. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mz. BLAND] to state that the committee had reported 
some amendment to the resolution which was referred to the committee 
by the House. If that be so, the gentleman will please indicate the 
amendment. 

Mr, BLAND. I have reported the resolution in its present form as 
a substitute for the original proposition. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, then, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] reports the resolution in the form just read 
as a substitute for the original resolution referred to the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, can the original proposition benow read ? 

The SPEAKER. The whole of it has been read together. There is 
nothing in the paper sent to the Clerk’s desk to show what was the 
eee proposition and what are the amendments. The Clerk will 
now report the amendment as proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words: The Treasury De tassumes to virtu- 
ally suspend the coinage of silver by hoarding the money in the Treasury after 
it is coined" and insert the words such arrangement was made and carried 
out.“ 

Strike out. at the close of the resolution. the words and what policy is to be 
pursued in the payment of silver thereon and other publie dues” and insert 

‘and will the same policy be pursued in the payment of silver thereon and on 
other public dues in the future as in the past. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] to recommit the resolution 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures with instructions 
to strike out certain words. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the Clerk read 
the words proposed to be struck ont. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
moves to recommit this resolution to the Committee on Coi Weights, 
and Measures, with instructions to report the same back with the por- 
tion stricken out which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, at the close of the resolution, the following words : 


“And will the same policy be pursued in the paymentof silver thereon and on 
other public dues, in the future as in the ore ie 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hrwrrr] to recommit the resolution to the com- 
mittee with instructions to report the same back with the words which 
have just been read stricken out. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the “‘noes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the yeas and nays upon this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, there wasso much confusion prevailing 
in this part of the House when the amendment was being read that it 
was not understood. If in order, I ask that it be again reported. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made every effort tosecure order on 
the floor. The difficulty rests with gentlemen themselves. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 169, not vot- 
ing 64; as follows: 


YEAS—90. 
Adams, J. J. Dingiey, Hewitt, Ranney, 
Anderson, C. M. Dougherty, Hiestand, Reed. T. B. 

7 Dowdney, Hires, Rockwell, 
Bayne, Eden, Trion, Seymour, 
Beach, Ellsberry, James, Sowden, 
Blanchard, Ely, K > Springer, 
Bliss, Evans, King, StahInecker, 
Boyle, Everhart, Le Fevre, Stone, E. F. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Findlay, Lehibach, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Breekinridge, WCP.Gay, Long, Storm, 
Bunnell, Geddes, McCom Swope, 
Burleigh, Gibson, C. II. Millard, Trigg, 
Campbell, Felix Glover, Mitchell, Tucker, 
Campbell, Green, R. S. Morrison. Turner, 
Candler, Green, W. J. phones Te Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Hale, O'Neill, Charles Viele, 

Cole, Hall, Osborne, W. 
Collins. Hammond, Outhwaite, W. J. H. 
Compton, Harmer, Parker, West, 
Cox, Hayden, Payne, Wilson, 
Crain, Haynes, Perry, Wolford 
Croxton, Hemphill, Pindar, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Herbert, Randall, 
NAYS—169. 
G Farquhar, Lowry, Romeis, 
Allen, C. H Felton, Lyman, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A Fisher, Markham Ryan, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, Martin, Sadler, 
ker, Foran, Sayers, 
Ballentine, Ford, Maybury, Scranton, 
Barksdale, Forney, ij Skinner, 
Frederick, MeKenna, Snyder, 
Bennett, Fuller, McKinley, er, 
Bland Funston, MeMillin 
Bound, Gallinger, Rea, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Boutelle, Gillillan, Miller, — 
dy, Glass, Mills, Struble, 
Bragg, Goff, Moffatt, Symes, 
Browne, T. M. Grout. organ Tarsney, 
Brown, Halsell. Morrill, Taulbee 
Brown, W. W. n S orrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Buc! a arris, Neal, ‘Taylor, Zach 
Buck, Hatch, N Thomas, J. R 
Burrows, Heard, Negley, Thomas, O. B. 
Bynum, Henderson, D. B. N 8 e erer 
Caldwell, Henderson, J.S. Norwood, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, T. J i Tillman, 
Cannon, Hepburn, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Carleton, Herman, o Wade, 
Caswell Hill, Owen, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Hitt, Payson, Wakefield, 
Cobb, Holman, Peel, Warner, William 
Comstock, Holmes, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Conger, Hopkins, Peters, Weaver, J.B. 
Cooper, Houk, Pettibone, Weber, 
Cowles, Jackson, 5 Wellborn, 
Crisp, Johnson, F. A. Pirce, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Johnston, J. T. Piumb, White, A. C. 
Cutcheon, Johnston, T, D, Price, White, Milo 
Davenport, Jones, J. H. aS Whiting, 
Davidson, A.C. Jones, J. T. Reid, J. W. ilkins, 
Davis, Kleiner, Reese, inans, 
Dawson, Laffoon, Rice, Woodburn, 
Dockery, Laird, Richardson, orthin, 
Dorsey, Landes, 
Dunham, Lanham, b 
Dunn, Little, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—H. 
Aiken, Dibble, Lore, Shaw, 
Allen, J, M. Eldredge, Loutitt, Singleton, 
ot, Ermentrout, Lovering, Smalls, 
Barbour, Gibson, Eustace Mahoney, Spriggs, 
Belmont, Grosvenor, MeAdoo, e, 
Bingħam, Guenther, Me X Stephenson. 
Blount, x Millikin, Stewart, J. W. 
N Henley, Maller, Martin, 
Burnes, H k, Murphy, Swinburne, 
Butterwi z Ho = O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, E. B. 
Hutton, Phelps, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, T. J. Kelley. itzer, Towushen 
~ La Follette, Sawyer, Ward, T. B. 
Curtin, Lawler, Scott, Warner, A.J. 
Daniel, Libbey, Seney, illis, 
Dargan, Lindsley, Sessions, Wise. 
So the motion of Mr. Hxwrrr to recommit with instructions was re- 
jected. 


The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. WISE with Mr. LIBBEY, on all political questions, until further 
notice. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Hiscock, on all political questions, until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. LIN DSLxx, until further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GrosvENOR, until further notice, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. CABELL, until the 5th of February. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. GUENTHER, for this day. 
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Mr. Scorr with Mr. STEPHENSON, for this day. 

Mr. SpricGs with Mr. SMALLS, for this day. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, for this day. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. The Clerk will report the first 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out these words: The Treasury 
suspend the coinage of silver by hoasdine i the money in the 
coined” and insert such arrangement was made and carried out.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The second amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Ee ey other pattie dan” pea tomes — a — “And 211 
the same policy be pursued in the payment of silver thereon and on other pub- 
lic dues in the future as in the past.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SINKING FUND. 


Mr. MORRISON, [I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee eee to ff.... 5, 
ents OA to sinking fund na darin ‘fiscal ens end Sis 


the fiscal year 1885 and recomm 
loption, it being the substance of resolution submitted by Hon. J. 
ee ron i 1886: 
Resolved, 


rt to the prrs the paren areca lied to 

1881, and July 1, 1885, and under w 

same was applied. 
Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution reported by the committee. 
The previous question was ordered; and under operation thereof the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
ete RL and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that the original resolution on this subject, 
hich I report back, lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR COMMITTEES, ETC, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
mmittee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Y 
E O AEOE OE tha CAAT DE tear TOAS DN oak nak mod AE A 
ent number of CONGRESSIONAL OARA to supply each 
copy thereof. Your committee recommend the passageof the following reso- 


ution: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be ange sase to order from the Public 


ent assumes to virtuall 


Departm: 
after it 


The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged report under the rules of 

e House, but if there be no objection it will be received. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not object, but the members of the commit- 
do not read the RECORD, and these will only lumber up the com- 

ittee-rooms. 


Mr. COBB. I understand this resolution provides for fi each 
ect and standing committee of the House with a copy of the Cox- 
RESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Yes; that is it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. It has been rendered 


Mr. COBB. Does it refer to bound copies of the Rroonp? 
Mr. BARKSDALE. No; but to the current daily issue of the REC- 


RD. 
Mr. COBB. My committee has a RECORD every day. 


Mr. SPRINGER. But other committees do notreceive the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was going to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the res- 
ution be so amended as to provide only for supplying RECORDS to 


e committees which do not now receive them. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move toamend the resolution so that it will read 
“to furnish a sufficient number of copies of the RECORD to supply each 
committee with one copy; that is, standing and select committees of 
the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 2. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to 
the Pacific coast and to restore the same to settlement, and for other 
purposes; which were referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, submitted the views of the minority; which were ordered to be 
printed with the majority report. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call committees for 


reports. 
DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN ALABAMA. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment 
and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of Ala- 
bama; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

J. D. MORRISON. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5187) ſor the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving part- 
ner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HORSE-STEALING IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 3858, a bill (H. R. 5188) prescribing the punish- 
ment of ho: in the Indian Territory; which was read a first 
FFF and, with the ac- 

ordered to be printed. 


eHousg bit bill was laid upon the table. 
LIMITATION OF TIME FOR CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. TU from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 2496, a bill (H. R. 5189) limiting the time for 


the presentation and payment of claims the United States; 
which was read a first. and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 2496 was laid upon the table. 


MRS. LIZZIE D. CLARKE. 


Mr. TU! from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 958) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EFFECT OF JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2497) to regulate the effect of judgments 
and decrees of courts of the United States in the several States; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2996) to amend the Revised Statutes of 
the United States establishing the times, places, and provisions for hold- 
ing terms of the district court of the northern district of New York; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1811) to provide for the issue of 
circulating notes to national associations; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr, MILLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Bank- 
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and Currency, submitted the views of the minority; which were | back the bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of Wilbur P. Steel, and to set- 


entered to be printed with the majority report. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, also 
zeported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1748) to amend section 5151 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States making shareholders of na- 
tional banks individually liable for the debts of the banks; which was 
laid on the table, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Banking and Currency was di d from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1594) to allow all duties on imports to be paid by 
certified check on any national bank duly authorized under the laws 
of the United States; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 2932, a bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompapying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 2932 was laid on the table, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
said committee was di from the further consideration of bills 
of —— following titles; which were severally referred as indicated, 
nam 

A bill (H. R. 867) for the relief of Francis Scala—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; 

A bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of Lieut. John B. Reed - to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims; and 

A bill (H. R. 2174) for the relief of J. D. Golden—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the Yollowing titles; which 
were en, ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 


reports printed: 
A bill (H. R. 2563) relating to laundresses in the Army; 
A bill (H. R. 1038) for the relief of Peter McCabe; 

A bill (H. R. 2570) providing for the retirement of wagon-masters; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 2521) to regulate the method of purchasing tobacco for 
the use of the Army. 

Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Mili reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3373) to correct 
the military record of Wilson George; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, NATCHEZ, MISS. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affaire, rted back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a road to the National 
Cemetery, at Natchez, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. SHAW. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re} back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis HS w; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the petition in relation to the 
claim of John A. Morrison, of Russell County, Kentucky; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 


CHANGE OF RANK, RETIRED ARMY OFFICER. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 37) to change the rank of an officer on 
the retired-list of the Army; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing ee ordered to be printed. 

FERRY ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect 
and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Buford, Dak.; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


WILBUR P. STEEL. 
Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported 


tle the title to section 16, township 139, 
Mr. STRAIT. I ask the reference of the bill to the House Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. Does this p a grant of the public lands? 
Mr. STRAIT. It does, with the privilege of the Territory selecting 

alternate lands. It relates especially to school sections. 

The SPEAKER. It may go either to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union or the House Calendar. If the gentle- 
man prefers its reference to the House Calendar it can take that course. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS WITHIN RAILWAY LIMITS. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


IDAHO AND WASHINGTON TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of 
Idaho to Washington Territory; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRISONERS’ LABOR. 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Labor, reported favorably the 
bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit any officer, agent, or servant of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of America to hire or contract out the 
labor of prisoners incarcerated for violating the laws of the Government 
of the United States of America; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NANCY J. FREELS, 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. s, widow 
of Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 


73 west. 


EDGAR PAYNE. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 837) granting a ion to Edgar Payne; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN MEANS. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of Calvin Means; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

O. W. J. PUGH. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3419) 
granting a penon to C. W. J. Pugh; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BALLARD, 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid rennon also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 846) granting a on 
to Samuel Ballard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCY J. MITCHELL. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 858) grant- 
ing a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LIZZIE E. COONEY. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3402) granting 
ion to Mrs, Lizzie E. Cooney; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. HANNAH M. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Soya also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3539) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PATSEY JACKSON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on a Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 1426, a bill (H. R. 5191) to increase 
the pension of Patsey Jackson; which was read a firstand second time, 
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referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARIA MIBORD. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3534) 
granting a pension to Maria Mibord; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. GREEN, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2939) 
granting a pension to Henry H. Green; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELMIRA M. DORMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 3403 a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a 
pension to Elmira M. Dorman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanyng report, ordered to be printed. 

LEVI KOONTZ. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 1393, a bill (H. R. 5193) granting a 
pension to Levi Koontz; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. FULLER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. H. 1351) to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Fuller; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LIGHTNER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4118) 
granting a pension to Frank Lightner; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 805) to 
increase the pension of James A. Underwood; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. PERKINS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1369) grant- 
a pension to George H. Perkins; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings, 
and moved that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1399) granting a pension to Phebe Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 804) granting an increase of pension to James D. Ver- 


nay; 
A bill (H. R. 3398 
A bill (H. R. 2945 
A bill (H. R. 3393 
A bill (H. R. 1433 
A bill (I. R. 1440 
A bill (H. R. 3413 
A bill (H. R. 2941 


to grant a pension to Andrew Houser; 

granting a pension to Malinda A. Holmes; 

to grant a pension to Frederick Schrumpp; 

for the relief of Charles H. Holt; 

granting a pension to John Benson; 

granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Austin; and 
or the relief of Thomas Murphy. 

WILLIAM B. JACOBS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4199) granting a 
pension to William B. Jacobs; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed, 

JAMES M’MULLIN. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
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ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1858) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James McMullin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY HOFF. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension 
to Mary Hoff ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS ASKEW. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1742) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Askew; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ANGELINA BROMAGHIN, 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Ange- 
lina Bromaghin, of Janesville, Minn.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
compapying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. ROBERTS. 

Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4076) for the re- 
lief of George A. Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EDNA ROBERTS. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Edna Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1705) for the relief of W. P. Payne, and moved 
that the committee be di from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1706) granting arrears of pension to Mary Townsend; 

A bill (H. R. 1281) granting a pension to Johanna Paul and Anna 
Kaberla; and 

A bill (H. R. 1702) granting arrears of pension and increase to Dan- 
iel Lucas. 

LOUIS ABEAR. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1198) granting a 
pason to Louis Abear; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 
HARRY B. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pen- 
sion to Harry B. Harrington and Grace A. Harrington; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LENFORD ROSE. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Len- 
ford Rose; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NORMAN 8. BULL. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman 
S. Bull; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the oe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ASAHEL MIDDLETON. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3364) granting 
a pension to Asahel Middleton; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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MINTON PRALL, 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 626) granting a 
pension to Minton Prall; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

x JOHN D. CLARK. 
Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3375) granting a 
ion to John D. Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
HENRY S. MORGAN. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3359) grantinga 
pension to Henry S. Morgan; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET O'BRIEN. 
Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3919) grantinga 
ion to Bridget O’Brien; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
HIRAM L. WAIT. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3358) granting a 
pension to Hiram L, Wait; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT F. H. GOODE. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 619) granting a 
pension to Robert F. H. Goode; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MAGDALENA REHKOPF. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. FOSTER. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3367) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Foster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 627) for the relief 
of Daniel K. Wright; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
uying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back bills of the following titles; and, upon his motion, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and they were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

Lemaster; and 


A bill (H. R. 622) for the relief of W. A. J 
A bill (H. R. 3354) granting a pension to Welty M. Jonas. 
ESTATE OF JOHN SHIRLEY. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 124) for the relief of the estate of John 
Shirley; and, upon his motion, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the same, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


i MRS. KATE MILLER. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate 
Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’ANNY. 


Mr. P from the Committee on Invalid P. also re- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1506) granting a ion to James 
McAnny; which was referred to the Committee of the House on 


TA LS Mews Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
U 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 


To bill (H. R. 1512) granting arrears of pension to Susan C. Mande- 
Fe 
A bill (H. R. 1492) granting a ion to James Butler; and 

A bill (H. R. 1507) for the relief of Oliver Van Billiard. 


PHILIP JACOBS. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1567) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PETER TOWERS. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3562) for the reliefof Peter Towers; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CHASE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3016) for the relief of John F. Chase; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS WARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3309) to increase the ion of 
Thomas Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM CONDON. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William 
Condon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GILES C. HAWLEY. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
the bill (H. R.426) to pension Giles C. Hawley; which was read a first aud 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS T. SMITHERS. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas T. 
Smithers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. FREES. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to John C. 
Frees; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW J. PUTNAM. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Putnam; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ADA O. KREPPS. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. 
; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on 
the table, and the accompanying rts ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2164) for the relief of Linas Toles; 

A bill (H. R. 2165) for the relief of Phineas Goodwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 2162 Webster. 


granting a pension to William B. 
BETSEY MARTIN. 

On motion of Mr, HAYNES, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4395) to grant a pension to Betsey Martin; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

JOSIAH B. SUELL. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1302) granting a pension to Josiah B. 
Suell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW J. HILL. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
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back with amendment the bill (H. R. gor increasing the pension of | the bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulknerand Mary Woodlee; 


Andrew J. Hill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY G. COLBY. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. 
Colby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADDIE L. MACOMBER. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1462) granting a to Ad- 
die L. Macomber; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LYDIA A. NELSON. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Nelson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY E. SAWYER. 


Mr. HA from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. 
E. Sawyer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be prin 

A bill (H. R. 3722) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Mary L. Mar- 


A bill R. 1031) granting a pension to Willie F. Ward; 
A bill (H. R. 1050 granting a pension to Nathaniel W. Davis ; and 
A bill (H. R. 1023) granting a pension to Thomas J. Knowles. 


PENSIONS To SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 236) amending the laws grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the of the following bills; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 1136) additional to an act entitled An act to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a pledge of United States bonds, and to pro- 
vide for the circulation and redemption thereof, June 3, 1864; 

A bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Na- 
tion of Indians in Dakota into te reservations and to secure the 

ishment of the Indian title to the remainder; 

A bill (S. 71) for ig benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
Nebraska, California, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- 
ington and 1 MIN Nevada when a T 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. 3 others 

A bill (S. 24) e e Seat, eee a of Chris- 
tian Krop, deceased; 

A bill 18. 32) for oar relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Orleans. 


THOMAS F. PURNELL. : 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas . Purnell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

. ALEXANDER SMILEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FANNIE Ss. CONWAY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, fromthe Committee on Claims, rted back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie S. Con- 
way; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John Fraser; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


II. H. FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLEE. 
Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM D. STEWART AND OTHERS. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 275) for the relief of William D. Stewart and others, 
heirs at law of James Stewart, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying N ordered to be printed. 

` INDIAN CLAIMS, STATE OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3877) to authorize the Secretary af the Treas- 
ury to settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of ex- 
penditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 2340, a bill (H. R. 5194) directing the Quar- 
termaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester Rail- 
road Company, and for other p ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 2340) was laid on the table. 

MRS. ELIZA k. HEBERT. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1219) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
E. Hebert; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BROWN. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported ad- 
versely on the petition for the relief of Robert Brown; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER SCHOEFNOCKER. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of Christopher Schoef- 
nocker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES M. BACON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3384) for the relief of James M. Bacon; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY GEE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Private Land 
2 reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of 

Henry Gee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

a motion of Mr. HALSELL, the Committee on Private Land Claims 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3754) 
defining the powers of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 
respect to the canceling of private entries of the public lands, and to 
quiet titles to lands acquired upon the public domain; and the same 

was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

JOHN ELLIS. 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Accounts was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Accounts, reported 
back adversely the resolution thatsaid committee be directed to inquire 
into the propriety of Willie S. Howard being employed as page or folder 
under the control of the Doork: during the residue of the present 
session of Congress, and to report by resolution or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the adverse report 
placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It might as well go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Let it go to the Private Calendar. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

AMERICAN STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER, BALTIMORE, MD. 

Mes DUNN, 1 25 the Select Committee on American Ship-building 

Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1042, 
a abil Wed R. 5195) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
ship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The bill (H. R. 1042) was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Thiscompletes the call of standing and select com- 
mittees for reports. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
half past 2 o'clock, and the call rests with the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry before that 
hour begins. It is a parliamentary inquiry for the p of securing 
from the Speaker the construction of one of the recent rules adopted 
with reference to the time to be occupied in the morning by any com- 
mittee. In case that a committee shall be called near the close of the 
hour, is that committee entitled simply to the remainder of the time, 
whether it may be five or ten minutes of the hour, or will it be en- 
titled at the next time the committee is called to complete its hour and 
have another hour in addition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, under the rule, the commit- 
tee is entitled to have its measures considered for some time during two 
morning hours; that is to say, it is entitled to have its measures con- 
sidered at some time during each one of two morning hours; and if it 
happens to be called five or three minutes before the close of the hour 
the Chair is of the opinion that it would have on the next day when 
thecommittee was called for this class of business, under the rule, only 
one more hour to complete it; after which, if the business should not 
be concluded, it would go on the Calendar as unfinished business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed that would be the construction, but I 
desired to have a ruling of the Chair upon the question. 


ABOLITION OF CERTAIN SHIPPING DUTIES. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill under 
consideration when the Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests was last called. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to American ves- 
sels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping comm seamen, and 
owners of vessels, 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill the title of which has been read. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of further considering the bill the title of which has 
been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, Ihad commenced an explanation of 
the provisions of this bill when the House was last in committee for its 
consideration, and had substantially completed my explanation of the 
first section, which is its most important feature. I desire to add to 
that explanation that the provision of the bill providing that the abo- 
lition of certain fees for services to vessels should not disturb the com- 
pensation of collectors and other officers of customs who are paid in 
whole or in part by fees does not in any manner either the 
method of ascertaining their present compensation or the amount of it. 
The same provisions of law and the same safeguards will continue until 
Congress shall determine specifically a stated compensation or salary in 
each particular case; so that the question of safeguards will not enter 
into the consideration of this bill. All that is practically done in this 
respect is to abolish these fees so far as they are a charge upon vessels 
of the United States, and leave to the Treasury Department the deter- 
mination of the compensation of each officer so far as these fees affect 
it as now. 

I may add that the compensation of inspectors of steam-vessels is now 
fixed by law and the compensation of shipping commissioners by the 
Secretary of the I doubt not that in due time the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures of the Treasury Department, to whom has been 
referred a plan submitted by the Secretary of the to establish 
a fixed salary for each officer of customs, will make a report which will 
be favorably considered by the House. It is of course improper to 
attempt to go into the question of determining salaries without inves- 
tigation in the consideration of a bill dealing solely with the merchant 
marine, 

The second section provides that shipping commissioners shall have 
authority, in case they are requested by a master of a vessel engaged in 
the coastwise trade or in the trade with the West Indies, Mexico, Cen- 
tral America, or British North America, to ship seamen in the same 
manner that they now ship seamen on vessels engaged in other trades. 
The shipping act of 1872 excluded from its operations vessels in trade 
with British North America, the West Indies, Mexico, and Central 
America; and, notwithstanding shipping commissioners have, for con- 
venience, been accustomed to ship seamen for these trades, yet it is 
clearly without authority of law. But the convenience of the trans- 
action is so great that the Treasury Department asks that a distinct 


recognition of this authority may be made by law; and this section has 
been reported for that purpose. 

Section 3 amends what is known as the Cox section of the shipping 
act of 1884, which prohibited the payment of advance wages and the 
allotment of wages yet to be earned, except to relatives. The same diffi- 
culties have been experienced in enforcing the measure that I pointed 
out at the time would probably be found, and persons interested have 
made suggestions as to the need of modifications. The committee have 
adopted the same modifications that were suggested by Mr. Cox him- 
self in the Forty-eighth Congress, and which, in the form of a bill, 
was unanimously passed by the House but did not become a law for 
want of time. The provisions then suggested have been substantially 
incorporated into the bill which is now presented for the consideration 
of the committee. 

Another modification of the Cox section of the shipping act of 1884 
is incorporated in this bill, so as to apply the same penalty to a foreign 
vessel for violating that act as is applied toa vessel of the United States. 
That section as it now stands leaves it uncertain whether the penalty 
is to be simply the refusal of a clearance to a foreign vessel violating 
the act, or is to be that and also a penalty. A refusal of a clearance is 
a penalty of doubtful propriety, and for this reason is stricken out and 
a uniform penalty substituted. 

Section 4 extends all the limited liability laws relating to sea-going 
vessels, so as to include vessels in the inland trade, except barges, canal- 
boats, and lighters, which have always been excepted from the limited 
liability provisions of our shipping laws. Originally these limited lia- 
bility laws did not extend to shipping on the great lakes, but several 
years ago the courts extended these laws to these lakes on the ground 
that their navigation was as perilous as that of the ocean. 

The reasons for extending the provisions of the limited liability laws 
to vessels on the inland waters of the United States are substantially 
these: First, that such vessels encounter to a certain degree substantially 
the same perils of navigation, although of a different character, that 
areencountered by sea-going vessels; secondly, that they go beyond the 
control of the owner in the trips which they make; and thirdly, that 
the liability laws as they exist discriminate against ownership in inland 
v icularly steamers upon our rivers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Does this bill give any relief from the fees paid by owners of in- 
land vessels ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The first section gives relief from fees as regards 
vessels engaged in the inland, coastwise, and foreign trade. It covers 
the whole merchant marine of the United States. 

Sections 5, 6, and 7 of this bill simply change the penalties for cer- 
tain minor violations of the laws relating toshipping. The penalty now 
provided for certain minor violations is forfeiture of the vessel. The 
penalty is changed here to a small fine. These changes are all recom- 
mended by the Treasury Department. 

Section 8 imposes a penalty on a foreign vessel for transporting pas- 
sengers between two ports of the United States. This has been ren- 
dered necessary by a construction which has been given to our laws im- 
posing a penalty on foreign vessels for transporting merchandise be- 
tween ports of the United States. Merchandise has been construed by 
the Department to cover simply goods transported. In view of the 
construction which has been given, there seems to be no penalty pro- 
vided for the conveyance of passengers between ports of the United 
States. There have been found no difficulties in this respect except 
with Canadian vessels on the lakes, which have been accustomed during 
the summer season to come to the American side and convey excursion 
parties. And it has been suggested by the Treasury Department that 
the penalty which is provided by this section will be sufficient to break 
up the practice. 

Section 9 provides that the Secretary of the Treasury may remit fines 
and penalties imposed under the provisions of the four preceding sec- 
tions when he finds that the offense has been unintentional. As these 
fines are all imposed by collectors of customs, it seems appropriate that 
there should be an appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Section 10 provides that the provisions of law allowing a drawback 
of 75 cents per ton on bituminous coal imported for the use of vessels 
shall be construed to apply solely to American vessels, as was originally 
intended when the act was ` 

Mr. HEWITT. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Maine to the fact that he used the expression ‘‘bituminous coal im- 
ported. The language in the section is, Bituminous coal used for 
fuel.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will propose an amendment, covering this point, 
at the proper time. Section 11 amends section 14 of the shipping act of 
1884, relating to the tonnage tax, which is equivalent to the light-house 
dues of other countries. The act of 1884, changing the mode of col- 
lecting the tonnage tax upon vessels, offered to all countries in North 
and Central America and the West Indies, that if they would abolish 
the tonnage tax, light-house dues, and other equivalent taxes on Amer- 
ican vessels the United States would abolish the tonnage tax as to ves- 
sels engaged in trade between the ports of that country and the ports 
of the United States. This bill amends that act so as to extend this 
offer toall countries which do not discriminate against American vessels, 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1109 


Mr. HEWITT. There has been an international representation on 
the subject, has there not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There has been a representation made to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by Portugal and certain other nations 
with which we have treaties containing what is known as the favored- 
nation clause, that the act of 1884, by force of this treaty provision 
entitled the vessels of these countries, in the direct trade with the United 
States, to the same privilege as vessels trading between the United States 
and the countries of North America, But I may add, the Attorney- 
General of the United States has given an opinion showing very clearly 
that that act was not, even in the respect complained of, a violation of 
the ſavored- nation clause,“ as it gave equal privileges to the vessels 
of all nations in the same trade; and the Secretary of State, in a com- 
munication made to Congress, is in accord with the opinion of the At- 
torney-General. At the same time, to avoid all chances of complaint, 
the committee are unanimously of the opinion that the act of 1884 should 
be amended so as to make this tender to all nations, and it is so pro- 
vided in the amendment made by section 11. 

The last section of the bill simply requires the President to make 
known his tender to all foreign countries. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made a very brief explanation of the provis- 
ions of the bill, and if any gentleman desires to inquire further I shall 
be happy to answer so far as I am able. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Maine 
whether the third section provides that the seamen shall have two 
months’ advance of wages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not provide that seamen shall have that; 
but if there is an agreement between the master of the vessel and the 
seamen for an allotment of not exceeding two months’ wages for just 
debts for board and clothing it shall be recognized by the shipping 
commissioner, 

Mr. STORM. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine a question 
in regard to the eleventh section. I ask the gentleman what will be 
the difference in the revenues of the Government between the to: 
rate of 30 cents and the tonnage rate of 3 cents per ton? The eleventh 
section reads: 

That in lieu of the tax on tonnage of 30 cents per ton per annum, imposed 
prior to July 1, 1884, a duty of 3 cents per ton, not to exceed in the aggregate 15 
cents per ton in any one year, is hereby imposed, &. 

What difference will that make in the revenues ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I may say to the gentleman that no change is made 
by this bill in the rate of tonnage tax previously imposed. This sec- 
tion of the bill recites the whole section of the act of 1884, but makes 
no change in its provisions except tendering the offer of an abolition of 
tonnage taxes to all nations that do not discriminate against us, if they 
will abolish similar charges on our vessels. | 

Mr. STORM. Then it makes no difference in the revenues ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. None, except so far as other countries may accept 
our tender, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] a question about this bill. Certain fees are now 
collected by customs officers and other officers from vessels, Those fees 
this bill proposes to abolish. Can the gentleman inform us what is the 
amount of such fees per annum? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount is estimated at about $300,000—some- 
where between three hundred thousand and three hundred and fifty 
thousand, as I stated in my remarks the other day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then, as I understand it, this $300,000 
which is now paid by the vessels is to be paid hereafter outof the Treas- 
ury. In other words, the vessels are to be relieved from that burden. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why is that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. On that point I will read the reasons presented in 
the report of the Treasury Department for the abolition of these dues. 
The report says: 

The reyenue collected from these sourees— 

The sources specified in this bill— 
whil regard 
lhe ship-owoecs chouid Us reltevea, and it mrstaamenied to abelian the a 
enti . Most of the services performed by the Government officers for which 
fees collected are not ally beneficial to the ship-owner, but are for the 


protection of the revenue, or of the public, or of the seamen, or for statistical pur- 
poses, and there is no reason why the ship-owners should bear the burden. 


That is the reason given by the Treasury Department why these fees 
should be abolished. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then this change is not made at the 
request of the ship-owners ? i 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course ship-owners desire that this should be 
Ton: They feel that these are burdens that ought not tobe put upon 
them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the change, I understand, is pro- 
posed wholly for the benefit of the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The services for which these fees are now collected 
being required for the protection of the revenue, and for the protection 
of the publicinterest, it is proper that the Government pay for such serv- 
ices of its own officers, and not impose their compensation as a charge 
upon vessels. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 

tleman’s statement, it would amount to this, that the Government, 

in order to protect the people, find it necessary to collect certain fees 

or dues and to collect them from ship-owners, Now the Government 
officers are for the 5 of the public—— 

Mr. REAGAN. ill the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
let me say a word just here? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, there is a broader view of this ques- 
tion, which I have no doubt influenced the action of the committee, 
and if brought to the attention of the House will doubtless influence 
its action also. It isa fact that we have been losing our carrying trade, 
and it is desirable to recover it in order that our American seamen may 
be kept in training and employment. 

The English Government, in securing to so large an extent as it has 
secured the carrying trade of the world, has removed nearly all kinds 
of burdens from its ships. I cansee from this bill that the committee 
which reported it is moving in the same direction, and while this meas- 
ure will not accomplish all that is desirable or necessary, it will do 
something toward regaining our ocean carrying trade and our ship- 
building trade. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, 
these dues are chiefly collected from our internal commerce. I will ask 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] to state whether that is the 
fact, or whether they are collected from foreign vessels. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I may say, Mr. Chairman, for the information of 
the House that this bill does not propose the abolition of fees upon any 
foreign vessel. It relates solely to vessels of the United States, 

Mr. KING. It relates to American vessels on rivers as well as those 
engaged in the coastwise trade. 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In section 3, line 6, I observe that it 
is proposed to amend the act of 1884 by inserting this provision: 

Or to an original creditor in liquidation of any just debt for board or clothing 
which he may have con prior to engagement. 

That amendment refers, I suppose, to seamen, boarding-houses, and 
shipping ts. 

Mr. DINGLEY., What is known as the Cox section of the act of 1884 
prohibited the payment of advance wages and also an allotment of 
wages yet to be earned to any person, except a relative of the seaman, 
his wife, his children, his mother, or some other relative. It has been 
found, or it has been represented, that there are many cases where 
seamen have contracted just debts for board and clothing, and peti- 
tions have come in that the law may be amended so as to permit such 
allotments to extend to any just debt for board or clothing, the matter 
to be under the supervision of the shipping commissioner. ‘This pro- 
vision was unanimously passed in the Forty-eighth Congress, 

Mr, HEWITT. It is only for one month’s pay, anyhow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One month for board and one month for clothing. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As I understand, the Cox amendment 
mangas to protect the seamen against the ‘‘sharks.’’ 

r. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; and that is the object of this amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, does this proposition so modify 
that provision as to place the seaman in the handsof that gang? Ifit 
does, I am against it. The ordinary seaman and his interests do not 
appear much on this floor; but the interests of these boarding-house 
sharks“ and of the shipping men can generally be made to appear. 
Now, I ask my friend—and I know he will give us accurate informa- 
tion—to state what the effect of this amendment, if adopted, will be 
upon the sailor in a boarding-house or out of it, shipping for a voyage? 

Mr. DINGLEY. My own judgment about the matter, as expressed 
when this measure was originally under consideration in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, was that while the object of all these restrictions isa 
highly commendable one, yet practically it is exceedingly difficult to 

rotect any man who does not show a disposition to protect himself; still 
it has been the policy of all nations to throw as much protection as pos- 
sible around the seaman on the ground that he is a ward of the Govern- 
ment, so to speak—not having a permanent home, and therefore not 
being in a position to protect his interests as the ordinary citizen can. 

The Cox section, so called, of the act of 1884, prohibited absolutely 
the payment of advance wages under any circumstances. But in prac- 
tice it has been found, as it also has been found in Great Britain, where 
there has been similar legislation, practically impossible to enforce a 
law drawn thus closely. Hence, in accordance with petitions not only 
from owners of vessels but also petitions from seamen themselves, the 
committee have broadened out the objects for which an advancement 
of wages or an allotment of wages to be earned may be made, namely, 
that it shall be confined to a just debt for the board of a seaman or a 
just debt for clothing actually furnished, and thatit shall be limited to 
one month’s advance pay with reference to clothing and one month’s 
pay with reference to board. eh 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much was it under the Cox 
amendment ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That provision did not allow advance wages at all. 
That provision has proved almost a dead-letter, because of the impracti- 
cability of enforcingit; and therefore, after conference, the various par- 
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ties have thought that by broadening out in this direction the law might 
be enforced 


and might prove, what it is not now, some protection to 
the seaman. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, One other question. Section 8, I sup- 
pose, would apply simply to ports in the United States and passengers 
carried between such ports. 
es, sir; the gentleman is right as to that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But suppose there was a port, for in- 
stance, below Niagara Falls, this provision would not apply as between 
the American shore and the other? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The provision in this section has reference to a 
vessel going from one port of the United States to another port. Other 
provisions of law apply to such a case as that supposed by the gentle- 
man. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are no other questions I will yield the 
floor. But as this bill covers a large number of minor details which 
can be better considered when the committee come to consider the bill 
by sections under the five-minute rule, my hope is, in view of the 
short time we have for its consideration to-day, that the general debate 
may be as brief as possible, in order that the committee may take up 
the bill in detail 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to state to the gentleman 
that I have an amendment to offer to the fourth section. 

Mr, DINGLEY. When we reach that section the amendment can 
be offered. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that we now proceed to con- 


sider this bill by sections. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, eral debate on the 
bill will be closed and the Committee of the will proceed to con- 


sider the bill by sections. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The first section was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That on and after July 1, 1886, no fees shall be charged or col- 
lected by collectors or other officers of customs, or by steam-vessels 
or shipping commissioners, for the following 
States, to wit: eee pp baer ie jes okey ean phon, Bas same; issuing of li- 
cense or granting of certificate of registry, record, or enrollment, including all 
indorsements on the same and bond and oath; indorsement of of master; 


5 and receiving manifest, including dnes; recording art 


ts; 
mort- 


and } 
plist or mate c provisions of lawsau- 
of fees for —— services are repealed, — 
5 1886. Collectors or other officers 


commissioners 2 are 


hare roce! ini 9 of 
the this ct: Pron been 3 . 5 * se 

Mr. DINGLEY. By direction of the committee I offer an amend- 
ment to make clear what otherwise might be subject to some misap- 


prehension. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 by striking ou! * ” 
and inserting the w nb eee $ a Agah — 3 — d pont the 
words “granting etn | to vessel licensed for the fisheries to touch and trade? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of making a brief 
statement I move to amend by striking out the last word. A number 
of my constituents are large owners of vessels, and are interested in 
being relieved from as many charges as possible. Perhaps, therefore, if 
I had regard 1 the interests of that portion of my constituents 
I ought not to the attention of the House to what I think is a stretch 
of legislation possibly beyond what the House may intend in this first 
section. 

Someoftheservices included in this section are purely governmental— 
the discharge of governmental functions, looking to the interest of the 
Government, and not to the benefit of the ship-owner. In those cases, 
it seems to me, the tax should not be imposed upon the ship, but the 
Government should assume it. But otherthings purely for the benefit 
of the ship-owner himself; for example, reco e of sale, mortgage, 
hypothecation, or conveyance, or the discharge of such mortgage or hy- 
pothecation, certificate of title, rpa ekre of protection to sea- 
men, bill of health, inspecting, examining, and licensing steam-vessels, 

including inspection certificate—these are services merely for the benefit 
of the ship-owner. They correspond exactly to the services rendered 
by the county clerk or the register or recorder who records a deed or 
mortgage or who puts a satisfaction piece or release on record. Those 
are proper charges upon the ship and ship-owner beyond all doubt. 

Now, the only excuse for removing these charges is that you want to 
help the shipping trade, which is now in distress. It is perfectly true, 
Mr. Speaker, the shipping interest is in distress. It needs and ought to 
have relief, and so far as this House can give such relief I shall be glad 
to extend it. But it seems we ought not to proceed without making 


a distinction between these two classes of things. This relief is given 
to the coasting trade and to American vessels—I should say to Amer- 
ican vessels, and those only engaged in the coasting or inland trade, 
of which they havea monopoly. There is therefore no ground upon 
which relief should be given to this American interest except it may be 
the general desire to afford the shipping interest a chance. I share in 
that as much as any I do not propose to offer any amendment to 
strike out these items, but I simply want the House to proceed with a 
full knowledge of the nature of the legislation they propose to enact. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask the gentleman from New York a question. 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. Does he not think that a bill of health is a service for 
the public security—that it is more for the public benefit than for the 
benefit of the owner of the vessel? 

Mr. HEWITT. On the contrary, if I owned a vessel, or was respon- 
sible for its voyage, I should want to be dead sure before it went out to 
sea that every man on it was in condition to do his full duty, first, be- 
cause he was a well man; and secondly, because if a contagious disease 
broke out on shipboard it would ruin the voyage beyond recovery. 

Mr. DUNN. No doubt every ship-owner would have that interest, 
but the public is far more deeply concerned than any individual owner 

the spread and dissemination of contagious diseases. 

Mr. HEWITT. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Tennessee to the fact that while his criticism as to the bill of health, if 
I had a doubt on the subject, might be sufficient, it does not, neverthe- 
less, apply to recording bills of sale, mortgages, hypothecations, or con- 
veyances, or the discharge of such mortgages or hypothecations. 

Mr. DUNN. On the contrary, I think it does, because the Govern- 
ment, for the purpose of keeping the control of all vessels as to regis- 
tration, requires to have the control of all these pa It requires to 
know all the time where the vessel is sent and what for. It is required, 
therefore, that the bill of sale, mortgage, hypothecation, or conveyance, 
or the discharge of such mortgage or hypothecation, shall be made in 
the nearest customs district. 

3 SPEAKER. The timeof the gentleman from New York has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iwill merely say that will apply to every case of 
con ce of private property. The public is interested in one way, 
but the individual is interested much more, 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having charge 


x of the bill whether the provisions of section 4834 of the Revised Statutes 


are covered by the language of the twenty-second line? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
New York, I will say it does cover the im on vessels of 
the United States unless their abolition would work the abolition of 
similar upon foreign vessels. The design of the committee is 
to sweep away all these on vessels of the United States where 
it can be done without relieving foreign vessels from the same charges. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move a formal amendment with the 
view of saying a few words in reference to this bill. As my colleague 
[Mr. HxWIrT] has said he has some concern with reference to the bill, 
permit me to say that I also have. But my concern goes ina contrary 
direction. While I am thankful to the committee for the bill given us, 
I can not but the great reforms thatlie beyond that many of 
us would like immediately to reach. This bill aids to some extent. 
It helps a little, and goes a short distance in the right direction of rais- 
ing the burdens upon our shipping; but there are so many burdens be- 
yond that ought not to be on our shipping interests that I have no hes- 
itancy in saying that those situated as I am only accept the bill as a 
limited movement in the right direction. I deem it my duty in the 
interests of a large class of my fellow-citizens to support this bill. I 
only wish that it went further in removing the embarrassments which 
rest upon and hamper our trade. 

Mr. MILLS. Butother bills will be coming on in the same direction. 

Mr. PARKER. I trust the gentleman will assist in sending us other 
bills from the committee to remove obstructions to trade, some Sof which 
oppress the lake and river trade and t to be done away with. 

When I see that a single tow of a -dozen barges across the 
St. Lawrence River to bring freight from Canada to New York is com- 
pelled to pay a tax of $2.50 on every barge to the consular office at the 

rt of shipment as often as the tow may come across—sometimes being 
Da or five times a week—I understand that there is something wrong 
in our shipping laws which makes such a tax possible. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, when I see the wreckers of Canada allowed to 
go into our northern rivers and lakes where an American vessel may 
be wrecked and assume the privileges and benefits of removing freights 
and raising the wreck in our waters while aid to American vessels by 
American wreckers is prohibited in Canadian waters; when we see an 
American vessel, wrecked in Canadian waters, even though convenient 
to our ports or shores, prohibited from receiving aid from an American 
wrecker, but must be allowed to go to pieces, with the destruction of 
the vessel and cargo, while waiting till assistance can be obtained from 
a Canadian wrecker, I submit that when such a state of things as this 
exists we must the fact that some reform is needed in our ship- 
ping laws. And so I might call attention to many other provisions in 
which the law is in need of amendment. 
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The theory of our legislation seems to have been to tax ships and tax 
commerce and tax business wherever it could be reached in these re- 


lations, while upon the other side of our northern rivers and the great 
lakes Canada, following the course of Great Britain in this direction, 
has made its shipping practically free. Their charges are nothing, and 
the government supports in every possible way the ship-building and 
the ship-owning interests of Canada. Therefore, while I am ready and 
glad to support this bill, and will not interfere to embarrass it in any 
manner, I yet hope that the committee having these matters in charge 
will so continue their labors as to give further assistance in regard to 
this im t branch of our national interests. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in response to my friend from New 
York, I wish simply to say that the committee have other measures 
looking in the direction he suggests for the relief suggested, and they 
hope to be able to report some of them at an early day. Iam entirely 
of the opinion that all of these unnecessary chargesand burdens should 
be removed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next section. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word 
in regard to this section of the bill, and move to strike out the last word 
for that purpose. As I understand from the reading of the bill these fees 
for recording of bills of sale, mortgages, hypothecation, or conveyance, 
or the discharge of such mortgage or hypothecation, &., are repealed. 
I wish to ask if there is any record required of that mortgage? In other 
words, this would be like a bill of sale of a farm, to be recorded in the 
county clerk’s office, as I understand ? 

Now I do not exactly see why the United States Government should 
pay for that service. That is a little different in principle from lifting 
a burden upon shipping. Thatis a fee which stands to the owner as a 
benefit accruing to him, and has relation to his title. I have a general 
idea that when a demand is made here—and I am glad of it—to free 
shipping from burdens.and commerce from burdens, we should treat 
property in ships, vessel property, as a vehicle of commerce, and place 
it upon the same footing that we would treat real estate, horses, and 
everything in the shape of property in the United States. And I wish 
to say that I will go as far as any one else in seeking to restore the car- 
rying trade of the United States by American vessels. I do not propose 
in doing that to place a class of property upon the sea at an advantage 
over other property in the United States, and while removing the burden 
from shipping undertake to give it privileges which you will not give to 
other classes of property. 

I do not see why the tax-payer of the United States shall, through 
the United States Treasury, pay for the record of a bill of sale of a ves- 
sel. It seems to me that is carrying it a little bit too far; and I have 
got a general idea that there are several of that class of things here. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas the 
question, Of what interest or benefit is it to the owner of a vessel to 
have a bill of sale or mortgage recorded ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I should think about the same inter- 
est as it would be to the man who sold a horse. 

Mr. DUNN. Just about the same; and that is not necessary or re- 

by the law of any State or country. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman’s point, then, is that 
the whole thing is useless ? 

Mr. DUNN: The paoia 125 8 that — to be made an the 
nearest customs district for public purposes— purposes of the 
Government in following the vessel and its ownership. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Isupposedthatit was required for the 
reason that the vessel is movable property. It is not simply for the 
benefit of the Government. The man who takes the mortgage has an 
interest. 

Mr. DUNN. It has nothing to do with mortgages. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We are encouraging by these provis- 
ions rtation by water in the interior of the country. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And likewise the Pacific Mail Steam- 


e HENDI 

Mr. ERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; and we are thereby provid- 
ing a safety-valve against railroad monopoly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am obliged to the gentleman for his 
suggestion. I want to give toour foreign commerce and our home com- 
merce, wherever it can be, relief from monopoly; but I do not want to 
give to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company or the Morgan Steamship 
Company down South or any other concern relief from a burden on 
property under the guise of free commerce which would not be given 
to any other class. of property in the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last 
words, for the purpose of saying a word or two. I live on the Mississippi 
River, and am interested in encouraging the shipping interests on the 
Mississippi River. When the watersof the Mississippi River are open the 
cost of transportation to my people to the East and the West drops very 
perceptibly, and our shipping interests in the interior need just as much 
encouragment as the other shipping interests do. Iappeal to my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON |, who stands on this transportation ques- 
tion like a head-light in front of an engine, to tumble gracefully with 
us on this occasion and help to relieve water-transportation interest 


and encourage it in order that it may successfully compete with the 
iron horse that treads so ruthlessly on the interests of the people. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I agree with the desire expressed by 
my friend from Iowa, and would like to see the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi and the commerce on it facilitated. But I have not forgotten 
the time when it was attempted to run a line of barges from Kansas 
City to New Orleans. Mr, Gould’s railroads put on a barge line at 
lower rates and ran out the other line. 

Where there is a possibility of securing lower rates I am for it, but I 
do not want under that guise to be led into doing a lot of things which 
I otherwise would not do. My difficulty about this provision and some 
others is to know how many mice are in there. 

Mr. HEWITT. I have an amendment which I desire to 8 to 
the pending section, and I hope the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY ] will see his way clear to accept it. The only question I suppose 
is W. er it would be germane or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isend the amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the section the following: 

“ Provided further, only one consular certificate shall be required on any 
one tow of canal-boats or barges when trading between any port of the United 
States and any port in the Dominion of Canada.” 

Mr. HEWITT. That amendment would prove a great benefit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order. I want to say, per- 
sonally I have no objection to the object which the amendment has in 
view. But it was the intention of the committee to reserve that and 
a number of other subjects relating to navigation on the lakes for an- 
other bill. If, however, there is no other member of the committee 
who objects, I will not object. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I hope the gentleman from Maine will not object 
to this. Itis very im t. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee will make no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit another amendment to go in at the end 
of the section following that which has just been adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, however, That no collector or other officer of customs, ins 
shipping commissioner shall receive from the Treasury of the United 
salary, fees, or other compensation for services connected with his office above 
enumerated a greater sum in the te than $6,000 per annum, except the 
collector of the port of New York, whose salary and compensation in the aggre- 
gate not exceed $12,000 per annum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see how the amendment can be subject to 
a point of order, inasmuch as it is a question of compensation. Iwish 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Maine to the fact that I 
introduced this proposition without being exactly certain about it; but 
on examining the various statutes touching com ion of collectors 
of customs and other officers connected with that service I find there 
is so much confusion in them that I am very apprehensive by these gen- 
eral provisions we are running the risk of very materially increasing 
the compensation of public officers connected with that branch of the 
service. > 

Twelve thousand dollars is the present salary of the colleetor of the 
port of New York, and that I would leave as it is. The salaries of two 
or three others—I think the yee ke the collector of Philadelphia and 
possibly that of the collector of New Orleans—exceed $6,000. But it 
is generally admitted, and has been so reported to the House repeatedly 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, that the matter of the compensation 
of the officers in this branch of the public service is in a very unsatis- 
factory condition. Many of the salaries are extravagantly high, and if 
we should make these salaries correspond in some degree to the com- 
pensation paid by the Government to like officers in other branches of 
the service, probably $6,000 would be about the proper amount. Iwish 
to say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DrxeLry] that I offer this 
amendment merely out of abundant caution, for I would regret very 
much, and so should we all, in the present condition of the service, if 
a year hence it should be found that we had inadvertently opened up 
opportunities for increasing the compensation of these officers beyond 
what they are now paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that there can not be any increase of salaries 
under this bill. It is impossible. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not certain that there can be, but I desire to 
guard against any such chance. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] that as there are only a few minutes of the hour 
now remaining and he can discuss his amendment at another time, I 
propose to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order on the 
amendment proposed, I move that the committee now rise. Before the 
question is put, however, I desire to give notice that, this bill going now 
on the Calendar as unfinished business, I shall move at the first oppor- 
tunity that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the unfinished business. I now move that 
the committee rise. i- 


tor, or 
tesany 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DrxeLEY] to withhold his motion for a moment in order that I 
may offer an amendment to this bill. 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman can offer his amendment and have 
it printed in the RECORD. ; 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, offered the following amendment: 

Strike out of section 4, after the word “ navigation,” at the end of line 11 and 
beginning of line 12,the words but shall not apply to any ™ and insert the 
words “ including canal-boats, barges, and lighters.” 

The motion of Mr, DINGLEY was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration a bill to abolish certain 
fees for official services, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of taking up a tax-bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means a question before the vote is 
taken upon his motion. I do not understand that he desires to dispose 
of the bill at this time. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that I 
desire to dispose of this bill at the earliest possible moment; but I un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] wishes to speak 
to the bill, and that will consume the balance of the day, so that it will 
not be disposed of to-day. 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HAMMOND). The House is in Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering revenue bills. The Clerk will 
report the first bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That in lieu of the existing law taxing certain fractional parts 
of a gallon of distilled spirits and exempting from taxation certain other parts of 
a n, all . of a gallon of distilled spirits produced on or after 
the 1st day of May, 1886, shall be taxed; and the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue shall thereafter assess, ponny against each distiller, owner, or person 
having them in possession, a tax of 90 cents upon each proof-gallon, or wine- 
gallon when below proof, which the fractional parts of a lon contained in 
casks or ages distilled spirits produced 114 such d r on or after said 
Ist day of May, 1886, and withdrawn from distillery warehouse or from special 
bonded warehouse u yment of tax,or upon which the tax has otherwise 
become payable, — Aet the month, may together with the 
proportionate tax upon any final fraction ofa 8 the number of full 

wal (ine teeretery of tie T'reneury, eball maike pach reggetasionsand presecibe 
— warehousing bonds as are . to this 8 effect. All assess- 
ments made under this act shall be a lien on all distilled spirits on the distillery 
premises, the distillery used for distilling the same, the stills, vessels, fixtures, 
and tools therein, the tract of land whereon the said distilleryis located, andan 
building thereon, from the time such assessment is made until the same 
have been paid. 

Mr. MILLS. Ioffer an amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: __ 

At the end of the bill add: And all taxes imposed by this act shall be paid in 
standard silver coin.” 

(Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, in 1878 Congress passed a law authoriz- 
ing the limited coinage of standard silver. Eversincethattime there has 
been aconstant demand forits repeal. Within the last twelve months 
associations of national bankers, cotton exchanges, and boards of trade 
have been very active and zealous in their efforts to create a public sen- 
timent that would compel Congress to retrace its steps. They charge 
that the country is perilously near the edge of a great financial crisis; 
that if we continue to coin silver as we have been doing, gold will leave 
the country, and that we will be flooded with the cheap silver of foreign 
countries. They charge that the dollar which we are coining under 
the act of February 28, 1878, is a dishonest dollar, and that every 
creditor is defrauded who is compelled to accept it. These are grave 
charges, and I propose to consider them in the order in which I have 
stated them. 

Is it true that gold will leave the country if we continue to coin sil- 
ver? It was Patrick Henry who said that he had but one lamp by 
which his feet were guided, and that was the lamp of experience. 

I pro to test these propositions by the rays of light that are 
thrown from that lamp on our pathway. 

It was predicted by all the friends of scarce money when we were 
passing this law that gold would begin at once to leave the country and 
that the cheap silver of foreign countries would begin to be unloaded 
onus. The faw has been in force eight years; what has the lamp of 
experience revealed? The very first year after the law was passed we 
imported more gold than we exported. We have coined $218,000,000 
of silver dollars, and gold has continued to come to us, and during the 
eight years we have imported largely more than we have exported. 
When this law was passed we had $218,000,000 of gold coin in the 
country; we have now about $600,000,000. Does that look like gold 
was leaving us? It is a curious fact that from the opening of the mines 


of California to the passage of the law of 1878 we were constantly ex- 
porting more gold than we were importing, and since that time we have 
been constantly importing more than we have been exporting. Dur- 
ing the last eight years we have coined more gold than our mines pro- 
duced. It was not the cheap silver but the cheap gold that has been 
dumped upon us. Ido not wish any one to understand me as contending 
that the importation of gold wasin any way caused by the limited coin- 
age of silver. I assert nothing of the kind. Gold is directed in its 
movement by the same inflexible laws that direct the movement of cot- 
ton, wheat, and corn. It always goes from the lowest to the highest 
market for itself, and from the highest to the lowest market for the com- 
modity for which it is to be exchanged. We see that gold has been 
coming from foreign countries, and we know that it came to buy wheat 
and cotton and provisions, because they were cheaper here than they 
were in Europe. The lamp of experience shows that gold found it profit- 
able to come from Europeand buy our cheapagricultural products. We 
still have it, and will retain it until prices are lower in other countries, 
and then it will begin its movement from us until its withdrawal from 
our markets makes prices low again, and then it will stop its outward 
movement. Just in proportion as it leaves the country, and its volume 
grows smaller prices will decrease, and a level of prices between this 
and other countries will be reached, when its exodus will cease. So 
that there is no danger that gold will leave this country. 

But for what will gold leave us? When we look over the wholo 
field of our trade what article is it for which gold will go abroad? 
Will it go for silver? Why, silver is dearer in Europe than it is here. 
Every kind of silver is higher in Europe, higher in India, higher in 
every country on the earth than it is here, whether it is coined silver 
or manufactured silver or bullion silver. Then it can not go for silver. 
It can not go to Europe to buy something that is higher there than 
here and bring it here to be sold at a loss. What will it go for? Will 
it go forcotton? Weshipabout two hundred and fifty million dollars’ 
worth of cotton every year. We produce a surplus of cotton, and it 
can be bought cheaper here than in Europe. Gold will not go abroad 
for cotton; it will not go abroad for wheat; it will not go for petro- 
leum; it will not go for provisions. 

Then for what will it go? It will certainly not go asagift. Our 
gold-owners are not so philanthropic as to give away $600,000,000 in 
polg: If they send it away they must have something in exchange 

or it, and I want some of the alarmists to tell me what gold is going 
for. It can only go for such articles as are produced at a less cost in 
other countries than here, such as coffee, tea, sugar, and manufactures. 
We import seven or eight hundred millions of such commodities, but 
does gold go to pay for them? It never has, and it never will. Why? 
Because we pay for them with commodities which they want, and which 
we produce cheaper than they do. They can not eat gold nor wear 
it, and if they had all our gold they would send it to us for bread and 
meat, as they did in 1879 and 1880. We pay for all our imports with 
the commodities we export, and then have a surplus of a hundred or 
more millions, which we apply to our foreign debt. There is no evi- 
dence and none can be ee to show that gold will leave this coun- 
try as a consequence of silver coinage, and the history of the last eight 
years demonstrates the truth of that proposition. 

Now, the next question is, will we be flooded with the cheap silver 
of other countries? Are we to be buried in a sepulcher of this bright 
and beautiful metal? Suppose the silver of other countries were all 
sent to us. Would it be a curse instead of a blessing? If money is a 
curse, why is all the world struggling to get it. Now, I am going to 
demonstrate to you that this prediction is as groundless as the other. 
Silver is higher in Europe than it is here, and can only come here at a 
loss. Last year the annual average value of a gold dollar in silver 
bullion in New York was 451.9 grains of fine silver. That makes 1 
ounce of fine gold equal in value to 194 ounces of fine silver. There 
is in round numbers three billion dollars’ worth of coined silver in the 
world. Itiscoined in different countries at different ratios. In France, 
Germany, Switzerland, Italy, Greece, and Spainitis coined at 15} ounces 
of silver equal to 1 ounce of gold. In England, 14. 28 to 1; in Portugal, 
14.9 to 1; im the Scandinavian states, 14.88 to 1; in Austria-Hungary, 
15.3 to 1; in Russia and India, 15 to 1. All this silver is legal tender 
and fully invested with debt-paying power. In some countries it is 
limited tender, in others full tender, but in all it is money, and the rel- 
ative amount as fixed by the coinage laws of the several countries will 
buy as much, exchange as much, and pay as much as the equivalent in 
gold. In Germany and the Latin states 15} ounces of silver will pay 
as much and buy as much as 1 ounce of gold. In Russia and India 15 
ounces of silver will buy and pay as much as 1 ounce of gold, and so 
with all the rest. In each one of these countries silver is money, and 
has the monetary value conferred on it by law, but when it leaves the 
jurisdiction of the government that issues it and invests it with mone- 
tary functions, it leaves its monetary value behind it and becomes a 
mere commodity. Does any one deny this? 

The Secretary of the Treasury is required by law to fix the value of 
all foreign coins, and that value is determined in silver-standard coun- 
tries by the value in open market of the metal contained in the coin, 
and not according to the monetary value given to the coin by the law 
of the country that makesit. The florin of Austria is worth at home 
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48 cents in gold, but it is only worth here 37 cents. The rupee of India 
is worth 47 cents at home, but it is only worth 35 cents here. The yen 
in Japan is worth 99 cents; it is worth only 81 cents here. Within the 
jurisdiction of the country that coins it silver has a value given it by 
law, but when it gets beyond the protection of that government it loses 
that value and takes only such value as is accorded it on the open mar- 
ket of the world. France has a stock of silver worth in gold at home 
$553,000,000. If she should withdraw that silver and send it here for 
sale it would be worth $401,000,000; she would lose $152,000,000. 

Belgium has a stock of silver worth $54,000,000 at home and $40,- 
000,000 here. She would lose $14,000,000. Italy, Switzerland, Greece, 
and Spain, coining at the same relative value, would lose $24,000,000. 
Austria would lose $18,000,000, and India would lose $285,000,000. 
Has any nation ever embarked in such an enterprise? And yet we are 
told that all these countries are going to withdraw all their silver and 
dump it on us, to the incalculable injury of our people, and at a loss to 
themselves of more than 8550, 000, 000. They are so anxious to take ad- 
vantage of our stupidity that they will withdraw all the silver from 
circulation where every 15} ounces is worth 1 ounce of gold and bring 
it here and sell 19} ounces for 1 of gold and lose 4 ounces of silver in 
every 1 of gold. India is the greatest of all the silver-owning countries. 
She is to withdraw her $1,300,000,000 and dump it down on us at 19} 
ounces of silver for 1 of gold, when 15 ounces of silver at home will buy 
1 ounce of gold; and she is going to do all this at a loss of $285, 000, 000. 
Now, is not that proposition perfectly absurd? [Applause.] 

You must remember that of the great stock of silver in the world the 
great body of it is coin. The mintsarethegreat consumers of silver and 
there is no place where we can get any large amount of silver unless we 
extract it from the circulation of other countries. Now I have proved, 
I think, conclusively that silver can not be withdrawn from other coun- 
tries and brought here. What has been our experience in the last eight 
years? All the time we have been threatened with the silver deluge. 
When we began to coin silver in 1878 we had $65,000, 000 of silver coins 
in the country. We have coined since then $218,000,000 of silver dol- 
lars and $10,000,000 of fractional coins and ought to have now $293,- 
000,000 of silver coins, The report of the Director of the Mint shows 
that we had in the country on the Ist day of January, 1886, $293,- 
293,872. 

We have just got what we have coined for our own use, and while we 
have only coined what we were permitted to do, and having a large sur- 
plus, the product of our mines, we have been constantly exporting more 
than we have imported. The lamp of experience has played sad havoc 
with the predictions of the prophets. Experience shows that gold is 
higher here and silver is higher in other countries. Twenty-three and 
twenty-two one-hundredths grains of gold will buy 451.09 of sil- 
ver here; it will only buy 359.91 grains in Germany and the states, 
326.93 grains in Portugal, 345.51 grains in the Scandinavian states, 
355.26 in Austria, 348.30 in Russia, and 331.58in England. Our gold 
dollar, the equivalent in value of 451.09 grains of silver, is worth 100 
cents here; it is worth 79.8 cents in Germany and the Latin states, 72.5 
cents in Portugal, 76.5 cents in the Scandinavian states, 78.7 cents in 
Austria-Hungary, 77.2 cents in Russia, and 73.5 cents in England. 

Gold will purchase more silver here than in any of these countries, 
and silver will purchase more gold there than it will here; therefore 
gola will not go there to exchange for silver and silver will not come 

ere to exchange for gold—451.09 grains of silver, which is worth $1 
here, is worth by the laws of Germany, France, ium, Italy, Greece, 
Switzerland, and the Netherlands $1.25, in Russia $1.30, Scandinavian 
states$1.30, Portugal $1.38, Austria-Hungary $1.27, and England $1.36. 
It isevident from these figures, which I have from official sources, that 
we may repress our alarms about the exodus of gold and the silver- 
dumping business. 

It may be contended that there is a large stock of silver not coined 
that may be es) ne upon us. My reply is that it is in manufact- 
ures and more valuable than the coin; and if the coin can not be im- 
ported on account of its value neither can the manufactures of silver. 
Every day coined silver is melted down in this and other countries to 
be worked up in manufactures. That would not be done if the manu- 
factures were not more valuable than the coin. When that is done the 
highest skilled labor is put upon it and its value is in proportion to the 
amount of that labor, A silver cup or pitcher or spoon or watch is 
worth five times as much as the metal contained in it. A silver cup 
worth ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars, if melted down would not perhaps 
contain fine silver equal in weight to one dollar. Now, that silver is not 
going to come here to be coined. A blind man can see that. 

Now what other silver is tocome? There is some silver bullion. 
The last year’s product is estimated at its coinage value at $115,000,000; 
$45,000,000 is estimated annually must go into the arts. ‘That leaves 
$70,000,000 for the coinage of the world. India has taken on an aver- 
age about $20,000,000 per annum for the last twenty years, and if 
none of the other countries took any we could coin $50,000,000 and 
keep it at par with gold. But every year there is some silver coined 
by other peoples, There was $90,000,000 coined in 1884, of which 
$28,000,000 was ours. But if all the mints in the world were closed 
but ours, we could coin the world’s product and keep it at par with 
geld as long as the two metals are produced in proportions so nearly 


of the same value. The production of the two metals have kept near 
each other for centuries; they are still near each other. The last year’s 
product of gold was $95,000,000, while silver was $115,000,000; but 
gold, in the circulation of the world, is yet $300,000,000 more than 
silver. Besides, the demand for the consumption of both metals in the 
arts is annually increasing. 

Theannual consumption of gold in thearts is estimated at $75,000,000 
and silver at $45,000,000. If silver is driven from circulation we have 
to depend upon the residue of $20,000,000 of gold to keep the world’s 
circulation abreast of the enormous annual production of the world’s 
labor. Ifall of both metals were coined the supply would not be too 
great. There is no reason why silver should not be kept at par with 
gold here unless the production of one of the metals should materially 
decrease, and then they could be kept at par by changing the ratio. 
If silver and gold are at par now in their coinage value while gold ex- 
ceeds silver in the circulation $300,000,000, why should they not be at 
par if silver exceed gold by that amount? 

We can never be flooded with silver bullion from any country because 
it is cheaper here than elsewhere. Of the annual product of the world in 
1884 of 8115, 000,000, the United States, Mexico, and Bolivia produced 
more than $100,000,000;"and after consuming what they wanted for 
home purposes they exported the balance to hunt higher markets. 
Now, I ask, where is the cheap silver to come from that is threatening 
us with a financial crisis? It is not in the world. 

The next is that our dollar is a dishonest dollar; that it is an 83-cent 
dollar, that it is a clipped dollar. I heard it called on this floor eight 
years ago in the discussion of this question by all of these bad names, 
and yet by the authority of the laws of the United States itis invested 
with a monetary function just the same as the gold dollar. 

Now, if there is anybody in this House or outside of it who believes 
in his heart that it is an 83-cent dollar, if he will advertise that he will 
supply all that are wanted at 83 cents and sell them for gold dollars at 
100 cents, he will soon see demonstrated the truth of the old aphorism, 
The fool and his money soon part company.” 

Why, sir, if the Secretary of the Treasury should advertise in the New 
York papers to-day that he will sell all the silver dollars in the 
at 98 cents on the dollar, there would bea rush in New York by the gold 
men to get to the trains and come to Washington to exchange their gold 
dollars for the silver and make the profit of 2 per cent. This would 
be $2,000,000 profit on $100,000,000. The silver dollar goes all over 
this country from one man’s pocket to another without question. It 
performs the same functions, it pays the same debts, and will buy the 
same commodities that a gold dollar will. It will discharge, within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, every solitary function which can be 
peano by the gold dollar or by any other dollar issued or protected 

the authority of the Government of the United States. Why? Sim- 
ply because it is a legal tender in payment of debts; it is a dollarclothed 
with monetary functions. In that case additional value is given to it 
from the fact that every creditor is bound to take it when it is tendered 
to him in payment of his debt. Now, sir, if it be true that our silver 
dollar is overvalued and that it is only worth 83 cents, why is it that in 
1853, when we coined our fractional silver at 347.13 fine grains of silver in 
two half-dollar pieces when the standard dollar was 371} grains, we never 
heard that they were dishonest? I say why was not some outcry raised 
by all of these people who are protesting against smirching the honor of 
our country in supporting what they say is a dishonest dollar? Why 
is it that for twenty-five or thirty years this fraudulent coin has been 
allowed to go all over the country discharging all debts, paying all ob- 
ligations on apar with gold, passing from pocket to pocket, and yet there 
never has been a doubt or a suspicion raised by any one as to its char- 
acter? 

Why, sir, within the last few months the national bankers, the men 
from whose offices this accusation has come, in their patriotic devotion 
to the Government of the United States, finding the Government, as 
they said, on the perilous edge of ruin and bankruptcy, tendered 
$6,000,000 of gold from their vaults, and stipulated with the Govern- 
ment of the United States that they should be paid in the fractional 
coins. Do you suppose these gentlemen would have made any such 

ent if they had supposed they would have lost by it? These 
fractional coins in bullion value are worth 77 cents on the dollar; 
they would have lost 23 cents on every dollar. Do you suppose that 
patriotic as they are, philanthropic as they are, with all the good mo- 
tives that animated their bosoms, they would have come to a rich Gov- 
ernment like this and offered to make an exchange of six millions in 
gold for six millions of fractional silver when it involved them in a loss 
of one and one-quarter millions of dollars? They didnotdoit. They 
knew perfectly well that silver dollars performed the same functions 
as gold and that they would not lose a cent by it. 

Why is it that the creditor class of France have not complained that 
371} grains of silver in the French coins are only worth their bullion 
value of 79.8 cents instead of their money value of 103.1 cents? Why 
have they not demanded that silver enough should be put in to make 
the bullion value equal to their money value? But there never has 
been a whisper of that kind in France. The same is the case in Bel- 
gium, Spain, Portugal, in all the countries of continental Europe, and 
in North and South America. 
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Look even at England, conspicuous as the creditor country of the 
whole world, conspicuous for her devotion to the creditor class that con- 
stitutes her aristocracy and that supports her throne. The whole policy 
of that state has been for years to build up by every conceivable measure 
the aristocratical element in her society. And yet they never have 
learned up to this day that their silver coins, worth only 74 cents in the 
dollar, according to their bullion value, are swindling the people of that 
country out of 26 cents on the dollar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, the silver dollar has a monetary 
value that is placed on it by law. How? The law opens a new mar- 
ket for the silver. Everything in trade by an unerring law of polit- 
ical economy takes value in proportion to the uses to which it may be 
applied. If there was no demand for silver by the mints its value 
would be determined by the demand for consumption in the arts. But 
when there is in addition to that a large demand for consumption in 
coinage, then the increased demand increases the price; and if the Gov- 
ernment would consume the whole product and say to the holder of 
the bullion, ‘‘I will give you $1 in silver for every 371} grains of sil- 
ver,’’ it fixes the value of silver and prescribes the functions it is to 
perform. When the Government takes the silver from the holder and 
coins it and gives it back to him it adds to it 17 cents more in value 
than it had before. In all transactions in the United States and within 
the jurisdiction of our laws the silver dollar is the equal of the gold dol- 
lar * 


What difference does it make to the creditor or the debtor whether 
the silver has 480 or 380 or 280 grains in it when it is a legal tender? 
When the debtor tenders it in payment of his debt, the creditor is 
bound to accept it; and if he refuses, and enters suit and obtains judg- 
ment, when the sheriff comes with the execution to sell he will be 
stopped and compelled at last to accept the tender. The money con- 
fronts him and he is bound to take it, and that is the end of it. It 
cancels every debt where it is tendered, and that is what makes it 
money. And yet Wall street tells us and the people of the United 
States that there is but one honest dollar—that which is coined in the 

ion of 1 ounce of gold to 19} ounces of silver. There is no gov- 
ernment on this earth that ever coined silver and gold at that ratio; 
and, sad as it is, according to their standard there never was an honest 
dollar. But it is some comfort to know that as we put more silver in 
our dollar than any people in Europe we come nearer being honest than 
they do. 
But I admit when a debt has to be paid to a foreign creditor that if 
it is paid in silver coin it must be paid atits bullion value. Our coins 
when they go beyond the boundaries of our Government go as commod- 
ities, not as money. If such a payment should be made in silver coin 
it would be at a loss of 17 cents on every dollar. But he will not do 
that, but do as we did during the suspension of specie payment. He 
will buy silver bullion or wheat or cotton or provisions and ship them 
and draw on his consignee. But that is not a perfect condition of our 
circulation. The perfect condition of our money is when the 
ee ee ee and we ought 
to come to that. ell, how are we to doit? Weare certainly not 
going to do it by stopping the coinage of silver. It was the stopping 
of the coinage of silver and depriving silver of its market that made it 
depreciate and gold appreciate. Now, a great many of our friends say 
that the difference between silver and gold is all to be attributed to the 
appreciation of gold. 
ference is to be attributed to the depreciation of silver. The truth is the 
difference is equally divided between the two, according to the economic 
principle that everything takes its value in proportion to the demand 
that is made on it or the uses to which it is applied. When the mints 
were shut down on silver there was no demand for silver but in the arts. 
Silver then ceased to occupy a certain field of circulation in the world. 
It left that field unoccupied and there was increased demand for gold 
to take its place. Then the two metals diverging from a point 
where they were on terms of equality until they got down to the point 
of difference at which they are to-day, which is about 17 cents on our 
dollar, one-half of which may be attributed to the eee of gold 
and one-half to the d. iation of silver. But it is a strange sort of 
philosophy which es us that in order to bring back the desired 
equality we must stop the coinage of silver. That is like tellinga man 
when there is something the matter with one of his legs that the proper 
way to restore it is to cut off that leg and “‘ peg’’ about as well as he 
can on the other, and that perhaps after a while, by some miracle—for 
nothing short of a miracle can produce the result—his leg will grow 
ont again. It is like saying toa man when one of his eyes is diseased 
that he ought not to cure the disease and restore the ailing eye to the 
same condition as the other, but that the proper thing to do is to jab it 
out, with the idea that may be some of these days a miracle will be 
So negate somebody will come along and touch the eye and relume 
it again. 

The way to bring the monetary value of gold and silver together is 
to restore the market to silver. Give silver free ‘Throw open 
to it all the mints of the world. If you were to do that to-day silver 
would be at a premium, as it was in 1873 when Germany and other 
powers.of Europe closed their mints againstit. But, Mr. i 
there is this other difficulty in the way. If we go on and coin at the 


Our friends on the other side say that all the dif- | all these 


rate of 16 to 1, as we are doing now, what is going to be our condition 
when these foreign governments open their mints tosilver at 15} for 1? 
The fact is, we have never been a double-standard country, much as it 
has been talked about on this floor and elsewhere. The United States 
has been a single-standard country, but laboring all the time under the 
delusion that it was a double-standard country. Why? Because we 
have been doing from 1792 to the present time just what we are doing 
now; coining these two metals at relative values different from that 
adopted by the commercial nations of the world. 

In 1792 westarted coining at 15 to 1. Gold and silver werethen coined 
at 154 to 1 in Europe; and the result was that we had no gold. This 
was a silver- standard country up to 1834. In that year we tried to re- 
store gold, and it is one of the singular things in history and some 
great philosophers tell us that history repeats itself—it is one of the 
singular things that the double-standard people in those days were op- 
posed by the same classes who are opposing silver to-day, and they 
called Benton and his friends who wanted to bring the gold back to 
this country ‘‘ gold-bugs,’’ just as we are now because we are 
trying to restore silver, silver lunatics.“ Then we went on and 
changed the relative value of the two metals form 15 to 1 to 16 to 1; 
we jumped right over the that divided the metals on one side to 
an i t position on the other side. What was the result? All 
the silver left the country. There was nostandard silver in this country 
in 1853, and then the Government debased the fractional coin and 
brought it down to 347 grains of fine silver to the dollar instead of 371} 
grains. Then there were no silver dollars coined. 

The silver was all passing out of the country because it was at a 
premium of 4 cents on the dollar in Europe. Then we were a gold- 
standard country with a subsidiary silver coinage of halves, quarters, 
and dimes. From 1853 to 1873 we coined only $60,000,000 of this frac- 
tional coinage, while our mines turned out over two hundred millions 
of silver. If we had not sto the coinage, but had granted free 
coinage to all the silver at 14.95, it would have driven out all the gold 
again; for if 15 to 1 drove out the gold from 1792 to 1834, certainly 
14.95 to 1 would have driven it out still faster. So, in order to keep 
some silver in the country, we limited the coinage, to a small amount, 
as we have it to-day; and during the twenty years between 1853 and 
1873 we coined only sixty millions of fractional silver coinage, while 
the free coinage of gold amounted to seven hundred millions. 

Now we are refusing to learn anything from all this history; and we 
have already coined 218,000,000 of these standard silver dollars. What 
is to become of these when the mints of countries are thrown 
open—when, for instance, Germany opens her mints? And there is a 
powerful upheaval in to-day, which means that the govern- 
ment must bow in submission to the will of the German people. When 
Germany extorted a thousand millions in gold from France she thought 
she would take up all her silver coin and put herself on a gold stand- 
ard with that amount of gold in her vaults. She to sell some 
of her silver, and was carrying out her cherished object; but she was 
forced by the German to back silver into circulation and rein- 
vest it with its legal-tender ity at the rate of 154 of silver to1 of gold. 
But that has not proven to the German people. To-day, 
in their parliament, they are demanding of their government to restore 
silver to its full monetary functions, as they had it before 1873. It is 
only a question of time when the people are going to be stronger than 

aristocratic governments that are placing their heels on their 
necks. There is a depth of suffering which, when reached, will arm the 
down-trodden with superhuman power. They will rise in their might 
and shake the fabrics of government from turret to foundation-stone, 
and make their rulers come back to the old doctrine of our fathers—a 
el Hof the people, by the people, and for the people.” [Ap- 
plause. 

When Germany throws open her mints, France and her Latin con- 
federates will follow; then what is going to become of the dollars of 
our fathers which we have almost wept over during the last seven or 
eight years? They will all be gathered up by these bankers, just as 
they gathered up the fractional currency under the law we passed in 
1878 which compelled the Treasury of the United States to redeem 
coin. They have collected $28,000,000 of the fractional coin and sent 
it into the Treasury and taken gold in place of it. And now that it 
is in the Treasury it can not pay the national debt; it can nottake the 
bottom from under their banks; and it gives them the additional argu- 
ment that the people do not want silver anyhow. ‘They will bag up 
your silver dollars the same way and ship them out of the country to 
get the profit of 4 cents on the dollar. > 

If we want to keep both metals in circulation we must either coin at 
an agreed standard between the commercial powers and ourselves, or 
if they will not then we must coin upon their standard. That 
is the only solution of this question. If we are going to keep both 
metals, we must stop our coinage on the basis of 16 to 1 and coinat the 
rate of 15} to 1. Instead of putting into a dollar 371} grains of fine 
silver, we must put 359.91 grains. Is it not obvious that if we go on 
coining at that rate and have a large stock of silver on hand when this 
collapse comes in E and the governments there shall be forced by 
their people to replenish the volume of circulation to t confisca- 
tion and ruin, we shall be on the same monetary platform with them? 
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Our silver and gold will stand in the relation of 15} to 1 as theirs will, 
and there will be no disturbance of the commercial relations between 
those governments and ours so far as coin is concerned. 

oF WARNER, of Ohio. Would you have the coinage unlimited at 
153? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; I would have the coinage of silver unlimited 
at that ratio. I may not meet the views of all the doctrinaires on this 
subject; I am somewhat of a doctrinaire myself, but I started upon 
the investigation of this question with a loyal devotion to truth and I 
have determined to follow it wherever I can see its light gleam on my 

way. I have just stated whatseems tome to be the only reasona- 
ble solution of this question. Have we not been making overtures to 
the governments of Europe and sending commissions to induce them 
to agree upon some uniform basis of coinage? If they had stated they 
would agree to open their mints upon the basis of 15} to 1 we would 
have acceded to proposition; but they will not agree to adopt with 
us any specific ratio, either 16 to 1 or 15] to 1 or anything else. Franceis 
afraid of Germany and Germany is afraid of Franceand the Latin Union. 
If they would have to open their mints at 15} to Lit would 
have been the part of wisdom for us to have accepted the proposition. 
Why would it not be equally conducive to our interests now to adopt 
that standard without any agreement with them? 

If we can not consent to change our ratio and coin with the commer- 
cial nations, then the next best thing is to open our mints to the free 
coinage of silver at 16 to1. With the experience we have had on that 
subject we may change our standard in time tosave our coins. We can 
do as our fathers did, although they did not act till their silver was all 
gone. If we coin freely both metals the world will have both in its 
circulation; whereas, if we take the advice of the scarce-money people 
and stop the coinage of silver, the world will have only one metal to 
measure its values, and the price of labor and the products of labor will 
come down, men will be thrown out of employment throughout the 
earth, tramps will fill the highways as they do to-day, and we will see 
a depth and an intensity of suffering we have never seen before. 

Now, Mr. Chai I come to answer the real objection to the free 
coinage of silver. I have been dealing with the fine-spun sophistries 
which have been thrown around the subject. I come to uncover the 
false pretender, to take the mask from his face, to expose his repulsive 
features to the American people whom he seeks to defraud. The ob- 
jection to the free coinage of silver is because it will increase the vol- 
ume of circulation that measures the value of labor. It will make 
money cheap, but it will make the stroke of the arm dearer. It will 
make clothing dearer, it will make wheat dearer, it will make corn 
and cotton dearer, but it will make every day of toil bring a better 

rice than it is now worth. The best condition of every people is that 
which labor receives the highest possible reward for its toil. [Ap- 
plause.] Mr. Clay once said in that old Hall ont there that the highest 
wages and the highest interest for money were the best conditions in 
which any country could be placed. 

There are about $6,000,000,000 of money in the world. Whatever the 
volume is it measures all the values of the world. I mean the money in 
circulation; I do not mean the money in the mines. I do not mean the 
money locked up in the Treasury vaults. I do not mean the money 
locked up in bank vaults; but I do mean whatever amount is in actual 
circulation, going into the markets, demanding ex raises the 
price of labor and its products throughout the world. you decrease 
that volume one-half, if you strike down silver, if you take it out of 
circulation, as Germany tried to do, and fix values alone by the gold 
standard, then the value of the products of labor would be reduced one- 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. How about debts? 

Mr. MILLS. I will come to that after awhile. If you take silver 
out of cireulation we know there will be a decrease in the value of la- 
bor. What would be the consequence? Whenever prices are sinking 
money goes out of the market. Who is going to buy a piece of prop- 
sets Wists the Pioo Taa bean DIAE Atd: ciestianien <0 * Who is 
going to buy y when it is low to-day and still lower to-morrow ? 

o one will buy in a market that issinking. Noone will buy property 
when it is sinking in price and has been sinking. So it is with money, 
the most sensitive of all things. What becomes of labor then? We 
have heard many fine things said about the laboring people, and by 
these very men who want to reduce the price of labor. What becomes 
of labor when money goes out of the market, and when the employer tells 
his hands, Lou are needed no more; we have nothing for you to do?“ 
Then the farmer can get nothing for his corn or his cotton or his wheat. 
He can not buy anything of the manufacturer. The manufacturer can 
not sell him anything, for he is not able to pay forit. Then there is 
a greater supply of labor than there is demand for it. Then comes 
upon the country the greatest possible suffering to all the laboring 
classes. There is no curse in existence like the contraction of the cir- 
culation. War and e e and famine may spread their baleful 
wings over the land, but the evils they bring with them are not to be 
compared to the contraction of circulation which throws out of em- 
poymans from three to five millions of laborers, enforcing idleness, 

inging tears to every cheek, sorrow and distress to every home, hunger 
and starvation to every door. Yet this is what these advocates of 
scarce money are asking us to do to-day in the name of the laborers. 
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Why is this thing done? Why, if money possessed no other quali- 
fication than that of a railroad or a steamship or of a bill of exchange, 
if it simply exchanged one commodity for another, you would not hear 
this creditor class making Rome howl with its denunciations of dishon- 
est money. 

But it is because money is a measure of value. When money is 
scarce it measures prices low. I will give you an instance of it. In 
1870 corn was worth 92} cents a bushel; there was a full circulation 
of money then. Thewhole money of the United States was not asmuch 
as it is to-day, but the actual circulation was more, and prices are low 
now, because there is more money locked up in yaults now than there 
was then, That congestion had not gone so far in those days, and the 
immense volume of money poured ont during the war was scattered 
throughont the country and was felt in every market. 

At this period, Isay, corn was 92}centsabushel. The average value of 
last year was 54 cents a bushel. Now, let us see the difference. All 
values start first with the ground, with the agriculturist and the miner. 
The man who digs up the iron ore is the first man who puts any value 
on it, and it then goes through all of the various processes of manuſact- 
ure. The manwho raises the corn, who produces the cotton, the wheat, 
and the oats, is the first man who puts any value upon it. All is de- 
pendent upon him, just as the branch of thetree is dependent upon the 
trunk. But let us see the difference in values between then and now. 

The corn crop of last year, in round numbers, amounted to 1,936,000,- 
000 of bushels. It was worth 54 cents per bushel. If we had had the 
actual circulation of 1870 it would have retained the price of 1870, and 
the crop would have been worth $750,000,000 more than it is. Cotton 
was then worth 23} cents a pound. The last year’s crop was 6,500,000 
bales. Cotton was worth, last year, 10 cents per pound. If we had had 
the same price for cotton we had in 1870 the cotton crop would have 
been worth $300,000,000 more than it was. We raised last year 350,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat. It was worth, in 1870, $1.28 per bushel. 
Last year it was worth 86 cents per bushel. A loss of $150,000,000 on 
wheat. We raised last year 629,000,000 bushels of oats. They were 
worth, in 1870, 63 cents per bushel. They were worth last year 38 cents 
per bushel. A loss on the oat crop of over $150,000,000. Here are four 
crops where scarce money, falsely called honest, has defrauded our farm- 
ers out of more than $1,300,000,000 in one year. But they are not the 
only ones injured. 

If that money were in their pockets there would be wants behind 
every dollar, and to satisfy them all the labor of the land would be de- 
manded. They would want more cotton and woolen goods and more 
manufactures of iron and steel, more boots and shoes, and more of 
everything that employs labor. So great would be the demand for 
manufacturing labor that every arm would be em and all 
would be raised. Whenever there is an active demand for labor, its 
wages are raised. But when money is scarce and prices are low, the 
people find that the products of their labor all go to their creditor and 
they have nothing with which to buy. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] asked me a moment ago 
what about debts? That question goes to the bottom of this contro- 
versy. It is on account of debts that the creditor class is trying to 
make money scarce. They are trying to make the poor debtor work two 
days to pay that for which he owes one day’s labor; and disguise it as 
you will, that is the head and front of the offense of the silver dollar. 
The debts of the People of the United States are set down at $25,000,- 
000,000. It is a low estimate to say that its annual interest is at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum. That is an annual drag on their labor of 
81,250,000, 000; in addition to that the taxes to support national, State, 
and local governments are 8600, 000, 000 more. Now, with this enormous 
burden bending the backs of our people to the ground, is it not acrime 
to make money scarce, and thus lower the price of all the products of 
their labor? I want to repeat it, and emphasize it, that high prices for 
labor always bring prosperity to the country; and high prices can never 
be had with a scarce volume of money. 

But notwithstanding the fact, which ought te be apparent to all, we 
are here debating how we can make money scarce. To enable us to do 
this all the old sophistries have been resurrected. The wheelbarrow 
of 1878 has been brought out of its long retirement and loaded down 
with “clipped” dollars and is on the road to market to buy a ham 
sandwich for breakfast. All the workmen in the country are to work 
for 100 cents in gold and be paid in a dishonest dollar worth 83 cents. 
All our gold which is locked up in the vaults of the bankers is to take 
wings and fly away, to the incalculable injury of a people who have 
never seen it. All the silver of the world is to be dumped down on us, 
and we are to be irretrievably ruined by being made the rich recip- 
ients of the hoarded treasures of forty centuries! Silver must be sup- 
pressed, gold must be made dearer, debts must be made harder to pay, 
the hours of labor must be made longer, the hours of rest must be made 
shorter, the products of labor must be made cheaper, or the laboring 
people will be cheated and the country ruined! 

Scarce money has always been attended with disaster the world over. 
History tells us of its horrors in Europe, but we need not go beyond 
our own country for proof of the statement. 

Mr. Chairman, from thetimeof the first discovery of the mines in the 
New World up to 1809 the world was full of money. Vessels of Spain 
were carrying into all the channels and marts of trade the wealth pro- 
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duced in the New World. The history of that period reads like a ro- 
mance of the Middle Ages. The Spanish galleons with their cargoes of 
the precious metals were sailing over the ocean, loaded with the enor- 
mous productions of the mines of the New World. So rich was the booty, 
so tempting was the prize, that the ocean was soon covered with pirates, 
who swarmed in the track of the vessels to rob them. But in 1809 all 
the dependencies of Spain on this continent broke into open revolt for 
the establishment of their own independence. From 1809 to 1849 the 
mines were abandoned and closed up. The revolting provinces estab- 
lishéd their independence in 1823 after the long, exhausting struggle; 
and when they did establish their independence they were not stro 
enough or able to protect the owners of the mines in investing capi 
enough to work them. Up to 1849 the prices were low, so low that the 
difference between the prices from 1809 to 1849 show that they had 
risen from that time more than 100 per cent., and one distinguished 
author says 145 per cent. 

There was only one exceptianal period that I remember in all that 
long period of depression; and that was in 1836, when the country was 
taking a ride through the air on the Icarian wings of paper money. In 
1835 the circulation amounted to one hundred and sixty-one millions of 
money. In 1836 it rose to two hundred and four millions. There was 
an addition of forty-three millions to the circulation in one year, and 
thirty-six millions of that amount was wild-cat paper money. But it 
increased prices, and while the circulation went up 30 per cent. in one 
year, prices went up 29 percent. But the business of the country, like 
Icarus of old, soon felt its wings giving way, and it fell from a giddy 
height. Circulation contracted and prices tumbled. The downward 
tendency continued till 1843, when the circulation had fallen to $142,- 
000,000 and prices had fallen correspondingly. This year was the year 
that prices touched the lowest point reached in this century. 

In 1848 mines of gold were discovered in California, and they com- 
menced ing enormous quantities of that metal into the markets of 
the world, and in 1850 we had two hundred and sixty-five millions 
of money in circulation, Next year we had more, and prices went up. 
Next year still more, and prices still went up. And the circulation con- 
tinued to increase year by year until 1857, when the volume of circu- 
lation was precisely 100 per cent. over 1850. We had $530,000,000 of 
circulation, actual circulation, and prices went up 31 per cent. above 
1850. Each year prices rose above the year before, and there is no period 
of equal length in the history of this country when there was such 
unbounded prosperity in all the departments of our industry. The 
national wealth increased at the rate of 12} per cent. perannum. We 
had a good system of finance and taxation, and both aided in thrusting 
the country forward on the road to prosperity. In 1858 the circulation 
fell $88,000,000 below 1857, and prices fell 20 per cent. They com- 
menced rising again when the war began and money was poured out 
all over the country, and touched the highest point ever reached in the 
country in 1865, when they were 4 per cent. higher in gold than in 
1857, and the circulation rose to $1,157,000,000, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH was recognized and yielded to Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. MILLS. Ithank my friend for his courtesy; I am nearly through. 

About this time a number of gentlemen who had amassed a 
amount of depreciated paper money started on a wild hunt after honest 
money—started to impress the Government with the necessity of coming 
with rapid strides back to gold—started to bring this country by forced 
marches to a gold currency. They commenced to contract the currency 
for that purpose, and prices came down till they brought the country 
to the crash of 1873. We certainly all remember that. We certainly 
all remember that from 1873 to 1879, after we had commenced the coin- 
age of silver, this country passed through a period of darkness and gloom 
that has never been witnessed at any other time in its history, and God 
grant that it may never be witnessed again. 

I remember standing here and seeing a venerable Representative of 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Hendrick B, Wright, now no more) rise and unroll 
a petition signed by 20,000 of his fellow-citizens asking this Govern- 
ment to relieve their distresses and, if it gave them no other relief, to 
give them some means of flying from their homes where starvation 
confronted themselves, their wives, and their children. We remember 
the time when the city of Pittsburgh was set on fire; when the United 
States Government had to send its armed troops to protect property and 
suppress the terrible disturbance made by the Congress of the United 
States bending its knees in devotion to the gold power of the East. 
Every State in the North tottered from turret to foundation-stone, and 
every one of them was calling on the Government of the United States 
to stretch its strong arms around them and help them to stand in the 
midst of the tempest of disorder and violence created by their distressed 
and suffering people. Three millions of men willing to work were out 
ofemployment. They could have earned $3,000,000 per day; but there 
was none to employ them. Bread and meat were cheap, house-rent was 
cheap, fuel was cheap, everything was cheap but gold. Gold was high, 
but the 33 of the workmen were all empty. 

Would you take the country again through that valley of the shadow 
of death? Would you repeat again that experience so full of lamenta- 
tions and mournings and woes? If you would, listen to the soft, sweet 


notes of the siren as she sings from the vaults of the national bankers 


about dishonest dollars. Drive out into banishment the old silver dol- 
lar of our fathers; call in the silver certificates; retire all the 

notes; make money so scarce that the poor bankers in New York can 
buy a bushel of wheat for a dime, a pound of cotton for a penny; make 
it impossible for people to pay their debts; make labor so cheap that 
working people can only earn enough to pay interest to money-lenders 
and taxes to support the Government, and you will see again the return 
of that night with all its horrors intensified. 

Sir, let the man who lives by thesweat of his brow, and his Representa- 
tive here, be not deceived by the shams and false pretenses that are 
thrown around this measure that is filled to the brim with the direst 
of consequences to millions of people. Let the laborer remember, and 
write it on his wristlets, carve it on his frontlets, and wear it as an amulet 
over his heart, that scarce money is his sleepless and unforgiving foe, 
a foe whose bosom never swells with a sigh of sorrow, whose eye never 
moistens with a tear of pity. Noone can deny that it increases the 
burden of debt which labor must pay. No one can deny that it makes 
the life-struggle darker and harder. 

One of the most distinguished advocates of the suppression of silver 
has but recently said if we stop coining silver that the act will bea drag 
upon production and that suffocation and strangulation are words not 
too strong to express the agonies of a people who are encircled in the 
coils of this golden serpent. And yet, with our eyes open and looking 
down into the abyss of human suffering that yawns before us, we are 
entreated and importuned to drag the country to the edge of the preci- 
pice and plunge it over into the tortures and agonies of contraction, to 
satiate the lust for gold. Sir, history has recorded on its every 
kind of scourge that has been sent upon mankind from the hand of his 
fellow, and it has carved the names of the guilty wretches on its pillory 
where they stand before the eyes of each recurring generation to suffer 
the execration due to the atrocity of their crimes. It tells of Nerovainly 
struggling to extinguish the truths of Christianity by lighting the streets 
of Rome with the burning bodies of her missionaries; of Tamerlane dis- 
cussing philosophy with the sages of Aleppo while hissavagesoldiery were 
gathering the heads of his slaughtered foemen into monumental piles 
to please the eye of the royal invader; it tells of Philip II sacking, burn- 
ing, and butchering the helpless inhabitants of the Netherlands, loyal 
to his kingdom and crown, because they elected to worship at the shrines 
where conscience bade them kneel; it tells of the obliteration of Poland, 
the partition of its territory, the banishment and confinement of its un- 
happy people in the caves of Siberia by the sceptered robbers of Russia, 
Prussia, and Austria; it tells of the conquest and long-continued o 
pression and robbery of Ireland by the kings, parliaments, and people 
of England for five hundred years, and that in the face of the remon- 
strancesof all Christendom still stretches her victim on the bed of torture. 

But in all the wild, reckless, and remorseless brutalities that have 
marked the footprints of resistless power there is some extenuating cir- 
cumstance that mitigates the severity of the punishment due tothe crime. 
Some have been the product of the fierce passions of war, some have come 
from the antipathy that separates alien races, some from the supersti- 
tions of opposing religions. But the crime that is now sought to be per- 
petrated on more than fifty millions of people comes neither from the 


large | camp of a conqueror, the hand of a foreigner, nor the altar of an idolator. 


But it comes from those in whose veins runs the blood of a common 
ancestry, who were born under the same skies, speak the same lan- 
guage, reared in the same institutions, and nurtured in the principles 
of the same religious faith. It comes from the cold, phlegmatic, mar- 
ble heart of avarice—avarice that seeks to paralyze labor, increase the 
burden of debt and fill the land with destitution and suffering to 

tify the lust for gold [applause]—avarice surrounded by every com- 
ort that wealth can command, and rich enough to satisfy every want 
save that which refuses to be satisfied without the suffocation and 
strangulation of all the labor in the land. With a forehead that re- 
fuses to be ashamed it demands of Congress an act that will paralyze 
all the forces of production, shut out labor from all employment, in- 
crease the burden of debts and taxation, and send desolation and suf- 
fering into all the homes of the poor. In this hour, fraught with peril 
to the whole country, I appeal to the unpurchased representatives of 
the American people to meet this bold and insolent demand like men. 
Let us stand in the breach and call the battle on, and never leave the 
field until the people’s money shall be restored to the mints on equal 
terms with gold as it was years ago. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to dis- 
cuss the silver bill, but the bill to which the amendment has been of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas | Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know how the gen- 
tleman from Ohio gets the floor in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
yielded all his time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. The 

tleman from Texas used as much of it as he desired, and yielded 
the floor. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] then rose 
and was ized by the Chair, and had been speaking for a minute 


or more before the point was raised. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the 
attention of the House for a few moments while I call attention to the 
provisions of the pending bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This bill seeks to amend a law which has 
been on the statute-book fifteen years, and which allows to distillers the 
fraction ofa gallon under one-half when in drawing off spirits into orig- 
inal packages there is a fraction of less than one-half gallon. That is, 
no account is taken of that fraction. Originally distillers paid tax only 
on the amount of spirits that went into consumption. Subsequently the 
payment of tax was required upon the entire production of every still, 
without regard to whether the spirits go into consumption or not. The 
tax upon every proof-gallon of spirits is about 600 per cent. more than 
the cost thereof. It costs 13 to 15 cents to produce a gallon of whisky, 
and the tax upon that quantity is 90 cents. This is the only article 
manufactured in this country upon which the tax is 500 or 600 per cent. 
more than the cost of production. Beyond that, it is the only article 
in this country upon which the tax is required to be paid before the 
article goes into consumption, and withont reference to whether it goes 
into consumption or not. 

Now, there may be some gentlemen here—I take it for granted there 
are a number—who are not familiar with the course of internal-revenue 
legislation upon this subject; and I call attention to this matter because 
ĮI only demand, in behalf of my constituents and the trade generally, 
that which is fairly and decently just—no more and no less. I do not 
ask that they shall escape the payment of taxes upon one gill of manu- 
factured spirits. I only ask that they shall not be taxed upon that 
which they not only do not consume, but are not permitted to keep, 
handle, consume, or sell. f 

Now, under our former legislation—I think it was the law of 1869— 
an allowance was made with direct reference to preventing the require- 
ment of the paymentof tax upon spirits which were not consumed, or 
rather out of which the distiller was unable to realize anything. 

Let me state that in the manufacture of distilled spirits the distiller 
does not handle or touch the spirits distilled until they are drawn off 
and gauged by a Government officer. The spirits, when so drawn from 
the cisterns, are placed in barrels and conveyed to what is known as a 
distillery warehouse; and by the gauge taken by the officerat that time 
the manufacturer is required to pay tax. That fixes the extent and 
limit and measure of his liability. It invariably happens that in draw- 
ing off the spirits and taking them to a Government warehouse and 
thence to the rectifiers or compounders a loss is entailed—not of half a 
gallon merely, but from that quantity up to three gallons and a half, 
the distiller or rectifier deriving no benefit at all from that muchofthe 
spirits manufactured, tbat quantity being a total loss. Under what is 
known as the Carlisle bill,’’ passed in 1878 or 1879—and, in fact, long 
before that—an allowance for this loss was made. Under the law of 
1868 distillers were required to pay tax upon every fractional part ofa 
gallon; so that if a man had in his barrel 43 gallons and a gill ora pint, 
he was required to pay tax upon 44 gallons. That was manifestly 


wrong. 

Not only was the distiller required to pay a tax of 500 per cent. more 
than the cost of the article produced; not only was he required to pay 
without reference to its going into consumption, to pay beforehand, thus 
advancing his money to the Government, but he was required to pay 
tax upon what he never produced, and what of course he could not con- 
sume or sell. That was so palpably unjust, that under a provision of 
law—not the! Carlisle bill,“ buta previousact—an allowance was made, 
so that in all cases when the spirits came from the still there was a 
fraction of over half a gallon the Government exacted tax for a gallon, 
and whenever the fraction was less than half a gallon the Government 
gave the distiller the benefit of the fraction and charged him no tax 
upon that. The reason for granting this allowance was that it was as- 
certained beyond peradventure that the loss by soakage, &c., in removal 

_to and from the distillery warehouse was in every instance an absolute 
Joss of more than half a gallon, running up in fact as high as three and 
one-half gallons. 

I speak now of what is known as high wines. In Kentucky and Penn- 
Sylvania they manufacture Bourbon whisky. High wine is made by a 
different process, But when Bourbon whisky is first made the manu- 
facturer does not put it upon the market. Why? Because at that time 
it is not fit for consumption. It contains fusel oil, which only passes off 
by aging. Thereforeit is placed in a warehouse and kept there. Fifty 
members who are now within the sound of my voice remember very 
well that in 1879, in order not to do a wrong to the distillers of Ken- 
tucky, the law was soamended as to allow those gentlemen a leakage or 
loss of from 1 to 71 gallons. It was thoroughlyjust. Why? Because 
the Government ascertained that those distillers, out of the amount 
they placed in the warehouse, necessarily suffered a loss to that extent; 
in other words, that every warehouse-man or distiller lost from 1 to 77 
gallons on each barrel, and hence it was thought to be an outrage upon 
the distiller to exact tax upon that which the distiller did not have and 
which did not enter into consumption. The high-wine distillers do not 
get any benefit from that law. They do not prepare the goods for mar- 
ket by aging. The fusel oil is removed from what are known as high 
wines by distillation or rectifying. Hence the only allowance they have 
is one-half gallon allowed in the manner I have 
allowance has been by virtue of the statute for fourteen or fifteen 


Some brother asks me why this bill was introduced. I will tell you 


why. A few years ago, and with almost unanimous consent in this 


House, small packages of spirits containing 10 gallons were 
allowed to be put up to meet what was described here as the South 
American trade. It was said quite a trade was being built up with 
South America, and that they required 10-gallon packages in order to 
carry them up into the Andes on the backs of mules. It was ascer- 
tained, however, that trade did not amount to much. This bill is the 
result of an abuse of the privilege mentioned, that is, of filling 10-gallon 
cans as original packages. That law, as stated, authorized the putting 
up of these 10-gallon packages for the benefit of those engaged in the 
South American trade. They shipped them at once to South America, 
and there they took them on the backs of mules up into the Andes, or 
wherever else they were to be carried. That was the object of that 
provision. é 

Prior to that time no original package of less than 20 gallons (half- 
barrel) was permitted. Whatwas the result? Under this law certain 
distillers to cover losses began to put up 10-gallon packages to take 
from their distilleries to the rectifying-houses, so that they saved a half- 
gallon on each 10-gallon package. That was unjust. It was a palpa- 
ble wrong against the spirit of the law, for the 10-gallon keg was not a 
commercial package ized under the law by the trade. And now, 
because certain distillers were disposed to abuse a right which ought to 
belong to every distiller, it has pleased our friends of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to punish the few by doing a great injustice to all dis- 
tillers and dealers in high wines in Ohio and many other localities. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Representing the greatest distilling center, 
I had the honor to introduce tuat bill, the object of which was to pre- 
vent that abuse. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend nodoubt did so as the represent- 
ative of the Peoria district of Illinois. I will tell him why his people 
are quite satisfied to have this bill pass, while mine are not. His people 
will not say, nor any one of them, that the loss each distiller sustains 
in putting up a package or half-barrel or barrel is not at least one-half 
gallon. I know nodistiller will say so. Now, why are the constituents 
of my honored friend satisfied to have this change? I will tell you. 
Peoria does not rectify or redisti] and compound spirits to any extent. 
She ships her goods to New York, Boston, and Philadelphia, and in each 
barrel she puts 84 proof-gallons. The freight isabout the same. Our 
people in Cincinnati do animmense business in compounding. Peoria 
putting two barrels into one can afford to loseahalf-gallon. If our peo- 
ple on the same amount are compelled to lose a gallon she has an advan- 
tage just in that way. And to-day if she was doing compounding as we 
are doing in our city of Cincinnati she would not be satisfied to lose a 
gallon on every barrel. She has just that advantage, because in each 
barrel she ships 84 proof-gallons. I do not speak of wine-gallons but 
of proof-gallons. This half-gallon is cut off too with us. We do not 
ship but manufacture, and on each barrel we lose half a gallon. 

Some brother may say, but I observe your distillers always construct 
the package so as to get the fraction ontheir side. Exactly. The ob- 
ject of the statute was to prevent them sustaining an actual loss. That 
was the very object of it, and hence they construct the package in that 
way in order that the law intended for their benefit might not prove an 
actual injury. What is there wrong about it? Why are statutes pro- 
vided against the loss by leakage? If I withdraw 10,000 gallons at 
Cincinnati to ship to Europe I am allowed for leakage, although I do 
not pay a cent of tax to the Government, the spirits being for export. 
If I make a thousand barrels of Bourbon whisky and store it and keep 
it for three years, I may be allowed 7} gallons on the barrel. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me complete what I was about to say, 
that this was a just measure. I supported it myself, knowing it to be 
just; but now it occurs that our people, and I speak for men all over 
the country, in different sections of the country, for the entire whole- 
sale trade, for every establishment that manufactures high wines, unless 
they are so situated that by imposing a loss upon business rivals, as is 
proposed by this bill, they can gain enough to remunerate them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio 
do the Peoria distillers ship high wines or whisky ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, they are in a measure convertible 
terms. They ship alcohol—high-proof spirits. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman does not mean to say 
that high wines and whisky are convertible terms? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why not; if you take the fusel oil out? 
Why, some even drink high wines. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If they shipped mainly alcohol and 
high wines what would be the difference in the tax ? 

. BUTTERWORTH. Let me complete my statement. Undoubt- 
edly they ship double portions, and by compelling us to lose the gallon 
on the package they can well afford to lose the half gallon. They ship 
two barrelsin one. Butthey very naturally conclude if they can com- 
pel you (their competitors) to lose the gallon they are perfectly willing 
to stand the half-gallon loss. 

Mr. MORRISON. ‘They can avoid all that by taking a big, honest 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We do not ask to use any other kind than 
such as have been known to the trade and the law ever since spirits 
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were taxed in this country. I am here to say that from my friend’s 
district, Peoria, and the district of my other friend from Iowa also—for 
they have large distilleries out there—they ship largely the high-proof 
spirits and alcohol. Eighty per cent. of all the high wines and alcohol 
received in New York was received from these points. They can well 
afford the loss of the half-gallon if their competitors are forced to lose 
the gallon by this system of allowances. And that is the reason my 
brethren are so amiable in support of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My friend from Ohio is so familiar 
with the whisky question that I fear he is going away al er from 
those of us who have not so much information upon the subject. 
[Langhter. ] EERS ; 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not familiarity with its use; only its 
careful manipulation as a matter of Government taxation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I cheerfully concede the gentleman’s 
superior ability in the direction of its manipulation. But let me ask, 
as a matter of information, do [understand you to mean that under the 
Peoria system, that as they ship high wines they do not break bulk and 
therefore get the benefit of the half-gallon, whereas in Ohio where they 
rectify the high wines and make it into Whisky 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And other compounds. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is that not rectification? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is compounding. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman’s technical 
and chemical knowledge. But under the Ohio system you claim you 
break bulk near the distilleries not within 600 feet perhaps. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They do not break packages at the distil- 


lery. 

Ar. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, I understand you to claim that 
they lose one gallon, when the Peoria distiller, who ships high wines, 
loses but one half-gallon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They do not break bulk at the distillery. 
They have no right to do so. It is gauged as it is turned out, and it is 
then taken to the distillery warehouse, thence to the rectifiers or com- 

unders. 
ae HENDERSON, of Iowa. If they ship in the barrels in which it 
is deposited can they get the benefit of this half-gallon? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. If you are the Government 
gauger and gauge the spirits at my distillery, if you please; if the amount 
of whisky contained in the barrel is 43.49 gallons, you take no account 
of the odd half-gallon or less. If it runs over that I must pay for it, 
that is, tax on a whole gallon. 

Now the question is where is there a remedy for the condition of 
affairs to which I have referred? I take it that the House as a mere 
matter of taking a tilt at this particular industry does not desire to do 
injustice. I propose to offer an amendment to the bill, restoring the old 
law in regard to size of original packages or barrels. For fifteen years 
these men have been allowed this privilege as a matter of equal and 
exact justice. I pro to offer an amendment restoring that old law 
which prohibits the use of smaller packages than the half-barrel. Now 
if I am right about that, that all that this House desires is to prevent 
the abuse of the statute allowing 10-gallon packages, leaving untouched 
the just provision of the law allowing the distiller the fraction of a gal- 
lon, and I can accomplish this by the amendment I offer, it seems to 
me Ages my honored friend from Illinois ought to cheerfully co-operate 
with me. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio if the 
class of distillers who are opposing this bill is not the same class that 
wanted the 10-gallon system ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Some are, no doubt, forconvenience of ship- 


ping purposes. A 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, Is the gentleman sure that that is the only 
reason ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam quite sure of it. Butif we can cor- 
rect the abuse by an amendment to the law, why does my friend from 
IIlinois still insist on the passage of a bill which works a great hardship 
and wrong to every distiller in the country where they make high wines 
other than for shipment to distant markets? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I will answer very candidly, if he will ship 
the liquors in whole pa I have no objection. But by reducing 
the old law from twenty to ten gallons you divide the evil instead of 
eradicating it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is falling into the error of sup- 
posing there isan evil. There is no evil in not allowing the Govern- 

- ment to exact a tax where no taxis due. I have here a communication 
from a gentleman largely engaged in the distilling business which puts 
this matter in a clear light and which I will hereafter submit to the 
House. The fact is, the losses allowed by law do not approximately 
cover the actual loss. The amount ought to be increased instead of 
being diminished. My friend will observe that ever since we have col- 
lected the tax on distilled spirits the use of the half-barrel has been 
allowed and no hardship results. In thefirst place, we exact payment 
of tax on more liquor than ever goes into consumption, contrary to the 
law of every other nation that taxes distilled spirits, and contrary to 
the usage of our own country prior to 1868. All we ask is that we 
ar what we get, and no more; and nothing can be more just than 
that. 


Ishall desire to say something further on this subject when my amend- 
ment is offered. The statement I have alluded to shows that this whole 
protection does not amount to 1 per cent., while the loss is over 3 per 
cent. by actual test. Now what is the trouble? A few distillers used 
improperly 1 on packages, and exacted an allowance they ought 
not to have had; and to meet that abuse this other abuse on the part 
of the Government is proposed. 

I submit to the House as to the country that to correct an abuse 
by the citizen by committing another by governmental action is not 
just. In Kentucky, Pennsylvania, every locality where Bourbon whis- 
kies are manufactured, they are allowed as high as 7} gallons outage 
to protect them against loss. Our people only ask to be allowed a half- 
gallon to each original package in pursuance of the law that has been 
on the statute-books during all the period I have mentioned, fourteen 
or fifteen years. They do not wish to escape payment on a gill they 
get. I insisted on this floor, as many of you will remember, that this 
Government was unjust to exact tax on goods that did not go into use; 
and this House, by a vote of 3 to 1, adopted that idea and passed a bill 
prepared by your Committee on Ways and Means in which they deter- 
mined that the tax should be collected on spirits drawn out of the dis- 
tillery warehouses and put on the market, and not arbitrarily on all that 
ran from the still. 

The amount allowed for loss from the barrel is one half-gallon, and 
I show here by figures prepared by dealers and manufacturers that in 
point of fact that does not cover it. And if not, why insist on taking 
away even that poor measure of justice? It is simply to impose a tax 
on 1 gallon of whisky to every barrel which the distiller does not get 
and never sells. Is that just from any possible standpoint where there 
is a seasoning of the commonest desire to treat this industry fairly? 

I am not enthusiastic to demand special advantages to the liquor 
trade; so far as that is concerned, I simply stand here representing a 
great interest which has paid in the districts represented by my col- 
league [Mr. BROWNE] and myself over $200,000,000 to the Govern- 
ment, and Isubmit it is only fairand proper to those people that no law 
be passed which is unjust in its provisions, and I submit that this is. 

I may have stated the amount paid by our districts much too low. 
They have paid from nine to thirteen million dollars a year, I submit 
they are entitled to some consideration. And I say this because some 
thoroughly temperance brethren refusing to look at this from a practi- 
cal business standpoint, as a commercial matter simply, tilt at it be- 
cause it relates to whisky. That, in my judgment, is neither wise, dig- 
nified, nor statesmanlike. It isa business transaction, and I desire the 
House shall not pass a law that is unjust; that we shall at least know 
the facts in this matter, in order that it may be known, if we persist, 
we are sinning against the light, since the truth is that the Govern- 
ment suffers no even if the law remained as now, and beyond 
question the all abuse will be cured by the amendment I offer. 

Mr. HENDE N, of Illinois. Before the gentleman from Ohio re- 
sumes his seat, will he allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wish to ask whether it was the 
gentleman from Iowa Mr. HENDERSON ] to whom he referred or myself. 
5 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am quite willing you should divide the 

onors. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave here some figures to which I will 
call the attention of the committee at the proper time. I desire to re- 
serve the balance of my time, and I will hereaftersubmit these figures 
and my amendment, and, with that understanding, will move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. MORRISON. When the House shall again go into Committee 
of the Whole on this subject, if the committee will allow me, I will” 
undertake to explain the bill I have reported and the reasons why I 
think it ought to pass. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I announced a few mo- 
ments ago that I desired to address the House upon the pending amend- 
ment, but after conferring with the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means I have concluded not to ask that privilege now, but 
will await an opportunity to address the House upon economic ques- 
tions at some other time. 


_ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4833) relating to taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of dis- 
tilled spirits, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to present concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, and 
ask that they be referred to the Committee on Commerce, which has 

of the matter to which they relate. 

Mr. BEACH. I shall have to object. They can be referred in the 
morning. 
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Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present a 
privileged report from the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BEACH. I must object. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. HAMMOND was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Jacob D. Virtz and Luther H. Vinke, 
pra that war claim of Peter Virtz, deceased, late of Loudoun County, 
Virginia, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Atwell Butler; of Elizabeth Idens; 


of George Minger; of Israel Warner; of Jacob Boger and Jacob Boger’s |` 


estate; of Thomas Sherman; of J. T. White, administrator of Elizabeth 
White; of Joseph Lowe; of heirs of James Bowen; of William D. Cooper; 
and of Elise Manteller—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARNES: Bill for an appropriation for the improvement of 
and continuing the work on the Savannah River between Augusta and 
Trotter’s Shoal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bill for an appropriation for the improvement of and continuing 
the work on the Savannah River between Savannah and Augusta—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of the United States Trust Company and 
the Central Trust Company of New York, trustees for certain mort- 
gagees, praying for examinations and report as to their legal rights in 
certain matters, &c.—to the Committee on the J 

Also, memorial of John Y. Cross, A. L. Stephens, and others, praying 
gh the ascertainment of legal rights as bondholders—to the same com- 


ES r Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 457 citizens of Rush County, 
Indiana, for the passage of a service ion for the soldiers of the late 
war, and for other purposes—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers relating to the claim of Emily J. 
Grover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of James M. Lee and of James H. 
Rogers, of Walker County, Georgia, for reference of claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: Papers relating to the claim of William A. Allen—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of George P. Carmichael, of De Kalb 
County, Missouri, for reference of his poy to the Court of Claims—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers relating to the claims of William H. 
Holden and of Henry Van Balson—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of a citizen of Pennsylvania, for 
the payment of $300 commutation money, paid by persons drafted into 
the military service of the United States in lieu of performing such 
service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. Francis Palms and 40 others, 
citizens of Detroit; of W. H. Sanburn and 16 others, citizens of Ossi- 
neke, Alpena County; of the Board of Trade of Detroit; of Hon. Henry 
M. Duffie, Hon. Henry B. Ledyard, Hon. C. Walker, Darius Cole and 
40 others, citizens of Detroit; and of Herman Hoeft and 104 others, 
citizens of Rogers City, asking that United States courts may be estab- 
lished in Bay City—to the Committee on the Judici 

Also, resolution of the State board of controlof swamp lands in Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of John L. Wiseand Garfield Local Assembly, 
No. 1721, of Knights of Labor, requesting action relative to 
the Indian Territory and opening the same to settlement under the 
homestead laws—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. Hall: Papers in the case of Richard Middleton to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Kirksville Local Assembly, No. 2772, 
Knights of Labor, asking for a Territorial form of government for In- 
dian Territory and opening the same to settlement under the home- 
stead laws—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Albert P. Colby, in behalf of an act to 
extend the time of filing declarations in pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of Caroline A. 
Cain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Charles 
Spencer—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of William Parker and the members of 
ee Grandi jury „ re Tane . 
ct of Illinois, for the enactment of a law increasing jury fees to 

per day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Selden, exec- 
utor of John E. Tunis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By ee Papers in the case of Daniel S. The oss 
commi 


By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of the legal representatives of James 
D. McKenzie, deceased, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Papers relating to the case of Ewing M. 
Skaggs—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. James P. Copeland and 10 others, 
citizens of Pike County, Arkansas, fornational aid to common schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of John B. Bishop and 59 others, asking 
for the passage of bill to increase the pensions of widows, &c.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of Norwich Local Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, asking for a Territorial form of government for Indian Terri- 
tory and that the same be opened to settlement under the homestead 
laws—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Papers in the case of William McGarrahan—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Kent & Brown and others, and of Au- 
gust Christiani and others, forthe opening of the Red Lake Indian res- 
ervation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers relating to the claims of John Jett; of 
William Dean, sr.; of Jacob Warwick; of Joseph T. Mitchell; of George 
Chrisman, executor of George H. Chrisman, deceased; of Jonathan 
Headley; and of William S. Downs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolution of the Legislature of New York, rela- 
tive to the establishment of an Army gun-foundry at Watervliet—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Kansas, asking 
for the caf we dee of a Territorial government in the Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of Knights of Labor of Parsons, Kans., asking for 
legislation giving to employés in Government Printing Office the com- 
pomu paid them prior to March 4, 1877—to the Committee on 

r. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Kennett Lodge of Good Templars, of 
Pennsylvania, officiall, Aay sgoe, asking for the adoption of a joint reso- 
lution g a prohibitory constitutional amendment to the several 
States—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Kennett of Good Templars, of Pennsylvania, 
for the F ig of liquor traffic in District of Columbia to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of Kennett Lodge of Good Templars, of Pennsylvania, 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffie to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of John Taylor Wood, for removal of his 

political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

hy Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of Margaret B. Harwood, asking ſor a 
pension as widow of Rear-Admiral A. A. Harwood—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of fishermen at Huron, Ohio, against the 
Ene Ber of what is called the treaty of Washington—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of James F. Blount, of Lee County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Thomas B. Scott, of Randolph County, 
asking reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary B. P. Black, praying for relief for St. John’s 
Episcopal church at Harper’s re: Va. —to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying 3 place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. REAGAN: Of E. C. Bayley and 36 others, of Montague 
County, Texas. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 4, 1886. 


Prayer by Rev. T. De Wrrr TALMAGE, D. D., of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


TREASURY CONSCIENCE FUND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 3, 1836. 
Sin: N een is in receipt of Senate resolution of the 28th ultimo, di- 
of the Treasury to inform the Senate as to the origin of 
prod as the“ Conscience Fund“ in the Treasury of the United States. 


the amount of the same, and what disposition is made thereof. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that the term conscience fund,” as 
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applied to donations received by the Treasury from unknown so has its 
origin in the popular belief that such donations are made by persons who have 
at some time wrongfully taken or withheld from the United States moneys 
which were justly due and who thus seek to make restitution to the Govern: 
ment. 

The moneys which have thus been received from time to time have been cov- 
ered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts from persons unknown,” and 
have been used for the general purposes of the Government in connection with 
moneys received from other sources, having at no time been distinguished from 
other e in the general Treasury. R 

The first donation of this character of which the Department has any record 
was made by the Register of the in 1827,“ for moneys received from a 

rson unknown, stated to be on account of imports and tonnage,” and the 
tal amount received by the Treasury up to June 30, 1885, was $220,747.26. 


ully, yours, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonx SHERMAN, 


President pro tempore United States Senate. 
REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
rt of the Public Printer, showing the condition of the public print- 
ing, binding, &c., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Edward D. 
Patchin, son of Bernard Patchin, late a private in Company B, Forty- 
first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New Jersey; which was read and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 

State of New Jersey—concurrent resolution. 

Whereas information has reached the lature that a bill has been intro” 
duced into Congress providing for the erection of a bridge or viaduct over the 
navigable waters 5 e from of New York where the 
tide ebbs and flows, which, if made, will be contrary to a statute of this State 
entitled “A supplement to an act res ing bridges,” approved April 10, 1846, 
and which supplement was appro April5, 1878; and 

Whereas the lands under the waters are the property of the State of New 
Jersey to the middle thereof by original acquisition by the colony of New Jer- 
sey, and by subsequent treaty with the State of New York, dated tember 16, 

ratified and confirmed by act ees e June 28, 1881; and 

Whereas it hath been declared and decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States that the right of eminent domain over the shores and the soil under the 
nw ble waters, for all municipal pu: „ belongs exclusively to the States 
within their respective territorial ju ictions, and they, and they only, have 
the constitutional power to exercise it;“ that“ ion laws form a portion 
of that immense mass of legislation which embraces everyt within the ter- 
ritory of a State not surrendered to the General Government; inspection laws, 

uarantine laws, health laws of every description, as well as laws for regulating 
the internal commerce of a and those which respect turnpike roads, fer- 
ries, &., are component parts of this mass,“ and that bridges are of the same 
nature with ferries, and are undoubtedly within the category thus laid down;” 


and 
Whereas the judiciary of the State of New York, as well as other States, has 
solemnly reasse this doctrine: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of assembly (the senale concurring), That, the State of 
New Jersey doth hereby solemnly and respectfully protest against any action 
on the part of the Con; of the United States, by statute or otherwise, having 
for its object the erection of a bridge over said navigable waters, as being be- 
yond the powers conferred by the Constitution of the United States and a usur- 
pasan of a power belonging, so far as its own territory extends, to the State of 

w 


ew Jersey. 

2. That while in no wise denying the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
by directing the manner in w such a bridge, if duly authorized by the States 
of New Jersey and New York, should be erected and providing that it do not 
obstruct navigation, yet the State of New Jersey distinctly takes the position 
that the erection of such bridge can only be authorized by said States of New 
York and New Jersey. 

3. That the attempt to legalize such a bridge in advance of its construction by 
enacting that it shalt be a post-road is an evident subterfuge, and should be re- 
jected as an pices to establish a precedent under which all exclusive powers 
of the States may be set at naught. 

4. That in aid of this her protest New Jersey invokes the syaapesby of all her 
sister States in the maintenance of the doctrine of established and acknowledged 
State rights, Only through preserving those rights and the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government in just equipoise can the nation we compose continue her happy 
and beneficent career. 

5. That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to our Senators and Re 
sentatives, with the request that they be yore to Congress, and that they 
use their utmost endeavors to defeat any bill such as that referred to. 

I certify that these resolutions passed the house of assembly of the State of 
New Jersey on Wednesday, January 27. 

£ SAMUEL TOO; 


MBS, 
Clerk House of Assembly. 
3 that these resolutions passed the senate of New Jersey on February 


R. B. READING, 
Secretary 


Mr, MILLER, of New York, presented the memorial of Crammond 
Kennedy, a citizen of the United States, remonstrating against the pro- 
posed new convention for the review of the Venezuelan awards; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Wendell Phillips Local Assem- 
bly, Knights of Labor, of Massachusetts, and a petition of Worcester 
Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, of Massachusetts, praying for legis- 
lation providing a Territorial form of government over the Indian Ter- 
ritory and the opening to settlement of all public and unoccupied lands 
therein; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present certain petitions which, while addressed to 
me, were ey a undoubtedly for the consideration of the Senate, 
from various lodges of the Knights of Labor in the State of Kansas, 
praying that the Indian Territory may be opened to homestead settle- 


ment and that the Indians may be allotted lands in severalty upon 
their present reservation. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS. I have received a paper addressed to myself, but from 
its nature and character evidently intended as a petition to Congress, 
from Davidson Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, of Tennessee, pray- 
ing that a Territorial form of government be established in the Indian 
Territory. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition which, although ad- 
dressed to me personally, is evidently intended for the consideration of 
the Senate, from the Local Assembly, No. 4574, of the Knights of Labor, 
of Marshalltown, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of Congress 
opening the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory to settlement. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I present apetition of like nature from Eastern Star Local 
Assembly, Knights of Labor, of Maine, which I move be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John M. Goodhue, late major of 
the Eleventh United States Infantry, praying to be restored tosthe Army 
ga ake retired-list; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

Mr. PAYNE. I present resolutions adopted by the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the of what is known as the Lowell bankruptcy bill. Inas- 
much as a bill on the subject has been reported, I move that the reso- 
lutions lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Society of Veterans of the 
regular Army and Navy of the United Siates, praying for grants of 
land and equalization of bounty to veterans; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the superintendent 
of public buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia to supply 

lants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension building, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1365) to authorize the increase of 
the capital stock of the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn. ; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: ‘ 

A bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1885; 

A bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the con- 
federated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the Yakama reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Washington, for the extinguishment of their 
title to so much of said reservation as is required for the use of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriations for 

ing out the same; 

A bill (S. 1056) to accept and ratify an agreement made by the Pah- 
Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Carson and Colorado 
Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation, in Nevada; 


and 

A bill (S. 1057) granting a right of way to the Jamestownand North- 
ern Railroad Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in 
the Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1210) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
make sale of certain lands of the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Ore- 
gon, to William S. Byers and others, and to issue patent therefor, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom the subject was refe , reported a bill (S. 1366) to change 
the limit of appropriation for the public building at Montpelier, Vt. ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
577) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, Minn., reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for 
a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 229) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Wilmington, N. C. 
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Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (S. 856) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Dayton, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 771) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 480) for the improvement and enlargement of the public 
building at Petersburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 185) to provide for the erection of a publie building at the 
town of Houlton, Me.; 

A bill (S. 263) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Springfield, Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 1350) to provide for the erection of a public building forthe 
use of the post-office and Government offices at the city of Atchison, 
Kans. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 349) for the promotion of an- 
atomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves, heretofore 
reported by him. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 333) for the relief of settlers and pur- 
chasers of lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas to report it without amendment, and I ask that hereafter we 
may have leave to submit a report on this bill. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1367) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine Doyle; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. 
Porter and James Porter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1369) making the city of Houston, 
Tex., a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1370) to facilitate promo- 
tions, and retire from active service upon their own application officers 
of the Army who served during the rebellion as officers of volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1371) to fix the status of car- 
penters in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1372) to reimburse Gunner William 
Wilson, United States Navy, for effects lost by him while attempting 
to save Government property from destruction by fire; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1373) to fund stocks, liens, and 
bonds in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1374) to increase 
the appropriation for the erection of the public building at Rochester, 
N. V.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public pane and Grounds. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1375) for the re- 
lief of E. C. Chirouse, late United States Indian agent; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1376) for the relief of John 
F. Malo; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1377) to grant the right of way 
for railroad p through the lands of the United States powder 
depot near Dover, N. J., to the Morris County Railroad Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1378) for the relief of Faran & 
McLean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1379) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point within 
two miles north and two miles south of the city of Atchison, in the 
county of Atchison, in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by 
its He aise (b referred Y rte nc aaa on Commerce. 

0 y request) introduced a bill (S. 1380) regulating the sale 
of distilled and fermented liquors in the Dittes of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1381) for the relief of J. W. Pat- 


XVII. 


71 


terson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. j 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1382) for the relief of Lydia O. 
Hutchings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1383) for the relief of Harriet Welch; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias 
Wondrak; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1385) for the relief of John D. Ham; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1386) for the completion of a pub- 
lic building at Fort Scott, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public 
building at Wichita, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1388) for the relief of the trust- 
ees of ‘Isaac R. Trimble; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1389) relating to public accounts and 
claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1390) for the relief of B. Frank 
Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1391) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of the Com ie Generale Transatlantique for duties 
of tonnage illegally exacted; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 37) providing for 
the execution of the joint resolution of February 5, 1883, voting thanks 
and a medal to John F. Slater; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of J. W. Patterson be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled bill 
(H. R. 5186) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use certain 
un ed balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in Mon- 
tana; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1302, Order of Business 128. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment 
of an assistant Secretary of the Navy and fixing the salary of the same. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope before that consent is given the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will enlighten the Senate not only as to the necessity for 
the creation of this office, but also as to the necessity for haste in the 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the Senate 
— to the consideration of the bill? which must be decided without 
debate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an assistant Secretary of the Navy and fixing the salary of the 
same, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments: in line 3, before the word Department, to insert 
Navy,“ and after the word De ent“ to strike out the words 
“ of the Secretary of the. Navy; and in line 5, after the word person, 
to insert from civil life;?“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, C., That the President shall appoint in the Navy Department. 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a competent person from civil 
life who shall be called the assistant Secretary of the Navy, whose salary 
be AO. parable in the same manner as the salary of the Secretary of the Navy, 
who perform all such duties in the office of the Secretary of the ce be- 
longing to that Department, as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy 
oras may be required by law, and who shall act as Secretary of the Navy in the 
absence of that officer. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These amendments will be consid- 
ered as agreed to if there be no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill state for the information of the Senator from 
Kansas and the Senate that I know of no reason why there should be 
very great haste about the passage of the bill, but I have called it up 
at the request of the Secretary of the Navy, who seems to think that 
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the service requires some assistance, and it was thought best by the 
committee that that assistance should come from civil life, and so the 
committee proposed that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia whether it is sound policy not merely to take the Secretary of the 
Navy and his assistant from civil life, but to tie up the President of the 
United States so that even if a war should break out he would not have 
the power of calling into the service of the Government ae Who is 
now in the Navy and who has the experience with naval aflairs of a naval 
officer or a naval engineeer or whatever. While practically he would 
ordinarily be taken from civil life, I have never heard any reason sug- 
gested against having naval officers except that the jealousies, disputes, 
and cliques in the Navy might be excited by it when one would be pre- 
ferred toanother. Why should not the President of the United States 
have the right, if he saw fit, in case of a war, to call some competent per- 
son who has naval experience to the assistance of the head of the De- 

ment? 

Mr. CAMERON. I will say in reply to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that it was to avoid the jealousies of which he more 
than anything else, that the amendment was placed in the bill by the 
committee. e President has authority at any time to appoint any 
naval officer he chooses to this position, who would thereupon resign his 
former position in the Navy; so that the bill does not prevent the Gov- 
ernment from getting the service of a naval officer, if it is desired to 
have it, 

Mr. HALE. This whole subject was investigated pretty thoroughly 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs in a previous and it was 
found then by consultation with the head of the Department and from 


the experience of the committee in relation to that Department, having 


a near relation to it, that one thing greatly needed in the Navy Depart- 
ment is a further infusion of civi or business experience and com- 
tency. The De ent is growing in importance as a great business 


rtment, and if we go on and reconstruct. the Navy, as I hope we 
may and as there eee there will be a large amount 
of added business matters wn into that Department. 
Each Secretary for the last ten years or more, during all the time 
that I have had any knowledge of the operation of the Department, has 
felt the need of a civilian assistant. He has nobody now in the whole 
Department whom, even in his absence, he can call upon to take the 
whole charge and responsibility temporarily, but must have recourse to 
some naval officer at the head of one of the bureaus, and that at once 
gives rise to what the Senator from Pennsylvania has referred to, the 
jealousies of rank and of other kinds that are continually pestering this 


8 ‘ 

should be very glad to see the bill go further. I have the impres- 
sion that there are certain bureaus of the Navy Department, the bus- 
iness bureaus, that in the case of a reorganization of the Department 
can better be put under a civilian business head. 

The trouble will be, unless it is foreclosed in the bill and provided 
that the appointment shall be from civil life, that there will always be 
more or less solicitation on the part of officers or sets of officers for the 
place to be filled by a naval officer, and that at once arouses jealousy 
and animosity, while a competent civilian put into the Department 
through the President to work with the Secretary arouses no such 
feeling. 

In the case suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, if any thor- 
oughly competent naval officer desires to resign his commission in order 
that a Secretary may have him as an assistant, he cau come within the 
provisions of the bill, and upon resignation would leave all that domain 
of competition and animosity which surrounds and includes naval offi- 
cers and would be in civil life, and therefore would be eligible under 
the bill. So that case is provided for. It is another thing to select a 
naval officer over and above his fellows and put him in the place. 

As to times of emergency that may arise in the Department, the Sec- 
retary has the power and the President has the power, and it is freel, 
exercised, to summon bright, competent, able naval officers ſor consul- 
tation by means of advisory boards or other processes well known and 
resorted to by the Navy Department, so that the head of the Depart- 
ment gets the benefit of the brains and the wit of the Navy in that way. 

But I believe that it is essential to this bill and to the good i 
of the Department that this officer should be taken from civil life, and 
that if it is, as I have said, foreclosed in the bill it puts an end to all 
question, and then the President and the Secretary may search the land 
for a competent business man, and he will add to the executive force 
and strength of that Department very greatly, and I think the sooner 
it is done the better. The present Secretary feels the need as former 
Secretaries have done. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine, 
who has had considerable experience in connection with the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, if he thinks there is a necessity for such an officer as 
is provided for in the bill? 

. HALE. Les, I do. So great was the necessity, that once before 
Congress, upon a statement of the case, provided this officer, and it 
became a part of the enacted law that he should be added to the force 
of the Navy Department; but the salary was left at so small a rate 
that the Secretary could not obtain the services of a man such as he de- 


sired to be in that place. No objection was made then, because the 
need seemed to be imperative; and I know that any who has 
been examined before the committee, or any committee I will say, dur- 
ing the last twenty years, would have stated the needs much more 
strongly than I have done of this additional officer. Other Depart- 
ments have assistant secretaries. This Secretary has none. I believe 
the Navy a aap and the War Department are the only Depart- 
ments which have no assistant secretary. I hope the Senate will pass 
the bill to-day, so that it may go to the other branch and become a 
law as soon as may 

Mr. PLUMB. We have got along without an assistant Secretary of 
the Navy for a good many years, during a period of time in which the 
Navy had more to do than I think either the Senator from Maine or I 
will ever live to see it do again. No matter how large it may become, 
it is not likely to have the important functions. to perform during the 
generation that we are a part of that it had from 1861 to 1865. 

Mr, CAMERON. It had an assistant secretary at that time. 

Mr. HALE. There was an assistant Secretary of the Navy during 
the war. He was dropped after the war. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is justwhatI wascomingto. The moment the 
war was over it occurred to everybody who realized that we had been 
carrying on this Department in the time of a great emergency that the 
force which was needed for that purpose was not needed any longer. 

We haye seen all the Departments of the Government during the last 
few years reaching out for new officers; and yet in the most of them 
the business really diminishes. The Navy Department does not do, and 
can not possibly do, the business it did during the war, and, so far at 
least. as we can foresee, it will not have it to do in the future. And so 
with the War Department. The Interior Department, which has con- 
trol of public lands and pensions and business of that kind, which is 
increasing, needs, of course, all the while an added force; but the Navy 
and the War Departments are not in that condition. 

Nothing of this kind is needed, except upon the theory that we need 
a few more persons to perform the social duties of this beautiful and 
growing capital. There is no duty to be performed by the present Sec- 
retary of the Navy that was not required to be performed by his pred- 
ecessor and by all those who preceded him since the close of the war. 
The fact that we may build a few more ships in the future than in the 
past adds nothirg, because they will not beall builtinone year. The 
addition of these adds but little to the active business of the Depart- 
ment, because the regular machinery can take on more as well as less 
without extra help. And the appliances for such added work are not 
such as an assistant Secretary of the Navy would be able to materially 
aid. ? 

When the Secretary of the Navy desires to build a ship he calls in an 
advisory board. He takes the counsel of civilians who are expert in the 
business, men of approved reputation and jadgment and consults with 
them. No assistant Secretary of the Navy will ever perform any part 
of that function for him; and he ought not to do it, because we ought 
more to concentrate the responsibility as we concentrate the power of 
that Department. Thereoughtto benoassistant Secretary of the Navy 
who is to act instead of the Secretaryand take away that responsibility 
which ought to devolve upon the Secretary, and which ought to be 
always present with him in the discharge of his duty. 

One of the vices of the Executive Department as now carried on is 
that responsibility is fixed nowhere. Commencing in any of the bureaus 
we have a chief; next to him is some one separated from him only by 
afew hundred dollars perhaps of salary, and so on through all the 

clear down until we get to the person who closes and opens the 
doors ; and the responsibility is shaded off in precisely the same way. 
In place of having Secretaries and heads of bureaus who are. responsible 
for all the acts conducted nominally under their authority, we find that 
they shuffle off that responsibility to the next below them, and then on- 
to the next, and so on all the way down, until you can not fix the re- 
sponsibility of the action or non-action of any of the Departments in any 
satisfactory way. 

The Departments are not carried on on the basis of the responsibility 
of their respective heads, but by a machine which runs just the same 
when the Secretary is absent as when he is present, which is largely 
ind t of him, and in which the responsibility is divided among 
the employés largely with reference to their emoluments, each one 
having his own responsibility, and the Secretary having practically 
none. If anything goes wrong, he simply says: This machine was 
not organized right; it was o i before I came here. Iam the 
creature of the hour; here for only a short time at best, and liable to 
go out at any moment; but this De ent, like the brook, goes on 
forever and forever; and as I found itso I leave it.“ No Secretary has 
yet had the courage, if having the ability, to tackle his Department 
with a determination to thoroughly reorganize it in order that it might 
represent in all its parts his judgment and reflect his will. 

It is not the addition of an assistant secretary thatthe Navy Depart- 
ment wants; it is reorganization from top to bottom; and just as long 
as we stand here ready to supply new oflicers for the purpose of meet- 
ing temporary conditions we shall not have reorganization. Instead 
of reorganization we shall constantly be half-soling it, putting on here 
and there, according to supposed emergencies, and leaving the great 
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error of defective organization, of machine management, ofan indurated 
condition of things, which produces little of merit and nothing of the 
highest degree except the drawing of salaries and the expenditure of 
public money. 

I think that the present Secretary of the Navy, able and expert as I 
have no doubt he is, could get along without an assistant secretary 
just as his predecessordid. Iam very sure that he will not build any 
more ships in any one year than his predecessor did. He will not be 
called on to exercise in any way any more skill, any more judgment, or 
to put any more of his time into the discharge of the busi- 
ness than his predecessors have done; and he will not do it, either. 

‘The heads of the Departments are the ornamental part of the ma- 
chine. They give no character to the work that is beingdone. That, 
as I said, was organized before them, and will continue after them. If 
there is an assistant secretary there itis just simply another rose in the 
button-hole, another ornamental but practically useless a ; but 
the real fundamental business of the ents will be done under- 
neath, as it always has been, as it ought not to be done, as it will be 
until we reorganize the Departments on the principle of the responsi- 
bility of their respective heads. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam sorry the Senator from Kansas does not take 
the view of this case which the committee did, and which wasso thor- 
oughly presented by the Senator from Maine. I am in favor of the bill. 

us presuppose that this Secretary of the Navy is anxious to reform 
the abuses to which the Senator from Kansas has referred, reform the 
processes of doing business; let us take for granted that he desires to 
make himself a useful and influential public officer. There is work for 
him, great work for him possibly in that Department. 

I find that the previous Secretaries complained that they were ham- 
pered more or less; they desired additional assistance of a certain charac- 
ter. I recollect that while the Republicans in power were very anxious 
to give the Navy additional work to doin the regeneration of our Navy, 
the building of new ships, there was continual criticism made upon the 
processes of business in the Departments. Sometimes the criticism was 
in the form of attacks, not to say bitter and personal attacks, on the 
chiefs of the Navy. At other times the criticism was directed to the 
awkward and cumbersome methods of doing business. Now, take it 
for granted that we have put an able, a capable, an ambitious man into 
that place; that there is such a one in the place now. He goes there 
and finds himself, so far as the work of the Navy is concerned, abso- 
sutely alone. He has a chief clerk, to be sure, who is a civilian, but 
it is not required or expected that he is to be the sort of man that the 
Secretary can detail to various classes of work wherein he requires as- 
sistance. Thechiefclerk has his own limited and laborious field of duty. 
Now, this ment expends, say, twelve to sixteen million dollars 
a year, and I hope is to expend more, for I have no shadow of doubt 
that the American people will demand that we shall have something 
resembling a respectable navy, which we have not now. There is to be 
a larger expenditure there; and in conducting that work, as well as in 
reforming the existing methods, we require a capable , and I 
know of no business in civil life anywhere expending twelve or fifteen 
million dollars annually that would think it an unreasonable thing 
that the president or the chief manager thereof should have a confiden- 
tial deputy, an able and responsible man. 

Here, for example, is a certain field of inquiry that comes before the 
Secretary; we will say it is to inquire into the capabilities of the pri- 
vate works of the country to build steel ships, or it is to consider a par- 
ticular form of armor, or a particular form of gun, or a reform in the 
organization of the different departments of the Navy; whom shall the 
Secretary now send for? For some of these things he could find a ca- 

ble man, but for others, for the correction of abuses in organization, 
is he to detail the identical men who have been conducting these things 
in this manner? 

A man who desires new business vigor and organization there I say 
is absolutely alone; and when he desires this investigation to be con- 
ducted or this work to be done, he can do it himself if he can leave his 
office for a day or a week or a fortnight to doit. I think it only rea- 
sonable to give him a civilian; we suppose he will select only an able 
business man from civil life who without prejudice will be entirely out- 
side of the professional rivalries and jealousies, and, if you please,the 
Bourbonism likely to grow up in any branch of the service. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, this matter was very fully discussed some 
two years ago before the Committee on A iations where it was pre- 
sented very ably both by the Secretary of War and the of the 
Navy, Mr. Chandler being then Secretary of the Navy and Mr. Lincoln 
Secretary of War. The committee and agreed that they had 
made out a necessity for an assistant secretary in each of these 
ments so clearly that a law was passed authorizing each of them to em- 
ploy an assistant at $3,500a year. I understand that they were unable 
to obtain for that salary the character of assistants that they needed 
and the places were not filled. Am I correct in that? I think I am. 
I believe I am correct in saying they were unable to fill the places. 

Mr. HALE. That is so, 

Mr. BECK. I became satisfied after a thorough examination that 
they ought to have such assistants, and that they ought to have men 
of the very highest order of capacity, and that $4,000 a year was the 


proper salary that ought to be given to them. The main argument 
was this—it is as good to-day as it was then and always will be—that 
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are the only civil- 
ians in either of these Departments who are in authority. The Secre- 
tary has to deal with organized bodies of men in each of these Depart- 
ments who have their own views, their own jealousies, their own or- 
ganizations within themselves, staff and line, and all sorts of things, 
and the moment his back is turned and he has to leave the Depart- 
ment in of somebody, he has to pick a man belonging to one set 
or the other of some of the organizations within his Department. 

It was shown to us conclusively, and the fact is as plain now as it 
ever was, that the Secretary, being the only civilian in power, felt that 
he could not leave his Department and put it in charge of any one, no 
matter how able or conscientious he might be, who belonged to the 
naval or military organization of the country, without the fear that some- 
thing would be done that would upset what he had previously deter- 
mined should be done. He also needs an assistant for consultation for 
examination, not only because of the large amount of money to be ex- 
pended, but as to new plans for guns, for ships, and so on. He needs 
some confidential, able man, himself a civilian, who can take his place 
when he is absent and with whom he can consult freely without hay- 
ing to call on any of the officers of the Army or the Navy who were 
liable to be warped or prejudiced to one particular view or another. 
Having so much money to disburse, having so many things to consider, 
and having to be absent from time to time and leave the Department 
in charge of somebody, it seemed to us then, and it seems to me now, 
that it is not wise, in order to save a salary, to prevent these two execu- 
tive officers from having able men with whom they can confer, civilians 
notattached to the Army or the Navy, but having confidential relations 
with the Secretary himself, as I said, the only civilian in each Depart- 
ment, who has to arbitrate and judge between conflicting claims that 
come before him. Such a salary should be allowed as will enable us to 
get a good man, in whose hands in the Secretary’s absence, or in con- 
sultation with whom, the interests of the United States would be safe 
without the risk that has been run heretofore. 

That was made very plain to the committee both by Secretary Chan- 
dler and Secretary Lincoln. Their statement made an impression on 
my mind, and I understand and believe that we made a great mistake 
in not making the salary $4,000 instead of $3,500. It would be a mat- 
ter of economy, a matter of prudence, a matter of good administration. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 
question. I ask if we did not repeal the provision for the assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy at the special request of Secretary Chandler? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BECK. I am not sure about that. I know I looked into the 
question very carefully, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in 1882 we passed in one of the ap- 
propriation bills, I think perhaps the legislative bill, a provision allow- 
ing an assistant Secretary of the Navy and an assistant Secretary of 
War, the salary ofeach to be $3,500. These officers were not appointed 
by the President, and I think on the 3d of March, 1883, we repealed the 
law providing for these two assistant secretaries. I am notclearnowas 
to the reason given for the at the time. The Senator from Kan- 
sas seems to think it was at the request of the Secretary of the Navy. 
It is possible that persons could not be found of sufficient capacity to 
fill those but the reason that governed the committee in fixing 
thesalary at $3,500 was that, with one exception, is the salary now paid 
to assistant secretaries, and we thought then if we set the example of 
paying $4,000 or $4,500 as is now suggested by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to these new assistant secretaries, of necessity we should have to 
increase the compensation of the Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury 
and of the Interior. For myself I believe that the salaries now paid 
to the Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury and of the Interior are not 
sufficient for the securement of men of sufficient capacity to discharge 
the duties they are called upon to discharge. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think the Senator from Iowa is wrong about the 
pay of the Assistant Secretary of State. The First Assistant Secretary 
of State I am informed receives $4,500 per annum. 

Mr. ALLISON. [said with one exception.” 

Mr. CAMERON. And the Assistant Secretaries of the Interior re- 
ceive $4,000, and of the Treasury $4,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Assistant Secretaries of State until a few years 
ago—until 1881—received but $3,500. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now it is $4,500 for the First Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, for the purpose of securing a competent per- 
son whom it was understood would accept the office if the salary was 
increased, an addition of $1,000 was made to the salary of the First As- 
sistant Secretary of State. Last year I think we provided for an ad- 
ditional Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CAMERON. At $4,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. At $4,000. But I only desired now to call atten- 
tion to the fact that if this salary is fixed at $4,500 for the assistant 
Secretary of the Navy—and I think it is not an excessive salary—we 
shall be called upon and in fair dealing ought to increase the salaries 
of the existing assistant secretaries of the other Departments. 
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Mr. HALE, The Senator will allow me a word on that very point. 
Some examination was made by the Committee on Naval Affairs into 
this subject of the salaries of assistant secretaries in the different De- 

ents. I do not know that it was an exhaustive examination; but 
the statutes were looked up, and we found, rather to my surprise, that 
most of the assistant secretaries in the different Departments by one 
bill and another that has been passed pertaining to those Departments 
are as high now as $4,000. There are only two or three that we found 
are left at the old rate of $3,500, and instead of fixing this at $4,500 the 
committee took the intermediate rate of $4,000. 

Mr, ALLISON. I only spoke from memory, but I venture to state 
that the First Assistant Secretary of State and the new Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior are the only two officers now acting as assistant secre- 
taries who receive a higher compensation than $3,500. 

I do not criticise thissalary of $4,000. I think it is necessary to have 
a competent man, if we have any man in this office as assistant Secre- 
tary of the Navy, a man competent to discharge the duties of Secretary 
when the Secretary is absent; but I also believe that the assistant sec- 
retaries in other Departments should have the same salary if we apply 
that salary here. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is another question. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is another question, but itis a question that ought 
to be considered, I think, in connection with this bill. I desired to call 
attention to it at this moment. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there was until last year but one as- 
sistant secretary that had $4,500, and that was made $4,500 for a ial 
case, and the place was not accepted by the person for whom that $4,500 
salary was provided. 

Mr. INGALLS. What assistant secretary was that? 

Mr. DAWES. That was the First Assistant ofState. There 
was a desire on the part of the officials to obtain service in that 
Department, and it was supposed it could be obtained by raising the 
salary from $3,500 to $4,500; but in that they were mistaken. Still the 
salary of that office has remained, although filled in the ordinary way, 
at $4,500. When we created the new Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
last March, I believe, his salary was put at $4,500, but Iam not certain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four thousand dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. It may have been $4,000. 

Mr. HALE. I have the statute right here. In the Department of 
State the First Assistant Secretary receives $4,500, the others $3,500. 
In the Treasury Department each of the Assistant Secretaries of the 
Treasury receives 84,500. I thought it was $4,000, but I see it is $4,500. 

Mr. INGALLS. How many are there? 

Mr. HALE. Two. Inthe Department of the Interior the Assistant 
Secretaries receive $4,000. So I do not discover any others than the 
two lower assistants in the State Department who get $3,500. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no desire, so far as I know, to make the sal- 
ary more than $4,000. I think $4,000 is a proper salary for this officer. 
I do not think $3,500 is enough. The lowness of the salary provided 
was the reason why the office was not filled when it wascreated. The 
services of a person competent for that place can not be obtained for that 


figure. 

Mr. BECK. This bill fixes $4,000 for this salary. Four thousand 
dollars perhaps willsecure a competent man; and if it does, well. There 
must be a very competent man to fill the place Lo iy 

Mr. DAWES. I heartily agree with the bill. I K it is necessary, 
and I think such an assistant is also necessary in the War De ent. 
It is necessary for reasons which have already been suggested that the 
War Department and the Navy Department should be lifted as much 
as possible in their administration out from under the Army and the 
Navy, so that the Secretary, who is a civilian, shall have an opportunity 
to impress his views upon the Department and be responsible for its 
work, and so that whenever he is necessarily absent it may not fall back 
into the influences and under the control of the Army or Navy. I do 
not say that with a disposition to criticise that policy, but only that he 
thereby is relieved often of responsibility for the changes of policy and 
changes of administration that happen the moment any person from the 
Army or the Navy has to act in the capacity of head of either of those 
Departments. It will be n that somebody do the duties of an 
assistant secretary, and the only question is Whether he shall be from 
the Army or Navy or from civil life. I think there is every reason in 
the world why he should be from civil life. 

I hope with the Senator from Connecticut that there is to be some- 
thing more done toward rehabilitating the Navy than has been done 
heretofore. If there has been in the past any wisdom of statesmanship 
in putting off that duty until the execution of that policy could come 
into different hands, I have nothing to say upon that point. It has now 
fallen into different hands. I am willing to do whatever is in my power 
to aid them in any disposition they may have to do that which I think 
they ought to have permitted to be done years before. 

Mr. HALE. I find on looking further that each of the assistants in 
the Post-Office Department, places corresponding to this, receive, not 
$3,500, but $4,000, and that is the salary of the assistant Attorneys- 
General. So the only assistants remaining that receive $3,500, as I 
stated at first, are the two minor assistants in the State Department. 
All the rest receive either $4,500 or $4,000. 


Mr. PLUMB. I made no point about the salary. 

Mr. HALE. No; I wasonly answering some other suggestions which 
were made by other Senators. 

Mr. AL N. I made the suggestion, and on looking further I 
find that the very thing we did some years ago resulted in increasing the 
salaries of nearly all these assistants to $4,500. When we increased 
the salary of the First Assistant Secretary in the State Department, that 
at once required us to increase all the others. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not object to the salary. I am willing to vote 
all the money that may be necessary for administration, but I object to 
the creation of this office as unnecessary. It is often convenient to 
have an assistant on whom a responsibility, disagreeable to his chief, 
may be thrown. There have been abundant such instances during the 
last few years, and will likely be more in the future. 

I am opposed to that method of administration not only in to 
this—because my opposition to this is not different from that which I 
have assumed at all times—but I believe in making the head of the De- 
partment responsible for everything that occurs in it, and I do not want 
to put any more scape- goats in the Navy Department or any other De- 
partment than there are now. If the Secretary of the Navy or the 
Secretary of War desires means of collecting information, desires expert 
skill or anything of that kind for the purpose of enabling him to form 
a judgment, give it to him; but if it is for the purpose of enabling 
2 else to form a judgment for which he is not responsible, then 

object. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], hoping that we 
shall do better than we have done heretofore in this Navy business, 
thinks that the Democratic party now are going to be willing to build 
up the Navy as they have not heretofore been willing to do. Taking 
as a sample what has been done during the few months this Adminis- 
tration has been in power I doubt if more will be done than heretofore, 
and what has been done so far floes not inspire me with the confidence 
I would like to have, and I think best to stand just where we are for 
the present. 

I do not think it is necessary, in order to build up a navy, that we 
shall break down old and responsible and reputable contractors who are 
to build our ships if they are to be built with the requisite skill. Ido 
not observe that the present Secretary of the Navy has needed any help 
in the direction he has already gone. He undertook the completion of 
four ships of the Navy, including a dispatch-boat, and for this purpose 
took them out of the hands of the contractor, whom he first ruined. 
That job he completed; the ships are still on hand uncompleted. No 
assistant secretary could have uided him in what he has done. His 
work has been perfect of itskind. I am willing that the 8 
of all future transactions shall rest upon him. I am not willing to put 
any person in his office who shall divide that responsibility with him 
or upon whom it can be cast at a convenient moment. 

hen I say that of the Secretary of the Navy, it is not of him per- 
sonally, but it applies to all the Departments alike, There is too much 
of this divided responsibility. It is not an assistant Secretary of the 
Navy that is needed, but men of skill and experience, who can be had 
as needed, and whom it will be better to change at intervals, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by striking out the word shall,“ 
in line3, and inserting may; so as to read: That the President may 
appoint in the Navy Department,’’ &c. 

r. CAMERON and Mr. HALE. No objection to that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, if my recollection serves me, this 
is the first attempt on the part of the opposition to this Administration 
to eee not to force, because I do not know the attitude of 
the Administration toward gentlemen—but to attempt to make them 
have an additional officer at a large salary. Before we commence—be- 
cause I think this is the commencement—weshould understand whether 
this is entirely acceptable to the Administration now in power. I know 
it is not inconformity with their expressed desires in their platform and 

es. I know it is not in conformity with our platform and speeches. 
It stands in antagonism to the attitude of both the great political par- 
ties of this country and the expression of the wishes of the people of this 
country, because when they sought in the exercise of sovereign power 
to change administrations the people believed it was to be in the inter- 
est of reform and in the interestof economy. Now, if the Administra- 
tion or the Secretary of the Navy does not desire this, the chance is that 
they may be a little suspicious of the Greeks, though bearing gifts. I 
am not willing to place the Administration in that attitude. 

I only judge from the advocates of this measure on this floor, I only 
judge from the members of the committee who have expressed so much 
anxiety on the subject, and I desire to put our friends on the other side 
on their guard. The advocates of this measure seem to be among the 
political opponents of the Administration, and therefore it is that it is 
proper, I think, that I should make the suggestion, so that they may 
not be entrapped into accepting this office with this salary. _ 

We have heard much about this matter. It is perfectly evident, I 
think, to the ordinary comprehension of Senators, or at all events of the 

ple, that this office is not really needed, because the Government has 
— administered many years without it; and if we have got on with- 
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out it, certainly there can be no necessity forit. I remember that only 
a little while ago there were dise from the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing. They were reducing then the force of men in the em- 
ploy of the Government. That reduction, however, was confined to 
men who received a dollar per day, Ithink—laborers; and therefore it 
threw upon the laborers retained the necessity of performing that which 
the discharged men had performed; and yet without apparently any 
necessity, with no increase of business, we are asked now to establish 
an office whose salary will be about equivalent to the pay of fifteen dis- 
charged laborers. 

Our friends in front, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the important Committee on Appropriations, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs], a distinguished mem- 
ber of the same committee, insist that this office shall be created, as I 
understand them, and while making a suggestion about the salary, 
they indicate that it is impossible to reach out and obtain competent 
men to discharge this duty at $3,500 per year, and then, of course, from 
the intimations dropped, all the other assistant secretaries are to be 
raised up to $4,000 or, if necessary, to $4,500. Ido not understand the 
expression of the Senator from Maine, the minor assistant Secretaries 
in the State Department.“ I do not see any warrant inlaw for speak- 
ing of an assistant secretary as a minor“ assistant. They are all as- 
sistant secretaries, raised to the dignity of the office, and they will need 
the dignity of the pay. 

We are told that there was difficulty in finding some one to fill the 
place—the old story we hear whenever a bill is proposed to increase sal- 
aries or make new offices. Then we are reminded of the difficulty of 
obtaining men to fill the place. So we hear of a distinguished gentle- 
man, who was looked for to be Assistant Secretary of State, who could 
not think of touching that office unless the salary was made $4,500. 
The increase was made, but it seems $4,500 was not a sufficient induce- 
mentfor him to take the office, and then our friends say that $3,500 only 
is paid totheassistant Secretary of the Treasury. Now, I wouldaskSen- 
ators if they are aware that this Administration when making changes 
were embarrassed in finding competent men to fill the office of assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury? ‘The Senator from Iowa, I presume, did not 
intend that his remarks should receive that construction, because, if so, 
there was no difficulty. The Treasury Department was filled by very 
competent assistants. They were trained men; they were competent 
men; they discharged their duties without fault, because the new Sec- 
retary kept them in his household when he had the power to remove 
them but did not; so that the ability and the competency of those gen- 
tlemen was indorsed not only by the previous but by the present Ad- 
ministration. They were receiving $3,500 a year, and I think that 
neither of the assistant Secretaries of the Treasury was anxious, even 
at that pittance, to drop out on the change of administration, but they 
were perfectly willing to serve their country undera Democratic Admin- 
istration and without any increase of So there was no difficulty 
on that score. This pictured embarrassment certainly does not exist in 
this matter of assistant secretaries. 

I only desired now to pause long enough to emphasize this proposition. 
It will be repeated. You may discharge the laborers at $1 a day in any 
of the ents, to be followed by the increase of assistant secreta- 
ries at $4,000a year. Therefore it is that right at the beginning of this 
sort of reform I desired to call to it the attention of the Senate and of 
the country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it occurs to me that there can 
be but one opinion as to the advisability of introducing more civil in- 
fluence as in contradistinction to naval influence in the administration 
of this Department. I, as a member of the committee from which this 
bill has been reported, favor it, and I do so among other reasons for 
the very one which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] assigned as 
his reason for opposing it. I do not want to relieve the Secretary of 
the Navy from one atom of the just responsibility which under the 
law rests upon him to-day; upon the contrary, I want to rivet and 
fasten that responsibility upon him to the fullest measure possible. 
The question is whether this bill does not accomplish that purpose 
among other good purposes which I think it embraces. 

It is practically impossible that the Secre of the Navy should 
either be present all the time in his office in the di of the duties 
that pertain to it, or that he should be able to meet all the duties that 
rest upon the head of that Department and in his own person discharge 
all the functions ining to its management. That we know; and 
among the most lamentable instances that we are to note occurs this to 
me: From the sheer impossibility of meeting all these obligations and 
discharging all these duties we see to-day one of the most important 
functions of this great Department lodged in the hands of a naval offi- 
cer—the matter of detail. The bureau of detail is to-day not in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Navy except for the purpose of revision, 
but practically it is in the hands of a naval officer, and he a captain, 
and the twelfth captain on the list; and yet there is not an officer of 
the American Navy, including its Admiral, whose details are not made 
by this subordinate officer. 

It does not lie in the mouth of the Senator from Kansas to comment 
upon it from a political standpoint, nor does it lie in my mouth to 
make such a comment, because it is the practice of the Administration 


to-day, and it has been the practice of the present Seeretary's predeces- 
sors in office. I do not blame his predecessors for doing it; I do not 
blame the present Secretary for the practice, for, as I have stated, Iam 
convinced that it is a physical impossibility for him to discharge all the 
routine duties incident to the office which he holds. Now, sir, it seems 
to me that the responsibilities of the Secretary would be intensified and 
clinched and riveted if you give him an officer from civil life, of his 
own selection, not only for whose acts but for whose selection and ap- 
pointment he, and he alone, is responsible. 

Is it a proper thing to see the twelfth captain of the line in the Navy 
issuing orders of detail for cruises and sea-service to every officer in that 
Department up to his superior, the Admiral? Yet we find that that 
is the practice to-day and has been under former administrations, and 
for the reason I have assigned, that it is demonstrated to be a physical 
impossibility for either of this officer’s predecessors or for himself to 
discharge all these duties and give personal supervision to every detail 
of machinery in the Department. 

It seems to me, sir, that it would be far better for an officer taken 
from civil life to be with this very important function. In that 
way you would get rid of all the bickerings andall the jealousies that 
have been adverted to by Senators who have preceded me this morn- 
ing. It is not fair to require an officer of the Navy to put himself in 
the position which this captain holds to-day. We know quite well that 
there are comparatively desirable and non-desirable assignments to 
duty. The officer who gets the better place surely will not undertake 
to protect the officer acting in the details from the criticisms that will 
come upon him from the friends of those who have failed. 

I do not mean to reflect upon the administration of Captain Walker 
as the head of this bureau of detail. His competency and efficiency 
are known and admitted of all men. His honesty of purpose it is not 
my desire toimpngn. It is not that; I have no criticisms to pass and 
no complaints to make as to the manner in which the officer discharges 
this important function. I am trying to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the evil that exists, and the only proper remedy, as it seems to 
me, which is presented to us, and that is, without relaxing one atom 
of your demands for the responsibilities that attach to the head of the 
Department, but even fastening them more closely and more firmly upon 
him, let him have the power to call from civil life an assistant secretary 
of this Department, and let that assistant secretary take charge, for in- 
stance, of this very duty of the detail of officers of the Navy and relieve 
a subordinate officer of the naval service from such an important trust. 

I can not tell what special objection may be assigned bearing on the 
creation of this office—an assistant secretary of this Department. The 
Postmaster-General has three assistants; the T. ent has 
two; the Interior Department has two; the State Department has three; 
and why not let there be two civil officers in this Department, if you 
mean to infuse any civil influence into its administration at all? 

I myself heartily approve the bill, and believe that it is not only in 
the direction of good administration, but that it is the only means which 
can be adopted to make efficient the administrative policy that you have 
determined a civil officer shall bring into existence in the conduct of 
this Department of the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I intend to treat this Administration 
with absolute justice. Whatever assistance any officer of any Depart- 
ment may certify that he requires, whatever moneys he may say are, in 
his judgment, essential to the proper administration of his Department, 
I shall vote to supply. But I do not propose to place myself in the at- 
titude, as one member of the majority in this body, of tendering to that 
Administration any assistance they do not themselves certify that they 
require or any moneys that they do not themselves aver are necessary 


for carrying on their De ents. 
Mr. CAMERON. This has been requested by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 


Mr. INGALLS. I have not yet heard any public declaration from 
any member of the party which supports this Administration and to 
which it is accredited that the Secretary of the Navy has stated that 
this officer is necessary and that he requires additional assistance. 

Mr. BUTLER, The Secretary of the Navy has recommended it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us have his request read. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 40 of his report— 


The system of organization—— 


Mr. INGALLS. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. BUTLER. From the annual reportof the Secretary of the Navy. 

The system of organization indicated herein begins with the e ee 
occupies a position at the confluence of all the powers confided to the Depart- 
ment), and supports him with some aids or advisers in such number and of such 
character as shall seem judicious; (an assistant Secretary of the Navy would 
seem to be an essential feature.) 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a remarkably emphatic declaration! 

Mr. BUTLER. Modest. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very modest! ; 

Mr. BUTLER. But nevertheless emphatic and quite sufficient for ` 
the ordinary intellect. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would seem to be under all the circumstances not 
very emphatic. Let that be quoted again, so that I may not misap- 
prehend it. 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
read it again. 
An assistant Secretary of the Navy would scem to be an essential feature. 


If I can be assured of silence while reading I will 


Mr. INGALLS. A very guarded statement! I wish the Senator 
would send me that book. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had not quite finished reading what I desired. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no! I send the report to the Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the most amusing feature about this all is— 
to which my attention had not been called that the paragraph that 
the Senator has read appears to be an interpolation and is in paren- 
thesis. 

Mr. CON GER. Not necessary to make sense. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not only not necessary to make sense, but evi- 
dently it was an afterthought. 

SE AI a position ˙² SOANAR of all the BATAS somtided to, na DART 
ment), and supports him withsome aids oradvisers in such number and of such 
character as shall seem judicious; 

Then comes a semicolon, and after that in parenthesis appear the 
words: 

(an assistant secretary of the Navy would seem to be an essential feature.) 

Mr. BUTLER. - Of the Department. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir, in the system of organization, not in the 
discharge of the duties; not that any additional assistance is required, 
for we have no navy; it has been said iterum i: that we had no 
navy, and the hope has been expressed from time to time that the pa- 
triotism of the Democratic party would rise to the exigency of the oc- 
casion and give us a navy. I believe the Tallapoosa has been raised 
and is now in process of repair; but if there has been any enormous 
increase in the labors and duties which devolve upon this Department 
under the appropriations or legislation of the last two years I shall be 
very glad-to hear from the Committee on Naval Affairs in what it con- 
sists and how the burdens of the Secretary of the Navy have been in- 
creased, so that we should be called upon to force upon them, in de- 
fiance of their repeated declarations that this was an administration 
based upon reform and economy in the public service, an additional offi- 
cer which the Secretary of the Navy says is an essential feature of the 
system, or rather would seem to be an essential feature of the system, 
but which he does not intimate is at all necessary for the purpose of 
discharging the duties of that office. 

Sir, I should have been much better contented if the Committee on 
Naval Affairs instead of busying themselves to find some method of 
conferring new patronage and new offices upon this Department had 
endeavored to make some satisfactory inquiry into the conduct of the 
administration of the Department in connection with our naval con- 
struction and in connection with the transactions by which attempt 
after attempt has been made to reject the Dolphin. I can not forget, 
nor can the American le forget, that a studious attempt has been 
made on the part of the of the Navy to crush ont a great 
American enterprise; that in D secs of a predetermined plan one of 
the greatest industrial establishments in this country was forced into 
bankruptey; that an American citizen whose life had been devoted to 
the interestofthe American marine was compelled to suspend his opera- 
tions upon the pretext—I repeat it, sir, the pretext—that the Dolphin, 
which had been constructed in accordance with the designs and under 
the direction of the officers of the Navy Department, was structurally 
weak and unfit for acceptance, and when one attempt under the opera- 
tions of the board that was organized for the purpose of declaring that 
that ship was not fit for service had failed another was organized, an- 
other attempt was made to show that this vessel was structurally weak, 
and when that failed I am told that another was i and the 
Dolphin was agaip sent out in search of acyclone which it encountered 
off Cape Hatteras, where the waves were so high and the winds were 
so tempestuous that the experts had to go below sea-sick, and still she 
outrode the gale and came into port without any indications of struct- 
ural weakness. And I understand that at last all hostile efforts hav- 
ing failed, by some subterranean arrangement thatis kept out of sight, 
no public notice having been given, this Secretary of the Navy has de- 
cided that the Dolphin can not be rejected; that she was constructed 
in accordance with the plans and specifications, and that, therefore, the 
effort which crushed John Roach, threw three thousand men out of em- 
ployment, and closed one of the great industrial enterprises of this 
country, was a gross, unwarranted, and abominable wrong. 

I confess, sir, [am not in the mood of handing out on a salver any 
additional pa: or any additional emoluments to the Secretary of 
the Navy, which he is only able to certify in parenthesis are essential 
apparently to the perfection of a system of organization. It is barely 
possible that if the Secretary of the Navy had had an assistant from 
civil life appointed by President Cleveland he might have been so far 
re-enforced in his herculean efforts to reject the Dolphin that the attempt 
would have been successful. 

Therefore, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I see no occasion 
for the adoption of this measure. Isee no warrant for it. Iseeno jus- 
tification for it. The duties of this office have been for years di 
without this assistance, and it will certainly puzzle the most active of 


all the champions of this Administration to tell us where the burdens 
and duties of that officer have been increased by any legislation or by 
any expenditure or by any increased operations in the direction of ren- 
dering the Navy more efficient. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is remarkable that the distin- 
guished Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] should have made a speech 
of the character he has when his side of the Chamber control the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Naval Affairs and control the legislation of 
this Senate; and if the statements he has made are true he is failing 
to discharge a solemn duty he owes to his State and to the people of the 
United States in his failure to demand an investigation of the matters 
connected with the Dolphin. 

Mr. INGALLS. They will be investigated. Do not be uneasy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not have the investigation before an attempt 
is made to create a false impression in regard to the facts? The Secre- 
tary of the Navy did simply his duty, nothing more and nothing less 
than his duty, in attempting to have a Government contractor comply 
with the law, and the Secretary of the Navy will not avoid an inquiry 
into that matter. Let it be investigated. That isall weask. Let 
there be an investigation of that conduct and let the world know the 
facts in the ease. 

Mr. President, I am not a member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and I can not say from my personal knowledge of the condition 
of that Department that an assistant secretary is absolutely necessary. 
I remember very distinctly that the late Secretary of the Navy before 
the Committee on Appropriations convinced us very conclusively that 
an assistant Secretary of the Navy was n ; and so did the late 
Secretary of War as to his Department, and we authorized the appoint- 
ment. I voted for it, although I am not inclined to vote for an increase 
of the number of officers of this Government. I much prefer voting for 
a decrease whenever an opportunity offers; but we thought it was neces- 


sary. 

I did not know that this measure was coming up and do not know 
what information the Committee on Naval Affairs had in regard to the 
necessity for it. But I desire to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Kansas and the distinguished Senator from Nebraska that they must 
remember the condition of the Departments when they were transferred 
to the new Administration on the 4th day of last March. They were 
taken in the condition they were in. I am not bringing this up for the 
purpose of any censure on any one. I will commence with the Inte- 
rior Department, over which the distinguished Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] presided so ably. I simply want to show the condition 
the Administration was in when it was received on the 4th day of last 
March, and every Senator will see from that condition that there ought 
to be some change, if possible. 

The Senator from Colorado will bear me out, I think, in the statement 
thatin his Department, the Interior Department, the business of admin- 
istration was far behind. Take the Land Office; the current business 
was eighteen months behind,I will say. I believe it was further behind 
when the Senator first took charge of the Department. If my recollec- 
tion serves me, it was probably nearly two years behind then. I think 
he brought it nearer up to date. It was the same way in other branches 
of the service. Take the Pension Office, and that is behind with its 
business. Now go to the Treasury Department, where all the accounts 
and itures are audited and adjusted, and there in the office of 
the Second Auditor, the office where the balances of the bounty and back 
pay to soldiers, their widows and their orphans, are examined and ad- 
justed, the business was two years behind. 

I say, and I say it without any reflection upon any one—because this 
business has accumulated and piled up from year to year; it never has 
been taken hold of in my opinion in the way it should be and bronght 
up to date—it is a burning shame that the balances due the soldiers, 
their widows and their orphans, should after twenty years from the 
close of the war be unadjusted and unsettled. A change is needed; what 
that change ought to be is an entirely different question. Whether it 
must be by an increase in the clerical force, or whether it must be by 
placing greater responsibility upon certain officers of the Departments, 
I am not competent just now to say; but something is needed. A 

is needed. What is needed is to bring the business up to date; 
8 needed is to bring all the business of the Departments up 
to date. 

What is the result and what is the effect? Every Senator here is 
flooded with letters from claimants for pensions. Why? Because they 
can not get their letters answered from the Departments. Every Sen- 
ator is flooded with letters in to back pay and bounty. Why? 
Because they can get no satisfaction from the Second Auditor’s office. 
So it is with claims for horses pending before the Third Auditor, and 
so it is with claims for quartermaster and commissary stores pending 
before the Commissary-General and the Quartermaster-General. 

The Administration has been taken in this condition, and it will not 
do for gentlemen to commence criticising quite so early yet; it has had 
no opportunity yet. I do not know whether it will make changes for 
the better cr not. Give it an opportunity. If an assistant Secretary 


of the Navy is needed in order to bring the departmental business of 
the Navy Department up to what it ought to be, the Secretary ought to 
have that help. Ifit is for the purpose merely of creating a new office 
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and giving patronage, I am as much opposed to it as the Senator from 
Kansas BA Senator from Nebraska; bub I do not understand that 
that is the object. I understand from the members of the committee 
that the Secretary of the Navy desires it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interpose right there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator mentioned the fact that under the prior 
Secretary the Committee on A was convinced that an as- 
sistant secretary was needed in this Department. I was on the com- 
mittee, and I recollect very well that at the time we agreed to it it was 
in the early stages of the administration of the then Secretary of War 
and the then Secretary of the Navy, and afterward when they got the 
run of the office they both declined to appoint an assistant secretary. 

Now, what I want to call the Senator’s attention to is this: Whether 
it may not be that the same influences inside both these Departments 
that induced these two Secretarięs to recommend an assistant 3 
been at work now for the purpose of bringing about certain things; for 
instance—I do not say itis so, but I merely call the Senator's attention 
that he may reflect about it—it may be much easier for officers of the 
Navy to control an assistant of the Navy than it is to control 
a Secretary. Iwill not say what controlled the two Secretaries in their 
refusal afterward to appoint an assistant; I merely call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that they did not do it, although we passed a law 
authorizing it. Neither of them nominated or sent to the Senate an 
assistant. Without, as I said, saying why they did not, Imerely throw 
ee nay out, that Senators may reflect and make a little inquiry 
before is done, to aaa n hathat thes BOOT of the Navy means to 
say that he FASES | needs this officer in the business of 
that Departm he does, I will vote for it; if he does not, I will 
not. ecg to it as I understand it now from my former infor- 
mation; but i the Secretary absolutely needs it that Hap heaves thing; 
he does not say so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is correct in regard to the ar 
the act authorizing the appointment of an assistant Secretary of 
and an assistant Secretary of the Navy. It was earl; he adminis 
tration of the late Secretaries of the Navy and of the 
seu p piama horaire ĩͤ db 
sistant secretaries. It was agreed, 
the committee, from the representations we that they ought to 
havethem. Now, I remember that time rolled on and no appointments 
were made, and the question came up about the time we the 
law. I can not say how I got my information. I heard it mentioned 
at different times, Why have they not appointed assistants?” Ido 
not say from whom or how I got the impression, but my impression is 
just this, that for $3,500, which was the salary then allowed, neither 
one of them thought he could get a man of the character, ability, and 
firmness who could take the place there and resist the pressure that 
would be brought to bear. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is well to put in about the salary; but the fact appears 
that those Secretaries did not turn over their own and control to 
a man who might be appointed assistant It looked as if the 

very pressure they were themselves afterward forced to resist was 

that which caused them to make the recommendation in the first place; 
and when they discovered it they did not make the appointment. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. COCKRELL. My impression was just as I say, that they could 
not get for the price allowed the character of man needed. There may 
have been other but that was my understanding. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intended to submit some observations; but if we 
can have a vote, I am willing to give way. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is but three minutes to 2 o’clock, and I think 
a vote can be had. 

Mr. LOGAN. There will not be any vote taken now. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to say in answer to the question of the Sen- 

ator from Illinois, that the Secretary of the ag A mag e ee 
this bill to me in a letter three or four days ago, me to 
it in the Senate and giving his reasons for it, and eee, 
the services of an assistant. That letter is not now in my possession, 
but he wrote a similar letter to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. I have sent over for that, 
pag bably be here in a few minutes. 

I had no ideaof participating in this debate; but for 
eee ee eee arie indifference as to this appoint- 
ment, I simply desire to say that in my judgment the appointment of 
this officer is extremely essential and important for the proper ad- 
ministration of the Navy Department. It was so decided by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs CTT 
notwithstanding the severe remarks of the Senator from Kansas as to 
the recommendations of the of the Navy, that they are as full 
and explicit and complete as he could possibly make them. It strikes 


me so. 
Those of us who have been upon the Committee on Naval Affairs have 
realized and appreciated fully the difficulties surrounding the Secretary 


of the Navy in dealing with that immense organization, and all of us 
have felt that some very decided material in the o tion 
were necessary in order to have a more effective Navy. Indeed, this is 


one of the initial points to accomplish that end. It has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy. The wants of the Government 
seem to demand it. I therefore can see no earthly reason why Congress 
should not grant this additional officer. 

I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I do not think it is an act 
of kindness to Mr. John Roach to have his name brought into this dis- 
cussion, and the real, true friend of Mr. Roach would refrain from in- 
terjecting his name into a discussion like this. At a proper time, ona 
proper occasion, when it is relevant to the subject under discussion, I 
think that I shall be able to say something upon that subject which 
will sustain me in the observation that I have just made. I see, sir, 
that the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4378) to detach Hood County, Texas, from the Waco 
branch of the northern judicial district of Texas and attach the same to 
the Graham branch of said district, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4834) to provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dikota 
into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln, 
the pending question Dik on the amendment proposed by Mr. Bur- 
LER as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate first 

n this bill I was not certain where the opposition to it would be 
5 I was 5 therefore, in view of what had been said at 
prior sessions of Congress in opposition to the admission of Dakota to 
oe a somewhat wide range in the remarks which I made at that time. 

tulate myself and the Senate that the debate is now narrowed; 

tes it is no longer necessary to shell the woods in order to locate the 
enemy, but that they have placed themselves, and we are now able to 
eliminate from the debate much that has been matter of discussion here- 
tofore. And yet, though the opponentsof this bill have abandoned many 
positions which they held with great courage in the earlier part of the 
debate, I do not find that the opposition itself has diminished. I do 
not find as yet any indication, though I hoped there might be some be- 
fore the debate was over, that any Senator having been routed from posi- 
tion in which the opposition to this bill has previously located itself was 
now willing to surrender and to give to the people of Dakota their con- 
stitutional rights. The opposition seems to be as strenuous and to come 
from the same quarter as it did when the debate was placed upon other 


unds. 

N President, I have endeavored ever since I have had any connec- 
tion with this legislation—and that connection began in the Forty- 
seventh Congress—to meet every reasonable proposition that came from 
its opponents and to accommodate the bill to every sincere objection 
that was made toit. I have endeavored also in all that I have said, 

both in committee and here on the floor of the Senate, to refrain from 
any allusion to motives, from any charges against the opponents of this 
billand from any rig, eee upon their sincerity in that opposition. 
I entered upon this ion, as I expressly declared to the Senate, 

not only in the hope but in the belief that there were at least on the 
opposite side of this Chamber two or three minds open toa fair dis- 
cussion of this question. I will not abandon the hope, though the be- 
lief has fled. 

Mr. President, when Dakota first asked recognition as a State the 
opposition was put upon the ground that she had not sufficient popula- 
tion. It was said, We are ready to admit her if she can make it plain 
that she has the requisite population, a population equal to the unit of 
representation in the lower House of Congress. At once I proposed 
that there should be incorporated into the bill a provision for a census, 
and a further provision that if the census did not reveal the presence of 
a sufficient number of people all proceedings under the enabling act 
should at once cease. Was I not entitled to expect that those who put 
their opposition upon the ground of a lack of population would support 
that proposition and put it to the test? But they did not. They were 
driven from that position simply to fall back to another. 

It was said next in the course of this discussion that the question of 
division ought to be submitted to the people of the whole Territory, 
and it is still said. At the last session of Congress, when that argu- 
ment came from the opposite side of this Chamber, I expressed then a 
willingness, if those who talked so would vote as they talked, that a 
proposition should be incorporated in the bill to submit the question of 
admission to a vote of the people of the entire Territory, Was I not 
entitled, if this objection was sincere, if the men whourged it were put- 
ting their opposition upon the true gronnd, to be met by these gentle- 
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men upon that proposition with an amendment that should have set- 
tled forever the question whether the people of the whole Territory 
were in favor of division? 

But no, Mr. President, I was met with an enabling act for the whole 
Territory; I was met witli a proposition that Dakota might come into 
the Union if she would come in as one State. Iam entitled to believe 
that when gentlemen in argument urge such objections and when their 
amendments are in a different direction and they fail to accept so faira 
proposition, they are simply putting forward here objections which are 
not their real ground of opposition to this legislation. 

At the last session of Congress I made in debate the following propo- 
sition; I quote from the RECORD: 

Mr. President, I took occasion to say the other day, when addressing the Sen- 
ate upon this subject, that if any Senators here felt the expressed wishes of 
the people of Dakota upon the question of the division of the Territory would 
be influential with them on their votes upon this bill, I should not oppose a 
223 to test the sentiment of the people of the present Territory of Da- 

ota upon the question of division by a direct vote upon that question. I ad- 
here to the proposition I made then, and if the Senator from Arkansas or any 
one feeling with him that the expressed wishes of the parks of this Territory 
upon this question should be controlling, feeling with him thatif there isa pop- 
alar majoris in the whole Territory in p e ofthis division, then Southern Da- 
kota ought to be admitted as a State. If he, or any holding that view, will pro- 

an amendment to this bill reported by the committee, providing that be- 
ore a constitutional convention is assembled at all, the distinct question, ay or 
no, upon the division of this Territory upon the forty-sixth parallel shall be 
submitted to all the people and shall be voted ppa, and that in case the vote 
shall be against division the convention provided for in this bill shall be called 
for the whole Territory, and in case the vote is in favor of division it shall be 
called for the soutbern baif of the Territory I will not oppose it. On the other 
band, Mr. President, I should be glad to see thatthe Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber were willing to meet us upon such a proposition. I should be 
glad to see it, because it would give some hope of the passage of the bill through 
the other branch of Congress.—Congressional Record, Forty-eighth Congress, 
second session, page 236. 

Mr. MORGAN. What bill was that, allow me to ask? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was the bill at the last session of Congress, pro- 
viding an.enabling act for South Dakota. It was met by an amendment 
from the Senator from Arkansas, the present Attorney-General, in the 
nature of an enabling act for the whole Territory. 

Now, Mr. President, am I not justified in believing, when the friends 
of this measure make sucha proposition and it secures no response what- 
ever, that the gentlemen who urged then and urge now that this divis- 
ion ought not to take place because it is not in accordance with the 
wishes of the people, do not believe what they say and are not willing 
to put their opinions to a test? 

We were met last session also with the objection that the people of 
Sonth Dakota did not want admission into the Union. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the honorable Senator, if he will allow me, 
is aware that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has an 
amendment to this bill pending now as a substitute which proposes to 
take the vote of the whole people. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not understand that the Senator's amend- 
ment proposes to take any such vote. It is an enabling act for the 
whole Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course it is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly it is, and itis the same old Kansas prop- 
osition, ‘* You can come in under the Lecompton constitution now, but 
if you rejectthat and putinto your constitution a prohibition of slavery 
you must wait until you have got 93,000 people. It is the same old 
proposition of last session, not to submit the question in advance to the 
vote of the people, but to say to them, You can come in now if you 
come in as a whole as one State; but if you reject this proposition, you 
shall begin de noro.” 

That is the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina. It is 
the same proposition I was met with at last session. 

But I was saying another objection we met with was that the people of 
South Dakota did not want it; and my friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
whose absence to-day I very much regret, not only because he is him- 
self a sufferer, but because it puts some limitations upon what I should 
otherwise say—the Senator from Missouri at the last session had been 
so fortunate as to get two or three letters from people living in South 
Dakota, two I think was the limit, one from a gentleman by the name 
of Richmond and another from a lady named Marietta Bones, and in 
order to satisfy the Senate that the people of South Dakota did not 
want to be admitted as a State he read those two formidable letters! 

He pursues the same policy in the debate this session, gathering up a 
few letters and pouring them in upon the Senate in order to give Sen- 
ators a correct idea of the popular sentiment in the Territory. Every 
one of these people from whom the Senator reads letters has been counted 
once. I must suppose that when the vote was taken they voted against 
the constitution; and if they did so they are part of that number of 
6,000 that are recorded against it. Do Senators think that it strength- 
ens their case to parade these individual expressions again before the 
Senate ? 

I once heard a celebrated theatrical manager say that there was one 
thing in the way of stage deception that the gallery gods would not 
stand, and that was to have the army of ‘‘supes’’ come around the sec- 
ond time. When they recognized the face of a fellow who had been on 
the stage once before that business had to be stopped. And yet just 
that stage deception these gentlemen are attempting to practice upon the 
Senate and the country. The persons in South ota who oppose 


this constitution have been counted once, and that is enough. We do 
not want this army of supes marched around again. 

It was said in the Forty-seventh Congress that a Presidential election 
was pending, and that it was unseemly to hurry this new State into the 
Union, and thus add an uncertain element to the electoral college on 
the very eve of a great national contest, The suggestion was no sooner 
made than the friendsof Dakota at once accepted it and inserted a pro- 
vision in the bill that the constitutional convention should not assem- 
ble until after the election of 1884 had taken place; butdid that make 
any friends? Did that bring anybody to the support of the measure? 
Not one; and now we hear the suggestion from the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Alabama that Dakota shall wait until 1889, until another of 
these great transactions shall have taken place, until the Democracy 
have had ene more chance to secure a Democratic succession. He sug- 
gests that as there were thirteen original States, and Dakota will be 
thirty-nine, it will be so appropriate in the centennial year of the Con- 
stitution to multiply the thirteen by three and show that each grand- 
mother has a child at her knee. [Laughter. ] 

Another Presidential election must be passed before Dakota can re- 
ceive the hand of fellowship from the Senator from Alabama. I ask 
him, I ask the country, how long shall 300,000 American citizens, as 
justly entitled as he or the people of his State to participate in the great 
decision of a Presidential election, be kept outin order that the chances 
of a Democratic succession may be increased or the power and influence 
of other States magnified ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator asks e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say they cught to wait until they get the consent 
of more than 31,000 voters. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will come to that presently, and I will give 
some Senators enough of that question before I am through with it. I 
will show the per cent. of votes in the Senator’s own State at the last 
Presidential election and see how well equipped he is here to criticise 
this vote upon the constitution in Dakota. Another Presidential elec- 
tion, and it may be that some fanciful combination of figures will then 
induce the distinguished Senator from Alabama to think that she ought 
to stay out four years longer. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is one that I would 

Mr. HARRISON. I will yield, of course, not to too frequent inter- 
ruptions, but now and then. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator from Indiana evidently is a candidate 
for the Presidency, and he might have a chance to obtain the votes of 
the State, but I do not think he will ripen in four years. 

Mr. HARRISON. If I ever should be, though I would not be at all 
certain that I might not justly claim the electoral vote of Alabama I 
would never expect to have it counted forme. [Laughter.] 

I am passing in review now the objections that have been made, I 
want to see if I can not show gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber that it has been the Atlanta campaign over again. Forced 
from one intrenchment, another is prepared behind. There is no yield- 
ing to argument, there is no willingness to meet this question upon its 
merits or to meet the concessions which have been offered by the friends 
of Dakota. 

Mr. President, when a man urges one objection to me to a course of 
action and I compel him to abandon it himself and he falls back upon 
another, and, when that is taken from him, still back upon another, I 
am driven to the conclusion that he has not been disclosing in the argu- 
ment the real ground on which his opposition rests. 

The Yankton County bonds were made anobjection at one term. The 
Senator from Missouri declaimed upon that as if the skirts of Missouri 
were clear of municipalrepudiation. Mr. President, Ishall never be, here 
or anywhere, an advocate or defender of repudiation; but Eehould not 
deal justly with those people if Idid not say that, in refusing to pay those 
bonds, they believed they had a just defense to them, and, in the hands 
of the first holders, I have no doubt they had. A railroad corporation 
had asked a subsidy. The people of Yankton County had voted it as 
adonation. Congress was then appealed to, and an act was passed by 

changing the character of this affair and making it a subscrip- 
tion by the county to the capital stock of the railroad, The contract 
was changed without their consent and the railroad corporation did not 
comply with the terms of the subscription. 

We were treated yesterday by the Senator from Alabama to some- 
thing new in this debate. The Senator clothed himself with the judi- 
cial ermine; he was here as a judge, and no consideration that was not 
proper to influence a judge upon the bench should find lodgment in his 
mind. Mr. President, I never knew how absolutely impregnable the 
claims of Dakota were until I heard the speech of the Senator from 
Alabama. I never could appreciate before the stress that was upon 
those who opposed her admission. The Senator starts out with declar- 
ing that in the organic act of Dakota there is a provision which ex. 
pressly prohibits the people residing in that Territory from suggesting 
any change in the bounds thereof. The provision he read was as fol- 
lows: 

urther, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to in- 


Provided 
hibit the 8 of the United States from dividing said Territory into two 
or more Territories in such manner and at such times as Congress shall deem 
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convenient and proper, or from attaching any portion thereof to any other Ter- 
ritory or State. 

And he says that was a limitation upon the power of the people and 
of the Territorial Legislature. Why, Mr. President, it was a proviso 
inserted as a reservation of power in Congress upon that subject. It 
was not a limitation upon the people of the Territory. It did not say 
what they might or might not do, It was as utterly useless there as 
if the space had been left blank where those words are written. But 
if it is capable of any use, it is the use that in that organic act it was 
expressly contemplated by the Congress of the United States that this 
Territory should be divided. It was thought necessary to say that the 
bounds then fixed for the Territory of Dakota should not be held to be 
definite bounds, but that Congress might at any time change them. 

I shall come presently to discuss the question whether there is any 
limitation upon the power of the people respectfully to propose any- 
thing to Congress. I understood the Senator from Alabama to say yes- 
terday, though I do not find it in his reported remarks, that the peo- 
ple of Dakota could not petition Congress to do this thing because it 
was contrary to law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never said anything of that sort. My remarks 
are all in the RECORD as I delivered them. 

Mr. HARRISON. That was the understanding I got at the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has made a very serious mistake about 
the first proposition he made as to my speech. It lies open before him. 
There it is. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is very possible that I made a mistake. I 
think it is an error into which almost any one would fall who attempted 
to follow the line of argument urged by the Senator from Alabama. It 
is quite open to misconstruction. Certainly I have not intended to 
misconstrue it, and I was greatly amazed when I made a note of the 
remark of the Senator yesterday as I undersood it, that by reason of 
this limitation the people could not ask Congress to do anything else, 
and I am glad to hear him disavow any such sentiment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never denied the right of petition to the people 
of Dakota or any other people; but I deny utterly that any body can 
form itself within that Territory as a Legislature or convention for the 
purpose of breaking down boundaries fixed by Congress withont first 
getting the consent of Congress to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know whether the position of the Senator 
is that all these proceedings of the Legislature and the convention 
amount merely to a proposition to be admitted in the Union? 

Mr. HARRISON. I am glad the Senator has called my attention to 
that matter, and, if he will excuse me, I will not now digress from the 
line of my argument to answer it, but will answer it very fully in a 
few moments. 

What was another objection of the Senator from Alabama? IIe read 
a provision of the organic act that no member of the ture should 
be chosen to any office created by the Legislature, and then he asked 
me whether there were not some of the members of that Legislature in 
the constitutional convention. He had not any information on the sub- 
ject himself at all. He thought that it was my duty as chairman of 
the Committee on Territories to g through the list of the men com- 
posing that body and search out their personal and official antecedents 
and see whether any of them were subject to any disqualification to 
sit in the convention. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I stated in 
my exert yesterday that I had information that there were thirteen 
of them. 


Mr. HARRISON. I was coming to that. If the Senator will only 
have patience I will myself reach some of these thi t 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has just said that I had no informa- 
tion, whereas I stated to the Senate that I had information. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator first said he had none and appealed 
to me for information, and then he did say that he had information that 
there were fifteen, as I understood. I want to say to the Senator that 
I have information that there was not one. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is glad to hear it. Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, is this a candid way of dealing with Dakota, to huntout a per- 
sonal disqualification of a small fraction of the convention that framed 
the constitution, even if it existed? If there were fifteen there would 
it invalidate the proceedings? And yet Iam told by a gentleman from 
Dakota who ought to know that there was not one there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam told by a gentleman from Dakota who says 
he does know that there were thirteen or fifteen, I forget which. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator give me his name? 

Mr. MORGAN. You have not given the name of your man. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand from Judge Moody and from an- 
omer gentleman whose name I do not now recall, but I talked with 


m. 
Mr. MORGAN. I understand so from Mr, Johnson, a man quiteas 
respectable. 
Mr. HARRISON. Exactly; I will come to Mr. Johnson in this de- 
aate after a while. 


Mr. MORGAN. You may make war on Mr. Johnson, but do not do 


it on me. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no war on anybody. I havenotdragged 
into this discussion the names of individual citizens of Dakota; butif 
they are brought here I shall give the Senate before I get through some 
of their antecedents and present relations to this question. I will show 
the Senator from Democratie ne pers in the State of Dakota just 
the relation of Mr. Johnson to the Democratic party and to this ques- 
tion and whom he represents here. 

So it is, Mr. President. The Senator from Alabama who last session 
talked so blandly and kindly about the admission of Dakota that he 
absolutely persuaded me that I could count, if not upon his vote, at 
least upon his candid and kind consideration of this bill, goes about 
looking up some question of personal disqualification in some member 
of the convention, and that, as I think, upon insufficient information. 

Then the Senator does not like to adopt this constitution because he 
says we have to take with it the Senators who have been elected by the 
Legislature which was convened under it. We have to take, Mr. 
President! What has the Senator or any other Senator here todo with 
the question as to who shall be the Senators from any State? We have 
to take the Senator and his colleague, and we do it agreeably and with- 
out protestation; we have to take the Senator from Missouri and his 
colleague, and why? Because they have been chosen by the Legisla- 
tures of their respective States. I can not understand why we should 
not deal in the same way with Dakota, unless there be some question 
of personal unfitness, which is put out of the question, because the 
Senator from Missouri has conceded to both the gentlemen who come 
here to represent Dakota when she shall be admitted the highest per- 
sonal character. If these proceedings of Dakota have been such that 
we can approve them, then I submitit is forno Senator tosay here that 
he objects to her demand because he has to take Senators whom her 
people have chosen. 

What has been the history of all these transactions? The Senator 
from Alabama knows that when enabling acts have been for the 
Territories they have sent here with their constitutions their Senators 
to take seats in this body when the States should be admitted. Does 
he deny that Missouri did so under an enablingact? Does he not know 
that, having framed and adopted a constitution, when Missouri sent it 
to Congress for approval she sent with it two Senators to represent her 
on the floor of the Senate? The same thing has been repeated in the 
case of every State that has been admitted under an enabling act or 
without it, so far as I now recollect. Would the Senator have thought 
it quite in taste for any gentleman to have said, when Mr. Benton and 
his colleague came here and the constitution of Missouri was presented, 
We will not accept this constitution because we have to accept Thomas 
II. Benton as a Senator? Would it have been accepted as a proper argu- 
ment in any of those cases? And if not in those, why in the case of 
Dakota? As I say, it is the usual, almost the invariable, course. I 
think in the case of an enabling act it has been the invariable course 
for a State to go on and choose its State officers and its Senators; and 
in the case of California the memorial for the admission of that State 
was signed by John C. Frémont and another, Mr. Gwin, I think, as 
Senators from that State. It was through them that the appeal of Cali- 
fornia came to the Senate; and would the Senator from Alabama have 
deemed it right for Congress to have said, We are embarrassed, be- 
cause if we accept your constitution we are compelled to accept the 
Senators that you sent along with it?” 

The Senator talks as if the question of the admission of these Senators 
was submitted by the bill to the Congress of the United States and to 
the approval of the President. That argument, I am afraid, is subject 
to misconstruction if I talk about it at all. What is therein the bill, I 
ask the Senator from Alabama, that remits to the House of Representa- 
tives or to the President the question of the admission of these Senators? 
It admits the State, and when the State is once admitted these Senators 
come here with their credentials and present them as other Senators do, 
and the Senate is then under the Constitution the judge of the election 
and qualification ofthese men. Yet with elaboration the Senator from 
Alabama discussed the question as if my bill remitted to Congress the 
question of the admission of theseSenators. The bill admits the State, 
and when the State is once admitted it is a question for the Senate 
whether she has chosen Senators and whether they are properly 
avouched to this body in order to entitle them to seats. 

What are the amendments which are now suggested from the other 
side of the Chamber? Do they run in line with the arguments which 
have been made? Notatall. TheSenator from Missouri insists that 
we have no sufficient ground for knowing that the people of Dakota 
want division, and forthwith he introduces a bill that divides the Ter- 
ritory on the Missouri River and constitutes two Territories, without 
any provision for taking the opinion of the people of Dakota on the sub- 
ject at all. The Senator from Alabama talks about a rian opera- 
tion, about the rude mangling of this Territory, and yet the Senator 
from Missouri proposes an amendment that is to cut the Territory by a 
north and south line, as I affirm to-day, without the expression of a 
single convention of either party, without an expression from any popu- 
lar assemblage of respectability or any body of respectable citizens for 
the proposition he advocates. 
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Congress is by the amendment asked to run the knife lengthwise 
through Dakota without asking the opinion of her citizens; and that 
proposition comes from gentlemen who insist that I have not sufi- 
ciently shown that the people want division on the forty-sixth parallel, 


and that the question should be remitted to them for decision. I ask 
Senators to look at the map of Dakota. I have a map here, colored so 
as to show the two States as they would be constituted under the bill 
of the committee, symmetrical in shape in every way, and adequate in 
area. Take the proposition of the Senator from Missouri and cut the 
State here [indicating], and I ask any Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber whether you have not marred the conformation of the States, 
whether you have not made shoestrings out of them, cutting the State 
in two upon its longest line instead of upon its shortest? Yet that 
proposition comes from a gentleman who has argued here upon the 
floor that the people of Dakota do not want division, and I suppose it 
is to be supported by some at least of his colleagues upon the strength 
of those arguments. 

I have already shown what the other proposition was, that of the 
Senator from South Carolina. It is to admit the whole Territory as 
one State. He is not troubled then about the wishes of the le. 
He settles the question for them. He takes upon himself to say. There 
is to be no division; you shall come in as one State.“ We listened by 
the hour to a discussion on that side of the Chamber as to what the 
wishes of the people of Dakota are upon this question, yet when Sen- 
ators come to deal with the question by amendment they utterly ig- 
nore the wishes of the people and set up their own will. 

When I asked for a bill of particulars as to those points in which the 
proceedings in Dakota in the formation of their State government dif- 
fered from the precedents the Senator from Alabama mentioned one, 
and that was that tao poopie of an organized Territory had never by 
their own act divided that Territory or organized a State within a part 
of its defined limits as a Territory. I sup that is what he meant. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I meant exactly what I said. The Senator will 
find it in the RECORD: 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me read what the Senator said, then. He 
said: 

No, sir; those Territories were never cut in two by the consent of one-half of 


their own people. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the point. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is what the Senator said. I say to the Sen- 
ator that the State of California was organized by its own people, cut 
out of the domain we got from Mexico by the vote of the people who 
lived within those lines without asking the consent of anybody who 
lived outside of the lines. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator refer to California? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; to California. 

Mr. BUTLER. California was an independent organization before 
it ever applied for admission into the Union. 

Mr. HARRISON. California was an independent State, the Senator 
from South Carolina says, like Texas? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. HARRISON. If not like Texas, then what? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator said it was an independent State. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, not an independent State; I said it was an in- 
dependent te organization. 

Mr. HARRISON. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. BUTLER. I mean that it was a separate, independent organi- 
zation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Separate and independent from what? 

Mr. BUTLER. From everybody. And then it was put under the 
control of a military governor—General Riley. That is what I meant. 

Mr. HARRISON. California separate and independent from every- 
body? 

Mr. BUTLER. At one time, so they claimed. 

Mr. HARRISON. California was procured by us under the treaty 
with Mexico. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was a part of the domain we got from Mexico, 
and California had no independent political organization that was ever 

by this Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. I never said it had. 

Mr. HARRISON. If you did not say that, then what did you say? 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator does not want to understand it; let 
him go on. 
Mr. HARRISON. The United States placed, as I say in the report, 


a military governor over it. It had no defined lines that the United 
States had ever assented to in any way in the world. It was governed 
by a military governor as a part of the territory acquired from Mexico, 
as I have shown inthe report. It was nota political entity with which 
we treated at all. We dealt with it as apart of the publicdomain pre- 
cisely as we might deal with New Mexico or any other part of that do- 
main which had not previously been given even acivilorganization. I 
showed, in my remarks in opening, the case of Iowa; but the Senator 
from Alabama conld not have been attending, or he would not have 
made that remark. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to interrupt the Senator, with his permission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find in the a tain volume 1 of Poore’s Constitutions 
and Colonial Charters this statement, 0 . 


California was first discovered by the and in fe formed 
tablish missions there in 1769. After the — at mia ah 


a province of that republic until 1846, when the i 
the United States established an independen been The 2 treaty 28 an 
dalupe Hidalgo brought it within the limits 


Mr. HARRISON. Precisely. 

Mr. BUTLER. And 3 then governed by the commanding offi- 
cer of the military force stationed there, acting as oralna governor,” 
That is what I said. Does the Senator understand that? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, I understand that very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I said, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. But I do not understand that that supports the 
proposition of the Senator from South Carolina. California came to us 
under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. California may have done 
this, that, or the other as a Mexican State; what has that todo with the 
question? When it became a part of our territory we set over it a mili- 
tary governor. It became a military district and nothing more, and 
the people of that Territory, without any legislation by as to 
what should be the bounds of that State, met together in convention, 
and those within certain bounds voted for a constitution and made it a 
State. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no doubt about that, but that does not touch 
the question I submitted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I can not understand what the Senator’s 
question has to do with the matter in debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state just what it has to do with it. If the 
Senator does not choose to understand the point, as a matter of course 
I can not compel him todo so. I simplystated, as he was passing, that 
California had had an independent organization in 1846. I give my 
authority. Now the question is between the author of this book and 
the Senator from Indiana, if he denies it. I take this to be true. I 
then stated that it came in under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
but that prior to that time the inhabitants of the Territory and the 
emigrants from the United States had organized an independent gov- 
ernment. That isall I stated. 

Mr. HARRISON. We do not need to waste time about this matter. 
I do not care what had been the condition of California prior to the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. When that treaty was ed by Mex- 
ico and the United States and California became a part of the public 
domain it had no government, it had no political organization or exist- 
ence, it had no boundaries, and the people within certain boundaries 
prescribed by themselves organized a State. 

Now, I pass from that tothe State of Iowa. I said the Senator from 
Alabama could hardly have observed the case of Iowa or he would not 
have made that remark. Iowa in 1844 called a constitutional conven- 
tion and formed a constitution and proposed to Congress certain bound- 
aries, which carried her northern boundary up to the Minnesota River 
and down the Minnesota River to Fort Snelling and down the Missis- 
sippi River to her present southern boundary. That was only a part 

F the then Territory of Iowa. It was distinctly a case where the 
people residing within a part of the limitsof on gaa Territory did 
form a constitution and proposed that they sbould be admitted under 
it with smaller limits than those fixed in the Territorial bounds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it interrupt the Senator to correct him right 
there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, moderately. I do not want to make thisa 
conversational talk, but I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will reserve what I have to say about Iowa. 

Mr. HARRISON. The trouble isif I should print this speech I 
should have to print much that is being said by others which I would 
not want to be responsible for, and yet I am always willing, and in- 
deed I am usually helped by a moderate amount of interruption. As 
the Senator at least knows (whether I am helped by it or not) I am 
usually good natured in yielding, and I yield now if he thinks this isa 
more e PEN priate time. 

TLER. I think perhaps the Senator is laboring under a mis- 
apprehension or I am, and it is simply in the interest of a correct state- 
ment of fact. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should be very glad then to have the Senator 
make his statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has stated, and several other Senators 
have stated, that Iowa had no enabling act. I find in this same book, 
volume 1, what was called a supplemen enabling act ſor Iowa. 

Mr. HARRISON. What is the dateof it? Will the Senator tell me? 

Mr. BUTLER. In one moment I will give the dates. First, I find 
the Territorial government of Iowa was established in 1838. Then I 
find the next is an enabling act approved March 3, 1845. Then I find 
an act of Congress in 1846, in the Twenty-ninth Congress, first session, 
defining the boundaries of Iowa. Then I find the constitution of Iowa 
in 1846, which appears to me to come along in regular sequence; and 
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I also find an enabling act for the State of Florida, which seems to 
have organized a constitution in 1838-39. Isimply state that. If it 
is incorrect I should be very glad if the Senator would correct me. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has either misconceived the state- 
ments of the book from which he reads or they are incorrect. Ishowed 
the Senate that Iowa first formed her constitution and State govern- 
ment on the 2d of April, 1844. 

Mr, BUTLER. I remember that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. The history of the legislation that 
followed was this: She prescribed to herself the boundaries to which I 
have just referred. Congress rejected those boundaries, and proposed 
to Iowa admission with certain smaller boundaries. Iowa rejected 
those boundaries, and then again went on and called a constitutional 
convention and proposed her present boundaries, and was admitted 
into the Union. 

Mr. BUTLER. That sustains exactly what the statement in this 
book says, that in 1845 Iowa received a supplementary enabling act, 
and in 1846, in pursuance of it, organized a constitution. 

Mr. HARRISON. An enabling act proper antedates the action of the 

le in forming a State government, and, as I have shown, so far from 
tame an enabling act, it was an act adopting the constitution and State 
government with certain limitations as to boundaries. 

Mr. LOGAN. That was the act of admission. 

Mr. HARRISON. That was the act. An enabling act, to be called 
so with any propriety, is something that antedates the formation of a 
constitution and State government; and in Iowa there was no such act; 
neither was there in the case of Florida. The Senators from Florida 
will bear me witness that the constitution of Florida, under which she 
was admitted to the Union, was formed six years before the passage of 
the act that admitted her to the Union. 
sap BUTLER. I have never denied that. I make no question about 

t. 

Mr. HARRISON. If anything is clear at all, it is that in the case of 
both those States there was no enabling act; that the initiative was 
taken by the people, and taken precisely as it has been taken in Dakota 
under the act of a Territorial Legislature calling the people together 


for that p 7 
I should like to ask the Senator a question for in- 


urpose 

Mr. GEORGE. 
formation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know whether any considerable num- 
ber of citizens were affected by the in the boundaries of Iowa. 
: ME HARRISON. That I can not That is impossible for mẹ 

ọ tell. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it nota fact that the territory between the varied 
boundaries was wholly uninhabited by white people and was only ocen- 
pied by Indians? 

Mr. HARRISON. I can not say that the Senator is strictly correct, 
and yet I have no doubt that he is W area gel correct. That it em- 
braced the bulk of the population that was then in the Territory of 
Iowa I have no doubt is true. 

I may say to the Senate in passing that I am not a defender of the 
right of any Territory to divide itself. Ido not insist that they can 
do any efficient or final act in that direction at all; but I am a defender 
of their right to propose to Congress any bounds they please, and within 
those bounds to organize a State government and constitution and sub- 
mit it to Congress. 

I would hardly go as far as the argument of some gentlemenon that 
side of the Chamber would lead them if they would follow the argu- 
ment to its conclusion. I do not believe that Congress should submit 
it wholly to the wishes of the people of a Territory as to what the size 
of a State should be. On the other hand, in my report atthe last Con- 
gress I expressly said that the question of the area of a State was one 
that affected public interests of a general nature, and that it was nota 
local question which we could wholly commit to the wishes of the peo- 
ple of a Territory. 

The Senator from Missouri, as I had occasion to say once before, has 
what I thinkis a bad habit in debate—the habit of making a man of 
straw and dusting him about all over the Senate Chamber. I believe 
that in debate the combatants should get into the same 1 5 eases they 
should define their propositions, and that debate should be upon 
them. It is the most innocent and the most useless business in which 
a man can engage to construct a man of straw and then exhibit his skill 
in buffeting it about and knocking it to pieces. And yet the Senator 
from South Carelina and the Senator from Missouri, both finding no 
adversary here, are driven out into the field of the pamphleteer or the 
newspaper in order to find one against whom to direct the most of the 
power of their assault. The Senator from South Carolina asked, Was 
it ever heard in this Chamber before that a State could constitute itself 
3 the consent of Congress? Has the Senator heard anybody say 

ere? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to know what this is, then, that the 
Senator is talking about. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall show the Senator what it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is it? 


Mr. HARRISON. What is it, Mr. President? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, what is it? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is now only the present Territory of Dakota, 
with its bounds and its government — appointed and assigned by 
the General Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator mean to say that they do not con- 
sider themselves a State? 

Mr. HARRISON. That they do not consider themselves a State! 
Has this debate got to go in one ceaseless and unending round? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, let the Senator answer that question and keep 
himself down to the issue now. I beg the Senator to confine himself 
to the issue. He put a direct question to me, in response to what I had 
asked, if anybody had ever heard of the people of a Territory organiz- 
ing themselves into a State without the authority of Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator say who said it here on this 
floor or where it is clatmed in any paper that is here? 

Mr. BUTLER. If it has not been said by the Senator from Indiana, 
then all that he has said is nothing but froth from beginning to end, 
because upon the very face of the paper that he presents it says, ‘‘the 
State of Dakota. It has proceeded to exercise the very highest func- 
tions of sovereignty by claiming to elect United States Senators, judges, 
&c., and I say that proceeding which those people have attempted, in 
my judgment, has never been done before in the history of this country, 
except by the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is sometimes unfortunate in the use 
of ons. He was yesterday. I overlook another to-day, when 
he talks about what I have been saying being mere froth. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I did not state that; Isay unless this is a State. 

Mr. HARRISON. That does not help it much. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator can take it as he pleases. 

Mr. HARRISON. I please to take it now without offense. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, go ahead. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator gets up and bravely reads from a 
pamphlet in his hand containing the constitution of the State of Dakota 
and shows that it is called a State. Will the Senator tell me how it 
would be possible to have entitled that instrument? Would he have 
said a proposed State, by the grace of God and the Senator from South 
Carolina?“ 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I should have preferred to say by the grace 
of the Senator from Indiana.“ 

Mr. HARRISON. Now see if we can not understand how this instru- 
ment should be drawn. A people assemble in one of the organized or 
unorganized Territories of the United States with a view of organizing 
a State government, framing a constitution, and submitting it to Con- 
gress. What would you call it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I would rather the Senator would denominate it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, sir, I would denominate it ‘‘ the constitu- 
tion of the State of Dakota.“ What else would you call it? If you 
said the constitution of the proposed State of Dakota, and Congress 
should admit the State, you would have to call your constitutional con- 
vention er again to strike out the word pro a2 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the difficulty will be removed possibly by 
the idea that the constitution only speaks from the date at which the 
State is admitted into the Union. 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly, but it must be called the constitu- 
tion of a State. What else will you call it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Call it one thing when itis another. Is that the 
idea? 

Mr. HARRISON. It must be called the constitution of a State or 
else if can never be admitted into the Union, for only States can be ad- 
mitted. As I said before, if this nice dealing with phrases, these nice- 
ties of court etiquette are to be applied to the people of this great 
Territory, they would have to write in their constitution the consti- 
tution of the proposed State of Dakota,’’ and then when Congress had 
admitted them and they wanted to publish their constitution they 
would have to call the convention together again and strike out the 
wo p ” 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithink the whole trouble might have been obviated 
if the people of Dakota had waited for an enabling act from Congress. 
That would have obviated the whole of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, wait for an enabling act; and yet if Senators 
on thatsideof the Chamber whose States came here withoutan enabling 
act and who are States to-day by the very process and under the very 
same popular movements that have been initiated in Dakota will only 
recognize as sufficient here what has been efficient to make States for 
them, there will be no division on party lines on this bill. 

I do not talk to any one in this stage of the debate about the neces- 
sity of an enabling act. The Senator from South Carolina does not in- 
sist that it is essential I am sure. He will not put himself against the 
great line of Democratic precedents and against the expressed opinions 
of the greatest Democrats that ever lived in this country in an unbroken 
line of expression in Congress that it was in the power of the people act- 
ing in their primary capacity to organize a State government and apply 
to Congress for admission. 

Mr. BUTLER. For fear that I may be misunderstood, I will say to 
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the Senator that I most certainly do take issue with him on this subject, 
and that in the observations I submitted the other day I showed that 
those precedents have no analogy whatever to this case. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Alabama said this was a ju- 
dicial question. Let us see what sort of judges havesatupon it. The 
Democratic was in power in this country for a long term of years. 
Most of the States came into the Union while the Democrats were in 
power, and this question was never once presented to a Democratic Con- 

that they did not by an overwhelming majority establish the 
right of the people to organize a State government and to apply for ad- 
mission. 

Mr. BUTLER. What was the vote in the case of Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not recall the figures now. I know it was 
close in the Senate, because the Democratic majority was small; but it 
was very large in the House; and that was the first case, the first prece- 
dent. ; 

Now, I feel this way when these gentlemen talk about the value of 

recedents. With this long line of succession, when quite half the 
Bates that have come into the Union from a Territorial condition have 
come in without enabling acts, this question ought to be at rest. But 
when I lay before the Senator from South Carolina the expressions of the 
ablest Democrats who have ever sat in either branch of Congress and 
the action of Congress upon these subjects, oh! he says, precedents are of 
novalue. The Senator from Alabama says we must not allow ourselves 
to be bound by precedents. If a judge should hold a certain line of 
precedents to be valid and binding in every case where his brother-in- 
law was to be benefited by the decision, and when the question came of 
giving the benefit of the same line of precedents to some one against his 
relative he should turn around and declaim against the precedents and 
declare that they were unsafe, I should suspect his judicial fairness. 

Isay again thatnowhere in my report, nowhere in this debate has any- 
body announced the proposition that Dakota is a State or can become a 
State until Congress has passed some act recognizing her as a State. 
That is in the report. I announced it in my opening argument. No 
one has asserted any contrary view of the question; and in order to find 
an adversary the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from South 
Carolina had to go out into the field of the newspaper and the pam- 
phleteer. LI objected to the Senator from Missouri having a gladiatorial 
contest here with Hon. Hugh J. Campbell, of Dakota, because Mr. 
Campbell could not get into the same arena where the Senator from 
Missouri was. 

I always felt that if there was to be a fight there ought not to be a 
fence between the people who wanted to engage in it; and yet the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, finding no advocate here of the doctrine that Dakota 
is a State or can become a State until Congress has passed some law 
recognizing her as a State, has gone out of the Senate to find one. 

It is well enough to bear in mind in this connection that Congress can 
not make a State. I should like to see the Senator from South Caro- 
lina or the Senator from Missouri set about making a State by a law. 
We can frame no State constitution. We can set up no State govern- 
ment. Congress may, either in advance or by an act of ratification, ap- 
prove what the people have done; but Congress can not make a State 
any more thanitcanunmakeone. The authority of a State constitution 
and organization rests upon the sure foundation of the popular will. 
Mr. President, what is the use of all this vain discussion? Here are 
two concurrent things that must be done. First, the State constitution 
must be formed. Whocan doit? The people who are to live under 
it, and no other hand can intermeddle in the work. Congress can not 
do it. What is the other efficient act to constitute a State of the Amer- 
jean Union? It is recognition by Congress of the existence of the State. 

These two things must concur before a State can exist, and the simple 
question here is, is the initiative in that movement necessarily with 

? Isay it is not. Two bodies are to act, Congress and the 
people, and all I contend for here to-day is that it is competent for 
either to take the initiative, and that the act is not consummated until 
both have concurred. Who will controvert that? 

Is this limitation upon the power of the people to come from the 
Democratic party, the party that has boasted through its history that 
it lay upon the breast of the people and was responsive to their im- 
pulses? Is it from Senators on that side of the Chamber that the argu- 
ment is to come that the people may not originate a movement to set 
up a State government and bring it to Congress for ratification? It 
will be turning back the whole history of the party on this question if 
we divide here upon this bill on that proposition. 

I called attention in my speech before to a brief extract from the let- 
ter of Mr. Webster to the governor of Texas, growing out of an attempt 
to set up in New Mexico a State government embracing territory that 
was claimed by the State of Texas. It is a most interesting letter. I 
read again a single extract from it, and I ask any constitutional lawyer 
in this body whether Mr. Webster is not absolutely and unquestionably 
right in what he says. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it suit the Senator to have all of it read? 

Mr. HARRISON. I read but a single extract; I had a larger part of 


it read in my opening remarks. Mr. Webster said: 


But as it is the right of all to petition Congress for any law which it may con- 
etitutionally pass, this people were in the exercise of a common right when they 


formed their constitution with a view of applying to Congress for admission as a 


Mr. BUTLER. Referring to what instrument? 

Mr. HARRISON. Referring to the people in the Territory of New 
Mexico, an uno Territory of the United States, a Territory 
over which we had not even extended civil government of any kind. 
Where is the Senator who will deny that proposition, that ‘‘it is the 
right of all to petition Congress for any law which it may constitution- 
ally and this people were in the exercise of a common right 
when they formed their constitution with a view of applying to Con- 
gress for admission as a State?“ The man who wrote those words has 
been called the Expounder of the Constitution. He is a man whose 
fame as a constitutional lawyer is wider than the country that he 
honored with his great services, And shall I expect to find here on 
that side of the Chamber among Democrats who claim to stand as de- 
fenders of the ultimate rights of the people men who will controvert 
what Mr. Webster said, and deny to the people of Dakota the right to 
assemble and form a constitution and submit it to Congress for its rat- 
ification? 

That, sir, is my proposition, It had been announced in the report 
of the committee before my attention was called to this discussion be- 
tween Mr. Webster and the governor of Texas. I believe we assail the 
dearest, the deepest, the most fundamental rights of the people when 
we deny them the right thus to assemble and to respectfully petition 
Congress for anything that Congress may lawfully do. I can not go 
again to these memorials. The people of Dakota have expressly staid 
their State government for the action of Congress. They respectfully 
petition you to ratify what they have done and constitute them a State. 

I said that the Senator from Missouri went out into the newspa: 
and to the field of the pamphleteer to find an adversary. In his 
speech he made a personal reference to Judge Campbell, of Dakota, 
which I find repeated in a letter that he had read when he next add 
the Senate. I deem it fair to Judge Campbell, as reference has been 
made to what the Senator called his disreputable or unsavory connec- 
tion with affairs in Louisiana, that what he has said in his own defense 
in a public letter to the Senator from Missouri should be heard in the 
Senate. I ask the Secretary to read down to the point that I have in- 
dicated with a pencil. That part of the letter which is somewhat per- 
sonal I omit to have read, though I would have hadit read if the Sen- 
ator from Missouri had been in his seat. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Vest Answered—Judge Campbell's reply to the charges made inst him by 
the Missouri Senator—his connection with the Presidential election in 1876 
morse stated—The recent action of the people of South Dakota very ably de- 
fended. 

CICAGO, December 24. 

Hon. GEORGE Vest, 

United States Senator. 


Sır: Ihave this day, for the first time, been able to obtain an authentio y 
of some remarks made by you in the Senate Chamber personal to myself. In 
the course of these remarks you took occasion to indorse, with the weight of 
your official ition as Senator, certain charges against me in the followin: 
paragraph which I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for December 19, 


e 207: 
. gentleman who, in recent events in the State of Louisiana, distinguished 
himself as a partisan of the Hayes administration, and who was rewarded b 
appointment as United States attorney for the Territory of Dakota for his — 
ous and not overserupulous efforts in behalf of Mr. Hayes, This gentleman, 
carrying his revolutionary rinciples to the Territory of Dakota, now figures as 
the rman of this — — 

This short extract contains two serious misstatements with regard to myself, 
which, if I did not correct now in some proper manner, would perhaps be con- 
sidered to be admitted by me to be true. 

You have, of course, a great advantage over me in your exalted official station, 
which enables you, as in this case, to scatter broadcast over the land such 
as you deem proper to make against individuals, while the correction I may e 
will reach a much more limited number of people. I submit to you, however, 
that this power brings with it, or ought to bring with it, a greater responsibility 
and a greater care that the power be not ab 

As tomy character, both as judge in Louisiana and as United States attorney in 
Dakota, for honesty and uprightness I can safely refer you to the people in both 
States who have known me best in both ties, whether they be Democrats 
or Republicans, I wasa 1 and lived in the State of Louisiana during 
the Presidential election of 1876. I was not officially connected with that elec- 
tion nor with its management, directly or in y- 

My only direct participation in the election was to canvass a portion of the 

or Bex the election, and after the election to write a brief history of the 
election law of that State at the request of es who desired me to do so. M 
only official act in connection with the election was this: As judge of the four 
court, a number of witnesses whose testimony was taken before the re- 
board were sworn before me; and also draughted a form of an affidavit 
in conformity with the law at the <n of the Republicans. Innone of these 
particulars did I do a single act which could be amenable to your charge of un- 
scrupulousness; nor was I in any manner, directly or indirectly, a party to or 
concerned in any act which was not strictly honest and just in every sense, 
The only charge that was ever made me for any connection with that 
election was a statement made before a Congressional committee by one James 
Anderson, under oath, in which he stated that the affidavit to which his name 
was appended, together with my jurat as having sworn him, had never been 
sworn to by him. 

I was subpcenaed as a witness before that committee, and testified then, as Issy 
now, that if my signature to the jurat is uine, and the paper itself genuine 
throughout—that is, not altered or forged in any way—then I would ore | i- 
tively that I did administer the oath to Mr. Anderson, for the reason that ve 
never, as ju affixed my name to any jurat unless the oath had been previously 
mi by me to the person named therein. 

I stated further then, asI state now, that the number of witnesses sworn before 
me being quite large (several hundred in number), it was utterly impossible for 
me to remem personally,orin any way, except by reference to the paper 
itself, whether I had 5 any one of the onths to the individuals named 
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in the jurats. Another witness, however, did testify before that committee that 
he did personally remember seeing Anderson take the oath before me. 

I did not receive my Ee from Mr. Hayes as a reward for any effort 
of mine in behalf of Mr. Hayes. I have always understood that it was my 
on the law of elections in Louisiana which introduced me to the notice of Mr. 
Hayes. That brief was undoubtedly good law. It demonstrated the lawful 
election ofthe Packard government, which you will doubtless recollect was over- 
thrown by a revolution“ of which I was an opponent, and of which your party 
were the advocates, 

Mr. HARRISON. Somuch of this I have introduced simply because 
I deem it due to Judge Campbell, who has been twice drawn into this 
discussion, and about whom unfavorable comments have been made. 
But Judge Campbell’s view of the law of this case as to whether Da- 
kota is or is not a State I do not think is of controlling importance 
here. 

The Senator from South Carolina spoke of this executive committee 
which had sent the constitution here as an executive committee of a 

litical party, and he really seemed to be under the impression, until 

corrected him, that it was the executive committee of some State po- 
litical convention that was here communicating with Congress. One of 
the signers of this memorial, one of the members of this State execu- 
tive committee, is Mr. J. A. Ward, a prominent Democrat of the Ter- 
aon of Dakota and a member of this Territorial committee. Yet it 
is called a communication from the executive committee of a political 
party. But I have done with this question of phrases. If I chose to 
take the time I could show that in all other eases where constitutions 
have been sent here they have been designated to be State constitu- 
tions. In the natureof things it is impossible to designate them other- 
wise. I could show that distinguished Senators who have presented 
these constitutions and Presidents who have transmitted them to Con- 

when they have been formed without any enabling acts have 

called them State constitutions, and could not in the nature of things 
callthem anything else. I have herein my hand the credentials of 
Hon. Thomas H. Benton to be a Senator from Missouri, issued I think 
about a year before Missouri was finally admitted into the Union. 
How do they read? The credentials are as follows: 


STATE or MISSOURI, to wit: 


The General Assembly of this State on the second of October, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and twenty, having in pursuance of the Constitution of the 
United States of Ame: chosen Thomas H. Benton a Senator, I, A er 
MeNair, being governor of the State of Missouri, do hereby certify the same to 
the Senate of the United States. 


Given under my hand and private seal (there being no seal of State yet pro- 
vided) this 9th day of October, one thousand eight hundred and twenty, 
A. MCNAIR. 
By the governor. 
LAL. JOSHUA BAnrox, 
Secretary of State. 

I respectfully submit to Senators that this is not a question of phrases; 
that in dealing with the rights of this people in Dakota we are not to 
stand upon court etiquette; we are not to exclude them if they have, 
as is now confessed in this debate, all the requisites of Statehood simply 
because the phrases with which they come to us do not accord with our 
sense of what is nice and proper. 

In the course of the debate before, and in the report of the commit- 
tee, I alluded to the ordinance of 1787 as containing certain tees 
which had been extended by law to the people of Dakota. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina gravely advised me that the ordinance of 1787 
had been suspended by the adoption of the Constitution. In the first 
session of the very first Congress the ordinance of 1787 was revived. 
The case to which he refers in 10 Howard as holding that the ordinance 
of 1787 had been superseded was a case of this sort: A slave from Ken- 
tucky had been permitted by his master to go into Ohio, and having 
returned to the State of Kentucky a claim was made in his behalf that 
he had become free, having been allowed to pass into Ohio under the 
provisions of the ordinance of 1787. The court, Judge Taney deliver- 
ing the opinion, simply held that as to Ohio, Congress having accepted 
the constitution of Ohio, which prohibited slavery, no Federal question 
arose under the ordinance of 1787 that could be taken into the United 
States courts; that that Constitution had as to that matter superseded 
the ordinance. But does the Senator from South Carolina argue as a 
lawyer that when in 1836 Congress said the privileges and benefits of 
the ordinance of 1787 shall be extended to the people of Dakota this 
would not be efficient legislation, even if it were true that the ordinance 
was dead at the time the act was passed, and was simply referred to in 
order that the intention of Congress as to these privileges and immu- 
nities might be understood ? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, all that I would state as a lawyer and I confess 
I am not as good a one as the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is modest. 

Mr. BUTLER. All I attempted to state in that connection and all 
I did state was that where the ordinance of 1787 came in conflict with 
any provision of the Constitution, which was the fundamental law 
adopted two years afterwards, the ordinance gave way. I did not say 
that the ordinance of 1787 had been entirely superseded by the Consti- 
tution. 

ea HARRISON. Then the teroka ai the 8 did not meet 
either my ment or the suggestions of the report, use m = 
ment was that the compact was extended to Dakota by the act of 1836. 


What was the use of trying to establish from the case in 10 Howard or 
what was the use in saying that the ordinance of 1787 had been super- 


brief seded by the Constitution when it was revived at the first session of the 


First Congress, and when in 1836 Congress declared that its privileges 
and immunities should extend to the Territory of Dakota? 

Mr. BUTLER. Simply for the reason that the argument I made, 
and I only made it for what it was worth, was that the Constitution of 
1789, having prescribed another mode for the admission of States, the 
provisions of the ordinance of 1787 were as to that superseded. That 
was the argument I used. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the ordinance of 1787 gave to the people of any 
Territory to which it referred the right to become a State when it should 
have 60,000 population, then, when Congress in 1836 extended those 
privileges to Dakota, what is there in the Constitution that takes away 
the right? Nothing, certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I read the article from the Constitution upon which I 
relied. The Senator can put his own construction upon it, of course, 

Mr. HARRISON. I have never claimed that the ordinance of 1787, 
as extended to Dakota or any other State, took away from Congress a 
certain discretion with reference to the admission of States, for it is not 
simply a question of 60,000 people, but it is also a question of the area 
in which 60,000 people shall be found. So I haveargued that the ques- 
tion of the area of a State, of its 3 to sustain a population, the 
character and disposition of its people, were matters of which Congress 
must judge in any case. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator, as a matter of course, sustains all 
that I undertook to claim for whatI stated in my observations the other 
day—everything that I claimed for it. He comes now, Iam glad to 
see, and mects an argument and stops talking about side issues. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am willing to submit to a reasonable amount of 

roper interruption, but hardly to that sort of criticism. I have not 
bers talking about side issues. If the Senator has any trouble I think 
it has been because I have been talking about central issues in this case. 

There are two or three matters to which I wish to call attention. 
The Senator from South Carolina said that in the case of Tennessee an 
enabling act was not necessary, because, as to Tennessee, the State of 
North lina had consented, and that the consent of the State was 
equivalent to an enabling act. The Territory of Tennessee was ceded 
by North Carblina to the United States. I have at my desk the deed 
of cession, and there was no condition in it as to this matter except 
that it was to be constituted into a State or States; that was all. It 
came to us just as the Northwest Territory came to us. No act of 
North Carolina could give to the people of Tennessee any right to or- 
ganize a State government or have a whit more effect in relation to 
the question ef the admission of Tennessee than it had to the admis- 
sion of the State of Indiana. Tennessee was a part of our public do- 
main. We had received it simply upon the condition that we re- 
ceived the cession from Virginia, and upon the same condition that 
we received the cession from Louisiana, that we would constitute the 
people who should settle there into States—a condition that applies 
quite as well to Dakota as to any of the States that have previously 
been constituted. 

Enough then for this part of the case. Here are a people asking for 
admission against whose fitness no Senator has ventured in this debate 
to allege a word. They are here pursuing methods that have been rec- 

in nearly one-half of the cases of the admission of States since 
the original thirteen—at least nearly one-half of those that passed 
through a Territorial organization to Statehood. They are here, not as- 
serting themselves to be a State, not resisting the authority of the gov- 
ernment, but respectfully, and yet in a manly way, asking those rights 
guaranteed by treaty and ordinance, ranteed by tradition and prec- 
edent, guaranteed by the very organization of the Government under 
which we live, a Government of the people, aGovernment that treats it 
as an anomaly that anywhere under her flag there should be a people 
who do not choose their own rulers and regulate their own local and 
domestic affairs. Yet I am to expect here that Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber who so strenuously in debate and even in open war 
asserted this right of local control are to resist the appeal of nearly 300,- 
000 American citizens, who ask here to share with you the immunities 
and privileges of American citizenship. I do not know what the party 
stress may be; I have not been disposed to discuss that question; but 
if I were at all to take the part of advisor to my Democratic friends, I 
should ask them to consider for a moment whether they can thus safely 
turn back upon the traditions of their own party, whether a momentary 
advantage may not be more than lost in thus antagonizing the just rights 
of this people, for it can not be made a local wrong. Wrong is never 
local; it is universal. The relationships of the people who dwell there 
stretch out into every neighborhood in all the States. Every manly 
man who values his own rights as a citizen will be regardful of the rights 


of others. 
I come now to consider the question of division. What considera- 


tion should control? I have already said that for one I believe it is a 
question that Congress could not always submit to the determination 
of the people of a Territory; that itaffects the general good; that we as 
Senators must look into the question somewhat for ourselves and say 
What is right. Yet, I agree that the opinions and wishes of the people 
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who live there are entitled to great weight and to our most respectful 
ce 


What has been our publie policy on this subject? The Senator from 
Missouri, arguing ſor the admission of the Territory as a single State, 
said there would be two larger States. We are asked to make Dakota 
the third State in size in the American Union. 

has never prescribed to any State including as large an area 
as the whole Territory of Dakota. California and Texas only are larger. 
In the case of Texas it was expressly stipulated in the act admitting 
her into the Union that that State might be divided into five States. 
Here is an expression of the opinion of Congress as to what is the suit- 
able size for an American State? California is the only other larger 
State, and California prescribed her boundaries for herself. 

So I assert that Congressjhas never suggested in the case of any State 
an area of 150,000 square miles, which would be the area of Dakota if 
admitted. Divide the State of Texas into five States and each would 
have 53,000 square miles, 24,000 less than the State of Dakota, as 
bounded in the bill of the committee. The average size of the new 
States which have been admitted to the Union since the original thir- 
teen is 66,435 square miles, including Texas and counting it as a sin- 
gle State. So the State I propose here is 11,000 square miles larger 
than the average of the States which have been admitted since the 
original thirteen, and would be much more in excess of the average if 
the original thirteen were included. 

Why this discrimination? Will Senators from the Southwest and 
West tell me upon what ground they justify themselves? I have heard 
in the not distant past the suggestion coming from gentlemen from the 
Southwest and South that New England had too large a control in the 
Senate of the United States, that the smaller States of the original con- 
federation had an overweening and controlling here in the higher 
branch of Congress. Yet these gentlemen now insist that it shall be the 
policy of the West and Southwest to demand that Dakota shall have 
150,000 square miles and only two representatives in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Is it not possible, Senators, that divisions may sometimes be drawn 
on other lines? Is it not possible that this discrimination against the 
greatagricultural populationsof the West may yet come home to plague 
you? Is it not possible that this disposition to magnify and conserve 
and inerease the representation of the smaller States here may yet be 
in your way in the consideration of some of the great questions of 
finance and revenue? Is it to be true by your votes that these great 
agricultural regions of the West shall be diminished in their represen- 
tation in the Senate? If so, let us have the record made. 

But it is said the people do not want it, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri at this point introduces his procession of stage soldiers and 
marches them around. I shall not follow that Senator far in this line. 
He read a letter of Mr. Dickie relating to the Fargo convention. I 
shall not stop toread itnow, but I have here the evidence from reputa- 
ble newspapers in North Dakota that the Fargo convention was called 
for the purpose of declaring against division on the forty-sixth parallel; 
that it was the friends of anti-division who got up the convention, and 
that those who favored division gave little attention to it. Yet when 
the convention met they had to lay the subject aside, for they could 
not carry resolutions against division. A resolution was adopted to 
the effect that the convention would give no expression on the subject 
at all. Here is a convention assembled in North Dakota that you say 
is to be rudely severed from her relations to South Dakota without her 
consent, a convention called to give expression to the anti-division 
sentiment, and yet when the convention was assembled they were not 
able = get a resolution through against division on the forty-sixth 


I shall not refer at any length to the Whitbeck letter. I am ex- 
tremely reluctant in the Senate, where the persons whose names and 
characters we are called upon to discuss are not present, to say anything 
about the personal character of men. I will say as to this Mr. Whit- 
beck, whose letter the Senator from Missouri had read in the Senate, 
that if Senators want to know who he is and what he is and the origin 
of these malicious flings against Judge Moody, ask that gentleman 
about Mr. Whitbeck and ask others who know him. So far from being 
the editor of a paper, he is a mere local reporter or news-gatherer, now 
on one paper and now on another. I am sure when you push your in- 
quiries as far as you may be disposed and have an opportunity to do 
among Dakotaians who are here, you will not give much weight or in- 
fluence to the opinion of Mr. Whitbeck, but that you will on the other 
hand conclude that his expressions were not fit to be laid before Sen- 
ators as indicative of the sentiment in Dakota. 

Nive GEORGE. Is not Mr. Whitbeck a correspondent of the Chicago 
imes? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; Mr. Whitbeck is a gentleman who lives 
at Deadwood, who wrote a letter which was read by the Senator from 
Missouri in the course of his remarks. 

There are some other gentlemen. Wheneverwe ask a Senator on the 
other side for the source of his information, it is either Mr. Boynton or 
Mr. Johnson. The Senator from Missouri read a letter addressed to 
me as chairman of the Committee on Territories. I wish to call atten- 
tion to a few of the expressions in that letter, and also to the address 


to the Democratic voters of the Territory. Mr. Boynton was a mem- 
ber of the constitutional convention that assembled in 1883 in South 
Dakota and framed a constitution for South Dakota. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was that convention held in pursuance of a Terri- 
torial law? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; it was held without any Territorial law. 
The Legislature passed the bill, but the governor, Governor Ordway, 
declined to sign it, and it failed to become alaw. A popular conven- 
tion was held, and this Mr. Boynton, who claims now to re the 
anti-division sentiment, and who indulges in this letter in criticism of 
those who have framed the present constitution, was himself a member 
of the constitutional convention of 1883; and I am advised by those 
who were there that he insisted upon going forward and electing State 
officers and completing a State organization. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from whom he derives 
that information? 

Mr. HARRISON. I derive that information from Judge Moody, 
who was in the convention. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wish to get-the facts as we go along. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have in the room of the Committee on Terri- 
tories that constitution of 1883 as it was submitted with Abraham Boyn- 
ton's name to it as a member of the Convention. The Senator from 
Missouri says men change their views. Yes, Mr. President, they may 
and do change; but when, without any act of the Legislature, Mr. Boyn- 
ton went into that movement for a constitution and was one of the 
most zealous promoters of it, I submit it does not lie in his mouth now 
to criticise those who in a more orderly way, and supported by more 
than twice the popular vote that his movement had, have laid a consti- 
tution before Con, 

Mr. BUTLER. Am I to understand that the Senator would have us 
infer from that statement that Mr. Boynton is unworthy of credit, or 
is the Senator merely discussing what he has done as a matter of taste? 

Mr. HARRISON. I say that the man who participated in such a 
convention so late as 1883 is not the man to criticise those who in 1885 
did only what he did. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the Senator does not answer my inquiry very 
distinctly. If he does not choose to do so, of course I do not press it. 

Mr. HARRISON. L have answered the inquiry. I pro to show 
the purpose of Mr. Boynton, if the Senator will be patient for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihavenodesire to interrupt the Senator, but I should 
like to know. 

Mr. HARRISON. In the course of this letter he says: 

In suppor} of this protest I inclose a copy of the unanimous protest and ad- 
dress of the regular Democratic Territorial committee, which was promulgated 
and published the Territory previous to the election at w. the 


throughout 
officials of the State governmentin the southern part of the Territory 
claim to have been elected. 


Now, I wish toshow that the Democratic convention of the Territory, 
from which Mr. Boynton derived his authority to act as a committee- 
man, passed a resolution in favor of division, and then I wish to ask the 
Democrats on that side of the Chamber who are familiar with their 
party organization and its methods whether when a convention has de- 
clared in its platform in favor of a particular measure an individual 
member of the committee or the whole committee are authorized to re- 
scind it as an expression of democratic sentiment. I have here in the 
Daily Sioux Falls Press the proceedings of thatconvention. I ask the 
Secretary to read the opening paragraph, which is the address of the 
president of the convention, and if the Senator from Missouri were here 
he would recognize it, I think, from the remarks of the president as 
being genuine as the sentiment of his , and then in another column 
I ask the Secretary to read the resolution on the subject of division. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of that paper, if I may inquire of 
the Senator? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was the last Democratie convention held in 
Dakota, and the date of the paper is October 2, 1884. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read what is marked, the opening address of the president of 
the convention, and then the resolution on the subject of division. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NOMINATING A CANDIDATE—TEMPORARY ORGANIZATION, 


The Democratic Territorial convention met in the court-house at 2 p. m., and 
was called to order by D. M. Inman, chairman of the central committee, who 

resented the name of C. H. Price, of Hyde County, as temporary chairman, and 
fe was unanimously elected, 

In taking the chair Mr. Price made a facetious speech, declaring the watch- 
word of the Democracy to be, Cleveland and reform! Hendricks and revenge!“ 
He referred to the old story that all that hell lacks is decent society and good 
water, and said that this convention is as good society as he wants, and that 
while water is good enough as a beverage for cows, 8 and Republicans, 
the Democracy prefers whisky straight, without sugar or adulterating trim- 
mings. He read Rise-up William en's definition of the Democratic party, 
and then declared he would rather be a high private in the rear ranks of such 
an organization than a general at the head of the column led by the doomed 
knight, for he wanted to be identified with the movement for restoring this Gov- 
ernment to its pone purity, and he felt that the cay way forthe Democracy 
to capture the honors and the emoluments of office is for them to 3 
The applause at the first stages of the speech was quite hearty, but it dwindled 
as the speaker blurted out opinions which were felt to be well enough as pri- 
vate expressions, but which made the cold chills run through the delegates when 
publicly stated as the sentiments of the party. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Now read the resolution marked in another col- 


umn. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the division of the 8 seventh 
standard parallel, and appeal to the Democratic members of to favor 
such division. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is the latest expression of a Democratic con- 
vention in Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the line of that—— 2 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will just be patient for one min- 
ute 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I had not the slightest 
idea of disturbing his equanimity. f 

Mr. HARRISON. He says ‘‘the seventh standard parallel,” which 
would be at some parts of the Territory a difference of two or three 
miles. The seventh standard parallel is not surveyed entirely across 
the Territory; but here is the declaration of the last Democratic con- 
vention held in the Territory for a division on an east and west line 


that is practically the same with the forty-sixth parallel. 


against division on the forty-sixth parallel, voted it 
withdrawing from this consultation the committee 
present, being less than a majority of the whole committee, adopted 
these resolutions that have been presented here to the Senate. 
Mr. President, if it were worth while to detain the Senate, I have 
here extracts from Democratic papers in the Territory showing the sen- 
timent on the subject of division. I will not stop to read them, but 


the proposition 
down, and 


from the Sioux Falls Argus, a Democratic paper, I take this list of 
Democratie papers in the Territory of Dakota that favor division on the 
forty-sixth parallel: 

Salem News, Pierre Signal, Mitchell Mail, Arlington Sun, Miller Gazette, Mil- 
Journal, Man Times, Bri water 3 . — Hendligh High. 
more Vox Populi, Gettysburg Union-Index, Beadle County e * š 

This, from a Democratie newspaper, is a partial list of the Democratic 
papers in the Territory of Dakota that support division on the forty-sixth 
parallel. If it were worth while to detain the Senate I have several 
pages of extracts from leading Democratic papers in Dakota, north and 
south, showing what the sentiment of the party there is upon this sub- 


Who are these gentlemen who come here? A committee appointed | ject. 


by that convention, and they come here and oppose division, or they 
come here and suggest division on a north and south line to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. I do not know, gentlemen, what party discipline 
is on your side, but it seems to me clear that a committee constituted 
by a convention has no right to reseind its platform. 

Farther, as to this address which has been spoken of, and which pur- 
ports to be issued by the Democratic committee of the Territory, it has 
already been read. Ihave had placed in my hands a dispatch from 
James A. Ward, who is a member of that committee, a man of the 
highest respectability, and widely connected with the business inter- 
ests of Dakota. To show how this proposition was gotten up let me 
read from the address: 


At a meeting of the Democratic Territorial committee held this day at Mitchell 
to consider the proper course to be taken, &c., it was decided by committee, 
after consultation with numerous prominent Democrats from all sections of the 
Territory then and there present, that the proper policy of the Democratic 
party is to take no action whatever, &c. 

The resolution says: 

The entire proceedings from their inception in the Legislature down to the 
8 e eee e S to the best interest of the peo- 
ple oi ota. 

We deny the right of one part of the ee ee the other 
without 8 consent of the people of the whole. 

Mr. Ward, referring to that meeting, gives us the following informa- 


tion: 


Hon. P. F. MCOLURE— 

It is addressed to another Democrat wno is mayor of the city of Pierre 
and happens to be in this city— 

Mitchell convention, October 14, of prominent Democrats and Territorial com- 
mittee, called 8 by Chairman Inman. Resolutions against division on 
forty-sixth parallel and admission were tabled. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whom does the Senator say that is from? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is from Mr. James A. Ward, a member of the 
Democratic Territorial committee of Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is he a gentleman of character? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; he is a gentleman of character. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator, then, to say that Mr. 
Boynton and Mr. Johnson are not men of character? 

Mr. HARRISON. Lam not going to be questioned as to what I think 
of Mr. Boynton and Mr. Johnson further than I choose to it. 
I am going to show here that the representation that a large assemblage 
of Democrats, with their committee, adopted certain resolutions is not 
true upon the statement of Mr. Ward and others. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, my only reason for interrupting 
the Senator was that he stated some time ago that he desired to see 
combatants in the same arena, and, inasmuch as he has been pummeling 
Mr. Boynton and Mr. Johnson pretty severely, I thought I would come to 
the rescue and at least ascertain if he thought. they were respectable. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I did not turn this discussion into 
this form. The Senator from Missouri and the Senator from South 
Carolina did it. They attempted to make the impression that here 
was a unanimous expression from the Democratic committee of the Ter- 
ritory and from a large assemblage of Democrats who had been brought 
into consultation against this bill and against this movement. I have 
shown you that the convention that constituted this committee declared 
for division on an east and west line, and I was now reading the dispatch 
of Mr. Ward as to what was done in that meeting where this action 
purports to have taken place. He says: 


PIERRE, DAK., January 31, 1886. 
Hon. P. F. MOCLURE, 


(Care of National Hotel, Washington, D. C.): 
Mitchell convention, October 14, of prominent Democrats and Territorial 
committee, called together by Chairman Resolutions against division 
on forty-sixth parallel and ion were tabled; afterward adopted by ma- 
jority of committee present in secret session—fourteen members and three 
proxies present. Membership, thirty. 
JAMES A. WARD. 


As it seems that this meeting which was called for consultation tabled 


PIERRE, DAK., January 31. 


Bers BUTLER. Put them in the Recorp. Let us have the record 
e up. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not care to encumber the RECORD with so 
much of this newspaper material. The Senator is welcome to see them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would rather have the record made up fully. 

Mr. HARRISON. He will have the record made up of all I use 
and all I say, but nothing more. ; 

Mr. President, the proposition to divide on the forty-sixth parallel 
has been under debate in Congress for four years, and I challenge the 
gentlemen who oppose division on that parallel to present the proceed- 
ings of asingle popular convention, politicalor otherwise, held in North 
Dakota or in South Dakota that has ever passed resolutions against di- 
vision by an east and west line. Four years it has been debated here, 
this exciting and interesting question, this attempt to cut that Terri- 
tory in two and violate the wishes of its people, as Senators say; four 
years it has been under discussion here, and I challenge the gentlemen 
to produce a resolution adopted in any popular convention of any kind 
or in any Legislative Assembly against division by an east and west line. 
There has not been one. The sentiment has been so concurrent in both 
sections of that Territory that no one opposing division has ever been 
able to carry any convention or any Legislature a resolution 
against it; and yet gentlemen tell us here they are not satisfied that it 
is the wish of the people to divide the Territory. 

Mr. President, the next tion made is that the vote on the con- 
stitution is such that it did not show suflicient interest in the people, 
and that it has not received such a popular indorsement as should 
authorize us to accept it as the constitution of the State of Dakota. I 
have had made up a statement of the cases of Iowa, Kansas, Maine, 
Nebraska, Wisconsin, Dakota, and California, in order that we might 
see what the vote had been upon the adoption of their constitutions by 
these different States at the time of their organization. 

In Iowa the total population was 78,819. The vote was 18,528, 
making 1 voter to 4 inhabitants. 

In Kansas the vote was 15,951; the population was 107,206, or 1 in 
7 of the population. 

In Maine the vote was 9,836; the population 298,369, or 1 in 33 of 
the population. 

In Nebraska the vote was 7,776; the population was 100,000, or 1 in 
13 of the population. 
od Wisconsin the vote was 22,591; the population was 180, 000, or 1 
in 

In Dakota the vote was 31,791, the population 263,553, or 8} to one. 

So that it seems that the vote in Dakota was as large as in the case 
of most of the States to which I have referred at the time of the adop- 
tion of their constitutions proportionately to population. 

But now, Mr. President, how do we find it in some of the States when 
we come to take this question of the per cent. of their total vote cast 
at important national elections? In South Carolina by the census of 
1880 the voters then in that State, white and black, were 205,789. The 
total vote cast at the Presidential election in 1884, four years after- 
ward, when there had been a four years’ increase of voters, was 91,578, 
only 4,778 in excess of the number of white voters there were in the 
State four years before and only about 44 per cent. of the voting popu- 
lation four years before. If this per cent. of the voting population of 
the State of South Carolina is to be regarded as entitled to such respect 
that it shall be effective to choose not only Senators but Presidents, is 
it to be contended by those who thus affirm that a vote of over 58} per 
cent. of her population in Dakota for a constitutional convention is not 
sufficiently expressive of the popular will? 

It may be interesting to look at the votes of some of the other States 
in this contrast. Alabama in the same year voted 59 per cent. of her 
voting population; Louisiana voted 50.3 per cent. of her voting popu- 
lation; South Carolina, as I have said, 44.5 per cent. of her voting pop- 
ulation; and yet here in the case of Dakota upon the question of the 

ion of a constitution, at a special election where there was no or- 
ganized opposition, the people cast 58 per cent. of their voting popula- 
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tion; and that vote is said to be so small as not to entitle it to the re- 


spect of Congress! 
Mr. President, I do not want to prolong this debate further. I have 


spoken longer now than I intended. Where do we leave the debate? 
Dakota is conceded to possess eyery requisite of Statehood. It is not 
pretended that the course her people have taken has not been justified 
by abundant precedent and defended by the ablest and wisest of our 
public men. It can not be denied by any one that her people have a 
right to come here and make this proposition to Congress. It is not de- 
nied that when thus constituted she will have an area greatly in excess 
of the majority of the States, ranking eighth in the entire list. It is 
not denied that upon that area she will be able to maintain her full 
share of the increasing ulation of this great country. It is not de- 
nied that her people are intelligent, thrifty, well disposed toward the 
institutions of our country, well di toward the institutions of 
learning and religion, and that they cherish among them no institution 
that is out of line with the Christian civilization of the age. It is not 
denied that her Legislature for more than ten years, by unanimous votes, 
have been asking division. It is not denied that her legislation for ten 
years has assumed division upon the forty-sixth It is not de- 
nied that her people, by 25,500 votes as against 6,000, have expressed 
their wish to be admitted into the Union under the constitution which 
they have formed. 

Where does the debate rest? Where do Senators put their opposition? 
It is not for me to suggest. If there are open minds here to this plea 
in behalf of 263, 000 of your fellow-citizens who have forfeited no polit- 
ical right by any act of theirs, as well entitled to be endowed with full 
citizenship as any Senator who hears me to-day, now occupying that 
anomalous position that taxes may be imposed upon them, governors 
sent to administer their affairs, and judges to sit in arbitrament upon 
their disputes, without any voice in the selection of the men who shall 

i these governmental functions—are they to be continued so? 
If so, does the necessity grow out of their condition or is it formed else- 
where? 

Mr. President, this plea of Dakota is not only heard here, where the 
decision rests in part, but it is heard throughout the land. She may 
be turned away now in order to gratify the fancy of the Senator from 
Alabama or to gratify some less commendable desire than that there 
shall be a fine arithmetical development in 1889 in the progress of the 
States. But these questions, while they are lodged with us for the 
time being, are in the control of a larger and a wider and a more power- 
ful tribunal. 

Again I appeal to those who would themselves, as the descendants of 
the men of 76, feel restive under such limitations upon their personal 
and political rights to do this simple act of justice for the people of 
Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. CALL. I ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BUTLER, For what p ? 

Mr. CALL. I move that the te proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Chair puts that motion he 
asks leave to lay before the Senate sundry House bills. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not understand the motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I made no motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we had better go on a little while with 
this bill. It is only a little after 4, and I think we can possibly finish 
it. 
to speak. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not occupy the Senate long. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Boes the Senator from Florida insist 
on his motion? 

Mr. CALL. I ask if it will be more agreeable to the Senator from 
South Carolina to defer his remarks until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion of the Senator 
from Florida? 

Mr. CALL. That the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope that will not be done; and in saying this I 
am not speaking at all as to my own convenience; but I know other 
matters are pressing here, and I have come under some obligations to 
occupy the time as fully as we could with this discussion and to con- 
clude it if possible. I have occupied the time pretty well to-day, I agree. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has occupied two hours and twenty min- 
utes of the time, and the Senator from Illinois occupied, I think, about 
an hour and a half yesterday. 

Mr. HARRISON. And yet, all put together, it has not been as long 
a time as has been occupied by those who have opposed the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not making any comparison. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is to mé whether we may not get 
some arrangement about taking the vote to-morrow. 


I donot know how long the Senator from South Carolina proposes | papers, 


Mr. BUTLER. I doubt very much whether it would be entirely fair 
to ask that, after what the Senator has said himself this evening and 
after what the Senator from Illinois said yesterday, his remarks not 
being in the RECORD this morning 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator that I shall have mine 
in the RECORD to-morrow, if I can. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not make any comparison. 

Daek HARRISON. If not, I will put the manuscript in the Senator's 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels bound under the 
rules to interrupt the proceedings to lay before the Senate certain House 
bills for reference, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary: 

A bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4378) to detach Hood County, Texas, from the Waco 
branch of the northern judicial district of Texas and attach the same 
to the Graham branch of said district, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (II. R. 4834) to provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 4, 1886, 
To the President of the Senate pro tempore: 


Sin: In response to Senate resolution dated January 5, 1886, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to communicate to the Senate a 
copy of each report made by the Government directors of the Union Pacific 

road Company from date of first appointment of such directors to the pres- 
ent time,” I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, dated the 2d instant, with the copies required. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In connection with that communication I 
offer the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of eee concurring), That, in addition 
to the usual number, there be printed of the letter of the ident of the 4th 
instant, communicating to the Senate copies of the reports of the Government 
directors of the Union Pacific Railroad í Company, together with said reports, 
3,000 copies; 1,000 for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the message be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MIAMI INDIAN FUNDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 3d instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, i with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill authorizing 
the use of certain funds belonging to the fami Indians in Indian Territory, 
E their lands, for the purpose of relieving their present press- 


Tue matter is presented for the consideration and action of Con 
GROVER 


EXEcUTIvVE Mansion, February 4, 1886. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1392) for the relief of Mrs. Kate 
Hatton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1393) to extend the limits of the port of 
Portland as a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1395) for the relief of George C. 
Codd, late postmaster at Detroit, Mich.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was— 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Mrs, Kate Hatton be taken 
from the files and referred to the ttee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. COLQUITT, it was— 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Thomas A. McLaughlin be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was— 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Arvah Hopkins be taken from the files 
and referred to the ittee on Claims. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dakota bill being before the 
Senate, the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] moves 

Mr. RISON. I ask the Senator from Florida to yield to me a 
moment, 


LAND. 
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Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I intended to have read in the course of my re- 
marks a letter which I had before me, and which I will ask leave to 
have read now and have incorporated in my remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER. Put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRISON. I prefer to have it read. It is a letter from Hon. 
Bartlett Tripp, present chief-justice of the Territory of Dakota, ap- 
pointed and confirmed at the present session of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be read. j 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

YASKTON, DAK., January 20,1896. 


My DEAR JUDGE: I have your favor of the lith instant. Iregret that Iam un- 
able to be at Washington with you, but my terms of court are so rier ae that 
it will be doubtful whether I can come this winter. I had a long talk with Presi- 
dent Cleveland when I was at Washi: n last and Iam sure we may fair 
treatment him. I stand where I have always stood since Dakota 
requisite population to entitle her to become a State. Iam for immediate ad- 
mission. I have spent all the best years of my life in a Territory. I wouldlike 
to become an American citizen before I die or get too old to appreciate a re- 
publican form of government.” 

With best wishes, I am, yours truly, 


Hon. G. C. Moony, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say that some question being raised 
as to whether that division referred to was the division proposed in the 
bill, I have here a telegram addressed to Mr. Mellette from Bartlett 
Tripp, in which he says: 

I am for division on the forty-sixth parallel. 

I will incorporate this in my remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, I think it is due to Mr. Johnson that I should have 
a letter read from him addressed to Senator MORGAN and myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks consent to have a paper read. If there be no objection it will be 


read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Senator MORGAN or BUTLER : 

You will find by the memoranda I handed you that it was fifteen members of 
the constitutional convention were elected to the “State” Legislature. I did 


not intend to say that fifteen members of the Territorial Legislature were mem- 
bers 7 — constitutional convention. 


lly, 


BARTLETT TRIPP. 


L. G. JOHNSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. Idid give notice that I would want to 
with this bill to-day to a conclusion if I could; but I do not wish to 
insist if the Senator from South Carolina feels that he does not want 
to go on to-night with what he has to say. After I have occupied as 
much time as I have done I do not feel that it would be just for me to 
insist. I should like to ask for unanimous consent to of the 
bill at some hour to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt that can be done. 

Mr. HARRISON. Suppose we do that. What time would the Sen- 
ator su; ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will allow the Senator from Indiana to make the 
suggestion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Say half past 4. 

Mr. BUTLER. That will do. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course I only speak for myself; I nave no right 
to commit anybody else. 

Mr. HARRISON. We were just asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is possible some other Senator may wish to speak. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that at half past 4 to-morrow the vote 
shall be taken upon the pending bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or earlier. 

Mr. HARRISON. Or earlier if it can be reached. 

Mr. BECK. I do not expect to say a word on the bill. Iam ready 
to vote now, or at 2 o’clock or at 4 o'clock to-morrow; but the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is a leading member of the Committee on 
Territories 

Mr. HARRISON. He is not on the committee now. 

Mr. BECK. He has taken anactive part in thisdebate and seems to 
know quite as much about the subject as anybody else. He has been 
unwell for two or three days and not able to hear the speeches on the 
other side. LIobject to any agreement in his absence, though I am will- 
ing to vote now, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am advised by the colleague of the Senator from 
Missouri that his sickness is such that he is not likely to be in the Sen- 
ate for a week or more. We certainly can not postpone the considera- 
tion of the bill till hisreturn. I want to accommodate the Senator from 
South Carolina if we can get some arrangement about it, but if we can 
not I shall vote ‘‘ nay ” upon the motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will do as he pleases on that subject. 


XV II-——72 


I have simply done what I have seen done here, I think, a hundred 
times since I have been a member of the Senate, when a Senator ex- 
pressed a desire for an adjournment in order that he might have an op- 
portunity to be heard. 

oo PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
able. 

Mr. HARRISON. If we can not have unanimous consent to an ar- 
rangement, let us go on. 

Mr. BECK. I rose in absolute good faith. The Senator from Mis- 
souri may not wish to occupy time at all; but if, after the speech of the 
Senator from Illinois, made yesterday, which is not yet published in 
the RECORD, and the speech of the Senator from Indiana, made to-day, 
it is going to be intimated that the bill is to be pressed to-night unless 
an arrangement be made, I simply say that I can not agree, in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Missouri, to consent to a vote at a given hour 
to-morrow. If the idea is to force such an arrangement, so that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri shall not he heard and shall not be consulted, the 
Senator from Indiana may be mistaken. The Senator from Missouri 
may be able to be here in the morning. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky refuses to give con- 
sent. Isimply then give notice that to-morrow I shall ask the Senate 
to dispose of the bill, to take up the consideration of it immediately 
after the morning business and to conclude it during the day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll, the 
pending question not being debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Indiana agrees to let the bill 
go over, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion to go into ex- 
ecutive session 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 


The pending question is not debat- 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to present 
a report at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be received. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 484) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell and convey certain premises in the city of Chicago, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Healso, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied by 
a bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain pro in the city of Chicago and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury tosell and convey said property; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say that in the morning hour to-morrow I 
shall endeavor to call up the bill just reported, and I will state very 
briefly then the importance of it and ask its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irenew the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


If there be no objection the report 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 4, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the following 
titles; which wereseverally read twice, referred as indicated below, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Na- 
tion of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1136) additional to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
national currency secured by a pledge of United States bonds, and to 
provide for the circulation and redemption thereof,“ passed June 3, 
1864—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. S. Henry and others—to the Com- 
mittee on War Clai 

A bill (S. 24) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, administrator of Chris- 
tian Kropp, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
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A bill (S. 32) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza D, Clarke, of New Orleans— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled an act (H. R. 5186) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use certain unexpended 
balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in Montana; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce a bill for reference. 
Mr. BEACH. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker, and demand the 
regular order. 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Agriculture, composing the 
subcommittee on appropriations, respectfully ask leave of the House to sit 
during the sessions of the House during the —— 3 weck. 


WHARTON J. GREEN, 
EDWIN B. WINANS. 
WILLIAM T. PRICE, 
MILO WHITE. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the leave requested in this 
case will be granted. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of standing and se- 
lect committees for reports to go to the appropriate Calendars. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement 
of accounts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re 
back, as a substitute for H. R. 192, a bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain 
counties from the United States judicial district of California and ere- 
ate the United States judicial district of Southern California; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent, H. R. 192 was laid on the table. 


ROBBERY IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4849) to punish robbery in the Indian Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 914 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 2432, a bill (H. R. 5197) toamend section 914 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the House Calender, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent, H. R. 2432 was laid on the table. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; which were respectively referred as indi- 
cated: 

A bill (H. R. 2515) for the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States sloop-of-war Cumberland—to the Committee on War Claims; and 

A bill (H. R. 3838) for the relief of Charles A. McDaniel—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further consideration 
of a bill of the following title; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1498) extending the provisions and benefits of the act 
approved August 7, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to relieve certain soldiers of 
the late war from the charge of desertion ’’ to certain named recruits 
serving in said war. 

On motion of Mr. WELLBORN, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3917) to appropriate $127.50 to reimburse the Indian 
committee of Western Yearly Meeting of Friends in Indiana for money 
expended by them in the purchase of Government Jands in North Caro- 
lina for an Indian training-school; and 

A bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of M. M. Brown and Lee M. Owens. 


GEORGE H. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to George H. Campbell; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ABIGAIL SMITH. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3019) to increase the pension of 
Abigail Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

EMERSON ETHERIDGE AND WILLIAM B. STOKES. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN S. TOLMAN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back fayorably the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tol- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
habe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILOMENA E. NOLAN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philo- 
mena E. Nolan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

e ELIZABETH SULLIVAN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
pa back favorably the bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Eliza- 

th Sullivan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN H. BARRY. 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported | ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John 


H. Barry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. I will now, under the rule, call committees for 
the consideration of bills for one hour. The hour begins at nine minutes 
before 1 o’clock. 

TEXAS EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, called u 
from the House Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 3160 
to amend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 533 of the Revised Statutes be amended as fol- 
lows, namely: Add, after the words the eastern district includes the residue of 


said State," the following: 
“Said eastern district shall be, and is hereby, divided into two divisions, to be 
of Arkansas 


known as the eastern and western divisions of the eastern d . 
The eastern division shall consist of the following counties, to wit: Mississippi, 
Crittenden, Lee, 2 Desha, Chicot, Clay, Craighead, Poinsett, Greene, 
Cross, Saint Francis, and Monroe; and the western division the remaining coun- 
ties insaid district; but no additional marshal shall be appointed in said district. 

The court for the eastern division shall be held at Helena, and for the western 
division at Little Rock, as now provided for by law; and each of said courts shall 
have exclusive jurisdiction over all matters cognizable in said courts and arisin 
in the counties . the division to the same extent, to all intents aan 
purposes, as if said divisions were separate districts.” 

Mr. CULBERSON demanded the previous question on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreéd to. 

HOOD COUNTY, TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, by direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
also called up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4378) to detach 
Hood County, Texas, from the Waco branch of the northern judicial 
district of Texas and attach the same to the Graham branch of said dis- 
trict, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the county of Hood, in the State of T. be, and the 
same is hereby, detached from the Waco branch of the northern judicial district 
of Texas and attached to the Graham branch of said district, and that all process 

nst persons residing in said Hood County shall hereafter be returnable to 


eens Graham, Tex. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Georgia will allow the 


oer paned and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TAKING DEPOSITIONS IN CASES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, by direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
also called up from the House Calendar for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4834) to provide an additional mode of taking depositi 
of witnesses in causes parade in the courts of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

8 That in addition to the mode of taking the tions of 
witnesses in causes pending at law in the distriet and circuit courts of the United 
States, it shall be la be lawful to take the depositions or testimony of witnesses in the 
mode prescribed by the laws of the State in which the courts are held. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it wasjread the third time. 

Mr. HALL. Task the gentleman whether the bill authorizes depo- 
sitions to be taken in accordance with the laws of the particular State 
in which the Federal court is sitting or introduces the methods of each 
State into the Federal courts of all the States—the methods of Texas 
into the Federal courts of Iowa? 

Mr. CULBERSON. CFF 
of taking the depositions of witnesses for use in Federal courts in addi- 
tion to the one already prescribed by statute. It does not attempt to 
repeal the law of Congress or to change it, but it merely gives an addi- 
tional method. That is to say, whenever the United States court is 
sitting in any State any party in a suit in that court can take 
depositions either by the mode prescribed by the act of Congress or the 
mode prescribed by the laws of the State in which the court sits. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there not legislation of the States for that pur- 

2 


pose ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Supreme Court has decided, and that is the 
reason why this legislation is made necessary—the courts having here- 
tofore permitted depositions to be taken in the mode and manner pre- 
scribed by the law of the State where the court is sitting; but, as Ihave 
said, the Supreme Court has lately decided that Co having pre- 

the method by which depositions are to be taken, the Federal 
court must follow that act and not toleratethe practice of taking them 
in the mode prescribed by the State laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware of that decision, and therefore 
asked the question I did. 

Mr. GOFF. Why not let the provisions of the bill also extend to the 
suits in equity? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I saw no objection to that being done, but the 
committee recommended no amendment in that 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the gentleman from Texas carefully ex- 
amined the provisions of the bill to see what the effect will be? It 
seems to me, from a cursory reading of the bill, that it does permit the 

of depositions in ther States in accordance with the laws of the 
State where the courtis sitting; as, for instance, to be taken in Iowain 
accordance with the law of Texas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what is intended. 

Mr, REED, of Maine, We ought to know thoroughly the effect of 
the provisions of this bill before it is passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In suits ding in Maine in the United States 
court, if you desire to take testimony of witnesses in Arkansas, 
you can do it, if this bill shall become the law, either in the mode pre- 
scribed by the act of Congress, or you can take the testimony in the 
eoe prescribed by the law of Maine. 

Mr. LANHAM. Itismerely cumulative to the methods already pre- 
scribed in the Federal statutes and provides 5 
taking 1 A 5 that a party litigant can pursue either mode. 

Mr, CULBERSO That is all. 

The bill was 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
mas pasea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAR TAXES AS SEI-OFF AGAINST STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. HAMMOND, by direction of the Comnfittee on the Judiciary, 
called up from the House Calendar for present consideration the bill | t 
(H. R. 3) to prevent the claim of the war taxes under the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1861, and acts amendatory thereof, by the United States, as set- 
off against States having claims against the General Government. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, de., raat 3 tell nt ba nwiel x See Rowelery of the Treu, 
or other person with or concerned in the 8 any sum of money 
from the United to any State of the Daka To thhold the same from 

such State, or its duly authorized „35 claim that such State 
is bound for any part of the war tax levied by the act of August 5, 1861, or any 
act amendatory thereof, or to treat the said tax in any way as a set-off against 
any claim in ce of any State. 

Sec, 2. That all laws or parts of ype gr all rulings or decisions of any De- 
3 of the Government or of any officer thereof, inconsistent with the 

orezoing section be, and are hereby, repealed and annulled, 


report of the committee to be read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Indiana suggests the report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary be read. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report will come out of the 
gentleman’s time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not desire it to be read in my time; but as 
this bill will occupy more than this hour, I would suggest, by unani- 
mous consent, the report of the committee, together with the views of 
the minority, be printed in the RECORD to-morrow morning, and then 
every gentleman can have them on his table before discussion is ended 
and before we are called upon to vote. 


port of the committee, together with the views of the minority, be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The report of the Committee on the Judiciary as well as the views of 
the minority are as follows: 


from the oe on the Judiciary, submitted the following 
to accompany bill H. R. 3 


po! 
By an act of Congress approved March 3, — the o Secretary of the Treasury 
i: S. Stat., 485). It 


Treasurx 
a sum charged there against the State as its quota of a direct tax levied 


8 late war. 
Bill H. R. 4703, aang session Forty-eighth Congress, was to compel payment, 
contrary notwithstanding. The Judicia Committee, by 
lith of March, 1884, reported in favor of the passage of that 
a o. 752, first session Sarge er Co ) 
the 2d of May, 1884, Mr. Barksdale, of — a ee 
referred to said committee a bill (H. R. 1 to autho: settlements with any 
that “i in such settlement and adjustment no charge shall 
e shall be valid, igen of set-off or o! any 
State on account of the direct war tax d by Congress by an act approved 
August 5, 1881.“ 
a of May, 1881, said committee, by Mr. Hammond, reported thereon 
as follows: 
“The obstacles in the way Jun paying ying claims of States against the General 
Government growing out of the rge of the direct war tax against the States 
of the ge ay oy and the ooo by ury officials 
thereon, as well as the reasons obstacles should be removed, are set 
forth in 33 AAA 
or of 1884. 


‘our committee believe that the relief therein recommended for that State 

Being o 55501 cordingly. They, 5 
or ma acco! y. ey, however, reporta su 

stitute for bi H. R. 6867, and recommend the passage of the substitute herewith 


submi 
The — us reported was this: 

“ That it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the or other 
charged with or concerned in the payment of an . 
States to any State of the Union, to ee 
duly autho: agent, by reason of hes Pee that such State is bound for any 

the war tax levied by the August 5, 1861, or any act amendatory 
por pa ag Pong treat the said tax in any way asaset-off against any claim in favor 
of any 
“Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws, and all 9 decisions of any De- 
paos of the 63 of any — 8 = inconsistent with the 
a ng section, and are hereby, re and ann 
1 1658, and the su! te bill H. R. 7082, first sonion, Forty- 
eighth Ge ngress, The substitute bill and Georgia's separate bill both remained 
on the Calendar, but were never reached in the last Congress. The present bill 
(H. R. 3) is a copy of said substitute. 
This ce adopted the reasoning of the former Judiciary Committee in 


repo: 

While the former was gto the 3 only, it covered all the 8 in 
a condition. 4 — introductory parts alread = 
aero committee 8 of that report, as follo 

much adopts upon the subject. The act of 5 5, 

1861, provided for collect for Bot creas assessors, and for lists of property ‘from all per- 
sons owning, possessing,and having the care or management of any lands, &., 
for the a of taxi the same. (Sections 14 to 29, inclusive.) 

i Section 33 the taxes so assessed shall be and remain a lien 
upon all jands pee ger other real estate of the individuals who may be or 
the same’ for two * 

“Section 52 pro that as soon as Federal authority could be restored i = the 
eigenen nasa oc na a DE soea from the persons residing or hold- 


auß Pie cighth section 8, 


nacted— 
That a direct tax 3 be and is hereby 5 —.— laid 1 


rson 
nited 
o same from such State, or its 


United States, and the same shal! 


—— — to 3 the States as 

taxes‘ 

United Maias or any. 
“Section 53 enacted ‘ 


Territory, or the District of Columbia in its own way and manner, by an 
pang its own officers, assesso: seeps barre collectors,’ with deduction of 15 per 
“omg tieutvean A of 10 per cent. if paid by the last of Septem- 


1 further provided that whenever notice of the intention to make such 
payment by the State, 9 and the District of Columbia shall have been 
ven to the the Treasury,’ then the United States should cease try- 
. ess State should ‘be in default.’ In that 
2 the Secretary of the ‘was to collect all or any part of said direct 


tax the same as though said State, Territory, or District had not given notice 

nor assumed to levy, collect, aa pay said taxes or any part the: (section 46). 
“ Said section 53 further iaed— 

That the amount of epore apportioned to any State, Territory, or the 
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District of Columbia shall be liable to be paid and satisfied in whole or in pert 


by the release of such State, Territory, or District, duly executed to the U 
States, of any liquidated and determined claim of such State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict AAR amount against the United States, with the same abatement asif it 
were paid in reo A (See 12 U. S. Statutes, 292-312.) 

“ Another law of June 7, 1802, applied only to the States in ‘insurrection or 
rebellion,’ It made the tax upon each parcel of land in each State chargeable 
with the tax due upon that parcel, plus 50 per cent., and made a lien on the lands 
therefor, It provi that the owner or owners of said lots or parcels of lands“ 
might disch: them by paying within a fixed time. 

Nu provided for commissions to collect the tax in those States, to soll the lands 
of defaulting owners, &c., but was silent as to any assumption of the tax by 
those States, (12 U. S. Statutes, 422-426.) 

From time to time Congress passed other acts as to direct taxes, but none of 
them seem to have any bearing upon this question. For instance, that of May 
13, 1862, enlarged the release proviso to include certain expenditures of the States 
in sending troops-to the war, Ke. (Ib., 384); that of July 1, 1862, limited the col- 
lection to one year, till April, 1865 (Ib., 489), and that of February 6, 1863, provided 
for sales of lands and redemption by their ‘owners’ (Ib., 640). 

„All the States, &c,, ‘formally assumed the payment of the tax except Dela- 
ware, the Territory of Colorado, and the eleven insurrectionary States,’ (Re- 
poa NOAE para Revenue, 1870. Sen. Ex. Doe, 24, first session Forty- 
six n . 

“The collection of them was suspended as to unpaid sums by Con 

In 1868 an account was opened upon the books of the Treasury De ent 
against the State of Georgia for her said quota of the direct tax, though Georgia 
had in no way assumed to pay the same. We stop not now to discuss why t 
was done, but proceed with the history. 

“The Western and Atlantic Railroad belongs to Georgia. The State bought 
for said road some of the rolling stock which had been used by the United States 
at the South in prosecuting the late war. This property was paid for in cash, 
the last payment being on the 16th of October, 1867. By an act approved the 3d 
of March, 1877, because of alleged overvaluation of said property when sold, 
Congress authorized the reopening of said account and adjustment thereof. The 
act required: 

That when said claims shall have been ice in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of this act the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue 
his warrant on the Treasury of the United States to the governor of Georgia or 
his order, for the amount of money it fs found ought to be refunded to said rail- 
road on account of said settlement.“ (19 U. S. Stat., 402-3.) 

“The amount found to be due the State on that account was $199,038.58, (See 
Q. M. Gen.’s Report, 1887, p. 120.) 

So far as we are advised no question of set-off was then made. Certainly 
the money was paid in cash, 

On the 3d of March, 1879, Congress enacted in the sundry civil bill 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to Pay to 
the State of Georgia $72,296.94 for advances made to the United States for the 
suppression of hostilities by the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians in 1835, 
isso, 1837, and 1838, and that said sum be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.’ 

“ When payment was uested the Third Auditor called attention to this di- 
rect-tax account, and asked information. Mr. Sherman, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, referred to Hon. A. G. Porter, First Comptroller, ‘whether said amount 
should be set off against the amount of the direct tax under act August 5, 1861, 
and acts amendatory thereto, apportioned to the State.’ He wrote an opinion. 
In stating the facts, after giving a synopsis of the acts of 1861 and of June, 1862, 
ante, he added: The State of Georgia never assumed the amountapportioned 
to that State, or any part of it.“ And then, after stating the question, he said: 

If the sum apportioned is adebtowing by the State of Georgia, as a political 
corporation, then it may be assumed that it ought to be so credited. If, however, 
it is a debt owing by the persons within that State, whose lands have been taxed, 
and not by the State itself. then 2323 ought not to be withheld,’ 

Ile then called attention to the decision of Mr, McCulloch, Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1866, as to Texas, and said: 

Mr. McCulloch treated the apportionment of the direct tax asa debt owing 
by citizens of Texas belonging to the class whose property was taxed, and not 
as a debt owing by the State in its political capacity.’ 

~“ Proceeding, he said: 

Ihe privilege of a State to assume implies that the debt before the assump- 
tion was not its own. Before the adoption of the Constitution the person whose 

roperty was cha: with the tax owed the tax to the State, because the State 

m itand levied and collected it. Since the adoption of that instrument 
the United States has imposed the tax, and has itself levied and collected it. The 
obligation of the citizen is therefore to the Union and not to the State, and he 
and not the State is the debtor,’ 

“Enforcing his view by various citations, urging that any other would leave 
the States with power to thwart the collection of taxes, in an emergency, directly 
from the people, and declaring that this direct tax of 1861 could still be collected 
when the United States wishes, he concluded: 

it follows, therefore, that it is my duty to direct that the sum appropriated to 
the State of Georgia shall not be credited as upon a debt owing by that State to 
the United States, but shall be paid at once to the State.’ 

In answer to a resolution by the Senate this decision was transmitted, with 
accompanying papers,’ to the Senate Dy der Sherman on May 24, 1879. 
(See Senate Ex. Doc. No. 24, first session Forty-sixth Con ) 

“The ‘accompanying papers“ show that before this opinion was made atten- 
tion was called to the fact that Kansas, Missouri, West Virginia, and other States 
had been credited with various sums there stated. Mr. Porter paid no attention 
to them, because (as we presume) they had assumed their respective quotas, and 
thus made them a debt aguinst the States as such, Subsequently, in May, 1881, 
Mr. Lawrence, the successor of Mr. Porter, decided the Kansas case. His opin- 
jon contains hoe peer head-notes and twenty-five subhead-notes, Those 
which are material, in our opinion, to the present discussion are as follows: 

In May, 1879, it was decided by the then First Comptroller that the direct 
tax apportioned to the State of Georgia by the acts of August 5, 1861, and of June 
7, 1862, was not a debt of the corporate State, which had not by an act assumed 
it; and that although the tax had not been paid, yet money due from the United 
States to the State must be paid to the latter, and could not be used by bdp Shae 
ret-off or in discharge of any part of the claim for direct taxes. (S. Ex. Doc. No. 
24, first session Forty-sixth Congress.) That conclusion is correct inlaw. The 
decision of that question was affected somewhat by the act of June 7, 1862, not 
applicable to the question now presented. Butthesame result would be reached 
without reference to it. Under the Constitution Congress can not levy or en- 
force the collection of a tax or assessment on a corporate State which has not 
assumed it. The National Government does not operate on States in the collec- 
tion of revenues, but on persons or property, or both.“ (2 Lawrence, Compt., 


Dec., 310.) 

Ile further held that his predecessors had decided that Kansas had volunta- 
rily assumed her quota of the tax; that he was bound by that decision, and that 
therefore a sum appropriated to Kansas should not be paid, but must be placed 
to her credit against said assumed debt. (Jb, , 324.) 

he decision of Lawrence, Comptroller, made 12th of May, 1883, refusing to 
psy this money to Georgia, has thirty head-notes. We do not believe that we 


need differ with any of them but the sixth, seventh. tenth, and nineteenth. We 
call attention to them, and the eighth, also, They are: 

“t6, The First Comptroller had jurisdiction and authority in May, 1868, to cer- 
tify a balance as due from the State of Georgia to the United States. for the quota 
As der wa apportioned to said State by the direct-tax act of August 5, 1861. 

J. The Comptroller now in office can not inquire whether the Comptroller 
in office in May, 1868, who then certified a balance due from the State of Georgia 
to the United States on account of direct taxes, had before him sufficient evidence 
to authorize such action, or whether on such evidence as he then had he properly 
construed the law. The 8 courts or Congress can furnish the only relief in 
such case, if the comptroller erred in charging the State with such liability. 

8. Con may by law require the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment to set off a claim of the United States against a State, when such State 
demands payment of a claim due to it from the United States, although in such 
case Congress might not under the Constitution 8 such corporate State with 
a liability and enforce its gaens in any other mode except by such set-off. 

9. The legislation of in relation to the quota of direct taxes appor- 
tioned to Missouri and West Virginia seems in phage ged to recognize the cor- 
rectness of the judgment of the First Comptroller, by which, in May, 1868, he 
certified a balance as due from the State of Soone to the United States for its 
quota of the direct tax apportioned to that State by the act of August 5, 1861. 

10, The direct-tax act of August 5, 1861 (12 Stat., 311, section 53), provides a 
special statutory mode of paying the quota of tax apportioned to any State by 
declaring that it ‘shall be liable to be paid’ by set-off of any liquidated and de- 
termined claim of such State * * * against the United States, 

* $ è * * s s 


9. The balance certified by the First baa seed May 29, 1868, as due to 
the United States from the State of Georgia, for its quota of direct tax, under the 
act of August 5, 1861, has not been in any form set aside or rendered inoperative.’ 

* First. Did any Comptroller ever, in any fair sense, try to raise a debt against 
Georgia for this tax? Mr. Lawrence, in this opinion, stated the facts in this lan- 


guage: 

ay 11, 1868, by report No. 55448 the Fifth Auditor“ examined and adjusted 
an account between the United States and the State of Geo and found “that 
the sum of $584,367.33 is due from said State to the United States * * for 
amount of direct tax imposed and apportioned by the eighth section of” the di- 
rect-tax act of August 5, 1861, amount to be debited to the State of Georgia on 
the books of the ster of the Treasury.” 
ster a balance due and 


an account be- 


‘January 9, 1875, the acting First Comptroller certified a balance of $1,788.22 


„ 
“same office to the United States commissioners of direct tax for the State of Geor- 
gia, and they were credited with various sums collected and uncollected, and 
among others an amount refunded to tax-payers on account of collections im- 
properly made, $46.17." The dealing with! tax-payers” showed that the State 
was not considered the debtor. The “tax-payers” owed only if Georgia had 
not assumed the debt. Taking the two accounts together, it seems plain that 
the account was so stated only for convenience of keeping the books of the De- 
partment. Any other view makes us to assume that the officer raising the ac- 
count acted in ignorance of the law, The First Comptroller could have no juris- 
diction under the act of 1851 to state an account against any State which had not 
assumed the debt. 

It is true, as stated in the tenth head-note, supra, that said act provides a spe- 
cial statutory mode of paying the quota of tax apportioned to er State, by de- 
claring that it ‘shall be liable to be paid’ by set-off ‘of bes liquidated and de- 
termined claim of such State * * against the United States.’ But more is 
true, That ‘special satutory mode of paying’ is in the words which Mr. Law- 
rence omitted from the quotation, namely, ‘by the release of such State * + 
duly executed to the United States.“ By such release, witha view to such credit, 
the State consents to the account against it, and thus assumes the debt. It was 
by euch a release that Missouri was credited (see act of July 17, 1862, in snid Sen- 
ate Ex. Doc, 24, page 197). The same is true as to West Virginia, under the act 
of February 25, 1867 (1b., 207). They assumed the debt and sought to have cer- 
tain credits allowed. Georgia did not assume it, and therefore nothing in their 
cases authorizes the raising of such an account aguinst Georgia, 

Mr. Lawrence admits that this action of his predecessor is the only obstacle, 
and that it is not in the way of payment if it was‘ unauthorized or void.’ If 
no statute authorized it, it was ‘unauthorized.’ No statute created such a debt 
except by the consent of the State, and the State did not consent. There is no 
pretense that the First Comptroller found such fact upon inquiry, It is only 
stated that he did an act from which it is inferred that he found such fact. But that 
does not follow; for he may have raised the account for other reasons. Con- 
gress can not make such a debt against a State without its consent. There was 
no consent, and therefore the act raising such account, when considered as to 
whether that act made Georgia the debtor, is void.“ 

“We admit that ‘all claims or demands whatever by the United States * * 
shall be settled and adjusted in the Department of the Treasury’ (Rev. Stat., 

). But there must be a claim or demand to adjust. The statute declared 
here could be none aguinst a State till it assented, and Georgia never assented. 
So, while the Second Comptroller must examine all accounts’ settled by the 
Auditors (J., 273), and the First Auditor ‘must examine all accounts accruing 
in the Treasury Department’ (Ib., 277), there must be a debtor, by law, before 
an account can exist for examination. 

“It is useless to examine whether Congress may so far declare a State in- 
debted to the United States as to secure satisfaction of the debt by withholding 
from it by set-off, as in this case, money admitted to be due from the United 
States to such State,’ for Con has never made such declaration. Nor need 
we discuss whether Congress had power ‘to enforce the collection of tax against 
the corporate property of the State,’ though Mr. Lawrence said ‘the power to 
do so in time of war seems undoubted.’ Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, when he pre- 


sented the direct-tax bill to Congress, in the midst of war and to raise means 
promptly to prosecute the war, said ‘Congress has no constitutional power to 
assess taxes upon n State. It must assess it upon the individual’ (Sen, Ex. 
Doc. 24, ante, page 41). 
property. 


And the act levying the tax 5 exempted all tate 
It sought not to exercise such power if it existed. 2 


1886. 


“ Suppose we admit that Con; might legislate as the eighth head-note de- 
. has not so legislated in this case. On the contrary, an effort to 
have itso legislate was defeated. On the 6th of December, 1882, the bill was 
reached and taken up in the House, 

„Mr. Holman, as soon as the report had been read, said: 

„be question is presented whether or not this sum should be paid by the 
United States directly to the State of Georgia, or whether it shall be allowed as 
a credit to that State on the amount of direct tax apportioned against the State 
under the act of August 5, 1861,’ 

Mr. Turner replied: 

The direct tax is a tax due by the people of the State, not by the State in its 
corporate or capacity,’ &. rd, volume oo, pago 59. 

Py es us made was debated pro and con. Mr. Holman mo to add 
to the 

Provided, however, That the said sum, $35,555.42, shall not be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury until the sum due the United States of direct taxes appor- 
tioned to the State of Georgia under the act entitled “An act to provide increased 
revenue from imports to pre interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 

s,” approved August 5, i861, shall have been adjusted.’ (Ib., 

“A motion to strike out the enacting clause was lost; the ayes were 52and the 
nays were 76. 

“Mr. Holman's proposen amendment was also lost by ayes 53 tonays 90. An 
effort to adjourn was lost by 80 nays to50 yeas. Upon the passage of the bill the 
yeas and nays were demanded, and it was by yeas vs to nays 80. (Ib., 
68.) The opus was read in the Senate, and the bill passed without debate.— 
Record, volume 62, pages 3660, 3670-3672. 


claim by the United States as is here asserted, and 
certification of the account in May, 


In 1868 the First Comptroller then in office certified balances due to the United 
States from several States respectively, for direct taxes due and unpaid, under the 
direct tax act of August 5, 1861 (12 Stat., 292), and such States were according! 
— an po 1 in the pecs aah Register = orp Melee R It Agee ea 1 

jou w an e was properly so ut as mp- 
troller had j urisdiction of e sub; matter, Tis action, even if erroneous, can 
lier now in office. The result is that mone 
due, or which may become goezo ne United States to any State so s 
80 0 


and law, is to be lied by way of set-off. It may thus happen that some States 
EAI I Sle MDAA pay Ghia OOA indebted tn t 


certain money <n by said State for 
withheld and appl ed by way ofset-off on the sum charged 
direct taxes. Ifit be the purpose of Con; 


taken to pay this debt to Georgia. Why should she be remitted to the Court of 
Claims? e see no reason therefor. 

By reason of a real or su obstacle, unknown to Congress when the 
bill for payment was passed, the debt of the United States has not been paid. 
An officer of the United States 8 put that obstacle in the way. It 
should be removed, unless there is some other reason to the contrary. 

“ Is there any? There is none, unless the United States should refuse to pay 
simply because Georgia did not pay the direct tax. Laying aside the question 
whether this tax act was o tive within the States with which the United States 
was then at war, a refusal on that ground seems to be unjust for these and other 
reasons: Georgia does not owe the debt to the United States, but, at most, parts 
of it are due from certain of her citizens respectively. Only those citizens who 
in 1861 owned the lands taxed owe the taxes, and no property is bound for the 
tax except those lands. If Secretary McCulloch was right in his Texas decision, 
ante, and Mr, Porter was rightin the Sone case, ante, Georgia could not, after 
a fixed day in 1862, assume the debts, if wished. Georgia can not collect 
these taxes without such assumption. 

“It does not seem just to collect from Se ng a State, any of a debt 
she does not owe, nor from her, as representi. e land-owners of 1861, by with- 
holding money which bel to Geo: asa „and if, as representing any 
citizens, as representing all 2 citizens, whether owning lands in 1861 or any- 
thing else at any time. 

It does not seem that the United States will ever collect those direct taxes of 
1861. But could it and should it determine to do so, equal collections should be 
made from all the Southern States simultaneously. To make Georgia pay in- 
N by withholding from her admitted dues from the United States has not 
been the policy of the Government, as appears from the payments already of 
over a quarter of a million of dol to her in cash since said account was 
raised in We do not think it should become the policy of the Government. 
Therefore, we recommend that the bill do pass.“ 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr, HEPBURN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 
as the views of the minority (to accompany bill H. R. 3): 

The officers of the Treasury are required to, and do, set off sums of money due 
Rom the United States to any State against any sums that may be due from the 

e. 

These officers have for irae’ years regarded the unpaid tax levied upon the 
United States and apportioned among the States by the eighth section of the act 
of Congress approved August 5,1861,as a debt due from the delinquent State, 
and have treated the same as a proper set-off against any moneys due to said 
State. Thus the sum of $35,555.42 was appropriated to pay to the State of 
G by the act approved March 3, 1883, but the Secretary of the Treasury de- 
clined to make such payment, because he found that on the books of the Treas- 
ury there was charged against the State of Georgia the sum of $512,959.48, that 
had been for many years, certainly since the year 1868, rega: as a debt due 
from the State of Georgia to the United States, being the balance of the direct 
tax apportioned to said State under the act above referred toand amendments 


thereto. 

House bill No. 3 forbids the officers of the Treasury to treat the unpaid por- 
tions of such direct tax as a debt or in any way as a set-off against any claim in 
favor of any State. The majority of the committee have recommended the pas- 
sage of the bill. The undersigned are of the opinion that it should not pass, at 
least until it be Step sr material modification. 

Accompanying a letter of Hon, Charles J, Folger, late Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury, addressed to Hon. GEORGE F. Epmunps, under date of March 29, 1884, was 
the following: 


Statement of the condilion of the direct-tax accounts of the several States and Territo- 
ries and the District of Columbia, under acts of August 5, 1861, and June 7, 1862. 


Fifteen Balance 
State or Territory, | Amount in- 3 per cent. al- | due United 
z 5 lowance. States. 


$529, 

261, 

24, 

22, 

308, 

ened 3, 
Delaware. 74. 
District of Columbia. 49, 


Florida. . . . 


x 


8882 


71, 

Kentucky 71 
NA cceesee $385, 
Maine. . 420. 
Maryland.... 436, 


Mussa chusetts 


H 
H 
H 
1 


3238888888888 88888888288288888 2888838828822 
ass 88 8388888888888 8888 8888888 88888888 


Micitiwun..... 501 
108, 
413, 
761, 
19, 
4, 4,592 67 
Now Hampshbir 218, 185, 645 67 
New. urn cece 50. 382,614 83 
New Mexico, 62, 62,648 00 
New York...... „| 2,603, 2,213,330 86 
North Carolina. ses 576, 386, 194 45 
.| 1,567, 1, 332, 025 93 
Oregon . 35, . 140 67 |. 
Pennsylvan: 1, M6, 1,654,711 43 
Rhode Island. 116, 99,419 11 
669, 387,722 06 
ges 130, 008 06 
2¹¹. 179,407 80 
. 515,569 72 [.osss 
181,306 93 i 
7. e 3. 
Wisconsin n . 429, 196 68 39, 340 43 51, 145 56 
South Carolina... 363, 377,961 30 114. 890 68. . . . . .. 


* Included on compromise, 

Joint resolution February 25, 1867, authorized the Secretary of the Treasury 
to transfer $208,479.65 of the amount originally appropriated to Virginia to the 
State of West Virginia, 


] Overpaid. 
NOTE. 
Nebraska: 
Amount collected. . * 81. 281 60 
314%, 15,030 40 
$19,312 00 
New Mexico: 
Amount allowed by act of July 1, 1862 (12 Stat., p. 480) . .. ..... 62,648 00 


Nearly $17,500,000 of the original $20,000,000 levied is shown to have been paid, 
and something more than $2,500,000 now stands ch: against fourteen States, 
more than $2,000,000, of it being against the States of Alabama, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, North SS oer Texas, and Virginia. 

ii is more than probable that no part of this sum of $2,500,000 will ever be 
realized by the Government, except as it may be used as a set-off inst claims 
like that of Geo first aboved referred to, and the effect of this bill (H. R. No. 3) 
will, in behalf of all of the delinquent States, be as effective as payment, or a re- 


lease. 

The question is a pertinent one: Why should the delinquent States be re- 
leased? ‘The majority of the committee answer that the claim against Sarees 
and the other delinquent States is not a debt due from the State, making a dis- 
tinction between Georgia as a political corporation, and the whole of the people 
of Georgia. Indeed, it is claimed that a tax can not be levied upon a State. 0 
do not see why. There might be difficulty in many instance to make collections 
if the State refused to perform its duty by prompt payment. There are but few 
of the States that are the owners of real estate 1 15 that that is used in the 
performance of the functions of government. The United States is greatly in- 
terested in the full performance by each of the States of all the duties gd forse 
upon them, and could not consentto throw auy impediment in the way ofsuch 
eee aa poua = er res ae N should e ie ee 

e prisons, the hospitals, and the onging to a non-paying State an 
sell them in order to realize the tax. Hence, in the case of one of the reluctant 
and non-performing States, the Government crosses the State line and lays hold 
upon the citizen. levies upon his land, and forces him to make the payment that 
is due from his State and that is o by him, and payment of which is forced 
from him, only because his State is not in such condition as to be forced to pay, 
except at the expense of its usefulness as a governing factor. 

The Federal Government is aware foreed to deal with the individual when 
the State refuses the performance of duty, When States were in rebellion they 
were forced to the resumption of duties through and by the exertions of the 
Government upon the individual members of the society composing and con- 
stituting the State. There is no other medium through which the Government 
can act, It coerces the State through the individual. Hence the machinery of 
the law of August 5, 1861. providing for the levy on and sule of the property of 
individuals and collections from them. If each of the States had been in sym- 
pe y and accord with the purposes of the Government, it is more than proba- 

le that the sections following the eighth of the act of 1861 would never have been 
enacted. The Congress would have contented itself with the imposition of the 
tax upon the United States and “apportionment among the several States.” 
But it was known that several of the States were hostile to the Government; 
that they would not pay the sum apportioned to them, and for this reason, and 
in our judgment only for this reason, do we find these provisions in the law that 
look to the collection of the sums not paid by States from the citizens of the delin- 
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ent 
he court will send the 


But it is said by rt of the majority that the tax can not be a debt due 
from the States to be eved because those States had not assumed the debt. 
We submit that if the power to tax exists it exists independently of consent. 
In the obligation to taxes there are none of the elements of a contract. The 

wer to levy these came from the Constitution. The language is, The 

ngress shall haye power to layand collect taxes.” Direct taxes beap- 
oned among the several Not among the people of the several 
tes, but among the States. 

If the United States by a levy and peg eg nang of a direct tax among the 
States does not impose an obligation, a debt, upon the States, by what right do 
the States assume such tax and thusimposea burden onthe people? The power 
of a State to levy taxes upon the people is limited to then: es of its present 
or 8 ve ind ess, These needs alone bound the power of taxation. 
If the States did not owe, or if it was not certain that at a future day the State 
would owe, various debts, then we submit the actof the people’s money 
through the exercise of the taxi bi What 
the State to assume the 


State 
uses. 


vernment? uals can — 5 be taken for public 


It can not ire grein pad eee rary eee 
State with the right to become a col 8 force its citizens to a pay- 
ment of their debts, not by the use of the courts, but by the use of the tax- 
ing power of the State, 

In our belief the State had no power to assume the debt of another, but being 
indebted to the United States, it had the power to assume the d. of the levy 
and collection of such sums of money as would pay the debt, and by so doing 
relieve the United States from the and responsibility of making the 
collections from many individuals, and by this assumption earn the 15 or 10 per 
cent. promised in the law. 

We are of the opinion that there are many reasons indicating the impolicy of 
attempts on the of the United States to collect the sums due from thedelin- 
quent States. Let a large of the States have paid their full apportion- 
ment. Why should those States which have refused to perform their duty re- 

ve rewards that are not bestowed upon those that were faithful toduty? 

We are willing that the provisions of House bill No. 3 should be enacted into 
ition that the States are all placed in an equally — 
be released, then Iino! — ; 
as all o 
he duty of payment of the sums apportioned 

alike. tives Georgia's duty to pay Trompe 
adhere her meee ay Illinois. The latter did pay and did discharge in full 
btedness. through 


Je is practionsio to A partial and! eferred t. 
p! e to force and lon, paymen 
there is justice in this demand; certainly not without all of th 
stored to the position occupied before the levy was made and the debt imposed. 
We favor the restoration of all of the States to the status ed before the 
imposition of the tax by the remission of all that part of the $20,000,000 not paid 
to the States delinquent, and the return of all sums of money paid to 
making the payments, to; er with the percentage of 10 or 15 per cent. due to 
the States making collections. 


And as a measure that would establish pro: relations of equality between 
the States and Territories in rd to said direct taxes levied, we report the 
following substitute for House bill No, 3, and recommend its 8 

W. F. BURN. 
A. A. RANNEY. 
A. X. PARKER. 
L. B. CASWELL. 


Strike out from House bill No. 3 all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following words: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is > 
account with each of the States and Tan merg of the Unii 


Territory, and District 
any such States, Territories, or District, by reason of 


United States; and said Secretary is to pay to each of said States, Ter- 
ritories, or District pesana under said accountings found to be due, and cred- 


abo 
paid portion of said direct tax is 
Territories, and District of ey aro hereby released from all 
obligation to pay any of the unpaid portions of said tax.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, until that report is in the posses- 
sion of the House and the views of the minority have been seen by the 
different members discussion upon them will not be so well understood. 
There are other gentlemen here who desire to speak on the general topic, 
or incidentally connected with it, who do not desire to discuss the par- 
ticular views expressed in these papers; and hence I willreserve the time 
to which I am entitled, and allow those gentlemen to proceed this morn- 
ing. Thegentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARKSDALE] wishes to speak 
upon the subject, as his State is interested in the matter. I will there- 
for yield the floor to him, reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, it has been ascertained and offi- 
cially stated that there are due by the United States to certain 
States which have been withheld in co ence of balances alleged to 
be due from those States to the General Government for direct taxes 
under the act of August 2, 1861. Mississippi is one of the States to 
which there is acknowledged indebtedness by the United States, and 


she, in common with the rest, is ing the relief which the pending 
bill will afford. The amount which is shown to be due her by the re- 
ab of First Comptroller Durham is $41,453.91. This sum is due the 

tate by virtue of acts oF Congress passed March 1, 1817, and September 
4, 1841, providing that 2 and 5 per cent. on the net of lands 
sold within the State shall be paid to the State for internal-improve- 
ment purposes. 

Section 1766, Revised Statutes, says that— 

No money shall be perso! 
to the United States, E ee bee — te ead 
sums for which he may be liable. 

First Comptroller Durham, in his report of October 16, 1885, page 14, 
states that under thissection the accounting officers of the have 
been applying the proceeds arising from the sale of these lands to the 
credit of the State on her indebtedness to the United States. 

It is clear that this is a strained and imp construction. The 
act of 1861 operates only upon the property of individuals. The tax 
was imposed upon lands within the geographical limits of the State by 
persons residing in the State, and in by citizens of other States. 
Moreover, yon 7 2 by eee the collection or the tax, 
pT owners e pro} m its payment and virtually 
can their indebtedness. i wall dte the following order of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of July 28, 1866: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 3, 1808. 


on who is in arrears 
paid into the Treasury all 


proved July 28, 1866, authorizes the Secretary of the to s 
collection, in any of the States h d in in on, of the direct 
tax im: by an act of Congress August 5, 1861, until January 1, 1868. 


the suspension of the collection of the above-mentioned direct tax in all 
the States hereafter in insurrection. 
You will please give the necessa: 
In connection with 
perp eng ect pag of all persons engaged, in 


1 
y, yours, 
HUGH McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. E. A. ROLLINS, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Th] policy indicated by this order has been continued up to the pre- 
sent date. 

But admitting, for the sake of argument, and for argument only, that 
these“ arrears’? still exist, the pretension that the State is responsible for 
the alleged delinquency of persons“ is wholly indefensible. It would 
be as reasonable to charge the State with the arrears of a person who, 
in the exercise of a trust under the government, had failed to pay over 
mo: belonging toit. The language of the law shows that it was de- 
si to operate, not upon the State, but upon the person.“ In the 
collection of taxes, the United States deals with the individual and not 
with the State. It is a historical fact that one of the main objects of 
the convention to frame a more perfect union’’ than existed under the 
Confederation, was to get rid of the system of calling upon the States 
for revenue to support the common government, and for this reason the 
States delegated to the United States the power to enact measures oper- 
ating directly upon the individual. Under the Confederation each 
State was bound to furnish its quota for the maintenance of the common 
government. The plan was insufficient. Mr. Madison, whose conspic- 
uous part in the formation of the existing government is historical, ex- 
plained the change of the system in the following language: 

The change relating to taxation may be regarded as the most important, and 
C have as complete authority to require of the States in- 

supplies of money for the common defense and ral welfare as the 
future ge. ers will have to require them of individ citizens. (Federalist, 
forty-fifth pter.) 

Hence, with a view to enable the General Government to deal directly 
with the individual, it was provided in the Constitution that Congress 
should have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, to pay the debtsand to provide for the general welfare—a sovereign 
power which the States ted to form ‘‘a more perfect union. 
Noag can be added to the forcible exposition of this subject by Mr. 

e 8 


The Constitution creates direct relations between this Government and indi- 
viduals, It has power to tax individuals. The maintenance of the Constitu- 
tion does not depend on the plighted faith of the States as States to support it. 
It relies on individual duty and obligation. In the articles of confederation the 
States did make pro but in the Constitution there is nothing of the kind. 
It does not exact from the State any plighted faith to maintain it. On the con- 

, it makes its own preservation depend on individual duty and individual 
ol n. Ihave always said that to obtain a power of direct 1 tion over 
the people was always prominent as a reason for getting rid of the confedera- 
tion past forming a new Constitution. Under the confederation Con had 
only power to make requisitions on States, and if the States declined compli- 
ance, as they did, there was no remedy but war. The Constitution was adopted 
to avoid necessity. It was adopted that there might be a Government 
which could act di y on individuals without borrowing aid from the Stato 
governments. This is as clear as light itself. 


In 1862 passed a supplemental act superseding the act of 


Congress 
1861 as to the Southern States. The Supreme Court has decided that 
it created a lien on the lands (9 Wall., 336, and 14 Wall., 553). If it 


is undeniable that a State can not be taxed and was not intended to 
be taxed, how can it be held responsible for taxes levied upon the prop- 
erty of individuals ? 
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But to leave no ground whatever for the of those who 
maintain that the sum certified to bedue the States by the United States 
should be set off by the alleged arrears of individuals, some of whom 
were never residents thereof, and a still larger number of whom have 
gone to that bourn whence no traveler returns, it is only necessary to 
adduce the following conclusive reply of the the 
to the proposition of the State of Texas to settle the taxes which had 
been levied upon property within its boundaries: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 23, 1866. 


Sr: I have to acknowledge the CTT 
vou inclose a copy of an act ot the I. of Texas of the 
uncollected portion of the direct tax due from Texas under the provisions ofthe 
law of June 7, 1862. You ask for a statement showing the amount collected and 

still due. la ‘hich this tax has been collected contains no 


unity of assuming payment 
—— — — 


collections fora 
time, no provision for ee: the debt being contained in the law which gives 
in detail to that portion 


of your letter which asks for a statement of coll orto your 
for the accep’ 'exas indemnity bonds in part 
R y yours, = 
McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. J. W. THROCKMORTON, 
Governor of Texas, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 13, 1867. 


Siz: I am in receipt of your letter of February 19, the Uni lan for pay- 
ment of the direct taxes still d due by citizens of Texas to the l Aited States. g ag 

oi their 
necessity of 
— a 


ly to repeat that this Departm. t is not at e 
8 through any oth ther — —— at, saa those laws. = 
Respectfully, yours, Sge 
— Treasury. 
Hon. J. W. THROCKMORTON, * 
Governor of Texas, Austin, Tex. 

Here it will be seen that the application of Texas to settle the alleged 
‘arrears’? of taxes on the lands within her boundaries was distinctly 
refused. 


In farther support of the position which I have taken in favor of the 
bill to authorize the settlement of these claims, and the removal of 
obstacles which only the weakest quibbling could have suggested, I will 
cite the able and unanswerable reasoning of First Comptroller A. G. 
Porter, in his decision upon the case of Georgia, precisely analogous to 
that of Mississippi, which led up to the conclusion that it was his duty 
to direct that the sum appropriated (under the direct tax law — 
State of Georgia shall not be credited as upon a debt owing 
State to the United States, but shall be paid at once to pA lor 
(Decision of the First Comptroller, May 24, 1879, Executive Document 

Forty-sixth Congress. ) 

And finally, Mr. eee the United States created the obligation 
to the State Xe Mississippi for the specific nominated in the 
bond, and can not divert A marim teami). wi rar ir its — — 
faith. It would be far greater honor to moderate its own demands 
to incur the hazard of trenching upon 
Government, . and as pow 
its pledges inviolate as to enforce its authority, afford to plant itself 
upon the Rob Roy doctrine— 


The sim 
they should take ck es the power, 
2 should keep who can? 

Mr. HEPBURN addressed the committee. [See A dix. ] 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if this bill and its ef- 
fect upon our revenues and upon the several States were thoroughly 
understood it would have but little support in this House. 1 am 
obliged to go briefly over the history of the matter, and I will do so as 
rapidly as R an avoiding as far as circumstances already re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

On the 5th of August, 1861, this Government found it necessary to 
secure a fund which it did not It adopted the plan of assess- 
ing, not upon the individuals of a State, as the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. BARKSDALE] has said, but upon the United States, a tax 
of $20,000,000, which was apportioned among the several States of the 
Union. The President was authorized to divide the various States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia into convenient collection and 
assessment districts. All the paraphernalia and machinery of law were 
provided, and it was further enacted that where a State voluntarily as- 
sumed the payment of the debt there should be an allowance of 15 per 
cent. within a given time and 10 per cent. within another period, asthe 
Government would thus be saved the necessity of putting the machin- 
ery of collection into motion. 

Now, that law stands to-day upon the statute-book unrepealed. Its 


constitutionality may have been doubted; but it has never yet been de- 
cided to be unconstitutional. Under it 52, 647, 000 remain yet unpaid; 
Lenashsanap DAA DAK sup geen fa) guage aera aaa be 
portion of the States for the good of the whole. 

eee The hour devoted to this order of business has ex- 
Ir. PRICE. Then I shall have the floor when the subject comes 


up again. = Fiche i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE} will 
then be entitled to the floor. 
RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. DINGLEY obtained the floor and said: I yield for a moment 
3 friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], who desires to make a 
motion. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. S on a previous day a bill from the 
Naval Committee was pending on a motion made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] to recommit it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the unfinished business. If the gentleman 
desires, it must be disposed of under the rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isthatbusiness in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is unfinished business of the House, and under 
the rules a motion to go into Committee of the Whole generally is in 
order after the unfinished business is disposed of. The Clerk will re- 

rt the title of the bill referred to by the gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. HERBERT]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the voluntary retirement of officers of the United 
States Navy who have rendered conspicuous service in battle or who have served 
thirty years in the Navy. 


TheSPEAKER. This comes over as unfinished business, and the 
3 is upon the motion to recommit to the Committee on 
Na 


Mr. HERBERT. On that I call the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of resum- 
ing the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will 
take the chair ily in the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee of the e, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OATES in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill which 
is the first business in order. 

1 Clerk read as follows: 

bill (H. R. 4333) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of dis- 
tilled spirits. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that this bill may be passed over, in order 
that the bill of the gentleman from Maine (Ar. DINGLEY] may be dis- 
posed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois requests that this 
bill may be passed over for the present. If there be no objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


AMENDMENT OF SHIPPING LAWS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish cer- 
tain fees for official services to American vessels and to amend the laws 
relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the Clerk to read the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, offered yesterday by Mr. 
HOLMAN: 


Provided, however, That no coll 8 inspector, or 
— oo eommissioner shall eat Treasury of the United States, in 
or other compensation son 2 connected with his office above 


8 greater sum in the 
collector of the port of New York, w 
gate shall not exceed $12,000 per annum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr, HOLMAN] offered this amendment I reserved a point of order to 
it. Ido not see that gentleman in his seat, but understand he will be 
here ina moment. He is now in the House and I will proceed. 
er CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will state his point 

order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the point of order until the gentle- 
man from Indiana can be heard, if he has anything further to say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know of no reason, so far as I am concerned, why 
the point of order should not be disposed of. In some remarks made 
by me last evening I stated that I had offered this amendment simply 
out of abundant caution. The provisions of the first section of the bill 


throw upon the public Treasury FFF 


than $6,000 per annum, except the 
salary and compensation in the aggre- 
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it seems to me to be desirable on our part to avoid any possibility of 
increase in the compensation of officers connected with the customs-reve- 
nue service. The highest salary paid, so far as it appears on the face 
of the papers before Congress, to any collector of customs is to the col- 
lector of the port of New York, who receives $12,000a year. The col- 
lector of the port of Philadelphia receives $8,000, and the collector of 
New Orleans and I believe the collector of Baltimore get $7,000 per 
annum. The salaries then run down to comparatively small figures. 

Now my proposition, Mr. Chairman, does not interfere with the salary 
of the collector of the port of New York as fixed by law, but it would 
have the effect to change the salaries of three or four collectors. But 
that is not its main purpose, which is to prevent any possibility in the 
change proposed of calls upon the Treasury, so as to increase salaries 
beyond what is now paid to these collectors of customs. 

e whole system is full of confusion, and I only excuse myself for 
submitting the amendment because of the necessity to gu i 
increase of salaries. Asto thesalaries of the collectors of Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and New Orleans, which will be affected by my amendment, 
they are manifestly above what is paid for corresponding services in 
other branches of the Government. Take as a parallel salaries paid in 
the internal revenue or to the assistant treasurers of the United States or 
in the subtreasury, and compared with them these salaries are too high. 
It is a system made up by piecemeal in the way of legislation from 
time to time. It has not been subjected to reyision, and I am appre- 
hensive the present Congress will pass without any remedy being applied 
to the present confused condition of these salaries, 

On the point of order, I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that from my 
standpoint it is well taken. It is a limitation of the section itself, 
which provides for the payment of these fees out of the Treasury of the 
United States. My amendment declares the sums paid to the collect- 
ors and other officers of the customs service shall not in any event ex- 
ceed a given amount per annum. That is the only effect of the propo- 
sition. Itis only a limitation of the amount to be received from the 
public Treasury, and nothing more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish to ask 
him, as he has examined the matter somewhat, what officers, in his 
judgment, would be affected by his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isought to explain that matter. The salary of the 
collector of the port of Philadelphia is $8,000, and the salary of the 
collectors of the ports of New Orleans, Chicago, and possibly Boston, 
is, I believe, $7,000. They are the only salaries above $6,000. It does 
not affect the salary of the collector of the port of New York, and fix- 
ing the salaries at New Orleans, Philadelphia, Boston, and Chicago at 
$6,000, as compared with other salaries of officers of equal responsi- 
bility, is up, in my judgment, to the full measure of what has been 
deemed fitting and proper. I concede as to New York, from which a 
large portion of our revenue is derived, the salary now provided for the 
collector of that port is excusable, if not justifiable. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

A MEMBER. What about the point of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before I urge the point of order I wish to call atten- 
tion to the objection of the committee to the attempt made to place 
upon this bill an amendment of this character, as it is an endeavor to 
deal with a subject which has not yet been investigated by any com- 
mittee, namely, salaries of collectors of customs throughout the coun- 
try. I hold in my hand a scheme submitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for determining salaries of these officers, which has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman refer to the last report, which 
came in yesterday? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer to the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury submitted January 16, just printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whatever may be the effect of the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Indiana, it is trenching upon a subject 
which no committee of this House has yet investigated, and which, be- 
fore any action shall be taken, ought to be carefully examined by some 
committee. This bill does not propose to deal at all with the subject 
of salaries of collectors or other officers, but provides practically it shall 
not affect salaries. 

I notice in the report submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
outlining the plan he recommends, that he fixes the salary of the col- 
lector of customs at $8,000 for Boston; $8,000 for the appraiser of New 
York, which would be affected by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, $8,000 for the naval officer, $8,000 for the surveyor, and 
$8,000 for the collector at Philadelphia; $7,000 for the collector at Balti 
more, $7,000 for the collector at Chicago, and $7,000 for the collector 
at San Francisco. Now, with reference to all of these officers, certainly 
the gentleman’s amendment would cut down the salaries to a lower 
figure than that recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my objection is not to that point so much; it is 
rather to the attempt to deal with this subject without investigation, 
and an investigation that certainly its importance ought tosuggest. And 
J hope and would appeal to the gentleman from Indiana, in view of all 


the circumstances, as this matter is to go before some committee of the 
House to be carefully considered, that he withdraw his amendment at 
the present time and allow it to come up in regular order after due in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I not only withdraw the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, but I move to strike out the last clause for the purpose of saying 
a word as to why I withdraw it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is understood that the point of order is still 


pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana bas withdrawn his 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not so understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to be a member of 
the committee which reported this bill, and I regret very much, sir, 
that I have not been able to perform the duties I owed to the commit- 
tee in reference to the consideration of the bill before it was reported 
tothe House. I ought not, perhaps, to feel justified in saying a word in 
reference to the bill, not having had the opportunity of devoting more 
time to its consideration while it was pending in the committee, but I 
I do not feel entirely satisfied with the measure in its present form. 

In the attempt to relieve our ships and shipping, a project which has 
been engaging the attention of Congress for thirteen or fourteen years, 
I think some very important questions affecting the shipping interests 
have been largely overlooked, and that the efforts we have made have 
produced no important results, while throwing material burdens upon 
the general trade and the people at large. We relieved this shipping 
interest, not only external but our internal shipping as well, from hos- 
pital dues, which involved a very considerable sum of money, and threw 
its burden upon the people through the Federal 3 Now, it is 
a very difficult thing to see how the Federal Treasury should be any 
more required to bear that particular burden than a burden in connec- 
tion with any other of the active industries of the country involving 
the employment of large bodies of men. 

This bill proposes to relieve the shipping interests, not the foreign 
alone but the inland shipping as well, of all exactions which have been 
deemed necessary and wise in the past for the maintenance of a careful 
system of police, so to speak, or police regulations, not only for the benefit 
of the owners of steamboats and vessels themselves, but for the benefit 
of the general public as a measure of security for life as well as prop- 
erty. The ship-owner is interested in this matter just as well as the 
general public. It is a protection to his property. The action taken 
in this respect in former years, although it has been deemed necessary, 
has not apparently affected any very material results, and I must con- 
fess that I do not indulge much hope, with all due respect to the gen- 
tleman from Maine and his intelligence and information upon this sub- 
ject, that this kind of an expedient will give any very great vigor to 
our shipping interests. 

Especially I do not see how it can stimulate these industries upon 
our Western rivers and lakes, where our vessels do not come in compe- 
tition with the vessels of other nations. I have not myself heard these 
fees complained of by the shipping interests in that region. I have the 
honor to represent a district largely engaged in steamboat building, 
ship-owning, and the running of steamboats; and yet I have not heard 
that this is a subject of complaint. 

But, sir, the point of my objection really is the tendency to take off 
from particular industries the exactions which somebody is compelled 
to bear and throw the whole weight upon the Federal Treasury. The 
tendency is always in the direction of promoting certain industries and 
by indirect subsidies, so to speak. I think that my friend from Maine, 
on examining carefully some of the charges which are proposed to be 
removed from vessels, sail-vessels, steam-vessels, and steamboats, and 
throwing them upon the Federal Treasury, will reach the conclusion, 
ultimately, that they are in the main such charges as the owners of the 
ship or vessel is interested in paying for his own sake and for the safety 
and security of his own property. But, sir, as I have said, I am placed 
in a somewhat embarrassed position on this bill, as I was not able to go 
into the committee at the time it was being considered, and, therefore, 
do not stand upon an equal footing with gentlemen who have had a 
better opportanity of knowing its provisions. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. I offer an amendment to strike out the last words of 
the bill for the purpose of answering some of the remarks of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

He takes three points of objection; one that a mass of charges are 
taken off the shipping interests and cast upon the Treasury, and, as con- 
nected with that, thatit is an indirect subsidy; and another, and finally, 
that he does not see that that will relieve the shipping interests. Now, 
with all kind regard and due consideration as well as deference to the 
gentleman from Indiana, I must say that his conclusions, when care- 
fully considered, must appear exceedingly illogical. The shipping in- 
terests of this country have been undergoing a steady decline for more 
than twenty-five years. A mass of the taxes imposed upon the 
shipping interests which we are secking to remove were imposed during 
the war forrevenue. They were war taxes and a necessary incident to 


the levying of war taxes. They have been imposed for the purposes of 
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the Government and not for the benefit of the shipping interests or ves- 
sel-owners. The Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of 
Navigation both state that fact. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will permit me, I think he has right there touched the very heart 
of this question, and I would be glad, therefore, if he would explain 
two things: First, is this a tax that was levied after the war or during 
the war—were these taxes levied during the war, or did they exist be- 
fore; and second, were they levied for the public interests generally, or 
do they exist, any of them, for the special benefit of the ship-owner? 
If so, then it seems to me they should bear the actual cost; but if it is 
a matter of public interest or public regulation, and not for their special 
benefit alone, then I see no impropriety in the expenditure being borne 
by the public Treasury. 

Mr. DUNN. TheSecretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of 
Navigation both report, and I will read from the report, that this entire 
mass of charges should be relieved. 


The revenue collected 
And I read from the report of the Commissioner of Navigation 


spection service and the shipping service, should be provided for out of moneys 
not otherwise appropriated. Most of the service formed by the Government 


Mr. DUNN. Now, on yesterday the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewrrr] sought to pick out of this list of fees abol- 
ished—for we have specified those which shall be abolished distinctively 
and have left no discretion anywhere he sought to pick out of that list 
some items as to which he doubted if they were for the public in 
and made a question whether they were not for the benefit of the ship- 
owner, among which he named a bill of health and others, all of which 
were manifestly for the public interest and for public purposes. The 
Government laid during the war tonnage taxes, licenses, occupation 
taxes, as well as income taxes, which reached the vessel and its earn- 
ings and reached the officers and employés of the vessel and their occu- 
pation and affected the revenue. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 

UNN. 

Mr. DUNN. And these charges have been laid in order to enable the 
Government to keep their control of the matter and for public purposes 
entirely and alone. Now, I have a statement here from the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation, showing that, including the deterioration, the 
taxes now raised upon the shipping interests of the country reached 
the enormous sum of 14} or 15 per cent. There is not another property 
interest in the country resting under any such burden of taxation. We 
reduced their burdens last year by more than halfa million dollars by 
the reduction of tonnage and change of fees, and we cast the burden of 
fees that were to remain upon the Government hospital dues for sailors. 
Why, the hospitals for the sailors have sprung out of the common senti- 
ment of humanity of the whole civilized world that takes care of the 
sailor. He is a homeless creature; he has no home anywhere, except 
upon the shore upon which he may be cast by the exigencies of his 
avocation. The world has provided for him a hospital at the common 
expense of all the civilized maritime nations of the world. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me to ask him, is not that cor- 
rectsolely as to the hospital system in connection with foreign commerce ? 

Mr. DUNN. I mere been referring to the act of 1834. But that 
was not cast upon the Treasury; that was charged upon the tonnage 
tax that remained unrepealed; and that part which now falls upon the 
Treasury is below $50,000, for this year the tonnage dues will meet all 
the hospital charges except $39,000 or $40,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not the necessity of maintaining the hos- 
pital system, which has always been recognized, apply to the foreign 
commerce rather than to the local internal commerce, which stands 
upon a common basis with other employments? 

Mr. DUNN. Weare not maintaining any internal hospitals that I 
am aware of; but we ought to maintain more hospitals than we do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are maintaining several. 

Mr. DUNN. It is as important to protect the internal shipping in- 
terest as it is the foreign shipping interest. Our foreign carrying trade 
has been swept from the seas by taxation as well as by the restrictions 
of trade, which rob shipping of the opportunity to get cargoes every- 
where. There is but one road to relief, and that is to remove taxation, 
remove the restrictions, remove burdens, and open the way for our peo- 
ple to do shipping business at a profit. Until that is made possible 
they will never doit. Can it be supposed that American capital will 
engage in a business that is burdened with a tax of 14} per cent. ? 

ag HOLMAN, Will the gentleman state the items that make that 
up 

Mr. DUNN. It includes deterioration, and it does not include what 


we have removed heretofore. Local taxation, municipal and otherwise, 
2.3 per cent.; tonnage tax, 1 per cent.; fees, .1 per cent.; deterioration, 
10 per cent.; pilotage, 1.5 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The deterioration forms a large proportion of it. 

Mr. DUNN. Besides, there is a constant and ever-increasing ten- 
dency to add new taxes in the way of imposing new inventions upon 
vessels for life-saving and all other imaginary beneficial services. Why, 
sir, last year, as chairman of the subcommittee on commerce, to whom 
measures relating to commerce and navigation were referred, if I had 
favored the measures propounded there, and pressed upon my subcom- 
mittee, to compel ship-owners to take new inventions, life-saving boats, 
life-saving dresses, life-saving machinery, and had secured their enact- 
ment into law, every ship-owner in America would have set his vessel 
on fire and fled from it by night. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. I would like a little more time to have this communi- 
cation read. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I renew it, and yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr. DUNN. Now, I wish to answer one more point made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. If the removal of taxation is indirect subsidy, 
God save the country; there is an end of all arguments for reducin 
taxation. To whom isitasubsidy? To what is it a subsidy? AÑ 
the taxes that rest upon the shipping and carrying trade of the country 
enter into and swell the cost of the products of the country which they 
transport and move and swell the cost of all products imported into 
the country, so that the burden of cost falls upon the producer and the 
consumer, the original producer being the heaviest sufferer. 

If he is subsidized, I want to subsidize in that way every laborer in 
this nation of fifty-five millions of people; I want to snbsidize every 
consumer of the tax-burdened commodities that enter into our national 
consumption. That is the subsidy policy that I am for. Iam opposed 
toall subventions in the legitimate and proper acceptation and meaning 
of that term, but I am for removing all burdens of taxation which may 
be removed consistently with the needs of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read the communica- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY peuS BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 

My DEAR Sim: In compliance with your request I herewith send you state- 
ment of the benefit derived from shipping legislation proposed and already 
enacted. The items go far toward placing our ships in a position to compete 
with foreign vessels; but as remarked by you in conversation on Sat 7. 
nearly all of such relief from burdens comes ultimately to the pockets of the pro- 
ducer and the consumer, so that I think such measures should be considered as 
removing war taxes and burdens upon the commerce of the country at large. 


Yo very trul 
Pe ae ha! JARVIS PATTEN. 
Hon. PorsDEXTER Duxx, 
Chairman of Committee on Shipping, Ilouse of Representatives. 


Memorandum regarding taxation on American vessels, 


Per cent. 

Local taxes, municipal and otherwise * 
Tonnage tax om 1.0 
Fees . 1 
Depreciation per annum . 10,0 
Pilotage 1.5 
66 ͥ¶ A paageaneaseasoopsssnes: i — 14.9 


In addition, there are charges for port warden (no estimate), harbor dues (no 
estimate), quarantine and local dues (no estimate). 

The local taxation of 2.3 per cent. is imposed at a certain town in the State of 
Maine. Iam informed that on the lakes and in some other States this would 
be about a fair average. 

Vessel property is subject to more depreciation than most other kinds and to 
greater risks. In the foreign trade especially they have to com with the 
chea vessels of the world, and should therefore be relieved of all unneces- 
sary burdens, otherwise the business of shipping in the United States, so faras 

foreign trade, must be altogether discontinued. The total tonnage tax 
collected during the year 1885 from all vessels was $390,875.15; from vessels of 
the United States $59,325.29. The entire customs fees for that period were 
$500,444.20, of which probably nearly one-third was paid for services to United 
States vessels, namely, $166,814.73. The amount paid for the last fiscal year by 
the Government to consular officers, under the provision of the act of June 26, 
1884, abolishing consular fees, in the case of vessels of the United States, is 
stated in the report of the Fifth Auditor to have been $15,511.73. The whole sum 
this provision saved to the owners of vessels amounted to about $90,000. 

The fees received by shipping commissioners and deposited in the Treasury 
as a fund for their compensation amounted to $61 484.12, of which $53,248.24 were 
expended in rents, &. The fees deposited for inspection and license 
in the case of steam-vessels amounted to $111,468.95, 

It will be seen from the foregoing that property in vessels is very Righty taxed, 
and it is mene eee to many restrictions under existing legislation. 
The fees sought to abolished by bill 4838 are an additional burden. They 
have been paid by the vessels without any recompense for the use of the Gov- 
ernment. Should they be abolished, the Government, of course, would have to 
provide for the officers paid therefrom. This provision, as estimated above, 
would cost, say, for— 


United States shipping commissioners, their clerks, 
Fees to customs officersꝰ . . es e rnas 


»The amount mentioned as paid for services to vessels generally include serv- 
ices to foreign vessels as well as to those of the United States, and as the fees 
for foreign vessels are not abolished by the bill, the amount would be consider- 
ably less than that above stated, 
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This comparatively small amount might well be collected in some other man- 
ner if necessary. 


Statement of amount saved to United States vessels, E., during the year ending June 
s peT g by peaca bri Sig a 


The relief afforded by the passage of the bill would not onl 


but also to the shi and the producers, in consequence 
ht charges E t gaani followsa reduction in expenses of 


to the ships, 
e reduction in 
transporta- 


by the ship, are really burdens on the commerce country that levies them 
in the end fall upon the shi to be paid by the uncer, In my = 
ence as a shi a came 


ts 
among was broken and a of com: tro- 
duced among them. fell 
at first were 


50 cents per bale. This 
red to be good news to the ea oe 


vessels were acceptin io 50 cents less per bale 


g 

for carrying the cotton. The relief afforded shipping this bill tends to en- 

them to th tps which are not assessed in like manner, 
but although the money be first paid by the ship, it falls ultimately on the com- 
modities and so upon the ucer. Therelief voted is virtually to take 
off a burden on commerce and production of the — rather than 
to ship-owners alone, The amount of a million dollars taxes taken off 
shi may sound large, but when it is acknow. as it must be, thatthe 


oe ollars is — ——— proses 1 porey, going 1 mostly 
e eee country from taxes established —ů— 
measure. 

During the reading of the foregoing paper the chairman announced 
that the time of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, DUNN] had expired; 


whereupon 

Mr. OATES took the floorin opposition to the amendment and yielded 
his time to Mr. DUNN. 

Mr.DUNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statement just read shows that 
by the act of 1884 burdens to the amount of something more than a mill- 
jon dollars were taken off the shipping interests of the United States. 
It is estimated that this bill will reduce burdens in the form of fees, &e., 
to the amount of about $300,000. The to provision of the bill, if 
It is responded to by foreign governments, will sweep away the balance 
of tonnage taxes, amounting to some $400,000. Then if we shall be able 
to follow up this reduction of near $2,000,000 by a reduction in the cost 
of pilotage, which now amounts to 
shall have accomplished a great deal for the relief of American shipping 
interests and have done much to open the way to the resumption 
of that kind of business by American enterprise and American capital. 
Then, if we shall be able to follow that up with a great crowning meas- 
ure to give them free ships, the cheapest that may be made in the world, 
the entire restoration of American dominance upon the seas in the car- 
rying trade will have been made possible. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend perceive that this reduction af- 
fects very vessels owned abroad as well as those owned at home? 
Mr. D It does not affect vessels owned abroad except as to 
tonnage. The act of 1884 reduced tonnage dues to certain foreign ves- 
sels. This bill does not release one dollar of tonnage dues to any for- 
eign vessel except in consideration of a like reduction by other nations 
to American vessels. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not the gentleman see that to the extent 
that foreign vessels are released the burden is put upon our people? 

Mr DUNN, No, sir. We take off burdens from the American con- 
sumer in this way, just as you do by taking off tariff taxes. 

Mr. HO On same principle? 

Mr. DUNN. Exactly. The effect is just as direct. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word in 
order to get an opportunity to make a few remarks upon this bill. I 
am not very familiar with the provisions of the bill. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Dunx] evidently is, as well as the gentleman from 
Maine. I do not propose to say much about it. In many of its pro- 
visions, if not all, it may be well enough. Like many other members 
of this House, in much of the legislation that comes before us I follow 
in the main the committee that reports the bill. I want to say, how- 
ever, that I regretted that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
at the first fire, withdrew the amendment he offered yesterday, which 
tended to limit the compensation of cnstoms collectors, because it is 
known in a general way to the country, from repeated assertion through 
long years past, that many of these officers do receive a very large com- 
pensation. It is known further that there are a good many collection 


haps more than $2,000,000, we | tio: 


districts, many more than most of us are aware of; and, as I have said, 
ion of the collectors in some of these 

as high as 
Now, I regretted to the gentl from Indiana [Mr. H. ape 
ow, seo gentleman „ HOLMAN 
withdraw his amendment, because the millenninm has come, the time 
has arrived when the gentleman has a President in harmony with him- 
self and a majority of 40 in this House, and when he hasan opportunity 


to run matters, and glorify his and keep some of the promises 
that he has been making for the last twenty-five years. I hope he will 
not be obstructed in doing that. 


In all seriousness, I do believe that a great reform might be made, 
and ought to be made, touching the collection of the revenues and the 
cost of that service. I hope that nobody will put any obstacle in the 
way of the 4 from Indiana, and the other side of the House, 
in making these reforms. In season and out of season upon this bill 
or any other bill let them be made, 

Mr. DINGLEY. If we can pass immediately to the other sections of 
the bill I will not move that the committee rise for the purpose of lim- 
iting debate; but I see there is a little tendency to run into outside 
questions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I congratulate my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] upon the manifest improvement not only in his way of speaking 
but in his theories of economy. He always speaks well; but on this 
occasion he has spoken with unusual animation and energy. My friend 
must have perceived that the amendment I offered and which was, from 
the necessities of the case, but a partial remedy, affecting a very few sal- 
aries, was withdrawn because the gentleman from Maine Fur. DINGLEY] 
was apprehensive that his bill would be embarrassed; and surely the 
gentleman from Illinois does not wish to embarrass the measure of the 
gentleman from Maine. Besides, I indulge the hope that a measure 
comprehensive enough to embrace all the salaries of the customs serv- 
ice will be brought in during the present session of Congress; and I trust 
the gentleman from Illinois will give it a cheerful support. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 2. That shipping. commissioners may ship and di. crews for any 
vessel in eoastwise trade, or trade between United States 
and the minion of Canada or Newfoundland, or the West Indies, or the Re- 
public of Mexico, at the request of the master or owner of such vessel, the ship- 
T pe a aene fees in such cases to be one-half that preseribed by section 

of the Revised utes, for the purpose of determining the compensation 
of shi comm ners. 

SEC. section 10 of the act entitled “An act to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant and encourage the American forei, 
ing trade, and for other purposes,” ay Sag June 26, 1854, be amended by in- 
serting after the word “ ie ion 3 in line 19, the following: Or to an 1 
creditor in liquidation 


of any just debt for board or clothing which he may have 

contracted prior to ot exceeding one months pay for and 
one month’s 1 ſor g. And said section 10 is further amended by strik- 
ing outall of the last ph after the words “ vessels of the United States,” 
and inserting in lieu of words stricken out the following: And any mas- 
ter, owner, consign: r agent of any fo who has violated this see- 
m shall be liable to the same ty that master, owner, or agent of a ves- 


sel of the United States would be fora similar violation.” 
A oma That section 4289 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
ollows: 

“Sxc. 4289. The provisions of the seven preceding sections, and of section 18 
ofan act entitled ‘an act to remove — burdens on ae 
marine reign carryin; trade, an: other pur- 

e — 3 the 
navigation, but shall not apply to any canal-boat, 
barge, or lighter.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 11 and 12 of section 4 the words but shall not apply to 
any,” and insert the words “including canal-boats, barges, and lighters. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, just about the time 
that the committee was rising yesterday afternoon, I proposed this 
amendment, which is printed in the RECORD. I desire to oceupy a mo- 
ment or two in explanation of it, and I trust the Committee of the 
PF of adopting it. 

This bill, as reported by the Committee on American Ship-buildingand 
Ship-owning Interests, does notinclude in its limited-liability clause 
canal-boats, barges, or lighters, but on the contrary they are ted from 
its provisions. I need not say to the House that since the original laws 
affecting these interests were passed the business of lighterage and tug- 
boating has become an immense business in all parts of the country—in 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and elsewhere; and I can 
see no reason why this bill should not be now amended so as to include 
this class of vessels. They are certainly liable to be damaged by collis- 
ion and otherwise. There is certainly value in these vessels—of course 
not great value, but more or less value. Yet they are not within the 
limitations of this bill, and I think they should be included, in deference 
to the desire of those interested in tugboats, barges, and lighters. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. with reference to the amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], the Ship- 
ping Committee has maintained the exception which has always been 
observed in our limited-liability law. The exception now embraced in 
the Revised Statutes as to canal-boats, or lighters is an excep- 


tion which was placed in the first limited-liability act passed in 1851, 
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and I wish merely to restate the reasons whieh then governed the action 
of Congress. 

The limited liability was granted to vessels mainly on these grounds: 
First, that the vessel goes beyond the control of its immediate owner, 


and can not genus his 1 , that it sona 
ters peculiar exceptional perils of navigation; and, thirdly, 

it is in the interest pe public policy to grant this exceptional privilege 
to the owners of shipping 3 It was argued that these excep- 
tions did not apply, at least in their ordinary force, to canal-boats, 
barges, and lighters—first, because these vessels 1 

in a harbor or on a canal, and do not meet the ordinary perils 

gation; secondly, that they are always, when moved, attachments "of 
other vessels; and, thirdly, that as the limited-liability act provided that 
the aggregate measure of liability should be eee een de 
pending freight, these vessels afforded a small measure of aggregate lia- 
bility. 


Those, in substance, were the reasons which led Congress, in passing 
the original limited-liability act, to except these three classes of ves- 
sels. Having stated the reasons which then controlled the judgment of 
Congress, I leave to the Committee of the Whole to determine this ques- 
tion as may seem to it proper. 

vanis. Mr. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of P I do not see that we 
need be bound by the judgment of the ich enacted the law 
of 1852. In our day ing and lighterage, the use of canal-boats 
with lighters, &., in our rivers and other has becomein many 


parts of our country a greatly extended business. Now, I do not think 
that the question of the measure of damage which might be incurred 
bya pa E boat or tugboat or a lighter should enter into this question 
atall. There is no reason why the owner should not be compensated 
for damages. 

In trying to pass this bill amendatory of our shipping laws—and I sin- 
cerely we shall succeed in passing it—I do not see why we should 
not seek to put the law in as good a shape as possible, a shape suited 
to the business of the times. I wish to urge the Committee of the 
Whole to adopt this amendment. I had hoped that the gentleman in 
charge of the bill might assent to it. I know he could not accept it as 
chairman of the committee and acting under their instructions, yet per- 
haps a word or two from him might have given the Committee of the 
Whole a more favorable idea of this proposition. But I repeat,the fact 
that the act of 1852, passed thirty-four years SEIS, er cepted these canal- 

boats, barges, and lighters from the limited lis ity clause is no reason 
why now, with the experience of the intervening years, we should not 
allow these vessels to be included in the provisions of the limited-lia- 
bility law. The smaller interests of the parties owning these vessels 
are just as important to them as the interests of larger vessel- 
owners. We are seeking to do the best we can for American shipping; 
and we now have an opportunity to include these vessels in the Provis- 
ions of the general law on this subject. No sufficient reason is pre- 
sented in favor of continuing the exception which was made years ago. 
I ask this Committee of the Whole to adopt this amendment. It can 
certainly do no wrong to anyone. It can not affect adversely the ship- 
ing interests. It does not impose any additional fee upon any one. 
i kiria tis cums bt these smaller vessels the same rights 
that are accorded to the owners of larger vessels. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I certainly hope the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will be In 1852 the tonnage of a 
canal-boat was from 60 to 80 tons. ow they carry from 200 to 300. 
In 1852 they simply navigated canals. Now a canal-boat takes a load 
at Quebec or Ottawa and delivers it at New York, Philadelphia, or 
Baltimore. The whole system of transportation has changed, and it 
is as important to accommodate shippers on the rivers, and canals 
as any others. Therefore I hope the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be adopted. 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I neee of this section, 
if adopted, will 55 to vessels engaged in lake and other in- 
land navigation the same exemption from liability which the owners of 
vessels engaged in ocean navigation enjoy under the act of 1851. The 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] says that the 1 already 
upon the statute-book extends to lake navigation. so, the effect of 
this section will be to extend it to carriers on rivers. 

A MEMBER. And canals. 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes; and canals. 

I think, sir, the policy of this legislation from the beginning is doubt- 
ful. The effect of it is to relieve common carriers by water almost en- 
tirely from their liability as such. It goes even beyond that. It not 
only relieves the carrier from his common-law liability, but it limits 
the liability of the owner of a vessel to his interest in the vessel itself 
and the pending freight. For, sir, as I understand the proposition 

Mr. DUNN. It is to limit the liability? 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes; to limit the liability of the owner of the vessel 
to the shipper, the person for whom he carries and to others having 
claims to the interest of the owner in the vessel and the pending freight. 
Now, vessels are sometimes owned by partnerships. If the shipper suf- 
fers a loss, even by negligence of the carrier’s servants, if the shipper 
suffers loss by embezzlement of the carrier’s servants, and in many other 


cases referred to in section 4289, the carrier is bound to the shipper only 
to the extent of his interest in the vessel. 

Under the law as it stood prior to the act of 1851, and as it stands 
now, as affecting carriers by river, while the owner is liable to the ship- 
per to the full extent of the loss, whatever may be the owner’s interest 
in the vessel, this would limit it to the particular vessel itself. I can 
see no reason why carriers by water should be relieved from the liabil- 
ities which attach to carriers by land. Ifa “ea — by rail suffers loss 
the railroad company, or the owner or carrier, whatever he may be, is 
personally liable to the full extent of the loss. 

In some cases, Mr. it will relieve the common carrier al- 

the vessel to have been mortgaged to its full value, 
what relief would the shipper or passenger have even for negligence or 
embezzlement of the agents of the owners of the vessel? 

Mr. DUNN. They avoid it now. I will inform the gentleman that 
it is a common thing now for a rich in the ownership of a ves- 
sel to transfer the title to an irresponsible employé and take a mort- 
gage upon it for a debt or assumed debt. That is the custom in inland 
navigationnow. You protect these owners to the exact extent to which 
the law protects the navigators on the high seas. 

Mr. BOYLE. As the law stands the rich carrier is liable beyond his 
interest in the vessel. He is personally liable. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Not in case he uses due diligence. 

Mr. BOYLE. As to a common carrier due diligence goes for nothing. 
Only the act of God or the act of the public enemy relieves a common 
carrier. The mortgaging of the interest of the rich partner in a vessel 
does not relieve him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOYLE. But you propose now to relieve him by act of Congress. 
Suppose a vessel to be owned by a rich and strong corporation and the 
shipper’s goods are embezzled or destroyed by negligence of that cor- 
poration or its servants, what is the remedy under this proposed legis- 
lation for the shipper? He will have nothing beyond the value of the 
vessel. 


Mr. NEGLEY. The value of the vessel and the pending freight? 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes, and the ing freight; but the vessel may be 
mortgaged, and then he will have but the pending freight. But both 
vessel and pending freight may be altogether insufficient to make good 
his loss. You will have a powerful corporation, a strong corporation, 
which has undertaken to safely carry the goods and failed to do so, and 
yet it will be relieved altogether from liability by this provision. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania overlooks the fact 
that the liability of the corporation would be equal to the value of the 
vessel and the pending freight. 

Mr. BOYLE. That is a new view of the question, and one which 
does not seem to be warranted by the terms of the bill. My understand- 

of the section if adopted is this, that it makes only the vessel liable; 
ae the interests of the parties-in it, and that it does not make the 
owner liable to the extent of the value of the vessel. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That would be in the nature of a pro- 
ceeding in rem, and that is not the rule of liability which is contem- 
plated by this bill. 

Mr. BOYLE. That would not reach the owner personally 

Mr. DUNN. Let me say to the gentleman from P lvania that 
under this act you can reach the owner to the extent of the value ot 
the vessel and the pending freight. There is no question of that. 

Mr. BOYLE. What I have been endeavoring to maintain is that 
the owner's interest in the vessel is all that will be liable. I do not 
understand that the value of the vessel affords the measure of the own- 
er’s liability which may be 8 off him personally, but that only 
his interest in the vessel can be seized. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me state again: each owner is liable to the extent 
of his interest, and all of them in the aggregate to the full value of the 
vessel and the pending freight. 

Mr. BOYLE. Very well. Now suppose that to be the fact—— 

Mr. DUNN. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BOYLE. Well, suppose it is; the loss of the shipper may far ex- 
ceed the value of the vessel, which may be comparatively worthless. 
You have then, I repeat, a vessel owned by a rich corporation which 
undertakes to carry and they are destroyed, lost, or embezzled. 
Now what provision is there to cover the loss outside of the value of the 
vessel i ? 

Mr. DUNN. Tze loss is usually covered by insurance. He would be 
protected by the insurance. 

Mr. BOYLE. What I complain of is that the law you are enacting 
here for carriers by water is not the law that governs other classes of 
common carriers. 

Mr. DUNN. You should have made that argument in 1851. 

Mr. BOYLE. I was not here to make the argument at that time, 
Lar I make it at the earliest possible opportunity. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a word in response 
to what my colleague from Pennsylvania has said. I do not think my 
colleague has any objection to including canal-boats, barges, or lighters, 
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because the provisions of the limited-liability law apply to all vessels, 
whether on the lakes or rivers or engaged in any inland navigation. 
This would perfect the section by including all vessels, whether canal- 
boats, barges, or lighters. His objection appears to be to the limited- 
liability clause generally, and I do not suppose he makes that objection 
to the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. BOYLE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I can see no reason for 
discriminating between canal-boats or lighters and steamboats and 
other vessels employed in commerce. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not understand the argument of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania reaches to the point of refusing to 
relieve inland navigation of these burdens which do not rest on our 
coastwise trade? 

Mr. BOYLE. I would not discriminate against inland navigation. 
But I wish to say that if I had been here in 1851 I should have voted 
against relieving ocean vessels from these liabilities, and I will go no 
further in that direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 41, 
noes 35. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Noquorum has voted. I think we had better have 
a full vote on this proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will not press that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, tae Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, 
noes 93. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 4, at the end of line 12: 

“Provided, No master, officer, or seaman shall be made liable under section 
4287 or other provision of law for any act or omission of any other master, officer, 
or seaman to a greater extent than the value and freight of such vessel, unless 
such first-mentioned master, officer, or seaman, being the owner in whole or part, 
directly and personally contributed to such act or omission.” 


Mr. HALL. I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, with the view 
of encouraging the construction and operation of vessels upon the West- 
ern rivers in my own region of the country. Heretofore, since 1852, 
the exemption by which owners of vessels were liable only to the extent 
of the value of the vessel and pending freight as common carriers has 
been limited to the ocean business, while the vessels employed upon 
the Western rivers have not been encouraged by this exaction, and cap- 
ital has not been induced to invest in that direction. 

The only exception in which the statute of 1852 or the present stat- 
ute changes the liability of common carriers is in the single matter of 
destruction by fire. In that instance the burden of establishing the neg- 
ligence is thrown upon the shipper. In all other cases there rests upon 
the common carrier an absolute liability for freight lost, destroyed, or 
damaged, with the exception that the liability is itself limited to the 
value of the vessel and the pending freight. 

Now, out upon the Western rivers itso happens that nearly all owners 
are more or less engaged in navigating the vessels that they own; and 
under section 4287 of the Revised Statutes that class of owners who 
are engaged in navigating their own vessels are made liable for the 
whole extent of the loss, though it may exceed many times the value of 
the vessel and the pending freight. The amendment which I offer pro- 
poses to change that and to leave such owners under precisely the same 
obligation as those owners who remain at home and are not actively 
engaged in the navigation of the vessels. It puts all owners on an exact 
equality, with this addition, that if the navigating owner is himself 
guilty of any act or omission which contributes directly to the loss, he 
then is liable upon the same ground as all other common carriers—to 
the full extent of the injury sustained. If such owner fails to employ 
a competent crew or fails to discharge any of the duties that pertain to 
him asowner or master, he becomes absolutely liable forthe whole extent 
of the loss. But this amendment pro that such owner and master 
or officer or seaman shall not be made liable to the full extent for any 
act or omission of any other master or officer or seaman in which he did 
not participate and to which he did not contribute; of course, leaving 
5 77 5 liable to the extent of the value of the vessel and the pending 

ight. 

I trust, sir, on behalf of this interest, which is a large and vast one, 
and which has heretofore been crippled by a variety of circumstances, 
that this amendment for its encouragement may prevail. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was in read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to have section 18 
of the act passed in 1884 to relieve American shipping from certain bur- 
dens read, so that the present state of the law may appear. I especially 
invite the attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL] to that 
provision. 


The Clerk read as follows: ¢ 

Sec. 18. That the individual liability of a ship-owner shall be limited to the 
proportion of any or all debts and liabilities that his individual share of the ves- 
sel 8 to the whole, and the aggregate liabilities of all the owners of a vessel 
on account of the same shall not exceed the value of such vessels and freight 
ponding; Provided, That this provision shall not affectthe liability of any owner 
im previous to the passage of this act, nor prevent any claimant from join- 
ing all the owners in oneaction; nor shall the same apply to wages due to per- 
sons employed by said ship-owners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the original section of the act of 
1851 may be read as a part of the history of this legislation. It is sec- 
tion 4283 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4283, The liability of the owner of any vessel, for any embezzlement, } 
or destruction, by any person, of any property, goods, or merchandise, sh aed 
or put on board of such vessel, or for any loss, damage, or injury by collision, or 
for any act, matter, or thing, lost, damage, or forfeiture, done, oned, or in- 
. without the privity or knowledge of such owner or owners, shall in no 
case exceed the amount or value of the interest of such owner in such vessel, and 
her freight then pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuppose the effect of this provision of the act of 1851 
is either modified or entirely superseded by the eighteenth section of the 
act of 1884. And it is now proposed, after a controversy of at least fifteen 
years in duration, for this subject was before Congress many years ago 
it is proposed to extend the principles embodied in both these sections 
more definitely in the last, that of the act of 1884, to vessels navigating 
inland rivers. Many years ago, while the language seemed to apply to 
foreign commerce alone, the Supreme Court decided that the same prin- 
ciples applied to vessels navigating the great lakes of the North. But 
now it is proposed to apply the same principles to vessels navigating the 
inland rivers, and the question is this, to which I invite the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL], 
whether or no you will promote the interests of those engaged in the 
navigation of the inland rivers by steamboats by relieving them from 
liability for losses sustained of life and property. 

Take the instance where a railroad accident occurs. The railroad 
passes right along on the margin of ariver. As to the one common 
carrier, the railroad, for the general safety of the people, you apply 
strictly the rules which apply to the common carrier for the benefit of 
all men; as to the other common carrier, right by its side, employing 
a different element for transportation and travel, there you release the 
carrier from these liabilities as to life and property, except to a very 
limited extent. 

I trust gentlemen will consider whether or no you are in fact pro- 
moting the interest of the common carrier by water on these navigable 
streams by this exemption of liability. Are we not running the risk 
at least of enlarging travel and transportation by those channels where 
there is the security of a monetary liability when you exempt the other 
agencies from such liability? 

That is a question I think well worthy of consideration. And yet, 
as I have said, I discuss this subject with hesitation, because I was not 
present when these provisions were considered. As far back as 1872 
the subject was in the House, and was then very carefully considered. 
It has been occasionally before Congress ever since, and I think even 
before 1872, as far back as 1867, it was under consideration, and the 
question has always been whether it was a wise policy to extend these 
exemptions to vessels engaged in inland navigation, with reference to 
their own interests as well as with due regard to the public safety. 

Mr.,DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HALL] proposes to limit the personal liability and responsibility of a 
master, officer, or seaman, on account of any embezzlement, injury, 
loss, or destruction of merchandise or of property put on board any 
vessel, er on account of any negligence, fraud, or other malversation 
of such master, officer, or seaman, respectively. This proposition, of 
course, touches another question, namely, whether an individual who 
has been personally negligent, or who has been guilty of fraud, being 
a master or officer of a vessel, should not be personally liable on account 
of such neglect or fraud. That is a new question, and certainly there 
is a great deal of doubt about the propriety of undertaking to extend 
the limited liability law to a man who has committed a fraud. As to 
the other question raised, the general question—— 

Mr. HALL. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will 
yield to me fora moment I will explain. I think I have not been able 
to make myself quite understood. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman. It may be that I have 
not understood him correctly. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, by section 4283 there is an exemption 
made on behalf of men who invest their capital in sea-going vessels, but 
who do not personally undertake to operate and manage them. Sec- 
tion 4287 expressly provides that when they do undertake to operate 
and manage their own vessels they shall be personally liable to the same 
extent as common carriers, regardless of the question whether such 
owners or masters are themselves personally guilty of fraud or neglect, 
or whether it is the act or omission of their subordinates. Now the 
point I make is, that if you extend this exemption at all it ought to 
be carried out so as to effectuate the principle involved. On the West- 
ern rivers there are men who invest their capital and also operate and 
manage their own vessels, nd while they should be held responsible, 
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whether the act or omission is on their own part or on the part of their 
agents to the extent of the value of their vessels and the pending freight 
their responsibility ought not to extend any further, and they should 
not be held responsible for the whole loss, which in any particular case 
may be ten times as much as the whole value of the vessel, unless such 
loss is caused by their personal individual act or omission. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That raises anew question, and I have not had time 
to ascertain whether the provisions of law already enacted will not reach 
the case presented. I wish, however, at this time to d to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] with reference 
to the propriety of extending these limited liability laws to vessels 
plying on our interior waters. I wish, first, to call attention to the fact 
that it is very easy, under existing laws, for any owner or part owner of 
a vessel on the interior waters to escape liability by having the owners 
incorporated under the State laws, most of which limit the liability of the 
individual to the proportion of the capital stock which he individually 
may own. But, secondly, where those laws do not exist, the tendency 
has been for the owners of steamers on our inland waters to put their 
property into the hands of men who are not responsible, in order to es- 
cape individual personal responsibility. There does, however, seem to 
be as much reason for extending this limited liability to vessels navi- 
gating the larger interior waters, such as the Mississippi and the Ohio 
Rivers, considering that the perils of navigation there are almost equal 
to those upon the great lakes, as there is for extending them to sea- 
going vessels. As was stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

OLMAN ], originally our limited-liability laws were confined in their 
operation strictly to sea-going vessels, but by decisions of the courts 
many years ago the principle of those laws was extended to those vessels 
navigating the great lakes, on the ground that they encountered substan- 
tially the same perils as vessels a asin. Seg ocean; and, carrying that 
reasoning still er, it has been thought by the committee that the 
same ground exists for limiting the liability of vessels navigating our 
internal waters, and that it would be good policy to do so, because it 
would preserve the ownership of the vessels in responsible hands, and 
discourage such evasions of the law as are now practiced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will t me, I wish to ask him 
if it is not his understanding that the act of 1851, in its terms, applied 
only to sea-going vessels, and was designed to place American vessels 
engaged in Drago commore upon the same footing as the vessels of 
other nations? not that been the general of thecommercial 
powers for some years prior to that time, and did not we follow them 
and enact the law of 1851 for the purpose of conforming to that policy 
and putting our ships in the same condition in that respect as the ves- 
sels of other nations? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. That was one of the reasons; but in 
addition to that, the reason was set forth that vessels on the high seas 
go beyond the control of the owner, so that he can not have the personal 
oversight which ordinarily can be exercised by the owner of property 
upon land; and, secondly, it was urged that vessels upon the high seas 
are subject to peculiar dangers of navigation. The courts, when by 
their decisions they extended the operation of the limited liability act 
to vessels upon the great lakes, relied solely upon the latter two prin- 
ciples—the fact that navigation upon the great lakes encounters sub- 
stantially the same perils as navigation upon the sea—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And because, as the term ship“ is constantly made 
use of in the act of 1851, the foreign trade not 1 the Su- 
preme Court very naturally came to the conclusion that the act applied 
to all navigation by ships, rather than to foreign commerce solely. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the committee sufficiently understands the 
question so far as concerns the extension of this provision to interior 
waters, I hope we may have a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ILALL, it was 


rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That section 4153 of the Revised Statutes be amended by striking out 
the last sentence of the last Pe pence arom and inserting instead the following: 
In every vessel documented as a vessel of the United States the number de- 
noting her net tonnage shall be deeply carved or otherwise permanently marked 
on her main beam, and shall be so continued; and if the number at any time 
cease to be continued, such vessel shall be subject to a fine of $30 on every arrival 
in a port of the United States if she have not her tonnage number legally carved 
or permanently marked.” 

Serc, 6. That from the close of section 4177 of said statutes the following words 
shall be stricken out, to wit: Such vessel shall be no longer ized asa 
vessel of the United States; and in lieu thereof there shall be inserted the words 
following: Such vessel shall be liable to a fine of $300n every arrival ina port 
of the United States if she have not her proper official number legally carved 
or permanently marked.” 

Sec, 7. That section 4371 of said statutes is hereby repealed, and in lieu thereof 
the following provisions shall be inserted : ‘‘ Every vessel of 20 tons or upward, 
entitled to be documented as a vessel of the United States, other than registered 
vessels, found trading between district and district, or between different places 
in the same district, or carrying on the fishery, without being enrolled and li- 
censed, and every vessel of less than 20 tons and not less than 5 tons burden found 
trading or carrying on the fishery as aforesaid withouta license obtained as pro- 
vided by this title, shall be liable to a fine of $30 at every port of arrival without 
such enrollment or license, But if the license shall have expired while the ves- 
sel was at sea, and there shall have been no opportunity to renew such license, 
then said fine of $30 shall not be incurred,” 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend section 7 by striking out all down 
to the words ‘‘every vessel,” in line 3, and also by adding at the end 


of the section the following: ‘‘And so much of section 4371 of the Re- 
vised Statutes as relates to vessels entitled to be documented as vessels 
of the United States is hereby repealed.” 

This amendment has been agreed to by the committee, after consul- 
tation with the Bureau of Navigation, as being preferable to the re- 
peal of the section of the Revised Statutes referred to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 8. That forei Is found t i bet laces 
porate cms Uaticd Baten ther enc persone fave tees ken on beard Se 
the United States, shall be liable to a fine of $1 for every passenger landed. 

Sec. 9. That the fines nat sae by sections 5,6,7,and 8 of this act shall be sub- 
ject to remission or miti on by the Secretary of the Treasury when the offense 


was not willfully co tted under such methods ofascertaining the facts as may 
seem to him advisable. 


Sec. 10. That the provision of Schedule N of “An act to reduce internal-reve- 
nue taxation, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883, allowing a draw- 
back on bituminous coal used for fuel on vessels propelled by steam, shall be 
construed to apply only to vessels of the United States, and to vessels of foreign 
countries granting aran es privilege to vessels of the United States in their ports, 

Mr. DINGLEY. In order to make clear what otherwise might be 
subject to some doubt, I move to amend section 10 by inserting in line 
A, before the word ‘‘ bituminous,’’ the word imported.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 11. That section 14 of “Anact to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and for 
other pu: 22 ed June 26, 1884, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Src. 14. That in lieu of the tax on tonnage of 30 cents per ton per annum im- 
posed prior to July 1, 1884, a duty of 3 cents per ton, not to exceed in NN 
gregate 15 cents per ton in any one year, is hereby imposed at each entry on all 
vessels which shall be entered in any port of the United States from any forei, 
pos or place in North America, Central EEA S West India Islands, the 

hama Islands, the Bermuda I ds, or the Sandwich Islands, or Newfound- 
land; and a duty of 6 cents per ton, not to exceed 30 cents ton per annum, is 
hereby imposed at each entry upon all vessels which shall be entered in the 
United States from any other foreign ports: Provided, That the President of the 
United States shall suspend the collection of so much of the duty herein im- 
posed, on vessels entered from any foreign port, as may be in excess of the ton- 
nage and light-house dues, or other equivalent taxor taxes, imposed in said port 
on American vessels by the government of the foreign country in which such 
port is situated, and shall, apon- aw passage of this act, and from time to time 
thereafter as often as it may me necessary by reason of changes in the laws 
of the foreign countries above mentioned, indicate by proclamation the ports to 
which such sus on shall apply, and the rate or rates of tonnage duty,if any, 
to be collected under such suspension: And provided further, Thats procla- 
mation shall exclude from the benefits of the on herein authorized the 
vessels of any foreign country in whose ports the fees or dues of any kind or 
nature imposed on vessels of the United States, or the import or export duties 
on their cargoes, are in excess of the fees, dues, or duties imposed on the vessels 
of the country in which such port is situated, or on the cargoes of such vessels ; 
and sections 4223 and 4224,and so much of section 4219 of the Revised Statutesas 
conflicts with this section, are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


6, section 14, strike out lines 12, 13, 14,15, 16, and 17. 
Line 20, page 7, after the words foreign port,” insert the words of first de- 
rture. 


77 21, after the words light-house dues,” insert the words “‘ estimated by 
tonnage burden.” 
Page 7, line 29, after the words under such suspension,“ insert the follow- 


ing: 

Fina such proclamation shall operate to carry back the exemption to the date 
of the first exemption of vessels of the United States from ton tax and light- 
money in the pe of such foreign countries since passage of this act: And pa 
vided further, any vessel arriving from a foreign port in a port of the United 
States in distress, or not en in trade, shall be exempt from such tonnage 
tax; and that all vessels which shall have paid for the current year the ton: 
taxim d by law at rates in force until the passage of this act shall not be lia- 
bleto the tax herein levied until the expiration of the certificate of last payment 
of tonnage tax.“ 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the section as it stands in the 
bill will be admitted by all to be a very cumbrous and complicated one. 
I must say that I myself prefer to see re-enacted in its Stead the act of 
March 31, 1830. My first idea was to introduce an amendment to strike 
out this section and re-enact the law of 1830, which is plain, simple, 
and direct, and under which the business of the Government in this 
matter was administered for a great length of time. But on second 
thought I have concluded to offer the amendments as now presented. 
They are, I think, in the direction of perfecting this section. 

As to the first amendment, I see that in the section as itis draughted 
there is a discrimination in duties between vessels from the northern 
waters and vessels from European waters. Iam unable to ascertain 
why if a vessel from the Dominion of Canada enters a port of the United 
States she should pay a ton tax of 3 cents a ton, while a vessel 
coming from Liverpool is obliged to pay a tax of 6 cents per ton. Strik- 
ing out the lines I have indicated will repeal the exemption and put 
all these vessels on the same footing. 

This section, as will be seen, is an amendment of a section of the act 
of 1884. Some of the language in this section is already law, and some 
confusion has already arisen from the indefinite language embraced in 
line 20, on page 7 of this bill. I propose to remedy that confusion by 
the next amendment which I offer, inserting after the word“ port,“ in 
line 20, page 7, the words of first departure.“ Let us, while we are 
about it, make this section so plain that a wayfaring man, though he 
be a little below the average, need not err therein. 

The next amendment isin line 21. It proposes to insert after the 
word ‘‘dues ”? the words ‘‘estimated by tonnage burden.“ That Tun- 
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derstand is the rule by which the tax is estimated in European coun- 
tries, and the amendment is simply in the line of securing uniformity. 
I do not think there can be any objection to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman explain the difference between 


‘to as recognized by the Department and ‘‘ tonnage burden?” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have but a few moments to spare, and I have 
considerable more matter to refer to. I will leave that question to the 
gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the main proposition embraced in my 
amendments. It has reference to the remission of tonnage tax on ves- 
sels of countries that do not themselves levy a tonnage tax. As I have 
said, I much prefer the language of the act of 1830; but I suppose this 
bill has received the careful consideration of the Shipping Committee, 
and this Committee of the Whole will not be willing to amend it in any 
important particular. 

The amendment which I propose is to remedy an injustice which has 

grown up under the operation of the act of 1884. Under the operation 
of that act certain vessels were admitted free of tonnage tax because 
the countries whence those vessels came admitted our vessels free of 
tax. When this remission shall occur, however, is dependent 


tonnage 
on the proclamation of the President, and it is a fact to-day, with ref- 


erence to a number of countries which have thus remitted their ton- 
nage tax, that no proclamation has yet been issued. That, perhaps, is 
the meaning of the clause in the message of the President where he 
speaks of this remission as being a geographical one. In other cases 
the tion was not issued until some time after the countervail- 
ing dues were taken off. Now, my amendment provides simply for 
doing justice where the proclamation has been delayed or where it 
ought to have been issued. 

Another amendment is simply to put the United States of America in 
line with all other civilized countries of the world. It provides there 
shall be no tonnage tax collected on vessels seeking refuge in American 
harbors. We certainly should not treat vessels driven into our ports by 
stress of weather or the perils of sea with the hospitality of savages 
by exacting dues for the privilege of seeking shelter. We should make 
this matter so clear, and plain, and distinct, that there can be no ques- 
tion about it. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a telegram received but a few mo- 
ments ago from the assistant Secretary of the Treasury, in which he 
says sections 2891 and 2894 are silent on that question. Whether the 
latter section exempts from tonnage tax collectors disagree. In point 
of fact such tonnage tax has been levied in cases where vessels have 
been driven into American ports through stress of weather, or when dis- 
abled by perils of the sea. 

It seems to me there should be no question about the adoption of 
this amendment, in order to make the law so clear and plain that every 
collector in the United States would understand exactly what his duties 
are in the premises. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, this explains all the amendments I have 
offered. As I have said, they are simply for the purpose of perfecting 
and making more just and equitable the provisions of the bill. I should 
much prefer, as I have already intimated, that the provision itself should 
be stricken out and we should substitute therefor the plain and clear 
provisions of the act of May 31, 1830. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to oppose the amendment. My friend from 
New Jersey has offered eee ee amendments. The first amend- 
ment proposes to impose same tonnage tax upon vessels engaged in 
trade between the United States and Central America and Canada that 
is imposed on vessels engaged in trade with Europe. Tonnage tax is 
merely a substitute for the light-house dues of other nations; and I may 
say it is the universal practice of all nations to gauge such tonnage tax 
or light-house dues with some regard to the length of the voyage. For 
instance, England charges a vessel engaged in trade with France only 3 
cents a ton as light-house dues, or what we call tonnage tax, while she 
charges a vessel engaged in trade with the United States from 12 to 15 
cents a ton, because the voyage of a vessel from the United States is 
longer. In the course of a year, while the vessel trading to Europe will 
make ewet were than vessels trading with Canada, the rate of the 
tonnage tax or light-house dues, according to the length of the voyage, 
will bring about some sort of equality of And clearly a dis- 
tinction should be made, as is done in theact of 1 making the tonnage 
tax depend upon the length of the vessel’s voyage. 

Secondly, it is proposed to amend by providing that the port of first 
departure shall be taken to determine the trade in which the vessel is 
engaged. Suppose a vessel sails from Liverpool in ballast, without 
any cargo, for Halifax, and there takes in a and proceeds to New 
York. Under this amendment that vessel will be regarded as engaged 
in the trade between Liverpool and New York, which would not be 
just. And I may say in that connection, Mr. i that we have 
followed the principle, which has always existed in our laws in impos- 
ing a light-house or to tax, of allowing the manifest itself, showing 
between what ports the vessel is trading, to determine what shall be 
the port from which it sails within the purview of this section. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me ask the gentleman whether in case this 
amendment is adopted it will not have the effect to lower the tonnage 


tax at least 3 cents per ton on American vessels plying to European 
countries? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifit does, more than four-fifths would go to ves- 
sels of foreign countries and not to American vessels. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butwould it not giveit to vessels of any foreign 
nation which would grant like favor in return to our vessels? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the return would be only a small percentage of 
what we would grant. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it not the purpose of this bill to revive the 
struggling interests of American commerce? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not exactly comprehend what is meant here by 
t‘ tonnage burden, as the term is used in this amendment 

M. BUCHANAN. I ain referring in this to the port of departure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But passing from that. ‘‘Estimated by tonnage 
burden“ is the third substantial amendment. I do not know the dis- 
tinction between tonnage burden and the ordinary tonnage of a vessel. 

The tonnage of a vessel, that determined by the custom-house and 
marked upon the main beam of every vessel, is the only thing, it seems 
to me, to which the custom-house can refer to determine the official 
tonnage of the vessel. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me a moment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. I understand the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, in making use of this description of charges estimated by 
tonnage, to confine reciprocal surrender of charges to that description 
alone. But while there is no tonnage tax in England, they charge light- 
dues and other fees equivalent to but not estimated by tonnage burden 


at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that; butif the gentleman will 
examine the amendment he will see that there is a clear distinction. 

Mr. DUNN. Our proposition is to compel them to surrender these 
charges by whatever means estimated or by whatever name called. If 
we adopt that amendment we must surrender our tonnage charge on 
English and other foreign vessels, while they keep on their light-dues 
and other charges by whatever different names called on our ships. We 
are holding to compel them to let go everything of that kind. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The substantial point of the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey is where he proposes to date back the ef- 
fect of the proclamation of the President to the time the foreign nation 
abolished its dues in relation to our vessels. The difficulty of that, it 
seems to me. lis that it opens the question of refunding dues in the case 
of several countries, and will open up an exceedingly difficult question 
to settle hereafter. 

The tender that we make to foreign nations is that when they shall 
satisfy the President that they have abolished their dues as to American 
vessels he then shall issue his proclamation; and if any foreign coun- 
try fails for some length of time to satisfy the President with reference 
to that, the fault is with the foreign country and not with the President 
of the United States; for the proclamation on his part issues as soon as 
he is satisfied that such charges have been abolished by any foreign 
country as to our vessels. 

It seems to me if we undertake to date back the time when the proc- 
lamation shall take effect, we shall open a very serious question of re- 
funding the tonnage dues that have been already collected, and there 
stands ready now more than one country—certainly three—to make a 
claim on the Congress of the United States to refund these dues in case 
that principle should be sustained here. - 

I am of the opinion, Mr. Chairman, the committee will be wise if in 
the consideration of this matter they will consent to what is proposed 
in the bill reported by the committee with reference to the time when 
the proclamation of the President shall go into effect; that is, by con- 
fining it to the date when it shall be actually issued by the President. 

As to the last point suggested by my friend from New Jersey, I con- 
cur entirely in the view he has suggested, that a vessel which enters a 
port of the United States in distress and does not land its cargo to be 
disposed of ought not to payatonnage tax. Undersuch circumstances 
no tonnage tax should be imposed upon it, and I had supposed the law 
was explicit enougli on that point without legislation. This, I may be 
permitted to say, is the first time that I have ever received any infor- 
mation as a matter of fact that a vessel entering a port of the United 
States in distress and not unlading and disposing of its cargo has been 
assessed tonnage dues. Section 2894 of the Revised Statutes, bearing 
on that point, seems to me to be clear enough. That provides for the 
case of a vessel that has been driven into an American port in distress 
and explicitly declares that no such tax shall be imposed. I quote 
from this section: 

And the vessel may proceed with the same to the place of her destination free 


from any other charge than for the storing and safe-keeping of the merchan- 
dise and fees to the officers of the customs as in other cases, 


Now if that provision of the statute does not cover the case, if upon 
examination itshall be shown that it does not, why undoubtedly when 
the Senate shall examine this bill—because there is no time to go into 
the examination of it to-day—an amendment of that kind can be ap- 
pended in the Senate. But I supposed, and I am inclined to the opin- 
ion yet, that it is sufficiently explicit as the law now stands. As to 
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the other amendments of my friend from New Jersey, it seems to me 
that it would be wise for us to decline to adopt them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a separate vote on each amendment 
which I have offered. The first is the amendment putting vessels ar- 
riving from whatever country they may happen to come on an equality. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The amendment proposing to strike out of section 14 lines 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, and 17 was again read. 

The first amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 20, page 7, after the words “foreign port,” insert the words of first 
departure.“ 

The question being taken, there were —ayes 15, noes 62. 
ss (farther count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As it is evidently the purpose to pass the bill in 
the shape in which the committee have reported it, I will withdraw 
the other amendments, insisting only on the one with reference to ves- 
sels entering ports in distress. That I insist upon, because the law as 
it stands to-day is not construed to relieve them from that burden. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I that that amendment be modified slightly 
by leaving out the last clause. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment 
as now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided „That vessel arri fro: fore i 
2323232 ðꝗðö?ͤ woh ALGA ECA in edie DALEDE asamaye freee arch 
tonnage tax. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the twelfth and last section of the bill, as follows: 
Sec. 12. That the President be, and hereby is, 
ments of foreign countries which, at any of their 
vessels a ton tax or light-house dues, or other ent tax or taxes, or 
any other 9 or dues, to be informed of the ms — 
ing section, and invited to co-operate with the Government of the United States 
in Sboltettng all light-heuse dues, tonnage taxes, or other equivalent tax or 
taxes on, and also all other fees for official services to, the vessels of the re- 
spective nations employed in the trade between the ports of such foreign coun- 

try and the ports of the United States. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend by adding at the end of the bill as a 
new section what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 13. That section 11 of an act to remove certain burdens on the American 
Sega perencconeet tare ie eens eect ones 
vessels engaged in the whaling or fishing business. z 

Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment is entirely proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
with the amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment before 
making that motion? 

Mr, DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT. Lesterday, after the remarks of my colleague from the 
northern part of NewYork [Mr. PARKER], I hastily draughted an amend- 
ment to meet what I considered areal grievance. Theamendment was 
adopted. But I am satisfied, on reflection, that it should receive more 
consideration than it can receive without delaying this bill. I ask 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which that amendment 
was adopted, and I shall then ask unanimous consent to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the amendment referred 
to by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 1 the fo! 


llowing : 
“And provided „That only one consular certificate shall be required on 


any one tow of canal-boats or barges, when trading between any port of the 


United States and any port in Canada.” 

Mr. HEWITT. Task unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which that amendment was adopted. Iam satisfied it is too vague and 
could not be executed in practice. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT. I now ask unanimous consent to make a motion to 
strike out that amendment. 

There was no objection, and the motion to strike out the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
with the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state ot the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels 
and to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and 


owners of vessels, had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
may be considered as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. If no separate vote be demanded, the question will 
be taken upon i 

No vote was demanded. i 

The amendments were adopted; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

s Mr. DINGLEY. I move the previous question on the passage of the 

ill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was 

Mr. DIN GLE. Lask unanimous consent that the title of the bill 
may be amended by adding at the end the words and for other pur- 
poses.“ 

There was no objection, and the title was amended accordingly. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MIAMI INDIANS. : 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay before 
the House, out of its order, a message from the President of the United 
States. There seems to be some urgency in the matter. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, eee eee draught of a bill author- 
— . * — — the purpose A pence toe their palaki 
presong necessities, 


The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Exxcutrtve Mansion, February 4,1885. 


The message was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 

ordered to be printed. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Friday and Saturday of the present week, immediately after 


the reading of the Journal on each day, be set apart for the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, not to interfere with the night session for 
the consideration of m bills, and that the previous question be ordered on 


5 See 5p. m., bar Par ise on me bill be taken on Tuesday, 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 
Mr. REED, of Maine, and others objected. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MARKHAM, for two days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Evy, from this day to February 11. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON; Petition of John W. Hoyt and other citi- 
zens, and of J. C. McPherson and others, of Kansas, for pension of ex- 
soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of 52 citizens of Sullivan County, New 
York, in favor of the legislation recommended by the national pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorials of the State superintendent of 
education of Louisiana and of Cyrus Harrington, president school 
board of De Soto Parish, Louisiana, and others, asking national aid to 
education—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas L. Terry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition and affidavit of D. H. Dunkel, late post- 
master at Livermore, Pa., praying for the passage of a law requiring 
the Postmaster-General to obey the law of March 3, 1883, relating to 
postmasters’ salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 
By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Benjamin K. White, of Dinwiddie 
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County, Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Joint resolution of the New York Legislature, 
to suppress the damaging and dangerous adulterationsand counterfeit- 
ing of dairy products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Joint resolution requesting the Congress of the 
United States to make an appropriation to aid in the construction of a 
soldiers’ home in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association, for the improvement 
of Saint Mary’s River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2778, at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., for the passage of the House bill for the organization of the 
Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 108 citizens of Florida, 
asking that appropriations may be made for the improvement of the 
Saint Mark’s and Wakulla Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of citizens of Missouri, to extend 
civil law over Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Albert Schaeffer, of Pennsylvania, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Gratwick, Smith and Fryer Lumber Com- 
pany and 55 other business men, asking for the improvement of the 
mouth of the Au Sable River, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Hon. Albert Miller and 301 others, of Bay City; of 
Hon. James Clements and 317 others, of Bay City; of W. H. Simpson 
and 31 others, of AuSauble; of Emery Brothers and 42 others, of Fargo; 
of R. R. Rogers and 51 others, of Tuscola County; of John McGuire and 
31 others, of Alpena County; of B. P. Cowley, the county officers, and 
others, of Alcona County; and of M. M. McCormick and 131 others, of 
Bay County, Michigan, asking that United States courts may be estab- 
lished at Bay City, Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers relating to pension claim of Mrs. Anna 
Butterfield (H. R. 5008)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of John A. Joseph, praying com tion 
for all soldiers confined in confederate prisons during the late war—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. GRANT: Papers relating to the claim of James Lindsay— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: John J. Fritch and others, protesting against the sus- 
pension of silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, petition of the Knights of Labor, Ohio, asking for organization 
of the Territory of Oklohoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of John W. Hite and 28 others, Union 
soldiers and citizens of Franklin County; of Oliver P. Waggoner and 
135 others, Union soldiers and citizens of Andersonville, Ind.; and of 
George W. French and 200 others, Union soldiers and citizens of Rising 
Sun, Ind., praying that all honorably discharged Union soldiers shall 
be pensioned at the rate of $8 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Papers relating to the claim of Levi 
Joncs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Edward Crummey and 74 others, 
citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the establishment of a permanent 
system of arbitration toadjust differences between nations—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relating to the claim of Hypholite Filhiol—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial of ex-soldiers and sailors of the late 
war, praying for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of George Minger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Alman Bradford and others, for refund- 
ing of bounties in certain cases to officers and soldiers of the late war, 
their widows and legal representatives—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Boston Marine Insurance Company and 
20 others, of W. J. Canes and 6 others, and of Frank G. Lathrop and 40 
others, for completing harbor of refuge at Scituate, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of John H. Layton and 40 others, citizens of 
Delaware, for the completion of the Government pier at Lewes, Del.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, afidavit of W. P. Clyde, owner of steamship Ozama, to accom- 
pany House bill to provide for an American register for said steamer— 
v the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 

ntcrests. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: Petition of tobacco-growers of Sterling, Ohio, 
praying for protection of their interests against competition with for- 
eign countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ey Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of the New York State senate, rela- 
tive to adulterations of dairy products—to the same committec. 


By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers relating to H. R. 4436—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Samuel Adams, a private of the war of 1812, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of sundry citizens of Arizona, for the 
passage of a bill granting a pension to the orphans of General W. H. H. 
McCall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Mrs. William H. Green, for enforcement of 
5 March 3, 1883, concerning commissions of postmasters—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of Loeb & Bro., of New Orleans, La., 
requesting reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition and paper of George S. Hawley, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of 240 citizens of York County, praying that 
section 2 of Schedule I of the tariff act of 1883, relative to the impor- 
tation of tobacco, be amended—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of 71 citizens of Lawrence County, Ken- 
tucky, relative to improvement of Sandy River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of J. W. Gale, S. Ramsey & Co., and 30 
others, business men of Reedsburg, Sauk County, Wisconsin, setting forth 
the evils caused by the continued coinage of the silver dollar, and pray- 
ing relief by immediate suspension of the coinage thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Memorial of citizens of Montana, asking right of 
way for the Clarke’s Fork and Cinnabar Railroad—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Moses B. Smart, of Augusta County, 
Virginia, for supplies and stores, stated at $22,303.70, with request that 
the same be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. WELLBORN: Papers relating to the claim of Black Beaver— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of Isaac R. Sutton, of Salem, Mich., pray- 
ing for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of Mack Davis—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of wholesale grocers of Peoria, 
III., for the appointment of a commission for the settlement of the fish- 
eries question—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of S. A. Bland and others, and 
of Isaac Rigney and others, of Kansas. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Of citizens of Benton County, Iowa. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of Benjamin G. Chace and 78 others, of Provi- 
dence, R. I. 

By Mr. OWEN: Of John W. Swan and others, of Indiana. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Of John B. Cox and others, citizens of Texas. 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, February 5, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONGER presented a petition of Mary L. Dor and 35 other citi- 
zens of Lansing, Mich., praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
granting the right of suffrage to women; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented petitions of the Knights of Labor organizations in 
Detroit, East Saginaw, Three Rivers, and other cities in Michigan, pray- 
ing that a Territorial form of government be established in the Indian 
Territory; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of the Knightsof Labor of Fidel- 
ity Local Assembly No. 138, of Illinois, and the petition of the Knights 
of Labor of Gillespie, III., praying for the opening to settlement of lands 
in the Indian Territory; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry petitions from different local assem- 
blies of Knights of Labor in Massachusetts to the same effect as those 
just presented. I move that they be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1886. 


Mr. FRYE. Ipresenta similar petition from Knights of Labor of the 
State of Maine, and move its reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present a memorial of a number of manufacturing 
firms of New Jersey, owners of shore front on the Staten Island Sound, 
or Arthur Kill, and the waters adjacent thereto. It is signed by the 
Standard Chemical Company, Berne, Scrymser & Co., the Russell-Coe 
Fertilizer Company, the Singer Man ing Company, the Elizabeth- 
port Steam Cordage Company, and many others, and remonstrates 
against the passage of Senate bill 121 and House bills Nos. 1220 and 
1601, which authorize the bridging of Staten Island Sound in the nar- 
row parts thereof at Elizabethport, unless such bridge shall be con- 
structed without piers in said water way and of a sufficient height to 
allow the free passage of such vessels as now use this great highway of 
commerce. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of pastors of Christian churches 
in the District of Columbia, respectfully petitioning Congress not to sanc- 
tion a provision of the Senate bill No. 696, now ing, by which sa- 
loon-keepers and other proprietors of bar-rooms will not i 
nually to secure the written consent of a majority of the residents keep- 
ing house and a majority of the owners of real estate on the side of a 
square where it is desired to locate a saloon and on theside of the square 
fronting the same. This memorial is signed by 41 of the clergymen of 
the city whose names I perceive are familiar as those of pastors of the 
leading churches of the various denominations. I move the reference 
of the memorial to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. also present the petition of 42 of the clergymen of 
this city, addressed to Con; praying for the enactment of a law re- 
quiring that all schools in the District of Columbia and in the several 
‘Territories, that the Military and Naval Academies and schools for In- 
dians and all other schools in whole or in part supported by the National 
Government, give such instruction in physi and hygiene as shall 
give special prominence to the nature of alcoholic drinks, narcotics, 
and poisons and their effect upon the human system. This petition is 
signed by these ministers in their clerical and official capacities, desig- 
nating the various churches of which they have the charge, constituting 
the Pastors’ Alliance. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Mary- 
Jand, praying that an appropriation be made for the completion of a pier 
already commenced by the Government at Lewes, in the State of Dela- 
ware; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Thomas Jefferson Local Assem- 
bly, Knights of Labor, in Quincy, Mass., praying for legislation in ref- 
erence to homesteads and the establishment of a Territorial government 
in Oklahoma; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition of Stuart Local Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, of Iowa, 5 requesting that will 
continue the present laws on pilotage, and expressing opposition to the 
bills introduced by Messrs. FRYE and DINGLEY upon that subject. I 
move that this petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lalso Wee a petitionof the same assembly, favor- 


ing the r ee to settlement of the territory known as Oklahoma. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Oliver C. Rice, late a drum- 
mer in Company D, Nineteenth Regiment, Indiana Volunteers, praying 
that his name be placed on the rolls of his former company, and that 
he be made an allowance for pay and clothing for the time he served as 
drummer; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Mary Carr, of Harrisburg, 
Pa., praying the passage of a special act of Congress granting her relief 
on account of the services of her husband as a carpenter in the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of citizens of Delaware, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the completion of a pier at Lewes, 
in Delaware Bay; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1263) for the relief of Richard T. Bryan, submitted an adverse 
a 3 which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1069) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 182) to provide for a commission on the subject 
of the alcoholic liquor traffic, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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NAVAL OBSERVATORY OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 29) for printing the 
astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval Observatory, 
to report a substitute for the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Concurrent resolution for printing the astronomical and meteorological obser- 
vations of the Naval Observatory. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep: concurring), That the annual 
volumes of the astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval Ob- 
servatory for 1883, 1884, and 1885 be printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of 
each report be printed; of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. These have been omitted for some reason not known 
to the committee; that is to say, the resolution to print has not been 
passed for a few years. ‘This continues the series, and we change the 
resolution from a joint to g concurrent resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be indefinitely postponed, and the question is on the 
adoption of the concurrent resolution reported by the Committee on 
Printing. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1396) making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a light-house at Two Harbors, Minn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1397) to establish a port of delivery 
at Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1398) grantinga pension 
to Milton T. Shockley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1399) granting an increase of 
pension to John Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Beck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1401) for the relief of Sarah 
M. Rittenhouse; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1402) for the relief of St. Pat- 
rick’s church, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice 
byits title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1403) to provide for an American 
register for the steamship Ozama, of New York city; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 38) for the relief 
of Maria Virginia Brown, of Indiana, assignee; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
Ordered, That 8 in the case of the Continental Fire Insurance Com- 
pany and others be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR HENRY WARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or other 
resolutions”? the [Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over 
from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. DAweson the 
3d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate copies of all pa which have been filed in the Interior Department, 
and of all papers which have been presented to any officer of that Department, 
oari Aiea official and personal conduct of Henry Ward, Indian inspector, 
during continuance in said office, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PORTS OF KEY WEST AND TAMPA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
the eighth rule, and the first case on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. CALL. I askunanimous consent of the Senate to call up Senate 
joint resolution No. 10, being Order of Business 82 on the Calendar. I 
will state that there will probably be no time lost in the consideration 
of this resolution. It is needed by the condition of things in the State 
of Florida at the port of Tampa, where a large manufacturing enterprise 
is being established. There is required an amendment of the statutes 
relative to the importation of dutiable goods, so that these parties may 
receive their raw material (tobacco) from Cuba in bulk at Tampa. The 


The question is on the adoption of 
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joint resolution has been favorably reported by the Committee on Com- 


merce, and I presume that there will be no trouble at all in its passage. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks con- 
sent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 10, which will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read by its title the joint resolution (S. R. 10) to 
amend the statute in relation to the immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes, approved June 10, 1880, so that the 
provisions of the same shall be extended to the port of Key West, Fla., 
and the provisions of the seventh section of the statute be extended to 
the port of Tampa, Fla. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution as follows: 

Resolved, d. c., That the provisions of the first and seventh sections of the act en- 
titled An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,“ approved June 10, 1880, be extended to 
the port of Key West, Fla., and that the provisions of the seventh section of the 
same act be extended to Tampa, Fla, 4 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what the act of 1880 is. 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator that the bill simply provides 
that goods may be transported in bulk to the port of Tampa and the 
duties paid there after the examination provided by the statute. Tampa 
is not a port of entry but a port of delivery, and the only provision of 
the bill is that goods which have passed Key West, the port of entry, 
may be entered at Tampa without being opened, being there subject to 
such examination as it is provided shall be had in such case, and there 
discharged on the payment of duties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend the chairman ot 
the committee why this additional act is confined to the first and sev- 
enth sections of the act of 1880? I notice that one of the sections be- 
tween the first and seventh provides how these goods shall be trans- 
ported, that is to say, they shall be transported in sealed cars, &c. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] made 
the report in this case, and he will explain it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon; I thought it was reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not a copy of the joint resolution before me, 
but this is similar to several bills of the same character which we have 

. I think this simply places the port of Tampa, which is a port 
of delivery, among the list of ports mentioned in the seventh section of 
the act of 1880 as a port to which goods may be transported under the 
provisions of that act; and all the provisions of the act would apply to 
this port. I think if the Senator from Vermont will examine the act 
he will see that all its provisions apply to the port. The joint resolu- 
tion simply enumerates Tampa as one of the ports to which goods may 
be transported under the provisions of that act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. _ I think the necessity for the passage of this bill 
arises from the fact that a line of steamships has been established be- 
tween Havana and Tampa, touching also at Key West, in connection 
with a new line of railroad which terminates at Tampa Bay; and it is 
for the purpose of facilitating the transportation of freight from that 
line and over the railroad terminating there that the is proposed. - 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the Senator from Vermont not to in- 
quire as to the necessity of the resolution, but to make a suggestion that 
inasmuch as only certain sections were mentioned the other provisions of 
the act of 1880, found in other sections, would not apply to this port; 
and in answer to that I meant to say, and now say, that I understand 
all the provisions of the act would apply to the port of Tampa that ap- 
ply to any other port mentioned in section 7 of the act. It was only 
thought necessary to say that the port of Tampa, for instance, should 
be entitled to the same privileges as are enjoyed by other ports men- 
tioned in section 7. 

Mr. MORRILL. The original act was prepared by and introduced 
from the Committee on Finance; but for the last two or three years 
the Committee on Commerce have seemed to take entire jurisdiction 
of this subject. 

The great objection to an extension of these privileges is that it in- 
volves the Government in a very large additional expense, and at this 
port of Tampa I do not understand that they have officers who are 
competent or authorized to receive and deliver goods as they are re- 
ceived and entered at ports of entry on the payment of the duties re- 
quired and appraisement made, not having all the paraphernalia of a 
regular custom-house. I do not understand that they have that at 
Tampa. 

I really think that these bills ought to be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as the act upon which they are grounded was one 
reported by that committee years ago after long and patient consider- 
ation, and it was very carefully limited at the time to ports where it 
would be a national convenience. If we are to extend this to every 
little port upon the coast or to all in the interior of the country we 
might about as well abandon the idea of collecting any revenue upon 
' 


importations. I suppose the larger portion of the duties that are ex- 
pected to be collected at Tampa will be on Cuban cigars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will allow 
the Chair to suggest that the question now is, Will the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the joint resolution? That is not debatable, 
1 Chair has allowed the debate to proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The reason why I rose to debate it was that I under - 
stood the Chair to say that it was now in the Committee of the Whole, 
and if there were no amendments proposed it would be re 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair probably was a little in 
advance. The question of taking up the joint resolution has not yet 
been submitted. The question is, Will the Senate proceed to its con- 
sideration? 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro That is the motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it would be very much more in accordance 
with the appropriate conduct of the public business in the interval be- 
tween the time when the regular morning business has been completed 
and 2 o'clock we should go on with the Calendar in its order; 
and I should be very glad if that course should be adopted. I shall 
have no objection to the resolution of the Senator from Florida being 
taken up after that time, and will assist him in having it taken up; 
but the object of the segregation of this period of time was to enable 
the consideration of cases on the Calendar in their regular order, and 
I will therefore object until the hour of 2 o’clock, at which time I shall 
be glad to assist the Senator in taking it up. 

Mr. CALL. Lappeal to the Senator from Kansas to allow me to say 
a word before he makes that objection and I think he will withdraw it. 

There isa large factory being established, in which perhaps something 
like $200,000 has been invested by some enterprising New York people, 
at the port of Tampa, in Florida. They have bought a large amount 
of property, constructed a street railway out to their factory, and have 
brought some two or three hundred people from the country around 
there and from Cuba to engage in the business of manufacturing tobacco 
in the United States. I suppose there are not less than five hundred 
people, who are brought there or are about to be, dependent on this in- 
dustry. There is a steamer now running, a very superior vessel, lately 
built by an enterprising company in this country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair mustremind the Senator 
that this motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CALL. I only want to explain to the Senator from Kansas to 
show the necessity for immediate action. The steamer is now running 
and they are desirous of importing the tobacco which is to be mixed 
with American tobacco and manufactured here. Their whole busi- 
ness is suspended because of the cost and difficulty of having to dis- 
charge their goods at Key West instead of at Tampa. That is the 
whole thing. There is a large business now about to be commenced 
and to which this law is a serious obstruction, They simply ask that 
they may be placed in a like position with other places in this country 
under the statute. ~ . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution at this time? The question ison that 
motion 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 10) 
dba op Die ne ar sana tere tion of 

utiable goods, and for other purposes, approved June 10, 1880, so that 
the provisions of the same shall be extended to the port of Key W. 
Fla., and the provisions of the seventh section of the statute be extend: 
to the p of Tampa, Fla. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by adding at the end: 

And all the other provisions of said act shall apply to both of said ports and 
to all goods and merchandise therein mentioned, 

The joint resolution as it is framed, Iam very much afraid, in point of 
strict law would take out from the conservative and securing provisions 
in the middle part of the act of 1880 about sealed cars, &., these two 

and I offer the amendment in order to make it sure that every 
one of the provisions for security shall apply to these ports as well as 
all others. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CALL. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
may be allowed to appear in the RECORD, 

Mr. McMILLAN. - Let it be inserted. 

Mr. DOLPH. It may be inserted without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the letter 
will be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1888. 

Srm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt from your committee of a 

communication, dated the 23d ultimo, in which was inclosed, for an expression of 
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mid Viena Seen, joint Dene gg C5 10, “to amend the statute in relation | adequate for the purposes of the defense of the important canal there. 


and for other p a 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be 8 
of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh section of the statute 
»© extended to the port of Tampa, Fia.,” and in reply to say that I see no objec- 

tion to the passage of said resolution. 
Repectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. S. J. R. MCMILLAN, s 


Chairman Committee on Commerce United States Senate. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and 

Mr. ALLISON su uently said: I move a reconsideration of the 
vote on Senate joint resolution No. 10, which has just passed. Idesire 
to examine into it. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PLUMB. Onthe2lstday of December I introduced Senate joint 
resolution 18. It had been introduced by me at two previous 
and sent to the Committee on Railroads, by which it was reported favor- 
ably and passed by the Senate. By some mistake this resolution was 
referred this time to the Committee on Claims. I now ask consent that 
that reference may be changed, and the resolution referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads as before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the reference of the joint resolution (S. R. 18) for the relief of the Kan- 
sas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company, be changed from the 
Committee on Claims to the Committee on Railroads. That order will 
be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Two or three days since I introduced a bill (S. 1359) 
for the relief of the heirs of Erskine S. Allin, which was referred through 
inadvertence to the Committee on Claims. I ask unanimous consent 
that that reference be changed to the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
consent to change the reference of the bill named by him from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to the Committee on Patents, That order will be 
made, no objection being interposed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 


Mr. LOGAN. In the case of the bill (S. 922) for the relief of Joseph 
F. Wilson, reported on Wednesday last adversely by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Dol H], I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which that bill was indefinitely pos so that it may be placed 
on the Calendar. I will state to the Senator from Oregon that this is 
not with a view of pressing the bill, but that it may have consideration 
at some time hereafter either in this or some future Congress; but there 
being an adverse report and the bill indefinitely postponed, it would 
not be very easy to get it on the Calendar again. I should like the 
Senator to allow it to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it is usual, when there is objection at the time 
or a request is made afterward, to place on the Calendar a bill reported 
adversely. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not in at the time or I would have made the 

uest then. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks that 
the bill named by him, reported adversely, be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report, t order will be made if there be no objec- 
tion. 

SITE OF FORT BRADY. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask this morning unanimous consent to take up Or- 
der of Business 103 out of its order. It is the bill (S. 753) to provide for 
the sale of the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and 
the construction of suitable buildings thereon. The of the War 
Department and the report of this committee, as well as the committee 
of the last Congress, are all unanimous in favor of the passage of the 
bill, and it was passed by the Senate at the last session of Con Tt 
is very important that if this change is to be made it should be made 
at once. The bill should go to the House and be passed, so that the 
work of the change may commence early in the spring, as Iam informed 
by the War Department. I think there will be no objection to the 
passage of the bill, for it has already been thoroughly considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves to 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 753. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of 
the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the con- 
truction of suitable buildings thereon. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] re- 
ported this bill. There is an amendment reported. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to add to section 2 the following proviso: 

Provided, That the title to the lands authorized to be purchased under the sec- 
ond section of this act shall be approved by the Attorney-General. 

Mr, MANDERSON. This bill embodies the recommendation made 
by the Secretary of War, based upon a letter from General Sheridan 
advising this action. Fort Brady, as it is now situated, is entirely in- 


The letter of the Lieutenant-General shows that if the present site be 
sold it probably will bring nearly the amount of money appropriated 
by this bill for a new site. The amount of the appropriation for the 
new fort is $120,000, and the Lieutenant-General says he thinks the 
present site would sell for about $100,000. ‘The matter seems to be of 
great importance, and my understanding from the Senator from Mich- 
igan is that it isimportant that notime should elapse before this change 
is made. The bill has heretofore passed the Senate and has received a 
favorable report from the Committee on Military Affairs of the other 
House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary calls the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that a comma should be stricken out at the top of 
the third page in the third line, after the word to.“ If there be no 
objection that amendment will be made. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not see by looking at the bill that the reser- 
vations which the Lieutenant-General recommends should be retained 
by the United States are provided for in the bill. This letter, which 
bears date April 21, 1884, contains this paragraph: 

In disposing of the old military reservation, however, I would urgently recom- 
mend the retention of the Government dock and warehouse— 

About which there does not appear to be anything said in the bill— 
oe with the plat of ground in connection lying north of Water street ex- 

nded— 


That is provided for— 
and west of Church street extended. x 

About which nothing is said, and the communication of the Lieuten- 
ant-General concludes: 

I can see no reason for the transfer of the water front of claim No. 97 to 
the owner of claim. They now have all that was confirmed to them. The 
water front could only be of service y Meg sold because of the price it would 
bring, and if owners of the claim have any ari eo in the matter it would be 
better for the Government to retain the reservation and pay the owners of the 
claim a reasonable sum of money in lieu of it; but I do not recommend this 
course until the claim is fairly established. In short, I recommend that none 
of that portion of the former military reservation recently transferred to the 
canal reservation be sold, 

This is a matter with which of course I am entirely unfamiliar; but 
inasmuch as the propriety of the bill is based upon this recommendation 
of the Lieutenant-General of the Army, it appears to me that the reser- 
vation he recommends should be clearly established in the bill before 
we are asked to enact it. 

Mr. CONGER. The part referred to by the Senator lying north of 
Water street extended 

Mr. INGALLS. That appears in the bill— 8 

Mr. CON GER. Ineloses that part referred to as a claim for a portion 
of reservation 97, incloses the water front in front of claim 97, which 
was by act of Congress given to the canal company for its purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the language of the Lieutenant-General is: 

North of Water street extended and west of Church street extended. 


Mr. CONGER. Church street is a proposed intersecting street through 
the reservation. The whole of the reservation, including all the part 
that is in dispute lying north of Water street extended, has heretofore 
been given to the canal for docking purposes. The part referred to in 
the letters of General Sheridan and of General Poe as that which should 
still be reserved and not sold is amply covered by the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the water front of claim 97 reserved in this bill? 

Mr. CONGER. That has been set a by act of Congress, and is 
reserved in this bill as part of that land given for the canal, in reference 
to the water front there. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will not the Senator point out to me the language 
in the bill that includes the water front of claim 97? 

Mr. CONGER. This provides for the sale of the whole reservation 
‘except that portion lying north of Water street extended.“ All in 
— 97 is a part of the reservation lying north of Water street ex- 
ten 

Mr. INGALLS. What about ‘‘ west of Church street extended?“ 

Mr. CONGER. Church street is a street running north and south, 
and that would if extended to the river (and it does extend to the 
river perhaps as a street for water purposes), that leaves a part of this 
water front open on it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then would not the recommendations of the Lieu- 
tenant-General be effectuated by inserting after the word extended,“ 
in line 6 of section 1, the words and west of Church street extended??? 

Mr. CONGER. It is not desirable to have in this platting Church 
street extended through the canal docks to the river, butif it were ex- 
tended that would be an addition to the portion lying west of it. 
= Mr. INGALLS. The Lieutenant-General thinks it would be desira- 

e. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not find it. 

Mr. INGALLS, If the Senator will look at the bottom of 2 of 
report No. 67, the last paragraph on that page, he will find what I have 
read. The Lieutenant-General recommends the retention of the Gov- 
ernment dock and warehouse, together with the plat of ground in con- 
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nection, lying north of Water street extended and west of Church street 
extended. That must have some significance; and if we are to pass this 
bill on the recommendation of Lieutenant-General Sheridan, his views 
ought to control. 

— CON GER. The part he refers to is north of Water street ex- 
tended. 

Mr. INGALLS. How about west of Church street extended?“ 

Mr.CONGER. All that, including the Government dock, now is re- 
served for dock p by a former act of Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will not the Senator refer us to that? 

Mr. CONGER. I did not anticipate any such question, and I have 
not the law before me. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should judge from the appearance of this bill 
that it not only included what General Sheridan wanted, but what 
somebody else apparently might want, for I observe in section 3 that 
there is a further provision— 

That in platting these grounds the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may re- 


serve all that of the reservation lying south of Portage street, to be set apart 
and kept by municipal authorities of Sault Sainte Marie as a public park for 
its citizens and the people of the United States. 


Mr. CONGER. That is a little piece of ground which is used as a 
e ground and has a good lookout on the falls of Sainte Marie. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not see anything about that in the letter of 
the Lieutenant-General. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the Senator does not know anything about 
the location. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, that is what I am trying to find out. Weare 
asked to pass this bill on the recommendation of the Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral, and I should like to know whether that is the ground of passing 
it, or whether something else is the ground. I supposed being public 
property I should have a right to make an interrogation on that sub- 
ject as one citizen of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator is entirely at liberty to exercise that 
right, 

Alx. INGALLS. I will move to insert after the word extended.“ 
in line 6, section 1, according to the recommendation of the Lieutenant- 
General, the words ‘‘and west of Church street extended.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. It is already provided 
for in the law, but if it makes it any surer I am willing to satisfy the 
Senator. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ARMS, ETC., FOR THE MILITIA. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask to take up Order of Business 59, which was laid 
over at the request of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘There was practically an agreement yesterday, 
or at least notice given yesterday that we would try to finish the Da- 
kota bill to-day. I ask consent that the usual business under the 
eighth rule be laid aside and that the Senate proceed now to the con- 
sideration of the Dakota bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will not the Senator from Indiana allow us to finish 
this bill which was practically almost completed a few days ago, but 
laid over at the request of the Senator from Oregon? It will probably 
not take a minute. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from New Jersey has a preferred 
place for his bill, so that he cannot lose an opportunity for a very early 
consideration of it. It is the first business under the eighth rule. As 
others are asking to take up special matters here, I wish he would find 
it consistent with his pleasure to yield. 

Mr. SEWELL. I shall decline to yield, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from New 
Jersey is not debatable. He moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill stated by him, being Senate bill 222, Order of Busi- 
ness 59. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, mak- 
ing an annual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the 


Mr. SEWELL. I desire to correct the phraseology of the bill in one 
or two places. In section 1, line 9, after the word arms, I move to 
strike out the word and and insert a comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made unless 
there be objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. In section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘arms,’’ I move 
to strike out the word and“ and insert a comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made unless 
there be objection. 

The aie ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, ani 


passed. 
Mr. DOLPH. I tried to secure recognition before the question was 


put on the passage of the bill and I suppose I may make a suggestion 


now inasmuch as the bill, was laid over, when under consideration be- 
fore, at my request. I have thought it proper to state that I had in my 
mind at the time a joint resolution of 1876 which authorized the issue 
to border States of a thousand stand of arms by the of War, 
poron they were to be issued from arms which were out of use, no 

onger issued to regular troops, and also an act passed in 1878, provid- 
ing for an additional issue of a thousand stand of arms to each of such 
States. I find on examination that this bill would not, as I feared it 
might, repeal those acts, and therefore I have no objection to the bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4838) to abol- 
ish certain fees for official services to American vessels and to amend 
the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of ves- 
sels, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask that the bill which has just been received from 
the other House may be referred to the Committee on Commerce, so that 
we may have it before us for consideration to-morrow morning. 

The bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to 
American vessels and to amend the laws relating to shipping commis- 
sioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA, 


Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed now to the con- 
sideration of the Dakota bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the 
admission of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of Lincoln, the pending question on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. BuTLER as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HAR- 
RISON ] has drawn into this debate so many side issues and has answered 
so few of the propositions which I had the honor to submit to the Sen- 
ate when I first addressed it on this subject, that I do not feel inclined 
to follow him in the di ions which he has made. He has adopted 
the common refuge of all persons who have a bad case sup by bad 
logic. He would have the Senate and the country believe that the op- 
position to Dakota has been confined to this side of the Chamber and 
solely to Democrats. Why, sir, that Senator has the most convenient 
or the most treacherous memory that I have ever known mortal man to 
have convenient to suppress the facts of the case or treacherous in hav- 
ing forgotten them. He asserted yesterday that he had made proposi- 
tion after proposition to this side of the Chamber and it had been met 
by amendment after amendment, suggestion after suggestion, made 
simply in the interest of delay and opposition; and in that he was sup- 
plemented by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn] the day before. 
Sir, the Senator could not have forgotten that the original opposition to 
this proposition to admit Dakota came from his side of the Chamber 
and from one of his political allies and friends and associates. I do not 
mention this witha view of bringing reproach upon the honorable Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] who interposed that opposition, for I think 
he was right, but to correct the Senator from Indiana and to ask him 
when he is presenting his views to the country to state the whole case 
and not suppress part of it. 

I find thaton March 21, 1882, in the firstsession of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] presented the memorial 
of N. T. Palmer and others, remonstrating against the admission of 
Dakota asa State. < 

I wish to say 

Said that honorable Senator— 

I wish to say that the remonstrance discloses a remarkable condition of affairs 
in Dakota, In 1872 the county of Yankton, one of the large counties in that 
Territory, under an act of the Legislative Assembly, sought for by the le 
of that county, issued bonds to the amount of $200,000 to aid in the constru n 
of the Dakota Southern Railroad. The bonds having been issued, they wero 

mt upon the market, accompanied by representations of the leading men in 
The Territory as to their being sound and good,and they were taken by people 
allover the United States, representing many different States. The road was 
built; the ple of the Territory have got the benefit of it. It is the only road 
going into Yankton County, is running at this day, and everybody there is re- 
ceiving the benefit of it. 

Anae paring interest for a short time the county repudiated its obligations 
and declined to pay, and the bondholders were thrown into the courts. 

He then gocs on to explain what the petition represents. Mr. HALE 
says further, in reply to an inquiry from the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]: 

I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that I have received letters from 
individuals whom I know to be of the first responsibility, some of whose names 
are opon this protest and others who are not. The memorial is signed by the 
First National Bank of Brunswick, Me.; A. H. Me an, of Br „Me.; 
the Pejepscot National Bank of Brunswick, Me.; J. F. See OF ‘Topsham, 
Me.; John S. Wallace, chaplain United States Navy, Annapolis, RO 3 
F. Emerson, of Nashua, N. H.; the Municipal Trust Company (limited), ot Lon- 


don, England, by 8. W. Packard, its somari Hettie B. ington, of West 
Chester, Pa.; William P. Marshall, of West Chester, Pa.: Eben Newton, of Can- 


The question is on the motion of 
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field, Ohio, attorney for Mrs. Eliza Jennings, holding $34,000 of the bonds; Will- 
jam C. Scranton, of Utica, N. X., and so on. 

I will read no further because I do not want to take up so much of 
the time of the Senate. The Senator further said: 


I ask that the memorial be laid on the table, the bill for the admission of Da- 
kota having been already reported from the Committee on Territories. 


On March 27, 1882, upon the question coming up again of the ad- 
mission of Dakota, the Senator from Maine said: 


I stated at that time that I had only heard one side of that ; it seemed 
to me a very important matter, and it did not touch simply act of some one 
m or one municipal corporation or one county in Territory of Dakota, 

ut the representations made in that showed that the inhabitants of the 


whol 2 Legis , partici in the act that resulted 
in the . ERA and rotest that I submitted 
wound up by d that the evidence from all “was that the people of 
Dakota were not in a condition or frame of mind to form a State to be admitted. 

And so on to the end of the chapter. The opposition came from the 
Senators upon the other side of this Chamber, and yet the entire bur- 
den of the remarks yesterday of the Senator from Indiana was that the 
opposition had been raised on this side. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 
me to call his attention to a single subject? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The tor refers to the friends of the Senator 
from Indiana on this side of the Chamber. The name of the Senator 
from Maine was mentioned in connection with my own. I do not re- 
member that any opposition came to that Territory from any other 
source than the Senator from Maine, and he did not find any sympathy 
upon this side of the Chamber at all. 4 

Mr. BUTLER. That does not alter the proposition which I have 


just sg etree 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator’s reference would embrace me in the 
opposition to the admission of Dakota at that time, and my position 
was altogether the reverse of that. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I did not intimate any such thing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator’s might be so construed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply quoted from the debate that the Senator 
from Maine, in response to a question from the Senator from Minne- 
gota, had said so and so. The Senator from Minnesota declared himselt 
very decidedly in favor of the admission of Dakota at that time, even 
with the stain of repudiation upon it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall not reply to the Senator’s remark now but 
subsequently. 

Mr. BUTLER. So I submit that the honorable Senator from In- 
diana and the honorable Senator from Illinois, in attempting to give 
this debate a partisan turn, in ‘‘shelling the woods,” in the graphic 
and classic of the Senator from have frightened 
one of their own political friends, and it turns out that the princi 
opposition to the admission of Dakota came from a Republican Sena- 
tor, and that it was continued until the end of that Congress. 

Now, sir, what next? - In the next Congress a bill was introduced, 

favorably by the Committee on Territories, and passed by this 

body, and it is that bill which I have introduced as a substitute for the 
bill of the Senator from Indiana—I say the same bill in all its essential 
parti differing only, as I stated before, in this, that it proposes 
to admit the whole Territory instead of dividing it on the forty-sixth 
el of latitude. That bill passed the Senate. It went to the other 
ouse and there seems to have slept. So much for that. 5 

so in hi 


The Senator from Illinois, if eee ee fa 
es t out 
I was 


presence, I have always found faces his antagonists, 
from the shoulder and never takes an unfair advantage; an 
therefore surprised when the honorable Senator, in this bill, 
should feel called upon (in which he was followed by the Senator from 
Indiana the next day) to introduce into this debate observations about 
votes in one section of this country, and with the same convenience of 
memory did not have the candor and fairness to give the votes in other 
sections, They have lugged into this debate the States of South Caro- 
lina and Alabama. They have referred to the percentage of the votes in 
those States cast at the last Presidential election. For what purpose? 
For 9 I must assume, of giving a sectional turn to this de- 
bate, and arraying the prejudices, if any exist, against that section and 
against the State which I have the honor in part to represent. That 
State and the other have been under fire for a great many years. They 
have survived heavier artillery than that which is now turned upon them 
and willsurvivethis, Whatever may be the fact as disclosed in the vote 
at the last election, let me say to those Senators that never until your 
political friends camped upon the fair bosom of that State were her State 
officials ever tainted with the blemish of corruption. She may have com- 
mitted a good many errors, will commit a many in the future, does 
now perhaps, but it can never be said of her in her past history that 
her public officials were compelled to fly from her borders to escape the 
State’s prison until our friends on the other side saw fit to reconstruct 
her; and while the degrading and disgraceful and humiliating spolia- 
tion was going on, not one word of protest did I hear from the honor- 
able Senators who now arraign her. 
aunt LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him right 

ere 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam sure if the Senator will read carefully what I 
said he will not feel justified in passing so far away from the scene of 
trouble, perhaps, that he thinks we were in. In reference to the vote of 
South Carolina, my attention was attracted to it from the fact that the 
Senator himself, representing that State, was the leader in this debate. 
I contrasted the vote of Dakota with the vote of South Carolina inas- 
much as the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Missouri 
complained that Dakota, in 1884, I believe it was, voted some 55,000 
votes, and on the adoption of this constitution cast only 31,000 votes. 
I then called the attention of the Senator to his own State, and to the 
fact that Dakota, with a population of a quarter of a million, voted 
31,000 votes, and that South Carolina, with a million inhabitants in 
round numbers, as he said, voted 91,000 votes, and I asked him if Da- 
kota was required to explain that would there not be an explanation 
needed on the other side. That is what I said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; and I shall proceed now to explain. I 
was proceeding to do so, and as a part of that explanation I desired to 
impress upon the Senator a historic fact that might have some 
upon the explanation which is to follow. In pursuance of what I was 
just saying I will make another statement for the information of the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Indiana. Since that State 
was redeemed under the lead of my distinguished colleague her es- 
eutcheon has never been tarnished by official corruption by any of her 
State officers. 

Now the Senator from Illinois asks me to explain how it is that out 
of a population of about a million there were but 91,000 votes cast. I 
will him. At the last election the political friends and allies of the 
Senator in that State were industriously neglected. They were not en- 
co or instructed or even approached by the honorable Senator 
from Illinois. All the people of that State, I believe, white and col- 
ored, are content with the present State government; at least we have 
a right to assume that they are. We have a right to assume that, in- 
asmuch as there was no opposition ticket to the governor and State offi- 
cers and none of any consequence to the Legislature, there was no 
issue in the State except that made by the Presidential electors, and 
the Presidential electors were not men calculated to bring out the vote. 
That is the explanation why only 44 per cent. of the vote was polled. 

Now that I have given the Senator from Illinois an explanation will 
he vouchsafe one to me? Will the Senator from Indiana vouchsafe one 
tome? Will the Senator from Illinois be kind enough to explain how 
in his own State there were but 62 per cent. of the voters who went to 
the polls according to the record? Where were the other 38 per cent.? 
One hundred and twenty-odd thousand voters in the State of Illinois 
do not appear to have gone to the polls. Notwithstanding the fact that 
the favorite son of Illinois was upon the ticket as the candidate of the 
Republican party for Vice-President, with the Plumed Knight“ from 
Maine at its head, with a full State ticket of the most popular men of 
that State on both sides, yet but 62 per cent. of the vote was polled. 
Will the Senator explain that? 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator desire an answer now? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have it. 

Mr. LOGAN. The explanation is only bearing out the argument 
that the Senator from Indiana and myself have tried to make, and in- 
asmuch as the Senator from South Carolina is producing that which 
we were te ay Be bring before the Senate ina much stronger light than 
I at least did, I do not think any explanation is n The point 
was this: Both the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from 
Missouri desired that an explanation should be made as to why the 
vote had fallen off in Dakota. I tried to explain it as best I could from 
the statement of the Senator from Missouri that the committee of the 
Democratic party had notified the Democrats not to vote, and therefore 
the vote was less. That was the explanation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, then—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Wait, inasmuch as you asked me toexplain. If the 
vote of South Carolina fell off 40 per cent. and the vote of Illinois fell 
off at the same time and so in other States, without any reason, as the 
Senator says except that there was nothing to induce them to come 
out, why should not the vote in Dakota fall off at the same time with- 
out an explanation being required? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will come to that. 

Mr. LOGAN. That was the point I made precisely. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall come to that after a while. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said that there might not be as much reason for the 
vote falling off in Dakota, although it had fallen off, as in South Caro- 
lina; but if it had fallen off in a State at the Presidential election, why 
complain that it had fallen off in a Territory? That is the point. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see the point, but the Senator has failed to explain 
it. I have explained, in response to his request that I should do so, 
why it was that the vote had fallen off in South Carolina. The Senator 
has failed to explain why the vote fell off in Illinois. 

Now I will ask the Senator another question. I will ask the Senator 
why, in that old, reliable, solid Republican State of Vermont, under the 
brilliant leadership of the distinguished Senator from that State who 
sits nearest to me [Mr. EDMUNDS], who was wild with enthusiasm for 
the success of the Republican ticket, but 62 per cent. of the vote came 
out and his own town went Democratic for the first time in its history? 
In that State, a neighbor to the Plumed Knight,“ canvassed from 
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one end to the other under the leadership of the distinguished Senator, 

supplemented by the brilliant leadership of my friend from Illinois and 
my friend from Indiana and all the big guns of the Republican party, 
but 62 per cent. of the vote of Vermont was polled for that popular 
ticket. Perhaps that can be explained. Perhaps the Senator from Nli- 
nois can explain how itis that the stalwart little State of Rhode Island, 
equally wild with enthusiasm for the Republican party, polled but 42 
per cent. of her vote for that ular ticket; or perhaps the Senator 
from Indiana or the Senator IIlionis will vouchsafe an explana- 
tion as to how it is that in the State of Maine, the home of the Plumed 
Knight,“ but 69 per cent. of the vote was cast for that popular ticket. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be through in a short while. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator unless he is 
an 

Mr. BUTL I prefer that the Senator would wait until I get 
through. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps these things may be explained. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was just going to do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would be very glad after I get through to hear the 
explanation of the Senator from Illinois, and especially how it is that 
in Vermont the honorable Senator from that State, crowned with leader- 
ship in this body and in his own party, anxious for the success of the 
Republican ticket, could get but 62 per cent. of his vote out, his own 
town going Democratic for the first time in its history. 

Mr. ALLISON. What town is that? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is Burlington. That is my recollection. 
When these things are explained, perhaps there will be shown some 
relevance of the inquiry of the Senator from Illinois and the Senator 
from Indiana to the question of the admission of Dakota; but until that 
is shown I submit that the reference to the of the vote in 
South Carolina and Alabama has nothing whatever to do with this de- 
bate. 

It is perfectly amazing, and sometimes edifying and amusing, in our 
history in this body for those of us who have not and can not in the 
nature of things have Presidential aspirations to witness and watch the 
contests going on between some of our friends on either side. Iremem- 
ber it was said of one of the most di soldiers of the war—I 
think Iam not guilty of disloyalty in saying that—a man who was 
called the Wizard of the Saddle,“ that he had but one rule in mili- 
tary strategy, and that was to try and get thar fust with the most 
folks.” He was, perhaps, and I say it not to his discredit, somewhat 
more familiar with the use of his sword than with the English lan- 
guage. The man who gets thar fust with the most folks, who oc- 
cupies the strategetic point of a battlefield, everything else being equal, 
will whip the fight; and the race between my friend from Illinois an 
my friend from Indiana to get to Dakota ‘‘ fast with the most folks“ has 
been edifying, instructive, and amusing, applying to political stra’ 
the strategy which was applied in war. I have no doubt that Dakota 
will be a State within twelve months, and that electoral vote will be a 
very acceptable, luscious plum to fall into the lap of some ambitious 
statesman who become infected with the Presidential fever. But 
there is my genial able friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who lives near 
the border. All he has to do is to cross over and shake the bush, and 
I now warn my two friends from Indiana and Ilinois that he will bear 
watching. It is perfectly amazing when the Presidential bee begins 
to buzz around a man's head even in this cold inhospitable weather 
to see how gentlemen will concentrate all their efforts, unconscious! 
perhaps, toward that goal at which they are looking with so m 
eagerness and anxiety. 

The Senator from Indiana thrashed over so much of the old straw 
which he had gone over before, and put up so many men of straw which 
he said my friend from Missouri had constructed, that I shall confine 
myself to one or two points. The first is upon the question of division. 
He cites instances where States have been admitted, and I think he 
says—if I am mistaken he will correct me—that the average size of all 
the States admitted into the Union, st Texas, is 66,000 square 
miles, and that Dakota has 150,000 square miles if admitted under the 
proposed enabling act. If the people of Dakota, when they come to act 
under this enabling law, as I trust they will do, come to the conclusion 
ses pee would be better divided than caps is, and 2 the people 
of that Territory have had an op ity of expressing their opinion 
North as well as South Dakota, I say to the Senator from Indiana I will 
join him in helping the people of that Territory to accomplish it; butI 
shall never consent to one-halfof that Territory, as I believe in defiance 
of the wishes of a majority even of that half and certainly in defiance 
of the wishes of the no half, cutting that Territory in two to suit 
themselves, and I shall never consent until, as I have stated, all the 
people have had an opportunity of expressing their opinions upon it. 

Upon that point, notwithstanding the flings and slurs of the Senator 
from Indiana that the Senator from Missouri and I have relied upon 


irresponsible pamphleteers and newspapers, I read from a leading Re- 
publican paper of the Territory of Dakota upon that subject, the Pio- 
neer, edited, and owned I presume, by Fred. J. Bowman, published 
at Scranton, Dak. In the issue of January 20, 1886, the editor has the 
following: 

Our esteemed contemporary the New York Sun seems to be at a loss to ac- 
eount for the wide gap between the reported population and the voting popu- 


lation of South Dakota, and says: 


hood the peo) Dakota, and of the entire nation as well, by 
bringing out all the stren; possible for the scheme. 

The most easily worked and layed card among the side issues was the 

e to a temporary for the al State, and as was expected 

the cu idity 1 pride and ambition of a number of booming towns 


caught on” to scheme and made strenuous efforts to obtain the prize, 
which was the chief source of the vote as exhibited by the returns. 

‘The prohibition question also was dragged to the front, and, to the dismay of 

ringleaders, who did not know that “old thing was loaded,” it ed, 

and thus became part and lof the constitution, 

The minority representation clause was card played for the avowed pur- 
pose of drawing out the vote, in a measure it 

of all the e to “elect” a full“ * 


was 
lative ticket, and 
“e 


that it may in reality become a State. 
el 
ngleaders of w. occupy positions 

less than 40 per cent. of the voters south of the forty-sixth parallel 
either for or against the question, for the reason simply that they viewed the 
scheme as being visionary and unauthorized, and promulgated chiefly by a 
horde of office-seekers, who have everything to gain and nothing to lose by its 


The of several counties, notably among them being this county of Wal- 
worth, with upward of 1,000-voters, refused absolutely to vote upon the question, 
the members of both parties being unanimous in opinion that the project 
was unworthy of countenance or 3 x 

The opinion iling here is that ‘ota should be admitted but not divided, 
en provided 2 er's bill, because Dakota is and always will be strictly 
an common and such the case, it never can become 
densely populated as the man! uring States farther east, even 
patted ety OA wee ne . government is all that 

plea for FFT 
or worse, and is indul, r di: eee to climb into 
through a forced and arbitrary ion of our Territory, 
States of the Union secure their benefits rather from a 
too 8 =< eee as vo and re’ 
end Senators — the United Sintes naie: but it is ai N bl si 
Sioned a 5 a solidly erably op- 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from South Carolina please ad- 
vise me whether that paper is published in North or South Dakota? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know. It is published at Scranton. I do 
not know what part of Dakota it is published in; I do not know where 
Scranton is, Iam frank to say. It is, however, a Republican newspaper, 
and the article is certainly very well and cogently and clearly written; 
and, as my friend [Mr. MORGAN] suggests, it is all the stronger if it 
comes from North as a protest from a people who have never 
been consulted in this matter. 

I was somewhat struck with a remark made by theSenator from In- 
diana that he liked to see combatants within the same arena, and he 
went on to animadvert somewhat severely upon my friend the honora- 
ble Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] because he had seen fit to criti- 
cise the conduct of one of the executive committee, not disrespectfully 
I submit, and introduced his reply at the desk of the Senate to be read 
in justification of Mr. Campbell, when right upon the heels of that 
statement of the Senator from Indiana he began to pay his respects to 
two gentlemen from Dakota who he knew could not reply to him 
upon this floor. I asked him the question if he desired to be under- 
stood that because one of those gentlemen, having been a member of a 
constitutional convention in 1883, now saw fit to oppose this move- 
ment he was not entitled to credit. The Senator from Indiana declined 
to answer that question directly, but I submit he did worse; he at- 
tempted to destroy the character of Mr. Johnson and Mr. Boynton by 
administering the poison of innuendo and insinuation. They could not 
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get into the arena with the Senator, but I am authorized by those two 
gentlemen to say that if the Senator will come into their arena before 
the people of Dakota, where they are known, and where their home 
is, they will convince the honorable Senator that they are entitled to 
as much respect and credence as he is or any Senator upon this floor. 
It makes a great deal of difference whose ox is gored. 

I understand Mr. Boynton to have been a soldier in the Federal Army, 
as gallant and faithful as any Senator upon this floor, who went into 
the ranks with his musket on his shoulder, while some others—who 
are always prating their performance, ringing the changes for all they 
are worth, and some people think a great deal more — were lolling in the 
luxury of a tent, this ex-Union soldier, withhis musket on his shoulder, 
was marching in the ranks to the tune of his country. In justice to 
‘that I ask that the letter from him, which I send to the 
desk, be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Chief 
Clerk will read the letter referred to. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 

- NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington D. C., February 4, 1888. 


W. of P. that 0 at 

o tion to this Stateh movement, did not represent the senti- 
ments of the party in and that a resolution favorable to the 
action of the committee was voted down at a public meeting of leading Demo- 
crats at Mitchell, 


undersigned were present at the publie meeting referred to and took 
ee ree eee AA TDO PONT OaE a TO S OOT 


Statehood 
In order to get at the 
sentiment of, Territory the com- 
mittee invited the leading men of the party to meet them on the day fixed for 


the mee of the Territorial committee for a general ce. 
FVV views before the lic 


conference was held, and decided to ask at the pu conference for a and 
free of the views of those outside of the committee, with a distinct 

nding that the committee would not attempt to influence the 
7... EPIA TEDS aa NOESIS KREINS EV ce 
on both sides of the 


estions which were under 
chairman of the was called 


Senate. Neither of these gentlemen made any vigorous 
ment, but their remarks seemed more in the nature of an apology for having 
versation with members of the 


taken a part in it; and Mr. Ward in private com of 

committee stated asa he agreed with the ions in 

opposition to the movement, but that his interests in the city of „Which 
with Huron for the seat of government under Statehood 


i 
duced him to attend the Sioux Falls convention and stand by its 


The expressions in opposition to the division and premature Stateh 
seemed to be so strong that a gentleman, not a member of the Territorial com- 
mittee, hastily drew and introduced a resolution instructi to 
take decided action in opposition to the movement. 
in accord with the express understanding of the committee at its 
vious to the public conference, one of the undersigned, who for twelve consecu- 
tive years had been a member of the Democratic Territorial committee, stated 
the n of the committee to the conference, and both of the undersigned 
pu diced precede wot forgearre ape ria pa penap o sacar ear a 
which d seem to control the committee’saction on such an im ques- 
tion, whereupon the resolution was unanimously laid upon the 

Mr. Ward subsequently, as a member of the Territorial 
sign an address recommending that the 
provided that the committee would refrain rating their reasons or 
their objections to the composition and action of the Sioux Falls convention, in 
which Mr. Ward had so recently, for localand personal reasons, taken an ve 


The tel from Mr. Ward, and similar attempts to mislead and 
ocratic members, by letters and A le from Soke pee 

e eve d a large tion of the best ele- 

ner, party, as a and a 

ments of the Republican party in the Territory, — Ak A present time unal- 

terably opposed to the Statehood and 


successive by 
in its manipulations from its inception to the present time. 
The meager vote for to the so-called constitutional convention, the 
fact that the constitution, presented to the le with all the allurements with 
which it was surrounded, did not receive sanction of much more than one- 
third of the voters in the portion of the Territory proposed to be set off as a State, 
and that more than one-third of the voters in the whole Territory have been ex- 
cluded from any voice relating to a division which turns them out from under 
the paternal roof and deprives them of the nameand Territorial homesolemnly 
decreed by to every settler in the 3 ought to convince the 
members of every branch ofthe National Government that the division and State- 
hood scheme now before Co usurpation of power not conferred 
General Govern- 


—— 
action, 


mgress is a gross 
by the people of Dakota, and ought not to besanctioned by the 


That the rapid settlements and be “eee developments in the counties 
on cither side of the Lory Aaa have caused many of the former advo- 
cates of division on that line to change their views, and are now strongly advo- 
cating early admission as a whole, or if division is deemed inevitable, the 
division should be made north and south, substantially on the Missouri, a natu- 
ral boundary, can not be denied. Any attempt by the advocates of the present 


Statehood scheme to attack or resent the — ay of those who have for 


the past two years ily but honestly o revolutionary pro- 
gramme shonld have little weight with Senators or Representatives, many of 
whom are with the i means of communication between the 


ta- | that could possibly give a 


north and south, and fully understand that all that portion of the Territory ly- 
ing east of the uri River is homogeneous in character as well as in popu- 
lation, while the west of this natural line, in which there are at least 
twenty-five thousand In should be retained under Territorial control as 
long as any portion of the Territory is excluded from Statehood. 

Respectfully * < 


A. BOYNTON, 
Lincoln County. Dakota, 
GEO. S. ENGLE, 
Brown County, Dakota, 
Hon. M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate, 

Mr. BUTLER. That is from Mr. Boynton, who, as I have stated, 
was a Union soldier, but he appears to have committed the unpardon- 
able sin in the eye of the Senator from Indiana of being a Democrat; 
and being a Democrat, although a Union soldier, he is to be assaulted, is 
to be questioned, though I believe his character has never before been 

orimpeached. I may say the same of Mr. Johnson. Neither 
of these gentlemen has it been my pleasure to know until within the 
last six weeks or two months, but I am informed by gentlemen ho are 
familiar with their character that they stand as fairly in their own 
communities where they are known as any gentlemen on this floor. 

Mr. President, in the remarks which I had the honor to submit to the 
Senate the other day I studiously avoided, as I thought, any expression 
partisan turn to this discussion. I tried to 
confine myself to the law, and I must say that I have seen nothing in 
the speeches of either the Senator from Indiana or the Senator from 
Illinois which has successfully combated one single proposition that I 


laid down. They practically admit that they can not do so, but say, 
We can make faces at your States. I expect they will survive those 


i They do not answer the argument, but, as I said in the out- 
set, resort to the refuge of all gentlemen who have a bad case sustained 
by worse logic. 

The Senator from Indiana said yesterday that I paid no respect to the 
wishes of the le of Dakota. No, Mr. President, my first duty here 
is—and, if he pardon me for saying so, his first duty to pay respect 
to the Constitution and laws, and then respect to the wishes of the peo- 
ple under that Constitution and those laws. On the contrary, the Sen- 
ator pays to a political clique in Dakota of his own party friends, 
and then attempts to cut out a Territory according to the pattern which 
they frame. I prefer to consult first the Constitution of this country 
and the laws made in pursuance of it, and as far as they permit me to 
go consult the wishes of the people of Dakota Territory and of every 
other Territory and State in this country. The Senator has chosen to 
reverse the order of things, and complains because I prefer to obey 
law rather than concede correctness of his position. I have no feel- 
ing against Dakota or its people; certainly not because Union soldiers 
are citizens of that country, and the suggestion, if it has been made, 
is unworthy a Senator upon this floor. 

I have the profoundest respect and regard for all honorable, brave 
soldiers, and day after day and week after week and month after month 
and year after year I have given evidence of my respect for the Federal 
soldier by voting him pensions, millions upon millions, when my own 
comrades neither expect nor receive one single dime, while they pay 
their share of the tax for pensioning Federal soldiers. I do not com- 
plain of this. were the victors—I was of the vanquished; and 
they are entitled to the thanks and honors of this Government; but 
they have no right to be eternally flaunting their performances in the 
face of the country in order to excite prejudice against others not cir- 
cumstanced as they are. I am glad that there is enough of the public 
domain to give them homes, and no Senator upon this floor will rejoice 
more in their happiness and prosperity than myself, and no one will go 
further than m to contribute to their comfort and health and pros- 
perity. But, sir, when I exercise my rights as an American Senator, 
under the Constitution and laws as I understand them, I am not to be 
driven from the discharge of my duty by intimations from any source 
that it is actuated by hostility to the Union soldiers. i 

The Senator from Indiana has, as I said, thrashed over and over again 
the old straw which he first brought under the thrasher in the i 
speech that he made. He has cited opinions from the distinguished 
statesmen of the past as to the regularity and propriety and legality of 
some of the precedents which he presented in support of his bill. He 
laid especial stress upon the opinions of Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Benton, 
but he did not read all that they said in relation to the State of Mich- 
igan applying as the Senator said under similar circumstances to Da- 
kota. have shown that the circumstances were entirely different. 
What did Senator William Hendricks, of Indiana, in the debate on that 
question say? 

Sir, I undertake tosay that Michigan is not a State, neither de facto nor ber de 
and that she never can be a State with her assumed boundaries. The t 
of the United States is bound to see that the laws of the Union are faithfully ad- 
ministered in and over the Territory of Michigan, until 5 of that Terri- 

erritorial to a State 

** 
tude of Michigan can be assimilated. 

What did Mr. Buchanan say? 

He never w he had the honor to a scat m that floor, 
sien toes a Ah tiga CAN Ac Aarh thee thekes of TANIMA on in the 


possession of all the territory within their present boundaries. The 
constitutional rights of these States, as well as sound policy, equally condemned 
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any course which could interfere with their chartered limits. IIe was as free to 
express this opinion as the Senator from Indiana himself, 


John C. Calhoun, of South Carolina, said in the Senate: 


My opinion was and still is, that the movement of the people of Michigan in 
forming for themselves a State constitution, without waiting for the assent of 
Congress, was revolutionary, as it threw off the authority of the United States 
over the Territory, &c. 


Mr. Prentiss, a Senator from Vermont, agreed with Mr. Calhoun, and 
said: 

He viewed the movements of these two Territories, with regard to their ad- 
mission into the Union, as decidedly revolutionary, forming their constitutions 
without the previous consent of Congress, and importunately knocking at its 
doors for admission. 


Mr. Porter, a Senator from Louisiana, said: 


Being opposed in 3 to any State bore into the Union in the manner 
1 by Michigan and Arkansas, and which he considered so revolutionary, 
he felt himself constrained to vote against the bill. 


In the House, Mr. Hamer, of Ohio, said: 


Ohio acknowled; no right in the Supreme Court to try such questions (of 
boundary); she will never submit to such a mode of determination. It is a leg- 
islative question and nota judicial one. Here is the place to determine it. Con- 

has only torelinquish the claim of the Federal Government tothe country 
dispute, and there is an end of all controversy. 


Mr. Horace Everett, of Vermont, said: 


In relation to the point in controversy with Ohio, such objections, in my opin- 
ion, formed on the evidence present, do exist; arising, first, from the public 
works of Ohio, to which the mouth of the Maumee River is necessary, as an es- 
sential to Ohio; and, secondly, from the danger to the peace of the country from 
the acerbity of the controversy. On these unds, and on these alone, Lam in 
favor of granting the disputed territory of the State of Ohio. 


Senator John Davis, of Massachusetts, said: 


Ido not like the mode in which Michigan has conducted this business. She 
has assumed rights that all agree are not well founded, and the consequence is 
that she stands in an embarrassing posture. She claimed to bea State before she 
could be one. She has acted as such withoutauthority. She has elected Senators 
when our Constitution provides that they shall be elected by the Legislature of 
the States, and by no other authority. She had no such ure. She has 
elected a Representative, when the Constitution of the United States allows none 
but the people of States to elect Representatives, and none to vote for such a 
person except those who are qualified to vote for the most numerous branch of 
the State Legislature. If she claim rights under this Constitution, as she does 
when she claims to be represented here, then she must be not only a State, but 
one of the States of this Union, over which the Constitution spreads itself; but 
we all agree she is not, or we should not be making provisions by law for her 
admission. (Appendix to Congressional Globe, page 558.) 


On a similar line Senator Richard H. Bayard, of Delaware, said: 


By passing this bill the Senate would be sanctioning the most obnoxious prin- 
ciple, and would inflict a vital injury on the cause of freedom. He argued that, 
according to the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, which es the d - 


sition of the territory northwest of the Ohio and east of the Mississippi, Mi 


gan had no right to form a constitution at all without the leave of Congress.” 
(Appendix to Congressional Globe, 1836-37, page 80.) ‘ 
So Mr. Niles, of Connecticut, and Mr, Vinton, of Ohio. Mr. Thomas 


H. Benton said: 


He held that the people of that Territory (Michigan) might meet as often as 
they 3 might take up the map, and drawing a representing any 
boundaries they pleased, oe these boundaries in their constitution and send 
the whole to Congress, and all this would be an innocent operation. It would 
be innocent, because Congress might act on it or not act on it, as it thought 
proper; they might agree to the constitution or not agree to it, and the whole 
would be innocent, for it would be nothing more than a proposition for the ac- 
ceptance of Congress, 

Mr. Buchanan, of Pennsylvania— 

Thought it would have been better had a previous law been enacted by Con- 

gress, authorizing the formation of a constitution by the people of the Territory. 


Again Mr. Buchanan said on January 5, 1837: 


Did gentlemen intend to push their doctrine of State rights to such an extreme, 
and thus enable every Territory to rise up into a foreign state, and put 
and the Union at defiance? If this doctrine be not Peper Seok | with a ven- 
geance, he did not know what could beso called. No, sir; our Territories belong 
tous, They areintegral of the nation. We authorize their people toerect 
themselves into States subject to our approbation; but until they actually enter 
the Union, they continue in a subordinate condition, and are subject to our con- 
trol. (Appendix to Congressional Globe, 1836-'37, page 149.) 


And, sir, I might multiply authority after authority on that line. 
Now I have only to say in reply to the admonition of the Senator from 
Indiana that this was a question confined not to the people of Dakota 
Territory alone, but it was being voiced from one end of this broad 
land to the other that there were 300,000 people deprived of their rights 
under the Constitution and the laws, and it would not be safe to con- 
tinue on that line much longer. I have made no such proposition, 
Mr. President. I have introduced a bill which will enable those people 
to assert their rights under the Constitution and laws, and when they 
do in pursuance of these laws I repeat, for the second, the third, the 
fourth, and fifth time, that they shall have my assistance in getting into 
the Union; and let me admonish the Senator from Indiana that if he 
and those who sustain his measure will take the responsibility of de- 
feating this enabling act it will return to plague them in the future, 
and instead of the blessings, they will in my judgment receive the im- 
precations, of the good peopleof that Territory and of this whole country. 

The proposition which I submit, I repeat again, is fair to the people 
of the proposed State. It will enable them to come into this Wnion 
within twelve months from this day; it will give them an opportunity 
to express their wishes and desires and preferences upon the question 
of division or no division; and when they are presented again to the 


Senate, if the distinguished gentlemen who are now knocking at the 
door for admission as Senators should be their standard-bearers, it will 
give me the greatest pleasure to extend to them the right hand of fel- 
lowship upon this floor. ) 

Mr. LOGAN. I would not take the floor now if the Senator from 
South Carolina had allowed me to answer his question at the time he 
put it; but inasmuch as it would have interrupted him and he desired 
to go on, I reserved my answer. One or two remarks fell from the Sen- 
ator’s lips in reference to the votes of the Territory compared with the 
votes of some of the States to which I wish to e reply. 

It is true I did say that there was as much reason for the vote falling 
off at different elections im a Territory as there might be for the falling 
off of the vote in a State. I did not attack the State of the Senator as 
he intimates, but I thought I was paying hima very high compliment 
but perhaps I was mistaken—when I said that he was one of the leaders 
of the State of South Carolina, and that his State had always been in the 
forefront in every thing vital to the Democratic party, and had always, 
for fifty y led it, whether in the right or the wrong. He may have 
taken this otherwise than intended. I hope not, however. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I should like to ask the Senator, and wiil now give him the priv- 
ilege of answering, as to where he gets his figures in reference to the 
State of Illinois when he says that the vote there in 1884 fell off from 
the vote of 1880 over 100,000? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not make that statement. 

Mr. LOGAN. May I ask what the statement was? 

Mr. BUTLER. I madethestatement that Illinois polled but 62 per 
cent. of the vote at the election of 1884. I said nothing about a fallin; 
off. If the Senator desires to know my authority, I will state that Í 
got it from the American Almanac for 1885. The vote in 1884 was 
3 less than the number of males twenty-one years of age and over 
in 2 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, sir, let us see whether or not the Senator is cor- 
rect. Almanacs sometimes in figuring up make mistakes, or the per- 
sons who make the calculations do. The vote in Illinois in 1864 was 
348,226; in 1868, 359,446; in 1872, 429,940; in 1876, 554,066 (an increase, 

the Senator will find, at every election up to 1884 in about the same 
ratio); in 1880 the vote was 622,312, and in 1884 the vote was 672,669; 
an increase from 1880 to 1884 of 50,357. So the Senator will readily 
see the error into which he has fallen. The vote in my State has in- 
creased at every Presidential election up to the present. 

I do not claim that there is any credit to be attached to it for that, 
as people are expected to vote when not restrained. Circumstances 
might arise, however, that might cause the vote of my State to be de- 
creased probably at some future election on account of some great ca- 
lamity or misfortune befalling the people. Up to this time, however, 
we have not suffered in this particular. The Senator’s State has suf- 
fered in some way, as the falling off in her vote has been nearly equal 
to one-half of the whole number cast in 1880. 

The statement made by me in reference to the vote cast in favor of 
the constitution in Dakota as compared with the vote cast in the Sen- 
ator’s State was not incorrect, and is not subject to the criticism made 
by the Senator, as the per cent. of decrease in the vote of his State was 
much greater than the per cent. of decrease in the last vote in Dakota. 

Now inasmuch as the Senator called in question what I stated in 
this , [hope that he is satisfied that I was justified in my remark 
when I said that the vote had not fallen off in the Territory of Dakota 
in the same proportion that it had in the State the Senator represents, 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course the Senator has a right to take as wide a 
range as he pleases in replying to what I said; but my inquiry was ad- 
dressed to him specifically, and I asked for an explanation how he ac- 
counted for Illinois voting but 62.1 per cent. of its vote in 1884. That 
was the inquiry. I replied to that question which he propounded to 
me about South Carolina. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I have replied to the question of the Senator in 
reference to Illinois. He will find in the almanac from which he quotes 
this error—and perhaps that led him to make the statement he did in 
reference to IIlinois— the total vote of 1876 in the almanac from which 
he perhaps obtained his information is figured up at 709,207; but if 
you add the figures together correctly giving the vote for the two can- 
didates you will find the total vote to be 564,066. I do not know 
whether the Senator fell into his error in this way or not. This state- 
ment as now made by myself is correct, however. 

I have replied then to the question so far as Illinois is concerned and 
shown that the vote, instead of falling off, has increased steadily at 
every election. What I said was, as I remarked a moment ago, that 
Dakota, having voted at one time about 55,000 in round numbers, and 
the vote on the adoption of the constitution for and against was about 
31,000, the Senator criticised that vote in a way that caused the in- 
ference to be drawn that the falling off showed that this population 
was not of a stable character, the vote at one time being larger than at 
a later date, thereby drawing the conclusion that the population had 
decreased since the census had been taken. I made the comparison 
with his own State to show that in States where the population was 
fixed and not transitory the vote had fallen off in a greater proportion 
according to population than it had in this Territory. 

I said, and I repeat, ‘‘ that perhaps while the Senator was calling for 
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an explanation in reference to the decrease in the vote in the Territory, 
his own State might require some explanation in reference to that par- 
ticular view given by him. ‘There was no offense in that remark. I 
would have compared it with Vermont or any other State just as soon; 
but inasmuch as the State of the Senator who was taking the lead in 
the opposition to the admission of Dakota had fallen off, I chose to 
make the comparison with his State, and I can see nothing improper 
or unfair in that. Now, inasmuch as that has been called in question, 
let me give the Senator some of the figures in regard to his State. 

The population of South Carolina being 1,000,000, in 1880 at the Pres- 
idential election of that year South Carolina cast 170,956 votes. In 
1884, with the same population and perhaps an increase, South Caro- 
lina cast 92,860 votes. If South Carolina is compared with Ilinois 
between 1880 and 1884 the vote in Illinois increased 50,000, while in 
South Carolina the vote decreased 78,000. I said an explanation is due 
from the State of South Carolina as much and more than it is from the 
Territory of Dakota. = Le 

I am willing to leave that statement exactly where the figures place 
it, and if the explanation of the Senator is correct, that the electors 
were not of a character to induce the voters to come out, that 
tion of course must be accepted for the purpose of this debate. The 
electors were not of a character to induce the voters to come out ina 
State that has such a eulogium upon it by the Senator as to its 
honesty, its integrity, and its ability! Iask the Senator why they 
nominated such electors in that State in the midst of that honest and 
patriotic people as described by himself? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Republican electors I spoke of. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Republican electors got but few votes. It was your 
own electors that failed to get the vote you cast four yearsbefore. You 
can not. Oh, no; that will not do. 

But the Senator went further than this. He said that the Presiden- 
tial bee was buzzing around in such a manner on this side of the Cham- 
ber that it had in some way or other, either by excitement or some- 
thing else, caused the minds of individuals to bend in a certain unjus- 
tifiable direction. All I have to say to that kind of argument is that 
when a Senator is debating a great constitutional question and can find 
no answer to make to the argument of his antagonists 270 i to throw 
out insinuations that their minds are warped in some way by their as- 
pirations, that Senator fails in having accumulated sufficient ents 
of a substantial character to answer those which have been made by 
those with whom he is contending. 

But the Senator says the same thing does uot affect his side of the 
Chamber, and he alluded to the Senator from Indiana and myself as 
being in a contest here as to which one should do the most for Dakota. 
Mr. President, whatever may be thought of myself by others, I am sure 
that I stand upon a higher plane than that on which the Senator desires 
to place me. Iam not governed by such small things as I find govern- 
ing some men who think themselves great; I act from loftier motives 
and more elevated sentiments than that, and the men who attribute 
those things to others are sometimes actuated by those sentiments not 
calculated to be of an elevating character themselves. The Senator 
said he could not be actuated by any such ambition as that. Why? Be- 
cause, he said, he was out of the pale. How out of the pale? Ido not 
see why he is. I do not say that he has any such desire or that it would 
influence him; I would not believe that about him, although his esti- 
mate of myself is on that low plane; but I say to him he is no more out 
of the pale than anybody else on his side of politics in this country. 
He is not to be discarded for that or any other position. There is noth- 
ing in the Constitution that would prevent his aspirations and certainly 
nothing in the Democratic party that would affect him in the slightest 
in that direction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, I hope the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allow me to remark that what I said on that sub- 
ject was really more by way of badinage than anything else, and I am 
sorry to see the Senator taking it so seriously. I did not mean at all 
to belittle the honorable Senator, for I have the greatest respect for 
him. I think he is quite worthy to be a candidate for the Presidency 
or any other office. 

Mr, LOGAN. Iam nota candidate for any office. 

Mr. BUTLER. I said that really more by way of badinage than 
anything else. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not so understand the Senator; but no matter; 
let it pass for the present. 

Again, sir, before moving in the direction of the constitutional ques- 
tion, I can not understand why it is that the Senator from South Car- 
olina and another, whose absence I deplore, drag in the question of 
“soldier” all the time. Who has done that? The Senator says I 
flaunt—I use his very word; while pointing over to this side of the 
Chamber, said, ‘‘Why do you flaunt their performances in our faces 


every day??? Flaunt their performances! He can correct it if he 
thinks the English is not good. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I will allow the Senator to cor- 
rect my English for me. 


Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; I do not desire to do it. Ihave enough to do 
to attend to my own. Who has done this offensive thing? 
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Mr. BUTLER. I must do the honorable Senator the justice to say 
that he has not. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am very much obliged to the Senator; I hope Ishall 
not, for if there is anything I have a contempt for it is the speaking of 
a man’s own exploits. The Senator, however, said, probably in the 
heat of debate—in his cooler moments he perhaps would not have said 
it—that a certain man—I do not remember the name—a soldier from 
Dakota 

Mr. BUTLER. Boynton. 

Mr. LOGAN. That Mr. Boynton was a private soldier. Well, sir, 
if he was, he is entitled to just as much credit in proportion to the duty 
he performed as if he had commanded the whole Army. But,“ said the 
Senator, While he was bearing a musket gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber were resting in their tents.’ I do not know to whom the Sen- 
ator alluded by this remark. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I said some of them; I did not say the gentle- 
men on that side. 

Mr. LOGAN. That was an unkind remark, and I think the Senator 
if he will reflect will see that it was. I will not say that he was 
resting in his tent, yet I do not think he ever carried a musket. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pretty low down. 

Mr. LOGAN. Those little things that are thrown out occasionally 
for the purpose—and if not are certainly calculated to raise a prejudice 
between soldier and officer, between those who occupied what are called 
inferior positions and those who occupied what are called higher posi- 
tions in the Union Army—that is not the character of speech that I 
think is well in the discussion of a great question of this kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I ought to say in behalf of Mr. Boynton that 
I was informed that he entered as a private but became an officer be- 
fore the end of the war. He served four and a half years. 

Mr. LOGAN. No disgrace to him that he was a private. The only 
thing I object to is the allusion. 

But, sir, the Senator then said that we make faces at his State, 
Well, I have known little boys who would run to their mother and 
say, Jimmie Johnson made a face at me,“ or Was making mouths 
at me,” but I never knew a man to do it before. [Laughter.] S 

Mr. BUTLER. I must confess I never saw it before myself, 

Mr. LOGAN. Making faces at South Carolina! I have not heard of 
anybody making faces at South Carolina, nor have I heard of any one 
making faces at any other States. I tried to say the other day—per- 
haps I was not understood—that South Carolina had been in the lead 
for fifty years as far as the Democratic party was concerned, that all 
the ideas upon which the Democratic party fed germinated in that 
State. Now, sir, if the Senator believes the Democratic party is patri- 
otic, devoted to the country, and is the that he claims it to 
be, I ask him if that is making faces at South Carolina? I said she had 
been in the lead, and I state to-day she is in the lead, that the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, representing that people on this floor, 
is in the lead in opposition to the admission of the new State of Dakota 
with a quarter of a million of citizens good and true, as a sister State in 
this Union. Is that not true? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. I think the Senator has not stated my po- 
sition fairly. Iam not in opposition to the admission of the State of 
Dakota into the Union. Iam opposed to this proceeding before the 
Senate, but not opposed to her admission. The Senator will allow me 
to be more explicit. I am opposed to her admission under the proceed- 
ings which the Senator from Indiana has presented to the Senate. If 
she came here under different circumstances I should be glad to vote for 
her admission. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will not retract what I have said for this reason— 
and the Senator will understand that I mean it out of no disrespect to 
him or his argument—but as I said, the Senator is in the lead in oppo- 
sition to the admission of the new State of Dakota. The new State of 
Dakota applies here to-day for admission, and he is the objector. I 
suppose he looks upon it now as it comes as though it was a ghost ap- 
pearing in a questionable shape, so much so that the Senator desires it 
may be driven away until it is clothed in a different garb, and then if 
it becomes more beautiful to him he may admit it into his presence. 
Until it does so, he objects. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has expressed really my view with so 
much classic grace and beauty that I am almost tempted to accept his 
quotation from Shakespeare; but that is not exactly 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not attempt to make any particular quotation. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator referred to Banquo's ghost, and I be- 
lieve Shakespeare is the authority for that. 

Mr, LOGAN. It was a mere reference. 

When the Senator spoke of the Senator from Indiana thrashing the 
old straw, the Senator in his wanderings after the Senator from Indiana 
reminded me of a man in dreamland, where he first imagines himselt 
on a high mountain and ready to fall over some great precipice; next 
crossing an immense stream; then riding upon the boisterous billows 
of a mighty ocean; then almost falling into a fire; and then again some 
beautiful scenery rises before his eyes on which he gazes for a moment, 
then plunging into some vast abyss where darkness and gloom hang 
about him and all the terrible thoughts that man’s imagination is capa- 
ble of. The Senator traveled all around soldier, citizen, newspaper, 
pamphlet, over States, Territories, empires, Indians, sandy plains, des- 
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erts, and Presidential elections, and in fact everything except the main 
question, and if he approached that it was when I was absent. 
Mr. President, what is the main question? It is, Shall a new State, 


formed and fashioned regularly in accordance with law, with a con- 
vention assembled by virtue of law, a constitution and sub- 
mitting it to the people, who voted for and adopted it, and sent their 
agents here as petitioners to the Congress of the United States, with a 
sufficient population, with a sufficient number of square miles, with 
sufficient wealth, industry, energy, education, and all the requirements 

to make a State, be admitted as a State? That is the prop- 
osition. If he touched it, [didnot hear him. If he met the question, 
I did not hear it. 

The Constitution does not prescribe the mode; the Constitution only 
provides for the admission by Congress of new States into the Union if 
they come in proper form. What is the form? Two modes are pointed 
out. One is by an enabling act, which is passed by Congress, giving 
authority to the Territory to form a constitution and be admitted into 
the Union under certain conditions prescribed by Congress. The other 
is where the State has all the prerequisites, the population, the wealth, 
the industry, energy, civilization, good-will toward the Government, 
and a constitution republican in form. All these are present with the 
Territory of Dakota. 

First, the objection is made, as I said day before yesterday, because 
the population is not distributed. Second, it is said you must cutnorth 
and south a Territory 350 miles wide and over 400 miles long, divide it 
and make two shoestrings out of it. To make that character of a State 
isthe desire, Isuppose, of some of the Senators who say they would admit 
it as a State if it came in proper form. The form that they desire is to 
eut it clear down between the eyes, half-and-half, and they will take 
one halfand take the chances that the other half will never get in. That 
is a strange ition, but that is one of the tions. 

These objections do not meet the argument in favor of the admission 
of this State, or Territory, as the Senators on the other side call it. I 
call it an inchoate State. The Constitution provides for the admission 
of new States, not Territories. In other words, itis the admission of a 
Territory which has organized itself in the form and clothed itself with 
all the necessary paraphernalia of a State; when all that is done, all then 
that is wanting to make it a State on a perfect equality with each and 
every other State is the assent of Congress to her sovereignty as such. 

That is the request made for Dakota, and that request is denied by 
statesmen representing States on this floor which were admitted into 
the Union under more unfavorable circumstances than those under which 
this Territory comes here. Ididsay, and I hope I will be pardoned for 
repeating it, that the only objection which can possibly be made to the 
admission of Dakota into the Union is its political character. Other ob- 
jections are made, it is true, but they are made so that men may have 
an excuse furnished as a slight justification for refusing her admission 
into the Union. 

Senators may say what they please, Senators may higgle as they 
choose, and stick in the bark as much as they desire, but I tell you 
the people of this country have a keen sense of justice, and when you 
tell them that you refuse to admit Dakota because some little clique, 
as you say, was urging admission, the people will ask you, ‘‘ Did she 
not have the requisite population? You must say yes.“ They will 
ask you, Did she not have the requisite number of square miles 
in area? Tes.“ Did not the people have the intelligence?“ 
„Ves.“ “Did they not have the wealth?“ Tes.“ Did they 
not have all the educational facilities that are necessary??? Tes. 
„Then why did you not admit her?“ Tou will answer, Because she 
did not have an enabling act. Then they will reply to you, Eleven 
States have been admitted on the very basis on which she asked ad- 
mission, and they were not as well equipped as new States as she is 
to-day; and why, then, did you keep her out?? The people will ask 
you these questions; and you may argue with them, but you will not 
convince them with the flimsy objections that have been made, but the 
common sense of the people who do not go into technicalities will say, 
„Well, I can not see why this State should not be admitted into the 
Union. The common sense of mankind will say, It is an injustice; 
it is a Wrong; and your people in the States where political excite- 
ment does not run so high as it does in others will say, I can not see 
the reason for objecting to the admission of Dakota.“ 

This will be the judgment and verdict of the American people, and 
the longer you keep this issue before them the more intense it will be- 
come in favor of justice being done these people. It is strange, I must 
say, when a quarter of a million people who have been citizens of former 
States, permitted to participate in the affairs of the government, who 
have collected themselves together in new homes in the far West where 
they have gone to blaze the road of civilization that your descendants 
may follow hereafter, where the church spires point heavenward and 
the school-house shows that enlightenment is abroad in thatland, come 
and beg of you to give them the same rights conferred upon you, it is 
hard, Mr. President, yes, it is hard, that these people shall be denied 
these rights. The denial of rights to American citizens has been before 
in this land, but whenever discovered by the people those who have de- 
nied them have gone down, and the time will come when the people 
will respond in favor of justice to our Dakota fellow-citizens. 


Mr. President, I have said much more than I intended when I rose, 
and in conclusion I only desire to say that at thé door of this great 
Capitol of this nation stands a quarter of a million American citi- 
zens, good, loyal, and true, asking that justice may be meted out to 
them, that they may have a right to a place on the flag that represents 
this mighty Republic; that in that cluster of stars theirs may be fixed 
and be permitted to reflect its glory upon rising generations, and be 
counted as one in the galaxy of States united in one great and pros- 
perous nation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the part that I have taken in this de- 
bate I have not attempted to introduce any political consideration, or 
at least any consideration that relates to the opinions of political parties 
as they now exist in this country. I have tried to place it upon grounds 
which I think are entirely defensible. I started out with the p: i- 
tion that if I should make my positions plain to the satisfaction of my 
own constituents and to my own satisfaction, I should have succeeded 
in all that I desired to do. 

I think it is to be regretted that the debate on so important a ques- 
tion as this, one that ought to go upon very high grounds, should be 
mixed up with mere political considerations. I felt that the honorable 
Senator from Illinois who has just taken his seat did himself, rather 
than us, an injustice when he said that we might argue as we pleased 
or might state as we pleased, we might do anything we pleased, we 
might asseverate as we pleased, but that afterall the opposition we had 
to the passage of the bill was based solely upon the fact that this was 
a prospective Republican State coming into the Union. 

I confess that I do not know how to meet a statement of that kind. 
When I make a statement on this floor and defend it by argument and 
by facts to the satisfaction of those by whom I am surrounded and to 
the satisfaction of myself, I stand upon the argument and stand 
the facts and stand upon the result, and the Senator from Illinois 
no right to say to me, Tour argument is strong, I ean not answer it; 
your facts are true, I can not deny them; your conclusions are just, I 
can not refute them; but the motive that actuates you is not a correct 
motive; you are a Democrat, and you want to keep a Republican State 
out of the Union.“ 

Suppose I should retort upon this honorable leader of the great Repub- 
lican party and should say, You want more States in the Union that are 
Republican the next time you are nominated for the Presidency than 
you had before, so that you can get elected, when you were not elected 
the last time.“ Suppose I should put it in that light; it might do per- 
haps great injustice to the Senator —not more, however, than the im- 
putation he casts upon me and upon this side of the Chamber. Sup- 
pose I should say to him that there are nearly 500,000 people in Dakota, 
the great majority of whom are Republicans, and that he desires to cut 
up that great Republican Territory into two States for the purpose of 
maintaining a power in the Senate of the United States which perhaps 
he might hereafter lose and that very early; that might be unjust to 
the Senator from Illinois, but it would be a conclusion against him 
quite as natural as his conclusion against me, that I oppose the admis- 
sion of part of Dakota as a State without the consent of the people of 
the whole of that State, and without their having been consulted about 
it, because it is Republican. 

There is a way to determine this question, and only one way to do 
it, and that is by the votes of the men in the Senate who have a right 
to vote, of the men in the other House who have a t to vote, and 
the action of the President of the United States, who the right to 
approve or the right to veto. We can not determine this controversy 
either in morality or in law otherwise than according tolaw. What 
Lam trying to ascertain, and all that I am trying to ascertain, is whether 
Dakota is here. I have argued that Dakota is not here. Dakota as 
known in the law is not here. The people of Dakota as known in the 
law are not here. Five hundred thousand people are not here, repre- 
sented by 25,000 voters, neither are 300,000 people here, represented 
by 25,000 voters. A mere fragment, a vulgar fraction, if you will allow 
the expression, of the ple of Dakota are here represented by the 
men who seek to come into the Union. 

Therefore I contend, and I contend rightly, that the people of that 
organization as known to the laws of the United States have never been 
here; and when they did first come and first attempt to come in they 
were met and repelled by Republicans, and not by Democrats. They 
were criticised for their public immoralities; they were accused of be- 
ing repudiators of their own debts. It was said that the Legislature of 
Dakota, after a decision of the Supreme Court had been made, refused 
to pay the public debt, and that they would not have a State to come 
into the Union with any such brand upon it. That, I am very glad to 
know, has been removed, and Dakota has learned its duty, and has 
brought itself now into a position where that stigma placed upon it, not 
by Democrats, but by Republicans, has been removed. 

I maintain that the people of Dakota are entitled to admission into 
the American Union. They have got the population, they have got the 
wealth, they have got the boundaries, they have got every element of 
civil power splendidly developed, and they are entitled to admission 
into the Union; and I think that it is an outrage and an insult to that 
great people for the Congress of the United States to become a partici- 
pant in an act by which that Territory is to be divided without the con- 
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sent of Congress, and a portion of those people, without consulting the 
rest, are to bring one-half of that Territory into the Union. 

I do not believe that the people of North Dakota desire it, and so I 
have asserted. I do that upon evidence which convinces me beyond all 
question. I am sure that if this very day the vote could be left tothe 
people of Dakota at large whether their Territory should be divided 
north and south or east and west, that vote would be against division 
and those people would come in as a unit. 

I shall not go over the that I have debated on this subject, 
for I rose merely for the purpose of trying to correct some incorrect im- 
pressions which came from the speech of the Senator from the 
chairman of the committee. That Senator yesterday found that it was 
entirely 8 to ignore the first e of his bill, because he had, 
unwi y, I suppose, run upon a rock in trying to navigate these 
shoals. He found, as was attempted in the case of Michigan, that his 
bill was to bring a State government into the Union, with Senators 
and a Representative in the other House, a governor, a supreme court, 
and all the paraphernalia of a thoroughly o: ized State by an act of 
Congress. When I asked him the question 
floor, if the other House should strike out the last clause of the first 
section of the bill, which reads as follows— 


And that the constitution and State government which the 


le of Dakota 
have formed for themselves be, and the same are hereby, ratified, 
confirmed— 


and 


whether then he would be willing to vote for his own bill, the hon- 
orable Senator said that if a reasonable proposition or any reasonable 
assurance would come from this side of the Chamber (he always puts 
it on this side of the Chamber) that we would be willing to do e e 
in reason to bring in Dakota, he would be found willing to modify his 
views so as to join hands with us aud let this one-half of the State in. 
Is it not u reasonable proposition that we shall admit the whole State? 
The Senator says, no; he wants two States. 


Insatiate archer! could not one suffice? 


After Dakota comes into the Union there is nothing easier than to 
have the State divided by consent of Dakota and the American Union, 
provided the States of the Union will vote for it. 

The honorable Senator, however, said yesterday that he was proposing 
to do nothing in this bill but simply to bring Dakota as a State with 
her constitution into the Union, and he was startled and astounded that 
anybody should be disposed to vote against the bill, which was so en- 
tirely fair and clear upon that proposition; and yet he was willing that 
the last clause should go out of the first section. Let meask what else 
is it but the legislating of Senators into this body and of a Representa- 
tive into the other body, providing as follows: 


And that the constitution and State government which the peo 
have ve for themselves be, and the same are hereb; 


of Dakota 
Y, > and 

Mr. HARRISON. Would it interrupt the Senator from Alabama if 
I should ask him a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Fot at all, I think. 

Mr. HARRISON. [Is the Senator able to point to the case of a State 
coming in even under an enabling act where her Senators did not 
come here with her constitution? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course they would come with the constitution. 

Mr. HARRISON. So when Congress accepted that constitution and 
accepted the State government, the Senators who had already been 
elected were admitted. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a very great difference between allowing 
Senators to come upon this floor, which can be done by a vote of this 
body after a State has been admitted into the Union, and voting all the 
officers of that State from governor down into office. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator if the language used in 
the bill is not exactly the language that has been used inall such bills 
where a State came here with a constitution? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; not all, I think. If it had been used in 
every one before this time, the honorable Senator must see the point 
which was made this morning in the argument of the Senator from South 
Carolina that States may elect Senators and States may elect members 
of the House of Representatives, but before such an election can be rat- 
ified by the Congress of the United States it must appear that a State 
has done it. There is no power whatever in Congress to give any such 
ratification as is here proposed. No, sir; they thought that would slip 
through the drive without anybody seeing it, I suppose. This band of 
enlightened patriots of whom we have heard so much, who have got 
themselves in the shape of Senators and Representatives and governors 
and the like of that, expected that they would come in asa body, voted 
in by the Senate of the United States, when the Constitution stood here 
confronting us and saying that nobody but States can make Senators. 

Let the Senator answer that argument, and after he has done, so if he 
can convince me or any other reasonable man about it, then he can say 
that I am opposed to the bill because it is a Republican State that is 
rege Ia. So far from answering it, or being able to do so, the Sena- 
tor have to clear up with this body, and with the country, and 
with the people of Dakota the fact which he announced on the floor the 
other day, that if the other House were to strike out that proposition 
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he would still be willing to admit the State without this coterie of 
officers. That is the situation. 

The honorable Senator has made various allusions to this side of the 
Chamber. He identiſies us. Yet I know that on this side of the Cham- 
ber there is considerable disagreement about one proposition in this mat- 
ter, to say the least, as to the question of preference between the bill of 
the Senator from South Carolina and the bill of the Senator from Mis- 
souri in to the preparation of the Territory for admission into the 
Union. The Senator from South Carolina proposes a measure here 
which brings the entire Territory in and leaves it to the whole body of 
citizenship within the boundaries defined by the act of Congress tosay 
whether they want to come in or not. It gives the whole Stateample 
power to perform the same functions that they are petitioning now to 
come in with by the consent of Congress. The Senator from Missouri 
proposes to divide that Territory by the line of the Missouri River 
until youapproach a certain region of longitude and thenrun due north 
to the northern boundary of the Territory. 

These propositions are not equally popular on this side of the Cham- 
. There are some Senators who side with the Senator from Missouri 
in his view of it, and there are others who side with the Senator from 
South Carolina. I take the ground with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that while the act of Congress remains this is an entire common- 
wealth, with defined boundaries and a certain organized citizenship and 
a government that we , and it is our duty to provide for the 
admission of that Territory into the Union, and if we want to create 
two Territories pass an act to do it and then let either of them come in. 

The question whether we should pass an act running the line along 
the Missouri River is a very interesting one. The Senator from Mis- 
souri sustained his side of the case upon facts and arguments almost 
conclusive. The one t fact which he presented, which to my mind 
is stronger than any of the rest, is that the great Sioux reservation lies 
within the boundaries of Dakota just west of the Missouri River. It 
might not be a convenient thing for us to cut that Territory through 
on the line of the forty-sixth parallel, placing the great Sioux reserva- 
tion in the western half of the State. While it is a Territory and while 
we have posed pee over those people, it is hard enough to keep 
the peace there to prevent bn Bo of Indians upon white peo- 
ple and of white people upon i We have had trouble enough 
with them. Put itin the bosom of a State and your troubles are in- 
creased. The first thing you know you may have a question like that 
between Georgia and the Cherokeesto be determined. If the Territory 
is to be divided, I would very much prefer the line of the Missouri 
River for that one great reason if for no other. But if we divide on 
that line the Territory out to the western border of Dakota will be a 
long time growing into Statehood. It is largely a grazing country, 
largely a mineral country, extensively covered with forests, and its 

icultural area is quite small. The portion of it west of the Missouri 
River will be a long time forming into Statehood. I repeat an obser- 
vation that I made the other day on this floor, that if I were a citizen 
of Dakota it would be the last vote I would ever give to reduce the bor- 
ders of that great commonwealth. But I pass from that. 

I supposed this was asubject which could be debated. I did not sup- 
pose that it was a subject which could only be wrangled over by politi- 
cians and in a political way. The honorable Senator from Indiana did 
not content himself with a political wrangle on this question. He had 
found occasion to assail the whole policy, not merely of the Democratic 
party but of the Southern States in regard to this business. He gave 
me to understand in regard to the votes in my own State that he would 
give me enough of it before I got through. I had of it then; 
I was full of that emptiness at that time; and so I retired to the cloak- 
room and went to sleep. 

The Senator from Indiana was going to give meenough of it. Enough 
of what? Enough of the reproaches he thought he could cast on my 
State because his ticket down there last year did not draw out a very 
large vote. Let us compare these cases and see whether they are anal- 
ogous. Here is a question of Statehood presented to the people ot 
Southern Dakota. ere is a question of division upon the line of the 
forty-sixth parallel presented to the people of Southern Dakota. Here 
is something about which they are clamoring until they make the heay- 
ens blue with their complaints because we will not vote them in the 
moment they come to the threshold of the Senate. The Legislature 
passes a law, makes appropriations, provides an executive committee to 
conduct the elections for delegates and spends the $20,000 appropriated 
in maintaining the delegations when they get to Huron. It empowers 
that executive committee also to create a debt against the coming State 
for whatever e are not met by the $20,000. You shall not leg- 
islate, they say, except for the purpose of bringing this State into the 
Union, but you may legislate to bind the future State by the creation 
of a debt upon it to cover the expenses of bringing theStatein. This 
imperium in imperio has the power of legislation given to it by the or- 
ganic act and by the ordinance of that organic convention to tax the 
people of Dakota by a debt that they can create and that the Legisla- 
ture is authorized and required to meet. They have met and they have 


elected Senators to this body; and I suppose that if the police or the 
constables in Dakota had gone to them for the purpose of breaking up 
the meeting as an unlawful assemblage their sergeant-at-arms would 
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have taken them and lodged them in jail for standing in contumely and 
contempt of the sovereign power of the little junta that met there at 


Huron. Coming here with all legislative powers as far as they dare to 
go, they stop just at the line where their action would not become vio- 
lently opposed to the laws of the United States. 

In defense and vindication of this little squad in Southern Dakota 
the Senator finds it necessary to say that because the people of Southern 
Dakota would not vote for it, would not come out, and did not respect 
it enough to pay any attention to it, the people in Alabama did not re- 
spect the Presidential election sufficiently, he says, to come out at the 
last election. The Republican ticket in Alabama did not have that 
great supremacy of popularity in my State to make it necessary for our 
people to come out to beat it. We knew that we could beat it with- 
out any difficulty, because the Republicans themselves did not care 
anything about it. 

How was it with this constitution and this division of the territory 
in Dakota, the most supreme question that was ever submitted to those 
people, if it was any question at all? It is complained here that the 

mocratic party through its committee caused the people not to go to 
the polls, and in that way the fact is to be accounted for that the con- 
stitution only got 25,000 votes. The power of the Democratic party in 
that Territory seems to be much greater than I supposed it was. Are 
they in the majority? Fifty-seven thousand votes were cast for the last 
Delegate in those same counties, if I have the figures right. Some say 
the vote was 54,000, and others say it was 57,000. Take it at 54,000; 
where were all the rest of the voters? Were they Democrats? If so, 
these Senators are violating the first principles of political morality, as 
they understand it, by bringing a State into the Union without the con- 
sent of the majority, they being Democrats, in South Dakota. How 
does that look ? 

Were all the men who staid away Democrats? The honorable Sen- 
ators know that they did not have a majority of the voters of South 
Dakota in support of this proposition, to say nothing about a majority 


of the voters of all Dakota. There is perhaps a proper comparison of 


the fact, and it shows the value of the parallel the honorable Senators 
are trying to draw between the falling away of the vote in Alabama at 
the last Presidential election and the falling away of the vote in South 
Dakota. The people of Southern Dakota had no respect for the con- 
vention at Huron. ‘They did not believe thatit was anything else than 
a political exploit. They thoughtits result was a mere tentative meas- 
ure, through which, perhaps, some men might flatter themselves that 
they would get in here as Senators and in the other House as Repre- 
sentatives and into the State offices, and get the control of power, as 
was said here, by asnap judgment. The people staid away from the 
polls; they would have nothing to do with the election. That this con- 
stitution is to-day destroyed by the severe contempt and silence of the 
people of Southern Dakota is the fact about it. It can not survive their 
contempt; it can not outlive their silent opposition. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana said, speaking ef the question 
of our discriminating between Dakota as presented here and other States 
that had been admitted into the Union heretofore: 

Why this discrimination? Will Senators from the Southwest and West tell 
me upon what ground they justify themselves? I have heard in the not distant 
pe e suggestion coming from gentlemen from the Southwest and South that 

ew England had too large a control in the Senate of the United States, that 
the smaller States of the original confederation had an overweening and con- 
trolling power herein the higher branch of Congress. Yet these gentlemen 
now insist that it shall be the policy of the West and Southwest to demand that 
Dakota shall have 150,000 square miles and only two representatives in the 
Senate of the United States. 


Is it not le, Senators, that divisions may sometimes be drawn on other 
lines? Is it not possible that this discrimination against the great agricultural 


populations of the West may yet come home to plague you? Is it not possible 
hat this ify and conserve and increase the representation of 


t rg a to 

the smaller here may yet be in your way in the consideration of some of 
the great questions of finance and revenue? it to be true rose votes that 
these t agricultural regions of the West shall be diminished in their repre- 
sentation in the Senate? If so, let us have the record made. 


I maintain for the Southern States that as long as they had any lib- 
erty of action they always voted for the admission of States into this 
Union whether they were Democratic or not Democratic. Whenever 
the conditions of law were reasonably complied with, and whenever 
they could do so without fostering and encouraging a spirit of rebellion 
against the laws, they alwaysdid so. Who brought that Territory into 
the Union out of which this State is going to be composed? Thomas 
Jefferson and the Democratic party, aided only by one prominent man 
in the North, and that was Alexander Hamilton, What was the atti- 
tude of the South in regard to the division of that country into Terri- 
tories and afterward States? It was acquired for the purpose of being 
made into States; and no Southern man has ever objected to any North- 
ern States coming into the Union except when the question of slavery 
became so intensified as that it was a struggle of life and death with 
us whether we should maintain the equilibrium of power in this body 
and in the other House; for whatever else may be said about the slav- 
ery question and the slavery issue, this is true of it, thatit was to the 
people of the South a question of $3,000,000,000 of property; it was a 
question that related to every household in the land; it wasa question 
whether there should be political and social equality between our serv- 
ants and ourselves; it was a question that was surrounded and fortified 
in the very citadel of the Constitution, and what we did and what we 


said in admitting States and afterward in going out ourselves and fight- 
ing the battles of the confederacy was all done upon the honest con- 
viction, which no man has ever yet denied, that the Constitution did 
rotect our property, and we believed that that Constitution was violated. 
much for that now; so much for all of the slavery question that has 
been drawn in here. 

I could retort upon the honorable Senators by saying that perhaps 
two-thirds of the slaves who were brought into the American Union 
came through the New England States, and that while they sent their 
slavers out to catch the slaves in Africa they prayed for the blessings 
of Almighty God upon the captains of the slavers that they might have 
a successful voyage and return home in peace and quietude to enjoy 
the liberties of their country. 

But we brought the Territory in, and we brought it in to make States 
of it. That was our p and has always been our purpose, and we 
have never flinched from it, unless is was at times when we said we 
want another State to come in with a Northern State in order to main- 
tain the balance of power, so that you shall not transgress the Consti- 
tution of the country and put us to cutting each other’s throats.” 

I wish to call the honorable Senators’ attention to the place where 
the opposition comes from about cutting up that Territory into States. 
The effort is made to charge it upon the Democratic party, to charge it 
upon the Democratic party of the South, to charge it upon that por- 
tion of the Democratic party who represent what were called the rebel 
States of this country. I want to show from the history of the country 
how far that was true. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it will relieve the Senator from any trouble I 
will state that I took no such position. On the other hand, I said that 
in all the history of the past the Democratic party had been in favor 
of admitting States, and that they were turning back on their record 
when now the Senators on the other side opposed the admission of 
Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Indiana turns to this side of the 
Chamber as the men who are opposing the admission of this State and 
turns to New England as the country that has always been willing to 
have States formed. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is not a hint of such a thing in anything 
I said. On the other hand, I said the Democratic party would be turn- 
ing back on its whole record as to the admission of States in its opposi- 
tion to Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then why should the honorable Senator have ap- 
pealed to sectional questions on this great issue? Why does he try to 
array New England against the South and the Southwest and the West 
upon this question? Iam glad the honorable Senator disclaims, but 
I want the facts to go out with his so that those who do not hap- 
pen to hear his disclaimer may know how thoroughly he is defeated on 
the facts. I read from Von Holst’s Constitutional History of the United 
States, which I believe is a good authority, at least upon historical ques- 
tions: . 

In the resolutions of the Hartford convention, of which more will be said be- 
low, it was declared necessary that there should be an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, limiting still further the right of Congress to admit new States into the 
Union. The grounds of the demand are as follows: At the adoption of the 


Constitution a certain balance of power among the original parties was consid- 
ered to exist, and there was at that time, and yet is, among those 


rties a 
strong affinity between their great and general interests. By the admission of 
these States that balance has been materially affected, and, unless the practice is 


modified, must ultimately be destroyed. The Southern States will first avail 
themselves of their new confederates to govern the East, and finally the West- 
ern States, multiplied in number and augmented in population, will control 
the interests of the whole. Thus, for the sake of present power, the Southern 
States will be common sufferers with the East in the loss of permanent advan- 

None of the old States can find an interest in creating prematurely an 
overwhelming Western influence, which may hereafter discern, as it has hereto- 
fore, benefits to be derived to them by wers and commercial restrictions.” 
(Dwight's History of the Hartford Convention, page 371.) At the same time a New 
England yape wrote: “The Western States beyond the mountains are not 
taken into view in this connection for any other purpose than to show that they 
do not, ought not, and never can belong to the Union. Let the Western States 
go off and take care of themselves.“ (Ingersoll's Second War between the United 
States of America and Great Britain, page 225. 

Plumer, of New Hampshire, declared in the Senate: “Admit this Western 
world into the Union and you destroy at once the weight and importance of the 
Eastern States and compel them to establish a separate independent empire.” 
And thus Griswold, of Connecticut, who was looked upon as the leader of the 
Federalists, said in the House, October 25, 1803: The vast, unmanageable ex- 
tent which the accession of Louisiana will give to the United States, the conse- 
quent dispersion of our population, and the distribution of the balance which 
it is so important to maintain between the Eastern and Western States, threat- 
ens, at no very distant day, the subversion of our Union.“ Von Holst's Constitu- 
tional History of the Uw States, volume 1, page 187. 


I wonder if the honorable Senator from Indiana had that in mind 
when he made that prophecy and that appeal combined to the South 
and the Southwest and the West. Idiscard, as I have always discarded, 
the action and the doctrines of that Hartford convention. They in- 
tended to get the whole power of this Government in their own hands; 
or rather, having got it, they intended to hold it at every peril. The 
Southern people have acted just on the reverse rule. They acquired 
the Louisiana territory for this country. It started on the Southern 
coast and it ran to Canada and to the far West. Ishall never object to a 
State coming in from that Territory; I could not do so without revers- 
ing the traditions of the South and all of the policies and precedents 
established by the Democratic party of this country. 

Now, sir, I trust that I have at least, vindicated the people of the South 
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and Southwest in this one particular, and thatno Senator will ever point 
his finger at me and say that the South has shown a disposition to pre- 
vent the 1 0 Sa of new States from this Louisiana purchase until 


at least he has answered the arguments of the New England people 
upon that question and has shown where the true opposition started to 
the formation of States in the West. I repeat on this floor that the first 
objection I ever heard made to Dakota in the Senate came from New 
England, not from the South or the West. Weareacting in good faith 
about this matter and we do not intend to be cheated. We are willing 
for Dakota to come in, but we are not willing to assist in the division 
of that Territory at the bidding and behest of a few men who assume 
to themselves the right to control the public opinion of a half million 
of people though only 25,000 strong, a lot of politicians con, ted to- 
gether for the purpose of capturing a State, as they would a wild 
steer on the prairies, and haul it into the Union by the horns. 

Senators may reproach us if they choose, they may misunderstand 
our views and our sentiments if they choose, but they can neither 
frighten us nor seduce us to cast our votes for any such contemptible 
scheme as this is. 


Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a matter of privilege. 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I present thecredentials of Hon. JONN SHERMAN, re- 
elected to this body. I ask that they be read and placed on file. 

The credentials of JOHN SHERMAN, chosen by the Legislature of Ohio 
a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1887, were 
read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hearthe proceedings. The paper from the 
governor just read refers to accompanying proceedings of the Legisla- 
ture. I ask that they be read, because some other credentials which 
have been sent here have been extremely defective. I hope they are 
not in this case. 

The PRESIDENT 
of the ature will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proceedings of the Legislature accompany- 
ing the certificate of the governor of Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a good certificate in every respect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be placed on 
file. 


ro tempore. The proceedings of the two houses 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask for an order to reprint a bill which I am in- 
formed has been exhausted. 
By unanimous consent it was 


Ord That 500 extra copies of the bill (S. 1276) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal- 
tender quality,“ passed February 28, 1878, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


SITE OF FORT BRADY. 


Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 
753) to provide for the sale of the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and 
for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon, was 

to-day. I now enter the motion; I will not call it up to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill No. 753 was passed. The 
motion will be entered. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, at this hour of the day I could 
not excuse myself in protracting this debate, particularly as I have re- 
quested Senators to remain that we may vote on this bill to-day and 
dispose of it; but there are two or three personal references in the re- 
marks of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to which I 
will give very brief attention. 

That Senator is very felicitous and gracious and deferential to the 
views and opinions and character of others. He began his remarks by 
an assault upon me because I had not mentioned in connection with the 
Yankton County bond matter that a Senator or two on this side of the 
Chamber had opposed the admission of Dakota on that ground. Sir, 
the point I was undertaking to make in connection with my argument 
was that the Senators on that side of the Chamber made no p in 
the consideration of this question at all; that when the matter of ob- 
jection as to the Yankton County bonds was wholly removed they were 
found still in their same old position of obstinate resistance to the ad- 
mission of Dakota. The Senator from Maine, representing some of his 
people, felt that Yankton County had been guilty of a breach of faith 
toward her creditors and that the Territory of Dakota had complicated 
herself in that act of repudiation; but the very moment that matter was 
set right, as it has been set right by the refunding of the debt dollar 
for dollar and a proper arrangement for the payment of those bonds, 
he surrendered his opposition and is now favoring the admission of Da- 


kota. But has it made the slightest difference in the attitude of the 
Senator from Missouri? Has it in any degree more kindly disposed the 
Senator from South Carolina? Not a whit, Mr. President. 

What argument may I draw from that? That so far as this objection 
was used by those Senators it was at the time a pretext and an excuse; 
that and nothing more. If their objection had been based upon the 
Yankton County bond matter, when that was cleared up they would 
have yielded their opposition; but, as Isaid yesterday, it only assumed 
another shape. 

The Senator said I had been thrashing over old straw, and he com- 
plained of it. I do not wonder that the twice-thrashed straw cries out 
against the flail. 

He said I had been going into by-paths in this discussion. I do not 
wonder that one who He been following the endless round of the bark- 
mill in the discussion thinks thatthe roadster who goes by on theroad 
is lost. 

Whereis this discussion, I repeat again? The Senator from South Car- 
olina by the hour argued that the vote upon this constitution in Dakota 
is not sufficient to stamp it with the popular approval. Does he mean 
that? Does it influence his judgment in the smallest d ? Ifit 
did he would propose that this constitution should be resubmitted to 
the people fora popular vote. But he makes no such proposition. He 
argues again that the people are op todivision. Does he propose 
to submit that question to the people of Dakota in any form? Not at 
all. He proposes to settle it himself and to say that there shall be no 
division. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that when Senators spend their time 
in arguing such propositions and then offer amendments that are not 
calculated to test the popular support of this constitution or to test the 
popular opinion in Dakota as to division, but assuming those questions 
themselves, the one dividing the Territory upon the Missouri River and 
the other denying the division altogether, they are not sincere when 
they put their opposition upon the ground that there is not a popular 
acquiescence in this movement. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] asks me if there have been any memorials remonstratingagai 
the division. I alluded to that yesterday. Nota popular convention, 
not a meeting of agriculturists, not a religious association of any kind, 
no body of men met together in North or in South Dakota have ever 
protested against this division. On the other hand, before it could be 
a question of pone, before any man could know what the politics of 
the States to be formed out of that Territory could be, her people set- 
tled upon the idea of division, and by memorials from their Legislature 
to Congress, by legislative enactments which assumed it for eleven 
years, have poured in upon Congress one uninterrupted and uniform 
expression in favor of division. 

That is the history of this matter, and yet Senators who assume to 
attack the motives and to impute purposes to us ask that their opposi- 
tion may be treated assincere when the propositions they make to amend 
the bill lie right across the very arguments they make., 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina said that I had im- 
pugned the character of Mr. Boynton. It is not true, sir, and the REC- 
ORD with my remarks in it was upon the table of the Senator when he 
made that statement. The Senator interrupted me, and asked if I 
meant to make igs Bape conic upon the personal character of Mr. 
Boynton. I told him then that what I said of Mr. Boynton was sim- 
ply this, that he was here denouncing the proceedings of the Sioux 
Falls convention of 1885 as a revolutionary proceeding, and that by the 
record on the files of the Territorial committee he had two years ago 
himself been a member of a constitutional convention called in a man- 
ner less orderly, and had there been an advocate of going on to the com- 
plete organization of a State government. That is what I said about 
him, and the Senator from South Carolina had the means of informing 
himself and did not need to let it rest in recollection. 

He imputed to me a disposition to attack any man, and especially a 
Union soldier, because he was a Democrat! Mr. President, I have never 
anywhere or at any time, here or on the hustings, had but one voice upon 
this subject, and that was, that the man who in the hour of his coun- 
try’s need had bravely gone to the rescue, had exposed himself to shot 
and shell and saber-stroke in defense of the flag, was entitled to choose 
his own politics, and, while I might object to his taste, I had no criti- 
cisms for him. 

Sir, who introduced all these personalities? Where has this tide of 
abuse which has been heaped upon citizens of Dakota had its strength? 
Not on this side of the Chamber; but Senators on that side of the Cham- 
ber from the very beginning of this debate have felt warranted in call- 
ing the men who had been eonspicuous in this movement for the forma- 
tion of a new State conspirators, ambitious and scheming politicians; 
and that course of vituperation has run through the whole debate on 
S pen of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. What is the 

ion between an ambitious politician and a statesman? Do all 
my friends on the other side of the Chamber fall into the list of states- 
men? Have they no ambition? I appeal to Senators who have heard 
every word I have spoken in this debate from first to last whether I 
have not avoided, against strenuous temptation, the bringing into this 
debate of the private characters of men whose names have been drawn 
in here by the 8 from South Carolina, whose opposition to this bill 
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has been so intense that I never 
reason or logic. It has seemed to me that nothing but Pasteur’s new 
treatment would do in his case. 

Mr. President, I alluded to the vote of South Carolina and to the vote 


regarded him as within the reach of 


of Alabama; and howsensitivethe Senatoris! As the Senator from Nli- 
_ nois has said, the whole object, the whole force of the reference to the 

votes of these States was that if South Carolina voted only 44 per cent. 
in 1884 of her voting population in 1880 it ought not to be a conclusive 
objection to this constitution in Dakota that nearly 58 or quite 58 per 
cent. of her people had voted on the question. Senator is so sen- 
sitive to the honor of his State that he is blind to the argument or the 
purpose for which the facts were used, and forthwith he rushesto the 
American Almanac to see if in any other States, as well as in those to 
which I referred, the vote in a Presidential election has been a less per 
cent. of the total yote than was given for this constitution in Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where does the Senator get his information from? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iasked where the Senator got his information from? 
Did he not read from that same almanac? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. I was not criticising the Senator’s au- 
thority. 

Mr BUTLER. I thought you were. 

Mr. HARRISON, I wish the Senator may always go to as reliable 
a book. I was only suggesting that the Senator’s sensitiveness about 
what he thought to bea reflection upon South Carolina led him to bring 
in additional facts here to the Senate, and from the votes of other States 
to show us that the vote in Dakota was a very reasonable one after all. 
I do not undertake to account for this diminished vote in South Caro- 
lina. It must have been less than 40 per cent. of the voting population 
in 1884, for it was only 44 per cent. of that in 1880, four years before. 

The Senator from South Carolina says that we did not encourage the 
Republicans down there to come out and vote; that they needed en- 
co ent, and that the Senator from Illinois and other leaders of 
the Republican party failed to go down and encourage them. Well, 
Mr. President, they are a discouraged set, those Republicans in South 
Carolina. They have never had any encouragement since 1876, and 
the only efficient encouragement, according to their judgment, was the 
presence of some of the troops of the United States. We can not do 
that any more, and perhaps it never ought to have been done. But 
this is aside from the question altogether. The elections in South Car- 
olina may be fair; everybody who wants to vote may have a chance to 
vote; all the talk of intimidation may be absolutely false; all the 
stories of bloodshed and violence and red-shirted cavalry may all be 
imagination; all the stories of tissue ballots may be vain and fraudu- 
lent. For the purposes of this argument I assume that they are; that 
there is nothing in them in the world; and yet I ask the Senator from 
South Carolina if in a Presidential election, if in the election of a Leg- 
islature that is to choose Senators for this body, 44 per cent. of the 
total vote in South Carolina is sufficiently expressive of the popular 
will there to choose these Officers, may it not be that upon the mere 
question of voting on a constitution in Dakota 58 per cent. is enough? 

Mr. President, whatever the Senator from Alabama may say, he and 
the Senator from South Carolina both know that a vote upon a consti- 
tution is not an exciting election. In my own State, in 1880, the peo- 
ple were called at aspecial election to vote for certain important amend- 
ments to the constitution of that State, and yet the vote was 140,000short. 
Why was that? Simply because it is true that political contests be- 
tween men, where political leaders are upon the stump, where candi- 
dates are soliciting popular suffrage, tend to bring out a larger vote 
than any mere abstract question upon the selection or rejection of a State 
constitution; and that is particularly true where the constitution itself 
does not present an issue, as in Kansas, between slavery and freedom. 

The Senator from Alabama was also sensitive about the reference to 
his State. I selected those States because the Senators in whose States 
those votes were taken were the Senators on this floor who were urging 
this objection; not for any purpose of giving a sectional turn to this dis- 
cussion, for, as I have said to the Senator from South Carolina, I do not 
care what the reason is, whether Republicans were discouraged because 
we did not go down there and help them and make speeches for them, 
or whatever explanation may be given of it. There is the fact that in 
his own State a very much smaller percentage of the population voted 
in a Presidential election than voted in Dakota for this constitution. 

But, Mr. President, what is the use of discussing this with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina? If everyadult male and female over the age 
of twenty-one years had voted for this constitution in South Dakota 
the Senator would not have favored it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I will return the compliment of the Senator by 
saying that it is not true. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator could not have favored it unless he has 
abandoned the argument which he has made, because he says those people, 
even if they all concurred, had no right to divide the Territory; and if 
I understand him now to say that if there had been unanimity in that 
vote he would have conceded the right of the people to divide the Ter- 
ritory without the consent of those living north of that line, then I 
submit again he has abandoned one of the fundamental lines of his 
argument in this case; and I assumed therefore that he would not have 


consented if the vote had been unanimous, because he could not do so 
et involving himself in contradiction with the rest of his argu- 
men 

The Senator from Alabama says that in his State the Democrats did 
not come out because the Republicans were so weak that they knew 
they could beat them and a great many of them staid at home. May 
it not be possible that notwithstanding these people in Alabama staid 
at home the result of the election is to be accepted? Who claims that 
in Dakota the election there was not welladvertised; that polling places 
were not established convenient to every voter so that every one might 
vote if he pleased? Who denies it? That being so, with a fair oppor- 
tunity to vote, abundant advertisement of the election, shall we say 
that 58 per cent. of the population is too small an expression of the pop- 
ular will on this subject? 

But, Mr. President, I will not protract this debate; I will not even 
restate the propositions upon which I rely; I only say that meeting the 
Senator from Alabama, who criticised an expression in the first section 
of the bill, I will presently move to strike out the words ‘‘and State 
government’’ with a view of ascertaining whether this objection upon 
which he dwelt so long was a serious one in his mind or will influence 
in any way his vote upon the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I Papy want to say one word. The Senator from 
Indiana says he thinks I ought to have Pasteur’s treatment, which I 
believe is the inoculation of the virasof amad dog. Doesthe Senator 
understand that I shall use the virus which comes from the Senator to 
inoculate me? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. He has been very bitter, but I have not yet been 
bitten—by him. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is very good. I would suggest the rabbit. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to make a speech upon 
this bill, but I must before giving my vote on so important a measure 
state the grounds on which I shall vote. I do not wish to be regarded 
as being influenced in any vote which I shall give by many of the ar- 
guments and considerations which have been urged on this subject. I 
do not see that becanse there was a great civil conflict some years ago 
in which grave errors were committed in Kansas and elsewhere, to-day 
in legislating for sixty millions of people and for thirty-eight States to 
be a hundred in the near future, statesmen and men of reason are to 
be influenced in giving their votes because of the errors of a past gen- 
eration or because mistakes of public policy were committed. If we 
can not rise to consider what these sixty millions of people need, such 
legislation as shall destroy the pauperism, the inequalities, the wrong, 
and the suffering which permeate the society of this country every- 
where, but must spend our time in idle discussions of the past, we shall 
contribute but little to the character and the glory of this people and 
this great nation of States. 

It matters not what Mr. Buchanan thought or what wrongs were com- 
mitted in the Lecompton constitution, what evils were created by the 
great errors of policy on the part of Southern statesmen or Northern 
statesmen. Let the dead past bury its dead, and the Senators who to- 
day seek to represent States and the coming glories of another age and 
a greater age of human happiness must forget the past and rise to the 
consideration of the great practical questions of the day. 

Why, sir, it seems to me that there ought to be but little trouble in 
coming to a conclusion on this subject which should satisfy all minds 
and demonstrate of itself its own propriety. What are the considera- 
tions that should govern in the admission of another State to this Union 
of States? They are but few, and theyare plain. It does not concern 
alone the people of the State to be admitted. Thirty-eight States and 
sixty millions of other people, of whom they area component part, have 
an interest in that question, and it must be decided in reference to not 
only the thirty-eight States of to-day and the sixty millions of people, 
but to the hundred millions of people that are soon to be here and the 
one hundred States of the not distant future. 

Extent of territory and of population should decide theadmission of 
new States in the great western empire of States yet to be created. 
What is that extentof territory? It must be measured by the question 
of representation in this body, which can not be changed, as it may be 
in the other House of Congress, by an increasing population. This must 
be regarded with a view to the hundred States which are soon to be 
represented herein this body. Manifestly that istrue; and wecan not 
regard legislation in reference to the admission of a State to-day and 
the extent of her territory without some consideration of whatis due to 
the future representation in this body, some consideration of the con- 
venience and necessities of business and legislation and the relative 
influence of States of and smaller size and the condition of pub- 
licaffairs, when a hundred Statesand a hundred millions of people will 
live under the protection of our Government. 

But, sir, that is not all. Is it not too apparent for discussion, although 
we have been discussing the question here for days and days, that no 
State should be admitted without really ascertaining what is the de- 
sire of a majority of her people? Can there be any doubt about that? 
And is not the statement a fact that in this case it is an argument of 
inference, itis an argument of assumption and presumption, as to what 
a majority of the people of Dakota desire? Is it a difficult matter to 
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ascertain by some practical legislation? Are thestatesmen of this day 
unable to devise a plan by which the clearly defined will of an actual 
majority of the people of Dakota shall be ascertained? And are weto 
have days of discussion and controversy here as to what is the wish of 
a majority of the people? Reliance is sought to be placed on the fact 
that a clearly ascertained minority, namely, twenty-seven or twenty- 
eight thousand actual votes out of more 55,000 votes in South 
Dakota alone, favor the admission of the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Florida a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator from Florida vote for this bill 
with an amendment which provided for submitting this constitution to 
these people for their approval before it should go into effect? 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator very candidly that I think 
the first step most clearly ought to be to ascertain what is the will of a 
majority of the people, and it matters but little whether you call that 
an enabling act or by what you phrase it; it is the essential condition 
of an proper act that a majority of the people should have their will 
clearly expressed in some satisfactory and definite form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Florida allow me to ask him 
which way he has answered my question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly I will. I think very clearly the Senator 
wishes to know what I would do in regard to this bill. I stated that 
the first step that should be taken by the honorable Senator, with his 
great experience here, should be to ascertain what a majority of the 

ple of Dakota desire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if my friend will permit me—— 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the honorable Senator and all his 
associates who have¥found difficulties with this bill as it now stands, 
whether they would be willing to vote for it, considering the great num- 
ber of this people and the fair fertility of that Territory, if it were pro- 
vided that it should be sent back to this people, first, to ask them if 
they will take this constitution as it stands with their approval if we 
are willing that they should? Will he vote for it then? 

Mr. CALL. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that I think, as 
I stated before, that if he will prepare a bill providing for submitting 
it to the whole people of Dakota to know, first, if they desire to come 
into the Union as an entire State; and, second, if they prefer to come 
into the Union as the State of Dakota or as two States, and authoriz- 
ing them to form a constitution, allowing the whole population to vote 
and giving them notice under the authority of the Government that 
they are-called upon to come forward and vote upon these propositions 
and upon the establishment of a constitution, I should vote for such a 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but may I ask the Senator I do not wish to 
interrupt him without his consent. 

Mr. CALL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator and his associates, if they will 
not vote for this bill without an amendment which should provide for 
submitting this constitution to the people that framed it for their ap- 
proval, vote for this bill with an amendment which should provide that 
this constitution shall be submitted to the whole people of the State of 
Dakota whether they are willing that South Dakota should be set up 
in this way? 

Mr. CALL. I will state my position in regard to that. As the hon- 
orable Senator is a lawyer and deals with law and logic, strictly speak- 
ing the proper mode and the only authorized mode of proceeding under 
the Constitution would be to pass an act calling upon those people to 
form a State, or government, allowing them the privilege of doing so 
and providing for an election, but as the ts are and as the act 
of power by which a State is admitted into the Union exhausts itself 
and from which there is no a I should say if any great public ex- 
igency, if any question of polity to the Government or to the people 
required the immediate admission of the State of Dakota or any other 
State either by submitting her constitution to her people or in any 
other mode, that it would be a proper thing to do. 

In the present condition of things I see no necessity for urgent haste; 
and the first condition, the first manifestly in reason and in law, is to 
ascertain what the will of the majority of the people of Dakota is, both 
in reference to her admission as a State and in reference to the division 
of her territory; not that I believe that Congress is bound to respect 
the wishes of the people in any Territory with regard to the division 
of the Territory; not that I do not admit that Congress has the power, 
and in some cases it may be its duty, to apportion the boundaries in its 
own sovereign discretion, regardless of the wishes of the people; but 
in this case I see no reason why such a thing should be done, and there- 
fore I think here should be the first step, because you can not admit 
a State properly into the Union without some great public exigency 
demands it unless a majority of her people require and demand that 
it should be so; for if after being admitted as a State a majority of her 
people were opposed to exercising these powers, you could not force 
them to do so. 

It would be an anomaly in our system of States that thereshould be 
a State with only a minority in favor of exercising the privileges of citi- 
venship and a majority opposed to it and unwilling to do it. ‘Therefore 


manifestly that is the first step in reason, and it is admitted here that 
the will of a majority of the people of Dakota has not been expressed 
in a clear and satisfactory manner. The argument is one of inference, 
one of information derived from conventions and from individual opin- 
ions, from the acts of Legislatures representing the people through an 
ascertained vote which is itself a minority vote, and therefore I think 
it is idle for either side here to awake these forgotten memories of the 
dead past, which should be buried so far as the evil of them is concerned, 
leaving only the glorious memories of courage and endurance and hon- 
est conviction upon both sides a ground and motive for our action on 
this subject. We have no concern with the crimination and recrimi- 
nation which has been made in this debate on any part of the people of 
the United States. No word of censure or applause of them has prop- 
erly a place here. In all parts of the Union and in every State they are 
the same people, with the same traditions and the same qualities and 
characteristics; but the virtues or the faults of the living or the dead, 
the errors of judgment or the wisdom and forecast of statesmen or par- 
ties in the past can not prove that a larger or smaller extent of terri- 
rao in the new State of Dakota will be better for them or forthe other 
tates. 

I shall control my vote, therefore, sir, first in reference to the present 
wants of these sixty millions of people and these thirty-eight States 
and to the one hundred millions that will be in the near future with 
the one hundred States that shall be here, and I shall control it by the 
proposition that the first action in the admission of a State is to ascer- 
tain by some clear, proper, practical, and definite mode of expression the 
will of a majority of the people of the proposed State. It seems to me 
very unreasonable that it should be claimed that twenty-seven thou- 
sand votes can represent or express the will of nearly a half million of 
people on this or any other subject, but especially in reference to their 
admission into the Union, where, differing from other elections, the va- 
lidity of the whole action depends on an actual majority of the people 
capable of voting; and yet this is the whole argument in this case. 

There is no necessity of important public policy demanding immedi- 
ate action to avoid great danger to the States and the nation as there 
was in California and in the border States and in Kansas, where a civil 
war was being waged between two great opposing bodies of opinion, in- 
tensified with the most deadly animosities and inflamed into taking 
the most extreme and unreasonable methods of success; but here hap- 
pily we are in a time of peace. Weare required calmly to consider what 
extent of territory and what number of population, now and in the fut- 
ure, it is best for them and for all the Btates the new State of Dakota 

l have. We are required to decide what a majority of the people 
of Dakota want in respect to ber admission. We are required to devise 
the means for an expression of the wishes of all the people and for the 

tection of the rights and interests of all her people and of the future 
tates and people of the United States. 

These are the considerations which will influence and control my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to make a brief explanation in reply to the 
Senator from Indiana. He says it is not true that he made an attack 
upon Mr. Boynton and Mr. Johnson. I desire to state exactly what 
the Senator did in reference to Mr. Boynton, and to show you what 
the opinions of those two gentlemen are on the subject. I ask to have 
read a letter sent to me by them as an act of justice to them. 

Mr. HARRISON. Put in the letter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington, D. C., February 5, 1886. 

Dear stin: In reading over Senator Harrison's remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on yesterday, the undersigned have noticed an evident purpose to im- 

our motives, if not in a measure to impeach our veracity and standing, as 
cit: of Dakota, 

In reply to any such insinuation or suggestions, you are authorized to say 
that we hold ourselves in readiness to substantiate in the most public manner 
every statement or suggestion which eitherof us has made before the commit- 
tees of Congress or in your hands; and we further pledge ourselves to 
poe that our standing and representative character in Dakota, where we have 

ived and been en in important business transactions, will bear a favorable 
ose of any of Senator Hargison’s informants, not ex: 


2 ors t in Dak ho da: his life-l 
ons o! most every person in ota who dares to oppose his life-long am- 
bition of securing a seat in the United States Senate. 

In reference to the suggestion made by Senator HArnisox that the same par- 
wa or stage attendants, as he termed them, had been constantly appearingin op- 
position to hisdivision and Statehood scheme, we will simply say that we have 
never appeared before any committee of either House of Congress until since 
the commencement of the present session; hence such slurs and insinuations 
can notapply tous. Asan outside letter addressed by Hugh J. Campbell to 


Senator Vest has been placed in the Recorp by Senator HARRISON, a bev 
reply to Campbell's letter is inclosed, which you are at liberty to place in the 
aa S 
z A. BOYNTON, 
L. G. JOHNSON. 
Hon. M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. HARRISON. I want to contribute a little to this interesting 
episode. AfterI had finished my speech yesterday afternoon and went 
to my committee- room one of these gentlemen, Mr. Johnson, who says 
he understood me to impugn his veracity, came into the committee- 
room, introduced himself to me, shook hands with me, and congratu- 
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lated me onmy speech. [Laughter, and manifestations of applausein 
the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind the galleries 
that by the rules of the Senate there must be no of appro- 
bation or disapprobation. While it would be very unpleasant to the 
Chair, it is made his duty to clear the galleries when a violation of the 
rules is repeated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is manifest, I think, that the 
Senators who oppose this bill in its present form admit that they will 
not vote for it if it shall provide by amendment that this constitution 
shall be submitted to the people of the counties and district of country 

roposed to be erected by this bill into a State. If Iam wrong in this 
inference from what the honorable Senator from Florida and others 
have said, I wait to hear myself corrected. 

Mr. CALL. I desire for one to say that Ihave not said anything 
of that kind. I have said that I thought at this time it would be far 
better in the first instance to invite a clear and definite expression of 
opinion on both these subjects from the people of Dakota; but I have 
not said what I would do upon a bill presented in that shape and urged 
for consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was precisely what I had discovered, and 
therefore I said that I understood from the remarks of the Senator from 
Florida and gathered from the remarks of other Senators, that they 
would not vote for this bill if it were amended by the insertion of a clause 
which should provide for the submission of this constitution to the peo- 
ple who are proposed to be included in this new State; and I said that 
if I was wrong in that impression I should be glad to becorrected. The 
Senator from Florida has not corrected me, nor has anybody else. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether or not he 
would consent before submitting this constitution to the people to 
eliminate from it all else that has been done in the way of the election 
of officers, United States Senators and Representatives to Congress and 
governor and members of the Legislature? That is the question I 
should like to ask. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill answer it with the very greatest cheerful- 
ness—no, I would not at the present time. After all these years of ap- 
plication by these people to be admitted to the Union either as a whole 
or as a part, I would say now there is here a constitution that a portion 
of you at least have agreed upon; that isa constitution like the consti- 
tations of all the other States in respect of the security of private rights, 
the orderly management of government, the administration of justice, 
the equal levying of taxes, and ev ing that goes to make up the 
best of modern constitutions; I would not put you off for one or two or 
three years if you want this thing, because there is no suggestion that 
the constitution itself is not a good one. I would say, therefore, ‘‘Are 
you willing to be a State with this constitution?“ Would my honor- 
able friend from South Carolina go for that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I have indicated very clearly 
what I would go for, and I think the same object may be accomplished 
by the enabling act which I have proposed. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. By which the Senator means that he will not vote 
for that. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I have not said that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but he will say it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill say this, that if the Senator will consent to be- 
gin de novo and submit this question to the whole Territory divested of 
all this phernalia of office-holding and politicians that surround it, 
it would presenta very different question and one that I would consider. 

Mr. MUNDS. That he would consider! 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says he would not consent to do that, 
and therefore it is perfectly unnecessary for me to give my opinion as 
to what I should do under any such circumstances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated that I will not consent to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from South Carolina. Lask him and his associates 
if they will consent to go for this bill with a proposition that leaves 
this constitution as it stands to the people who framed it? 

Mr. BUTLER. And all the officers? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from South Carolina does not choose 
to answer that question, by which I infer that he will not vote for such 
a proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Clearly not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now Ihave a definite answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Clearly not with this annex that it has, what purport 
to be two United States Senators, a Representative to Congress, and so 
on and so on. I will state very frankly that I would not support it under 
those circumstances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I am glad to have such frankness from 
the Senator from South Carolina. Now, I understand the proposi- 
tion 

Mr. BUTLER rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will allow me to go on. Then the 
objection of the Senator from South Carolina is that this irregular au- 
tonomy, as he styles it, has added to it—I am not quoting his language, 
but giving the idea—that this irregular autonomy which has been set 


up there awaiting the approval of Congress is bad, because they have 
proceeded to elect State officers and United States Senators, as all their 
predecessors in other Territories had done. Now suppose we submit 
this constitution to this people; if, as the Senator from South Carolina 
supposes, there is anything disagreeable to them in this arrangement 
and the consequence that has followed, the people of Dakota can yote 
it down; but if that people are willing to take this constitution with 
the burden of a State government already elected, why should the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina or the Senator from Vermont object to it? I 
should be glad to wait for an answer to that. 

If the people do not want this constitution with what follows from 
it, they have only to say no. But I think the Senator from South Car- 
olina is fearful—if I may venture timidly to use such a phrase to him 
that to what he considers to be the wrong and the burden of these par- 
ticular State officers and particular Senators the people of that Terri- 
tory would say yes, after all. If they did, what business is it to us? 
Have they not the right to say whom they will prefer to have for State 
officers and Senators, or are we to decide upon that? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will tell the Senator why I would not do it. Ido 
not think the people would have a fair chance with all this Statehood, 
as it is called. I think with the influences brought to bear by United 
State Senators, governor, State officers, and so on, they could not per- 
haps oe as fair an expression of their opinion asif they had the simple 
naked question of the constitution presented. That is my apprehen- 
sion about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the proposition now. I beg to as- 
sure the honorable Senator from South Carolina that I know a good 
many people in Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. So dol. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And they have come from States and from previous 
experiences in this world where the influence of governors and judges 
and Senators does not amount to much in the free expression of their 
independent will. They do not come from States where it is some- 
times said, and I am afraid truly, that the public will is coerced and 
overborne by the autonomy of State officers and State officials and 
State senators. They have been born and raised under situations which 
make them independent men, and they are able to take care of their 
liberties and their rights and to understand what is meant by them, 
and therefore the idea of the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
that if you send this constitution loaded with the election of these offi- 
cers to these people they will be influenced and overborne by that to do 
what they otherwise would not, is a great mistake, and he does a great 
injustice to the people of Dakota in so saying. 

So then, Mr. President, we find that under no present circumstance 
returning this to the will of this le who have formed this constitu- 
tion or to the will of the people of the whole Territory to say whether they 
are willing to take it, will the Senators represented by the honorable 
Senators from South lina, Florida, and Alabama agree to have them 
express their opinion on that. It is useless, therefore, to try to obtain 
their support to this measure by any such proposition. That beirg the 
case, the only thing is to go forward with this bill and let it take its 
chance, wherever it may go. 

Here are a people numbering now more than a quarter of a million— 
free, intelligent, wealthy, prosperous, educated, with all the things that 
make up a well-regulated society, with fertile lands, with mines, with 
enterprise, with hae’ Aart that would go to make a great and good 
State—asking to be admitted into the brotherhood and sisterhood of our 
States, and the objection to it, when you simmer it down, is simply 
the fact, as it is now stated, that they have gone in advance of an en- 
abling act to do that very thing. 

I am one of those who maintain that the people of no Territory have 
a right to stay as a Territory forever, even if they wish todo so. In 
respect to ek it is a great benefit to the people of a Ter- 
ritory to be a Territo people. The Congress of the United States 
pays a very large part of the expenses of Roe dag. ae the Territorial gov- 
ernment; and therefore I maintain that when the le of a Territory 
are in a condition to take on Statehood, whether majority of them 
like it or not, they ought to be induced to do that thing, in order that 
we may be relieved from that burden, in order that the theory of the 
American Government can be carried out, that there shall be complete 
local State government and State sovereignty over the objects that it 
covers in the localities where justice is to be administered and the opera- 
tions of government carried on. 

As the Senator from Florida very well remarked, it is clear that no 
question of the division of a Territory, the lines that should include a 
new State, is one that belongs to the people of that Territory of them- 
selves alone. Their wishes and their opinions and their facts are en- 
titled to consideration undoubtedly, but beyond that it is for the Con- 
gress of the United States, all the States together, to say what ought to 
be the true and correct boundaries of a State and what ought to make 
up the autonomy of a people who are to come into this Union. The 
Senator from Florida is quite right and has stated the Yi peep with 
great clearness. That is this case. Here you have from the configu- 
rations of nature, the course of the streams, the arrangement that Prov- 
idence has made in respect of the ease and convenience of society there, 
proof of the propriety of dividing this immense Territory upon an east 
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and west line. Here you have a people growing all the time, increas- 
ing in everything that makes up a good society, filling up that Terri- 
tory, and they are ready to come in. Senators are unwilling to even 
leave them to say now again whether they are ready to come in; so that 
it is opposition on something else than that. Whatisit? Nobody can 
tell, except the circumstance that these people happen to have a large 
preponderance of a political opinion one way. My theory is that every 
people that are fit for self-government at t to have a political 
opinion one way or the other, and it is the misfortune of fate to the 
gentlemen on the other side that these particular people happen to have 
a political opinion that they do not seem to agree with, and that is 
what is the matter. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me, I should 
like to ask him a question. I would like the honorable Senator to state 
what would be the difference practically in passing an act Tee 
the people of Dakota to ſorm a State government and a constitution an 
submitting it to them to vote what is their will upon both questions? 
Congress is not bound to accept that will, I agree entirely with him, in 
the exercise of the wise discretion which on our part we are authorized 
to exercise. Inasmuch as there is controvi and opposition in the 
Territory and as we have no evidence here which is clear and definite 
as to what is the will of the people, either in to the division or 
in respect to the State government and the constitution that they have 
adopted, what would be the practical difference and what the cag wa 
in the present state of our information upon that subject, with the ad- 
mitted fact in the ent that what is the will of that people is a 
matter of inference, is a matter of presumption, without any clear and 
definite expression, nothing but a minority of the votes being brought 
here—what is the practical hardship in the present state of things in 
having an act authorizing the people of Dakota to express their opinion 
at an election, due notice being given first, as to whether they wish to 
come into the Union, authorizing them to call a convention and form a 
constitution, which may adopt this and elect these same officers? That 
being done, the State is admitted. In reference also to the division of 
the Territory, what is the practical difference? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The practical difference is that it keeps these peo- 
ple out of the capacity to govern themselves for an indefinite period of 
time, because after such an enabling act as the Senator states it, it must 
again come to Congress and we must go over all this thing again; and, 
applying it personally, it is the same difference between a man who 
wants pay to which he is entitled to-day being told by his debtor, ‘‘I 
will pay you next week, and if it is not convenient next week I will 
have a conference with you week after next.“ That is the difference. 
It isa mere method of staving off what is manifest—and everybody 
agrees to that—that the condition of these people is such as to entitle 
them and require them to take on the duties that belong to a State 
and to govern themselves and help us, representing a great people, to 
govern all the people of the United States within the sphere of our ac- 
tion. That is the difference. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, we are about to vote on this proposition 
now, as I understand it, I am paired on all questions connected with 
it with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is absent, and, as I 
shall be marked absent“ on the yea-and-nay vote, as I believe all per- 
sons who are paired are, I wish briefly to explain my position. Pao 
not desire to take part in the discussion; I have not done so, and will 
not, I desire only to state my position briefly. 

I will vote cheerfully for the admission of Dakota with the boundary 
lines laid down by the Congress of the United States for the Territory 
now organized. I deny the right of the people to divide a Territory 
once organized by Congress, and come here and raise a clamor for the 
admission of part of it. I deny that any such action has been taken 
by the pori of that whole Territory as makes the thing now presented 
fair. t is it? Dividing it in two, with an Indian reservation oc- 
cupying nearly half of that portion which now seeks admission. That 
is not a fair thing to do; and Iam by no means convinced that it is 
wise in us to multiply the Senators in the Senate of the United States 
to an undue number because of the territorial area of the States ad- 
mitted. If the Territories as now organized in the present form should 
be admitted there will after a while be one hundred Senators. If 
there are a half million people in Dakota now and Dakota is divided 
into two States four Senators will come here from that Territory to 
offset the States of New York and Pennsylvania on this floor or Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee. If this is to be done, it ought to be upon very 
good and careful grounds. 

Thad hoped that Dakota would come as a State with the territorial 
lines defined by Congress; whether Republican or Democratic I care 
not. I would not consider that question in looking at the matter of 
admission, but I do not believe—and I know Dakota pretty well—that 
that Territory is going to grow as rapidly as many gentlemen think. 
It has been pushed rapidly. Railroads have been made there, but 
they are only valuable when immigrants are brought there and when 
their products can be hauled over the railroads which have been con- 
structed in advance of settlements. A very large proportion of the 
people there are Scandinavians, many of them not citizens of the United 
States in any proper sense, brought there by immigration companies, 
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brought there by railway companies, working to produce crops of wheat 
without bein A any extent farmers, neither Aa oes stock nor anything 
else. Great 8 there, where men are employed five or six months 
and away the rest of the year. 

While it may grow reasonably it will not grow as rapidly, as it has 

wn in times gone by; and I doubt whether we ought to give four 

tors to that Territory. The result will be to make this body a mob if 

we divide all the other Territories because of their great area. While we 

can arrange the House of Representatives in its numbers by increasing 

the ratio of representation, each State is obliged to have two Senators 
under the Constitution. 

I only desired to say this much, as I shall not be able to vote. Iam 
willing to vote to admit the whole Territory asa State, but not to admit 
a part of it or for any division of it. It is because I shall be marked 
absent“ on account of my pair that I have deemed it proper to say 
thismuch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
aos by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

r. HARRISON. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yene and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I desire to announce now 
that I am paired on this and every other question connected with this 
bill with Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily ab- 
sent. I would vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this partic- 
ular proposition. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] informed me à little while since that he was 
about to leave the Chamber, and I agreed to pair with him upon this 
question. If the Senator were present, I should vote yea” and he 
would vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. KennA’s name was called). In the 
absence of the colleague of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
DEN] I wish to state that Mr. KENNA is detained at home by reason 
of illness in his family and is paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. wrt: If Mr. KENNA were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Sanix's name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is absent from the Chamber temporarily and is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If mycol- 
league were present, he would vote nay.““ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode l ronan? Ng 
paired, as I am informed, with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN] is paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jonzs]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before voting I wish to state that I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], with the privilege, 
however, of transferring the pair. I, therefore, transfer his pair to 
the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] and will vote. I vote 

na * 
Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


Brown]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—22. 
nary Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn George, Maxey, y Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hampton, 5 
Colquitt, Jackson, Ransom, 

NAYS—33. 
Allison, Frye. Miller of N. V., Sherman, 
Blair, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Teller, 
Chace, Ingalls, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Voorhees, 
Cullom, n, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, McMillan, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—21. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 

k, Fair, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bowen, Gray, McPherson, Vest. 
Brown, e, Miller of Cal., 

Camden, Harris, Mitchell of Pa., 
Cockrell, Hoar, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now formally offer the amendment of my col- 
league [Mr. Vest], who is sick and unavoidably detained at home, an 
amendment which was submitted some days ago and printed. It pro- 
vides for the division of the Territory on a line running north and south 
and for a Territorial government for the eastern and western parts of the 
Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri offers for 
adoption an amendment which will be read. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Does it need to be read? 

Mr. ALLISON. We understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the reading is called for, it 
need not be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment at the request of my col- 
league, who can not be here. It has been printed, and I have no doubt 
the Senators are generally acquainted with it, and I shall not insist upon 
its being read unless some Senator on the other side desires it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps we had better have the yeas and nays on 
it. [“ No!? No!“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not insist on its being read unless some 
Senator on the other side desires it. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; we have all read it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We all understand it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, I desire to say that I amin 
favor of a division of the Territory, and did not vote for the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina because I do not believe 
as large an area of country as was embraced within the limits of his 
amendment should be admitted, with the sparse population it has, as 
a State in the Union. 

The amendment is to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert the following: 

That all that of the territory of the United States now constituting a por- 
tion of the Territory of Dakota and described as follows, to wit: Commencing at 


a point where the forty-ninth degree of north latitude crosses the twenty-third 
degree and forty minutes meridian of longitude west from Washington ; thence 


due south on the twenty-third degree and forty minutes meridian of l tude 
west from Washington until it strikes a bend in the Missouri River; ce 
down the main channel of the river to the boun: line of the State of Nebraska 


at the mouth of the Niobrara or Running Water River; thence westerly alo 
the north boundary line of the State of Nebraska to the twenty-seventh merid- 
ian of longitude west from Washington at the eastern boundary line of the 
Territory of Wyoming; thence northerly on the eastern line of Wyoming and 
the eastern line of Montana Territories to the forty-ninth degree of no 
tude at the southern boundary of the British possessions; thence ec en 
the southern line of the British possessions and the forty-ninth degree of no! 
latitude to the place of beginning, be, and the same is hereby, organized into a 
temporary government by the name of the Territory of Lincoln, 

Sxc. 2. That all the provisions of chapter 1 of title 23 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States and the amendments thereto, ex as herein otherwise 
pore shall apply to and be in full force and effect in the said Territory of 

neoln 


Sec. 3. That the legislative councilof said Territory shall consist of eighteen 
members and the house of representatives thereof of thirty-six members, to be 
elected in single legislative districts, to be apportioned and governor 
ofthe Territory of Lincoln until otherwise provided by the tive 5 

Sec. 4. That there shall be appointed, in the manner p: ded by law, a sur- 
veyor-general for the said Territory, who shall locate and keep his office at such 
place within said Territory as the of the Interior l from time to 
time direct, and whose duties, powers, obligations, responsibilities, compensa- 

ion, and allowance for clerk-hire, office-rent, fuel, and incidental expenses shall 
be the same as those of the surve ral of the Territory of ota, 

Sec. 5. That the judicial power in the Territory of Lincoln shall be vested ina 
supreme court, district court, probate courts, and justices of the peace. 

SEC. 6, That writs of error and appeals from the final decisions of the su 0 
court of said Territory shall be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit 
courts of the United States, where the value of the property or the amount in 
controversy, to be ascertained by the oath of either party lit t, or other com- 

nt witnesses, exceeds $1,000 sero that a writ of error or appeal shall be al- 
owed to the Supreme Court of the United States from the decision of the supreme 
court of said Territory or any ju thereof, or of any district court thereof 
thereof, upon writs of habeas corpus involving the question of per- 
sonal fi om. 

Src. 7. That each of the district courts in said Territory shall have and exer- 
cise the same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States as is vested in the circuit and district courts of the United States; 
and the first six days of every term of the ve 
thereof as isn 


civil causes where 
criminal cases 3 under the laws of the Territo: 


Sec. 10. That no justice of the peace in said e e. have jurisdiction 
in any case where the debt or sum claimed exceeds $100, 
of the United States, under direction of 


manner as ma; 
Agislative Assembly of said Terri of „municipal, 
county, and district officers of the Nerger of Dakota who be in pe oa 


inted or elected and qualified, as pro by the r 
5 of said Territory of Lincoln, or until such office shall be 
Sero. 13. That all laws passed by the tive Assembly and the governor of 
said Territory of Lincoln shall be valid and bind without being submitted to 
Congress for its N eg Provided, however, That Congress reserves the right 
to annul any law thus enacted. 
Sxo, 14. That the governor of said Territory of Lincoln shall have power to 


call the Legislative Assembly er by proclamation on an extraordinary oc- 
casion, at any Sone, Bre peyan — the reasons therefor to the President of the 
United States and is approval having been duly given. 


. there shall be appropriated annually $1,000, to he ed by 
the governor, to defray the oon nt expenses of said Territory, including the 
salary of the clerk in the executive department. 

SEC. 16. That there shall be appropriated for said Territory of Lincoln an- 
nually a sufficient sum, to be expended by the secretary of said Territory upon 
„% PO TA DY OS TE O 0 TART; $0 AOFAY tae expenain 
of the slative Assembly and other incidental expenses; and the secretary of 
said T. seed shall . to the of the Treasury for the 
manner in which such sums have been expended. 

Sxc. 17. That the members of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall 
each receive $3 for every 20 miles traveled in going to and returning from the 
— of their respective bodies, estimated according to the nearest traveled 
route, 

Sec. 18. That sections numbered 16 and 36 of the public lands in each town- 
ship of said Territory of Lincoln shall be reserved for the purpose of being ap- 

lied to schools in said Territory and in the States and Territories hereafter to 

erected out of the same. 

Sec. 19. That the inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to all the 
rights, privileges, and immunities heretofore ted and secured to the Terri- 
tory of Dakota and to its inhabitants, and the laws in force in the said Territory 
of ota at the time of the of this act shall continue to be operative 
and valid in the said Territory of Lincoln, in so far as the same may not be in- 
compatible with the provisions of this until the same shall be altered, modi- 
fied, or repealed by the governor and I tive Assembly of the said Territory 
of Lincoln or shall be annulled by Congress. 

Sec, 20. That the general laws of the United States as to the punishment of 
crimes in ey paco within the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, except the District of Columbia, shall be extended to all that portion of 
said Territory not embraced in any organized county, so long as the same shall 
so remain unorganized, to the exclusion of the criminal statutes of said Terri- 
tory; and the courts of said Territory exercising the jurisdiction of United States 
district and circuit courts shall have exclusive ju letion to try and punish all 
persons committing offenses within said portion of said Territory; and if any 
offense be committed therein which is not prohibited by the laws of the United 
States, the person or persons committin e same shall be liable to and receive 
the same punishment as the laws of said Territory of Dakota provide for the 
like offense. 

Sec, 21, That all suits, process, and proceedings, civil and criminal, and all in- 
dictments and criminal proceedings, which be and undetermined 
in the courts of the Territory of Dakota within the limits of said Territory of 
Lincoln, when this act shall take effect, shall be transferred to be hhearé. niod: 

rosecuted, and determined in the district courts hereby established which may 

nelude the counties or districts where any such proceedings may be pending. 
All bonds, recognizances, and obligations of any kind whatsoever valid under 
existing laws within said Territory of Dakota shall be valid under this act; and 
all crimes and misdemeanors against the laws in force within said limits may be 
prosecuted, tried, and 8 all penalties, forfeitures, actions, and causes 
of action may be recovered the same as they would have been under the laws in 
force in the Territory of Dakota at the time this act shall go into operation. 

Sec. 22. That all suitsand actions which have been removed from any district 
courts held within said limits, by appeal or otherwise, to the supreme court of 
the Territory of Dakota, and which shall be undetermined there at the time 
this shall go into operati 


have been in the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota. 

Sec, 23. That there shall be appropriated the sum of $5,000, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not already 8 to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, for the purchase and establishment of a library in 
the said Territory of Lincoln. 

Sec. 24, That immediately upon the taking effect of this act, all of the coun- 
ties or parts of counties now embraced in the sixth judicial district of the 
Territory of Dakota, remaining in the Territory of Dakota, are constituted a 
new judicial district, to be known as the first judicial district of Dakota Terri- 
ret The boundaries of the second and fourth judicial districts shall remain 

nd continue the same as established before the passage of this act. The boun- 
daries of the second and fifth judicial districts shall remain and continue the 
same as ished before the of this with the exception that the 
western boundaries of said districts be the Missouri River until chan 
or altered by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory of Dakota; and the 
trict courts of the various counties and subdivisions in said districts shall be and 
remain as is now or may hereafter be provided by law. The district courts for 
and judicial districts shall have jurisdiction over United 

their respective boundaries, the same as the courts now ex- 
ercise in the second, third, and sixth judicial districts; and the district courts 
for said first, second, third, fourth, and fifth judicial districts, exercising the 
jurisdiction of circuit and district courts of the United States for said districts, 
shall be held as follows: For the first district, at Jamestown; for the second 
district, at Mitchell; for the third district, at Fargo; for the fourth district, at 
Sioux Falls; forthe fifth district, at Redfield, at the time fixed by the laws of said 
Territory of Dakota for the general terms of court in the said counties of Stuts- 
man, Davison, Cass, Minnehaha, and Spink; and all United States suits, actions, 
proceedings, and indictments now pending or commenced under the jurisdic- 
tion of the second and sixth judicial districts, and all Territorial suits, actions, 
32 , and indictments now pending or commenced in the second, third, 
fourth, fifth, and sixth judicial districts. shall not abate but shall be rd, 
tried, and determined in the various judicial courts herein provided for in the 
had been commenced therein before the changes in the 
und it shall be the duty of the clerks of 

f the presiding judge, all records and ved in the pending © nesta tha peepee 
o! ng „all records and papers in g cases o proper 
Jadiel officers E the judicial districts to which this act assigns them i 
son of changing the boundaries of the several judicial districts in said Territory, 
and not triable in the judicial districts where they were commenced. 

Sec. 25. That the governor, chief-justice, and secretary of the Territory of Da- 
kota, or any two of them, are hereby authorized and required to meet at the 

porary capital of said Terri of Dakota hereinafter named within sixty 
after the a effect of th and to reapportion into twenty-four 
council and forty-eight representative ricts, as equally as may be, accordi 
shown by the census of 1885; and the members of the coun 
house of representatives of the Territory of Dakota shall thereafter be elected 
cts as fixed by said board; and when such reapportionment is 
completed the said board shall forthwith file their report of the same with the 
secretary of said Territory; and within ten days thereafter the governor of said 
ewe eee for aot N 3 pean are = the 
Legislature so a med as aforesaid, s ing in roclamation the ap- 
portionment so made to the different — and which e ion shall be held 
at the time and place as provided by said board and conducted under bet et 
law, and the returns thereof shall be canvassed as provided by the law of sai 
Territory of Dakota for canvassing votes for Delegate to Congress. 
SEC. 28. That the temporary seat of government of said Territory of Dakota 
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shall be at Aberdeen, in the county of Frown, subject, however, to be changed 


aia agg sg as viper tan 4 
the peta shall be and re- 


vide foi a a ete 
ismarck, Te iihot erað 1 of Da- 
eenth Legislative , approved 


March §, gs 

That that territory hereby created into the Territory of Lincoln shall 
beat = atitude as follors, Ail that Territory south of the 
‘orty-s' e 
Cannon Ball River, N and the Missouri 
ing the counties of Morton, Hettinger. Stark, Bowman, Villard, 


Allred, Buford, mery, Montrille, 
and the western portions of Bottineau, ‘the Legislative Sher- 


ee compris- 
Dunn, M 


rtion of the Territory of Lincoln lying west of 


= ae comprising 1 of Boreman, Dewey, Spe Wagner, 

ne Martin, Ewing, „Butte, Lawrence, 

Mandan FFC made by the 
tative As ym be of Dakota Terri or by this act shall constitute the first 


district ; that : all Sesh yh rgd Territo of Lincoln west of the Mis- 
sonri River not embraced in first and second ju districts shall com 
and constitute the third judicial district. Each of the before-mentioned j 


districts shall have jurisdiction over United States cases within their respective 
boundaries, the same as the courts now exercise in the first judicial district of 


Territory; and the district courts for districts hereby created, exer- 
ing jurisdiction of circuit and district 3 for said districts, shall be held as as 


cisi 

follows: For the first district, at Dead .. crate 
for the third 4 at Rapid aa ean judicial districts, at 
the time fixed by the Jaws of the n eral terms of 
court in the couriles of Lawrence and Burleigh; and in the udicial dis- 


3 at such 3 cise EE u — — 
y the Legisin br And a Gaited Sintes 


roceedin dings, an ictments now 
suite, sation or sixth judicial 6 
and determined in thé various jons district courts herein 8 for in the 
same manner asif they had been commenced therein befi e change in th 
judicial districts as herein ; and it shall be the duty of the clerk of the 


courts of the various coun es, as fixed before the is act, to trans- 

scribe and deliver, under the direction of the K Se ai B all records =a 

papers in the pen cases to the proper j the judicial distri 

iiep reteni eee changing the boun 2 
eral judicial districts in said Territory, and not in the judicial districts 

where they were originally ly commenced. 

Sec, 29. hat the counties of 2 Moe. , Sheridan, Burleigh, and an 
other counties which 8 y the creation the T. mcoln shall 


the 8 of Dakota, 


and Lincoln. 

Src. 30. That all the outstanding bonds issued by 
under authority of the Legislative — Oe for the erection 
the peniten at Bismarck, for the erection and 
school at and for the erection and 
at Rapid City, in the eee of Lincoln hereby 
paid, N pa Ee in according to their tenor, 


— 3 
furnishing 


of the normal 
of the 8 mines 
shall be 


all it records, books, and 8 the Territory of Dakota 
eee ee ä act, to the temporary seat of gov- 
N Aberdeen. 
Sec. 31. That immediately upon the appointment and qualification of a gov- 
ernor for the Pha vend of Lincoln, he 


appoint a Territorial treasurer, au- 
diter, superintendent of public instruction, and such other Territorial officers as 

are provided for by the laws of the Territory of Dakotn; and the Territorial 
treasurer thus appointed shall be entitled to receive from the Territorial t 


jon; and 


Territo 
said div 


on, taking his 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out the words, in the sixth line 
of the first section, and State government, and to strike out are“ 


and insert ‘is’ in the eighth line. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
at the suggestion of the Senator from 


pt therefor. 


Mr. HARRISON. I do 

asa a = I sly opt mention a at the last session of Con- 

e made quite a argument on the proposition that 

no State ought to be proclaimed in the Union by proclamation of the 

President, and yet the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, 
upon which we have just voted, contained that provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, lines 6 and 7, it is proposed to strike 
out the words and State government, and i in line 8 of the same sec- 
tion to strike out the word are“ and insert ‘‘is;”’ so as to read: 

And is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 8 
States in all respects whatever; and t the constitution which the le of 
8 have formed for themselves 2 the same is hereby, accepted, rati- 
fied, and confirmed, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass? 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 

ea. 

Ar. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were here, I should vote yea 
and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). On the passage of 
the bill I desire to announce again my pair with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. He would vote yea and I shonld vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). As I announced a few 
moments ago, I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoan] on all questions in to this measure. If he were present, 
he would vote ven and I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. RLACKBURN (when Mr. Kenn A’s name was called). On the 

of this bill I to say, as upon the amendment offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina, that the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. SABIN]. 
Were Mr. KENNA pank he would vote “nay,” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I make on this vote the 
same announcement as before, that I am paired generally with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], but I have transferred the pair to the 
Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD], and will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Sahlx's name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Vi 
[Mr. Kenna]. my colleague were here, he would vote yea. 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If the 
Senator from Rhode Island were here, he would have voted yea.“ I 
suppose the Senator from West Virginia would vote ‘“‘nay.’’ 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Jones]. If the Senator from Colorado were present, 
he would vote yea and I am not at liberty to state how the other 
gentleman would vote. 

Mr. GRAY. AsIstated on a previous vote, I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay. 

The result was announced —yeas 32, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Allison Frye, Manderson Riddleberger, 
Blair, 9 Harrison, Miller of N. b oe Sawyer, 3 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Conger, Ingal Morrill, Spooner, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Teller, 
wes, Logan. Pike, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Platt, Voorhees, 
Mahone, Piumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—22. 

X Colquitt, Jackson, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, tis, Maxey, ance, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md, 

n, Gorman, Pugh, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin. 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gray, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Hale, McPherson Vest. 
Camden, Millerof 
Chace, Hoar, Mitchell 
So the bill was 


„ pro tempore. The question now is on the preamble 
the bill. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2 to aĩd in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools, 

Mr. PLUMB. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; let him take up his bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 


pro 
that the Senate adjourn till Monday next. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Before the vote is taken I ask unanimous consent to 
say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate to debate thequestion on the mo- 


The Senator from New Hampshire 


tion to adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw for that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire is to have unan- 
eres e Ishall ask unanimous consent to say something when he 

rough. 
- Mr. BLAIR. I do not object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will come to order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects to 
consent being given. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is to be any debate on this question I insist 
on my motion that the Senate adjourn until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks for the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, before the question is taken, I desire the oppor- 
tunity of saying a word, because the Senator will see—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER, Is this a debatable question? 

Mr. BLAIR. What I say is this 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects 
to debate, and therefore it is the duty of the Chair—— 

Mr. B Which gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. The senior Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know but that the question was unnecessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate do now adjourn until Monday, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). Not regard- 
ing this in any sense asa party question I voted yea, but I see there 
is a good deal of division, and as I do not know how the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who is absent would vote, I withdraw my 
vote to be on the safe side, 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—2. 


Beck, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Mahone, Teller, 
Butler, rge, NI. n, Vance, 
Call, Gibson, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mo. A Walthall, 
Gray, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hampton, Piumb, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pugh, 
NAYS—20, 

Berry, Harriso Miller of N. Y., Ransom, 
Blair, Ingalls, Mitchell of Oreg., Sawyer, 
Conger, Jackson, Palmer, Sherman, 
Edmun Iogan, Payne, Spoon; 
Frye, McMillan, Platt, ilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 

n, Evarts, Kenna, Sewell, 
Bowen, Fair, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Hale, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Camden, Mitchell of Pa., Vest. 

II. our, Pike 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 5, 1886. 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

Sin: In response to House resolution of January 27, 1886, that the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and is hereby, uested to furnish this House with copies of 
any and all contracts or leases which are to be found on file in said Department 
between the Southern Pacific Company and any and every railroad or railroads 
to which Jand grants were made, or which received any subsidies from the 
United States; ies a copy of the charter of incorporation of the Southern Pacific 
; also all and every contract or contracts on file between the Pacific 
Steamship Company and any and ev: land-grant or subsidized com- 

J transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary 
luterior, dated the 2d instant, inclosing the copies uired. 
CLEVELAND. 


GROV. 
EXEcvuTiv£ MANSION, February 4, 1886. 


of 


SAINT MARY’S FALLS CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers, recom- 
mending thatimprovements be madein the lockage of the Saint Mary’s 
Falls Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF JURORS AND WITNESSES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, asking that an immediate appropriation be madeto supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriation for jurors and witnesses for the current 
fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of Engineers, and 
recommending legislation to enforce tions concerning the pas- 
sage of vessels through the South Pass, Mississippi River; which was 

erred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMITTEE VACANCIES FILLED. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to fill existing vacancies in the 
membership of the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests by the following appointments: 

NATHANIEL J. HAMMOND, of Georgia, to fill the vacancy caused by 
the death of Hon. JOSEPH RANKIN. 

Davin B. CULBERSON, of Texas, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
resignation of Hon. RoGER Q. MILLS. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FLEEGER, for six days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BUNNELL, from Saturday, the 6th instant, until next Thurs- 
day, on account of important business. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to ask ission of the House for that committee to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House on to-day, to-morrow, and Monday next. 

Mr. HIESTAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HIES- 
TAND] will permit me to explain I think he will not insist upon his 
objection. To-day, and to-morrow, and Monday have been set apart by 
the Committee on Commerce to hear the representatives of railroad com- 
panies in relation to several bills pending before the committee; a num- 
ber of those representatives are now in the city, and if the hearing is 
limited to the hour before the session of the House begins each day, the 
committee will be prevented from giving these gentlemen as full a hear- 
ing as it desires to give them. The committee wishes to accommodate 
as many of them as it can, and I trust that the gentleman will not in- 
sist on his objection. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested to make the 
objection. That is all I have to say. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on Terri- 
tories be di from the further consideration of House bill 5155, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. It is a bill 
which proposes to amend the existing land laws. It relates to the 
sale of lands in certain Territories and States. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Committee on Ter- 
ritories will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and it will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The gen- 
tleman will please send the bill to the desk, so that the Chair can see 
whether that is the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairis advised that the bill to which the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] refers is not yet printed. The 
gentleman had better withdraw his request for the present. 

Mr. CAREY. I will do so. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

ten days, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports of bills of a private nature, to be placed on the 
appropriate Calendars. 

JOHN TAYLOR WOOD. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, of Louisi- 
ana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNAH CARMICHAEL. 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1173 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 3902) for the reliefof Susannah Carmichael; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


TAYLOR Voss. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3903) ting a pension to Taylor Voss; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of 
pension to William P. Squires; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP WAGNER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip 
Wagner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on 5 Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

TIIOMAS d. BARTON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 776, a bill (H. R. 5199) to increase 
the pension of Thomas G. Barton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent House bill No. 776 was laid on the table. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
poren back favorably the bill (H.R.1406) grantinga pension to Simmons 

. Harden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

FORDYCE FOSTER. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was disc from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1559) for the relief of Fordyce Foster; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


ELLEN M. MITCHELL, 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2022) to increase the pension of Ellen M. 
Mitchell; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPHINE DA COSTA THOMAS. 

On motion of Mr. SWOPE, by unanimons consent the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine Da Costa Thomas; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

DANIEL T. FERGUSON. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Fer- 
guson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. PRATER. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah J. Prater; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions: 
A bill 2 R. — for the relief of Mrs. Annie B. Lewis; and 
A bill (H. R. 820) to pension Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3569) granting a pension to Ellen Bishop; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

EDWARD FENLEN. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported, 


as a substitute for H. R. 690, a bill (H. R. 5200) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Fenlen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 690 was laid on the table. 


ALEXANDER COOPER, JESSE WILLIAMS, AND OTHERS. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4630) for the relief of Alexander Cooper, Jesse Williams, and others; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iam directed by the Committee on War Claims to 
submit some adverse reports, and perhaps it is proper to say they are 
based upon claims referred by the Committee on War Claims to the 
Court of Claims and certified back. ‘They are based on the action and 
finding of fact by the Court of Claims. Accompanying each report the 
finding of the Court of Claims, certified—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate finding in each case? 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes; there is a separate finding in each case and a 
separate report in each case, and they are separately placed there in 
order that no confusion may arise. 

The SPEAKER. Was there not a general letter transmitting these 
findings to the committee? 

Mr. GEDDES. I think not; none was called to my attention. They 
came to us from time to time separately. I have here also a favorable 
report from the Committee on War Claims on one of these findings. 

The SPEAKER. Through the action of the House have they been 
sent to the Committee on War Claims? 

Mr. GEDDES. No. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair can not sce how the gentlemancan 
report them to the House, as they relate to matters which have not been 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. They were referred to the Committee by the House 
and by the committee referred to the Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man act of March 3, 1883, and by the provisions of that act they have 
been certified back to the committee. Being certified back to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims by the Court of Claims, we are required by the 
Bowman act, as I take it, to make some report upon them. The law 
itself provides they shall go upon the Calendar and remain there from 
Congress to Congress until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman is correct. The Chair will 
examine the law. 

Mr. GEDDES. I examined it, as I supposed, quite carefully in order 
to get these matters here. Otherwise they would be buried in the pig- 
eon-holes of the committee. I have here the favorable action of the 
Court of Claims in one case, and in order that it may be brought be- 
fore the House for action it is necessary it should be reported back from 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read section 7 of the Bowman act, 
which perhaps covers it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That reports of the Court of Claims under this act if not finally acted on during 
the session at which they are reported shall be continued from session to session, 
and from Congress to Congress, until the same shall be finally acted on, 

The SPEAKER. That is, the report of the Court of Claims is to be 
continued, not the original bill which was introduced in the last Con- 
gress and referred to the Committee on War Claims. The report of the 
Court of Claims when it comes back to Congress will be continued from 
session tosession. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to say that 
the Court of Claims has made noreport to Congress, but has sent certain 
certificates to the Committee on War Claims ? 

Mr. GEDDES. That is the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I think this practice should be settled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have it settled now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Several cases of that kind came to the Committee 
on Claims, but I have always observed the parties in interest have in- 
troduced new bills and had them referred, and those bills have been 
accompanied by these reports from the Court of Claims. I think the 
proper practice would be to introduce new bills. 

Mr. GEDDES. And so the Committee on War Claims has acted in 
the present case. We now report a new bill. We do not report the 
original bill that was referred to the Committee on War Claims because 
the papers in the case on which it is based go to the Court of Claims, 
where they remain. They are not returned to the Committee on War 
Claims; the only paper returned to that committee from the Court of 
Claims is the finding of the Court of Claims, upon which we base a bill 
ana report. For that reason these papers are reported back in this 

orm. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ohio will sce that the 
difficulty presented is this: The act provides that the Court of Claims 
shall certify the facts in the case to the committee making the refer- 
ence or to the House. Now, the Chair thinks that a proper construc- 
tion of that provision of the statute is that if the Court of Claims finds 
the facts during the session of Congress at which they were referred to 
the court, so that the same committee exists which referred them to the 
court and which has the bill before it, the court would properly report 
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its findings back to that committee. But such is not the case in this 


instance. The Forty-eighth Congress, whose committee referred these 
claims to the court, has expired, and a new Congress has commenced 
and a new Committee on War Claims has been appointed—a committee 
which never had the subject before it. The Chair thinks that the re- 
port of the Court of Claims under such circumstances should be made 
to the House and by the House referred to the committee for its action, 
thereby conferring upon the committee jurisdiction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let me suggest that during the last 
Congress the Committee on Claims referred a number of claims to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act. Some of 
these were acted upon during that session, and so far as I know the 
Court of Claims in each instance reported its findings back to the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that was correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And in the committee we took that as the find- 
ing of the court to control the committee so far as we thought proper. 

But I submit the proper course to be pursued in the present instance 
is that suggested by the Speaker. Where they are returned by the court 
to a subsequent Congress the House refers them, with the other papers, 
to the committee having the matter in and they are not there 
conclusive on the committee, but are simply argumentative facts found 
by the court. The committee can give them as much weight in its final 
disposition of the case as it sees proper to give them. 

Mr. GEDDES. But the papers having been referred by the Commit- 
tee on War Claims 

The SPEAKER. In the last House. 

Mr. GEDDES. In the Forty-eighth Congress; the papers are not be- 
fore the committee, but remain with the court, for the claimants in these 
cases do not refile the papers in the Forty-ninth Congress. The cases 
are pending in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit to the gentleman from Ohio that when 
the Court of Claimsshall have found the facts and reported back to Con- 
gress its findings, then it is proper, when the matter has been rereferred 
to the Committee on War Claims, for that committee to get the origi- 
nal papers on application to the Court of Claims, just as we do in pen- 
sion cases where the Committee on Pensions desires to examine pa 
which have been acted upon in the first instance by the Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the course by the Chair is pur- 
sued the gentleman from Ohio will see at once the difficulty that must 
arise. Claims are referred to the Court of Claims by a committee of a 
preceding Congress, and that court certifies its findings to a committee 
of a su i If that committee without auy reference of 
the subject to it by the House can report bills back here, the Journals 
of the House of this Congress will not show that the committee had 
any jurisdiction whatever over the subject-matter upon which they 
make a report. 

The Chair thinks the report should be withheld at least for the pres- 
ent. The Court of Claims should certify the findings to the House, and 
the House will then refer the same to the Committee on War Claims, 
which will give that committee jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to make a suggestion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ROWELL. By a rule of the last House a report was required 
to be made by these committees of the disposition of these cases where 
they were referred to the Court of Claims. It seems to me that the 
Court of Claims in sending these reports back to the committee have 
omena e re act, and 3 construction the court deter- 

es i where these papers o to go. 

The SPEAKER. The act provides: 

Prisha 3 8 been Poa the court shall eg —.— woe 
i e same commit 
theca wetanutialixisomicsoa i E a 

The Chair thinks the meaning of that is, if the court reports to the 
committee, it must report to the same committee which referred the 
claim and which has matter then before it. But if the report does 
not come from the court until another Congress assembles and a new 
committee appointed, it must be made to the House, so that the House 
can refer the matter to the committee and thereby investit with juris- 
diction. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iwill withdraw the report for the present. 


COLUMBIA BANK, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of 
the Columbia Bank, in Pennsylvania. 

Mr, HIESTAND. I desire to have that bill placed on the Calendar, 
and also ask leave to present the views of the minority. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the report, with the 
views of the minority, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. KENDRICK. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 818) for the relief of John S. 
Kendrick, executor of Amanda Goggin, deceased; which was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Halde- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of 
Ernest H. Wardwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EUNICE S. NICHOLS. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 207) for the relief 
of Mrs. Eunice S. Nichols; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS H. KIRMAYER. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension 
to Francis H. Kirmayer; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY B. CARLL. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension 
to Mary B. Carll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of standing and select committees for re- 
ports has now been completed. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. HIESTAND. I withdraw my objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws his 
objection to the request made by the gentleman from Texas for leave 
to the Committee on Commerce to sit during the sitting of the House 
to-day, to-morrow, and Monday. If there be no farther objection, 
leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
e A the Whole House for the purpose of considering the Private 

endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report 
the first bill. 

FRANCES E. STEWART. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3829) for 
the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, 
deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


be, and is har an 
c 


rt: 
That this claim was presented to the Porty-cighth Congress, and a report was 


* and thereto annex a copy for information. 
Your committee report here 


[Senate Report No. 6, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred a bill (8.47) for the relief of 
rt, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased, having ex- 
amined the same, make the following re; £ 


That the Committee on Claims at the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress 
made an adverse report upon this bill; that subsequently, additional facts and 
again presented to the Forty- 


circumstances having been discovered, the bill was 
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Cor fa 
and adopted as their own the report of the Committee on Claims made at the 
previous session. 

Your committee, havin, zi re-examined the 
are substantially embodied in, and the merits of the 
said report of the Senate Committee on Claims made at 
Forty-sixth Congress, and therefore adopt as their own said report No. 832, 
which isas follows: 

The facts, as conted Pre evidence submitted, are these: On or about 
the 10th day of D. 1881, the said Michael S. Stewart entered into a 
verbal contract, at Nachle, Tent Be Maha with one Army, stationed 
and assistant q' 
of forage mo fuel, by which Sapas 5 
for the use of the Government of the United States 


that it was tobe delivered, t to use the zod was to ba dal claimant, as rap- 
idly as possible.’ That, al 7 5 said contract was writing, a memoran- 
dum thereof was made by Captain Hibbard, who subsequently transferred the 


and acting assistant quartermaster. The affidavit of Capt. Geo B. Hibbard, 
ae Se ie reer was made, with the papers, is brief, and in these 
That during the month of December, I was stationed 5 


county and State aforesaid (Davidson County, ‘ennessee), in charge of forage 
and fuel; that on or about 10th day of said month I entered into a verbal 
contract or agreement with one M. S. Stewart, a loyal citizen of sg and State 
aforesaid, to cut and deliver 10,000 cords of wood for the use of the United States 
Government, in supplying fuel for the Quartermaster's ent and 
3 in and about Nashvi Ile, Tenn.; that said wood was to be delivered 


acting assistant quarte: 

It further appears, from he emmy of 3 W. — ho succeeded Hib- 
bard, and who remained in charge of that position until June I that cad 
K 000 cords of wood, which was received by 
said Captain Mills for the use of the ent, and for which Stewart re- 
ceived pay at $6 pe oie contract price. 

eee tain À Mills’s afidavit is in these words: 


boing bae ber tune, 1305; Twas statione’ beeline — 2. 
amon er ies, a g over 
woed at one M. S. Stewart, a loyal of said county (Da 
Tennessee) and State aforesaid, in p paiay 
said M, S. wart and Capt. George B. Hibbard, I having succeeded said 
tain Hi been inst: the chief rs 

phates 

of z 2 Pa S. Stew- 
Government wou „ 1 
Been relieved of tho fuel department by Maj. A. J. Wills, this. de 
off . made March 28, Subsequent! July 10, 
‘01 n Was e rently, on 
1865, Captain J 50 £ 
ae . Stewart was a contractor to furnish the Government with wood. It 
was a difficult matter to supply this post (Nashville) with fuel a the war, 
and it a necessary to in open market, the bonded 


rs being 

prevent the enemy and water from su} vif eee pared den tr ged quanti 
of wood. T is Mr. NM. S. Stewart, wi — beak i a 
Hibbard, assistant 


rge tq g 
— condition of the military situation would permit; but before the said 
art had delivered any the fuel department had been transferred 
Gapi. George B. B. Hibbard gave me, on a written 
as one of his contractors; and in 
Government wood of the said Stewart. 
Gan the = of 


t ASSISTANT PETLA OFFICE, 
tt FUEL AND FORAGE DEPARTMENT, 
“t Nashville, Tenn., November 2, issi. 
o whom it may concern : 

Mr. M. S. Stewart has contracted to deliver me 10,000 cords of wood on the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Government. He will need all of his hay 
and grain to feed his teams used in delivering said wood; therefore I request 
all persons whomsoever to leave his crops unmolested. 

“*GEO. B. HIBBARD, 
“*Captein and Assistant Quartermaster. - 

“The afidavit of Robert McKenzie, an employé of the post quartermaster’s 
department at Nashville, after referring to the delivery of Sone by Stewart 
under his contract, states as follows: 

That some time near the 23d or 26th day of May, 1865, I was ordered by the 

quartermaster, to notify the said M. S. 
and also notified him that 


said Capt. William — — acting assistant 

Stewart to stop chopping wood upon said contract, an 

the wood then cut ais e i be taken’ in aecordance with said contract, All this 
was done under the orders and authority of the said Captain Mills, acting as- 
sistant quartermaster.’ 

In pursuance of this contract it appears that M. S. Stewart purchased 
standing timber on a 160-acre tract of land lying near the Cumberland River, 
some 18 miles below Nashville, paying therefor Tepa cord. He hired wood- 

pers and took all necessary steps to carry out contract, and cut in all 
Sab poets rds, 2,000 cords of which had been received and a for by the Govern- 
ment at the contract price, $6 per cord, prior to May 31, when he (Stewart) 
was notified by Assistant A aoe ie rmaster Mills not to cut any more wood, but 
that the Government would receive that already cut and not delivered—1,203 
cords. Su uently to this Assistant Quartermaster Mills received and paid 


for 300 cords, leaving on Stewart's hands 903 cords, which the Government de- 
clined to take or pay for. 

“The evidence shows clearly that Stewart did have this amount of wood left 
on his hands, to wit, 903 cords. Sixty cords, however, of this amount were not 
hauled to the river bank, but remained in the forest where cut, some half a mile 
distant rhs the river bank, while 813 cords were hauled to the river bank. 

“Itis claimed by petitioner that the actual cost of purchasing the 


timber, and 


ak sain eee ee eee 


= ae ee at 81.75 . 


Re- o 30 
... eee — ii T 


4, 946 70 


“As the evidence shows that 60 cords of this wood were not hauled from the 
woods to the river bank, the item charged for hauling is $90 too high, and the 


item for recording on tlie river bank is $9 too high. he account contains 
four errorsin m, the correction of which would further lessen the aggre- 
gate amount of to the extent of $22, making the amount actually ex- 


expenses 
pended by Mr. Stewart on said 903 cords $4,825. 
the records of the office of the O areas danki it appears that 
on the 8th of October, 1866, the contractor (M. S. Stewart) presented to that De- 
. his claim for $4,946.70, being, as was alleged, the actual expense in- 
curred by him in purchasing a and preparing for delivery 908 cordsof wood. After 


a thorough inv lowed by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral in tolo, and on appeal 155 othe of War that officer, under the opinion 
of the Jad e a —— the action of the Quartermaster-General. 


rd to this claim was presented to the Senate on 


“The o; tens petition in 
January 6, and on ADUAN 155 cps 5 on Claims made an adverse 
pete upon it, eran aes 


by the Senate. 
That petition asked he gg Government rona y to petitioner—as the 
of the original ence shows her to be— 


imant, which 

the full contract price of said wood, making no Seton of the fact that the orig- 
8 Py 1 it to sition parties after the Government’s refusal 
3 rotected himself from loss to the extent of $2.50 per cord. 

The petition ye hick we are now considering, after crediting the Govern- 
ment with $2.50 a cord as realized from the sale of said wood after the Govern- 
ment’s refusal to cons it (and whin rate fe per cord the proof in the case shows 
was y realized for 843 cords of it), that the Government will pay to 
the 2 as 3 8 aforesaid, the balance of the sum due to the 
a | Bit er's intestate aceording to the terms of the contract, namely, the sum of 

»The committee's adverse report was based mainly upon the — 1 proposi- 
tion that under the act of June 2, 1862 (12 en Xe Larg pe; page 230 contract 
of the wood was not binding on the 82 because not 

; although it further declared that the claim a 40 not present such 
—.—— equities as to entitle it to consideration aside from its strictly legal as- 


The act of June 2, 1862 (12 Stats. at Large, 220), is in these words: 
“1 Sec, 10. And be it further enacted, That all purchases and contracts for sup- 
paa or services, a any of the Departments of the Government, except for per- 


sonal services, w. public ex cies do not require the immed 118 delivery 
of the article or articles, or performance of the ce, shall be made by adver- 
tising a sufficient time previously for propos respecting same. When 
immediate delivery or performance is by the public exigency, the arti- 
cles or service required may be such arti by open purchase or contract at the 
places and in the manner in 5 articles are usually bought aud sold or 
— services No contract or purchase shall here- 


be made, unless the same — — — — * law or be under an appropria- 
tion adequate to its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Departments, for 
cl fuel ion, which, however, 


ment and before the com- 
contractor lagreement, from the fact 788 ublie exigency 
exception . 43 


8 wasa 
he case,and 


considerati: pastors brought to the attention of this committee, that 
on December 10, — 4 day on or about which, according to all the evi- 
dence, the contract upon which this claim is founded was made, General Thomas, 
commanding 


department, issued an order directin: the pees to Le 
themselves with fuel, so far as practicable, from the 3 forests adjacent 
. In the r re a of your committee this order clearly 

then existed, such as under the provisions of the 

act of June 288 authorized the commanding officer to order the chief quar- 
termaster to procure supplies in the most expeditious manner without adver- 


* When this case was before Quartermaster-General Meigs he wrote concern- 


ing , ought to remark that after reading the testimony of Mills, late captain and 
uartermaster of volunteers at Nashville, Iam ofthe opinion that the 
to which he testifies in the Henderson suit do show an exigency 
which was sufficient to justify the commanding officer to dispense with written 
contracts under the law. 
* e * e 
I have the im n that some 9 Authority (Secreta “ot War, 
ee General Thomas) did issue an order to the ef quarter: 
eral intended to authorize under the law the more rapid 
method of verbal or open purchases in all cases of necessity.’ 


reject as the public exigenc 
ntraet did not seem to have existed. Had atten- 
. of that order, the contract between Stew- 
bbard, captain and assistant quartermaster, would have been 
ming fairly wi within the exception as to written contracts stated 
a se dean td 1048, which is the precise language of 22 Stat- 
ge. pago 220, and is as follows: 
iate deliv vey or] or ae isrequired by the public exigency, 
the article orservice requi = procured by open purchase or contract at 
the place and in the modein which such articles are usually boughtand sold or 
such services engaged between individuals.’ 

“ Prior to the presentation of this claim to the Quartermaster-General a claim 
of one R. J. Henderson, for damages for violation of a verbal contract to deliver 
wood at the same point and the same time, had been presented and disallowed, 
upon the ground the contract was not in writing,as required by the act of 
June 2,1862. The War Department and the Committee on of the Senate, 
in the Fort TS Stew Congress, when disallowing the claim of the administratrix 
of be agg Stewart, declare itand the claim of R. J. Henderson to be‘ precisely 
milar,’ y so declare. 

“Yet eny whi committee, at a later period of the same session, during which 
they reported adversely on the claim of Michael S. Stewart's administratrix, be- 


which would justify 
tion been then gn heat 
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ing called u 
Thomas, of 864, having been brought to their 
notice), reported favorably upon the ition of R. J. Henderson, recommendin; 
an appropriation to pay him the full amount of his claim,and both Houses of 
Congress passed a bill for his relief, which was approved by the President. 

If the said Michael S. Stewart had made a written contract, there could have 
been no doubt or question as to the liability of the Government to pay his admin- 
the balance she now claims; and even if it be conceded that Assistant 
Quartermaster Hibbard had not authority to make a verbal contract with Stew- 
art which would be binding upon the Government, it is clear that M.S. Stewart 
did not know that it was uty or business to ascertain whether Captain Hib- 
bard was acting in excess of his authority, and that the circumstances of the case 
were such as to justify him in 1 Captain Hibbard was r e 
his authority. wärt's administratrix would, therefore, aitable prin- 
ciples, have a strong claim upon the Government to be by the pay- 
ment of the balance of the contract price for expenses incurred Awad intestate 
on its behalf, unless by some misconduct her right to have her equitably 
considered has been forfeited. 

“The Committee on Claims of the Senate in the Forty-fourth Congress were 
of the opinion that the joner was not entitled to have her claim considered 
upon equitable pana es for these reasons, all of which we have carefully re- 
examined, and find to be unfounded : 

First. use the affidavit of the contractor, made March 29, 1866, and filed 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Department, in support of his claim, ‘leaves the 
impression that all said wood was remaining on the banks of the Cumberland 
River at that date.“ > 

The testimony makes it entirely clear that at the time the affidavit of March 
29, 1866, was made, and until the month of September following, all said wood re- 

of upon the banks of said river except 60 cords thereof, 

near by. It seems also clear, from the dates of the 

numerous affidavits 3 the petitioner’s claim, that the papers in the 

ington, to the contractor’s original attorney, on 

or about July 10, 1866. They were not actually filed in the s De- 

rtment until early in October of that year, but it seems but fair to attribute 

fie delay to the neglect of the attorney, whose written argument, filed in the 

Quartermaster-General’s Department, on behalf of this claim, shows him to be 
so careless that he repeatedly misstates the name of his client. 

“Second. Because no reference is made in the original petition presented by 
the contractor’s administratrix to the Senate on January 6, 1874, ‘to any sale, or 
attempted sale, or other . — ition whatever, by M. S. Stewart, or his adminis- 
tratrix, of any part of the cords of wood.’ 

“The petitioner lains, under oath, that she knew very little about business, 
and nothing about the condition of this case, and left the matter of preparing 
her petition to her attorney, not intending to withhold any fact in connection 
with the wood or the su uent d tion of it. This statement is fully borne 
out by the fact that the petition is signed, not in e ponina handwriting, 
but in that of her attorney, and that it requests the papers on file in the 
> rene ig rS an ta Office relating to the claim may be examined 

dered in its support. 

“As the pan thus expressly called attention to the existence and where- 
abouts of the papers which showed the disposition of the wood, and asked that 
those papers might be examined and considered by Congress as the evidence 
upon which the petitioner rested her claim, it is unreasonable to conclude that 
the petitioner was attempting to conceal from Congress a fact which an exami- 
nation of those papers could not fail to disclose, 

We prefer rather to adopt the more natural conclusion that the failure of the 
„ petition to mention the fact that the contractor had relieved himself of 
part of his loss by a sale of the wood was not set out in the petition, because it 
was unknown to the petitioner, and to her attorney, whose connection with the 
case only began after the death of the petitioner’s husband ote original claim- 
ant), and of his attorney, who had presented the case to the Department. 

“Third. Because, after the contractor received notice from the acting assistant 
quartermaster that no more wood would be taken under the contract, he held on 
to the 903 cords in the hope of obtaining large dam from the Government, 
when, if he had been so disposed, he could have sold it to wood-dealers at much 
more than the price at which he had contracted to sell it to the Government. 

“There is nothing in the case except the entirely gratuitous suggestion of 
Acting Assistant Quartermaster Moore, to whom the case was referred by the 
Quartermaster’s Department for investigation, to indicate that the contractor, 
after the Government's refusal to take it, on to the wood in the hope of ob- 
taining ages from the Government. On the contrary, he did not, in 
his original affidavits setting forth his claim, even ask to be paid the contract 

rice. His claim was that, as a citizen who had at all times displayed unswerv- 

g fidelity and loyalty to the Government, and who had risked his stock in 
carrying out faithfully and energetically his contract with Captain Hibbard and 
his successors, he should be paid the actual expense incurred by him in cutting 
said wood and getting it ready for delivery in accordance with his contract, 
which expense he stated was $4,946.70, which was $471.30 less than the contract 

ri 


ce. 
py Nor is there anything in the case, except the su; ion of said Acting Quar- 
termaster Moore, to indicate that the contractor could, if he had been so disposed, 
have sold the wood after the Government's refusal to accept it for much more 
than, or for as much as, the price at which he had contracted to sell it to the Gov- 
ernment. The evidence in the case is that, between the time when the demand 
for wood for the use of the Army had ceased and the time when the contractor 
succeeded in 3 of said wood for $2.50 a cord, there was no time w. he 
could have realized a higher sum for it, where it was, upon the bank of the river, 
than that for which he sold it. Indeed, it is impossible to suppose that a Gov- 
ernment contractor could have so ignorant as not to know that the largest 
sum he could hope to receive in payment of supplies which the Government had 
refused to receive was the full contract price; and with this knowledge it is im- 
ible to believe that when the Government, by Page ing its contract with 


9 the claim of R. . General 
mber 10, 1 e 


in the mean 


and con- 


im, relieved him from his obligation to discharge h it, he would have 
failed to dispose of the supplies thus thrown upon his if the opportunity 
to do so at more than the contract price had been presented to him 


“ We think, therefore, that a more thorough and careful examination of the 
facts of the case shows that the Senate Committee on Claims in the Forty-fourth 
Congress was wrong in treating this as a case in which the petitioner, by reason 
of improper conduct, had forfeited all claim to have the equities of her case con- 
sidered by Congress. 

“Your committee are of the opinion that the agreement between Captain 
Hibbard and the petitioner's intestate was made at a time when an urgent neces- 
sy existed for wood for the use of the Army; and that as the proof sustains the 
delivery of the wood to the proper military authorities, they are farther of the 
opinion that the Government is in duty baund to pay to the petitioner the differ- 
ence between the contract price and the sum realized by a resale of the wood. 

They accordingly report the accompanying bill, appropriating the sum of 
$3,160.50, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Unless some gentleman of the House desires 
further information in addition to what has been given by the reading 
of the report I will move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation : 


Mr. STEELE. I shall object to that. I see that this claim was con- 
sidered by a committee of the Forty-fourth Congress and they decided 
againstit. Priorto that the Quartermaster-General thoroughly investi- 
gated this case, having the means at his disposal to do so, and he de- 
cided againstit. An appeal was taken to the Secretary of War and he 
decided that it had no merit. 

By the showing of the report, for 10,000 cords of wood this man was al- 
lowed $3.50 a cord more than wood could be sold to anybody else. The 
Government paid $3.50 per cord more than the market price; and now, 
twenty years after the war, this claimant comes and renews the claim 
upon the affidavit of a man who says he made a verbal contract, when 
it is not reasonable to suppose that a contract of such magnitude ex- 
isted, and if it did the quartermaster’s returns ought to show something 
about this matter. But the Quartermaster’s Department says there is 
nothing on file in the Department to show the claim is just. On the 
contrary, they say unequivocally there is no merit in the case; and, as I 
said before, the committee of the Forty-fourth Congress said there was 
no merit in it. And now we are asked to say the committee of the 
Forty-fourth Congress was wrong, the Quartermaster-General was 
wrong, the of War was wrong, and there is merit in the case, 

I have not before me a copy of the report. I sent to the document- 
room, but was unable to get one. But I can see that enough has been 
said by the committee of the former Con by the Quartermaster- 
General, and by the Secretary of War to show conclusively there is no 
merit in the claim; and I hope the committee will not lay the bill aside 
to be reported with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this bill ought to have some more consid- 
eration than is implied in the motion to lay it aside for a favorable rec- 
ommendation. If gentlemen will look at the report in this case they 
will see that according to the records in the office of the Quartermaster- 
General, it appears that this case was presented to the Quartermaster- 
General in 1866 for consideration under what is known as the 4th of 
July act; that the Quartermaster-General took jurisdiction of it under 
that act and adjudicated it; and that after a thorough investigation the 
claim was disallowed by the Quartermaster-General in toto. Then an 
appeal was taken to the Judge-Advocate-General, who, after examina- 
tion of the papers, approved the action of the Quartermaster-General. 

In seems that this rejection of the case was upon, first, a technical 
ground, that there was no written contract; and, secondly, upon the 
ground that theclaim was without merit. So that it did not lose its right- 
ful consideration before the Quartermaster-General upon the mere techni- 
cality of the want of a written contract, but that department examined 
it upon its merits and decided that it had no merit. It was also consid- 
ered by the Senate committee in the Forty-fourth Congress, and by that 
committee also was rejected onitsmerits. I failto seefrom this report 
how the case is placed in a better light by subsequent testimony than 
that in which it stood upon the testimony before the Quartermaster- 
General and before the Senate committee in the Forty-fourth Congress. 
On general principles, it seems that after Congress has provided a tri- 
bunal in one of the Departments for hearing, considering, and determin- 
ing claims against the Government, and after that tribunal has taken 
cognizance of a case and has heard and determined it upon its merits, 
that decision ought to be a finality, and the House of Representatives 
and the Congress of the United States should not constitute themselves 
a high court of appeal to which cases adjudicated by the Departments 
and the courts established by the Government should be brought, by 
special act, for review and overruling of the decisions of those tribunals. 
For these reasons it seems to me that this case should receive very care- 
ful consideration before it should be allowed to pass. I would like to 
have some friend of the bill give reasons, first, why Congress should 
take jurisdiction of this case after it has been rejected by the tribunal 
created for the consideration of such cases; and, secondly, if Congress 
should take jurisdiction, what newly-discovered evidence has been 
brought into the record which goes to show that the tribunal below 
erred and that the party had, in fact, aright to recover. Until these ques- 
tions are satisfactorily answered I can not give my support to this bill. 

5 HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to answer the gentleman’s 

uestion. 
2 Mr. SPRINGER. Ishall be very glad to have it answered. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman inquires why Congress is asked to take 
jurisdiction of this case after it has been disposed of by the Quarter- 
master-General? Isupposeitisupon the same principle on which Con- 

takes jurisdiction of the Fitz-John Porter case. [Langhter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not understand that the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral has disposed of the Fitz-John Porter case. 

Mr.HOUK. Buta military court, a higher tribunal, did dispose of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Chairman, I will detain the committee but 
a few momentsin presenting thiscase. We have had occasion to exam- 
ine it very carefully, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has stated but a portion of the facts. A committee of the Senate at one 
time did report adversely to this claim. We found also that the Quar- 
termaster-General did, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER], reject the claim. But, Mr. Chairman, the main ground al- 


leged for that action is that the contract made with the claimant for the 
delivery of this wood in 1864 by the assistant quartermaster at Nashville 
was not in writing, but was merely verbal. The committee which re- 
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ported adversely to the claim seemed to be under the impression that 
under the act of June 2, 1862, unless the contract for the delivery of the 
wood was in writing, the claim could not be allowed. Now I think the 
better reason is given by the Senate committee afterward when it came 
to consider the case. The committee of the present House, in i 
this case, has adopted the report of the Senate commi made by Sen- 
ator DOLPH, and in that report we find that he copies from the act of 
1862 the tenth section, in which it is provided that when supplies of this 
kind are needed for the Army for immediate delivery, or where the per- 
formance of the work is required bya public exigency, then thecontract 
need not bein writing. So the Senate committee found in this case there 
was no necessity for a contract in writing; that a public exigency did ex- 
ist at that time, in the winter of 1864, at Nashville, for the immediate 
delivery of this wood for hospital purposes and the supply of the Army, 
and that therefore a verbal contract was made with this man to deliver 
this wood at some point on the bank of the Cumberland River within 
25 miles of the city of Nashville. The wood was delivered according to 
the verbal contract. There is no controversy upon that point. But, the 
exigency having passed away before it was all delivered, the Government 
did not see fit to pay according to the terms of the contract for what had 
been delivered upon the bank of the river. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will permit, I wish to ask him a 
question. It appears this contractor was paying the exorbitant sum 
of $1.75 for this wood, according to his own statement. Now, if he 
had had 100,000 cords of wood cut and lying there on the bank of the 
river, does the gentleman think that the Government would have been 
under obligation to take all that wood at $6 a cord when it was worth 
only $2.50 a cord in the market? } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; but that is not the report of this com- 
mittee. If there wasa public exigency demanding that amount of wood, 
and the Government made a contract for that amount at that price, I 
imagine it would be bound to take it. 

Mr. STEELE. But the Government did take all the wood which it 
had need for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the Government in this case contracted 
for 10,000 cords of wood to be delivered immediately, or at an early 
day, on the bank of the Cumberland River. 

Mr. HOUK. Can the gentleman inform us how much was delivered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Two thousand and that was paid for. 
Afterward the contractor delivered 843 cords and corded it up accord- 
ing to contract on the bank of the river. 

. HOUK. At the place provided in the contract? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. Now we are not asking pay for this 
claimant at the rate of $6 a cord. 

Mr. HOUK. One other question. At what rate does the committee 
recommend that this man be paid? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We recommend he be paid exactly what it 
cost him to put the wood there; that is all. 

Mr. HOUK. How much? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thirty-one hundred and sixty dollars. 
not, at this moment, say how much that is per cord. 

Mr. HOUK. I do not wish the gentleman to misunderstand me. I 
yeri 3 for this bill if it is right; I merely wish to know whether 
it is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I do not wish the gentleman to vote for 
it unless he believes it to be right. I would not do so myself. I can 
not state the exact price per cord that we propose to allow, unless I 
should sit down and make the calculation; but we propose to pay this 
man just what it cost him to put that wood at the place where the 
officers of the United States had agreed to accept it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What became of the 800 cords of wood? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state that in amoment. When the 
officers of the United States refused to t the wood this man went 
forward and sold it at $2.50 a cord. Now the committee, in finding the 
amount due, deduct the amount thus received at the lower price and 
allow only the difference between the price thus realized and the con- 
tract price at which the officers of the Government had ageed to take 
the wood. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then this allowance relates only to the 
quantity of wood actually delivered on the banks of the river? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les, sir; after crediting him with the amount 
he received for the wood he sold. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And there is no sum included for dam- 
sat by reason of the failure on the part of the Government to take the 


wood? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir, not at all. We propose to allow just 
what it is proved he had to pay to have this wood cut, and hauled, and 
corded on the bank of the river. There is no speculation of any kind 
in this matter. 

Mr. MILLARD. When was this claim heard by the quartermaster— 
about what time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. About 1869, if I remember correctly. 

Mr. MILLARD. Was it heard on its merits? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That does not appear. The report simply shows 
3 he considered the claim and could not allow it under the 4th of 

uly act. 


T can 


Mr. MILLARD. Was the claimant permitted to be heard by the 
quartermaster? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no evidence of that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report states: 

From the records of the Quartermaster-General it appears that on the 8th of 


October, 1886, the contractor, M. S, Stewart, presented to the Department his 
claim for $4,946.70, being, as was alleged, the actual expense incurred in pu 


ing and preparing for delivery 903 cords of wood. 


Mr. MILLARD. Was that prior to the hearing before the Senate 
committee? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


afterward. 

Mr. MILLARD. And disallowed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The report of one committee was in favor of 
disallowing the claim, but at the next session the question was recon- 
sidered and action was taken in favor of allowing the claim. In the 
last Congress the claim was considered by the House Committee on War 
Claims and again allowed, and at the same session it was allowed by 
the Senate committee. 

Mr. STEELE. Hasthe quartermaster’s agent ever investigated this 
claim? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know; I can not answer that ques- 
tion. The proof on file, however, shows conclusively that this was the 
proper amount. 

Mr. STEELE. Of what does the proof on file, showing that this 
wood was actually delivered, consist? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has never been any controversy on that 
point in either committee. Affidavits on file show conclusively that 
this amount was delivered. The quartermasters themselves—two of 
them—agree that this wood was delivered under the contract. Their 
letters or testimony will be found in the report, in which they say that 
this wood was delivered according to the contract. 

Mr. STEELE. Two ex-quartermasters? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to understand the facts. There was a con- 
tract made in this case with the proper authority for the delivery of a 
certain quantity of wood? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. And upon the faith of that contract it was deliv- 
ered at the place on? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. And not received? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. A part of it was received; but the 
war closed, and the officers of the United States did not receive the bal- 


ance. 

Mr. WOLFORD. And the contractor had to sell the wood afterward 
for what he could get? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. And the war having closed, he had to sell at a re- 
duced price? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, the proof shows 
that this man was a loyal citizen of the United States; that he furnished 
his own teams; that he agreed to deliver this wood to the Army authori- 
ties at Nashville when there was a public exigency, when there was a 
great demand for it; that he complied with this contract. The proof is 
that the price at which he was to deliver the wood was then reasonable 
and fair; that this contractor did all he was required to do; and after 
the close of the war he sold the wood for what he could get for it. The 
Government is now asked to pay to his estate merely the difference be- 
ee the contract price and that at which he was obliged to sell the 
wood. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not wish to disturb the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is no disturbance; I am glad to give the gen- 
tleman any information I can. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether the present Quartermaster- 
General has been consulted about this account. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not answer that question. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I yield ten minutes of my time to my colleague from Nash- 
ville [Mr. CALDWELL], who is the immediate representative of the par- 
ties interested in this case. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will state in the first place, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is mistaken in supposing 
this claim was ever disallowed on its merits. The only reason why it 
was ever disallowed was on account of the fact there was not a written 
contract; that the order of General Thomas, showing the existence of a 
publie exigency to justify the verbal agreement under Army Regula- 
tions, had not been made to appear. As a matter of course, if there 
had been a written contract with Stewart for the delivery of this wood, 
there would have been no controversy if he had performed his part of 
the contract. But the question arose simply as to whether the quarter- 
master’s memorandum, made at the time, showing stipulations of the 
amount of wood to be delivered and the terms upon which it was to be 
delivered, was such an agreement as to bring it within the obligations 
of a written contract. It was decided that it would put it outside be- 


It was heard before the Senate committee 
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cause of the absence of proof of the order of General Thomas of 10th 
of December, 1864. Now, according to the evidence, the agreement on 
which this claim was founded was made under the order of General 
Thomas, who commanded the department, that the troops should pro- 
vide themselves with fuel as far as practicable. That order showed 
there was such a public exigency existing at the time, which, under the 


act of June, 1862, authorized the commanding officer to sup- 
plies of fuel in the most expeditious manner, and without advertising. 


The report says: 


the . a to 
be determined from all the circumstances ria ay rey Pee case, and the War De- 
partment and the Senate Committee on Claims in the Forty-fourth Congress de- 


according to 
the — upon which this claim is founded was made, General Thomas, com- 
e 


pecans pet Em In the opinion of your committee, this order clearly shows that 
ublic exigency then existed, such as under the ah ee of the act of Facog 
to 


2 autho: the commanding officer to order the chi: 
procure supplies in the most e tious manner without advertising. 
When this case was before Quartermaster-General Meigs he wrote concern- 


ing it: 

lid I ought to remark that, after reading the testimony of Mills, late captain 
and assistant quartermaster of volunteers at Nashville, I am of the opinion that 
the state of affairs to which he testifies in the Henderson suit do show an exi- 
gency which was sufficient to justify the commanding officer to dispense with 
written contracts under the law. 5 pe 


* = 
“I have the im m that some competent authority, Secre! of War, 
General eee Thomas, did issue an order t the chick quarter- 
eral intended to authorize under the law the more rapid 
in all cases of necessity.’ 


been recognized as coming fairly within the ba ion as to written contracts 
stated in Army Regulations, 3 which is the precise language of 22 
as follows: 


Statutes at Large, 220, and is 
When 3 delivery or performance is Baz), oad by the public exi- 
by open purchase or con- 
3 


between individ: 


Now, what does he mean by the Henderson suit? 


„Prior to the presentation of this claim to the Quartermaster-General a claim 
of one R. J. Henderson, for damages for violation of a verbal contract to deliver 
wood at the same point and at the same time, had been presented and disal- 
lowed, upon the ground that the contract was not in writing as ae by the 
act of June 2, . The War Department and the Commi on 
Senate, in the Forty-fourth Congress, when disallo the claim of the ad- 
ministratrix of Michael S. Stewart, declare it and the of R. J. Henderson 
to be ‘precisely similar,’ and correctly so declare. 

Yet the same committee at a later period of the same session, during which 
they reported adversely on the claim of Michael S. Stewart's administratrix, 
bein, aie upon bo yee e Henderson (the order of Gen- 
eral Thomas, of December 10, 1864, having been in the mean time brought to 
their notice), reported favorably upon the petition of R. J. Henderson, recom- 


mending an appropriation to him the amount of his claim, and both 
eee VAA for his relief, which was approved by the 
President. 


Mr. STEELE. The report then was that this Stewart claim was 
without merit? 

Mr. CALDWELL. No; both claims went off on the same proposi- 
tion. The public exigency was made to appear for the first time under 
the order of General Thomas of the 10th of December, 1864. The confed- 
erate army was in his immediate front. Nashville was then in an actual 
state of siege. It was made for the first time to appear there really did 
exist a public exigency which justified a verbal agreement on the part 
of the Government with this party to furnish these supplies. This claim 
was disallowed, as Henderson’s was in the first instance, solely on the 
ground of failure to make the public exigency appear. It was made to 
appear by the production of the order of General Thomas of the 10th of 
December, 1864, and when produced, and when Peano ge exigency was 
made to appear, the Quartermaster-General hi said the claim was 
a just one and should be paid. 

Mr. STEELE. Have you any testimony as to the opinion of the pres- 
ent Quartermaster-General ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have none except as appears by the papers on 
file with the pending report. But I do not know what the opinion of 
the present Quartermaster-General has to do with this matter. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to know what he says on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman, the inclination of my mind is against 
all claims of this character, and if it had not been for the fact that I had 
carefully investigated this particular claim in the last Congress possibly 


I would now be prejudiced against it. Butafter full and careful inves- 
tigation my mind could reach no other conclusion than that reported by 
the committee of this Congress, to the same conclusion reached by the 
Senate committee in the Forty-eighth Congress, and to the same con- 


clusion reached by the committee in the Forty-seventh Congress, that 
this claim was a just one and ought to be allowed. 

Now, it is well known that the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
examines all these cases carefully, and that where the letter of the law 
does not warrant the allowanceof a claim the uniform practice has been 
to reject it. It is true they often accompany their disallowance of a 
claim by respi the claimant to Congress for relief by legislation. 

The rejection of this claim was upon the narrow and technical ground 
that it was prohibited under the statute which required all contracts 
for commissary and quartermaster supplies to be in writing. I take it 
the gentleman from Indiana or the gentleman from Illinois will not say 
this Government should refuse to pay on the mere technical ground 
that the contract with the Government was not in writing, when in all 
other respects it was faithfully fulfilled on the part of the claimant. 
No gentleman in this House would attempt to place this Government 
on any such principle as that, if the claim were otherwise honest and 
equitable. 

The fact is, the only adverse report outside of the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department was that of the Senate committee in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, and that adverse report was based upon two or three 
circumstances which have since been fully explained and shown to be 
erroneous. One was, as I recollect, that the claimant when he filed his 
claim stated or left the impression there were 903 cords of wood on the 
banks of the river at the time, when in point of fact sixty or more cords 
had been sold or removed. They discovered on examining all the pa- 
pers that while they were dated in March, 1866, they had not been actu- 
ally filed until October, 1866, and in the mean time this wood had been 
removed. It was alleged therefore the claimant had misstated the 
facts, and it was held the claim presented was dishonest. 

Another objection was, as I remember, that nothing was said of an 
attempted sale some time in 1864 or 1865. This was explained in this 
way, that in the mean time this man Stewart had , and, as I re- 
member, the attorney who prosecuted this claim before the Quarter- 
master’s Department also died, leaving this widow alone, without any 
counsel, to prepare her case, which was done in ignorance of essential 
facts which otherwise would have appeared in the statement. 

The committee, on that ground, made the adverse report. Subse- 
quent investigation, as I have already said, showed that they were en- 
tirely mistaken in this respect, entirely so in one case, and that the 
other was a mistake of a woman who was deprived of counsel in get- 
ting up the claim. 

pon every principle in which I have looked at the case this y 
is certainly entitled to the anana ee by the committee ` 
and I do not see how the House can to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ino yield five minutes to my colleague [ Mr. 
PETTIBONE. | 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is a well-understood 
poanie always that allegiance and protection go together; that this 

ouse ought not to undertake, and this Government ought not, to pay 
to anybody who was then attempting to destroy it for supplies 5 
for the use of the Government. But I understand itis not controverted 
here that in this case Mr. Stewart, whose administratrix comes here 
and asks the payment of this claim, was a loyal man. The chief ob- 
jection, as I understand it, is that there was no written contract at the 
time. On this subject Chief Quartermaster Meigs has said: 

Jought to remark that after eg the testimony of Mills, late captain and 
assistant quartermaster at Nashville, I am ofthe opinion that the state of affairs 
to which he testified is such as shows an which was sufficient to justify 
the commanding officer to dispense with a written contract under the law. 

Now, what was that exigency? Why, this was done on the 10th day 
of December, 1864. What was the condition then? The army of Gen- 
eral Hood had swept up across the Tennessee River and was thundering 
at the very gates of Nashville. Itwas a time when I know, and there 
are scores of gentlemen on this floor who were down there who will rec- 
ollect, that the winter was an exceptionally severe one; the weather 
was extremely inclement, and the ground was one mass of ice. Here 
was the wood; it had to be immediately delivered, and here was the 
army in urgent need of it. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask my friend from Tennessee if it was not 
warm enough down there part of the time without any wood ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Oh, after the fighting began, my dear fellow, it 
was warm enough. [Laughter.] It was hot when the armies met. 
But such cold weather as then prevailed was not theretofore known, as I 
recollect, and not within the recollection of my comrade and colleague, 
for many years. Our men were shivering, without even the poor dog- 
tents of that time to cover us. Under these circumstances the wood 
was cut, delivered, and in part paid for. It appears that there were 
843 cords . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Eight hundred and sixty-three. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Well, that is immaterial; it was something be- 
tween 800 and 900 cords of wood which had been cut by this contractor, 
had been brought up and delivered, being piled up on the river bank. 
Now he had done what he could and had been at great e in com- 
plying with his contract. When the war was over, and it closed shortly 
thereafter, the wood was on his hands, and he sold it for the best price 
he could get and then found that he was out of pocket $3,160.50. If 
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he had never made a contract with the Government he would not have 
been out of that money. Now, whose loss should it be? Here is a 
loyal man making a contract with the Government, faithfully, so far 
as he could, performing his part of the contract; spending money out 
of his own pocket to perform his contract; when the war was over, 
happily for us all, the Government did not need it, and his adminis- 
tratrix now seeks to obtain from the Government the difference between 
what the wood actually cost him and the amount at which he was 
compelled to sell it The course by the committee it seems 
to me is wise, that the bill be laid aside, and when we reach it in due 
time debate it fully, and if the facts are not clear and convincing donot 
vote a penny of it; but if the facts are as stated here, and they are not 
disputed, then in honor’s name pay every dollar that we find due him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield five minutes to my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. GEDDEs]. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I ought to say a word in 
regard to this claim. We ought to get before our minds a few facts 
that are undisputed, admitted on all hands, and then meet in a proper 
spirit disputed questions and settle them accordingly. Here was a loyal 
citizen, admittedly loyal, who made a contract with the quartermaster 
for the delivery of a quantity of wood. That the contract was made is 
an admitted fact; that it was made at a time when the Government 
needed the wood is conceded; that the exigencies surrounding the 
ties at the time made it exceedingly important that the wood should 
be delivered at once and under the most difficult circumstances is not 
questioned; that the wood was actually delivered in pursuance of this 
contract, made with the assistant quartermaster of this Government, is 
also an admitted fact. 

After the delivery of this wood, and when the exigency was removed 
and it was not needed by the Government, then the party is notified 
that his wood is not wanted. But the had been the 
labor had been performed, the wood had been cut, had been hauled, and 
delivered on the banks of the Cumberland River, at the instance and 
the command and under a verbal contract made by a quartermaster of 
the Government of the United States. 

These are admitted facts. Now, when the Government did not need 
it, and they felt called upon to so notify the party, he did all that an 
honorable citizen could be to do; he went out into the market 
and, as every man knows, would seek to resell the wood at the highest 
price it could be sold for under the change of circumstances; and he did 
sell it at $2.50 a cord; and now he comes and asks for the difference 
between the actual cost, the money paid out for this wood and for its 
actual delivery there on the banks of the river for the Government— 
the difference between that and the resale. What objection is there 
to this payment? Ican see there are technical legal objections such as 

Quartermaster-General would act u such as under his oath of 
office he is required to act upon, and as he did act upon. But no- 
where in this does he say that he regarded the claim as ui- 
table; and the show that it is an equitable claim, and that is why 

i to Congress instead of to the courts or to the Quar- 

ent. The claim was rejected solely because no law 
existed authorizing the payment of it by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. But now these being the admitted this claim being of 
the nature I have stated, I submit that it is equitable and just that the 
claimant should be compensated for the actnal ture made twenty 
years ago without interest and when he has waited all this length of 
time. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD]. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I, for one, can not conceive how a great govern- 
ment like ours can plead either limitation or the technical considera- 
tion that there ought to have been a contract in writing. The only 
question that presents itself to my mind is a question of nir play and 
honesty. Did the contractor deliver the wood? The question did the 
Government need the wood is a secondary consideration. But with 
General Hood in our front with a great army of our brothers who were 
determined to fight and always did fight—that is my experience of 
them—when you came across them, with such a force as that, there was 
a necessity for the wood. 

Nobody I su has forgotten, and I certainly did not forget, for I 
was in the field, that cold winter of 1864. I remember well how ex- 
tremely cold it was and how we needed wood everywhere. 

It is true that General Jones once warmed me up on a cold day when 
I felt gone for the time being, but as a general rule it was the coldest 
winter I ever experienced, this one not excepted. The cold was felt sen- 
sibly by our soldierseverywhere. That ablest and best of our generals, 
the immortal Thomas, gave the order for this fuel. A contract was made. 
I do not care whether it was in writing or not. Surely upon such a 
ground as that this great Government will not deny to any of its citi- 
zens with whom it has made a contract the poor sum of $3,160. No- 
body would plead the technicality of the law in such a case as that. An 
individual who would buy that amount of wood or bacon or flour or any- 
thing else and undertake to plead the statute of writing upon it, though 
he might have a case technically in a court of justice, would be hooted at 
by every honest man in the world. Righteousness exalteth a nation, and 
sin is a reproach to any people. We have no right to stand here as the 


Congress of the United States, the highest political body in the world, 
with sovereign rights and power no right to plead what an individual 
himself by doing. 


through the country 
how the hearts of the soldiers rejoiced, how the hearts of the citizens 
rejoiced. If the question had been raised at that time, Shall westop 
to consume that wood?’’ any one who suggested such a thing would 
have been laughed at. What was this amount of $3,160 in comparison 
with the blessings of peace? For the sake of peace the country would 
have let millions upon millions be abandoned if that had been neces- 
sary. But our first contracts should be paid when peace was restored 
for the honor and glory of a united people standing again upon the old 
foundation of our fathers. We ought to be willing to pay any amount 
of money that was justly due when peace was restored, and the whole 
country, reunited and knitted together again, entered once more on a 
eareer of prosperity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. HOUK]. 

Mr. HOUK. Irise simply to state what I believe to be the facts. 
I understand this claim originated in a contract to deliver so many 
thousand cords of wood at $6 a cord at a certain point. Two thou- 
sand cords were delivered and paid for under the contract; 800 and 
more, I think 843 cords, were delivered, and the Government failed to 
receive it. Consequently the contractor had to look ont and dispose of 
his cord-wood thus left on his hands in some other way or lose it alto- 
gether. Accordingly he sold it for $2.50 a cord. Now he comes here 
and does not ask to be paid the full contract price. He might have 
done so, and I think we would have felt bound to comply with the ob- 
ligations of the contract if he had asked it; but he simply asks that 
the Government shall pay him the difference between what he realized 
and what it cost him to deliver the wood at the place where the Gov- 
ernment agreed to receive it; and it does seem to me that the case is too 
clear for controversy or for prolonged discussion. 

While I have the floor, however (and sometimes it is asortof a luxury 
to get it), I want to say this, that the treatment by the Government, 
thro Congress, of the people of the border States in regard to what 
is justly due them is absolutely mean and outrageous. There are thou- 
sands of just claims which now probably will never be paid that would 
have been paid long if they had arisen on the other side of the line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman,I move that this bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, before that motion is acted upon, I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims [Mr. GEDDES], and also of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who has spoken upon this bill, to the fact 
that this claim was not presented to the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment under what is known as the 4th of July law. I call attention 
to that fact for the reason that, up to this time, I am not aware that any 
bill has been to Congress ſor the payment of a claim which has 
been adjusted or disallowed under the act of July 4, 1864, and I think 
it important to preserve the distinction between cases adjudicated 
under that law and other cases for this reason: The Quartermaster’s 
Department, in dealing with cases under the law of July 4, 1864, acts 
upon an entirely different rule from that which governs it in dealing 
with the general current business of the department. By the law of 
July 4, 1864, the eral was invested with special pow- 
ers to inquire into the facts at the place where the transaction occurred, 
and therefore, in adjudicating claims coming before it under that law, 
the department acts as a judicial tribunal, so to speak, as nearly so as 
any department of the Army can. In investigating cases coming to it 
under the 4th of July act, the department seeks to ascertain the 
facts both for and against the Government. Under the law such claims 
go from the Quartermaster to the Third Auditor, and thence to the 
Second Comptroller for further examination, But this claim came be- 
fore the Quartermaster in the current business of that department, and 
went from there to the Secretary of War on appeal, so to speak, and was 
referred to the Judge-Advocate-General. These facts show that the ad- 
judication of this case was not made under the act of July 4, 1864, but 
merely as a part of the current administration of the Quartermaster’s 
Office, and necessarily without a thorough investigation of all the facts. 

I think, therefore, that a broad distinction should be made between 
this claim and any claim which has been passed upon by the depart- 
ment under the 4th of July act, and that Congress should apply a very 
different rule to this or to any case arising in the current administra- 
tion of the Quartermaster’s Department from that which it applies to 
a case which has received an actual adjudication under the very ample 
powers which, by the act of July 4, 1864, were conferred upon the 

rmaster-General 


Quarte R 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I assumed that this case went to 
the s Department under the 4th of July act, from the 
fact that that act was passed on July 4, 1864, and this claim was not pre- 
sented to the Quartermaster’s Department until 1866. For that rea- 
son I had a right to assume that the claim went there under the law 
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which was then in existence, and I wish the gentleman would explain, Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In order that we may understand the 


if he can, why it did not go to the department under that law. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The reason is this: It appears from the face of this 
report that the case went to the Secretary of War. Now, under the aet 
of July 4, 1864, a claim can not go to the Secretary of War, because it 
must go directly from the Quartermaster-General to the Third Auditor. 
In the next place, under the 4th of July act, the question whether the 
contract was in writing or not would be unimportant, while here the case 
is made to turn on the question whether there was a written contract 
or not. If my friend [Mr. SPRINGER] will turn to the act of July 4, 
1864 (which I have before me), he will see that there is 5 a 
broad distinction between the adjudication of a claim by the Quarter- 
master-General under that act and the adjudication of a claim as a part 
of the current business of the department. The law of July 4, 1864, 
was intended to meetan entirely different class of cases from those which 
arise in the current business, and that law became n from the 
fact that a great multidude of peculiar cases did arise outside of the reg- 
ular routine of the de ent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. as not this claim cognizable under the act of 
July 4, 1864, and why should it not be considered under that law 
which was then in force? Further, it seems that the cause of action 
here accrued in 1864, yet the claim was not presented until October, 
1866. Therefore it was not current business; it did not come under 
the provisions for the current expenses of the Government during the 
fiscal year, nor does it appear that there was any appropriation made 
which would cover a case of this kind. Why, then, was it that, the 
law of 1864 being in force, this case got into the department under 
some other law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to occupy time in the 
discussion of this bill, but I will ask to have the second section of the 
act of July 4, 1864, read. I am sure that my friend [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will see the distinction between the two classes of cases. Besides, he 
will remember that it was some time after 1866 before the Quarter- 
master-General was invested with the very general powers which he now 
possesses and under which he employs a large number of agents who 
are commissioned to take testimony. They do investigate the facts both 
for and against the Government, and it is upon the facts thus obtained 
at 3 of ms 3 General in = of this kind is 
predica e other in passing upon a claim occurring in 
the regular course of the operations of the War ent, the Quar- 
termaster-General acts only through the agencies created by the general 
provisions of law. 

Another fact has just been suggested to me which is more important 
as an answer to the inquiry of my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 
That is, that the original act of 1864 did not apply to the State of Ten- 
nessee. It apelin only to the States which were not in rebellion. 
Afterward—lI can not at this moment say how long afterward—it was 
extended, as the gentleman will remember, to the State of West Vir- 
ginia and also to the State of Tennessee. 

I wish to have read now the section to which I have referred, so that 
it may go into this de for I am very anxious that the dictinction 
should be very clearly marked as to the vast number of claims adjudi- 
cated by the Quartermaster’s Department, which it seems to me ought 
to stand upon their own footing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all claims of loyal citizens in States not 
in rebellion for quartermaster’s stores actually furnished to the Army of the 
United States an — sag for by the proper officer receiving the same, or 
which may have been en by such officers without giving such receipt, may be 
submitted to the Quarte: ral of the United States, accompanied with 
such proofs as each claimant can present on the facts in his case; and it shall be 
the duty of the Quartérmaster-General to cause such claim to be examined, and 
if convinced that it is just, and of the loyalty of the claimant, and that the stores 
have been actually received or taken for the use of and used by said Army, then 
to report each case to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, with a recommenda- 
tion for settlement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that this bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH W. PARISI. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3830) 
for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ropriated, the sum of $58,341.85, being the 
money laid out and expended by him in the purchase of 17,232 tonsof ice for the 
use and at the rogant of the Government of the United which were not 
afterward called for or taken by the Government, but were wholly lost to said 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, since this bill was reported by the 
House committee a bill in exactly the same terms has passed the Senate, 
has been referred to the Committee on War Claims of this House, and 
has been reported back with a recommendation that it pass. I move, 
therefore, that Senate bill 241 be substituted for the bill now under 


consideration, and that it be laid aside tobe reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it pass. 


matter in controversy in this case I would like to have the report 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be read in the time of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN] without his consent. It may be read in the 
time of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. LYMAN. Ihave no objection to the reading of the report. But 
Task that before the reading the Senate bill be substituted for the House 
bill. The two bills are exactly alike in their terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from In- 
diana desired to have the report read with the view of determining 
whether or not he would consent to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
Does the gentleman from Indiana ask for the reading of the report be- 
fore that question is put? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I haye no objection to the Senate bill 
being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] re- 
quested further that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 


Be it enacted, €c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Joseph W. Parish, late of Peoria, III., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $58,341.85, being the nee of 
money laid out and expended by him in the purchase of 17,232 tons of ice for the 
use and at the uest of the Government of the United States, which were not 
ovens called for or taken by the Government but were wholly lost to said 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana to ask for the reading of the report. 
A portion of the report (by Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Joseph 
W. Parish, have had the same under consideration, and respectfully submit the 
following report: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report of the Committee on Claims, No. 1956, second session Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report herewith a bill 
appropriating the sum of $58,341.85, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


[House Report No. 1956, Forty-seventh Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Cla to whom was referred the petition and bill (H. R, 
2463) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish, have had the same under consideration, 
=e respectfully submit following report as the result of their deliberations 

ereon : 

The appeal which the claimant makes to Congress for relief is eg sui 

„and stands alone in the peculiarity of its facts. It had its origin in an 
contract made with the Government in March, 1863, and an alleged failure 

on the part of the Government to fulfill its stipulations, whereby a great loss was 
sustained by the claimant. By a special act of Con this matter of contro- 
versy was directed to be settled by suit before the United States Court of Claims, 
The gist of the 3 oon in the Government refusing to receive 
more than 12,768 tons out of the 30,000 tons which had been ordered by the Gov- 
ernment and purchased by claimant, leaving 17,232 tons to waste on his hands, 
for which no requisition was ever made. For this 17,232 tons suit was brought 
to recover the contract price less the cost of delivery. In support of this on 
a large amount of testimony was taken, but the issues did not involve the orig- 
inal cost price of the ice; hence the evidence in relation thereto was incidental 
and more or less wages and un 


certain, 
the cause, the Court of Claims dismissed the suit on tech- 


On the hearing 
nical unds, namely, that the assistant surgeon-general, Colonel Wood, at 
Saint uisition for 30,000 tons 


uis, had not the power or authority to make a req’ 
of ice under the contract. This on was reversed on an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, but in doing so that court changed the claim- 
ant’s cause of action, and held that he was only entitled to recover back the 
money he had expended in the purchase of the ice, and the cost of purchasing 
and taking care of the same accordingly. As the evidence had been taken on 
another theory of the case, the Supreme Court, in its mandate to the Court of 
Claims, directed said court to ascertain (we suppose in the usual way, by evi- 
fone) the amount laid out in the purchase of the ice, and all the expenses attend- 
n e same, 


shows that u N ime ag the 
en, be 


d the facts required by the rules, whereb e aSa. was 
Saal bark Seg 


the claim, it de- 
clined, or rather omitted, to state 
orally, as the grounds of its decision, leav: the oes wholly in the dark as 
to the data upon which it gave judgment, The effect 
the claimant a day in court, in th 
question or right of recov by 
In this attitude of affairs it was impossible for your committee to understand 
how such a state of things could have occurred, and thinking perhaps there 
might be something yet behind not disclosed, your committee concluded to send 
all the papers. together with some new testimony taken by the claimant, to the 
Secretary of War. The Secretary of War very properly referred the request of 
the committee to find additional facts and amount due to the Surgeon-General's 
Office, where the contract for the ice onina, for a reply thereto. The Sur- 
geon-General in his report gives a were and clear history ofthe whole trans- 
action, 2 and otherwise, and in the light of the same and all the testimony 
before him, states an account and the amount still due the claimant under the 
ruling of the Supreme Court. This report is so satisfactory and so incapable of 
being gainsaid in its facts and details that your committee have concluded to 
t as a part of their report, and would call attention toits statements 
as ishing perhaps the light that can attained onthe subject. It is 
props to add thatthe committee referred the findings of the O 
to the Secretary of the Treasury. This officer does not question validity of 
the findings of the Surgeon-General, but requires an act of Congress to adjudi- 
cate the account. 
Believing that grenv injustice has been done the claimant in the premises, your 
committee recommend payment of the amount, $58,341.85, which the Surgeon- 
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General finds still to be due the claimant, and report here with a bill for his re- 
lief, and recommend its passage. 


SuRGEON-GENERAL'S OFFICE, May 25, 1882. 


Sm: I have the honor to return with the following tepos the referred 
by you on the 20th instantin connection with a claim of Joseph grow- 
ing out of his contract to furnish ice in 1863. 

Soon after the commencement of hostilities in 1861 ice was found to be indis- 
pensable in summer in the hospitals and hospital rtsofthe Army; butno 
systematic attempt was made to secure a lar supply until the of 1863. 
Three contracts were then made—with A. T. Edgerton, II. Daor, Joseph 
W. Parish & Co. The two former were to supply the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, 
and the latter the principal points in the Mississippi Rea e contracts were 

m by Henry Johnson, storek 
the direction of the then Surgeon-General, William A. 
son's part was purely ministerial. They were executed at nearly the same time, 
mrt W a in their terms, differing in little else than the names, quanti- 
ties, an ces. 

Owing to the perishable nature of ice and the want of experience in its man- 
agement, these first contracts were rather crude, if not conflicting, in some of 
their provisions, and have given occasion to considerable discussion and litiga- 
tion. 

The contract made with William L. Huse and Joseph W. Parish, as J. W. 
Parish & Co., was dated March 5, 1863. 

They en to deliver at Memphis, Tenn., Nashville, Tenn., Saint Louis, 
Mo., and , IlL, the whole amount of ice required to be consumed at each 
respective ab and vicinity during the remainder of the year 1863. Ice to be in 
quality A No. 1, and delivered at (2,000) two thousand pounds to the ton.“ 

The stipulated prices were, at Saint Louis $16 per ton, at Cairo and Memphis 
$20, and at Nashville $25. The usual price during the previous summer 
had been at the rate of $30 per ton at gaint The contract then proceeds 
to ; 

“Sixth. All the ice delivered under this contract to be subject to the inspec- 
tion and approval of the medical officer in charge of the post where it is deliv- 
ered, and such as does not conform to the specifications set forth in this contract 
shall be rejected. 

“Seventh. That payment shall be made from time to time upon receipted and 
Sopian Aone certified to by the medical officer in chargeof the post where 

tis vered. 


* 9 s * * $ + 
“Ninth. * * * J. W. Parish & Co. will allow (3) three working days for 
d ng each cargo; * * * after that demurrage to beallowed * * + 


re r-party or B. of L. of the vessel.” 
hese two last sections evidently contemplate a 3 of the ice by the ship- 

load or boat-load, as was the practice along the 

William L. Huse, upon learn the terms of the contract, refused to be bound 
by it, averring that name had been used without his consent, and the entire 
interest became vested in J. W. Parish. 

Mr. Parish exhibited his contract to Col. R. C. Wood, the assistant surgeon- 
2 at Saint Louis, the chief medical officer in the West, and left a copy with 

im. Whether his oral representations misled that careful and ex ced 
officer may be doubted, but on the 25th of March Colonel Wood gave him an 
order in writing, several — of which occur among these papers, to furnish 
5,000 tons each at Saint Louis and Cairo, and 10,000 tons at Memphis and Nash- 
ville, pe arate ; 30,000 in all. He was directed to deliver the ice at Memphis 
and Nashville out delay. When apprised of this order the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral — 2 pasa to the assistant were feat: March 30: 

Pt & Co. have not contracted for 30,000 tons of ice. Suspend the order 
you gave him.” 

On the following day, March 31, the assistant surgeon-general telegraphed to 
Mr. Parish, supposed to be then at Chicago: j 

“Iam instructed by the Surgeon-General to suspend the order I have given 
you till further instructions are given from him. wigs ce WOOD 


“ Assistant Surgcon- General.“ 


It is admitted that this action did not cancel the order for 30,000 tons, but left 
the contractor in uncertainty in reference to it. 

It has been denied that Colonel Wood's notice was ever received by Parish, 
but that point a to have little or no practical importance. The assistant 
ba, Podge oe ty telegraphs to this office April 2: 

Mr. Parish is here. Will you state what quantities of ice you wish deliv- 
2 at Saint Louis, Cairo, Memphis,and Nashville? Requisitions are coming 

n. 
The Surgeon-General replied the same day: 
Fi precise amount can be fixed, as it is not known. Letter written you March 


It may, therefore, be safely inferred that Mr. Parish was apprised of the views 
of the department by about noon of April 2. 

Under this suspension or modification of the original order ice was not sent 
immediately to Memphis and Nashville,and an aggregate of much less than 
and accepted during the year, The bills certified by 


30,000 tons was delivered 
the medical officers were— 
Tuns. 
Sime „é S 3,629} 
Cairo. „1.030 
Memphis 4 990} 
Nashville. 497 
Total... ⁰——A—A: T2 11,1377 
It does not appear that any regular system was pursued making written 
requisitions upon the contractor for specific quantities to be delive: at times 
stated. The appears for the most part to have been delivered as the con- 


tractor could ship it, orto have been r 
ing. On one occas 
accepted, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (before the reading of the report was con- 
cluded). That report is much more voluminous than I sup it to 
be. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] will state the facts of 
the case I shall be content, without asking for the further reading of 
the report. 

Mr. LYMAN. The facts of the case are fully stated in the report, 
the reading of which is now nearly finished; but I will, in accordance 
with the gentleman’s request, make a statement of the matter. 

After the delivery of the 12,768 tons of ice which were received by 
the Government Mr. Parish proceeded to purchase at Lake Pepin and 
on the St. Lawrence, as well as at other points, the additional ice 


necessary to fill the order which had been given by the assistant sur- 

geon-general at Saint Louis. But the order was suspended, as stated 
in the report; he was never ordered to furnish this ice; the ice which 
he had wasted away and was an entire loss to him. Immedi- 
ately it was determined that the ice was not to be received from 
him by the Government he brought his action in the Court of Claims, 
claiming payment at the contract price for the balance of the 30,000 
tons, being between 17,000 and 18,000 tons. The Court of Claims found 
against him upon the technical ground that the assistant n-gen- 
eral at Saint Louis had no right to make the order which been 
made. He appealed from that judgment to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, which reversed the judgment of the Court of Claims, 
holding that the acts of the assistant surgeon-general at Saint Louis 
were the acts of his chief, the Surgeon-General at Washington city. 

But the Supreme Court held that Mr. Parish was not entitled to receive 
the contract price for the ice, but only what it had cost him to procure 
it, care for it, and hold it in readiness for the Government; and the 
ee aa pacar ies 8 eee as is sup 
posed, of ascertaining by taki roof the amount of expenses so in- 
curred. The Court of Claims re to take any further proof upon 
that subject. A motion was made by ex-Governor Lowe, of Iowa, the 
counsel for Parish in the Court of Claims, asking that proof be taken 
upon that point. The court refused to take the proof. f 

At asubsequent stage in the proceedings the Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, representing the Government in the Court of 
Claims, also asked that such proof be taken. Again the court refused. 
Certain proof, however, had crept into the case during its trial, on the 
theory that Mr. Parish was entitled to the contract price, from which some 
kind of a calculation was entered into, and the conclusion arrived at that 
Mr. Parish had shown an diture of between $10,000 and $11,000.! 
This proof, I say, was taken during the course of the trial, upon another 
theory altogether from that embraced in the decision of the Supreme 
Court. Upon this f the Court of Claims awarded damages for be- 
tween $10,000 and $11,000. They made no finding of fact; they laid no 
basis upon which Mr. Parish could appeal from their decision to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. He came to Congress. He has been 
here during several Congresses. Invariably—I believe without excep- 
tion—the committees of this House and of the Senate have always re- 
en in favor of the allowance of this claim. The committee of the 

Congress, or of the Forty-seventh, referred the matter to the Secre- 
tary of War, asking that the facts might be reported to the committee or 
the House. The of War referred it to the Surgeon- General 
Surgeon-General Barnes, I believe—for investigation and report. He 
made his report, which was embodied in this report of the committee.' 
He found that Mr. Parish, after all deductions, to which I shall refer in 
a moment, was yet short $58,341.85 of the money he had actually ex- 

nded in order that he might be prepared to fulfill the contract which 

e had made with the Government. This takes into account and gives 

the Government credit for the $10,444.91 which had been realized on the 

judgment of the Court of Claims, gives the Government credit for $200 

raised by the sale of some lumber which had been in the ice-houses, and 

for $274.35, money arising in the same way, leaving the balance I have 
mentioned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, those are the facts in the case, and I do not care 
for the present at least to take any further time in the discussion of the 
bill. I will reserve the balance of my time until I shall hear what ob- 
jections, if any, shall be made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iwasabout to ask the gentleman to repeat 
the amount—which I did not hear from the reading of the report—that 
is, the amount allowed in this bill as the finding upon the evidence pre- 
sented under the order of the Supreme Court as to the cost. 

Mr. LYMAN. It is based upon the result of the investigation of 
Surgeon-General Barnes under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
and as approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But what is the amount? 

Mr. LYMAN. Under the rules the Supreme Court laid down as the 
theory on which the case should be tried. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not understand yet whether this sum 
was found on evidence before this committee, and, if not, before what 
body, under the ruling laid down by the Supreme Court as to the 
amount expended under the order for ice which was not taken by the 
Government. 

Mr. LYMAN. It is based on evidence on file in the War Department 
and evidence taken before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the Court of Claims, I understand, 
made an award on the evidence on the subject presented to that court. 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes; there was some evidence taken on the subject of 
expenditures in the Court of Claims, but not taken on the theory that 
Mr. Parish had the right to recover. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What evidence have we it was not taken 


on that theory? Did the Court of Claims decline to hear evidence of 
that kind? 

Mr. GEDDES. Itdid. Let me say when the case was returned to 
the Court of Claims on the mandate of the Supreme Court, on motion 
of the attorneys on both sides, each applying to take additional testi- 
mony on the new issue thus presented by the judgment of the Supreme 
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Court, it unaccountably does not appear why, but for some reason or 
other the Court of Claims declined to take any additional testimony, 
and disposed of the case on the testimony taken before. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How has this additional testimony been 
taken, let me inquire? 

Mr.GEDDES. Noadditional testimony was taken; but the case was 

i of on that evidence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has there been no additional evidence 
taken at all under the order of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ROWELL. I think I can answer the gentleman. There was 
on file in the War Department a good deal of evidence as to the cost of 
ice, through other parties, purchased by the Government at various 
points where this ice was purchased. That was considered by the Sur- 


in part. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It would be based, then, not on money ex- 
penditures, under the theory of the Supreme Court, but upon what other 
ice had cost the Government at these other points. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, not purchased by contract, but purchased at 
wholesale by the agents of the Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That may be evidence so far, but what I 
wish to get at is the character of the evidence, and before whom taken, 
and how furnished, upon which this difference is based. 

Mr. GEDDES. Let me state to the gentleman he will find in the 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Only a part of the report was read. 

Mr. GEDDES. The case came before Congress, and it was referred 
by the committee to the Secretary of War for investigation. Under 
that order of reference an investigation was had and the testimony 
taken, which is set forth in the report in all its details, and report made 
by the Surgeon-General. Now, in that report of the Surgeon-General 
I find this statement: 


however, are unknown, and can not be taken into Document No, 6 
is an affidavit of the claimant that the expenses he incurred in care of 
the ice that was lost would “exceed rather than fall short of the sum of $5,000.” 


That which could not be ascertained was excluded by the Surgeon- 
General, and only such items as were furnished to the Government 
were retained in his account. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then are we to understand that this allow- 
ance now reported is made upon evidence which was furnished at or 
about the time when the loss is alleged to have occurred and not twenty 
years after? That is the question I would like to have clearly an- 
swered. I am very suspicious, Mr. Chairman, about evidence revers- 
ing the decisions of a tribunal, which evidence is furnished twenty years 
after the transaction took place; and that is one of the points I am try- 
ing to get at particularly—whether this allowance is made upon evidence 
furnished at the time or whether it has been furnished recently, and, if 
so, what the evidence is and how furnished. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has 
the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will yield to the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania for a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims whether there had been a delivery of this ice to the Government. 

Mr. GEDDES. No, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. None of it was delivered? 

Mr. GEDDES. None of this portion for which the claim is now made. 

Mr. BAYNE. But the Government had contracted for the purchase 
of this ice? 

Mr. GEDDES. Les, sir; and then declined to receive it. 

Mr. BAYNE. But there had been no actual delivery? 

Mr. GEDDES. No, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand that the contractor bought 
the ice, but it perished and never was delivered to the Government. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yet the Government is expected to pay for it? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. On the ground that the Government de- 
clined to receive it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know whether my friend from Ohio has 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iwill yield very cheerfully if my colleague 
from Ohio will answer the question I have asked or if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania can give the information. 

Mr. GEDDES. I do not feel at liberty to take the floor from my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. LYMAN] who has charge of the bill, and 
I would be glad if the gentleman from Ohio would address his ques- 
tions to him. 

Mr. LYMAN. I will yield the floor to Judge GEDDES. 

. of Ohio. Let me ask what is the sum allowed by 
the bill? 

Mr. GEDDES. It has been already stated as being $58,341.85. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That, as I understand it, is the sum al- 


purchasing and caring for this ice by the party from whom it was con- 
tracted for by the Government? 

Mr. GEDDES. The actual cost so far as it could be ascertained defi- 
nitely and clearly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am not yet satisfied, Mr. Chairman, as to 
thecharacter ofthe evidence upon which thisclaimis based. Ihaveasked 
before what tribunal it was presented: who has adjudicated the matter; 
who has passed upon the evidence. Let us know these facts. Is this 
report made by the committee now for the first time? Is the evidence 
on which it is based before the committee in any form, or where does 
the evidence come from? Is this some old report resurrected and 
brought in here bodily? I must confess I have a very great suspicion as 
to these old reports. What I want to get at is simply the facts in the 
case. And I ask again, has any evidence been presented to the commit- 
tee showing the amount of money expended by this party under the 
rule established by the Supreme Court? It seems to me that the rule 
is a correct one, and if you have the evidence here which is the basis on 
which this report is founded it would seem that the case has merit, but 
so far as it has gone it seems to me to be lame right there. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to say a word on this subject, if the gentleman 
from Ohio has concluded. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Just a word further. If evidence has been 
submitted to this committee and by the committee examined and di- 
gested, and if the committee has come to a conclusion that the evidence 
sustains this report and this loss that is claimed did actually occur, very 
well. But where is the evidence, before what tribunal taken, or what 
tribunal has passed upon it? That is the point on which I would like 
myself a little farther explanation. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania can give it I would be very glad. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that this bill is right. Tsup- 
pose that most any bill that comes from the Committee on War Claims 
favorably recommended is right, and I am willing to vote for the bill. 
But while I vote for the bill I want to call attention to the fact of a 
parallel between this case and a bill which came before the last Con- 
gress to which the chairman of the Committee on War Claims was ear- 
nestly and zealously opposed. I refer to the claim of Capt. Nicholas J. 
Bigley, of Pittsburgh. If there be in this bill redeeming features, en- 
titling it to a favorable consideration, there was strong reason for a favor- 
able consideration of the report in the case of the bill presented in Cap- 
tain Bigley’s case. I asked the chairman of the committee a short time 
ago, who favors this case, whether the ice had been delivered. He re- 
plied that it had not been. In the case of Captain Bigley a large quan- 
tity of coal was purchased and was to be delivered to the Government 
at Memphis. That coal was not only taken there and delivered, but 
the Government took absolute and manual ion of it; and yet in 
the case now pending the chairman of the Committee on War Claims 
finds a favorable report and advocates the passage of this bill, although 
there was no delivery to the Government whatever, while in the case of 
Captain Bigley he opposed the report, although there was an actual de- 
livery and an actual taki ion of the coal by the Government. 

Why is it that the chairman of the Committee on War Claims occu- 
pies these adverse attitudes upon cases the principles underlying which 
seem to be almost identical? 

Mr. GEDDES. Will the gentleman permit me to answer him? 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwill. I should be glad to hear the gentleman’s 

tion. 

Mr. GEDDES. Instead of making an argument in advance of a re- 
port ona claim that is pending before the War Claims Committee, thus 
endeavoring—I will not put it in that form—thus taking a course 
likely to have men e e it, would it not be well to apply to that 
committee for an opportunity to make before it the argument that is 
being made here, and help us to get through with one case at a time? 

Mr. BAYNE, That is a matter of taste. I choose to stand respon- 
sible for the proprieties of my course on this oceasion in calling the at- 
tention of the House to a comparison between these two cases and 
the attitude of the chairman of the Committee on War Claims with re- 
spect to them. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Will my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to address to the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims the inquiry, whether it is not a matter of propriety to 
discuss here and now whether it is to be the policy of that committee 
to consider the equities of a case as well as the propriety of singling out 
one of the claims merely and passing upon it? If you are to pay this 
man for the ice before it is delivered, certainly you should establish the 
principle of paying for supplies after they have been delivered to the 
Government. 

Mr. GEDDES. I regard the question of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. NEGLEY ] as a very pertinent and proper one; and when 
any such case arises I shall certainly meet it. But to assume that there 
issome case back of this unknown to the House and not before us where 
there has been some delivery and about which there is a controversy— 
to undertake in that way and on that assumption either to defeat this 
claim or to earry it through I think is an objectionable mode of pro- 


lowed by this committee to cover the expense and outlay incurred in | cseding. 
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Mr. STEELE. Are we to understand that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims has decided against the case of the coal man but 
in favor of this claim? 

Mr. GEDDES. That isa mistaken understanding, unless itis based 
upon the action of this House and what occurred on this floor in the 
last Congress. The case referred to was discussed on the floor from time 
totime and different gentlemen took different views of it; lawyers took 
different views of it. The matter passed over. That case is now under 
consideration in the Committee on War Claims, and it does seem to me 
there will be abundance of time for us to consider its merits when it 
comes before this House. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is a species of special pleading, and the chair- 
man of the Committee on War Claims, if he will permit me to say so, 
is now occupying the position of a special pleader. 

Mr. GEDDES. It is a good thing to be a good special pleader. 

Mr. BAYNE. What I say is, it is right we should have general 
principles upon which to decide these cases, and I think it is fair that 
the attitude the chairman of the Committee on War Claims took ina 
case of this kind last Congress should be referred to, if the position he 
takes now is inconsistent with the position he took then. And I call 
attention to the fact for the purpose of ascertaining now whether we 
are going to be governed by principles and a rule which will apply 
alike to both these cases and to such others as may arise. 

I believe this man, when the ice was ordered by that of the 
Government, if it were ordered and the Government failed to take it, 
ought to be paid. But I contend also when the Government ordered 
this coal to be delivered at Memphis, Tenn., and the man ran the gaunt- 
let of guerrillas and all sorts of attacks along the river and delivered it, 
fulfilling his contract as well as fulfilling a patriotic duty, he should 
be paid for that coal, the Government having taken part of the 
across the river and taken possession of the coal. I want to know if 
that principle is to prevail or whether fish is to be made of one and fowl 
of another, whether the locus in quo is to have anything to do with it 
or whether the fate of each claim is to depend on its honest merits? I 
am not opposed to this man being paid for hisice. I will have him 
paid for his ice so far as my vote goes, but I wantall to be treated alike. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Will the gentleman allow. me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. My recollection is—and I had something to do 
with the case to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania refers—my 
recollection is, that the delivery was to the confederates in the case he 
talks about. [Laughter.] I think the gentleman had better clear 
that up. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman is quite wrong in his recollection. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will stake my reputation upon it. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman ‘will give me his attention I will 
make it very clear to him. It is shown by the evidence that on the side 
of the river opposite to Memphis, a mile and a half from that city, was 
a point at which the coal had been delivered many times. It was the 
custom to deliver it there. It was shown that the coal was taken to that 
point and safely landed there; that at that time it was impossible to go 
over to the wharf at Memphis, but that Captain Bigley went over to the 
city and notified the quartermaster that his coal was there; that the 
quartermaster sent over a boat from the Memphis side of the river and 
took three barges of that coal over to Memphis, and then sent a number 
of marines across the river to watch the coal and protect it from guerril- 
las, but that after those marines had gone over there and gone into pos- 
session of the boats he recalled them, and during the night the guerrillas 
came and burned the boats and the coal, and he lost e ing. If 
anything is clear, those facts are clear in that case. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iwishtoaskthegentleman another question. Did 
this man deliver the coal where they told him to deliver it? Did they 
not tell him to land it on the other side, a few miles above, and did he 
not refuse to do that? 

Mr. BAYNE, No, sir; nothing of the sort. There is not a tittle of 
evidence to show it. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] is 
drawing on his imagination now. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman had better read the evidence. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I did read it in the last Congress, and if you will 
get bast pepene I will show you the facts. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, before this bill is laid aside 
I wish to say a word. Ihave not been able to discover on what evi- 
dence this claim is to be allowed; not on evidence before the Court of 
Claims, because they awarded another sum; not on any evidence pre- 
sented to this committee, because, as I understand, they have taken 
none; but on some evidence presented somewhere there has been a rec- 
ommendation made to the House to make a certain allowance in this 
case. Who has seen that evidence? Who has adjudicated the case 
upon that evidence? That is what I would like to find out. If the 
adjudication is upon evidence presented before a clerk in some Depart- 
ment, it seems to me that that is not sufficient to satisfy this House as 
to the merits of this claim. I agree that the theory of the claim is right, 


that this contractor is entitled at least to the money expended in com- 
plying with the conditions of the contract in furnishing the ice. The 


theory is correct, undoubtedly, and therefore the only question is one 
of fact and of evidence as to the amount that he ought to receive. Now 
if the gentleman who has charge of this bill will answer this question 
I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain the case to the 
gentleman’s satisfaction. I examined this claim as a subcommittee 
in the last Congress and wrote a report in its favor. If the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will read the report of Surgeon-General 
Barnes he will find the basis upon which this amount was ascertained. 
A very large amount of testimony was taken in the Court of Claims. 
That court certified a certain class of facts as found. Included in that 
certification was the fact that of the 30,000 tons of ice this man had lost 
some 17,000 tons. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then thatis the report of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral upon evidence examined in his office. 

Mr. ROWELL. Upon evidence examined in his office. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very good. So far we know where we are. 

Mr. ROWELL. When the case came back from the Supreme Court 
that court had laid down the basis upon which a judgment should be 
entered up, and had decided that, instead of the contract price, this claim- 
ant should receive the amount of his losses and expenditures. The 
Court of Claims had already found, as a matter of fact, that he had lost 
over 17,000 tons of this ice. Motion was made by the counsel for Mr. 
Parish to take additional testimony as to cost and expenses. That 
was refused. He was not permitted to take that testimony; I suppose 
upon the theory that the mandate compelled them to make up ajudg- 
ment upon the testimony already in. Theydeclined, however, to make 
any certificate of how they found, and the facts we do not know, except 
that we do know they determined to beat the Supreme Court in the case. 
When this matter was referred to the Surgeon-General he took the whole 
body of the testimony taken before the Court of Claims. He compared 
the duplicates presented by the claimant with those presented in the 
Court of Claims. He then took evidence in the War nt in re- 
gard to contemporaneous matters, in regard to the original cost of ice at 
that time and at these various places—evidence that could have been 
presented to the Court of Claims as a part of the records of the War De- 
partment, for that would have been legitimate, but not evidence taken 
later. The attempt to take later testimony was in regard to expendi- 
tures in and about purchasing and caring for that ice, and the great 
8 those expenditures was ruled out and was entirely lost to Mr. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then, Mr. Chairman, it amounts to this: the 
report of this committee is based upon evidence taken by the Surgeon- 
General; and this bill comes in here as the recommendation of that de- 
WWW That is the case in a nut- 

e 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not know that there can be any objection to the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When the evidence comes before us only in 
this way I must vote against the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] moves 
that the Senate bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1008) 
for the relief of Victor Beauboucher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized and directed 
to audit the expenditures of Victor Beauboucher, late consul of the United States 
at Jerusalem, made in 1866 and 1867, and to determine what allowance, if any, 
shall be made to him u principles of justice and equity; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is directed to pay to said Victor Beauboucher such sum 
VVT 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
the last Congress directed by a unanimous vote a favorable report on 
this bill. The Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House has done 
the same thing. The measure has been approved and indorsed by the 
State Department. It involves an amount of money not exceeding 
$4,000—the sum within those limits to be adjusted by the Secretary of 
State. The bill 2 to refund to the claimant, who was at the 
time a consul of the United States in Jerusalem, funds which he ad- 
vanced for the succor of some American citizens who found themselves 
at Jaffa without food and without money. He advanced hisown money 
to the amount stated; and in this way the American citizens who con- 
stituted what is historically known as the Jaffa colony were kept from 
starvation and enabled to return to their homes. This is the whole 
story. It is told with more detail in the report, which is not a long 
one, and I ask that it may be read. After the reading I shall be glad 
to give any information which may not have been covered by this state- 
ment of mine and which shall not be found within the lines of that 
report. 

The report (by Mr. PHELPS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1008) 
for the relief of Victor Beauboucher, beg leave ully to report: 


Victor Beauboucher was, at the time concerned, the consul of the United States 
at Jerusalem. He received the appointment from President Lincoln, although 
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still a French su’ 
that cause he 

In the winter of 18583 67, the colony of of misguided Americans who had been led 
to settle at Jaffa, under the fanatic lead of the Rev. G. J. Adams, were brought 
to the ve of destitution. They had neither food nor money, nor resourcesto 
procure oither. Under these ces, Beauboucher came to their rescue 
and made constant . — between Jerusalem and Jaffa, and rendered all the aid 
he could. He made advances, to relieve their immediate necessities and to aid 
their escape from Palestine, to the amount of 88,618.50 in gold. He asks the Gov- 
ernment to med this without interest. 

His applicat: indorsed by tary Fish, was transmitted to Senator Sum- 
ner, then chairman of the 9 —— on Foreign Relations. A bill, introduced 
by Mr. Sumner, granting the relief 8 was passed in the Senate. It seems 
never to have been pushed in the House, Beauboucher's infirmities and health 
— possible —.— preventing him from giving personal supervision to his 


“The same causes, possibly aided by a feeling of discouragement not unnatural 
to his race or to any one else under the circumstan seems to account — oar 
sequent delay in its prosecution. The committee find in this delay nothin; 
invalidate their faith in the justice of Beauboucher's demand, which at the — 
received the indorsement of the American minister at Constantinople, Mr. E. 
Joy Morris; Governor Perham, of Maine, and Mr. Israel Washburn, collector of 
2 rt oſ Portland, who seem to have had a personal acquaintance with and re- 

oe the claimant. 

he unhappy colonists, to the number of forty or more, mainly Maine folk, de- 
clared their apy 8 and gratitude ſor his services in a letter to him, now in 
the files of the, tate Department. 

. as before noted, the chs eta at reg recommended some appropriation 
to reimburse him for his outla Under these circumstances the committee 
have no hesitancy in recommending the of the accompanying bill, which 
leaves the adjustment of the — beg ca ir limits, and all other details, to 

the discretion ofthe Secretary of State. 


Mr. PHELPS. Unless some 0 of the Committee of the Whole 
desire further discussion I move that this bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

GEORGE 8. HUNT & CO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1005) 
for the relief of George S. Hunt & Co. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be That Secretary Treasury be directed 
eee ener Hunt re Co., of reie p Me., the 5 of $5,352. 2 so being 
amount of excess of duties illegally collected of them on certain cargoes of 
sugar. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Ways and Means was 
read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the words during the year 1881.” 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. REED, of Maine) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ation, and Feopectfally report Hunt & Co., have had the same under consid 


2 of gallant services in the Union Army. In 


aa Moti 


der- 
A ria the teers. Georges, H t & Co., of Portland, M „imported 
uring year un e., 
gomar s the United States, and paid thereon n the d uties exacted 
Treasu lation uiring the polariscope They ee test to the 
1 in due ſorm ot law, and then — to othe eer Treasury. 
= hom were informed soa by the deputy cose Lewis B. Smith, an official of 
years’ standing, was all was necessary to their rights. Some 
1 —— “thereafter the courts decided that the position en by Messrs. Hunt & Co. 
in regard toth test was correct, application 
for a refund of e amount in 1881, which was $5,352.59, and were in- 


formed that, in addition tothe protest and appeal already Asaini, they should 
have brought suit in the courts. 


Upon invest on, it a that the Department entertained the same view 
of the law which the di collector had stated to Messrs. Hunt & Co., and that 
directions have y issued for refunding in like cases. Upon receipt 


of such instructions the New. York custom-house officials suggested 

tion, and the construction of the law was referred to the Attorne a frac by. who 
decided that the Secretary of the had not the power of refunding, un- 
less a suit had been brought. It should be added — — ev importer who was 
properly advised, and who brought suit, has been paid by the Treasury wn rele 
ment. Very large sums have been repaid. Under t this Mate of facts 11 the 

tion seems to be as follows: 

Messrs. George S. Hunt & Co. paid the 8 * which the Gov- 
ernment had no right to exact. They made appeal, and were as- 
sured by an officer of the Government that n . — ze needed to preserve 
their rights. It seems that the ent Sean ion. 

The sole defense that can be X. 9 — — 2 
do not undertake to proclaim the d ne that the Government is 
for the statements of its officers as to questions of law, they do think that i that nt this 
case the refusal to pay back would be unjust and inequitable, and 9 
recommend the pumas of the bill with an amendment adding the words d 
ing the year 1881.” 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This report so fully discloses the facts in 
this case, that unless some one desires to debate the proposition I will 
move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I do not rise to oppose this bill; I think that it is a 
very meritorious measure, and that these merchants should have a re- 
fund of these excessive duties. But I would like to ask my friend from 
Maine why the Committee on Ways and Means has not brought into 
this House a general bill covering all these cases. Isee on the 
Calendar two cases of a similar nature following this one. 

Now, I am op to special legislation of this character. If it is 
right that these merchants of Portland and Boston should have a refund 
of these duties, why is it not right that other merchants, merchants of 
New York and Baltimore and New Orleans, who are similarly situated, 
should have the benefit of like legislation? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say in reply tothe gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BEACH] that the general question has not been referred 


to the Committee on Ways and Mea = any bill which has been in- 
If there has been such a bill introduced, it has not been 


troduced. 


brought to the attention of thecommittee. When the subjectis properly 
presented, Iam unable to see how either the committee or the House 
can refuse their approval of such a measure. 

Mr. BEACH. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the very fact that three 
bills of this character were before the Committee on Ways and Means 
was sufficient notice to the committee that there were doubtless other 
claims of a similar character, and the committee should have formu- 
lateda general bill of which all parties having claims of this nature could 
have the benefit. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There wasnot the slightest indication before 
the committee of any other claims of this character. 

Mr. BEACH. Are there not three bills of this character in immedi- 
ate succession on the Calendar? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There are; and those three have received the 
Liat of the committee as well as of a committee of the previous 

No other bills of this character have been presented; and I do 
not see how the committee can be said to have had notice of the exist- 
ence of other bills. 

Mr. BEACH. And each of these ns is a special bill? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is tru 

Mr. BEACH. Why not, then, eee a general bill, which would take 
no | to pass than any one of these particular bills? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Simply because we are to-day face to face not 
with that question, but the present one. 

Mr. BEACH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I wish at the proper time—I 
resume it is not in order now—to make a motion to recommit this 
1 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the gentleman will not make that 
motion. 

Mr. BEACH. With instructions to the committee to formulate a 
general bill which shall embrace all cases of this description, and thus 
dispense with the necessity of this special legislation. There is no 
reason why our Calendar should be crowded with these special bills; 
there is no reason why the time of Congress should be taken up in 
their consideration. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. These three claims having received the ap- 
proval of the ‘Committee of Ways and Means, I hope they will receive 
the approval of the House; and I do not wish to see them sacrificed 
upon general principles. 

Mr. BEACH. My experience teaches me that the best way to procure 
l tion on any subject is to stop the passage of these special bills, 
When we reach a point where it is understood that these special bills 
will not be permitted eee then we shall pass general laws 
covering all these parti 

. Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand that this bill as presented re- 
quires the payment of 85,352.59. If that is the case, the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Ways and Means is necessary. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When was this money collected ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. In 1881; and we propose now to refund tho 
amount without interest. I ask that the bill be laid aside to be re- 

ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

P The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York submit the 
motion to recommit? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not in order until we get into the House. 
The bill can be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman has no 
motion pending at this time. 

Mr. BEACH. I did not make any motion at this time, but merely 
gave notice I would submit the motion to recommit when we got into 
the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not had the opportunity of examining the 
details of this bill further than from the reading of the report. There 
are quite a number of cases of this kind, naire all of which have been 
referred to the Committee on Claims. Under the new rules this claim 
should have gone to that committee, but by unanimous consent three 
ware were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. Of course, 

g to that committee, which has very few private claims before 

HEr case got before the House much sooner than it could have done 
if it had been referred to the Committee on Claims, where, as I have 
said, it properly belongs. 

I do not complain of that, because that committee is overburdened 
and has before it a t many cases of this kind now pending. But, 
sir, it does seem a little hard that two or three claimants should be 
favored and get their claims through, while others of equal merit are 

uired to await the slow course of other committees which are bur- 
dened under the rules with many cases of the same sort. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the proposition suggested by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH], of allowing these claims 
to go before some court for disposal or to come in under some general 
law. Where importers have paid taxes illegally to the Government 
they ought to have a forum into which they can take their claims and 
have them adjudicated. 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] whether there 
was not a forum, or at least some place where these claimants could 
have properly taken their claims and brought suit? 
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Mr, REED, of Maine. Not under the state of information they had. 
If the gentleman has read the report, as I have no doubt he has—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He will see these gentlemen were misled by 
statements made innocently by an officer of the Government; that these 
statements were made on a point of law which was so close that the 
Treasury Department itself, under the control of Mr. Folger, was of the 
same opinion as the Government officer who gave these gentlemen the 
advice they had done right, that it was necessary, and that orders were 
actually issued for payment in such cases; but gentlemen connected with 
the New York custom-house insisted the other course ought to have 
been taken, and on reference of the matter to the Attorney-General, the 
Attorney-General thought differently from Secretary Folger. It was a 
difference of opinion between two distinguished lawyers. 

Mr. BEACH. As to procedure. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ves, as to procedure. There is no question 
about amount. There is no question about the sums being due these 
parties —no question whatever as to the justice of the claim. It is only 
a point of omission, which omission was made under the suggestion of 
one of the most accomplished customs officers we have in the United 
States, a gentleman who has served for a long time with great satisfac- 
tion to everybody connected with the business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman explain to the committee what 
was the difference between requiring the polariscope test and the test 
which should have been legally applied in measuring the amount of tax 
to be paid on this sugar? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The difference in this particular instance is 
precisely the sum named in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That, of course, I understand. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not know Icatch the purport of the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to know why the Treasury officials should 
apply a test which was illegal at the time. 

Lr. REED, of Maine. Because in the opinion of the then Secretary 
of the Treasury that was the suitable test to apply; but the courts of 
law, on the matter being referred to them, took a different view of the 
law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In what case was that decided? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It was decided in a case I have somewhere 
among the papers, but it is a case decided in the United States courts 
and acquiesced in by the Department. 

Mr. MORRISON. Under which the Department has paid all the 
other claims. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Since thattime the Department has paid, on 
claims of this kind where suits had been entered, $1,500,000, or there- 
abouts, as is certified to me by Mr. Macgregor, chief of the Customs De- 

ent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In pursuance of suits? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is, where suits had been brought, where 
nothing had been done beyond mere entry. 

The only fault Jean see these people are chargeable with is they have 
not been more just to the members of a deserving profeasion so largely 
represented upon the floor of this House. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. They ought to be fined. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. They are fined the entire interestof this case. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That shows their good sense. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am pained te hear my friend from Kansas 
say so. I expressed the real sentiment of the House a moment ago. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Maine has made an 
impression upon this House by his statement which I believe to be erro- 
neous. He says that this question as to what the importer or merchant 
should have done at the time of paying this duty was a question of deli- 
cate law, about which those who were qualified to express an opinion 
were in great doubt. Now, the veriest tyro in the profession, by look- 
ing at the section of the Revised Statutes referring to this subject, can 
see what a merchant, about to pay duty upon imported goods believed 
to be erroneous or excessive, is called upon to do; that is, in the first 
place, he has to file a notice of protest with the collector; and, in the 
second place, within thirty days thereafter he has to take an appeal to 
the Setretary of the Treasury. If the decision of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is adverse to him, then under the statute he is obliged to bring 
a suit within ninety days. Now, as I understand the case before the 
House to-day, these merchants complied with two of the provisions of 
of the statute, namely, the protest was filed and an appeal was taken 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; but there was a failure to bring suit 
or any action in the United States courts for recovery of the alleged ex- 
cessive duty, and by reason of that failure these parties forfeited under 
the law all rights to a refund of the duties claimed to be excessive, Is 
not that a correct statement? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It seems to be. 

Mr. BEACH. It seems to me, then, that they were in ignorance of 
their = rights, and ignorantia legis non excusat the gentleman knows 
very well. . 

The Government has the money of these merchants; it belongs to 
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them, and ought to be returned; and the point I make is not against 
the refunding of the money to them, but that we should have a general 
bill which will take in all these cases, the three now being pressed by 
the gentleman from Maine and all of those which have been referred to 
the Committee on Claims, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, the 
chairman of that committee. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. If there is no further debate, I ask a vote 
upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to the bill the words “during the year 1881.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHINNEY & JACKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1006) 
for the relief of Phinney & Jackson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to pay to 
Messrs. Phinney & Jackson, of Portland, Me., $5,496.18, paing oaas of duties 
illegally collected from them on certain cargoes of sugar d g 1881. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thisis precisely the same case as the last bill, 
and I desire to propose an amendment, on account of an error in the 
figures. I find instead of the figures contained in the bill that the 
amount should be $5,212.02. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What are the figures in the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. A little more than that sum. 

Nr. MORRISON. That is the amount ascertained by the Treasury 

ent to be eorrect. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am informed by the authorities of the Treas- 
ury Department that this is the correct amount. There are no facts 
that are stated in the report which are not corroborated by official eer- 


tificates. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These figures are certified to as correct? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. They are. So far as the Hunt & Co. bill is 
concerned I have the approval, as to the amount, of the chief of the 
Customs Division; and as to the next bill, the one in favor of Hall & 
Co., I have a telegram from the collector of the port of Boston, Mr. 
Saltonstall, that the amount is correct. 

I therefore move to strike out the figures contained in the bill under 
consideration and insert the sum of $5,212.02. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DUDLEY HALL & CO. 


‘Tho uext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1007) 
fox tho relief of Dudley Hall & Co. - 
The bill is as follows: 
ee it N &c., _— the 5 of the 5 be, and he . 8314 is, au- 
rized irected ou ny mon ee, n erwise 
ate ail & Co., of i Maa the anh O 


appropriated, to Dudle: $3. bein; 
8 of excess of duties illegally eollected of them on certain a oratios of 
Matanzas, Cuba. 


sugar made in May, 1881, at Boston, on steamer Leo, from 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the third bill of the same character; 
the same state of facts exists, and the figures are correct. They are cer- 
tified in the telegram to which I have referred. 

Mr. BEACH. And therefore, being correct, it is a very good reason 
why the general bill should pass. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no doubt of that, 
We are all in favor of a general bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are the facts on which this bill is based the same 
as in the other bills? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Precisely. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK OF LITTLE ROCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 382) to au- 
thorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Arkansas, to 
ae its name to the First National Bank of Little Rock; reported by 
Mr. WILKINS from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The bill was read, as follews: 


Be it enacted, de. That the name of the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, 
located at Little Rock, Ark., shall be changed to the First National Bank of Lit- 
tle Rock whenever the board of directors of said bank shall accept the new name 
by resolutions of boardand cause a copy of such resolutions, duiy authenti- 
cated, to be filed with the Comptroller of the Currency: ‘Provided, ‘hat such ac- 


. after the of this act. 
EC. 2. That all debts, demands, liabilities, ri hts, privileges, and powers of the 
Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock devolve upon and inure to the 
First National Bank of Little Rock whenever such change of name is effected, 
Mr. ROGERS. There is an amendment to the bill reported by the 
committee, in which I move concurrence. 
Mr. DINGLEY. This bill, I understand, is on the House Calendar, 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is a mistake; it is here on the Private Cal- 
endar by order of the House. 
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Mr. BEACH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

3 demk whether Fn kiha Clerk has in his hands s 
ill whi een reported e Committee on Banking 
Currency of this House? 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BEACH. The identical bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes,sir. Theamendment proposed by the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 6, after the words “directors of said bank,” insert as follows: 

Having been previously authorized by a vote of shareholders owning two- 
thirds of the si of said E 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BEACH. The same objections I felt it to be my duty to raise 
to the bills considered a few moments ago I now raise to this bill. In 
every Congress we have a large number of these bills introduced, com- 
ing from all parts of the country, to change the names and locations of 
national banks or to increase their capital stock. They are a class of 
bills with which we should not be bothered here. They can all be 
covered by a general Jaw; and we can pass a general law in the time 
that it takes us to pass one of these bills. I introduced a bill for that 

urpose, which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and which has been reported back favorably by that committee and is 
now on the Calendar. I understand it is the intention of the gentle- 
man having it in charge to bring it 15 probably in the early part of 
next week. I think this bill should be passed over till that general 
act is 77FFCCTCCCCꝙET!! A7 Bo EE TIURI End proper, 
but I object to it because it is in the nature of special tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York it is 
true that a general bill has been reported by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. A similar bill was reported in the Forty-eighth 
Congress but did not become a law. The gentlemen interested in this 
national bank at Little Rock are desirous its name should be changed 
immediately in order to cany out some arrangements they wish made. 
There may be considerable delay in passing the general law; and since 
this bill has been unanimously and is now before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole with a slight amendment, it seems to me the right 
course is to immediately concur in the Senate bill and let the gentlemen 
interested go on with the arrangements they pro to make, 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has 
stated the case so well that I will not undertake tosupplement his state- 
ment in any way. I therefore insist on my motion that the bill be laid 
aside to be re to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL BANK OF WINONA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 32 
change the name of the National Bank of Winona; reported by Mr. 
DINGLEY from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the name of The National Bank of Winona, located in 
the city of Winona and State of Minnesota, be changed to The First National 
Bank inona whenever the board of directors of said bank shall accept the 


copy of such action, duly authenticated, to be filed with the Com; er of the 
8 Provided, rege pete shall be made hf 13 months 
after the of this and that expenses inciden @ proposed 
change, including engraving, shall be borne by said bank. 

Sec. 2. That all debts, deman wers of 


The National Bank of Winona 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I move the bill be laid aside to be re- 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. It is identical 

with the bill just passed, except that there is no amendment reported 
to this bill. 

Mr. BEACH. I only desire to enter my protest e the bill for 
the reasons I have already stated, that it is special legislation, and a 
general bill should be passed to cover all such cases. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
de why he opposes all these bills? Let him give some reason for 

oing 80. 

Mr. BEACH. If the gentleman had listened to the reasons I gave a 
few moments ago he would not now repeat his question. 

Mr. STEELE. But the gentleman was then speaking of a different 
bill. 

Mr, BEACH. The same reasons which impelled me to oppose the 
one impel me to oppose the other. Here is a simple act of administra- 
tion which the Comptroller of the can perform as well as the 
House. We can pass a general law giving the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency power to the name of a bank. Let us pass such general 
law and get rid of all this special legislation. f 


Mr. WILKINS. We could pass this bill in the time the gentleman 
from New York has been occupying. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF MINNEAPOLIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1260) to 
authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of 
Minneapolis, Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the First National Bank of Minneapolis, located in the 


in the State of Minnesota, is hereby authorized to in: 


poclation and determined the Comptroller of the Curreney; and the Comp- 
of increase of the 
exceeding $2,000,000. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 9, after the word “currency,’’ insert the following: 

Whenever the board of directors of said bank shall be authorized so to do by 
vote of shareholders owning two-thirds of the stock of same. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SNYDER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred House bill 
No, 1260, entitled “A bill to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000," having had 
the same under consideration, recommend that said bill do pass, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

After the word currency,“ in line 9, insert the following: Whenever the 
board of directors of said bank shall be authorized so to do by a vote of share- 
holders owning two-thirds of the stock of same.“ 

Mr. MILLER. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like a little 
information about this bill. I would like to know why these parties 
can not make the desired increase under the present law without com- 
ing here for a special act? 

Mr. MILLER. That question was submitted to Attorney-General 
Brewster two years ago, and he delivered an opinion that after the amount 
of the capital stock of a national bank had been fixed by the articles of 
association neither the stockholders, the board of directors, nor the 
Comptroller of the Currency could increase the capital stock beyond the 
limit fixed, and that all three together could not do it—that it would 
require a act of Upon that opinion we introduced a 
bill in the last Congress to give the Comptroller, in connection with the 
stockholders and the directors of a bank, power to authorize the increase 
of their capital stock; but that bill did not come up for consideration. 
We have introduced the same bill again, but I understand there is con- 
siderable opposition to lb the ground that it confers too much 

er, 


authority upon the Com 
Kaman What is the present capital stock of 


Mr. ANDERSON, of 
this bank? 

Mr. MILLER. The present capital stock is $600,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I now move that the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee be concurred in. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. i I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill, which I send to the desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
move to amend the amendment? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No, sir. Iwish toamend the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Very well. I will offer the amendment 
when it is in order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment reported by the committee will 


be read. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


After the words “Comptroller of the Currency,” in line 9, insert the words 
“whenever the board of directors of said bank shall be authorized so to do by 
a vote of the shareholders owning two-thirds of the stock of the same. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer my amend- 
ment to the bill, and ask that it be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add, at the end of line 14, the following: 
“And the said bank is hereby authorized to keep its entire reserve in stand- 
ard silver dollars.“ 


[Laughter. ] : 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] desires to be heard at length upon the 
amendment just offered by him, and he yields to me that I may make 
a motion that the committee now rise. I make that motion. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh,no!’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, before the question is put upon 
that motion, I desire to ask the committee to proceed with the consid- 
eration of the pending bill, and also the next one on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] is in order. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Iobjecttothegentleman from er pn ip 


yielding the floor for that purpose. I insist that he now. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If there is objection to the motion just 
made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] I will 
now, but I wish the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] would 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] can 
obtain the floor again, I have no objection to withdrawing my motion 
to enable the committee to dispose of these two bills, after which I shall 
renew it. 

Several MEMBERS. Withdraw the motion. : 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my motion for the time 


being. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if it is the desire of gen- 
tlemen to have other bills considered and passed upon at this time, I 
will yield for that purpose. I understand that there is only one bill 
that can be reached to-day, and I will yield to enable the committee 
to consider that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill as 
amended be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


NATIONAL BANK OF LINCOLN, PA. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2139) 
e We e Pa., to change its location 
and name. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Pye — Ser an — — — — — — 
of Lincoln State unsylvan hereby authorized to change ocation 
in said State, Whenever the stockholders 


two thindan the ital of said bank, at a meeting called for that de- 
s the cap a purpose, 

termine to make such the and shall execute a certifi- 
cate, under the corporate seal of the bank, g such determination, 

shall cause the same to be recorded in the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. and thereupon such change of location shall be and the opera- 
tions of discount and deposit of said bank shall be carried on in the village of 


hratah. 
20. 2, That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any man- 
ner to release the said bank from any liability or effect any action mpo 
ing in law in which the said bank may be a party or interested; and w. such 
heh kalk be blished in t weekly in the county of = 
such change, 8 ul n two w papersin o 
ter and sald State not less than four weeks. 


of Lincoln to the village of 
tion of this act, its name shall be changed 


Seo. 4. That all liabili privileges, and of 
the Lincoln National Bank of Lincoln. Pa., devolve upon the Na- 
tional , whenever of name is eff 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. i from the report of the committee 


this bill it appears that all the parties in interest have concluded that 

i either the name or the location of the 
bank. I therefore move that the bill be laid aside, in order thata mo- 
tion may be made in the House to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The proper way to accumplish the gentleman’s 
object would be to move to report the bill to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that the ing clause be stricken out. 

Mr. BRADY, Then, Mr. i I move that the bill be reported 
adversely to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. rz 

Mr, STRAIT. Mr. i I ask unanimous consent to pass to 
page 8 of the Calendar, and take up House bill No. 1245, which is of a 
similar nature to the bills just disposed of. 

Mr. BEACH. I must object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the er having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLount, from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, reported that they had had various bills under con- 
sideration, and had instructed him to report them favorably to the 
House, some with and some without amendments, and also one bill 
adversely. 

The SPEAKER. The House will now 
of the several bills just reported from 
House on the Private Calendar. 


FRANCES E. STEWART. 


The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of 
Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


to the consideration 
Committee of the Whole 


JOSEPH W. PARISH. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 


= the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar with a recommendation 
that it pass, and that House bill 3830, identical in its terms, be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a resolution in regard to this bill 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the pending bill be recommitted to the Committee on War 
Claims, with instructions to so amend the bill as to refer retin 


The SPEAKER. The question is on this motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on War Claims. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 56, noes 75. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested to me to move 
simply that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims; 
and I am willing to put the motion in that form, although I 
think it would be better to accompany it with instructions. I modify 
my motion so as merely to move that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. TUCKER. As I understood the motion—and that understand- 
ing controlled my vote—it was a motion to recommit the bill witha 
direction to the committee to report a bill providing that this claim be 
sent to the Court of Claims, with instructions to that court to decide 
it in a particular way. It seems to me that we can not direct a court 
as to the decision it shall render. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana modifies his motion 
so as to move simply that the bill be recommited to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 61, noes 76. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted; and I ask the yeas and nays 
on the question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being-ayes 32, noes 83; more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana intend to in- 
clude in his motion both the Senate bill and the House bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 128, not vot- 
ing 104; as follows: 


YEAS—41, 
Adams, J, J. Davidson, A. C. Lehlbach, Spriggs, 
rnot, nn, Lowry, Springer, 
Barksdale, Eden, Matson, — 7 
Beach, Eldredge, McCreary, Sharles 
Belmont, Ermentrout, McRae, St. n, 
Blount, Everhart, erriman, Stone, W. J. of Mo, 
ro z ler, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ford, Mitchell, Swope, 
Breckinridge, WOP Gibson, Eustace Morrison, Taulbee 
Bynum. Glass, Neal, Taylor, J. 
Caldwell, Green, W. J. Neece, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Oates, Trigg, 
Candler, Hall, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Clary, Halsell, Pindar, ‘Turner, 
Clements, Harris, Randall, Van Eaton, 
Cobb, Hatch. Reese, Ward, J. II. 
Cole, Hemphill, Robertson, Warner, A. J 
— — Weaver, J. B. 
Cowles, Johnston, T. D. ler, Wellborn, 
Cox, Jones, J. H. Scott, Wheeler, 
Crisp, des, Seymour, Wilson, 
Croxton, Shaw, Winans, 
Culberson, Le Fevre, Sow: 
NAYS—123, 
A G. E. Ellsberry, y Reed, T. B. 
Allen, m E La Follette, 22 W. 
Anderson, — F arq * Laird. * 
Atkinson, Felton, Little, Ri 
Baker, Fleeger, Long, Rockwell, 
Barnes, Fuller, 9 — Rowell, 
Bayne, Gallinger, Smeg Scranton, 
Blanchard, Gay, arkham, Sessio: 
Brady, Martin, Skinner, 
Browne, T. M. Gilfillan, Maybury, Spooner, 
Brown, G E Grou McComas, Stecle, 
Brown, W. W. 5 $ — 0 3 
Buchanan, Hayden, n, wart, J. W. 
Buck Haynes, Millard, Stone, W. J., of Ky, 
Burleigh, Heard, Moffatt, Strait, 
Burrows, Henderson, D. B. i Struble, 
Batterwo: Henderson, T. J. Negley, Symes, 
Campbell, J. Henley, Nelson, Taylor, Zach 
Campbell, J. E. Herman O'Donnell, Thompson, 
nnon, Hiestand, o Throckmorton, 
Carleton, Hill, O'Neill, Charles Tillman, 
Conger, Hires, O'Neill, J.J. Wade, 
Cooper, Hitt, Osborne, Wadsworth, 
Curtin, Holmes, Owen, Warner, William 
n, kins, Payne, eber, 

* ouk, J. est, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Jackson, Perkins, White, A. C. 
Dibble, Johnson, F. A. Perry, White, Milo 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T. Peters, Whiting, 

rsey, Jones, J.T. Phelps, Wilkins, 
Dougherty, Ketcham, Plumb, Willis, 
4 Kleiner, Price, * Wolford. 
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Aiken, Dawson, James, Reagan. 
Allen, J. M. Dockery, Kelley, 3 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, pe Rome 
Ballentine, e Ely, Lawler, Ryan, 

ur, isher, they. Sawyer, 
Barry, Foran, ey. vers, 
Bennett, Forney, Lore, oe 
Bing is Frederick, Lovering, Singleton, 
Bland, Funston Mahoney, Is, 
Bliss, Gibson, C. H. McAdoo, Snyder, 
Bound Glover, McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Boutelle, Gof, Milliken, Swinburne, 

x Green, R.S. Mills. Tarsney, 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Morgan, ‘Taylor, E. B 
Bunnell, Hahn, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 

Hammond, Muller, mas, J. 
Cabell, Hanback, Murphy, ‘Townsend, 
Campbell, T. J. Harmer, Norwood, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Henderson, J.S. O Ferrall, Viele, 
Catchings, Hepburn, Parker, ait, 
Collins, Herbert, Payson, Wakefield, 
Compton, Hewitt, Pettibone, Ward, T. B. 
Crain, Hiscock, Pideock, Weaver, A. J. 
Daniel, Ho 3 Pirce, A tre 
Davenport, Hutton, Pulitzer, Woodburn, 
Davis, Trion, Ranney, Worthington. 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BuNNELL. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. LIBBEY. 
Mr. MULLER with Mr, HISCOCK. 
Mr. HOWARD with Mr. LINDSLEY. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. Prrce. 
The following-named members were announced rs ig for this day: 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsyly: 
. FoRNEY with Mr. RYAN. 
. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK. 
. DocKERY with Mr. WAIT: 
. HAMMOND with Mr. CASWELL, 
. GOFF with Mr. BALLENTINE. 
. BOUTELLE with Mr. LORE. 
. MAHONEY with Mr. HARMER. 
. SENEY with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. 
. HERBERT with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
. CABELL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
. AIKEN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. Hxwrrr with Mr. ELY, until next Tuesday. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 
Mr. LYMAN demanded the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a substitution of one bill for another ? 
The SPEAKER. It was reported to the Chair that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had taken up and consid- 
ered the Senate bill and reported it to the House with che recommenda- 
tion it do pass, and also that it reported back the House bill with the 
recommendation that it be laid on the table. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was 
House bill 3830 was laid on the table. 


EVENING SESSION DISPENSED WITH. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that by unanimous consent the 
standing order of the House for Friday evening sessions be set aside for this 
evening only. The reason I do this is that while a large number of cases 
are upon the Calendar, yet the reports have not been circulated among 
members, and they have not had opportunity toexamine them. I have 
consulted the chairmen of other committees interested in this work, and 
they all agree the session for this evening should be postponed until 
members shall have an opportunity to examine the committee reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALLL. In the absence of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] I report from the Committee on Appropriations 
bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for the payment of invalidand 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be pri 

Mr. RANDALL. It is my understanding the gentleman from Illinois 
will return Tuesday next, at which time the bill will be called up for 
consideration. It may, however, be necessary to consider it sooner. 

Mr. ROGERS, I reserve all points of order. 


GEORGE S. HUNT & CO. 


Hunt & Co, has been reported back with an amendment. It will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word sugar,“ in line 7, insert during the year 1881.” 

The amendment was agreed to, and as amended the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BEACH. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Ways and Means with instructions to report a general bill covering all 
claims of a similar character. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I make the point of order such instruction 
can not be given. 

‘fhe SPEAKER, The point of order is well taken; a private bill can 
not be converted into a general bill. 

The bill as amended was passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles were without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief of Victor Beauboucher; 

A bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Dudley Hall & Co.; and 

A bill (S. 126) to the name of the National Bank of Winona. 
Amendments to bills of the following titles were agreed to; and as 

amended the bills were severally 5 
A bill . R. 1006) for the relief of Phinney & Jackson; and 
A bill (8. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 

Rork Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 


The bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn. , not to exceed $2,000,000. 

The bill (H. R. 3129) authorizing the National Bank of Lincoln, Pa., 
to its name and location was, in accordance with the recommen- 
dation of the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MORRISON moved that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. LAIRD. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following res- 
olution for present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| That Thursday, the llth day of February, immediately after the 
morning hour, be set apart for the consideration of the bill (No. 67) for the relief 
of Fitz-John Porter, and that the consideration of the same be continued Thurs- 
Tuesday, and Wednesday, and that the previous 

question be moved Thursday, the 18th of Fe ‘clock 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HIESTAND. I object. 

Mr. HOUK. I hope the objection will be withdrawn, as every mem- 
ber of the committee of both parties has agreed to this motion. 

Mr. HIESTAND. I withdraw objection. 

There being no further objection, the resolution was adopted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at4 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers in the case of Bertha M. Timony, mi- 
nor child of Joseph Brocklebank, late Company H, Twentieth Maine 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Retition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of in- 
creasing pensions—to the same committee. y 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition and papers of William C. Malloy, of Pe- 
tersburg, Va., in support of his claim of $1,000 for property in Din- 
widdie County, Virginia, destroyed by the United States Army during 
augi 1865, the said Malloy being at the time an unnaturalized citi- 
zen of the United States, taking no part whatever against the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the late civil war—to the Committee on 
birding f Mary Ann Egan, wid f Capt. J: Egan, lat 

, petition o n widow of Capt. James n, late 
of the United States Army, with military record of her said husband, 
showing that he was engaged in fifty-eight battles, letters from Secre- 
tary of War Lincoln, Generals McKenzie, Crook, and other United 
States Army officers, asking for increase of her pension—te the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Hon. W. A. Curtis and other citi- 
zens of Georgia, and of John T. Wilson and others, of Georgia, asking 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of George S. | for national aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 
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By Mr. CARLETON: Resolutions of Croswell Assembly, Knights of 
Labor, for opening up to actual settlers the Cherokee and Oklahoma 
lands and for the forfeiture of the Atlantic and Pacific Railway land 
grant—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Assembly 3507, Knights of Labor, 
in favor of organizing a Territorial form of government for the Indian 
Territory—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of La Fayette 
County, Florida, asking for the passage of the bill known as the Blair 
bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Remonstrance of Danforth S. Steele and 95 others, 
and of T. B. Baker and 61 others, citizens of Harwich, against the ap- 
pointment of an international fisheries commission—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. A. C. Maxwell and 518 others, 
citizens of the second ward of Bay City, Mich., and of Birdsall & Barker 
and 180 others, citizens of the seventh ward of Bay City, Mich., asking 
that United States courts may be established at Bay City, Mich.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Rev. John H. Elliott and 41 other 
clergymen, members of the Pastors’ Alliance of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 3496) to provide for the 
study of physiology and hygiene with reference to the effect of intoxi- 
cating, narcotic, and poisonous substances upon the life, health, and 
welfare, by the pupils in the public schoolsof the Territories and of the 
District of Columbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, In- 
dian and colored schools, supported in whole or part from the United 
States Treasury—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Rev. John H. Elliott and 39 other clergymen, mem- 
bers of the Pastors’ Alliance of the District of Columbia, against the 
provision of Senate bill No. 696, now pending, by which saloon-keep- 
ers and other proprietors of bar-rooms will not be required annually to 
secure the written consent of a majority of the owners of real estate on 
the side of a square where it is desired to locate a saloon and on the 
side of the square fronting the same—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 2 

By Mr, HEWITT: Petition of Louis Lange, for removal of charge of 
desertion and honorable discharge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of 71 citizens of Rothsville, Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill recommended by the 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of W. H. Cook, James Grace, William 
Seymour, and others, for a law putting oleomargarine and butterine 
under Internal Revenue Department—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Dy Mr. JACKSON; Petition of soldiers and citizens of New Castle, 
Pa., for the passage of the pension law recommended by the Grand Army 
of the Republic committee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of 132 citizens of Pleasant Lake, Steu- 
ben County, and of 181 citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., to pension pris- 
oners of war who were confined in confederate military prisons during 
the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Akron, Ohio, 
raying for the organization of a Territorial form of government over 
ndian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Papers in the case of William A. Burt, for re- 

lie to the Committee on Claims. Š 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papers in the case of James Kane, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of the heirs of General Count Casimir Pu- 
laski—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. REESE: Petition of 81 citizens of Athens, Ga., for national 
aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Memorial of the common council of Port Clinton, 
Ohio, asking for the further improvement of Port Clinton Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Memphis, Tenn., praying that Congress speedily determine what ac- 
tion will be taken on the silver question to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, three memorials of Claude Wiseman, asking Congress to make 
some provision for the adjustment of salaries of postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Thaddeus 
Boeme, to accompany House bill 4082—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Papers in the case of William Huntington—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of H. R. Crosbie and of E. C. 
Chirouse—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Resolution of William M. Mcek and others, 
a committee of Bellaire, Ohio, favoring the coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Enoch Sears and others, citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Guernsey County, Ohio, in favor of paying soldiers the difference be- 
tween gold and greenbacks—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. J.B. WEAVER: Petition of B. B. Franklin and 170 others, 
citizens of Kansas; of William Rowe and about 90 others, citizens of 
Iowa; of L. W. Cannon and 125 others, citizens of Iowa; and of W. S. 
Pelham and about 65 others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the organiza- 
tion of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James L. Coleman, administrator, 

raying that war claim of Daniel Coleman, deceased, and Elizabeth L. 
leman, of Calhoun County, Alabama, be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, 
Illinois, for an act to pension soldiers of the Black Hawk war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Joseph F. Wilson, of Peoria, III., for indemnity for 
costs and other expenses in litigating title to certain lands in the State 
of Indiana, he being the grantee of the patentee thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five do the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures : 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of J. F. Reynolds and 48 citizens of Decatur, 

1 


By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of George Reed and 35 others, citizens of 
Wyoming; of William Given and 40 others, citizens of Kansas; of L. 
B. Leighton and 105 others, citizens of Iowa; of B. B Franklin and 
others, citizens of Kansas; and of W. L. Riggs and 134 others, citizens of 
Kansas. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 8, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read aud approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th instant, certain information respecting the pur- 
chase of silver bullion, which the Secretary ed to read. 

Mr. INGALLS. That seems to be rather along communication and 
is in response to a resolution that I offered. I suggest that it be printed 
without reading and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The communication will be referred, with the accompa- 
nying papers, to the Committee on Finance. Does the Senator from 
Kansas propose that the order to print shall include the accompanying 
documents ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have the accompanying papers and 
exhibits printed in connection with the letter of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of January 25, certain information in regard to the disposition of ap- 
propriation for a breakwater at Port Orford, Oreg.; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication will be printed, 
and the question of printing the accompanying exhibits will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Navy as to the clerks and employés in that Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from O. C. Marsh, president of the National Academy 
of Sciences; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1886. 

Sm: In conformity with the requirements of the act of incorporation, ap- 
proved March 3, 1863, I have the honor to submit herewith a report of the opera- 
tions of the National Academy of Sciences during the past year. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
O. C. MARSH, 


President of the National Academy of Sciences. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the board of 
directors of the Vessel-owners and Captains’ Association, praying ‘for 
the Passage of the bill to provide a telegraph line in connection with 
the Signal Service at Point Jupiter, Florida; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a petition of citizens of Toledo, Ohio, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution granting the right 
of suffrage to women; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature of Missis- 
sippi, in favor of the ship-railway project of Capt. James B. Eads; which 


was referred to the Committee on erce. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Findlay, Ohio, praying the 
passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of the national pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present the petition of the descendants of 
Jacob Vanderslice, a soldier of the Revolutionary war, in the several 
capacities of sergeant, captain, and quartermaster, praying that there 
may be a readjustment of the accounts of Jacob Vanderslice and some 
recognition of his services. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COKE. I presenta petition of Local Assembly No. 2182, Knights 
of Labor, of Austin, Tex., praying for the organization of a Territorial 
form of government over the Indian Territory mae e er up of 
all public and unoccupied lands in that Territory i to set- 
tlement under the homestead land laws, the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Indians upon their present reservations, and the purchase of 
the surplus lands of the reservations by the United States, and that 
the same hereafter be opened to settlement, &c. I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I also present a similar petition from Local Assembly 
No. 3995, Knights of Labor, at Ranger, Tex., and I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Fidelity, III., 
Alton, III., Gillespie, III., and Vinal Haven, Me., praying that the Okla- 
homa lands be opened to settlement and that the Indian Territory be 
given a Territorial government; which were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Winans and others, of Louis- 
ville, III., praying for a readjustment of the salaries of postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ridge Farm, III., pray- 
ing that the recommendations of the national committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic as to pensions be carried out by Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Vinal Haven, 
Me., praying the passage of a bill providing for the adjustment of ac- 
counts of laborers, mechanics, and workmen under the eight-hour law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition of members of the Na- 
tional Greenback party of the State of Iowa, praying for Congressional 
action relative to lands, transportation, debt, and money on the basis 
of the suggestions therein set forth. copies have been sent to 
me of the petition, I presume for the purpose of having one referred to 
the committeés having jurisdiction of the several subjects. I therefore 
ask that reference may be made of one copy to the Select Committee 
on Interstate Commeree, one to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
one to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The references will be made as re- 
quested if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of G. B. Guthrie and 
101 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute 
forfeiture of the unearned lands within the limits of the grant made to 
the Sionx City and Saint Paul Railroad Com . Inasmuch as the 
bill relating to this subject has been reported, I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Local Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, No. 2244, of Grand Junction, Iowa, praying for legis- 
lation providing for a Territorial form of government for the Indian 
Territory and the opening of all public and unoccupied lands therein 
to homestead settlement; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petion of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Assembly 
of the Knights of Labor, No. 3927, praying that the Oklahoma lands in 
the Indian Territory be opened to settlement; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Hattie E. Wood and 5 other ladies 
of Omro, Wis., in favor of the passage of a sixteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the disfranchisement of 
any citizen on the ground of sex; which was referred to the Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Augustus D. Saylor, of Con- 
shohocken, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, praying to be reim- 
bursed for amount paid as bondsman for Job H. Smith, of Philadel- 
phia; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of George B. Kerfoot and others, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying legislation regulating the time for catching 
mackerel; which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 


Mr. SEWELL. I present a petition of several thousand citizens ot 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania, praying legislation for the prevention of 
menhaden fishing on the Atlantic by the employment of purse-nets 
within 3 miles of the coast. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. A 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented petitions from local assemblies 
of Knights of Labor of Rochester, Norwich, Utica, and Syracuse, in the 
State of New York, praying for the passage of an act opening the Okla- 
homa lands to settlement; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Root and 50 other citizens 
of Washington County, New York, praying for the of a bill to 
increase the pensions of widows from $3 to $12 per month, &c. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONE presented a petition of the Norfolk and Portsmouth 
(Va.) Cotton Exchange, praying thatincreased appropriations be made 
for the Signal Service in the cotton States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Joseph I. Irwin and 20 
others, of Columbus, Ind., prayi re be granted to Jabel 
Smith, a soldier of the Sixteenth United States Infantry in the war 
with Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Miami Local Assembly, Knights of 
Labor, No. 3730, of Indiana, and a petition of Prospect Local Assem- 
bly, Knights of Labor, No. 3410, of Indiana, praying for the opening 
to settlement of unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, instructing the Senators from that State to pro- 
cure requisite legislation for granting rights of way to railroads through 
the Indian Territory. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition numerously signed by residents 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the early passage of Senate bills 
248 and 254 relating to steam railroads in this District. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Toledo (Ohio) Woman's Suf- 
frage Association and others, praying for the passage of an amendment 
to the Constitution extending suffrage to women; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of local assemblies of Knights of 
Labor of Constance and Emporia, Kans., praying that the Oklahoma 
lands in the Indian Territory be opened to settlement, &.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 7. 


Whereas the action of Land Commissioner Sparks in indiscriminately and in- 
definitely suspending the issuance of patents in some of the land districts of the 
State of Kansas bas worked and is 1 hardship to a large number 
of bona fide settlers on . lands within this State, by casting a cloud upon 
the title of their land, wi t providing any means for a speedy hearing, and 
thereby compelling many settlers to abandon their claims for want of funds to 
make payment for the same and to subsist till they realize from crops; and 

Whereas, while we deprecate all attempts to fraudulently obtain title to the 
pos domain and heartily indorse every effort to discover such frauds and pun- 

the offenders, yet we believe the present method of the Land Commissioner 
neither practicable nor just; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate lithe house pli eee concurring therein), That 


we instruct our Senators and request our tatives in Con; to take 
such steps in the matter as shall give bona settlers on public lands speedy 


relief. 
STATE or Kansas, Office of the Secretary of State, 
I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


VVV 
o! e A n R 
s [sean] 2 E. B. ALLEN, — of Stale, 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of local assembly Knights of Labor 
of East Milton, Mass., praying legislation opening to homestead settle- 
ment the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present four petitions, one from Local Assembly 
No. 3984, Knights of Labor, at „Mo.; one from Local Assem- 
bly No. 2534, Knights of Labor, at Lamar, Mo., and one from Local 
Assembly No. 7717, Knights of Labor, at Weaver, Mo., and one from 
Local Assembly No. 2772, at Kirksville, Mo., praying that the Okla- 
homa country be opened up to actual settlers. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent the petition of Mrs. Kate Evans Thatcher, 
Mrs. Fannie Dungan, and other citizens of the United States, residents 
of the town of Oregon, in the State of Missouri, earnestly praying for 
the passage of a joint resolution at this session of Congress, submitting 
to the several States a proposition to so amend the Constitution as to 
protect the women of all the States and Territories in the enjoyment 
of the right of suffrage on equal terms with men. As the joint reso- 
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ee has already been reported, I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 14th of December, 1885, I introduced a 
Be ee eee to Broadus G. Roberts. I now desire 
to present additional evidence in the shape of affidavits, which I hope 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Pensions, to accom- 
pany that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER. I present petitions for the ization of the In- 
dian Territory of local assemblies of the Knights of Labor at Detroit, 
Grand Rapids, Harrison, Three Rivers, Sparta, Lee’s Corners, East Bagi 
naw, and Manistee, Mich. I move that the petitions be referred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Rockford, III., praying 
for the adoption of a constitutional amendment forbidding disfranchise- 
ment on account of sex; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury Department, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1119) to provide for the 5 ope of hospi- 
tal stewards in the United States Army and to fix their pay and al- 

it with amendments. 


tain Y 
Washington for the enlargement of the Post-Office ent build- 
ing and to provide accommodations for the ene set 

read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that Order of Business 105, being the bill 
(S. 1265) to authorize the acquisition of certain of real estate 
embraced in square No. 406 of the city of Washington for the enlarge- 
ment of the Post-Office Department building and to provide accom- 
modations for the city post-office, be recommitted to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 770) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied 
by the Uncompahgre White River Ute Indians, reported itwithout 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 797) to provide for the study of physiology and 
hygiene, and the effect of intoxicating, narcotic, and poisonous sub- 
stances upon the life, health, and welfare, by the pupils in the public 
schools of the Territories and of the District of Columbia and in the 
Military and Naval Academies, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He from the same committee, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 1405), to provide for the study of the nature of alcoholic 
drinks and narcotics and of their effects upon the human system in 
connection with the several divisions of the subject of physiology and 
n the pupils in the public schools of the Territories and of the 
District of Columbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, and 
Indian and colored schoolsin the Territories of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 905) fixing the time for the 
sree, Sires VEe to report an bill on the subject. 

The bill (S. 1406) fi the time for the meeting of Congress was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the meeting of in the year 1887, and in every 


second year thereafter, shall be on the first Monday in October; and that in the 
W be on the second Monday 
2 ovember. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1286) to amend section 604 of the Revised Statutes, 
and for other purposes, rted it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 500) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever, 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


301) for the relief of William C. Dodge, reported it with amendmen 
and submitted a report thereon. - 


Mr. PLUMB. Onthełsth of January I reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands a bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas, which 
had been considered by that committeeand ordered to be amended, but 
by some mistake I sent to the desk a copy of the bill which did not 
have on it the statements of the amendments adopted by the commit- 
tee. I ask unanimous consent to report the bill back with the amend- 
ments which thecommittee proposeand haveit take the place on the Cal- 
endar which the bill would have occupied but for the mistake. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the other bill be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill now reported with the 
amendment of the committee will be placed on the Calendar in the 
place occupied by the bill previously reported. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the annual report of the Public Printer, reported the followin 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agr 


to: 
Ordered, That the annual rt of the Public Printer for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, lie on the table and be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING EXPENDITURES, 


Mr. MAHONE. In obedience to a resolution of the Senate passed 
at the last session of Congress I submit a report from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds covering a statement of appropriations 
and expenditures for public buildings from March 4, 1789, to March 4, 
1885; and Lask that 100 copies may be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some years ago I introduced a resolution calling 
for that information from the Secretary of the Treasury, and a report 
was made, but it has never yet been printed. It is a very valuable 
document, and I object to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds having an exclusive right to the use of such a document. We 
all ought to have it; it ought to be printed as a Senate document, and 
not simply 100 copies of it for the use of the committee. The rest of 
us would like to look at it and get the information it contains. 

Mr. MAHONE. It is not to be printed for the use of the committee; 
it is for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. L ask that the usual number of copies be printed, 
or that it be referred to the Committee on Printing for examination and 
re whichever may be appropriate. 

Mr. MAHONE. I have no objection to having the usual number 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the usual number of copies be printed instead of 100. If there be 
no objection the motion will be considered as agreed to, and the order 
will be made for printing the usual number. 


THE LATE ISRAEL KIMBALL, JR. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back a 
resolution with a substitute and recommend the passage of the sub- 
stitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolntion, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
on the 18th of January: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Mrs. Lapham Kimball, widow of Isracl Kimball, jr., deceased, 
late clerk to the Committee on Education and Labor, the sum of $2,190, being an 


amount equal to one year's salary at the rate per diem allowed by law to the 


clerk aforesaid, said sum to be considered as including funeralexpensesand all 


other allowances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported by thecom- 
mittee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment is to strike out all after the 
word Resolved“ and insert: 

That theSecretary of the Senate bo, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate to Mrs. 

ta Lapham Kimball, widow of Israel Kimball, jr., deceased, late clerk of the 

Committee on Education and Labor, the sum of $1,095, being an amount equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate per diem allowed by law to the clerk aforesaid; 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allow- 
ances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


LAND GRANT WAGON-ROADS IN OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back the resolution introduced by myself in regard to land- 
grant wagon-roads in Oregon with an amendment. I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. I suppose it will lead to no dis- 
cussion. 

The Senate, by unanimons consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, which was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, at the end of line 8 to strike out the semicolon, and 


after the word all, in the third line from the bottom of the resolu- 
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tion, to insert the words official documents and; so as to make the 
resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate copies of all maps, papers, and documents on file in the In- 
terior Department showing the location of wagon-roads in the State of Oregon 
under the provisions of grants made to said State to aid in the construction of 
military n-roads, and the time when such locations were made; of all 
papers and documents filed as evidence of the completion of said roads and com- 
pliance with the conditions upon which said grants were made by private cor- 
porations to whom said nts were transferred by said State; and a statement 
of the number of acres of land to which said companies became or would have 
become entitled to upon compliance with the conditions of such grants, the num- 
ber of acres within the limits of each of said grants surveyed to this date, the 
number of acres selected and listed by each of said companies, and the number 
of acres heretofore patented to each of said companies, together with copies of 
all official documents and papers showing or tending to show a failure on the 
part of said State or said private corporations to comply with the conditions 
upon which such grants were made. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
CONSIDERATION OF EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 


Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the 
resolution of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] declaring that 
executive nominations shall hereafter be considered in open session, 
have had the same under consideration, and direct me to report it ad- 
versely and to recommend that it be indefinitely postponed. I under- 
stand that the Senator from Connecticut desires that the matter should 

upon the Calendar with the adverse report, and to that I consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas, from the 
Committee on Rules, makes an adverse report on the adoption of a res- 
olution which will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be considered in open 
session, except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with the adverse re- 
port, will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I am glad that the committee have consented that the 
report shall be placed on the Calendar, I shall desire, when it comes 
up in its order, or perhaps earlier, at the convenience of the Senate, to 
submit some reasons why I think the resolution should be adopted, not- 
withstanding the adverse report of the committee. 


REPORT ON ORDNANCE AND WAR SHIPS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Select Committee on Ord- 
nance and War Ships to submit a report, and I present with it an order 
for printing the usual number and a certain number of additional copies, 
and ask the reference thereof to the Committee on Printing. 

The concurrent resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing, 
as follows: 

Resolved 5 deed Senate * House of Representatives concurring), That the usual 
number of the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance and War aips be 

rinted, and 8,000 additional copies also ii copies each for the War and Navy 


partments, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, 


BUSTS FOR THE SENATE CHAMBER. 


Mr. VOORHEES. In response toa resolution offered by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and adopted by the Senate on the 27th of 
January, I am instructed by the Committee on the Library to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That marble busts of those who have been Vice-Presidents of the 
United States shall be placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber; that 
the Architect of the Capitol is authorized, subject to the advice and approval of 
the Senate Committee on the Library, to carry into execution the object of this 
resolution, and the expenses incurred in doing so shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, 

I ask that the resolution be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with the favorable 
report of the committee, will be placed on the Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. 126) to change the name of the National Bank of Winona; 


and 

A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 

The message also announced that the House had the bill (S. 
382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark., 
to change its name to the First National Bank of Little Rock, with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of George S. Hunt & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 1006) for the relief of Phinney & Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Dudley Hall & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief of Victor Beauboucher; 

A bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
ma First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Francis E. Stewart, administrator 
of Michael S. Stewart, deceased. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1407) in relation to Indian depre- 
dations; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. At some future time, if it be agreeable to the Senate 
to hear me, I shall ask to submit some remarks upon the bill. Mean- 
while I move that the bill lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. I introduce a bill which I ask may be read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length. 

The bill 8. 1408) to promote the foreign trade of the United States 
and encourage the increase of the American merchant marine was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


A bill to promote the foreign trade of the United States and encourage the in- 
crease of the American merchant marine, 

Whereas prior to 1855 the traflic between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries was chiefly carried on by American vessels; and 

Whereas since that time the increase in such trafic has been enormous, yet 
the amount carried by American vessels has actually diminished; and 

Whereas this diversion of traffic to foreign vessels is due toa variety of causes 
which can not be overcome by unaided individual effort; and 

Whereas the existence of a large and effective merchant marine, under its 
own flag and manned by trained seamen, al ways available for naval operations, 
is 3 ntial — the safety and the highest commercial growth and prosperity o 
a nation; an 

Whereas all the important commercial nations of the world have found it 
necessary to extend Government aid in some form to develop and protect their 
ocean carrying trade; and 

Whereas the revival of the American ocean carrying trade will open a much- 
needed field of employment to many, and, by Proving cheap and regular trans- 
portation to markets not now so reached, will enlarge the demand for the excess 
products of all American industries: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress |, That the provisions of this act shall apply only to 
vessels having an American register and conforming to the classifications here- 
inafter given, and which shall be owned and controlled by American citizens or 
associations thereof, or by corporationsformed under United States law or under 
the laws of any of the States. 

Sec, 2. That no vessel shall be entitled to the benefit of this act unless it belongs 
to one of the following classes, and is or shall, until other ations are pro- 
vided by law, be built in conformity with rules equal to the tish Lloyds or 
French Bureau Veritas: 0 1 

LASS 1. 


Section A. Sailing vessels of metal or wood, oF ret of both, engaged in 
freight traffic only, and of not less than 1,000 tons Uni States gross register 
measurement. 

See. B. Vessels of metal or wood, or partly of both, propelled by steam, or 
some form of power applied through machinery, and engaged in freight traffic 


only, and of not less than 1,500 tons United States gross register measurement, 
Ciass 2. 


Sxcrion A. Vessels of metal or wood, or partly of both, propelled by steam, or 
some form of power applied through 3 and en in both freight 
and nger traffic, having an ave sea speed of not than 10 knots per 
hour, and of not less than 1,500 tons United States gross er measurement, 

Sec. B. Vessels similar to those described in section A of class 2, but having 
an average sea speed of not less than 14 knots per hour, of not less than 3,000 
tons United States gross register measurement, and a first-class cabin capacity 
for notless than 100 persons. 

Src. C. Vessels similar to those described in section B of class 2, but having an 
average sea speed of not less than 18 knots per hour, and of not less than 4,000 tons 
United States gross register measurement, and a first-class cabin capacity for not 
less than two hundred persons. : 

Src. 3. That every such vessel shall be entitled to and shall receive from the Sec- 
e e the Treasury the respective rates of compensation hereinafter d Mu 
and shall, as part consideration therefor, carry, without further charge, whatever 
mail matter shall be delivered to the said vessel, under such lations as the 
Postmaster-General shall from time to time prescribe: Prov however, That 
the said vessel shall only be required to take mail matter received at the ports 
of the United States from which it clears to the foreign ports at which it expects 
to call, and which may be received at said foreign ports and carried to the 
or ports of its destination. As a further consideration the United States Gov- 
ernment shall have the right to purchase or charter any such vessel for a price 
or sum to be fixed by agreement between the owners and the Secretary of the 
De ment purchasing or chartering said vessel; and in case of disagreement 
to be fixed by two appraisers, one to appointed by each of said parties, with 
power in said appraisers to choose a third in case of disagreement. 

SEC. 4. That the rates of compensation shall be paid as follows: For each nan- 
tical mile run between a port of the United States and any fo port, includ- 
ing both the outward and inward passage, the mileage between the ports visited 
shall be computed by the shortest routes through the water by great circle sail- 
ing, and then shall be paid at the end of each such voyage: 

lass 1, section A, for each 100 tons United States gross register measurement, 
4 cents. 

Class 1, section B, foreach 100 tons United States gross register measurement, 

4 


its, 
Class 2, section A, for cach 100 tons United States gross register measurement, 
4.4 cents. 

Class 2, section B, for each 100 tons United States gross register measurement, 
4.8 cents. 

Class 2, section C, for each 100 tons United States gross register measurement, 
5.3 cents. 

Sec. 5. That all eee. be made u 
and verifications and under regulations to prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and for all voyages beginning after January 1, 1887; and whatever 
moneys may be needed to make such payments are hereby appropriated. No 
payments for ocean services shall be made after January 1, 1887, toany 
vessel other than those covered by this act, excepting in cases where and only so 
long as such vessels can not give a service as eflicient as that given by other ves- 
sels. Tables of great circle distances shall be computed by the Naval Observ- 
atory and furnished tothe Secretary of the Treasury, who shall publish them and 


n vouchers, with forms of accounts 


furnish them to the collectors of the various ports of entry of the United States 
for the use of vessel owners and masters, aout they shall used in computing 
all dues under this act. 


Sec. 6. Thatafter January 1, 1905, the rates of compensation named in the fourth 
section hereof shall be reduced annually by 10 per centum of said rates, so that by 
January 1, 1915, such compensation shall entirely cease. 


Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1409) for the relief of R. P. W. 


1886. 
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Morriss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1410) for the relief of William Tabb; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 
Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1411) granting to the 
Hanson and Atlantic Beach Rail 


ilway Company the right of way through 
the military reservation at Saint Augustine, State of Florida; which was 
read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1412) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the judgments of the Court 
of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1413) for the widening of the 
cut at the Lime Kiln Crossing, Detroit River; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1414) re- 
lating to the equitable and legal rights of parties in ion of certain 
lands and improvements thereon in California, and to provide jurisdic- 
tion to determine those rights; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1415) to promote the rec- 
lamation of the desert lands of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Elijah 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1417) to provide for the deposit of 
the savings of seamen of the United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1418) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to provide libraries for the use of crews of vessels of war; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 

fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1419) to authorize the granting of an 
outfit of clothing to enlisted persons of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1420) granting a pen- 
sion to William Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. 
Weaver; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1422) to amend the law relat- 
ing to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1423) to amend the laws 
granting pensions; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying pepon, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEW ELL introduced a bill (S. 1424) for relief of graduates of the 
United States Military Academy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1425) for the relief of certain 
Yankton Indian scouts for services under General Sully against the 
hostile Sioux Indians in 1864; which was read twice by its title, and, 
bon the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 

fairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1426) for the encour- 
agement of closer commercial relationship and in the interest of and 
the Bd ee of peace between the United States and the Republics 
of Mexico and Central and South America and the Empire of Brazil; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1427) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in Springfield, Mo.; which was read twice hy 
its title, and referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1428) for the relief of Samuel Ceas, 
of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1429) for the relief of the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate in 
the case of William b be withdrawn and filed with the Committee on Claims, 
in connection with the bill for his relief. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the elaim of the heirs of James Sin- 
clair for land and damage done thereto in Washington Territory te taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. COLQUITT, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of J. W. Walter be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 8 


PURIFICATION OF WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to ascer- 
tain the advisability and practicability of providing the water supply of the cap- 
ital with filters and other 5 or cleansing and purifying the water, and 
to report the result of his inquiries, together with plans and estimates of the 
cost and application of the same. 


CAPRON JAPANESE COLLECTION. 


Mr, VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the propriety and expediency of purchasing for the Government 
the collection of Japanese specimens, works, and objects of art made by the late 
General Horace Capron during a long actual residence in Japan, and left by him, 
in his lifetime, on deposit in the Smithsonian Institution, and that sai 
mittee shal) report on the subject by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. VOORHEES. ask that a descriptive catalogue of the collec- 
tion may be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be so 
referred. 


com- 


ONE AND TWO DOLLAR NOTES, 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, United States notes of a less denom- 
ination than $5 have practically disappeared from circulation, to the 
great inconvenience of all who have small daily transactions or are 
engaged in retail trade. I ascertained by examination of the statutes 
on this subject that the denomination of United States notes issued is 
left entirely to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
single limitation that notes of a less denomination than $1 shall not be 
issued. I understand that these smaller notes have been withdrawn 
from circulation and practically retired, for the purpose of forcing sil- 
ver into circulation, and thereby attempting to render it unpopular 
with the people. I suppose that if all notes under the denomination of 
$50 were withdrawn, the result would be to force gold into circulation, 
but no effort of that kind appears to have been made. 

My impression is that the people of this country, while they want 
gold and silver as a basis of circulation, do not desire to carry either in 
their pockets, and that they desire above all other things, so fur as their 
currency and circulating medium are concerned, the restoration of the 
smaller United States notes; and inasmuch as they pay all the money 
that is in the Treasury from their own resources and are the owners of 
whatever currency there may be in the country, I do not understand 
why their wish should not be gratified. For the purpose of having an 
inquiry made upon this subject, I offer the following resolution, that I 
ask may be adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire into the pro- 
priety of such an amendment to section 3571 Revised Statutes as may be neces- 
sary 2 require the issue of United States notes of the denomination of one and 
two dollars, 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution and ask for its present considera- 
tion. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, in reply to a resolution passed by the Senate February 29, 1884, in- 
quiring as to the amount of wheat, corn, rye, and cotton produced and consumed 
in, imported into, and exported from the different countries with which this 
country holds commercial intercourse, &., under date of April 21, 1884, the Sec- 
retary of State said: 

“ Whether the present depressed condition of the wheat trade of Europe is oc- 
casioned by the several countries drawing upon their reserve stock for local 
economic reasons or to affect prices or legislation a poste opinion, or for some 
other cause, can not be asserted with certainty, but this important remains, 
that the calculations and estimates herewith submitted prove, as faras statistics 
can prove under the circumstances, that the stock of wheat on hand in Europe 
at the close of 1883 did not materially differ from the stock on hand at the close 
of the previous year; that the wants of Europe areas imperative and as great as 
they were in 1883, and that the demands upon the United States should naturally 
be as t, at least, as they were in 1883. How long Europe may or can draw 
upon her reserve stock or what the exact considerations are which control the 
several countries in this regard, especially the United Kingdom—which may be 
said to regulate the wheat markets of the world—time alone can develop. 

“ The most liberal allowance for the wheat output necessary to the world's con- 
sumption shows that the United States should be drawn upon during the pres- 
ent year for 188,000,000 bushels, in round numbers, against 187,000,000 bushels 
from all other wheat wing countries. It thusappears that the United States 
supplies one-half of all the foreign wheat consumed by the several countries, 
and Seek ees of being controlled by, we should be able to control foreign 
mar $ 

And whereas said depression still continues: Therefore, 

Resolved, That said Secretary be, and he is hereby, requested to report to the 
Senate, at his earliest convenience, the amount in bushels of said cereals re- 
spectively, and in pounds of cotton produced and consumed, imported into, and 
exported from of said countries during the years 1884 and 1885, as compared 
with like amounts during the three years preceding said dates. The surplus 
amount of said products now on hand in foreign countries to meet usual de- 
mandsfuntil September 1, 1886; the amount likely to be required by importi 
countries before said date, with the average acreage of wheat now in the groun 
in foreign countries for the crop of 1886, each in detail. Also whether later ad- 
vices confirm the figures and opinions contained in said report, and whether the 
causes therein referred to, as reprinted in this resolution, orincreased produc- 
tion, ordiminished consumption of food and clothing by the people, or decrease 
in population, or lack of money to employ labor and handle property, or, so far 
as his official information extends, what are the reasons which cause the con- 
tinued unprecedented depression in prices for said products in this country and 
throughout the world, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to its present 
consideration, the resolution will be printed and lie over. 


BILLS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


Mr. MAHONE. I desire to give notice at this time that at the con- 
clusion of the morning business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to 
consider the public buildings bills that are now on the Calendar. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call up the measure that I mentioned the 
other evening. 
The PRES. 
still in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for 1885, with its appendices, be printed in 
the usual octavo form, but that the eight accompanying memoirs be printed in 
quarto form, and that 4,500 additional copies of the ron and memoirs be 
printed; of which 1,000 shall be for the use ofthe Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the use of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the National 
Academy of Sciences, 


REPORT ON ORDNANCE AND WAR SHIPS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask a reconsideration of the reference of the res- 
olution for printing the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships. I desire to amend the resolution by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion will be considered as 

to if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now desire to strike out so much of the resolu- 
tion as orders the printing of the usual number, that being ordered by 
the rules anyhow, and to leave that in might delay the work until the 
House should concur in the passage of the resolution. I move to strike 
out of it so much as orders the printing of the usual number. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut will be reported. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is simply to strike out the words ordering the 
printing of the usual number. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words the usual 
number of;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 8,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Shi 
be printed; 1,000 copies each for the Warand Navy De ts, 2,000 copies — 
the use of the Benate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution in this form will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


SILVER DEPOSITS AT SUBTREASURIES. 


Mr. EUSTIS. TI offerthe following resolution and ask for its present 
consideration: 
5 That the Committee on Finance be, and are hereby, instructed to in- 
uire, 
z First. Whether it has been the custom for the assistant treasurer at New Or- 
leans to receive deposits of standard silver dollars from shippers of said coin and 
to issue to their correspondents at New Orleans receipts subject to count and to 
issue silver certificates after the count of said dollars so d ted has been made, 
and whether said custom, if it has prevailed, has been wed by the instruc- 
tions of the Treasurer ofthe United es and the reasons therefor ; also whether 
the said custom is now in force as regards any subtreasury of the United States. 
Second. Whetherthere has been and is now an adequate clerical foree at the 


ENT protempore. Concurrentand other resolutions are 


By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire, Mr. President, to state the reasons why I 
offer the resolution. The cashier of a national bank at New Orleans has 
written me a letter in which he states that shipments of silver dollars 
made by banks in the interior to correspondents in New Orleans have 
been refused on deposit at the subtreasury in New Orleans, and that 
the refusal of the subtreasury to receive on deposit the silver dollars so 
shi had been approved by the Treasurer of the United States. Not 
d g to occupy unnecessarily the time of the Senate, I ask that this 


ora be prin in full as part of my remarks, but I wish to call at- 
tention—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 


Mr. EUSTIS. But I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this 
passage in the letter 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the letter read at length. 
„ I have no objection to its being read. I send it to 

e A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

New ORLEANS, January 25. 
Dear Sm: In view of your position on the silver question and the probability 


that Congress will your opinions by their official action, it seems impor- 
tant that all impediments to the free use of silver and its unrestricted movement 


* 


should be avoided so far as porns, and every portion of the country be pro- 
vided with all possible facilities for giving silver circulation a fair test without 
the creation of prejudices against it from extrinsic causes. 

That such a 8 is growing up against it in this section is due to a cause 
that is within the easy power of Congress to remove, and I deem it due to your 
are and your views to state it frankly. As you are doubtless well aware, the 

tates of Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, and Mississippi draw large quantities of 
standard dollars from the Treasury during the fall and early winter, in exchange 
for which the Treasury receives gold or its equivalent later in the season, Tho 
silver dollars having performed their partin moving the crops of cotton, rice, 
and sugar to market, seek to return to the Treasury until further needed in com- 
merce and agriculture. 

In lieu of the silver thus returned to the Treasury the holders do not ask back 
the gold they originally paid for it, but simply silver certificates for the amounts 
de ted. Lam told that it has been the custom at all the subtreasuries to re- 
coivefrom country banks shipments of standard dollars, the certificates for which 
were delivered to the eng! sak, correspondent in the subtreasury city. I know 
this has been the case in New York, and last year in New Orleans also, besides 
which the banks of this city could deposit their surplus silver and receive cer- 
tifleates in the same manner. 

This year, however, the subtreasury at this point declines to receive silver 
from the country banks, though the latter write me that this facility is still ac- 
corded them by other subtreasuries, In this the Treasurer of the United States 
sustains our ass t treasurer, and I therefore presume he is right as a matter 
of law. But the subtreasurer virtually refuses to receive it from depositors in 
this ee that is to say, he so limits the amount and receivc? it so seldom 
that it is practically a refusal. I appreciate the subtreasurer’s reason, which is 
that he has not an adequate clerical force to do the work that would fall Pee 
his office should he receive deposits of these dollars as freely as offered. But 
this evil can be easily remedied 222 Congress granting him one or two more em- 
agers This would but slightly increase the expenses of the office, but would 

of immense benefit to the people by facilitating the free movement of silver, 
and when the people find that ir Surplus silver can be 8 conv: 
into paper representatives of the coin at need they will be more likely to re- 
ceive the coin freely and cheerfully than they will now that it is liable to be- 
come a dead weight of metal upon their hands, 

It is becoming common for us to receive letters from country banks urging us 
to let them ship us standard dollars. To these we returned affirmative answers 
so long as we had room in our vaults to store it; but finally the point was 
reached where we could not receive further shipments unless the ury would 
receive more freely from us. The country banks thus clogged become naturally 
r against silver, and the longer the blockade continues the more 
ikely they are to be confirmed in this feeling and to disseminate the infection 
to their customers. I commend this whole matter to you as one in which youare 
peers and es 8 early consideration. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
T. R. ROACH, Cashier, 

Hon. James B. Evstrs, 

United States Senate, Washington. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I also ask, Mr. President, that Executive Document 
No. 58, which contains the answer of the Treasurer to a resolution that 
I offered calling for the instructions given to the assistant treasurer 
on the subject, be printed as part of my remarks, so that the statement 
I made may stand either supported or corrected by the evidence fur- 


nished by the Department. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 


will be made. 
Senate Executive Document No. 58, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
sion, is as follows: 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to Senate 
resolution of January 29, 1886, papers relating to certain instructions to the 
assistant treasurer at New Orleans, 

„ 2, 1886, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 

nted. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 2, 1886. 


Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution dated 
January 29, 1886, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to com- 
munſoate to the Senate whether any instructions have been issued to the assist- 
ant treasurer at New Orleans to refuse to receive silver dollars on deposit and 
issue therefor certificates, or whether he has been instructed to receive only a 
limited amount of said silver dollars, and if such instructions have been issued, 
to inform the Senate the reasons upon which they are based,”’ 
and in reply, to inclose herewith copy of report in the matter, dated Ist instant 
with its inclosures, containing the information desired, from the Treasurer of 
the United States, to whom the resolution had been referred. 


Respectfully, yours, 
88 5 DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT tempore . 
* yesh ington, D. C. 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, 1, 1886. 

Sre: In the matter of the resolution of the Senate, dated January 29, 1986, re- 

ferred by you to this office, calling for information as to instructions issued to 

the assistant treasurer at New Orleans relating to the exchange of standard sil- 

ver dollars for silver certificates, I beg to submit herewith copies of the corre- 

spondence bearing on this subject, which bas passed between this office, the as- 

t treasurer at New Orleans, and the State National Bank of that city, 
namely: 

Nos. 1 and 3. Letters to assistant treasurer, dated June 1, 1835, and January 7, 


No. 2. Letter from assistant treasurer, dated January 2, 1886. 

Nos, 4 and 6. Letters from State National Bank, New Orleans, dated January 2 
and January 11, 1886, 

Nos. 5and 7. Letters to State National Bank, New Orleans, dated January 7 
and January 14, 1886. 

As will appear from this correspondence, no instructions have been given the 
assistant treasurer which could be construed as interfering with the proper ex- 
ecution of the law requiring the issue of silver certificates to parties depositing 
standard silver dollars. When it became apparent, from the report of the com- 
mittee sent last May to count the funds and examine the books of the subtreas- 
ury in New Orleans that the force employed, owing to the large increase of 
duties resulting from numerous deposits of postal funds by postmasters, from 
receipts of standard silver dollars and mutilated notes for redemption, and from 
the issue of gold, silver, and legal-tender certificates, was wholly inadequate to 
cope with the labor imposed upon it, and that measures must be ted to re- 
lieve it, as far as practicable, and to secure strict accountability of officers and 
employés charged with the handling of moneys, instructions were issued to for- 
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yet as rapidly as without — all er 

rapidly 2 — 2 asso: teca 
3 — ong — „ quali- 
„ho deposits so refused should be given preference on the fol- 


0. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United 


th its manage- 
. — the follow- 
ealth, and the 

often 


to this office, and not have been 
exist without some effort on your part to obtain relief. 

You would have been . deposits beyond the ca- 
pacity of your office to handle, and when which would have re- 
sulted from e e eee „ 


the Governmen be kept, 
as an officer zealous Rr make it Bis constant 


endeavor to secure, 

You have been instructed by telegraph to return the mutilated notes now in 
V hereafter continue this 
practice until instructions, taking care to n the from whom 

u receive such „ subject to such count and correction. 

t would be well to preserve the . elopes and forward the 

ages in their condition when received, 88 
e, count and heared the 2 merely in to expedite payment for 


soon as possible what ve ee ee I — ag 

that you accept no ver beyond your capaci handle in 

an; One day and that yon give notice to the banks to that effects its so 
ven 


— fractional . . amounts, 
of say $20,000. ‘The mode of shipment of mutilated mone y will also tend toles- 


Very respectfully, 
C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 


Sim: Mag relight TE beget Oon a feng oL anka 
Memphis, Tenn., the Bank of C 
of Waco, 8 ae nt in tho aggregat to $2 — ty — — gor 
this office silver dollars amoun 

e a a ee of this pric ore 


fromthe office, 
in the matter of shipments from one bank 
tinvolve new bilities accounts, 


above, is customary and ; andI lea 
— Sa — — if pg tense a hed pe gr 


ts capacity, with present force, to 
vaults below or shipment) with 


5 — respectfully, 


Hon. C. N. Jorpay, 
Treasurer United States, Washington, D. C. 


No. 3. 
TREASURY OF THE Untrep STATES, Washington, January 7, accel 


dard silver do 5 — for returns latter wegen dye Sony silver certifi. 
bag Send state that your action declin- 


Shahipmentsisapproved.” No reason appears why tho Treasury 


Very respectfully, i 
WHELPLEY, 
Assistant Treasurer United States, 


Ion. N 
— United ye New Orleans, La. 


No. 4. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK, New ee, January 2, 1886. 
ts in 


Dear SIR: Anite a numberof gar a Texas, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, &c., desire to arrange so; — . 
— 


— 


Ty at New tians MANARA detent ie coe 
paid over to us, after count, for 


silver certificates, to be 


This method of redemption has heretofore Berk customary, 


mary, and thinking it 

‘was a matter bd Preys several banks dur the present week have shipped 

silver dollars to the treasury for redemption in this manner. But the assistant 

treasurer has 33 receive it, assigning two grounds, first, that it would 

make the . 8 between banks, and second, that he is not 

prepared to handle prompti: amount of silver which would probably 
come in on him for redem miption —.— this method. 

To his first reason I confess I do not see much force, for if the country banks 
have the 8 of 323 silver and taking in lieu silver certificates it 
seems less trouble for him to issue his receipt for silver, subject to count,” and 
redeem these “ee from us at his leisure, than to deal directly with the de- 
positing banks. This would enable him to handle the silver conveniently, at a 
minimum of trouble to his office. 

There may be more force in the second objection, namely: The lack of clerks to 
attend to class of business; but, if he has the same force that his predecessor 
had last winter (when the conversion of standard dollars into silver certificates 
was done quite iy), — 4. ould be able to accommodate the public equally as 
well as was done by rer Herwig. 

I should thank you penne if you could arrange some plan by which the 
country banks could be accommodated in this matter, as I fear silver will, if non- 
convertible, drive both gold and greenbacks from circulation and greatly impair 
the circulating medium of this section at least. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States, eee. D. C. 


T. R. ROACH, C. 


No.5 . 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, January 7, 1886, 


Sir: Referring to yours of the 2d instant in regard to shipments of standard 
silver dollars from your correspondents to the subtreasury in your city, to be 
paid for to your bank, after count, I beg to inform you that the action of theas- 
ae treasurer — ial * to receive such deposits is approved by this office. 

res 
* J. W. WHELPLEY, 


Assistant Treasurer United States. 
T. R. Roaon, 
Cashier State National Bank, New Orleans, La. 


No. 6, 
STATE NATIONAL BANK, New Orleans, January 11, 1888. 


Dran Sm: I am in rece’ iy pen oe „FFF 
Treasurer 


approve the ‘action of Flower in declining to receive depos- 
its of standard dollars from one correspondents, the proceeds to be paid over to 
us after count, 


Permit —.— to trouble you once more with this request, viz: Are we entitled to 
deposit, ourselves, standard dollars with the assistant treasurer and, after count, 
to receive silver certificates therefor? 

We are being overflowed with silver dollars, and unless we can exchange them 
at the Treasury for silver certificates it looks as though silver would soon be our 
only circulating medium. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. J. W. WHELPLEY, 
Assistant t Treasurer United States, Washington, 


No. 7. 
‘TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washingion, January 14, 1886. 
Sw: Referring our PV 
ſor standard silver 9 — 5 4 your bank with the assistant treasurer 
in your city, silver — — will be furnished you, after count and certifica- 
tion, b; rong officer. 


ily, 


T. R. ROACH, C. 


J. W. WHELPLEY, 
Treasurer United States, 


The CASHIER, 

State National Bank, New Orleans, La. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Inasmuch as the only subtreasury south of Baltimore 
iu laced sa Stun SKEN oar slants, seed du to thee SADE through 
which the business coming from the States of Tennessee, Arkansas, 
Mississippi, Texas, Alabama, and so on is done—I am notable to state 
how far it transacts business for other Western States—the condition 
of that office becomes a very serious question, and I must state in all 
frankness that the revelation which has been disclosed by a private 
citizen, and not by any official of the Government, as to the condition 
of that office is perfectly We havo here a grave complaint 
made by the cashier of a national bank. I do not know whether he 
be a silver or an anti-silver man. After correspondence with the as- 
sistant treasurer at New Orleans and with the Treasurer himself, after 
repeated and most earnest efforts on his part to have the silver dollars 
which had been shipped to his bank from Texas and other States de- 

ted in the subtreasury according to law, he tells us in fact and ef- 
ect that an em has been laid against silver dollars as the 
of the United States in the city of New Orleans, and that 

the law in favor of the circulation and transmission and deposit of the 
silver dollars has been practically suspended, so far as any action on 
the part of the Government is concerned. What is the consequence? 
What is the result? Clearly, as the banks and individuals who have 
these silver dollars have not the means and facilities for controlling 
their own deposits, as this gentleman expresses it, a strong prejudice 
J!! re 


I have received communications from another cashier of a bank, in 
which he gives the startling information that country merchants in the 
interior of those States are to-day to receive silver dollars un- 
less it be at a discount. I believe the Senator from Texas will support 
me in the statement that he has received similar information from his 
in| Sow as to the result of this blockade of silver at the subtreasury in 

ew Orleans, 
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Mr. DAWES. 
his permission. 
makes it the duty of the subtreasurer to receive funds of private indi- 


I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator with 
If he is familiar with the law, I ask whether the law 


viduals on deposit? 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I havea copy of the law 
in my band and will read the clause: 

Section 3—— 

Mr. CHACE. I did not hear the inquiry of the Senator from Mas- 
eachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I asked the Senator from Louisiana whether the law 
made it the duty of the subtreasurers to receive on deposit the funds of 
private individuals. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Holders of silver dollars under the law have a right 
to deposit them. 

Mr. COKE. I will read the clause of the law, with the permission 
of the Senator from Louisiana. It is as follows: 

Sec. 3. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the 
same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums 
not less than ten dollars, and receive therefor certificates of not less than ten 
dollars each, corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. 
The coin deposited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the 
Treasury for the payment of the same on demand. Said certificates shall be 
receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and, when so received, may be 
reissued. 

That is the third section of the act of 1878. 

Mr. CHACE. Does the Senator from Louisiana say that the people 
of Texas refuse to receive the silver dollars? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Isaid that in consequence of the refusal of the sub- 
treasury to receive these shipments of silver from the banks in the in- 
terior, as has been the custom heretofore, there is a prejudice being 
created against silver in the interior. 

Mr. CHACE. I understood the Senator to say that merchants would 
not receive silver dollars for moneys due them. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I stated that I had received information from the 
cashier of a bank that merchants in the interior refused to receive silver 
dollars except at a discount. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator means to say they refuse to sell merchan- 
dise for silver dollars. Of course they can not refuse to receive them if 
tendered in settlement of debts. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I suppose they fix a price on their merchandise which 
amounts to charging a discount on the silver. Iam nota merchant, but 
I suppose that is the way itis done. 

Mr. COKE. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana if this was not 
attributed by his informant to this action of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, it is not my purpose or intention to 
do any injustice to any official of the Government. I am very frank to 
state that the assistant treasurer at New Orleans places his denial to re- 
ceive this silver so shipped upon two grounds: first, that the subtreas- 
ury should not be made an intermediary between banks; and, second, 
that he has not clerical force sufficient to handle the amount of silver 
which might be brought in for deposit. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator permit me ask him whether there 
has been any diminution of the clerical force of the office since the 4th 
of March last? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam not aware that there has been. 

What I say is that it has been the custom for banks in the interior to 
ship silver dollars to the subtreasury, the money being received subject 
to count, and receipts being issued to the correspondents in New Orleans; 
and that custom has been suddenly changed and abandoned, and this 
cashier says in this letter that he has information from the banks which 
made the shipments that that custom still prevails at the sub 
in New York. Now, inasmuch as that custom has prevailed and it is 
not violative of law, and inasmuch as the Government of the United 
States, so far as we know, has never lost a single dollar or incurred any 
greater responsibility by reason of that custom, and if that custom does 
prevail at the subtreasury in New York, why has it been changed with 
reference to the subtreasury in the city of New Orleans? 

It was only on the 2d of January, 1886, so far as I know, that any 
one has ever heard of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans refusing 
to ize this mode of doing business, refusing to receive these ship- 
ments of silver dollars, as he did on that day a shipment of $25,000 
from the Memphis (Tenn.) Bank of Comm and the Waco State 
Bank, of Waco, Tex.; and it is that point to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the Committee on Finance; for if that statement should 
be substantiated by the evidence, if it should be proved that that cus- 
tom had prevailed, if it should be proved that that custom does yet 
prevail with reference to the subtreasuries in New York and other 
places, then I say that that official who has approved of the change of 
that custom in the city of New Orleans exposes himself to very grave 
suspicions, to say the least, with reference to his hostility and his 
secret warfare against the silver dollar. 

We know that the Treasury of the United States has great power; we 
know that its officials have great power; we know that in many cases 
merely by interpretation and construction of the law they can practi- 
cally repeal or nullify a law of Congress. We know that by evasion and 
by indirection and by simulation of fulfilling the requirements of the 


law, even in reference to this financial question, they have the power to 


impede and obstruct and destroy and defeat the purpose of the law itself. 
And while I donotintend to make any accusation or charge in advance of 
the proof, while I am willing to give this official, the Treasurer of the 
United States, the benefit of the doubt, yet I must say that if the evi- 
dence should disclose that he has approved this official act of the assist- 
ant treasurer at New Orleans, and has not given such instructions to the 
assistant treasurers in other cities, then he would ex himself to the 
just charge and accusation that in those Southern States which have 
dealings with the subtreasury at New Orleans the only purpose and 
the only design was to create a prejudice against the silver dollar among 
the people. 

Now, sir, with reference to the clerical force: On the Ist of June, 
1885, when Mr. Herwig was assistant treasurer at New Orleans, the 
Treasurer reprimanded, if I may use the expression, the then assist- 
ant treasurer for not informing his Department that he had not an ad- 
equate clerical force to discharge the duties of that office. That was 
the Ist of June, 1885, and yet on the2d of January, 1886, we still hear 
that same complaint, that there is not a sufficient clerical force in or- 
der to discharge the duties of this office so far as concerns receiving the 
proposed deposits of silver dollars and issuing mere receipts, subject to 
count, or silver certificates; and that is one of the reasons given by the 
assistant treasurer for refusing this very deposit of $25,000 from the 
State of Tennessce and the State of Texas. 

Now I would ask if in June, 1885, the clerical force of that office was 
not sufficient, and if it be true that on the 2d of January, 1886, and to- 
day the clerical force is not sufficient, was it not clearly the duty of the 
Treasurer of the United States to report that important fact to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in order that he should call the attention of Con- 
gress to the insufficiency and inadequacy of the clerical force at the sub- 
treasury in New Orleans? How can it be explained? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me right here for a 
question, because I apprehend the Senator’s remarks are creating a very 
unfair impression with respect to the whole matter, not intentionally 
by any means; I do not mean that. The letter of the assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans to which he has referred goes on to state a case on page 
3, letter No. 2, of Executive Document No. 58, in which a shipment of 
silver dollars to the amount of $25,000 had been sent from fhe Waco 
State Bank of Waco, Tex., to the credit of the State National Bank of 
the city of New Orleans. Now I wish to know if it is a part of the duty 
of any of the assistant treasurers of the United States or of the Treasurer 
of the United States to furnisha place of deposit for funds belonging to 
State banks or national banks? In this case themoney was sent through 
an express company and a receipt was demanded, requiring of the Gov- 
ernment a sufficient clerical force to count the money and receipt to the 
express company for $25,000 received from the Waco bank to the credit 
of the State National Bank of New Orleans. It is nowhere claimed or 
urged in the letter that certificates were not issued. Certificates were 
not asked for, so far as that letter goes. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why were silver dollars refused to be received that 
were sent from Memphis? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Flower either conceals that fact or he has 
been entirely right in not permitting the subtreasury of the United 
States to be used as a place of deposit for banks. Perhaps the subtreas- 
ury was already 1 silver dollars; perhaps he had no 
place of deposit for them. e says they have not cient clerical 
force; and I do submit to the Senator that the use of the subtreasuries 
of the United States as places of deposit for funds belonging to national 
banks, requiring receipts to be given to express companies and to every 
mode of conveyence by which silver dollars can be conveyed there, is 
asking the United States Government to go outside of its proper func- 


tions. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam not asking the United States Government to do 
any such thing. I am surprised that the Senator from New Jersey 
should so misapprehend what I have said and the letter which has been 
read as to suppose for an instant that either the cashier of this bank or 
myself claim that any one who has surplus dollars can go and deposit 
them in the subtreasury of the United States whenever he chooses and 
get silver certificates. 

M. McPHERSON. Is not that actually the case ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. This whole letter is with reference to this complica- 
tion that has arisen. Here is what the gentleman says: 

In lieu of the silver thus returned to the Treasury the holders do not ask back 
the gold they originally paid for it, but simply silver certificates for the amounts 
deposited. Iam told that it has been the custom at all the subtreasuries to 


receive from country banks shipments of standard dollars, the certificates for 
which were delivered to the shipper's correspondent in the subtreasury city, 


That is with reference to this very matter. The trouble is that the 
assistant treasurer will not issue the silver certificates to the corre- 
spondent in New Orleans of the shipper of the silver. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is not that in violation of law? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I do not see anything in the law which makes such an 
act a violation of the law. What I do claim is that I am informed that 
it has been the custom at the subtreasury in New Orleans to have this 
mode of deposit made, as was offered to be made when it was refused, 
and I am also informed that it is the custom now of the subtreasury at 
New York and at other places; and when, in the face of this shipment 
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and other 3 this sudden order is issued to these banks and cap- 
italists, and these instructions are given to change that custom, I want 
to know the reasonwhy. Certainly if it is a custom that has prevailed, 
and it is a castom that has been acquiesced in by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, by the officials of the Treasury, and by the shippers of silver dol- 
lars, and if it is a custom which does not violate the law and which has 
imposed no additional responsibility and inflicted no possible loss upon 
the Government of the United States, there must be some reason—and 
it may bea very secret one; I do not know but there must be some rea- 
son why the custom has been changed by which all these facilities which 
have been heretofore afforded to the shippers of silver coin are suddenly 
withdrawn, and the consequence and the result is that these people do 
not know what to do with their silver dollars, and, as this gentleman 
says, a strong prejudice is being created against the silver dollars, 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the case is really a great deal 
stronger than the Senator from Louisiana delineates it under the law. 
If I understood the Senator from New Jersey correctly, he inquired 
why it was that the Treasury of the United States should be called upon 
to act as a depository for the holders of silver coin, either for banks or 
for corporations or for private holders. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator from Kansas 
yield to me a moment to state the question exactly as I presented it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It was simply this, that the Treasury of the 
United States should not be ted to be an intermediary, a place of 
deposit, so to speak, for silver dollars sent by ene bank to another, to 
be held there until such time as the latter bank should choose to call 
for it, and a receipt given by the Treasury requiring it to be responsi- 
ble on a count of the money. 

Mr. INGALLS, If I can read the English language, and am capa- 
ble of understanding section 3 of chapter 20 of the laws of the United 
States, an act that was over the veto of the President on the 
28th of February, 1878, it is not the concern of the Treasurer of the 
United States, nor of any assistant treasurer of the United States, to 
inquire for what purpose or in what capacity the holder ef silver dol- 
lars in excess of the number of ten takes them for deposit and asks that 
a silver certificate may be issued thereon. Let me read it: 


That any holder of the coin— 


No matter in what capacity he may hold it; any holder of the coin, 
whether he may be a national banker through whom it is passing in 
transit or anybody else— 
any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the same with the 
treasurer or any ass t treasurer of the United States— 

Within which category I understand this officer at New Orleans 
comes— 


in sums net less than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 
each, corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. 


That is followed by a declaration as to the purpose for which that 
coin shall be held. And if the statement that is made by the Senator 
from Louisiana is verified by the facts, then, sir, he does wrong to 
characterize this as a departure from custom, he does wrong when he 
says that there has been merely a ion of the custom that has 
been hitherto and is still observed at other assistant treasuries; he 
should say that there has been a positive, deliberate, and willful vio- 
lation of law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from Louisiana will yield to me 
a moment, I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas a single question be- 
fore he sits down. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no right to interfere with the Senator from 
Louisiana. My remarks were merely an interpolation. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The criticism which I made upon the state- 
ment of the Senator from Lousiana was this, that the case which was 
answered by Mr. Flower, the assistant treasurer of the United States, 
was not one of the kind to which the Senator referred, because it does 
not answer that particular case to which the Senator has referred. He 
answers the case of a deposit of silver dollars to the credit of a national 
bank in the city of New Orleans, a being demanded for money 
deposited, but there was no demand as I understand, and none appears 
in the statement, for certificates, but this money was to be turned over 
subsequently to the State National Bank of New Orleans, having been 
sent in by the Waeo National Bank. 

Now I want to ask the Senator from Louisiana this question: The 
Waco bank sent in $25,000 to the subtreasury to be received later by 
the State National Bank of Louisiana; but was there any right what- 
ever on the part of either bank to expect the Government to make a 
transfer of these silver dollars when no demand was made for certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from New Jersey entirely misconceives 
the matter as to what these shippers desired or intended to have in re- 
turn for their silver certificates. He would convey the idea that this 
was merely an irregular deposit of some silver that somebody had. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. It was a case of intermediate storage for the 
accommodation of a bank. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The money was shipped directly to the subtreasury, 
and one of the reasons given by the assistant treasurer for not receiv- 
ing it was— 

The practical result of such a method, outside of the view I have ventured to 


express about it, would be to encumber this office with a bulk of silver dollars 
much beyond its capacity, with present force, to count and redeem and handle. 


No other objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Was this shipment to the subtreasury accompanied 
with a demand for statute certificates? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ido not know whether it was or not. 

Mr. DAWES. The inquiry which I made was to ascertain what was 
the duty imposed on the subtreasurer by the law. I understand that 
where silver is shipped to him he is to givea statute certificate. If the 
demand upon him in this case was to give such a statute certificate he 
has violated the law in declining to give it, but if it was to give an or- 
dinary certificate for that money, I doubt whether he was required to 
do it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator will understand that when 25,000 silver 
dollars are deposited it takes considerable time to count that amount of 


money. 

Mr DAWES. But it does not take any time to let the subtreasurer 
know what it is deposited for. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Therefore the assistant treasurer issues a receipt sub- 
ject to count; that is to say, the deposit is made, the assistant treasurer 
issues a receipt subject to count, which means that as soon as the dol- 
lars are counted and the amount verified then he issues the silver cer- 
tificates authorized by law. 

Mr. DAWES. There is 8 if the purpose me deposit was to 
obtain certificates any intermediate arrangement that would be neces- 

to ascertain the amount would be carried along with the provisions 
of laws but if the deposit was of money there to be kept for another 
bank, it would not come within the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts I will 
say that in the letter of the assistant treasurer dated the 2d of Janu- 
ary, 1886, he says: 


Co: same place, 

Tex., respectively, letters advising that they had shipped by express 
silver dollars amounting in the aggregate 

on account of the State National Bank of this city. 


He repote to the Treasurer that there was an absence of a demand 
for cates, and only a request to hold the silver dollars r the cen- 
venience of the bank, which he declined to do. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to hear the Senator from Louisiana upon 
the provisioꝑ of the law that required him to do that. 

Mr. EUS EIS. I did not commit myself on that question; what I 
did state was tliat whether the law required it or not, it had been the 
custom and was now the eustom with reference to the subtreasury at 
New York, and the purpose of my urging was that if it had been the 
custom and was now the custom with reference to other subtreasuries, 
why has the custom been changed with regard to the subtreasury at 
New Orleans? 

Mr. DAWES. So the Senator made a distinction between custom 
and law, which he found necessary to conform to the facts; and there- 
fore it was a very proper distinction, which the Senator from Kansas 
overlooked when he charged it to be more than a violation of custom, 
a violation of law. The Senator from Louisiana did well to adhere to 
the words ‘‘ violation of custom“ rather than of law. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ifthe Senator desires my opinion on the question, I 
will give it. I believe it is the universal law that whatever an indi- 
vidual may do by himself he has the right to do by another; and if a 
bank in the interior ships silver dollars tly to the subtreasury with 
instructions that that shipment is made to be received on aceount of 
the State National Bank of New Orleans, I donet see what ible objec- 
tion there can be to the receipt, or to silver certificates, being given to 
the State National Bank of New Orleans instead of to the bank in the 
interior. It was a mere direction of the depositor. The Government 
of the United States is perfectly secure the moment these dollars are 
deposited. There is no question about that. They are the security 
the Government has, and I can not see what risk the Government in- 
curs when the shipper merely directs that the silver certificate shall be 
given to his agent or eorrespondent in New Orleans. It is very clear 
that that custom has 8 upto this time. According to the state- 
ment of the cashier of this bank he is informed by the banks in the in- 
terior that that custom does prevail new at the subtreasury in New 
York. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire, the hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, to make 
a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VOORHEES in the chair). The 
Chair is advised that under Rule IX the Calendar is now in order, but 
that by the usage of the Senate and the courtesy due to the Senator 
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from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] he is entitled to make a motion at 


this time. The Chair recognizes him for that purpose. 
Mr. TELLER. Is that to interfere with the Senator from Lou- 


isiana ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
it is the purpose of the Senator from New Hampshire to interrupt this 
discussion. 

Mr. LOGAN. At the time the Senator from Louisiana took the floor 
I could very easily by objection—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose I have the floor, unless by unanimous con- 
sent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor for the purpose of making a motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. I had the floor and yielded to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana. Of course I abandoned the floor then, but I hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire will not object to my making a motion now. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I only wish it to be understood that at this hour, 
having the floor to make a motion, Ido not yield the floor so that I may 
not make it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not ask the Senator to yield the floor. I desire 
to remind the Senate of a suggestion that I made some three days ago, 
that I would cali up in the morning hour a certain bill in reference to 
a matter of very great importance to some of the citizens of Chicago. 
It will take but a few moments. I rose to call up that bill and was 
recognized by the Chair and yielded for this resolution of the Senator 
from Louisiana. I supposed it would be through before the hour of 2 
arrived, and that then I would have an opportunity of calling up the 
bill. I now desire to ask, when this is disposed of, that I may be per- 
mitted to call up the bill, not to interfere with the Senator from New 
Hampshire. It will take but a moment to do it, and I desire it, because 
it is a matter of very great importance and a matter that is being pressed 
very strongly on me. I shall certainly not interfere with the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. My purpose, as I supposed would be understood by 
the Senate, is to move the consideration of the education bill, so called; 
and if that motion be adopted I shall have no objection to any arrange- 
ment that may seem to be right in the way of the bill being laid aside 
informally for a very brief period of time in order that the Senator from 
Ilinois may make his motion and have his bill disposed of. I desire 
to say this, however, that if, as sometimes happens to be the case, an 
unexpectedly protracted debate should grow out of the consideration of 
the bill taken up informally, I should reserve the right to object. and 
call for the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire ask for the present consideration of the motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that my motion be considered now. The proper 
hour under the rule to make the motion has come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 194) 
to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to give a notice merely. Ido 
not propose to antagonize the Senator from New Hampshire, because I 
am In favor of his bill, but I give notice that when the bill is disposed 
of I shall move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Massachusetts has the advantage of 
me by rising a little quicker or being recognized a little quicker than 
myself, as I desired to give notice that I should immediately after the 
disposition of the bill of the Senator from New Hamsphire move an- 
other bill. I wish to say now that on last Friday at the time of ad- 
journment, when the motion was cut off, I sought to antagonize the 

ition of the Senator from New Hampshire and thought I should 
facilitating the business of the Senate by moving the consideration 
of the bill for the admission of Washington Territory as a State. I be- 
lieve now that to take it up at the present time would facilitate the 
business of the Senate for a day or two. I think weshould dispose of it 
if we were to take it up now, immediately following the Dakota dis- 
cussion, very much quicker than if we take it up at any other time; 
and I give notice that when the bill moved by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is disposed of I shall insist on going forward with that. I 
think the admission of a State into the Union is of quite as much im- 
portance as a bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for action on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
8 from New Hampshire to proceed to the consideration of Senate 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire before that is done to place on record in con- 
nection i the resolution offered by the Senator from Louisiana some 

mdence. 

Mr, TELLER. It seems to me this whole proceeding is a little 
irregular. I do not understand thatone Senator has a right to take an- 
other Senator off the floor because the morning hour has expired. No 
one can call the attention of the Senate to the iration of the morn- 
ing hour except the President of the Senate. en the Senator from 
New Hampshire arose the Senator from Louisiana was on the floor; 
and I suppose if the irregular ing that has taken place had not 
occurred he would have had the consent of the Senate to finish his 


remarks. The Senator from New Hampshire could have lost nothing 
whatever by that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to say in justice to 
itself that the present incumbent was advised by the President of the 
Senate to pursue the course that the Chair is now pursuing—to recog- 
nize the Senator from New Hampshire as a matter of courtesy due to 
him from having given notice on Friday last, but that it was not ex- 
pected that he would take the Senator from Louisiana off the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, when this matter comes up, I shall ask that 
the Senator from Louisiana may be allowed to proceed by common con- 
sent, with others who may desire to speak on his resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to say further that, 
as a matter of right, at 2 o’clock the Senator from Louisiana was not 
Soer entitled to the floor, because the Calendar, under Rule IX, was 
in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
that if the bill which he desires to have taken up shall be taken up, he 
is quite willing to have it laid aside informally for the purpose of allow- 
ing the Senator from Illinois to have a bill passed and enabling the 
8 from Louisiana to continue his remarks, which I hope will be 

me, 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think that any one can claim that I am per- 
sonally guilty of any discourtesy to any Senator on this floor, As I 
stated in the beginning, this bill being recognized at 2 o’clock, accord - 
ing to the rule, I shall be willing that it be laid aside informally in 
y way that seems to be equitable in reference to the business of the 

nate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I ask that the bill be laid aside informally, and 
I will then yield, if no objection is made by Senators, to the Senator 
from Louisiana to complete his remarks, with the understanding 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he allow 
the bill to be reported by title, so that it will be before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly; I thought that had been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be reported by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I ask that that bill be laid aside informally; and 
I will state that I shall yield for the purpose of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana and others getting through with the discussion of his resolution, 
with the und ing that I shall then call up the bill I have alluded 
to, which, I will state to the Senate, will not take more than a few min- 
utes to dispose of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made to that, it 
will be the order of the Senate. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] has the floor on his resolution, that being regarded as now 
before the Senate. 


SILVER DEPOSITS IN SUBTREASURIES. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I yield to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand that the Senator from Louisiana has 
closed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has yielded to the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot understand thatcan bedone. It was the dis- 
tinct statement that at the close of the remarks of the Senator from 
Louisiana the Senator from Illinois should move his bill if he desired 
to do so. I do not wish to have the school bill delayed for an intermi- 
nable discussion of the silver question. I have no objection to a few 
remarks, ten, fifteen, or twenty minutes, or to an hour’s debate of the 
silver question, if Senators desire to be heard upon it and it can be 
brought about informally; but to surrender the school bill to a continued 
discussion of the silver question I do not wish to do. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly the Senator misunderstands matters. The 
bill is not surrendered, nor is the time. I only yielded for a few min- 
utes, so that the Senate may be enabled to get through with the dis- 
eussion of this simple proposition, which will take but a few moments. 
If it takes long I certainly shall not yield much, but out of courtesy to 
the Senators engaged in this discussion I thought it was nothing but 
right that they should finish it. It will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that. It could have been easily 
accomplished by a suggestion of that kind to myself; but the Senator 
from Colorado indicated no friendliness to the education bill being taken 
up at this time, and I do not think it is precisely the thing for him to 
acquire a right to the floor in the indirect manner in which he has ob- 
tained it, and if it be subject to objection, I object. 

Mr. TELLER. I insist that I am entitled to the floor. 
titled to it by the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I insist the Senator shall not interrupt what I am say- 


I am en- 


ing. I have no objection to the Senator from Colorado being heard for 
a brief period of time if he desires it. I do not understand that the 
Senator from Illinois ean give him the floor unless by unanimous con- 
sent. If the Senator from Colorado desires to speak I have no objec- 
tion, but I reserve the right to call for the regular order at any time. 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what is the purpose of my hon- 
orable friend from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. I intend to submit a few remarks on the resolution 
of the Senator from Louisiana. I could have got through probably by 
this time if I had not been interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I reserve the right to call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ic advised that the 
ator from Colorado, in the present condition of business, can only pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood—and if I am not right about it I desire 
to be corrected—that the Senate, by unanimous consent, agreed that the 
Senator from Louisiana or the Senator from Colorado should 
with the discussion of the resolution that was under discussion at the 
hour of 2 o’elock, and also that when that was di of the 
educational bill should be informally laid aside, not displaced, until 
the bill that was mentioned by the Senator from IIlinoisshould be con- 
sidered. It does not displace the bill of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire at all to dispose of these two matters by unanimous consent, and 
that is what I understood the Senate to have given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, whenever the Senator from New 
Hampshire calls for the regular order, as he proposes to do, but which 
I think he will hardly be able to do out of order, it is proper 
for me to continue the discussion of this resolution if I see fit to do so. 
Consequently, practically nothing can be gained by the Senator object- 
ing to my proceeding. He may be sore because I did not vote to make 
his bill the special order for this morning. 

I do not propose to enter into any lengthy and extended discussion of 
the silver question, but I shall certainly say what I want to say, either 
upon this resolution er upon some other measures, before I leave the 
floor. This question is one of quite as much importance to the public 
as the educational bill and a great deal more so than the bankrupt bill 
that we have had notice was to be called up. There is not any ques- 
tion that has been presented to the Congress of the United States in the 
last fifty years of more importance than the question of money to the 
people of this country. I notice an anxiety on the part of some Sena- 


a deliberate and willful violation of a statute 
than two-thirds vote of both branches of 
a law notwithstanding the executive veto? 
The honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] attempted 
to catechise the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] to that there 
had been no violation of the Jaw. There are two phases of this case as 
JJ gg ck van apg NO D Dace, Sma ge eng acd 
Department. First, the bank at New Orleans received $25,000 from 
certain country banks and proposed to act as the agent of those banks. 
That certainly brings it within in the spirit if not within the letter of the 
law. There is another phase to it. When the t at Wash- 
ington had thus declined to issue certificates, this on the 2d day 
of January, 1886, sent to the Treasury of the United States at Wash- 
ington the following letter: 

Srarn NATIONAL BASK, New Orleans, January 2, 1888. 
DEAR Sim: Quite a number of our ts in Texas, 


Mississippi, Ten- 
desire to method by which with th 
preen aiaa interan dead yere Debarren ag fon oe 


They became the agents of these banks at Memphis, Tenn., and at 
Waco, Tex., for purpose of receiving silver certi They were 
the holders within the law of the silver dollars, and they brought them 
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I may say more than that; I will indorse what was said by the Sen- 
tor from. Louisiana, who said it appeared that they were making silver 
odious; and that is what the letier read here says seems to be the ob- 
ject, or at least that is the result of the action of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to make silver objectionable, to make the people decline to take 
it, and the writer of the letter states that he has information that in 
some parts of the country the merchants deeline to take it. Why? Be- 
cause it is an eighty-cent dollar? Not at all, but because the Depart- 
ment with the administration of the statute of 1878 declines to 
execute it in spirit or in letter. 

Who is the Secretary of the Treasury that he should attempt to de- 
part from the deliberate judgment of the American Congress? ere 
does he get the training that enables him to say I possess all the 
knowledge, all the learning, all the wisdom on the question of finance, 
and no matter what the legislative department of the Government may 
say, I know what is for the good of the country?“ What has been his 
training? I understand that there are men on this floor who have 
given months and years of thonght to this subject where he has ever 


given an hour. His training has not fitted him, and his appointment 
oe fi ion by the Senate did not make him a man wise in finan- 


Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me fora 
moment ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to say that when I got up a few moments 
ago to place on record certain papers which I had in my hand I was 
under the impression that the Senator from Louisiana had closed his 
remarks. Inow ask, if the Senate will permit me, to place these papers 
on record, as they have direct connection with the question at issue. 

Mr. TELLER. You desire to have them read ? : 

Mr. MAXEY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Let them be read. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire also to state that I am personally acquainted 
with Mr. John Martin, the gentleman who writes the letter, who is the 
president of the Farmers and Merchants’ Bank at the town where I live, 
and I vouch for him as an honorable gentleman. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Pants, TEX., January 13, 1888. 


Dran Sm: Has your Department any C ex- 
change, without cost or carriage, gold coin for United States currency, national- 
bank notes, or silver certificates? We have a considerable accumulation of gold 
coin, so large in fact that it threatens to be burdensome, especially as we find 
difficulty in getting it to circulate. 


b? 

Our customers to take it over the counter, preferring notes, and indi- 
cating no preference as between the issues mentioned above. An early reply 
will greatly oblige. 

Yours, very truly, 


JNO. MARTIN, 
President Farmers and Merchants’ Bank, 


OFFICE oF ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES, 
New York, January 19, 1835. 


Sm: In reply to your letter of the 13th instant, stating that desire to ex- 
gold coin for United States or national-bank notes or certificates, 
if it can be done without expense to your bank, I beg to say that Iam unable, 
SDS OORE Nae poe ia hs Cerca bee ba iat 
ENDEAN „ 
Jonx MARTINY, 


President Farmers and Merchants’ Bank, Paris, Tex. 


Mr. MAXEY. Before the Senator from Colorado proceeds I desire 
to state that to my personal knowledge that bank is a bona fide institu- - 
tion, doing a respectable business. The co ndence was received by 


FFF ized under the laws of Texas, 
and is a State 
Mr. TELLER. Whycan they not issue silver certificates or silver for 


gold? Simply because the Treasury Department has revoked an order 
that was in existence for a I: time under which $80,000,000 of gold 
went into the Treasury of the United States. Why they do not do it is 
another question. That is answered by the simple fact that the Treas- 
ury Department has undertaken to e silver odious in this country 
and compel the people to complain of the burden of carrying the silver 
dollars in their Its officials have attempted to frustrate and 
destroy the very provision of the law that was put in it to make it ac- 
ceptable to the people, knowing very well, as the legislative body did, 
that the people in this country desire neither gold nor silver to be car- 
ried on their person, but simply the representative of gold and silver, 
and that alone, The President of the United States in his message ut- 
tered a truth that nobody can deny or dispute when he said: 


It will not be disputed that any attempt on the part of the Government to 
cause the ion of silver dollars worth 80 cents side by side with gold dol- 
lars worth 100 cents, even within the limit that legislation does not run counter 
to the laws of trade, to be successful must be seconded by the confidence of the 
people that both coins will retain the same purchasing power and be inter- 
changeable at will. 


Let me again read the concluding clause: 


Must be seconded by the confidence of the people that both coins will retain 
the same power and be interchan le at will, 


In other words, the President of the United States enunciates the sim- 
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ple truth that if the 
the functions of a di 
ent upon that self-evident proposition? Now, what has been the 

cy of the Government ever since the issue of the first silver dollar 
and the first silver certificate under the law of 1878 and what is it to- 


e do not believe the silver dollar will perform 
they do not want it. Does anybody need an 


day? To depreciate and e the silver dollar and convince the 
pepe all over the United States that the silver dollar, if it to-day per- 

orms the functions of a dollar, will not perform those functions much 
longer, and yet they say it is wondered that the silver dollar does not 
circulate! They bar the mints to it, shut the it, and 
in every possible way decline to allow gold to be ex for silver, 
and 72 say that the silver will not circulate and the people do not 
want it. 

I do not wish to use harsh terms, but it looks to me very much as if 
there was a determined, preconcerted effort being made to convince the 
people that he who puts in his pocket five dollars of silyer may have 
next week but four dollars for them, and that, too, coming from the of- 
ficials of the Government who are d the Government coin. 
Why, Mr. President, there is a law against the debasement of coin, 
and men have been hung who debased the coin, who put base metal 
with the good. Why? use they were cheating the people; and 
yet the Government here is debasing its own money by its officials who 
are sworn to enforce the laws. Take the report of the Secretary of the 
ar OF I said a word about the Secretary just now. I said that 
neither his training nor his past life entitled him to assume that he had 
all the wisdom of the country upon this question of finance; but I know 
that everywhere through the country among the people they believe, 
and they naturally believe, that the Government when it has called a 
man to the head of this Department of their Government, the greatest 
perhaps of all the Departments, must have called a trained man and a 
man who has made a life-long study of the questions he has to deal 
with and administer upon, and the poopie take the statement of this 
man as coming with authority, and they think with experience and 
with wisdom, 

Now let us see what the Secretary of the Treasury says. The Presi- 
dent says you must have the confidence of the people in silver money 
or else it can not be made equivalent to gold, or, as the Treasurer says, 
the equivalency can not be sustained. What does the Secretary say? 

Currency reform is first in the order of importanee and of time, and fitly pre- 
cedes other reforms, even taxation reform, because it will facilitate all other 
reforms, and because it can not safely be deferred. 

Oh, Mr. President, the men who preceded this ‘‘ Daniel cometo judg- 
ment, the men who i this De ent in the trying hours 
of war, when there were great issues to presented, were all igno- 
ramuses compared to this man who asserts now that the question of 
finance has reached such a point that it is the all-absorbing question 
and everything else is dwarfed into insignificance. He ought to bea 
trained financial thinker to thus declare to the country and to the 
world. What else does he say? 

The coinage act of 1878 is overloading the mints with unissued, the subtreas- 
uries with returned silver dollars, and will unavoidably convert the funds of the 
‘Treasury into those depreciated and depreciating coins, 

Do you wonder that the merchants in Texas are getting alarmed at 
the silver dollar? Doyouwonder that the man who works by the day, 
who is accumulating a little money and may want to lay it up for the 
time of need, dare not put it in a silver dollar and 22 it away as he 
otherwise would, when the Financial Department of the Government is 
declaring that itis both depreciated and depreciating money? Iwonder 
how the President ex that confidence could be ke the equiv- 
aleney of the two dollars when his financial minister is thus discredit- 
ing and debasing the coin of the realm. 

en follow other charges against the silver dollar. I said in the 
outset and I said the other day on this floor that the Department was 
trying to discredit silver. I say that they have not only tried to dis- 
credit it, but they have tried to fill the vaults with it, so that they might 
go to the people and complain that the Government can not get out 
this money in the course of trade and commerce. On the Ist day of 
July, 1885, there had been issued in exchange either for gold or silver 
dollars 839, 000, 000 of silver certificates. On the Ist day of November, 
1885, there were only $125,000,000 of those silver certificates in exist- 
ence, of which the Treasury of the United States held $31,000,000 and 
upward. What had become of the others? They bad been canceled 
and destroyed by the administration; they had been called in, and the 
Treasury declined to put out any more silver dollars. 

We are told very gravely that if this thing continues we shall reach 
a silver basis. Who has a right to say whether we shall reach a silver 
basis or not, except the Congress of the United States? These men are 
to administer the law as itis given to them by Congress, and not as they 
think it ought to be wisely made. If we reach a silver basis, it is not 
for them to be concerned about it. It is for Congress to say. It is for 
them to enforce the law as it is given to them. 

We hear now in these days the veriest declamation that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is compelled to coin money, compelled to coin 
silver dollars. Who compels the Government to coin them? There is 
a law which says the agents of the Government with its finan- 

ial affairs shall coin, and they gravely assume that the Government is 


being compelled and coerced. In other words, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has become the Government of the United States. They tell us that 
in the face of the fact that last year fora whole year there was only about 
one-fourth of the entire sum of money paid in for duties paid in sil- 
ver certificates, and of the silver dollars only one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
paid in, and that was more than wentinof gold. Gold certificates went 
in to a large extent. Why? Because the people did not want to hold 
the gold certificates, It is not the circulating medium of the country, 
and they paid that in and they held the silver certificates; but the De- 
partment determined that they should have neither silver nor silver cer- 
tificates, and so from $139,000,000 in July they reduced the silver cer- 
tificates to $125,000,000 in October and to $124,000,000 to-day; and yet 
we are gravely told that this question is of so little importance that it 
ought not to be discussed in the American Senate—the question, first, 
whether the men who are intrusted with the financial management of 
this tountry shall ha amenable to Jaw or whether they shall set at de- 
fiance the will of the peeple as expressed through their representatives, 
the only way they have of expressing their will and their determina- 
tion. It is not a question of construction; itis not a question that they 
have any right to higgle upon; it is their duty to obey the lawas read to 
the Senate by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] a few minutes since. 
Last year of the customs dues 26 per cent. was paid in silver certificates. 
Let me turn to the figures; let me read them, so that the facts may go 
into the RECORD, so that some people who de not have an opportunity 
of hearing the truth always may hear it through the RECORD. 

The following is a summary of the table— 

Says the Treasurer in his report. 

The following is a summary of the table: 
Received in— 


eee 


Silver certificates. 
United States notes 


Well 
I recollect a few days since the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON ] entertained the Senate upon this question, and predicted that 


if we did not change our method, if we did not yield to the demand of 
the banks and the bankers and demonetize silver, or, what is the same 
thing, repeal the coinage act, we should receive for public dues all silver 
and no gold; and yet here is the summary for a year showing that there 
was only 26 per cent. and a fraetion of the whole sum paid in for duties 
that was paid in the despised silver certificate. 

It is said there is danger that we shall reach a silver basis, and for 
that reason the President of the United States declared to us that the 

Department was buying every month two million dollars’ 

worth of silver with gold or its equivalent and not with silver certifi- 
cates or silver ; and the reason given by the Department is that if the: 
should pay out silver certificates or silver dollars they would find th 
way into the Treasury; and so they take $2,000,000 of gold out every 
month and pay that out rather than pay out the silver certificates, for 
fear the silver certificate would return. Would they be any worse off 
if that took place than they are now? ‘They do not pay gold for silver 
for the reason that they are afraid the silver will return. It is because 
it is a part and parcel of the conspiracy to degrade and debase silver 
and make it appear all over the country that the people will not take 
it S ony and that it will not much longer perform the functions of 
a dollar. 

Mr. President, when public oficials study public questions I yield 
ałways much deference to their opinions; but their opinions are only 


verin every possible way and render it impossible for the people to use 
the representative of the silver dollar, forcing upon them the dollar 
which they may think is objectionable, then their opinions have little 
and deserve but little weight at the hands of any man. The amount 
of silver certificates has decreased month by month since the present 
administration came into power. It is a part and , I say, of the 
scheme; so they continue month after month, and then they declare 
that silver will not circulate and that the people will not take it, when 
they lock it up in their vaults and decline to let it go out. , 

The President of the United States went into an extended argument. 
With all deference to the President of the United States I will say of 
him, as I said of his financial minister, that his business is to execute 
the law, to make proper recommendations to Congress, and then he is 
absolved from further questions of this character. It is neither fitting 
nor proper that one t department of the Government, wielding the 
immense power that it does, should be used for the purpose of furthering 
the views either of the Executive or the Secretary of the Treasury or 
the Treasurer or any other public officer. I repeat again, the question 


of what shall be the policy of the United States, for two meney metals 
or one, is a question that the people of the United States have intrusted 
to their representatives, and not either to the Exeeutive or to subordi- 
nate officers; and the people will hold thefr representatives, and them 
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only, responsible if they make a mistake, provided the executive de- 
partment will keep its hands off and confine itself to its legitimate busi- 
ness under the Constitution and under the laws. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into any 
lengthy discussion of the silver question, butin view of this extraordi- 
nary attack upon the Secretary of the Treasury and Treasurer of the 
United States, it seems to me proper to call attention to the real facts 
in this case. Denunciation of these two officers would lead the country 
to believe that they had violated the law. It has been sostated by the 
Senator from Louisiana, who introduced this resolution, as well as by 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator permit me to correct the statement? 
I made no denunciation whatsoever of the Secretary of the ž 
I challenge the gentleman to point to a single remark which I made 
in any way in the spirit of criticism of the etary of the Treasury. 
The Treasurer was the only official whose action I criticised. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no desire to attribute to the Senator from 
Louisiana any statement which hedid not make. Possibly he hascon- 
fined it to the Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Quite probably and truly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Louisiana, then, confines his re- 
marks to the Treasurer of the United States, and yet he knows, and the 
country knows, that the Treasurer of the United States would not have 
ventured to take action on an important question like this, being a sub- 
ordinate officer, without the sanction and by the direction of his supe- 
rior. The Senator from Colorado comes squarely np to the question, 
and he denounces the Secretary of the Treasury. If there is anything 
wrong in this transaction, he is the responsible officer, and the Senator 
from Colorado was quite right in naming the proper officer of this Gov- 
ernment. He denounced him as one who has not been trained in finan- 
cial matters, one who has not been accustomed to conduct the affairs of 
this great Department. 

Now, sir, look at the facts in this case and judge him by his acts and 
the circumstances surrounding the case. When this administration 
came into the possession of the Government in March last they found the 
subtreasury at New Orleans in the possession of a man for whom you, 
sir [addressing Mr. TELLER], more than any other on this floor—for 
you were a member of the administration that appointed him—were 
responsible for his being in that position. He was a Republican and 
not in sympathy with this administration; and the present Secretary of 
the Treasury and the present Treasurer of the United States, who are 
denounced on this floor by the Senator from Colorado as unworthy of 
the positions they hold—the officers, on examining the accounts at the 
subtreasury at New Orleans, ascertained that the office was not con- 
ducted properly or efficiently. On their own motion a commission was 
sent to Louisiana to ascertain what the trouble was at the subtreasury 
in New Orleans. They found that the cashier was in bad health, that 
there were not sufficient clerks in that office to receive and handle the 
moneys that were paid for customs and offered for redemption and ex- 
change. That was the condition of the subtreasury when they looked 
into it in May last. When that fact was ascertained, the Treasury De- 
partment, to relieve the subtreasury at New Orleans, directed them 
to send all the mutilated notes, all bank notes, in the original pack- 
ages, here to Washington, so that the force at New Orleans which was 
provided for by law might handle the gold and the silver that was pre- 
sented. Notwithstanding that relief, which was the only relief that 
could be given by the Secretary of the Treasury, still the force was found 
not sufficient to receive and count all the silver that was tendered to 
that subtreasury. Silver had so accumulated that it was impossible 
for the existing force to handle it. 

The Senator from Louisiana had previously introduced a resolution 
into this body to ascertain what the real facts were in this and 
hence it does seem to me that it is extraordinary after the statements 
which have been furnished by the Treasurer of the United States that 
the resolution of to-day should be introduced. 

The Treasurer of the United States in his communication of February 
1, 1886, in answer to the resolution of the Senator, states frankly that 
he never issued an order to the subtreasurer at New Orleans to decline 
to receive silver and issue silver certificates therefor, and when the 
subtreasurer at New Orleans informed him that certain banks in Ten- 
nessee and Texas were trying to use that depository as a convenience 
for transfer between the banks, bringing the silver from various points 
in the Mississippi Valley to the subtreasury at New Orleans merely to 
transfer it thence to another bank at New Orleans, that he had not the 
force to accommodate the banks, and he declined to do it, the Treasurer 
of the United States said to him, ‘‘ You are quite right; the subtreasury 
is not a convenience for national banks, and you will decline to receive 
any silver that is presented to you except the silver thatyou can count 
and issue certificates for on the day it is presented.“ 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me whether he has read the 
letter of January 2, of Mr. T. R. Roach, cashier of the State National 
Bank, and the reply of the assistant treasurer of the United States, Mr. 
J. W. Whelpley, on the 7th of January? Does not that correspondence 
bear out the assertion that it was not for another bank, but for the State 
National Bankat New Orleans? They proposed there to have thismoney 
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paid to their credit; they were the agents of the shippers; and to that 
the Treasurer of the United States replied: 


I beg to inform you that the action of the assistant treasurer, declining to re- 
ceive such deposits, is approved by this office, 


Mr. GORMAN. That statement, precisely as the Senator from Col- 
orado has read it, does not convey the whole facts in this case. The 
subtreasurer at New Orleans had informed the Treasurer of the United 
States that this transaction alluded to in that correspondence was a 
convenience between certain national banks, and if the Senator will 
look at the letter on the next page he will find that when the president 
of the bank in New Orleans communicated with the Treasurer here in 
Washington, the Treasurer, on the 14th day of January, 1886, which 
was the last communication on this subject, said to him: 

Refi are to your u f the lith instant, I to sa’ 
standard iran one . by your bank beth . 


pu city silver certificates will be furnished you, after count and certification 
y that officer. 


This is the last communication on the subject, and it is the only ap- 
plication in this entire correspondence that was made for certificates; 
but the effort was to use the Government as an intermediary between 
three or four national banks so that the expressage and all the charges 
incident to the transfer might be charged to the Government. This 
seems to be the silver idea run mad. 

Mr. President, I am not opposed to silver; but I say to my friend who 
represents a great silver-producing State that the certain way to destroy 
that interest is to be constantly attacking gentlemen in high position 
who desire to be fair not only to the silver but to the gold interest, to 
be constantly bringing the matter up, trying to force the Government 
to discriminate in favor of one kind of money. I am not opposed to 
silver; I believe in silver, and I believe in an honest silver dollar. 

Why attack the Treasury officers for doing what you, sir, as a high 
officer in this Government, sitting around the council board, knowing, 
as you must have known, the laws of the land, allowed to be done by 
the party to which you belong? You knew that your party and the 

y to which I belong in Congress had not furnished sufficient cler- 
ical force at New Orleans to handle silver in large quantities. Then 
why hold the new administration which has just come into power re- 
sponsible for the deficiency that existed when they assumed control? 

The Secretary of the Treasury may not have the knowledge of the 
Senator from Colorado; for, Mr. President, the Democratie party has 
been out of power for twenty-four years. We have but few men in that 

who have been trained in the Departments of the Government, 
That is a misfortune to the party, but I have no doubt it is good for the 
country that once at leastin twenty-four years we may have some men 
brought to these great Departments without training in official position, 
fresh from the people, earnest in their advocacy of the best interests of 
the country as they understand them, who will goon, regardless of these 
attacks coming from both sides of the Chamber, and I am sorry to say 
the greater number of them coming from the side upon which I stand. 
Time will show that at least the Secretary of the Treasury is an honest 
man, who intends to look at the welfare of his country, a gentleman who 
came here with no desire for place, I think heis the peer of my friend 
from Colorado or any other gentleman on this floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me, not to interfere in 
this discussion, but to ascertain the drift of this long debate? Under 
a Republican administration it was generally charged that they were 
un g to put the silver dollar in circulation; now I understand it 
to be the charge against a Democratic administration that they are not 
willing to take the silver dollar back again. Is that the drift of the 
discussion? So far as I understand it appears to be that the Demo- 
cratic administration are not willing to take the silver dollar back. 

Mr. GORMAN. In answer to the Senator from Vermont I will say 
that the view which he suggests is not confined to either side of the 
Chamber. It does seem that on this great question the Senator from 
Vermont himself as well as many of the most eminent Democrats that 
we have agree, and he will find his party as well as ours on this side 
of the Chamber very thoroughly divided upon the question. It is not 
a party question. I am not addressing myself to general party ques- 
tions, but to the attack, and I think the uncalled-for attack, upon two 
high officers of this Government who have done nothing except to 
comply with the law as far as it wasin their power to do so. 

hy, sir, at New Orleans, for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
action of business, to enable silver to have a fair field, the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury found that the previous administration had per- 
mitted the silver to pile up in the vaults until there was not room to 
store it, and he sent two war vessels to bring ten or twelve million dol- 
lars from that point to Washington, that there might be room for silver 
coming from Colorado, where the people have no use for the silver dol- 
lar. And yet the Secretary is denouncefl because he has not furnished 
clerical force enough at New Orleans, not provided for by law, to ac- 
commodate the exchanges between national banks! 

That isall thereisin thiscase. I have no objection to any resolution 
of inquiry, nor has the Secretary of the Treasury, but I would not have 
said a word in regard to the resolution but for that which has fallen 
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from the lips of my friend from Louisiana and the Senator from Colo- 
rad 


0. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I do not intend, having assumed the 
responsibility of introducing this resolution, that the important point 
involved in it shall be dissipated by any effort at declamation. I de- 
sire to inform the Senator from Maryland that I have exercised extreme 
caution with reference tothis matter, but at the same time I have also 
exercised the faculties of my judgment under a due sense of responsi- 
bility in the discharge of my public duty; and when I corrected his 
misstatement, which was inadvertently made, that I had indulged in 
any denunciation of the Secretary of the Treasury, it was not because 
I wished that he should for a moment infer that if, as a United States 
Senator, after deliberate reflection, I reached the conclusion that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury had justly incurred my criticism, I would for 
an instant have hesitated to withhold it from any consideration what- 
soever. It was only because the Secretary of the Treasury had referred 
my former resolution to the Treasurer of the United States without 
making any report upon it coming from him, but simply sending to the 
Senate in answer to that resolution the report of the himself 
and the correspondence which he (the Treasurer) had had with the as- 
sistant treasurer at New Orleans, that I felt it proper, if I had theright 
to initiate or to provoke any investigation whatsoever, to select that 
officer to ascertain whether he had conscientiously and honestly dis- 
charged his duty. Ihave myself made no accusation whatsoever; I have 
simply acted upon astate of facts represented to me by a responsible and 
bya credible person who has had dealings with the assistant treasurer in 
the city of New Orleans and has had ence with the Treasurer 
of the United States, and afterthose dealings and after that correspond- 
ence deliberately addressed to me as a United States Senator making 
the statement that practically (to use his own ) the receipt of 
silver dollars for which silver certificates were asked to be exchanged 
was denied. 

Mr. President, I do not wish any wrong impression to go out with 
reference to this shipment of $25,000, to which y I addressed 
my resolution for the purpose of investigation. The Senator from New 
Jersey and the Senator from Maryland want to create the impression 
that these banks merely asked as a favor of the subtreasury to receive 
this deposit as so much surplus silver for which they had no use, and 
they say they wanted to deposit it in the vaults of the subtreasury. 
Such is not the fact. I do not wish to attribute any intention or pur- 

to this representation on the part of any Senator; but inasmuch 
as my resolution is i upon a certain state of facts, I am respon- 
sible to see that that state of facts is accurately stated, and I deny that 
such was the purpose of that shipment; and in order to place this ques- 
tion beyond the possibility of dispute or controversy, I will call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Maryland to the reply of the Treasurer of 
the United States, dated Washington, January 7, 1886, with reference 
to this identical shipment of silver. He says: 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
of the 2d instan e ents ee 
— — — doles to your — Saig returns — ayas N certifi- 
cates to their New Orleans correspondent, I beg to state that your action de- 
clining to receive such shipments is 5 No reason a why the 
Sa should receive deposits other on account of the Government, 
9 X J. W. WHELPLEY, 
Assistant Treasurer United States, 
Hon. SAMUEL FLOWER, 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States, 
New Orleans, La. 

How can any statement be more explicit? There is the statement of 
the assistant treasurer himself that this deposit was made in order to 
be returned in silver certificates, and his refusal to receive such proffer 
was approved by the Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, I ask the Senator from Louisiana to read the 
letter of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans to which that was a 
reply, and say to the Senate frankly whether the assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans did not advise the Department that the transaction was 
a mere accommodation for the convenience of the banks? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is not the language of the assistant treasurer at 
New Orleans. He says this was to be received 

r...... were av ae 

According to my understanding of the duties and of this office, Ihave 
not a K or oon the 3 from — — 
another—a transaction — Be involve new resp — and accounts. 

And in the previous paragraph, speaking of shipments from one bank 
to another, he says this identical amount was shipped directly to the 
subtreasury and not through any bank. 


ee pan tee 8 have received from the ee ee Bank of 

emp: un., Bank oi same lace, and ‘aco State Ban 

of Waco, Tex., respectively, Seed Dr 
Not to any other bank— 


to this office silver dollars amoun in the 
on account of the State National of this > 


To be sent directly to the subtreasury, and the shippers notify the 


to $25,000, to be received 


subtreasury to give their receipts or silver certificates to their corre- 
spondents or agents in New Orleans. 

The Senator from Massachusetts tried to compliment me on the fact 
that I drew a distinction between what was the law and what was the 
custom. Let me say that so far as this investigation is concerned that 
is not a pertinent inquiry for the reason that I will frankly state, and 
I will always speak frankly with reference to such matters, I do not 
care whether the officials implicated, if they be implicated, are Demo- 
crats or Republicans. What I desire to have discovered is the motive, 
why this thing was done, not merely whether it is against the law or 
not. 

Now I will ask the Senator from Maryland whether he will vote 
against a resolution which merely proposes an inquiry into the official 
conduct of an officer of the Government? 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator wish an answer? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. [I stated distinctly that I would never vote against 
a resolution of inquiry directed to any officer of the Government; nor 
would I have said one word upon this resolution were it not for what 
I considered ill-timed and unpleasant insinuations made about high 
public officers of the Government whom I consider as pure and honor- 
able men as any Senators on this floor. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I willask the Senator whether he heard the resolution 
which I offered read? 

Mr. GORMAN. I did. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The first part of the investigation is smp y this, 
whether the custom mentioned has prevailed at the city of New Or- 
leans, as I have not the slightest doubt that it has, because Iam so in- 
formed by the letter of the gentleman which I have read, and why 
that custom has been , and if it has been changed whether that 
custom is still in force at the sub in New York. What possi- 
ble objection can any Senator have to have that matter inquired into? 
The next inquiry is whether or not there has been and there is now an 
adequate clerical force at the subtreasury in New Orleans to discharge 
the duties of thatoffice? What objection can there be to that inquiry ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me toask 
him a question? I take it thatin draughting these resolutions he re- 
membered the law. Now, let me say to the Senator that the entire 
appropriation for the clerical force at the subtreasury office in New Or- 
leans is only $32,000 per annum, and the slightest inquiry on the part 
of the Senator, either by consulting the laws of Congress or by investi- 
gation at the Department, would have convinced him that with the im- 
mense amount of silver passing through that office it was physically im- 
possible to conduct this business with the force allowed. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then Lask the Senator from Maryland whether he does 
not consider that it was the duty of the Treasurer of the United States, 
knowing such a condition of things to 5 report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in order that he might apply to Congress to supply a 
remedy for this great evil and this great wrong? I should like an an- 
swer to that question. 

But in order to show that I have made no statement whether or not 
there was sufficient clerical force, because I donot know, I will call the 
Senator’s attention to a statement made in the letter addressed by Mr. 
T. R. Roach, cashier, to the Treasurer, dated January 2. After speak- 
ing of the first reason why the receipt of these silver dollars was refused, 
he goes on and says: 

There may be more force in the second objection, viz, the lack of clerks to 
attend to this class of business; but if he has the same force that his prede- 
cessor had last winter (when the conversion of standard dollars into silver cer- 


tificates was done quite largely) he should be able to accommodate the public 
equally as well as was done by Assistant Treasurer Herwig. 


This is a letter from a gentleman who has had constant dealings with 
the subtreasury, not only this year, but he says he had them last year, 
and he finds that under Mr. Herwig’s administration, which adminis- 
tration I wish to be understood that I am not at all defending—far 
from it—this impediment and obstruction which is now complained of 
and which now exists did not exist, and Mr. Herwig had sufficient cler- 
ical force to meet the demands, however large they were, in order to 
give silver certificates for silver dollars. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to ask if any obstruction 
has ever been known before? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I have never heard of any. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, and I say it in all candor, that I know 
the assistant treasurer at New Orleans very well, and I can testify to 
his high character. I know him to be a gentleman of intelligence. I 
do not know whether he is a gold man or a silver man. He may have 
become afflicted one way or the other in connection with fiscal life, but 
I do not know how that is. Iwish to say, however, that he is a man 
of very high character; and I have not attempted at all in any way to 
reflect upon Mr. Flower, the assistant treasurerat this time. Inasmuch 
as whatever he has done has been approved by his superior officer, 
whether it is right or wrong, I hope I shall not incur the ensure 
or the violent criticism of the Senator from Maryland if I find that that 
superior officer is the officer responsible, if there be any responsibility 
attached to such an act. 

That is all I have to say. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I suppose there can be no objection 
to the passage of this resolution nor to the inquiry pro’ and there- 
fore I see no occasion for debate about it. It seems to me that it is per- 
fectly clear that the resolution ought to pass. 

But I wish to say another thing in connection with it, that the law is 
mandatory upon an assistant treasurer to receive silver dollars. He 
has no right to inquire for whose account they are presented, for whose 
benefit they are handed in. It is his duty without question to re- 
ecive them, to count them, and to issue silver certificates of proper de- 
nominations. That can not take much time. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars is a large sum, but very easily disposed of. In counting the 
silver dollars they could be either weighed or counted. It would take 
a short time to count that sum. Nor would it be adifficult transaction 


tificates in the larger denominations mostly, already prepared; and that 
is the plain and mandatory provision of the law. 
object of that law was to secure an equivalency 
bility of silver certificates and silver dollars at all times at the sub- 
treasuries, there being no other public officers who would have money 
to redeem them or who are with the custody of these securities 
except the Treasurer and the assistant treasurers. They are the only 
pares who could be armed by the law with this power, and I never 
ew of any case, so far as my experience went, where, when silver dol- 
lars were presented, they were not readily redeemed by silver certifi- 
cates, That is the way provided by the law, and therefore I do not 
see myself the difficulty in the way into execution this law. 
If the bank mentioned in the letter to-day would propose to the 
assistant treasurer to deposit silver dollars on account, and ask the as- 


sistant treasurer to open an account with the bank for silver dollars. 


deposited he would very properly refuse. If that was the transaction, 
he has no authority by any law to open an account with any individual. 
All he can do is to pay out silver certificates for silver dollars. Butit 
seems to me in the practical workings of that duty there is no difficulty 
and that no great clerical force ought to be required for it. One man 
in the discharge of that duty might probably redeem all that would be 
presented in any day in the city of New Orleans, 

I do not want to criticise public officers, certainly I do not do it be- 
cause they are Democrats, for I think they ought to be treated fairly 
and justly and impartially. The only criticism I have made not only 
of the Secretary of the Treasury but of the Treasurer of the United 
States is, that they did not continue the practice that had existed ever 
since 1880, soon after the silver dollar was issued in large quantities 
and ever since the silver certificates could issue in large sums, to issue 
the silver certificates for the purchase of gold bullion. That ce 
was established soon after the passage of the silver - certificate and silver - 
dollar law, and thus silver certificates were put largely into circulation 
in exchange for gold bullion. That was an enormous benefit to com- 
mercial transactions. At certain seasons of the year great masses of 
gold coin, gold bullion, and gold coins of foreign countries, which are 
redeemable at the mints at certain mint prices as they are called, are 
brought here to buy corn and cotton or rather wheat and cotton. Some 
of this was deposited in New Orleans, but mainly in New York, scarcely 
any of it in New Orleans. Experience shows that the Treasury could 
very easily use silver certificates in the purchase of gold bullion. The 
power to purchase gold bullion is unlimited. The power to purchase 
silver bullion is ited to $4,000,000 a month and not less than 
$2,000,000 a month. Then it must be purchased in open market; but 
the power to purchase gold bullion at mint priceis unlimited; and 
I do not see why this administration in the discharge of its duties in 
the Department should not use silver certificates in the pur- 
chase of gold bullion. 

While I had the honor to be Secretary of ee eee 

ient and my successor followedit. Wep alarge portion 
of the gold bullion needed for coinage and for reserves with silver cer- 
tificates. More than eighty million dollars’ worth was purchased in 
that way. Gold bullion is brought in here in a form in which it can 
not usually circulate to buy the products required in foreign markets, 
and it was a great object to commercial men to facilitate the use of that 
gold, and in order to do it silver certificates were given to them. 
could use the silver certificates in payment, and 
mass of silver eaa were pail ack Be bullion, and were again 
paid out all over the country, and ially inthe West and South for 
cotton and for wheat. That was a convenience for commerce, and 
plainly a legal proposition, and in that way the gold reserves were forti- 
ned and increased from an source by the use of paper money 
5 for by law. It seems to me that the criticism which can fairly 
made upon the conduct of the present administration is that they 
discontinued that simple and beneficial operation of finance. 

Mr. EUSTIS. When was it discontinued ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know the date, but I think some time 
during the last winter or spring. + 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill answer that, iftheSenator will allow me. I 
read from the last report of the Treasurer of the United States: 


The issue of silver certificates by Treasury offices in the South and West, for 
gold coin de; 3 the assistant 5 1 

of Septem 1880, was discontinued unary last. The 
amount which had been issued in this manner to the date named wat $80,- 


Mr. COCKRELL. During the preceding administration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was discontinned probably by Mr. McCulloch. 

Mr. TELLER. Probably it was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think so from that statement; I thought 
it was discontinued later. But it makes no difference. It seems to me 
that was a proper mode of fortifying the gold reserve, and it ought to 
have been continued; and I trust that the present officers will see, as 
they were not responsible for its discontinuance, that being the proper 
way itis the best way in which they can fortify their gold reserve and 
at the same time use the silver certificates. There is no doubt about 
the legality of that transaction. 

In respect to this deposit in controversy, I can see myself that at cer- 
tain seasons of the year silver dollars accumulate, especially in the win- 
ter. They are largely paid out in the summer and fall, mainly for ag- 
ricultural labor, and they are usually paid out very fully and freely, 
especially in the South. Then when the winter comes these silver dol- 
lars must be spent ſor the necessaries of life. In this way they naturally 
accumulate in banks scattered all over the South and West, and I can 
see that it would make adrug even of gold coin if gold was paid out in 
place of silver dollars. It is not a form in which the people care to 
hoard money, and therefore naturally these silver dollars would accumu- 
late in Texas, in Mississippi, and in all the cotton-growing region, and 
especially in the Western country, and it has always flowed to the com- 
mercial centers in exchange for silver certificates, which can be kept 
more readily by banks. Banks have not usually the means of hoarding 
silver dollars. In modern times large safesand large vaults are not kept 
even by the largest banks, and therefore it is very inconvenient for banks, 
however large they may be, to hoard even $25,000 in silver, because it 
takes a great deal of room and is very bulky. 

Therefore it was that the law expressly provided that the silver dol- 
lars may flow back into the Treasury, where are, or at least are sup- 

to be, large vaults and safes, where large sums of money can be 
t. They would flow therenaturally and be received and the silver 
certificates would issue. The silver certificates would be kept for the 
purchase probably of wheat and other produce by wholesale, but the 
labor which produces the wheat and the cotton must be paid for in silver 
dollars. The result was that the larger transactions of buying by the 
merchant the crops of the West was done by silver certificates in large 
denominations, while the work, the labor which yielded the cotton and 
the wheat, was paid for by silver dollars. 

It was manifestly proper, and the Treasury Department ought to open 
their gates and their doors freely to make this exchange whenever itis 
demanded by anybody. The banks are mere agents of a great num- 
ber of people. They usually have but little interest in this silver money; 
they are simply, like the Treasury itself, agents of commerce. They re- 
ceive from their customers at New Orleans and at other places these 
large masses of silver, but they have no means of keeping it. If they 
were compelled to hoard these silver dollars, as a matter of course it 
would bring discredit upon silver altogether, because they would be in- 
convenient to handle, while if received promptly in the Treasury and 
silver certificates given instead, they can in a single package, in a sin- 
gle division of a safe, put $25,000 of silver certificates without incon- 
venience. That very fact was provided for by the law. It seems to me it 
is simple, and in ordinary practice it ought not to create any difficulty. 

As to whether there is sufficient force in the subtreasury at New Or- 
leans to count the money Ido not know, but it seems to me that is easily 
provided for. The duties have existed since 1880, because this opera- 
tion by which large masses of silver dollars have been paid out occurred 
i iately after the coinage of the silver dollar to my certain knowl- 
edge, so that this course of business must have been going on since 1880. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator if he knows what is the 
practice of the subtreasuries with reference to counting the silver? 
Are not the dollars all counted by weight, as a rule? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not know, but itis not very difficult to count 


dollars even by the piece; it is done with great rapidity. 
Mr. ALLISON. I am not sure, but I think it is the custom to count 
by weight on the scale. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Ithink it is the custom to count them by weight, 
because it is known that a thousand dollars weigh so much, and there- 
fore itis not a difficult transaction. 

It seems to me that the cost of a clerk or two ought not to have pre- 
vented this duty from going on, because it would be easy for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to transfer a clerk or two and use the contingent 
fund for that purpose. Ido not think there would be any difficulty in 
getting clerical force enough in New Orleans to perform this duty, nor 

I see any reason why the bank desiring to deposit this silver should 
demand what is called a credit or wish to deposit it and have it held 
on call. That is something which as a matter of course the Treasury 
ought to deny, but the ordinary payment on deposit of silver dollars in 
the of the United States in ex for silver certificates is 
the right of the individual holder. It is not the right of the Govern- 
ment officers to refuse. It is the right of each individual holder of $10, 
so that any groceryman might go to the subtreasurer with $10 in silver 
and he could there deposit it as a matter of right and receive his silver 
certificate. I can see no reason in any facts stated here why that has 
not been done. Perhaps there may be, but if the resolution and 


passes 
goes to the Committee on Finance, as a matter of course the first thing 
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my honorable friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will do will be to 
call upon the Secretary of the Treasury for an explanation, and he will 
have, no doubt, an opportunity to make an explanation, and I trust it 
will be satisfactory. 

Mr. MORRILL. Can we call for the reasons ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that we can call on any Department for 
the reasons of any official act. The only thing I believe that is denied 
under the resolution of my friend from Alabama [Mr. PucH], which 
I believe is now the orthodox doctrine of the Democratic party, is that 
we shall not call upon the President for reasons why he removed some- 
body as an offensive partisan. I think that is about the extent of the 
claim now. Ido not believe that the Senator from Alabama or any 
Senator denies the right of the Senate as a legislative body to call for 
the reasons of any act of a Department. I know when that controversy 
arose in the Hayes administration, President Hayes did exactly what 
Mr. Cleveland did; he said that as a co-ordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment he was not bound to give his reasons for an official act. I think 
that is right; but that we have a right to call for information of any 
kind whatever in any Department of the Government, whether it be 
by written order or by parol, I do not think there is the slightest doubt. 
Indeed, but for that we could not legislate; but for that we could not 
act wisely in executive session. 

I do not believe in the doctrine at all. I have just as much right to 
go to any Department of this Government and ask for any paper there 
in the possession of that Department that affects either legislative busi- 
ness or any question before us, if I go there armed with the power of 
the Senate, that the Secretary of the Treasury or the head of any De- 
partment of the Government or the President of the United States has. 
That has always been, from the formation of the Government, the es- 
tablished law. General, Washington, in one of the first communications 
that he made upon this subject, complained of the Senate that they did 
not call for his reasons for making an appointment. Inall my experi- 
ence I have never known in my life a case where a Department or the 
President refused to give information contained on the files of any of the 

ments upon any act whatever, whether executive or legislative. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, Gen- 
eral Washington, I believe, did complain that the Senate did not ask 
his reasons for an appointment he proposed to make. He did not com- 
plain that they did not ask his reasons for a removal which he had 
made. He never made such a complaint as that. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. They did not make removals in those 


days. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is a modern distinction that I think Sena- 
tors will find no color for. If they can show where that nice distine- 


tion which is contained in the resolution of the Senator from Alabama 
first appeared, was first invented by mortal man, I should like to know 
the origin. Whatdistinction isthere? I can notsee any. Any in- 
formation that may affect the judgment or the conduct of a Senator, 
or any question of public duty he is called upon to perform, is informa- 
tion which he is bound to communicate. There ought to be nosecrets 
whatever in this Government of ours, a government of the people. 
There is no law or provision or rule or regulation which provides for 
keeping secrets, except only 

Mr.SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, the very 
act of 1869, the modified act for the benefit of General Grant, vested 
in the President a discretion in reference to the suspension of officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Does the Senator from Ohio insist that we have 
anything to do with the exercise of the discretion of the President in 
the suspension or removal of an officer? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Isay this, that we have no right to say to the Presi- 
dent, the head of another department of the Government, For what 
reason did you do this thing? The President has no right to come to 
us and say, Why did you pass this law?” He has no right to cross- 
examine us. The departments are separate and distinct from each 
other; but all the information contained on the files of any of those 
Departments is just as much the property of the Senator from Delaware 
as it is the property of any officer of the Government, and there is no 
secret of this Government that can be protected from legislative super- 
vision. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg leave to differ with the Senator from Ohio 
to thisextent. I believe it is our right, whenever we have a nomina- 
tion to act upon, to call for any information in reference to the nominee, 
as to his business or his qualifications. When we go beyond that and 
inquire with reference to anything in connection with the suspended 
officer, that is a matter with which we have nothing to do, because 
under your very law the entire discretion is vested in the President. 
I should like to ask the Senator as a lawyer whether there is any court 
in this country that can controlthe discretion of a trustee, however 
humble his capacity as trustee may be? Is there any court, from the 
Supreme Court of the United States down, that canin any way influence 
or affect the exercise of discretion upon a common trustee or a commis- 
sioner or anybody else? Yet you are proceeding upon the assumption 
that you may control and supervise the discretion which your law of 
1869 vested in the President of the United States. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAM. Ishould like to answer the Senator from Delaware 


and then I will give way with pleasure to the Senator from Alabama. 
Has anybody in the Senate Chamber proposed to control the exercise of 
discretion by the President? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then why do you want the information? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer now. Is not that an evasion of 
the whole controversy? Wedonotclaim to exercise any power whatever 
over the discretion of the President. We admit even that we do not ask 
for his reasons. But we have the power to control our own discretion, 
and we have a right to all the information that can be given us from 
the Executive Departments to enlighten us upon any question, execu- 
tive or legislative. 

I did not want to precipitate this discussion about the questions that 
have grown up between the President and the Senate, but I should like 
to know where the Senator from Alabama got in the history of the past, 
in any precedent of the past, this distinction between executive informa 
tion and legislative information. There is no such distinction. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Excuse meforamoment. The Senator from Del- 
aware asked me why should we try to control the exercise of the dis- 
eretion of the President. Nobody proposes to do it. He is as inde- 
pendent as we are, but he must not control our discretion. He must 
not prevent us from having the same sources of information that he 
has. The information comes to him first because he performs the first 
act in an appointment; that is, he makes the nomination. Why did 
he make that nomination? Was the former incumbent an unfit man, 
was he a corrupt man, a thief, a defaulter, or the like? Our discretion 
must be enlightened by the information that he has; and I say there- 
fore that we have the right to call for that information. 

At the same time we should be to the President always courteous, 
and if he should give any reason for withholding a paper because it was 
marked confidential, I would not object to that at all. If among the 
papers on the files there are papers never intended for the public and 
he chooses to withhold them on the ground that they were received by 
him in confidence, then, as a matter of course, that would probably be 
the exercise of a discretion which gentlemen in their intercourse with 
each other would recognize by saying, That is a matter I do not care 
to talk about; that came to you in confidence; I can not say anything 
about it.“ 

That is one thing, but when he says the papers upon which he acts 
contain charges, made boldly and openly there, which control his conduct 
in making an appointment, papers on the publicfiles, he has no right to 
withhold those papers merely because they came to him in to 
an executive matter. He may give them tous. He ought to give them 
to us, unless they are in the nature of secret confidential communica- 
tions made to him personally and they are marked secret. Then they 
ought not to be filed, they ought not to be there to poison the fame of 
a man in a future time or the fame of his family. If they are not to 
be seen by us they ought not to be seen or acted on by him. But the 
better way would be for him to put them in the waste-basket without 
reading them, as I always do with an anonymous communication that 
comes tome. Now I will yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

* Mr. PUGH. The question of the right of the Senate to call on the 
President for any information in his possession relating to the exercise 
of his power of removal is wholly irrelevant to the question now before 
the Senate on the resolution of the Senator from Louisiana, and I ob- 
ject to dragging before the Senate and the country a discussion of the 
right of the Senate to make such a call upon the President or any mem- 
ber of his Cabinet for information within his own knowledge or con- 
tained in any of the papers in his possession relating to the exercise of 
a power that belongs exclusively to him under the Constitution, and 
not to the Senate. 

The right of the Senate to call upon the President or any member of 
his Cabinet for information to enable them to prosecute an inquiry orto 
exercise a power that they do not possess under the Constitution is one 
thing. The right of the Senate, as part of the law-making power of the 
country, to ask for information of the President or of any member of his 
Cabinet is conferred expressly by section 248 of the Revised Statutes. 
In that section the right is given to either House to call on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for any documents or public recordsin his posses- 
sion relating to matters in his Department of public concern or relating 
to the discharge of his official duty. That statute draws clearly the 
distinction upon which I rely in the resolution that I presented to the 
Senate between a call by the Senate upon the President or any mem- 
ber of his Cabinet for information in the possession of either or public 
records or public documents in the possession of either. The rightof 
the Senate to make this call for the purpose of informing them, so that 
they can wisely and properly exercise their legislative powers, is con- 
ferred expressly by section 248, and that statute upon its face shows 
that the power conferred there upon either House was a power to be 
exercised by either House for the purpose of enabling it to discharge its 
duties in reference to legislation. 

But you can not construe that statute, or any other, or any public law, 
or the Constitution, so as to confer the right upon the Senate to call for 
information from the President concerning matters belonging exclu- 
sively to him as the chief executive officer of the country. Such a right 
can not be found in any statute, or in any public law, or the Constitu- 
tion of the country, and that statute, section 248, clearly shows that 
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the power conferred there is a power conferred upon either House, and 
is to be exercised for the purpose I have stated, to enable either House 
to discharge its duties in the preparation of public laws relating to the 
duties of any public officer or to legislate to promote the public service 
of the country, 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator has only stated 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me to add that the call you make upon the Presi- 
dent or the call that you make upon any officer of the Cabinet is for 
public documents. You do not claim that the Senate can call upon him 
for any other than public documents or publie papers. The character 
of those documents and records determines the right of the Senate to 
their ion. The character of those public documents decides 
whether the Senate has the right to call ſor them. The use that the 
Senate intend to make of them determines their right to make the call. 
Who is to be the judge of the character of those documents, whether 
they are public or private? Who is to be the judge of whether those 
documents, or records, or the information in the possession of the Pres- 
ident or any member of his Cabinet is such as the Senate has the right 
to call for? Some one must have the power to determine that ques- 
tion, and there can not be any impropriety in conferring the right upon 
the President or any member of the Cabinet to determine whether the 
documents and the records aré of the character that gives the Senate 
the right to make the call for them to use them in the exercise of their 
legislative power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think, retaining the floor, I have been certainly 
very indulgent to my friend from Alabama, whose opinion I always re- 
spect, in stating his position, but he has not stated anything but what 
was contained, probably in a more terse and vigorous way, in the resolu- 
tion which my friend from Massachusetts has called a speech in the 
belly of a resolution. 

Now, where did he discover this new-fangled idea? Where are the 
precedents which enabled him to say that the head of a Department 
can say what papers shall be given to Congress and what shall not? 
That he may say what are public records and what are private records 
on the files of the T. Department isin the face of the precedents. 
Where, in the experience of nearly a hundred years of Ameriean history, 
was this doctrine proclaimed before? When was itadmitted? Never, 
until the present administration. The Senator and I were members of 
the other House many years ago, and he will remember that we then 
investigated time and time again the administrations of Franklin Pierce 
and of James Buchanan. We called before us all the pigeon-hole in- 
formation, secret and public, in regard to those administrations, and 
it was never denied to us by the two last Democratic Presidents; they 
never pretended that they could withhold one paper and give another. 
On the contrary, in obedience to law, the Secretary of the Navy sent 
to a committee of the House of Representatives a private letter of James 
Buchanan, which entered into the public records, and was commented 
upon and used in cross-examination. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me have my say, if my friend will allow me. 
There was no doubt about that. The idea of a distinction between 
papers public and private in the public records never occurred until 
during the present administration and to meet an exigency. 

The law is plain and mandatory. I happened to hold the office of 
Secretary of the Treasury for a time, and I was brought before both 
Houses of Congress; the Senate and the House not only called upon me 
for papers in a certain controverted case (that I shall not refer to at any 
length, because it related to executive session), but called on me to 
come in person and explain reasons and give reasons why and where- 
fore. I never conceived then that as an executive officer I had a right 
to put myself back on my dignity and say I shall not obey.“ I never 
dared do such a thing. They said I was bold sometimes, but I was 
never so bold as that. No; the right of Congress, or either House of 
Congress, or a committee of Congress, or any member of Congress to 
examine the public records has always been conceded by the executive 
branch of the Government. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Excuse me just now. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio declines to 
yield. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to ask just a single question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well. 

Mr. PUGH. Do you believe the Senate has the right to call on the 
President to furnish the Senate with facts or information upon which 
he acted in making removals or suspensions ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If that information is on the files of any Depart- 
ments of the Government it is his duty to furnish it to us. 

Mr. PUGH. Again, if the Senator will allow me, have you the 
right to make this call upon the President for such information to en- 
able the Senate to review his action in making a removal? 

Mr. SHERMAN, What right has he to say what purpose we want 
to use it for? If we have the right to these papers we have the right 
to use them for all they are worth. Shall the President come here and 
say, ‘‘ You may look over these papers for one purpose and not for an- 
other?“ Are these to be the relations between the law-making and 


the executive power of the Government? No, sir; there is no such dis- 
tinction. If the papers are on the public files we have a right to see 
them. They may be immaterial; they may be useless. I have myself 
brought down to the Senate Chamber great piles of papers and handed 
them over to the different committees, and as a member of those com- 
mittees I have called a hundred times for papers from the public files 
in the different Departments of the Government, and they were handed 
over to me and received by me as a public trustee as much bound to 
take care of them and to treat them fairly as the head of any Depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator answer me whether he as Senator 
claims for the Senate a right to review the action of the President in 
making removals? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not necessary to go into that, but now I say 
so without question because that is the law, and I believe the law was 
constitutional when it was passed. 

Now let us go a little further. Take the law here in regard to the 
Treasury Department, where nearly all these important papers rest. 
From the very beginning of our Government the law-making power de- 
clared that the Secretary of the Treasury shall be responsible to Con- 
gress and to Congress alone. Every act of that Department private 
and public, every paper filed there is under the custody of both Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me—I dislike to 
interrupt him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to be interrupted just now. 

Mr. HARRIS. He answered the Senator from Alabama that a law 
which he believes to be constitutional—of course the official-tenure 
act—requires the Senate to review in respect to removals. As J under- 
stand that act, it expressly leaves the matters of ions in vaca- 
tion to the discretion of the President. Does the Senator claim that he 
has a right to review the ground on which the President has made a 
suspension in vacation which the law leaves exclusively and wholly to 
the discretion of the President? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No one knows better than the venerable Senator 
that with these public files it is a question not of what we have a right 
to review, but what information we have a right to from the Executive 
Departments. I warrant you that I can show in the history of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that he has been as persistent and as insistent upon 
the right to examine into those papers as any one else, for he has him- 
self called for it over and over again and it has never been denied. As 
to what we will do with these papers, whether we will steal them, or 
burn them, or destroy them, wedo not allow the Executive Departments 
to put any queries to us. We will not put any inquiries to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, because the independence of that great office 
demands that he should not be inquired of for his reason. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not yield any further, because I have been 
drawn into this debate. The position of independence of that great 
office demands that he should be treated with respect, but every paper 
upon which he acts on any duty whatever, executive or legislative, is 
ours as well as his. The papers filed with him to induce the removal 
of an officer are the very papers that we ought to consider to determine 
the very question of the appointment. Whether we should use them 
for one purpose or another is not now the matter in dispute; it may 
come up at some other more appropriate time; but I say now and repeat, 
that from the beginning of the Government to this time those public 
archives have been as open to members of Congress as they have been 
to any branch of the Government, and the law which is before me, one 
of the oldest laws upon the statute-book, has been kept there unim- 
paired and unbroken from the beginning of the Government to this time, 
by which the head of that great Department may not only be compelled 
to bring all the papers he has in the Department, whatever they are, 
private or public, but may be compelled before either House to be ex- 
amined and re-examined and cross-examined. 

Sir, I was examined by the former Senator from Delaware now the 
Secretary of State when he was chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
I was examined before that committee day after day, and I never hesi- 
tated to answer any question put to me except one, and that was when 
they asked me what I intended in the future. Then I respectfully 
declined, because I wished to keep my own secrets in my own way as 
to what I intended to do in the future, but whatever was done in the 
past was exposed in the most open manner, and I was cross-examined 
not only as to what was done, but as to the reasons why it was done, 
and this was the public record. Not only was that the case there, but 
in the House of Representatives the same course was admitted. The 
House was then largely Democratic, and called before their respective 
committees the executive officers of the Government and examined 
them day after day. I was examined there in the spring of 1878 at 
one time for three or four days upon every question great or small 
connected with the problem of the resumption of specie payments, and 
I am happy to say that in that case I believe both the committee itself 
and I by that examination were greatly instructed and greatly bene- 
fited, and to the publie good, too. ! 

So in executive nominations (I do not intend to go into detail) there 
was no halting then about executive papers or any nice distinctions as 
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not only about the papers as to what they contained but the why and | acco 
the wherefore, how it would affect the public interest to do this and to 
do that, and answered all their questions fully. 

I say to you, gentlemen, as I bave mid to bmg of you privately, that 
I think you are making here a false issue that will return to plague 
the inventor. I would not recognize that any paper in any Department 
of this Government is beyond the reach of this body or the other House. 
The other Honse has the plain right; they are charged there with the 
power of impeaching; where motives may be inquired into; where the 
cause of acts may be inquired into; and connected with this broad juris- 
diction, the power to impeach every officer of the Government of the 
United States, are they not armed with the power of ascertaining the 
facts? They | te on every question within the jurisdiction of the 
United States. ve they not the power to inquire of the Departments 
of this or that fact, or this or that paper, that may affect their judg- 
ment upon the passage of laws? So have we, with broader powers even, 
becanse here we have the power to try impeachment; mn ee ieee 
the highest court of last resort; we are executive officers also, because 
we participate to a certain extent with the President in making an ap- 


pointment. No important appointment can be made in this Govern- 


F amane — theim; tand management of the — 
mprovemen reven forthe 
5 EE 
an 
unts and shall der The linnitations herein 


quired, 
tives, or 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire now, inasmuch as this debate, ee is 
a peg ea RT Raa aa Senate, 


Senate bill No. 
the PRESIDING OFSICEE What disposition shall be made of the 

* 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go over until to-morrow. , 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that it may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. I am willing to have it laid aside infor- 
mally, but not to go over on motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. T said let it be informally laid aside. 
m e cgi ate rane The resolution goes over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me. 
Mr. LOGAN. For what purpose? 
Mr. BLAIR. There should be a request that the regular order be laid 


ment except by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. How | aside. 


is that consent to be obtained? Is it by the suppression of papers? Is 
it by the denial of information? Is it eee eee 
texts? Is it by overriding the customs of nearly a century of republi- 
can life? No; we ought to maintain and uphold to the utmost the 
power of the Senate to call for any papers or any information, stopping 
only at the bounds of which the law of gentlemen imposes 
upon them not to press an inquiry where it may impair the dignity and 
honor of another branch of theGovernment; but short of that, and only 
short of that, we are entitled to all the information that is contained 
8 


SSE wish £o AO aay BA aaloe o BDA Trentntanat ibo Thed Hinka ae bo 
the of the Treasury. I wish them to explain why they did 
not redeem these silver dollars. I believe that they will give somesatis- | nois 
factory explanation. I have not read the papers, but as tothe plain law 
%VVV%CCGꝓꝓ!:ñ!ñ 8 
plantation, be he a poor hod-carrier who has his 510 in money and does 
not like to carry that around with him in that form, or the bank to 
which the Senatoralludes, every one of them has theright to go to any 
treasury and there deposit his silver dollars and demand for them a 
„5 that money. 


Was 
the removal of Dement, and that eee ithe papeis lating 2 
Sees See eee cee eee eens 
Mr. SHERMAN. Dumont? 


Mr. PUGH. Dement or Dumont. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was an officer at New Orleans by the name 
of Dumont. That is the nearest approach to the name that I can re- 
member. 

Mr. ALLISON. The naval officer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The naval officer at New Orleans. I know of no 


tary ‘Treasury. 
ile I waa Secon ot Sha Toae., | mnd A 
that gives to what he calls an insider a greater of access to the 
public documents than an outsider; that gives to as a Senator a 
greater right of access to the public documents than any private gentlo- 
man in the country of equal respectability ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My answer is that as Congress is vested with leg- 
islative power, and the Senate is vested with 1 ve, executive, and 
judicial power, either has the necessary right inherent to a legislative 
body to and receive all information in any Department of the 
Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam asking for a statement of the law. Iwant to 
C VT 
. I am requested to ask the Secretary to read the 

w. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator does not answer my question, I no- 
tice, nor try to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask the Secretary to read that section of the 
Revised Statutes as a conclusion to my remarks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois was to have the floor by virtue of the original under- 


standing. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; and I ask that Senate bill No. 1394 may be 
now considered. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is necessary that the proper order be entered, I 
ask that the educational bill be formally laid before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. That was agreed to. I will say to the Senator that 
it was laid aside informally. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the regular order is informally laid aside and it is 
so recorded, that is sufficient. 
vonage LOGAN. That was the suggestion, and the Chair said it would 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood when the ar- 
VVV 

in the understanding, and it does not interfere with 
the regular order, which is the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Mr. BLAIR. That is sufficient. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of 8 Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Senate Select Committee on Interstate Commerce, with the testimony. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the annual of 
the health officer of the District of Columbia; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


SCHOOL LOT IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. LOGAN. Task that the Senate proceed with the bill I have 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment 
of the market value of certain ee 


name, eee 
of the United States, whose —— shall be toascertain and report to the 
Secretary, within twenty after their appointment, the cash market 
value of the lot mentioned in the city of Chicago; and the Secretary is 
empowered to sell and convey the lot to the Chicago and Great Western 
Railroad Company at such price, not less in any event than the value 
thereof as appraised and reported by the commission, as he and the rail- 
road company shall agree upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the bill in section 3, line 8, by 
striking out the word eighth eee “third,” so as to correct 
an error in the date of the act there referred 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was sara to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was con 

The bill was 8 to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WIDOW OF SAMUEL v. NOYES. 

Mr. FRYEsubmitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, autho 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the 1 
Senate to the widow of Samuel V. Noyes, Samual tate messenger 
ate, the sum of $720, being an amount to six months’ salary as 
aforesaid ; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 


allowances. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to withhold that motion until the 
regular order can be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Les, that is understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order will be laid before 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. What has become of the resolution we have just | vice 
been discussing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ators. 


authorized 
fund of the 
of the Sen- 


It went over at the request of Sen- 


Mr. MORGAN. It can not go over in that way. I object to such 
a disposition of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It was not displaced. It went over 
informally. 

Mr. MORGAN, By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to 
consider it. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will suspend until the regu- 
lar order is laid before the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, pending which the Senator from Kansas 
moves 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know whether the order of business we 
have been considering this morning by unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate is to be interrupted and thrown aside upon the motion of one soli- 
tary Senator. That is the question I desire the Chair to decide. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair is not called upon to decide that ques- 
tion. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. That motion is in order at any time, and I ask that the vote 
of the Senate may now be taken on it. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator had withdrawn his motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds it to be his first duty 
to put the question on the motion of the Senator from Kansas rather 


— til 5 
mo until we can have some 
tion Which has been under consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. We can have that understanding just as well to- 
morrow as to-night. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will by 
unanimous consent that the discussion on the resolution shall take 
place to-morrow and that his bill may be informally laid aside for that 


purpose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs to say that the un- 
» derstanding of the Chair is that the position of the resolution is not 
seriously interfered with andthatitcan be taken up to-morrow. That 
is the understanding the Chair has. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and forty-six minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received this 8th day of February, 1886. 
PENSION AGENT. 
John D. Anderson, at Augusta, Me., vice Selden Connor, term ex- 


pired 
POSTMASTERS, 


Frank M. Jackson, at Los Gatos, Santa Clara County, California, the 
office having become Presidential hs 


Silas L. 
vice David A. 


F Connecticut, 
3 Belding, at Washington, Daviess County, Indiana, vice Al- 
bion Horrall, commission expired. 

H. E. Black, at Greensburg, Decatur County, Indiana, vice George 
H. Dunn, commission expired. 

Charles O. Thieband, a at Vevay, Switzerland County, Indiana, vice 


Alfred Shaw, removal for cause p: 

George W. Andrews, at Murphys Jackson County, Illinois, 
vice James V. Logan, commission expired. 

Adolph Engelmann, at pes Saint Clair County, Illinois, vice 
John B. Hay, commission exp 

John B. Reid, at Greenville, Bor Bond County, Illinois, vice Lemuel Ad- 
ams, commission expired. 

C. W. Freeman, at Bolivar, Polk County, Missouri, the office having 
become Presidential. 

Peter Primean, at Lake Linden, Houghton County, Michigan, the 
office having become Presidential. 

Lucien B. Bennett, at eee gi Nobles County, Minnesota, vice 
Rio D. Barber, commission exp 

Samuel M. Johnston, at Ancona, Deer Lodge County, Territory of 
Montana, vice John Ryan, resign 

John W. Campbell, at Glen ¢ Oore, Queens County, New York, the 
ofñce having become Presidential. 

Samuel . Lippincott, se Daina Burlington County, New Jersey, 

vice Mary J. Martin, resign 

George C. . at Wallagton, Lorain County, Ohio, vice John T. 
Ogden, resign 

S. S. eared at Hudson, Summit County, Ohio, vice Allen Seidel, 
resigned. 
David S. Hime, at Greenville, Darke County, Ohio, rice Elizabeth 
A. Stevenson, res gne 1. 

William G. Vaughn, at New Lisbon, Columbiana County, Ohio, vice 
Thomas H. Daily, deceased. 

William W. Rankin, at Lock Haven, Clinton County, Pennsylvania, 
vice Jesse Merrill, commission expired. 

Darius Dreher, at Stroudsburg, Monroe County, Pennsylvania, vice 
William D. Walton, commission 

John A. McBeth, at Connellsville, Fayette County, Pennsylvania, 
vice Henry Porter, deceased. 

F. E. Thompson, at Eureka, Humboldt County, California, vice Fred - 
erick commission expired. 
at Vellejo, Solano County, Caliſornia, vice F. A. Leach, 


Laura H. Webb, at Farmer City, De Witt County, Illinois, rice Will- 
iam C. urry, commission 
Ebenezer Barber, at Marseilles, La Salle County, Illinois, rice David 


H. ee commission expired. 
Gould, at Moline, Rock Island County, IIlinois, vice Daniel 
W. Gould, to correct error in name. 
John V. Lovely, at Paris, Bourbon County, Kentucky, vice Samuel 
S. Clay, commission 
Austin G. Wheelock, at Worcester County, Massachusetts, vice 
Humphrey F. Brooks, commission expired. 
Samuel H. Spear, at Quincy, Norfolk County, Massachusetts, vice 
John B. Bass, commission 
aa O. N at ee County, Masssachusetts, vice Charles 
Alstead W. "Brownell, at Wakefield, Middlesex County, Massachu- 
einen vice John W. Locke, commission expired. 
Howe, at Fairfield, Clay County, Nebraska, the office hav- 
ing become Presidential. 
Wiliam C. Love, at Greensburg, Westmoreland County, Pennsyl- 
vania, vice James C. Baldridge, commission expired. 
William Heltzel, at Hanover, York County, Pennsylvania, vice Mahlon 
H. Naill, commission expired. 
Alexander Ferguson, at Palestine, Anderson County, Texas, vice 
aenea F. TA commission expired. J 
mas P. Naughtin, at Manston, Juneau County, Wisconsin, vice 
Mrs. Mary W. — . commission 


gett 1 ron at 8 Hartford County, Connecticut, 
vice es S8 commission expired. 

W. B. Burnett, at Athens, Clarke County, Georgia, vice Madison 

Dans whose commission will expire February 13, 1886. 

. B. Hanan, at New Hampton, Chickasaw County, Iowa, vice 

ain McCullow, commission expired. 

E. P. Jaycox, at Sandwich, De Kalb County, Illinois, vice Gilbert H. 
Robertson, commission expired. 

Isaac D. Lear, at Salem, Marion County, IIlinois, vice Elizabeth A. 
Schultz, commission expired. 


Benjamin Tobias, at Washington, Tazewell County, Illinois, vice 
Charles A. Crane, commission expired. 

Willis L. Grimes, at Batavia, Kane County, IIlinois, vice Willis S. 
Grimes, to correct error in name. 
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Alexander A. Davidson, at Seymour, Jackson County, Indiana, vice 
Le Roy M. Mains, commission expired. 

George E. Finney, at haan Bartholomew County, Indiana, vice 
George W. Cooper, eeigen 

Jerome B. Joslyn, at bridge, Washington County, New York, vice 
Mitchell McFarland, commission expired. 

John H. Stratton, at Milford, Wareeater County, Massachusetts, vice 
Ellen M. Pond, commission expired. 

Orrin Wade, at Whitinsville, Worcester County, Massachusetts, vice 
James F. Whiton, commission expired. 

Timothy D. Barron, at Saint Clair, Saint Clair County, Michigan, 
vice T. Moore, commission expired. 

James Croly, at Cadillac, Wexford County, Michigan, vice J. H. Hixon, 
commission expired. 

David B. Dennis, at Coldwater, Branch County, Michigan, vice Ed. R. 
Root, commission expired. 

Sylvester J. Heinbach, at Constantine, Saint Joseph County, Michi- 
gan, vice T. H. Calam, commission expired. 

James Winnie, at Grand Ledge, Eaton County, Michigan, vice J. S. 
Holmes, commission expired. 

James H. Evans, at Wabasha, Wabasha County, Minnesota, vice Henry 
I. Whitmore, commission expired. 

John D. Russell, at Sedalia, Pettis County, Missouri, vice Milo Blair, 
commission expired. 

Abram D. Smith, at Newark, Wayne County, New York, vice W. Lan- 
don Willett, commission expired. 

Christopher Whitney, at Franklinville, Cattaraugus County, New 
York, vice John Little, deceased. 

John M. J udd, at Emporium, Cameron County, Pennsylvania, vice 
Hollis T. commission expired. 

W. F. Dyer, at Austin, Lander County, Nevada, vice William Gibson, 
commission expired. 

Waters B. Miller, at Cape May, Cape May County, New Jersey, vice 
Joseph E. Hughes, commission expired. 

William Perkins, at Winnemucca, Humboldt County, Nevada, vice 
Frank C. Robins, commission expired. 

William C. Davis, at Elizabeth City, Pasquotank County, North Car- 
olina, vice Charles Guirkin, commission exp 

Robert O. Rote, at Geneva, Ashtabula County, Ohio, vice Hiram W. 
Turner, commission expired. 

John J. Zeller, at Ottawa, Putnam County, Ohio, vice Thomas D. 
Campbell, resigned. [This nomination is in lieu of one to correct error 
in name of Jacob J. Zeller, whose nomination is withdrawn. ] 

A. K. Linderman, at Troy, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, vice 
Charles F. Sayles, commission expired. 

A. W. Williams, at Parkersburg, Wood County, West Virginia, vice 
C. F. Scott, resigned. 

Jared C. Gregory, at Madison, Dane County, Wisconsin, vice George 
E. Bryant, commission expired. 

James F. Carwile, at Buffalo, Johnson haere 9 of Wyo- 
ming, the office having become er 

FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

Lieut. Col. Nelson B. Sweitzer, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
January 9, 1886, vice Hatch, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Colon Augur, to be captain, January 9, 1886, vice Spauld- 
ing, promoted to the Seventh Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Alonzo L. O’Brien, to be first lieutenant, January 9, 
1886, vice Augur, promoted. 

Seventh Regiment of Cuvalry. 

Capt. Edward J. Spaulding, of the Second Cavalry, tobe major, Jan- 

uary 9, 1886, vice Merrill, promoted to the Eighth Cavalry. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Maj. Lewis Merrill, of the Seventh Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 

January 9, 1886, vice ‘Sweitzer, promoted to the Second Cavalry. 
Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph B. Brown, surgeon, to be su with the rank 
of colonel, January 24, 1886, vice Summers, retired from active service. 

Maj. Anthony Heger, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, January 24, 1886, vice Brown, promoted. 

Capt. James P. Kimball, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, January 24, 1886, vice Heger, promoted. 

Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. John F. McBlain, to be first lieutenant, January 12, 
1886, vice Budlong, resigned. 

Eighin Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Wilson, to be first lieutenant, January 1, 
1886, vice Summerhayes, appointed regiment adjutant. 

FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Medical Department. 

William B. Banister, of Alabama, to be assistant surgeon, with the 

rank ot first lieutenant, January 26, 1886, vice Kimball, promoted. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Nomination withdrawn February 8, 1886. 


© mee W. Bell, to be postmaster at Cardington, Morrow County, 
0 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 1886. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 


Edward A. Stevenson, of Boisé City, Idaho, to be governor of the 
Territory of Idaho. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, to be secretary of legation in 
Central American States and consul-general at Guatemala, vice H. Rem- 
son Whitehouse, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENT, 


Robert L. Leatherwood, of Charleston, N. C., tobe agent for the In- 
dians of the Eastern Cherokee Indians in North Carolina. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


F. M. Ziebach, of Yankton, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Yankton, Dak. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Mark W. Sheafe, of Elk Point, Dak., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Watertown, 
Dak. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Hamilton C. Jones, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of North Carolina. 


SURRVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph S. Gillespie, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. 


CAPTAIN IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. D. Pratt Mannix, to be a captain in the Marine Corps, 
from the 19th December, 1885, vice Corrie, retired. 


FIRST LIEUTENANT IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


Second Lieut. Howard K. Gilman, to be a first lieutenant in the Ma- 
rine Corps from the 19th December, 1885, vice Mannix, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 


T. W. Long, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the county of Mor- 
row and State of Ohio. 

Justinian Mayberry, to be postmaster at Burlingame, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas. 

Charles W. Lebow, to be postmasterat Wamego, Pottawatomie County, 


Kansas. 

David A. Stark, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Ohio. 

Gustavus A. Van Horn, to be postmaster at New London, in the 
county of Huron and State of Ohio. 

William Archinal, to be postmaster at Canton, in the eounty of Starke 
and State of Ohio. 

John H. Hamlin, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan. 

D. C. Hill, to be postmaster at Painesville, in the county of Lake 
and State of Ohio. 2 

L. P. Ohliger, to be postmaster at Wooster, in the county of Wayne 
and State of Ohio. 

John W. Morris, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Miami 
and State of Ohio. 

James I. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Nelsonville, in the county of 
Athens and State of Ohio, 

John C. Sceva, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the county ot _ 
Champaign and State of Ohio. 

Charles Rose, to be postmaster at Logan, in the county of Hocking 
and State of Ohio. 

Wilson W. Forney, to be postmaster at Leetonia, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Henry Hollberg, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Ohio. 

Joseph S. Laughlin, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Ohio. 

Cornelius S. Barrett, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan. 

George D. Sanford, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

Isaac M. Kelly, to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the county of Port- 
age and State of Ohio. 

R. B. Gordon, jr., to be postmaster at Saint Mary’s, in the county 
of Auglaize and State of Ohio. 

Daniel J. Sherman, to be postmaster at Ashtabula, in the county «f 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 8, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o elock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday's proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. On Monday last a bill was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], H. R. 5013, relating to contracts 
of common carriers and to certain obligatory duties and rights in con- 
nection with the carriage of property, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. The Chair thinks, on an examination of the 
bill, that the proper reference would be to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and if there be no objection the Committee on the Judiciary 
will be discharged from its further consideration and the same will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. BARNES, 
for ten days, on account of important business. 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House bill 3409, authorizing 
the printing of 2,500 extra e of the report of the health officer of Dis- 
trict of Columbia, having duly considered the same, would respectfully report 
in lieu thereof the following concurrent resolution and recommend its passage. 
The estimated cost of printing and binding is $1,130. X 

Resolved by the House of atives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copiesof the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of the 
said health officer of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. This report seems to propose to convert a bill into 
a concurrent resolution, something that has never been done in the House 
of Representatives. It has always been held in the House that it was 
not in order to amend a bill so as to convert it into a joint resolution or 
concurrent resolution, or to amend a joint resolution so as to make ita 
bill. The House has on one or two occasions concurred in Senate amend- 
ments making such changes. However, if no objection is made on the 
floor, the Chair will submit the report to the House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. Speaker, the change was made from the form 
of a bill to that of a concurrent resolution so as to save it from going on 
the Calendar, in order that this printing might be done as soon as pos- 
sible. The matter to which it refers is now in type and simply waiting 
the action of the House to order the printing. 

It was supposed by the committee, at the time of considering this 
matter, that it was as near a proper form as possible in which to place 
it; and, as it isa matter that does not involve a great amount of money, 
to enable the printing to be done at this time we have submitted the 
report in that form. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, by unanimous consent, 
the amendment proposed by the committee will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the concur- 
rent resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I am also directed by the Committee on Printing 
to submit the report which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Senate concurrent resolution is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 15,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the reportof the Senate Select Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, together with the testimony, be printed; 5,000 for the use of the Senate 
and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
concurrent resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILSON B. GEORGE. 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday last the bill (H. R. 3373) 
to correct the military record of Wilson B. George was reported back 
from the Committee on Military Affairs by the gentleman trom Mary- 
land, Mr. FINDLAY. I thought it was a favorable rt; but on ex- 
amination yesterday for the first time I learned that it was adversely 


reported. If in order I would like to have it taken from the table and 


placed upon the Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman had the right to have it placed 


there when reported. If there be no objection it will be now placed 
upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and the bill, with the accompanying report, 
was ordered to be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar and printed. 


LAND GRANTS TO OREGON WAGON-ROADS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on the 
Public Lands to report back, with amendment, a resolution of inquiry 
referred to it, and ask immediate consideration of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears from the report of the commission appointed by the State 
of Oregon to inv: the wagon-road of the Willamette Valley and Cascade 
Mountain Wagon-Road Company, and the Oregon Central Military Wagon-Road 
Company’s road, and The Dalles Mili Wagon-Road Company’s road, sub- 
mitted to the Legislature of said State at its recent session: 

1. That said Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon-Road Company 
have neither built, graded, bridged, cleared, or constructed any road along the 
route designated by acts of Congress, nor on any route in accordance with the - 
intent and meaning of said acts of Con an 

2. That as to the Deseo Central Military Wagon-Road Company said com- 
mission finds no road built or repaired along their route, and that the only roads 
built were const: settlers and emigrants, and they are not the roads con- 
templated by said acts of Congress; 

8. That asto The Dalles Military Wagon-Road Company said commission finds 
sorgas built by them from Canyon City east, nor repaired any built by settlers; 
an 

Whereas the Legislature of Oregon has, by its senate joint memorial No. 6, 
memorialized Congress that the grants of d aforesaid, embracing 107,893 
acres certified or patented June 30, 1880, to the Willamette Valley and Cascade 
Mountain Wagon-Road Company, and 361,327 acres certified or nted at said 
date to the Oregon Central Military Wagon-Road Com v, and 128.910. 23 acres 
certified and patented at said date to The Dalles Military n-Road Com- 

y, and as to any other lands sincejcertified or patented, be investigated b; 
mgress; and that as to all those not patented or listed they be abol k 
and annulled; and that as to those which have been patented Congress 
authorize suits to be instituted in the courts of the United States to vacate said 
rants and annul said lists and patents so issued, except where any of said lands 
ve been acquired in good faith by innocent purchasers; and 

Whereas by 3 resolution introduced in this Congress there is an 
omission of one of the aforesaid grants or roads, and a like omission in the certi- 
fied joint memorial aforesaid from the Oregon lature which, in comparison 
with dates of ts therein recited, is an evident clerical error; and 

Whereas this is submitted as a substitute for said former resolution: Therefore, 

Reselved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform this House, if not incompatible with the public interests, how much of 
the grants of lands aforesaid have been patented to each of said companies, as- 
signees of the State of Oregon, and how much to each remains unpatented of 
the respective grants; and whether the Department of the Interior entered 
into any investigation as to the compliance of said assignees with the conditions 
of the respective acts of Congress; and what action, if any, has been adopted as 
to suspension of any Tanne mg pe 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the resolution 
making inquiry in regard to grants of public lands to certain wagon-road com- 

es, have had same under consideration, and have directed me to report 
the same back to the House with the following amendment. Add to the reso- 
lution this clause: 

“Also to inform the House what evidence the Department has as to the con- 
struction of said „and also what evidence the Department had as to the 
construction upon which any patents oy have issued by virtue of such grants.” 

And when said amendment is adop your committee recommend the pas- 
sage of said resolution, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials from State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order and resolutions of inquiry addressed 
to the heads of Departments. 


MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 5202) to forfeit certain lands 
granted to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, to confirm titles 
to purchasers, and to absolve said company from its obligations asa 
land-grant railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM HARDIN. 
Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5203) for the relief of Adam 
Hardin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN ERWIN. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5204) for the 
relief of the heirs of John Erwin, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 5205) for the erection of a 
public building at Huntsville, Ala.; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 5206) to amend section 4884 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to ent monopolies 
under the operation of the patent laws of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5207) to amend section 4132 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to authorize the pur- 
chase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States and to per- 
mit the same to be regi as vessels of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5208) to promote the reclama- 
tion of desert lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. č 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5209) in relation to Indian 
tions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PRE-EMPTION AND TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5210) to repeal all laws 
providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing en- 
tries for timber-culture, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be ted. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5211) to extend the benefits 
of the act approved March 3, 1879, and the act of March 3, 1885, to cer- 
tain ioners whose disabilities are caused by amputation and increas- 
ing the rate therefor, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REFUND OF INCOME TAXES,’ 

Mr. LOUTTIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5212) providing for the 
refunding of certain income taxes ill y collected; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the ittee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MAURICE G. GRIFFITH, 

Mr. LOUTTIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of 
Maurice G. Griffith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN LANDS IN COLORADO, 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5214) to enable the State of Colo- 
rado to take lands in lieu of the sixteen‘ thirty-sixth sections 
within Indian reservations; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE STORES, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5215) to relieve the State 
of Colorado from on account of ordnance stores furnished to the 
State and Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINER. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5216) to provide an assist- 
ant civil-service examiner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN L. FRINK, 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5217) granting a pension to 
Austin L. Frink; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GRADUATES OF MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5218) for the relief of graduates 
of the West Point Military Academy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: JOHN F. SLATER. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 115) providing 
for the execution of the joint resolution of February 5, 1883, voting 
thanks and a medal to John F. Slater; which was read a first and second 
„ to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEAMSHIP OZ AMA. 
Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 5219) to provide for an American 


register for the steamship Ozama, of New York city; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on American 

Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 
INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 5220) amending 
section 4414 Revised Statutes fixing the compensation of i of 
hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5221) to 
change the time of holding United States circuit and ct courts in 
the southern district of the State of Florida; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CYPRIAN T. JENKINS. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5222) for 
the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PIROMIS H. BELL? 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 5223) for the relief of Pi- 
romis H. Bell, administrator of the estate of Marcus A. Bell, deceased, 
and others; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC D. LA ROCHE. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of Isaac 
D. La Roche; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HONE. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of 
William Hone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVY k. BYCK. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5226) for the relief of 
Levy E. Byck; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCES D. SCAKLETT. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H, R. 5227) for the relief of 
Frances D. Scarlett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. NORWOOD. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5228) for the relief of 
William G. Norwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SCHLEY. k 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of 
John Schley ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD MORAN. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5230) for the relief of 
Edward Moran ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GAZAWAY B. LAMAR. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5231) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Gazaway B. Lamar, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ILLEGALLY EXACTED DUTIES IN SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. MORRISON offered the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was referred to the Committee-on Ways and Means: 
Resolved, That Secretary Treasury be 
Bitar grovan fe ost 8 
of customs for duties, exacted ported 


toinform this House 
collectors 
that are now 


laws prior to that of 1883, and for a proper d tion, at the same time, of 
those suits that have arisen under the law; and also that he inform 
this House what additional legislation, if any, is in his opinion needed to en- 
able the Treasury Departmentto properly defend these suits and to finally and 
promptly ascertain the obligation of the Government therein, and to transmit 
any and all official correspondence on the subject which is in his possession and 
is pertinent to this inquiry. 


MARY HAWKE. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary 
Hawke; which was read a first and second time referred to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL M’CLURE. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of 
Col. Daniel McClure, assistant paymaster-general United States Army; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JESSE H. GAINES. 
Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse 
Regiment i 


H. Gaines, late first lieutenant Second Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL BOARD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5235) to create 
a school board for the District of Columbia and to prescribe its powers 
and duties; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC R. KEMP. 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 5236) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Isaac R. Kemp; which was read a first and second 
„ Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

SARAH H. WIGGINS. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill R. 5237) for the reliefof Mrs. 
Sarah H. Wiggins; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C. H. WARRENS. 

Mr. STEELE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5238) for the re- 
lief of C. H. Warrens, a captain in the Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF UNDRAWN POULTRY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. KLEINER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5239) to prevent 
the sale of undrawn poultry, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIE s. HOWARD. 


Mr. HOLMAN offered the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doork r of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to employ Willie S. Howard asa page in the subcommittee-room of 


the peer . el ek as a the 
said Willie S. Howard to be paid out of the con fund of the House the same 
compensation as now received by pages of the House, 


TABITHA COLEMAN. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Tabi- 
tha Coleman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

JOHN C. GRIM. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5241) granting 
a pension to John C. Grim; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS S. COGLEY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5242) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas S. late a first lieutenant 
of Company F, Seventh Indiana ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID GENTRY, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5243) grant- 

ing a pension to David Gentry; which was read a first and second time, 
33600 
prin 


JAMES H. BOWLES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5244) grant- 
ing a pension to James H. Bowles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. ‘ 

WILLIAM E. FLEMING. 
Nr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5245) for the relief of Will- 
iam E. Fleming; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, submitted a resolution; which was read, 
as follows, and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds; 

Resolved, That the of the 8 requested to submit to this 


House his views as to limits of cost now law of the 
now in course of construction or authorized 3 or 


in 
able the Department to erect suitable buil: of fire-proof construction, each 
17. veep ran oS the several offices to be located 
i in his ju ent, in any cases said limits of cost 
to state what in his opinion such limits should be paced otal 
SAMUEL HISELER. 


Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension to 


Samuel Hiseler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5247) authorizing the 
donation of condemned cannon and cannon-balls and carriages for can- 
non to S. S. Dillman Post, No. 343, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Toledo, Iowa, for monumental purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. BELLE GRIFFITH. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5248) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Belle Griffith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEONARD KING. 

Mr. HALL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5249) for the relief 
of Leonard King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5250) granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors in the Army and Navy of the United States of the 
war of the rebellion, 1861 to 1865, and to their widows and orphans, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DES MOINES, IOWA. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5251) making an appropria- 
tion for repairs and enlargement of the post-office and court-house at Des 
Moines, Iowa, and fixing a limit therefor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. THORNTON. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension to 
John W. Thornton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. FUNSTON also presented a resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kansas, in favor of legislation granting to such railroads as may 
desire it the right of way through the Indian Territory; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

MRS. ELIZABETH STEWART, 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SMITH. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pen- 
sion of George W. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

G. B. KIRK. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5255) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay to G. B. Kirk the arrears of pension allowed his 
father, Alexander Kirk, in his lifetime; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES D. NEWCOMB. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5256) to grant a pension to 
James D. Newcomb, late of Company D, Tenth Regiment Kansas Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF BLACK BEAVER. 

Mr. PERKINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5257) for the 
relief of the heirs of Black Beaver; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. DOTSON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5258) for the relief of 
James W. Dotson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. HARDY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension 
to William E. Hardy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

I. P. WELLS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5260) for the 


relief of H. P. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY POST, FORT RILEY, KANS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, recommending an enlargement of the 


military post at Fort Riley; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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SENATE MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, urging the passage of Senate Mexican 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BONA FIDE SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring speedy relief to bona fide settlers 
on public lands; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of giving right of way to railroads 
through the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC FOSSETT. 
Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to 
Isaac Fossett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSPENSION OF PATENTS FOR LANDS. 


Mr. PETERS also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas, disapproving of the indiscriminate suspen- 
sion of the issuing of patents for certain lands in the State; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. FRANCES MARSHALL, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5262) 
for the relief of Mrs. Frances Marshall; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
EQUESTRIAN PORTRAIT OF GENERAL SCOTT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5263) to purchase the equestrian portrait of General Scott; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PARE. 


Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5264) for the benefit of Will- 
iam Pare, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

G. W. AND THOMAS HAY, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5265) for the benefit of 
G. W. Hay and Thomas Hay, administrators of the estate of John Hay, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. NEWMAN. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5266) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Newman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

G. W. HAY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5267) for the benefit of 
G. W. Hay, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES F. GATT. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5268) granting a pen- 
sion to James F. Gatt, dependent father of John W. Gatt, late of Com- 
pany G, Eleventh Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

B. S. BEVIER. 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5269) for 
the benefit of B. S. Bevier; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INSOLVENT COMMERCIAL DEBTORS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5270) to regulate preferences 
and exemptions as to insolvent commercial debtors; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

0. 8. PARKER. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 5271) for the relief of O. S. 
Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. GEORGE W. NOEL. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5272) for the relief of 
Dr. George W. Noel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


M. D. DAVIS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of 
M. D. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. DAVIS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5274) for the relief of 
W. J. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SMITH. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5275) for the relief of 
George W. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER H. MATHEWSON. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5276) granting a pension 
to Christopher H. Mathewson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed- 

MONEYS SEIZED BY UNITED STATES FORCES IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on War Claims: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a statement of all 
moneys or fundsse and collected by Generals B. F. Butlerand N. P. Banks, or 
on their order, while in command of the Department of the Gulf during the 
late civil war, and particularly of all amounts seized or collected under General 
Banks’s order No. 202, by officers or authorities of the United States in New 
Orleans during the period from May 1, 1862, to May 1, 1865, together with the dis. 
a of the said moneys and funds so seized and appropriated by the United 

tes, 


PROPOSED NEW COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River be allowed a clerk, and that he be paid the usual com on for 
his service. 

ZEBA S. AYER. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to 
Zeba S. Ayer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL G. FROST. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5278) to increase the 
pension of Nathaniel G. Frost; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, FRENCHMAN’S BAY, MAINE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5279) making an appro- 
priation to establish a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge, in Frenchman’s 
Bay, Maine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION, REVOLUTIONARY WAR. 

Mr. REED, of Maine (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 5280) to 
pay the surviving children of Revolutionary soldiers the arrears of pen- 
sion between 1818 and 1832; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND CLAIMS. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5281) relating to 
public accounts and claims; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY R. ARCHER. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5282) granting arrears of 
pension to Mrs. Mary R. Archer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ LARKIN G. MEAD. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R.5283) granting a pension to Larkin 
G. Mead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RINALDO R. SOMES. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 5284) granting a pension to 
Rinaldo R. Somes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SEELEY. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 5285) granting a pen- 
sion to George Seeley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY SEA. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5286) supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS FOR LOSSES. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 5287) to 

amend the act of the 17th of March, 1882, relating to the claims of 


1886. 
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postmasters for losses; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LEONARD L. POTTER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 5288) for the 
relief of Leonard L. Potter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN II. M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action 
of the President of the United States in annulling and revoking the 
order dismissing Martin H. McChesney from service in the armies of 
the United States and honorably discharging said Martin H. McChes- 
ney from said service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE M. MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5290) for the relief of 
Caroline M. Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MEYERS. 


Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5291) to increase the 
pension of Charles Meyers, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 5292) to provide for the 
distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to district assemblies of 
Knights of Labor in the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Joint Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK. 

Mr. TARSNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5293) to regulate the trans- 
portation of live stock; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ZEPHANIAH T. GRAHAM. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5294) granting a pension 
to Zephaniah T. Graham; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DORA H. WELCH. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5295) granting a pension 
to Dora H. Welch; which was read a first and second time; referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. OSBORNE. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5296) granting a pension 
to William A. Osborne; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. FISH. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5297) granting a pension 
to John B. Fish; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURA J. PHELPS. . 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5298) granting a pension 
to Laura J. Phelps; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. LANCASTER. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 5299) granting a pension to 
James B. Lancaster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

I. C. HEATH. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 5300) for the relief of I. C. 
Heath; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

E. B. CANTLEBERRY. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5301) granting a pension 
to E. B. Cantleberry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASERS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5302) for the relief of innocent 
purchasers of public lands; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

. LICENSED SIOUX INDIAN TRADERS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5303) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay to licensed Sioux Indian traders inter- 
est on claims which have been ascertained and paid by him under the 
act of March 3, 1885; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

2 POKAGON BAND OF POTTAWATOMIES. 
Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5304) to enable the Secretary 
ol the Interior to make final settlement with the Pokagon band of Pot- 


tawatomie Indians residing in Michigan and Indiana under treaties ex- 

isting with them; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
BENJAMIN F. OLIN. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5305) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Olin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROXANA V. ROWLEY & SON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 5306) granting a 
pension to Roxana V. Rowley & Son; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUT. JOSEPH PROST. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pension 
to Lieut, Joseph Prost; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EADS’S SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. SINGLETON also presented concurrent resolutions of the State 
of Mississippi, recommending Government aid to Eads’s ship-canal; 
which was referrred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SAMUEL COLLINS. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5308) for the relief of 
Samuel Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES T. HYDE. 


Mr. BARRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of 
Charles T. Hyde for compensation for quartermaster supplies taken 
from him by the military forces of the United States during the late 
civil war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MECHANICS AND LABORERS’ WAGES. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5310) to protect 
mechanics and laborers in their wages; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSION ON PROGRESS OF THE COLORED PEOPLE, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5311) creat- 
ing a commission, whose duty it shall be to inquire into and report upon 
the material, industrial, and intellectual progress made by the colored 
people of this country since 1865, and making appropriations for the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGH O'NEILL. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5312) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to Hugh O'Neill; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CALVIN GUNN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5313) for the 
relief of Calvin Gunn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5314) conferring 

jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to investigate private and domes- 

tic claims and demands, other than war claims, against the United 

States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DURANT H. L. BELL. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5315) for the 
relief of Durant H. L. Bell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES R. DUNCON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5316) for the relief of James R. Duncon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond 8 referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SIMON SCHABLE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5317) for the relief of Simon Schable; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN STURGES. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5318) for the re- 
lief of John Sturges; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5319) toamend 
an act entitled An act authoring the Postmaster-General to adjust cer- 
tain claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable 
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casualty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a concurrent resolution for an increased coin- 
age of standard silver dollars, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

ROBERT EWICK. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5320) granting a pension to 
Rohert Ewick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INSANE OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY AND NAVY. 

Mr. HUTTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5321) to regulate the pay 
of insane officers of the Army and Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES RAINEY. 

Mr. HUTTON also introduced a bill (H. R. CS) cane a pension 
to James Rainey; which was read a first and time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. FLINT. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 5323) granting a pension to 
George W. Flint; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee an Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. HUNTER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 5324) granting 
a pension to John H, Hunter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WATSON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5325) grant- 
ing a pension to John Watson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. B. DAWSON. 
Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 5326) for the relief of E. B. 


Dawson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- Agri, 


mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 
JOHN A. VANDERHOFF. 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 5327) granting a pension 
to John A. Vanderhoff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NOAH HOFFMAN. $ 

Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 5328) ting a pension to 
Noah Hoffman; which was read a first and 5 referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ANTES. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5329) ing a pension 
to William Antes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALAMANZER DE CAMP. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5330) granting a pen- 
sion to Alamanzer De Camp; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMMA M. SHINER. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma M. Shiner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH CROWLEY. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5332) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Crowley; which was read a first second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD L. HILL. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. Suse) senting a pee 


sion to Edward L. Hill; which was read a first and time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY ANNIN. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension 
to Henry Annin; which was read a first and second time, seh, peas 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP DEVEMER. 


Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5335) ting a pension 
to Philip Devemer; which was read a first and ah, rng referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN S. WOLVERTON. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5336) granting a i 


to Benjamin S. Wolverton; which was read a first and second re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOIN SPRUCE. 


Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5337) granting a pension 
to John Spruce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW J. DALRYMPLE. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5338) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Dalrymple; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS OF THE REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5339) relating to the officers of the Revenue-Marine Service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Conimerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF UNITED STATES LEGATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 5340) to amend section 1750 
of the Revised Statutes and to regulate the use of official seals and the 
collection of fees in the legations and consulates of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF F. z. TUCKER. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5341) for the relief of the estate 
of F. Z. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WILSON. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5342) to reimburse William 
Wilson, gunner, United States Navy, for effects lost by him while at- 
jempting to save Government property from destruction by fire; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

ADULTERATIONS OF DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


Mr. BEACH presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, relating to dangerous adulterations and coun- 
terfeiting of dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on 
iculture, 

Mr. BEACH. As this resolution relates to a very important subject 
and is brief, I ask unanimous consent that it may be published in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). The Chair can not 
ask unanimous consent for that purpose during this call. 
SMITH. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5343) for the relief of 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HALLAM ELDRIDGE AND MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5344) for the relief of Hal- 
lam Eldridge and the estate of Mary Montgomery, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. GILBERT. 


Mr. MILLARD Also introduced a bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of 
Mary J. Gilbert, sister of De Witt Gilbert, late of Company G, Eighty- 
ninth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MAX BEEBER. 
Mr. DOWDNEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5346) for the 
relief of Max Beeber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GERSON FREIDENHEIT. 
Mr. DOWDNEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5347) for 
the relief of Gerson Freidenheit; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5348) amending section 4414 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States fixing the compensation of 
inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ° 

ISAAC GRASKOFF. 


Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill 15 R. 5349) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Graskoff, late of Company E, One hundred and 
eleventh New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
£ TAX ON REAL ESTATE AGENTS. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced abill (H. R. 5350) to repeal 
of an act relating to tax on the business of real estate agents in 
the District of Columbia, approved June 20, 1872; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- HENRY N. WOLF. 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5366) for 


MRS. CLARISSA TAFT. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Clarissa Taft; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS, 

Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5352) amending section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes fixing the compensation of i of 
hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL LEARY. 

Mr. SWINBURNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5353) 
for the relief of Daniel Leary for the use, occupation, and destruction of 
property by the military authorities in the year 1863; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER k. DEDERICK. 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 5354) for the relief of Peter K. 
Dederick ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. LAMBERT. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 5355) to amend the military 
record of Charles W. Lambert ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL LIGHT AND FUEL COMPANY. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL introduced a bill R. 5356) to incorpo- 
rate the National Light and Fuel Company; w was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN A. MERRITT. 

Mr. BLISS (by Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL) introduced a bill (H. R. 5357) 
to provide for the adjustment of certain accounts of Edwin A. Merritt, 
late consul-general at London, for storage and care of the archives at 
that consulate-general; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PHELAN. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5358) toplace 
Jeremiah Phelan, late hospital steward, United States Army, on the 
retired-list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

H. J. SIMONSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5359) for the relief of H. J. Simonson and others; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES MILLS, 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5360) for the paymentof additional bounty to Charles Mills; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. P. BROWN, 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5361) increasing the pension of Allen G. P. Brown; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. F 

ST. JAMES PARISH, WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5362) for the benefit of the 
wardens and vestry of St. James Parish, at . N. C.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. A. HOLDERLY AND J. W. GUERRANT. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5363) for the 
relief of R. A. Holderly and J. W. Guerrant; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ILLICIT DISTILLERIES. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5364) to 
abolish the statute allowing seizing officers to destroy forfeited stills and 
distilling apparatus, and requiring said officers to remove the forfeited 
pr toa safe storage, to besold without being first cut up or muti- 

ted; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BRADFIELD. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5365) to 
pay William Bradfield for carrying the mails; which was read a first 
ccc to. tho Gonimittss on-Ciaitng, and orlargd 20 

prin 


the relief of Henry N. Wolf; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM ROMMEL. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced abill (H. R. 5367) 
grantinga pension to William Rommel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress |, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to ascertain the 
amount and character of the printing done by the authority of Congress, and 
whether the same can be reduced without detriment to the public service, and 
report by bill or otherwise as soon as practicable, 


CORRECTION OF ARMY RECORDS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5368) 
to correct the Army records of certain officers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5369) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

s ELIZABETH INGERSON. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5370) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Ingerson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES N. DOOLITTLE. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5371) granting a pension to 
Charles N. Doolittle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. POWELL. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5372) granting a pension to 
Richard H. Powell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAKER SAINE. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5373) granting a pension to 
Baker Saine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE THOMAS. 

Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 5374) for the relief of Jesse 
Thomas, late private Company F, Two hundred and sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMMON M’ LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5375) for the 
relief of Ammon McLaughlin for property taken by General Banks; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN E. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5376) for 
the relief of Edwin E. Saunders, deceased, for property taken by United 
States forces during the war of the rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

8 JOHN M. HARTMAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 5377) for the relief of 
John M. Hartman from the charge of desertion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, 

SILAS C. PARKER, 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5378) granting a pension to 
Silas C. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH s. C. ROWLAND. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5379) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph S. C. Rowland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

VENA MEIER. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5380) granting a pension 
to Vena Meier; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JEREMIAH DARLING, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 5381) for the relief 
of Jeremiah Darling, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ELIZABETH WALTZ. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5382) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Waltz, widow of Louis Waltz, late of Company 
E, Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY STOLL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5383) granting 
a pension to Mary Stoll, widow of Jacob Stoll, late of Company C, One 
hundred and eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON FCURTH-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5384) 
to regulate the rate of on fourth-class matter; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL A. DAVIS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5385) granting a 
pension to Rachel A. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5386) granting 
apension to William Dougherty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5387) to prevent 
the contraction of the currency; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 


printed. 
J. SCHRIBER & CO. 


Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of J. Schri- 
ber & Co. for internal- revenue stamps lost on tobacco burned in their 
factory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN KINNEY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension 
to Ann Kinney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5390) supplemental to an 
act entitled An act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the 
public domain,” approved May 20, 1862; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ISAAC H. LYNN. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5391) granting a 
ion to Isaac H. Lynn; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HARRISON GRIFFS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5392) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Griffs; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5393) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to transfer two condemned cannon to 
Jobes Post, at Greenville, Ohio, for monumental purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension 
to Sally Ann Bradley; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES SHAY. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill S R. 5395) granting a ion to James 
Shay, of Henry County, Ohio; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES TURNER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5396) granting a pension to 
James Turner, of Defiance County, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. * 


CORNELIUS C. BUCKLES. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R, 5397) granting a pension to 
Cornelius C. Buckles; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET CASHIN. 
Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension 
to Margaret Cashin; which was read a 1 and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


_ Mr. LITTLE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 116) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States relative to 
the election of President and Vice-President; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OREGON AND WASHINGTON INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5399) for payment of balance 
unpaid on Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war claims for sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by a com- 
mission appointed by the Secretary of War, consisting of General Rufus 
Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant to an act of 
Congress, and disallowed by the Third Auditor of the as per 
his report of February 7, 1860; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE T. NEWMAN. 
Mr. EVANS introduced a bill (H. R. 5400) for the relief of George 
T. Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. NEGLEY (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5401) making appropriations for additional barracks at the south- 
ern, northwestern, and western branches of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EZRA NEFF. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5402) for the 
relief of Ezra Neff; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. M’NUTT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5403) 
granting a pension to William A. McNutt, late of the One hundred and 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID KRITZER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5404) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of David Kritzer, 
Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5405) 
granting a pension to David Kritzer, late of Company A, Eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Reserves; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

P. E. RAIGER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5406) ting a pen- 
sion to P. E. Raiger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LYON. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5407) to relieve 
John Lyon from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSIAH FOCHT. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5408) granting a 
pension to Josiah Focht; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER RIFFLE. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5409) granting a pension to 
Christopher Riffle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WYNING. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5410) granting a pension 
to George W. Wyning; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BUTLER. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5411) granting a pension 
to John Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES NABORS. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5412) granting a pension 
to James Nabors; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE W. SHORES. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5413) granting a pension 
to George W. Shores; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension 
to Maria Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA PIERCE, 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5415) granting a pension 
to Matilda Pierce; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA E. SIMPSON, 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5416) granting a pension 
to Rebecca E. Simpson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLEMENT H. COLE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5417) for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the record of Clement H. Cole; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK M. ALLISON. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5418) for 
the removal of the charge of desertion from the records of Frank M. 
Allison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN F. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BROWN, of P lvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5419) for 
the relief of Benjamin F. Taylor; which was read a first and second 
a temen to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAJOR WILLIAM KENDALL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5420) for 
the relief of er fe representatives of Major William Kendall; which 
. was read a first second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5421) re- 
lating to the coinage of silver dollars and the reine of silver certifi- 
cates thereon and upon silver bullion, and providing for the depositing 
of the same as security for the circulating notes of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN J. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. SCRANTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5422) granting 
arrears of pension to Ann J. Williams; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. DANIEL J, BENNER, 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 5423) for the relief of Daniel J. 
Benner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER X. BLAIR. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5424) for the relief of Oliver 
M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES ZEIGLER. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5425) for the relief of Charles 
Zeigler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER STALLSMITH. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of Peter 
Stallsmith; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. RBA. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5427) forthe relief of John 
A. Rea; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. MELOY. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of 
George H. Meloy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

R. W. ROSS. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5429) for the relief of R. 
W. Ross; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALBERT D. STOUFFER. 


Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5430) to relieve Albert D. 
Stouffer from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES MITCHELL. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5431) granting an increase 
of pension to James Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OLIVER FREET. 

Mr. SWOPE also - introduced a bill (H. R. 5432) for the relief of Oli- 
ver Freet; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

VALENTINE HERTZ. 


Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5433) for the relief of Val- 
entine Hertz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS C. WERTZ. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension 
to Amos C. Wertz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID L. M’DERMOTT. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5435) granting a pension 
to David L. McDermott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET KLINEDINST. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension 
to Klinedinst; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS CHRONISTER. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5437) granting a pension 
to Louis Chronister; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS SHEADS. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias 
Sheads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. THOMPSON. 


Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of William 
R. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
BENJAMIN F. GREEN. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5440 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Green; which was read a first ani 
second time,referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ESTATE OF A. L. BURWELL, DECEASED. 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of the 
estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH DAVIS. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5442) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CHARLOTTE SMITH. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of Mrs. 
Charlotte Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE WITH MEXICO, CENTRAL AMERICA, ETC. 
Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5444) for the enco 

ment of closer commercial relationship and in the interests of and the 
perpetuation of peace between the United States and the Republies of 
Mexico and Central and South America and the Empire of Brazil; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SHARP. 


Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 5445) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Joseph Sharp; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WEINERT. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 5446) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Weinert; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SHEATS. 
Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5447) for the relief of John 
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Sheats; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY RUBY. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5448) for the relief of 
Henry Ruby; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA V. HEINE. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5449) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma V. Heine, widow of Isaac Heine, late of 3 I, Fifty- 
third Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH C. WILSON. ~ 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5450) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth C. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK WARDECKER. 
Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Wardecker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE L. s. BAKER. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pen- 
sion to George L. S. Baker; which was read a first second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF MARKS & M’ADAMS. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5453) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of Marks & McAdams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES KANE. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 5454) for the relief of James 
Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH LINE, SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 5455) for the construction ofa 
telegraph line from Georgetown, 8. C., to South Island and Waverly 
Mills, 5. C., and for the display of storm and weather at those 
points; which was read a first and second time, to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE HUMPHREYS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 5456) for the relief of Jesse 
Humphreys; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRUCE F. YEAGER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. shina, pega. Ser 
sion to Bruce F. Yeager; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC RAINS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5458) for the relief of 
Isaac Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HUGHES, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5459) for the relief of 
John R. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. WALKER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5460) ting a pen- 
sion to John B. Walker; which wre e K ee eee Waka; referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER HICKS, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5461) for the relief 
of Alexander Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. BOVELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5462) for the relief of 
W. W. Bovell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. F. M. LEWIS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5463) restoring J. F. 
M. Lewis to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEMUEL C. WRIGHT. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5464) for the relief of Lem- 
uel C. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HOLLAN. 
Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5465) granting a pen- 


sion to Robert Hollan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SURPLUS IN TREASURY. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5466) to provide for 
the payment of the surplus in the Treasury upon the bonded debt and 
stop interest; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. GATES. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 5467) for the relief of John T. 
Gates; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IRWIN M’ADAMS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5468) for the re- 
lief of Irwin McAdams, of Henderson County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. r 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, TEXAS. 

Mr, THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5469) granting to 
the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge Company the right to construct 
and maintain a bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in 
Cooke County, Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATES OF ELY MOORE AND JOHN W. WHITFIELD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of the estates 
of Ely Moore and John W. Whitfield and others; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN B. HAYS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 5471) granting 
u pension to John B. Hays; which was read a first and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY BROOKS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill = 5472) to 
increase ion of Henry Brooks; which was read a and second 
time, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN s. BRAXTON. 

Mr. TRIGG introduced a bill (H. R. 5473) for the relief of John S. 
Braxton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN EGAN. 
Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 5474) granting a pension to 


Mary Ann Egan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SELECTION OF NAVAL CADETS. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5475) to provide for the selection 
of cadets for the naval service and their technical education; which 
was read a first and second ti referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be prin’ 

JANE MILLIGAN, 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5476) for the 
relief of Jane Milligan, of Portsmouth, Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. MEARS. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5477) to restore John W. 
Mears a fine improperly imposed upon him; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

R. S. HIPKINS. 

Mr. CROXTON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5478) for 
the relief of R. S. Hipkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DESTRUCTION OF ESSEX COUNTY JAIL, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5479) to reimburse the 
county of Essex, in the State of Virginia, for the loss of its jail, de- 
stroyed while occupied by United States troops in 1865; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. COONTS. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5480) forthe relief of the minor 
heirsof John W. Coonts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS W. WASHINGTON, DECEASED. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5481) for the relief of the 
legal re tatives of Lewis W. Washington, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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RECOINAGE OF SUBSIDIARY SILVER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5482) to require the recoin- 
age of the subsidiary silver coins of the United States into like coins of 
poporo weight to the standard silver dollar; which was read a first 

second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM F. WILSON. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5483) referring the claim 
of William F. Wilson to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

URIAS BUSKIRK. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 5484) to pay to Urias Buskirk 
the amount found due to him by the Court of Claims; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

ae 8 of ibe Toenis, — a bill (H. R. 5485) to 
equalize the pay of em of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I move the reference of this bill to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT SUTOR. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Robert 
Sutor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON HAYWARD. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. granting a pension to 
Aaron Hayward, late a sergeant in Company E, One hundred and forty- 
seventh New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA MONEYPENNY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5488) granting a pension to 
Asa Moneypenny; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DILLON. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5489) for the relief of William 
Dillon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS C. ROHRBAUGH. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5490) ting a pension to 
Nicholas C. Rohrbaugh; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CHARGES OF DESERTION. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5491) to relieve certain sol- 
diers from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLERICAL FORCE OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. GUENTHER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice: 


and whether any changes should be made in the distribution of the work or in 

the organization of the force employed; and also to report as to the į 

of making the tenure of office of persons employed under the officers of the House 

1 rip tm Bas efficiency and good behavior; such report to be made by 
or otherw: 


ELIZA NEWMAN. 
Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5492) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS GLEASON. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5493) granting a 
naval pension to Thomas Gleason; which was read a first and second 
hoo pe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

HIRAM R. SMITH. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5494) granting a pen- 

sion to Hiram R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS B. HOLT. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 5495) granting a pension to 
Thomas B. Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COURTS IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5496) to increase the jurisdiction 
of probate courts in Arizona and to repeal all acts of the Territorial As- 
sembly creating county courts in said Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN ARIZONA AND NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (5497) providing a commission for 
the adjustment and liquidation of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions in Arizona and New Mexico since the acquisition of said Terri- 
tories by the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHILDREN OF GENERAL M CALA. 


Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5498) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. McCall and Georgia E. McCall, orphan children of Brig. Gen. 
W. H. H. McCall; which was read a first and second time. referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DOBBS. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5499) granting a pension to 
John Dobbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5500) fixing the compensa- 
tion of United States marshals, deputies, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

MIGUEL SALAZAR. > 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 5501) for the relief of Miguel 
Salazar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CARPENTERS IN THE NAVY. 
Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 5502) to fix the status of 
ters in the United States Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
C. H. HALE. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5503) for the relief of 
C. H. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ROAD IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mx. VOORHEES presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Washington Territory, praying for an appropriato for the building of 
a military road from New Dungeness to Bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NORTHERN PACIFIO RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, praying for the restoration to the pub- 
lic domain of all lands now withheld by the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company between Walla Walla, Wash., and Portland, Oreg.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


UNIVERSITY LANDS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 5504) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyo- 
ming for university purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBPCENA TO CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk of the House has been served with a 
subpana duces tecum from the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, requiring him to produce before an officer of that court to-day a cer- 
tain engrossed bill which is now in the hands of the Public Printer. 
The Chair will the subpcena before the House for such order as it 
may choose to , as the Chair is of the opinion that the Clerk can- 
not comply with this subpoena without the order of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Supreme court of the District of Columbia, the 6th day of February, 1888. 


E. Lemon ntiff, vs. N. W. Fi and others, defi N 
George , Plai me at — rs, defendants, No. 
The President of the Uniled States to John B. Clarke, jr.: 

You are hereby commanded to appear as witness for the defendant before Al- 
bert Harper, 480} Louisania avenue, at office of H. O. Claughton, esq.,on the Sth 
day of February, 1886, at2 o lock p. m., and bring with youthe bound volume con- 
ns the enrolled bills re; from the A: iations Committee in regard 
to pensions made for the year ending June 30, 1855, which is now in the 
possession of the Government Printer, 


Witness: 
D. K. CARTTER, Chief Justice, &. 
R. J. MEIGS, Clerk, &c., 
By R. J. MEIGS, JE., Assistant Clerk, &c. 
Mr. MORRISON: Mr. Speaker, I move that the matter be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move that itbe referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary with leave to report at any time? 
Mr. MORRISON. Yes. 
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_The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be proper under the 
circumstances, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Clerk may be charged with contempt of court 
if he fails to respond to-day. 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON to refer the matter to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with leave to report at any time, was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Chair will now recog- 
nize for the introduction of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were 
not in their seats during the regular call of States and Territories, 

There was no objection, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5505) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building on the Bridewell lot at Chicago, III.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


EMILY LOUISA SPICER. 


Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to | P 


Emily Louisa Spicer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH CLUNE. 
Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5507) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Clune; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE OF GOOD SHEPHERD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5508) poset the main- 
tenance of certain females in the House of the Shepherd; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Sr. PATRICK’S CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. c. 


Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5509) for the relief of 
St. Patrick's church, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COMPTON also presented a memorial of the con 
Patrick's church, of Washington, praying to be relieved of the payment 
of certain interest, penalties, and costs charged against their property; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS, 


Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5510) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


tion of St. 


MRS. N. H. LAMDIN. 


Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5511) granting a pension to Mrs. 
N. H. Lamdin, widow of Nicholas H. Lamdin, passed assistant engineer 
United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, rehired 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF A. J. TYNES. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5512) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of A. J. Tynes, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SECTION 4691 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5513) to amend section 4691 ot 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5514) granting a ion 
to J. B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, refe: to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. FAILER. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5515) granting a pension 
to Samuel B. Failer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SOLOMON COHEN. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Solomon Cohen, of Savannah, Ga.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

M. R. WARE. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of M. R. Ware 
for vg ode taken and appropriated by the Army of the United States 
in the te war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RECOINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


ver dollars; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 
ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5518) to enable the pone 
of Dakota east of the Missouri River to form a constitution and State 
government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK KLOR. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of 
Frederick Klor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 117) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit in certain cases 
the passage of private or special laws; which was read a first and second 
poe c to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clenk of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and re- 

3 to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, Winship B. Pettie, for 

y-two days’ service as assistant clerk of the Committee on Claims, at the 
same compensation as is allowed to session clerks, 


ROBERT A. STUART. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5520) granting a pension to 
Robert A. Stuart; which was read a first and second time, refered to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB M. BARRON. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to 
Jacob M. Barron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA CLAY. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5522) granting a pension to 
Martha Clay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ALBRIGHT. 


Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5523) to restore the name 
of James Albright to the pension-roll of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA D. TUCKER. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to 
Maria D. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT E, STEPHENS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5525) granting 
increase of pension to Robert E. Stephens; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES K. KENNEDY. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5526) for 
the relief of James K. Kennedy, Company K, Eighty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EMELINE CRAWFORD. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to 
Emeline Crawford, widow of Daniel S. Crawford, late private Com- 
pany A, Forty-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LEWIS. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5528) for tho 
relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN H. DUNAGAN, 

Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to 
John H. Dunagan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANZ AND CHARLES HUNING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief of Franz 
and Charles Huning and others for property taken by Indians; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. LAMB. 

Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill 2 R. 5531) to place the nume 
of George A. Lamb on the muster- out roll of the Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a resolution in relation to coinage of sil- | and ordered to be printed. 
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NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 5532) for the construction 
of a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, to the national cemetery near said city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOINN KNOCHELMANN. 


Mr. McCREARY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5533) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from 
John Knochelmann, late private Company K, Fifty-fourth Ohio In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA L. HAMMER. 


Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5534) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maria L. Hammer for services rendered as volun- 
teer hospital nurse during the late war of the rebellion; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


W. L. PARVIN AND HENRY A. GREENE. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 5535) for the relief of Wash- 
ington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FERDINAND HERCHER. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5536) for the relief of Ferdi- 
nand Hercher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH P. M’KEAN. 


Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5537) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. McKean, of Marion, Linn County, 
Towa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BILL WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, Lask, by unanimous 
consent, for leave to withdraw from the files of the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions and from the files of the House the bill (H. R. 4324) t- 
ing a pension to William H. Cyrus. It is a bill which was introduced 
by me through mistake on the 18th of January last. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is with- 
drawn from. the files of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories, 
and the Chair will, under the rules, now call the committees for reports. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. EVANS. I rise for the purpose of submitting a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the resolution of Mr. NEAL, 
January 26, as follows: 

" Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session 
only, until farther order of the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House at the same rate of compensation now 

id to session committee clerks respectively,” 
ve considered the same, and respectfully submit the following report : 

The committee finds that the Committee on Claims has a 2 inadequate 
force to perform its work. There have been referred to the committee thus far 
over eleven hundred bills and four hundred petitions, as against five hundred 
and eleven up to the corresponding period of the last session. This committee, 
with the Committee on Invalid Pensions and War Claims, bas now under con- 
sideration over four thousand bills of the six thousand bills introduced to date 


in the House. The Committee on War has an assistant clerk and the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has two assistant clerks. The change in the 
rules this session has increased 


y the labors of the Committee on Claims— 
in fact, nearly doubled the work. It is the opinion of this committee that a cor- 
8 increase in the clerical force of the said committee should be allowed. 

our committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the accompanying res- 
olution, with this amendment: 

Strike out the words “at the same rate of compensation now paid to session 
clerks respectively,” and insert in their place the words at the rate of $6 per 
day,” the resolution then to read : 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session 
only, until further order of the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day.“ 


The amendment was adopted, and the resolution as amended was 


agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLERK TO ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam directed by the Committee on Acconnts to sub- 
mit the following privileged report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr, 
CAMPBELL, of Obio, providing for a clerk for the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic, res y report: 

ered the same, and recommend the passage of the fol- 


9 
That they have co 
lowing substitute : 
“ Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be au 
ized and empowered to employ a clerk during the sessions of the Forty-ninth 
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Congress, to be paid at the rate of $ö per day, out of the contingent fund of 
the House.” 


Mr. SPOONER. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the privilege of speak - 
ing in the time of the gentleman from Rhode Island, although I am not 
without qualification in favor of the adoption of this resolution. I 
may be permitted to say that the Committee on Accounts had a simi- 
lar resolution, giving a clerk to still another committee, and that the 
resolution will be re with a similar recommendation. 

Now, sir, I do not desire to urge the House very strongly one way or 
the other on a question of this kind; but I do desire to the House 
to take a logical and consistent position with reference to this question. 
This House has seen fit to decide there should be certain committees, and 
therefore has established the presumption that each committee has a 
certain amount of clerical work to do. The House has also decided 
that in case of certain of the committees they shall be grouped; and, 
therefore, the presumption is that in the opinion of the House the cleri- 
cal work of those two committees can be performed by oneclerk. Now, 
Jam aware that such an arrangement is an awkward one, because by cus- 
tom at least the chairman of the second committee has come to suppose 
that the clerk is primarily the clerk of the first committee, and, there- 
fore, he finds it rather hard to call upon him forassistance. Therefore, 
if this arrangement is to continue, it should be decided on what days 
one eommittee should have the services of the clerk and on what days 
the other committee should have it. 

But what I am chiefly interested in is that this House should not 
adopt this resolution from a temporary spasm of generosity, because I 
am afraid that might be followed by a temporary of economy, in 
which the real interests of this House would suffer. I want to say, and 
I can say it without violation of any committee propriety, that, in m 
judgment, there are certain parts of the service of the House whi 
require additional employés. I know that in the document-room, for 
instance, the work can not be done without additional employés; and, 
therefore, I trust the House will have no objection to giving some addi- 
tional assistance in that quarter. 

A MEMBER. What department did you refer to? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iwas referring to the document-room. Other 
gentlemen may have noticed other occasions where they have found that 
the service of the House is inadequate. Butall I want to say now, Mr. 
Speaker, is, that if this House proposes that every committee it chooses 
to create shall have a clerk, all right; but I do not want this resolution 
to pass and then hereafter members will repent of it as something ap- 
pontine to extravagance, and, therefore, try to make the balance good 

y extra eee harie may ha in just the place where the con- 
venience of members of the House is most concerned in having an ade- 
quate increase in the present service of the House. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman: from 
Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps an ungracious thing to 
oppose the report of this committee, giving the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic aclerk. Like my colleague on the committee from 
IIlinois [Mr. ADAMS] I am indisposed to urge the House very strongly 
either way; but believing as I do that there is no present necessity for 
the services of a clerk to this committee, and knowing if a clerk is al- 
lowed that there are three or four other committees equally as much 
entitled to a clerkship, I shall be compelled to oppose the report of the 
Committee on Accounts in this respect. 

Now, in the Forty-eighth Congress the House, in the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill, provided for fifteen annual clerk- 
ships and thirty-one special clerks, besides three assistant clerks for the 
Committees on Appropriations and Ways and Means. In addition to 
this, they provided seven session clerks by special resolutions, amount- 
5 5 all to a clerical force for the Forty-eighth Congress of fifty-six. 

the Forty-ninth Congress, the present session, we have fifteen an- 
nual clerks, three assistant clerks for the Committees on Appropriations 
and Ways and Means, and thirty-one session clerks. We have up to 
this date allowed to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
a clerk, to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
an 7 2 to = Sere on Claims an assistant clerk, making 
-two clerks provided for at present, four less than appeared 

on the roll of the last House. i g 

But gentlemen in voting on this proposition must remember that the 
House in the revision of the rules has abolished three committees which 
existed in the last Congress, namely, the Committee on Public Health, 
the Committee on the Payment of. Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
the Committee on the Tenth Census, to which three clerks, I believe, 
were assigned. 

Mr. BEACH. No, the gentleman is mistaken; the Committee on 
the Public Health never had a clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true; that committee had not a clerk, but 
the other two committees had. The gentleman from New York is cor- 


rect, 

But while there seems to be an apparent reduction of the clerical force 
of the House over what existed in the last Congress, itis in part caused 
5 an dropping of two of the committees of the last House which had 
eler - 


1222 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, coming directly to the question at issue, so that 
the House may know whether or not this committee is entitled toa clerk, 
I haye requested the Clerk to prepare an exhibit showing the number 
of reports on resolutions and bills reported to the House from that com- 
mittee in the last Congress. That result I shall now lay before you. 
The Committee on Manufactures, that is now grouped with the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, reported to the last Congress just 
two bills, while the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic reported 
four, making in all six reports from these two committees. This com- 
mittee, as I have said, is grouped with the Committee on Man 
and the work is assigned to one clerk for both of these committees. 
They reported only six bills in the last House, and we have no reason 
to that that number will be increased during this Congress. 

In conclusion I want to say that if we have the courage of our con- 
victions and assign these clerks for the individual use of members, then 
we ought to pass a resolution giving every member of the Housea clerk; 
and if these clerks are assigned to committees that have no great or 

ressing duties to perform and the chairman by reason of the fact is 
Bedy the beneficiary, then I must protest against this action until the 
House by resolution provides each member with a clerk. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman from Missouri be kind enough 
to inform us as to the number of clerks in the last Congress and the 
number in this? I did not understand exactly his statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I said that the total clerical force in the Forty- 
eighth Congress amounted to fifty-six, while the force at the present 
time, including the assistant clerk which has just been allo to the 
Committee on Claims, amounts to fifty-two, and that the House in this 
eee pr three of the committees which existed in the last 

ngress. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to see every committee of the 
House that needs the exclusive services of a clerk supplied with it. If 
one clerk, however, can perform the duties for two committees or three 
committees, then, so far as the committee is concerned, that is enough. 
Now, I sus I think I may go further and say that I practically 
know from the duties that many of these committees have performed 
in former Congresses, that one clerk is sufficient for two or more. The 
practice, however, has up to give some gentleman who ha; 
to be chairman of one of these committees a clerk, really, so far as 
the roll is concerned, a clerk for the committee, but in fact a private 
clerk for the chairman. : 

I think this is a pretty expensive way to provide the favored few with 
clerical assistance, while the not favored few have to Fon for their cler- 
ical assistance; and I think itis high time this House should understand 
the fact and the country should understand the fact that the favored 
few have their clerical assistance paid for, and paid for pretty expen- 
sively, while the many do not have it. I undertake to say the clerks 
of each of these committees receive sufficient pay in one Congress to pro- 
vide at least one clerk for three members. 

As gentlemen know, every Senator has hisclerk atthe public expense, 
and you and I vote year by year the money to pay them. Now, one of 
two things is wrong. Each Senator should not have a clerk at the 
public expense or each member should havesuchaclerk. We have just 
as much work to do as the Senators have, and I think, in fact, many of 
us have more work than they have to do. If there be odium in giving 
a member of Congress a clerk we incur that odium when we make the 
appropriation to pay clerks for the Senators and have not the co to 
demand the same privilege for ourselves. For my part I shall vote from 
this on against the givingaclerk to each one of the smaller committees, 
hoping that practice will be cut up by the roots and that either the Sen- 
ators will be deprived of their clerks or that we shall have the courage 
to demand for ourselves what we concede to Senators. 

I shall vote against the resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Carit 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. In offering this resolution to provide the 
committee of which I have the honor to be chairman with a clerk, I did 
it for two reasons. In the first place, it is beneath the dignity of this 
House to make and constitute a committee and refuse it the ordinary 
means of transacting business. It is too small a matter for the repre- 
sentatives of fifty millions of people to descend to. I place it first upon 
the ground of principle, that there either ought not to be a committee 
or the committee ought to have a clerk; and I will say here very freely 
that if the committee is abolished I will make no objection whatever; 
but if it is allowed to stand, Linsist upon its being treated with the dig- 
nity that is worthy of this House. 

In the second place, that committee needs a clerk—I say it upon full 
consideration—more than one-third of the committees now constituted 
by this House. Take, for instance, the question of a commission to in 
vestigate the alcoholic liquor traffic. There is at the other end of the 
Capitol, about to be passed, the Blair bill upon that subject, which will 
come to this committee. We have various propositionsin the shape of bills 
referred to that committee on the same subject. We are deluged with 
letters from the whole country, from temperance men of the standing of 
Neal Dow and that class of men, who want to be heard beforeus. We 


were visited no later than this morning by a representative of the brew- 
ers of this country, who want to be heard by this committee. We will 
haye to sit, more hours investigating that subject than the number of 
hours that some other committees will sit during the whole session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
as House has not provided stenographers for the work to which he re- 

ers. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Not that I know of. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The House has provided two stenographers for the 
work of committees. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Those stenographers can not sit there 
to do the work of the committee, although they may be called upon to 
reduce to writing the evidence and arguments. In the Forty-eighth 
Congress fifty-six bills and resolutions were referred to that committee 
and they had a great deal of business in attending to matters growing 
out of the bills referred to them. 

I know also that the clerk of the Committee on Manufactures, who 
is a ing in the best manner he can to the business of this commit- 
tee, is required to be present at his committee on the same day that ours 
3 We are occupying a secondary position in reference to that com- 
mittee. 

Now I insist, Mr. Speaker, that this is unjust discrimination. There 
are only four committees in this House that are not supplied with 
clerks, and it looks like a travesty on the word reform, that the House 
should commence reforming in the work of committees by cutting off 
clerks from four committees. If, as the gentleman from Illinois said, 
one clerk can do the work of two, or three, or four committees, very 
well; the proper thing is to consolidate the committees, and let one 
committee do the work of two, or three, or four. To that I make no 
objection, but I insist this committee shall not be discriminated against. 
And I will say to the gentlemen on this side of the House that it is 
charged that there is an attempt to give this committee as little ma- 
chinery as possible, for fear that it will take some action in the interest 
of the temperance element of the country. I see no necessity for lying 
under that imputation, which certainly ought not to be true. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. S er, I do not think the 
House ought to look at this report of the Committee on Accounts with 
any to what other committees have heretofore been assigned 
clerks, The question is simply whether this committee should 
be properly equipped for the work that it is required to perform. I 
undertake tosay that there is no committee of this House to whose ac- 
tion more people look with interest than this Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. If there is any one question that is arousing all 
the religious, all the moral, all the patriotic interests of the country, it 
is the question: By what moral influence, by what moral suasion, can 
we best promote temperance in thiscountry? ‘There are those who dif- 
fer as to the best means of attaining this end and as to what kind of 
legislation will best promote the cause; but I have yet to see the man 
who is a good citizen and who is opposed to legislating upon this great 
question in the manner which will best advance the interests of tem- 
perance. If this committee has done nothing in the past, it should do 
something now. It should at least give to the country such statistics 
and such facts as will enable the people occupying both sides of this 
es ion to judge what is best for them to do. For one, while I 

ve never indorsed the prohibition doctrine, I have never seen the 
day, and I hope I never will see the day, when I will refuse by any act 
of mine to promote temperance and good government among the peo- 
ple of this country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, as the action of the House upon the 
resolution now pending may serve to guide the committee in the con- 
sideration of other questions of this character, it seemed desirable that 
the expression of opinion should be freely permitted, as it has been in 
the brief remarks made here upon both sides of this question. Al- 
though I am of the minority of the Committee on Accounts, as far as 
party politics is concerned, I have been directed by the majority to 
make this report. This is a matter which I think that committee or 
a majority of the committee understand runs to the question of pro- 
viding for the proper performance of the business of the House. The 
majority of the committee, I believe, think that where a committee 
has been provided for under the rules of the House and where that 
committee has business to transact, it is quite proper that it should be 
furnished with a clerk to assist in the transaction of its business. Re- 
peated complaints have come to the attention of the Committee on Ac- 
counts about the inability of several of these committees to procure 
the assistance of the clerks who have been in part assigned to them, 
In the Forty-fifth Congress we had, counting clerks and assistants, 
eighteen annual clerks and thirty-one session clerks, both classes of 
whom were provided for in the general appropriation bill. There were 
also by special resolution seven other clerks provided for during the 
session. During the present session we have up to the present time, 
ineluding the clerk provided for by the resolution which passed the 
House this morning, fifty-two clerks, four less in number than were 
employed in the last Congress. 

I certainly have no disposition to urge upon the House the incurring 
of any unreasonable or extravagant expense. Iam quite in accord with 
such line of practical economy as can be carried out for regulating all 


1886. 
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these matters of expenditure; but I do believe in dealing with these | cerning the resolution last adopted by the House applies with equal 


matters in a practical, common-sense way, and it is because I believe 
that, as a practical matter and in the interest perhaps of true economy, 
clerks should be provided for these committees, in order that the public 
business intrusted to them may be properly attended to—it is for that 
reason, sir, that I am in favor of the passage of this resolution, or rather 
of the substitute re from the committee, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
SPOONER] permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. > 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether itis not true 
that the four committees which are now without clerks are all seeking 
to be provided with them, and that the cost will aggregate about $5,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are only four committees of the House which 
are not provided with clerks. If the resolution now under considera- 
tion is adopted, there will be only three not provided for. If the reso- 
Jation which I have in my , and which also I am instructed to 
report favorably, is adopted, there will be but two committees left with- 
out clerks. I do not see any reason for making a distinction between 
this committee, nor, indeed, between any of the committees which have 
no clerks and quite a number of those which at present have clerks. I 
therefore move the adoption of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Accounts, which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be au- 
thorized and empowered to employ a clerk —.— the session of the Forty- 
F rate of $6 a day out of the contingent fund of 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 31. 

So the amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was then to. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
See À to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION AND ACOUSTICS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present another privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Acco! to which was referred the accompany reso" 
lution of Mr. GREEN, of N. Carolina, has considered the same,and here- 
blank — be fil 


with reports favorably thereon, . led 
be the word “six” between the “paid” and “doi and by 

ing at end of the resolution the words of the House,” and as SO 
amen the resolution be adopted. 


The resolution as proposed to be amended was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics thorized and 
empowered to employ a clerk, to be paid $6 a day during the session of the 
ek Tope ngress, the same to be paid out of the fund of the 

ouse, 


Mr. SPOONER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. GREEN], the chairman of the committee to which this 
resolution relates. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, Mr. Speaker, if the necessity for 
a committee clerk is to be determined by the amount of work which 
the committee has done hereto: I contend that few committees of 
this House are more entitled to a k than the committee over which 


y 
meetings, extending from 8o0’clock frequently until 12 or1o’clock. We 
CCP Iam 


a report was popa formulated by the committee, yet, owing tosome 

am unable to state, that report was never brought before 
the House; consequently the committee will at this have to 
go over much of the work which was done in the last; and I contend 
that the same necessity which existed in the Forty-eighth Congress for 
a clerk for this committee continues in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, if the ition submitted by the gentleman 
from New York fat. SWINBURNE] to give this committee charge of 
the ventilation of all the public buildings in the city of Washington 
should become a law, as itis likely to do, our labors will be immensely 
increased; and in that case I am sure no committee of this House will 
haye greater need for a clerk than the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics, 

I am sure every gentleman on this floor will agree with me that there 
are few subjects which concern this House more than the subject of 
ventilation. It will be conceded that there are very few halls on this 
continent which are worse ventilated than this Hall in which we daily 
sit. Some change with a view to improvement in this must be 
made. The necessity for it is recognized on all hands. Therefore I 
think the House should be liberal and give us the facilities we require 
in order to enable us to arrive at a rational conclusion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I believe that what has been said con- 


force to the resolution now under consideration, It therefore seems to 
me u to have any further discussion, and unless some gen- 
tleman particularly desires to debate the matter I will ask for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendments and then on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question being taken on the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee, there were—ayes 56, noes 20. 

Mr. STORM. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered tellers, and appointed Mr, 
SPOONER and Mr. STORM. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 24. 

Mr. STORM. I withdraw the demand for a further count, and shall 
raise the point on the adoption of the resolution. 

No further count being demanded, the amendments reported by the 
committee were agreed to. 

The question being taken on adopting the resolution as amended, 
there were—ayes 79, noes 19. 

Mr. STORM. I raise the point that no quorum has voted. 

The Speaker, under the rule, ordered tellers, and appointed Mr. 
SPOONER and Mr. STORM. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 115, noes 
28. 


Mr. STORM. I withdraw the demand for a further count. 

No further count being demanded, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the committees for 
rts to be referred to the appropriate calendars, 

. MORRISON. I move to dispense with this call of the com- 
mittees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 

The eres being taken, 

The SPEAKER said: In the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds have 
not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 53. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not ask for a further count. 

So the motion of Mr. Morrison was not agreed to; and the Speaker 

to call the standing and select committees for reports to be 
placed upon the appropriate Calendars. 
IMPORTATION OF MACKEREL, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported a bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and 
landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS, 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States ting to the division of the State of Illinois 
into judicial districts and to provide for holding terms of court of the 
northern district at the city of Peoria; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, withsthe accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, CHALMETTE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. HOUK (by Mr. ZActt. TAYLOR) reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Military Affairs the bill (H. R. 3440) making an appro- 
priation to construct a macadamized road from the United States bar- 
racks in Saint Bernard Parish, Louisiana, to the national cemetery at 
Chalmette, in said parish; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


re) 


JESSE B. SCUDDER. 

Mr. NEECE (by Mr. PINDAR) reported back with amendment from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (H. R. 421) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse B. Scudder; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN HILDEDRANT. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildebrant; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. 
Hamilton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
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FANNY COLLINS. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3516) granting a ion to Fanny 
Rollins: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL C. PECK, JR. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4131) for the relief of Samuel C. 
Peck, jr.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
sf AURELIA F. ROBBINS, 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to 
Aurelia F. Robbins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3116) granting a pension to Lucinda Gould; 
A bill . R. 3543) granting a pension to Mary A. Moulton; 
A bill (H. R. 4391) granting a pension to Evalina Howland; 

A bill (H. R. 4392) to restore the name of Richard Dodge to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4394) to restore the name of Adeline Marston to the pen- 
sion roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4398) rerating the pension of Mrs. Ellen M. Chandler, 
widow of Capt. R. B. Chandler, of Company E, First Regiment Ver- 
mont Cavalry; and 

A bill (H. R. 4521) granting a pension to Sarah A. Glidden. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. LANDES, the Committee on Pensions was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of 
Mary Magraw; and the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

On motion of Mr, WINANS, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1201) for 
the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. KLEINER, the Committee on Pensions was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2023) for the 
relief of Edward G. Pendleton; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


AMANDA RODGERS, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of 
Amanda Rodgers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL H. BLAKELY. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel H. Blakely; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HETTY MARTIN. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1709, a bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of 
James G. Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM K. HAMMOND. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of 
William K. Hammond; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ENOLS LOYD. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols 
Loyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CLERKS TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back ad- 
versely resolution for the appointment of a clerk for each member of 
the House of Representatives at a stated salary, and for abolishing all 


e fees authorized by existing laws to be paid to Senators and Mem- 
TS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), The res- 


olution will be laid u the table, and the accom: i rt or- 
dered to be printed. at i aE ayes 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Can it go onthe Calendar if any one makes 
the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can, 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Gentlemen around me have expressed the 
desire to have a vote on such a resolution, and I therefore ask it be 
placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will go upon the Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report will be ordered to be printed. 


LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported 
back the resolution offered by Mr. MCADOO January 26, 1886, with the 
following substitute therefor: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to report to 
this House whether there is any regulation of the Post-Office Department pre- 
scribing the number of hours pe day which the letter-carriers are requi 
work, and whether the eight- 


ur law is being enforced in the phates mand 
respect to said letter-carriers. 
The amendment wasfagreed to, and as amended the resolution was 
adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the gentleman 
from Virginia and one or two other gentlemen who desire to submit re- 
ports from committees will be permitted now to make them for refer- 
ence. 

There was no objection. 


DAVID C. PAULLUS. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. 
Paullus; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MILTON =, MUZZY. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2549) granting a = 
sion to Milton R. Muzzy; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH STOCKSDALE. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Stocksdale; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. CRAIN, from the Committee on Labor, reported, as a substitute 
for House bills 305 and 4015, constituting eight hours a day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States, a bill (l. R. 5540) to amend section 
3738 of the Revised Statutes relating to the eight-hour law; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bills 305 and 4015 were ord to be laid on the table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CONVICT LABOR, ETC. 


Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Labor, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bills 366, 609, 1004, 2454, 2519, 4017, and House joint 
resolution 103, prohibiting the employment of convict labor, &c., à bill 
(H. R. 5541) to prevent the employment of convict labor and alien labor 
upon public buildings and other public works, and convictlabor in the 
preparation or manufacture of materials for public buildings or other 
public works, and to regulate the manner of letting contracts therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompan ing report, ordered to be printed. 

House bills 366, 609, 1 2454, 2519, 4017, and House joint resolu- 
tion 103 were ordered to be laid on the table. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to submit the report which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound 25,000 extra copies of the President’s last annual message and 
accompanying documents for the use of the House.” 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution of the House 
providing for printing 25,000 extra copies of the President’s last annual message 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having had the same under consid- 
eration, recommend concurrence in the amendments and the passage of the res- 
olution as so amended so as to read as follows: 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
pastea 25,000 extra copies of the President's last annual message for the use of 
the House.“ 


The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 
Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
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tion was 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to submit the report which I send to the desk. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution— 
“R That the ‘Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to have 
printed all documents or other papers, for the use of said committee during this 
Congress, that they may deem necessary in connection with the discharge of 
their duties“ 

have considered the same, and instruct me to report the same back to the House 
with the following amendment: ‘Provided, That the printing of such documents 
or other papers not exceed $500 in asyan instance,” and to recommend 
the passage of the resolution as so amend! 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed å resolution for printing the an- 
nual volumes of the astronomical and meteorological observations of 
the Naval Observatory for 1883, 1884, and 1885; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. x 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


uested: 
5 A bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making 
an annual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the militia; 
d 


an 

A bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the Territory of Dakota 

into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
revenue bills. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

TAXATION OF FRACTIONAL PARTS OF GALLON OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration ef revenue bills. 
The Clerk will report the unfinished business pénding before the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill — R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of dis- 
tilled spirits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
has thirty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve my time. 
The House has gone into committee, as I understand it, for the purpose 
of permitting my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to submit some re- 
marks on the silver bill. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman will be reserved. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding the following: 
“And all taxes imposed by this act shall be paid in standard silver coin.” 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, the silver question, properly speak- 
ing, has been ably discussed in both wings of the Capitol during the 
present session of Congress. I wish to address m to a somewhat 
different line of argument from that which has been pursued by other 
gentlemen who have spoken upon the subject. Before ing, how- 
ever, I must congratulate the people and this House upon the auspi- 
cious fact that we have at last reached the time when all are to 
hear. Many have longed to see this day, but have died without the 
sight. 


Mr. Chairman, the thing which most astonishes me in the history of | 5 


our political evolution is the fact, that as a rule, neither the people nor 
their lawmakers have ever comprehended the vast importance of an 
adequate, safe, and permanent financial policy. 

The relation of money to the every-day life of the people, the effect 
of an increase or decrease in’ its volume, the necessity of lodging the 
power to control the volume of money within reliable hands, these are 
all questions which seem to be but feebly understood by the great body 
of the American people. À 

If I were asked to name the present great duty of this Congress I should 
answer without hesitation, it is to establish once for all an adequate, 
permanent financial that shall serve asa basis for economic pros- 
perity as long as our shall float; a system under which there shall 


; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | be no privileged classes, and under which the rights of the humble la- 


borer and the capitalist shall be alike secure. It will not be pretended 
that we even imate to this condition at present. As an original 
proposition it would seem easy enough to establish such a system, and 
it would be an easy matter now, were it not for the vested wrongs with 
which we have to deal. 

There are two ever-present disturbing forces connected with our 
monetary system—the pabi debt and the national banks. They are 
the evil outgrowths of the civil war, and the nation will ever be in peril 
until they are swept out of existence. The hostility of the national 
banks to silver coinage is only one phase of a conspiracy which had its 
origin in the early stages of the civil war, and which has never yet been 
overthrown, The rebellion was overthrown, but this conspiracy never 
has been; and it will require all the power of the country, now happily 
reunited, to uproot it. It has grown with our growth and strengthened 
with our strength until to-day it defies the law and the power of the 
Government, I propose to trace some of the features of this conspiracy 
and of the reaction in public sentiment which is now in progress. 

It will be remembered that when the legal-tender act first the 
House it provided for a full legal-tender paper currency. The excep- 
tions which now a in the law and upon the back of our 
notes were inse in the Senate. This was for the benefit of those 
who were speculating in two things—gold and blood. When the bill 
came back to the House with these unpatriotic amendments, which 
constituted the ultimatum of the gold gamblers and bullion brokers, 
there was no alternative. The terms had to be accepted or the nation 
must perish. They were not accepted, however, without a protest. I 
now wish tho Clerk to read the remarks of Thaddeus Stevens, Congres- 
sional Globe, part 1, 1861 and 1862, page 900. 


I approach the subject with more depression of spirits than Lever ap 
any question. * * I havea melancholy foreboding that we are about to 
consummate a cunningly devised scheme which will carry great injury and great 
loss to all classes of people throughout the Union, except one. Noactof 
ANa length LLA DEERE CE thie DICES by overs cians of PAIE VISA 
whole an on, by every of peo ut exce] 
tion, as the bill we and sent to the Senate. Con 211 
classes, m. ma: 


people. It discriminates bet 
rich oe to demand gold and compelling the ordinary lender of money 
on individual security to receive notes which the Government had purposely 
discredited,—Congressional Globe, part 1, 1861-62, 900. 

My amendment is to exempt from the e of the legal-tender clause 
the officers and soldiers of the Army and Navy and those whosupply them with 
provisions, and thus to put them 2 — the same footing with the Government 
creditors who hold their bonds. I hope they may not be thought less meritori- 

I trust it will be adopted 


battles and the widows and children of those who are lying in their pers in 
every part of the country, killed in defense of the Government, may be placed 
upon no worse footing than those who held the bonds of the Government and 
the coin of the country.—Ibid. 


It is believed by psychological writers that there are great-souled 
men, defenders of the human race, who when great injuries are about 
to be inflicted upon mankind feel for the time being all the agony and 
all the sorrow that is to come upon the world through the impendin, 
wrong. Thaddeus Stevens seems to have tasted the wormwood an 
the gall for the whole country on this occasion. 

But the crime was committed, notwithstanding these burning words 
of Mr. Stevens, and a market was created by law for the pittance of 
gold then in the country, and which was exclusively in private hands. 
Importers must now have it to pay customs duties, and the holders of 
Shops securities must have their interest in gold, and so the gold gam- 

ler had everything his own way. 

The unpatriotic manner in which they used the advan which the 
law gave them is graphically set forth in the report of Hon, William 
5 Secretary of the Treasury, December 6, 1864, pages 22 
and 23: 


$1 in specie, and subsequently fell, in as osa Be 


tending to occasion a fluctuation so violent. It is quite apaa that the solu- 


ro- 
nishment of combinations for such a papon might 
is regard, 


Oh for such a rebuke from the head of the Treasury to-day! It would 
sound like another edict from Nehemiah against the usurers and de- 
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spoilers of Israel. It would resurrect the hope of the country and cause 
it to spring into newness of life. And as the rebuke would die away 
across the continent, how sweeter than the notes of the Dorian flute 
would it strike the listening ear of suffering labor in every hamlet of 
the land. 

By manipulating things in the manner described here by Mr. Fessen- 
den, the parties to such transactions were of course enabled to reap vast 
fortunes out of the misfortunes of the Republic. 

But to give these cormorants full sway, and to guard them against 
surprises from every quarter, four other things had to be accomplished 
in addition to the exceptions which they had placed upon the green- 
backs. 

First. The Government, although engaged in a war for its life, must 
by law place a limit upon its right to issue its own non-interest-bear- 
ing legal-tender notes. 


Second. It must permit Treasury notes, depreciated in the manner so | SP 


forcibly described by Mr. Stevens, to be exchanged at their face value 
for untaxable bonds bearing coin interest. 

Third. A law must be authorizing the interest on bonds and 
other securities to be pai ony, and another to authorize the Sec- 
retary to anticipate the payment of interest without rebate. 

Fourth. ‘The holders of these bonds obtained in the manner just de- 
scribed, must be allowed to bank upon them and to draw back from 
the Treasury 90 per cent. of the amount of currency they had paid for 
them. ‘These things were, all and singular, accomplished by acts of 
Congress prior to July 1, 1864. Their grip upon the country was now 
complete. Now, note the result. The price of greenbacks as com- 
pared with gold during the calendar year of 1864—the year these en- 
actments were completed—was but 49.2 cents on the dollar, and the 
second half of that calendar year only 42.8. 

iti hecy of Thomas H. Ben- 


Tam nowat the when the political 
That di and tic Senator said, 


ton was to be 
in a conversation with Silas Wright shortly after t Jackson ve- 


toed the bill to recharter the United States Bank: 


Jackson has not slain the bank. The bank is a wounded tigress. She has 
fled to the jungles. By and byshe will spring again upon the country, bringing 
her whelps with her! 


and how literally has it been fulfilled! 

x powers conferred by law upon the banking cor- 
porations of to-day read like the harsh terms by some merci- 
less conqueror upon a fallen people, and such they really are. 

For the purpose of beyond cavil the evil results which followed 
the advent of the nati banks into our financial policy, I wish the 
Clerk to read ceca dean from the report of Hon. William 
Pitt Fesenden, Secretary of the Treasury, same date as above, page 19: 


It is observable that, notwithstanding the apparently large circulation of 
issued . EA E OEGES before enumer- 
sind, ha KOLGI in tan Tonka occasioned no slight embarrassment in the 
negotiation of loans, This 


There does not seem to have been any of the features of a forced loan 
connected with the money then in circulation, as will be readily seen. 
It will be observed that at the time of the advent of the banks, when 
the people were doing business upon Government currency exclusively— 
adequate in amount—the country was prosperous, notwithstanding the 
enormous strain of the war, and the money was all out in circulation, 
where it always will be when financial affairs are in a healthy condition. 

Let me pause here to state a universal rule governing the movement 
of under normal conditions. When money is plentiful prices 
rule high; the money then leaves the centers, seeks investment,and finds 
a lodgment with the great body of the people. 

When from any cause the circulating medium becomes scarce, prices 
fall, and the little money that is left returns to the centersand becomes 
gorged there. When money becomes redundant at the money centers 
you may know the extremities are suffering, and you may at the same 
time understand unerringly the causeofit. Secretary Fessenden found 
this rule in full operation at the close of the year 1864, for he says, not- 
withstanding the enormous issues which had taken place, the money 
was nevertheless all out in the hands of a ing people, and the 
Government could scarcely get hold of it even by the most tempting 
offers, 


Mr. Chairman, considering Secretary Fessenden in the light of his wise 
and humane policy, he has never had asuccessor. Following him came 
McCulloch, the friend of the banks, of contraction, of bonds, and of a 
perpetual debt; and with him came a whole brood of evils, which were 
turned loose upon, and have ever since afflicted, the country. For the 
purpose of fixing the ility of our present disordered and mur- 
derous policy, I read from Secretary McCulloch’s first annual report, 
8 1865, one year aſter Mr. Fessenden's report, which I have 

ust quoted: 


“The people are now comparatively free from debt. * * * The on 
has now reached fof money] such a point as to be absolutely toa 
large portion of the people, while at the same time it is labor and 


is becoming subversive of good morals. * * è The remedy, and the only 
remedy within the control of Congress, is, in the opinion of the Secretary, to be 
found in the reduction of the currency.“ 

What a picture! People out of debt and absolutely burdened with 

money! Able to live without work, their morals in danger, and Mc- 
Culloch invoking the power of Congress to relieve the people of their 
money, to set them to work, and thus preserve the morals of the coun- 
try! Congress responded to this pathetic appeal with alacrity, and 
from that day to this the people have never been burdened with money, 
nor have they lacked the sanctifying influence of debt, hard work, and 
scanty living. Ah, Mr. Speaker, the people were indeed out of debt 
at that time, and money was plentiful. Having paid their own debts, 
they were ready to move upon the public debtand pay thatalso. This 
was the real apprehension that filled the mind of Mr. McCulloch; and 
the present hostility to silver had its origin with the same men and 
rings from the same class of motives. 
But I wish to direct the attention of the House to the most notable 
peculiarity in the condition of the country at the time Mr. McCulloch 
took control of the Department. There was not only a vast 
paper circulation out in the hands of the people, but it was then almost 
exclusively in use among twenty-five millions of people then living in 
the North. That section of the country was out of debt. The South 
had just laid down her arms and had returned with her population of 
ten or twelve millions, who, speaking approximately, were without a 
dollar. Their country was dismantled and torn by the ravages of war, 
and the freedmen, four millions in number, had been transformed into 
wage-workers and must be paid like other people. 

I assert here and maintain that if the volume of currency had re- 
mained as it was at the close of the war, instead of there having been 
a red there would not have been enough to have answered the 
demands of the whole country reunited. But notwithstanding the 
enormous addition that was made to our money-using population by the 
return of the South, Mr. McCulloch entered actively upon the destruc- 
tion of our currency and its conversion into bonds. Was there ever 
such a crime committed in the history of the world—ever a more 
diabolical attempt to compel a people already groaning under burdens 
too great to be borne, to e bricks without straw? But these conspira- 
tors were actuated by a relentless spirit, and they moved right ahead 
eee uences. The main purposes had in view were the 
following: to place the public debt beyond the possibility of payment, 
to increase its amount, and to secure for all time the right and power 
to control the volume of money. 

Next came the credi ening act of 1869, in which the Gov- 
ernment pledged itself to pay the public debt in coin or its equivalent. 
This legislation, it will be observed, followed upon the heels of the con- 
traction policy i McCulloch, and it in fact increased the 


inaugurated by i 
paper | valueof Government bonds fully $600,000,000. The following year the 


funding measure of 1870 was passed, whereby the currency bonds were 
all funded into coin bonds. To show the malignant and deliberate de- 
sign of this act, I wish the clerk to read the following, which is taken 
from the report of Hon. John Sherman, chairman of the Senate Finance 


Z | Committee in 1867: 


It has been proposed that Congress, by joint resolution, declare that the 5-20 
bonds are redeemable only in gold. This, instead of settling the question, will 
only create division in and the resolution when will be su! to 
ee ewer and repeal. consideration induces your committee, without de- 


ding the to bon 
.. as they become sodccmatie’ ns TPt 

You will here notice that the design to openly head off the people, 
and to preclude subsequent Congresses from paying the debt in the cur- 
rency of the contract was openly declared as far back as 1867, nineteen 
years ago. The purpose of this war on silver is to prevent the people 
from paying the debt in the coin of the contract. It isa shot from the 
same battery, and from the same captain of the battery, as I shall show. 
They come on by reliefs, however. 

Three years later, 1873—the year the t panic began—silver was 
demonetized by stealth, and the gold dollar was declared to be the unit 
of value. This left the bonds payable in gold coin only. Following 
this—the panic still raging with greatest fury—Congress passed the act 
of June 20, 1874, the fourth section of which gave the banks the power 
to retire their circulating notesin whole or in part, and pointed out the 
method by which it could be done. This was to enable the banks to 
set their houses in order, and to them for what was to follow 
the next year, so that they might stand from under, while everybody 
else was to be caught in the dead-fall. The next year, 1875, the act 
for the so-called resumption of specie payments was passed, which, with 
silver-demonetized, meant gold payments exclusively. 

Does anybody now believe there was an honest purpose to pay our 
obligations in gold? Every intelligent man knows, and every sincero 
man willadmit, that the pu was to place the larger share of this 
debt clear beyond the reach of payment. Pay the debt in gold? Why 
from July 1, 1867, to September 30, 1876, the Treasury sold upon tho 
market in Europe and America $522,000,000 of gold, after having met 
all its current coin obligations. This record is furnished by the then 
Secretary of the Treasury himself. This was not done to meet current 
c>ligations. The resumption act was approved January 14, 1875, and 
yet the record shows that the Treasury sold $40,000,000 of gold upon 
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the market after the passage of the resumption act, and then they 
turned around and issued and sold bonds to buy it back again. 

This gold accumulated as high as $77,000, 000 in one year and $76,- 
000,000 in another during the period between 1867 and 1876. Why 
was it notused to bring the greenbacks topar under their boasted theory 
of paying all obligations in gold coin? Plainly, it was not so used for 
the reason that these manipulators wished the greenback to remain a 
degraded currency, to be retired from circulation as soon as possible by 
converting it into bonds. They preferred to have the Government buy 
its own depreciated paper at a discount and then reissue it again to the 
people at par until such time as they could get rid of it entirely. Truly, 
these were eminent of the public faith and credit. 

But this same resumption act also provided for the destruction of our 
greenback currency. It was to be redeemed in gold coin, and the coin 
was to be obtained by a new issue of interest-bearing long-time bonds, 
thus destroying our non-interest-bearing currency by 8 it into 
interest-bearing debt. Following these two enactments the banks and 
the Treasury into the arena like gladiators, and vied with each 
other in the destruction of our money, until our heroic people every- 
where cried out in very agony. Is not every count in this indictment, 
in this long list of outrages true? Is therea member here who can deny 
a single one of them? There has been one constant accretion of power 

in behalf of these corporations and the moneyed classes from the break- 
in; out of the civil war down to the present day. 

, Sir, each act which I have named was a separate, cruel, cold- 
blooded victory foravarice. They all united to fill our youthful 2 
on the one hand with wrecked fortunes, suicides, helpless poverty, and 
broken hearts, and on the other with exceptional individual 
some = them so monstrous in magnitude as to be quite beyond the 
grasp of the human intellect. ‘Take one instance from among many. 
Mr. Vanderbilt at his death, which occurred a few weeks ago, left an es- 
tate valued at $220,000,000. It is hard to comprehend such a vast for- 
tune as this. It can be better understood by comparison than in any 
other way. There are two Egyptian mummies down here at the Na- 
tional Museum—venerable-looking old fellows. They were probably 
laboring men in their day. - They are estimated to be three thousand 
years old each. Now, VCF 
lived to the present day, and laid up over and above their expenses $1 
each for every day, in three thousand years their joint accumu- 
lations would only amount to two millions one hundred and ninety 
thousand dollars. 

If one of these prehistoric gentlemen, about whom our scientific men 
know little or nothing, had been born exempt from mortality 600,000 
years B. V. (Before Vanderbilt), and had e an average saving of $1 
per day during all of that period, Mr. Vanderbilt the day before his 
death could have bought him out and then had $1,000,000 left to invest 
in the Nickel-Plate Railway. These figures will not lie, and you can 
make the calculation for yourselves. 

Mr. Vanderbilt’s executor, if it were in accordance with the terms of 
the will, could givetwo hundred men 3 at $1 per day each 
Sundays and all—for three thousand years, and then have one million 
left. CFFCFFCTCCCCC dh ete Het 
can only give six thousand six hundred persons $10,000,000 each i ee 
divide The whole GNT equally between them. If you were to divide 
the estimated wealth of this nation ($66,000,000,000) equally between 
three hundred men—twenty-five 575 than belong i in this House, giving 


an iron rod all the leading branches of business within the Republic. 
Every man who has given the matter even a glancing look knows these | constan 
things to be true. I must now pass on to 


THE REACTION. 


The history of this struggle between the people and the confederated 
- monopolies, like every other similar struggle through which we have 
been called to pass, proves that the confidence reposed in the people by 
the framers of our Government was not misplaced. The reaction 
the monstrous and tyrannical acts which I have enumerated first 
among the people themselves. The waves first arose, so to speak, on 
this vast ocean of human sufferers, and God is still lashing it into fury 


for the purpose of the waters. The year 1876 witnessed the 
organization of a body of earnest and patriotic men under the 
leadership of the venerable Peter 


Cooper. 

Without attempting to follow the progress of that political reforma- 
tion, or to trace its salutary influence within other ical organiza- 
tions, it is sufficient to state that the Forty-fifth Congress called a halt, 
about-faced, and entered upon the difficult task of arresting and undo- 
ing this baleful tendency in our civilization. The Bland act was first 
blood forthe people. I shall not stop to show that which is well under- | is 
stood by the whole country, namely, that this class legislation, in addi- 
tion toits other criminal features, had gone so far as to wrest from the 
people the control of all the great instruments of nor shall I 
stop here to animadvert upon that other correlative but sad truth, 


that, although this reaction began ten years ago, the people have not as 


yet full control over a single one of these agencies so indis- 
„ 


CCTEFCCFCCCCCCTCTCTCTCbCCCTCbT ee EDONA 
as the Bland act, to the mints to the coinage of standard silver 
dollars. This was followed by the act of May 30, 1878, to stop further 
destruction of the greenbacks. This in turn was followed by the pas- 
sage of what are known as the Stanley Matthews resolutions in the 
second session of the F. -fifth Congress. These resolutions, follow- 
ing the spirit of the Bland act, declared it to be the right of the Gov- 
ernment to pay all Government o in standard silver dollars. 
I wish now to call attention to the similarity in the fate of the Bland 
bill with that of the legal-tender act sixteen years before. When this 
beneficent measure passed the House it provided for unrestricted coin- 
age on private account. But here again the hand of Esau was held out to 
deceive a blind and people, and the Bland bill was accordingly 
so amended—in the Senate, mark you—as te y restrict the coin- 
age to two millions per month, and then 
This was not open and frank legislation. It was disingen 
for the of committing both the of silver and its disburse- 
ment to unfriendly hands. From that day to this the Depart- 
mont has been under the control of those who brought about the demone: 
tization of silver and those who areopposed to its circulation, instead of 
under the control of those who sought to secure its restoration. The 
conduct of the Treasury officials since silver was restored is well under- 
stood, and amounts to a complete defiance of the law and of the will of 
the people. You can make nothing less out of it. To prove this let 
facts be submitted to a candid world. 

The Clerk will please read a quotation from a letter written by Hon. 
John of the Treasury, addressed to the Honest 
Money League, January 30, 1879. I find it quoted on page 1201, vol- 
ume 37 of the RECORD, first session Congress: 

T 
lic creditors would tend to 
oe en ies 1 ‘While itis the du 
or the oltinen — te gree aer 


form of lawful money. 

This letter was written pany gap ere eee 
sion of the Forty-fifth Congress that res- 
olutions that declared it to be the E 
of its obligations in silver coin. 

This is the bold manner in which this law has been violated. It is 
the duty of the Government to coin money, he but it is the right 
of the creditor to set the law at defiance by to take it! This 
places the holder of Government securities above the law, above Con- 
gress, and gives him an absolute veto over the statute. Now, sir, it is 
the plain duty of every officer of this Government, from the highest to 
the lowest, to yield cheerful and complete obedience tothe law. But I 
submit that it is a fact, known to everybody, that the officials 
under every Administration since the of theacts to stop the de- 
struction of the greenback and to coin silver have been hostile 
you | to both these forms of currency, and they have been actively averse to 
the enforcement of these laws in good faith. In this obtrusive hostility 
these officials have been by the whole power of the confed- 
erated national banks and o capitalists at home and abroad. 

This is nullification in its worst form. It seems to have been deemed 
sufficient that they should know thatthe rationsand brokers were 
dissatisfied with the law, and ingly their wishes have been re- 
spected as more imperative than the plain letter ofthe statute. Every 
administration since the passage of laws, either from the throne 
or from the cabinet, have made war—sometimes sometimes 
rency. Notwithstanding non-burdensome, and forms of cur- 

this hostility, however, the tide has been 


of the silver dollar to pub- 
cause it at once to besold in the mar- 
of the Government to coin 
should be within the power 


eee the country; it has reached this city; it 
<a eran Capitol Hill and is now in upon the floor both of the 
Senate and the House of the -ninth It is rising rapidly, 


and if this body does not wish to be submerged it must step upon 
higher ground has heretofore been oceupied. 

I have already alluded to the act of May 30,1878. The effect of this 
act was to repeal the most obnoxious feature of the so-called resumption 
act, and to stop the properly speaking, of the greenback 
currency. Since the greenbacks have not been re- 
deemable, in the proper sense of that term, but have been merely con- 
vertible into coin. That is to say, the Government is authorized and 
required now simply to swap dollars with the holders of greenbacks, 
and the back takes the place of the coin in the Treasury as cur- 
rent funds, and the law requires it to beagain paid out and leptin oir- 
culation. This was thesecond victory for the people in this 

_ By it the greenback has been incorporated permanently into 
our system, and I predict that no power on earth will ever be able 
—— Th The 8 Court has finally come to the relief of the 
PEA E E OOE TEE O SIA COE SE O ONY, 


Mr. Mn Speaker the year 1884 brought about a great change. To use a 
homely illustration, in November of that year the people took hold of 
Uncle Sam's wagon, lifted it out of its old ruts and out of the un- 
hitched the old team, hooked on a fresh one, and changed drivers. Now 
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why not move out upon the high lands? 
old ruts from which, with great difficulty, we have been extricated ? 
Mr. Speaker, gentlemen of the Forty-ninth Congress, we might just 


Why return to the miserable 


as well face the music first as last. There are four things 
finance which this Con must enact in order to relieve the deplora- 
ble condition of trade, labor, and commerce, or be prepared to take the 
consequences in the elections which are to enste this year. 

First. Congress must provide for the unrestricted coinage of Ameri- 
can silver into standard silver dollars on private account. 

Second. A law must be passed to issue Treasury notes to take the 
place of bank notes as fast as they are retired. The banks are now re- 
tiring their circulation, as is well known, with great rapidity. This 
vacuum must be filled or business, now sorely languishing, will abso- 
lutely perish. 

Jackson never said a better thing—and his life was full of good 
things—than when he said ‘‘the banks can not be relied upon to keep 
the currency uniform in amount.“ : 
oe are allowed to take out currency upon the plea that they are to 

ish the people with a needful circulating medium. They are al- 
lowed to retire it for motives of private gain. The people are not pres- 
ent when the directors meet, nor do these boards inquire how their 
action will affect the public weal. They are public corporations until 
they procure their franchises, and private corporations ever afterward. 
This is monstrous. 

Third. The larger portion of the surplus now in the Treasury must 
be dert. out in liquidation of interest-bearing public debt now subject 
to 


relating to 


Fourth. We must forbid by law any further discriminations against 
our silver coin. 


many people. The only increase will be an increase of specie if these 
laws are and I guess it will be agreed that this will hurt no- 
body. I predict that a refusal to di these plain duties will 


condign and wrathful retribution from the country. We 
have had at least eight years of panic and severe business depression 
within the past thirteen years. The panic that began in 1873 continued 
until 1879. Then came a temporary revival. The present depression 
Dosa mero than two years ago—yes, three years. 

wealth producers of this land are suffering and sweating drops 
of blood from every pore. Do not tempt them too far. They contem- 


plate no but they are organized, they occupy every eminence, 
and are to wae other from every hill-top. They mean some- 
thing. I you take warning in time. They mean to have relief. 


They have in no way contributed to this condition of things; on the 
contrary, they are the unoffending victims of the dreadful policy I have 
been exposing in these remarks. 

So far as the conflict is concerned between the powers that be and the 
people, there is one way out that is strictly honorable for everybody, 

gh and low, no matter what their views may be. Simply enforce this 
Bland act. in 1878, in spite of the opposition of the 
‘Treasury ent, and over the veto of the Executive. That battle 
has been fought, and the victory was with the people. Now let every- 
body stand uncovered before the majesty of the law, and let its man- 
dates be strictly carried out. 

The present policy, both as to our metallic and our paper currency, is 
crushing the very life out of everybody and trampling their energies 
in the dust. If you were to speak of this country under the similitude 
of a person, it would be a proper comparison to say that our feet have 
been cramped and bound like the feet of a Chinese woman while the 
body has grown to proportions too great to be borne. It is said the 
Chinese lady of high caste is greatly averse to a robust body because 
such bodies are out of ion to their artificially deformed feet. So, 
now, we also begin to hear thecry, we have too many people, too much 
competition in labor; the body-politic is getting too large; shut our 
doors; put out our beacon lights; let this country no longer be an asy- 
lum for the of all nations; say to England that when we ac- 
cused George III of forbidding the naturalization of foreigners and of 
obstructing their migration hither we were mistaken and his policy 
was the correct one. Say to Bartholdi, We do not want your statue of 
Liberty erected on our shores, facing toward the Old World and hold- 
ing aloft her torch as a erg Seto feet and a light unto the pathway 
of those who are groping eir way hither through the darkness. A 
curse upon such eruel, unnecessary, and un-American theories. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, a theory that declares money redundant when mill- 
ions of pockets are penniless; that declares a country overpopulated, 
when hundreds of millions of acres of tillable land have never felt the 
touch of the plow-share; a theory that accuses labor of the sin of over- 
production when millions of ring people are destitute of every 
comfort of life, is so monstrous that I do not know how to adequately 
characterize it. If all the vigor of all the tongues of the earth were 
concentrated into one single sentence, it would not then be sufficient to 
properly blast and wither and condemn such a monstrous A 
nearest I can come to it is to use the old expression, where vigor 
of the Greek and the Syriac are said to combine—let it be anathema 
maranatha! 

Sir, instead of closing our doors on the downtrodden of the world, and 


it was 


turning them back into darkness, I would say to the land ulator, 
to the usurer, to the monopolist, to the untaxed bondholder, to the 
stock-gamblers, and to the speculators in money, who now have the 
power conferred upon them by law to make money artificially scarce; 
to the cattle syndicates in our Western Territories, I would say to all 
these and to kindred classes, you must cease forever your criminal 
methods in this Republic. Following the example of the Nazarine, I 
would cast out the devils and cast them into the sea. Then, when you 
get rid of these criminal classes, you will find more room for poor peo- 
ple here. There can be no such thing as an overpopulation of bona fide 
citizens in this country, if you will only give them the safeguard of a 
humane, economic system. 

God has created two hands for every mouth, and two hands, if they 
are not manacled, can easily feed one mouth and have plenty left for 
a rainy day. But you can not stop the growth of our population any 
more than you can stop the flight of time. Within twenty years or 
less we shall have one hundred millions of people in this country! 
They are almost here. If I had the power of the old prophet of Israel 
I would pray God that he might open the eyes of these His servants 
that they might see that the air is full of chariots and of horsemen. 
If we will but listen we shall hear the quiet yet majestic march of 
forty millions of additional human beings who are in upon us 
likeanarmy tostayforever. What preparation are we making for their 
reception? In the name of God, what order of statesmanship have we 
fallen upon? Why, even the lower animals make preparation for the 
coming of their young, but we stand here with the absolute certainty 
of this increase staring us in the face, yet we are as dumb as beetles 
and make no kind of preparation for the stupendous event. 

There is not a moment to lose. With all proper humility I wish to 
address myself to the committees of this House. I wish to say to the 
Public Lands Committee that I admire the prompt manner in which you 
are discharging your duties, Guard every acre of the public domain as 
you would the apple of your eye. Forfeit every land grant where the 
equities are not clearly with the grantee. To the Committee on Ter- 
ritories I would say, organize our unoccupied territory and let the home- 
less families of this country have where to lay their heads. Place the 
remnant of the Indian tribes upon a reasonable area and open the re- 
mainder to civilized men, to law, to the church, and to the school- 
house, instead of to the cattle syndicates and corporations, either foreign 
or domestic. To the Committee on Banking and Currency I would say! 
bind up this artery that has been severed by the national banks and 
through which the life of the nation is rapidly ebbing away; stop the 
bleeding and let the patient recover ere the heart grows still. Let the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures coin up the silver that 
comes from our mines. has opened the vault! 

The great time-lock which He set in eternity when He was laying 
the masonry of the mountains has reached the figure upon the dial and 
the bolt is thrown back. Why be afraid to give the people their own ? 
To the Ways and Means Committee I would utter an earnest and hope- 
ful appeal that a reasonable portion of the enormous surplus now in the 
Treasury shall be paid out upon the public debt, and that it be thus 
put in circulation to revive our depressed industries. To the Com- 
mittee on Commerce I would say, as you love justice and fair dealing 
give to the people fair rates of transportation, and fair facilities for get- 
ting their surplus to market. I submit that these appeals are both 
reasonable and right. 

Why is it that the committees of this House have been powerless so 
long, and that the House itself has been powerless to discharge its solemn 
duties? I will tell you why. Every branch of the Government has been 
ſor twenty years completely within the of monopoly. Nor have 
we yet emerged from their dominion, although the people call us to duty 
by appeals loud, long, and pitiful. When the people ask for an ade- 
quate of finance commensurate with the wonderful energies of 
the nation, the banking corporations forbid it. When they ask for a 
postal telegraph, another powerful corporation forbids that. When they 
ask that the cost of mt ason may be cheapened, another hydra- 
headed being, more terrible than the a yptie beast, rises up out of 
the land instead of out of the sea. When the people want cheap fuel 
and light, a confederation of monopolists show their teeth. When they 
ask that their burdens of taxation may be lightened by e a 
portion to the wealthy classes through a graduated income tax, why 
then those who have been shirking their share of the public burdens 
rise up and declare with one voice that such taxes are odious. When 
the whole country cries out for silver, up jumps a triple power, com- 
posed of the national banks, gold speculators, and holders of Govern- 
ment bonds, backed by all the aristocracies of Europe, and they cry out 
with united voice, ‘‘Oh, the silver dollar is a dishonest dollar, it is only 
worth eighty cents!“ 

Mr. Speaker, there never has been found upon the face of the earth 
a class of men for whom silver was not good enough except the bond- 
holding and fixed-income classes. Why, Abraham paid tithes to Melchis- 
edek, and Jesus of Nazareth paid his taxes in this very kind of money, 


The | but it is not good enough for these modern gentlemen who live upon 


the taxes le. Such men are notin sym- 


wrung from the oppressed peop! 
irit of our age, nor do they understand the unalter- 
courage of the people. ‘The reaction that began in 


1876 is now under full sweep and headway. The path of duty stretches 
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out before the Democratic It is plain, clear, and unobstructed, 
Move forward! He loyal to duty, and if the great State of New York 


can not stand it, can not keep up with the ion, we will give you 
Iowa, Illinois, Michigan, and other States in the Northwest. 
There is a tide in the affairs of men, 
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune; 
Omitted, all the voyage of their life 
Is bound in shallows, and in miseries. 
On such a full sea are we now afloat; 
And we must take the 
Or lose our ventures, 

Mr. FINDLAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee aceordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, haying had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a gallon 
of distilled spirits, had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. HITF, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DUNN, indefinitely, on account of ess. 

To Mr. Houk, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, for five days, to attend to important private busi- 
ness. 


current when it serves, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of Mary D. 
Hook without leaving copies on file. 


WAR TAX OF 1861. 


Mr. LITTLE. I desire to offer an amendment at the proper time to 
House bill No.3. I should like to have it printed in the RECORD for 
the information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Add to section i the following: 

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to enter a credit as of money advanced to the United States for account 
to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia for any sum or sums re- 
ceived therefrom, or from lands or land-owners thereof, on any account what- 
soever, under said act of August 5, 1861, or any act amendato reof, and 
to pay to the same any balance found due on account, after en such credit, 

Tithe money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; on: of such 

to be paid within one year, and the other within two years, after 

the of this act: Provided, The President may defer either or both such 

— for a definite period, and continue so to do if and as bey Torben his 
Jus ent, the public interests so uire, not, however, beyond 


ve yea: 
and the — first referred to in section shall be e at the time o 
paying the first installment of said balance as afo! The provisions of said 


act of August 5,and any act amendatory thereof, in so far as they relate to the 
levy, apportionment, and collection of said war tax, ave hereby repealed, and all 
liabili and obli ons to the United States created thereby or assumed on ac- 
count thereof are hereby remitted and canceled.” 


The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock- 


and 12 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and p were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. M. ANDERSON (by request): Petition for an act to an- 
thorize non-commissioned officers and privates who have served thirty 
years to be placed on the retired-list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Martha A. Oakes and of William 
M. Rose, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of the register and receiver of the 
public land office and of the State officers, Jackson, Miss., for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the new United States building in that city—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of Calvin J. Cowles and George B. 
Hanna, for arrears of pay as officers of the United States assay office, 
Charlotte, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Paper in the case of Bertha M. Timony, minor 
child of Joseph Brocklebank, late Company H, Twentieth Maine Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition and affidavit of Samuel Potter, late post- 
master at Falls City, Pa., for passage of act for payment of his salary— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Papers to be filed with bill 
for the relief of Mrs. Frances Marshall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Joint resolution of New York State Legisla- 
ture, in regard to building a gun-foundry at Watervliet arsenal, West 
Troy, N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNES: Memorial of Mrs. Anne K. Irvine, John W. Stokes, 
D. P. Debys, and others, citizens of Holt County, Missouri, in support 
of female suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Bishop Knickerbocker and others, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., for reduction of postage on religious monthlies—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of A. M. 
Shoenfelt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Iowa, for 
amendment to pension laws, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of Augustus D. Saylor, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Richard Palmer, Oshkosh, Wis., in 
favor of repeal of the limitation-of-arrears act—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of William B. Rowe, H. R. 1168—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, 3 of Knights of Labor of Local Assembly 2363, of Lud- 
Torton, ich., in favor of the restoration of wages in the Government 

nting Office—to the Committee on Labor. ` 

Also, petition of the Knights of Labor, local assembly of Ludington 
and of local assembly of Manistee, Mich., in favor of Territorial gov- 
ernment for Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the New York committee for the 
prevean of State regulation of vice, officially signed, asking for 

egislation for the better legal protection of young girls in the District 
of Columbia and other localities under the jurisdiction of Congress—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Dr. S. B. Heckman and Isaac 
R. Fisher, for a pension to P. E. Raiger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of P. E. Raiger, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of A. D. Saylor, of Conshohocken, Pa., for relief as 
surety of Robert H. Smith, refiner of crude petroleum, for internal- 
revenue tax on burned petroleum—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Memorial of members of the National Green- 
back party of Iowa, for relief—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Wy Mr. FISHER: Petition of A. L. Young & Bro., of Salt River, 
Mich., asking for the establishment of United States courts at Bay City, 
Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James Davidson and 25 others, manufacturers, asking 
that an appropriation be made for the west channel of Saginaw River, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Wagley and 105 others, citizens of Cross Vil- 
lage, Mich., asking for aresurvey of S m Bay, with view of making 
it a harbor of cage Ss the same co ttee. 

Also, petition of H. O. Rose and 98 others, citizens of Emmet County, 
Michigan, asking the of bill as recommended by national pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Mary Ann Perkins, widow of Amos 
Perkins, late first assistant engineer Mississippi squadron, to be placed 
on the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lawrence, Kans., for the passage of the 
Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 4 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of Verena Meier, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition for a law to prohibit the taking of fish 
from Big Stone Lake by other method than by hook and line—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, joint resolution and memorial for an appropriation to improve 
me ner gaion of the James River—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of N. C. Rohrbough and others, with accom- 
panying papers, relative to legislation in favor of said Rohrbough un- 
der the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition and papers of D. M. Miller, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of L. S. Roan and others, for appro- 
priation in favor of education in the States—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Georgia, asking aid for com- 
mon schools—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of D. D. Kelly and others, of Boston, 
for a reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Letter, with papers, from Dr. John E. 
Brady, of Dubuque, Iowa, urging three-battalion organization for the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers from R. M. Marion, of Manchester, Iowa, urging an 
amendment to section 4700 Revised Statutes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of W. F. Jewett and 45 others, citizens 
of Oregon, for the improvement of Umpqua River, in Oregon—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. D. Northeutt, of Oregon, relating to H. R. 3615— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Indian war veterans of the North Pacific coast, 


!!!.! 
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i yO eee $3,296,658, aeg ene are eee 


ro Indian hostilities in Oregon and Washington Territories, as 
und due by General Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, 
ted by Secretary of War, and the said balance being disallowed by 
the Th: Third Auditor of the Treasury Department on the Eastern instead 
of the Western scale of prices for services rendered, supplies furnished, 
and use of horses in the service—to the same committee. 

eee Tagine petitions from citizens of different counties in Oregon, 
appropriations to continue the construction of the jetty at the 

oe ace aquina Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of John S. Burwell, administrator of 


Burwell estate, for a refund of internal tax wrongfully paid on tobacco— | 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of M. C. Rankin, J. F. Murphy, 
C. A. Power, G. W. Miller, and 7,255 others, soldiers and citizens of 
Indiana, asking for the passage of H. R. 3320, pensioning all Union sol- 
diers, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Dudley Rogers and 78 others, soldiers and citizens 
of Clark County; of John Salyards and 78 others, soldiers and citizens 
of Vermillion County; of Capt. W. H. Mohan and others, soldiers and 
citizens of Gibson County; of J. W. Chizem and 52 others, soldiers of 
Fountain County; and of Cain and 94 others, soldiers and 
citizens of Warren County, 2 asking for the passage of H. R. 3320, 
pensioning all Union soldiers, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of Hugo Wedeles, for payment of his 
claim See to approval and recommendation of Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and finding of the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. H. Riddew, for Indian dep- 
redations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial of ex-soldiers of Spencer County, 
Indiana, praying for a pension to the ex-soldiers of the late war—to the 
Committee on , Tavalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accom: bill for the relief of Charles Spencer—to 
the Committee on War 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of the mayor of Owensborough, Ky., and 
many citizens, for the establishment of a United States Government 
building at Owensborough, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of James F. Gyles, for extension of his 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of John H. Dunagan, of New York, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of Romantus Lake—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of Workingmen’s ive Associ- 
ation, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, with regard to Oklahoma and Cherokee 
Strip lands—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Boks as NORWOOD: Petition of Charles H. Olmstead & Co, and 


2 coinage—to the Committee on Coin- 
— Vene, M 


By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of Board of Trade of Los Angeles, Cal., 
for appropriation for a United States district court at Los Angeles—to 
the Committee on the J 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Los Angeles, Cal., for an appropri- 
ation a a public building at Los Angeles—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition from Board of Trade of Los Angeles, Cal., for an appro- 
paanan for Wilmington Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 


TS. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Henry Louis Loeb— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Memorial of Col. Daniel McClure, assistant pay- 
master-general United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Julius Parcus, for arrears of pension alleged to be 
due him—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of Thomas W. Robertson and 572 
others, employés of the customs-house service of New York city, pray- 
ing for an appropriation to reimburse them for 10 per cent. retained 

salary for the penod of ten months from December, 1875, to October, 
1878 to the mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Arthur Sewell and others and of 
Otis and others, for the establishment of a light-house on 
Crabtree’s Ledge, Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Papers relating to the claim of W. S. Thatcher 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Paper relating to the claim of S. H. Fox, to accom- 
pany House bill 51184 the same committee. 


Also, papers relating to the petition of John Price, for restoration to 
3 pension rolls, to accompany H. R. 2349 — to the Committee on 
ensions. 


By Mr. NELSON: Petition for pension for Benjamin F. Olin, for 
services in Mexican war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition for the relief of Calvin Gunn, of 
Saint Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Saint Louis Trades and Labor Assembly, requesting 


the President to issue a proclamation enforcing tho eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of James Breen and others, and of Elisha 
Johnson and others, of Indiana, for pensioning all Union soldiers, &c.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of E. T. Prinm and others, asking the pas- 
sage of a general act for the increase of i to the same committee. 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolution of the islature of Kan- 
sas, favoring granting the right of way through Indian Territory to 
railroads—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of comrades, favoring granting a pension to Isaac Fos- 
sett, private First Minnesota Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By|Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition and proof of John B. Walker, of Greene 
County, Tennessee, to sustain bill for his relief - to the same committee. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Memorial of William F. Parker and 203 others, 
citizens of Streator, III., on equal and just taxation for all—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition to protect mackerel during the spawn- 
ing season—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of George Paul, fora pension to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of John Henry Brown, mayor of Dallas, 
Tex., and the councilmen of that city, petitioning Congress to provide 
for securing deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of E. A. Higgins and 46 others, of Lucas 
County, Ohio, asking Congress to mark the battlefields in the Maumee 
Valley in the wars of 1784 and 1812—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of Cincinnati, against the Lowell bankrupt bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of William L. Morris, administrator of 
Robert W. Renick; of William L. Brown, administrator of William R. 
McConihay; of Isaiah Curry; of Amos K. Wiseman; of C. Marrs, exec- 
utor of William Rigg; of John G. Cox, administrator; and of Samuel 
Tuckwiler, of West Virginia, praying that their war claims be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Capt. Thomas A. Peters, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and others, citizens and ex-soldiers of Cass 
County, Illinois, praying the passage of laws increasing pensions to 
Union soldiers, as set forth by the representatives of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. B. Thompson and 100 other soldiers, 
asking pension legislation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petitionof Emily R. Roberts, fora pension 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Thomas Gleason, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin Teachers’ Association, praying for 
national aid to education—to the Committee on Education 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Paper relating to the claim of Henry 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Lamar Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, Lamar, Mo.; of Nevada Local Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, of Nevada, Mo.; and of Rich Hill Local Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, of Rich Hill, Mo., for the organization of Oklahoma Territory, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Territories. 
tition for an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ostmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for 
loss by burglars, fire, or other unavoidable casualty ’’—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition and resolution of Windsor 3 Knights of Labor, 
W. indsor, Mo., against suspension of the coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petitions of Jane M. Williams, of William 
Witherspoon, of William H. Brown, and of Mrs. Mahala Rone, asking 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of J. S. Robertson, of Whiteville, 
Tenn., in regard to the failure of the Post-Office Department to adjust 
salaries of postmasters under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition for an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Helen De Russey, widow of General De Russey, late of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIGG: Petition of Robert R. Dorr, asking the reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of P. P. Wilson, late Sapna at Putnam, 
Conn., for relief and payment of amount due him by terms of act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 250 citizens of Le Sueur, Minn., 
praying for the passage of a bill embodying the views of the ion 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of Rachel A. Davis, for a pension— 


to the same committee. 
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By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Wabasha County, 
Minnesota, favoring the enactment of the recommendations of the na- 
tional pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the case of James N. Hair, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the case of R. Rowly, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, resolutions of Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, against change 
of fifth steamboat district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of William C. Ramey,of B. F. Harrison, 
administrator; of John W. of Samuel Hammer & Bro., of David A. 
Wagely, of John D. Conard, of Alexander Stalwaher, of Jacob Crouch, 
of Jonathan Crouch, of Henry Ronemans, of William L. Ward, of Abram 
Crouch, and of Jane A. i , asking that their several claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of William Lucas—to 
the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal- tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON; Of 405 citizens of Marshall County, Kan- 
sas, and of 101 citizens of Clifton, Kans. ; also, of 60 citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of Charles M. Jackson, W. H. Blake, and 197 
others, citizens of Saint Joseph, Mo. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Of James C. Hart and others, citizens of Shelby 
County, Indiana. : 

By Mr. DORSEY; Of 8. G. Peabody and others, of Nebraska. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Of Samuel B. Henzer and others, citi- 
zens of Montgomery County, Indiana. : 

By Mr. KELLEY: Of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of Erath County, Texas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of R. B. Fry and 37 others, citizens of Spear- 
ville; and of Tobias McGill and 60 others, citizens of Dundee, Kans. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Of J. D. Hughes and 79 others, 
citizens of Saint Clair County; and of J. W. MeEwen and 84 others, 
citizens of Barton County, Missouri. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of D. B. Thorp and 50 others, citizens of 
Peoria County, Illinois. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 9, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PUBLIC LAND SURVEYS IN NEBRASKA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the President of the Senate pro tempore: 


Sr: In mse to Senate resolution of January 7, 
is, directed unicate 


respo: “That the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and here! 


i lands he bese nando within the leas + years in the 
any surveys ve wo 
at lands within the 


State of Nebraska; whether there are ane Seaver 
said State; also what recommendations ve been within the last three 
years by the surveyors-general of said district as to the discontinuance of said 

ce, and whether or perry pacer psa eee pune aL yap a 
trict should cease and be discontinued under the provisions of section 2218 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States,“ I transmit herewith a communication 
Secretary of the Interior, dated the 3d instant, inclosing the informa- 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


from 
tion desired. 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1886. 
AGENT OF WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 
The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following mes- 


sage from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


penses 

8 for an agent for the Winnebago Indians in Wisconsin, 
per annum. 

The matter is respectfully submitted for the consideration and action of Con- 


á GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1888. 

(Three inclosures.) 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying documents, will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the communication should go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. ALLISON, In the first instance. 

Mr. DAWES. In the first instance I think it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be madeif there 
be no objection. 


ALFRED B. MEACHAM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Ist instant, certain information relative to the accounts 
of Alfred B. Meacham, late superintendent of Indian affairs, Oregon; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motionof Mr. MITCHELL, 
of Oregon, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXCHANGE OF DOCUMENTS WITH SPANISH SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the president of the senate of Spain, relative to 
the exchange of documents between the Senate of the United States 
and the senate of Spain. The Chair is advised that similar communi- 
cations have heretofore been referred to the Committee on the Library. 
This communication will be so referred if there be no objection. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the 
Senate, 350 for the use of the House of sae + econ and 2,050 for the use of 
the health officer of the District of Col in. 


LITTLE ROCK NATIONAL BANK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 382) to anthorize the 
Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark., to change its name to 
the First National Bank of Little Rock, which was, in line 4, after the 
word bank,“ to insert “having been previously authorized by a vote 
of shareholders owning two-thirds of the stock of said bank.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILIS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 

A bill i R. ao for the relief of George S. Hunt & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1006) for the relief of Phinney & Jackson; and 

A bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Dudley Hall & Co. 

The bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief of Victor Beauboucher was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The ese R. ne for the relief of e E. Stewart, adminis- 
tratrix ichael tewart, deceased, was twice hy its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of New 
York, Chicago, Sandusky, and other cities, praying for such legislation 
as will enable the manufacturers of i, vermicelli, and other 
products to compete with foreign importations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of merchants of Columbia, Pa., praying 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John M. Weaver and Catharine 
Weaver, praying to be allowed a pension on account of services rendered 
by their son, who was a soldier in the United States Army during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of a pension bill embodying the recommendations of the national 

ion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Edward P. 
Doherty, late first lieutenant Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, pray- 
ing to be appointed to the position he would have occupied had he been 
continuously in the service from 1870, alleging that he was unjustly ac- 
cused and mustered out of the service in thatyear; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present four petitions of vessel-owners navi- 
gating the waters of Staten Island Sound (Arthur Kill), New York Har- 
bor, and vicinity, who respectfully represent that the channel in > bse 
tion is one of the greatest thoroughfares in the United States, and forms 
a part of the great inland route connecting the different States; that a 
bridge across Staten Island Sound, constructed as proposed by the bills 
now pending in would nearly, if not quite, destroy the navi- 
gation of that channel, and they earnestly petition that ‘‘if your hon- 
orable body authorize the erection of a bridge across said channel it 


will be such a bridge as will have no pier, pile, abutment, or any ob- 
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struction in the navigable waters of Staten Island Sound, and will be 
of sufficient height for all vessels to pass under.“ One of the petitions 
is signed by 50 vessel-owners, another by 20, another by 25, and another 
by 40, all of a like character. I move that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY presented petitions of the local assemblies of Knights of 
Labor at Ranger, Austin, and Marshall, Tex., praying that the Okla- 
homa lands in the Indian Territory be opened to settlement; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the city council ef Houston, 
Tex. and the city council of Dallas, Tex. favoring an appropriation to 
secure deep water at Galveston, Tex.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Texas, 
praying that an appropriation be made for deepening Sabine Pass; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of J. W. Gale and others, of 
Sauk County, Wisconsin, praying for a suspension of the compulsory 
coinage of the silver dollar; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, A 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Jane Carr, widow of Colwell 
Carr, late a private in Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Bryson & Son, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the passage of a bill to reimburse them for stationery sup- 
plies furnished the United States Treasury Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. Ipresent the petition of the Hartford Carpet Company, 
of Hartford Conn., and numerous other man merchants, and 
dealers in different parts of the United States, praying for the passage 
of Senate bill 1034, introduced by myself, which relates to the recovery 
of damages in case of the violation and infringement of patents for de- 
signs. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Marshall, 
Tex., praying for the opening of the Indian Territory and Indian res- 
ervations to homestead settlement; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of William Marshall 
and 58 other citizens of Iowa, and the petition of J. A. Hysham and 
53 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the of an act of abso- 
lute forfeiture of the unearned lands within the limits of the grant 
made to the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Company; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. > 

He also presented a petition of the Lehigh Local Assembly No. 1613 
of the Knightsof Labor of Iowa, praying for the organization of a Ter- 
ritorial government for the Indian Territory and for opening all of the 
public lands therein to homestead settlement; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Healso presented the petition of L. W. Huston, of Keokuk, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the of a law granting him compensation for extra serv- 
ices as a mail way postal clerk; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of a large number of ex-Union 
soldiers who reside in the State of Kansas, praying that the Senate may 
pass a bill embodying the recommendations of the national pension 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic in relation to pensions, 
and in support of a communication sent by that committee to this 
body. I move that the petition be reférred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of Knights of Labor Local Assem- 
bly 3060, of Michigan, and a petition of Knights of Labor Local Assem- 
bly of Manistee, Mich., praying for a Territorial form of government 
in the Indian Territory and the opening of the Oklahoma lands toset- 
tlement; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON. I present the petition of Right Rev. D. B. Knick- 
erbocker, bishop of Indiana, and others, Congress to grant re- 
lief from the excessive postage now required to be paid on monthly re- 
ligious publications, &c. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present a petition adopted at the annual meeting 
of the American Institute of New York in behalf of Joseph Francis’s 
life-boats for the saving of life. This petition comes from a very dis- 
tinguished body and earnestly presents to the attention of the Senate 
the propriety of some legislation on that subject. I move that the pe- 
tition be to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented petitions of local assemblies of Knights of 
Labor of Norwich and other places in New York, praying for the — 
ing to homestead settlement of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Edward F. Browning, of New York 
city, remonstrating against any further legislation in regard to the Ven- 


ezuelan awards; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of New York and Brook- 
lyn, praying for the immediate passage of a bill in regard to pensions as 
recommended by the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Aley Dunaway, widow of Moses 
Dunaway, late a private in Company D, Eighth Kentucky Volunteers, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Archibald B. McGuire, of Kentucky, 
executor of the estate of Hiram McGuire, prety tay compensa- 
tion for supplies taken for the use of the United States Army during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment: 

A bill (S. 1163) for a public building at Lancaster, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 954) for the erection of a public building in the city of Paw- 
tucket, R. I.; and 

A bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public building for a 
post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 637) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Hudson, N. Y., reported it with amendments. 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 1386) for the completion of a public building at Fort Scott, 


Kans. ; 
A bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 


ans. ; 

A bill (S. 538) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Newport, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 324) for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, La. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late collector of customs 
for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee, reported it with amendments, - 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the e of Daniel F. Hammell, late first sergeant of 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Vol- 
unse praying to be placed on the muster-rolls of that regiment as a 
second-lieutenant, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
259) for the relief of the Seventh Regiment New York Cavalry Volun- 
teers, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 845) for the relief of telegraph operators during the 
war, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 777) to increase the efficiency of the 
Army of the United States, to report it with sundry amendments. I 
ask that a table I now present, which should go in connection with the 
bill in order to explain it, may be printed with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print the papers will 
be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 78) to extend the time for filing certain claims 
for compensation for horses and other property lost in the military serv- 
ice of the United States, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 

indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill just reported adversely and indefinitely post- 
poned was introduced by me. I ask that the vote by which it was in- 
definitely postponed may be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and the 
bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 599) to refund excessive duties caused 
by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878, 
to report it adversely. As this is not a unanimous report of the com- 
mittee, perhaps the bill had better, for the purpose of saving the rights 
of all parties, be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1062) for the relief of Robert D. Gardner, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


\ 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1233 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was -referred the bill 
(S. 504) for the relief of Eugene Wells, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Wilhelm Tegethoff, a skilled workman em- 
ployed in the national armory at Springfield, Mass., praying com- 
pensation for inventions used by the Government, reported adversely 
thereon; and the committee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the A 775 255 

Mr. WALTHALL, Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 557) to grant for the use of the public 
a street across the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, 
in the State of Tennessee, to ask that that committee be di 
from its further consideration and that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. From an examination it appears that the 
military reservation referred to in the bill is not one of the abandoned 
reservations and has not been turned over to the Department of the 
Interior for disposal, and therefore is no partof the public lands proper. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back the bill (S. 728) authorizing the removal of the 
statue of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location to a 
site to be 3 by the 8 u aly 5 eas 2 
posed to favor the passage of the ut thin a proper go 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I therefore 

such a reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objeetion that change 
of reference will be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the infantry 
branch of the Army, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 333) for the relief of settlers and pur- 
chasers of lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, heretofore reported by him. 

OMAHA NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1120) to authorize the Omaha National Bank 
of Omaha, Nebr., to increase its capital stock, to report it with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now 
considered. I believe that is the usual course with bills simply author- 
izing an increase of the capital stock of national banks. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


Jaws, to any sum not exceeding $2,000,000, 

fixed in ita original articles of sesoaiation and determined i 

the Currency; and the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby auth: 
the limit of increase of the capital stock of the Omaha National Bank of 
Omaha, Nebr., at the amount of $2,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the Omaha National Bank of Omaha, Nebr.” 

PROPOSED DAILY RECESS. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Rules instruct me to report back 
the following resolution, submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN] on the 3d instant, adversely and to move that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed: 

Ordered, That the Senate will take a recess on each day at 2 o'clock and be in 


session in at 2.30 p.m. This order may be suspended by a vote of a quorum 
2 case of adjournment, to be had without debate. = 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
resolution placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. FRYE. I move its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be indefinitely postponed if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that it go on the Calendar. I do not think 
we have got quite up to a full understanding of it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the course suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1430) granting arrears of pension 
to James Gain; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


XVII——78 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane 
Carr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1432) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1433) for the relief of the Western 
Miami Indians of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1434) to make full legal-tender 
money interchangeable at the Treasury or at the subtreasury in the city 
of New York, and for other purposes; which was read the first time by 
its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the bill read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the bill at 


a 
e bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: 

Be it enacted, C., That hereafter any holder of silver coins of full 1 -tender 
value may, athis option, present them in sums of $50, or any multiple thereof, 
at the Treasury, or at the subtreasury in the city of New York, receive there- 
for in exchangea like amountof gold coin or United States notes; and any holder 
of gold coin may in like manner present the same atthe Treasury, or at the sub- 
treasury in the city of New York, and receive therefor silver coins of full l =- 
tender value or United States notes: vided, That nothing herein shall be 
construed to authorize the increase of the gate issue of United States notes 
now authorized by law, nor to restrict or fene the issue of gold or silver cer- 
tificates as now provided by law. 

Sec. 2. That section 5193 and 5194 of the Revised Statutes are hereby repealed, 
and the words “lawful money,“ wherever used in the statutes of the United 
— barya be construed to include United States notes, gold, and silver of full 

tender. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and of laws requiring the lawful money deposited 
with the Treasurer of the United States, as provided by section 5223 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, to be held asa fund for the redemption of notes of na- 
tional banking associations, are by repealed, and all the money now de 
ited or which may be hereafter de; ted under said section shall be covered into 


titled, “An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redis- 
tribution of the national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” approved June 
20, 1874, shall be covered into the Treasury. 

Sxc. 4. That section 3 of the last-named act is hereby amended so as to author- 
ize the redemption of national-bank notes in gold orsilver, and toauthorize the 
deposit of gold or silver in lieu of United States notes required to be deposited 
by said section, 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1435) to provide for the control of 
the reservation of public lands and the distribution of hot water at Hot 
Springs, Ark. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1436) for the relief of H. M. Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1437) granting a pension to 
Frederick Louster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1438) panung a pension to Isom Wilker- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S. 1439) pape he pension to Thomas Simp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1440) for the relief of Milton Randall; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1441) granting a pension 
to M. Romahr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1447) peoviding for the erection 
of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1443) to provide for the issue of coin 
coria and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its ` 

tle. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &., That hereafter coin certificates shall be issued of any de- 
nomination for which legal-tender notes of the United States may now be issued, 
and when received at the Treasury reissued as provided for in section 2 of this 
act, and all gold and silver certificates now outstanding shall be retired when 
they are received at the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the duty of the Treasurer of the United States, upon 
the receipt of an original certificate of depositissued by the United States assist- 
ant treasurer of any United States subtreasury, stating that there has been de- 
posited therein gold coin or standard silver dollars of the United States in the 
sum of $10 or any multiple thereof, payment of a like amount in coin certificates 
at the counter of any United States assistant treasurer desi by the depos- 
itor shall be ord in such denominations as he may request in writing, which 
shall be redeemable in gold or silver coin at the option of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That no coin certificates shall be issued of a denomination greater than 
$500, and at least two-thirds of such certificates outstanding at any time shall be 
of denominations not exceeding $50 


Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1444) for the relief of William 
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Schuchardt, United States commercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Ward be withdrawn from the 
files, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Represent- 


atives. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
authorizing the printing of 25,000 extra copies of the President's last 
annual message for the use of the House. 


SITE OF FORT BRADY. 


Mr. CONGER. I call up the motion which I entered to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 753) to provide for the 
sale of the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and 
the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading. 

‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Tcall the attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] to the amendment which he offered to the bill when it was 
under consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. After an examination of the map, which was not 
accessible when the bill was before the Senate, I am convinced that my 
amendment was improvidently agreed to, and I therefore suggest that 
upon the question being put the amendment be rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was agreed to. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro . The amendment will be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I ask that the bill may proceed to its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PORTS OF KEY WEST AND TAMPA. 

Mr. ALLISON. On Friday of last week I moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the joint resolution (S. R. 10) to 
amend the statute in relation to the immediate tion of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes, approved June 10, 1880, so that the 
provisions of the same shall be extended to the port of Key West 
Fla.; and the provisions of the seventh section of the statute be ex- 
tended to the port of Tampa, Fla. The bill, as reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, authorized the first and seventh sections of 
the original transportation act to be applied to the port of Key West, 
and the seventh section to be applied to the port of Tampa. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] offered an amendment applying 
all the other sections of the act to both which was to. 
I moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was because 
I believed under his amendment the result would be that Tampa, Fla., 
would be included within the first section of the act as well as the 
seventh section; but on a further examination of the amendmentof the 
Senator from Vermont, comparing notes with him, we both came to 
the conclusion that as the bill now stands the provisions of the seventh 
section only would apply to Tampa, Fla.; and with that unders i 
as to the proper constrnction of the bill I withdraw the motion to re- 
consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection leave will 
be granted to withdraw the motion to reconsider, and the bill stands 
passed. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], which comes over under the rule. The resolution will be 
read e 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, in reply to a resolution passed by the Senate February 29, 1884, in- 
quiring asto the amount of wheat, corn, rye, and cotton produced and consumed 
in, imported into, and e: from the different countries with which this 
country holds 5 intercourse, &c., under date of April 21, 1884, the Sec- 


retary of 
xx Whether the present depressed condition of the wheat trade of — eo oc- 
or local 


of the previous year; that the wants of Europe are as im and asgreatas 
they were in 1883, and thatthe demands upon the United should naturally 
be as „ut least, as they were in 1883. How lon may or can 


several countries in. this regard, especially the United Kingdom—which may be 
said to regulate the wheat markets of . alone can devel: “ad 


And whereas said depression still continues: Therefore, 

Resolved, That said Secre be, and he is hereby, uested to report to the 
Senate, at his earliest convenience, the amount in b ls of said cereals re- 
spectively, and in pounds of cotton produced and consumed, imported into, and 
exported from of said countries during the years 1884 and 1885, as compared 
with like amounts during the three years preceding said dates. 

The surplus amount of said products now on hand in foreign countries to 
meet usual until September 1, 1886, the amount likely to be required by 
im countries before said with the average of wheat now in 
the und in foreign countries for the crop of 1836, each in detail. 

whether later advices confirm the fi; and opinions contained in said 
report, and whether the causes therein Ge hr to, as reprinted in this resolu- 
tion, or increased production, or diminished consumption of food and clothing by 
the people, or decrease in population,or lack of money to employ labor and 
han roperty, or, so far as his official information extends, what are the rea- 
sons w. cause the continued, unprecedented depression in prices for said 
products in this country and throughout the world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Ought it not to read directed instead of re- 
quested,” under the custom of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word requested“ is used in 
the resolution and not directed. 

Mr. PLUMB. It properly should read directed.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word directed’? will be sub- 
stituted for ‘‘requi ne 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the resolution apply to the Secretary of State 
or to the Secretary of the ? 

Mr. PLUMB. To the of State. 

Mr. MORRILL. It should be directed to the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why may not the Secretary of State gather this in- 
formation through the ordinary channels which are provided by law 
for that purpose? The Secretary of the Treasury does not gather such 
information, I think. 

Mr. MORRILL. My impression is that the Statistical Bureau of the 
Treasury has all this information and that the Secretary of State has 
it not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I concur with the Senator from Vermont that 
it ought to go to the Secretary of the Treasury, if it goes anywhere. 
That Department has all the inſormation. TheSecretary of State gath- 
at his information, as I understand, from the reports of consuls and 
others. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. It necessarily must be accompanied with a great 
deal of labor to that Department to give the information required by 
the resolution, whereas if it is to go to the Department, with 
the statistics there the information may be given without half the trouble 
it would require on the part of the Secretary of State. I hope, there- 
fore, the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont will meet the approval 
of the Senator from Kansas. The information is all he wants, and it 
matters not from what quarter it comes. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; the suggestion does not meet with my approval 
atall. The former resolution was addressed to the Secretary of State. 
This takes up the inquiry where the former inquiry left off, and has 
direct relation to it. The former Secretary of State did not make any 
point about the resolution not having properly come to him, nor did 
he think he did not have the information at first hand. He has it, or, 
at all events, if he has it not there, it is through some defect of admin- 
istration, for the law confers ample power upon him to get it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur with the Senator from Kansas that this 
information might be valuable to Congress. At the same time I think 
we shall be a long time getting it. As suggested by the Senator from 
Delaware, the Secretary of State has no means of getting information 
of this kind except through the consular service, and he would have to 
frame inquiries and send them out to the consuls abroad for the purpose 
of getting a great part, if not all of it. I believe, however, that there 
are statistics gathered, I do not know precisely how, in the Treasury 
Department which probably would answer the whole of the inquiry. 
That is my impression. 

Mr. INGALLS. In what Department is what is commonly called 
the Bureau of Statistics? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is much, I suppose, in that bureau. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I suppose. I oy coves iio 
could probably be nearly answered in full in that bureau. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Secretary of the Treasury has not an agentany- 
where off United States soil for the purpose of collecting information 
of this kind, while the Secretary of State has many hundreds of them, 
whose duty it is, under the law and under his instructions, to gather 
just such information. Whatever the Secretary of the“ has 
he has undoubtedly at second hand. He may get it by the coy Be 
periodicals published abroad, by the reports of boards of trade, A 
but the Secretary of State has under his control agents in every country 
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JJ! REE BE TEA IE 
mation just exactly what we want and what is now, I have no doubt, 
on deposit in the office of the Secretary of State, 

It will be observed by reading this resolution that the resolution to 
which it refers was introduced by me on the 29th day of 1884, 
and was responded to on the 2lst aay of April of that same bad not indi- 
cating that there was any great necessity on the part of the Secretary of 
State in the acquisition of this info: eee eee. 3 
was not already answered by the files of his Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLAIMS UNDER FRENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the egg ner dean enol sr Sper ee ee Belen tad 
statement showing the character and amount of each of the claims paid under 
the treaties with e , 1803, and of July 4, and under the 
with Spain of February 22, r with the names of the claimants, w 
pry ron cia a y been the Treasury t to the 


Mr. TOE oni ha ha sn WY Ga te 
some w. ago to Secretary of the Treasury, e rep to the 
resolution in a communication, addressed to you as President of the 
Senate, that he had prepared that information at great labor and ex- 

and had sent it to the Department of State, where it was now to 
be found, and that it would require him to repeat the labor and ex- 
pense to prepare it again in the Department, 8 
that our application should be made to the Secretary of State, which is 
done by this resolution. I move to rescind the resolution, passed some 
Ser rohit directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish that infor- 
mation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to rescind the resolution previously adopted calling for the same 
information from the Secretary of the Treasury. The question is on 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. GETTY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 


now be stated. 
The bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. W. Getty, United States 
-list of the Army with the 


Army, retired, to be placed upon the 
rank pt Aide gs grea mgr as was eee e ta in order. 
Mr. S Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], who is not 
now in his seat, wishes to make remarks on that bill, and I ask that it 
go over. 
E The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 
PUBLIC BUILDING BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent now that we may take 
up the bills from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
which are on the Calendar. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bills in regard to public buildings, reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The first case of that kind on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. MAHONE. The first is Order of Business 86, Senate bill 228. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CAMDEN, N. J. 


The bill (S. 228) for the erection of a public building at Camden, 
J., was considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS, MD. 

The bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
= aN of Annapolis, Md., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PARTITION OF LANDS IN LOUISVILLE, KY. 

The bill e 481) authorizing the partition of certain land in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of 
the United States, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Do I understand the name to be John 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir; John Echols. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Of Staunton? 

Mr. MAHONE. Not now of Staunton, but formerly of Seen 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That strikes me more like a deed to prop- 
erty thana bill. Ido not think the Senate should pass that as an act 
of the Congress of the United States. It reads much more like a clerk’s 
office paper, emanating from a county court-house. I just want to call 
attention to it and not to oppose it. I simply make that observation. 

Mr. MAHONE. The Senate at the last session passed this identical 
bill. The recitation is that to which the attention of the Senator from 
Virginia has been directed and not to the bill itself. 


* 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NORFOLK, VA. 


The bill (S. 482) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add to section 2 the following proviso: 

Provided, That the site on which the said building shall be erected shall be so 
selected as to leave an open space around the same of not less than 40 feet in 
width, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 

The bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 

Ala., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
in 2 buildin; ings by an open space of not hae than 40 feet, including strects 
and alleys around same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WORCESTER, MASS. 

The bill (S. 230) for the erection of public buildings at Worcester, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 10, after the words sum of,” to 
strike out ‘four hundred thousand and insert two hundred and 
fifty;’’ so as to read: 


The plans, specifications, and full estimates of said building shall be previous! 
madeand approved acco: to law. and shall not exceed for the site and build- 
ing — the sum of $250, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal 
courts, fice, and internal revenue and other civil offices, and a 
United States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, Ark., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 16, to strike ont ‘‘fifty’’ 
and insert twenty-five;“ so as to read: 

And for this there 
qremmary nob ALDAN ISO aperoprigted, c 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 1, to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

That the buildin; 
KODAS same of not less 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Virginia 
if he proposes to build a proper jail down there for $25,000. 

Mr. MAHONE. What was the statement? 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the amendment to be to strike out 
$50,000 and insert $25,000. 

Mr. BERRY. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars for the 
court-house and post-office. The second section appropriates $50,000 
for converting the existing building to the purposes of a jail. 

Thejbill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the . 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONROE, LA. 

The bill (S. 175) fora public building at Monroe, La., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have no amendment to offer to 15 B 
but I think at some time any Senator on the floor who is op 


omnibus legislation should express his opposition and place — Aires 
record, and let the responsibility of a river and harbor bill fall where it 


shall be so situated as to leave an open space 
40 feet in width. 
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should, and so of the bills brought here from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

I find to-day on the Calendar twenty-nine bills reported from that 
committee for public buildings, and in addition to these twenty-nine 
are those reported this morning. So there are enough of bills in which 
Senators are interested for their particular States to induce every Sen- 
ator possibly from the standpoint of a constituent interest to vote for 
them. Iam opposed to them unless they shall come in their regular 
order, and each one be considered upon its merits. 

I leave the question there. That puts me whereI want tobe. The 
Senate can pass these bills involving millions of dollars of appropria- 
tion of public money, but not by my vote. 

The biil was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


The bill (S. 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, S. C. 

The bill (S. 549) for a public building at Greenville, S. C., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH, WIS. 


The bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend in line 4 of section I, after the 
word purchase,“ by inserting ‘‘ by private sale or condemnation;’’ so 
as to read: 


rected to purchase, by private sale or condemnation, a site for, and cause to be 
— Lats vaul n, for the —— 
nue office, 


Mr. ALLISON. If the land is to be condemned, under what law is 
it to be done? Have we a general law authorizing the condemnation 
of property for public buildings, or is it to be under the statutes of the 
State of Wisconsin? 

Mr. SAWYER. I was told at the Treasury Department yesterday 
that they would have trouble without this clause being put in the bill. 
They said they could condemn the land under the general law if the 
words by private sale or condemnation’’ were inserted, or they could 
do it under the State law. 

Mr. HOAR. Do J understand my honorable friend to say that where 
we provide for a public building there is any general law authorizing 
the condemnation of land without a special authority in the particular 
case? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that there is; but the Senator 
from Wisconsin says the Treasury Department informs him that there 
issuchalaw. The Judiciary Committee ought to know. 

Mr. SAWYER. They can do it through the United States courts 
under the general law. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be referred to that law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 


The bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 

The bill (S. 86) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Portland, Oreg., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 10, before the word hundred, 
to strike out five“ and insert three,“ and after the word hun- 
dred” to insert and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


And plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site 
and building complete, the sum of $350,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

The bill (S. 479) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, in line 3, before the word thousand, to 
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strike out ten“ and insert ‘‘fifteen,’? and at the end of the bill to add 
and office accommodations for customs officer and United States com- 
missioner; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erec- 
tion of a post-office building at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon the Government res- 
ervation. The said building shall be erected upon p specifications, and 
. tates 
toms officer and United States commissioner, 9 9 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 

Mr. MAHONE. I now ask to take up Order of Business 92, being 
Senate bill 453, which we skipped in its regular order. 

The bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 
Fla., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, before the word hundred, to 
strike out two“ and insert one,“ and in line 12, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert “ltwenty-five;” 80 
as to read: 

The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building complete the sum of $125,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CALL. I move, in line 12, to strike out twenty- five“ and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;’’? so as to make the amount $150,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not now in or- 
der. It will be in order at a later stage. The Senate having inserted 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand,” it is not now in order to 
change that amount. 

Mr. MAHONE. When will that amendment be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At a later stage, when the question 
comes up in the Senate on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Florida is now in order to the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I move toamend the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole by changing the amount to $150,000. 

Mr. MAHONE. ere is no Objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEBLO, COLO. 


Mr. MAHONE. Now let us take up Order of Business 109, Senate 
bill 1116, which was passed over in its regular order. 

The bill (S. 1116) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, 
Colo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘exceeding,”’ to strike out two”? 
and insert one;“ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to procure a proper site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
with fire-proof vaults, in the city of Pueblo, Colo., for the accommodation of tho 
United States district court, post-office, land office, and other Government offices 
in said city, at a cost not exceeding $100,000, including cost of site. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. TELLER. I move, in line 9, to insert after the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred” the words and fifty;’’ so as to make it 

Not exceeding one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MAHONE. In view of the subsequent information that was 
brought to the attention of the committee we make no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have some explanation of that in- 
crease. 

Mr. TELLER. I will simply say that Pueblo is the second city in 
size in Colorado; it is the place where the United States court is held 
for an extensive territory, a good deal larger than the State of Ohio. 
It has a land office, post-office, and a collector’s office, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the population? 

Mr. TELLER. In Pueblo they probably say 20,000, but it is any- 
where from fifteen to twenty thousand people. It is a growing town, 
and will soon be a very large place. One hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars is a small sum of money for a public building in that country. 

The amendment as amended was con in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONTPELIER, VT. 


Mr. MAHONE. Now we come to Order of Business No. 138, Senate 
bill 1366. 

The bill (S. 1366) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Montpelier, Vt., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


The bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for 
a post office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the committee whether there is 
a United States court-house now in San Francisco? We get no infor- 
mation here about these matters. We are simply passing bills, appro- 
priating money, $350,000 at atime, just as this bill provides. Now, is 
there a United States court-house in San Francisco or is there not? It 
is certainly proper that we should know the facts before we vote for bills 
of thissort. Is there no member of the committee who can answer the 
question? Certainly San Francisco is a small town on the Pacificcoast 
somewhere. It has been there sometime. I think it due to the Senate 
that some member of the committee that reports these bills should tell 
us why we sit here and vote to appropriate $350,000 to build a court- 
house if there should happen to be a court-house already in San Fran- 
cisco that belongs to the United States Government. 

I ask now whether there is a United States court-house there? and, 
if so, then we can inquire further whether that can not be remodeled or 
improved or whether something else can not be done than the simple 
appropriation of $350,000 to erect a new building. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, San Francisco is a city now of 
nearly 300,000 people. It has the promise of being a very large city. 
The present post-office building is a very insecure, tumble-down affair. 
The net revenues derived to the Government from that office in San 
Francisco is somewhere between $400,000 and $500,000a year. A new 
building is needed: a new building must be erected for the post-office, 
for the reason that the present one will probably not stand a great while. 
Perhaps the first earthquake there will throw it down. In connection 
with that post-office there ought to be rooms for the courts of the United 
States. An appropriation of $350,000 is not more than is needed to pur- 
chase a suitable location for the post-office and such other public build- 
ings as the Government may require. If there is any city in the United 
States that needs an appropriation of that amount it is San Francisco. 
I doubt whether suitable ground can be had for less. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like the Senator to understand 
that I am not opposing the bill; I am just utilizing the proposition to 
ask a question. 

When we come to think about it, we have taken up this morning 
how many bills, every one of them involving an appropriation of 
money. Whose money? Not San Francisco’s, not Portsmouth’s 
money, not Boston’s, but the money that the people of the United States 
pay into the public Treasury. We are simply asked to vote blindly 
for its appropriation to the building of houses called court-houses or 
something else without any reason given by anybody why we should 
build such houses. If one of these bills had come in here and had stood 
upon its own merits involving an appropriation of any amount of money, 
Senators on this floor, without my intending to impeach them at all, 
would have inquired intoit. If I had introduced a bill here this morn- 
ing for a public building in any town or city in the State of Virginia 
involving an appropriation of $100,000 Senators would have inquired 
into it before they would have voted for it. Yes, sir; if one hundred 
committees had reported in favor of it they would have inquired into 
it. Now I find coming in here this morning not one bill but twenty- 
nine, with an addendum that I presume is to come to-morrow or the 
next day of half as many more for constructing public buildings in two- 
thirds of the States of the Union; and that is the only reason that ap- 
pears on the surface for voting for such propositions or quietly acqui- 
escing in their passage. 

I appeal to Senators themselves whether that is not the fact as it ap- 

rs here this nomme Tell me, if you can, how much money is 
ing appropriated by these bills this morning, and give me one single 
reason except that the committee has repo in favorofthem. Ido 
protest against it; I protest against it as a means of passing bills here 
to put up public buildings in States without reason assigned for them, 
and to take the public money and distribute it without regard to where 
it comes from or the hardship that sometimes it engenders to collect it. 

Sir, if you were to take this whole batch of bills and make up the 
aggregate you have millions of dollars appropriated already, and it is 
to go on in this silent, acquiescent way. It may suit each and every 
one who happens to live in a State where a building is to be put up, but 
it will not suit the people who have to pay for that building and who 
have no reason assigned for its construction. 

If there be a court-house in San Francisco now, why should we not 
know it before we pay out here one-third ora little more than one- 
third of a million dollars and throw it in there for the construction of 
another? If there be a court-house at Portsmouth, or if there be a 
court-house at any other town or city that we are appropriating for to- 


day, why should we not know it? But we sit here and pass another 
river and harbor bill called public buildings and grounds.“ I pro- 
test against it, and I do ask for some other reason except the fact that 
a committee has considered twenty-nine bills and brought them in here 
and reported them in one day and then ask us to vote for them. I 
know it is said that the money does not go out unless the Appropria- 
tions Committee have something to do with the matter; I know it is 
said that this money does not go out unless the House of Representa- 
tives passes these bills. I know that isso, but it is entirely proper for 
me to euter my protest here, because I belong neither to the House of 
Representatives nor to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask again 
of the Committee on Public Buildings deferentially, if they can come 
down from the high plane of a committee to the ordinary position of 
United States Senators, to tell us whether there is a court-house in 
San Francisco, and, if so, what is the necessity of appropriating $350,000 
for another. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it happens that I have been in San 
Francisco and have seen the public buildingthere. I know it is cracked 
from top to bottom. It is an inferior building, put up many years ago, 
before the city had reached its present magnitude. There is no doubt 
in my judgment as to the propriety of putting up a proper building in 
San Francisco for Government uses. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Virginia that we have pretty care- 
fully considered these measures which have been brought before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. There is hardly one of 
them that has not been a subject of long discussion by Senators here 
representing the different localities; and so far as the State of Virginia 
is concerned, I think the Senator himself will concede that we have done 
justice to the State of Virginia, and, having done justice by that State, 
there are various other States which in comparison ought to receive the 
attention of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

It has not been the of the committee, so far as I know, to be 
extravagant. It has in most instances reduced the appropriations that 
have been asked for; yet it has been considered just and proper in large 
and prosperous cities of thirty, forty, or fifty thousand people to per- 
mit the erection of a post-office building. I think the public judgment 
of the country will agree that we have not erred. For instance, take 
such a place as Dayton, Ohio, or Petersburg, Va., or Harrisonburg, Va., 
or Worcester, Mass. These larger cities, I think, ought to have the at- 
tention of the committee, and they have received it, and I think justly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
ave it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 

usiness. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask unanimous consent to have 
just one minute to reply to the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will pause 
until the unfinished business is announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] is entitled to the floor on this bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Just one moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. BLAIR. For a moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will not indulge in further debate or 
provoke it. I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont that I am not 
complaining of any injustice done to the State of Virginia in these ap- 
propriations. I am simply dissenting from this method of making 
appropriations. 

My esteemed friend will recollect that while we have a court-house 
at Harrisonburg it had to stand on its own merits, and even on the 
single objection of the Senator from Iowa, who is the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, it had to go over for one year. It was 
discussed as a single proposition upon its own merits. I am not pre- 
pared now to say that I would not vote for every one of these appro- 
priations; but I do not like to vote for them in this omnibus way. 
That is my objection. I should like each one to stand on its merits, 
just as all appropriations as a rule do. e 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 194) to aid inthe estab- 
eee and temporary support of common schools is now before the 

nate. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Virginia is addressing the Chair. 

Mr. MAHONE., I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he will 
not allow the subject before the Senate to be informally passed by and 
let us proceed with the consideration of the public building bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryein the chair). The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] requests that unanimous consent be given 
for proceeding with the consideration of the bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The education bill now in order will, so far as I am con- 
cerned, occupy but very little of the time of the Senate. What I especi- 
ally wish to accomplish to-day is to have the bill read and to speak prob- 
ably ten minutes, or at the uttermost not over fifteen minutes, mainly 
in the way of explanation and the introduction of documentary matter 
which I deem it important that the Senate should have and which it 
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will take considerable time to print, so that this ee eee 
the Public Printer early in the afternoon. I should then myself have 
no objection, if it is the desire of the Senate on account of these - 
ing measures or any others, that the bill be informally laid aside for, 
perhaps, the whole afternoon and rapa eee en ares R 
this documentary matter printed and in due before the Senate. I 
think perhaps p will be made on the education bill if a course 
of that kind is pursued and jf I occupy ten minutes in facilitating that 
course. I should not like to enter into any implied arrangement which 
would di the education bill so that it can not be with 
at 2 o’clock to-morrow. Perhaps it will suit the Senator just as well to 
make his motion to lay aside this bill informally ten minutes later and 
allow me to do what I have indicated now. I shall then make no ob- 
jection to the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. MAHONE. It will not take us more than ten minutes to finish 
these bills, but if the Senator prefers to go on, be it so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think I had better proceed for ten minutes and then 
I shall make no objection to the Senator’s request. 

ters PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. , 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like either to have the bill read or the con- 
sent of the Senate given to its being printed in the RECORD in full. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and Labor 
with an amendment, to strike out section 13, in the following words: 

Sec. 13. That there shall be e eee sum of $2,000,000, 
which shall be allotted to the several States and ries on the same as 
the moneys appropriated in the first section, which shall be known as the school- 
house fund, and which shall be paid out annually to each State and Territory, 


at the end of the year, until said sum of $2,000,000 shall be exhausted, and no 
longer, to be expended for the erection and construction of school-houses forthe 
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use of pupils attending the common schools in sparsely populated districts where 
the Da 1 shall be e e unable none the burdens ian, 
tion. Such school-houses shall be in accordance with modern which 


lans shall be furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education in Wash- 
however, That not more than $100 be paid from said fund 
coy school-house, nor more than one-half the cost 


act, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this bill as originally introduced at this 
session and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor was the 
same in form as the bill passed by the Senate in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress with the exception of the thirteenth section proposed to be stricken 
out by the amendment of the committee. It is a section providing a 
school-house fund of $2,000,000. That section was moved during the 
diseussion in the last Congress in the form of an amendment to the bill 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], but by a elose vote it was lost 
in the Senate. As the bill was introduced at this session that amend- 
ment was incorporated as the thirteenth section; but in the consulta- 
tions of the committee it was deemed better to report back the bill as 
it had received the sanction of the Senate by a three-fourths vote in the 
last Congress without alteration, and th re the committee report it 
back recommending that the thirteenth section be stricken out, and sub- 
mit it in that form to the judgment of the Senate. 

In this immediate connection I wish to introduce a table which has 
been prepared showing the population of the whole country, of each 
State and Territory, except the District of Columbia, and how the 
whole amount p to be appropriated by this bill, $77,000,000, 
during the next eight years is to be distributed during that period. 
This table shows the whole amount distributed in that time to each 
State and Territory that receives anything under the provisions of 
the bill, and the amount received by the whole country in each State 
and Territory during each year of the entire period covered by the bill: 
$7,000,000 to the whole country the first year, $10,000,000 in the sec- 
ond year, $15,000,000 in the third year, $13,000,000, in the fourth year, 
$11,000,000 in the fifth year, $9,000,000 in the sixth year, $7,000,000 
in the seventh year, and $5,000,000 in the eighth, and the amount 
proposed to be distributed to each State and Territory during each of 
these years successively under the provisions of the bill. I wish the 
table to appear as a part of my remarks. 


Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the States and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, of $77,000,000 distributed on the 
basis of the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as per Senate bill 194. 


[Prepared by the Bureau of Education, January, 1836, at the request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR.] 


pe * 
BER SRE ; Quota of each State and Territory for the— 
States and Territories. aiig F 
858 25 S g | Whole time, | First year. — year Third year. Fourth year. Fifth year. Sixth year. Seventh 2 
rs. Dollars. rs. 4 rs. Dollars. 
United States. „158, 788 |6, 214. 180 177,000,000 00 f, O00, 000 00 10, 000, 000 00 18, 000, 000 00 13, 000, 000 00 |11, 000, 000 00 000 00 „000, 000 00 
Alabama . . ..| 1, 262,505 | 433,447 | 5,870,848 45 | 488,258 95 607,512 78 | 1,046,269 14 | 906,766 50 767,264 07 | 627,761 49 488,258 95 | 348,756 90 
‘Arizona Territory... 40,440 | 5,842 72.888 80 6,580 75 9,401 08 | 14. 101 61 12.221 40 10,341 19 8400 96 6,580 75 4.700 54 
802,525 | 202,015 2, 503, 170 97 227,501 00| 325,087 11 487,620 72 422 613 20 357,595 80 202,578 43 227,561 00 162.543 57 
864.694 | 53,430 | 602,051 85 60,186 54| 88,980 77 128,971 25| III. 775 60 94.578 8 77,82 60 60,186 54 42.990 39 
194,327 10,474 129,783 50 11.788 80 1.855 00 28,2% 4 21,511 45| 18.540 50 15,160 49 11,708 50 8,427 50 
622,700 28,421 352,20 2 22,018 88 45,740 55 858,610 83 59,40 72 0,314 61 41,166 40 32018 28 22.870 28 
135,177 4,821 59,737 09| 5,430 64 7.788 00 11,67 0 10,088 48 8,533 87 | 6982 25| 5,430 64| 3870 03 
146,608 | 19414 | 240,580 17 21,86902| 231,241 5 4686208] 40,613 80 3436560} 28,117 31 21,80902| 15,620 73 
ai 269,493 | 80,183] 9931548 70500, 222 62 129,082 31 | 193,548 46| 167,742 00 141,935 54 118, 130 08 | 90,322 64, 516 16 
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During the decade from 1870 to 1880 the population of the entire 


country 
bers to 50,000,000 and over. Assuming that the population in this 
country has continued to increase in the same ratio, and that it will 
continue so to increase until the next census is taken in 1890, 3 
lation of the country would then be 65,704,050. Assuming, too, that 
from 1880 until the present time the same ratio of increase has pre- 
vailed, the population on the 1st of next July would be over 59,000,000 
and nearly 60,000,000 of souls. In round numbers, 60,000,000 may be 
stated as the present population of the United States. 

The amount of money raised and expended for purposes of education 
in the country has, during the last six years, somewhat increased; but 
from the best statisical information that can be obtained, through the 
reports of superintendents of education and in other ways, the expendi- 
tures for common-school education in the country have not increased in 
any larger proportion than has the population of the country. If the 
southern portion of the country were selected as an illustration of this 

position, it would be found that the expenditure, which in 1880 was 
612.475.044 had increased in 1882 to $14,325,288, an increase during 
those two years of $1,850,244. The total expenditure in the year 1884 
was $16,655,755, and the increase from 1882 to 1884 was $2,330,467. 
The total * throughout the United States has increased in 
just about the ee ht e according to the best information that I 
am able to obtain. I think that N 
country for common schools the last year was just about $85,000,000. 
Of course the great mass of this expenditure is in the Northern States, 
as in fact the capacity to demand taxation for that purpose is mainly 
2 the North. 3 the fact ee epe de e of the latter section 
0 is any larger than, in many locali large 
fr school purposes e Senke & many localities is not as large de Senate in 1864; and also the bill as introduced in the Forty-seventh 


connection I will inserted Congress. I do this in order that the Senatema have possession of all 
ges 3 1 the information that I seek to present on this subject when it proceeds 


Tanaka tunis amanine exmmaiticies tach sexe Avan tear te t in- 

clusive, for the public schools of the Southern States, ogether- with the to a more minute consideration of the bill. 

ne ee ee eee E fie ah Conectans eae GAA comets fries tat oe tallest aa 

j í 3 ing the e on an 

Expenditure each year from 1880 to 1884, inclusive, for the publie schools of | a great deal of concession to conflicting views of Senators from all por- 
the Southern States. tions of the country and representing the two great parties of the country. 

It was the result of three weeks of earnest debate and asit finally passed 

it commanded the approval of three-fourths of the Senators voting, while 

of those who were absent a large portion were also in favor of the bill. 

It is not precisely such a bill as I would myself prefer in all particulars; 


money given to several of the States were appropriated to the common 
schools and became the basis of common-school funds, notably in the 
State of New York ; and in others, I understand, it was expended in the 
course of time for the benefit of schools. 

I desire also in this connection as a part of my remarks to introduce the 
report of the committee which is very largely matter ofstatistical calcula- 
tion, which will be, I think, of great service in the investigation of the 
subject, and I will alsomake a part of my remarks on this occasion what I 
said to the Senate in opening the debate on this bill in the last 
which is an aggregation of a large mass of matter gathered from the cen- 
sus, tabulated matter collected from all parts of the country through the 
Bureau of Education, and many tables prepared by myself or the prepara- 

tion of which was dictated and directed by myself, and tables p 
by other gentlemen of the Senate and House which illustrate the subject 
and which when printed will put the Senate in possession of a great 
mass of statistical knowledge bearing on this subject so faras itis to be 
found in the archives of the Government or as the result of the re- 
searches of individuals. 

I desire also in this connection to have the bill printed as it passed 


20 f 479 27 1.743 2.121.541 very likely it is not precisely the bill that any individual in the Senate 

179,668) a179, 215,161) 989,059 | would should become the law if a law is to be enacted on this 
1 “am tea kos 2. l. 1 | Subject; but I believe that it would be hardly possible that another 
i| 0735, 076) 700,790! ac700, 700 4, 188, 670 | month of deliberation would result in the enactment of a bill which on 
| addl, 484) 395, 466, 930| 2,215,656 | the whole would be more useful to the country or more generally satis- 
9 Ke 7 * Sre rS 82888 factory to those whose deliberations must be concentrated upon it than 
9 3,753, 224| 3,767, 0 4, 288, 138 18, 429. 325 | the bill as it then passed and as it is now reported to the Senate. Per- 
39, 509,736) 623,441) 535, 205) 2, 430, 923 poesia feen ee indeed to see the amendment which the 

2 Sue — Tost see | committee and the thirteenth section become a part of 

803, 850| 1,150, 32 1, 661, 476| 5,122, 350 | the law if the 5 

1,157, 142) 1, 297, 620) 1, 321, 887 5,822,647 | I think it is exceedingly important when school-houses are to be 

822 Son oat bon oor T erected in the sparsely settled districts of our country where it is very 


largely the truth that there is no school-house, that there is no model 
of a school-house whatever, that under the provisions of that section 
there should be erected a school-house which should have all the pro- 
portions and all the qualities that appertain to a school-house constructed 
according to the latest scientific, sanitary, and other improvements so 
that it become a model in accordance with which erection should after- 
ward be made all over that district, finally perhaps all over this coun- 
try, and thus we should come in the end, and that very soon, to have 
the whole country supplied with school-houses which should be models 
of their kind. But, as I said before, the committee thought on the 


Total sosser. Eam ou 4,968,705 „148, 09,16, 581,285; 010, 751 


a For the previous year, no rt for this year having been received. 
b Thirteen counties ot reporting: 
o For white schools only; es E „ ſor colored schools on 
F White and colored children of 
Se ee — — the year 1882 is $846,623, and for 1883 


INCREASE. 


above, the increase so of expenditure for all the — in the whole it would be better to report to the Senate the bill as it 
States named for the . — — 81. 880,244 after so long eee eee by so a 
H rng a ge oan be een rr majority during the Forty-eight Congres. 
year 1884 over that for 1882 in.. . ——.—.—. — 2, 330, 467 the Committee on Education and Labor is as follows: 


Report to accompany bill S. 194. 
The Committee on Education and Labor, 1 Senate bill 


Total expenditure for 1881. 
Total expenditure ſor 1882. 


MAST ORI sca 4 sama —— — — — — 2,330,467 


Includes an estimate for the colored schools of Kentucky not ineluded in 
totals of table. 

I will also introduce now a table showing the amount of money 
which was paid out to or deposited with the several S known as 
the surplus fund, under the act of 1836, which table shows the entire 
amount to have been $28,104,464.91 deposited with the States of the 
Union as the Union was then constituted: 


Money distributed res the States under the act sians = 1836. 


passed by the Senate ee 
of April, 1884, on a vote of 33 — at 


ii timo tie measuro hag been generally and thoroughly discussed 
throughou whole coun and probably sentiment is more 
—— of this bill than was ever 3 Pe the case with 1 


portance American 

The committee believe that under these circumstances it would be useless to 
consume the time of the Senate with any elaboration of the law and facts in- 
— SEa pba TODE of the Committee on Education and Labor of the 
Fo: which, although made in support of the bill before it was 
m —— reduction of the amount of money appropriated by short - 
ening the period ppropriation from ten to eight years, and in some other 
—.— Reulars before iis hich 2 — with T “ 

w. is here your com- 

mittee keg the earnest recommendation that it do pass. It 8 be observed 
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proposen legislation during the ensuing year. It is difficult to realize the wrong 
jn‘licted by withholding from a child the opportunity for common-school edu- 
cation during a single one of the few years in which he must make his scanty 
preparation for the battle of life. 


e report referred to, and hereby adopted by your committee, is as follows: 
[Senate Report 101, part 2, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, submitted the fol- 
lowing supplemental E to accompany bill S. 398: 

The Committee on ucation and Labor, to whom was referred Senate bill 
398, entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools,“ having reported back the same with amendments, recommend- 
ing its passage, without discussion of the subject, in view of its great importance 
and the difficulty of collecting statistics and data for the consideration of the 
Senate, ask leave to make the following supplementary report: 

The committee 5 1 the amount proposed to be appropri- 
ated in the bill and its distribution on the basis of illiteracy, and a majority 
recommend its in its present form, 

The matter following is largely from a presentation of the subject made by 
the chairman of the committee on a former occasion, for which, as matter of ar- 
gument, the committee as a whole is not responsible, but the statistical tables 
and calculations bating nean prepared with considerable labor and care, and 
being substantially unchanged by later information, the same are incorporated 
with this supplementary report, 

We propose to inquire into the nature and extent of the powers and obliga- 
tions of the National Government to assist in the education of the people when 
n for its and their own preservation; to develop and illustrate the actual 
condition of popular education in this country as revealed by the census of 1880, 
and from other reliable sources, and thereby to demonstrate the necessity of 
national aid to common schools at the present time; to explain the several 
measures pending in Congress having that end in view, and to peny give rea- 
sons for supporting Senate bill No. 398, as in our belief best calculated to secure 
the object desired by the advocates of all. 

The United States are conceded by all to be a unit and a sovereignty within 
the scope of the powers expressly granted or necessarily implied in the written 
Constitution. The only real question between those who have held to the na- 
tional idea on the one hand and that of State sovereignty on the other has been 
as to which had the right to decide upon their relative jurisdictions and to estab- 
lish their political boundaries when in dispute. Upon this question we do not 
now propose to enter, because it is not essential to the maintenance of the argu- 
ment on this occasion. Our leading proposition is that the General Goverment 
possesses the power and has im upon itself the duty of educating the people 
of the United States whenever for y cause those people are deficient in that 
de; of education which is essential to the discharge of their duties as citizens 
either of the United States or of the several States wherein they chance to reside. 

This does not imply that a like power and even more imperative duty do not 


require the people of every State to educate its own citizens, It isa power not 
hostile but friendly to the States. Nor is ita power to be exercised unnecessa- 
rily. It should be exercised only in extremity, and when manifestly essential 


to the local, and therefore ultimately tothe general, welfare. As the State ma 
not engage in war unless “actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will 
not admit of delay,” so the United States should not enter upon the duty of qual- 
ifying the citizen to bear his responsibilities to the nation and tothe State until 
the local power is shown to be inadequate or negligent and the necessity is ap- 
parent and imperative. But the power is there. 

There is no truth better established or more generally admitted than that the 
republican form of government can not exist unless the people are competent 
to govern themselves. The contrary doctrine would be an absurdity, a contra- 
diction of terms. What is the republican form of government but government 
of the people by the people? But how can the ple govern, how exercise sov- 
ereignty, except they have the knowledge requisite to end? Sovereignty re- 
quires as much intelligence when exerci: by the people as a whole as when 
exercised by a single individual; it uires more. The monarch governs ac- 
cording to his will, not necessarily with t broad intelligence demanded by the 
public good. Government for the people by the people implies that degree of 
popular intelligence which will enable the masses of men to comprehend the 
principles and to direct the administration of government in such way as to 

romote the general welfare. Republican eee therefore, requires a 

igher degree of intelligence on the of the sovereign than any other form. 
That sovereign is the whole body of the people. How, then, can the republican 
form of government exist and continue to exist unless from generation to gen- 
eration: th perpetual succession, the citizen soverei are educated ? 

But the question is deeper still. How can civil on exist without educa- 
tion? What is civilization but the result of education—of the development and 
training of the powers of the individual? All human progress and happiness 
are, in the higher and broader sense, but education, which confers the capacit; 
both to do and to enjoy: If, then, to educate is to civilize, the gree duty whic 
society owes to the individual is to educate him, and the benefit thus conferred 
he is bound to return. 

This primary duty of society to its individual membership is by the law of 
nature 3 in the first instance, upon the parent. But the parent can not 
fully discharge it. What then? Society, through the established forms of gov- 
ernment, interferes and performs what the parent fails to preien. Is this any 
violation of the right of the parent? Noone pretends it. It is merely the doing 
of that which, for the of the child, the nt, and the whole social fabric, 
must be done. The right of the mass, that is, of the state, is paramount even to 
that of the individual, inasmuch as the general welfare—the safety of the 
ple—is the supreme law. No parent has the right to say that his child shall re- 
main ignorant. He has no right to breed firebrands and death to the society of 
which he is a part and to which he owes everything himself. Here is the foun- 
dation of the right of compulsory education on the part of the state. 

If the parent fully 8 his right to properly educate his child there would 
be no occasion for the interference of the state; but he fails to do it. Benevolent 
voluntary effort comes to his aid, This also fails, What then? The law of self- 
preservation at once asserts itself in behalf of the state as well as of the individ- 
ual, and for the welfare of both it must put forth its power. These principles are 
fundamental, and are so plain that their assertion may seem superfluous, But 
we now come to an important question in the argument, 

What in our complex system of government constitutes the “state,” the organ- 
ization in which reside the right and duty to educate the individual when the 

rent and voluntary agencies fuil? The term “state” has various significations, 

ut as used in this connection it is thus defined by Mr. Webster and by the writers 

upon law: A political body or body-politic; the body of people united under 
one government, whatever may be the form of the government.“ 

Mr. Bouvier says: 

In its most enlarged sense it signifies a self-sufficient body of persons united 
together in one community for the defense of their rights and to do rightand 
justice to foreigners. Inthissense the state means the whole people united into 
one e e c, and the state and the people of the state are equivalent ex- 

ressions. 
ere can be no doubt that under our system the word “State” includes the 
combined powers of both the United States and of the several States of whose 
union the former is com . Theterritory which constitutes the one includes 
the many. Thecitizens of the many are individually and identically the citizens 
of the nation at large. Every citizen of the United who es in a State 
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isa citizen thereof. All persons born or naturalized in the United States and 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of the 
State wherein they reside.” The rights and powers of the great community of 
fifty millions of people who constitute the citizens of the Unitea States and of 
the several States are vested in the Government of the United States, in the gov- 
ernments of the several States, or in the people themselves, Although these 
three depositories of rights and powersare distinct like the billows.” yet the 
are one like the sen.“ Distinct in their several jurisdictions, yet the: 8 
tute one great whole, and act er harmoniously for the individual and 
common good, each independent of the other iu its sphere, like the independent 
yet concurring powers of nature in the realms of physical life, where— 


All are but parts of one stupendous whole, 
Whose body nature is, and God the soul. 


It is Sy as we use the word “state” in this complete sense that the people 
of the United States, who are also the people of the several States and of the 
Territories, constitute ‘a body of persons united together in one community for 
the defense of their rights, and to do right and justice to foreigners.” 

Now, the right of self-defense, which is the right of self-preservation, is the 
right to live and to be, The right of the people to be at all implies and includes 
the right to constitute and maintain the state—that is to say, government— 
and to prescribe its form, for human existence is impossible without govern- 
ment. The governing poer must know how to govern or it can not govern. 
Can a man do that which he knows not how to do? The people have distrib- 
uted the functions of government between the national and the sectional or 
the State authorities, and have retained in themselves the initial exercise of all 
pre through the ballot. The ballot is the republican form of government 

th in the-nation and in the State, 

Intelligence is necessary in the individual, who is the sovereign in the one as 
well as the other. The right and duty of the national portion of the Govern- 
ment to preserve itself, and of the individual to preserve it and to exert his sov- 
ereignty through its forms perpetually, are absolute. It is the right and duty of 
the whole to preserve the whole, and the right and duty of the whole to pre- 
serve the whole implies the preservation of all the parts by that whole, to the 
existence of which all the parts are necessary. It is not necessary that a man 
should have written permission to live. He needs no license stamped or sealed 
to give him the right to breathe. 

His creation implied all that. Just so the people, when they created govern- 
ments both of State and nation, republican in form, and e them multiply 
their blessings and replenish the earth with their civilizing and ennobling activ- 
ities, necessarily ee them the breath of life and the inherent power to pre- 
serve that life. To have written into the constitutions of the States or of the 
National Government the right of self-preservation would have been as super- 
flous as to have required a written order for the sun to shine, for water to run 
down hill, or for any created thing to obey the law of its being. But the right 
to educate the child SEE oe the nation is the right to preserve the Govern- 
ment and the nation. That right can not be curtailed. It is phically 
coextensive with the jurisdiction of the Government itself, and self-preserva- 
tion compels its exercise by the National Government whenever there is failure 
for any reason on the part of the parent and the State. 


OBLIGATION TO GUARANTEE GOVERNMENTS REPUBLICAN IN FORM, 


Stillagain. The whole people of the United States, that is to say, the nation, 
by the primary act of the masses and by the act of their State governments, 
have commanded in the written terms of the constitutional law of the land that 
the United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government.“ How is that obligation to be fulfilled? Must its perform- 
ance await revolution, and must destruction precede preservation? Is it a 
guarantee of possession to stand by while war and tempest obliterate, and then 
endeavor to restore? Is reconstruction the only or is it the better way in which 
the obligation to guarantee a government republican in form to the States of this 
Union can be discharged? Is not the ounce of prevention still worth the pound 
of cure? Does not the duty to enemy imply the right to prevent and to pre- 
serve even more strongly than to restore? Prevention might be possible when 
restoration would prove to be impossible, 

It is a conceded proposition that host rie J is imposed all the power neces- 
sary to its performance is conferred, and the choice of means, so as there is 
no prohibition, goes with the power. 

If all this be so, what doubt can there be, not only of the power but also of the 
absolute duty of the National Government, to perform its obligation of guaran- 
tee in the only effective way in which it is possible? When does the obligation 
to guarantee attach? Did it not commence with the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, and is it not continuous in its operation? Does it not attach as a right in 
the Territories, which are inchoate ? Does it not follow every movement 
of the concurrent life of the nation and of the States, and enter into all their 
constitutional and inseparable relations? 

Not to educate is to traci A It follows inevitably that not to educate is to 
break the guarantee of republican government to the States. If the parent and 
the State fail to educate the citizen, does not this clause of the Constitution 
compel the nation to educate its child? 


THE GENERAL WELFARE. 


But Congress has express power to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States,” and to exert its utmost power of taxation to promote that which 
was one of the six greatest ends enumerated in the preamble, and to secure 
which the Constitution itself was ordained and established by the whole people 
of the United States of America, That people well understood that without in- 
telligence it would be impossible to preserve the blessings of liberty to them- 
selves and their posterity.” It goes without argument to say that in no way 
can the general welfare be so promoted as by the general diffusion of knowledge 
and the disciplineof the mental powers of the masses of the people, which can 
only be accomplished by common schools maintained by governmental power. 

Governments are but agencies established by society to secure the happiness 
of its individual members. Whenever they cease to promote the end for which 
they were created they should be destroyed, and whenever and so far as they 
fail they should modify or reverse their action, 

If in the past the National Government has not borne its due proportion of 
the burdens of the education of the people, or if new conditions have arisen 
which require of it a degree of co-operation with the several States not hitherto 
necessary in securing to all citizens of the-Republic that degree of intelligence 
which is indispensable to the safety of society and to the happiness of the indi- 
vidual, who is at once the subject and the sovereign in both local and national 
administration, then the time has come for a new departure, and the withes of 
straw must yield to the expanding limbs of the giant who is arousing himself 
for the labors of the time which has already come. 

But it must not be forgotten that the fathers and mothers of this Republic never 
conceived of the possibility of its existence except as its foundations should be 
laid upon knowledge and virtue, and that the promotion of sound learning was 
deemed to be the fundamental duty of the national power. Thetime would fail 
to speak of the founders of the colonies, and of the constant efforts which they 
put forth from New Hampshire to Georgia to establish schools and colleges for 
the education of those who were to enjoy the rights of citizenship within their 
respective borders. The Revolution was the outgrowth of the school, the col- 
lege, and of the free worship of God. The sonstitution of every State as well as 
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schools. 

The messages of Washington and other early Presidents, who, with their as- 

created and defined the national powers, and the responses of both 

branches of Congress, are full of the recognition of the obligation of the General 
Government to encou and foster universal education, and as he passed from 
the scene of official life the Father of his n adjured the Ameri- 
can people “to promote as an object of primary importance institutions for the 
general diffusion of knowledge.” ` 

The promotion of learning and science, and the appropriation of the public 
money for that purpose, has always been recognized as within the scope of na- 
tional power. Measures for the establishment of a national university have 
been supported by our leading statesmen, and * — of pub je money 
and other property have been from time to time to establish or assist in- 
stitutions like the agricultural colleges, observatories, the Smithsonian Insti- 
tute, and exploring expeditions by land or sea, all which implies the possession 
of the undoubted power as well as the disposition to apply the resources of the 
National Government to high purposes whenever in its judgment the gen- 
eral welfare wil) be conserved thereby. But even if all this were untrue, the 
case would remain the same. 


as well 


the educa- 
tion of the illiterate millions of the American people b; 
and bursting Treasury and innumerable intellectual and moral agencies of the 
nation at large, then those laws should, and in presence of the a jis sen- 
timent of the people I may say they 1, be silent in this land until by dif- 
fusion of 8 and of the power which knowledge gives to every child 
within our borders, peace may be made tual. Universal intelligence never 
makes war. Guiy lanousuas is convertible into brute force. Ignorance is slav- 
ery. But for ignorance there would have been no slave. But for ignorance 
among the nominally free there would have been no rebellion. The contest we 
now wage is with that still unconquered ignorance of both white man and black 
man in all parts of the country which hurried us by remorseless fate to fields of 
death four long 18 575 Besides this, we confront demands of hordes incom- 
ing from beyond both great oceans, and of the advancing generations of men. 
Whenever the State or the local community is able to sufficiently instruct its 
youth it should do so, and the national aid should be invoked only when made 
necessary by local neglect or inability. But this burden is primarily one of tax- 
ation, Civilization must be paid for. Education is che insurance upon civiliza- 
tion. It must be Kage op every where, for the risk is everywhere, leave the 
child of the pauper un is to incuras great risk of destruction pe 4— fires 
or floods of ignorance and crime asif he were the scion of wealth and p So, 
too,in the nicely balanced forces and relations of localities, the neglect of a 
county or a township may in some vital emergency destroy the institutions of 
the whole country, by remote or even by immediate results, Hence there must 
be no admission of the doctrine that the general power can yield the right to 
educate when n tothe general . This power is indispensable to 
preserve the parts as well as the whole. 

If these principles are true, we are next broaght logically to the consideration 
of the actual condition of the United States and the Territories thereof in respect 
to the education of the people. This must be done that we may determine in- 
telligently the question whether the nation should appropriate and, either di- 
rectly or through State agencies, apply the public money for that use. 


AGLANCE AT OUR RELATIONS TO OTHER NATIONS AS BEARING UPON EDUCATION, 


In determining our duty in reference to the promotion of the general welfare 
by the appropriation of the public money to the education of youth, it may be 
well for us to consider not merely our internal relations, but also our — 
among the nations and our responsibilities to mankind at large. We will dothis 
before proceeding to minute internal inquiries. It is no less than high crime for 
us to ignore the fact that we are but the trustees of our institutions and polit- 
ical principles for the human race. We can not innocently forget that there are 
fifteen hundred millions of our fellow-men living upon the planet to-day, of whom 
not more than one-sixth partareeven re vilized, and not more than one 
human being in ten is free, or leads a life which toa citizen of our own favored 
country seems to be worth livingatall, Yetthe prospects ofthe world asa whole 
were never so kaye rai as now. 

What imagination can realize the horrors of history, and who can believe that 
the balance of human experience during the transition from the savage state to 
the blessings of civilization ind of liberty is on the side of happiness? Until 
the development of our own institutions, it can not be said that the masses of 
men who made up the population of-any nation since the dawn of time were 
free. Liberty has either been wholly unknown, or she has been current only 
in arisi which, while main ing something like toleration and equal- 
ity among themselves, have been more despotic in ir rule of the masses be- 
low them than any king or ear. But our nation, and ours alone, has been ad- 
vanced to the conditioh of a sovereignty universally diffused, to that of king- 
ship popularized. This alone is freedom. 

We have gained all that we possess by reason of the education of the individ- 
ual, and we hold it upon the same tenure. What wehold for ourselves we hold 
for mankind, and we hold it for both upon the same condition by which it was 

ned, and that is the continued and universal education and development of 

e ple. As the leader of the nations it is indispensable to the d of 
our high trust that we e ee and carefully preserve ourselves, This 
work can not be delegated; this responsibility can not be surrendered nor 
evaded. Our relations and our influence with mankind at large are sustained 
and felt in our national, and not in our State or individual, capacity. Our posi- 
tion as a nation can only be maintained by a culture and development of the cit- 
izens of the Republic which shall be stimulated by the national idea, controlled 
by it, if need be, and, at all hazards, by it guaranteed and made sure. 

The responsibilities which rest upon us, placed as we are in the forefront of 
the struggle of the ages, with the bannered hopes of the race in one hand and 
the sword of liberty, by whose sharp edge alone they can be realized, in the 
other, are not to be sneered at; as they were unso 
evaded, and as God liveth they shall be d . The of 
this country are the recruiting ground and the plinary camp of the great 


armies of civilization and freedom and progress. whose victories have been and 
shall continue to be still more renowned than those of war. 


Lycurgus resolved all ion into the proper education of youth. Toso 
the laws and insti ns of a country as to perfect the citizen is to make 
the restraint of statutesunnecessary. Teach the individual man the full extent 
and just limitation of his own rights, imbue him with a desire to perform his 
duties to others and to the state, cultivate within his breast the love of coun’ 
and intelligent recognition of the Deity who creates, controls, and blesses all, 
and society would go alone. This should be the niche end of the law-giver. 
Educate the rising generation mentally, morally, physically, just as it should 
be done, and this nation and this world would reach: the millennium within one 
hundred years. But such education is now impossible. 

Who is to instruct? The teachers are but as children yet, and although the 
fields are white unto the harvest the laborers are few. Nothingis so important 
as the education of the youth, but one dollar 5 for that use where ten 
are imperatively required; and it is still a debated question whether the nation 
shall be taxed to save its own child, when in no other way can itself be saved. 
It doth not yet appear what we shall be; but no pause can be permitted fn effort 
without deterioration, and the increasing millions constantly cry more, mo 
give, give, and the cry must be heeded, or even the low standard of to-day will 
sink to a still lower and more dangerous level. 

But as we look abroad we behold the human race astir. We are no longer the 
exclusive custodians of the elements of progress; we are even now in sharp 
competition with Euro nations for rank as an intelligent people. 

The emigration which comes over the Atlantic is not the same grade of human 
beings who came one-fourth of a century ago. Ireland is being educated; sois 
the whole population of the British Isles, and, save Russia — Turkey, this is 
true of the Continent. 

We are not much e to compete industrially with the sodden brain and 
clumsy finger of an unlettered peasantry; but with two hundred millions of 
producers, whose quickened powers of mind and body, combined with lower 
wages, will compel our relative advancement in order to maintain our superi- 
ority, or drive us to the increase of our already onerous tariffs in order to main- 
tain our own industries and give employment and bread to our own people. 

When we look abroad to the harvests of the commercial world we find our- 
selvesalready, savein the realm of sentiment, of no more consequence than any 
fourth-rate grower. While Asia, Africa, and the islands of the sea are stretehin 
out their hands for civilized interchange, and are developing markets whi 
within fifty years will double the consumption of all articles which the skill of 
advanced civilization pours into the lap of barbarism and of increasing culture 
en route to the enlightened state, we have small part in the matter now, and 

ively none at all, unless we arouse ourselves to the absolute necessity 
of the culture of 8 and fast-increasing population throughout our con- 
tinental domain. e have no ships, and our a tradition on the sea; itis 
— be — 5 marts of mankind as the pelican of the wilderness in Broadway, 
New York. 

Great Britain learned the secret of power from the defeat which gave us inde- 
pendence one century ago, Since then she has not lost a province; she has an- 
nexed the world. How? Instructed in policy by our success she has established 
her colonies on every vacant lot of the globe; she has tied her cables to the com- 
merce of every clime, and her strong fleets of peaceful convoyed by her warlike 
marine are steaming for the coffers of London with the wealth of all nations, 
and especially of those among whom are to be found the profitable markets of 
future times. 

Wherever among these upheaving populations she sends her ships she carries 
her institutions and her laws. Her colonies remain, and she has learned so to 
fosterand govern that now they never rebel, but develop into powerful allies, 
and her morning dram-beat, “ which encircles the globe,” stirs the tides of pa- 
triotic devotion in the heart of every listener; and so it is that she can now pre- 
cipitate millions of armed men upon any hostile power, whether she calls them 
from the dusky but valiant millions of Hindostan, from the hardy recruits who 
face us all along our northern line, or from Australia and the islands of the sea. 
Great Britain is located everywhere. She has learned that if she cultivates the 
individual citizen and rules in harmony with the impulses of the human soul 
empire will be without end—except in the end of the world. 

Hence. herstatesmen, after — years of study, enacted the laws of 1870, which 
mark as absolute and a far more important landmark in the policy of that power 
as the free-trade policy of 1818. Great Britain is aiming to compel the education 
of every child cove by the jurisdiction of her flag at home or abroad, and to 

rovide, or lead her colonies to provide, the means to fully out that policy. 

Within twenty-five years, unless we advance, we shall be far behind the Eng- 
1 peaking race in any other part of the earth. 

does this mean for us? Not merely humiliation and half-masting of our 

mers. That we have already learned how to do and to rest quietly under 

it. Bat it will hart our pockets, It will make us relatively poor. erever 

there is more intelligence there will be greater skill, and we shall become an- 

other Brazil to preserve the balance of stupidity on the western hemisphere. 

What is true of the new policy of Great Britain and of its consequences to us is 

also true of most other European nations. We would emphasize this aspect of 

the subject of education. Its importance to us can not be overestimated. To man- 

kind at large it means the millennium, 

Let us examine the data of European progress, that we may see if these things 
are so, for those who compare themselves among themselves are not wise. 

In this examination it is pertinent to observe, not so much the actual condi- 
tion of the ple of other countries, as to note whether they are losing or ac- 
celerating their pace. Five years will educate a generation substantially, and 
it will not be e ri the Latin and the Saxon of Europe will reach and 
eee this side the Atlantic if a relative improvement shall not be here 
maintain 

The data submitted below has been prepared at our request by the Commis- 
sioner of Education, whose invaluable labors have contributed so much to the 
elucidation of the great subject committed to his care. 


“NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION. 


1. FRANCE. 


“The population of France is 36,905,788. The liberality of the Government ot 
the French Republic in providing for the education of the masses is without 
precedent in its history. At the close of the Franco-Prussian war, in 1871, pop- 
ular education was in a backward state. According to the census of 1872 the 
total population was 36,102,921. Of this numbar 13,324,801, or 36.9 per cent. (in- 
cluding 3,540,101 children under six years of age), were unable to read or write; 
3,772,603, or 10.5 per cent., could read only; and 19,005,517, or 52.6 per cent., coul 
read and write. 

This lamentable condition of affairs was due to optional attendance at school, 
and to the neglect on the part of the government to provide ample accommoda- 
tion for a school population of nearly 6,000,000. 

Many communes were too poor and some were unwilling to establish new 
schools or enlarge the existing ones. After some delay a law was passed March 
28, 1882, making education obligatory for all children between the ages of six and 
thirteen; and autho: poor communes to apply for government aid when- 
ever their means are not sufficient to establi and maintain public schools, 
The government, however, does not always wait for departments or communes 
to apply for aid; it invites them to ly, and assures them of hearty co-opera- 
tion. were sent on the 3d of April, 1882, by the minister of public in- 
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struction to the ot the departments of Morbihan and Vendée (on the 
western coast o ), on the condition of education in these two very back- 
Phan perenne onan Sent themselves at the mairies ( Y alls) for marriages, 
can not read or write. A number of communes have 

nister of public instruction now offers thems a futher ——— 


franes 

5 onus . AID prevails. a lamentable state of 
ignorance, 3 can not read or write. In order 
to attend school hundreds of children d have to walk daily from 8 to 10 
— mga te e RR a dr O erasiacg ere 
pose of increasing the number of schools. 

E oan E LO epee ry mg TE a NG etc yee a 
mary education amounted to 5,424,036 francs; . 513 
franes; in 1877 8 Le re 1 22,085,760 francs, In 1882 the government 
aid will be about 50,000 (00 francs, order to enable allthe communes to en- 


60,000, - 
eee che 
spen francs for new schoobhouses. 
the government alone in 1881-82 for all phases of instruction amounts 
„911 francs, or $22,717,880. 

“2. BELGIUM, 


spent b; 
to 114, 


1 


are Holland, there 
75 these were 4,152 public primary schools and 2,615adult 


3 1 were only 1,146 public 
n 
ae mined In 1847, 41,06 per cent. of the co 
per eent., and in 1878 only 19.59 per cent, 
“3, ITALY. 


“Ttaly has a po A of erat 620, and a 8875 2 N 3 of cing 
Of this number 2 977 attend ager 
—— aie han tien toe shits 3 in 1870 to 41-108 tn 1579. 
annual grant to these schools in 1882 is 31,000,000 lire . 200,000). y 7.42 oe 
vate elementary schools receive no state aid. In 1873 the government grant was 
va 000 lire Soe 000,000); in 1876, 20,000,000 lire ($4,000, 000) an and in eh 24,000,000 

ire ($4,800,000 This shows an increase of 16,000,000 lire, or $3,200,000, since 1873, 
cere. ts are made in addition to large b 

given for educat 

„According 


pts were illiterate; in 1850, 35.35 


1 i 1 ity and to f the —— 
cational purposes in nearly every city an wn of the 

to the census of 1861, out of a population groan, Sosy there were 
ce nA —— pen neither read nor write—7 889,238 and 9,110,463 fe- 


mag 1871 out of a population of 26,801,154, there were 19,533,792 who could 


neither read nor write. 
“The present minister of public instruction has taken ene: steps ro- 
vide accommodations for all the children of school age, and to enforce — 


which makes attendance at school obligatory for all children bet 


ween the ages 
of six and twelve. 


“4. ENGLAND, 

“The annual liamentary grants to elementary schools in Jand and 
Wales was: In Hs, £30,000; in 1850, £180,110; in. 1858, £808,573 in At 
743; in 1863, £721,386 ; in 1886, £649, , £682,201 ; 258 15 
£840,711; in 1870, 201 T; 2 — 1873, £1,313,078; — — tn tore? 21225 
730; in 1879, £2, in — 22.749.868. 

“inpe namber of phool has tiean fom 10751 in 187240 te 1900; thenum- 
ber of seats from 2,397,745 in 1872 to 4,240,753 in 1880; and the average number 
of children in ro gpa from 1,445,326 in 1872 12 20 18 in 1880. 

“ The pop of England and Wales is 25,968,286, 
“5, SCOTLAND. 


“ Population; 3,734,370. The parliamentary grant to elem schools 
amounts to £468,512 Yor 1882-83. pa number of elementary schools has in- 
from 1,962 in 1872 to 3,056 in 1880, the number of seats from 267,412 in 
—.— 054 in 1880, and the number of children in average attendance from 
n 1872 to 404,618 in 1880, 
6. IRELAND. 


“ Pop! rat Me 5,159,839. Number of — 1 7. a N P of 
upils, 1. tary grani r ucation Ireland 
Les anon eraat to a total 5 the ten years, bok eer in 1868 it was £360,195; 
in 1872, £430,390; and in 1882-83 it amounts to £729,868, 
“7, PRUSSIA. 

“Po ion, 27,251,067. The sieves 
to $11,458,856 sin ti nbn nearly all the Prussian schools 
derive income from end . government grants are chiefly devoted to 

the establishment of new * an improvement of old ones, 


“g, ee, 


ture for education amounts 


“ Russia, with a population of 78,500, ee of 15,000,000, 
has — 85 7 elementary schools and ind 215.8 p er Se thie heannual government 
paa of schools amounts to $9,000, thisamount only $475,000 
8 em education. Thefinancesof exhibit annual 


deficits, caused partly by an enormous ex, canes nih ara partly by th 

construction of railways. According to 5 — cd od 

Russia the . 

undred recruits le army were able to read 
write, but the proportion had largely . — in 1870, when eleven out of 

every one hundred were found to be possessed of these elements of knowledge. 


10, AUSTRIA, 


. aie 


government e ture for public education has increased from $2,300,000 
in 1840 to $6,500,000 in Sal. a 
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In this connection, as illustrating the educational impulse 
er Empire, we annex the following data of schools 


CO ig nip nang aay eager mony fo poe ge GY 
1844 there were in the province 2,505 schools, 8 


ry gn in 25.5.0 
schools, with 494,065 8 and in 1880, 5,245. 855. pu 
275,000 in 1844, 


piis. The 
total forleducation were — inl 3 125 in 
1873, $3,433,210 in 1878, and $3,414,267 in 1880." er 
that in every instance cited the nation assumes the duty 
and ex wer not only of assisting but of controlling the subdivisions 
which make up the whole and provides for compulsory attendance of the child. 
The pripe is fully recognized that when the general welfare indi- 
viduals an: . if necessary for any cause, to receive com- 
pulsory blessin; upled with which is the duty which implies the right of the 
crcise ot is po — protection and safety of all the parts by the utmost ex- 
wers. True, their eee are not 80 3 PEEP as ours, bub 
the principlels is still the same. Self-preservation dictates this po everywhere. 
. to dwell upon this branch of the subject or 3 mene before the 
the evidence, coming from every and from some 
„that the human race is arousing 
most astoun 


ding and ad humiliating 
EVON VO E OT l T . l 2 
of our own com w people of Europe, t to-day only 
cent. of the immigration which comes from that continent to our eee wilt 
erate, being substantially of the same grade of intelli ce as our 
lation. In other words, immigration no longer essentially to great a 
illiteracy. It is probable that within a few years teachers from abroad will com- 
noel ag our own for the higher wages paid to instructors in our common 

00) 


niea moning — eile 


ACTUAL STATE OF EDUCATION IN THIS COUNTRY, 


are moreeloquent than any other oo nt, and eee profound 
est study of every citizen of 

But this should be en te by no means follows that the who 
ean read and write is therefore qualified to his duty as a sovereign. 
The line of lowest qualification been fixed as common consent in the 
er of official —.— at that level, but the itself is universal to 

in nearly every State. 

We 5 the pl to govern himself as a peo of tħe inalienable heritage 
of ev f literary But the paio to read and 
pg gigs tere en e E eT t right 


— 1 N y unlette: 
while many a a and natural leader can not read. 
remind those who nd wat that of ons of our condition because a 
majority of our people can read hs those who have the power a 
rtion possess it and almost never exercise it. Of 
twice ina life- 


ime. ‘Thousands 
is but hmominal. and suffices merely to accom} the 
under the careful supervision of others, and is not really the source of E 
edge and means of in of thought. So that the figures of ev tga 
3 facts as to the real mental condition 

le. on shouid never be Tont sight of in tho study of the probs 
B — before us, n every citizen to best perform his 
part? How shall the whole secs be to the high level where subjects 
are unknown, and where equalit . 53 terms? 

ulation of the United States in 1860 -one and one-half mill- 


ions. In thirty-e: 
will be at least 70,000, Itis 
bered all the while thate 
revealed in eS ee ee 
portions and overwhelming gravity. 

CONDITION OF THE SUFFRAGE. 

Table No. 1 we take from the speech of Senator BUTLER, pes i delivered in this 
Chamber during the Forty-seventh Congress. It is from the last census returns. 
It is the rule to estimate one voter for every five persons r “hares. 
which makes the voting pop: TTT The total 


number over twenty-one years of who can not write of whom 
118005 403 are whites and 2,147,900 are okrea; including about 300, Indians and 
Asiatics. Assuming on f of these to be and therefore to have 


females, 
t to be unfit to exercise the suffrage, and 
there will remain 2,000,000 of 


him unkno hearsay. He can not tell the 

country from th of Draco. He is the prey of the demagogue or the victim 
OF pravole Dey be Dake tse balance GE Does ta SNO eres omen nee 
nation at 


T terate vote: —— New Ham Massachusetts, and Connecti- 
cut, of New Br New Jersey, 1 — 0 in more of every Middle, 
Southern, and most of the Western States. sated ware Ot combined, to decide 

. ears is lik bo ponding between po- 
litical parties. They re) our fifty — — 
TABLE No. I. 
States and Territories. White. Colored.“ Total. 


The United States. ..... . . · 


2, 056, 463. | 2, 147, 900 | 4, 204, 363 


206, 878 267,052 
633 4, 
68,444 118, 679 

22, 100 44, 
465 7,490 
1,497 24,836 
458 3,664 
7,985 14, 397 
19, 447 23, 016 
39, 753 50, 638 
247, 318 319,011 
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TABLE No. 1—Continued. Taste No. 1—Continued. 


F 
í 
; 


510 943 1,453 116, 174, 152 
99, 356 397 109, 753 92, 616 14, 152 106, 768 
77,076 806 85, 882 2, 904 2, 387 5,201 
35, 815 958 37,778 174, 286 15,581 189, 887 
17,095 498 28, 593 18, 611 1,139 19, 750 
124,723 738 215, 461 3A, 335 200, 063 234, 398 
34, 813 789 213,602 118,734 126, 939 245, 673 
16, 234 335 16,569 65, 117 121,827 186, 944 
34,155 857 100,512 5,385 518 5. 903 
81, 671 221 83,9892 12,872 129 13,201 
48,291 758 52,049 71,004 214, 340 235, 344 
27,045 769 28, 414 1.011 1.881 2, 895 
27,789 122 235,911 45, 340 7,539 52,879 
89, 924 857 130, 281 45, 798 981 46,779 
525 TI 1,302 285 14 429 
7,821 496 8,317 
1,97 1,638 3,445 A ae 
10, 694 8¹ 10, 775 Including Indians and Asiatics. 
37,348 7.841 45, 192 ` , 
33, 623 5,209 38, 832 Table No. 2 presents a statistical view, prepared in 1882, of the condition of 
182, 050 10,134 192,184 | popular education in each State and Territory: 


TABLE No. 2.— Public school statistics of the United States in 


5 
$ 


teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Commissioner of Education. 


j 8 — 4 2 3 8 EIE 
3 = *. "O E 8 
3 tial i F 
2 4 2 23 28 
s 2 8 22 g E a 32 32 
8 2 g 332 2 3 2 SE 35 EE 
States and Territories. 4 3 * $ 388 3 1 2 ai 25 ge 
E z pa P = PES te 
8 5 E 3 Ere 3 4 2 8 2 Sus 8. 5 
E b 33 3 5 33 
E PE g F E FE EEE 
> $ 2 3 E 8 z= 
Á < < 2 Z & * — < — — 
388, 003 179, 490 117, 80.0 2 08 4,504 4,615 528, 950 
247,547 . . 3. 100 1, 827 |. 144, 875 
215, 978 158, 765 100,966 | 146.6 | b17 17 2, 803 3,595 2, 006, 800 
35,566 22,119 12, b89. 17 — ä — 678 36, 000 |. 
140, 235 119, 694 78,421 | 179.2 1,630 | 3,100 2,021, 346 
35, 459 2.883 1158.0 50¹ 594 448,999 |.. 
88, 677 39,315 97,046 |.......... 1,131 1.005 246,300 |.. 
b433, 444 236,533 | 145,190 |......... 35,916 | 6,000 — (OIE 
1,010,851 | 704,041 | 431,638 150.0 961) 11.584 22,955 049, 302 
703, 558 511, 283 321,659 | 136.0 7 9 9, 383 13,578 2 —. 
586,556 | 426,057 | 259,836 14.0 1125 11,084 21,598 484, 41¹ 902 
340, 647 231, 434 137,667 | 107.0 78 5,233 7,780 297,590 608 
845,161 265,581 | f193,874 | 102.0) 38 . 6,764 a 114) 172 
. 273,845 | 68.440 | ` 45,626 | 118.0 | 2 Li) 2,025 A 30,320 
214, 656 149, 827 103, 120.0 3. A ENT 6, 934 438, 287 27, 995 
276, 120 162, 431 s5, 10.0 8 64 2,300 3.125 906, 229 52,116 
307, 321 306,777 233, 177.0 | fi4 93 5,570 8,595 2. 086, 886 |. 138, 016 
506, 221 362,556 | 213, 141.0 | b8 11 6, 695 13.949 2, 880. 942 226. 955 
271. 428 180.218 7117 94.0 0842) p4,064 5, 215 449, 728 250, 485 
426, 689 236, 704 156, 76 77.5 270 65, 367 5,560 229 |. 126, 233 
723, 434 476,376 | 219, 5100.0 [onnon nonne 8, 641 10,447 8. 950, 806 C6936, 245 
142, 348 92,549 760, 100.0 12 29 2, 922 7 e a 134, 025 
b10, 295 ee. soooso ves cvere 184 „000 — are 
2172, 102 65, 048 —— | 2,528 b3,582 1 624, 809 
330, 685 204, 961 9 3 E 1, 454, 007 100, 000 
1,641,173 | 1,031,593 10 09 | 20,500 30, 730 , 265, 807 |. £170,000 
459, 324 225, 606 112 5, 503 4,130 2200, 000 8,000 
b1, 043, 320 747,138 8 59 eee 23, 684 ——. — 240,745 
59, 615 37,533 8 87 1,314 36,910 
gi, 200, 000 987, 310 618,80 21,375 991, 000, 000 
52,273 44,780 924 1,295 12, 448 
2228, 128 . 2,973 3,171 — es 
541, 862 290, 141 5,522 5,54 12, 512, 500 |... 
200, 527 186, 786 6,127 4,361 ., 571 
e92, 831 75, 238 2,616 4,326 |. b669, 087 — ebin 
555, 807 220, 736 4.854 4,873 | 1,600 | 25,002 . . . sess. 
210, 113 142, 850 5,725 4,134 423, 
— 483, 229 299, 258 5, 984 
15, 128, 005 
2 
43, 
411,44 
7,070 
29, 312 
40, 672 
221. 


175,457 | 101.118 


| 15,808,535 | 9, T80, T73 | 5,804,998 [nro — ; 


a For whites; for colored 6-16. ° b In 179. e In 1875. d Census of 17% e¢In1878. fEstimated. g In 1873. h In 1877. In the Cherokee, Choc- 
Sm 99 S 3 In = five 2. — =. k = — 3 5 white schools only. — — In cities; 176 in counties. ae In etry eee 
> o In coun $ n es an wns. p Approximately. r Number necessary to supply schools, t Private schoo! ic ngs, 
1 In 1879; exclusive of New Orleans private schools. In 1879; exclusive of Philadelphia. w In academies and private schools. æ Estimated average num- 
ber of pupils. y Includes the United States deposit fund as reported in 1878, amounting to $1,014,521. z In State and United States 4 percents, ordered to be 
sold by the last Legislature, aa Exclusive of 1,000,000 acres of swamp-land made subject to entry sale by last Legislature. bb Funds in the five civilized tribes, 
whole or part interest of which is used for school purposes. oe From rents in 1879. dd State apportionment. ee Includes revenue from other funds. 
PAposrently does not include interest on the United States deposit funds. 99 Stateappropriation in lieu of interest on permanent fand. *As far as re 
te superintendents; accompanying is a more specific ig ood on 3 which approximately exhibits (if we exclude the 3 work done by pri- 

vate normal schools) the number of private institutions, with hers pupils in them, giving secondary or superior instruction in each State and Territory. 
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The concentration of wealth, population, and power in cities makes the con- | inion upon the whole subject, and should be considered by itself. We the 
dition of education therein an ee of great eee a correct | tore furnish the needed data in the following table: > $ W e 


TABLE No, 3.—Table red at the request of Hon. H. W. by the Bureau of Education, showing the total fon, school population, enrollment, average at- 
tendance, total „ FT school age not attending school, cent, q school population enrolled in 
, Per cent. of school population not enrolled in school, in cighty-cight sities (census of L ). * z 
d & 
3 
8 $ 5 
£ E 3 18. 
Cities. E 3 g E EE 
j 8 5 3 a 
£ 8 8 = * 
E a E & 8 4 
. 8 5 £ 3 To 
S 3 a È ° 8 
685 B 14 4 8 8 
Mobile, Ala... A 4,659 4,014 125 172 . 
Selma, Ala 7529 757 882 717 eee 875 50 
Little Rock. Ark. 13,138 6,169 2,503 1,655 33 3,666 4l 
Oakland, 34.555 8,168 5,996 5,067 129 2,112 a 
Sacramento, Ca 21.420 4,943 8 75 1.048 79 
San Francisco, 233,959 53,892 38,320 28.150 686 15.572 71 
Denver, Colo 85,629 5,700 3.210 1,953 65 2,490 | 56 
Bridgeport, Conn... 29.148 6.641 5.229 3.529 91 1,412 79 
Hartford, Conn . sses 42,015 9.652 7,612 4,856 140 2,040) 79 
New Haven, Conn. 62,882 13,897 11,897 7,981 230 2,000 86 
Wilmington, Del... Sen 42,478 J.. 9 7,043 4.472 114 . 
Georgetown and Wahington, D. 159.871 27.142 15,728 12.508 259 11,414 58 
Jacksonville, Fla. 7. 650 1,011 iy ee aa 17 207 79 
Key West, F. 9, 890 3,415 1. 168 828 17 2.247 34 
Atlanta, Ga... 37,409 10, 500 4.100 2, 609 68 6,400 | 39 
21,891 9, 366 S 32 5,339 | 43 
502, 185 137, 035 59, 562 77, 473 43 
20, 259 9. 670 4,761 4,409 49 
75,156 26, 879 13, 986 8,925 219 11, 853 52 
f 26, 042 8.000 4,138 2,975 78 3, 958 57 
Des Moines, Lowa... 22, 408 3,576 2,322 1,562 41 1,24 65 
Dubuque, Iowa. . 22, 254 9,476 3, 686 2,555 71 5,790 39 
Leavenworth, Kans.. * 16, 546 6, 257 3, 060 2,154 34 3,197 49 
Topeka, Kans...... 15,452 2,816 1,935 1,607 30 881 68 
Covington, Ky.. 720 10, 094 3.26 2.485 60 6,809} 32 
Louisville, Ky.. 123,758 46, 587 19, 990 26, 597 43 
New Orleans, La. 216, 56.947 17, 886 39, 061 31 
Bangor, Me . . 16, 856 5,479 3. 120 2,359 55 
Lewiston, Me. 19, 083 5,974 3,558 2,416 60 
Portland, Me S 33,810 10, 6,797 3. 803 64 
Baltimore, Md. 332,313 86, 961 48, 066 38, 895 55 
Boston, Mass . 89 57. 703 59. 768 2,065 | *103 
Lawrence 39, 151 6, 865 4, 800 2,065 70 
Lowell, Mass... 59, 475 9.121 12,211 | 6,045 100 |-..i.iz. 3,090 | #134 
Worcester, Mass., 58. 291 10. 988 11.452 464 | *104 
Detroit, Mich........ 116, 340 39, 467 15,719 23, 748 
Grand Rapids, Mich., 32,016 9, 784 8.727 4.657 
Minneapolis, Minn. 46, 887 12, 806 6, 142 6, 664 
Saint Paul, Minn. Nee 4,338 oon cob cas ase 
anes 11.814 3.000 r 3 1.804 
55. 11,325 5,259 6, 066 
32. 431 8. 908 3. 820 5, 088 
350,518 106, 372 55, 780 50, 92 52 
30, 518 7.881 E g T A AERES ER, 3,665 | 50 
= 11, 687 2,350 1,880 470 8O 
Manchester, N. H , 630 4.774 4,350 424 91 
Nashua, N. II. 13, 397 2,072 2,526 9121 J. 
Portsmouth, N. II 9,690 2,251 1,891 62 | 38 
Jersey City, N. J. .. 120, 722 41,226 22,776 55 45 
Newark, N. J 136, 508 41, 935 19,778 13 5i 
Paterson, N. J 51,031 13,672 7,91 58 | 42 
Albany, N. Y.. „758 35.411 14, 049 40 | 60 
Brooklyn, N. 566, 663 181, 083 96, 663 A3 | 47 
Buffalo, N. X.. . 155, 134 000 18, 606 33 67 
New Vork. N. Y... 1, 206, 209 385, 000 270,176 70 | 30 
Rochester, N. Y. 89, 366 37,000 13, 869 250 230 37 | 63 
Wilmington, N. 17, 350 4, 921 o E ou seynnoss 18 | 82 
Cincinnati, Ohio.. 255, 139 87,618 36,121 27,279 671 41 | 59 
Cleveland, Ohio... 160, 146 49, 16, 807 596 49| 5L 
Columbus, Ohio... 51, G47 14. 5,953 149 54| 46 
Dayton, Ohio. 678 11. 4,527 * ey 48 
Toledo, Ohio... 50,137 14 4,739 15 49 
Portland, Oreg.. 17,577 1,956 46 43 
Allegheny, Pa. 78, 682 |... 8 287 202 aoe 
Piiadelphia, Pa.. 877, 170 94, 145 2,295 — 
Pittsburgh, Pa 156, 389 |. 17, 387 526 |. — 
Scranton, Pa... 45, 850 6, 861 169 49 
Newport, R. I. 15, 693 1, 808 53 25 
Providence, R. I.. 104, 857 9, 630 289 J. 27 
Charleston, S. C. 40, 984 ea 91 43 
Columbia, S. C. 10, 036 . . 
Chattanooga, Tenn 12, 892 382 3 
Knoxville, Tenn. 9, 693 930 26 
Memphis, Tenn 33,592 4, 389 63 
Nashville, Tenn.. 43, 350 6, 093 299 96 
Houston, Tex. 1,756 172 23 
San Antonio, Tex 1,584 934 22 
Burlington, Vt. 1, 566 |. ———9 32 
Rutland, Vt... 2,395 . 64 
losers 4 1, — — 
etersburg, Va. 1. 
Richmond. Va... 5.821 129 
Madison, Wis... 1,939 34 
Milwaukee, Wis . 17, 085 ” 
Oshkosh, WIs. . 3 5 2. 217 


2,052,923 | 1,302,776 


*More than the school population. This is due to the fact that they are allowed to attend school after the school age established by law. 
Average attendance about two-thirds of enrollment or one-third of population of school age. Thirty-four cities 50 per cent. and upward not enrolled at all. 
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TABLE No. 4.—Illiteracy in the United States (census of 1880). 
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TABLE No, 5.—Showing the total population, the school population, enrollment, average attendance, de.—Continued. 


8 8 p 2 E Ave off 22 
z a, pay. 5 
à e u | @ | tg ai [emer 24s 
States and Territories. 22 33 E E F EES 
3 5 3 8 
8 8 22 38 ga 
8 3 5 53 3% Male, |Female 37 
780, 7 5271, 48 180,248 717, 161 6, 215 3529| 2752] 94 
1,131,597 426, 689 236, 704 „ 569 0 A 5 
2,168,389 | 723,484 | 476,376 | 219, 132 | 10,447 | d35 00 00 4100 
452, 402 142, 348 92,549 5 4,100 | 36 12 31 92 109 
62, 266 10,592 9, 045 5, 40 197 | 101 47 | 77 00 142.8 
846,991 | 1, 182 64, S41 3,460 | 34 2223| 105.3 
1. 131, 116 |, 685 204, 961 115,194 | 3,477 | 55 82 3290 192 
5,082,871 | 1,641,173 | 1,031,593 089 | 30,730 41 0) 179 
1, 899, 750 821 233.606 147,802] 4,130 21 75 54 
3,198, 062 | dl, 043,320] 747,138 | 476,279 | 23,684 5 00 | 3900| 150 
274, 768 59,615 | 37,533 25 | 1.314 | 4419| 3338| 89.6 
4,282,891 | 01,370,000 | 987,310 | 601,627 | 21,375 | 32 36 2842| 147 
276,531 52.273 44.780 29,065 | pl,205| 70 24| 4299] 184 
995,577 6228, 128 134,072 .. ] 3,171 | 2 24| 23 89 77 
1,542,359 | 544,82 200,141 | 151, 1 5,554 (28 600 68 
1,591,749 | 2.527 186,786 . . . 4, BBL f. .. f. 073 
332, 75,28 48,606 | 4.326 | 27 84 | 174| 1235 
220,736 | 128,404 | 4.873 20 20 2465| 113 
142,850 | 1,70 4,134 | (23 109) 99 
299,258 | 197,510 10,115 g37 14 24 91 | 162.5 
680, 403 
4, 212 
8, 042 
26, 439 
6,758 |.. 
3.970 
15, 151 
24.320 
dl4, 082 
2,090 
3,048 
. 650 
di. 400 
oe ee 200 


784,443 178.7 101.118 


Grand total. . vos ove sos ove son ase one oun see ces see ens eee ose eee eee e 


a For white teachers. ö In 1878. eln u schools; in graded schools the av: salary of men is $101.75; of women, $64.39. d In 1879. e For the 
winter. I Estimated. 9 Includes 58 colored teachers. h For white schools only. k In cilea and towns organized as one district the a salary of 
men is $98; of women, 813. 1 Estimated by the bureau, m In the counties. u In ed schools the average salary of men was $87; of women, Sio, in 1879. 
o Census of 1870. p Includes evening school re In the counties; in the ependent cities the average salary of males is $85.74; of females, $35.06. 
r Number necessary to supply the schools; act number of schools, 155. In 1875. t In 1877. 


We draw a few deductions from these tables, but can not analyze them fully. The average attendance is about two-thirds of the enrollment, or one-third of 
They challenge profound and prolonged examination. the whole number who should attend. 
The total population of the country by the census of 1880 is 50,155,783. Table In thirty-four of these cities from 50 to 82 cent. of the children are not en- 
No. 2 shows a school population of 15,303,535, of whom 9,780,773 are enrolled in | rolled at all; that is, they will never know how to read or write. 
the pe schools, 567,160 in Pea schools, with an average attendance in the New York has a school population of 335,000, of whom 270,000 are enrolled, 
— ic schools of 5,804,993. e average attendance in private schools is not | 114,000 are not enrolled at all, and the average attendance is but 132,000. 
own, p The average attendance in Cincinnati is 27,000, less than one-third the whole 
The column giving the different school ages in different States and Territories | number, while 51,000are notenrolled at all. Itdoesnot relieve this dark picture 
upon which the return of school population is based indicates that the whole | to say that these must be in private schools, for out of the school population of 
number of the children who are of suitable age to receive instruction is much | the entire State, numbering 1,043,320, only 28,650 are in private schools. Of these, 
more than 15,303,535. In Texas, for instance, the school period is from eight to | probably not more than 10,000 can be found in Cincinnati. Yet Cincinnati is 
fourteen years, and her total is only 230,527, while her ulation is 1,591,749. | one of the best of our great cities, and Ohio is a model State. 
In Tennessee, where the school od is from six to twenty-one, a much f- Chicago enrolls less than half—43 per cent.—of her children in the public 
erable rule, and the whole Lg! sewer is 1,542,359, the school popuission 549.852 schools; less than one-third are habitually in school. 
or two and one-third times tof Te although there can be no doubt that Saint Louis has a school population of 106,000; 55,000are enrolled ; 36,000 is the 
families are quite as in the latter as in the former State. Besides this,and | average attendance. 
taking into account the increase since the census from natural causes and from Milwaukee has 38,000 children of school are: the average attendance is 11,- 
immigration, we believe it to be a low estimate which places the whole school | 000; 20,000, or 55 per cent., are not even enrolled. 
popu lation of the country at 18,000,000. : Wilmington, N. C., has an enrollment of 865, or 18 per cent., while 82 per cent, 
While we know of no reason to believe that the number of pupils who actually | of the children of that city would appear to be habitually absent from school, 
receive instruction has been essentially increased, expenditure certainly has not New Orleans has a school population of 57,000. The average attendance is 
been increased to any great extent, while in some States since 1870 it has fallen | 15,000, while 39,000 is the average absence. The whole State of Louisiana has 
off. We are, then, now es th the education of e millions chil- | but 4,404 pupils in private schools, 
dren and youth who in less than ten years willbe the nation. Of these ten and But it is useless to specify these deadly instances. The cities of our country 
one-half millions are enrolled in public and private schools, and six millions is | have been our pride. Behold the reco: The revelations of the census ought 
the average attendance, while seven and one-half millions, or five-twelfths of | to overwhelm us with shame and stimulate every power of the national intellect 
the whole are growing up in absolute ignorance of the English alphabet. This | and command every dollar in the Treasury or within reach of the taxing power 
seems incredible, but these are the figures. Ther as not to lie, for we have | to provide a remedy equal to the terrible disease. 
pe for accuracy and completeness. Atthis rate before another census weshall le No.4 exhibits in one mass the illite: of the United States. Five mill- 
ve passed the line, and there will be more children in this country at any | ions of our people over ten years of can not read ; six and one-fourth millions 
gs time within the school ages out of the schools than in them, and before | can not write. In eighteen States, including two territories, more than 13 per 
f a century 8 and its consequences will be likely to have overthrown | cent., and in eleven more than 25 per cent. can not write. In fifteen States and 
the Republic. We have reached the crisis of our fate. e education of the | Territories more than 11 per cent. of the white population over ten years of age 
people is the most important issue before the country, and it must remain sofor | can not write, varying in these from 11 to 45 per cent. Illiteracy among the col- 
years to come, ored ae varies from 13 to 70 per cent. The percentages of illiteracy 
Table No, 3 depicts and demonstrates a special source of danger of controlling | among the whites vary in different subdivisions from less than 2 per cent. in 
importance, Wyoming, where it is the least, to over 45 per cent.in New Mexico, where it is 
These e ty-six cities contain 8,300,051 inhabitants, or nearly one-sixth of the | largest. An inspection of this table not only demonstrates the great necessity 
total lion of che country. As a rule the school facilities are better in cities | everywhere, but that necessity is most pene where its ability to meet its re- 
than in rural portions of the country, and these great centers of influence are | quirements is least, making assistance from a central power indispensable. 
supposed to more immediately influence the course of affairs, And as we are con- The nation is a whole. As such it must act; as such it is to be saved or lost. 
stantly pointing 5 the unfortunate South, so we ofthe all- wise, all- In this battle for its life the whole line must be maintained and advanced. Re- 
perfect, all-eonquering North may well study the condition of our cities, which | enforcements must be sent to the weakest parts. Because sey are the weakest 
are as great a source of danger as the ignorant mural Dope ea of the South. isthe reason that Help is wanted. If they were strong, no ‘orcements would 
These cities contain an aggregate school population of 2,052,923,of whom | be needed. Nor does it change the duty and necessity even if there be forces 
1,302,776, or three-fifths, are enrolied; that is, are more or less instructed rapes unless they fight. They must still be aroused to duty, for the work must be 
the school year, while only 858,533, or two-fifths, fully avail themselves of thead- | done. The evil is the same whether the battle be lost for one cause or for an- 
vantages provided, and more one-third never enter the school-room at all, | other. But in this struggle we believe there is as great danger to the future ot 
Some of these may attend private schools, but not a large proportion, for the | the country from the Northern cities as from the Southern States. 
whole number of pupils in private schools of the 15,303,535 in the country is only In both help is imperatively needed, and it must be given where it is most 
567,160, needed and that immediately. The only reasonable test is, for the present at 
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least, that of illiteracy and not of pop: after con- 
ditions are once equalized, the latter will be the more Butonce thoroughly 
educated it is to be hoped seve take care of ves. 


To deny them aid in the present emergency is as though a general should march 
his eee ea here unassailed positions, lea hisalready broken 
lines to take care of themselves. Such a commander would find it ‘dificult to 
excuse himself by saying that the articles of war required every soldier to do 
his duty or every division and corps to defeat the enemy. It is as a whole that 
battles are lost or won and that nations are lost or sa 

It may be conceded that every State and Territory should educate its children 
so far as it has the power, but when thatfails, upon thesame ciple that indi- 
vidual citizens pay taxes for the common good according to their a to pay, 


Dee 
ê 

required for 
become unduly oppressive. 


their personal needs for protection, or the number of their children or 
must the whole people see to the provision of whatever funds are 
eral education where otherwise taxation to any locality would 


ABILITY or THE SEVERAL STATES TO BEAR TAXATION, 


Table No. 6exhibits the ulation and valuation of the States and Territories, 
with their totals in 1860, 1 and 1880, also the per cent. of increase or decrease 
of valuation as between 1860 and 1880. The preparation of this table was for the 

of comparing the capacity of different portions of the country to bear 
the ns of taxation immediately before the war and at the present time. 


TABLE No. 6.—The population and the assessed valuation of personal property iNi — N in the States and Territories in the United Slates, from census reports for 1860, 
4 k 


States and Territories, 
Assessed 
valuation. 
964,201 | $432, 198, 762 996, $155,582, 595 | 1,262,505 8122, 867, 228 
— 9, 1, 410, 295 40,440 9,270, 214 }...... 
180, 211, 330 484,471 91. 528, S43 802,525 86, 409, 364 M“ 
, 654, 560, 24; 269, 644, 068 864, 694 584,578,036 |+ 128 
—— enose: 39, 17,338,101 194, 327 74,471,693 | 467 |. 
341,256,976 | 537, 425,433,237 | 622,700 | 827,177,385 | 35 
9 114.181 2.924,40 135,177 20, 321, 530 2, 605 
39, 767, 233 125, 015 G4, 787, 223 146, 608 59, 951, 613 31 
41, 084, $ 7A, 271, 693 177, 624 99,401,787 | 137 
68, 929, 685 187.748 32. 480, 843 269,493 30, 938, 308 92 
— 618, 232, 387 1, 184, 109 227, 219,519 | 1,542,180 239, 472,599 46 
Se ey el 14, 999 5, 292, 205 32, 610 6, 440, 876 J.. ... AES 
389, 207, 372 | 2,539, 891 482, 869,575 | 3,077, 871 786,616,394 | 80 102 
411, 042, 424 | 1, 680, 637 663, 455, O44 | 1,978, 301 727, 815. 131 46 77 
205. 166,983 | 1,794,020 302, 515,418 | 1,624,615 | 398,671,251 | 141 94 
22,518,332 | 364,399 92, 125, 861 996, 066 160, 891,689 | 829 615 
528, 212, 693 | 1,321, 011 409, 544, 294 | 1,648, 690 350, 563, 971 43 | —34 
435, 787, 265 726, 915 253,371,890 | 939,946 | 160, 162,439 33 | —63 
154, 380,388 | 6286, 915 204,253,780 | 648,936 | 235,978,716 3] 5 
297,135,238 | 780,594 423,834,918 | 934,943 | 497,307, 675 36 | 67 
777, 157, 816 | 1,457,351 | 1,591, 983,112 | 1,783,085 | 1,584, 756, 802 45 | 104 
163,533,005 | 1,184,059 | 272,242,917 | 1,636,937 | 517,884,359 | 119 217 
82,018,773 | 439, 706 $4,135,332 | 780,773 | 258,028,587 | 334 
509, 472, 912 827, 922 177, 278, 890 | 1,131,597 110, 528. 129 43 78 
1. 182,012 266, 935, 851 | 1,721,295 556, 199, 969 | 2, 168, 380 532,795, 801 83 
— AN — 20, 595 9.943.411 39. 159 18, 609, 802 |... x 
28, %41 122, 993 54,584, 616 452,402 90, 585, 782 
6,857 42,491 2.740, 973 62,266 29, 291, 459 
326, 073 318,300 | 149,065,290 | 346,991 | 164,299,531 
672,085 906, 096 624, 868,971 | 1,131,116 | 572, 518, 361 
93, 516 91, 874 17, 734, 014 119, 565 11, 363, 406 
3,880, 735 4, 382, 759 967, 001,185 | 5,082, 871 | 2,651, 940, 006 
992, 662 1.071. 361 30, 378, 622 | 1,399,750 156, 100, 202 
2, 339, 511 2, 665, 260 | 1,167,731, 697 | 3,198,062 | 1,534,360, 508 
52, 465 915 90, 923 31,798, 510 174, 768 52, 522, 084 
2, 906, 215 335 | 3,521,951 | 1,313, 236, 4, 282, 891 (t1, 683, 459, 016 
174, 620 305 | 217,353 | 244,278, 276, 531 252, 536, 673 
703, 708 128 705, 606 183, 913, 337 995, 577 133, 560, 135 
1, 109, 801 200 | 1,258,520 | 253,782,161 | 1,542,359 | 211,778,538 
604, 215 335 | 818,579 | 149,732,929 | 1,591,749 | 320,364,515 
„ , Sal aal Ba] amm 
. a 7 
irgi 1,596, 318 021,336 | 1,225,163 | 365,439,917 | 1,512,565 | 308,455,135 
n; 4 11,594 394,735 23, 955 10, 642, 863 75, 116 23, 810, 693 
West V — yoncosee] sso —— 442,014 140, 538, 273 618, 457 189, 622, 705 . . 
isco 775, 185, 945, 489 | 1,054,670 209, 838 | 1,315,497 438,971, 751 
Wyoming.. eee 9,118 5,516,748 20, 789 18, G21; 829 [ e eee 
Total. 443, 321 12. 084, 560, 005 ps 588,97 u. 178, 986, 782 55. 155, 783 6, 902, 755, 893 | 260 | 240 


indicate a decrease. 


6 +In 
irginia and West Vi are taken together, as West 


£68, 659,580, ł 


In this connection it is proper to observe that in the rebel States, where slavery 
existed in 1860, the valuation then aggregated 92, 280,029,612, of which $842,927,400 
was in slaves, and proper allowance must be made for this fact in 

t power to bear taxation. The negroes were then taxed; they were pro- 
rty. Now they ris ke to be educated; then education would 
them as property. They are now doing little more as a totali! 


been e 
are taxed for $6,000,000 of property. The assessed valuation of Geo: is by the 
4 P verty of the co 


ons le of G rgi s1 wh of her total lati sen is 1,542,180, 725,274 
e corgia, even when er population, w . 
eee $6,000,000, or $8 each rty. And it these th 


be so in Georgia, what must be 
throughout the South, and bow idle to talk of their educating themselves. 

During these twenty years Lp nected has increased in every State and Ter- 
ritory. ith the exception of New Hampshire, where the increase is 6, and Ver- 
mont, where it is 5,and in Maine, where the increase is 3 per cent., nowhere has 
it been less than 31 per cent., and as a rule it has been enormous. The South has 
more than held her own with the older States, and the negro, despite every- 
thing, has raised his numbers to almost 7,000,000. They are a permanent factor 
in the destiny of America. They are here to rar 

While the population of the whole country has increased 60 per cent. the valua- 
tion has risen but 40 per cent. In Alabama the valuation is 72 per cent, less than 
in 1860, while the population is 31 per cent. greater, In Arkansas population 
nearly doubled, while sources of taxation have fallen off more than one-half. 
The same is true of Florida. In Mississippi e eur lpr eres nearly one- 
half and wealth has decreased more than three-fourths, and generally through- 
out the South the same tendency is apparent. 

Asexplained above, the negro is not now a tax-paying element to the extent 
he was betro the war. He lived there and wasa source of profit to his master. 
Now he lives and multiplies, but both he and his master seem to be growing 
thus far poor together, 


onged to in 1860, 


lvania occupations are also valued for assessment. This valuation for 1880 was 
bel Virginia 


2 Average for the United States. 


pe 

and well-directed industry is 
the means must come ly from without, for they 
States, In Kentucky Delaware the negro child is educated only from the 
taxation of his own race. Asa rule he can have no school at all unless from 
charity. Table No. 6 indicates that on the whole national resources of taxation 
are not 9 in development with our population, and demonstrates 
the absolute help! ess of many States alone to deal with their illiteracy, 


TABLE No.7,—Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State 
and Terrilory during the year 1880. 


[Prepared by Bureau of Education, at request of H. W. Blair.] 


From State From local 
tax. tax. 
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TABLE No. 7.—Amount raised by taxation for support, ec. Continued. 


States and Territories. Fr ipod agen 


From local 
tax. 


— 


Dakota. 5 
District of Columbia. soe 


474, 556 


TABLE No. 7.—Amount raised by taxation for support, &c.—Continued, 


States and Territories. eae ER A tional, 
445,017 | $48, 017 
= Bac “ae — aoi 
22210 7 
eee eee 056 F. 056 
419, 249 
eee, 14,287,570 | 33, 913, 986 J #70, 731, 435 


a From poll tax. b State apportionment, which here probably includes the 
income of the State school 1 5 ip a the State tax, and much of the or- 
dinary State revenue as may Span for bd oe e ture. 
c From omn and district. Pr age jangane a raised for white 
schools, his includes the rental of — railroad 17 000). J In 1879. 
/ Includes foils on billiards and dogs. A Estimated. i From eee 


3 as derived from taxation and = in he column of totals, but not ap- 
— — in the first two columns. 
THE SOUTH. 
The Southern States, seventeen in number, including the District of Colum- 
bia, are usually ee as a section of the country requiring 
help. Ofall but Maryland, Missouri, and the District of Columbia this is true. 
The followin g table exhibits their condition: 


Comparative statistics of education at the South. 


States, 


ll... 3 . ebsoosionssnsbes ons 


—————ꝙ—b———— 2 


White. Colored. 3 
2 
ad ad 5 
á cE =, sS 
£ = Ze 2 cI £ 5° 
g 3 2 
F 
z 
8 E |8s| $ 1 |88) & 
i CEEE a igi 8 
go] 2 |8e.8 | & [Bel a 
Ei í 8 3 í 8 Š 
107, 483 49 170, 413 72.007 42 $375, 465 
53, 229 29 b54, 332 €17,743 33 238, 056 
25,053 80 3,954 2,270 70 207, 281 
o18,871 | 41 b42, 099 020, 444 49 114, 895 
150, 134 64 197,125 86, 399 45 471,029 
6241,79 5⁰ e66, 564 23, 902 30 803, 490 
444,005 32 e134, 184 GH, 476 26 480, 320 
134.210 63 £63,591 28, 221 44 1, 544, 367 
112, 994 64 251, 438 123,710 49 800, 704 
454, 218 67 41,489 22,158 53 3, 152, 178 
136, 481 47 167, 554 89,125 53 352, 882 
61,219 73 gl44,315 72,853 | 50 324, 629 
229, 290 57 141, 509 60, 851 43 724, 862 
138, 912 81 h62,015 47,874 77 753,340 
152, 136 48 240, 980 68, 600 28 H6, 109 
— 138,779 68 7,749 4.071 53 716, 864 
— . 16, 934 57 , 946 9,505 68 438, 567 
3,889,961 | 2,215, 674 = 1, 808, 257 | 784,709 . 12,475, 044 


an Sols pn Mary of $2,400 from the State; in Kentucky the schoo 
schoo 


1870. g in 1877. 


Excluding the States of Maryland and Missouri and the District of 8 as well as fo the order of things which made them necessary. 


and the total yearly expenditure for both races is only $7,339,932, whil n the 
whole country the annual expenditure is, from taxation. $70,341, 435, — ras 
school funds $6,580,632, or a total of $76, 922.007 (see Tables Z and 7), or one-tenth 
of the whole, while they contain one-fifth of the school population. The causes 
which have produced this state of things in the Southern States are far less im- 
portant than the facts themselves as they now exist. To find a remedy and to 
apply it is the only duty which devolves My 5 0 us, Without universal education, 
not only will the late war prove to be a failure, but the abolition of slavery be 
proved to be a tremendous disaster, if not a crime. 

The country was held together by the strong and bloody embrace of war, but 
that which the nation might and did do to retain the integrity of its territory 
and of its laws by the expenditure of brute force will all be lost if for the sub- 
jection of seven millions of men by the statutes of the States is to be substi 
the thralldom of ignorance and the tyranny of an irresponsible suffrage. Se- 
cession and a confederacy founded upon slavery as its chief corner-stone would 
be better than the future of the Southern States—better for both races, too—if 
the nation is to permit one-third, and that the fairest portion, of its domain to 
become the spawning ground of ignorance, vice, an y, and of every crime. 
The nation, as such, abolished slavery as a legal institution; but ignorance is 
slavery, and no maiter what is written in your constitutions and your laws 
slavery will continue until intelligence, hand-maid of liberty, shall have illu- 
minated the whole land with the light of her smile. 

Before the war the Southern States were aristocracies, highly educated, and 
disciplined in the science of politics, Hence, they preserved order and flourished 
at home, while they imposed their will upon Lapeer at large. Now all is 
changed. The suffrage is universal, and that means universal ruin unless the 
capacity to use it intelligently is created by universal education. 1 the re- 
publican constitutions, framed in 8 with the Congressional 
tion which supplanted the governments initiated by President J. ohnson, co c 
school systems, like universal suffi , were unknown. Hence, in a special 
manner, the nation is responsible for t c existence and support of those systems 


a 


That remarkable 

progress been made under their influence is true, and that the common 
school is fast becoming as dear to the masses of the 3 at the South as else- 
where is also evident. 

The nation, through the Freedmen’s Bureau, an: vane e to a limited extent 
in other yarm has expended $5,000,000 for the de ion of negroes and refugees 
in teens ear days of reconstruction, while religious charities have founded 

special schools which have thus far cost some ten millions more. The 
Peabody fa fund has distilled the dews of heaven all over the South; but heavy 
rains are needed; without them every green thing must wither away. 

This work belongs to the nation. It is apart of the war, We have the Southern 
8 triotic allies now. We are one; so shall we be forever. But both 

ee have a fiercer and more doubtful fight with the forces of igno- 
rance than bigot 0 8 45 waged with each other during the bloody years which chastened 
the opening life of this generation. 


MEASURES PROPOSED. 


We think it is clear that the nation has the power, which implies the duty of it 
exercise when necessary, to educate the children who are to become its citizen 3 
and that the urgent demand for its aid at the present time has been demonstrated 
We desire to offer a few suggestions in regard to the methods which are, in our 
judgment, proper to be pursued by the General Government in the present 
emergency. 

Your Committee upon Education and Labor has reported this bill making 
provision for temporary aid to the common schools of the country, and this we 
consider more immediately important. 

There is another measure which has been pending for ar ag years, propos- 
ing the creation of a perpetual fund, to be composed of the accretions to the 

ury from annual sales of Sah paana lands, railroad revenues, and other sources, 

the toe . —— of which shall be distributed to the States, at first upon the basis of 
afterward according to population; one-third to be appropriated to 

sapii support of the agricultural colleges, and the remainder of such interest to 


the common schools, This sum would be small at first, but would rapidly in- 
crease, and such a fund would in time become a mighty for good, a per- 
petual fountain of Leap and a bond of union so long as country shall 
en The 


dure. co n is sublime, and every effort should be made to secure 
the enactment of measure into law during the present session; certainly 
during this Congress. 


posed to surrender the management of the income from this fund to 

the States, subject to forfeiture of e installments in case of abuse or 
maladministration. The provisions of bill have been the subject of much 
careful study by wise men for many years, and it is not probable that any sub- 
be roviding a perpetual fund; 


further legis 
the bill as it is, and at once, Favorable 
by your committee, 
TEMPORARY AID, 
But for immediate use more money must be provided. Temporarily, many 


millions from the national are imperatively deman by ev con- 
sideration of the national honor and ot the publie we . A generation 


soon be taken on this b 


edu- 
in the common schools (if atal Len five years, If the next two genera- 
tions of children could be educated properly, the country would then be in the 
hands of intelligence instead of ignorance, and no i beer ares enlightened 
willever permititself afterward to retrograde. Intelli -interest will sup- 

rt the schools in self-def 


Besides, if we could bri 
to be accumulated from the public lands and othe: 
important, and would furnish all the 
manded in addition to local taxation. 

Whatever is done by the nation now should be directed where it will do the 
most good. seems Sy the disease, and the remedy must be given accordingly. 
Until the standard of knowledge is brought up to a reasonable 1 
implying capacity to the duties of sovereignty and e ip, the 
nation must, or at least should, in common prudence, bute its money upon 
the basis of comparative 


by 

Such is the complication 

d affairs that all 
and questions of policy are really decided by the small 
majorities which are liable to be found in ont State. 
chusetts, so far as they are affected by national relations, are as likel 
cided by the vote of South Carolina or California as by her own, 
interest, then, save that the money taken from the 3 support of edu- 

Thus the 


cation should go where there is the greatest need of reason 
for distribution according to either wealth or 8 fails. 
v 


As to the amount which is necessary, great diversity of agg a amon, 
those who desire the extension of aid by the Government. The bill introdu 
by the honorable Senator from Ilinois 1 of the 


Mr. ert Ee atone to set 
tax upon intoxicating liquors about fifty millions of dollars yearly. 
ted a bill priating ten milli iminishin silio aae 5 
repo: a bill appro millions, n one million for 
years next — kg to be buted to the States e to Aer 


State syste 
the perpetual-fund bill, shor 


could thereafter be derived. We be- 


not be proj ed 
ved, the burden of ee which the people do not 


greater accommodations, com: 
gu nt numbers, and larger attendance of pupils are secu 
of $15,000,000 which this bill would give to the 


tional privileges whatever. We believe no less sum can y 
The following table exhibits the distribution of $15,000,000 as proposed in this 
measure: 


IIliterates | Proportion of 
States and Territories, in each | $15,000,000 to 
tate. each e. 
370,279 $1,127,869 83 
5,496 16,740 82 
153, 229 466,785 53 
4 3 
9 
20, 986 63, 933 36 
3,004 9,424 32 
Delaware. 16, 912 51,514 96 
District of Colum 21,541 65, 613 89 
8 70,219 213, 887 07 
466, 683 1, 360,596 42 
1,384 4,215 66 
96, 809 294, 880 21 
70, 008 213,244 37 
28,117 8, 644 38 
ae) mae 
297,312 905, 612 35 
18,181 55, 379 33 
111, 387 339, 284 80 
75, 635 230, 384 21 
47,112 143, 503 15 
20, 551 62,598 35 
wel mar 
63 
1,530 $4, 660 38 
7, 830 23, 850 18 
3,703 11,279 34 
11, 982 497 17 
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Illiterates | Proportion of 
in each 


States and Territories. in $15,000,000 tg 
3 each State. 4 
39, 136 $119, 208 26 
52, 994 161, 419 72 
166, 605 539 75 
367, 890 1, 120, 692 94 
86,754 264, 252 68 
5, 376 16, 375 30 
146, 138 445,136 35 
17,456 53,170 98 
321,780 980,141 88, 
394, 385 1,201, 296 71 
256, 223 780, 455 26 
4, 851 14,776 15 
12, 993 39,576 68 
360, 495 1,098, 067 77 

3,191 9,719 79 
52, 041 158, 516 89 | 
38, 693 117, 858 88 

427 1,300 64 


4, 923, 451 | 15, 000, 000 00 


The bill contemplates the gradual increase of ability and disposition to sup- 
port their own schools, as the natural consequence of greater in nce in all | 


baer that the appropriation and its necessity will pass away together. i 
In bill repo. by your committee provision is made for the disposition of 
the share of those States which may not desire its 


neral distribution, when, by 
reason of the efficiency of their schools, national aid is not required; for the es- 
tablishment of schools where none now exist, until every child in the country | 
has his fair chance in the race of life, so far as a common-school education can 
give it; forthe more efficient training of youth in the Territories, in some of 
which the condition is most deplorable, involving direct and most serious re- 
5 of the National Government, which is bound to properly care for 
ese future States, comprising one-third of our entire domain. 

These features will require more minute examination in future discussions. 

Whatever form of administration of the funds it shall be deemed wisest to 
adopt, the appropriation should be immediately made. If it passes this session 
we shall have lost a year. To have lost a day was deemed a calamity by one 
of the noblest of men. Who can measure the wrong of one lost year, of one 
full year of further delay, to grapple with the wide-wasting and increasing evils 
of ignorance among our whole people? It would be better to appropriate inju- 
diciously rather than not at all. 

The vast sums expended for 300,000 Indians, for rivers and harbors, for im- 
provement of the banks of the r 4 River, for an Army which ignorance 
chiefly makes necessary, fora Navy which is safe only in the docks, the mill- 
ions for pensions regen paid because there was a lack of common 
schools in our country such as this bill seeks to build up, and the general pro- 
fuseness of expenditure which applies to the management of our area 
sufficient exposure of the hollow pretense that we can not a few millions 
yearly to rescue our institutions from the imminent peril which threatens them, 

Taxation rests almost wholly upon our luxuries and our vices. Yet it is 

to give them still further license by reducing taxes while we are 8 

for the want of schools. We consume every year seven hundred millions of alco- 

holic beverages. The interest on the money paid in one year for alcohol and to- 

bacco by the American people, if judiciously invested, would relieve them from 

all taxation for the support of common schools hereafter at present rate of ex- 

penditure. Weare liberal in self-indulgence. Weare economical in self-denial, 
even for our good. But parsimony to the schools is death to the Republic, 

We may postpone the remedy, but the evil will increase. The issue can not 
be 8 Common- school education must become universal or the form of our 
33 must be changed. We believe that the next few years will decide 

e question. 

National aid to schools is indispensable to the national existence; national aid 
to common schools should be given liberally, given now, and applied where most 


needed, 
This done, the Republic will be perpetual. 


SPEECH OF HON. HENRY W. BLAIR, 
Tuesday, March 18, 1884, 
On the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this is, in my judgment, among the 
most important public measures which have been considered by the 
Senate since the close of the war. It is, in fact, the logical consequence 
and true conclusion of the war. Had common schools been universal 
throughont the country there would have been no civil war; for intel- 
ligence among the masses of the people would have abolished the causes 
which led to it, and the chains of the bondsmen would have dissolved 
like the mists of the morning in its warmth and light, instead of await- 
ing to be broken by the terrible hammer of Thor. Knowledge and 
virtue are the indispensable conditions of free government, and virtue 
without intelligence is of no avail, for while virtue is the natural if 
not universal fruit of knowledge, yet good intentions without knowl- 
py Berg by a profound philosophy pronounced to be the very pavement 
of So the restoration of the Union and the reconstruction of 
States with governments republican in form will be found to be but a , 
bitter delusion unless the people throughout the whole country shall 
be made and kept sufficiently intelligent to know and to maintain 
their rights generation after generation. 

As the National Government is republican in form, so its own exist- 
ence depends upon the same conditions as the existence of the States; 
consequently in self-defense and in self-perpetuation it must secure 
directly by its own act or indirectly Trogi other agencies the intelli- 
gence of its citizens, who are themselves the Government, 

Beyond this, one of the most important constitutional functions of 
12 Gena Government is its obligation to guarantee a republican form 
to the States. - 
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If the General Government commits suicide by neglecting the edu- 
cation of the people, how can it fulfill its constitutional tee? And 
how can that tee of government republican in form be made and 
kept good to the people of a State who are too ignorant to be capable of 
self-government. ° 

Self-existence and the discharge of its constitutional obligations com- 
pel the National Government to educate the people, who are the common 
citizens of both the 8 and the Le 3 the local commu- 
nity fails to discharge this primary duty of a 

Mindful of the time of the Senate, and Rala ay e AA Congress 
discussed this subject at some length, and having embodied somewhat 
of that discussion in the report of the committee on this bill, I shall 
confine myself on this occasion, unless the course of the debate shall 
hereafter render it necessary to do otherwise, to a statement of the facts 
in the existing situation of the country, which, in my opinion, require 
the appropriation of ! sumsof money by the nation to the temporary 
aidof common 5 the country, and to the explanation 
of the provisions of this bill, which undertakes to provide a suitable 
remedy for the alarming and increasing ignorance existing among the 
people at the present time. 

First, then, of the evil. 

The bill proposes to give temporary aid to common schools in all the 
States and Territories. 

Common schools are the means ev: here adopted to educate the 
masses of the people, and the instruction and discipline obtained in them 
constitute all the school training which twenty-four twenty- 
fifths of the American people receive for the ical duties of public 
and private life. Isay public life with no reference tothe incum y 
of political office. By the public life of an American citizen I refer to 
his life as a sovereign; to his constant participation in the active gov- 
ernment of his country; to the continual ay aoa ee of political 
issues which devolve upon him whatever may be his ion; and to 

is responsibility for the conduct of national and State affairs as the 
primary law-making, law-construing, and law-executing power, no mat- 
ter whether or not he is personally in the ic service as 
policeman or President, as any State official whatever, member of Con- 
gress, Chief-Justice of the United States, or a humble justice of the 
In republics official stations are servitudes. The citizenis king. 

But, since knowledge is power, it is obvious that the degree of edu- 
cation which the citizen must acquire is commensurate with the char- 
acter and dignity of the station which he occupies by the theory of 
the government of which he is a part. By so much and so far ashe is 
deficient he will fail, and either become a nonentity or a source of dan- 
ger and misrule. Theindi standard of education for the peo- 
ple of a republic, then, is far above the mere capacity to read and to 
write the language in common use in a limited or way. The 
education obtained in the common school and imparted, if necessary, 
with compulsion by the State should be such as to enable the citizen sov- 

i ideas and knowledge of affairs as well 


ard, which is considered to be the nominal capacity to read and write. 
This test is the one resorted to in taking the census as a test to measure 
the inteligence of the people; and its use for this by the Gov- 
ernment and its adoption as the condition of the exercise of the suffrage 
by some States have served to fix in the public mind a very low stand- 
ard of education compared with that which should be set up in the com- 
mon school. I am heartily in favorof universal suffrage, for a partially 
ignorant people, with a free ballot actually secured to them, will govern 
themselves better than they will be governed by kings and aristocracies. 

But I desire to remind the American people that the more they know 
the greater will be their personal power and the better they will govern 
themselves. 

If the American peoplesuffer from innumerable and bitter ills which 
they can never remove until they know how it may be done, theirfirst 
gent step is so far to educate themselves as to obtain the knowledge 

m which will result the power to remove the evils of their civil, so- 
cial, and industrial condition. It is therefore at once apparent that 
tabulated statements, such as we obtain from the census and like sta- 
tistical processes fall far short of completeness as indications of the 
actual educational condition of the people. It is certain that theschool 
facilities which have hitherto existed have been wofully insufficient, 
since more than one-ninth of the adult citizens of the country are un- 
able even to read and write. What unknown margin of ignorance lies 
above this indication and yet below the true standard of competency 
and educational qualification for the duties of citizenship we are left 
without definite means of judging, but we know that it is very great. 
This dark belt of indefinite width which, like an unsurveyed desert, 
lies beyond the well-defined boundaries of ignorance and incompetency 
should be constantly borne in mind as we proceed with the considera- 
tion of the subject. 

During the decade from 1870 to 1880 the population of the United 
States increased from thirty-eight to fifty millions. A like percentage 
of increase since 1880, a period of four years, would give a present pop- 
ulation of about 56,000,000 of people. 


By the census of 1880 there were in the United States 36,761,607 per- 
sons 10 years of age and upward. 

In round numbers now thereare 41,000,000. In 1880 there were, over 
10 years of age, who could not read, 4,923,451 persons, or 13.4 persons 
in a hundred, and now there are 5,500,000. In 1880 there were 
6,239,958 persons over 10 years of age who could not write, or 17 per- 
sons in a hundred. Now there are 7,000,000 who can not write. 

In 1880 there were 32,160,400 white persons in the United States, of 
whom 3,019,080, or 9.4 per cent., could not write. Now there are 
3,500,000 white in this country who can not write. 

In 1880 there were, of colored pamain the United States, 4,601,207 
10 years old and upward, of whom 3,220,878, or 70 persons of every 
hundred, could not write. Now there are 3,600,000 colored persons in 
the United States over 10 years of age who can not write. 

In 1880 there were white persons, over 21 years of age, 21,984,202; 
persons of whom 2,056,463, or 9.4 of every hundred, could not write. 
aot there are 2,313,521 white persons in the United States who can 
not write. 

In 1880 there were 11,343,005 white males over 21, of whom 886,659, 
or 7.8 per cent., could not write. Now there are 1,000,000 white 
adults who can not write. 

In 1880 there were 2,937,235 colored persons in the United States 
over 21 years of age, of whom 2,147,900 could not write, or 73.1 per 
cent. of every one hundred. There are now probably, 3,500,000, as the 
colored population increases by births 7 per cent. faster than does the 
white from births and immigration. 

In 1880 there were colored males over 20 years of age, 1,487,344, of 
whom 1,022,151 could not write, or 68.7 percent. Now there are 1,150,- 
000 or more, all voters. 

In 1880 there were white and colored male persons over 21 years of 
age, 12,830,349; of whom could not write 1,908,810. Now there are 
males over 21, 14,500,000, of whom 2,150,000 can not write. These 
include the voting population. Unnaturalized persons over 21 should be 
deducted. The average of immigration is now, however, as intelligent 
as our own population. That is a thought not familiar to our national 
contemplation. One voter in seven can not write. The percentage of 
illiteracy is something less among males than among the other sex, or 
there would be one voter in five unable to write. Of those who can 
write a large number can only, with great painstaking, contrive even 
to write their names. It is greatly to be doubted whether more than 
three-fourths of the voting population is capable of reading or writing 
6 ee ieee a 

Nearly three-fourths of the illiterate voters of the country are in the 
sixteen Southern States. The same States contain about one-third the 
entire tion. Iowa has 18,886 voters who can not write in a pop- 


the great cities within her borders, New York has only one 
voter who can not write to five in South Carolina. 
I take the following from the very able report made in the last Con- 


The last census shows that there are 6,239,958 people of this country above the 
age of 10 years who can not write—12.44 per cent., or about one-eighth of our 


from the p: 
States, nearly all of those persons are 


Ratio of illiterale males 21 years of age and upward. 
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The ability to write is considered by statisticians the true test of illiteracy, as 


many ms through shame will not admit they cannot read, but are not so 
likely to claim that they can write. Besides, a person who can read and not 
write is essentially an illiterate, 
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2558 Number of males of 21 years of age and 

g 2 Me upward who can not write. 

States, FFE 

fsa 25 Total. 
Alabama. 259, 884 24,450 96, 408 120, 858 
Arkansas. 182.977 21,349 34,300 55,649 
Delaware 88. 208 2,955 3,787 6,742 
Florida .. 61, 699 4,706 19, 110 23, 816 
Georgia. 321, 438 28,571 116,516 145,087 
Kentucky. 376, 237 54, 956 43,177 98,133 
Louisiana... 216, 787 16, 377 86, 555 102, 982 
Maryland. 232, 106 15, 152 30, 878 46,025 
Mississippi. 238, 5382 12, 478 99, 068 111, 541 
North Garo senol aceon] sza] 120m2 
South Carolina. 205,789 18, 924 93,010 106, 934 
‘Tennessee 330, 305 46, 948 58, 601 105, 549 
Texas. 380, 476 33, 085 59, 669 92, 754 
Virginia 334, 505 31,474 100, 210 131, 684 
West Virginia. 139, 161 19, 055 8,830 22, 885 

Deal. 


Of the above illiterates 69.7 — cent. are colored, and 30.3 cent. are whites. 

In ten of the above-named States more than 30 per cent, of the voters are illit- 
erate, 

In six of them the illiterates are about 50 per cent, 

In South Carolina 52 per cent, are ill 

The State of Alabama has 120,858 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 was 


151,507. 
The State of Georgia has 145,087 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 was 


651. 
The Btate of Mississippi has 111,541 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 
was 117, 
The Slate of Louisiana has 102,932 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 


was 97,201. 

While it is true that in many of the States not one-half of those entitled to vote 
actually did so, yet the wonderful nearness of the number of illiterates to the 
number of those who exercised the right of suffrage is 

The truism that no government which rests upon universal suffrage can long 
continue unless the suffragists are 8 in the light of the above facts 

eases itself upon our attention with renewed The words of James Mad- 
Son: uttered in 1826, are a present warning: “A og 2 government without 
popular information or the means of acquiring it ut a 
tragedy, or both.” Nearly half a million of the white and a million of the 
colored voters in the South can not read the ballots which they cast. Butthirteen 
years have elapsed since the latter class was given the ballot. At that time all 
of them were grossly orant not only of letters, but also absolutely devoid of 
all knowledge of the ts and obligations of citizenship. Durin last ten 
years the number of illiterates in the country has increased about 400,000, though 
the percentage of illiteracy to the whole population has decreased nearly 2 per 
cent, It would, however, take forty years to dispel this illiteracy at this rate of 
diminution. 

There are 145,000 illiterate voters in North Carolina, and 117,000 in 
South Carolina. I clip the following from the National Republican of 
last: winter: 

The percentage of illite: to the voting population of the Garfield States in 
1880 was leas than 6; in the Hancock States ft was 29, 

About five times greater. 


It is true that about 69 per cent. of the illiterate voters in the old slave States 
are Republicans, and it is also true that nearly that per centum of the illiterate 
vote was suppressed, 


Suppressed, it is true; but it could not have been if intelligent. 


Alabama has 120,858 illiterate voters; the popular vote of that State in 1880 was 
151,507. has 145,087 illiterate voters; the popular vote there that year 
ippi has 111,541 illiterate voters ; hor popular vote in 1680 was 

has 102,938 illiterate voters, and cast 97,201 votes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator from New Ham knows 
that the great body of the illiterate men in Alabama voted for Garfield, 
and not for Hancock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated that. The Senator will find as I go on that 
my remarks are not prepared with any idea or feeling of self-glorifica- 
tion for the section of country that I belong to. I have endeavored to 
simply state the facts. 

By the Census (table 40) Compendium, page 560, it appears that the 
total number of white males over 21 years of age in the country in 1880 
was 11,343,005; native-born, 8,270,518; foreign-born, 3,072,487; col- 
ored, including Japanese, Chinese, and Indians, 1,487,344; a 
total of 12,830,349. 

The question of the suppression of the Republican vote in the South 
is one that I did not propose to introduce into the debate, and it is one 
een there is something perhaps to be said on both sides, if it were 
before us. 

In 1880 there were 105,465 Chinese, 148 Japanese, and 66, 407 civil- 
ized Indians. Iam aware of no means by which the actual number of 
voters in the United States can be ascertained, but if we add to the total 
of male population over 21 years of age one-eighth of the total of 1880 
we have 1,603,793, and in all at this time 14,434,142. Assuming one- 
half the foreign-born males of voting age to be naturalized, we have 
a voting element as follows, making allowance for increase of one-eighth 
in each element since the census was taken: Native-born white voters, 
9,203,332; foreign-born white voters, 1,728,274; colored (excluding Chi- 
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nese, J: and Indians), 1,479,739; total voting population of the 

United States in 1884, 12,411,345; or in round numbers there will be 

KRAE men whose ballots will or may decide the next Presidential 
on. 


The tage of illiterate white males over 21 years of age by the 
census of 1880 is 7.8, and of colored the rate is 68.7. There is no per- 
ceptible change in this percentage for the better, judging from the fact 
that the illiterate population in ` ing to a statement of the 
Commissioner of Education, between the years 1870 and 1880, 581,814 
persons. There is some confusion in the data, but I think there was 
an increase during that period substantially as estimated by the Com- 
missioner. We have then at the present time an illiterate white voting 
population of 852,665; illiterate colored voters, 1,016,580; total illiter- 
ate voters, 1,869,245. 

Generally the number is placed at more than 2,000,000. Such esti- 
mates can never be more than approximately correct, but they are in 
my belief practically greatly understated, because the technical qual- 
ification of being able to write one’s name, however crudely, is very 
slight evidence of capacity to comprehend political issues or to dis- 
crimate intelligently between candidates for public positions. 

This observation derives special significance when it is still further 
considered that the enumeration must of necessity rely generally as to 
the possession of even this qualification upon the verbal statement of 
the party concerned, who is not likely to make an unpleasant admis- 
sion of incapacity against himself. 

I do not believe that more than two-thirds, or at the most three- 
fourths, of the voting population of this country is to-day in possession 
of a degree of proficiency in the arts of reading and writing that quali- 
fies them, hp, the use of those arts, to exercise the right of suffrage 
more intelligently than do total illiterates. The school education of 
great multitudes is nominal, not real. 

I purposely omit other data as to the distribution of the illiterate 
vote. If it were uniformly dispersed it would be less dangerous. But 
concentrated as it is in masses at points along the line, while intelli- 
gence can never be too strong anywhere, and considering thata majority 
of one in Florida or in Oregon may decide the most important of na- 
tional elections and determine the future history of the whole country, 
I for one find it impossible to sleep in peace over this volcano. 

As will be seen by reference to tables in the report of the committee 
and to the census the school age varies greatly in different States. In 
some it is from 5 to 15, in others from 4 to 21, and with great diversity 
between those extremes. In a speech in support of a measure sub- 
stantially the same as this, made in the Senate June 15, 1882, after 
careful consideration, I stated the number of our population who should 
be in schools as, in my opinion, 18,000,000. I believe it to be now 
20,000,000. a the census of 1880 the number within the school ages 
was 15,303, Of this number were then enrolled, that is, their 
names were on some list of pupils, 9,780,773, leaving 5,522,762 not at- 
tending school anywhere. But there were 567,160 enrolled in private 
schools, making a total of 10,347,933 enrolled in all schools of the 
country, both public and private, and leaving 4,955,602, or nearly one- 
third, of the legal school population not attending either public or pri- 
vate places of instruction. 

If, now, the total enrolled in public and private schools be increased 
one-eighth, as in previous calculations, we have a present school popu- 
lation in process of mental training of 11,641,424. If I am substan- 
tially correct in a t population of 20,000,000 who should 
be either in public or private schools, from our total of at least 56,000,- 
000 now living in this country, there will remain 8,358,576 who do not 
attend schools of any kind whatever, unless it may be of liberal or pro- 
fessional training. Making all allowances which can be reasonably 

there must be 8,000,000 of less than 21 years of age who are 
not enjoying school privileges of any description whatever. But look 
still further, in order that we may judge of the efficiency of our system 
in dealing with those actually enrolled. By the census, out of the 
9,780,773 on the public school registers, there was an average daily at- 
tendance of 5,804,993; so that the real fact is that the net educational 
result is the same as though the latter number had attended the whole 
school period yearly, which is pos five months of the twelve in the 
whole country, and 9,499,542 not received a single hour of school 
instruction for the year. 

If the present average daily attendance in public and private schools 
be ascertained by e e to the aggregate of 1880, to wit, 
5,804,993, plus two-thirds the enrollment in private schools (which we 
may fairly assume to be the average daily attendance, or, to be liberal, 
400,000 pupils), we have 6,204,993 increased by 775,623, or a total of 
6,980,616, or say 7,000,000 in round numbers. Deducting this number 
from 20,000,000, and we have the same general result upon the edu- 
cational status of our school population as though 13,000,000 of the 
20,000,000 did not attend school at all. 

Of course this calculation is of little value save as it affords a means 
of comparing our real condition with what it would be if the whole 
school population should attend constantly five months yearly between 
the ages of 4 and 21 years. Making every ie allowance for pro- 
fessional and other forms of special training, I do not believe that there 
is an average daily attendance of 10,000,000, or one-half our population, 
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between the above-named ages twenty weeks of the year. I do not 
think there are sittings or accommodations of any kind, no matter how 


mitive and inexpensive, for one-half our school ulation. We 
ave now less than 300,000 teachers and an average of more than 66 
mpils for each. We require at least 200,000 more, and both the pro- 
e standard and the pecuniary compensation of the body as a whole 
should be very much raised. 

In table 136, page 1640, part 2 of Compendium, the whole number 
of teachers employed at the time is set down at 236,019; the total num- 
ber who attended school during the year 1880 at 9,946,160, and the 
average daily attendance 6,276,398. The whole number of public 
schools, elementary and high, is placed at 225,880; the number of school 
buildings 164,832, and the whole number of sittings provided 8,968,731. 
The data I have relied upon in making these calculations have been 


derived in from the census and in part from the returns of the 
Bureau of Education, which are collected with great care. 
I pro now to state a few well-authenticated facts in regard to the 


actual condition of common-school education in different portions of the 
country. 

The Louisiana Educational Society has just memorialized 
upon the subject of national aid to common schools, praying for an ap- 
propriation. Their petition, presented by Senator GIBSON, is printed 
at length in the RECORD of March 11, 1884. It is such an admirable 
though distressing statement of the situation that I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read it to the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE LOUISIANA EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY 


New Orleans, March 4, 1881. 
To the honorable the Senate 
and House of Representatives in Congress assembled ; 

We beg leave to lay before you, on behalf of the State of Louisiana, the follow- 
ing statement of facts, and to submit this memorial: 

‘The report of the superintendent of public education of the city of New Orleans 
for 1881 showed a total school population (6 to 18 years of age) of 61,456; a total 
enrollment in the public schools of the city of 24,401; and an average daily at- 
tendance in mber and January (which were the months of largest attend- 
ance) of 17,135. 

Although the number of educable children has largely increased since then, 
the superintendent rts for January, 1884, the enrollment to be only 14,482, 
with an average attendance of 11,070. 

With an allowance of 10,000 in pen and parochial schools (which is a large 
estimate), we still have 36,974 children in New Orleans receiving no educational 
instruction whatever. 

The census of 1880 shows an average attendance of 15,190 (which included the 
months of most meager and the la attendance). Thus you will see ata 
glance the large deerease in the num being educated, although the popula- 
tion is steadily increasing. 

Aco! nding retrogression exists throughout the State, and it aps be safely 
affirmed that of the 273,845 school population of Louisiana (census of 1880) not 
more than 30 per cent. of them attend either blic, private, or parochial schools. 

In the fifteen Southern States, 1 District of Columbia, the census 
of 1880 shows that there are 2,702,835 (white and black) of the 5,703,216 school 
population not enrolled in schools, and notwithstanding the efforts made by the 
poop of these States and the generous contributions from private sources in 
the North for educational p the number of children unenrolled in the 
schools and the illiterates continue to increase. 

The State and city have done much toward pans education, but the illiterates 
are such a la proportion of the population, and poverty is so widespread, 
that the taxable property can not bear such a burden as must necessarily be im- 
posed to provide for and sustain public schools. 

We are aware that, in so far as ignorance is the source of pauperism, crime, and 
a want of thrift, the State is chiefly interested and the Federal Government in- 
directly only, but there is a common ground on which Federal and State inter- 
ests meet and blend, Good government is necessary for both, and it is equally 
the duty of both to see that the citizen is made capable of performing the duties of 
citizenship intelligently, fearlessly, honestly. Said one: Honest enough, brave 
enough, and keen enough to resist on, defy violence, and defeat fraud.” 

Both are alike in in making the masses of the ple sufficiently in- 
telligent to understand what constitutes the for the 
ber; and to comprehend also the converse of the pro ition, that the of 
the WA number is the highest and best interest of the individual citizen. 

We believe that the very life of the Republic and the preservation of the liberty 
it vouchsafes depend upon the intelligence of its people, the universal education 
of Are t as their illiteracy increases so do the dangers to our country 
multiply. 

In words of Senator BLAIR: Education. physical, intellectual, and moral, 
is the primal necessity.” The fathers and founders of our Government so con- 
sidered it. They thought that a republic could stand only on the intelligence 
and virtue of its citizens. 

Our danger is imminent and increasing, France in 1870 realized that it was 
not the needle-gun but educated Germany which so quickly brought her to de- 
feat and submission, She was taught a bi lesson, by which she is now profit- 
ing. Since then she has largely increased her taxation for public schools, made 
elementary schooling free and attendance compulsory. Let her history teach 
us to educate our dren, be they white or black. 

But this can only be done with the liberal aid of the National Government, 
and unless it comes to ourassistance the condition of our educational work must 


speller tall betoee Oe t need of the 
country, fore Congress proposes 
ropriation $1,000,000 each year 
years, dividing it acco: to the number of illiterates in eac) 
We trust that some such measures may meet your 217 Some such meas- 
ures are n to stay and roll the tide of illiteracy in this and other 
States of the South, which now finds no barriers strong enough to resist it. We 
believe it to be the duty of Congress to make some such appropriation, and on 
behalf of our State we ask it to do so. 
Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, declared the necessity for 
f Baid the latter in his inaugural ad- 


and the importance of public education. 
dress of 1817: Let us by all and constitutional measures promote intelli- 
gence among the people, as the best means of preserving liberties.” 

Presidents Grant, es, Garfield, and Arthur have recommended 
t and President Garfield said: Ali the constitutional power of the nation and 
of the States should be summoned to meet the danger by the saving influence of 
universal education.“ 


With our poverty upon us and dangers before us we appeal to Congress to do 
all that can constitutionally be done to aid in the 3 youth, so that we 
may mp the E of industry, integrity, and 1 mee. 


USH, President R. WNE, Chairman, 
E. T. MERRICK, Vice-President, JAMES McCON 

I. L. LEUCHT, Secretary, S. S. CARLISL 
CARTWRIGHT EUSTIS, Treasurer, SYLVANUS LANDRUM, 
R. H. BROWNE, B. T. WALS 

J. C. MORRIS WARREN EASTON, 


JAMES McCONNELL, J. W. NICHOLSON, 


Commitice on Momorials, 


Mr. BLAIR. On Friday, March 24, 1882, a committee of the Na- 
tional Educational Association appeared before the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor of the Senate and House of Representatives, to urge 
national aid to public-school education, The association comprises the 
superintendents of public instruction of the States and Territories and 
a large number of the principal educators of the country. 

The committee of the association consisted of Hon. G. J. Orr, of Geor- 
gia; Hon. M. A. Newell, of Maryland; Hon. J. H. Smart, of Indiana; 
Hon. ie Thompson, of South Carolina; Dr. J. W. Dickinson, and 
Hon. B. G. Northrop, of Connecticut. 

This committee presented at the hearing another memorial already 
3 by representatives of the great religious denominations of the 

and, of the trustees of the Peabody fund, and of missionary and educa- 
tional institutions, which memorial they indorsed and urged upon the 
consideration of Congress and the country. 

I ask the Secretary to read the memorial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 


The undersigned earnestly call the attention of Senators and Representatives 
to the following facts and suggestions with reference to governmental aid to 
common schools on the basis of illiteracy. 

The following table is based upon the estimates of the Bureau of Education. 
In the sums raised by the States interest on the invested funds is not included, 
except in a few States. The table is not exhaustive, but only illustrative. [See 
next page. 

We res ully suggest: 

1. The help should be so given that it will stimulate rather than supersede the 
necessity of State effort. 

2. It should be help for the common schools; temporary aid in the training 
of teachers peas but chiefly in giving them opportunity to teach. The 
safety of the Repu lois the supreme law of the land.” This is the maxim which 
not only justifies but demands action on the part of the General Government, 
and it should also suggest the limitations under which the action should be 


taken. 

3. The help should be immediate and not remote. The fortunes of war and 
the necessities of legislative action have made citizens of a large mass of igno- 
rant men, whose votes are to shape, for weal or woe, the character of our laws. 
Education alone can convert this mass of ignorance and element of danger into 
one of enlightened strength and safety. 

Largely more than one-half of a fund for the education of the illiterate would 
go to the South for negro illiteracy; less than one-fourth because of white illit- 
eracy. If Congress should create a fund which would give $3 per annum per 
capita for the education of this class alone, it will require an te annual 
sum of $18,719,958. Of this, Mississippi, e. g., would receive $1,119,603; but of this 
$959,529 would be for colored illiterates and $160,344 for white illiterates. 

Ie an educational work in the South chiefly ſor the n race, in 
which have been expended about $10,000,000, and speaking with a wide knowl- 
edge of facts, we emphatically assert the impossibility of accemplishi this 

t work unless the Gen Government shall come to the assistance of those 
in which this illiteracy is chiefly found, = 

Every dollar we have expended expresses the conscientious and earnest desire 
of the donor that this work shall be done, and is an emphatic vote for the action 
for which we ask. 

In the name of the millions of Christian citizens whom we represent we ear- 
nestly urge Congress to help qualify the ignorant yoters who are intrusted 

y by Con, onal action with the ballot for the duties with which they 
are charged, believing the power to do this is co-ordinate with the power that 


enfranchised them. 
REV. M. E. er, EBY, D. D., 


American Missionary Association; Congregational. 
REV. J. C. HARTZEL, D. D., 
Secreta Aid Society; Methodist, 


Freedmen’s 
REV. H. L. MOREHOUSE, D. D., 
Home Missionary Society; Baptist. 
REV. SHELDON JACKSON, D. D., 
Home Missiona: 5 


ome x 
REV. J. L. M, CURRY, D. D., 
2 55 of the Peabody Fund, 
PROFESSOR C. C. PAINTER, 
Fisk University, Nashville, Tenn, 
8, C. ARMSTRONG, 
Hampton Institute, Virginia, 


Wasurnctoy, D. C., March, 1882. 


Mr. BLAIR. Icallattention to these signatures, not only on account 
of the great nal worth of the men themselves, of the superior posi- 
tion which they occupy as individuals in the country, but on account 
of the representative capacity in which they have signed the memorial. 
These denominations are also organized into a national educational as- 
sembly, which has had two annual meetings, of which Bishop Simpson 
is the president. It is proper that I should observe here that there is 
a substantial combination of all the great religious bodies of the coun- 
try, at least in the Northern States, who have one specific purpose, and 
that is to urge upon Congress the appropriation of national money in 
the direction of general education. 

The hearing wink followed isto be found reported in full in Miscel- 


laneous Document 55 of this session, to which I refer the Senate, but 
from which I wish now to quote a few of the more important state- 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1253 


Estimates by the Bureau of Education with reference to governmental aid to common schools on the basis of illiteracy. 
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ments made on that occasion. Superintendent Orr, of Georgia, ad- 
dressed the committees as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the duty assigned me on this 
occasion isa very simple one. I have been laboring in this work in my State 
for the last ten years, 


I desire to say that Superintendent Orr can speak with larger and 
more reliable authority A e from the standpoint of an educated, 
energetic, and patriotic Southern man upon this subject than any other 
man whatever in the whole country. I consider his statements as of 
very special significance, and entitled not alone to the attention of the 
Senate but of the entire country; in fact, all that I shall read, much to 
the weariness, I trust not to the disgust, of any members of. the Senate, 
will be from representative men, who are much better authority on this 
subject than anything I might state. Mr. Orr said: 


I have been the representative of the Department of Education since 1872. I 
do not propose to detain the committee by any lengthened remarks. I propose 
to give you, gentlemen, some plain facts showing our condition, sho our 
necessit mapin p Bro temper and spirit of our people, and I feel that when I 
do this, when I put before you the condition of the State of Georgia, I shall have 
given you a type of what prevails throughout the entire South. 

In the year 1860, when one of the honored Senators from my State, now pres- 
ent, was our chief executive, the tax returns, according to the documents in the 
office of the compote gare. summed up $672,000,000. After I entered the 
oftice which I now have the honor of filling I went to the files of that office for 
the purpose of trying to ascertain the aggregato value at the first 
return made after the war. I found it to be $170,000,000. e property of the 
State was thus reduced $500,000,000 in value. This made a great change in the 
condition of the State,as you may well know; but this does not represent fully 
the change. It lacks a good deal of it. 

I will put before you, gentlemen, a few other considerations which will show 
more fully the great change which was wrought. Everyth that we had ac- 
cumulated during the four years of the bas part A struggle in which we engaged 
was invested in confederate securi and was held in the shape either of ds 
or of confederate currency. Thus what remained of the labor of four 
after the devastation of your army and the support rendered ours, was ted 
out in one hour. Hundreds, thousands, and tens of thousands of the best men 
in the State of score were thus left in a condition in which, under the old 
postal laws of the United States, when postage was paid at the place of delivery, 
they could not have taken a letter from the You will very read A 
understand, then, how we were situated as to our capacity to commence life 


n. 


or; 


are an age ital n 
with. ey had to bo: 8 ey to give a lien upon the products of the 
soil in order to enable them to pay the debts, and those who held the capital ex- 
acted exorbitant interest. Our ers and agriculturists have been 


from 50 to 100 per cent. for advances. Having their noses thus put to the 

stone, they have been kept there up to the present time, for every intelligent 

man knows very well that farming can not be conducted successfully when the 

capital used in it costs such a percentage. The lack of resources and the utterly 

ee condition of the labor of the country put us in a very helpless con- 
ition. 

Let me glance for a few moments at certain other facts. We had in the State 
of Georgia two kinds of citizens—those who had always been citizens, and a 
number of persons, very nearly equal, who had been made citizens as a result 
of the war. The last school enumeration, which was taken four years z 
showed that we had 198,000 colored school children in the State. The ent 
school population is 433,444. The difference will show you how many are col- 
ored; nearly half, you will see, 

Let me say a few words about the colored people. They were made free with- 
out resources. They had no capital; they had no habits that would lead men 
when thrown upon their own resources to accumulate capital. They have been 
gathering capital gradually, until I am very glad to report that the last return of 
the property of the State showed that there were in the hands of the colored 


ple of my State have done nobly 
is immense 


comes us of this generation to begin to think 
get the past. We havea great country, and 
want to dwell with you in unity and 
visited in the course of the admin 


have stated to you the difficulties now. I know the condition; I 
irit of the people, their present sentiment. I know it from mingling with 
in their cottages and in their cabins, for I have visited the colored man as 

well as the white man. I have mingled with all; I know their feelings. 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, in the State of Georgia, under my ad- 
ministration of ten years, the entire loss of school fand will not foot up more than 
about $6,000. In an administration covering ten years there has not been a sin- 

le dollar misapplied with that exception that I know of. Ny e At aaa itdo 

e greatest ble amount of good. We try to manage it with the test 
2 e admit to our schools all who want to enter them. 
menced in 


Piave 


oi 
illustrated it by that wonderful that at 
every revolution it gained a little and it held all it gained. I gaois his illustra- 
tion, not making the same application of it; I make a very different one. 

We mere gained. at every revolution a little in Georgia, and we retain all that 
we gain. We are moving steadily forward. Wecommenced with an attendance 
of 48,000 the first year. second year we had 83,000, the next year 136,000, the 
shall not follow the statistics along. Year before last(my year's 
been footed up, as the returns axe not all in) we went up toa school 
attendance of 236,000. We have never failed to gain as much as9,000in any 
We have gone over thatin attendance year, and the colored people teas 
proceed: passu with the whites in their attendance. They commenced 
with 6,000 and went up, according to the last return, to 86,000 colored children 
in ourschools, There is no discrimination made; no mån can afford to doitin 
is the school sentiment in favor of the admin- 


deal on the subject of the 
ofthe en Bataa 


8 of it has been don in any State of this Union in any time 
during the past. it has, it is not within my knowledge. We have wroughta 
lous work, but we are unable to do what 7 — to be done. We come to 
you and ask the interposition of the strong arm of the Government, the Govern- 
ment of your fathers and of our fathers, for we are one of the old thirteen. We 
stood shoulder to shoulder with you in that contest, and I want to say here to- 
day that if another contest shall arise our ple will stand by the people of 
New England and the people of the Middle States in supporting the power and 
the authority of the Government of the United States. 
tlemen, I do not know that I could state anything further that would be 
of service to you. I wish to add that I was greatly gratified when my brethren 
here from New England, and from the great Northw and from the Middle 
States, and from the Sou States, met in council, and when we sat down as 
brethren, and when we agreed almost unanimously upon e point to be sub- 
5 to this committee for consideration. We are practically a unit, and on 
of these 
Now, gentlemen, begging pardon 


recommendations the men from all portions of the country agree. 
for taking up so much of your valuable 
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time, and thinking that it is zopan for mio to yield fo chara Do nay have some- 
thing to say on this occasion, I conclude by asking, as I know I shall have, 
the candid consideration of this great question of the education of the masses, 
greater than questions of commerce, questions of currency, than questions 
of tariff, than questions of constitutional law- than any questions that 
statesmanship will have to contend with and settle, because we make the peo- 
ple, and without the people we can have nothin; —_ We make the men and 
women of the country. I shall say nothing 


Representative Updegraff, now dead, asked this question, to which 
Mr. Orr responded: 


I would like to ask the honorable gentleman whether the average time of con- 
tinuance at school has increased? 

Mr. ORR. Our last Legislature succeeded in adding about $100,000 to the fund. 
We shall have this year very nearly $600,000 to operate with. We shall be able 
to run ourschools in many of our counties absolutely free for four months of the 

t year—that is my estimate—and in all of them paying the entire expense 
for thres months. We are adding just as rapidly as we can. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived the Chair will lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which the Chair believes is the bill to whi 
the unanimous consent of the Senate, the Senator from New Ham: 
is now addressing himself. It is now before the Senate in its oon pen 
for consideration. The Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Hon. H Thompson, of South Carolina, was before 
the committee and made the following statement from his standpoint 
as a prominent citizen of that State, and as superintendent of public 


instruction, I think, at that time: 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, in presenting the view of 


South Carolina I — as ask to call the attention of the committee to three points: 
First. That the State of South Carolina is now doing all in her power for pub- 


lic education. 
Secondly. That it is im le in her 8 5 for her to fur- 
nish the means of ed to the masses of the children ; 


Phe That the aid we ask for, if granted at all, should b e imme- 
ate 

1 nave brought bere some figures from the school returns of South Carolina 
which I wish to read, f..... en ere committee, I 
shall be glad to answer any question that any member of the committee ma 
wish to ask. An interruption will not interfere at all with the line that I 


system. 
cultural land scrip. re 
3 dollar of it had been misap 


Bene source trom whlch we derive our revenue is local taxation. This 


mode of raising taxes more and more in each year. At each 
session of the different towns fo and asking 
permission to additio: — a DE 

The misuse public money during first years school system, 
from 1868 to 1877, and y the power under laws, is 
one of the that the school men of South Carolina have had to 
contend with, because we are constantly met with the that the thousands 
of dollars were wrung the within the named were mis- 
FE and that this 

y an engine of taxation money for which will not be carried into the 
channels for which it was intended. I ieve, that 1 
— Weny. As I said the other before the association — 8 4. 
ents, I am con that if to-day the the public-school 


it and ofde ping it so far as may be in their power. 
I should like to call the attention of the comm: in order to show what the 
State is in this respect, to a brief com: taxes co! for 


the returns of the comptroller-general 
school tax of South Carolina is about one-third of 
collected in State. The assessed school tax — 


of about $24,000. In both these institutions 
mined made for tuition. In the Claflin school at Orange 
skilled and trained teachers, who are doin 
addition to this the State has recently made provision for the re-establishment 


instruction is free; no charge what- 
we have a normal 
ent for teachers, which is each year turning out successive bodies of 
estimable work for the colored. In 
of its academy, a 8 „000 this year for that purpose. In this 
8 emy there be supported now, as before the war, two cadets from 
each county, who pay nothing whatever. They are supported in full by the State, 
and they are required to teach two years in the public schools of the State after 
their graduation. There will be another class of yo ung men in the institution 
known as pay cadets, who will pay moderate tutition for themselves, and will 
not be required to render E Maser Man The oy will pay their way through the 
institution. Besides that we have the normal institute. fy ar by the State, 
this year an appropriation of $1,500 having been made 

You will observe, therefore, gentlemen, that we are approp: 55 now about 
$465,000 for elementary education in South Carolina and a little over $40,000 for 
higher education, making a total of more than halta million dollars which South 
1 is devoting to this purpose, with an assessed valuation of property of 

ut $138,000, 

I should ‘ike to call the attention of the committee to another comparison. 
The whole expense of the State rnment of South Carolina for the last year, 
inclusive of interest on the public debt, was $238,575. The expenses for the 
maintenance of the charitable institutions, there being but two, an asylum for 
the insane, and one forthe deaf and dumb, were $116,164. Therefore the expense 
of publie schools and of charitable institutions was $581,164. For these purposes 
South Carolina pe tae rer two and a half times as much as she does for the 
whole expenses o! 

riates twice as much as she 
mention these facts in su of the 
doing all she can for the maintenance of her public schools. 

I now desire to cali the attention of the committee to the second point I make 
which is that the State of South Carolina is unable because of her mpoverished 
. to . proper instruction to all classes of her people. The scholastic 

State—children made 


publie schoo The iture per capita of school lation is $1.96, the ex- 
3 e a 8 Wh school 1 — of the com- 
mi 


of larger means. The 5 public schools in the State last year was 3,057, 
the number of white teachers 2, oe number of colored teachers 1,223, making 
the total number of teachers 3,24 
the illiteracy of South Carolina shown by the return of the last census. 

which I an opportunity of observing last night, the ratio of white illiterates 
to the whole population 7.77 per cent.; the ratio of colored illiteracy to the 
whole nope is33.09. I maintain that as faras Se the white illiteracy 
in the State is concerned, South Carolina is able, read e and willing to control 
it; and that she is equally ready and w. 3 colored illiteracy, but 
that it is beyond her that the State todoso. Itis is class of our citizens, a class 

to whom I claim tha State government of death Carolina in all its depart- 
„ TW Ibelieve I speak 
the sentiment of the of the I 


ae oe 


education of that class speak to 
the committee, of the limited that the colored p people 
heretofore for education, but you know that the absolute need itnow 1 
that if the United States Government does not hold out a helping hand to us at 
this time we shall continue to send forth each year illiterate voters — thousands. 
Bear in mind, gentlemen, that one generation of these people has piona np 
without theo; tiesof education, i nparo enn ip now * 
and mothers eomin; 


g along. It is a 
education 


and other 
—— — maa that they shall 


tion of the committee to the fact that there are now in the 

children and needing the opportunities 
or education. The expenditures of the Sou States under this head are 
about 87 3 more than a dollar a head. It vould take at the lowest 
calculation $30,000,000 to furnish the opportunities of education to our children 
in the South. Gentlemen, I say, as one knowing the spirit of the le and 
8 their limited resources, that we have not the means to fi this 


I do not propose to detain the committee withany t as to the rightof 
the General Government to furnish the means tox idee aan 
for my State, TTT 
do not come here as mendicants in 
. We have put our own shoulders to the wheel; we are using 
efforts in our Govern 
come to our 
d now, C are t 
children whom we are unable to educate, and who need this assistance at this 
who will not be educated. 


I was told this morning, since I entered this room, by a gentleman to whom I 
was introduced, that South Carolina always ikea te . of old, 
South Carolina wants to be in the front in the matter of public education, Itis 


for that reason we have come because we have not the 


w. some gentlemen from this were ed before a tte of the 
ouse of Representatives of Congress with 2 to the deepening of the har- 
bor at Charleston and the TEORA of harbor. That work is 
now going on under the ad 9 sol- 


city of 
ing ths harbor, and St vk to South Carolina et An for noe tense trade her 
commerce which she has so long needed; but, gentlemen, there isa need that 
South Carolina has not second even to the deepening of the harbor of her great 
metropolis, Great as are her resources, ee as her power is when fully 
70000 cus Marea Of hes SEPUR sae at ben power ie in the heaton of 
2 urpose we are here to ask the Government to give 
ng the brains of her people, and we do ask that we 
may have an opportunity of coming to the front and staying there, as one of the 
States of the Union, e peg erg share to the civilization and the pr 
of this great country, ani uth Carolina as one of the States of the 
Union, contribute her quota oi slo maketh the people of this whole country once more 
free, prosperous, happy, an 


I call the attention of the Senate to these because they 
demonstrate that on the part of the State of South Carolina there is really 


1886. 
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being a very earnest and energetic effortmade to educate the children of 
the State so far as can be done with the available revenues. I call spe- 
cial attention to the following statement made by Hon. J. H. Smart, 
then and for many years superintendent of public instruction of theState 
of Indiana, as that of one of the most distinguished educators of the 
country, and a Northern man whose associations have been such as to 
make him a conservative and reliable observer. Iam proud to claim 
him as a son of New Hampshire. 


ADDRESS OF J. H, SMART. 


ICKINSON, I now presenta tleman eminent as an educator,a friend 
ho is here to Sithe North. I refer to Hon. J. H. Smart, of 


N. Teachers’ 
spirit of the people of that country. 
Mr. SMART. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of . detain you 
Jans long anaoa to alate» Ruck ond Se Cees an es in reference to 
the of the reference 


ern States, and on one of these, taken last summer, I was from one ot the 

resorts in the State of to the railway station, a distance 

18 miles—a road frequently tra’ was 

33 visited by who owned his own team, letting 
t to hotel 


z 
8 
$ 
f 
F 
* 
3 
4 
: 
8 
3 
e, 
f 
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States?” “I can’t tell ; I think it is.” . 
Colquitt?” Oh, ;_ I think I voted for him. Is the man you spoke of a 
moment ago?“ No, he isnot the President of the United States.” Did you 
ever hear of eld?” “Oh, yes; he was hurt, wasn’t he; he wasshot, wasn’t 


you 
Now, this man, unable to read his ballot, is not a subject w di 


it is to 

obey, the sum of whose duties is found in the word obedience, heis 
a sovere and the is put into his hands, It has been put there by the 
mal gress. That man makes the law that governsme. Forty per cent., 


think in my own section of the country; that ought to 
7777... an yagi Se wh ang val poe but for the 
tection of the le of the North; that while we do not need it for our own 
— in vee to be able to take care of them ourselves, we need it because 
we from an t ballot, and we see danger in it, so that we our 
brethren the in asking to make an adequate 
appropriation in order that this great may be rooted out. 

Mr. M. A. Newell, then su tendent of public instruction for the 
State of Maryland, a very able gentleman, spoke as follows: 


.. . aaben ey dn special 
Mary: „E 


ou are y aware even now of mass that is 
ing upon tus not only in the South but in the Middle States and în the North. I 


can hardly more pointedly to your notice than by stating a few simple 
facts with to my own 

I have been at head of educational department of for four- 

successively, therefore I know all that I am to say of my 

year a million a for 


7 sixteen years of a 
a su , tolerably well endowed, the last census 
illiterates in the little State of Maryland. 


Now, sir, eens 2 ee if, after sixteen years of hard and honest 


wash out this black stain of ignorance, what 
and in Georgia and in Florida to deal 


Mr. Chairman, I am old-fashioned enough to think still that the State ought 
to do nothing t the private individual can do as well, and I am willing to 
carry it further, and to say that the National Government should do nothing 
that the State Government can do as well; but all history and all experience 
prove to us that the individual is not able to educate his children; he has never 
done it in the history of the world; the must come in and aid him in the 
work; and I think we have proved abundantly that in our Southern States, at 
all events, the State is not able to do the work of education. Therefore, I say it 
is the duty and the privilege of the National Government to come in and help 
the States to do that which they are willing but are not able to do. 


The above statement from the efficient superintendent of Maryland 
demonstrates not only the necessities of his own and other States, but 
the farther fact that even with the prolonged school year an immense 
outlay is required to increase the accommodations that the surplus 
school population now not reached at all may be brought in. 

Hon. D. F. De Wolf, superintendent for Ohio, spoke thus for Ohio and 
the central Western States: 

Mr. De Wor. Ge there is one point that I should like to speak of for 
the State of Ohio, and I think fer the central and Western States. I have min- 
gled with these for {forty years; was with them during the great strug- 
gie that resulted in the reconstruction, so called, of the Southern States. Those 

weres to the doctrines that were embodicd in that reconstruction 

— on the Southern States a large body of voters. 

ity of imposing upon that section of the country and 
bod I do not know but that they did 


ities. 

Rey. Dr. A. D. Mayo, of Massachusetts, who is as well informed upon 
this subject as any man living, next addressed the committee. Dr. 
Mayo is well known throughout the country. His views have been ex- 
pressed on many occasions, and they are those probably of the largest 
and perhaps the most accurate observer in the Northern States upon 
this matter of the school condition of the people of the South. 
brethren have 


to form i 


better 

the South, when he says that the illiteracy of the Southern 
appalling. By this I do not wish to say that the leading classes 

are an ignorant people. I find them there a very culti- 
vated people; I find a people equal to any people in the world; I find as aciass 
the white people of the South are fully up to the pore heeded State in the Union 
in natural ow and force; but the condition of illiteracy which exists seems 
to me absolutely appalling. And one little point I wish to call your attention to 
here: Not nag Se illiteracy confined to the colored e and the poor 
white there is „unless ing can be done soon, that 
great of the chi the better classes of white people in the South 
53 be plunged into 


illiteracy. 
o class in the South suffered so much from the effects of the war as the re- 
le in the South, and to-day there are hun- 
thern States, 


n ignorance. Perhaps 

T it should lose what it 
— While blacks the rer whites are really better off in ed- 
affairs before, the children of the better lasses of 


illiteracy it seems to me utterly idle to speak of 
elementary education afforded by the State. 
no private system of schools can meet the exigency. 
of which includes the training of 

teachers, proper school-houses, and everything of this kind, in order to meet 


has forced itself very constantly on my attention, which has 
well acquainted with the con- 
countries, and I have no hesita- 


„so persistent, 

solutely heroic been made by any le for the ed of the children as by 
the leadin: ß 

y, within ten years every one of these Southern States has put on its 

; practically, within this time every dis- 

someth: that can be called a school. 


cers, of oy ee! of p 
the most forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted schon pee now in 
oing so much 


at them as we look at every people in the world, I believe that the limit 
is F 
education, and there seems to be just * put on the ground a 
system s negro and to the poor 


about money eno 
of schools which, while it is an improvement to 
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white man, is eren / unsatisfactory and insufficient for the leading class of 
the white population of the South; in other words the introduction of the pub- 
lic-school system has broken down the old-fashioned system of education by 
which the white people obtained their help, and has introduced an inefficient 
8. 8 that a multitude of these people really have no good place to educate 

e ren, 

Let me illustrate the state of things: Here is a town or a district that has a 
thousand dollars, all told, for school purposes; with that thousand dollars that 
district can establish an insufficient school for three or four months in the E 
with an inexperienced teacher, in an insufficient school-house; a school which is 
notsatisfactory to the best le, which can not do the work that should be done. 
That is the course of things all over the Southern States, in cities, in country, 
towns, and in the country districts, and the crying want through all that country 
is that what these people now have shall be supplemented by enough to put a 
good school system at once on the ground. 

We must remember, gentlemen, that nine men out of ten in the South never 
saw what we calla g public elementary school. The thing that isn 
is to put for oao gran for two years, for three years, in every district throug 
that country a ool that will be a fair representative of a public school, that 
the people can see it; and once having seen it and oyen its benefits they never 
will give it up again. Now, it is 3 impossible for the average school au- 
thority to get the money to put such a school on the ground. Give to that man 
another $500, another $1,000, and at once, without wearing himself out with im- 
portunity, he can put on the und the school that the people need; a school 
that, instead of being a school that satisfied ly, is a school that satisfies 
everybody; and once having seen that school for one year, for two years, for 
five years, for ten years, that people will be stimulated to great exertions and 
will never give it up. 

Let me illustrate this by one spectacle which I saw which will put you in full 
possession of this point. The little city of 9 N. 2 has about four 
thousand people. Up to a year ago that city had no ool in it which was sat- 
isfactory to any portion of the white inhabitants of the city; it hada poor public 
colored school under the county authorities. 

Six months ago a few of the enterprising citizens of that city were able to put 
into operation a thorough white graded oo]. By the aid of the Peabody fund 
they were able to secure an expert for a teacher, so that school took all the chil- 
dren in the town. Four hundred children were put into a good school-house, 
graded and organized; over them was put an expert „and at once it was 
shown to everybody in that town what could be done witha graded school. 
I visited that town one day, and it was like going to a town that was under the 
effect of a religious revival; everybody was in a state of delightful excitement; 
everybody was asking me to see the school; people were coming from all parts 
of the country to see it, and just because the agent of the Peabody fund could 
come in with his thousand dollars and give to that school the expert which 
made it what it was, The battle was won, the thing was done, everybody was 
satisfied, and the whole region around about was being instructed and brought 
up to that work. 

Such schools in county towns mean good schools in the country districts. 
What we ask of you, gentlemen, is to give to these school authorities e where 
through the South money enough to supplement what they are now doing; so 
instead of an insufficient school, as they have now, they can put on the und 
at once a good school, which will satisfy the people, which will confirm them in 
their desire to sustain education, and which will give them a fair understanding 
of the benefits of the institution. 

Now, gentlemen, just one word more and Iam done, I fully concur from my 
observation in all that has been said on several points. First, the South needs 
this money at once. It is an urgent ease. Are you aware, gentlemen, that the 
average school life, reckoned by months, of the average boy east of the Allegha- 
nies is four years; the average school life of the Western boy, reckoned by 
months, is three years; the average school life of the white and colored school 
boy in the South is less than two years; the average school life of the average 
Southern boy isnot one year? 

This is the turnpike gate thro which these children are streaming, and 
while you are debating and consulting on the feasibility of different mcthods, 


generation neration, you may say, are Se 4 
wo is to be done should be done at once to meet great demand of the 
presen 


In the next place, money enough ought to be given to do the work nt once, 
If the roof of your house is on fire and you are obliged to put it out by carrying 
water in buckets it does no sort of to havea ladder that reaches to the sec- 
ond-story window. You are just as badly off as if you had no ladder. What 
you want is a ladder that reaches to the roof, that will take you up where the 
danger is. The school system of the South to-day does not reach the full mag- 
nitude of the difficulty. Give enough at once to enable the school authorities to 
put a good school on the ground everywhere, and the difficulty is met. 

One thing more, gentlemen. I am acquainted with the State superintendent 
of instruction, I believe, in every Southern State. I am acquainted with the 
State school board, I think, of every Southern State but two or three. I have 
studied with great care in the records of all those offices their methods of distri- 
bution of money. I believe there is no set of men in this country who are hand- 
ling a moderate amount of money with greater economy, with fidelity 
than these gentlemen, It seems to me it would be a great m ein distribut- 
ing such funds as you give to putintoeach of these Statesa dual administration. 
If that should be done, I believe that at once $100,000 or $200,000 of money would 
be thrown away, virtually, for supervision. I believe if there is any set of men 
in this country that can be trusted to administer a fund of $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 
in thirteen or fourteen States with fidelity it is the school authorities of those 
States, and therefore it seems to me that this money should go direct! 
children thro: the accustomed els, of course being guarded by all proper 
safeguards in the central power. 

Among the cities of the South, no city has done so much as the city of Charles- 
ton. I know all those cities. No city done so much with so little help asthe 
city of Charleston. We have to-day two resentative men with us. e have 
the mayor of Charleston, who represents W. has been done in that city. We 
have, in another citizen of Charleston, a young gentleman who is a fine repre- 
sentative of the kind of oone sonl men that we must rely on to do this work 
through the country. If your time and patience will panik it will give me 
piae pleasure to introduce to you the mayor of Charleston, Mr. William A. 

Sourtenay. 


Mayor Courtenay spoke as follows: 


Mr. COURTENAY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, having in view the great 
ressure upon your time, I can best show my appreciation of the honor you 


ve done my city by limiting what I have to say to a very brief statement of 


facts. 

I will say that about 5 years ago we commenced in Charleston the 
system of public schools which was then being spread over the country. There 
were in 1860, four large, substantial brick school build of modern construc- 
tion, to seat comfortably eight hundred pupils each, which in the 
then condition of our affairs was ample for the children that were then be 
educated. One of these buildings was destroyed by the fire of 1861, so that when 
wre Seamed Guc DAOL work in 19S oF 1808 6 bad thtes shoal balding aiik 
an average capacity of eight hundred seats, and we took the Shaw Memorial 
School into our public-school system, which had been erected in 1865, making 


the same number of school-houses and about the same number of comfortable 
sittings. We have made an equal division of those school-houses—two are for 
white children and two are for colored children—and there in the Morris street 
school (which is the largest colored school we have] eighteen hundred children 
packed into accommodations intended for eight hundred. 

That is our schoo! situation N We have been for five years levying asmall 
tax, and a new school building will be completed this year which will somewhat 
relieve the pressure, but we need really two or three more commodious buildings 
for school purposes, which we shall build in time when we can raise the money, 

Now, gentlemen, in addition to the tax which is common all over the State 
of South Carolina, a constitutional tax of two mills, Charleston has paid during 
these last fifteen years an additional tax of from one to one and a half mills for 
the purpose of giving accommodations such as we have to give in these very 
crowded school-houses to a portion of the children of the city. I need not teil 
you that what was intended to accommodate 3,000 children will not accommodate 
6,000, and that although there are over 4,000 children crowded into the schools, 
there are children who can not a place inside the school house to stand or sit, 
and are, therefore, not being educated. We have a very large city debt, and we 
have a large amount of charities to distribute every year, orphan houses and 
hospitals; the of the city government are very nearly as much as those 
of the State; we me reached the limit of taxation; and we look naturally to 
— puna * ss ent Soi 172 5 25 the assistan s ce s the city, the State, 

e South, an e country gen n illi and make some provision b; 
which this great trouble cas be oufed: 3 E 7 

I made a rough calculation hastily this morning without the data to make it 
accurate; but I assert here that the city of Charleston has paid for education over 
and above the State taxation since the close of the war somewhere between four 
and five hundred thousand dollars, and we will continue to do the best we can 
under any circumstances. But in view of the great burdens which are pressing 
upon us in many wart because of the want of . in our eity, and our 

charities, which take from fifty to seventy thousand dollars a year- nearly 
10 per cent. of the whole income—we feel that we can with some confidence come 
here and express our opinion in common with all other sections of the country 
for material and important aid. 

If the gentlemen of the committee will be kind enough, I should like my friend 
Mr. Bryan to occupy the remainder of my time. 


Mr. Bryan is a young, cultivated, and highly intellectual man, and 
seemed to be the embodiment of the better time which is to be. His 
remarks profoundly impressed the committee. He was an eloquent, 
vigorous young man, I suppose a truly representative man of the rising 
life of the Southern portion of our country. No man ever made a 
stronger, more vigorous, and more pathetic appeal for aid or for assist- 
ance of any description than did this young gentleman of great ability 
from Charleston, S. C. Any Senator who will read that and vote against 
this bill is less of a Senator than I think. 


Mr. Orr. Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan is a young gentleman who has been re- 
ferred to, the son of the United States district judge for South Carolina, 

The CHAIRMAN. We shall be happy to hear Mr. Bryan. 

Mr. Bryan. Mr. Chairman, I would hardly deem it in this presence, with so 
much gathered wisdom and experience, gropar for me to be heard here, were it 
not that e oe ures the committee mnow sonani re 1 La 
appeals an appeal me for years, young as I am, and one x 
the first in the mind and the heart of the youth of the South, The burden of this 
question, the shoulders upon whom it is to fall,are those of the youth of that 
Southern country, who now wish to control its destinies and who now, for weal 
or for woe, await the decision here at this Capitol. 

After what has been said by my friend Dr. Mayo, after what has been said b 
gentlemen from Massachusetts and from Indiana, after what has been said with 
regard to the State at large by my firend Colonel Thompson, I need hardly speak; 
and I would not speak but that I think by giving you a pictorial image of the 
city of Charleston in facts and figures, that concrete thing, I can show you that 
even municipal aid added to State aid, with all the agencies of private education, 
in an old community and aid coming from the city that doubles the State aid, 
still we stand appalled before a tide that we can not meet nor control. It is only 
because the city of Charleston is a representative community of the South and 
expresses the conditions of all those and in a more favorable way than 
the country districts, that I will give you the facts and the figures relating to that 
community, because those facts and figures will bring home the question in its 
reality and show really what is our necessity and our danger, 

That city is more favored because it has in it the seeds of a cultured society ; 
it has in it men of mighty powers from the past, and those men are there, and 
they think, and they feel, and they see what is upon us, It has in it not only 

„but men who have a sense of duty and men who have conscientiously 
risen to all the burdens of this occasion. 

Why, gentlemen, in 1860 the city of Charleston had an educational plan greater 
than any Southern city. It had a — of publie schools in which there were 
four thousand white Idren, besides large private schools, which fully met all 
the demands of that eity. To-day it has that same educational plan, and in those 
schools are four thousand children, two thousand white and two thousand col- 
ored. There is an equal division of the school facilities. To do that, the city of 
Charleston has to add to what the State revenue is for schools just as much again, 
It pays this year $72,000 in a city of 50,000, in which there are 23,000 whites and 
27,000 colored, the colored ing 3 per cent, of the tax. After we have raised 
the local tax, double what State gives, we find that we only have four thou- 
sand children in the schools; that is, we only have in schools what we had in 
1800 of whites. More can not enter the schools; they are packed. 

Gentlemen, the tax of a citizen of the city of Charleston to-day is 3.5 per cent. 
on every dollar of real and personal property. The city debt of the city of Charles- 
ton requires the levy of ten mills. Repudiation we can not fe to. There is 1 
= cent. levied in that city for the debt of the municipality. Then there is the 

tate debt. With these heavy burdens, by the census and by the report of the 
superintendent of schools of the city of we pay on a ratio one-third more 
than the city of Boston pays for its whole system of education, primary and 
classical. We pay to-day one-third more than the city of Boston does in the face 
of a debt of five millions upon the city of Charleston. 

Gentlemen, when his honor the mayor came to the control of that city in the 
same spirit of zeal and in the same interest that he overlooked all the depart- 
ments, we got at the facts and the figures, and he said it is the duty of the city, 
simply as a representative city of the South, and on behalf of all, to reveal to the 
country this terrible and appalling condition to say to them, here is a national 
calamity; it is common in its origin to the people of this country; it is equally 
common in its evils and in its effects. We thought, and the city of Charleston and 
all the men there think to-day, that the National Government alone can help 
us not to do for us, but simply help us in that which we can not do. If the tax 
goes above 3.5 . it is a dismemberment of society. We simply ask you 
to hold up our [Base gr Ae pelea or back t tide. Where it will 
sweep we know not, and I, in deference, do not think that all the wisdom 
here can here it will sweep. We ask you, do not let it overwhelm us 
and you. We thought and were led to believe that that Government which, 
under the power of the Constitution, has the right to provide for the public de- 
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fense referring to the time of war (for surely that was in the mind of the 
framers of the instrument) would come to our assistance in this time of ca- 


lamity. 

We were led to believe that that Government which, when the crisis came 
from the Mississippi Valley under the most awful deluge of the last five decades, 
sent immediately and wit! a day aid to those people asking for bread. We 
were led to believe that that same Government, Lene e ple, 
would send to a more hungry people, who, if unfed. worse will be the dis- 
aster, that bread of national life which they ask, We were led to 


the same 


believe that that Government which, in its 
e general welfare of the agricultural interests of this 
ter seeds in order that the labor of the 


uni 
what this thi means and what is threatened all the time; it is only because it 
—— unities 


ken. 
P think, I feel, in fact I know, that it is in the mind and the heart of the assem- 
bled representatives here from this land to help. Lam sure we have not eome and 
told our simple story in vain. We look ſor aid, and we expect it, and we trust that 
from of national aid shall come great and abundant ests that will 
overflow here in good government, in peace and prosperity years and years to 
come, 

Hon. B. G. Northrop, secretary of the board of education for Con- 
necticut, so well known for his life-long and very important services in 
the cause of education, in placing certain valuable statements before the 
committee urged an immediate appropriation. I read his remarks be- 
cause he is a New England man, and a representative man, as truly a 

resentative of the opinions and feelings of educators in that portion 
of the country as any man can be. 

Dr. Dicxixsox. Mr. 1 inng E Arad present Hon. B. G. Northrop, secretary 
of the board of education of the of Connecticut, 

Mr. Nonrnnor. I desire to Jay on your table, Mr. Chairman and gen 
of the committee, a paper „CCC CCC 
by ex-Governor Brown on the eve of his election to the an extract from 
the of Robert C. Winthrop at the Yorktown celebration, and in full a 

Rey. Dr, „bearing all entirely on this subject, And while I am 
up may I sa hen of the 


been Eon can not force schools on any community; schools must 

on public copa =s that . not exist.“ Pc me 
former argumen: ow I say ion proofs presen le- 
men from the South as to the interest, you have in that n on 

remarkable demonstration of the in taken the that ex-Governor 
Brown should make such a speech on the eve of election, and it is a more 
remarkable fact that on the basis of that ad 


cating free reser schools for all classes, 

the United States by so a majority. It demonstrates new era in the 
South. I think that if the of giving $15,000,000 for this object is carried out 
now it will be worth more ,000,000 will be twenty years hence. The case 


nbc ake! dee tyr xcs er eee thin th ? This 
ject was advocated ably before our association at its meeting in New York, one 
ear ago, by ex-Senator Patterson, now the superintendent of education in New 
8 He advocated then that the money should be distributed byalarge 
number of Federal officers in all the States. met but one dissent at that 
meeting a year ago; that is to say, a majority of this association to favor 
his plan, but one objecting. At this meeting every member of the 

has expressed his views in favor of the plan of distributing the money through 
existing local officers, We are a unit on that point. 


The resolution of the Connecticut State board of education referred 
to is as follows: 

‘air pea Shen eee ee eee nes apace Ree y of free 
insti ms, an great disproportionate burden w! pro- 
ia wy for universal a, would impose = 3 8 

s expresses its conviction that perative dui 
National Government to extend to those States in which the 75 


danger of illi are greatest such pecuniary aid as shall enable them to 
Lide that all the children and youth within their borders shall receive at 
an elementary education, 

The State board of education has formally expressed its hearty 
the sentiments of the above resolution, and its earnest hope that the 
of Connecticut in the National Congress and elsewhere may be exerted in favor 
of the adoption of some equitable and efficient means for the accomplishmen: 
the end proposed.” 


The following letter is in reply to one addressed to Colonel Rogers, 
superintendent of public schools of New Orleans, by myself, in which, 
mentioning the fact that Dr. Bicknell, one of the most able, active, 
and earnest advocates of national aid to public schools, had understood 
him tosay that he should not know what to do witha large sum if he 
had it, and that it might be lost or stolen, I requested him to t 
his wlews in fall the publication. 1 ask the Reccotaxy 60 send ile an- 
swer. He has given his life to this work in Louisiana. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New ORLEANS, March 6, 1884. 


DEAR Sır: Your favor of the 3d instant is just to hand, and I hasten to reply. 

My friend Colonel Bicknell has evidently mistaken my views in regard io 
national aid for education. Ourconversation upon the subject was fragmentary 
and ofa character, So far as I can recall the words used by me they 
had no reference to the main issue, but were incidental to a feature of the sub- 
ject, designed to show the necessity for a cautious, well-regulated, 
expenditure of a large sum of money in a large ee school 


dren 
r nfluences. I certainly never intended to intimate, 
directly or indirectly, that if any part of this national aid was to be expended 


in Louisiana by our State and city authorities it would, by reason of such form 
of disbursement or indeed for an be w: or stolen.” 


for past con- 


persons who are familiar with the situation, 
educational work I know of no difference of conclusion as to the necessity of aid. 
You are furnished with the statistics of illite: It is not u to re 
them here. They are not mythical. who are engaged in the work of 
education know that illiteracy is a present factor, and that statistics simply re- 
veal antes much is done or not done, and how insufficient are the means at our 
command, 

Our school population in New Orleans between 6 and 18 years of age was 
61,456 by census of 1880, For the yearclosing December31, 1881, the whole num- 
ber of pupils enrolled in our public schools was 24,401; average daily attend- 
ance, 1 5 ee dig oe 17,027. Our school population has increased, while 
school attendance diminished. For the current re our total enrollment 
will not exceed 17,000, and ouraverage attendance will fall short of 13,000 pupils. 
Estimating the number of children in private and ial schools in this city 
at 10,000, and the number over 12 years of age who are engaged in some in- 
dustrial pursuit at 10,000—a large estimate—and there are about 36,000 children 
and young persons of educable years who are not in any school, of whom about 
26,000 can not be accounted for as either attending school or industriously em- 
ployed. Weare confronted with the fact that instead of overtaking ignorance, 
as it exists among the young persons in our midst, we are losing ground, and 
that to an alarming extent, since not only do we not keep pace with thein- 
crease in our population, but our school attendance has steadily declined, 

The chief cause of this attendance arises from the insufficie: of 
our school revenue. For the proper care and instruction of an 5 of 
17,000 children, including cost of supervision, instruction, buildings, supplies, 
&e., we need an annual expenditure of $270,000. This implies a session aine 
or ten months, necessary in a city , yearly salaries of employés, &c. Our 
entire revenue, from all sources, 
restriction and curtailment 


d 
have not been paid for two or three months of the year, and have held our 
school system together by their unrequited labors during that period, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I challenge the history of the world to 
produce a fact more honorable to humanity than the noble self-deyo- 
tion of this body of instructors of youth, or more disgraceful toa great 
people than the neglect of both State and nation which rendered their 
Werlte necessary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Notwithstanding the fact that the city of New Orleans haas entered upon a pros- 
perous era, those who control its finances maintain that they are giving as much 
to education as can be spared from the general revenues, do not propose to 
question the correctness of their statement or the wisdom of their policy. I only 
know that we do not get enough, and that those who make the appropriations 
say they can not give us more. I know also that it follows from this want of 
money that our schools are not doing all the work which they might otherwise 
do, and that more and more children are growing up in ignorance and idleness, 
with stronger inducements to immorality and vice. 

We have between three thousand and four thousand colored children in our 
public schools. They share equally with the white children in the privileges of 
education. They are instruct broomipetens teachers, have buildings, and 
their condition is as favorable to their p: as any other of pupils, The 
city government has not been able, since the war, to increase the amount appro- 

in former years to one race only, and as the colored people pay but a 
small part of the cost of education, it follows that the colored papia the schools 
are mainly at the expense of the whites, and that children of the 
whites have been put on short allowance to make provision for the other class, 

I know of no feeling 9 to the education of the negro. On the con- 

inion, so far as I can ju in favor of ex 8 
fairest oppor tics. The kindly spirit which 
relation of the two races in this city and State extends to their 


respective schools, There are no contentions or animosities. Teachers of 
equal ane are sent sometimes to the schools for colored pupils, or, again, to 
the w. 


ites, and I know of no hardship to which the colored pupils are exposed, 
by means of insufficient funds, in which the whites do not query. share. 

We do need aid for public education in the ay of New Orleans, and 
if we had the money we could make good use of it. I believe if its distribution 
was intrasted to our State and authorities it would be wisely expended for 
the equal benefit of all classes conditions of our school population, 

The 5 could be st: ened and enlarged. Additional schools 
could be o in portions of the city where they are much needed. The city 
school board has had before it for some time past applications from remote sec- 
tions of the city asking for school privileges where none exist for either white 
or black children. No but the want of funds has prevented the board from 
complying with the Even under our purely voluntary school attend- 
ance, I believe thatseveral thousand pupilscould Monet, within three months, 
added to ourschool attendance if means could be provided for their efficient sup- 

rt, and I think it would follow therefrom that the usefulness and influence of 
the schools would steadily increase, so that we would be able to reduce the bulk 
— illiteracy by permanent progress in the intelligence and virtue of all classes 


0 2 

So far as the condition of public ‘education in Louisiana, outside of New Or- 
leans, is concerned, it seems to me of even greater importance that we should 
have outside assistance if we propose to make any advance in overtaking illiter- 
acy. The total school poe of the State is 273,345. From the last published 
report of State S intendent E. H. Fay, the attendance in all the public schools 
of the State, including the parish and city of Orleans, in 1880, was: Whites, 
31,642; colored, 22,670; total, 54,312, or less n 20 per cent. of the school popu- 
lation, Outside of New Orleans, in 57 parishes, there were 819 schools with 
16,326 white children and 17,075 colored children. The average salary of teachers 
was $25.62 per month. Six parishes reported, No schools for want of funds,” 
Nineteen parish boards report a session of 3 months or less, The aggregate of 
all months reported from all the parishes was 144. á 

For 1881 there was an increase in the whites and a decrease in the num- 
ber of colored pupils. The last islature, 1882 (we have biennial sessions), 
appropriated one mill on the dollar for public education, Uponan assessed val- 
uation of the pro; of the State of $200,000,000, this would give, if all col- 
lected, $200 00. nder the State constitution and legislative enactments this 
schoo! fund is charged with certain fie appropriations aggregating about 
$90,000, all of which must be ore any sum can be given to free public 
schools. After these deductions and allowing for the non-collection of taxes, 
we estimate the amount allowed for free public education at about 31 cents per 
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capita on school population. The amount is too smail, and we are looking to 

the next session of the May next, for a more liberal policy. 
Nevertheless, we are not confident any very great ur school 

appropriations. Aconstitutional to be voted by the may be 


and population 
of the two races are such that a system of publie instruction which i 1 intended 
to meet the wants of the entire educable ulation, and which shall be sustained 
the is beyond all present pos- 


imposed with consent of the people. 


It could not be collected, . authorized, without breaking down every industry. 
and virt ually confiscatin; property of every planter and merchant in the 
State. To fe give six mon pre avin m to 200,000 ä 


nal aid do 4 — Louisiana? 


1 . 


the 
to know something of 
habits of order —— 
room. 

When 
classes—the 
„67S useful, honorable, and 


Without education, fader have unskilled labor, a discontented class of society, 
thriftless, brutal passionsand 
by fanaticism or demagogism, to hurl against — eres 
institutions of the country a compact . gen powe: voting oe 
ready holds the balance of power between the two great political parties of the 
count 
bee period in F manten a 
terest subject of education than 2 time. 

conceded the 


by the 1 ublic men State. The subject enters 
rag fager rarei canvass, An educational society has 
ee already has a of leading mer- 
chants and representatives of all trades and pro 
have been established thro tthe State. The tal e of the 
peri Pag emg to all classes of children without 


of 
race, T.... VENN SON to secure for public 
3 Weir! of the resources of the but I that the most 


sanguine friend of public education can not hope change the fig- 
ures of illiteracy, . r of the State, 
without the use of more abundant means than can be now drawn the gov- 
7... in thie DONO of public and pri- 
Asking to be excused for the length of this communication, I remain, dear sir, 
Yours, respectfully, : 


WILLIAM O. ROGERS, 
Superintendent Public Schools New Orleans. 


Hon. H. W. Bram, 
United States Senate, 

Mr, BLAIR. On Saturday, February 16, 1 a joint session of the 
Senate and House committees having in charge subject of national 
aid to schools was held in theroom the Senate Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 


Dr. Orr and a committee of the superintendents of public instruc- 
tion of the States, Dr. Thomas W. Bicknell, president of the National 
Educational Association; Professor Painter, and others, com oe s a 
committee of the department of superintendence of the National 
cational Association, were present, and addressed the committee for 


four hours. 
The proceedings are published in Senate Miscellaneous Document 
a 55, Forty-eighth ee 
I respectfully refer to these addresses voting the universal 


sentiment of all parts of the country, and coming from some of our 
ablest, D Taan and ee men, e express busi- 
ness it is to know whereof they speak, deploring — 
tional evil of popular ignorance, demonstrating the ajdo pait Fa 
aid, and „ not to say demanding, as our first duty, its be- 
stowal as the only adequate source of relief. It is impossible to at- 
tempt even a synopsis here of what they said. 

Permit me here to add the memorial of the American Social Science 
Association, than which the opinion of no body of men whatever is 
more entitled to respect by the American Congress or the American 


people. 
American SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, December 28, 1882. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The American Social Science Association, impressed with the danger involved 
in the existence of a number of illiterate voters in the of this 
3 as revealed in the last f 

3 no yof the States are a 
believing a Government resting on suffrage of rept 
can not preserve itself from corrupt influence nor —.— a A Man 8 Sones of 


freedom erally diffused among all classes of voters; and 
further bel: * to R the —— power of Congress mae —— 
the 2 — of 


in this manner for the safety of the olen and 

the freedmen an especial ob ion upon the Government to qualify 
of the new duties devolved upon them, tts | weed 

nestly À Sad that your 88 money raised tro take oe audefficiant measures to to 


the common schools of the States and Ter ere with local effo; rath 
stimulate the same and render them more ; said mone ‘tobe distrib. 
uted under — secure their application to herein 


Pre by order of the Ameri: Social counc 
an parod asi ol can Science Association by the il 
4 P FRANCIS WAYLAND, President, 

waa F. B. SANBORN, Secretary. 


These petitions are yar, up in the way that petitions are gotten 
up for a new highway. They are signed by men whose signatures are 
meant to indicate responsibility. 

Rev. Dr. Curry, the general agent of the trustees of the Peabody 
fund, whose services to the country in the discharge of a great trust 
R mg its benefactors, has addressed 
a memorial to the I take this means of placing more 
conspicuously 88858 Be the Senate and the public. Iam ata loss to com- 
2 the ia wick can refuse the assistance to edu- 
cate the classes for whom Dr. Curry, in his representative and personal 
VVV I ask the Secretary to 
read i 


The Secretary read as follows: 


— of te niied — 
nited States in Congress assembled : 


Beie Sag general agent of the Peabody education fund, would re- 
y represen 
Pos ie Be LE, 1880, the trustees of the Peabody education fund submitted a 
memorial to on“ the vital necessity of national aid for the education of 
the colored ms apnoea arene a eer y of the great 
of colored who are growing up to be voters under the Constitution of 
the United States.” They accom the: Dye reper’ whith had 
by a committee of their body, consisting of Hon. Alexander H. 
. 8. Chief- orrison 


R. Waite, noe Ohio, and Hon. Will- 


in public co 

is | ‘The census of 189) exposes a fearful amount of ilitera 8 
might have expected, for an ob ——— ee argely 

portionately, in the lately slaveholdin; piper Area S — 
negroes were not ed Since the aboli „ 
man would undo—the Fe although jo and self-sacrificing 
efforts in that as all familiar with her Lasse) eee 
could have 5 e eee education for her people. history 
2 ont ue eee n 3 of exalted ready adaptation 
no exhibition of these supe- 


3 color, or 
See pe ae Se pe interest in the 
ization. The credit due to an impor. 


in the T N a 


se Bou N 
to sustain 
eee hn or pre- 
ve liberal and prompt aid from the 


This aid should mag ee in co-o tion with the school systems of the 
States. in detalis, bu but generally copied from the 
which as in the No are the outgrowth of the convictions of Kar 


and newspapers 
; Leg and advocates of free 


ple are wil 
to adopt improved methods of 


ction and 


bly most extensive uaintance with school officers in South 
by any man in the Union, acquired intercourse with them, I make 
bold to affirm that no departmen have better qualified,more 


r success in making edles universal is not severe Federal saperia; 
subordination of State schools to central authority, but a well-guarded and ade- 
quate appropriation of i monie money. 

or — 5 the illſteracy your honorable — r to the 
latest census returns and 8 compilations of school statistics, need not to 
be informed. On the dangers of this illiteracy it would be s 
large. eee wernments is and 


igent self-government. The mere possession of 
power by the people is no rance ernment. Civil 
vernment can dispense with arbitrary restraints and wit sical power; 


go phy 

can allow the possession and yment of personal liberty just in so fur as the 

citizens impose, voluntarily and Rar ok bert mr pon themsel 

governments, governments of 3 ople and by the people: allowing and se- 

curing the measure of individual freedom, are compatible only with pop- 

ular education. It is idle to hope for free government or republican institutions 
from free schools. 


From the act ot the Continental on the 20th of May tn 1785, for the dis- 


‘ition of the ceded by Virginia er States, to t 
the United States is committed to the principle that “ —— 8 
only safe and stable basis for popular! and tothe of using 
ment pro} in aid of public schools. was a and duty in the 
Lamond has now an imperative obligation. The general argument for Con- 


We he negroes. As is stated in the report to which attention 
called. the production of the pen of an honored and venerable statesman of Vire 
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8 " exoeptional elass of our population, “andas such haye pecul- 
the justice and bounty of the Federal Government, 

Their 1 did eee voluntaril: . to better their 

condition, as come the immigrants who by thousands are locking to our 
shores. They were brought fercibly as sla ves and were held as 3 to the 
Revolution by the connivance and direct action of the mother country and under 
the authority ofthelawsofallthe States. When the war for closed 
slavery existed 3 all the Colonies. The — Constitution —— the 


is but half comp en with votes in 
left without edu ” ‘The new citizens need to be made to comprehend the 
duties of citizenship, to be taught the nature and benefits of the political rights 
they enjoy. From manumission and enfranchisement there is on the 


ted the attention of Congress to 
tea torr pies ventions, religious 
assemblages, ar press, a citizens swell the demand for immediate 
and effective measures of 
Itseems each 


ve, arouses more the 


then 
the illiteracy of citizens. Fortunately the the remedy 
is = your 


Your petitioner earnestly invokes roun intelligent and continuous attention 
to the dangers which come from so much illiteracy, and trusts that prompt 
and adequate to meet the emergency, will be had before your = 


RICRMOND, VA., May 17, 1882. 
Mr. BLAIR. I may add as a recent ion from Dr. Curry, the 


expressi 
agent of the Peabody fand, what he says in a letter: 


A letter before me from one of the best scholars and most active school men 
in the South says: “The argument is unanswerable. Here we stand face to 
face with the necessity. Allover this State the taxes 5 


not be made to suffice for the education of both white and colored; the ut- 
most good-will, the resources are deficient. N. but national aid can solve 
the problem, and without it there is great danger the effort may be aban- 


doned in despair.’ 

That Ags is unspeakably im this Congress adjourns 
without the ai „677... ape vem yy wry TE a 
country, save our land. 


es which 
follow- 


‘Tue Union LEAGUE CLUB, e February 10, 1882. 
Setter Sm: The erst yet report was accepted and appended resolution 


nanimously a regular meeting of ee Unies Le — 
the 9th of February, 1882. 
oi XS request you to present them to Congress, as being the respectful petition 
this clu! 
Very few subjects equal in that of elevating the illiterate voters 
in the United States to the condition required forthe proper enjoyment and pro- 
tection of universal 


... aca cae a py Ser ny pnb 
ulation en fer oy A 
South. Those 


whites, over 22 
cent.; colored, 69.5. In many of the States means for are con- 
The . t of educati: "ead —.— it ability to sto 

want oi on consequen! as 
rotectthe voter from fraud, vio! and our free institutions 
rom peril, have caused the introduction into the Senate of United States of 
s bill sat ag “A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com 
mon schoo 

he Secretary of the Interior, through the Bureau of Education, is charged 
with the administration of the act, aided by a commissioner in each State, to be 
appointed by the President by and with e advice and consent of the Senate, 
commissioner thus appointed is to act in co-operation with the State author- 
ities in which he is located. In Territories this er is charged with 


the application of it directly to the purposes va 8 is compre- 
hensive as well as FT 
— seit required for ulating sluggish of the States into the req- 


vity. 
The condition of the Treasury, with a a a surplus, tempting to use- 
less schemes of extravagance, would seem a favorable timo for the adoption 
of a measure to secure the enlightenment of the uneducated and the safety of 
our republican form of government. 


The Constitution, in ress terms, provid 
United States shall 3 to each State br che U Union a repub) 
government.“ The powers necessary 
—. are therefore an By the actof t a 
y of illiterate men have been suddenly raised from the condition of chattels 
into eR aps of freemen and voters, without cathe extraordina for the high duty 


8 6 im on the Gen Gov- 
ernment the immediate duty of seeing that the rep’ form ayer Senn 
by the two evils of i and violence shall be preserved. The 
pro par ford wee ee are sists in such a wide diffusion of the benefits and bles 
gs of education as will the requisi! ligence and patriotism. 
; eee of political reform recommend the adoption of the following 
resolution. 
GEO, B. BUTLER, Chatrma: 
S. M. BLATCHFORD, — 


That the Union League Cl roves of the scope and ob- 
of Ae habit tnt Introduced into the Senate * the Ache United take States by the Hon. HENRY 
BLAIR, of the State of New — — entitled “A bill to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary 8 of —— schools,“ and that the president 
and secretary of the club be affix their names to this report and reso- 
lution as being the respectful Leena m of the club to the — ot the United 
States in favor of the passage of the bi 
We have the honor to be, very 


We 


8 In., Secretary, 
R. . 
To the Hon. WARNER MILLER. bake 


I wish to say, as bearing upon the expression of popular feeling and 
opinion on this subject, that I have here a large number of data of me- 
morials which themselves are so large that, if all printed, I suppose the 
world would not contain the books they would make, as was said on 
another occasion. It seems almost trifling with the time of the Senate 
to accumulate this mass of evidenceof popular feeling to be inserted in 
the RECORD. It is here, and it is ready to be if anybody 
should ever conceive the thought that there is no expression of the gen- 
eral popular, and that the best popular, sentiment on this subject. 
The iar, sp an imperfect list of the petitions and memorials 
praying for aid for the common schools on the basis of illiteracy: 
Citizens of Romney, W. Va. 
One h citizens of 


Citizens of — West Vi 
Citizens of Wayne County, ag 
Citizens of ia Coun 


Barmi aen ty, West Virginia. 
‘elegram Saratoga educational convention, 
Citizens of Blount County, A 
Tu County, Alabama, 
Citizens of Baldwin County, Alabama. 
Citizens of Colbert County, Alabama. 
Citizens of Fa; County, Alabama. 
Citizens ot Fa: County, Alabama. 
Citizens County, Alabama. 


II. 
Memorial of the National Educational Association. 
Memorial of the State officers and nearly every prominent citizen in the State 


Ohi 
or and city o! of Portsmouth, N. H. 
T zens of Grafton Count Hampshire. 
Citizens of New 3 
Prominent citizens o! 3 — —.— bie pa 
—— of 1 of Johns Ho; versity 

emorial of the American Social 
. of Merrimack County, New Hampshire. 
Petition of the faculty of University, of Louisiana. 
Petition citizens of 


Iowa. 

Resolutions of the Louisiana 

Memorial of the Union League Club, New York. 

Petition of citizens of e ps ay County, Pennsylvania. 

Petition of citizens of Saint Louis, ao 

Petition of citizens of Monroe City, II 

Resolutions of Teachers’ Institute if South Carolina, 

I have collected citations from high authorities, and historical illus- 
trations, bearing upon the necessity of education, especially in a re- 
public. They are from anthors of other nations as well as our own. 
Many of them are of high literary merit. are good reading. I 
will read a few of them. Before proceeding to do so, I wish to make 
one statement as bearing on the interests of education in our Southern 
States by reason of the liberation of the colored people. The histor- 
ical example nearest our shores, that of the liberation of the blacks in 


wT 
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the British West India colonies, might well be adduced, and should be 
instructive to us. There the British Government, more considerate, 
perhaps, than our own, gave pecuniary compensation to the extent of 
about $100,000,000, if I remember correctly, to the owners of the 
emancipated slaves. No provision, however, was made for the educa- 
tion and the elevation of the colored people. They have had freedom 
80 far as it could exist under the British constitution, and they have 
had degeneracy and demoralization accompanying it. Without wast- 
ing time to depict the causes of the social condition and industrial con- 
dition of those people, I will state one fact whichis significant of almost 
everything else that could be said, that such is the social degradation 
of that people that most social ties are disregarded, poverty is univer- 
sal, and over 60 per cent. of the annual increase of the population is 
illegitimate. Let me quote from the American Cyclopedia, volume 


15, page 17: 


six y and a provision to pay the masters 
pee grd d ia Eag ree py Fone y. ihe ived the royal t August 

e house o „and receiv: e royal assent Au 
The day fixed for emancipation wa’ August at 
with the l 


It ought to be known and is known that like causes produce like 
effects. Itiswell known to those who have taken pains to be informed 
by evidence coming to them, though they may never have been in the 
Southern States themselves, and I have some personal observation that 
has instructed me, so that I am convinced of the fact, that the general 
condition of the colored on in very much the larger geographic 
8 of the South is growing worse rather than better. The col- 
ored population when disciplined by their former legal status were 
much more industriously inclined than the youthful colored population 
that is now growing up. The colored youths now are not so quiet and 
good-nat and easily managed and tractable a race of men as the 
Northern people are inclined to think. I believe that they are rapidly 
becoming demoralized, an idle, thriftless population, with a tendency to 
violence, and likely to become a source of as much danger to the United 
States as a population like this described in Jamaica can be. They in- 
crease much more rapidly from natural causes than does the white 
population. 

y the last census it is shown that they increase 7 per cent. more 
rapidly than does the white population of the whole country from 
immigration and births combined. While increasing in numbers, in 
my belief they are not improving in condition. In twenty-five years 
from now this Southern colored population, unless something is done 
to restrain, improve, and elevate them, are quite likely to be a source 
of violence and of turmoil in this country. Those who think other- 

ise, I mare rua Wel find themselves profoundly mistaken, and it is 
well enough to be instructed by historical er when they exist. 

I can not take the time of the Senate a great length in reading the 
citations from eminent men which I have made; but I will read a few 
in regard to national education. Macaulay in his speech on education 
uses this language: 

NATIONAL EDUCATION, 


This, then, is my argument, It is the duty of government to protect our per- 
sons and property from danger. The gross ignorance of the common bated sy 
a principal cause of danger to our persons and property. Therefore it is the duty 
of the government to take care the common people not be grossly 


Another great authority says: 
When we see Fee cay measures, which are excellent in themselves, fail 
nof an orant people, we at first feel irri 


p 
ercise of authority, has taken no steps to the minds of the people, to 
dis their canidence—cur indignation 9 
disdainful leaders.—Jeremy 


Let me give further citations: 

Ignorance causes poverty. 

By diminishing productive capacity, and therefore wealth. 

Intelligence is ost powerful factor in industrial effici The intelligent 
is more useful than the unintelli, a (a) 2 Jegat u far 
shorter apprenticeship * * *. (b) Because he can do his work with little or no 
su tendence * +$, (c) Because he is less wasteful of materials 


S Because he readily learns to use machinery, however delicate or intricate. — 


By hindering improvement. 


In some parts of the country the 1 of the people of almost everythin: 


beyond their huts and potatoes and pigs, their entire lack of ial sense an 
t, — progressive spirit which advancement in 
education * Aap to bring, 8 been one of the greatest hindrances to the 
progress o country. 
and to indole i , dist: and dis- 
MA TU FUN GENTO, EMEA A IA 
II. Ignorance causes poverty. è 
Illustration from Scotland and Ireland in 1800-10: 
I am persuaded that the extreme profligacy, improvidence, and mise hich 
are so prevalent among the 8 jn . ——— are c by be 


ascribed to the want of education. In proof of this we need only cast our eyes 
on the condition of the Irish, compa! with that of the peasantry in Scotland, 
Among the former you behold nothing but beggary, wretchedness, and sloth; 
in Scotland, on the contrary, under the disadvantages of a worse climate and 
more unproductive soil, a degree of decency and comfort, the fruit of sobriety 
and industry, are conspicuous among the lower classes. And to what is this dis- 
pally. in their situation to be ascribed, except to the influence of education? In 

reland the education of the poor is miserably neglected; very few of them can 
read, and they grow up in a total ignorance of what it most befits a rational 
creature to understand ; while in Scotland the establishment of free schools in 
every parish, an essential branch of the ecclesiastical constitution of the country, 
brings the means of instruction within the reach of the rest, who are there 
inured todecency, industry, and order. Robert Hall’ s Works, I. 201, 202. (1810.) 


II. Ignorance causes demoralization, 
Illustration from Rome: 


But we must look beyond the political institutions of Rome, and seek in her 
social condition the p mary causes of the fall of the republic. * * * There 
was no union of the different classes of society in common interests and sympa- 
thies,nor any adequate gradation of classes to balance their relative forces. 
Without a middle c industrious, orderly, progressive, and contented, societ; 
was broadly into the rich and the poor. And in the later days of the republic 
both were corrupted. The rich became more covetous and ng. © 

The poorer classes were no less demoralized as citizens and depositaries of po- 
litical power. Pauperized by bounties of grain; corrupted by bribery; debased 
by barbarous and brutal entertainments; tainted with the vices of slavery ; 
without lated industry; disunited by the confusion of many nationalities ; 
and unsettled by incessant wars and revolutions, eer, were wanting in all the 
elements of asound democracy.—May's Democracy in Europe, I, pages 225, 226, 227, 


Illustration from France: 


The peasants, suffering from want and resenting the oppression of the feudal 
lords, rose in great numbers in different parts of France (in 1353); they burned 
many castles, murdered the owners, and committed the most frightful outrages 
upon women and children, * * * and in later times the pig eee wereto 
be revealed in excess no less monstrous and unnatural,—May's ‘acy in Eu- 
rope, II, pages 91,92. See also, Taine’s Ancient Régime, pages 374-380, 


II. 4. Poverty causes demoralization. 
Illustration from Rome. 


The mind itself can scarcely comprehend the wide range of the mischief—how 
constant poverty and insult ong endured, as the natural portion of a d ded 
caste, bear with them to the sufferers something yet worse than pain, whether 
of the body or the feelings; how they dull the understanding and poison the 
morals; how ignorance and ill-treatment combined are the parents of universal 
suspicion; how from oppression is produced habitual cowardice, breaking out 
when occasion offers into merciless cruelty ; how slaves become naturally liars ; 
how they, whose condition denies them all noble enjoyments, and to whom 
looking forward is only despair, plunge themselves, with a brute’s recklessness, 
into the lowest sensual pleasures; how the domestic circle itself, the last sanc- 
tuary of human virtue, becomes at len; corrupted, and in the place of natural 
affection and parental care, there is to be seen only selfishness and unkindness, 
and no other anxiety on the part of parents for their children than that they 
may, by fraud or by violence, prey in their turn upon that society which they 
have found their bitterest enemy. Evils like these long working in the heart 
of a nation render their own cure im ible; a revolution may execute judg- 
ment on one generation, and that perhaps the very one which was beginning to 
see and to repent of its inherited sins; but it can not restore life to the moral) 
dead; and its ill success, as if in this line of evils no curse should be wanting, is 
pleaded by other oppressors as a defense of their own iniquity and a reason for 
perpetuating it forever.—Arnold’s Rome, volume II, page 19. 


Illustration from the No-Popery Riots of 1780: 


Ido not know that I could find in all history a stronger proof [than the No- 
Popery Riots of 1780] of the pro tion that the ignorance of the common peo- 
ple makes the rty, the limbs, the lives of all classesinsecure. Without the 
shadow of a ce, at the summons of a madman, a hundred thousand peo- 
ple rise in insurrection. During a whole week there is anarchy in the greatest 
and wealthiest of European cities, &. 

The cause was the ignorance of a population which had been suffered, in the 
neighborhood of palaces, theatres, temples, to grow up as rude and stupid as any 
tribe of tattooed cannibals in New Zealand—I might say as any drove of beasts 
in Smithfield market.—Macaulay’s Speech on Education. 


II c. A discouraged person is useless and may become desperate. 
His industrial power is small. 

A fifth reason for the higher efficiency of the laborers of one class or nation 
than of another is found in greater cheerfulness and hopefulness, growing out 
of higher self- and social ambition and a more direct and certain interest 
in the product of industry.— Walker's Political Economy, page 54. 

Fear is far less potent than hope in evoking the energies of mind or body, 
while efforts under the influence of the former passion are far more ex- 
hausting than those made under the influence of the latter. I bid. 

Discouragement may result in desperation [French revolution]. 

The feeling of hatred [in the French nt at the time of the revolution, 1791 
was become too strong to be appeased, because here too it was mixed with in- 
tense suspicion, the result inevitably of suffering and ignorance, and nothing 
but the overthrow of those nst whom it was directed could have satisfied it,— 
Arnold's Lectures on Modern History, page 390. 

III. Ignorance causes immorality. 

Because its opposite, knowledge, elevates. 

But to return to the moral good which results from the acquisition of knowl- 
edge; itis chiefly this, that by multiplying the mental resources it has a tendency 
to exalt the character, and in some measure to correct and subdue the taste for 
gross sensuality.—Hall's Works, I, 200. 

Results of ignorance. 

Where education has been entirely neglected, or improperly ma: , We see 
the worst passions ruling with uncontrolled and incessant sway. sense 
degenerates into craft, and anger rankles into malignity. Restraint, which is 
thought most sala comes too late, and the most judicious admonitions are 
u in vain.— Dr. S. Parr. 

III. Ignorance causes immorality. 

Ignorance vs. Education in Switzerland. 

Neither in Switzerland nor in other countries do we find ignorance and por 

ere 


erty united with high moral qualities. In some of the cantons, however, w 
education is diffused, and industry and commerce have e soureces of 


becom: 
wealth, the people are contented and happy,—Dean'’s History of Civilization, VI, 
108, 109. 
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Injuries from ignorance. 

The laboring class, for instance, will have no mobility [if . 
be in the power of the employer, will have no hope of bettering its condition of 
life by change of place, will be given to low pleasures. Crime and ignorance cgo 

r, and the prospect for the children of such a class is dark indeed, For 
the industry, morals loyalty, and quiet of this class, for the safety of all classes 
some kind of education is necessary.— Woolsey’s Political Science, I, page 227. 

III. 2. Immorality causes degeneration. National degeneration 
comes from loss of character. 

But this political ruin [of the Roman seo To was an effect of a moral ruin, 
nota first cause; and a nation that has lost its must Gosar poua 
until some new condition of the world quickens it again into life.— Woolsey’s Po- 
litical Science, II, page 601. 

Fruits of long-continued moral advance. 

There are certain moral fruits so conspicuous in the history of civilization that 
no pessimist can dispute them. That the long, slow movements in society which 
have been tending with steady purpose and sure result to establish and 
the reign of equal laws; to extinguish slavery; to 8 of oreg 
form; te mitigate the barbarities of war, and to put resi ts upon it; to 
minish human suffering; to help the unfortunate, and to lift the debased; to 
cultivate the cosmopolitan sentiment and the spirit of co-operation among 
men—that the movements which bear this ripening fruitage are moral more- 
ments, it is impossible to deny.—J. N. Larned in Popular Science Monthly, XI, 549, 

IV. Ignorance causes error in judgment and conduct. 
By opening the people to evil influences, 

Nothing in reality renders timate governments so insecure as extreme ig- 
norance in the people. It is this which yields them an —_ prey to seduction 
makes them the r so ferocious withal 
that their interference in a o of public commotion is more to be dreaded than 
the eruption of a volcano. Robert Hall’s Works, volume I, page 203, 

By deceiving him as to his interest in his neighbor. 
‘The less instructed a man is the more he is led to separate his interests from 
those of his fellows. The more enlightened he isthe more distinctly will he 
reeive the union of his personal with the general interest.—Jeremy Bentham’s 
orks of, volume I, page 537. 
ILLUSTRATIONS OF BENEFITS FROM EDUCATION. 
Athenian intelligence. 

Mitford was right enough when he assumed that an English county meeting 
reached the very height of political ignorance, eed he should not have thence 
leaped toa similar conclusion as to the assembled people of Athens, * * +è 
‘We suspect that the average Athenian citizen was, in political intelligence, above 
the average English member of Parliament. It was this concentration of all 
power in an aggreate of which every citizen formed a port which is the dis- 
tinguishing characteristic of true Greek democracy.—. an's Athenian De- 
mocracy, pages 146, 147. 

The education of a lower class in Turkey. 


In the vigorous age of the Ottoman Government the Turks were themselves 
excluded from all civil and military honors, and a servile class, an artificial peo- 
ple, was raised by the discipline of education to obey, to conquer, and to com- 
mand—Gibbon’s Rome, chapter LXV, 

Scotland vs, Ireland. 

We have two nations closely connected, inhabiting the same island, sprung 
from the same blood, king the same governed by the same sov- 
ereign and the same | ure, holding essentially the same religious faith, hay- 
ing the same allies and the same enemies. Of these two nations one was, a hun- 
dred and fifty years ago, as respects opulence and civilization, in the highest 
rank among European communities; the other in the lowestrank. Theopulent 
and highly civilized nation leaves the education of the people to free competi- 
tion, Inthe r and half barbarous nation the education of the people is un- 
dertaken by the State. The result is that the firstare last and the last The 
common people of Scotland—it is in vain to disguise the truth—have passed the 
Se poopie of England. Free competition, tried with every advantage, has 
produ effects of which, as the Congregational Union tells us, we ought to be 
ashamed, and which must lower us in the opinion of eve: intelligent foreigner. 
State education, tried under every disadvantage, has produced an im ement 
to which it would be difficult to find a parallel in any age or country. —Macaulay’s 
Speech on Education. 

WASHINGTON’S VIEWS. 


Some views of education entertained by Washington are indicated by 
rovisions i in his last will; e. g., he provided that the slaves who 
had not attained their majority at the time when they were to receive 
their freedom in accordance with his direction should be taught to read 
and write and be brought up tosome useful occupation. He bequeathed 
$4,000 for the education of orphans and the children of the poor in the 
academy at Alexandria. He gave property for the endowment of a uni- 
versity which should draw to it the youth of all sections, thus prevent- 
ing their being sent abroad to their njury, and reconciling local preju- 
dices and antagonisms through friendly associations. 

What I have read from Robert Hall was written at the beginning of 
the present century in reference to a status then in Ireland; 
but it is proper to say that of late years the educational privileges of 
Ireland have been very greatly improved, as in fact they have been in 
every European country, until to-day the truth is that many of them 
are our own country in the vigilance and intensity of the effort 
which they are making to educate their own people. Indeed, there 
is great danger that they will pass us, and pass us before a great while, 
in the matter of industrial skill, because of the gar attention they 
are giving to the matter, perhaps growing out of the fact that they have 
recently discovered the great need of the education which they want, 
and are making correspondingly vigorous efforts to overcome the pre- 
vailing ignorance. They also find that American production paying 
higher wages is nevertheless competing with them in their own mar- 
kets, and likely to do so more extensively hereafter in all the markets 
of the world, and unless their people become educated they will soon 
be without employment or that form of employment giving productions 
for exportation to the other and increasing markets of the world. In 


other words, the skilled labor of Europe, based upon general education, 
is coming more and more in competition with the skilled labor of 
America, and our superior intelligence will not much longer tell to 
our advantage in this direction. 

I close my citations from the writings of eminent men and illustra- 
tions drawn from the history of the race by quotations from two re- 
markable addresses delivered before the National Education Assembly, 
held at Ocean Grove last August, from the 9th to the 12th, four days, 
inclusive. 

Over sixty addresses were delivered on that occasion by American 
educators and some others interested in the subject. Thousands of 
people were in attendance, and all religious denominations nearly were 
represented. 

Rev. J. C. Hartzell, D. D., who was the active organizer of the great 
work, has published the proceedings in a volume, which I hesitate not 
to say is of greater 5 value than any other work upon the sub- 
ject of education, and its cognate problems as they exist and require to 
be dealt with to-day than any, and I had almost said all, other sources 
of information accessible of which I have knowledge. The book is an 
encyclopedia in one volume, carefully indexed, and treats exhaustively 
of the following topics: Education and man’s improvement; Illiteracy 
in the United States; National aid to common schools; The negro in 
America; Illiteracy, wealth, pauperism, and crimes; the American In- 
dian problem; the American Mormon problem; Education in the South 
since the war; Christ in American education; Tables: Illiterate and edu- 
cational status United States, 1880. 

On that occasion, among the sixty, Hon. John Eaton, Commissioner 
of Education, delivered an address, which was full of meat, and of good 
meat, too. 1 wish to read a little from it, not his comments and phi- 
losophy, but statements of fact. I read from page 49: 


But we must not pause here; we must look at the reverse side. New Eng- 
land to-day has but 1 a student, male and female, to every 167 families ; 
wheras at the end of the first twenty-three years of New pees caer) history, or 
when there were 20,000 souls in the settlements, there was 1 versity paa 
to every 40 families. May we not say that hence came such wisdom in laying 
the foundation of those States? When will the educated classes anywhere a 
the same relation to the whole body of the rene 

But nst this attendance upon the public schools there is the non- attend - 
ance of 5,754,759. Allowing that these odd hundred thousand are in private 


rted, the: 
untaught. To furnish these sittin 


corps,and a single year's 
in Naw York would cost 


000,000, 
been an attempt to raise a laugh at the p tion of the honora- 
in aid of education, but I give you 
invalidated, showing that his proposition falls 
$60,000,000 short of the sum which would be required to furnish for a single 
year all our school children now without school sittings and teachers. 

Referring to myself he says: 

Mr. Senator BLATR, in his examination of this point in his recent h, con- 
sidering that Texas has a school period of only six years, states that if the school 
life were properly lengthened in that and other States the number reported 
. l accommodations and without teachers would be increased by 

ree millions, 

In ourcities we are accustomed to expect the best teachers, best school-houses, 
best methods, and best gu on; but laws making attendance obligatory are 
wanting in more than half of the Btates, and, on an average, two-fifths of the 
children are not enrolled in the schools. Here are forced upon us the terrible 
problems encountered in older civilizations and more dense pop ons, 

* + * $ * * s 

The fifteen States and the District of Columbia, where slavery prevailed, hay- 
ing al white school population of 3,899,961, had 2,215,674 enrolled in schools, 
and with acolored school population of 1,803,357 had 784,709 enrolled, and ex- 

$12,475,044. This money, it should be rem is divided pro rata, 
without distinction of color, in all States ex ing Kentucky and Delaware. In 
the former State the colored people have for educational purposes the bene- 
fit only of the income of the tax upon their own property and polls and — 
fied fines and forfeitures. By an act of the last ure, however, provision 
was made for submitting to the people the question of adding a two-mills tax 
upon property for educational purposes, uni this and the amount from the 
revious provisions for education, and distribu ng the whole pro rata per capita. 
n Delaware, $2,500 are now approp for the colored schools. What has 
thus been accomplished in these States for education may be taken as a pledge 
of what they will do. 
* * $ * e $ * 

To which great agency can you assign the additional burden of educating these 
illiterates? To the family? How many families of the most cultured un best 
conditioned are unable to educate their children as in former times or as they 
desire; and among those colored oe the least supplied with schools, how 
widely is the family a minus quantity as a factor in promoting the improvement 
ofthe young? Shall we then look to the church for the light to overcome this 
darkness? How inadequate are the resources of the church in the South to 
supply sittings and preachers for the special function of declaring the gospel? 
How gen y are they in debt? What appeals are they compelled to make to 
their friends in other quarters? Shall we turn, then, thirdly, to the States, al- 
ready impoverished and loaded with taxes and emba: by questions of 
repudiation? In reply, let me invite attention to the fact that the taxable real 
and personal property reported for assessment in those States is given in round 
— D as $3,379,000,000, while the real and personal property in New York and 
New Jersey alone is worth nearly an equal amount, or S. 292,000,000. 

What would the people of these two States say toan additional assessment on 
their property sufficient to erect all the additional school-houses and su 
the teachers for the instruction of the millions of illiterates in the Sou 
are familiar with the sensitiveness in the several Northern States to the assess- 
mentofany additional tax for education or any other purpose, and there the total 
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wealth as assessed is reported as $13,095,000,000, or nearly ten billions more than 


in the South, 
tt should be remembered, in addition to the short in which schools are 
taught in the South, that there are 2,702,835 dren of age not enrolled 


he ction. Tako e Charleston, S. C., now levies a tax 
of three mills on a dollar; but to o furnish the children of that State a fair ap- 
proach to the instruction usetts would require a tax on 
the property of the State ee Tage ease cents on the dollar. This t the friends of 
education SARs aL SO e e d hesitate to propose in their 
own case, 

* 


I ma not id to elaborato these 5 pur supposin, a) Case oe) labor o of 
an illiterate is is increased in y teaching him be 


value 25 per cent. b 

50. cent. ‘ly educating him, and 75 cent. ving him a thorough 
p arien 2210 F educating him, and 73 percent. by giving bm a e 
the average wages paid employés in manufactories, then the following compu- 
—- give sound conclusions, 

the census of 1850, C -one years and upward 
in hes Southern States who were 8 to write was 2,984,387. If 75 per oe cent, of 
would increase the 8 the labor 


22138, 800 If 15 per cent. of the 19 pe should — 
it 3 — the value of the labor of 


bo raised 
Bading the ti three sotie Jah 
ak arae por ol eo value Deore 
u as ini 
A regular com putakion m 


illiterates in the Southern States would be, were they 
727,220 a year. 
. The average 
annual w. N agro aie The persons 21 and 
„5 4,204,263. By teaching 75 per cent. of these to read and 
write, the labor of 3,153,272 individuals is increased in value from $345 to $431 a 
f $271,181 ithe iterates The A rest which would come from 
889 8840 of the illite: that their r would be in- 


would be of 75 per cent. more value; and the total annual profit to the country 
by the conv n of illiterate into educated labor would according to the 
ises assu as a basis of computation, $488,757,022 a year, 


Need I go further to in 
for both labor and capital? 3 

Omitting any reference to the influence of illiteracy during minority, or any 
bearing of the ar Cee eee late census shows us that 
there is a great 1,870,216 adult males or voters who can not write, an 
army nearly double That ever in the field during the late deplorable civil war. 


You will ly excuse me from any delineation of the horrors of the devasta- 
tion that might follow their united and concentrated efforts against the peace 
and order 


soci 

I simply call 8 to what may be the injurious effect of their silent 
action at the polls, The members of our respective political parties believe in 
the rightness of their principles and seek to make their 8 reason 
and consciences of the opie but the figures disclose the alarming fact that 
in elev == States these i * ee outnumbered the votes cast in the last 
Presiden: itical parties. 


5 ti Lie ns, should unite 
under an to diverse pase bear leader, would have ute 
control ion and offices in those States, an the election of twenty- 
two members of the United States Senate. 


I turn now to the address of Col. Dexter A. Hawkins, of New York 
city, whois a prominent lawyer and publicist, as undoubtedly members 
of the Senate are aware. His address was upon the relations of educa- 
tion to wealth and morality, pauperism and crime. I read only the 
most pertinent extracts, and would referany one interested to the en- 
tire address. 


In 1870 the —. NAN . of care- 
fully drawn, comprehensive, searching questions to the great centers of 
labor in 1 These centers were so selected as to rep- 
resent every kind of labor, from the rudest Garin simplest mo to the most skilled, 
The object of the questions was to determine the relative prod uctiveness of lit- 
erate and illiterate labor, I have tabulated, reduced, generalized the an- 
swers so as to get at what seems to me to be the ave! result over the whole 
country. m—one of the most ever ught 
clearly to tent the following facts: 

1. That an average free common-school education, such as is provided in all 
— 5 States where the free common school has become a permanent institution, 

8 cent, w the productive power of the laborer considered as a mere 
machine. 

2. PP That the average academical education adds 100 per cent. 

3. That the average collegiate or university education adds from 200 to 300 per 
cent. to his a annual productive F.... 
crease to his ‘iness—to his godlik: 

By the census of 1880 we had in the United States 4,204,362 illiterate adults 
white and colored. 


I read his computation in order to show that independent and most 
intelligent observers and thinkers arrive at substantially the same con- 
clusion : 

Now, putting their labor at the minimum annual value of $100 each (which is 


far below the average even for farm labor, while the 8 of manu uring 
fs pore „including 15 per cent. of women and children, as shown by the census 

1880, average in the whole country $345 each per ear), a and the annual loss to 
tae pesscian froma the tack of ah land a DODA education would be $50 
each. This, for the whole number of 4,240,362, is $210, — 000 erona sum 
twice as large as the entire annual expenditure for public 33 n the whole 
country. This eee eee ee e en loss, n phony to thee illiter- 
+ 


ates, but to the community, by reason of their illiteracy. 

The late slave States complain of their inability to pay the expenses of free com- 
mon schools, and they raised for public education in 1880 only $10,883,104. The 
amountofthe — loss in these same States, from their labor being illiterate, 
is at least $150,000,000. Theextra productiveness of their laborers over what it is 
now would—had they been educated, as in Maine and New Hampshire—estab- 
lish and support free common schools nine months in the year for every child 
of the school age within their borders, and leave a surplus 8 to support 
a free academy in every county and a free college in every 


A supposition of that kind is very well, but it must be remembered 
that an existing state of things, where itis the status of human beings, 


can not be changed but by long and expensive processes, and that to 
change the actual condition in these Southern States to the 
literacy which exists in the ones referred to must necessarily 
work of ten or fifteen or twenty years. 


A careful examination of the census of England, Scotland, Ireland, and of the 

pom’ countries on the continent of Europe indicates that, other thi being 
pauperism is in the inverse ratio of the education of the mass dias peo: 

ps be r is, as 5 ö pauperism decreases, and as education ran: 


creases pauperism 
In the G Grand Buske Baden they put into operation in 1854 a rigorous system 
of universal compulsory education Mg the elementary branches. STho effect in 


seven years upon pauperism was toreduce it 25 percent. Ithas been calculated 
by statisticians and students of social science that 96 A of pauperism 
could be exterminated by universal compulsory edu the elementary 


branches of knowledge and industry, 
* * * * * s 
In nr Ohio, and Illinois, three great N States, where self-su 
Ue population only one jn ten of the illiterates is a pauper, while of the rest of 
3 only one in three hundred is a n other words, in those 
central a given number of ren suffered to grow up in ig- 
as many paupers as when given an average com- 


special investigation was made, in fifteen States, of the inmates, to 
the number of 7,398, of almshouses and Of these, 4,327, or nearly 59 
percent., could not read and write; while in those fifteen States the the average per- 
centage of illiterates was only 6 A cent of the whole population. From this 6 
per cent, came that 59 cent. o upers; or, to express it in another form, 
a given number of children in oe teen States, suffered to grow up in igno- 
rance, produced 9 times as many paupers as the same number of chil- 
dren would if — . a fair common: school education. 

Similar results may be obtained from the census of almost every country in 
Europe or America, 

We may safely say, then, that it is a general law of modern civilization thatan 
illiterate person is om twenty to thirty times as liable to become a pauper and 
a charge upon the public as is one with an average common-school epson perk n; 
and that the annual loss to the community, in the United States, in the 
tive power of the illiterates, and in the support of paupers made such by iiite- 
racy, is nearly, if notquite, equal to the amount that would be required to estab- 
lish and maintain a free common school the year round in every State in the 
Union, amply sufficient for the whole fifteen millions of the children of the 
school age in the United States. 

The annual expense of eee 
come such through lack of proper tra: face while young—is at least ten times as 
great as would have been the expense to the public of secu an education 
while young to each of these paupers suflicient to have = cent, of 
them to support themselves instead of being a charge upon the S 

Education leads naturally to industry, sobriety, and . ate sitmakes 
one conscious of the benefits resulting from these habits. 

Statistics proclaim in no uncertain voice that education is the sures! preventive 
of pauperism; and that the expense of providing and applying in season this 
perventive would not be one-tenth that now brought upon society by pauperism. 

The first incentive to action is self-su upps eee a livelihood, This is the 
very basis of Fg acne: independence of individual character, . and 
influence. 8 to self-su spe is education. Money and invested in 
education, are capital invested such a manner that the principal is absolutely 
safe, and the income large, sure, and Reompely paid. Thee States should see to it 
that a reasonable investment of this Mind is made in and for every child as it 
grows up. 

* ė è $ $ * * 
an France, in 1868, one-half of the inhabitants could not read nor write. From 
this half came % per cent. of the persons arrested for crime. From the 
the educated half, came only 5 percent. In other w: 
dren, suffered to grow up illiterai 


ords, 
1 nineteen times as man rsons 
arrested for crime as the same num would if educated, at least to the . — 
of the elementary branches. 


In the Grand Duchy of Baden, from 1854 to 1861—seven years—the 


by a rigorous system of universal compulsory elementary edu 
the numberof rg pelety actually arrested 51 per cent., and the 888 of crimes 


committed 54 per cen 
In CECE 


pers —96 per cent. of whom have be- 


other, 
a glven 8 of chil- 


of the inhabitants above 
ten of age were unable to read and write; yet this 7 per cent. pro- 
duced 80 cent of the criminals, Or, in other words, a given number of chil- 
d ren in New England at that time suffered to grow up illiterate produced fifty- 


three . as many criminals as the same number would if educated to the ex- 
tent of the curriculum ofthe publicschools. This fact isa complete vindication 
of the moral effect of the New England system of public education, Cardinal An- 
tonelli to the contrary notwithstanding. 

es the State of New York, in 1880, the illiterates produced eight times their 

portion of the criminals in that State; that is,a given number of chil- 
dren brought upilliterate on the average 5 eight times as many crimi- 
‘children would have produced if educated to the extent of the 
3 of the publie schools. 

In the city of New York, in 1870, among the illiterates, one crime was commit- 
for every 3 persons; while among the literates there was only one crime to 
every 27 persons. Or, in words, the ignorant class in that city furnishes 

nine times the criminals rg, Adan if educated in the public schools. 

In the Commonwealth of „ in 1870, the illiterates, according to 
their numbers, committed seven times as y crimes as the literate class, 

In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and I Tilinois, ken tc 8 the illiterates committed 
ten times as many crimes, according to their numbers, as the literate class. 

Take the whole of the United States Sa eran by according to the census of 1870, 
the illiterates committed ten times their pro on of eri mes. 

In Pennsylvania, in the 1879 an 1580. 8 e of the population 
above ten years of age co’ neither read nor write, and this one-thirtieth com- 
mitted one-sixth part of the crimes, or nearly six times its a. proportion. 
But if we class with the illiterates the criminals who could barely read and 
2 but who had no education beyond bare reading and writing, it will then 

pear that the one-thirtieth of the population of Pennsylvania that is illiterate 
— Fa one-third of the crime, or more than fourteen times its legitimate pro- 


rtion. 
ar careful examination of the statistics of twenty States shows the following 
average results 

First, That 3 of all the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly illiterate, 

Second. That one-third of the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly or substantialiy illiterate. 

Third. That the proportion of criminals among the illiterate class = the 
average, ten times as great as itis among those who have been instru: in the 
eloments of a common-school education or beyond, 

Fourth. That the expense imposed upon ety to protect itself against a few 
thousand criminals, most of whom were made such thro: the neglect of so- 
the heaviest of the 


ciety to take care of their education when young, is one 
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quence of th 
and taxes are hi; 

The city, in its meager provision for education, and its enormous taxation for 
Aea Piega but expressive adage) “saves at the spigot but loses at 

e 

Winnt is true of the metropolis of the country is equally true of every city, 
town, village, and neighborhood. 

These facts could be multiplied almost without limit. 

The examination of the statistics of criminality and . the rie of 
the shove. state or country will give results substantial] 

ve 


Carly! 

2 tr tie evil were. ssing through my country, and he aj 
struction on any trath or 5 of ‘this universe, I I should 8 it to him. 
Ho is less a devil knowing are six he didn’t know 
it; a light spark, — h ebe! the fatten 1 this fac fact; 1 5 he ia facts enough, 
continuous ight wont dawn on him; he would (to his amazement) understand 
nont 257 als octet is, on what principles it conducts itself, and would cease to be 
a devil.“ 


to me for in- 


I desire here to introduce a series of tables compiled from various 
sources, but chiefly from the census of 1880 and from returns gathered 
by the Bureau of Education. There are sometimes slight variations in 
the results obtained by different agencies, but their general accord is 
an indication of their reliability. 

Several of the most important are taken from the report of the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives on the bill for aid of the Gov- 

ernment for educational purposes. I refer to Mr. Willis’s report, very 
lately published; a report without which no examination of the He 
ject will have been exhaustive, and with which no one can consider his 
sources of information incomplete. 

These tables contain the substance of all the statistical matter in pos- 
session of the Government necessary for the study of the subject. Upon 
several of them I have expended considerable labor personally, but to 
the wise, philosophical, and indefatigable efforts of the Bureaus of Edu- 
cation and of the Census the credit of this mathematical and statistical 
grouping chiefly belongs. 

There is necessarily some repetition of matter in showing different 
combinations of elements as they relate to different topics and proposi- 
tions, but it is believed that there are important features peculiar to 
each table, and that the present and future will find this statistical 
statement one of convenient reference and perhaps of profound study. 

These tables are twenty-four in number, and in order to facilitate 
reference to them I give a résumé of the contents of each. 

Table 1. Historical and statistical data of the United States. 

Table 2. Showing the area of the several States and Territories con- 
taining public lands, and the quantity devoted for educational pur- 

up to June 30, 1867. 

Table 3. Public-school statistics of the United States in 1880, with 
number of teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Com- 
missioner of Education. Items too numerous to mention. 

Table 4. Showing the total population, school ulation, enroll- 
ment, average attendance, total number of ee tomate of school 


year in days, number of pupils or children not attending school, per 
cent. of school population enrolled in schools, per cent. of school pop- 
ulation not enrolled in school in eighty-six cities, census of 1880. 

Table 5. Illiteracy in the United States. 

Table 6. Illiterate population ten years of age and over. 

Table 7. White and colored adult males and adult male illiterates 
of the two races. 

Table 8. Colored schools and enrollment in Southern States five years 
from 1877 to 1881. 

Table 9. Giving the popular majorities received at the last three 
Presidential elections, and the number of illiterate voters as shown by 
census of 1880. 

Table 10. Comparative statistics of education at the South. 

Table 11. The population and assessed valuation of personal prop- 
erty and real estate in States and Territories, from census reports of 
1860, 1870, and 1880. 

Table 12. Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools 
in each State and Territory during the year 1880. 

Table 13. Rate of taxation for school purposes in various cities. 

Table 14. Showing the population, total assessed valuation of prop- 
erty, total taxation, 7 capita of valuation, per capita of taxation, rate 
of taxation, total indebtedness, per capita of indebtedness, by States 
and Territories. 

Table 15. Assessed. valuation of real and personal property, total 
population by States, &., and property per capita, the States and Ter- 
ritories arranged in grou 

Table 16. Increase and decrease in assessed valuation in the several , 
Southern States, as shown by comparison of census of 1870 and 1880. 

Table 17. School district indebtedness in the United States. 

Table 18. Valuation and taxation. 

Table 19. Selected cities, valuation and taxation. 

Table 20. Drawn from the returns of school statistics for the year 
1881 to the Bureau of Education, showing the number of youth not 
enrolled in school, and the expense of supplying them with the neces- 
sary school-houses, teachers, and text-books, including wages of teach- 
ers, for a school three months the first year. 

Table 21. Drawn from the returns of school statistics from the 
Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, show- 
ing the number of youth not enrolled in school, and the expense of 
supplying them with the necessary school-houses and teachers, and 
the books and wages of teachers for a school of three months’ length 
for the first j; 

Table 22. Based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1831, 
showing legal school population, total school expenditure, per capita 
of school expendit m eee of $15,000,000 to each State based 


on number 5 census of 1880 ten years old and upward who 
can not read, ion Y of $15,000,000 to per R TER of school popula- 
tion of 18817 b of school expenditure including $15,000,000, and 
total per capita ture including $15,000,000. 


Table 23. Showing the sum of money which each State and Terri- 
tory would receive in the division of $15,000,000 among them all in 
proportion to their relative population ten years of age and upward 
who can not write (census of 1880, 6,239,958). 

Table 24. Showing the sum of money ‘which each State and Terri- 
F Wee ainong tham sri 
proportion eir relative population ten years o upward w 
can not read. (Census 1880.) pii 


TABLE 1.—Historical and statistical data of the United States. 
[Compiled from Report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867.] 


v — East ¢ 25 N — 
Ne =e 


9, 280 326, 073 
7,800 1,231, 086 
1,306 174, 620 
4.750 450.147 
47.000 8, 880, 735 
D Bab = 8.820 672, 035 
46, 000 2, 906, 115 
2.120 112, 216 
11.121 687,049 
61,352 1,596, 318 
50, 704 992, 622 
34, 000 708, 708 
58,000 1, 057, 236 
1 37, 680 1,155, 684 
1 b10, 212 315, 098 
1 45, 600 1, 109, S01 
2 39, 964 2 339, 502 
2 541,546 708, 002 
3 33, 809 1, 350, 428 
3 47,150 791, 
3 B55, 410 1,711, 951 
3 50, 722 964, 20) 
3 b35, 000 
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TABLE 1.—AHistorical and statistical data of the United States—Continued. 
[Compiled from Report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867.] 


Act organizing Territory. Act admitting State, 
States and Territories. 


.S. Statutes. Vol. | Page. |U.S.Statutes.| Vol. | Page. 


2 743 |Mar. 2,1821 3 645 b65, 350 1,182,012 
3 493 | June 15, 1836 5 50 52,198 435, 450 
2 309 Jan. 5 144 250,451 749, 113 
3 654 | Mar. 3, 1845 5 742 59, 268 140, 425 
5 235 | Mar. 3, 1845 5 742 50, 045 674, 48 
bee Dec. 29,1 9 108 b274, 356 604, 215 
5 10 | Mar, 3, 1847 9 178 53, 924 775, 881 
eee. eee eee Sept. 9,1850 9 452 5188, 981 305, 439 
9 166 83, 531 173, 855 
9 95, 274 52,465 
10 126 81,818 107, 206 
2S, GOD: .—— —. 
112, 090 06, 857 
5104. 500 034. 277 
75, 995 28, 841 
121, 201 
88, 056 
225 
113,916 €360,090 
90, 932 
143, 776 
68, 981 
d 10 m. sq. 712. 900 
1 557, 390 70, 000 
a Total population in 1860 was 31,500,000; estimated in 1867 to be 38,500,000. d Area taken from 2 authorities and not from publie surveys. eTo 
the white population in Nevada should be added 10,507 Indians; and in Colorado, 2,261 Indians. As estimated January 1,1865, That portion of District of 


Columbia south of the Potomac River was retroceded to Virginia July 9, 1846 (Statutes, volume 6, page 35). J By census of 1867. 


TABLE 3.—Public school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Commissioner of 


Education. 

— 88 * L ae Sp 
= 2 2 88 
į 4 4 4 3 3 è 15 S 
Í Gye) a lala 113 a. îs 
1 z 28 = bg 2 8 
i 3 % %% „nn 
E 8 28 2 8. E $ * * 

É £5 5 E 34 8. 
8 E 3 382 8 s E & and 8 te 
8 E uz os 
Seen iss] § | FL | 2 | 2 | ae | aes 
TE CR TAS Er | @ | Be | $2 
3 4 4 |a 25 Bice 4 < Å =~ 


388,003 | 179,490 80.0 $208] 4,594] 4,615 
AT. GAT N 3.100 | 1,827 |.. 
215,978 | 158,765 146.6 517 17 2,803 | 3,59% |. 
35,566 22,119 289.017 80 . 678 
140,235 | 119, 694 179.2 11 01 23, 100 
35,459 | | 27,823 1158.6 8 12 504 
ual se Eee iss] abe] ee 
1,010,851 | 704, 041 150.0 9 61 22.255 
703,558 511,283 136.0 | 7 96 13,578 
586,556 | 426,057 148.0 11 25 21,598 
340,647 231,434 107.0 | 7 85 7.780 
545,161 | 265, 581 102.0 | 385 6,764 |. 
273,845 | 68,440 118.0 | 06 74 2.025 
214,656 149,827 120.0 653 6, 934 
276,120 162,431 m210.0 | 8 64 3.125 
307,321 300,777 177.0 | f14 93 8,595 
506, 221 | 362; 556 141.0 | b8 11 13, 949 
271,428 | 180, 248 94.0 | b8 42 5,215 |. 
426,689 | 236,704 77.5| 270 560 |. 
723,484 |- 476,376 5100.0 |scscesseses 10,447 |.. 
142,348 | 92,549 109.0 4.100 
510.25 57.590 — aia biss |. 
2772, 102 b65, 048 BIOL S foseeeseeees b3, 582 
330, 685 961 192.0 3.447 
1.641, 178 1, 081, 598 179.0 30,730 
459, 324 | ' 225, 606 K 4,130 
b1, 043,320 | 747,138 23, 684 
59,615 | 37,583 1.314 
91, 200,000 | 937,310 | 601,627 | 147.0 . 21, 375 
52,273 | 44,780 1.205 
228,128 134,072 5 3.171 
544,862 | 290,141 68.0 5.945 
230,527 | 186,786 073.0 4,361 
€92;831 | 75,28 125.0 4, 326 
555,807 | 220,736 113.0 4.878 
210,113 | 142, 850 99.0 4,134 
483,229 | 299; 258 162.5 10,115 
Total for States. 15, 128, 078 |9, 679, 675 
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TABLE 3.—Public school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, &c.—-Continued. 


= |s 5 7 25 33 
F ~ 144 8 |B 
i 3 5 „ 3 383 
: @ ite) 114 5 33 25 
b ! 
Territorics. 3 H 32 |324| 3 3\¢ 2 82 ge Fe 
a q gS 9 — 2 s a E $5 286 att 
Ṽ , AEE ee a 
Un A 22 | Bed 
ht Ee TE lee] bal] a] p p oe | Bee | eee 
< < ja “~ | & & À < | À 4 
——— t 

4,212 2. 847 

8,042 3,170 

26,439 20,687 

688 

2 850 

24 25 

Bid ose 

2 


— Or ma enia seseees] 188, 584 


TEREA) — 188,701 168 701 (282, 783 | 13,105 | 567,100 | 567, 160 | 3 bee 6. 580, 682 


w In academies and private Fano 


b In 1879. æ Estimated average number of pupils. 
c In 1875. Yy ea the United States deposit fund, as reported in 1878, amounting to 
d Census of 1870. $4,014, 
e In 1878. 2 In St State and United States 4 percents, ordered to be sold by the last Legisla- 
SJ Estimated. ture. 
2 1873. aa Exclusive of 1,000,000 acres of swamp land made subject to entry sale by last 
1877. ure. 
In the Cherokee, Choctaw, and Creek Nations. Funds in the five civilized tribes, whole or part interest of which is used 
In the five civilized tribes. for school purposes. 
* For the winter. ce From rents in 1879. 
In white schools only. da State apportionment. 
m In cities; 176 in counties. ee Includes revenue from other funds. 
nin evening schools, 61. Jf Apparently does not include interest on the United States deposit funds, 
o In the counties ; 153 in cities and towns. Chee ee State i ote ts in lieu of interest on permanent Da 
P Approximately. reported by State superintendents ; 5 ing isa more specific 
7 Number necessary to the schools. apaa ge on “this point, which approximately exhibits (if we ante the pre 
t Private schools in public de Bund dings. POTONE done by private normal schools) the number of private institutio! 
u In 1879; exclusive of New Orleans private schools, teachers and pupils in them, giving secondary or superior inptrnction 7 in 
v In 1879; exclusive of Philadelphia. cach State and Territory. 


TABLE 2.—Showing the area of the several States and Territories COINA 8 and the quantity devoted for educational purposes by Congress 
up to June 


[Compiled from Report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867.] 


1 
| Donations and grants for 
schools and universities. 
States and Territories containing! Area of States and Terri 


leges July 2, 1862.a 


Granted for agricultural col è 
Granted for Remaining un- 


sold and un- 
public lands. containing public lands, 3 appropriated 
Selected in | Located with June 30, 1867. 

place. scrip. 


Acres. Acres. Acres. 

25,576, 960 704, 488 500. 00 
21, 637.760 650, 317 2.000. 00 
35, 402. 400 985, 066 2, 000, 00 
41, 824,000 1,199, 039 46,080 147, 797. 25 1, 835, 892. 71 
32, 462, 080 902, 774 46, 080 — 6, 915, 081, 32 
30, 179, 840 837,584 46, 080 4, 930, 893. 56 
26, 461, 440 786, 044 46, 080 |.. 6, 582, 811. 54 
36, 128, 640 1, 067, 397 46,080 5, 180, 640. 63 
33, 406, 720 886, 460 46,080 11, 757, 662. 54 
37, 931, 520 908. 503 92,160 17, 540, 374. 00 
35, 228, 800 905, 144 46, 080 3, 113, 464. 18 
34, 511, 360 958, 649 92,160 10, 016, 700. 87 
120, 947, 840 6,719, 324 46, 080 106, 062, 392.13 
53, 459, 840 2, 969, 990. 46,080 36, 776, 170. 89 
60, 975, 360 3,329, 706 46,080 52. 712. 078, 96 
52, 043, 520 2, 891, 306 46,080 43, 148, 876. 44 
71, 737, 741 3, 985, 430 46,080 |.. , 090, 382, 62 
48, 636, 800 2, 702, O44 46, 080 42, 523, 927. 38 
44,796, 160 2, 488, 675 46,080 41, 627, 464. 39 
‘77, 568, 640 4, 309, 368 46,080 73, 005, 192.00 
56, 355, 635 8, 130, 869 46,080 51, 139, 646. 00 
153, 982, 080 8. 554, 500 145, 295, 284. 97 
66, 880, 000 3,715, 555 62, 870, 665. 83 
92, 016, 640 5, 112,085 86, 904, 605.00 
72, 906, 304 4, 050, 350 68, 855, 954. 00 
58, 196, 480 3, 233, 137 |. 54, 463, 343.00 
44, 154, 240 —— 44, 154, 240. 00 


g 
8 
8 
8 


1, 159, 499. 65 


3, 192, 582. 22 44, 971. 11 


1, 414, 567, 574. 92 
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ng school, per 


or children of school age not attendi: 
in eigħty-six cities (census of 1880). 


ils 


school 


m 


of Education, showing the total population, school population, enroll- 
number of 


Y3, 


population not enrolled 


Blair, by the Bureau o; 
ment, average attendance, total number of teachers, length of school year in da: 


TABLE 4.—Table prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. 
cent. of school population enrolled in schools, per cent. of school 
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Ohio. 
Ohio... 


est, Fla. .. 
Ga 
III 
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Kans. 


Leavenwo' 
Topeka, 


rgeto 


Jacksonville, Fla.. 
Peoria, III. 

Des Moines, 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Rochester, N. 
Wilmington, 
Cincinnati 
Cleveland, 


Key W. 


attendance about two-thirds of enrollment or one-third of population of school age. 


rage 


Thirty-four cities 50 per cent. and upward not enrolled at all, 


a More than the school population. This isdue to the fact that they are allowed to attend school after the school age established by law. 
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TABLE 5.— Literacy in the United States, census of 1880. 
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Hon. ALBERT S. WILLIS, M. C., House of Representatives, 
TABLE 6,—The total and illiterate population 10 years old or over, the white and illiterate white population of the same age, the colored and 
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colored population of the same age, and the percentage of illiterates to population in each case and for each State and 
States and Territories. 
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TABLE 6.—The total and illiterate population 10 years old or over, the white and illiterate white population of the same age, &c.—Continued. 


* as 5 
A 2 22 g E 45 
2 Bs a E EE £ 
85 iy Fx 2 8 Sz 
= Ao 2 § E 2 gs 
States and Territories. 8 s% 8 E= 88 5 5 
34 EE 2 P 5 Ro 2 š 25 = 5 3 
s es. 
2 & $ Ep] 4 2 $ 8 E S3 3 
x = EEE a 5 2 8 5 
Å A K 25 E & Z 8 Å 
1, 236, 636 63,723 5.2 58, 932 4.8 16,780 28.5 
559,977 34.546 6.2 33,506 6.0 2,794 37.2 
753, 693 373,201 | 49.5 53,448 | 16.3 425, 397 75.2 
1,557, 631 208,754 | 13.4 152,5. 10.5 104, 393 53.9 
318, 271 11, 523 3.6 10, 3.5 1,959 80.7 
50, 666 4,069 8.0 1,915 4.5 8, 071 26.7 
286, 188 14,302 5.0 14, 208 5.0 594 15.8 
$65, 591 53,249 6.2 44,049 5.3 30, 200 30.5 
3, 981, 428 219, 600 5.5 208,17 5.3 53, 825 21.2 
959, 951 463,975 | 48.3 192,032 | 31.5 351,145 77.4 
2, 399, 367 131, 847 5.5 115, 491 4.9 59, 839 27.3 
130, 565 7,423 5.7 4,343 3.6 11, 083 27.8 
3, 203, 215 228, 7-1 209, 981 6.7 66,654 27.1 
220, 461 24, 11.2 23,544 | 10.9 5, 308 23.6 
667. 456 366, 55.4 59,777 | 21.9 394, 750 78.5 
062, 130 410, 88.7 216,227 | 27.3 271,386 71.7 
064, 196 316, 29.7 123,912 | 15.3 255, 265 75.4 
264, 052 15, 6.0 15.681 6.0 807 19.3 
059, 034 430, 40.6 114,692 | 18.2 428, 450 73.7 
428, 587 85, 9.9 75,237 | 18.3 18, 446 55.0 
965, 712 55, 5.8 54, 233 5.6 4,279 31.0 
32,922 5, 7.7 4.824 16.8 4,288 23.7 
SPEARE 99, 49 4, 4.8 4,157 1,501 44.2 
of Columbia... 136, 907 25, 18.8 3, 988 45,035 48.4 
25,005 L 7.1 21 734 3,524 28.2 
31, 989 1, 5.3 28. 631 3, 003 35.8 
87, 966 57, 65.0 79, 49,597 8,199 92.2 
97,194 8. 9.1 %, 8,137 1,318 52.3 
55,720 3, 7.0 49, 1,429 6,451 38.1 
16, 479 3.4 5, 374 1,239 14.7 
007 17.0 4,001, 207 1 
TABLE 7.—The white and colored adult males and the adult male illiterates of the two races, with percentages, for each State and Territory. 
[From the census of 1880.] 
Illiterate | Illiterate 
Total white ‘otal colored 
States and Territories. white male | Per cent. colored male Per cent. 
male adults. adults. male adults. adults. 
141, 461 24, 450 17.3 118, 423 96, 408 81.4 
136,150 21, 349 15.7 $27 , 300 73.2 
262, 583 12,615 4.8 , 809 16, 857 25.2 
92, 088 3,627 3.9 1,520 289 19.0 
173.759 9,501 5.5 3,532 696 | 19.7 
31,902 2,955 9.3 6,396 3,787 59.2 
34.210 4,706 13.8 19,110 69.5 
— 17.907 25,571 16.1 143, 471 116,516 81.2 
ä 783, 161 44,536 5.7 13, 686 5,271 38.5 
FTT 698 33,757 6.9 10, 739 4,345 40.5 
413, 633 16, 202 3.9 3,025 1,001 | 33.4 
H9 7,998 3.1 10,7 ‘ 52,2 
317,579 5A, 956 17.3 58, 642 43,177 | 73.6 
108, 810 16,377 15.1 107, 977 86, 555 80.2 
„659 8,420 4.5 664 144 21.7 
183, 522 15, 152 8.3 48,584 30, 873 | 63.5 
692 30, 951 6.2 5, 956 841 15.8 
461,557 26, 330 5.7 6, 130 1,852 | 30.2 
212, 399 12, 372 5.8 1, 852 1 33.5 
108, 254 12, 473 11.5 130, 278 99, 76.0 
508, 165 40, 665 8.0 33,042 19,028 | 57.6 
128, 198 3, 836 3.0 SH 256 | 30.3 
, 633 1,173 4.6 5,622 1,194 21,2 
104, 901 5, 264 5.0 237 42 | 17.7 
289, 965 15,802 5.5 10,670 3,560 | 33.4 
1, 388, 692 76,745 5.5 20, 059 4,521 2.5 
189, 732 44,420 23.4 105, 018 80,282 | 76.4 
804, 871 40,373 5.0 21,706 7.041 | 32.4 
a $ 51, 636 1, 669 3.2 7. 993 2,005 25.1 
Pruusylvania, “x 1, 070, 392 65, 985 6.2 23, 892 6, 845 2. 6 
Rhode Island 5 A 75,012 7,157 9.5 1, 836 467 | 24.8 
4 86, 900 13, 924 16.0 118, 889 93,010 74.2 
250, 055 46, H3 18.8 80, 250 58, GOL 73.0 
301, 737 33, 085 11.0 78, 639 59. 669 75.9 
95, 307 6,731 7.1 314 $2 26.1 
206, 243 81.474 15.3 128,257 100, 210 73.1 
132,777 19, 055 14.4 6, 334 3,839 | 60.0 
e 338, 932 21,221 6.3 1,550 474 30.6 
18, 046 2,150 11.9 2,352 2 17.9 
50, 962 1,678 3.3 1 210 32.8 
31,955 1,350 4.2 13, 918 7,520 54.0 
11, 669 319 2.7 3,126 £ 27.8 
19,636 410 2.1 1,908 453 25.3 
30,981 14,898 48.1 3,095 2,779 89.8 
$2,078 2,137 6.7 695, 356 51.2 
a 24.251 642 2.6 3, 419 1,126 32.9 
an EPE AEEA EE E a PEE EAE J RAA E UT A OA A ARES — „241 160 1.7 939 8¹ 8. 9 
/ /c Race a ec rec ceca each RO 7.8 | 1,487,344 | 1,022,151 68.7 
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TABLE 8.—Colored schools and colored-school enrollment in the Southern States for five years, from 1877 to 1881, both dates inclusive. 
[Prepared by the United States Bureau of Education.] 


< s 

8 8 

E E 

8 8 

E 

a a 
Public schools. 10,792 685, H2 802,372 
Normal schools... 27 60,171 7,621 
Schools for seco: 23 5, 297 5,284 
Universities and colleges... 13 1,933 2, 203 
Schools of theology...... A 17 762 604 
Schools of law. 2 42 45 
Schools of medicine ä 3 99 116 
Schools for the blind and deaf muss 2 120 120 
De ðͤ v decisis OT E | 818, 365 


580, 017 | 14,472 


TABLE 9.—Giving the popular majorities received at the last three Presidential elections, and the number of illiterate voters as shown by the census of 1880. 


rye dei és as Sg 
57 ES 275 ES 22 
o — — ae — 
States and Territories. os | as 45 42 of 
é FES 2 2 22 =3 
35 S5 55 8. ae 
A? | Fig Aa 8 * 
10 | 10,828 | 33,772} 34,509] 120,859 
6 3,446| 109.113 18:828 55, 648 
3 422 2,629 1,033 6,742 
4 2,336 a926 310 23, 816 
11 9.800 209.642 40.8 188.087 
Kentucky ... 12 8,855 | 59,772 900 98, 133 
Louisiana.......... 8| 1.8% 24. J. % 102, 982 
8 910.786 15,191 46, 025 
8| 34,887] 59,568] 40,806 | 111.541 
15| . 54.80 65.942 59, 683 
10 2.67 17.010 8.326 | 124, 702 
7| 49,400 M4) 54.241 106,934 
12 8,736 43.600 20.814 148.849 
8| 16,595] 49,955] 98.383 22.754 
Virginia .... 11 12] 42 43.86 141.684 
West Virginia . . 5| ek] 12.6% mus 22, 885 
6| 12,234 2,738 78 29,472 
— reese e- 2. 800 3.916 
6 4,348 1.715 2.655 10, 197 
21} 53,948} 19,630] 40,716 49, 807 
15 21,08 5,515 6,635 38, 102 
11 88.0 80.1% 78,000 17,211 
5| 33482] 3251| 61,000 13,621 
7| 32835} 15,814 8, 868 8 
13| 74212] 40.43 53,245 31,892 
1 88.868 15.54 58,890 28, 182 
5| 20,604] 21.0 40,588 12,736 
3| 10,517] 10,326 | 26,456 092 
3 2,177 1,075 879 2,367 
5 5, 2,954 4,058 5, 306 
9| 14,570} 11,6% 2,010 19,462 
35 i 26,568 27033 81, 206 
22| 31.258 7.80 31.27 47,414 
3 3,517 547 671 3, 674 
29| 135,918 9.35 23,276 72, 830 
4 8, 4,947 7,416 7, 624 
5| 29,961] 33.838 000 6, 813 
10 17,688 5,205 | 29, 763 21, 695 
231 
a Or 94. b Or 5, 303. 


The Southern States, seventeen in number, including the District of Columbia, are usually classed together as a section of the country re- 
quiring special help. Of all but Maryland, Missouri, and the District of Columbia this is true. The following table exhibits their condition: 


TABLE 10.—Comparative statistics of education at the South. 


2 

Colored. 2 

| $ 

A — — — 

3 8 

E d 8 = P 

a| 4 se) £ 

Se 3 2 88 8 

s£ 8 8 42 8. 

EE 28 n 

„„ 

8 5 he 3 

2 8 3 E ge) 2 
49 170, 413 72,007 42 
Arkansas. . . . . . . . . 29 554, 332 017. 743 33 
Dela ware. .. . ee 80 3.954 2. 270 70 
Florida... 41 542. 099 C20. 444 49 
Georgian. . . G4 4197. 125 86, 399 45 
Kentuckr . 50 066, 564 23, 902 36 
Loui: — 32 e134, 184 d34, 476 26 
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TABLE 10.—Comparative statistics of education at the South—Continued. 


| White. Colored. 3 
f ees 2 8 
; 33 ; 83 £ 
8 25 E 32| £s 
States. 3 ~ 5 3 t 5 8 i 
a 2 og 3 Sg 8 
5 22 S 5 23 5 
8 A 5 8. 
3 I 
u 2 
D 
— — — — 
213, 669 63 501 
1128. 251 64 281.450 125 4.88801 
681, 995 67 41, 489 22) 3, 152, 178 
291,770 47| 167,584 89, 352, 882 
983, 813 73 6144815 72, 824, 629 
403, 353 57 141,500 00. 724, 862 
Texas...... 1 71,428 81 562,015 47, 753, 346 
Virginia. 314, 627 43| 20.980 946, 109 
District of Columbia... 29, 612 57 13.818 28.857 
Total. eee 3 N . — 3,899,961 | 2,215,674 f 12, 475, O44 


OO . — —ñ4ä— 
a In Delaware the colored public schools have been supported by the school tax collected from colored citizens only; recently, however, they have received 
e ee of $2,400 from the State; in Kentucky the school tax collected from colored citizens is the only Stara ay ee for the e of colored. 
schools; in Maryland there is a biennial appropriation by the Legislature; in the District of Columbia one third of the school money is set apart for colored pub- 
lic 5 oe other — res above the Moneo Sig aro vaea ia pro; kap w the Mohoa) OX Ronee yee without regard to race. b Several 
counties make race distinctions. co Estimated. n „ For e school a; 6 to 20; for colo: 6 to 16, Census of 1870, In 1877. 
h These numbers include some duplicates; the actual school population is 230,527. i : f js e 


Excluding the States of Maryland and Missouri and the District of | produced this state of things in the Southern States are far less impor- 
Columbia, and the total yearly expenditure for both races is only | tant than the facts themselves as they now exist. To find a remedy 
$7,339,932, while in the whole country the annual expenditure is, from | and to apply it is the only duty which devolves upon us. Without 
taxation $70,341,435, and from school funds $6,580,632, or a total of nep Bea ucation not only will the late war prove to be a failure, 
$76,922,067 (see tables 2 and 7), or one-tenth of the whole, while they | but the abolition of slavery be proved to be a tremendous disaster, if 
contain one-fifth of the school population. The causes which have | not a crime. 


TABLE 11.—Population and assessed valuation of personal property and real estate in the United States, from census reports for 1860, 1870, and 1880, 


States and Territories. 


2 
Ẹ 


Assessed valua- 
Population, tion, 


996, 992 155, 582, 595 1,262, 505 122, 867, 228 3¹ 
2% ene ee ee eee ee 
560,247 269, 644, 068 864, 604 584, 578, 036 128 819 
39, 864 17,338, 101 194, 327 74, 471, 698 O67 | .ecccccecees 
537,454 425, 433, 237 622,700 827,177, 335 35 — 
14,181 2, 924, 489 135, 177 20,321,530 | 2,695 . . 
125, 015 64,787, 223 146, 608 59, 951, 643 31 5l 
131,700 74, 271, 693 177, 624 99, 401, 787 137 142 
181, 748 32, 480, 843 269, 493 30, 938, 309 92 — 5⁵ 
1,134, 109 227, 219, 519 1, 42, 180 239, 472, 599 46 — 61 
. —— 14.199 5, 204, 205 32, 610 6, 440, 876 . . . 
389, 207, 372 2,539, 891 482, 899, 575 3.077, 871 786, 616, 394 80 102 
411, 042, 424 1, 680, 637 663, 455, O14 1, 978, 301 727, 815, 131 46 
205, 166, 983 1,194,020 302, 515, 418 1, 624, 615 398, 671, 251 141 94 
22,518, 332 364,399 92,125, 861 996, 096 160, 861, 689 829 615 
528, 212, 693 1,321,011 409, 544, 204 1, 648, 690 350, 563, 971 43 —31 
435, 787, 265 726, 015 253, 371, 890 939, 910 160, 162, 439 33 — 63 
Maine 154, 380, 388 626, 915 204, 253, 780 648, 036 235, 978,716 3 53 
Maryland. 297, 135, 238 780, 894 423, 834.918 934, 43 497,307,675 36 67 
5 777, 157, 816 1, 457, 351 1,591, 983, 112 1, 788, 085 1, 584, 756, 802 45 104 
Michigan. 749, 163, 533, 005 1,184, 059 272, 242, 917 1, 636, 937 517, 834, 359 119 217 
Minnesota. 172, 32,018, 773 439,706 84, 135, 332 730,773 258, 028, 687 354 706 
NMississipp 791, 509, 472, 912 827, 922 177, 278, 890 1,131, 597 110, 628,129 43 —78 
uri 1, 182, 266, 935, S51 1,721, 295 556, 199, 969 2, 168, 380 532,795, 801 83 100 
Montana — 4 — r 20, 595 9, 943, 411 39,159 18, G09, 802 . . . l .. 
Nebraska. 28, %41 7, 426, 949 122, 933 54, 534, 616 452, 402 90, 585, 782 1,120 
Nevada. . e 42,491 25,740, 973 62, 266 29,291,450 | 808 |............ 
New Hampshire.. 326, 073 123, 810, 098 318, 300 149, 065, 290 346, 991 164, 299, 53L 33 
New Jersey ..... 672, 035 296, 682, 492 906, 096 624, 868, 971 1,131, 116 572, 518, 361 93 
New Mexico.. 93, 516 20, 838, 780 91, 874 17,784,014 119, 565 11, 363, 406 —45 
3,880,735 1,390, 464, 683 4, 382,759 1, 967, 001, 185 5, 082, 871 2, 651, 940, 006 91 
992,622 292, 297, 602 1,071,381 130, 378, 622 1,399, 750 156, 100, 202 —47 
2,839,511 959, 867,101 2, 665, 260 1, 167, 731, 697 3, 198, 062 1,534, 360, 508 60 
52, 465 19, 024, 915 90, 923 31,798, 510 174, 768 52,522, 084 176 
2, 906, 215 719, 253, 335 8,521, 951 1,313, 236, 042 4, 282, 891 +1, 683, 459, 016 134 
174, 620 125, 104, 305 217, 353 244, 278, 854 276, 531 252, 536, 673 102 
703, 708 489, 319, 128 705, 606 183, 913, 337 995, 577 133, 560, 135 
1, 109, 801 382, 495, 200 1, 258, 520 253, 782, 161 1,542, 359 211, 778, 538 —45 
604, 215 267, 792, 335 818, 579 149, 732, 929 1.591. 749 320, 364,515 20 
40,273 4,158, 020 86, 786 12, 565, $42 143, 963 24,775, 279 496 
315, 098 84,758, 619 330, 551 102, 548, 528 332, 286 T 2 
1,596, 318 657, 021, 336 1.225, 163 , 439, 917 1,512, 565 308, 455, 135 c32 
11,594 4, 394, 735 23, 955 10, 642, 863 „116 23, 810, 693 442 
r ee — eT ey i — es 140, oeza 5 282 ee ort aoe 85 roe 
nsin... 3 „209. „ 
7 ———F—PTP—TPT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—VTVTWT—TVTVTVVTVTV—T—T—T—T—V——V—V—V—V—V—V—V—T—＋＋＋*T＋— TAN 9,118 5,516,748 | 20.789 AB, 621. 829 .... . . . 


Total 


—A— — —ů— . —64ä4ũ—— — — — — — 
Per cent. preceded by the minus indicates a decrease. bIn lvania ions are also valued for assessment. This valuation for 1880 was 
659,530, o Virginia and West V ia are taken together, as West V. belonged to Virginia in 1850. d Average for the United States, 
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In this connection it is proper to observe that in the States where | to be educated; then education would have destroyed them as prop- 


slavery existed in 1860 the valuation then aggregated $2, 289,029,642, of | erty. They are now doing little more as a totality than to support them- 
which $842, 927,400 was in slaves, and proper allowance must be made | selves. Their taxable property is thus far very slight. 

for this fact in estimating present power to bear taxation. The negroes The following table gives the actual taxation for the support of 
were then taxed; they were productive as property. Now they require | schools in the year 1880: 


TABLE 12.— Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State and Territory during the year 1880. 
[Prepared by Bureau of Education, at request of H. W. BLAIR.] 


Amount received from taxation. 


States and Territories. 
From State tax. | From local tax. Total. 
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(419, 249) 
14, 287,570 | 


Total — — 


2 

a From poll-tax. b State apportionment, which 5 includes the income of the State school fund for 1880, the State tax, and so much of the ordi- 
2232 revenues as may be set apart for the gé Legislature. e From county and district = fines, &c. d This amount raised for white schools, 
e includes rental of State railroad ($150,000). / In 1879. Includes tax on billiards and h i From township tax. I Includes in- 
come from perminentfond. _& State appro; 3 Special for buil m income as reported for 1880, the greater part of which comes 
from Territorial,county, and district taxes. n From county tax. o Includes $1,750,630 reported as derived from taxation and given in the column of totals 
but not appearing in first two columns, 


Table No. 12 gives the amount received in each State from interest on funds and rent of lands. The total from taxation is $70,371,435 
$6,580,632; total, $76,952,067. 


TABLE 13.—Eate of tax for school purposes in various cities. 
[Mills per dollar of assessed valuation.] 
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Mills, Mills. 
T — 5 2.7 
New ee 3 2.54 
Columbus, . 2.97 3.12 
Macon, 2 2.84 
Chi 9.5 2.2 
6.4 3.53 
10 3 
2.6 8 
2 3 
3 8 
3 1. 3 
1.9 3 
2.45 2.2 
. 1.93 2 
. 1.52 4.5 
2.54 2 
. 2.9 | Alexan: 2.8 
2.9 | Norfolk, Va... 1 
4 Richmond, Va. 1.87 
= Wheeling, W. Va. — — — 7 
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TABLE 15.—Showing assessed valuation of real and personal property, totals, &. —Continued. 
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Total assessed Total 
States. valuation. population, 


Valuation 
per capita, 


$333 
245 
330 
245 
161 
200 
372 
469 
300 
676 
Su 


128, 213, 629 | 606, 819 
16, 902, 998, 543 | 50, 155, 783 


eee EE ete rents se 


TABLE 16.— Changes in assessed valuation ef property in Southern States, 187080. 


Increase in population, 
States, 


Total.a 


White. | Colored. 


la 


915, 508 168, 504 7, 
r scenes 188.772 139, 627 


1,542,534 

32, 715, 367 140, 801 0 
66, 650, 761 96, 502 090 
„451 92. 889 119, 445 
——— r 632, 537 139, 909 
—. 8,119, 479 229, 416 88, 497 
58, 980, 323 278, oe 49, 241 

7 


22.003.023 202. 


2,525,355 | 1, 478, 413 


b 202, 868, 844 
208, 606,246 | 411,475,090 


a This total includes the white, colored, 686 Chinese, 1 Japanese, and 2,527 civilized Indians, b Net decrease, 


TABLE 17,.—School-district indebtedness. 


Nore,—The officials in some States and Territories, in reporting school-district indebtedness, made no division into bonded debt and floating debt. In such 
nore the whole amount is entered as floating debt. In the States and Territories having no indebtedness the school-district system does not exist, or exists only 
administrative purposes. 


Bonded 


Vermont. 
Massachusetts 


Rhode Island. 
Connecticut. 
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TABLE 17.—School-district indebledness—Continued. 


Bonded | Floating 
ae debt. 


debt. 


SOUTHERN STATES. | 


TABLE 18.— Valuation and taxation. 


Assessed valuation, 
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Rhode Island. 
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74, 853, 536 308, 455, 135 24.2 150 
34, 622, 399 139, 622, 705 36.5 147 
54, 390, 876 156, 100, 202 18.0 12 
56, 098, 465 133, 560,135 23.0 1 37 
99, 488, 658 239, 472, 599 12.0 133 
12, 053, 158 30, 938, 309 18.0 1% 
45, 493, 220 122,867, 228 12.6 1 07 
31, 158, 599 110, 628, 129 19.8 215 
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TABLE 18.— Valuation and 
Real estate. 
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Washington. 
Wyoming... 


eee 


Total. . ..... . . .. 


2,054,218 2,648,761 | 22.4 2 06 


68,192, 70 | e 504,543 | 


60, 020, 889 


—nn 


The United States . .... -, 13, 086, 766, 925 8,800, 226,618 | 16,902, 996,543 70,971,511 | 241,779,210 | 312,750,721 | z.s | 185 


a No tax for the support of schools separate from other taxes is levied, but the expenses of the schools, amounting to $433,567, are paid out of the district revenue. 
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TABLE 19.— Selected cities, valuation and taxation. 


Personal 


—ẽ——. (I Ä 


Cities. 
a 2 
Philadel P 
Manchester, N. 


New Yo 
Auburn 
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TABLE 20.—Drawn from returns of school statistics from the several States and Territories for the year 1881, showing number of youth not enrolled in 
school, and expense of supplying them with necessary school-houses and teachers and text-books for school of three-months’ length for first year. 


2 . A 2 peua 
2 is 5 3 i FERE 
= 8 8 
fg | 28 3 2 HFE 
— E > He — Boy 
32 | 88 E $e | d |3ES 
States and Territories. 22 25 & aa $ 288 8 
= Sa 
53 |s 3 E 1 122 
2 8 PE: E == HE 17 ; 
3 5 2 5 g 3 5 8 5 3 5595 
— 3 + ah. 
3 224 3 g 8 Ses 
z o 2 & 
cl, 478,700 | d$1, 232, 250 ¢$443,610 | $7,395 | $3,161,953 
1,044, 600 870, 500 813, 330 5, 223 2, 233, 703 
233,500 236, 250 85,050 1,417 606, 217 
88, 800 74,000 640 444 189, 884 
146, 100 121,750 730 312,410 
48, 900 40, 750 15,570 244 105, 
Florida 296, 100 246,750 88, 1,485 633, 165 
Gori 4, 1,300,800 1, 084, 000 390,210 | 6.504 | 2,781,544 
Illinois. 6,012 1, 803, 600 1, 503, 000 541,080 9,018 3, 856, 698 
4,209 1, 262, 700 1, 052, 250 878. 810 6,313 2,700, 073 
3.224 967, 200 800, 000 293, 160 4, 836 2, 071, 196 
1,983 594, 900 105. 750 178, 470 2,974 1, 272, 094 
6, 364 1, 891, 200 1,576, 000 567, 360 9,456 | 4,044, 016 
4, 181 1, 254, 300 1, 045, 250 376, 290 6,271 2, 682, 111 
1,277 383, 100 319,250 114, 930 1,915 819, 195 
3,206 961, 800 801,500 288. 540 4, 809 2, 056, 649 
2,931 879, 300 732, 750 263, 790 4, 336 1, 880, 226 
2,473 741. 900 618, 250 222,570 3.70 1,586, 429 
3,653 1,095, 900 913, 250 328,770 5,479 2, 343, 399 
4, 942 1, 600 1, 235, 500 444,780 7,413 8, 170, 293 
1,041 312, 300 260, 250 93, 690 1,561 667, 801 
44 13, 200 11,000 3, 960 66 28. 226 
2,641 792,300 660, 250 237, 690 8, 961 1, 694, 201 
12,817 3. 845, 100 3, 204, 250 1, 153, 530 19, 225 8, 222, 105 
4, 547 1, 364, 100 1, 136, 750 409, 230 6, 820 2, 916, 900 
6,371 1. 911. 300 1.592. 750 573, 390 9,556 4, 086, 996 
543 162, 900 135, 750 48, 870 814 348, 334 
9,812 2, 943, GUO 2, 453, 000 883, 080 14,718 6, 294. 398 
163 48, $00 40, 750 14.670 241 104, 564 
2,576 772, 800 644, 000 231, 40 3. S64 1, 652, 504 
, 248 1,574, 400 1,312, 000 472,320 7, 822 3,366, 542 
875 262, 500 218,750 78,750 1,312 561,312 
496 148, 800 124, 000 44,640 744 318, 184 
6,352 1, 995, 600 8 000 571, 680 9. 258 4, 074. 808 
1,359 407,700 „750 122. 310 2,088 71,798 
3,824 1,147, 200 956, 000 344, 160 5, 736 2, 096 
ce 5. 727 114 31.200 28. 500 10, 260 171 73, 131 
Dakota. . . see 13, 364 267 80, 100 66, 750 24, 030 400 171, 280 
District of Columbia 16, 259 325 97,500 81, 250 29, 250 487 208, 487 
Idaho 29 700 7, 250 2.610 43 18.603 
Indian Territory (Cherokees, Chickasaws, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles) . . . . . . . . .. . .. l . . . . .. l. . . . . . . . se. lee esse eee: eee 
von R %5 28, 500 23,750 8,550 142 60, 942 
490 147, 000 122,500 44,100 735 314,335 
SES 311 93, 300 77.750 27, 990 466 199, 
183 54, 900 45,750 16, 470 274 117, 394 
24 7,200 6, 100 2,160 36 15, 496 


120, 567 36, 170, 100 30, 141, 850 10, 884, 930 


a A large number attend school beyond the school age, which carries the enrollment above the total school population, so that the absence of those of school 
age does not appear. b Allowing one teacher to each fifty pupils. c Allowing one school-house of a cost of $300 to fifty pupils. d Allowing one year 
at a normal school at a cost of $250. eThis is the additional cost of a school of three months for the non-attending persons of school age according to the 
returns for 1881; other returns can be made for 1882, This is an expense incurred by each parent, and, though not a public tax, is a part of the additional 
expense to be incurred by the communities, 


TABLE 21.—Table drawn from the returns of school statistics from the Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, showing the num- 
ber of youth not enrolled in school and the expense of supplying them with the necessary school-houses and teachers and the books for a school of 
three-months’ length for the first year. 
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TABLE 21.—Tuable drawn from the returns of school statistics for the Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, §c.—Continued. 


; ze | 3 So: 2 | ff 
mila | a | | to] a 
Southern States and District of Columbia. H 8 Ẹ 3 89 25 
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Oregon 
Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island 


F 
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a Allowing one teacher to each fifty ils, b Allowing one school house at a cost of $300 to fifty pupils. o Allowing one year at normal school 
cost of $250. d This is the additional cost of a school of three months for the non-attending persons of school oga; socordia to the returns of 1881; other re- 
reget 8 e for 1882. e This is an expense incurred by each parent, and, though not a public tax, is a part of the additional expense to be incurred by 

community. 


57,5 | 17,289,500 | 14,350,250 | 5,172, 750 


TABLE 22,—Table based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1881, showing legal school population ; total school expenditure ; per capita of 
school ry year proportion of $15,000,000 based on number of persons by census of 1880 ten years old and upward who can not read; propor- 
tion of $15,000,000 to per capita of school population of 1881 ; total of school expenditure including $15,000,000; and total per capita expenditure 
including $15,000,000. 
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272, SAL 388,412 142 466,735 53 171 855, 147 53 313 
211, 237 3,047,005 | 14 42 147, 983 82 70 3, 195,588 82 15 12 
40, 504 557,151 | 13 65 28,373 77 69 585,524 77 1434 
143, 745 1,476,691 | 10 27 63,933 36 44 1, 540, 624 36 10 71 
37,285 207, 281 5 56 51,511 96 138 258,795 96 6 91 
88, 677 114, 895 129 213, 887 07 2 46 828, 782 07 375 
461, 016 498, 533 1 08 1,360,596 42 2% 1, 859, 129 42 403 
1, 002, 222 7.858, 414 7 St 291. 880 21 29 8, 153, 294 21 8 13 
714.343 4, 528, 754 GU 213, 244 37 29 4, 741,998 37 6 63 
594,730 5. 129. 819 8 62 $5,614 38 l4 5,215,463 38 8 76 
348, 179 1, 976, 397 5 67 77,682 14 22 2,054,079 14 5 90 
553, 688 1, 248, 524 225 786, 434 56 1 42 2, O34, 958 56 3 67 
271,414 441,484 1 62 905, 612 35 33 1, 347,096 35 496 
213, 927 1,089, 414 5 09 55, 379 33 25 1, 144,793 33 535 
319, 201 1, 604, 580 5 02 339, 234 80 106 1, 943, 864 80 6 08 
312, 680 5,776,542 | 18 47 230,384 21 73 6,006,926 21 19 21 
518, 294 5,418, 233 6 59 143, 503 15 27 3,561,736 15 | 6 87 
300, 923 1, 466, 492 487 62. 508 35 20 1,529, 090 35 5 08 
419, 963 757.75 180 961,354 15 223 1,719,112 15 4 09 
723, 454 3, 152,178 435 422, 839 63 58 3,575, 017 63 181 
152, S24 1, 165, 103 762 23,850 18 15 1, 188, 953 18 778 
10,533 140,419 | 13 B 11,279 34 107 151, 698 34 14 40 
60, 899 577, (22 947 36, 497 17 59 613,519 17 10 07 
8.631 1.914.447 5 70 119, 208 26 5 2,033, 655 26 6 0 
1, 662, 122 10, 923, 402 6 57 507,539 75 30 | 11,430,941 75 6 87 
468, 072 409, 659 87 1,120, 692 94 39 1,530,351 H 3 26 
— — 1,063,337 8. 133, 622 76 264, 252 68 24 8, 397,874 68 7 89 
FON... eo} 61.641 318, 331 5 16 16,375 30 26 334,706 30 5 43 
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Rhode Island. — 53.077 549,937 | 10 36 53,170 98 100 603, 107 98 11 36 
South Carolina. 262,279 345, CH 131 980, 141 88 373 1,325,775 88 5 05 
Tennessee. . 515, 878 688. 009 1 16 1. 201. 20 71] 2 20 1,839,306 71 3 36 
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TABLE 22.—Table based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1881, &c.—Continued. 
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the sum of money which each Slate and Territory 


— Showing the sum of money which each State and Territory 
would receive, &c.—Continued. 


000,000 among them all in proportion 
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ABLE 24.— Table showing the sum of money which each State and Ti 
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TABLE 24.—Table showing sum of money, &c.—Continued. 


No. of such il- 8 of 
States and Territories. literates in 000, 000 to 
each State. each State. 


111, 387 $339, 284 80 

75, 635 230, 384 21 

47,112 143,506 15 

20, 551 62, 598 35 

315, 612 961,354 15 

138, 818 422, 839 63 

1,530 4,660.38 

7,830 23,550 18 

3,703 11,279 31 

11, 982 36,497 17 

39,136 119, 208 26 

52, 994 161, 419 72 

166, 605 507,539 75 

387, 890 1. 120, 692 94 

86, 754 264, 252 68 

5,376 16, 375 30 

146, 138 445,136 35 

2 omit 

394,335 1,201,296 71 

256, 223 780 455 26 

4,851 14,776 15 

12,993 38,576 68 

360, 495 1,098, 067 77 

3,191 9,719 79 

West V rginia 52, O41 158,516 89 
Wisconsin. 38, 693 117, 858 88 
Wyoming. 427 1,300 64 
4,923, 451 | 15, 000, 000 09 


ed another bill, the purpose of which is to provide a perpetual fund 
Ir distribntion among the States and Territories for the 
mon schools. For the first ten years it is that 
tion be made on the basis of illiteracy, an ee ee F. eee 
actual population. The ition is to found a fund, and to increase 
that fund by placing to its account every year the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands and one-half the income from the land grant railroads 
of the country, so called, and to distribute not the money itself thus 
received, but the interest thereof. 

Of course at the beginning the amount for distribution would be very 
trifling, as the interest upon the three, four, or five million, whatever 
the amount might be, which would be passed to the credit of this fund 
as the accumulation from the two sources mentioned for the first year 
would be very little indeed, bat ually it would i and in the 
course of ten years the amount of interest that would be likely to accrue 
for distribution would become of essential consequence. It might reach 
in ten years the amount of three or four million dollars, and ever after- 
ward it would continue to increase. 

That bill has in substance been before the country for ten or twelve 
years. The honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] whom 
I do not now see in his seat was one of the earliest and strongest advo- 
cates of that measure, and the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] has identified his name with it as he has with so many other 
of the great measures of legislation which have been enacted during the 
last twenty years in this country. That measure has received the sanc- 
tion of the Senate upon, I think, more than one occasion. It has failed 
to pass the House of Representatives heretofore. At some time that 
bill will come up for consideration by the Senate. 

The Committee on Education and Labor looked upon these two bills 
nasa ia eee spina relation with each other, the one now 

g discussed ting only to a temporary exigency. roposing to dis- 
tribute a larger amount of money immediately to ps an existing dif- 
ficulty, in order to equalize the educational condition of the country as 
a whole, and the other bill would naturally supplement it, and about 
the time the fund from the temporary-aid b Dill shall disa disappear some- 
thing substantial will be coming from this. 

I make these remarks at this time in order that I may introduce, as 
bearing upon the general subject of national aid to education as 
contributing something to the symmetry of the discussion, which ree: 
include that bill earlier or later, certain documentary matter. Ip 
table No. 25, showing the aggregate amount received from the 
of public lands i in the past twenty years, and one-half eee eee. 
received from the railroads, and the yearly income to be derived upon 
3 yearly amount at 4 per cent. for each of the next ten years 
for school purposes; a like table, No. 26, giving the income from rail- 
roads from three and a half years; and table No. 27 showing the dis- 
posals of the public lands and the amount received therefrom in each 
fiscal year from July 1, 1862, to June 30, 1882, inclusive. I think 
these tables, in connection with the others which I have already in- 
troduced, will furnish to the Senate and to everybody practically all 
the statistical information that exists in this country in the possession 
e = Government, from its archives, as bearing on the subject-matter 
of education. 
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TABLE 25.—Showing aggregate amount received from the disposal of pub- 

lic lands in the past twenty years, $49,874,303.38 ; average amount per 
ie 17 ; one-half the yearly amount received from railroads, 
689.92. 


Income for To agricult- 
Fund. distribution. To schools. ural colleges. 
$2, 807, 405 09 | $106,606 20 $71,130 80 $35,565 40 
5,334,810 18 213, 392 40 142, 261 60 71. 130 80 
8,902,215 27 320,083 60 213, 392 40 106, 696 20 
10, 669, 620 36 426,784 80 234,523 20 142, 261 60 
13,337,025 45 533,481 00 355,654 00 177, 827 00 
16, 004, 430 54 640,177 20 426,784 80 218, 292 40 
18, 671, 835 63 746, 873 40 497,915 60 248, 957 80 
21,339, 240 72 $53,569 60 569, 045 40 284. 523 20 
24, 006, 645 81 930, 265 80 640,177 20 320, 088 60 
26, 674,050 90 | 1,066,962 00 711,308 00 355, 654 00 
TABLE 26.—List of cash into the Treasury of the United States 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Company on account of 25 per 
cent. of net gee under the act of May 7, 1878, from July 1, 1878, 
to December 31, 1881: 
Six months vas December 31, 1878 rt for 1879, 8 $181,329 51 
Twelve months ending December 31, report for page 37)... 229,076 32 
Twelve months ending Decem! bee ST 180 (ESOT fox 1881, page 20)... 144, 436 74 
‘Twelve months ending — 31,1882 (report for 1882, page 27)... 79,149 91 
Total for three and a half years. . . . .. .... ... . . . . . . e. 663, 992 43 
Amounts found to be due = — * from the Union Pacific Railway Company 
poor ne yong ted gr Amare net earnings,” under the act of May 7, 1878, for the 
. 1878, to Tosser se 1881; but owing to questions in dis- 
pate an : ve not yet been made by the company (see report for 1882, 
Six months ending Decem rt for 1881, $122,779 31 
Twelve months ending . 31, ise re report for R 140 524,038 33 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1880 (report for 1881, page 16).. 721,993 08 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1881 (report for 1882, page 590,191 31 
Total for three and a half years. . . 2,8, 002 08 
Less amounts due the company ſor Services rendered 
FF y the Treas- 
ury namely: 
on ae (apat yi ae — ie eT 
Kansas Pacific (report for page 18). 
1,357, 165 05 
Due United States in cash. . . ..... .. . . . .. . . rue. . . . 901,837 03 
—— ——ʃ' 


January 5 made awae i the last three and: a me 


years Central Pacific, average 189,712 13 
Claimed "Government t to be due, but ine, but nothing 
cific, yearly average. . 
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TABLE 27.—Statement showing the disposition of the public lands and the 
amount received therefrom in each fiscal year from July 1, 1862, to June 
30, 1882, inclusive. 


i 


Year. Amount, 


f 
: 


2 


BE FopponphESononppey 
FFF 
288883588 88888815 
888888888888 888 88888 
IBB 888888 
SESS 8888888284888 88 
288888888888 88888888 


F 


In area and amount given for 1882 there were 
dian lands 310,336.13 acres for $634,617.22, w FFF 
a grand total for 1882 of 14.309, 168. 40 acres and 88,391, 516.04. 


Mr. President, I now come to certain propositions which I think are 
fairly deducible from the premises already laid down. ‘These proposi- 
tions are, I think, true: 

First. That intelligence and virtue generally diffused among the 
masses of the people are necessary conditions to the existence of repub- 
lican governments in the nation and in the States. 

Second. That in so far as ignorance and vice exist republican govern- 
ments fail, and that although the forms of freedom may continue, one 
the substance will be eaten out and ultimately the fabric itself will fall. 
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Third. That there is now in all parts of the country a de- 
gree of ignorance among the people, and that those invested with the 
sovereignty, which is the suffrage, are by reason of ignorance to a dan- 
gerous degree unfitted to exercise the functions of government. 

Fourth. That this mass of ignorance is increasing and not diminish- 
ing, although there has been a slightly greater increase of population 
than of illiteracy relatively during the decade from 1870 to 1880 in the 
country as a whole. 

Fifth. That in many parts of the country conditions are growing rap- 
idly worse rather than better, and that the evil is of that iar nat- 
ure that the local power and disposition to apply the rem: 
as the necessity for it increases. 

Sixth. That the danger to the country is everywhere, although the 
disease may be largely local; that ignorance anywhere circulates every- 
where and poisons the political and social life of each State and of the 
whole people. 

Seventh. That the remedy must be applied by those who perceive the 
danger; that if there is anywhere indifference to the remedy it proves 
that there is the more occasion for its use, and that the insensibility of 
the patient requires at once such measures on the part of those still in 
relatively sound health as will prevent the spreading of the plague; 
and that the cry of physicians and nurses for help should control our 
action rather than the convulsions or the stolidity of the patients. 

Eighth. But in this case there is neither indifference nor stolidity; 
there is simply an inability to combat the plague unaided and a ery of 
distress. Ignorance is worse in a republic than the pestilence. 

Ninth. That the exceptional degree of illiteracy prevailing in some 
parts of the country as it constitutes a common danger, so it is the re- 
sult historically of causes for which the whole country is responsible, 
and that those portions of the land which have been free from the im- 
mediate presence of the institution to which we trace the evil are not 
without participation in the guilt as well as the lucre which apper- 
tained to it. 

That everywhere the pharisee business is played out and the prayer 
of the publican is in order. 

Tenth. Those parts of the country where there is least illiteracy have 
as a rule received already very largely pecuniary assistance from sources 
which originated in fortunate location and the wise providence of those 
who lived before them, and that there is justice in the request for help 
made by those whose ancestors acquired and defended the soil whereon 
these happy millions and glorious institutions now repose in prosperity 
and strength. 

Eleventh. That there is no State or Territory in the Union where 
the facilities for common-school education should not be greatly in- 
ereased, and none where twice the amount of expenditure and effort 
now going on might not profitably be made. 

Twelfth. That local taxation is very heavy, falling ehiefly upon 
homesteads and visible personal property and the estates of those least 
able to bear taxation, which should come from the surplus of society 
and not from its pri means of existence, while the national income 
is derived mainly from things either better. not consumed at all, and 
therefore the more heavily taxed the better still, because there will be 
the less of that harm which comes from consumption, or from articles 
paid for by those who have the surplus earnings and accumulated 
wealth of oop 

Thirteenth. t since, at the present time, the national taxation is 
far less burdensome to the masses of the people, upon whom falls much 
more heavily the weight of the support of State and local institutions, 
and also since the existence of the nation is as much imperiled by ig- 
norance as the perpetuity of the States, therefore the common good re- 
quires the appropriation of national aid to the support and maintenance 
of common schools. 

Fourteenth. That this aid should be distributed in such way and 
should so long continue as is necessary, in order to equalize the facili- 
ties for common-school education, and to once elevate the status of the 
masses of the community to a high standard of intelligence, at which 
point and after which the community would, in self-defense and from 
the instinct which inclines men to keep a good when they possess it, be 
sure to educate itself sufficiently without national help. This is proved: 
that systems of education are best supported and most firmly fixed in 
the most intelligent States. Those States would as soon surrender their 
liberties as their schools. They are synonymous. 

I now pass to consider the ability of the different sections to bear tax- 
ation. The ability of communities to bear taxation is notin proportion 
to their relative total wealth or property. But there must first be de- 
ducted as properly exempt from any imposition so much property and 
producing power as is necessary to subsistence, and taxation can not be 
sustained except upon the surplus remaining, if any. The valuation 
per capita of the New England States is $661; of the Middle States, 
$473; of the Western States, $334; of the Territories, $211; of the South- 
ern States, $155; of the colored population, not over $5; average of 
whole country, $337. 

But the ability to bear taxation depends upon producing power at 
the time the levy is made as much as upon accumulated property, for 
property will not sell and consequently can not pay unless producing 
forces are active. 

The census shows that from 1870 to 1880 in the States of Virginia, 


y grows less 


West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennes- 
see, thirteen States, there was a net loss in valuation of $202,868,844, 
In Texas there was a gain of $170,631,586; in Georgia, $12,253,080; 
North Carolina, $25,721,580; total, $208,606,246. Consequently the 
total loss of valuation in the other ten States enumerated was the enor- 
mous sum of $411,475,090 in ten years. 

Bear in mind these are not the ten years during which the slaves 
were liberated. These were the ten years between 1870 and 1880. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I 
should like to ask him if it is not possible that that difference or shrink- 
age of value in some of the Southern States is accounted for by the dif- 
ference in the value of money in the census reports, being currency in 
1870 and gold in 1880? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not say in regard to that. That is an open ques- 
tion upon which everybody can draw his own inference. But during 
the same time in the country at large, as the Senator knows, the aggre- 
gate valuation, which undoubtedly was made upon the same substan- 
tial basis in all parts of the country, very nearly doubled. It went 
from sixteen billion to thirty billion dollars or more, if I recollect aright. 
I will not vouch for figures, but I think it was from sixteen to thirty 
billion dollars, the actual values. The Senator will observe, too, that 
in three of the States enumerated there was an actual increase: in North 
Carolina of $25,000,000, in Texas of $170,000,000, and in Georgia of 
$12,000,000. I apprehend that the valuation is substantially on the 
same basis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you account for it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I account for it in the actual diminution in the cash 
value of the property in those States, if the figures are worth anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But how do you account for it? 

Mr. BLAIR. From the general influences that operated in that sec- 
tion of the country. I think the data before the country very plainly 
show in most of these same States a quickening and revival in the busi- 
ness tendencies and in the business activity of the people and a general 
inclination to the investment of capital from abroad. The people are 
turning their attention to industrial questions, and very rapidly. The 
face of the South is being transformed, and the old ain ya quotation 
will come in one of these days; the South will really bud and blossom 
as the rose, and that beforea great while. But between the years 1870 
and 1880 we all know thecondition of the Southern country, and I do 
not think I could elucidate the subject in such a way that it would be 
better understood than the honorable Senator from Vermont and others 
already understand it. 

The lack of education among the masses of the peopleis undoubtedly 
one more reason why property depreciated; perhaps the greatest reason 
was the absence of schools, and that was one cause why Northern im- 
migration failed to find its home in the South rather than in the West. 
If there is anything that a Northern man or a Northern family wants, 
it is a chance to educate the children; it will not go where there are 
no schools. It is only primarily by the establishment of schools that 
that portion of the country can avail itself of the natural tendencies to 
immigration in that direction, either of individuals or of capital largely. 

The decrease in the losing States varied from 45 to 78 per cent. I 
call attention to the thread of what I was saying, showing a decrease 
in the valuation in ten of those States of $411,000,000. During the 
same ten years the increase of population was 4,006,982, which is I sup- 
pose at least 30 per cent. of the population of the same thirteen States 
in 1870. 

Ignorance and poverty procreate faster than intelligence and wealth. 

Again, ability to bear taxation for a certain purpose will depend 
upon the other existing demands for the application of revenue. Ina 
great section of our country the fixed capital, the houses, structures of 
all kinds for residence and business of every description, highways, and 
other means of transportation, &c., were lately destroyed by fire and 
sword, and when for that reason they have to be replaced or must be 
produced as a primary condition to existence and advancement for any 
reason, the taxation, such as poor and struggling communities can bear, 
must be greatly absorbed in these uses. A community has certain 
primary physical necessities like an individual, and as he must eat be- 
fore he learns to read, so the community must provide for some things 
even before it provides completely for the intellectual culture of its 
children; hence it would be expected for all these causes that the people 
in the Southern States would be able to pay far less for the support of 
common schools than other portions of the American people. Yet, as 
a fact, they pay in proportion to their valuation as much and in propor- 
tion to their capacity to be taxed a great deal more for the education 
of their children. It is not a question of effort, but of strength. 

The rate per cent. of school to total taxation is, in New England, 20.2 
per cent.; Middle States, 19.5 per cent.; Western States, 26.6 per cent.; 
Territories, 22.4 per cent.; Southern States, 20.1 per cent.; average, 
whole country, 22.6 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean on the total valuation? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; the percentage of school taxation to the entire 
amount of taxation, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To a fixed ratio. 

Mr. BLAIR. Taking the entire taxation of the country and dividing 


that taxation into groups, the New England States, the Middle States, 
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the Western States, the Territo: and the Southern States. In New 
England 20.2 14 eo of all taxation is given to education, to schools. 

Mr. EDMU. . That percentage of the total for all purposes? 

Mr. BLAIR. Of the amount of all taxes raised and collected. For 
instance, where there is $100,000 raised in any given community in 
New England, $20,200 of that $100,000 is applied to schools; in the 
Middle States, $19,500 of the $100,000 is applied to schools; in the 
Western States, $26,600 is applied to schools; in the Territories, oo 
is applied to schools; in the Southern States, $20,100 is applied to 
schools; and the average for the whole country of every $100,000 of 
taxation is $22,600. It has a very important bearing on the merits of 
the proposition that this table be understood. 

I now proceed to consider the increase of educational expenditures 

aired. I have not dared to make these calculations up to what I 
think they really should be; they are the minimum. The education 
of children is a business just as much as the running of a government, 
or a line of transportation, or the raising of crops. A plant is first re- 
quired. The child, ignorant of his letters, is the raw material; and 
in theory at least, the young man or woman instructed in the rudi- 
ments of knowledge and skilled in the primary arts for its acquisition 
is the manufactured article. 

Falling back upon the returns of the Bureau of Education of 1881, 
the latest and most reliable we have, and bearing in mind all that I 
have said in the early part of my remarks of the increase since that 
time and the enlarged proportions of the problem we are dealing with, 
I ask attention to the following facts: 

In 1881 there were children of the school ages in the United States 
not enrolled, that is, not attending at all anywhere in public or private 
schools, 6,030,936. 

I will here state that educators complain everywhere that they lack 
accommodations for those who are actually enrolled. There are no 
school-houses for their accommodation. In fact there are not sittings 
for more than are enrolled anywhere. A school-house for fifty pupils 
can not cost less than $300. We have, then, a necessity for increase of 
school-houses 120,567, and of teachers at least the same number. The 
houses would cost $36,170,100; if you fit the teachers with one year 
of instruction, at $250, $30,141,850; teachers’ wages for three-months’ 
school, at $30, boarding themselves, about 50 cents per day—one-third 
pay of diggers of ditches and short drains—$10,854,930; cost of books, 
which must be paid for by some one, $180,782; total, $77,347,662, to 
provide the plant and run it three months for the instruction of the 
children not now attending school at all in this country. 

Take now the seventeen Southern States, including the District of 
Columbia. There were not-enrolled children of school returned 
to the bureau in the year 1881, 2,873,399; school-houses and teachers 
required, 57,465; cost of houses at $300 each, $17,239,500; cost of fit- 
ting teachers, at $250 one year, $14,366,250; pay for three months, 
wages at $30 per month, teacher paying board, $5,172,750; school- 
books, $86,148—a total cost to provide for and instruct for three months 
the children not now enrolledin public or privateschools $36,864,648, of 
which $31,692,898 is necessary before the schools could begin. 

Now, all this done, in addition to what already exists north and 
south, the country would be only tolerably a geen with a school 
plant, the repair and reproduction of which, with constant increase of 
investment to perform properly the increasing educational work, must 
be provided for. 

But it should be borne in mind that a school of three months leaves 
nine months in the year in which to forget what has been learned in 
the three. Many schools are far less in duration, and consist of but a 
single term during the year, some not more than three or four weeks, 
in fact. These averages are pernicious, inasmuch as it is like an effort 
to divide the crime or misery of the country according to population, 
and say that each person suffers 25 per cent. from cancer, or is three- 
fourths a lunatic, or 50 per cent. a murderer. But it is the best we can 
do, and in no event are we likely fully to grasp the tremendous signifi- 
cance of the solid facts. The schools in my opinion should be six months 
yearly, and be divided in two terms. Thatis enough; and the rest of the 
time of youth should be given to industrial improvement and recreation. 

The actual yearly expenditures of all moneys for public schools in 
the whole country is at this time just about $80,000,000. I believe that 
to be a liberal estimate. Of this, in the sixteen Southern States, with 
the District of Columbia, there may be $14,000,000. In the year 1881 
it was $13,359,784, as returned to the Commissionerof Education. The 
schools average about three months yearly. 

If we deduct the $14,000,000 from $80,000,000 we havé remaining as 
the expenditure in the rest of the country $66,000,000. As these South- 
ern States have one-third the total population, in order to place that 
section upon an equality of privilege with the rest there should be, in- 
stead of $14,000,000, a yearly expenditure of $33,000,000 for her en- 
rolled children, and none of these calculations make any provision for 
children not enrolled at all. 

It is too low an estimate to say that in the North there should bean 
expenditure of $100,000,000 at once to increase school facilities, pro- 
vide and qualify teachers for their work, and at least as much more in 
the South, or in the whole country, $200,000,000. Upon the present 
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basis of iture in the North there would be $100,000,000 annually 
paid for the support of public schools in the whole country. If one- 
third the children are now unenrolled and unprovided for, there should 
be an increase in yearly expenditure of $50,000,000 on their account. 
This would make the annual cost of our public schools only $150,000,- 
000, and would give to all the children of the whole country but six 
months’ training each year, and to teachers only the pay of common 
laborers or less. 

The proposition of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN ]—setting 
aside the source of supply from which he proposed to get the money 
which would have a tendency to identify the support of the public 
schools with the prosperity of a business which I hope will yet disap- 
pear from the earth, which proposition was to appropriate about $80,- 
000,000 yearly to schools—is really moderate when the necessities of 
the problem are fairly stated, and I take this occasion to say that the 
proposition of the Senator from Illinois, divested of the objectionable 
feature referred to, is worthy ofa great statesman and far-seeing patriot, 
There is nothing the matter but our own failure to fully appreciate the 
stern requirements of the situation. 

If fifty, eighty, or one hundred millions could be substituted for the 
fifteen millions proposed in this bill, and the whole distributed upon 
the basis of population, or of illiteracy, temporarily, it would be far 
better. But I have no hope of the adoption of such a measure, and the 
committee felt under the necessity of confining the amount to the com- 
por pittance of fifteen millions, which must necessarily, if not very 

rgely increased, be confined to the dense clouds of ignorance where 
explosions are threatened; that is to say, it must be applied locally to 
the evil itself. In States which receive but little, comparatively little 
is wanted. 

Even after $15,000,000 are divided upon the basis of illiteracy, the 
individual child will receive for his education in California, $15.12; in 
Colorado, $14.34; in Connecticut, $10.71; in Nevada, $14.40; in New 
Hampshire, $10.07; in Rhode Island, $11.36; in District of Columbia, 
$13.61, and in Massachusetts, $19.21. 

While in Alabama he will receive $3.64; in Arkansas, $3.13; in Flor- 
ida, $3.75; in Georgia, $4.03; in Kentucky. $3.67; in Louisiana, $4.96; 
in Mississippl, $4.09; in Virginia, $3.94; in West Virginia, $4.31; in 
North Carolina, $3.26; in South Carolina, $5.05. 

While the immediate need in these last States is at least for double 
the education called for in the first group. 

This bill appropriates $15,000,000 the first year, and will give to 
every State and Territory $3 for each person over ten years of age who 
can not read, and $2.41 for each person who can not write, lessening in 
amount, that is according to the basis of distribution, $1,000,000 yearly 
for ten when all payments are to cease. 

The State will apply the funds and render a yearly account of the 
manner in which the work is done. The Executive, if dissatisfied, can 
withhold further expenditures, subject to the action of Congress. 

Each State and Territory must expend for school purposes at least 
one-third the amount received during the first five years and an equal 
amount the second five years of the operation of the bill if it should 
become a law. 

States receiving small amounts can expend the same for normal in- 
struction, teachers’ institutes, or otherwise, as they prefer. The amount 
that New Hampshire receives, for instance, would increase her normal 
school facilities more than threefold beyond the present expenditure of 
the State, or give 59 cents yearly to persons of school age. 

The funds must be applied to schools and not to structures, not ex- 
ceeding one-tenth to the qualification of teachers, which is the first ne- 
cessity. The States are required to so use the fund as to bring about 
an actual equalization of school advantages to all children alike. In- 
dustrial education is provided for when practicable, which will be but 
seldom, although something may be done in suitable localities and in 
the way of beginning. 

We are a great way deeper in the mire than we realize when we talk 
of doing much in the way of teaching trades and occupations before 
our children can half of them find a chance to learn to read. But it 
will come in time, and a beginning can now be made in the way of set- 
Hagon a few young trees. 

e Territories are of the utmost importance, and the bill under- 
takes to provide for them indispensable legislation, both in appropria- 
tions and administration. 

The method of expenditure in the States is the same substantially 
which has already been adopted by the Senate in the passage of the bill 
establishing a national school fund from the proceeds of the sale of pub- 
lic lands, &c. As both parties have already indorsed that method of 
expenditure on more than one occasion, the committee, or at least a 
majority of its members, have thought best to avoid all chance for con- 
troversy on that subject by adopting that which, having been repeat- 
edly sanctioned, can now be repudiated with consistency. 

also embrace this fitting opportunity to say that I fully believe 
that the States will everywhere disburse the moneys received under 
this bill, if it becomes a law, in good faith and with as sacred regard 
to the demands of prudence and honor in one section of the country as 
in the other. For a year or two there may be some possible confusion 
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in setting up and testing machinery, but in the existing condition of the 
public mind the better way is to give outright to the States and hold 
them, as they desire to be held, to an undivided responsibility, to be 
redeemed upon their honor. We shall not trust to that honorin vain. 

Mr. President, the absolute necessities of this nation of these States, 
of their darkened and of the portentous future, demand the 
appropriation of public money from a full Treasury to aid in theestab- 
lishment and support of common schools throughout the country. 

Sir, I appeal to the facts, and entreat the Senate to pass this bill. 


[Text of the bill (S. 398) as it ee ee April 7, 1884, by a vote of yeas 
nays 
An act to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assombled, That for TTT 
act there shall be ee ee from the money in the Treasury the 

wing sums, to wit: The . year the 
DN Sf 415,000,100, the fourth year tho suim 
* 


$5,000,000; which several sums 

mon-school . K 
living in the United States. 

Sud. 2. aan 9 . paid out in the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of per- 
sons in each who, — ng dy or and over, can not write, bears to 
the whole number of such persons in the United States; such computation shall 


to the census of 1880. 
shall 1 this act 
ee Secretary of the Interior a state- 


until the ernor thereof shall fi 

ment, the character of the common-schoo! system in 
forco in such State or the amount of a expended therein during 
the last ing school year in the su of common schools, not including 


, or erection of school-houses; whether any dis- 
ee ofthe common-school revenues 
l facilities afforded bet th 


expenditures for the rent, 
crimination is made in 


No ied Bea beh be paid out under this arenes any State or 5 that shali 
free its children 


separa 
ti f this 9 The of the Interior shall t! to 
the Se f the CCFCSCCFFGCCC ee 


Secretary o Treasury the 
finds to be entitled to share in the benefits of this act, and also the amount due 


maintenance of the school es! 
be gear maintained by the 


— eventuall tates and T. wherein 
exist, it is that no of 
Set this ast shall Do nah ont ab any Sede oe in any one year than 


maintenance 
the erection of school buil: 
to each 


institutes or temporary training extending 
mal or other instruction to competent RA: suitable 
to qualify themselves — for tana! ee 


are without ee ee q 
agree in writin; vote themselves exclusively, for at least one year after 
ich to teach in the common schools for such compen- 


other teachers 

of the educational fund allotted to any State or Territory 
shall be used for the erection of school-houses or school of any descrip- 
tion, nor for rent of the same. 

Src. 10. That the eee 3 the Provisions of this act shall be 
used only for common schools, not sectarian in character, in the school districts 
of the several States and Territories, in as near as may 

of the school 
wherein the expenditure shall be 


inado, there ‘or Md eng The term “school district” shall include all ci 
towns, parishes, for school and 
corporations clothed by law with the power of maintaining common schools, 
Src. 11. That no second or subsequent allotment shall be made under this act 
toany State or 8 the governor of such State or Territory shall first 
file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him. 
tailed aceount of the a or 4 made of the school 


tioned to his State or 
hheld, f 22 7 unexpended, and a 5 soe 

cer wit or for any cause un or un a he 

amount expended in such State or as required by section 8 of this act, 

and also of the number of public, common, and industrial sch the number 

of teachers e ee the total number of children eer oe during the year, and 

in what branches instructed, the average daily „ num- 

berof white and colored children.and the number a of 

have bee ntained in each 93 
other 


disposition there the other matters herein 
Soren such State or Territory shall forfeit i its right to any subsequent appor- 


tionment by virtue hereof onl he the full amount so gs? 
shall have been replaced by such State or Terni lied as 
sana until s report shall have been made: * if 
n 
tions . 


in any State eee 
* failure y with the con 
shall 2 to the . of the} Inte: thatthe funds received under this 
e preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully applied 
to the 8 contemplated by this act, and that the conditions ve 
F of the Interior shall distribute the next year's 
Secretary of the Interior shall 
ust 


of the Interior shall pone to thi 
State or Territory has Sey its 
act, and how forfeited, and whether he has Soala — allotment on account 
of such forfeiture ; and each State and Territory from which such apportion- 
ment shall be withheld sball have the rightto appeal from such decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior to Congress. 

Sud. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be shead with the practical 
—— — of this act in the Territories through the monano 3 


— the 3 which report shall be transmi 
bn Heed report of his De 


eys raised 
purposes 1 for the education of all the children, with 
out distinction of e. or color, shal i r 


Phssed the Senate April 7, 1884. 
Attest; 
ANSON G. MoCOOK, Sceretary. 


[Text of the bill (S 398) as reported to the Forty-eighth Congress.] 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ere a of the United States of 

America in Congress Dee That for ten years 

there shall be „ 

esa sums, to wit: 
„000, 


— — $1,000,000 yearly from the sum last appropriated until ten annual ap- 
3 shall have been made, when all appropriations under this act shall 

which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common- 
— | education to all the children of the school age mentioned hercuſter living 
in the United States, 

Sec. 2. That such money shall annually be divided canons and paid ont in the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which tie whole number of 
persons in each who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not read and 
write bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States; apa until 
otherwise provided such computation shall be made according to the official 
returns of the census of 1880, 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior, at the close of each fiscal be g wa 
ascertain the . — amount uf the school fund to which the States and 


ot Sal ere sag — certified the several 
o y ap sum so am sev. 
and Territories and the District of Columbia upon the basis of —e— 
and illiteracy in the second — of this act. 
Sud. 4. That amount so a) to each State and Territory and to the 
District of Columbia shall be paid, the warrant of the Commissioner of 
ucation, counters; of the Interior, out of the Treasury 
of the United States, to the treasurer of „Territory, or District, or to 
such officer as be the laws of such State, Te: „or Dis- 
trict to receive, account for, and pay over the same to the several ool dis- 
tricts entitled thereto under vey aari a The erga “school district” as 


used in this section shall include e 


That — 7 
the State, Territory, or D. be made to any officer designated b the 
laws of the State for the disbursement of the school funds 
to the teachers employed n — schools. 

pall be expended sh shall inclu „ writing, and speaking” 
sS u. a ting. a S; 
English language, arithmetic, geography, history ef the United States, and such 


otherbranches of chien knowledge as may be taugh roe opal laws, and shall 
include, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry, and the in- 
struction of females in such 88 of technical or industrial education as are 
suited to their sex, which instruction shall be free t goes all, eres distinction of 
race, color nativit—, or condition in life: Provided, Tha‘ ng herein shall 
deprive children of different races, living inthe — 5 but attending 
separate schools, from receiving the benefits of this act the same as though the 
attendance therein pond without 3 of race. 1 
0 


under the 
ee Re Pen en oe: 


SEC. 7. That the District of shall be entitled to the privil ofa 


intending the distribution 
oings to the Secretary of the 
Senate 


Sec. 8. That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system 
of schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and mainte- 
nance of the school system established by local government, and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they 
exist, it is han provided that no part of the money Sal ngk dus under this 
act shall be paid out in any State or Territory which shall not, during the first 
five years of the operation of this act, annually nd for the maintenance of 
common schools at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under 
the provisions hereof, and during the second five years of its operation a sum 
at least eqnal to the whole amount it a) ps ee eee h 5 

Sxc. 9. at a part o e money ed to each State or ory, n 
exceeding one-tenth thereof, may Si hg be — to the education of teachers 
for the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining 
institutes or temporary training schools, or in extending opportunities for nor- 
mal or other instruction to competent and suitable persons, of any color, who 
are without reaver A means to qualify the ves for teaching, and who shall 
agree in writing to devote themselves exclusively, for at least one 
leaving such train schools, to teach in the common schools, for 
sation 7 may be paid other teachers therein. 

SEC, N 


compen- 


0. That no part of the educational fund allotted to any State or Territory 
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or the District of Columbia shall be used for ons of school-houses or 


way as 
of school privileges to all the 
or Territory w. aain 


Sec. 12. That any . — robe witch 7 ee of persons 10 of age and 
upward who can not read not over 5 cent, of the whole popula- 
tion thereof shall have the rane to niece its allotment and to y the same 
for the promotion of commo; and industrial education, or education 
of teachers therein, insucha way as ure of such State shall provide. 

Sec. 13. That the’ Secretary of . —— shall receive from the governor of 

governor on 


through such 
or before the goth day o a detailed aceount of the pay- 


ments or disbursements made 


withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended, and also the 
amount expended in such State or Territory as reason by section 8 of this act, 
and also of the number of public, common, and schools, the aber 


of teachers employed, the total number of children 2 during the aud 
in what branches instructed, the average daily attendance, and there 
ber of white and colored red children, and the number of imonths in each year 
schools have been maintained in each school district, and such otber informa- 
tion in relation to the use of the — fund and the condition of common- 
school education as trea pees taker 

or Territory ep uap or AN low to be misapplied, or in any manner appro- 


priated herein req 
part thereof, rd neh pry Faye provisions of this a or shall fail to compl 
et the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through 
roper officers, the disposition thereof, such State or Territory shall forfeit 
t to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof until the full amount 


2 Phen plied, lost. or misappropriated shall have been replaced by such 
or Terr i ek Sew a igo as herein required, and until such shall have 
been made: if the public schools in any State admit pupils not 


within the Wa herein Epecified it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with 
the conditions herein. 

Src. 14. That on or before the 1st day of September of each year the Secretary 
of the Interior shall report to the President of the United States whether any 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia has forfeited its 
apportionment under this peers and how forfeited, and whether 
such allotment on account of such forfeiture; and each State and 
the District of Columbia from which such apportionment shall be wi 
have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the Interior to 

Congress; and if the next Congress shall not direct sueh share to be itshall 
be added tothe general educational fund for distribution the otherStates 
and the Territories and District of Columbia which shall be entitled to the bene- 
fit of the provisions of this act. 

Seo. 18. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the a S maal 
administration of this act in the ‘Territories and the District of Col noun mt 
the Commissioner of Education, who shail report annually ay one 
tical operation, and briefly the condition of common and ind 
affected thereby throughout the coun: which report shall be Gonmniited 40 
ogress by the Secretary of the T, accompanying the report of his De- 
partment. 


{Text of bill (S. 151) introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress.] 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
December 6, 1881. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in the 
following bill; which was read twice, and referred to the Commi uca- 
tion and Labor. 

Decmber 20, 1881, ordered to bo printed. 

A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary Representatives of of common schools. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
America in Congress assembled, E 
there N be 3 


Al bare been 8 when all approp 
several sums shall be to 
tion to all the children } ving in the United States. 

SN. 2. Thatthe instruction in the common oe 8 — these poe 
be expended shall include the art of 8 U the 
language, arithmetic, geography, h the United States, and such — — 
branches of useful 3 as may i tanght under local laws,and may in- 
elude, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry; which instruc- 
tion shall be frec to all, without distinction of race, nativity, or condition in life: 
Provided, That nothing herein shall deprive children of een Se 
in the same community but attending separate schools, from receiving th 
oa of e act the same as though the attendance therein were dete. 

on of race, 

Sec, 3. That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of 
persons in each who, being of the 2 of ten years and over, can not read and 
write bears to the whole number such persons in — iri United ited States; and 
until otherwise provided such computation shall be made rding to the 
official returns of the census of 1880. 

Sec. 4. That such moneys shall be expended in each State by the concurrent 
action, each having an ioe, 5 upon the other, of the Secretary of the Interior, 
on the part of the Uni Sages and of the superintendent of public 


acco) 


board of education, or other bod x in which the administration of the public- 
school laws shall be vested, on the part of the several States wherein the ex- 
authorities of the 


5 are respectively to be made; and whenever the 
ited States and of the State fail to agree as to the distribution, use, aud ap- 
plication of the money hereby pase ided for, or any past thereof, 6 
thereof, or such part thereof, shall be suspended, and if such 
tinue throughout the fiseal year for which the same was ap 
be covered into the Treasury and shall be added to the gene 
for the next year, provided or in the first section of oem 

All sums of money appro; ed under the provisions of this act to the use — 
any Territory shall be applied to the use of pb ai therein by the Secretary of 
the Interior, through the commissioner of common schools, w. appointment 
is hereinafter provided for. 

Sec. 5. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
ee e eee ts States and Territories in such way as 

SO ad ide for the equalization of school privileges to all the children 
the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall be made, thereby giv- 


formally aside for the purpose of 


to each child an . for common- school education ; and to this end 
. not sectarian in character may be aided, and new ones 


— bA established, as may be deemed best in the several localities. 

Sec. 6. That ayan of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not 

exceeding one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers 
for the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining 
institutes or temporary training schools or in extending opportunities for nor- 
mal or other instruction to in tand suitable persons, of any color, who 
are without means, who shall agree, in writing, to qualify them- 
selves and teach in the common schools of such State or Territory at least one 


year. 
Sec. T. That the of this act not being to establish an independent sys- 
tem of schools, but rai — to nid forthe time being in the development and 
maintenance of the school systems established by local power, and which . 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein th 
pom it is hereby provided that no part of the money appropriated under th! 


act shall be paid out in any State or Territory which shall not during the first 
five years of the tion of this act annually expend for the maintenance of 
common schools, to all, at least one-third of thesum which shall be allotted 


to it under the provisions hereof, and during the second five years of its opera- 
tion a sum at least equal to the whole it shall be entitled to receive under this 
act; and if such nditure shall not be shown to the Secretary of the Interior 
at the end of FART Fi year by each State or Territory, respectively, or by such 
other evidence as shall be satisfactory to him, then the allotment under this act 
for each subsequent so long as there shall be a deficiency of such expendi- 
ture by the State or Terr of local funds, whether derived 

from taxation or otherwise, shall be expended for the support of common 
schools therein whol the Secretary, who shall apply the 
same to the su Sao or to the establishment of new schools in such 


5 as he sha 

Sec. 8. That ramos 12 9 the moi is Sass ree provided for shall be used for the 
erection of school-houses or en dings of any description, nor for rent of 
the same: Provided, however, That whenever it shall appear to the Seeretary that 
otherwise any given locality will remain wholly without reasonable common- 
school advantages, he may, in his discretion, from the general fund allotted to 
the State or Territory, provide schools and for their temporary accommodations, 
by rent or otherwise, in the most economical manner possible : And provided fur- 
ther, That in no case shall more than 5 per cent, of such allotment be set apart 
for or be expended under the provisions of this section. 

Sec. 9. Thatthereshall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a commissioner of common schools in each State 
and Territory, who shall be a citizen thereof and shall reside therein, and shall 
perform all such duties as may be assigned to him by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and who shall be with all the details at the 1 
of this act within his j 
In the Territories he shall apes be 


nor more 
the Secretary of — Interior. He shall annually make full reports of all mat- 
— connected with schools in his jurisdiction to the Secretary of the Interior, 


reports when called upon by the Secretary, and My of fail 
Sete in the administration of this act. In addition to his er duties he 
shall devote himself to the promotion of the EOSED 1 of public educa- 


hich the n 


under the provisions of this act 
shail be Sere in any other way — ihe romotion of common-school 
3 own borders or elsewhere, — 5 allotment shall be paid to such 
: Provided, Thati ts Legislature shall have first con- 
on of its appropriation to the general fund for use under the 
act in States and Territories where the proportion of illiterate 
cent. of the whole population. 
Sec. 11. That any whose illiterate is greater than 5 per cent. of its whole 
failing the provisions of this act and to comply with its 
= its allotment from year to year, the sum al- 
otted to such State, subject to the discretion: action of the Te paa of the 
Interior under the sixth and seventh sections of this act, shall become a part of 
the fund to be distributed among the States which shall be entitled to their re- 
spective allotments,and to the Territories. And any State not accepting the 
provisions of this act, nor aequiring the t to of its allotment as pro- 
PF one arf Mean ty in the preceding u, the same shall become a part of the general fund 


Sec. 12. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to the privileges of a 
Territory under the Setter alg rae but there shall be no commissioner of 
common schools a District, norshall itsexisting laws and school 

1 of Education 2 be 


3 3 to whom 8 shal i be due, and who shall be 
pe entitled to receive the mons; or to his agent, duly authorized by 

im, — approved by the State authorities, when under the provis- 
ions of this act their approval is n „and by the commissioner of common 
schools for the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall be made, and 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

I do not care further to trespass upon the time of the Senate now; 
and if the Senator from Virginia desires to ask that the bill be laid in- 
with the matters in his 
charge I shall not personally object; but, as I stated, I do not wish 
that this bill should lose its right of way. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask that this bill be laid aside informally and 
that we proceed with the public building bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye). The Senator from Vir- 
ginia asks that the bill now under consideration be laid aside inform- 
ally. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is laid 
aside. The Senator from Virginia asks unanimous consent to proceed 
with the consideration of Senate bill No. 1255. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. - 
The Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
ot the bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of a site fora building for 
court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal. 
Ehe bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
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Grounds with amendments. The first amendment was in section 2, 
after the word chosen,“ in line 24, to insert: 
Provided, That the site so selected shall be of such dimensions as to leave an 


open space of not less than 40 feet in width, includfng streets and alleys, around 
the building to be constructed thereon, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 3, to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso : 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to 
said site shall be vested in the United States, and the State of California shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pi except 


the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil 
process therein, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, N. C. 

The bill (S. 229) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Wilmington, N. C., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That the site on which the said building shall be erected shall be 
so selected as to leave an open space around the same of not less than 40 feet in 
width, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAYTON, OHIO. 

The bill (S. 856) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Dayton, Ohio, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 

The bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

The bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DOVER, N. H. 

The bill (S. 771) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Dover, in theState of New Hampshire, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GA. 

The bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURG, VA. 


The bill (S. 480) for the improvement and enlargement of the public 
building at Petersburg, Va., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 

The bill (S. 185) to provide for the erection of a public buiiding at the 
town of Houlton, Me., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STILLWATER, MINN. 

The bill (S. 577) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 
Minn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 10, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out one hundred” and insert “‘ seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previ- 
ously made and approved according to law, and shall notexceed for the site and 
building complete the sum of $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 

The bill (S. 263) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Springfield, Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isa typographical error which 
ought to be corrected. The word ‘‘unexpose,’’ in line 13, should be 
‘“unexposed.’? Without objection the correction will be made by the 
Secretary. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 

The bill (S. 1350) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
the use of the post-office and Government offices at the city of Atchison, 
Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX. 


The bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public building for 
a post-oflice in the city of Houston, Tex., was announced. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. When was that bill reported? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it was 
reported this morning. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then, sir, it is not in order, and I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia objects to 
the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MAHONE. Why is it not in order, Mr. President? It has gone 
to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mous consent. = 

MONEY FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. Now, sir, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer a resolution, which I suppose will be objected to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be requested 
to report to the Senate the aggregate amount of money proposed to be appro- 
priated by the bills reported from that committee up to and including this day; 
also the number of buildings and the cost of cach, and the States in which the 
are tobe located; also the population ofthe cities or towns in which such build- 
ings are to be erected, and the purpose for which each building is to be used. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. RID- 
DLEBERGER] asks unanimous consent to present a resolution at this 
time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire its present 
consideration ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks for 
the present consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish the regular order to be displaced. It 
may be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the motion? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. This is a resolution inquiring only as to 
the amount of money that is covered by these bills presented here to- 
day, in what States the proposed buildings are located, what the cost 
of each building is to be, and for what purpose each building is to be 
used. That is the only purpose of the resolution. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will let me say that if I am interfering in any way 
with his educational bill I am entirely willing to let this go over, for 
I feel a much more representative interest in the educational bill than 
I do in these public building bills. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This proceeding is out of order. Is 
there any objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, for the purpose of saying 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects, and the resolution will go over under the 1ule. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
MAHONE] is proceeding with the public building bills. 

Mr. CAMERON. The further consideration of those bills was ob- 
jected to. 
i The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The presiding officer understands that 
that order is completed so far as it can be done under the objection 
made. The Chair will state that in the case of a bill reported to-day, 
if a single objection is made the bill must go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow me, I will say once more, that having ascertained what the sense 
of the Senate is, that it is to pass all these bills for the appropriation of 
public money for public buildings, I shall withdraw my objection, but 
only with the understanding that I still protestagainstit. After they 
are di of I shall ask for the passage of my resolution, but I will 
even let the resolution lie upon the table, if necessary, in order to pass 
the educational bill in charge of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 


The whole proceeding is by unani- 
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Mr. BLAIR. Do J understand that the Senator from Colorado wishes 
to make a motion? 

Mr. TELLER. No; J do not desire to interfere if the t order 
can be continued. I do not want to interfere until that is through. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iunderstand that the educational bill is still further 
laid aside informally to allow the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] 
to proceed with the public building bills. 

— 85 PRESIDING OFFICER. There is nothing now pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw my objection to the further con- 
sideration of the bill for a public building at Houston. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. MA- 
NONE] asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public build- 
ing for a post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. Is there objection? 

Ir. BLAIR. It being the understanding that the educational bill 
is informally laid aside for the consideration of these bills, I do not ob- 


ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the position. The educa- 
tional bill is informally laid aside. There being no objection, the bill 
named will be proceeded with. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a 
public building for a post-office in the city of Houston, Texas. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 4, to strike out the word pur- 
ee and insert acquire by purchase or condemnation;“ so as to 
read: 

That the Seoretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire by purchase or condemnation a site for, and cause to be crected 
thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommoda- 
tion of the post-office and other Government offices, &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANCASTER, PA. 


The Senate, as in Commmittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1163) for a public building at Lancaster, Pa. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 16, after the words ‘‘ one hun- 
dred,” to strike out the words and seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

The plans and estimates for said building 9 91 been prepared, examined, 
and approved, as required in section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and based upon calculations and specifications that will insure the com- 
pletion of the building and the purchase of the ground at a cost not to exceed 
the sam of $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PAWTUCKET, R. I. 


The bill (S. 954) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Pawtucket, R. I., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Bui and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 16, tofill the blank before ‘* thou- 
sand ” by inserting the word seventy-five;“ so as to read: 

8 for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appro- 
priated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SCOTT, KANS. 

The bill (S. 1386) for the completion of a public building at Fort 
Scott, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


The bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT, KY. 
The bill (S. 538) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Newport, Ky., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF GENERAL WINFIELD s. HSNCOCK. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the liberty of 
communicating this telegram to the Senate: 


New York, February 9. 
General Hancock has just died. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS, LA. 

The bill (S. 324) for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, 
La., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

The bill (S. 637) for the erection of a buildingat Hudson, N. V., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, to strike out the word “ pur- 
chase” and insert the words ‘‘ acquire by purchase or condemnation; ”? 
so as to read: 

That the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 12, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out one hundred and insert fifty; soas to read: 


The site, and the thereon, when completed according to plans and 
specifications to be iously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall not the cost of $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask to call up Senate bill 884. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks unan- 
imous consent to take up for present consideration the bill (S. 884) to 
enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections within Indian reservations. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is to be considered with the same understanding 
that has prevailed in regard to the public building bills? 

Mr. AN and others. Oh, yes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to construe an act entitled 

‘An act to enable the people of Colorado to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of the said State into the 
Union on an egua, footing with the original States, approved March 
3, 1875, as g to the State of Colorado the right to select for school 
purposes other lands in lieu of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
found to be within any Indian reservation in the State of Colorado. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 11, after the word lands, to insert in the State 
of Colorado;”’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That such selections shall be made from lands in the State of Colo- 
rado returned 8 and upon which, at the date of selection, no settle- 

been and to which rights under the settlement laws shall not 
have attached; such selection to be made as near as may be as selections are 
made under the acts of July,2,1864,and July_23, 1866, for the selection of agri- 
cultural college lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad to have the Senator from Colorado 
state just what the bill is. 

Mr. TELLER. It is to enable Colorado to take for school pi 
land in lieu of land that was lost by the fact that it was set apart for 
Indian reservations. It is in accordance with the practice of Congress 
in to other States. The bili has once passed the Senate sub- 
stantially as now framed. 

Mr. CALL. All right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
No. 1302. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to take up for present consideration the bill (S. 1302) 
authorizing the appointment of an assistant Secretary of the Navy and 
fixing the salary of the same, and for other purposes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BLAIR. With thesame understanding with reference to the reg- 
ular order? 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 
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Mr. BLAIR. It is understood that it does not displace the educa- 
tional bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that to have 
been laid aside informally in each case. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I understand that consent strictly extends only to 
the order of business which displaces it informally, and when a new or- 
der of business is called to the attention of the Senate, unless the request 
is made in proper form, I conceive that the understanding is that the 
regular order is displaced. If Senators would make their requests in 
proper form I should not be obliged to get on my feet each time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the Chair 
will hold that the first consent to lay the educational bill aside inform- 
ally attaches to each of the bills operating under that consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was it not the announcement of the Chair that by 
unanimous consent the educational bill was laid aside informally until 
to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought that had been the announcement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I shall understand, and act on the understand- 
ing, that the presiding officer holds that the educational bill is laid 
aside informally for the consideration of each of these measures as 
moved, and itis no longer necessary for me to trouble the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks, is there objection to 
the present consideration of the billindicated by the Senator from Penn- 

Ivania? 

Il, HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the measure known as the bill 
providing for an assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that bill is to be taken up for purposes of discus- 
sion merely, Ihave no objection; but it is of sufficientimportance I think 
to have its own place, and I should be unwilling to have it taken up by 
unanimous consent with the understanding that it is now to be pressed 
to a vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I thought the bill had been pretty thoroughly dis- 
cussed two or three days ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no; the vestibule has not been entered. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then we might as well begin now and enter the 
vestibule. 

Mr. INGALLS. That depends on the Senator from New Hampshire. 
If he is willing to have debate proceed on this bill, I have no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not desire to press the educational bill until to- 
morrow, but at the same time I would do so rather than that it should 
be displaced as the regular order. I consent to nothing but to its being 
laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOGAN rose. 

Mr. CALL. I was going to ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris] yesterday 
might be taken up for consideration now, but I do not desire to inter- 
fere with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 

Mr. LOGAN. What I intended was to give notice that I should 
offer an amendment to the bill in charge of the Senator from Penn- 

Ivania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to present the amendment now, with a letter 
of the Secretary of War, so that if the bill goes over it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to offer an amendment to the bill (S. 1302) authorizing 
the appointment of an assistant Secretary of the Navy and fixing the 
salary of the same, and for other purposes, and asks that the amend- 


ment be printed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
Mr. PLUMB. Does it require unanimous consent to have the bill 


in the charge of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] laid 
aside informally? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will not the Senator from New Hampshire, rather 
than obstruct legislation, move that his bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row and be the special order at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to make any disposition of the educa- 
tional bill except that which is so easily made, that it be laid aside in- 
formally for each one of these measures, and which, if Senators saw fit 
to put the request in that form, would avoid all possibility of difficulty, 
asking that the regular order be laid aside informally in order to take 
up a certain bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I apprehend if the Senator from New Hampshire 
would ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to informally lay aside 
his bill until 2 o’clock to-morrow that that consent could be obtained, 
and then a majority of the Senate could decide on what it would consider 


this evening. But unless he takes such coursegnothing can be consid- 
ered this evening except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to state for the information of the Senate 
that the bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, 
which is always passed by the Senate as a matter of course, being the 
bill for the Southern claims, but is a long bill and will take a good 
while to read it, is ready for passage on the Calendar, and, if it is con- 
venient to the Senate, that might perhaps be done at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that that bill 
has not yet been returned from the Printer. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then it is not ready to be proceeded with. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the bill the Senator from New Hampshire 
has charge of be informally laid aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. In order not to obstruct legislative business any further 
this afternoon, I will ask unanimous consent that the school bill now 
informally laid aside be the unfinished business at 2 o'clock to-morrow 
afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the bill known as the educational bill shall 
be the unfinished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow, Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the bill will be entered as the unfinished 
business for 2 o'clock to-morrow. 


FORFEITURE OF IOWA LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PLUMB. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to 
the State of Iowa to aid in construction of railroads in that State, and 
for other pu 5 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to appeal to my honorable friend from Kansas 
not to call up that bill. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] 
is absent. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it should come up and the Senator from Minnesota 
should be absent I shall have no objection to stating what I have to 
say about it and then have it laid aside before action. It is not neces- 
sary that the Senator from Minnesota should be present when I make 
my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. IL shall not interpose in regard to that. Some constit- 
uents of mine have a deep interest in the bill, and I do not desire to 
have it taken up out of order, but if the Senator desires to address the 
Senate upon it ; 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; I do not. As far as this question of order is 
concerned, permit me to say that this bill was reached on the call of 
the Calendar under what is known as the Anthony rule, and was ob- 
jected to and went over. It is very convenient for the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say, We do not want it called up out of its order,” 
because if we keep adding to the Calender from day to day that bill 
gets further out of the line every day, and consequently will never be 
reached during this session of the Senate or the next one or at any other 
session in its order. It will have to be taken up in this way. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has a certain view about this matter 
which is opposed to the one which I have, but I take it he will admit 
that it is a matter of public interest and that it is one of those questions 
which have got to be subjected to some debate, and that neither his 
friends nor thesettlers whom I represent here, because I happen to have 
reported the bill, are to be advantaged by delay. It is one of those bills 
which ought in the very nature of things to come up at an early day, 
and he can not expect to gain any advantage, unless he intends to wear 
the life out of somebody I know he does not—by putting the bill over 
from time to time. 

I think there ought to be some concession to a bill of this importance, 
that it shall come up. It is the habit of the Senate to take up those 
bills which are of a private character, which are not of a general public 
character, to the exclusion of bills of this kind, which are of a public 
character, and whieb concern, as this bill does, a very large number of 
people in a very important way. , 

I am not tenacious about the bill coming up at this moment; but as 
Isee that itis getting furtherand furtheraway from the time thatit can 
be considered in its order, if it is ever to be considered at all in that way, 
I feel bound to press it for consideration. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is just as capable of arguing the question, I have no donbt, now as 
ever, and he must admit with me, as I said before, that it is one of those 
questions which must be argued, a question which must be decided some 
time by the legislative branch of the Government in order thatany bene- 
fit may result to the people whom herepresentsortothesettlers. There- 
fore, if it is not to be heard now, I will yield to any reasonable sugges- 
tion as to the time when it shall be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. In using the phrase that this bill ought not to come up 
out of its order, I did not mean to be understood that it ought not to 
be taken up ona special motion as a bill in its place on the Calendar it 
would have to be. The last thing I had in mind was to suggest any- 
thing affecting the bill by any delay; but it is a bill which the Senator 
from Minnesota knows all about; at any rate he has thoroughly in- 
vestigated it and he has a very earnest belief that it would be unjust to 
persons, that it would deprive persons of substantial rights. I am not 
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myself so familiar with the bill as he is, but I was spoken to about it 
last year by a constituent of mine who was vouched for as a gentleman 
of high character and standing, and on his statement it certainly was 
an invasion of right. 

Now, the Senator from Minnesota is absent from his seat, and I sup- 
pose he is probably unwell, for he was exceedingly hoarse yesterday and 
could hardly speak with comfort to himself or to na bs else, and he 
is the person who would bear the brunt of the debate. should very 
likely not have occasion to say anything; that is, my remarks would 
be very brief; and it is not now the time which the Senate usually de- 
votes to such things. Here is a bill on the Calendar, a long bill, which 
will take two or three days, which forsome reason that I do not under- 
stand has been by forthe moment. Itseems to me thatit would 
be very unusual, that it would be unjust to any single Senator, to take 
this time for bringing up that measure. I do not think any Senator, 
I do not think my friend from Kansas himself on reflection, would think 
that it is just or proper to ask that the bill should be taken up at this 

extraordinary time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate is proceeding out of order 
en i 

Mr. PLUMB. I made a motion which I think is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. A motion to take up a bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the debate is in order if we by unanimous 
consent have it and nobody objects. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may be permitted, I should be glad to say a 
word on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not to the bill in its main features, 
but I happen to know that gen en who deem themselves vitally in- 
terested in it and who consider their interests attacked by the bill are 
constituents of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. He feels 
a great interest in the bill, and desires not only to offer some amend- 
ments to it, but to be heard y upon its merits. He sent word 
to me this morning that he is ill; that he is unable to leave his room. 
I think he would not like to have the main t in support of the 
bill submitted by the Senator from Kansas without his ce. 
think he would desire to hear the entire debate, and I submititis only 
fair deference to a Senator situated as he is, interested in the measure 
and unable to be here, that the Senator from Kansas should forbear to 
press it at this time. 


Mr, PLUMB. That is the first statement which has been made that | bill 


even contained a suggestion that the Senator from Minnesota was not 
in the Capitol. 

Mr. SPOONER. He is ill and not able to be here. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had not heard that at all. I had just sent ſor him 
to his committee-room, where I supposed he Was. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that he was hoarse and unable to speak, except 
with great difficulty, yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not hear the Senator make that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state to my friend from Kansas that yesterday 
at the meeting of the Judiciary Committee the Senator from Minnesota 
was acting chai the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] being 
absent, and he was unable even to sit at the head of the table and put 

to the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB, I supposed the Senator from Minnesota was in the 
Capitol. I had not observed his absence, and do not desire to press the 
measure under the circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER. He requested that a pair should be obtained for 
him, as he was unable to leave his room and could not speak above a 


whisper. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] desires to sub- 
mit a remark or two on the question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
make a ion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Virginia? 
iai WILSON, of Iowa. I will hear what the Senator from Virginia 

to say. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offered a resolution, which is at the desk, 
without objection. It is simply a resolution calling for information. 
There was no objection made to it, and therefore it was proper to 
have it immediately considered. It directs the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to report the te amount of money in- 
volved in the public building bills which have been reported here. 
The Senator from New Hampshire said that he wanted to have the edu- 
cational bill presented to-day, and I would not interpose any obstacle 
in the way of that bill; but I think it is now proper that the Senate 
shall conclude whether it will adopt that resolution of mine, as there 
was no objection at the time it was offered. It is simply a resolution 
calling for information from the committee, and I take it for granted 
that there will be no objection to the of it, as there was none 
to its consideration at the time it was offe T ask the Senator from 


ova ce allow that resolution to be propounded again. It is in 
order, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I did not expect under the circumstances 
that the Senate would proceed to the consideration of the bill involved 
in the motion made by the Senator from Kansas, but I should like to 
have some understanding with reference to the consideration of that bill. 
In view of the statement made relative to the physical condition of the 
Senator from Minnesota, of course I would not ask the Senate to proceed 
now to consider it, and even if unanimous consent had been given and 
the bill were pending before the Senate, under that statement I should 
consent to its going over until he could be present. 

But the bill is one of very great importance to a large number of peo- 

le in the State of Iowa. It involves not merely a private question, 
but one of very great public significance. I, therefore, would desire to 
have a time fixed for the consideration of that bill. If by consent the 
bill could be taken up for consideration, say at 2 o’clock on Thursday, 
I should be quite content with that arrangement; but it is important, 
both with reference to the personal rights involved and the public ques- 
tions complicated in the case that there should be an early hearing, in 
order that the action of the Senate, if it should be favorable, may be 
communicated to the other House in time for its action upon the bill 
during the present session. IS therefore, that by unanimous 
consent the bill may be set for hearing at 2 o'clock on Thursday. If at 
that time, I may state, the Senator from Minnesota should still be ab- 
sent on account of sickness, understanding the interest he feels in the 
measure, I should not urge its consideration then. 

Mr. BLAIR. I must object toany arrangement that might interfero 
with the educational bill, which very likely will not be disposed of by 
Thursday. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then, if objection is made to that, I givo 
notice that a motion will be made at the first convenient opportunity 
to proceed with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What does the Senator from Kansas 
desire touching the matter? 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas with- 


I | draws the motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 


him at this time. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TELLER. Lask leave to take up Senate bill No. 1092. It is a 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that motion I am obliged to insist 
that the resolution which was sent to the desk by me, and which was 
received without objection, shall be voted upon. It is a resolution 
calling for information from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It went to the desk without opposition, and I yielded 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to suggest 
to him that under the rules all resolutions lie over one day unless con- 
sidered by unanimous consent? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It was brought before the Senate by unani- 
mous consent. That is exactly what was done. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understand the Senator’s statement, it is that 
his resolution was sent to the desk withont objection. Then, if he 
asked unanimous consent for its consideration and that consent was 
given, I can not imagine any reason why it was not considered at that 
time. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. It was not considered for only the one rea- 
son, that the Senator from New Hampshire asked that he might make 
a motion ora ion ing his educational bill, and I said I 
would not allow the resolution to be an obstacle, but that as soon as the 
suggestion or motion was disposed of I should call it up again. The 
resolution is now before the Senate by unanimous consent. It is asim- 
ple resolution asking for information, and it does seem to me that I 
should be entitled to that consideration here in view of the fact that I 
offered a resolution a few days ago, accepted notice of the disposition to 
be made of it, and subsequently it was disposed of in some other way, 
and the same resolution was discussed on a proposition of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], when the whole resolution that 
I had offered was ruled out of order by the presiding officer, who him- 
self discussed it yesterday when it was not relevant, and when the sub- 
ject was not 9 before the Senate. I do think that I have 
a right to ask that this be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The presiding officer is obliged to in- 
form the Senator from Virginia that objection was made to the consid- 
eration of the resolution submitted by him, and that it has gone over 
under the rules, and is not before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I am very much surprised, for at the 
very time that it was offered no audible objection was made, and I 
myself rose and deferred to the Senator from New Hampshire. Where 


did the audible objection come from, and whois the Senator who made 

the objection? No, sir, let it go. 

1 a se 4 ask leave to take up ſor consideration Senate 1 
. It is a bill for the purpose simply of carrying out a provision o 

the Revised Statutes, which will be found in section 2339, providing 
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the right of way for ditches and canals over the public lands. In that 
act there was no provision made for the filing of maps, and this is for 
making provision for the filing of maps. I ask that the bill may be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (S. 1092) to grant the right of way through 
the public Jands for irrigation purposes may be taken up for present 
consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read in full for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
1176) to provide for the distribution of public documents among the de- 
positaries of publie documents. I wish to say, if I may have unanimous 
consent, before the motion is put 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. Do you object to what I say? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; not to what you say, but I object 
to taking up the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not ask your consent to take up the bill. I ask 
consent to make the explanation that there are very few public docu- 
ments which do not now go to the general depositaries of public docu- 
ments. The bill simply provides for adding those few to those that go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts moves 
to take up the bill (S. 1176) to provide for the distribution of public 
documents among the depositaries of public documents. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the Public 
Printer shall deliver to the Interior Department a sufficient number of 
copies of every Government publication printed at the Government 
Printing Office (including the publications of all bureaus and offices of 
the Government) to enable the Department to supply a copy to every 
depositary of public documents designated according to law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould be glad to have the Senator explain whether 
that is to add to the number of volumes that are to be printed. Where 
is the supply to come from? I should like to have the bill under the 
consideration of the Committee on Printing for consultation with the 
Public Printer. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill was reported to the Committee on the Library 
as a substitute for another bill sent there much more extensive in its 
scope. This bill only provides that the distribution shall be made to 
one depositary of public documents, as I understand, named by each 
member of the House of Representatives and each Senator; that is, the 
number of such depositaries existing in the country is the number of 
Senators and Representatives added together, and they are each author- 
ized to designate a public library where public documents shall be 
sent. Nearly all the documents go there now, except the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD and one or two others; and this pro to add to 
the number copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and also the docu- 
ments published by the authority of the several Departments, which 
will make of course the necessity for printing an additional number, 
but it will be a very small cost, because it is only the press-work and 
the paper that it costs, and these depositaries of public documents 
are rendered almost absolutely worthless unless they are complete. If 
a person wishes to study a public question, the editor of a paper, a 
person who is informing himself on such matters, or a person who is 
debating them before the people, if there are half a dozen out of the 

ublic documents not found there his study is incomplete. It is very 
important that this information should be accessible in some few places 
in every State in the Union. The more remote from the center the 
more important the depositary is, 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill certainly should not pass as it is now, be- 
cause at least one public document is in process of distribution, and 
the effect of this proposed act would be to break the set of that docu- 
ment. I refer to the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it does not break the set at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. A certain number of copies are now provided for and 
being printed by law, and if some of those copies are to be taken for 
the purpose of complying with this measure, if it shall become a law, 
then somebody has got to be diminished of the number of copies they 
are getting, and consequently the number of sets now being distrib- 
uted of that work must be broken up. 

Mr. HOAR. The Printer will 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to doing a thing in that kind of a way. It 
would certainly be a blind statute to say the best, and I think itought 
to go to the Committee on Printing. I have no doubtthere are a great 
many other public documents which would be affected in the same 
manner, and if it is designed to increase the number only of the new vol- 
umes, then it would be an absolute waste of public money, because 
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more than fifteen volumes of that work have already been printed, and 
all the succeeding volumes so distributed would be absolutely worthless 
without the first volumes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from Kansas allow me 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. To answer that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. I never refused to yield to a Senator in my life. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say that to carry out this proposed law literally 
would render valueless the documents which it would provide for print- 
ing if the construction is put upon it which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts says it will bear; that is to say, that the Public Printer shall print 
an additional number of the sixty-five and odd volumes of the official 
history of the rebellion that are yet to be issued. If he merely prints 
enough copies of those volumes to comply with this measure, then those 
volumes would be absolutely valueless by reason of the fact that the 
fifteen or twenty preceding volumes could not be distributed in the same 
way, because there are none to be distributed. I think the proper thing 
to do with this bill would be to commit it to the Committee on Print- 
ing, so that when it comes before the Senate again we may be fully ad- 
vised as to its effect and so that it may be guarded upon all disputed 
points. s 

Mr. HOAR. The trouble with the argument of the most amiable 
and delightful Senator from Kansas is that the document to which he 
refers goes to these depositaries now and is not in the least affected by 
the bill. The only document left out at present that I know of of any 
importance is the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. That, under the construc- 
tion given by the Public Printer, is not included as a document printed 
according to law now. ‘That is the only important document that this 
bill requires to have an additional number of copies made of. Then 
in addition to that are the documents printed by the Departments for 
their own use. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to make a suggestion in reference to these 
war records, merely to inquire whcther this bill will conflict with the 
law already existing. I think now about seventeen volumes have been 
completed and the total will be about eighty volumes, I am told, when 
completed. The law authorizing the printing of those War Records 
requires each Senator and Representative in Congress to give the names 
of the different institutions and individuals to whom they are to be sent, 
and they are sent from the War Department by the Secretary of War 
to such persons and institutions. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
tell me whether this conflicts with that? 

Mr. HOAR. It does not affect that in the least. Under the exist- 
ing law, let me repeat, these depositaries of public documents are al- 
ready supplied with nearly all the public documents printed by author- 
ity of Congress, and a copy for each depositary is sent of the Rebellion 
Record, as it is called. They have now these copies of the Rebellion 
Record sent to these places. Then, in addition to that, Senators and 
Representatives furnish their lists of so many persons or libraries to 
whom they wish them sent. That is not affected. The only effect of 
this bill is, as I said, to cover the case of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and the documents printed by the Departments for their own use. 

Mr. WILSON, of pax Mr. President, during the Forty-eighth Con- 

I introduced a bill upon this subject which was referred to the 
ommittee on the Library and reported favorably by that committee 
and it the Senate and went to the House, but was not acted on 
by that body. That bill provided for the distribution to designated de- 
positaries of two Government publications, the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD and the Laws of Congress, two of the most important of the docu- 
ments published by the Government for the general use and informa- 
tion of the people. I again introduced that bill during the present ses- 
sion, and it was referred to the Committee on the Library, and this bill 
is theresult. Now I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to say 
that the only publication which this provides for that is not provided 
for by the law as it now exists except the Department publications is 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Mr. HOAR. I should have added the Laws of the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well, then, if that is included this 
bill would cover—— 

Mr. HOAR. This bill is intended to cover in a different form of ex- 
pression just what the Senate passed on the motion of my honorable 
friend from Iowa last winter, except that it adds, as I stated, the De- 
partment publications. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
how the Public Printer can deliver thesc documents unless he has au- 
thority to print them. A certain number of copies are printed annually, 
and in each authority to print is a method of distribution provided. It 
seems to me that if this bill shall pass there must also be an appropri- 
ation to direct the Public Printer to print these copies. 

Mr. HOAR. You will have to provide for additional copies of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and of the Laws of the United States when you 
come to make the appropriations for printing. There will be 400 copies 
more of them printed by the Government Printer and delivered; but the 
Department publications, of course, do not require any further provis- 
ion for. 

Mr. ALLISON, This is the place, it seems to me, to provide for the 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1289 


rinting of these documents. The Public Printer’s appropriation is 

imited; and it seems to me that ifan additional number of copies of 
any particular document is to be printed there should be a provision of 
law authorizing it. The Departments order a certain amount of pub- 
lie printing that they are authorized to have done, but they are not 
authorized to print extra copies of Department documents. 

Mr. HOAR. There is to be no printing in which the additional ex- 
pense of any public document would be more than a few cents or a few 
dollars. Take the Laws of the United States and the RECORD. Of 
course the extra copies of these would cost something. When the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations makes its appropriations to the Government 
Printer for printing the RECORD, it will undoubtedly take cognizance of 
the fact that a law has passed, if it does pass at this session, which will 
require the Government Printer to print 400, or whatever the number 
is, additional copies of the RECORD and of the Public Laws. It seemed 
to us that is the place, and not this, for the appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there will be a difficulty that will arise in 
gard to the printing unless some further provision is made here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to call for the regular order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is the lar order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is the difference between us. I ask 
for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill was taken up by a vote of the Senate, I 


believe, Mr. President. 
The Senator from Connecticut has 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the floor on the bill now pending. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Whether this bill be referred to the Committee on 
Printing or not, of which committee I have the honor to bea member, 
I should like it better if it could lie over until there may be some in- 
vestigation. We are without information on the subject. For exam- 
ple, I can not myself now from memory—I have heard these things in 
the Committee on Printing, but I can not from remembrance say what 
publications will go to these depositaries. 

Mr. HOAR. All publications authorized by authority of Congress. 
I have no objection to the suggestion of my friend. His committee has 

rted this bill once. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think in this form. 

Mr. HOAR. At the last session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know precisely what classes of publica- 
tions go to these depositaries. If there is one depositary in each Con- 
gressional district, there are three hundred and twenty-five. 

Mr. FRYE. And two for Senators. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Making, say, four hundred and seventy-five deposi- 
taries. 

Mr. HOAR. One for each Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Four hundred and one depositaries, then. Now, 
the Senator from Massachusetts says that every publication goes there 
already. I beg his pardon. Publication“ is a very general term. 
The letter of this bill requires the sending there of a copy of every 
single bill that is printed by Congress, for that is ^ publication and a 
little volume of itself. I take my pencil, and my impression is that 
it will take 50,000 octavo volumes bound, and probably 75,000 octavo 
volumes, to supply that alone. It supplies every little publication that 
is auxiliary and subsidiary to the work of the two Houses of Congress, 
every executive document, every report of a committee, and, more than 
that, every single publication of the different bureaus and offices of the 
Government, not alone the Patent Office Gazette, but every pamphlet 
of instruction, perhaps, to every postmaster and register of Jand office, 
and soon. All these publications under the letter of this bill must be 
gathered up and sent to these depositaries, and these things do not 
come to the Senate, a great majority of them; they are of no mortal 
use to us except to a committee specially charged with investigating 
some special topic. 

The bill is too indefinite. I would not pretend to say what expend- 
iture is involved in it; I think it must be enormous. Gentlemen do 
not stop to think what these things amount to. Four hundred and 
one copies of all publications is an enormous quantity. We are spend- 
ing over $3,000,000 a year in the Printing Office now; it is the largest 
printing office in the world, and this is the most extravagant Govern- 
ment by all odds that ever was heard of. There is nothing like it in 
the matter of printing. We print, I will not say how many miles of 
Agricultural Reports, loaded on the shelves, but miles upon miles of 
them; and here is a bill in support of which nobody has a statement of 
what has already been done nor an estimate of what the measure will 
cost. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the distribution ef docu- 
ments to libraries—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to a point of order, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia rises to 
a point of order. He will state the point of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I find, sir, under Rule VII, clause 2— 

Until the morning business shall have been concluded, and so announced from 
the chair, or until the hour of 1 o’clock has arrived, no motion to proceed tothe 
consideration of sooi resolution, report of a committee, or other subject upon 


the Calendar shall be entertained bythe presiding officer, unless by u us 
consent; and if such consent be given the motion shall not be subject to amend- 


re; 


ment,and shall be decided without debate upon the merits of the subject pro- 
posed to be taken up. 

That is, up to 1o’clock. Now if there is any rule changing that after 
any other hour I fail to find it in this publication of ourrules. My ob- 
ject is to proceed to the regular order of business, and I can not ascer- 
tain where there is any rule changing this one even after 1 o'clock, 
unless it shall be by a two-thirds vote. No rule of the Senate can be 
changed except by a two-thirds vote; and to take up any bill out of its 
order is changing a rule. I therefore again call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate is proceeding under Rule 
IX in regular order, and this bill has been taken up on motion by a ma- 
jority of the Senate and is pending. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senate is proceeding under Rule IX of 
this pamphlet? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
paragraph of that rule? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir. 

i Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon the Calen- 
dar 

I objected— 
is completed, and not later than 2 o'clock, if there be no special order for that 
time— 

And there is none— 
ae Calendar of General Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in its 
order— 

We all know what a calendar means and what Calendar of General 
Orders“ is— 


beginning with the first subject on the Calendar next after the last subject dis- 
posed of in proceeding with the Calendar; and in such case the following mo- 
tions shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, save as against a mo- 
tion to adjourn, or to p to the consideration of the executive business, or 
questions of privilege, to wit: 5 h 

Fi A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or revenuo 
bill. 


Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar, which shall not be open to amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is upon that clause 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Hear the words: 


which shall not be open to amendment— 


Is not this bill open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to proceed to its con- 
sideration is not open to amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; but it is not debatable until that 
is passed upon. 

Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the Calen- 


dar. 
Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 


Now, sir, this is either debatable or it is not. I claim that if you can 
take up this subject at all, you must take it up by a two-thirds vote 
and without debate. I understand this bill to be on the Calendar. Am 
I misinformed about that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. . Then a two-thirds vote only can take it 
up, and it must be taken up first without debate, and it must not be 
open to amendment, otherwise a single objection carries it over under 
the very rule that the presiding officer now refers me to. It must not 
be open to amendment, and I do, therefore, interpose my objection, and 
I do it for the reason that the Senate of the United States ought to 
have one code of rules governing every man init. I have found here 
one practice, as it is called in the West, governing one class of Senators, 
and another code of rules governing another. I make my point of 
order now, that this book alone is the code by which the Senate is to 
be governed. I care not for the gavel, unless the gavel raps for the 
rules. I care not for any man's age in the Senate, or the State from 
which any man comes. I care not whether you introduce bills here to 
construct public buildings and take $5,000,000 out of the public Treas- 
ury in aday and rule me out of order, forsooth, because I mean only to 
protest against it; but I do assert my rights under that only which can 
and shall control me in this body, and that is the rnles of the Senate. 
I have not appealed, but I have risen to this point of order. I do not 
want one rule for one man and another rule foranother. I want the 
rules to be enforced and the gavel to announce every time when a mo- 
tion is out of order. I have only asked that. 

I have been told here within the last five days that I was out of order 
in asking the Senate to consider a resolution and speak to it which 
was subsequently referred to a committee and buried there, and yet 
which yesterday was discussed without limit or relevancy. I have 
been told to-day that the resolution that I offered and which I under- 
stood to be before the Senate by unanimous consent and which I de- 
ferred only to the Senator from New Hampshire thathe might not have 
his educational bill obstructed by it was objected to; and yet there was 
no audible objection. I am now told that there is another subject be- 
fore the Senate. I should like to know how it got here, under what 
rule it is being considered, and under what rule the President of the 
Senate can hear the debate on it. $ 

Sir, I mean to maintain only the rights that I have under the rules of 


Rule IX of the rules and the second 
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the Senate, and I domean tohold that every Senator on this floor shall 
be governed as rigidly as I have been by the rules twice within a week. 
These rules shall obtain as long as I have a voice to utter what is in the 
rules with my experience of the last week. 

I now call for the regular order, and I say that this motion being here 
before the Senate under this rule, which says it shall not be open to 
amendment or if open to amendment it can not come up except by 
unanimous consent, it is improperly here, and it ought to go by and the 
regular order ought to be considered. 

if I am too pronounced in this matter I know it will be understood 
that I have had some little provocation for it. I renew my claim and 
J call the attention of the Chair to it. I know that the President of 
the Senate is fair and honest in his rulings on these matters; but he 
may, like myself and like a great many other people in the world, not 
know everything, and can sometimes be informed by having the atten- 
tion called to some matter. 

This rule provides that this proposition could have been taken up or 
any other similarly situated proposition or bill on the Calendar by the 
vote of the Senate, but it is only when the bill is not subject to amend- 
ment. I submit now that this bill is not properly before the Senate; it 
is in violation of the rules to consider it; eit £3 again, in conclusion of 
mee I have to say in raising my point of order, ask for the regular 
order, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairoverrules the point of order 
made by the Senator from Virginia. This bill was regularly taken up 
under the ninth rule, there being no unfinished business and no special 
order and the Calendar being in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Chair if the bill is open to 


amendment? 
In a moment, after the Chair has 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
announced his decision. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Chair if the bill is open to 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not in order to interrupt the 
Chair while announcing his opinion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I thought the Chair was through. I beg 

rdon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of the present occu- 
pant of the Chair this bill was taken up in ri order on motion 
from the Calendar under the second clause of the ninth rule, and is 
now in order. On that question the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] 
has the floor. The Chair will further state in making the announce- 
ment that a point of order can only be taken and made; how far Sen- 
ators may debate the point of order until the decision of the Chair is 
had is a question of doubt, but usually the point of order is made and 
debated only on appeal. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Chair will excuse me. I do not think 
the President apprehended what I said, that the bill must be taken up 
just as it was, and so taken up it was not open to amendment; that any 
bill which is subject to amendment can not be taken upin the manner 
that taaan was; that is, under Rule IX. That was the proposition I 
submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will overrule that point 
of order on the ground that the motion itself to take up is not open to 
amendment, but when the motion has been adopted and the bill is be- 
fore the Senate the bill is like any other bill or tion open to 
amendment, debate, or discussion. The Senator from Iowa has the 
floor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa will pardon me just one mo- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwas presiding when the Senator from Virginia charges 
that he had cause of complaint touching the resolution which he offered. 
I simply desire to say that the presiding officer heard very distinctly a 
Senator in his seat object to the present consideration of the resolution, 
and as presiding officer I announced that the resolution went over under 
the rules. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Now, Mr. President, was it not my full priv- 
ilege to have known that an objection was made and from what source 
it proceeded or from what Senator? It certainly was not considered 
at the time by any Senator on the floor and it is not known now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, when interrupted I was about 
remarking that the distribution of documents to libraries and designated 
depositaries is provided for in sections 500, 501, and 502 of the Revised 
Statutes, but the provisions there do not include the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD and the statutes passed by Congress. In order to cure that 
defect I introduced the bill to which I have heretofore referred, and 
which provided: 


and each future Con in the 

manner provided in sections 501 and 502 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

mend for the distribution of other books and public documents therein men- 
oned. 


I suppose that provision would have to be made under that bill if it 
should haye become a law by appropriating money the same as is ap- 
propriated for the distribution of the other books included in the sec- 
tions of the Revjsed Statutes; and so, if this bill should be passed, sim- 
ilar provision would have to be made. 

The bill now pending provides: 

That the Public Printer shall deliver to the Interior De ment a sufficient 
number of copies of every Government publication printed at the Government 
Printing Office (including the publications of all bureaus and offices of the Gov- 
ernment) to enable said Department to supply a copy to every depositary of 
public documents designated according to law. 

I suppose that might be held to impose the duty also of making ap- 
propriations to meet that additional distribution of documents here 
provided for. Now, while I should have been quite content with the 
passage of the bill introduced by myself, which provided simply for the 
two additional publications, yet I would prefer the bill in the form re- 
ported by the committee, inasmuch as many of the publications or docu- 
ments not now included in the list for distribution are exceedingly 
valuable to libraries and other designated institutions. I therefore 
hope that this bill may pass in the form reported from the committee 
or in some such other form as will at least secure the two publications 
I provided for in my bill, while, as I have already remarked, I would 
much prefer to extend the number as provided for in the bill now under 
consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I amin full accord with the ob- 
ject that is sought to be attained by the Senator from Iowa by his bill 
of the last session and with the statement made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts as to his desire. As I understand it, it is that to these 
designated depositaries there shall be distributed volumes of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RD, properly bound, and volumes of the laws of the 
United States. As I say, I am in full accord with that proposition; 
but this bill is certainly too sweeping in its terms, and proposes to do 
that which I do not believe the Senator from Massachusetts would 
favor doing. Now let us look fora moment at the existing statute. 
I read from the Revised Statutes, section 497: 


Seo. 497. The Secretary of the Interior is charged with receiving, arranging, 
and safe-keeping for distribution, and of distributing to the persons entitled b; 
law to receive the same 


Of course that would include these designated depositaries— 


therefor. 

This then, I take it, excludes from the distribution to these desig- 
nated depositaries the reports that we order printed here every day and 
that are ordered every day in the House of Representatives, but they 
become by virtue of a law that I will refer to in a moment public docu- 
ments, whether printed by the order of the two Houses or by the order 
or the rules of either House. I presume it is not proposed that this 
vast mass of reports which we print here daily and which are printed 
in another body sitting in this Capitol shall be distributed to these 
designated depositaries. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. WilltheSenator yield tome? Does he re- 
fer to the reports of committees of the respective Houses? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; I refer to reports of committees. 

Mr. 1 , of Iowa. They are included and distributed under 


W. 
Mr. INGALLS. How about the bills put upon our tables every 


morning? 5 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think they come by the law under the desig- 
nation of ‘‘ public documents.“ 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Iowa state that bills laid on 
our tables every morning in sheets are printed for and distributed to all 
these depositaries? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Notatall. The reports of committees ac- 
companying bills and resolutions go, but the bills do not go. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If we pass this bill they will all probably go. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will say, in response to the Senator from 
Nebraska, that while I should prefer to extend somewhat the list pro- 
vided for in my bill, I am quite content to agree to amend the pending 
bill by substituting mine, and thereby securing to the libraries and 
designated depositaries the RECORDS and the Statutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think the bill proposed at the last session of 
Congress by the Senator from Iowa is infinitely preferable to this. Now 
I will read as to what the term ‘‘public documents’’ means under the 
law. A statute passed June 23, 1874, provides: 


The term “ public document” is hereby defined to be all publications printed 
by order of Congress or either House thereof. 


If this bill shall pass in its present form, then everything that either 
House shall order printed, whatever may be its character, is to be sent 
to the Interior Department and distributed under the designated de- 


positary act. x . 

I submit that there is considerable force in the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa on my left [Mr. ALLISON]. If we order only the usual 
number printed or if we order beyond the usual number and specify 
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what number shall be distributed by either House of 
will the documents be found that are to be sent by the Public Printer 


where 


to the superintendent of documents in the Interior ent? It 
seems to me that decidedly the best thing to do with this bill would 
be to refer it to the Committee on Printing, that they may consider it 
in conneetion with other bills of like import that are before them. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to have the attention of 
the Senate one moment while I state the history of this matter. 

At present every document published by order of either of the two 
Houses is sent by the Secretary of the Interior to the designated depos- 
itaries of public documents, one representing each Senator and one each 
Representative, making four hundred and onein all, and that includes 
these important documents that Senators have alluded to, the Rebell- 
ion Records and so on. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] at the 
last session introduced and the Senate a bill—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. May I ask a question for the purpose of cor- 
recting a statement the Senator has made? I think he is underamis- 
apprehension. I do not think the Rebellion Records go to the Interior 
Department at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Not under the law for distributing the numbers given 
to Senators and tatives, but under the general law which was 
read by the Senator from Iowa distributing all Government publica- 
tions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand they are distributed from the 
War Department to designated depositaries as well as special deposita- 


ries. 

Mr. HOAR. They go to the depositaries under that law. The In- 
terior Department found that that law, which meant to include every 
important publication of the Government, every publication made by 
order of Congress, did not include, for some reason which it is not nec- 
essary now to go into, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the laws, and 
the Senator from Iowa introduced and the Senate passed a bill to cure 
that. That did not go through the House of Representatives, and that 
bill was introduced atthissession. In the mean time the association of 
American Librarians, a very important and learned body, had a con- 
vention, and referred to a committee this question of the distribution of 
public documents, and that committee the bill of the Senator from 
Towa and extended it asit is extended by this amendment. That was 
introduced here and sent to the Committee on the Library. The Joint 
Committee on the Library had the librarian of the Interior Department 
before them and made a careful and h investigation. The joint 
committee of both Houses unanimously agreed as to this provision. 

Now, as I understand, it does have the effect suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas nearest to me [Mr. INGALLS], that it sends to the des- 
ignated depositaries of public documents every bill whichis laid on our 
tables. The reports which are laid on our tables went before under the 
other law and have always gone to those places, and the addition to the 

t distribution will be first the 
nited States, third the bills which are laid before and fourth 
every document printed at the Government Printer’s by any Depart- 
ment of the Government for its use; and of all these things 401 addi- 
tional copies are to be printed and circulated. Of course the additional 
expense is the cost of the paper and press-work, nothing else, and now 
the question is whether that ought to be done in accordance with the 
request of this convention of American Librarians. They say that they 
have very constant application for these things. 

The theory of this bill is that this is a Government of this Republic 
by the people thereof, and that the thereof are entitled to have 
and it is wise that theyshould be entitled to have and should haveac- 
cess to everything which is important that shapes the legislation of this 
country. It is important that every newspaper editor who discusses a 
Congressional bill or a i measure or the act of a 
ment should not have to draw on his inner consciousness for the fact, 
but should have the fact accessible in his State. It is im t that 
every young man who wishes to go on the stump should have the in- 
formation which enables him to make an intelligent discussion of public 
affairs, and it is important that there should be one place in every 
gressional district and one or two general places inevery State, and the 
farther from the center the more important, where the public who wish 
to study thoroughly to the bottom what is done in Congress can have 
access to everything as a matter of course. 

Now you leave out afew documents; for i you leave out the 
text of the bills which have been proposed, the bills on silver, the bills 
on education, the dozen bills that come in as to any particular scheme. 
A bill is the scheme or theory or purpose of the Senator or member of 
Congress who introduces it. He is an important public man, a leader 
of public opinion, a statesman; and it seems to me that a measure 
which he is willing to reduce to the form of a bill and introduce here is 
a thing of a good deal of public interest and weight. It is quite as 
important to fill the shelves of our libraries with such things as with 
dime novels, although we do it at a rate cheaper than the dime novel. 

The value of these depositaries of public documents is in their thor- 
oughness. You get an encyclopedia or work of one hundred volumes 
and lose one and you have taken 75 per cent. from the value of the rest. 
It seems to me, therefore, that the little si additional 
which will be occasioned to the Government by granting the request 
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of these librarians to have these depositaries and collections thoron; 
and absolutely complete is of the slightest importance in the world 
compared with the having the thing done. As I said, this has been a 
matter of very great and thorough public consideration. Itis the form 
in which the committee of the Association of American Librarians, to 
whom the matter was committed, proposed it. It was referred to the 
Committee on the Library last year, and it has had the careful exami- 
nation and sanction of the librarians. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether he is under the impression that the reports ordered 
to be printed by the two Houses or by either House of Congress pass to 
these depositaries ? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam. 

Mr. MANDERSON. At once, as they come before this body ? 

Mr. HOAR. They pass at the end of the session under the present 
law. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. In bound volumes. That is correct. But I 
call the Senator’s attention to this matter: Under the law as it now 
exists the disposition, so far as the Department of the Interior is con- 
cerned, as to the usual number of the reports and other public docu- 
ments, is as follows: The Department of the Interior receives for dis- 
tribution none of the unbound copies of either documents or journals, 
but at the end of the session, when one-half of the 1,900 copies are 
bound, there are then sent to the Department of the Interior of docu- 
ments 421 copies, of the Journals, 1,970 of the Senate Journal and 
2,020 of the House Journal, for distribution to these depositaries and to 
other places required by the law. 

But I think the Senator is mistaken as to his statement in reference 
to the Record of the Rebellion, and if this bill should become a law as 
it now reads there would be a duplication in the War Department and 
the Interior t as to that work. 

The law providing for the distribution of the Record of the Rebell- 
ion, passed in 1882, provides— 

The volumes of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: One thousand copies tothe Executive Departments, as now 
provided by law— 

That is, for their use, and not for distribution— 


one thousand copies of War among officers 


undred 


ngress. 

Then ee that each shall designate twenty-six in number. 
But none of these volumes, as I understand, are sent to the Department 
of the Interior for distribution to these libraries from that source, but 


Mr. HO. Isupposed that the Rebellion Record went in addition 
to the others that were distributed on the order of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, and one copy was to be sent to each Government deposi- 
tary from the Interior Department; but the bills and resolutions I hold 
on to. I understand that the reports go now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that there is no provision for the 
binding of bills as there is for reports and resolutions of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not n that they should be bound. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The question is how they shall be distributed, 
whether they shall proceed as each bill is printed and laid on the desks 
of = tors, or whether at the end of the session they shall be collected 

er. 
. HOAR. That will be regulated by the convenience of the Pub- 
lic Printer and the Department. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that owing to the phraseology of this 
bill, if it shall become a law, weshall be doubling the copies now required 


Con- isi law to be distributed. The phraseolgy is entirely different from that 


the existing statute. This is a direction tothe Public Printer which 
is not contained in the existing law at all, and Ishould think it would 
be very likely that under this the Interior ent would distribute 
one copy in addition to those now provided by law to be distributed to 
each of these public depositaries. I therefore think if it is to be consid- 
ered now without a reference to the Committee on Printing it should be 
amended at the conclusion by a proviso something after this form, which 
I will submit: 
Provided, That the distribu herein provided for shall be inclusive of that 
under existing ta 5 
Mr. HOAR. Ihave noobjection to providing that no documents shall 
be distributed by this p law whose distribution is already pro- 


vided for by law. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know that I shall object to the passage of 
this bill, but I think it should go to the Committee on Printing. 
oon HOAR. Ihave no objection to its going to the Committee on 
Mr. ALLISON, Then I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has al- 
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ready made the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Printing. 
That is the pending question before the Senate. 

Mr, ALLISON. That being so, Ihave no further statement to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IRRIGATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. TELLER. I now move to take up Calendar No. 66, Senate bill 
1092, for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1092) to grant the right 
of way through the public lands for irrigation purposes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States to any canal or ditch 
company formed for the purpose of irrigation, and duly organized under 
the laws of any State or Territory, which shall have filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a copy of its articles of incorporation, and due 
proofs of its organization under the same, to the extent of the ground 
occupied by the water of the canal and its laterals, and fifty feet on 
each side of the center thereof; also the right to take from the public 
lands adjacent to the line of the canal or ditch material, earth, stone, 
and timber necessary for the construction of such canal or ditch. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill is simply, as J said before, for the p 
of making definite a certain provision of the Revised Statutes which 
will be found in section 2339, I will read what the statutes say on 
this subject: 

And the right of way for the construction of ditches and canals for the pur- 
poses herein specified— 

That is for irrigation— 
is acknowledged and confirmed; but whenever any person 
of any ditch or canal, injures or damages the ion of any settler on the 
public domain, the party committing such injury or damage shall be liable to 
the party injured for such injury or 

Sec, 2340, All patents granted, or pre-emption or homesteads allowed, shall 
be subject to any vested and accrued water-rights, or rights to ditches and reser- 
voirs used in connection with such water-rights, as may have been acquired un- 
der or recognized by the preceding section, 

This is not to enlarge the right to the ditch companies in any manner, 
but to provide simply that the ditch companies shall file with the local 
land office and with the Secretary of the Interior the defined line of 
their ditch, for the protection of the people who shall subsequently 
take the public lands. That is all that need be said. It gives them 
no rights they do not have, but it imposes a duty upon them which 
was not imposed by the original law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TIIE PUBLIC-LAND STRIP. 


Mr. PLUMB, I move that the Senate proceed now to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 63, being Senate bill 624. It is a bill which 
passed the Senate at the last session and a similar bill passed the House 
also 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 624) to extend the laws 
of the United States over certain unorganized territory south of theState 
of Kansas, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, which were, in line 3, after the words United States, to 
insert except those providing for pre-emption, timber-culture, and 
desert-land entries of the public lands,’’ and in line 14, after the word 
“ the,” to strike out United States surveyor-general for Colorado’? 
and insert ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior;’’ so that bill as amended will 
read: 

That the laws of the United States, 7 those providing for pre-emption. 
timber-culture, and desert-land entries of the public lands, are hereb; extended 
over the unorganized Territory south of the States of Kansas and Colorado and 
between the Indian Territory and the Territory of New Mexico, known as the 
public-land strip; and that for the purpose of the execution of said laws said 

ublic-land strip is 3 created a land district and is annexed to the judicial 
district of Kansas; and the subdivisional lines of townships in said public-land 
strip may be surveyed under current aie eee for the surveying service, 
te — —5 to be done under the direction and supervision of the Secretary of the 

nter: — 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I offer the following amendment, to come in as a pro- 
viso at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That the President is authorized to reserve a strip through said un- 
organized territory, not to exceed 5 miles in width, for use as a trail for the 
passage of cattle from the State of Texas, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Idid not notice the reading ofthe bill. I ask the 
Senator from Kansas whether he has in it a sufficient description of the 
tract of country to which the bill applies. 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonotthink there can be any mistakeabout it. It 
is described as ‘‘the unorganized territory south of the States of Kansas 
and Colorado and between the Indian Territory and the Territory of New 
Mexico, known as thepublic-landstrip.’’? It is designated on the mapof 
the United States, published by the authority of the Interior Depart- 
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ment, as ‘‘ public lands;’’ that is to say, these words are printed across 
the face of the tract of land, as shown on the map. It is the only tract of 
public land which lies south of the States of Kansas and Colorado and 
between the Indian Territory and New Mexico. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is one further question, Mr. President. I 
recollect having considered to some extent this proposition at the last 
Congress. We have a strip of country here now over which we extend 
the land laws of the United States, and therefore invite settlement; but 
it is not attached to any State; no State laws can be enforced there; 
and we have this anomalous condition of affairs, that we have citizens 
living upon this land who are not citizens of any organized Territory 
of the United States nor of any State of the United States. 

It seemed to me that this legislation ought to dispose of that strip. 
I recollect the idea in my mind was that the line between Colorado and 
Kansas should be extended south, and that the portion of this strip lying 
south of the State of Kansas should be attached to that State and that 
the portion lying south of the State of Colorado to that State, and I 
think now some such provision ought to accompany this bill; for while 
we attach it to a United States judicial district, yet we do not give the 
people any government at all. They have no laws except such general 
laws of the United States as might be applicable; none of the laws ap- 
plicable to any of the Territories cover them, and there is no State or 
Territorial Legislature that has any power to make any laws for them. 
I do not see how they can organize or have any sheriff to enforce the 
laws, or any clerk, or recorder, or other officer. 

It seems to me the provisions of the bill do not go far enough. I do 
not believe in extending the land laws of the United States over a strip 
of territory that is not within the bounds of some organized State or 
Territory, yet that is the anomalous condition in which we propose to 
put the people whom we invite into this land strip. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is all exactly as the Senator from Indiana has 
stated it, but he will remember that we can not add this territory to 
any State without the consent of that State. That would necessarily 
take a great deal of time and might result also in no consent being 
given. 

The land is now open:to settlement and it is already settled upon. 
There are people already upon it. The laws have recognized fora great 
many years the right of settlers to go on the’unsurveyed public domain. 
The difference between these people and the people living on other 
portions of the public domain is only that these people are not within 
the limits of any territory. The Committee on Public Lands did not 
care to get into the very extensive and interesting field of inquiry as to 
what should become of these people politically, whether the civil ju- 
risdiction of the State of Kansas, of the Territory of New Mexico, or of 
the State of Texas, or of some other adjacent organization should be ex- 
tended over them, or whether they should be left to be incorporated in 
time into the Indian Territory. Something is to be said in favor of 
all these propositions, and, of course, equally something against them. 

But the one thing which is the foundation of order is title to the 
land on which men live. The one thing which more than anything 
else is the occasion of disorder is the lack of title. I have seen in the 
State of Colorado ten thousand people living on a tract of land less 
than a mile square, without any municipal organization, and there was 
no place under the shining sun in which life or property was any more 
secure than it was in that particular place. But there was title and 
ample opportunity to acquire it. The people who go upon this public- 
land strip as well as the people who are there now, if we were to give 
them title, for all the purposes to be subserved during the brief time 
we shall leave them in that condition, will take care of themselves and 
of their property interests in such a way that no violence will be done 
either to person or property within the limits of that Territory. There- 
fore the Public Lands Committee felt perfectly warranted in reporting 
this measure to the Senate, fulfilling the full measure of the jurisdic- 
tion of that committee as it does, and meeting the most obvious phase 
of the circumstances in which these people are now situated, leaving to 
the Congress of the United States such further legislation, either with 
the consent of some adjoining State that may be willing to take on this 
territory, or by the extension of the political jurisdiction of some Terri- 
tory of the United States, as, for instance, New Mexico or the Indian 
Territory, over them. 

But it certainly is not a valid objection to this bill that it does not go 
far enough if, avoiding the intricate and interesting questions to which 
the Senator from Indiana referred, wedo that which is obviously proper 
and necessary, and whichis in accordance practically with the promise we 
have made to all those who go on the unsurveyed public lands, by giving 
them that measure of protection which results from land titles, because 
as we have authorized citizens of the United States to go upon the unsur- 
veyed public lands and have pledged them that we will give them title, 
along with that goes the proposition to survey the land in such a way 
that they may know the metes and bounds of their respective posses- 
sions, and then we must either establish a land office for their special 
benefit or attach them to an existing one, in order that they may file 
their respective claims and in due time by the settlement and payment 
of money, either or both, acquire title to the land on which they have 
settled under and in accordance with the provisions of law. 

Ishould have been very glad, if the committee had had time and juris- 
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diction, to have entered upon these other questions; but in the mean 
time here are many thousands of people on this land already, and while 
we were waiting for the consent of some State to take them or debating 
whether we should add them to some Territory there is all the diffi- 
culty existing there which grows out of uncertain titles everywhere and 
which we can relieve by passing a measure of this kind. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this bill provides that the public- 
land strip is created a land district and is annexed to the judicial dis- 
trict of Kansas. I suppose that means, of course, the United States 
judicial district of Kansas; and yet I do not know how anybody living 
on that tract of land could get into that United States court except 
possibly as a defendant in some criminal action. I do not know how 
any of them could bring any suit there. They are not citizens of 
any State; so that neither in any litigation between themselves nor in 
any litigation with anybody else could they, as it seems to me, have 
any access to the courts of Kansas for any pu at all to try their 
titles or to settle them. While I agree that it is proper that the peo- 
ple who are there should be put in a way to get their titles, and that 
any unoccupied lands there should be open to homesteaders, it seems 
to me that this legislation ought all to proceed together, and that we 
ought not to invite people to goin there to settle, we have never in 
the history of this Government invited them to go into unorganized 
territory where no laws were in force whatever and take up public 
lands, 

It seems to me that the Senator from Kansas, if this measure were re- 
ferred to his committee, when he reported it, as settling the question 
of the use of the lands, might send it to the Committee on Territories 
or some other appropriate committce, so that the bill might be amended 
so as to incorporate such provisions as would establish some sort of civil 
government over these people. I think that ought to go along with 
the extension of the land laws; I think they always have gone together; 
and I do not think it would seriously delay the matter if the Senator 
would take some such course with the bill, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the course now suggested would make serious 
delay. There is no reason in the world why the Committee on Terri- 
tories can not take up separately, as it does all questions of the organiza- 
tion of Territories, apart from any disposition of the public lands, or 
their condition, and consider the question of a political organization for 
this community. But there is every reason why there should not be 
delay in the passage of this bill, which, as I said before, passed the 
Senate at the last session. A similar measure passed the last House, 
but the two measures crossed each other, as is frequently the case, and 
neither of them became alaw. There is urgent necessity now for the 
passage of this bill because of the great number of people and the num- 

constantly being increased by new persons going in. As I said, the 
only prime beige with all those people, the first one they are inter- 
ested in, is the question of title. 

Now, the attention of the Committee on e having been called 
to this matter, they can take the question up. They may attach the 
strip to New Mexico; they may attach it to ſor temporary pur- 
poses, or to the Indian Territory; I do not care where; I haveno choice 
about it. But about all that class of questions there will be some de- 
bate, and that debate would impede, if it did not finally prevent, the 
passage of the bill, to which there can certainly be no objection, and 
that is to enable these people to get the title which we promised them 
when we invited them to go on the public domain. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, there is one embarrassment to me in 
the consideration of this bill, and I ask ny league to think of it. 
What authority has Con , in any way whatever, to interfere, either 
by addition or subtraction, by implication or by direct action, with 
the territorial area and limits of the State of Kansas, without the con- 
sent of that State first obtained? I think there should be something 
done with this unorganized region known as No man’s land.” There 
are about 3,500 square miles, I believe, that are practically populated 
to-day—— 

Mn PLUMB. About 6,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. About 6,000 square miles that are practically in- 
habited by a settled population, not nomadic but settled, permanent, 
with cattle ranches, farms along the borders of the streams, living there 
absolutely without any jurisdiction of law over them, and living, as I 
am advised, practically in peace and tranquillity. I have heard the 
number variously estimated. I should not dare to mention it, but there 
must be several thousand people, and a very great deal of personal prop- 
erty and betterments that would be entitled under other circumstances 
to the protection of law. There, of course, is no possibility of acquir- 
ing title to land, because it has not been surveyed, and there are no land 
offices where the intention of persons to buy can be received or where 
their boundaries can be ascertained. They have no means of appeal- 
ing to any court for the enforcement of their rights or the redress of 
their wrongs. 

It is an anomalous, unprecedented, extraordinary condition of affairs, 
that ought to be remedied. It is clearly within the province of Congress 
to create that traet into a land district, and by that means to enable 
people to acquire title to their property. But how the limits of the 
State of Kansas can be practically ed so as to take 


enlarged and expand: 
in this territory without the consent of that ‘State first affirmatively ob- 


tained I do not understand, for the Constitution provides that no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other 
State, nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more States 
or parts of States without the consent of the Legislatures of the States 
concerned as well as of the Congress. 

Mr. COKE, Does this bill propose to annex this territory to Kan- 
sas? 

Mr. INGALLS. To the extent of attaching it to the judicial dis- 
trict of Kansas for judicial purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. In other words, we simply extend the jurisdiction 
of the United States judge there over this territory. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the limitations of that district are the limita- 
tions that are recognized as those of the boundaries of the State of 


Mr. PLUMB. By the Federal law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, by the Federal law and by the State law. 
While I would favor any arrangement which might give these people 
settled and permanent institutions, I think the bill too far, and 
that it would be well to declare that the laws of the United ted States are 
extended over them and create a land district, but when we go into 
the subject of legislating as to the enforcement of their rights and the 
redress of wrongs to which they may be subjected, it seems to me to be 
a great deal more in accordance with the present system to attach them 
to a Territory than to a State. 

Mr. PLUMB. That phraseology happens to be the Senator’s own. 
He introduced the bill last year and I quoted that idea from him. 

Mr. INGALLS. That does not make it any better. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought it did. I will accept, however, any mod- 
ification. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill was undoubtedly prepared and handed to 
me, and I introduced it by request, I presume, as I doa t many 
bills without particular examination; and it would be very inequitable 
to hold a man responsible for the verbal construction of a bill introduced 
under those circumstances. But still, even if that were true, my ob- 
servations to-day would simply show that I had steadily gone on im- 
proving in my intellectual condition since that time, and was not sta- 
tionary or reactionary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am probably about a year behind my colleague 
anyway, and so if he is strenuous on that point 

Mr. INGALLS. No, I am not. I only made a suggestion. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he thinks a district which we create by Federal 
law, with a district judge whose appointment we provide for and whose 
salary we pay and whose movements and jurisdiction we wholly con- 
trol, can not be extended so as to embrace within that jurisdiction a 
little additional piece of territory, I have no objection to striking it out. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator does not mean to say that this 
bill would give access in any civil proceeding of any kind to any citizen 
of = territory to the United States circuit or district court of Kansas, 
does he? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it would, undoubtedly in criminal causes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly not. The general law of citizenship 
would apply; and he does not givea man living there any citizenship. 
If you made him a citizen of Kansas, he could not go into that court. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to striking out this provision. 
No doubt, as my colleague says, he introduced the bill mentioned at the 
request of some one; and of course, also, he may very properly have 
changed his mind. It is of no consequence in any event. What I want 
is the proper thing now, and I am entirely willing that that part be 
stricken out. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishouldlike to make one observation before it is stricken 
out, if I may be permitted. The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides foradmiralty jurisdiction to be vested by Congress whereit chooses, 
and it vests the jurisdiction over offenses committed on the high seas 
and over some other things on the high seas in the district courts, pro- 
viding that the district court shall have jurisdiction in particular cases, 
It also gives us jurisdiction over the Territories, the power of absolute 
legislation; and I do not see why it is not exactly the same thing to 
provide that a particular district court shall have jurisdiction over a Ter- 
ritory that it is to provide that a particular district court shall have juris- 
diction over the high seas. Does it not stand on the same principle and 
equally within the authority of Congress? 

Mr. PLUMB. Now the purpose which I had in view, which is one 
that is perfectly obvious and which there can be no possible question 
about here, is to extend the public land Jaws to that district in order 
that those people who are now there at the invitation of the Govern- 
ment may get title. Ihave no objection, if there is any question about 
the meaning of this clause, to strike it out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would not move to strike it out. I was only 
calling attention to the inadequacy of the provision; but perhaps it 
would confer jurisdiction upon the United States district court in Kan- 
sas to proceed for violations of the criminal laws of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt it would. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it would, so far so good. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is not the only anomalous condition of things 
with which we are confronted. Wehave a t many people, a num- 
ber of thousands of white people, citizens of the United States, in the 
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Indian Territory who are in just the same anomalous condition and a 
worse one, because they can not get title to land down there at all. We 
are going along with this matter perhaps a little leisurely, but still we 
shall reach it in due time and provide for it; but that would be no rea- 
son why we should withhold from the people on this strip of public 
land a perfectly obvious right, and one we have promised them. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to a motion to 
adjourn? There is hardly a quorum present and it is now past 5 
o'clock. 

3 5 protempore. Will the Senator from Kansas yield 

e floor 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will be will- 
iny to yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we have got about through with the bill. I 
should like to have the consideration of it continued for a moment or 
two, at all events. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Indiana is 
clearlyright. If this court were established, there is no mode by which 
the citizens of that Territory can have access to it in the ordinary diffi- 
culties that occur. The action of Congress, as I understand it, in or- 


ganizing a Territory is to create a Territorial court and by special law | 81,500 


provide for the trial of canses and the jurisdiction of that court. 

If it were true that the laws of the United States provided for every 
case which may occur, then the provision of the bill extending the 
jurisdiction of the district court to Kansas would have some effect, but 
why extend the land laws over this o Territory when if there 
is any controversy between two citizens in that Territory there is no 
means provided for the jurisdiction of the court to take effect upon 
them. You must have some legislation, because the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States and the laws of the United States 
are not adapted to the great majority of cases that will arise between 
citizen and citizen. If one citizen objects to the right of possession of 
another under the land Jaws of the United States extended over them, 
the bill affords no relief to that case, and it is highly 3 
whether without an act of Congress the question of title even could be 
tried in the district. court of Kansas arising under the land laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not myself anticipate that anything will be 
practical except the extension of the criminal laws of the United States 
over this tract of land. 

Mr. CALL. The criminal laws of the United States provide for a 
verysmall portion of the difiiculties between man and man. There are 
questions of admiralty and questions of piracy which are not adapted to 
the o cases which arise between man and man. 

Obviously it occurs to me that if you wish to provide for the exten- 
sion of the land laws over this unorganized district you must provide 
for some mode of trial of the rights that may arise under them; and it 
you wish to extend the criminal laws of the United States you must 
extend the range of the criminal laws so as to meet the cases that will 


arise in this population. 
Therefore it seems to me that the of the Senator from 
Indiana is very pertinent, that this would 3 


wise 83 without annexing it to some 

Mr. PLUMB. All the questions that relate to the disposition of the 
public land and the acquisition of title thereunder are practically set- 
tled by the action of the local land office andthe General Land Office on 
review, so that the jurisdiction of the court downthere would not be ma- 
terial at all to the question of acquisition of title. Lhave not the slight- 
est objection, as I said, to striking out that clause, as it will come up 
very properly in connection with some extension of jurisdiction over that 
section of country. As I presume the Committee on Territories will 
take that up presently, I think I shall move to strike out the words, 
and is annexed to the judicial district of Kansas.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves, in 
line 10, after the word land district,“ to strike out the words and 
is annexed to the judicial district of Kansas.“ If there be no objection 
ee ee eee 

Mr. PLUMB. Following the suggestion of the Senator from New 
York, I move, after the word ‘‘over,”’ in line 5, to insert the word “‘all;”’ 
so as to read, are hereby extended over all the territory. "R 
Although I do not think it necessary, as the suggestion has been made 
and it does not hurt the bill I propose the insertion of the word all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move, in line 7, after the words New Mex- 
ico,” to insert and north of Texas.” Those are merely descriptive 
words, but further identify the boundaries of the land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. MORRIL I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 9, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's proceedin ings. 

On motion of Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent the reading 
much of the Journal as related to the introduction and reference of bills 
and joint resolutions was with. 

The Journal as read was approved. 


AGENT FOR WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House ef Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, dated the Sth 
instant, inclosing a recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for 
the insertion in the act appropriations for the jae and conti t 
expenses of the Indian ——— for the year — — 30, 1887, of an item 
providing for an agent for the Winn — — at u salary of 
per annum. 

The matter is respectfully submitted for the consideration and action of Con- 


s GROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExEcUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1836. 


LAWS GOVERNING STEAM-VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Board of Su- 
pervising Inspectors of Steam-Vessels, looking to a new regulation of 
the laws governing steam-vessels; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. CADWALLADER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney-General, with 
an inclosure, relative to the account of John F. Cadwallader for writing 
back records of United States district courts for the southern district 
of Illinois; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


SINKING FUND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing astatement of the total amount applied to the 
sinking fund between June 30, 1884, and July 1, 1885, in conformity 
with a resolution of Congress; which was referred tothe Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER BALANCES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in relation to the resolutions of the House respecting 
silver balances and circulation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the Chair directed that communication to be 

inted ? 

The SPEAKER. It is nota response to the resolutions of the House, 
but simply a letter stating they would be responded to at as early a day 
as possible. 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letier from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting deficiency estimates for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERKS, ETC., IN NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a list of clerks and other persons employed 
in the Navy ent, the time each has been employed, and the 
sums paid to each for the year 1885, and stating that they are fully em- 
ployed, and that their services are necessary for the dispatch of the pub- 
lic business; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. CREECY VS. UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a report of the case of Charles 
E. Creecy, administrator of L. R. Byrne, deceased, vs. United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, with the consent of the House, refers 
this communication to the Committee on Patents, because the original 
papers were sent to the Court of Claims with the consent of that com- 
mittee. It is really a claim, however. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally read twice, referred as indicated, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making 
an annual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the mili- 
tia—to the Committee on the Militia. 


1886. 


A bill (S. 967) to peade 
into the Union and for the 
to the Committee on the Territories. r 

ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the statute, laid -before the 
House the following concurrent resolution; which was referred to the 
Joint Committee on Printing: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 5, 1888. 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring). 
‘That the annual volume of theastronomical and meteo: cal observations of 
the Naval Obse for 1883, 1884, and 1885 be printed, and that 1,800 additional 
copies of each report be printed; o which 300 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 700 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for 
the use of the Navy Department. 


COMMITTEE SITTING DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for the pas- 
sage of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs have leave, until further order, 
to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection leave will be granted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

i ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now call the committees of the 
House for reports. 

SUBPŒNA FOR CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HAMMOND (when the Committee on the Judiciary was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged which I send to the 
Clerk’sdesk. This report from the Judiciary ittee was prepared 
by the chairman of the committee, Mr. TUCKER, but he is unavoidably 
. eee erg ger eee e eee 

eagnes, committee think it important the report be 
submitted to the House without delay. 

The SPEAKER. eee eet report under the order of the 
House already made. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. TUCKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judi to which was referred the 
court of the of Columbia 


of the Territory of Lincoln 


leave to 3 
The committee deem it im — eral n e ri of 
the House in respectof its and its records and papers Ele in va- 
rious offices and under charge and in custody of aaao daliad hhouerer, to 
this think access to these records 
o ends of justice in civil and 

endanger 


was made by the Judiciary 
the resolutions, which passed 

the House after debate, in which the principles of the resolutions were not seri- 
uestioned. (Congressional Record, first session Forty-sixth Congress, 


Resolved, 1. That no officer or of the House of ‘tatives has 
the right, either voluntarily or in Fie emigre 
duceany . of the House beſore any 
court or officer, nor to permit any copy 
before the Hi 


statute to be co such as the House itself have public, 
a of the House first obtained. 8 fone 
That ouse is hereby given case States 
against Col. D. S. Stanley, now pending before the court-martial sitting 
in the city of New York, to have made and pro ven such copies of the 
papers mentioned in the duces tecum tensed ty tho judge-advocate of 
said court directed to Ferris Finch, esq., file clerk of the House of Repre- 


(Congressional Record, first 
Your committee call attention to the fact that it does not 
duction of this book is necessary to learn the truth as to any 5 
mmittee therefore report the following resolutions with a reeommen- 
ba ay Te eh ag doa ; of this H 
w aeara a mee no evidence ofa 
can by the mandate or process 
such control or n bu 


is needful for use in urt. ustice or before any judge or such 
legal officer for the promotion f justic Bh eee Precept flr pm mn 
— puck ends of j ice consistently with the privileges and rights 
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for the admission of the State of Dakota 


reason and public policy, but sus- | referred 


of | and second time, 
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3. That Hon. John B. Clark, Clerk of the House, be authorized to appear at 
the place and before the officer named in the subpana duces tecum before men- 
tioned, but shall not take with him the book named therein, nor any document 
or paper on file in his office or under his control or in his possession as Clerk of 


the House. 
4. That the said court, through any of its officers or 
sion to attend with all witnesses and 3 to 
always at any place under the orders and control of this 
of any documents or papers in possession or contro! of said Clerk, and any evi- 
dence of witnesses in thereto which the court or other proper officer 
thereof shall desire, so as, however, the possession of said documents and 
by the said Clerk shall not be disturbed, or the same shall not be remov 
their 2 of file or custody under said Clerk. 

5. That a copy of this report and these resolutions be transmitted to the said 
court as a answer to the subpoena aforementioned. 


Mr.HAMMOND. Mr.Speaker, this matter has been argued and de- 
cided by the House before, and the Committee on the Judiciary, deeming 
further consumption of time unnecessary, requested me todemand the 
previous question on the adoption of the resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered, and the resolutions were then 


ts, have full permis- 
roceeding, and then 
ouse, and take copies 


rom 


to. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tions were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. HEPBURN, fromthe Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act 
dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to divide 
the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, establish district 
and circuitcourtsof the United States therein, and provide for the times 
and places for holding such courts, and for other other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WARD. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was di from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4242) to provide for the adjustment of matters connected 
with certain judicial proceedings in Pennsylvania in which the United 
States was a party; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on 


Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1136) additional to an act entitled 
‘An act to provide a national currency secured by a pledge of United 


posses- | States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and redemption there- 
or of,“ passed June 3, 1864; which was referred to the House Calendar, 


and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
EAST AND WEST RAILROAD COMPANY OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 34) to authorize the East and West Rail- 
road Company of Alabama to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SAMPSON. 

Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson; which was 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EXPOSITION AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with amendment joint resolution (H. Res. reg authorizing the several 
Executive Departments of the Government to loan the North, Central, 
and South American Exposition at New Orleans certain articles for ex- 
hibit; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House joint resolution 28, a bill (H. R. 5542) providing for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the truth of alleged dis- 
coveries of the specific cause of yellow fever and of a method of prevent- 
ing that disease by inoculation and to obtain all information possible 
as to the cause and prevention of that disease; which was read a first 
erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed; and, by unanimous consent, H. Res, 28 was laid on the table. 


FEES ON INVOICES. 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re 


ported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4138) to limit the exaction of fees or the 
levy of taxes forthe consular verification and authentication of invoices; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 
AMERICAN EXHIBITION AT LONDON, MAY, 1888. 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also re- 
ported back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 15) concerning an 
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American exhibition to be held in London in May, 1886; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
FEE ON DOMESTIC MONEY-ORDERS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the 
fee ondomestic money-orders for sums not exceeding $5; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4420) to authorize the publication of anew 
edition of the Postal Laws and Regulations; and the same was referred 
to the Joint Committee on Printing. 

CLERK-HIRE TO POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4415) to make the al- 
lowances for clerk-hire to postmasters of the first and second class post- 
offices cover the cost of clerical labor in the money-order business, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 80) to provide for the de- 
posit in the Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system and to 
pay for its expenses out of appropriations; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: . 

A bill (H. R. 1455) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh; and 

A bill (H. R. 4106) granting a pension to Stephen M. McAlister. 

CHRISTINE BERGNER. 


On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4524) granting a pension to Christine Bergner; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

-Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3443) to enable the Secretary of War to pay 
Rane C. Hutchison for services rendered and expenses incurred in the 
military service of the United States; which was laid on the table, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY R. SMITH. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF MATERIAL FROM GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4982) to enable the Public Printer 
to continue in effect the provisions of the joint resolution entitled ‘‘Joint 
resolution authorizing the Public Printer to remove certain material 
from the Government Printing Office, approved February 6, 1883; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WAR TAXES OF 1861. 

TheSPEAKER. The call of committees for reference of reports hav- 
ing been gone through with, the Chair will now, under the rule, call 
committees for the consideration of bills ſor one hour. The hour begins 
ateighteen minutes before 1 o’clock. The call rests with the Committee 
on the Judiciary. The gentlemen from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] is en- 
titled to the floor for twelve minutes on the bill (H. R. 3) to prevent 
the claim of the war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and acts 
amendatory thereof, by the United States as set-off against States 
having claims against the General Government. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, by an act of Congress approved August 5, 
1861, a tax was levied on the United States,“ which was apportioned 
among the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
as follows: 


$529, 813 33 
FE 
22, 905 33 


FEBRUARY ‘9, 

9244 8 

Delaware... 74, 683 33 

District of Columbia,. 49, 437 33 

Florida. 77,522 67 

fine 5 
ois.. 1, 146, 55. 

Indiana. 99785 33 

Iowa 452,088 00 

Kansas.. 71,743 33 

Kentuck; 713,695 33 

Louisiana 385, 886 67 

Maine. 420, 826 00 

land. 436, 823 33 

Massachusetts 821,581 33 

Michigan.. 501,763 33 

Minnesota. 108, 424 00 

Mississippi 413,084 67 

Missouri.. 761,127 33 

Nebraska 19, 312 00 

Nevada. 4,592 67 

New Hamp 28.406 67 

New Jersey... á 450,134 00 

New Mexico 5 62,648 00 

2,603, 918 67 

576,194 67 

1,567, 089 33 

35,140 67 

1.946. 719 33 

116, 963 67 

669, 498 67 

355, 106 00 

26, 982 00 

211,068 00 

729, 071 02 

+08, 479 65 

7,755 33 

599, 688 67 

363, 570 67 


taken and bonds filed by such officers, and they were empowered and 
required to collect the same, and when necessary to seize and sell prop- 
erty of individuals in either of said districts to an amount equal to the 
whole tax so levied, and all the necessary machinery created for getting 
the tax or property to an amount equal thereto. 

Section 53 of said act provided that any State or Territory might as- 
sume, collect, and pay into the Treasury of the United States the tax 
thus imposed, and in all cases where the tax should be thus collected 
without cost to the General Government a credit or allowance of 15 
per cent. should be allowed to apply as part of said sum up to a cer- 
tain date and 10 per cent. up to a certain other time. That law stands 


to-day on the statute-books of the nation ed and only partially 
executed. Some of the States have paid the amount of their quota, 
some only a part, and some none at all. There remains yet due and 
unpaid the sum of $2,624,509.59. 


No disposition is manifested by those in arrears to pay it, and no 
effort is being made to collect it, except by the process of offsetting any 
sum or sums that from time to time may become due from the general 
Government to such delinquent States. We were officially informed 
in 1884, by the then Secretary of the United States Treasury, that the 
rule up to that time had been invariable, as applied to all the States 
in arrears, to apply all such sums as from time to time might become 
due to the States from the United States toward the liquidation of such 
balances, and we all know that such is still the rule. 

The last official statement of the United States Treasurer shows that 
the State of Georgia owes the United States $512,959.58. 

In 1883, by an act of Congress the sum of $35,555.42 was appropri- 
ated to that State in full of a claim which, while it may have been 
just,was very, very old. The accounting officer of the Treasury, acting 
in harmony with a rule which was not only just, but was the same 
that had been, was then, and still is applied to each and every other 
State, refused to pay over the money to the State of Georgia, but pro- 

to enter it as a credit in partial liquidation of her long-standing 
indebtedness to the General Government. This last financial transac- 
tion has probably led to the introduction of the bill under consider- 
ation—a bill to prevent the claim of the war taxes under the act of 
August 5, 1861, and acts amendatory thereof, by the United States, as 
set-off against States having claims against the General Government. 

This is an impartial statement of the coed aceon to the House for 
our consideration and approval or disapproval. 

If this bill should pass it takes from the Government its last and only 
practical or available means of ever collecting a dollar of the $2,624,- 


509.54 which is due to it. 

That the assessment or apportionment of the said tax was fair and 
equitable is not doubted. t it was necessary no one will deny. 
That it created a debt against each of the States is not disputed. That 
it was cheerfully paid by some of the States, and forcibly collected from 
others in part or in whole, is just as certain. 

Then can we be asked with reason or propriety to say, by the passage 
of this bill, that the American Congress will punish the States or the 
people who responded to the call of the country in its hour of peril 
and dire necessity by discriminating against them? that the American 
Congress is willing to change a rule which has been inflexibly enforced 


1886. 
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against them to favor a State ora le who were at least dilatory 
in meeting their just proportion of this measure for the common good? 
Are we willing to say, by the passage of this bill, that Georgia, which 
has paid only $71,407.75, and owes yet $512,959.58; that Mississippi, 
that has paid only $74,742.57, and owes $338,342.10; that Alabama, 
which has paid only $8,491.40, and owes $520,821.87, shall be released 
from their liability, when Louisiana, has paid in money $268,515.12, 
when North Carolina has paid in money $386,194.45, when by the sale 
of lands there has been forcibly collected from Arkansas $184,082.18, 
from South Carolina $377,961.30, from Virginia $515,569.72, from Flor- 
ida $43,529.80? 

By what process of reasoning can an honest man conclude that there 
is an element of justice in such a course? And yet a vote for this bill 
would be to indorse this glaring wrong. 

I have thus far only adverted to the wrong which would be done to 
certain of the Southern States by passing this bill, but its injustice be- 
comes still more apparent when it is considered that of this same tax for 
the common good of all the States— 

California has paid. 
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In the Forty- eighth Congress I had the honor to introduce a bill which 
received a favorable recommendation from the Committee on Claims, to 
which it was referred, the ia ae of which was to do just what is con- 
templated by the bill under consideration, to wit: relieve all of the 
States and Territories from all balances against them growing out of 
said tax of 1861 and acts amendatory thereof; but another provision, 
coupled with the foregoing, was one that provided that all sums which 
had been paid by any of the States and Territories should be credited 
to them severally on the books of the United States Treasury, and any 
balance found due after such credit had been entered should be paid to 


them respectively. 

This bill was never reached and considered by the House, but the 
Committee on Claims having the same in charge submitted a favorable 
report, a copy of which I herewith submit and make a part of my argu- 
ment: 


Mr. Price, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report, to 
The yaar in Caton’ hich ferred the bill (H. R. 6047) to adjust 
mmittee on o which was rei 
certain accounts between the United States and the several States and Territo- 
ries and the District of Columbia, has had the same under consideration, and 
reports: 
nder the act of August 5, 1861 (12 Stat. at L., 292), a direct tax of $20,000,000 
was laid upon the United States, and was apportioned among the different States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia. based on population. 

By section 53 it was TFF 
its quota thereof, and if it did so on or before the second Tuesday in bruary 
next, after the passage of the act, it should have a deduction of 15 per cent. on 
so much of the quota of direct tax a ned to such State in lieu of the com- 
pensation of officers for collecting the tax as was actually paid into the Treas- 
ury on or before last day of June, and a deduction of 10 per cent. upon so 
much as should be paid into the Treasury thereafter and before the last day of 


September of that s - 

me of the Joyal States assumed their qu: while others did notdo so. Of 
those which assumed the payment some paid prior to the last day of June, others 
prior to the last day of September, while some of them have only paid in part, 
and still owe balances, » 

Of the loyal States which did not assume their quotas, the amount thereof has 
been collected from some in full by the First Com ller stopping in the Treas- 
ury sums going to them on account of 5 percents salesof public lands and 
other allowed claims in their favor against the United States. 

An act for the collection of direct taxes in insurrectio: 
United States was passed June 7, 1862 (12 Stat. at L., 422). 
vision for the assumption of its quota by the mary 
act a portion of the quota of some of the States was collected directly from the 
owners of , and other portions were collected by sales of real estate, 
while from others nothing whatever was collected. 

Since the war, as in the case of loyal States, the First Comptroller has with- 
held and applied to the quotas of these States such sums as they were entitled to 
receive on account of 5 percents from the sales of public lands or upon other al- 
lowed claims in favor of these States respectively against the United States. 

The quota of each State is not a liability upon the State as such, but upon the 
real estate of the people of the State, and was by the law madea lien upon each 
piece thereof in the proportion of its value to the aggregate value of the real 


estate in that State. 
The quota of each State and Territory has been to it upon the books 
orcollected, whether 


of the and such sums as have been 
CT this quota, as has also all su: 
g percents from sales of publie 


sums as were go! said State on account of 5 
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lands and other allowed accounts. This system of withholding sums due to 
States and crediting them on account of this tax due by its citizens (or by only 
a portion of its citizens where some have paid) is a source of constant dissatis- 
faction and friction, and at the last session of Congress a bill was passed pro- 
viding that a claim should be paid directly to a State in money for the purpose 
of avoiding its being thus credited. and a bill is now pending in the House to 
pay in money to a State an amount which has been credi in the Treasury 
upon its quota of this direct tax. The extreme undesirability of these issues over 
accounts between the States and the General Government can not be overstated, 
and is so apparent as not to require to be more than mentioned. The injustice, 
too, of the utter inequality of the payments is so apparent as to require no argu- 
ment as to the importance of adopting some mode of adjusting and equalizing 
= — = this can not be done absolutely, then at leastas far as is practicable 
an e, 


To do this is the purpose of the bill under consideration. It provides that 
the account of each State and Territory be credited with asum equal to all col- 
lections made from each State and Territory, or any citizen thereof, under the 
act of Congress roved August 5, 1861, and acts amendatory thereto, with an 
additional sum of 15 per cent. on such payments made without cost to the 
United States, and also to relinquish all claim for all sums remaining unpaid 
on said direct tax. This will give to those States which assumed and paid their 
— the benefit of the deductions to which they thus entitled themselves. In 

ose cases in which the tax has been collected from individuals, either in mone 
directly or by sale of land, it provides, by an amendment herewith submit 
that the amount thus paid back shall be made to the State in trust for those 
her citizens who have paid the same. 

The bill was fully and carefully considered by the late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Hon. Charles J. Folger. On June 14 ultimo he wrote a letter, in which he 
uses the following remy inn gm 

The purpose of the bill is to relieve and discharge from further liability for 
that tax those States and Territories which have not d the portion thereof 
apportioned to them respectively; and to repay, out of any money inthe Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to those Statesand Territories which have paid 
2 tion, the sums by them respectively paid. Though by the act above 


e eee from the States which di 
ion; and 


be red than how they may be increased. The Government then needs not 
the money to be b; 2 this tax. 

At the same time, it is plain that to enforce it would put a grievous burden 
upon the people of the States which are in default in 3 It needs no ar- 
ray of facts to show this. Congress in one if not in both branches has this ses- 
sion considered the proposition of large e ae to these people to help 
them place and keep up common schools, and the Senate has passed a bil! there- 


for. 
on Ifthere be need for that eer are would be harm in enforcing this charge. 


peered to be enforced by the machinery provided 


grea 
never putin force but one year. In practical effect, then, the law for it is obso- 
lete. hy, then, should there remain this unenforced liability, a menace to 
born en enforcement of which is called for by no public need nor by any 
public opinion 
“In my judgment, the le and the property of the States in default should 
a pe discharged f yom ik j 


be relie fi 
ut to give such relief and d would be to put an inequality of burden 


upon the States which paid, unless they in turn were in some way relieved. 
This the bill pro todo ying to them the sums received from them, 
Assuming that tax was lawful, and the collection, as far as made, was war- 


ranted, this, apart from the circumstances, would be a proposition to donate to 
the States surplus moneys of the United States—a proposition which I should 
not favor. But,as connected with the proposition to discharge from onerous 
and needless liability one portion of the people, it takes on a different charac- 
ter; it is presented as an adjustment between different bodies of the people, and 
is worthy of renee ampere ndeed, it would be unjust to the people of the loyal 
States to release the people of the once insurrectionary States from their liabil- 
ity without refunding to the former the sums paid by them, and there are anal- 
ogies in the l. tion of Congress, Acts have been passed refunding to States 
moneys by them for the raising, arming, and equipping of troops for the 
Army of the United States in the civil war and for making other refunds of like 
character. The p of laying this direct tax was to aid in the ultimate pay- 
ment of the extraordinary e ses of the Government caused by the civil war. 
The raising, arming, and equipping of troops by the States served to keep down 
those expenses for the time. It wass voluntary act upon the part of the States. 
There is no violation of principle or fundamental law in repaying to the States 
from the funds of the United States the cost thereof. The pares and effect of 
this bill is not so unlike in nature to that as not also to be freed from the objec- 
tions to a bald distribution among the States of what are called the surplus rey- 
enues of the United States. 

Under the peculiar facts of the case, and as it is not likely to become a prece- 
dent for 5 of Federal moneys, my judgment is, that the proposed 
measure isa one. It is true that exactly equal justice can not be done in 
carrying out the proposition of the bill. Thus, in some of the Southern States 
the tax was to some extentenforced. Tax-sales were made of pieces of real es- 
tate in instances for less than the value of them. Only the surplus of purchase- 
money over the tax and charges has been available to the owners, and they 
have lost the difference between that and the total of the purchase-money, and 
between the purchase-money and the real value. 

“ On the other hand, in most, if not all, ofthe Northern States, the payment to 
the United States of the tax was assumed by the State government, which col- 
lected the amount of its own people in its own tax-levy, Of course, in the 
changes of citizenship and ownership oftaxable property, while a repayment into 
the State treasury will tend to reduce the amount of State tax, it will not inure 
to the benefit ef some of those who in 1861 were tax-payers, But these failures 
of full and general compensation in dealing with transactions so long past must 
ensue, and are not to be potentially urged against proposed measures, whichin 
the main do work equal benefit,” 
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fully concur in the recommendations herein set out. In those cases in which 

the money, wherewith any State stands credited, was collected 

the amount to be to said State under this bill should be for the use and 

benefit of those citizens from whom it was 1 ta- 
by adding the 


or their 
tives, wa ag agro go recommends een — 
follow a end thereof: “Provided, where sums, or any part 
—— 2 ected from the dtisens 
, such amount shall be as 


of those of its citizens from whom 
it was collected, or their legal representatives.“ 

Your committee recommends that the bill thus amended do pass, 

At the commencement of the present session I again introduced the 
same bill as amended by the Committee on Claims, which is now pend- 
ing and before the Committee on the Judiciary, and I submit that this 
bill ought not to pass, but that the one refi to, under the provisions 
of which the States in default should be released and the States which 
have paid should be reimbursed, should pass. : 

But it is argued that this bill H. R. No. 3 should pass because the law 
under which the tax was levied was unconstitutional. For the 
of the argument let us admit that it was unconstitutional, and it would 
follow that no further collections should be made under or by virtue 
of it and bill H. R. No. 3 should become a law, but only side by side 
with another provision of law under which all sums heretofore collected 
under that unconstitutional law should be refunded to those from whom 
it was collected. Pass this bill to relieve the defaul States on the 
ground of an unconstitutional levy, and then we would be told just as 
gravely that it would be unconstitutional to refund the amounts paid. 

I wish the time might come in my day when the Constitution would 
not be invoked to justify a wrong or whenever men desired to avoid 
doing right. It has been warped and twisted and misconstrued and 
misinterpreted in support of every job and schemeand unworthy pur- 

when the purpose of its framers was to secure equal and exact 
justice to every citizen and every section of the Republic. 

But, unfortunately for those who invoke its aid in this case to avoid 
the payment of a just obligation, the Supreme Court of the United 
States A 98, pages 527 and 528) have declared that the laws un- 
der which the levy was made was constitutional, in the following lan- 
guage: 

One other assignment only remains: It is that the acts of were un- 
constitutional, because the amount of the direct taxes apportioned to the State 
of South Carolina was increased by the addition thereto of a penalty of 50 per 


cent., and, therefore, was not in proportion to the census or enumeration directed 
to be taken by the second section of the first article of the Constitution, 


e tax, 
The 50 per cent. penalty was no part of it. 
The act of Congress of 1861, which levied the tax, provided for no 
cept for failure to pay it when it was due; and the b 
ue time, 


of 1862 and 1863 was also for default of voluntary payment 
A careful reading of the acts make this very 
t a distinction is made between the tax and the added ty. 
is recognized in the first section of the act of 1962, in the second and in the 


1 meng neat fa retary wc hagndarr wb to pey 
charged thereon n certificate — 
ment, by virtue whereof the lands would be discharged. ‘Ste — 
be maintained that the tax was in conflict with the Constitution, 

So far as this bill is concerned it should be defeated by a vote so clear 
and emphatic as to discourage future attempts to secure legislation so 
repugnant to justice and fair ing. 

If the Supreme Court are correct in their interpretation, then the tax 
was legal and therefore the States in default are legally indebted, and 
this bill releases them, practically, from that indebtedness. 

If the assessment was illegal, it was at least necessary for the good of 
all the States, and was cheerfully paid by some of the parties in inter- 
est; from others collections were enforced, and all had the benefitsand 
no part of the Union was more directly or materially benefited than 
these States now in arrears, 

The whole tax should be treated as a loan, and as it was paid, so fur 
as paid at all, by the people, and added that amount to their taxes, it 
should, now that the conflict is past and the white dove of peace is 
hovering over a reunited, happy, and prosperous country, be restored 
to the treasuries of the several States that contributed it, to lessen the 
amount of taxes in the future. 

The State of Ohio on January 14, 1885, memorialized this Congress 
ppan to remit the balance due from States in arrears and to re- 
imburse the States for amounts paid by them. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLOR] as much of my time as he wishes to occupy. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me in 


ty, ex- 
the act 


this discussion I can do no more than state the position I occupy upon 


x bill before py hom 2 

y enactment of Congress ved in March, I believe, 1 the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States was authorized ge 
the State of i 500. When the State of Georgia applied for 
that money the United States officials to pay it, but 
proposed to apply it toa claim said to be due from the State of Georgia 
to the Government of the United States. This bill is one intended to 
prevent that adjustment, and any other like it, if any other exists. 

There may be two questions in this case, one of law and the other of 
policy. I desire first to state the question of law involved. It is a cold, 
clear question of law. There is no place for any political or other an- 
tagonism or sympathy. y 

The Government of the United States owes Georgia $35,500. It is 
claimed that Georgia owes the Government of the United States a greater 
sum. Is this a fact? Ifit is not afact, then, no one can deny, this meas- 
ure ought to pass so far as Georgia is concerned. Isay unhesitatingly— 
I say from examination, I say from what I believe to be my knowledge 
of the law as connected with this case—that Georgia owes the Gov- 
ernment of the United States nothing by virtue of the legislation referred 
to as the legislationof 1861. Nor do other States, as States, that com 
within the category of this bill. If there is no debt then from Georgia 
due by it to the United States, there should be no set-off. I purpose 
only to state that p tion. 

ow, there is no claimed of such State but that which arises 
under the law of 1861, by which it was attempted to raise an annual 
direct tax of $20,000,000 year.. That law ided not for assess- 
ments for one year, but it was a continuous law, providing a direct 
tax of $20,000,000, apportioned among the States in proportion to pop- 
ulation, withoutJimitastotime. But this part of the law was repealed 
at a subsequent session of Congress. I will not inquire whether Con- 
gress, under the Constitution, had power to make a State its debtor; I 
will only answer Congress did not attempt to make a State its debtor in 
thisactof1861. It was alaw providing fora direct tax among the States. 
It isa very long law, comprising more thansixty sections. As was said 
by the eman from Iowa Pur. HEPBURN] the other day, the law 
provided the whole machinery for the collection of that money and did 
not provide State machinery. It provided United States machinery. 
It was solely a law to be operated by agents of the United States. It 
was a direct tax upon ee of the United States apportioned among 
the States according to the ratio of population. The assessor, the col- 
lector, the provision of liens, the sale of real estate and personal property, 
all were to be done through the agency of the United States and not 
through the agency of any State. 

It was not called a debt of the State, it did not as though it 
was a debt of the State, but simply this power of direct taxation was ap- 
plied in this way or sought to be applied. 

Now, it may be—I have heard it argued here—that the course which 

took was outside of its power under the Constitution. Admit- 
ting that, if you please, the admission amounts to this only, that then 
there is no indebtedness of any kind even from the le of G 
One other fact, Mr. Speaker. A provision was included in this law by 
which an inducement was held out to the different States to make it a 
State debt or State en pre and not an individual burden. It was 
provided in this lawi that such States as would assume the amount 
of the indebtedness and makeita State obligation within a limited time 
should have a credit of 15 per cent. upon the whole amount of the tax 
assessed against the State, It was also provided that those States who 
would assume it as the debt of the State within a certain other limited 
timeshould receive a credit of 10 per cent. on the total amount. Neither 
the States nor the Congress understood it then to be a State indebted- 
ness. But, says the gentleman from Iowa, tell me under what authority 
of the Constitution could this be assumed if it was nota debt? Perhaps 
none. But it still goes to this point, that the Congress did not under- 
stand it to be a State debt, did not regard it as an obligation of the State, 
nor was it so understood by the States themselves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated simply this plain legal proposition, 
and have stated the facts in regard to that t. It did not seek, 
it did not intend, nor did it impose a State obligation; and while it has 
been that it is difficult to see the difference between the ob- 
ligation of the people of the State and the obligation of the State itself, 
there is no such difficulty in my mind any more than there is a differ- 
ence between a corporation and the stockholders of that corporation. 
The interests of these parties are not identical—the interests of the in- 
dividual and of the State—unless it should be that the precise manner 
of taxation, the precise thing taxed, should be in the same ratio, on the 
same basis, under this law of 1861 and under the State law, which was 
not true. So I say that as a matter of law there can not be and never 
ought to have been in any case any legal offset; and I say that believing 
I speak the exact truth in regard to what the law is. 

I do not deny that the imposition of the tax was legal under the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court or without it under the authority of the 


Constitution. 
Now a second proposition, and that is, that this tax ought not, in my 
judgment, to be collected in this way anyhow. It can not be collected 


in this way if this legal proposition be correct. An attempt to collect it 


1886. 
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might succeed in 
but it never would be in the mind of a lawyer a collection of a debt, 
but the confiscation of credits, and that is all there is of it. There 
has never been anything else in it so far as it has been enforced hereto- 


the debt we owe to the State of Georgia; 


fore, and it makes no difference what political might induce me 
todo. Jam not so made that, standing here asa legislator, Lean trample 
by my vote under ſoot the law and the Constitution of my country. 
But this law was found in less than a year to have been a mistake. 
Many of the States, for the purpose of getting the advantage of the 
inducement held out to them of a deduction as provided in the law, 
assumed the indebtedness as a State obligation, and paid the tax with 
those deductions. The Jaw was repealed so far as subsequent action 
was concerned; and no administration up to this day has attempted to 
collect any of these debts since. Nay, more, sir, the pro- 
vided by that law for its enforcement was never appointed. No one 
existing in this House or in this country to collect the balance 
of the millions that are now due under that enactment. Thereshould 
8 trap peT which, srar iiaa pore creditors 5 the roe 
vernment, that credit may be wiped out by springing the trap set 
it, while at the same time 9 to enforce the law 


blican 
fact 


id or wholly collected; and as it can not 
and will not be collected, I am intending, if possible, to say to-day that 
Se Sees ee. by the States shall be repaid to , asit honestly 
Pee cane Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him right 


re 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. If that be the gentleman’s tion, why not vote 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], which 
does exactly that thing? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have not said whether I will vote for that 
amendment. I do not know what itis. ButI say, behind that, what 
is sufficient for me to control my vote in this case, there is no place for 
offset; there is no offset to have this applied to. There is no legal obli- 
gation on the part of Georgia to pay the Government of the United 
States one single dollar growing out of the legislation of 1861. Any 
man that will gointo that Library and take up the Statutes at Large of 
1861, I do not care whether he is a lawyer or not, I will venture my 
reputation as a man on the assertion that he will say when he is 
that there never was an intention of making that a debt against 
State of Georgia, nor was there ever such an effect worked out by that 
statute. And so, standing right there, I am fully able to say I will 
support this bill; and when another comes for that other purpose, just 
eee g. honest as it is, then I will give it my most enthusiastic 
Suppo! 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When that direct tax of 1861 was laid upon the 
States—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It never was. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, it was apportioned to the States, was it not? 
s EZRA B. TAYLOR. It was apportioned among the people of the 

tes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was the entire tax apportioned against the States 
which were then in their normal relations to the Federal Government? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It was a ioned among the people of 
the States and Territories regardless of any internal commotion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And then the proper proportion of it was made 
an obligation against the State or people of Georgia? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Against the people of Georgia in their in- 
dividual capacity; a provision was made for liens on their lands, not 
liens on the property of Georgia. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In other words, was it not a tax on the people of 
Georgia as much as on the people of Ohio? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes. But what does all this mean? What 
is behind it? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Have not those States which were in normal re- 
lations to the Federal Government paid their proportions? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is not true as to all of them. Colorado 
has not paid. But, if so, it simply comes to the other point, that you 
ought to pay it back, as you do not collect the balance. But it does 
not go to this point, that you shall make a legal obligation where you 
know one never existed, because it may be your people at home are mak- 
ing a clamor about it. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman permit me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. Iam occupying another gentleman’s time. 


Mr. PRICE. I desire to say 

Mr. EZ RA B. TAYLOR. I decline to yield. A desire to say is dif- 
ferent from a ‘‘ desire to ask.“ 

Mr. CULBERSON. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. MILLS). The gentleman from 
Texas has forty minutes of his time remaining. 


Mr, CULBERSON addressed the House. [See Appendix.] 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this issue hinges upon one 
single question, and that is, whether the tax levied under the act of 
1861 was chargeable to the State or not. If that tax, as levied under 
the act of 1861, was chargeable to a State, then of course any debt 
owed by the United States to aState might be set off against the charge 
under that law against a State. But if it were not chargeable against 
a State, then of course it can not be set off. 

Was it chargeable against a State? That question has been so well 
stated and argued by my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR] this morning that 
it is not necessary for me to go over the ground again. ; 

That the direct tax of 1861 levied under the apportionment clause 
of the Constitution was a tax levied upon real estate, upon lands and 
buildings, is y clear from the act itself and from the discussions 
which took in reference to it in both Houses on the passage of the 
act. It was said at the time by Mr. Stevens and by Mr. Bingham and 
others that it was a tax on land, and that a direct tax could only be 
levied upon land. 

In the very nature of things it could not be levied upon the State 
itself, for the State has little or no property upon which to levy a tax. 
It is true you might levy it upon the State-house and other State prop- 
erty; but what would it amount to? In fact the law of 1861, as did 
all other laws imposing direct taxes, provided that all State property 
should be exempt from taxation. 

The Government provided the machinery to collect the tax directly 
from the individual, and I maintain if the United States Government 
were now to proceed to collect that tax it would proceed to collect it 
from the owners of the land, those who held the land, which was a 
subject of taxation when the tax was levied. The whole question, I 
say again, hinges on that one fact, whether it was a charge or could be 
a charge against the State under the Constitution or against the indi- 
vidual. 


I donot care, Mr. Speaker, to argue the question further, as it would 
be only traveling over the same ground which has been so thoroughly 
gone over by other gentlemen who have preceded me in this discussion 


Mr. RANNEY addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the time when, according to an un- 
derstanding with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison ], the con- 
sideration of this subject was to be suspended for to-day has now ar- 
rived. But if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] wants 
only a few minutes to conclude, perhaps an agreement may be made 
with the gentleman from Illinois to that effect. 

The SPEAKER. The time assigned for the consideration of this sub- 
ject to-day by order of the House has now expired. 

Mr. RANNEY. How much of my time remains? 

The SPEAKER. One half-hour. The gentleman will be entitled 
to occupy the floor for that time when the subject is resumed. 

Mr. RANNEY, It is not very material to me whether I go on now 
or at another time, although I would pret to finish to-day. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Illinois consents thatif the 
gentleman from Massachusetts wants only a few minutes more, he may 
go on and finish now. 

Mr. RANNEY. Ido not wish to give up any part of my time; but 
I may finish in half the time I am entitled to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor when 
the subject is resumed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the agreement to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 382) to 
authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark., tochange 
its name to the First National Bank of Little Rock. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of the old site of Fort Brady, 
Michigan, and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings 


thereon; 

A bill (S. 1120) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Omaha National Bank of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the to sell and convey said property; and 

Joint resolution 8. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of thestatute 
be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 

TAXATION FRACTIONAL PARTS OF A GALLON OF DISTILLED SPIRITS, 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
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Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the bill relating to the taxation 
of fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND, 
of Georgia, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the 
taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits, on which 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not wish to lese my right, but am 
willing to yield until gentlemen so desiring it shall present the silver 
lining to this fog. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Gold lining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
reserved his remaining time? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] 
had the floor and yielded to a motion that the committee rise on yes- 
terday, and is therefore entitled to the floor this morning. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, it may bea humiliating confession, 
and one perhaps dangerous to make, yet I am constrained to the belief 
that there are at least two subjects which the average Congressman is 
not unduly qualified to handle: one of them is the tariff, and the other 
is the silver question. At first blush it would seem that there was noth- 
ing inflammatory in the associations and suggestions of topics so frigid 
as these, but the discussions in this body have clearly shown that both 
the tariff and the silver question have been idealized by their respective 
champions, who rush to the defense of high or low duties, of white or 
yellow metal, with all the chivalrous ardor of Don Quixote himself. 
Asif the inherent difficulties of the subject were not sufficient, the 
most discursive flights are taken intoneighboring fields, and the whole 
economy of the universe beaten up and explored in search of asimple 
truth that lies at our own doors and has never left home. 

The particular subject before us just now is the continued coinage of 
the standard silver dollar under the authority of the Bland act, and 
in order to understand the question it is necessary that we should be 
informed as to the origin, scope, and purposes of this measure. The 
question is not whether universal monometallism is better than uni- 
versal bimetallism, nor whether a local double standard can be main- 
tained in the face of a prevailing single standard among the great com- 
mercial countries of the world, nor, as I apprehend it, whether bond- 
holders shall be paid in one currency or another; still less whether 
there is not some inherent divinity about silver which should hedge it 
in against the progressive encroachments of the rival metal, The ques- 
tion simply is, shall the Bland act be repealed and the President’s wise 
recommendation adopted? 

It is well known that prior to 1873 silver, however limited in amount 
and restricted in practice to subsidiary uses, was one of the recognized 
monetary standards of value—not merely the handmaid of gold, but 
its wedded partner, and at times, measured by bullion value, its better 
half. At this period silver dropped out of the coinage, some say by a 
trick, or, as my distinguished friend from Iowa phrases it, by stealth, 
others by accident; and this banishment continued until the 28th day 
of February, 1878, nearly eight years ago, when with great éclat the 
dollar of the fathers was recalled from exile and restored to his ancient 
possessions. The restoration, however, was not unconditional, but, on 
the contrary, was clogged with restrictions, which give color at least to 
the suspicion that the original sentence of ishment was not with- 
out reason and necessity. As the law stood prior to 1873 the owner of 
silver bullion could take it to the mints of the United States and there 
have it coined into current money of the country upon precisely the 
same terms on which gold bullion was received. 

By the act of 1878 he can do no such thing. He can not carry a pound 
of it and receive coin in return. The mints are absolutely closed to 
him, but are as wide open to the coinage of gold bullion as ever. I 
pause here to ask the question, why this difference? Why is it that 
the coinage of gold is free end the coinage of silver not free? The 
Bland act—the very act upon which all this discussion turns—must 
answer the question. By the terms of that act, as is well known, the 
United States is required to purchase for coinage not less than two mill- 
ions of silver bullion nor more than four per month. Consider for a 
moment the significance of this strange and, as far as I am advised, 
exceptional, and indeed I may say phenomenal, provision. 

It in the first place establishes an inequality between the two precious 
metals by permitting one to be freely coined at the option of the owner, 
with no limitation as to quantity except that which nature herself de- 
termines, and excludes the other except so far as a partial market is cre- 
ated for it by the terms of the act. In the second place it leaves a tre- 
mendous margin for the operation of a discretionary power in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, who is required to make the purchase, and which 

wer is already claimed to have been abused, and which is certainly 

iable to still more dangerous abuse in view of not improbable contin- 
gencies. The power to coin at discretion twenty-eight or fifty-six mill- 
ions of dollars per annum, worth in actual value 20 cents less than in 


legal-tender function, must, I think, on all sides be conceded a dan- 
gerous one; but such was the state of opinion when this act was passed 
between the extreme silver propagandists and their more moderate 
brethren, modified by the cooler judgment of men who accepted the 
whole scheme as a dangerous experiment with the circulating medium, 
that it is probable the purchasing provision was adopted as a compro- 
mise. 

At the same time it is obvious that this power in friendly hands 
could be exercised so as to absorb the whole domestic yield of silver 
bullion which for the year 1885 has been estimated at, say, $46,000,- 
000. So that the result would be about the same as if the coinage of 
silver was made free. 

Assuming that this yield of silver is to continue at the same rate, 
there is nothing between the country and the equivalent of free silver 
coinage except the discretion of an official and the uncertainties of a 
Presidential election. Perhaps this will account for the tenacity with 
which the silver men, as they are called, hold on to an act which upon 
its face is an impeachment of the wisdom of free coinage, and a legis- 
lative assertion, by implication at least, that there was and is strong 
ground for making a distinction between gold and silver. 

No man can say how this discretion as to the amount of silver bullion 
to be purchased will be exercised by the future Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury; but however it may be used, within the monthly prescribed lim- 
its, it is very certain that the advocates of silver gave up their whole 
case when they consented to accept, in lieu of the natural law of supply, 
a purely conventional limitation the value of which was made still fur- 
ther dependent upon the exercise of a very liberal discretion. I ean 
understand and appreciate the consistency of a man like my honorable 
friend General WARNER, of Ohio, who holds that by some happy acci- 
dent, or by some preordained arrangement of Providence, the precious 
metals, as gold and silver have been called in all tongues and in all ages 
of the world’s history, naturally take their place in the current transac- 
tions of men as the two instruments better adapted than any others as a 
measure of value and as the means of exchange, and that any attempt, 
therefore, to tamper with this principle of natural selection or Provi- 
dential decree by the substitution of a limited purchase of one or the 
other of the metals for the purpose of coinage is a revolution that digs 
at the very foundation of things, and sooner or later will cover us with 
disgrace and disaster. 

I can understand and appreciate the force of reasoning which carries 
a thinker like Cernuschi or Chapman to the conclusion that the bime- 
tallie standard based upon the free coinage of both metals is a necessary 
condition to restored commercial prosperity now languishing the world 
over. But hump-backed monometallism, as the great Frenchman him- 
self has not inaptly termed it, or the limping standard, with no sense of 
security upon either leg, is an anomaly which has neither logic nor sym- 
metry to sustain it. I say, then, to the advocates of silver, follow your 
leaders and boldly repudiate the false position in which you have been 
placed by the Bland act for the last eight years; trample under foot the 
delusion that one of the great money metals of the world, coequal in use, 
dignity, and power with its helpmeet, can be degraded into servitude, 
or sent, like Hagar, into the wilderness; take the stand which logic, ex- 
perience, and all the associations which spring out of a venerable an- 
tiquity reaching back to the cradle of the race require, and demand for 
silver its instant, full, and complete rehabilitation. 

Doesany son of Demetrius pause at thissuggestion and grow sicklied 
o'er with the pale cast of thought?’’ Are the enemies of the gold bugs, 
the sharks, and the pirates afraid to take the position where reason, 
principle, and precedent alike place them? Here upon this advanced 
line, if they had had the courage of their convictions, they would have 
taken their stand in 1878. Has there been nothing since in the malign 
operation of an act contradictory alike of history and sound monetary 
economy which has taught them that the next best thing to a tenacious 
adherence to principle in the first instance is an immediate return to 
it with the renewed and indignant devotion of a true friend who in a 
weak moment has been surprised into unintentional betrayal. Think 
of it, gentlemen, only two hundred and twenty millions coined in the 
last eight years, when, if you had been true to yourselves, you ought 
to have had at least five hundred or perhaps one thousand millions. 
All of this vast sum might have been snugly stored in the Government 
vaults, kegs piled upon kegs, such a sight as Ali Baba and his forty 
thieves or Clive and Pizarro never beheld, and all waiting to crush the 
bloated bondholder, like the Roman maiden who fell a victim to the 
weight of her own ornaments. 

But, sir, free coinage was not established in 1878, nor does any one 
with serious hopes of passing it expect that such a measure will find 
acceptance in 1886. On the contrary, limited coinage was the order 
of the day then, and limited coinage is the order of the day now, so 
that the recommendation of the President is not for the suspension of 
coinage, but for the suspension of the partial, limited, and limping 
coinage authorized by the Bland act. If free coinage had been re- 
sumed in 1878, and the recommendation was to epena it, then the 
advocates of bimetallism, and their opponents, would have had a square 
issue upon which to arrange their order of battle; but in its present 
state, I contend, the real question in this case is whether we shall geb 
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rid of a measure which is neither fish nor flesh, neither sea nor good 
dry land. The question, as I look at it, is not whether we shall demon- 


stize silver, but whether we shall re a mischievous act, which in 
principle is itself a demonetization of silver, by a strong irrecognition 
of its right to free and unlimited coinage. 

The debate in either House has proceeded upon this theory of the 
state of the question. Noone has defended the Bland act, except so 
far as to urge that a repeal of it without anything being substituted 
in its stead might have a tendency to further depreciate the white 
metal, and all seem to have agreed that the real question in its last 
analysis is whether the resumption of the free coinage of silver by the 
United States would be good for the country or not. 

If the Bland act as enforced by the present and past administrations 
has any friends they have not shown their hands; and I suppose that 
all trus friends of silver, especially those who have espoused the cause 
from sentimental grounds, and love the dollar because its antetype once 
jingled in the pockets of their daddies, hold to the true orthodox faith 
that gold and silver as the parents of the coin of the Constitution ought 
to be admitted into the mints without restriction and upon equal 
terms. Treating the question then as a proposition not to suspend the 
operation of a limited measure affecting the coinage, which apparently 
has theapproval of neither friend nor foe, but asa move in the direction 
of a full restoration of silver to the privilege of the mint, or an absolute 
refusal of it, I have very decided convictions. 

Before proceeding to state what those convictions are, I desire to call 
attention to another curious anomaly which this question presents. 
Most of the righteous gentlemen here who are unwilling to let slip the 
opportunity of paying debts in a depreciated coin, and who naturally 
denounce the lenders of money as an inferior and degraded not 
worthy of comparison with the great race of men, as Lamb describes the 
borrowers, in the person of Ralph Bi are to a great extent believers 
in the practical application of the doctrine of free trade. They believe 
in the practical realization, at this day and time, and in this country, of 
that expansive and cosmopolitan principle which recognizes the commer- 
cial brotherhood of the race and the freest interchange of commodities. 

They say a man is outside of the Christian pale who can not or does 
not take this comprehensive view of humanity. - They are opposed, 
therefore, to the intervention by Government for the protection of 
our industries, believing that what can not stand the shock of com- 
petition in the world’s markets had better go down. But what is this 
Government purchase of silver every month but the worst and ex- 
tremest form of protection that was ever devised. It is conceded on 
all hands that if the Government was not a constrained purchaser in 
the market the price of silver bullion, now falling, would still further 
decline. It is contended that silver is one of our great products, 
although it has been shown that the amount annually taken out of the 
earth does not equal the value annually taken out of the hens’ nests in 
the country. Why not let it stand alone, and let the silver producers 
get for their product in the world’s market what they can? The fact 
is the Bland act creates a market for at least twenty-four millions’ 
worth of bullion every year, upon which the producer can rely with 
absolute certainty; and if there is any other product in this country 
Which receives the same kind of protection, I have not been informed 
of its existence. 

Consider for a moment what it costs the tax-payer to maintain the 
coinage of these silver tokens? The interest on the public debt amounts 
annually in round numbers to 850, 000, 000, and the civil expenses of the 
Government to about $24,000,000. The coinage tax, then, is equal to 
one-half of the public charge for interest, and is a million dollars more 
than the cost of maintaining the civil machinery of this vast Government. 
Not only is this so, but as I look at it there is a clear loss on the coin- 
age by the difference in real value between the money given in pay- 
ment for the silver bullion and the coined product of the purchase. I 
know that there are some 1 who contend that the Govern- 
ment is a gainer and not a loser by the operation. 

But let us see. The silver bullion out of which were coined in De- 
cember last $215,000,000 cost the Government $188,000,000, paid in 


the equivalent of gold. Measured by this standard, this nominal 
stamped sum of $215,000,000 is reduced one-fifth; that is to say, by 
$43,000,000, leaving as the result of the outlay of 5188, 000, O00 only 
$172,000,000; or, in other words, showing a clear loss of $16,000,000. 
Now, in the language of one of our free-trade brothers, whose soul de- 
lights in contemplating the untold millions which could be saved the 
innocent tax-payer if the protectionist robbers would only commute 

their bounties for a fixed sum, I ask the question, would it not be far 

better to buy outright the silver producer’s plant and make him whole 

for all his outlay, with a considerable percentage added for profit, than 

to take his bullion and coin it at this terrible loss to the country ? 

But, passing from this, why is it that the free coinage of legal-tender 
silver is inadmissible in this country in the present state of the mone- 
tary question? Simply because we should be issuing a dollar made of 
a metal di ited and discarded elsewhere for monetary purposes, 
the only ability of which to circulate here is acquired from its legal- 
tender function. It is said in answer to this, that this is a new and a 
big country, and that it matters but little whether we are in a state of 
helpless dislocation or harmonious union with other countries, that we 
will take care of domestic exchanges in our own coin, and settle forei 
balances with securities or products or in some other way that will 
not require the use of the money metals. 

This is a beautiful theory, and in the features which contemplate a 
self-sustaining, complacent isolation, protected by an insurmountable 
Chinese wall, ought to be positively enchanting to the free-trader. I 
do not deny that it is possible. Austria has tried it and found that it 
could be done. But her silver florin worth 50 cents has gradually de- 
preciated to about 37, and her gold pieces have migrated elsewhere. 
But paper is plenty and dirty. There is no reason in the nature of 
things why this country, under the benign influence of monetary pro- 
tection jealously enforced by the apostles of free trade, should not get 
along upon a silver basis, but the practical question which a wise and 

triotic legislator asks is not upon how little a nation may subsist but 
ee much power and dignity he may command for its support. 

The Southern confederacy got along on shinplasters when a man took 
his basket to market to carry his money and his pocketbook to bring 
back his provisions. The United States did still better with the battle- 
born and blood-stained greenback, and old Frederick the Great got 
along on nothing during the seven years’ war but gunpowder, but in 
neither case has it been recorded that there was an even healthful de- 
velopment of the body-politic. It is said that the maintenance of a me- 
tallic currency, the stamped pieces of which differ as to actual and nom- 
inal value, can be continued at the pleasure of the Government by the 
simple device known as legal tender, and that this vicious and depre- 
ciated money will not drive out of circulation coin intrinsically more 
valuable. Voluminous tabular statements are exhibited showing that 
gold so far from leaving the country has been pouring in in a Pactolian 
stream ever since 1878. 

That may be true, but will the experience of any man confirm the 
statement that gold circulates from hand to hand, and pocket to pocket, 
with half the freedom it was wont to pass just after the period of re- 
sumption? Gold will go out of the country as rapidly as it came in, on 
the ebb tide of a failing exchange, but the question I ask is, and on the 
concession too that the tables are correct, where is the gold, why has it 
disappeared entirely from the tills of merchants and the pockets of the 
people? Why is it that a gold piece is as rare now as it ever was at 
high-water mark in the greenback deluge? Unquestionably it seems 
to me because the simple instinct of selfishness, sometimes called Gres- 
ham’s law, which teaches a man to hold on to that which is more and 
to part with that which is less valuable, provided he can accomplish the 
same object, is already inning to work. Gold is not yet at a pre- 
mium, but you may depend upon it there are hundreds and thousands of 
men who are hoarding it up against the day when it will command a 
premium. 

I hold in my hand the last estimate made by the Director of the 
Mint of the coin circulation of the United States, an estimate which is 
brought down to January 1, 1886. 


Estimate of coin circulation of United States, January 1, 1886. 


United States coin. 


Circulation July 1, 1888... .. . . . . . . e 
Coinage for six months ended December 31, 1885. ae 
Net imports of United States coin (other than trad llars; 


Less deposits of United States coin for recoinage. 
Estimated United States coin used in the arts. 
Net exports of United States coin.. 


Circulation January 1, 1886. o; ` 
Bullion in mints and assay offices, December 31, 1885, a 


Total metallic stock January 1, 1888... . ee ee eee 


„„ ĩͤ ede | 626, 783, 809 | 297, 904, 950 


| Gold. Silver. | Total. 
8812, 174. 36 8278, 824,201 | $820, 998, 837 
15, 582, 511 14, 492, 769 30, 025, 280 
Ponta To na | 213, 848 213, 848 
„VVV | 557, 707, 147 | 293, 530, 818 851,237, 965 


2,500, 000 


553, 810, 148 | 293,293, 872 
72,923,721 4, 611, 078 77,584, 


924, 638, 819 
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Stock and ownership of gold and silver coin, and of bullion available for coinage, January 1, 1886. 


Subsidiary. | Total. 


$27, 796, 430 233 
156, 2,000,177 PoS 8.85 


02, 738,809 | 4,611,078 | 218, 259, 761 


75,034,111 | 207, 904, 950 


Stock and ownership of gold and silver coin, and of bullion available for coinage, &-c.—Continued. 
‘ RECAPITULATION, 


bee 


—— 


72, 923, 721 | 4,611,078 | 77,884 


Total ——— 


* Less outstanding gold certificates. Includes 
the Currency by 1,015 banks, November 1, 1885; includes some silver. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE Mir, January 30, 1888. 


By this estimate it appears that there are gold coins in the United 
States worth $553,810,148. Butwhereare they? The national banks 
have $156,353,592. In other banks and private hands there are $290,- 
766,388. But most significant and striking of all is the estimate which 
credits State banks, trust companies, and savings-banks with $31,255,- 
789. Now, examine the other side of the column. The national banks 
have only $6,940,628 standard silver dollars inclusive of silver certifi- 
cates. State banks, trust companies, and savings-banks have not a 
single dollar. I will insert this table as a part of my remarks for the 
purpose of showing that not only the national banks but those 3 
tories of money where the enormous ibility of the trust induces 
the most cautious vigilance in the tion of the fund, have already 
begun to hoard gold against the evil day which they at least, whatever 
may be the buncombe opinion of this body, believe to be inevitable. 
No banks, no holder of money who receives a gold dollar will pay it 
out again if he can possibly avoid it, and the tendency of all the Ppa - 
sions that take place here is not to relax but strengthen the grip on gold. 

Silver or its paper representative still passes in the daily exc 
as the equivalent of gold, but how long can this parity be maintained 
in the face of a widening gap as to bullion value upon the strength 
merely of the Government fiat? It floats to-day, sustained by favora- 
ble conditions of credit, but is there no point in the scale of 
tion to which it must eventually sink and be taken at its real and not 
nominal value? I put this question: Given a piece of metallicmoney— 
silver, if you please—which has depreciated 20 per cent. in bullion as 
compared with stamped value, with the prospect of further deprecia- 
tion by an impetus in a sort of geometrical ratio of increase, vires ac- 
quirit eundo, how long can the fiat of the Government sustain such a 
doubtful character; or, rather, how long will honest folk associate in 
such doubtful company ? 

So far the association has been maintained, but is it reasonable or 
prudent to infer that this companionship will continue indefinitely? I 
think not. The history of legal tender is involved in great obscurity, 
and one of the most industrious economists in this country, Mr. Edward 
Atkinson, has stated that he could get no reliable account of its origin 
after a very diligent search himself and inquiring of lawyers who 
might be sup to have more or less familiarity with the subject. I 
have made myselfsome investigation with a view to exploring the sources 
of this mysterious faculty which by some trick or magic conyerts fiction 
into fact, but have met with the same failure as Mr. Atkinson. 

It is a point of no moment except as a matter of scientific curiosity, 
as the Supreme Court of the United States has laid down the doctrine 
in very broad terms that it was within the constitutional competence 
of Congress to impart this faculty to any substance upon which it chose 
to impress the stamp of sovereignty. This decision determined that 
the promise of the United States printed on paper could be made alegal 
tender, and fora while, if I remember, the promissory notes of the Gov- 
ernment floated at par or nearly so in the second year of the war; but 

were soon at a discount, and gold ceased to circulateas money and 
was sold at a heavy premium as merchandise. 

It isclaimed by the advocates of silver that the standard dollar will 
not meet with the same fate, because it is made of a substance the mon- 
etary use of which is based on intrinsic value, represented in part by 
its scarcity, in part by the cost of production, and in part by its uni- 


and clearing-house certificates, 


Coin. | Bullion and coin. 
Gold. | Silver. Total. | Gold. Total. 
$104, 946,233 | $253,904, 333 
9,000,805 | 165, 354,397 
—— 31, 255, 789 „ 31. 255, 780 
474, 724, 300 74, 724, 300 


799 | 553,810,148 | 293, 298, 872 847,104,020 | 626,783, 869 | 297,904,950 | 924, 638, 819 


Includes silver certificates. ¿Reported to Comptroller of 
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versal acceptance, until within late years, as one of the standard money 
metals of the world. This is true to a certain extent, but does any one 
doubt that there must come a time in the depreciation of thiscoin when 
the legal-tender faculty will be no more able to liftit up to a par with 
a metal intrinsically more valuable, and at the same time maintaining 
its commercial integrity, than it had power to sustain the waning credit 
of the greenbacks engaged in the same unequal contest? 

Past contracts of course will be satisfied in this coin at its face and 
not its intrinsic value, but as to all future contracts the creditor will 
be careful to protect himself against such a contingency. But what 
shall be said of the daily exchanges man and man? Is there 
any magic in legal tender to make a man sell his goods ata price fixed 
by the buyer? Is there anything in this faculty which can prevent the 
butcher or the baker from saying to his customer, I want so much for 
this in gold or its equivalent, and so much more if you pay me in sil- 
ver? Can the lender be restrained from saying to his borrower, you can 
have my money at so much per cent. interest if paid in gold, and so 
much greater rate if Pee in silver, and you can not get it at all unless 
you agree to return the principal in gold? 

Buta boisterous claim, smacking at times of the demagogue, is made, 
that the natural expulsion of silver as a money metal in this country, 
by the force of edicts in other countries, over which we have no control, 
is the deliberate result of a wicked conspiracy of the creditor class to 
plunder their debtors, and that in this conspiracy the individual and 

te holders of Government bonds maintain an easy lead. It is 

S T 5 the purpose that this 8 made two ineffectual at- 

tempts, by commissioners appointed for urpose, to persuade Ger- 

many that she had done a very unhandsome thing by silver, to convince 
England that she had grown rich on the wrong monetary basis, and to 
induce the members of the Latin Union to open their mints to the dis- 
carded metal. Commercial Europe in the main, with the exception of 
Italy, Austria-Hungary, and Russia, where the financial dominates the 
monetary question, has shut the door fast in the face of silver, and surely 
8 enough could be found fora similar policy on the part of the 
nited States, and especially so by the representatives of the dominant 
party without subjecting the President to the very serious charge of con- 
ing with the moneyed classes of the country against the innoceat 

and helpless debtor, 

But it is said that the demonetization of silver abroad was accom- 
plished by despotic power in the interest of the same designing, greedy 
class. This is about as logical and true as most of the statements of 
this kind, and suggests the question at once why should republican 
France and imperial Germany alike discredit silver and autocratic Rus- 
sia hold on to it? 

But let me remind gentlemen whose zeal possibly outruns their dis- 
cretion, that the bondholder will be the very last to be affected by the 
unlimited coinage of silver. There is pending a proposition now which 
requires the Secretary to redeem called bonds in silver dollars. I do 
not suppose that means an actual delivery to each bondholder of the 
veritable dollars themselves, but that they shall be paid in representa- 
tive money of which silver is the basis. Well, suppose that should be 
done, who would be hurt by it? Not the individual holder of the 
bond, for silver being still the equal of gold he would convert the 
money into other property and be as well off as before. Would it hurt 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1303 
ce ernie eens toi | ee meee eee 


I can not see how they would be injured, at least enough to afford 
any real pleasure to a stalwart enemy of the re and I am en- 
tirely at a loss to know who would be benefited even if the injury was 
wrought to his heart’s content. Nothing seems to excite the ire of these 

tlemen so much as the fact that Government 4 nts, not re- 
eemable until 1907, are at the enormous premium of 24 percent. They 
seem to think that the bondholder gets that in some mysterious way, 
or, at all events, that is the idea to which they attempt to give circula- 
tion among the people. Is it necessary to say that this is a ium 
which the bondholder who now becomes a pays? Ifheholds 
on to his bond until maturity he will have lost the interest on the pre- 
mium, and then, if the bond is paid, will lose the premium too. 

An original holder will get back what he put in the investment, and 
it is only original holders or intermediate who have sold and 
taken advantage of the advanced rate in the premium who will rea) 
the benefit of it. But the bondholder as an investor, the individual, 
or corporation, who is usually characterized as bloated, the fixed and not 
merely sporadic and occasional incubus upon society, he will take noth- 
ing by the premium, but in many cases will be a loser. But however 
that may be, bloated as he is, you must let him enjoy his inflation until 
1907—twenty-one years before you can prick him with your silver 
bodkin. 

It is possible that siver will have so far depreciated by that timethat 
this e ee may feed fatits revenge in paying the bond- 
holder, be he rich or poor, man or woman, soldier or widow, or whether 


it be a national or a savings bank, in metallic tokens miscalled money, 
of little ox no value. Gentlemen who arep ing this crusade against 
bondholders, as if they were a fixed, un ing and all of them 


wealthy, should remember that the obligations of the Government are 
continually changing hands, that the savings of the poor are invested 
in them as well as the accumulations of the rich, and that the Almighty 
himself seems to have i a barrier against this attempt to array 
classagainst class by a nice blending of interests which can not be sep- 
arated without mutual injuries. 

But there is another class of bondholders: that class which holds the 
world in bonds, without whom the world’s machinery would hang list- 
less upon its axles, and yet who seem to be in vineulis themselves; the 
bondman instead of the bondholder, the uneasy captive in a world of 
which he is the conqueror. What will you do with this creditor class? 
Tread softly here, you honest advocates of an honest dollar worth 79 
cents, for the ground all about you is treacherous and slippery. I re- 
peat the question, in what sort of a currency do you propose to pay that 
class of credi more numerous and more important than all the 
bondholders in two hemispheres, for the labor and sweat which 
in some employment or other they are daily selling from sun to sun? 
Labor comes before capital. Capital must ever be debtor to labor. In 
what medium of exchange does capital propose to discharge that debt? 

The remuneration of labor is poor enough now, heaven knows. You 
say that it is inequitable to change the value of the currency between the 
date of the contract and its performance. I ask how you propose to 

i the contracts between labor and capital during the long inter- 
vals that prices are adjusting themselves to the new condition created 
by a false money? No class in society has the same interest in a stable 
medium of ex! as the men who toil with their hands. The wage- 
earner sells for and, as experience has proven, is the very last per- 
son to get the benefit of an advance in price, which ag follows as 
the inevitable consequence of a depreciated currency. He is not only 
compelled to sell for cash, but he finds himself in a market where the 
sellers outnumber the buyers, and is mostly compelled eet with his 
product under conditions that closely resemble a forced sale. 

To pay him, therefore, at rates established before the depreciation be- 
gan in a medium the purchasing pawe of which has been reduced by a 
rise in prices all along the scale of subsistence, is toinflict a great wrong 


the innocent and helpless for which even revenge apon ene $2, 


upon 

bondholder will not atone. Not to go back over ground already trav- 
ersed, permit me to put forward a at this point which has 
already been made with more or less The advocates of silver 


that bimetallism or unimetallism was a sec- 
ondary consideration. As far as the public debt is concerned, I sup- 
pose the whole of itnow redeemable, or shortly maturing, could bepaid 
in silver without damage to the creditor except the inconvenience per- 
haps of handling the money upon the su ‘tion that he would be 
paid in dollars instead of their representative paper equivalents. 

The vast bulk of this debt is not redeemable, as I have shown, until 
1907, and the high premium upon this class of Government bonds, vary- 
ing within the eed oper fractional limits from day to day, conclusively 
shows that these bloated holders are not very much concerned about the 
action of this body. I do not believe that the owners of either class of 
bonds will be injured to the extent of a farthing, but I do believe that 
the laboring classes of this country will receive a serious injury when- 
ever the time comes when gold, like a reluctant lover whe has already 
said many farewells, comes in truth and reality to wave his parting and 


bly be put off until our Government vaults are overrun with dol- 
as the of Hatto’s castle on the Rhine swarmed with rats; but 
surely all experience will be at fault if the attempt to float a circulation 
by Government fiat at a par, out of harmony with the currencies of the 
world, and in flat contradiction of its own actual value as distinguished 
from its stamped pretension, does not sooner or later produce that de- 
rangement between values and exchanges the disastrous effect of which, 
by the force of a law that Almighty wisdom can alone penetrate, is 
thrust upon the laboring man first. 

I have said elsewhere, and I repeatit here, that never by vote orvoice 
of mine will I willingly hurt a hair on the head of labor, and although 
I regard that man as a demagogue who attempts to array one class of 
citizens against another, and none the less a demagogue because this 
array happens to dress upon sectional lines, yet still I avow myself 
here, as far as my humble insight goes, the friend of the bondmen and 
the bondwomen, ay, and the bondchildren, that anomalous class who 
are both creditor and debtor, creditor for wages and debtor, God help 
us, for the privilege of work, potentially the most independent and 

y the most dependent class in society. 

Gold can take care of itself. Congress, indignant at the discount 
with which the greenback was received, attempted to levy a thunder- 
bolt at the head of gold during the war. But what was the consequence? 
The discredit of paper, confounded with an undue appreciation of 
the metal, took another fall, Iike Lucifer. The law was repealed almost 
in the momentof its enactment. The money-owners have cities of ref- 
uge in all the capitals of Europe, in which they find ready access by 
the purchase of foreign ex Capital has a thousand ways of 
eee, e labor has only one, and that is in a medium of ex- 
change which will always be a fair equivalent for what has been given 
for it, and the purchasing power of which is permanently based upon 
fact and not upon fiction. 

I commend to the consideration of the goldphobists that there are 
other classes to be thought of in this country than the bondholder and 
the creditor. A favorite argument with the silver protectionist is that 
free coinage is n to sustain the volume of the currency at a point 
where it will the normal demands of the people. A great deal 
is said about the circulation per capita in France and other countries, 
and the record is loaded with very interesting and doubtless instructive 
tables upon this subject. Demand is made that the 72,000,000 of silver 
dollars not in circulation and not represented by certificates shall be 
permitted to overflow the Government dam and enrich and fertilize the 
arid and waste places in the United States. 

One gentleman of overwrought imagination in a moment of high 
poetical frenzy revels in the vision of a cyclone, penetrating to the 
vaults and sucking up into its bosom the sunless treasure, and thence 
scattering it, in a fertilizing shower, broadcast over the country. It 
would be better thus, he says, than to lie stagnant where it is, “in 
cold obstructionZand rot.“ Well suppose the $72,000,000 were dis- 
tributed by cyclone, and not with the blind rage which usually dis- 

i these atmospheric disturbances, setting violently in one di- 
rection or the other, but it ted by an equitable and dis- 
crimina justice, so as to shower its bounty upon all sections of the 
country alike, what would be the final consequence of such a conti- 
nental windfall? Every dollar of it, by a law as inexorable as the law 
of gravitation, or as that which directs the course of the trade-winds, 
would come back into the tax offices and custom-honses and thence 
pass into the There is no need for additional circulation, and 
particularly of that sort which experience has shown will not circulate. 

At times during the past year there has been a surplus of $64,000,000 
over legal reserve in the national banks in New York alone, and fre- 
quently call-loans were made as low as 2) per cent. Money can be 
had on good collateral from 1 to 3 per cent. interest. The amount of 
bonds surrendered within a very days amounted to more than 
000,000 in a single week, showing that circulation to the amount of 
$1,800,000 had been retired as about $336,000 that had been 
issued. Money can be had on security anywhere and everywhere, 
and if it commands a higher rate of interest in some sections of the coun- 
try than in others it is owing not to any fancied scarcity but to condi- 
tions which affect credit and confidence and have nothing to do with the 
quantity or the volume of the currency. All of these ments were 
made and exploded in the solid days of greenbacks. But instead of the 
blizzard distribution of the buzzard dollar [laughter and applause] 
suppose you undertake the more usual and less violent and ps 
more regular mode of getting the silver into circulation by calling in 
and pa Government threes in silver, would you be any better off? 
This silver would fly to the custom-house as naturally as iron filings to 
a magnet; and, to change the figure, all your dollars which you had 
gotten out of confinement with so much trouble to yourself and incon- 
venience to the holder would find themselves, like the discharged 
bummers from our city jails, snugly back again in their old quarters 
after a di le outing for a few days. 

I have said liftle or nothing on the abstract question as to whether 
bimetallism, as it is called, would afford a more covenient and reliable 
medium of exchange than unimetallism. I have purposely laid this 
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question aside, just as I would the question whether free trade in the 
abstract would not be more conducive to the country’s progress than 
protection, for the reason that both of them are abstract questions and 
foreign to the practical consideration of the matter in hand. 

If the relative value of silver and gold could be permanently fixed 
by international agreement, which would also embrace the fall remone- 
tization of silver, I have no doubt that such an arrangement would not 
be prejudicial to the interests of this country; but to attempt it is like 
grabbing at the moon. It was attempted in 1878, and afterward in 


1881, and is still, I believe, the subject of diplomatic negotiation, but 
all efforts so far to bring it about have proved complete failures. The 
great apostle of bimetallism himself has said that the ion of 


the coinage of silver by the United States would be much more likely 
to lead to such an agreement than its continued coinage under the pro- 
visions of the Bland act. If silver was discredited in the United States, 
as well as elsewhere, then, if there is anything in the argument that 
the present world-wide depression is due in part at least to the attack 
upon silver, this renewed assault from an unexpected quarter would 
be more likely to bring Europe to its senses than the doubtful position 
now occupied by this country. 

The Bland act, as I understand it, Jeft the hands of its distinguished 
author as a simple measure for the restoration of silver coinage, and in 
this form was passed by the House of Representatives. But the Sen- 
ate added not only the purchasing provision to which allusion has 
already been made, but all the clauses providing for the establishment 
of a fixed ratio between gold and silver and the remonetization of silver 
by means of an international conference. The Bland act, in its naked 
simplicity, I may say, childlike and bland, could not pass, and these 
important restrictions were imposed by a cautious and conservative 
hand, with a view to changing the absolute principle asserted in the 
bill into a piece of purely tentative and experimental legislation. In 
other words, construed in the light of the debate at the time of its pas- 
sage, this is the true meaning of the bill. 

The commercial world has demonetized silver—it is forthe interest of 
the United States that it should be remonetized. Still it would be dan- 
gerous, in view of its suspension elsewhere, to restore silver to full com- 


munion here. We will, therefore, grant it a partial restoration, but will 


take steps at the same time to win back Europe to the double standard 
by such persuasion as we can bring to bear and by such apprehension 
as this limited experiment of ours may create. 

The attempt, as every one knows, has failed; and now what would 
seem to be the dictate ofcommonsense—continue the experimentorstop? 
Does any gentleman think that if eight years have not brought repent- 
ance to Europe then possibly sixteen will? The ent seems to rest 
upon the rather unstable footing that the continued coinage of a depre- 
ciated currency will in some way appreciate the metal out of which the 
currency is coined; and as the effect of coining 250,000,000, say, in eight 
years has been to keep silver at a discount of 20 cents on the dollar, the 
coinage of 500,000,000, or twice that amount, will have the opposite 
effect of making the dollar worth 100 cents; in other words, the more of 
a debased currency you put in circulation the more valuable it becomes. 

This was not the argument of the Bland act, at least with its Sena- 
torial grafts; but, on the contrary, the contention was that the value of 
silver depended largely upon its use; that that use in turn could only 
be established by the consensus of nations, and until a satisfactory in- 
ternational agreement could be had covering the whole subject it would 
be folly in the United States to enter upon an unlimited coinage. It 
was not the opinion of the anthor of the restraining qualifying amend- 
ments of that act that the quantity of the dollars could in any way atone 
for the quality of the material out of which they were made, but he 
would seem to have been very clearly of the opinion that the fewer we 
had of them the better it would be for the country. 

It was not the opinion then that unlimited coinage here would result 
in a similar condition across the water, but on the contrary the limited, 
partial, and unsatisfactory purchasing provision was resorted to for the 
8 escaping the consequences of unlimited coinage. Now 
I ask what has happened since to change the opinion then entertained? 
Is there anything in the present condition of Europe which justifies the 
belief thatin the near or remote future silver will be rehabilitated? 
Does any one think that free coinage could accomplish here as in Europe 
what partial coinage has failed to effect ? 

I hope right here that gentlemen will not forget that the foreign 
market south and southwest of us is somewhat chimerical. I hope 
that our free-trade friends at least, who are trying to break down the 
barriers between us and England, will remember that Great Britain takes 
about 60 per cent. of our manufactured and agricultural products, and 
more than the West Indies, Central America, and South America com- 
bined, and that to be at war with her in our monetary relations just 
when the freest commercial intercourse is blossoming white with peace 
would be a melancholy and inconsequential result. 

The preposition is toswap, to exchange product for product, to barter 
with the first commercial countries of the world and with those where 
our trade is heaviest, for the purpose of redressing balances in silver 
with weaker nations with whom our trade is lightest. I must be par- 
doned for not recognizing the beneficence of sucha proposition, although 
among its incidental blessings should follow the complete destruction of 
the national banks and their pestilent allies, the bloated bondholders. 


In this connection I desire to submit some figures taken from the 
1 report of the Bureau of Statisties ſor the year ending June 30, 


Values. 


Per cent. 
of total. 


Ena of domestic merchandise to Euro 
British North American provinces......... 
Asia and Oceanica..... .. . . 


South America...... 
o T 24, 024, 135 
Mexico, Central America, and British Honduras... 10, 398, 272 


In other words, nearly 85 per cent. of our exports of domestic mer- 
chandise, for which we are now seeking an outlet, go to Europe and the 
country north and west of us, and to all other countries in the world 
15 per cent. 

But this is not the whole of the story. The ent is that we 
ought to build up our trade with the silver nations lying south and west 
of us. As the silver combination embraces the West and the South, 
its trading affinity naturally tends to contiguous regions, leaving the 
North and the East to maintain its fellowship with the countries desig- 
nated by the same points of the compass. Well, we have had a com- 
mission exploring the hidden treasure of this Southern commerce, and 
the business mind of the country has been on the alert to seize the 
slightest opportunity for trade in that direction; and what has been the 
consequence? The following table, exhibiting the comparative values 
of exports for the years 1884 and 1885, will show with what countries 
our trade has increased and with what it has fallen off. 


Table showing increase. 


| 


Values of exports during 
An year ending June 
A Countries to which exported. Increase. 
5 1835, 1884, 
1 «| $394, 925,925 | $382, 717,159 | $12, 208, 766 
2 11, 690, 142 7,563, 403 4,126,739 
3 25, 373, 756 21,897, 019 3, 476, 737 
4 6, 396, 178 4,626, 480 1, 769, 698 
5 60, 819, 091 59, 251, 307 1, 567, 784 
6 10, 534, 138 9, 225, 459 1, 308, 679 
7 | Hong-Kong. 4, 134,592 3,078, 542 1, 056, 050 
8 | Denmark ,,, 4,527,723 3. 804, 909 722, S34 
10 Erten and 3 oon 55 3 gon ons 675, 662 
e: 2, 945 604, 023 
11 | Japan. . 3, 055, 990 2,517, 963 538, 027 
12 | Hayti. aaa 3, 227,059 2,735, 150 491, 909 
13 | British East Indies. 4, 108, 075 3, 711, 259 391, 816 
14 | Uruguay 1, 601,759 1, 239, 923 361, 836 
15 | Netherlands 16, 634, 187 16, 322, 960 311.177 
16 | Gibraltar. 1,251,784 1,104, 141 147,643 
17 | Austria 2, 609, 216 2,483, 025 126, 191 
18 | Spain 11, 967, 165 11, 890, 023 77,142 
Table showing decrease. 
Value of exports dur- 
ing the year ending 
Countries to which exported. June 
b 
Š 1885. 1 
S 884. 
1 | Dominion of Canada. 112, 254 423,820 | $6,311,566 
2 e eee 49, 290, 650 4,728,316 
3 | Mexico 7 599 | 11,089, 603 3,719, 004 
4 8, 314, 080 2, 866, 099 
5 8. 10, 562, 880 1, 843, 685 
6 x 8,553, 244 1,590, 025 
7B — 7,259,035 | 8,645, 261 1, 386, 226 
8 | United States of Colombia. 5,397,412 | 6,174,574 777, 162 
9 | Hawaiian Islands ........ 2,709,573 | 3,446, 024 736, 451 
10 | Porto Rico . .. . 1,533,177 | 2, 188. 609 656, 432 
11 | Russia on the Black 2,197,357 | 2,842,835 645, 478 
12 | Argentine Republic.. 4,327,026 | 4,825,813 498, 787 
13 | Central American States. 2, 667,943 | 3,064,798 396, 855 
14 | French West Indies...... 1,394,401 | 1,790,584 396. 183 
15 Peru. 735,979 | 1,043,902 307, 923 
16 | San Domin; 962,428 | 1,257,969 295, 541 
17 | Newfoundland an 1,864,561 | 2,087,112 222, 551 
18 | British G 1,631,608 | 1,833,148 201, 540 
19 | Portugal ........... 4,553,445 4. 607, 821 53, 876 
20 | Dutch East Indies 2,103,066 | 2.110, 323 257 


From this it will be seen that while our trade with Great Britain and 
Ireland and with Europe generally has increased, it has fallen off with 
every state south of us except Uruguay, and that the deficit with Mex- 
ico is the greatest of all. It is this comparison which forces the intel- 
ligent and sagacious head of the bureau to suggest whether the culti- 
vation of trade with wealthy and powerful nations in whose markets 
we have already acquired a substantial foothold would not be quite us 
much to our advantage as new ventures in weaker and untried quarters 
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of the world, a suggestion in which Iam sure sensible men will concur, 
even in the face of reciprocity treaties which generously propose to take 
everything and give the United States little or nothing in return—a 
sort of reciprocity which does not reciprocate. 

Certain I am thatthe men who propose to foster closer commercial rela- 
tions with Great Britain by amendments of our tariff, with a view toan 
increased export of our manufactured product, which already amounts 
to 43 per cent. with that empire as against 33 per cent. with the Span- 
ish countries south of us, must see the danger of a permanent dislocation 
between the currency of commerce and the currency of the Supreme 
Court. Isay this with a reckless indifference not in the least abated by 
the thought that were Thaddeus Stevens living he would feel a new 
pang, as the vicarious sufferer, for all the wrongs inflicted by gold upon 
this poverty-stricken and unhappy country. The gentleman from Iowa 
has quoted from the prophets; let me attempt to draw inspiration from 
the same source. 

Daniel was once called upon to tell a great king the nature of a for- 
gotten dream and then to interpretits meaning. The prophet declared 
that the vision which the king had seen in the night, and which he 
vainly attempted to recall, bodied forth a colossal , the head of 
which was gold, the arms and waist of silver, the rest of the body of 
brass, the legs of iron, and the feet of iron and clay. A stone cut out 
of the side of the mountain dashed against this figure and ground it 
into pieces, and the wind blew it away and it was seen no more. 

This tremendous figure does not inaptly represent the progressive 
growth of monetary evolution, which, from the rudimentary forms of 
barter, exchange, the mere clay at its feet, has gradually developed 
along the scale of inferior metals, through iron, copper, and silver, until 
it has reached its culmination and crown in gold. In this evolution 
there has been not merely a change of physical form, by which one 
metal has superseded another, but a differentiation of function, also, by 
which the primitive faculty of metallic money as exchange has gradu- 
ally given way to its higher and superior virtue as an instrument for 
storing value, in the course of which the world’s commerce has come to 
be carried on in great part by a secondary or representative currency. 

It may be that there is yet to be g stone cut out of the mountain side 
by which this old money image wilt be shattered into pieces and ground 
into powder, and gold, as the last and perfected stage in the progress of 
its development, disappear with the baser elements that compose the 
structure; but until that day comes no forced inversion of parts, no vio- 
lent subordination of function, can change the eternal law by which the 
head fitly crowns and dominates the body. Gold, in my opinion, in 
spite of all your laws, by virtue of a law of its own, will still be king. 
[ Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY ] who has just taken his seat that there can be 
no anent settlement of the money question until gold and silver 
which have held the place of money metals through all ages are restored 
to that position again. But while my friend would abandon silver in 
order that gold may be enthroned as the sole money metal and standard 
of value, I propose to hold on to what we now have until we can take astep 
toward the final settlement of this irra ay ft the restoration of the 
two metals, with the right to everybody to have either of them con- 
yerted into money without limit—in other words, restore natural reg- 
ulation; and I shall favor any measure that leads to this end. 

The distinguished economist, M. de Laveleye, began his address on 
bimetallism before the French Institute in Paris in 1881 with these 
words: 

“If I venture to speak of money before this assembly, it is to obey the wish of 
my distinguished and regretted master, Wolowski, who in his last illness wrote 
me, in a d already enfeebled: ‘My strength is forsaking me; but do you 
continue to defend our cause, which is the true one.“ 

I speak for silver, because I believe it is the side of truth and justice, 
and that the welfare of the country and the world is inseparably bound 
up in it. 

To secure stability in money has been declared to be the chief end of 
political economy. To preserve the greatest possible stability in metal- 
lie money is the object, and the only legitimate object, of perpetuating 
the use of both gold and silver as money. They who advocate the de- 
monetization of silver and the establishment of the single gold standard 
start out on the assumption, as my friend from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] 
has, that gold by itself constitutes a fixed standard, at least that its 
value in no wise depends on the concurrent use of silver as money, and 
that whatever be done with silver it will not affect the value of gold. 
They must of necessity, start with this assumption or their arguments 
would break down at the outset. If they admitted that to demonetize 
silver would alter the value of gold, would make the gold standard a 
different standard, the monstrous injustice of such an act would be- 
come so apparent that no one would enlist in its defense. 

But right here lies the root of the evil of monometallism. The fact, 
the incontrovertible fact, is, that the demonetization of silver, by less- 
ening the quantity of money in the world and increasing the demand 
for gold, does change the value of gold itself, and thus makes the gold 
standard a different standard from what it was or would be with silver 
continued as money concurrently with gold. 

If the world’s money be taken as $4,000,000,000 of gold, $3,500,000, - 


000 of silver, and $4,500,000,000 of paper, it is plain enough that, if 
the silver and the paper were destroyed, gold, having three times the 
wetleto do, would be enormously increased in value. It is quite ap- 
parent, too, that if the silver part were taken away or reduced to a mere 
subsidiary money, the paper, in order to be kept at a parity with gold, 
must be greatly reduced in volume. 

But for our present argument take only gold and silver. Suppose, 
instead of being coined separately, these metals had been melted to- 
gether and coined, as were the electrum coins of ancient Lydia, mak- 
ing $7,500,000,000 of gold-silver coins for the world, would anybody 
hold that half of such a volume of money might be destroyed or de- 
monetized without appreciating the value of the part remaining? or 
who would advocate such a step? And yet it can not make the least 
difference in the world whether the two metals are coined separately or 
melted together and coined as a compound metal. The mass is the 
same in either case, and it is the mass of the whole, and not the way 
it is coined, that determines the value of the whole and of each piece. 
You can not, therefore, overthrow silver without altering the value of 
every ounce of gold in the world and of every gold coin. 

M. Premiez, in the monetary conference of 1878, said: Destroy all 
the silver, and the gold which will remain will be worth as much as the 
two metals together were before.” There is no escaping this conclusion. 
Then how can it be justified? I hold the gold advocates to this issue, 
and I hold my friend from Maryland who has just spoken to it. It is for 
them to answer. They may say it is not proposed to demonetize out- 
right all the silver coins now in existence. I reply that to reduce them 
to mere subsidiary money, which is proposed, or in any way to abridge 
the use or shut off the supply of silver for money, increases proportion- 
ately the use of gold, and thereby increases its value. 

Already an immense change has taken place in the value of gold from 
this cause. I propose briefly to trace the effect of this change and the 
further change that is sure to follow every step in the transition from 
bimetallism to asingle gold standard, first on the debts of the world 
and the cost of governments, and then on production, industries, and 
labor. 

I will take only the debts of countries heretofore bimetallic, or that 
would be immediately affected by a change to a single gold standard. 

THE NATIONAL DEBTS OF EUROPE 
alone, according to the Reform Almanac for 1886, amount now to 
$22,795,000,000. This is the largest aggregate I have seen authorita- 
tively stated. Add to this the national debts of the United States, 
Canada, and other bimetallic countries, and we get the stupendous ag- 
gregate of about $26,000,000,000 as the burden of national debts that 
weighs down modern nations. 

The increase in national debts since 1848 has averaged $500,000,000 
ayer. Next come 

THE STATE AND MUNICIPAL DEBTS, 

which for the United States are given as $1,117,000,000 in 1880, 
or over $20 per capita. Local public debts of England and Canada, 
$1,735,000,000. The municipal debts of some large cities are indeed 
frightful. That of Paris is $420,000,000, New York $150,000,000. 
Twelve principal cities of Europe show an average of $30 per capita. 
The debts of some cities in the United States run up to over $100 per 
capita, and a few to over $200. The total of local debts in the countries 
whose national debts are given swells the aggregate public indebted- 
ness of these countries to $38,000,000,000, which nearly equals the en- 
tire wealth of the United States, and is greater than the value of all 
the lands of the United States and England together. 

No less startling is the mortgage indebtedness of modern countries: 


For the United Kingdom it is given at $8, 000, 000, 000 
Fremme eae Sis Resa eA 8, 500, 000, 000 
r aa R L E = ane 3, 850, 000, 000 
Pie aOR ͤĩ˙w. ̃ͥũ(uZuñ2ñ hꝛmd. Sn 3, 250, 000, 000 
S nao ens ees ee aAa 1, 500, 000, 000 
r ee eee 2, 675, 000, 000 
For other European countries - 3, 050, 000, 000 

aan ON Ne ey Oe ee 30, 825, 000, 000 


The mortgages in the United Kingdom amount to 41 per cent. of the 
value of all the landed property in the kingdom. Lord Reay puts it 
at 58 per cent. Samuel Smith the mortgages of all England at 
$2,000,000,000, which is nearly 60 per cent. of the value of all the 
landed property. 

Mortgages in Germany amount to 49 per cent. of the value of all the 
real estate. 

We have no statistics in the United States by which to compute the 
total mortgage indebtedness. In 1880 the Census showed 4,686,187 
tenant farmers, and a writer in the January North American says ‘‘it 
is a very rare thing in the newer States to come across a farmer who has 
not a mortgage, or bill of some kind, coming due on his land.“ But if 
the mortgage indebtedness reaches no more per capita here than in 
England it would amount to $8,200,000,000, which would be 41 per 
cent. of the true estimated value of all thereal estate in 1880. Thisis 
about the same as the per capita of the mortgage indebtedness of Eu- 
rope, and is doubtless a low estimate for this country. 
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The railway mortgages in the United States in 1885 amounted to 


9 
these several forms of indebtedness 
icipal, and mortgage, not railroads, and eee e 
of private indebtedness other than they not 


aggregate 
less than $75,000,000,000, or nearly twice the value of the whole United 
b than the . 


lation of debts at 4 per cent. e eee 
pay which would require the constant earnings of full one-half of the 
entire population of the United States. It is pertinent to in- 
quire here who are the 

HOLDERS OF THESE NATIONAL DEBTS. 

In England 300 persons own $150,000,000 of the national debt; 2,000 
persons own $570,000,000, 40,000 own $2,000,000,000, and 
237,000 out of a population of 36,000,000 own the entire debt. 

In the United States, trust, and insurance companies hold 
$550,000,000 of the national debt; 10,000 hold $500,000,000 
more, and less than 100,000 out of a population of 57,000,000 own the 
entire debt. How municipal and mortgage debts are held statistics do 
not show. 

England, it is true, since 1816 has had a gold standard. But her re- 
lation to the Continent has been such that she has been practically as 
much under a bimetallic valuation as France or any other continental 
nation. So that every dollar of this ing weight of debt has been 
created by a scale of valuation made of the two metals combined, and 
not of one alone. It was created on the basis of both metals as money, 
and with the right to expect that both would remain money metals, 
available always for the discharge of debts. And does not simple jus- 
tice require that debts should be paid by the same scale by which they 
were created? States have created or authorized these debts and have 
provided machinery for enforcing payment. To alter the standard of 
payment after the creation of obligations can no more be justified than 
to alter the pound weight or the bushel measure; and an alteration out- 
right would never be tolerated. It must be done in some indirect and 
obscure manner, as by altering the value of money. 

oF this point, J. R. McCullough says: 
between 5 would sas too 


tyrannical an interference with the rights tof- 
erated. Those, therefore, who endeavor to enrich one part of society at the ex- 
find it necessary to act with caution and of 
changing the stipulation in they resorted to the device 
of changing the standard by which are adj have 
Pasay ily ntg ict rich renee abt a r cent. should be added to or deducted 
from the debts 5 but they have, 
this by making a proportional 8 value of money. 


Let it be understood . this Government has never issued a bond or 


: ly printed on their 
‘face, all unmistakably . le in coin. On what 
principle of ethics, then, does the er ask to have silver demon- 
etized, gold made dearer, and then that his debt shall be paid in the 
dearer metal? It can not be forgotten that this debt was created in the 
first instance in greenbacks; that it was afterward changed to a coin 
debt, doubling it in the hands of the holder. Now to ask that the 
standard of payment shall be changed to and the value of the 
gold increased by demonetizing silver, is an t to the moral sense of 
all honest people. 

The bondholder is equitably and legally entitled to the thing he bar- 
gained for, to be paid at the time upon, and nomore. Whether 
silver has fallen or gold risen does not enter into the question here. 
The honest dollar is the dollar of the contract. 

It is always the right of the debtor to elect which kind of money he 
will pay in. Without this right legal tender would be of no use. 

Let us next consider the change in the value of gold as evidenced by a 
TARS OF PRICES. 

. rices in the last ten years of 
33} 
fout 30 o 35 per cent to 188 Mulhall, 
the price- in the United States 46 per cent lower than in 1872. 
While in Great Britain it is 43 per cent. lower, in France it is 34 per 
cent. and in Italy 37 per cent. lower. And all authorities agree that 
prices generally are now lower than before the gold discoveries in 1849. 

A fall of 33} per cent. in commodities is the same thing as a rise of 
50 cent. in the value of money. Hence the rise in the value of 
gold has already added at least 50 per cent. to the debt and tax burden 
which dead generations have imposed upon the world. Locke says: 

Money, while the same quantity of 6 down the kingdom 
in trade, is really a standing measure o the alte era 5 


thi in reference to pagan beeen ger} 

only. But if you increase or lessen the q 

any place, then the alteration of yalue 8 

Exactly the case under consideration. VC 
98 


I do not claim that the lower level of prices of all commodities is 
—— — the cost of of valuation. Improved meth- 


on thia gives $1,500,000,000 a year.” 
In thirty years the interest alone on the addition tothe world’s debt 
made by the alteration in the money scale which has already taken 
if allowed to stand, will amount to as much as eight ions 
of the English-speaking race have accumulated on this continent! In 
the same way the eight and a half billions of taxes levied annually 
by these countries for interest charges and maintaining governments 
became over twelve billions by altering the scale from gold and silver 
to gold alone. For no matter how much money may be increased in 
value, the same number of dollars are eee for debt and taxes. 
Cyrus, in his conquest of Asia, by desp the inhabitants of their 
wealth, took back to Persia, itis said, $10,000, 000 in gold and 8200, 000, - 
000 in silver. Alexander undered cities and temples and obtained as 
pike eae his conquests $225,000,000. Paulus ius in turn plun- 
dered Macedonia and carried to Rome as public plunder $75,000, 000 in 
and silver. Pompey gathered from the East $90,000, 000 more. 
— conquests have stood as marvels of public robberies. But by the 
alteration that has been effected in the measure of value and the means 
of paying the world’s vast debts the debt-holding classes are enabled 
through legislation to wrest from the laboring masses of mankind more 
millions in a single year than the plunder of all the great conquests of 
the world have ever amounted to. 
_ Governments are thus made the instruments of spoliation, frand, and 


iniquity. 

One must be deprived of all power of moral perception, it seems to 
me, to justify such acts. 

But take the United States alone. Population, 58,000,000; wealth, 
forty-five billions; revenues—State apd national together—six ‘hundred 
and ninety-five millions, What must be the necessary consequences 
of changing the scale from two metals to one? Instead of forty-five 
thousand millions of wealth by the bimetallic scale, it would stand at 
about twenty-five thousand millions measured by the gold standard 
alone. Taxes, State and national, and interest on public debts, now 
eee hae on of the total wealth and 8 per cent. of the gross 

ucts of all the people, taken atten thousand millions. A change 
in E the seale from gold and silver to gold alone would bring taxes rela- 
tively up to 24 per cent. of the total wealth and 12 per cent. of the 
gross products, or from $695,000,000 to $1,050,000,000, 

Revenues and taxes have increased in almost.as great a ratio as debts, 
and must necessarily increase with increasing indebtedness. Statistics 
„„ t in the United States has increased four 
times as fast as 

But the end is not = With no gold production for money, and sil- 
ver demonetization to go on, a decline in prices, including all 
landed properties, must certainly follow. Yes, before the transition 
from bimetallism to gold monometallism is completed and the mass of 
9 money is reduced from both metals and paper based on 

e cies oad eee gold only, a fall of 50 per cent. 
8 prices that prevailed from 1850 to 1875 must be ex- 
A fall of 50 per cent. in prices means an increase of 100 per 

cent. in the value of money. 

What railroad corporation or manufacturing establishment can en- 
dure such a scaling down of its property and while its fixed 

remain the same? What proportion of debtors would have 
an leſt? 

It does not take a prophet to see, as John Bright sees, that European 
countries are fast drifting into catastrophies—catastrophies that the 
United States may not altogether escape either, if this policy be pur- 
sued to its final conclusion. And yet in all this the President seems to 
see but a purpose on the part of the debtor class to pay in a depreciated 
metal! In his-message he says: 

Theso-called debtorclass * * + uence Cone eee in debt. 
and they should not be suspected of a desire to jeopardize the financial safety of 


the country in order that 8 cancel their present debts by rome rcpt the 
same in the depreciated dollars. 


This apology for the debtor class might be called for if that class 
were seeking to add to gold and silver another metal, in order that the 
whole mass might be diluted and the volume of money thereby increased, 
making money more plenty, so that the prices of labor and commodities 
would be made higher and debts guar more easily discharged. But 
what shall be said of the creditor class, conspiring as it has throughout 
the civilized world to change the money standard by out of the 
money volume one ofthe metals that has been reco, from the earliest 
dawn of civilization as a money metal? Ah! itis the creditor, and not 
the debtor, that is to have the standard changed, the scale altered; 
it is the creditor that is asking for the dearer and larger measure, not 
the debtor for a smaller or cheaper. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his late report says: Changing the 
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measure nothing except the ownership property of the | of black slaves in this country, or than there slaves of 
ones. I can but look e rigan Palaa color E TA AOT, one perio of the 5 ab hate 

man robe another, possession, but not ownership, i San Whenone Ihave shown how capital stands related to labor. Limit the money 


governmen 
not j it. Indeed the eee 
to create vast debts by one scale and require payment by another. The 
ancient modes of congue and B apee by tyrants, sea-kings, and pi- 
rates sink into i to this modern way of se- 
questrating to the few the wealth fet candied ke the many. 

The act demonetizing silver in this in 1873 was a satanic 
device to work out this very end, and it is no wonder that no one has 
had the courage to come forward and claim its authorship. More in- 
justice, frand, and iniquity have grown out of this act than out of any 
act of tion or spoliation ever upon mankind. 

But silver has fallen, it is claimed. Fallen as compared with gold 
for reasons I have given. Yes; but as compared with commodities, 
no, As compared with labor, no. An ounce of silver will buy more 
labor now than ten years or five years ago. It will take more labor, or 
more of the produce of labor, to disc a mortgage now in silver bull- 
ten years ago. It will take 

remaining debt in silver now 
than is would to bave Ed it all in gold fifteen years ago. 


THE EFFECT ON INDUSTRIES, 


But the effect of reducing the world’s money to one metal is not only 
to increase debts; it at the same time breaks down industries and stops 
the accumulation of wealth. While the transition is going on piles 
necessarily fall to lower and lower Jevels. Production can not 
ee, eee with falling prices, It is at this point that labor 

ture welfare of the great mass of the people enter into the hac hong 
„Not gold but industry causeth a country to flonrish,“ says Bishop 
Berkeley. rnanan nae mica garages eee ye Sea a Tein at ah 
duction of wealth and strikes at the very life of the 

As industries are in modern civilization, la’ a capital 
are so related that they must thrive together or not at all. Laborers 
can earn bread only when industries are in motion. Industries will 
continue active only so long as profits can be made. But with prices 
constantly going down profit on industrial capital is impossible. If 
what is produced one month is worth less the next, profits will disap- 
pear. I need not follow the various steps that must be passed through, 
the 3 the strikes, and the lockouts that always attend manu- 

markets. Itisa road that necessarily leads to bank- 
rupley if followed long enough. 

mtraction of a currency operates first on credit and by under- 
mining and b. down credit acts with compound force on pro- 
duction. A difference of a thousand millions’ worth in the gross prod- 
ucts in a country like ours may be easily made by a disturbance in 
the relations of money and credit to production. I believe it could be 
shown that the contraction in the money volume then taking place had 
the effect to reduce the ad ee, of this country by more than two 
thousand millions it 1877. How much the productions of the country 
have been lessened by the shrinkage of the money volume during the 
last three years can not be determined; but one thing is certain, and 
that is that a shrinking volume of money, crippled industries, idle 
labor, hard times, and general distress, inevitably go together. 

These conditions stand related as cause and effect. There never has 
been a period of great distress growing out of diminished production 
and bad trade, that was not preceded by a contraction of money, nor 
a period of prosperity that was not supported by a sufficiency of 


money. 

Alexander Baring, in his evidence before the parliamentary commit- 
tee of 1819, said: The consequences of a contraction or expansion of 
the amount of money in a country seem more felt during the progress 
of such contraction and ex than from any positive amount of 
money at any one given period.“ In short, money is to capital em- 
ployed in industries what industrial capital is to labor. It is the mo- 
tive power behind both. Withdraw it, and capital is forced to sus- 
pend, machinery stops, and the hands of labor are tied. Then comes 
the struggle for life. Strikes, disorders, and social troubles follow. 


It is— 


Says M. De Laveleye, before quoted— 
in the shadow of a shrinking volume of money that 
litical, gender and fester, that communism 


destroy, that labor starves, that capitalists ire and workmen combine, and 
that the revenues of government are diasi in the employment of laborers 
or in the maintenance of increased standing armies to overawe them. 


Is not this what the cable announces as taking place in the heart of 
populous London to-day? The shrinkage in the world’s money is the 
primary cause of trade depression everywhere, and of the want whizh 
finds expression in these uprisings of the suffering 

Is it not true, then, that the future welfare of N country and the 
world is profoundly involved in this great issue? The injustice may 
not beso manifest and glaring as in the case of debtors, but I believe the 
effect of making gold the only money will be to reduce in a generation 
more people to a condition no better than slavery than ever there were 


volume to gold; make it so small that banks can control it, and power 
over all is concentrated in their hands. What must follow may be seen 
from an extract from a London bank circular put out as far back as 
1862. I do not vouch for the authorship, but it is a scrap I have saved. 
Somebody wrote it, and it shows that eee saw a long way into 
the fature. What has not already been realized will be accomplished 
by the complete demonetization of silver, The circular contains the 
following: 

1 be abolished by the war and be destroyed. This I and my 

European are in favor of, for slaver: ye Eg race ge of labor, and car- 
ries with it the care of the laborer, while the European plan led by England is 
capital controlling labor by controllin This can be done by con 
the money. The great debt that F this war 
must be used as a measure to control the volume of money. To 8 
jarr a (the — must be used asa banking basis. We are now waiting to 


e Treasury to make this recommendation to Congress. It 

E not Aa te Snok ihs , as it is called, to circulate as money any 

— time, ſor we can not control them. Bat we can control the bonds, pf 
h them the bank issues. 


No f that changing our standard to gold alone would bring us 
onto the European plan of finances. 

But before this can be accomplished in this country the power of the 
people must be utterly destroyed. Republics can not stand on such a 
foundation, nor can thrones or empires very long, in these days. 

I have stated some of the consequences which in the nature of things 
must follow the abandonment of silver. These conclusions, it is be- 
lieved, are in accordance with monetary principles founded upon ex- 
perience. poo 8 like every other science, rests upon cer- 
tain general ms arrived at by the method of ee logic 
pert ep since e the 1 He of Bacon, to all scientific ing 

Conclusions to stand must conform to these cena 3 The 
chief value of what is known as the historic method in political econ- 
omy is to test the soundness of a priori conclusions. Let us apply this 
test to the conclusions I have drawn. 

Take the monetary situation as it stood thirteen years ago. Until 
the then inaugurated everybody had the right to have gold or 
silver converted into money without limit. For indefinite ages these 
metals had both been separated from e ing else and set apart by 
the common consent of mankind and the decrees of nations as money 
metals. Their value depended upon the quantity in use on the one 
hand, including the annual yield of the mines and the demand for 
them for all uses on the other. Governments declared the ratio at 
which they should -be coined and there left them. The production, 
trade, and commerce of the world were based upon and had become ad- 
justed to the mass of the two metals. 

The annual production of the mines answered thei needs of 
commerce, especially since the discovery of the American continent. 
This condition, I say, continued until thirteen years ago, when a disas- 
trous monetary revolution was ina I can not go into the de- 
tails of this movement here. I have time to deal only with consequences. 
What have the consequences been? Has the world gained by the 
change? Has any country gained by it? Has trade been more pros- 
perous? Has wealth accumulated faster? Has the condition of the la- 
boring classes beenimproved? On the contrary, has it not been a period 
marked by falling prices, impeded industries, growing distress among 
laboring classes in all countries, increased bankruptcies, and the reduc- 
tion ee vast numbers of people from small capitalists and independent 
property-holders to mere wage earners? 

At the very beginning of this movement against silver, in 1873, a 
— ramen Disraeli, with wonderful foresight predicted as nec- 

uences the very the world has since experienced. 
He said, 1 We must must expect great disturbance in monetary affairs, de- 
cline in prices, falling off in trade, the ruin of manufactures, and dis- 
tress among laboring classes.” 

Wolowski, Seyd, and a few other economists foresaw what must fol- 
low the war on silver, and results have shown with what marvelous pre- 
cision they calculated the force of the revolution then just . But 
in order to bring out more clearly and to exhibit historically the effect 
of the partial transition from bimetallism to gold monometallism let us 
compare two periods that come within the observation of most of us. 

Take the quarter of a century from 1850 to 1875, after the discovery 
of the gold fields of California and Australia. Leave out the effect of 
the tem issue and withdrawal of paper money, which must be 
considered as a force acting as a disturbance to more permanent forces. 
During this there vas added to the world’s supply of the precious 
metals about $3,500,000,000 of gold and $1,700,000,000 of silver, and 
of this sum of over $5,000,000, 000, $3,000, 000,000 went to swell the 
money volume. In 1852 the production of gold ran up to 8180, 000, 000. 
The mints of Europe during this period coined annually an average of 
about $125,000, 000. 

The average annual production of gold alone, it will be seen, during 
the twenty-five years under consideration, was about $140,000,000, and 
silver about half as much, or about $210,000,000 of both, with the right, 
as I have said, to have it all converted into money at most of the great 
mints of the world. I have not time here to enter into details of the 
growth of production, trade, and commerce during this period. Suffice 
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it to say that no other such period is to be found in the history of civiliza- 
tion. Now mark thechange, beginning with 1875. Gold production has 
fallen off nearly one-half and silver coinage has been stopped, except 
the coinage of twenty-five millions worth of bulliona year in the United 
States. We have coined gold, but it has been largely gold from stocks 
from other countries. 

Perhaps a clearer view of this monetary revolution can be had if we 
put the decade from 1863 to 1873 and that from 1873 to 1883 side by 
side. During the first decade there was added to the stock of metallic 
money in Europe, by the coinage of new metal from the mines, over 
$1,250,000,000, France alone coining $60,000,000 å year. That was a 
decade of great prosperity, as all will admit. In 1873 the monetary 
revolution—the movement to demonetize silver—began to take effect. 
See what has followed. Instead of a coinage of $125,000,000 of new 
money a year almost none has been coined, and the great mints of 
England, France, and Belgium are now practically idle. 

On the other hand, Germany began to melt down silver coins and 
buy gold. The United States soon after began to accumulate gold for 
resumption; then Italy; so that of the stock of gold before existing in 
Europe, Germany took about $400, 000, 000, the United States $400, 000, - 
000, and Italy $200,000,000. ‘These facts placed side by side show that 
in the one decade $1,250,000,000 was added to the European stocks of 
money; in the other little or none was added, but $400,000,000 was 
drawn to the United States and $600,000,000 spread out over countries 
theretofore using paper or silver. This was the ‘‘scramble for gold“ we 
have heard about. It was the too small blanket” Bismarck said the 
world was contending for, and yet they tell us that gold has not changed 
in value, but that silver has fallen, and that the remedy for the hard 
times is now to lay aside silver! 

Comparing the business prosperity of these two decades, we find just 
the results that were predicted, just the condition of things that always 
has and always will attend on a shrinking volume of money. History, 
therefore, but confirms what monetary science teaches. 

Turning to the future, what is before us? 

First, this startling fact presents itself. The production of gold has 
fallen off, while consumption in the arts and dentistry has increased until 
the whole annual production of $93,000,000 is consumed for other pur- 
poses than money. More than this. Geologists agree that the future 
supply of gold is destined to diminish. All the great accessions of gold 
have come from placer mines, not from veins. Few countries remain 
which have not been well enough ta to render it certain that no 
more great placer mines will be foun 

With no new gold for money and silver ruled out, where is our fut- 
ure money supply to come from? This is the question I address to the 
advocates of gold and to those who say stop the coĩnage of silver. The 
gold mines yield us now no money. Every ounce they yield is absorbed 
in the arts, for ornaments or use in dentistry. A little calculation shows 
that the annual production of gold is but about 7 cents for each of the 
world’s population, or $2.25 to each inhabitant during the av life- 
time of a generation. Nor is there any hope of improvement in the 
situation as to gold. Now shut off silver, and whence, I repeat, is the 
supply of metallic money tocome? How is thestockin hand to be kept 

even? 

This is a question we must meet. I would like to have the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY }, who has just spoken so eloquently 
for gold, meet it. It can not fail to impress profoundly every refl 
mind. It is the question above all others for the statesmen of this 
day. It affects not one country merely, but all countries; not one 
class merely, but all classes and all populations; not this generation 
alone, but future generations as well. 

It would not be so serious a question if population was at a stand. 
But population in this country is increasing at the rate of 3} per cent. 
per annum. In a period but little longer than has elapsed since the 
close of the late war the population of the United States will have 
reached a hundred millions. Is there to be no more money for a hun- 
dred millions of people than for fifty-eight? If so, I ask again, what 
is it to be and whence is it tocome? It must not be forgotten that 
the same amount of paper can not be kept at par with gold as with gold 
and silver together. 

It may be answered that itis only proposed to stop coinage tempora- 
rily; that there is no intention of abandoning silver. This is non- 
sense. Stop thecoinage of silver without providing for its use as money 
in some other way, and it is the last of bimetallism not only for this 
country but for the world. What tremendous consequences then hang 
on this issue! Once the superior“ metal is enthroned as the sole 
standard and it will never give place again to Silver. Theplea that by 
stopping coinage here other countries will be forced to agree with us 
on a common ratio is adelusion. Stop coinage now without some sub- 
stitute and it is stopped forever. No, Mr. Chairman, the issue between 
bimetallism and gold monometallism is distinctly raised by the advo- 
cates of gold, and it must be fought out on that line here and now. 
A step backward is a surrender. Let that be understood. 

I propose next to consider 


THE OBJECTIONS TO SILVER. 
It is claimed, first of all, that unless the coinage of silver is at once 


stopped gold will go to a premium and go out of circulation, and that 
the rest of the currency will thereupon fall to the level of the bullion 
value of silver. However impossible such a concurrence of events may 
be, no doubt such apprehensions are seriously entertained. Irecall to 
your mind, Mr. Chairman, the fact thattwo years ago delegations rep- 
resenting boards of trade from different parts of the country came to 
Washington predicting the immediate expulsion of gold from the coun- 
try, and endeavored to arouse Congress to a sense of the great danger” 
that threatened us, and “urged that safety lay only in the immediate 
suspension of silvercoinage. These predictions have been repeated over 
and over again from thattimetothis. Are these fears and these predic- 
tions of disasters to come well founded? If so, good reasons ought to be 
given for them. On the other hand, if they are groundless, that ought 
to be shown. Let us, if possible, go to the bottom of this matter and 
see on what foundation these predictions rest. 

1. Something more than one-third of our total money volume is gold. 
The last mint report gives the relative proportions of the currency in 
round numbers as $625,000,000 of gold, $300,000,000 of silver (includ- 
ing subsidiary coins), and $650,000,000 of paper. To whatextent gold 
or other parts of the money volume are in actual circulation I will not 
stop to consider here. 

2. It will be admitted that if gold goes to a premium it will go out 
of circulation. The result would be, of course, a sudden contraction of 
the total volume by more than one-third. 

3. At the same time this contraction takes place it is claimed by 
those who make these predictions, the remaining currency—less than 
two-thirds of the whole—will immediately fall to the level of sil- 
ver bullion, or 20 per cent. below the level of gold. That is, simul- 
taneously with a contraction of the money volume by one-third there 
will be a depreciation of the remaining two-thirds by 20 per cent.! 

When this proposition is Lia stated, I think it is fully enough ar- 
gued. It is impossible that a dollar in a volume of money, after one- 
third of the whole has been taken away, population and wealth re- 
maining the same, should have less value than a dollar of the whole 
volume. In other words, contraction and depreciation can not take 
place at the same time. These are conditions that can no more exist 
together than the bushel measure can be made larger and at the same 
time hold less. But inconsistent as is this proposition, it is neverthe- 
less the one on which hang all predictions that gold will go to a pre- 
1 8 and other money at the same time fall to the bullion value of 

ver. 

Pressed to the wall on this theory, they tack about and say, No, 
prices will not rise; they will fall, and silver and paper will appreciate, 
not depreciate.” Putting these conditions together in logical order 
they would stand as follows: 

1. Gold will go to a premium, resulting in a sharp contraction. 

2. Prices will then fall; or, which is the same thing, money will rise 
that is, will buy more. 

So far cause and effect stand in logical relations. But if silver and 
paper, because of a contraction of volume, appreciate, how are they at 
the same time to fall 20 per cent. below gold? Like the first proposi- 
tion, it is only e MA it clearly to refute it. 

But let us go a step er. Our trade balances show conclusively 
that prices in this country are not now above the gold or international 
level of prices. If they fall, then they must go below the gold level; 
that is, silver and paper will rise above the gold level of values. Gold 
could not possibly stand at a premium under such conditions, nor does 
gold ever leave a country where prices are below the gold level. Gold 
goes to, not from, such countries. 

I do not say there might not be a panic or a sudden scare that would 
cause gold to hide fora brief time, or that bankers might not combine to put 
gold temporarily toa premium; but I do say that the equilibrium would 
soon restore itself. To prevent this the world’s money must be locked 
up and the world’s commerce be stopped. No, gentlemen; better rea- 
sons must be given for these Cassandra prophecies, or they will not be 
believed. Some way must be found to get gold out of the country 
without involving violent contraction, a fall of prices, and the depre- 
ciation of the money left all at the same time. 


HOW GOLD MAY BE EXPELLED, 


Gold passes from country to country on the tide of high prices and 
in no other way. 

When a currency other than gold becomes so redundant in any country 
as to carry prices above the international level adverse trade balances 
will follow, and gold or some equivalent must pass in settlement. Until 
securities came into use in settlement of such balances the precious 
metals only, and chiefly gold, were used. Undoubtedly if our volume 
of money should be so augmented as to fill the channels of trade to the 
overflow level independently of gold, gradually, as prices rose, gold 
would go out of the country. But if the outflow produced contraction, 
that itself would check the upward movement of prices, and this in turn 
would check the outflow of gold. 

The rise and fall of prices, fike a pendulum, controls the movement of 
gold. Nor can gold be kept at any considerable premium until it has 
been well-neigh all expelled from the country in the manner I have in- 
dicated. The question how large a currency would be required to expel 
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all our gold, or how large an accession to our present currency would 


be n to start a movement in gold, may be answered in general 
terms as follows: Any country which sustains a volume of money other 
than gold equal to its distributive share of the world’s money, or, 
which is the same thing, sufficient to maintain prices at the interna- 
tional or gold level of prices, will lose its gold, if it has any. 

But if it has a less volume of other money than its distributive share 
of the world’s money supply, as determined by international prices, 
then gold in sufficient amount to keep up the equilibrium will flow to, 
or stay in, such a country. That gold remains here is proof that our 
silver and paper do not alone constitute our share of the money of the 
world. How much must be added to make up our share independently 
of gold can not be forecalculated. The laws of trade, abundance here 
and scarcity abroad, are incalculable factors in determining beforehand 
the flow of gold. When, and under what conditions, then, will coined 


GOLD AND SILVER PART COMPANY ? 


Gold and silver coins are of equal value now. The value of one 
thing is another for which it will ex Silver coins will exchan 
for as much of anything as gold coins. This is the crucial test of value, 
and there is no other. A silver dollar will buy as much of anything 
and everything as a gold dollar will. It will even buy of the miner 
the gold that will make a gold dollar; and having the same value every- 
where in this country, it has the same value in every other country, 
less, possibly, the cost of sending it back here. All talk, therefore, of 80- 
cent dollars is sheer nonsense. These coins will “part company? only 
when silver, with the paper in use with it, has become so redundant as 
to fill the channels of trade to the overflow level, and on the tide of 
high prices send the gold, or the most of it, out of the country. 

There must first be, I repeat, silver and paper enough to raise and 
sustain prices above the gold or international price-level before gold in 
any considerable amount will leave the country and before there can 
be a premium or more than a normal premium on gold. Gold can not 
now go to a premium and go out of circulation without producing 
violent contraction, which is equivalent to saying it can not go toa 
premium at all under existing circumstances, and nobody proposes such 
an inflation as will separate the coin of the two metals. But does 
not cheap money, my distinguished friend from Maryland asks, drive 
out dear money? Yes. But a dollar of cheap Fe Borys not expel a 
million dollars of dear money, nor one million a hun millions, nor 
a hundred millions five hundred millions. Gresham's law is seldom cor- 
rectly stated. Cheaper money will drive out dearer money, but only to 
the extent of its own volume. To drive out six hundred millions of 
gold, therefore, there must be six hundred millions of other money put 
in its place. One hundred millions can not, will not expel six hun- 
dred millions. 

But, again, even if all our gold should be expelled, it does not follow 
that our money would then fall to the present level of silver bullion, 
or 20 per cent. below gold. It would only fall to that level when 
prices—not necessarily all prices, but prices of commodities that enter 
into international trade—had risen 25 per cent. above the gold level. 
For a fall of 20 per cent. in prices is equal to a rise of 25 per cent. in 
money. To sustain prices at such a level would require, as I have 
shown, a ly redundant currency. Meantime, while this was taking 
place, the gold would go to other countries, swelling the money volume 
and raising prices there. Just where Sopo aka and price-levels 
would stand in such changes no one can tell. The elements in such a 
problem are too complicated and difficult to admit of definite calculation. 

But let us take the exact problem that now presents itself in this 
country. The President in his message says: 

There is certainly not enough silver now in circulation to cause uneasiness; 
and the whole amount coined and now on hand might, after a time, be absorbed 


by the people without apprehension; but it is a ceaseless stream that threatens 
to overflow the land which causes fear and uncertainty. 


It is admitted here that there is no danger from the silver coined up 
to this time. Very well. Our population has probably reached 58,- 
000,000. Our money amounts to about $25 per capita. To maintain 
this proportion of money to population and wealth about $50,000,000 
of additional money a year is required, and this increment should in- 
crease with the increment of increase in population. 

But we are coining but about $28,000,000 of silver. There is then, 
at the end of each year, a deficiency rather than a redundancy. To 
bring this relation more clearly to view, suppose we go on coining 
$28,000,000 a year for ten years. Wewill then have added $280,000,000 
to our money volume. But meantime population will have increased 
by at least 20,000,000, and wealth, in all probability, in a greater ratio. 
To maintain the same ratio to this new population of 20,000,000 that 
now exists without! causing uneasiness’? at least $500,000,000 of addi- 
tional money will be required. 

If the present volume need cause no uneasiness, why then need the 
larger volume, with a larger population to use it, cause uneasiness? 
The truth is, if no more than $28,000,000 a year of silver is coined 
there will be an increasing scarcity and not a redundancy of money, 
which will be felt in falling prices, unless this condition is relieved by 
accessions of gold or other money. Because the coinage of silver since 
1878 has not kept pace with needs for money gold has increased during 
this period by more than $400,000,000. In during the past year 


we have gained $18,000,000 of gold by imports and as much, more the 
product of our own mines. So that we are now in fact farther from a 
separation of the two metals as money than when the act of 1878 was 
passed, or any time since. 

But suppose the coinage of silver should be stopped. What then 
will be the situation ten or twenty years hence? Is there to be no more 
money for a hundred millions of people than for fifty-eight millions? 
It is plain that to shut off money supply from an increasing population 
is in effect the same as to contract the money volume witha stationary 
population. Think of contracting the money volume 3 per cent., or 
$45,000,000 a year, for ten years! What would be the condition of 
the country at the end of that time? But it would be no worse than 
to stop money supply with population increasing at the rate of 3 per 
cent. a year. 

I think it is made clear enongh, without pursuing this reasoning 
further, not only that the stream of increasing population will absorb, 
and more than absorb, the ‘‘ ceaseless stream ’’ of $28,000,000 of silver 
coins a year, but that to dry up this stream without providing some 


Se | other supply would be a veritable cause of ‘“‘ uneasiness,” and would be 


ruinous in its consequences. 

It has been suggested that the volume of our circulating medium 
may be largely increased through instrumentality of national banks. 
For one I prefer the silver or silver citificates. But surely if silver will 
drive out gold,“ national-bank notes will have the same effect. In- 
deed, if there were any real danger of driving out gold now, why would 
it not be better to contract bank notes than to stop silver? The with- 
drawal of $50,000,000 of bank notes would have the same effect as the 
melting down of $50,000,000 of silver coins. But I am not suggesting 
that there is any such necessity upon us. I think on the contrary that 
some provision is needed for supplying the place of bank notes as they 
are retired. 

But suppose some gold should leave us. It is said that the gold is 
now largely hoarded. It would go then from the hoards and not from 
circulation. Fifty millions of gold transferred to the other side would 
swell the volume of money there and help the market for our cotton, 
meat, and breadstuſſs. I do not hesitate therefore to say that it would 
be better to let some of our gold go where it will help markets for our 
poeren than to keep it locked up here; better active there than in 

oards here. Our coins will not part company and stay parted if fifty or 
even a hundred millions of gold drawn from hoards should go abroad. 

The objection that gold is paid out for silver for coining I confess I 
cannot understand. There is certainly no law requiring it, and no 
reason that I can understand exists why payments have been or should 
be made in that way. Silver dollars will buy just as much silver metal 
as gold dollars will. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not Mr. Coe give the reason when he says it 
was to avoid the necessity of paying out silver certificates ? 

Mr. WARNER. That may be a reason, but it is not a good reason. 

But the shallowest plea of all is that the laborer will suffer by 
being paid in depreciated dollars, The distinguished gentleman from 
Maryland who has preceded me has laid great stress on this plea. 

In the first place silver dollars are not depreciated. They are equal 
in value, as I have shown, to gold, and we are trying to prevent the 
further appreciation of the gold dollar. The fact, however, is that the 
whole theory on which this plea is made is fallacious. Who is simple 
enough to su that a laborer can get for his labor the same number 
of dollars after they have been doubled in value as before? Can you 
increase wages by simply increasing the value of money? If that could 
be done, all that would be necessary to secure high wages would be to 
increase the weight of coins, or in any other way make money dearer. 
Again, a dollar becoming dearer means that more commodities or more 
or the products of labor, must be given for it. Commodities in the last 
analysis are but labor crystallized; hence, when more commodities must 
be given for a dollar more labor must be given. How can you have a 
dollar that will at the same time command less labor and more of the 
products of labor? No, gentlemen, when dollars become dearer and 
commodities cheaper, labor gets cheaper too. There is no escaping that, 
and the absurdity of the claim that dollars can be made dearer and labor 
still get as many of them is exposed when the case is fairly presented. 

But the mischief to the laborer, of making money dearer, is that he 
gets nothing to do, and consequently gets no dollars at all. I have al- 
ready shown that falling prices—which is only the opposite side of the 
balance to rising money—undermines all industries and leaves labor 
without employment; for when the manufacturer gets no profits, capital 
no interest, the laborer gets no wages. The essential thing for the la- 
borer is employment, it is work whereby he can earn bread, and it mat- 
ters little to him whether he gets his pay in half dollars or full dollars, 
if he only gets enough of them. The laborer understands all this, 
and can not be deceived by the sort of sophistry the gold advocates re- 
sort to. Indeed, the attempt to make believe that a gold standard is 
in the interest of the poor laborer” is little short of ridiculous, It is 
but the devil masquerading in the guise of a saint. 

But we are told that 

SILVER WILL NOT CIRCULATE, 

Onthe 31st day of December, 1885, there was in the Treasury altogether 
$507,661,446; 72,335,765 of this were in silver dollars, unrepresented 
by outstanding certificates. The excess of money in the Treasury over 
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and above all demand liabilities of every kind, except greenbacks for 


redemption, was at the same time over $200,000,000. At the same time, 
too, there were $194,000,000 of interest-bearing debt subject to call. 
Every dollar of this two hundred millions, except the profits on the 
coi of silver and income from the public lands, had been collected 
into the Treasury by taxes levied upon the people. There is no way in 
the world to get this money out but to pay it out in the expenses of the 
Government or on the public debt. There is no way by which the 
people cancall this money out. Itcan not be got with corn nor cotton nor 
anything else, at any price. 

And yet we are told that the silver will not leave the Treasury! Pay 
this surplus out on our overdue debt, and it will not come back to the 
Treasury except as it is taxed back. Whether the people desire to have 
the coin itself, or prefer certificates representing it, dollar for dollar, is of 
no consequence whatever. Theone thing of importance is the mainte- 
nance of a stable money volume. Everything is embraced in this. If, 
therefore, the people prefer paper representatives, let them have it; if 
they prefer coin that *‘jingles,” letthem have that. In either case the 
money supply is kept up just the same, and that is all there is in this 
question. 

Another objection to silver, ever ready to be offered, is, that this is the 


age of 

CHECES AND CLEARING-HOUSES, 
and that real money is not needed as heretofore. But I deny that bank- 
checks are money, or that they are an addition to the money volume, 
or that they take the placeof money. They undoubtedly facilitate the 
use of money and permit its accumulation in banks, where it becomes 
the basis of vast credit operations. 

A hundred years ago merchants kept their money in their own tills, 
paying it out and taking it in over their counters, and the money then 
in trade was all actual money; and by money I mean that which 
has general acceptance in all payments; but now if ten merchants are 
doing business with a cash capital, say, of $10,000 each, the first thing 
they do is to deposit the cash in a bank. The bank thereby gets 
$100,000 cash deposits. The merchants, instead of paying money over 
their counters as formerly, give checks on the bank, which is simply an 
order to transfer cash from one to another; but the checks add noth- 
ing to the $100,000 deposited. 

The addition to money or inflation is not in the checks. It is in 
the bank credits which arise out of this deposit. The bank finds that 
it can safely loan 60 per cent. of the $100,000 and still have enough 
left to answer all demands for currency. Accordin y it loans to others 
to trade on $60,000 of its $100,000 deposits, which in turn is in large 

deposited“ in the same bank. Then the bank has $160,000 of 
deposits; $100,000 being money and $60,000 nothing but credit. Usu- 
ally they proceed to loan 60 per cent of the $160,000, and thus credit 
is piled on credit for trading purposes. Here is where nearly all the 
inflation of modern times comes in, and this is what Mill characterized 
asrobbery. Which is better, to extend this credit system or rely more 
on real money? Which is better, the system of where more 
money and less credit is used, or our system of more credit and less 
money? 

Statistics are given to show what a small per cent. of payments in 
stock exchange and clearing-house operations is made in money; as if 
we had reached a period when money was no longer needed. If two 
men should wager a billion of dollars, first one losing and then the 
other the same amount, they might offset their claims and square ac- 
counts without the useof money. This would be a tremendous trans- 
action without any money at all. But what effect would it have on 
the real operations of trade? Nine-tenths of the operations on the 
stock exchange of New York have not a whit more to do with the vast 
operations producing and exchanging the ten thousand millions’ 
worth of the products of the country—some of it many timesover. It 
is the multitudinous transactions in the vast daily trade of the coun- 
try, and the hundred millions earned weekly as wages that require 
money and can not be safely carried on with credit bubbles. 

The mythical notion, therefore, that somehow, in some indefinable 
way, prices are determined not by money but by book entries, mere 
balancing of accounts, or one sort of sign or another, is moonshine and 
will not bear analytical examination. Money may be modified or di- 
luted, so to speak, by credit ; butafter all credit, prices, and everything 
else rest on the money volume, and any alteration in that, other things 
remaining the same, not only affects credit itself, which, when it gives 
away, acts with = ree to bring down prices. 

I know it is denied by the advocates of a gold standard that there is 
any such relation between money volume and prices as is here claimed. 
But if there be no such relation, why object to increasing the volume 
of money? If contraction will not lower prices, surely expansion will 
not raise them! But this class of economists is never slow to see that 
an increase of money will raise prices, but they would like to have us 
believe that contraction has no effect the other way. 

Again, it is claimed that there is now more money in the country than 
will circulate—the banks have more than they can lend or know what 
Be with. My friend from Maryland did not fail to remind us of 


But does not all the wealth of the country—railways, lands, houses, 
commodities, labor—stand always as offered against money? Why is 


not money offered more freely for property? Plainly because it is safer 
and more profitable atsuch times to hold money, which is x 
than other property, which is depreciating. Nobody wants to borrow 
money to invest on falling markets. There may be those who would 
borrow to pay debts, but banks do not seek this class of borrowers. 
In short, to invest money when prices are falling is to lose it; to keep 
it is to gain the increase it und 

Suppose two men had $100,000 each three years ago and that one of 
them invested his in lands, houses, or in some industrial undertaking, 
while the other buried his in the earth; which would be the better off 
now? Doubtless the one who buried his money could buy the other 
out and have a large margin, above interest, left. As a matter of fact, 
for the last three years no one could afford to borrow money to invest 
and agree to pay back even the principal, saying nothing of interest. 
It is a law of money that with a contracting volume and falling prices 
it accumulates in hoards and lies idle. As in times of panic it is 
wise temporarily to expand the currency, so in time of great stagnation 
it may be wise also to provide some measure of expansion. 

I agree that the 


PRESENT CONDITION OF SILVER 


can not be accepted as permanent. I admit that the present situation 
is not satisfactory, is not logical or consistent with sound monetary 
principles, Nothing but the restoration of silver to its ancient place as 
a money metal equally with gold can permanently stand. Natural reg- 
ulation by the mines on the one hand and by trade on the other must 
be restored. There is no advantage in metallic money over paper if it 
is to be regulated in the same way. Silver coins upheld by legislative 
limitations on quantity are but greenbacks made of white metal instead 
of paper. The greater value of the metal as a commodity in the one 
case does not change the principle. 

Bimetallism is the unlimited use of the two metals as money. 

The right must be restored for everybody to have the two metals con- 
verted into money without limit or hinderance. Nothing short of this is 
bimetallism. Nothing short of this will satisfy the demands of equity. 
Nothing short of this will afford money supply adequate to the endless 
demands of the gigantic operations of modern commerce. Nothing 
short of this will sustain the vast industrial operations of the modern 
world, in which labor has such a tremendous stake. I, therefore, put 
unlimited monetization and natural regulation before everything else. 
How shall this be accomplished? We have tried international conven- 
tions. The President advises us that there is no hope, at least for the 
present, of an agreement on a common ratio between the two metals. 

Meantime evidence of a profound movement among the agricultural 
classes of Germany in favor of silver, with or without England,” 
comes to us. They see the mistake they made in 1871. England on 
the other hand adheres to her policy of gold monometallism, inaugu- 
rated by Lord Liverpool in 1816 when gold was the cheaper metal. Eng- 
land is a creditor nation, and the power that controls the government is 
the money power. Indian exchanges may be an inconvenience in gov- 
ernment transactions with India, but on the other hand every fall in 
silver operates as a bounty on the wheat and cotton of India. 

A thousand pounds sterling will exchange for not quite five thousand 
silver dollars in the United States; but with free coinage of silver in 
India it will now command silver that will make 13,050 rupees, which 
are equal to $6,329. Rupees have fallen very little in India relatively 
to commodities. They will buy as much wheat and cotton now as when 
silver stood at the ratio of 15} to 1 in Europe; consequently the buyer 
of wheat or cotton in Liverpool finds that by converting his thousand 
pounds sterling first into silver bullion and then into rupees at Cal- 
cutta he gains $1,300, or 26 per cent. over exchanging it for silver coins 
in the United States, or which is the same thing to him, into American 
exchange. Every fall in silver, therefore, operates to lower the price 
of American wheat and cotton at Liverpool and correspondingly at New 
York and Chicago. 

This explodes the notion that we should stop coinage here in order to 
compel England to unite with other countries on acommon ratio. The 
proposition also that we must close our mints and await the action of 
other countries as the best way to establish bimetallism must go here- 
after as a mere pretense of those who want no silver. We can not rest 
our money system on what foreign countries may do. We must act for 
ourselves. I do not propose to discuss here any particular plan for our- 
selves. I may do that another time, if there should be occasion for it. I 
shall favor any action that looks to the complete rehabilitation of silver. 
I am prepared to take a half-step if it be in this direction, but no step 
in the direction of gold monometallism. 

Ibelieve in the safety of well-settled principles in thescien ce of money 
as in all other sciences; and such principles there are—principles which 
have stood the test of time; principles which have had the sanction of 
thinkers and writers in all ages, from Aristotle to Paulus, and which, 
surviving the night of the Middle Ages, reappear with Locke, Condillac, 
Ricardo, and Mill. By these principles I propose to stand. 

Tell me, therefore, for law sincere, 
mete-wands are even and sure, 
Fit for the rich and fit for the poor, 


to measure land and condition; 
Tell me as you would eschew perdition, 


[Prolonged applause. ] 
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Mr. MORRISON moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, ing to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional 
oak’ of a gallon of distilled spirits, and had come to no conclusion 

ereon. 

Mr. BRADY, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in the 
RECORD the following amendment, which he gave notice he would pro- 
pose at the proper time to the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation 
of fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits: 

Add to section 1 the following proviso : 

“ Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to brandy and wine 
manufactured from fruit, nor shall any such tax upon the fractional ofa 
gallon be assessed against any distiller engaged in the manufacture brandy 
and wine from fruit.” 


DUTIES ILLEGALLY EXACTED. 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the following resolution, with the recommendation that it do pass: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 
what sum of mo to be claimed in the suits collectors 
of customs for duties legally, on imported that are now 
pending in the southern district of New York, together with the total number 
of those suits, and, so far as practicable, a e m thereof to the 
issues of law or fact involved in each; also, that he be to inform this 
House what judicial arrangements have been orcan now be made forthe prom 
— 3 2 = arose epre southern district i Kor York under 

AWS or 1883, an or a pro 
suits That have arisen under the irish 2 and alae that he inform this 
House what additional legislation, if any, is in his opinion needed to enable the 
Treasury Department to properly defend these suits, and to finally and prom: 
ascertain the obligation of the Government therein, and to transmit any an 
official correspondence on the subject which is in his possession and is pertinent 
to this inquiry. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETO, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der cig Ny icine as follows: . 

By Mr. B : Petition of Stephen Pine, Beaver Dam, Wis., asking 
relief for destruction of property, &c., during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr.BURNES; Memorial of Hon. H. M. Garlicks, Dr. Joseph Malin, 
and others, for the protection and preservation of the fish in Big and 
Traverse Lakes, in the State of Minnesota and Territory of Dakota—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of James Crutchett, for payment of prop- 
erty taken by the Government, from military necessity, and promised 
to be paid for—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the State Viticultural Associ- 
ation of California—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of James M. Smith, of Cherokee County; 
of Hugh W. Carden, heir of C. C. Carden; of Mary Smith, heir of Milly 
Wells, deceased ; of Stephen Hurley, jr., son of Stephen Hurley, deceased; 
of A. H. Starling; of Ebenezer Cunningham; of Nancy S zof John 
H. Vandiver, administrator of John D. Vandiver, ; and of 
Samuel Starling, one of the heirs of William Starling, d of Cher- 
okee County; of Sallie M. Elliott, daughter and heir of John R. Whit- 
lock, deceased, of Calhoun County, Alabama; and of R. T. Coles, admin- 
istrator, praying for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Harriet Murphy, for dependent mother’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Resolutions of the Maritime Exchange, in favor of 
an appropriation for removing shoal in Buttermilk Channel, harbor of 
New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the American Institute of New York, in favor of a 
bill for the relief of Joseph Francis, inventor of the life-saving appara- 
tas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of F. W. Nickerson & Co. and other mer- 
chants of Boston; and of Daniel W. Job and others, of Boston, in favor 
of a general reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Martha J. A. Rumbaugh, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for a constitutional 


amendment for election of United States Senators by direct vote of the | P. 
people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Margaret T. Skiff and 31 others, citizens of 
Rockford, for the passage of Senator Blair’s resolution for a sixteenth 


amendment forbidding disfranchisement on account of sex—to the same 
committee. 


By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Papers relating to the claim of John A. 
Trook, administrator of the estate of William Hughes to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Robert Carter 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of Henry B. Seely, to be restored to his 
former rank in the Nayy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of P. J. Lawlor, for reimbursement for 
lost check issued by Treasury Department to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition asking the prohibition of the liquor 


in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, — for national inquiry into the alcoholic liquor traffic by 
the Bal Yearly Meeting of Friends—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends for a constitutional 
amendment that will prohibit the manufacturing, importation, and sale 
of all alcoholic beverages throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of William G. Brownlee and others, 
citizens of Michigan, for the importation of food-fishes free of duty to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

petition of the Detroit Board of Trade and of Archer Manu- 
facturing Company and others, for the improvementof the River Rouge— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of Hallam Eldredge, representative of 
the estate of Mary Ann Montgomery, for relief to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Fannie E. Smith and others, of Brain- 
erd, Minn., asking for a constitutional amendment giving women the 
right of suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of Mrs. Blanch Wendell 
Woodward, widow of Joseph J. Woodward, late surgeon United States 
Army, asking for an appropriation for the services of her late husband 
while in attendance upon the late President Garfield—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition signed by aged and disabled seamen and maimed bene- 
ficiaries of the United States naval asylum at Philadelphia, the oldest of 
whomisninety-two years of ying ſor a law in reference toreceiving 
such pensions as applies to soldiers who are beneficiaries of the soldiers’ 
national homes, so that their pensions may be no longer forfeited when 
they enter a naval asylum—to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition and papers for the removal of the 
charges of desertion against John M. Hartman—to the Committee on 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Charles R. McClung, of Cowley County, 

praying that his war claim bereferred to the Court of Claims— 
to the i on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of William B. Lowery and others, long- 
shoremen of Portland, Me., in aid of the bill to relieve the cooperage 
trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to House bill 4877, for relief of 
Edward Leahy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition asking that the manufacturers alone be 
liable for infringement of patents—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Protective Local Assembly No. 222, 
Knights of Labor, praying for the organization of a Territorial form of 
government in Indian Territory, &c.—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Print-cutters’ Union of United States, 
for an increase of the tariff on wall-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Pa relating to the claim of Penelope Aug- 
born—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Abbie L. Whipple, of Ashton, R. I., 
that act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, concerning salaries of post- 
8 may be enforced—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost-Roads. 


By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of John Dougherty and 81 others, citi- 
zens of Iowa, praying for the forfeiture of the unearned lands granted 
to the State of Iowa to aid in building the Sioux City and Saint Paul 
Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of the members of the Wisconsin 
Short-horn Breeders’ Association and of Alex. Arnold and 60 others, 
prominent men of the State of Wisconsin, praying for legislation to con- 
trol and suppress contagious diseases among domestic animals—to the 
Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Henry Lahmar and others, asking for a 
bill embodying the recommendations of the national pension commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of S. W. McClain and 85 others, 
and of W. J. Stewart and about 45 others, of Iowa, praying for the or- 
ganization of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Resolutions of the city council of the city of 

Tex., subscribed by the mayor and other members, asking Con- 
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gress to provide for securing deep water at Galveston—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Miller Ishell, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of the heirs of David Colman, deceased, 
late of Jefferson County, West Vi reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an of henge with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Ofcitizens, of Redfield, Kans. ; and of J. A. Towle 
and 180 others, of Franklin County, Kansas. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of G. S. Matthews and others, citizens 
of Collin County, Texas. 

By Mr. WADE: Of William Hynes and others, of Verona, Mo. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of M. L. Butler and 110 others, of James 
M. Miller and 195 others, of Kansas; of W. T. Daniel and 95 others, 
of Texas; of W. J. Hughes and 115 others, of Ohio, and of 8. F. Beck 
and about 190 others, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting correspondence as to the neces- 
sity of the appropriation asked for the construction of quarters for hos- 
pital stewards; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication, ther with 
the accompanying documents, will be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed if there be no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations herenow, but my recollection is that in the law regulating 
the Army, in reference to providing quarters, a hospital steward is not 
considered to be an officer of the Army, and therefore does not come 
under the regulations providing quarters for officers. Their quarters 
are usually with the hospitals, as their duties are there. So I think the 
communication ought to go to the Committee on Military Affairs to see 
whether a law of that kind should be passed. It is too much the case 
that all provisions for the Army in the last few years have been made 
on appropriation acts without due consideration, and unless there is 
something in the law at the last Congress on that subject, and I 
do not remember it, I suggest that the communication should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs for its examination and 
recommendation in reference to the matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be noobjection the reference 
will be made to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a report of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences upon the advisability of building a new 
naval observatory and other subjects; which was read. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the communication and accompanying 
papers be printed and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
which has the matter of building a new naval observatory before it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Gem City As- 
sembly No. 2287, Knights of Labor, of Dayton, Ohio, in relation to the 
hours of labor; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Memorial and concurrent resolution in relation to internal-revenue tax on all 


and any substance in semblance of butter and cheese not made exclusively 
from milk or cream, 


Whereas the dairy interests of this State and the Dales States having become 
a 0 factor in the commercial preety, of the people; and 
hereas certain ties are engaged in the manufacture of a semblance of 
butter and cheese, the ingredients of ‘which are fat and other substances not ob- 
tained from milk or cream, and the same is being sone in all be 5 cities 


of the United States to the detriment of the terests o and all the 
States comprising the United States: Therefore, 

e, ves (the senate concurring), That our Sen- 
ators and resentatives in Con are Eaa to errege advocate the 
passage of a law providing that all such manufact articles not made from 
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pan milk or cream shall pay an internal-revenue tax of such amount pound 
as shall protect the dairy interests of the different States, and all con- 
taining such manufactured articles shall be stamped as provided by the internal- 


revenue laws of the United 
That a copy of these resolutions, duly signed and attested, be for- 
secre- 


warded to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress by the 
tary of state for their information, 


I, Frank D. Jackson, secret state of the State of Ire — hereby certify the 
CCC by y 


resolution as 1 house and con- 
curred in by the senate of the Twenty-First General bly of Iowa as the same 
ap on file in my office, 
an n testimony whereof I set my hand and cause to be affixed the great seal of 


State. 
Done at the capitol at Des Moines this 5th day of February, A. D. EAEN 
Independence of the United States the one hundred and tenth andof the State of 


Iowa the fortieth, 
[sax] FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Monmouth Assembly No. 2691, 
Knights of Takor. of Illinois, praying for the passage of a law opening 
the Indian Territory to settlement; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT, I present a petition signed by Mm Emily P. Collins, 
Frances Ellen Burr, an ry Hall, officers of the Hartford (Conn. j 
Equal Rights Club, and iber e citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution providing for woman 
suffrage. I move that the petition lie on the table, the proper com- 
mittee having reported on the subject. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Knights of Labor Local 
Assembly No. 2437, of Highland, Pa., praying for the organization of a 
Territorial government for the Indian Territory and for opening all of 
the public Jands therein to homestead settlement; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Augustus D. Taylor, of Consho- 
hocken, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, praying reimbursement 
of money paid by him as one of the sureties on the bond given by Job 
H. Smith, of Philadelphia, to the Government for the payment of in- 
ternal-revenue tax which might be due on crude petroleum oil refined 
by him in said city; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of Knights of Labor at Coldbrook, 
Mass.; also of Knights of Labor of West Newbury, Mass., and of 
Knights of Labor of Mystic, Mass., all praying for the organization of 
a Territorial governmentin the Indian Territory, the immediate settle- 
ment of the public lands therein under the homestead law, and the 
opening of the Indian reservations for that purpose. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition from the Knights of Labor in 
Westfield, Mass., in the same form with these, addressed to a Senator 
personally, butof a different character. Their attention has been called 
to the great wrong which exists in present legislation in the reduction 
of the wages of the printers in the Printing Bureau here in Washington, 
and in the name of the laboring men and women of Westfield, Mass., 
they implore the support of their Senatorsand Representatives of a bill, 
which is copied in the petition, for the purpose of restoring the wages 
of the printers in the Printing Bureau to what they were previous to 
the present enactment. I do not know exactly to what committee the 
petition ought to be referred, but it is of much importance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
the petition refers to the pay of printers in the Public Printing Office 
or in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. DAWES. It is set forth here to be in the Printing Office. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. DAWES. It should go, I suppose, to the Committee on Printing. 
If that meets the view of the chairman of that committee I ask that it 
be so referred, and I invoke the attention of the committee to the early 
consideration of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of grocers 
and importers of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, and doing business in 
Philadelphia, favoring an increase of the appropriation for the Signal 
Service; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by a convention of colored citi- 
zens held in the city of Washington, favoring a grant of public land for 
educational purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands 


He also presented a memorial of vessel-owners, captains, pilots, and 
shippers engaged i in navigating what is known as Staten Island Sound, 
remonstrating the construction of a bridge of such character as 
will interfere with the navigation of that water; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of the Local Assembly of Knights of 
Labor No. 2393, of Texas, praying for the organization of a Territorial 
government in the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Beaumont, Jefferson County, 
Texas, praying that an appropriation be made for the continuance of the 
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work upon the jetties at Sabine Pass; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE. I present a memorial of the Cotton Ex of Hous- 
ton, Tex., on the subject of interstate bills of lading, d ing that 
an act of Congress defining the rights of the railroad and other corpo- 
rations, or nse as common carriers, and of holders of bills 
of lading in good faith, is necessary for the protection of merchants and 
bankers, and in fact of all who are interested in maintaining the reli- 
ability and vast usefulness of these instruments of commerce, and pray- 
ing for such legislation. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of the National Cotton Exchange, 
praying that liberal appropriations be made for the Signal Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of the Clay City Local As- 
sembly No. 1634, Knights of Labor, of Indiana, praying the miza- 
tion of a Territorial form of government over the Indian Territory and 
the opening of the anoceupied land therein to settlement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Wicom- 
ico County, Maryland, praying for the repeal of the compulsory silver 
coinage law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented the petition of the Ocean Can- 
ning Company and other canners and exporters of Astoria, Oreg., pray- 
ing the return in full of duties paid on imported material when manu- 
factured and exported; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of James Hynes, late a private in 
Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, praying for 
the removal of the charge of desertion from his military record; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1298) to authorize the of the Navy to fit 
out an expedition to observe the total eclipse of the sun which occurs 
on the 29th of August, 1886, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1149) allowing discharged officers of the Army one 
year’s pay and allowances, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Claims, I report 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Franees E. Ste ad- 
ministratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased. A few days since I re- 
ported from the same committee a Senate bill precisely similar, and 
wia thatis reached on the Calendar I shall ask to substitute the House 

ill for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of John S. E. J. Crawford, praying to have his claim re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
41) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co. reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 249) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Por- 
ter, Harrison & Fishback for legal services, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of R. ta- 
tives, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: - 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (thé Senatedeoncurring), That the Publie 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the 


Senate, 350 for the use of the House of eer and 2,050 for the use of 
the health officer of the District of Colum = = 


SMITHSONIAN AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Printing I report the joint 
resolution (S. R. 33) to provide for printing the annual reports of the 
Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum with a substitute 
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in the form of a concurrent resolution, and upon that being read I shall 
move the indefinite postponement of the original joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Printing reports 
a concurrent resolution in the nature of a substitute for the joint reso- 
lution. The concurrent resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution to provide for printing the last annual reports of the 
Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum. 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there rinted of the last annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution 
and of the National Museum, in two octavo volumes, 16,000 extra ies of each; 
of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to put on record a very brief state- 
ment, We changed the resolution in another respect. It was a joint 
resolution and we made it a concurrent resolution, but the original reso- 
lution provided that there shall hereafter be printed these reports an- 
nually. The committee thinks it better to adhere to the old usage and 
bring all these matters under an annual revision, and we changed it so 
as to provide for printing only the reports now presented. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate joint resolution No. 33 will 
be indefinitely postponed if there be no objection. 


REPORTS ON ALASKA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am also instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report the following concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the report on A by L. M. Turner, be printed with the necessary illus- 
trations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 1,000 copies for distribution under the direction of the Chief Signal 
Officer of the United States Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLUMB. [I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects to 
the present consideration of the resolution, and it goes over under the 
rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator let me state the reasons that led 
the committee to make a favorable report and then interpose his ob- 
jection ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereports which the committee has recommended 
to be printed were made by two officers of the Signal Bureau who were 
sent to Alaska upon that service but for certain scientific purposes were 
placed under the orders and instructions of Professor Baird. The first 
ee. of the committee was against printing such things, ſor it has 

ppened before that when gentlemen, perhaps well qualified, were sta- 
tioned in similar places they busied themselves at odd hours with scien- 
tific studies and made reports which they considered very valuable and 
interesting, as perhaps they were, and then were big ee to have 
the Government print them. We were inclined at first to put these re- 
ports into that pom class; but I send to the desk to have read a let- 
ter of Professor Baird concerning them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be read if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
‘ashington, D. C., January 16, 1888. 


tlemen were 
collabora- 


the 

— of the National Museum. ‘ 
Iam, therefore, quite ere Aa say that the results obtained are of 8 

interest and value, as furn: ng the only accurate and reliable info) 


our command u the 
the productiveness and character of the soil, and other points of great practical 
interest in connection with the future of that country. Detailed 


vations of their habits and life characterist: secured by these gentlemen, 
with collections of ee es aoe IAO an as to have 
made the National Museum pre-eminent by the 


possession, 
The publication of these reports is therefore extremely desirable, as represent- 
ing the only detailed and extended information at our command of a large region 
on: 


ng to the — — 5 States. 
er 0 SPENCER F. BAIRD. 
General W. B. HAZEN, 
Chief Signal Officer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB, I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the report goes 
over, and the resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1445) for the relief of William 


T. Crump; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1446) granting a pension to Anna Nation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON (by we introduced a bill (S. 1447) to refund cer- 
rote: gi and puot to the ; which was read twice by 
its title, ried ee 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1448) to empower the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the eastern district of Pennsylvania to hear 
and determine the claims of William Brindle; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1449) for the relief of John 
W. Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1450) to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Winfield and Fort Smith Railway 
Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1451) to provide for holding 
terms of United States district and circuit courts in the of Ne- 
braska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1452) to fix the number of hours 
to constitute a legal day’s work for theemployés of street car and other 
corporations o by Congress in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and refe referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Fox; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1454) to ee for the enforce- 
ment of public an op agra ease for the relief of Congress and the 
Departments from the adjudication of disputed 5 which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Ernest H. 
Wardwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1456) for the relief of William 
Gallick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1457) to increase the app 
tion for the erection of the public building at Marquette, Mich. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1458) to provide for hold- 
ing terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
eastern district e at ay oR said district; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 1276) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
quality,” passed February 28, 1878; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 
That the in the claim of Be in F. Fox, the files of 
n — ag heed njamin ox, now on es o! 


MONEY FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or other 
resolutions” the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution submitted 
yesterday by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] which 
was laid over under the rules. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. RID- 
DLEBERGER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds pe re 
a 


Mr. . I proposed this morning 8 move myself to 
Jay the resolution on the table, if we had before us any statement in the 
RECORD or otherwise of the appropriations proposed for this purpose 
and the other information required by the resolution; butupon examina- 
tion of the RECORD I find that I can not get it there, and I see no docu- 
ment before us containing any of this information. I must insist, there- 
fore, that the resolution, calling simply as it does for information, shall 
be passed by the Senate. 

I should like to be further understood as not antagonizing any single 
proposition in these bills, any single appropriation in any of them, but 
as antagonizing the method adopted here yesterday of passing an omni- 


bus bill to construct public buildings in a majority of the States of the 
Union. That is the reason of my i inquiry. I think that if we are asked 
to make appropriationsin the way in which we endeavored to make them 
yesterday it ought to be known in some condensed form in the RECORD 
what amount is to be expended, and the report of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Groe@nds responsive to this resolution will exactly accom- 
plish that Thatis the object of my resolution and the sole ob- 
ject of it. Loffer it not because I am to the building of a court- 
house at any place where there ought to be one; but for the committee 
to come in here with twenty-nine appropriation bills and ask unanimous 
consent to take them all up, and then that nine additional bills which 
were only reported in the morning and put upon the Calendar in the morn- 
ing be also taken up, making thirty-eight, and each one passed through 
here. I think itis due to those of us who do not believe in that method 
of spending money to have a concentrated report from the committee 

aced upon the record showing where the money goes and whether there 

any necessity for it. In regard to other matters, we know that as a 
rule a report from a committee involving an appropriation is expected 
to be made in writing. In these cases not only is there no statement 
in writing, but no report is made at all. I undertake to say that it is 
unprecedented for the Senate of the United Statestotake up nine appro- 
priation bills and pass them here by unanimous consent on the same 
day that they are reported and put upon the Calendar. 

That is why Iask for the passage of the resolution, and I see no reason 
why the resolution should not pass so that the information called for 
may come to us. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is not the slightest objection to the passage 
of the resolution, and the information I dare say will be promptly com- 
municated by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. I hope the resolution will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
the eighth rule. 

Mr. PIKE. I move that House bill 989, Order of Business No. 156 
on the Calendar, be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to proceed to the consideration of House bill 989 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department. 


MEMORIAL TO GENERAL HANCOCK. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the pending bill be laid 
aside informally that I may introduce a resolution for present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate to lay aside informally the 
ent bill with a view to allowing him to submit a resolution. Is 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I move the present adoption of the resolution which 
I send to the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
day the 5 —.— —.—— 88 „ —— 
to the memory of the late illustrious soldier Scott Hancock, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, when the news was announced to the 
Senate yesterday of the great public calamity, the decease of this illus- 
trious citizen, the Senate very properly followed all the precedents in 
like cases, and what I am sure would have been in accordance with the 
desire of that distinguished and faithful citizen of the United States, 
and proceeded with the public business. But I think it is proper that 
proceedings should be initiated at once for paying the tribute to the 
memory of thisdistinguished citizen contemplated in the resolution. I 

ask the immediate adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
this resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims pared by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Departmen 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the pending bill will 
be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILVER DEPOSITS AT SUBTREASURIES. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to call up the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsits] and partially dis- 
cussed a few days since. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], instructing the Committee 
on Finance to inquire into certain transactions of the assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans relating to the deposit of standard dollars, &e. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Eusris on the 8th instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and 


a Bayaan pi kenen onan, e Son , 
by the instructions of the Treasurer * and the reasons there- 
for; also, whether the said custom is now in force as regards any subtreasury 
of the United States. Second. Whether there has been, and is now, an 

ical force at the sul at New Orleans to perform the duties o 
office, so that holders desiring to de; standard silver dollars, under the au- 
thority of law, may deposit them and receive therefor certificates without delay, 
and if such clerical force is insufficient, to re to the Senate what increase of 
said force should be made to secure a prompt execution of the law. That said 
committee are hereby authorized to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I thought it was not proper that this reso- 
lution should pass silently from the consideration of the Senate after it 
had been partially discussed and had been made the foundation of some 
animadversions upon the S of the Treasury and the Treasurer of 
the United States. I do not like to sit in my seat as one member of the 
Senate and silently submit to what I conceive to be an injustice toward 
any official or any member of any publie body connected with the Gov- 
ernment. 

The resolution introduced by the Senator from Louisiana is entirely 

ul in its terms and asks for nothing more than an inquiry, but 
it is founded upon a co: ence already had with the Department, 
which contains letters that have been made the foundation of charges 
against these officers. In my judgment the correspondence of the 
Treasurer of the United States submitted by the Secretary, and the 
letters contained therein, are a complete and thorough vindication of 
that officer against any possible imputation thatcan arise from the facts. 
Although I can not object to the passage of the resolution, I wish to be 
understood as declaring that there is nothing in this correspondence 
which imputes the slightest blame or is in any manner properly asub- 
ject of inquiry by this body, because an inquiry implies more or less 
doubt. 

Now, what is there in this ndence? It is charged that the Treas- 
urer of the United States has been unfriendly to the execution of the 
law for the exchange of silver certificates for silver dollars; and the fact 
upon which that allegation is founded, which has been made the occa- 
sion of a serious assault both upon the Secretary and upon the Treas- 
urer, is a fact that there were two deliveries of silver tendered to the 
subtreasury in New Orleans which were not received because, as the 
‘Treasurer says, they were delivered without any demand for certificates, 
but for deposit in the subtreasury as an intermediary. 

It would seem as if there was a very small difference between the de- 
livery of a package of silver dollars by an express company to be ac- 
counted for in silver certificates afterward to some other person, and 
the delivery with a demand simultaneously for the certificates to be 
given in exchange for the deposit; but if will be seen by this corre- 
spondence that there is a diffi and a practical difference, and a dif- 
ference which may lead, as it has, as I am informed, led to a serious loss 
in that very Department of the Government in the subtreasury at New 
Orleans between the receipt for the money not counted and the deliv- 
ery of the certificates for the money deposited. 

The Treasurer of the United States states in this correspondence that no 
instructions have been given the assistant treasurer which could be con- 
strued as interfering with the proper execution of the law requiring the 
issue of silver certificates to parties depositing silver dollars. ‘That is 
either true or it is not true. The Treasurer proceeds to prove that, and 
it is unquestionably proved by this correspendence. He goes on to say: 

When it became apparent, from the report of the committee sent last May to 
count the funds and examine the books of the subtreasury in New Orleans— 

It appears, then, that there has been a committeee of investigation of 
the office of the asssistant treasurer and a report of a committee which 
has been the foundation of the action taken by the Treasurer. What has 
been the report of that committee? The report of that committee was 
that when they examined the books of the subtreasury in New Orleans 
the assistant treasurer was directed by the Treasurer 


to secure strict accountability of officers and employés o with the handi 

of mon instructions were issued to forward, as rapidly as possible, to th 
office, without assortment, all legal-tender and national-bank notes, and to ac- 
cept for ex into certificates no more silver dollars in any one day than 
could be coun and verified on the same day, 


The Treasurer then had the report of a committee as the foundation 


for an order directing the subtreasurer at New Orleans to receive on 
any day no more silver money than could be counted and certified in 


one day. Is there any objection to that? Is not that a matter of sound | silver 


business regulation and sound discretion on the part of the Treasurer? 
Is it so unreasonable that he should be arraigned and censured for it? 
What could they do with money which could not be counted and cer- 
tified in thesame day? Will any one reasonably contend that it should 
be deposited subject to count, with the possibility, as has occurred, as I 


am informed, that between the count and the deposit there might be a 


loss by robbery or fraud? There was a wrongful conversion by which 
$15,000 of the public money was lost. I am so informed by the Treas- 
urer himself. But suppose it had not been so; is not the Treasurer to 
be allowed a sound discretion in saying, I will not allow more money 
to be deposited in a single day than can be examined, counted, and the 
certificates issued for it, that it is to be made the subject of inquiry 
and a grave cause of imputation that this officer is interfering to ob- 
struct the conversion of silver coin into silver certificates? 

Mr. President, there is no foundation in this allegation for a charge 
ofthis kind. It is manifestly within the sound discretion of the Treas- 
urer to issue such directions as in his judgment and as in fact may be 
reasonably sper vanes securing a proper and strict accountability of the 
officers with whom this money shall be deposited. ‘There is therefore 
nothing in thisallegation, and thedirection which was given was neither 
more nor less than that they should receive no more silver money than 
they could count and issue certificates forin any one day, with the qual- 
ification that these deposits so refused should be given the preference 
on the following day. It seems that under this state of things there 
were forwarded by express from the interior of the country packages of 
silver in two instances to be deposited and receipted for without being 
counted, subject to be accounted for to some bank in the city of New 
Orleans. The difference in this case was simply this, that under this 
instruction of the Treasurer no more money should be received in a 
single day than could be counted and the certificates issued for; and the 
practice of delivering by express without constituting the express agent 
the authority to receive the certificates, without reference to the ca- 
pacity to count and certify in a day, might have involved the subtreas- 
urerina violation of the order which he had received, which, as we have 
seen, was manifestly a proper one. 

The question then presented and the only one is, whether there is 
any obligation or duty under the law to receive all deliveries by express 
and receipt for them subject to the count to be afterward made and to 
account for them in silver certificates to a correspondent or agent? 
There is no such obligation or duty imposed by the law, asits language 
plainly indicates. Again, the law is to have a reasonable construction; 
it does not require the officers to receive at any one time more money 
than they can count, certify, and safely store. Reasonable time for the 
performance of the duty imposed is intended in every law. The law 
requires neither vain nor impossible things. If it shall be contended 
that the public convenience and the interests of commerce require that 
proper facilities should be furnished at New Orleans to receive all 
money offered for exchange in silver certificates, that will not be de- 
nied; but that is not the ground of the censure that has been cast on 
these officers. And if it had been it may be replied that time and op- 
portunity must be allowed them to supply the necessary facilities. 

Now, I appreciate the difficulty which Senators, who have brought 
forward and advocated this resolution, find in this case, that there is a 
large accumulation of silver coin in the interior of the country and 
that the availability of that coin depends upon its ready convertibility 
into silver certificates; but that can not be done without adequate ar- 
rangements at the office at which this money is to be deposited, and 
there is no obstruction to that in an order that only so much as can be 
accounted for and certified in a day shall bereceived in one day. The 

course of these Senators, instead of reflecting upon the Secretary 
and the Treasurer for performing their duty with the means allowed to 
them, is to introduce a resolution providing for such additional forceand 
such additional accommodations at that point as may be necessary to 
accomplish the purpose, so that the money may be received, deposited, 
and converted into certificates upon the same day in whatever quan- 
tities it may be offered. 

Then the whole of this alleged charge upon the Treasurer and this 
censure which has been passed upon him by some members of the Sen- 
ate is in the simpledifference between depositing this money and giv- 
ing a receipt for it subject to count and its being deposited, counted, 
and certified in the same day or simultaneously. I scarcely think it 
is a proposition which can be sustained that the Senate of the United 
States shall decide that the officer of the Government charged with this 

ibility shall be required to receive indefinite and unascertained 
amounts of coin without its being counted and without its being certi- 
fied, and subject either the Government or the officer so receiving it to 
the ibility of a suit or a dispute or a controversy as to what was 
the amount of the deposit and to its safekeeping until a certificate had 
been issued. It is a very small foundation for so grave an accusation. 

We find furthermore, sir, in this correspondence that immediately 
the assistant treasurer at New Orleans communicated by his letter of 
the 2d January, 1886, to the Treasurer of the United States this fact 
and asked instructionsin regard toit. This instruction in the letter of 
January 7 was in these words: 


‘TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, January 7, 1888. 
Sm: Referring to yours of the 2d instant in regard to shipments of standard 
dollars from your correspondents to the subtreasury in your city, to be 
paid for to your bank, after count, I beg to inform you that the action of the as- 
sistant treasurer declining to receive such deposits is approved by this office, 
Very respectfully, 


i; J. W. WHELPLEY, 
Assistant Treasurer United States, 
T. R. Roc 


Cashier Nate National Bank, New Orleans, La. 
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It seems then that, whether well or ill taken, the point raised in this 
correspondence, and now insisted on in the Senate, was whether the as- 
sistant treasurer at New Orleans should receive these deposits without 
reference to their being converted into silver certificates without a de- 
mand that theyshould be, and received subject to count to be accounted 
for afterward, as might be directed. The argument made with much 
earnestness and some acrimony is, that to refuse to receiveand receipt for 
money subject to count, however much it may be beyond the facilities 
forgstorage and safe-keeping and counting and certifying is a conclusive 
proof of a purpose on the part of the Secretary and the Treasurer to vio- 
late the law for the purpose of discrediting silver coin. 

Thereisnostatute of the United States which requires that this money 
shall be received subject to count, allowed to remain there a longer or 
a shorter time, any longer time than is necessary to perform the act of 
counting and delivering the certificate. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] showed in his remarks the other day that it is a very short 
period of time that is required for it to be counted and certified and cer- 
tificates delivered to the person authorized to receive them, but the time 
must of course depend on the amount. But in this case there was no 
transaction of this kind demanded. A deposit and receipt were asked 
for. Forthe general convenience of business it might perhaps very well 
have been so. It had become the custom to deliver to the express com- 
panies by the banks in the interior packages of silver to be shipped to 
New Orleans and converted into certificates; but manifestly it was the 
duty of the person so forwarding this money to have constituted the ex- 
press company his agent and to have demanded that this money should 
be immediately counted and converted into certificates, aud if the con- 
venience of the Government and the reasonable convenience of the offi- 
cers there and the facilities afforded to them were not sufficient to do 
it in one day, with whom should the responsibility of the custody ot 
this money rest except with the parties who owned it until the facili- 
ties afforded would enable that duty to be discharged ? 

I am informed and I desire to state in vindication of the Treasurer of 
the United States that this very moncy thus deposited and thus ac- 
cepted and receipted for subject to count by his predecessor caused a 
loss to the Government in the accounting that was subsequently had of 
$15,000. Between the time of the deposit and the time of the issue of 
silver certificates there was found to be a deficiency, and hence the 
Treasurer of the United States, in his communication referred to here, 
of the Ist of June, 1885, used this language. This letter is addressed to 
P. F. Herwig, assistant treasurer: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, June 1, 1885. 


Stn: The repoit of the committee sent to examine your accounts as assistant 
treasurer of the United States at New Orleans, La., has been made to the Depart- 
ment, and I that they have been compelled to find fault with its manage- 
ment while under your care, though excusing in part its defects, for the follow- 
ing reasons: that the clerical force is small, the cashier in poor health, and 
the receipts of standard silver dollars and mutilated notes for redemption are 
often too large to be disposed of on the day of receipt, 

These facts should have been communicated to this office, and not have been 
permitted to exist without some effort on pone part to obtain relief, 

You would have been justified in declining to A deposits beyond the ca- 
pacity of your office to handle, and when the complaints which would have re- 
sul from pursuing this course had been brought to the attention of this office 
some other 8 would have been ſound than im ng burdens upon the 
clerks in your employment to such an extent that they have not been able to at- 
tend to their ordinary duties or keep the cash and other accounts in that orderin 
which every well-regulated office of the Government should be kept, and such 
as an officer zealous in the discharge of his duties should make it his constant 
endeavor to secure. 

You have been instructed by telegraph to return the mutilated notes now in 
your charge to this office without assortment, and may hereafter continue this 
practice until further instructions, taking care to notify the parties from whom 

ou receive such notes that they are taken subject to such count and correction. 
it would be well to preserve the original straps and envelopes and forward the 
packages in their condition when received, though you may, if you have the 
time, count and verify the amount, merely,in order to expedite payment for 
such deposit without sapotong same. 

If this method does not afford the desired relief, inform this Department as 
soon as possible what * aer in this direction. I advise, further, 
that you accept no deposit of silver dollars beyond your capacity to handle in 
any one day, and that you give notice to the banks to that effect. 

may be given preference on the following day. 


Here is a prudent business regulation to require strict accountabil- 
ity in the deposits received. They are therefore required, as there had 
been a loss, that when a deposit is received the transaction shall be com- 
pleted and that no longer than one dayshall intervene between thede- 
posit, the count, and the certification. I can not conceive that this is 
a subject of suspicion or inquiry. I can not conceive that properly it 
can be made a ground of censure, either implied or direct, on the part 
of this officer, or that it may be made the foundation of a grave accusa- 
tion that here is an attempt to obstruct the execution of a law which 
requires that silver dollars in amounts not less than $10 may be at any 
time and shall be at any time exchanged for a silver certificate issued 
by theGovernment. It is simply a business regulation requiring prompt 
responsibility and very prompt means of ascertaining within a proper 
period of time what amount of money has been deposited. 

We find, however, that at the conclusion of this whole correspondence 
which has been talked of here for the greater part of a day, in answer 


Deposits so 


to the letter of Mr. Roach of the 11th of January, 1886, the Treasurer 
of the United States replied on the 14th day of January as follows: 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, January 14, 1886, 
Sin: Referring to your inquiry of the 11th instant, I beg to say that in exchange 


for standard silver dollars deposited by your bank with the assistant treasurer 
in your city silver certificates will be furnished you, after count and certification. 
by 1 0 8 1 
ery res uly, 
J. W. WHELPLEY, 
Assistant Treasurer United States. 

The CASHIER, 5 

State National Bank, New Orleans, La. 


Mr. President, I only desired to say this much, for I thought it ought to 
be said by some person who is a friend of justice and desires to see that a 
public officer of the United States who discharges his duty conscientiously 
should not be censured improperly, that these facts are indisputable. 
They appear in this correspondence, and they furnish no ground of cen- 
sure, no possible ground of suspicion. They vindicate this officer as 
a careful business man performing the duties intrusted to him with 
fidelity and in such a manner as to save the country and the people 
son a responsibility which may be avoided by good and safe business 
met . 

But it has been said in the course of this discussion that the Secretary 
of the Treasury and even the President of the United States were sub- 
jeet to suspicion, and that they, the Secretary particularly, had not given 
to this subject the same investigation and thought that other persons 
had. It was an assumption that unless a man had served in Congress 
he was not supposed to be familiar with the great financial questions of 
the day. I think the Secretary of the Treasury is a representative of 
that large class of people many of whom are fully equal to any mem- 
ber of Congress in either House, many of whom are men of the highest 
order of practical ability, who are profoundly versed not only in the 
theories but in the facts and truths relating to business, to currency, 
and to finance. And whatever may be our opinions—and I do not know 
that I should agree, probably I should disagree very widely with some 
of the opinions of this high and capable officer of the Government—it 
is unfair to assume that those who entertain the opinions that he has 
expressed are not men of ability and profound thought and practical 
knowledge. 

It is not wise for us to assume that the wisdom of this country is con- 
fined to the Senate and to the House of Representatives. The opinions 
of the Secretary as to the currency, as to the proper methods of estab- 
lishing a sound financial condition, and the opinions of the President 
have the support of many of the ablest men throughout the world; and 
however we may differ with them, it is not the part of wisdom or of 
reason to condemn them because they entertain opinions which may 
differ from others upon a question which involves the most profound 
thought and the greatest practical wisdom, and upon which the world 
has not yet attained a common platform of solution or ground of agree- 
ment. 

The President and the Secretary and the Treasurer are all men of 
ability, thoughtful and conscientious, and desire to serve the country 
and promote the general welfare of the people. Their reports to Con- 
gress clearly evidence this, and the people of the country, in my opin- 
ion, have this confidence in them. They have a right to their own 
judgment and opinions on this and on all other subjectsand itis their 
duty to lay them before Congress. It is not the part of reason and 
sound argument to be intolerant of others and to censure them because 
they do not agree with one’s opinions. 

It may be, sir, that some of us may be wrong; but at all events, in 
confining himself to his constitutional duty of submitting his opinions 
and recommendations to Congress, there is no reason for the censures 
cast on the President and Secretary, and it can not be denied that their 
opinions have been and are entertained by many of the ablest men 
throughout the world, and that it is believed by a great body of in- 
telligent opinion that they have the sanction of experience, in part at 
least, to sustain them. I am not disposed to agree to and accept all 
their conclusions, but I am di to vindicate those who in the 
search for truth shall arrive at different conclusions from myself or 
from others from animadversion upon either their learning, their hon- 
est purpose, their patriotism, or their practical knowledge and wisdom. 
There is nothing in this correspondenes to justify the adverse criticisms 
that have been cast upon the Secretary of the Treasury or upon the 
Treasurer. There is nothing in it that any intelligent or practical 
business man ought not to have done and would not have done under 
the circumstances. If Senators want greater facilities for the storage 
of silver and its exchange for silver certificates let them ask for them, 
and not to attack the President and Secretary for performing their 
plain duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. The debate on this resolution has taken a pretty wide 
scope. I had no expectation of saying anything about it; but when 
the Senator from Louisiana who introduced the resolution said that he 
had done so for the purpose of ascertaining the object and motive of the 

ent in its action at the subtreasury at New Orleans, 
I was reminded of a conversation which I had with a former member 
of this body about a month since, who said to me that he had, in a con- 
versation with the Treasurer of the United States, Mr. Jordan, com- 
plained to Mr. Jordan that the did not pay for silver bullion 
with silver dollars. He said Mr. Jordan replied to that that the reason 
he did not do that was because the ms who received the silver dol- 
lars would bring them back as soon as they got them and demand silver 
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certificates for them, and he did not wish to ‘encourage a practice of 
that kind. 

I made that statement to a member of this body this morning, and 
he stated to me that Mr. Jordan had made the same statement to him, 
that he did not pay out silver dollars in quantities and in places where 
they would haveany opportunity of being brought back to the Treasury 
and deposited under the law authorizing the persons depositing them 
to receive silver certificates, because he did not mean that the silver cer- 
tificates should get out, for certain reasons which he went on to name. 

I think this demonstrates that for some reason, which I must suppose, 
of course, to be a good one in the view of the Treasury Department, a 
settled purpose exists to prevent the issue of silver certificates in ex- 
change for silver dollars, That is the more significant to my mind 
because it has been accompanied by what is an apparent determination 
to issue the silver dollars themselves. There has been a great show of 
issuing the silver dollars with a view, as has been said with a good deal 
of emphasis, of seeing whether the people wanted them, how many they 
couldabsorb, &c., while at the same time the representative of the silver 
dollar, the silver certificate, which is a convenience in business, which 
is never refused anywhere except at the clearing-house in New York, is 
not to be issued at all. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. RipDLEBERGER] asks me who Mr. 
Jordan is. He was by the grace of the President of the United States 
a few days ago, and I think still is, the Treasurer of the United States. 

As I said, I think this throws a good deal of light upon the perform- 
ances of the last summer, in which, while ap tly consumed with a 
laudable desire to put out the silver dollar, there has been at the same 
time an intrigue going on with certain New York bankers, whereby the 
whole policy of the law with reference to silver was to be defeated and 
the object of the law was to be brought into contempt. We are not to 
have Congressional law, but Treasury law, or rather the laws which 
Congress has made are to be violated and trampled under foot because 
a subordinate in the Executive Department, a creature of law, is not 
suited with the statutes, 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I will read the third section of the act 
of 1878, ‘‘to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to 
restore its legal-tender character. It is as follows: 

this act may deposit the 


b; 
same with the Treasurer or any assistant n the United States, in sums 
not less than 810, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, cor- 
responding with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin de- 


That is a part of an act which was returned by the President of the 
United States with his veto, and was by the two Houses of 
by more than two-thirds majority, and is now a law on thestatute-book. 

That is the law. Any citizen of the United States, any man in this 
country who has as many as ten of the standard silver dollars of the 
United States is entitled to go to the Treasury and demand in exchange 
therefor a silver certificate for that amount, and silver certificates for 
any amount of standard silver dollars that he may have. That is an 
5 right guaranteed by the law to every citizen of the United 

tates. 

There is a question here as to the conduct of the subtreasurer at New 
Orleans, as to whether he has denied this right to citizens of the United 
States; as to whether he has complied with this law or has violated it; 
as to whether his compliance with this law has been a technical com- 

liance but a real violation of it. As throwing some light upon this sub- 
ject, by which the line of conduct of the 5 read and un- 
derstood, I read from his latest report, on page 24. e says: 


The further issue of silver certificates should be discontinued, as being both 
= ive and useless, ee ee ee ee the standard silver 
0 


out of this purpose the 
greater extent than at present without the suppression of the issue of the 


cates, 

That is the opinion of the Treasurer as expressed in his report. Now 
read the correspondence furnished us in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury with the light thrown upon oes Barak ey and I submit 
to any Senator in this ber if it does not show that this officer has 
been guilty of a clear violation of the third section of the act of 1878, 
remonetizing silver, which I have just read. I have no taffy, Mr. 
President, for the man who violates the law, I care not whether he be 
Republican or Democrat. Ihave no excuse, no justification, no apol- 
ogy, no palliation for any man who defies the clearly expressed will of 
the people of this country as it stands upon the statute-book on this or 
any other question, and for one I propose, so far as my efforts can do 
it, to arraign the officer who is guilty of such violation before the bar 
of public justice and public opinion. 

I am in receipt of letters from Texas which tell me that certain banks 
in that State are 9 establish a discount upon silver because they 
can not get silver certificates from the subtreasury at New Orleans in 
exchange for silver dollars. I have that information from half a dozen 
sources in Texas. They can not get the certificates and they are act- 
nally seeking to establish a discount upon silver for that reason. Cor- 
respondence received by my colleague, and read here day before yester- 
day, shows that a bank at Paris. Tex., applied to the Treasury officers 


at New York to know if they would issue silver certificates or give bank 
notes for gold coin. This banker was willing to exchange gold coin for 
silver certificates redeemable in silver dollars, and could not get the ex- 
change made. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask whether there 
was any order of the President or the Department which authorized 
the subtreasurer at New Orleaus to make such an exchange? 

Mr. COKE. This was an application to the New York subtreasury. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to know if there was any such author- 
ity in the assistant treasurer at New York. 

Mr. COKE. There was not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then could he make law? 

Mr. COKE. No. There was no authority, because the authority had 
been previously withdrawn, not by the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury but by his predecessor; yet it could have been restored by the 
present Secretary of the Treasury if he had desired to do so. So there 
was no law for this ex , because the Secretary of the Treasury 
would not permit it to be done. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any statute of the United States which au- 
thorizes the paying out of silver certificates for gold? I ask for in- 
formation. . 

Mr. COKE. I speak of the orders of the Department of the Treas- 
ury. There have been departmental orders authorizing that exchange 
and I presume they are in accordance with law. There has been as 
much as $80,000,000 in gold received for silver certificates, the exchange 
being made at the Treasury. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is not prepared to say, though, whether 
there is any such statute? 

Mr. COKE. I presume these public officers acted in accordance with 
law in ing the exc 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask for information. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi simply to the fact that a few months ago the epi arg found 
the authority to exchange subsidiary silver coin for gold with a great 
flourish of trumpets as to the absolute necessity of doing so to save the 
Government from bankruptcy. 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not answer my question. Is there any 
statute of the United States which authorizes the issuance of silver 
certificates for gold? That is the question I propounded. 

Mr. COKE. I presume that there is a law for it, because the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury have been doing it, and have actually received 
$80,000,000 of gold in exchange for silver certificates, as shown by 
official reports. 

Mr. MAXEY. My colleague will permit me at this point to say that 
that order existed, as was stated, I believe, by yo Mr. President, 
until Mr. Folger, who was the last Secretary of the Treasury that I 
know of, who revoked the order which authorized the exchange of sil- 
ver certificates for gold coin. 

Mr. COKE. It wasdone by one of the predecessors of the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, but it is an order which the present Secre- 
tary can reinstate at any moment he chooses to do so, and exchange 
~~ for silver certificates; but the subtreasurers are not permitted to 

oit. The banker at Paris, Tex., to whom I have referred, well known 
to my colleague, who has written to New York to make this exchange, 
has been answered that the exchange will not be made. 

Now, these are the silver certificates for which the people are anxious 
to exchange gold, redeemable as they are in silver dollars, which cer- 
tificates the Treasurer of the United States in a dogmatic way in his 
report says are mischievous and ought to be suppressed. 

Indeed is it not known to everybody in this country that since 1878, 
when the silver coinage law was passed, every President, every Secre- 
bow! Ard the Treasury, every Treasurer of the United States, while osten- 
tatiously trying to make it appear that they were enforcing the law, 
have been really and in truth attempting and compassing its defeat and 
nullification! The conduct of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New Orleans in this case is of a piece with that of all of his 
predecessors from 1878 down to this time with reference to silver coin 
and silver certificates. 

I must give the ecessor of the present subtreasurer at New Or- 
leans the credit of having administ the office more satisfactorily to 
the people than his successor has done. We have not been informed 
that the clerical force in the subtreasury at New Orleans was greater 
under the former than the present incumbent; yet I have never heard 
of any bank or any individual complaining that they did not receive 
silver certificates promptly upon the presentation of the silver dollars 
until this complaint is made against the present subtreasurer in New 
Orleans. 

Why is this? I have looked over the report of the Treasurer, but 
find nowhere that he asks for more clerical force. Let some one show 
where this gentleman asks Congress for a larger clerical force. The cleri- 
cal force in the office when he went there was sufficient to accommodate 
the public with all the silver certificates that were sought to be obtained 
for silver dollars. Why isit not so now; andif he has nota sufficient 
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clerical force, as he alleges, why has he not asked for a greater force? 

But it is said that the two banks upon whose statement this complaint 
is made against the Treasurer sought to make the assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans an intermediary in making shipments toa New Orleans 
bank. There is no truth in that. Here is the letter of the assistant 
treasurer at New Orleans to the Treasurer of the United States, dated 
at New Orleans, January 2, 1886, in which instructions are asked from 
the Treasurer as to whether he shall receive the money shipped to him 
by these banks. 

Turn over now to the next page, bearing in mind that this was writ- 
ten on the 2d of January, and we find the letter of Mr. T. R. Roach, 
cashier of the bank in New Orleans to which these silver dollars were 
shipped, bearing date also January 2, showing that he was on the ground 
there as the agent of these banks in the city of Nesy Orleans to receive 
the certificates for this money; and yet the subtreasurer there says that 
he is sought to be made the intermediary between two banks. The 
agent of the New Orleans bank was on the ground when the silverdol- 
lars arrived, demanding the certificates, and was entitled to receive them 
just as if he had carried the silver to the subtreasury himself. 

The third section of the act of 1878 says: ‘‘Any holder of the coin 
authorized by this act“ is entitled to demand the certificates. Here 
stood Mr. Roach, agent of the bank for whose benefit the shipment was 
made, demanding the certificates for the money right on the ground at 
the time the money was received there. , 

Mr. CALL. It does not say so. 

Mr: COKE. It does say so. Take Mr. Roach’s letter published in 
the RECORD of yesterday, read by the Senator from Louisiana, and see 
whether that does not state that he was there. I will ask the Secretary 
to read the letter in full. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New ORLEANS, January 25. 

DEAR Sin: In view of your position on the silver question and the proba- 
bility that Congress will ratify your opinions by their official action, it seems 
important that all impediments to the free use of silver and its unrestricted 
movement should be avoided so far as e, and every portion of the coun- 
ay be provided with all possible facilities for giving silver circulation a fair test 
without the creation of prejudices against it from extrinsic causes. 

That such a prejudice is growing up against it in this section is due to a cause 


that is within the easy power of Con 
position and your views to state it 


the States of na, Texas, Arkansas, and draw quantities 
of standard dollars from the Treasury during the and 8 in ex- 
change for which the Treasury receives gold or its equivalent in the sea- 


son. The silver dollars having performed their part in moving the crops of 
cotton, rice, and sugar to market, seek to return tothe Treasury until further 
needed in commerce and agriculture. 


In lieu of the silver thus returned to the Treasury the holders donotask back 
the gold originally paid for it, but simply silver certificates for the amounts 
de ted. Iam told that it has been the custom at all the subtreasuries to re- 


all 
ceive from country banks shipments of standard dollars, the certificates for which 


This year, however, the subtreasury at this point declines to receive silver 
from the country banks me that this facility is still ac- 
corded them by other subtreasuries. In this the Treasurer of the United States 
sustains our assistant treasurer, and I therefore presume he is right as a matter 
of law. But the subtreasurer virtually refuses to receive it from depositors in 
this city also; that is to say, he so is the amount and receives it so seldom 
that it is practically a refusal. I appreciate the subtreasurer’s reason, which is 
that he has not an adequate cle force to do the work that would fall upon 
his office should he receive of these dollars as freely as offered. But 
this evil can be easily remedied by Congress granting him one or two more em- 
perie This would but slightly increase the expenses of the office, but would 
of immense benefit to the people by facilitating the free movement of silver, 
and when the people find that surplus silver can be promptly con 
into paper representatives of the coin at need they will be more likely to re- 
ceive the coin freely and cheerfully than they will now that it is liable to be- 
come a dead weight of metal upon their hands, 

It is becoming common for us to receive letters from coun 
to let them ship us standard dollars. To these we returned 
so long as we had room in our vaults to store it; but finally the point was 
reached where we could not receive further shipments unless the would 
receive more freely from us. The country banks thus clogged become naturally 

rejudiced against silver, and the longer the blockade continues the more 
ikely they are to be confirmed in this feeling and to disseminate the infection 
to their ers. I commend this whole matter to youas one in which youare 
interested, and ask your early consideration. 
Very lly, yours, 
T. R. ROACH, Cashier, 
Hon. James B. EUSTIS, 
United States Senate, Washington. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will allow, by 
unanimous consent, his bill to be informally laid aside until we con- 
clude this discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. For how long a time? 

Mr. CALL. It will not take a great while, I suppose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have learned from ience thus far on the school 
bill at this session to know that it is worth while to be definite, to have 
some understanding as to time. 


Mr. CALL. I think it is due to the officers of the Government whose 
conduct has been questioned here that there should be allowed an im- 
mediate expression of opinion on the subject, and it will not seriously 
interfere with the Senator's bill. 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that I 
have very little more to say, and shall soon be through. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the educational bill being laid 
aside informally for fifteen minutes or half an hour to accommodate the 
Senator from Texas, but I do not feel that it ought to be laid aside in- 
formally for a longer time. 

Mr. TELLER. A Senator who is not now on the floor desires to ad- 
dress the Senate on the educational bill, and as the Senatorin charge of 
the bill I do not think would care about pressing it to-day, I move that 
it be made the special order for to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not consent to such a motion as that; a special 
order is so easily displaced, and there is no occasion for delay. If the 
Senator from Texas desires to speak longer, the Senator who desires to 
speak against the school bill knew very well that I wished to proceed 
with it at 2 o’clock, and he only wished to understand what the course 
of action would be. Iam not aware that either the friends or oppo- 
nents of the bill care for further delay. 

Mr. CALL. I want to make an appeal to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. There are anumber of the friends of his bill on this side 
who desire to be heard on the resolution of the Senator from Louisiana, 
and it will not seriously interfere with the progress of his bill to allow 
it to be informally laid aside, 

Mr. BLAIR. It does seem to interfere. I gave notice that the bill 
would be pressed early in the session. It was about the fourth on the 
Calendar. It was displaced by the Dakota bill, which I suppose has 
no more chance of becoming a law at this session than there is proba- 
bility of our re-enacting the laws of the Medes and Persians. This 
bill is of all the bills pending in this Congress at the present time the 
one that should be early acted upon, if at all, because it should reach 
the other House so that that body may either adopt or reject it, and 
if they do adopt it, and it should become a law by the signature of the 
President, that its provisions may be available for the benefit of the 
children of the conntry this year. It is quite a serious thing to a boy 
who gets only four or five months’ schooling at the most in a year, and 
perhaps only three, that for one year the benefits of the bill should be 
taken away from him. Therefore I feel that I am excusable if I push 
this bill with something of the pertinacity that other Senators exhibit 
in the management of measures with which maey are intrusted. 

As to the discussion of the silver question which is going on, nobody 
will ever know or find out from that whether the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is to be blamed or not to be blamed. That question will be decided 
according as people think upon the silver question at large, and it can 
wait. The resolution is brought in here as a side show, and is absorb- 
ing the time of the Senate without ever having passed through any of 
those prelimi stages to which other business is obliged to submit. 
I hope that those who are interested in the farther discussion of the 
resolution will be satisfied if I should simply assent that the Senator 
from Texas may complete his remarks, which I suppose from what he 
says will not take much longer time. 

Mr. COKE. I desire tooceupy the floor for only a few minutes longer. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from New Hampshire must see 
that that course would be very unfair to the officers of the Government 
who are criticised tosome extent by the Senator from Texas, If there 
is any Senator who wishes in defense of the officers of the Government 
who are thus criticised to reply to the Senator from Texas it is emi- 
nently proper that they should have the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Secretary of the Treasury has been assailed and 
defended, defended and assailed, and the process may go on intermi- 
nably. I can hardly be appealed to, I think, with any great warmth or 
eagerness to do more than I have stated. I am willing that the Sena- 
tor from Texas shall proceed to the completion of his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not expect to participate at all in the discus- 
sion of the resolution that is under consideration, but I think there is a 
reason why the Senator from New Hampshire ought to consent to have 
his bill made the special order for to-morrow at 2 o’clock. The Sena- 
tor yesterday spoke, I think, about fifteen minutes, and this morning we 
find spread upon the RECORD a speech of forty-six pages, closely printed, 
with a large amount of statistics in it. For one, I have not had any 
opportunity—not a copy of the Rxconp having reached my house this 
morning until after breakfast—to examine into those great statistical 
masses of information, which are very necessary to a proper understand- 
ing of the bill. They are the support and foundation of the bill, as I 
understand it, and one can be expected to answer the bill in- 
telligently, or any of its features, at least its main features, unless he 
is enabled to familiarize himself with this great body of statistics. 

It is very true that some of these figures were in the RECORD before. 
The Senator from New Hampshire made a very elaborate report, with 
tabulated statements, when a similar bill was before the Senate two 
years ago, and we had the opportunity of getting all the information 
which those tables furnished us and which his speech furnished us. 
That is now reproduced entire in the RECORD, but there is added to 
that quite an array of statistical information which I suppose brings 
the case down to date. Really, I must say to the Senator, I am de- 
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which 
I could do if I had an opportunity of looking into this matter as I should 
lik 


e. 
Mr. BLAIR. Iwas not aware that any Senator cared for the delay 


sirous to make my own position understood to my constituen 


of the school bill for the purpose of i the subject with refer- 
ence to its discussion. T there is a feeling like that which the 
Senator from Alabama has exp: here I shall ask unanimous con- 
sent that the school bill be the unfinished business for to-morrow after- 
noon at 2 o’clock; that the bill shall stand to-morrow precisely as it 
stands to-day, with the understanding that I shall feel obliged to press 
the consideration of the bill at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the school bill 
be laid aside informally and be considered the special order for to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the bill be the unfinished business to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
If there be no objection it will be so ordered. The Chair hears none. 


SILVER DEPOSITS AT SUBTREASURIES, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Eustis February 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
is entitled to the floor. 


of January, while the letter of the assistant treasurer to the Treasurer 

of the United States asking for instructions on the subject bears ex- 

actly the same date. There is no question of the subtreasury becom- 

ing an intermediary at all. The tae gr ss 
wi 


urer absolutely refused to issue silver certificates to New Orleans people 
who carried the money to the sub for the purpose of making 
the exchange. He says that the conduct of the assistant treasurer 
there—and that he is a business man in good standing in the city of 
New Orleans has been vouched for by the Senator from Louisiana—is 
a practical refusal to execute the law of 1878 in this 


Now, the resolution of the Senator from Louisiana p 
into this matter, to find out how it is and why it is that this law is being 
nullified, as this information to him says it is and as information to 
myself from citizens of Texas says is being done. It is a matter that 
ought to be inquired into. The people have themselves in 
every form in which their wishes can be voiced in favor of silver coin- 
age. They have shown a fixedness of in holding on to silver 
coinage that has not been shown with reference to any other great 
measure in this country for many years, Yet we find the executive 
officers of the Government a systematic war upon this coinage 
in contempt of the will and in contempt of an express law upon 
the statute-book. It ought to be inquired into, and the inquiry ought 
to result in something else than mere inquiry if the facts as they seem 
to be now show a violation of this law. 

Mr. President, there was something said here yesterday about an at- 
tack on the administration. I helped to put this administration in 


to inquire 


power ina humble way. I represent, in connection with my colleague, 
two million and a half of people, w: gave 134,000 popular majority 
for the Democratic ticket, the Democratic majority in any State 


in the Union. There are two hundred and forty-odd pers pub- 
lished in that State, and I know of but four that sustain action of 
the executive department of the Government in its war upon silver. 
I stand here as a representative of a solid sentiment in a great Demo- 
cratic State in behalf of the continued coi of silver and its fair 
treatment as money. I make no war on the sfministration; but I bo. 
lieve that public office is a public trust, and I execute the trust con- 
fided to me by the people of Texas in maintaining their wishes upon 
the floor of the Senate, let who may be opposed to war 
on the administration when the people of three or four States in the 
South are complaining that the money of the country, the only money 
that circulates among them, is being discounted because of the viola- 
tion of the plain provisions of a positive law by one of the officers of the 
Government put there to enforce it! Is that war u the adminis- 
tration? I would be unworthy of my seat here if I to say what 
I have said, if I failed to do what I have done. As long as I am here, 


I care not who it is or what administration it is that thwarts the will 
of the as upon the statute-books of the country, I shall 
in my humble way call them to account for it before the country. 

Here are silver certificates sought for by the people, asked for, gold 
coin tendered for them, and here is a subordinate executive officer de- 
claring to Congress that they are mischievous and useless and ought to 
be and he is using his power as Treasurer of the United 
States in a disingenuous and indirect way to accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Texas, I think, is making one mis- 
take, if he will allow me to interrupt him. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is the superior officer of the Treasurer, and November 1, 1881, he 
prohibited the further issue of silver certificates for gold coin. 

Mr. COKE, I understand that. Iam not alluding to that fact. 

Mr. BECK. The communication being addressed to the Treasurer, 
the Treasurer ly declined, because until his superior officer gives 
him the authority he can not do it; and therefore his answer was proper. 

Mr. COKE. Iwas not alluding to the issuance of silver certificates. 
I merely stated the fact that here were silver certificates sought for and 
gold coin tendered for them, and here was an officer of the Government 
at New Orleans obstructing the issuance of certificates to the injury of 
the circulating medium of the country and in defiance of the law which 
he has been sworn to execute. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say one other word, if the Senator from Texas 
will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. It is narrowed down to this in regard to the resolution: 
If silver coin was tendered and silver certificates demanded, then under 
the third section of the act of 1878 I think the officials were in default 
in not issuing them; but if it was to be a deposit and a receipt to be 
given for it, and not certificates to be used as money, then I think they 
were not in default. 

Mr. COKE. I understand that; I have already answered that. 

Mr. BECK. One moment longer and I will make it plain so that 
the Senator will get my idea. If the certificate required to be given 

ost or destroyed or burned up made the silver de- 
posited the property of the United States, then they had no right to 
refuse them. If, the certificate was required which although 
_ or destroyed enabled the men who deposited the silver to demand 


Mr. COKE. TheSenator from Kentucky is conjuring up excuses for 
this treasurer that are not valid or substan 


dollars to the people and to the banks of the city of New Orleans out- 
side of the transaction about which we have been talking, of the Ten- 
nessee and Texas banks. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Does Mr. Roach give any instance of that? Is 
not that an inference from the fact that the exchange was not made for 
the Memphis and Waco banks? 

Mr. COKE. Here is the statement: 

The subtreasury at this point declines to receive silver from the country banks, 
though the latter write me that this facility is still accorded them by er sub- 
treasuries. In the Treasurer of the United States sustains our assistant 
treasurer, and I therefore presume he is right as a matter of law. But the sub- 
treasurer virtually refuses to receive it from depositors in this city also—that is 
to say, he so limits the amount and receives it so seldom that it is practically a 
refusal. I reciate the subtreasurer’s reason, which is that he has not an ade- 
quate force to do the work that would fall upon his office should he re- 
ceive deposits of these dollars as freely as offered. 

Has he ever asked for additional assistance? Nobody has ever heard 
of it if he has, 

But this evil can be easily remedied by Congress granting him one or two more 
employés. 

* * * r s 


* * 

The country banks, thus clogged, become naturally prejudiced against silver, 
and the longer the blockade continues the more lik they are to be confirmed 
in this feeling and to disseminate the infection to their customers, I commend 
the who! „ and ask your early 


le matter to you as one in which you are in 

Mr. President, no Senator can look at this correspondence, can look 
at this report, can review the reports of the executive department of 
the Government on this question, can look back and see the reports of 
all the Secretaries of the Treasury and Treasurers since 1878, without 
coming to the conclusion that this trouble at New Orleans now is simply 
a part and parcel and piece of a general war that has been carried on 
against silver coinage since silver was remonetized in 1878. No other 
conclusion can be arrived at. Why was it, as I asked a while ago, that 
this difficulty never occurred before? Is there not the same number of 
clerks there now that were there before Mr. Jordan came into office ? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is an important point on that subject stated 
by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] that $25,000 had been lost to 
the Government. He made that statement here. 
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Mr. COKE. That is not in this correspondence. 

Mr. GEORGE. The fact was stated by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] in his speech that $25,000 had been lost to the Government 
between the time of this illegal deposit and the counting and certifica- 


tion. That was the reason, I should think, for the charge of an illegal 
policy. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator say that twenty-five thousand silver 
dollars were lost? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Florida made the statement. 

Mr. COKE. In what report is that found? 

Mr. CALL. The Treasurer stated to me this morning that $25,000 
had been lost. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I asked if they were silver dollars. 

Mr. CALL. His statement to me was that twenty-five thousand 
silver dollars, not counted, but to be afterwards counted and certified, 
had been lost in consequence of that practice at New Orleans. 

Mr. COKE. Has he ever made any public report on the fact? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know. He stated it to me this morning. 

Mr. COKE. That is the first I have ever heard of it. I have read 
the reports, and have seen nothing of any such loss reported. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish, with the consent of the Senator from Texas, 
that the Senator from Florida would explain what he means by lost. 
Does he mean that there has been a defalcation, or, in what sense has 
there been a loss? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I think it was a defalcation. I think it was by 
virtue of want of strict accountability, as the Treasurer expressed it, in 
which that amount was claimed, and appeared from the evidence, I 
suppose, to have been really deposited. I think perhaps it was subse- 
quently ascertained that it had been appropriated by an officerin charge 
of it. That is what I understand from the statement to me. 

Mr. COKE. A loss occurring in that way presents no argument 
against the system. They ought to have honest men in the offices. 
Thieves and rogues will steal money under the best system in the 
world, ; 

Now, sir, I have very little more to say. The Senator from Louisiana 
has introduced a resolution asking an inquiry into this subject. The 
subject-matter of that resolution affects my State as well as his. Ihave 
clear, decided convictions upon the subject, and I have given expres- 
sion to them, and that is that the executive department of our Govern- 
ment since 1878 have in every possible and conceivable way dishonored 
and degraded silver, that they have refused to pay it out to the public 
creditors, and that they availed themselves of technicalities and pretexts 
anywhere and everywhere on all occasions to injure this currency and 
reduce it in value and prevent its circulation while professing to sus- 
tain it. I think it is a subject that ought to be inquired into with a 
view to further proceedings, if the facts justify them. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] put a question to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] which 
I ventured in part to answer, and now I desire to answer it fully. He 
inquired whether there was any authority under the law to exchan 
gold for silver certificates. I called his attention to the fact that early 
last summer there was a great commotion made in financial circles with 
reference to the lack of gold in the Treasury, and that the Department 
had felt it incumbent on them to buy (for that is all it could be, and it 
could be defended upon no other system than that it was buying) a 
quantity of gold, which they paid for in subsidiary silver as less de- 
sirable currency to hold than any other class of money they had. I 
understand the system of issuing silver certificates for gold coin, adopted 
early in 1880, was upon the theory that the Government had the t 
to pay out the silver certificates that had come in and thus buy gold, 
or exchange one kind of money for another. If the transaction to which 
I have referred of last summer can be defended at all, it is either upon 
the theory that the Government had the right to take the money in the 
Treasury and buy gold, or that it had the right to exchange one kind of 
money for another. Upon either it might probably be defensible, at 
least so far as to justify the officer, if there was a necessity for receiv- 
ing more gold than the Government had on hand. 

At the time this bank proposed to exchange its gold for silver certifi- 
cates or for national notes, either or both, the Government of the United 
States had almost $34,000,000 of silver certificates that might have been 
exchanged properly under the law for gold, that might have been paid 
out for any purpose that the Government saw fit to pay them, because 
the act of 1878 providing for the coinage declared also that the silver 
certificates might be reissued when they came into the Treasury. 

In addition to that, they had at or about that time, as I find by the 
statement sent out from the Treasury Department dated the 30th day 
of January, 1886, $47,893,388 of national notes in the Treasury that 
might also have been exchanged for gold if it was so very desirable to 
receive gold. The fact was, if gold came into the Treasury in any great 
quantities the great argument, the great bugbear that has been held 
up before the people that we were to reach a silver basis, would be 
gone. It has been the stock in trade, as I once before said, of all those 
who were attacking the coinage of the silver dollar, that we can not be 
bimetallists, that we have got to have either a single standard of gold 
or a single standard of silver. I said the other day that every declara- 
tion which had come from the financial department of the Government 
since the act was passed had been to that effect. It has been intensified 


within the last nine or ten months; I might say that within the last 
year it has been intensified. 

We can not have forgotten that just bef¢e the inauguration of the pres- 
ent Executive a tremendous effort was made to convince the House of 
Representatives that there was a great financial crisis approaching and 
that unless the House and the Senate consented to strike down the coin- 
age of the silver dollar we should be upon a silver basis, and would be 
bankrupt as a nation and di in our credit. A new administra- 
tion was coming in. The people who had elected it had been out of 
power for twenty-four years. It is not saying anything to their dis- 
credit when it is said that they had high expectations of the benefits and 
advantages they were to receive by the incoming of this administration. 
They had a majority in the House of Representatives representing the 
popular will. The President-elect appealed by letter to the members 
of Congress representing the same political faith as his own for legisla- 
tion which he said in substance if accomplished would not only greatly 
benefit the country, but would benefit the political party of which he 
was the incoming President. How did the House of Representatives 
respond to that appeal? I will not say now whether it was a proper and 
worthy appeal. Admit that it was a proper appeal, as the President 
believed it to be, how did the House of Representatives respond to that 
appeal? The great mass of the men who had put their shoulders to the 
wheel and elected him President responded not only in an official way, 
but by letter, that their constituents believed that the coinage of the 
silver dollar was essential to public prosperity, and that they indorsed 
the sentiments of their constituents; and they declined. 

I have heard in these later days people talk about the degeneracy of 
public morals and the subserviency of public servants to patronage and 
to executive influence. There never has been since civilized countries 
were governed by republican institutions or by institutions where the 
people their will so exalted an example of the independence 
of the peopleas was exhibited by the Democratic members of the House 
of Representatives in the spring of 1885. They scorned to be in ac- 
cord with the Executive. They said, We will deprive ourselves of 
that which every politician knows is so advantageous and so dear to 
be in harmony with the administration, because, in our judgment, the 
public weal demands that we should do otherwise.“ 

It did seem to me that the incoming administration, out of respect 
and for that great high moral position taken by their own party, 
ought to have said, We will at least treat the subject with candor and 
with fairness, and will not attempt to use the great power that you 
putin our hands to strike down what you say is a great interest and 
necessary for the public weal and public welfare.“ The House of Rep- 
resentatives rose to the occasion; the administration fell very far below. 

I took occasion day before yesterday to speak of the lack of experi- 
ence of the present financial minister of this administration. I sup- 
posed that the members of this body and the members of the other were 
a co-ordinate branch of the Government, with a right to criticise the 
administration whenever in their judgmentit should be departing from 
the true line of financial or any other policy. I find myself taken to 
task by a Senator on this floor, who says that I made an unfair attack. 
What did I say? I simply said that the man who now holds the posi- 
tion of financial minister of the Government never had such training 
in financial affairs as justified him to speak ex cathedra, to speak with 
the air of a king or an emperor and say thus it must be done.“ I 
said that there were men on this floor who had given weeks and months 
of thought to this subject where he could not have given one. I did 
not say it was necessary that he should have been a member of Con- 
gress. I have no doubt that there are members of the other House and 
members of the Senate who have failed to give much attention to this 
question or have failed to grasp it if they did give it such attention. 

I make no attack upon the administration not justified by their own 
record and by their declarations put out in an official way. I havesaid 
nothing of private interviews or personal correspondence with mem- 
bers of the administiation, which I might, if I chose, criticise, as has 
been done on this floor. I was content to take them on their record 
that they had sent here for our consideration. 

The Senator who appears as the champion of the administration de- 
clares that he is for silver. If he is for silver, I suppose it is because 
he believes that that is the interest of the people. I suppose if he is 
in favor of the coinage of silver it is because he believes that that will 
insure prosperity to the people of the United States. I suppose he is 
for silver from conviction. A moment later he said: I wish to say to 
the Senator representing the State that produces the most silver that 
the way to strike down and destroy that interest is to attack men in 
high places. Has it come to this, that the effort which has been made 
all over the country to destroy this interest and to strike down not 
simply the silver interest in the country, but to strike down one of the 
money metals of the world, is to be transferred to this floor in the 
shape of a threat? What is to be done? If my position is logical 
that the interests of the country require the coinage of two kinds of 
money—and the Senator admitted that himself—because I may speak 
unkindly, harshly, or even improperly of a public officer, is that public 
officer here by his champion to say that this great interest is to be 


stricken down in vengeance to punish me for what he considers is a 
dereliction of duty on my part? 
Mr. President, threats of this kind are unworthy of this Chamber, 
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and they come without any harm, so far at least as I am concerned. I 
shall at all times do with this administration what I have been ready 
to do with any administration, whether it was in sympathy with my 
litical views or against them. I shall criticise it whenever in my 
Judgment it is deserving of criticism, and I shall commend it whenever 
in my judgment it is worthy of commendation, The people of the sil- 
ver regions are not here demanding that the silver interests of the West 
shall be promoted to the exclusion of any other interest. They are not 
here to compel the purchase of silver so that silver miners may receive 5, 
10, or 20 cents more an ounce for their bullion. They look beyond that 
interest. I think I may speak for every man representing a silver-pro- 
ducing constituency on this floor when I say that if we did not believe 
that the great interests of the country and the world were involved in 
this question we should not be dinning again ‘and again into the ears 
of perhaps a reluctant and unwilling Senate, part of the time at least, 
our views upon this subject; but they realize that it is more than a ques- 
tion whether the miners of Colorado shall receive $1.25 an ounce for 
their silver or whether they shall receivea dollar. It is more than thet. 
They realize besides thatthe entire power of fifty million people has been 
for the last ten years steadily and sternly arrayed against the proposition 
to do the business of this country with the two metals. They knew in 
1878 that they had to encounter a hostile administration in the execu- 
tion of this law, alaw put upon ourstatute-books after a more thorough 
examination, consideration, discussion, and debate than any other stat- 
ute, I think, of a financial character that ever went into the books. When 
it passed this body and the other House it went to the Executive, and it 
there met with an executive veto. It was not a political question then 
anditisnot now. It came back to this body and to the other, and in 
each branch of Congress it received the approval of more than two-thirds 
and it became a law. I say they knew then that they had to encounter 
in the execution of the law the administration then in existence backed 
by the whole financial power of the Government, and that they were 
wielding the influence given them by fifty million people to thwart and 
subvert and destroy the will of the people as legally expressed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. TELLER, - Certainly; I yield. 

Mr.GEORGE. Is not that same remark applicable to the last ad- 
ministration ? 

Mr. TELLER. I was applying the remark to the last administra- 
tion. I apply it to every administration that has existed since the pas- 
sage of that law. Unlesswe mayexcept a few months in the spring 
of 1881, there has been no time at the head of the financial department 
of the Government men who were anxious to execute the law in the 
spirit and in the letter of it. We did not expect that they would exe- 
cute it in the spirit, but we had a right to demand that they should 
execute it in the letter; and that has not been done, in my judgment. 
I donot arraign this administration any more than I have arraigned pre- 
ceding administrations, except that I do think perhaps in the later days, 
discouraged a little by the persistency perhaps of the silver people, there 
has been a little more anxiety and activity in the last year to strike 
down silver than ever before; and it has not been confined to the exec- 
utive department; it has been in the financial circles just as well, and 
the executive department has caught its inspiration, if I mayso speak, 
from the financial circle, where they have been as determined that the 
silver dollar should be destroyed as they ever were and a good deal more 
than ever before. 

It is said that there has been no violation of the lawat New Orleans. 
I was about to say the flimsy excuse, but it might be considered disre- 
spectfal to the gentleman who used it, and I say simply the excuse is 
made here for the failure to do what would have been done at all times 
if there had been a friendly administration and what was done when 
there was not a friendly administration—it is said the excuse for it is 
that there is not asufficient clerical force. The honorable Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] said that I was ible for the appoint- 
ment of the predecessor of the present officer at New Orleans; that I was 
a part and parcel of the administration that appointed him. I do not 
understand that I was especially responsible for the appointment. I 
do not think I was consulted in regard toit, and if I had been consulted 
I do not understand that any blame of this character has been attached 
to the late officer at New Orleans. It is against the present officer and 
him alone, as I understand, that this charge is alleged. Against that 
officer no complaint had been alleged. Nobody complained that he 
did not succeed in doing exactly what we now complain is not being 
done. So the charge that I was responsible for him is not a very weighty 

, because there is no complaint as to his conduct. It wasstated 
a few moments ago that there was a defalcation at the subtreasury at 
New Orleans. I do not know whether that defalcation was under the 
old or under the new officer. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It was under the old officer. 

Mr. TELLER. But whether there has been a defalcation or whether 
there has not, that has nothing in the world to do with this question 
of receiving silver dollars and paying out silver certificates. If it was 
under the old officer, it could not have arisen from this method of doing 
business any more than it could under the new one. If there was a 
deſalcation, it occurred because the officer was not honest; and I trust 
that the friends of the gold dollar and the monometallists on this floor, 


the enemies of the silver dollar, do not propose to charge up to our side 
all the defalcations which have occurred or which may hereafter occur 
in connection with the handling of the silver dollar. We have been 
able to stand a good deal from the other side and we have stood it 
pretty patiently, but we shall certainly enter a protest when the silver 
dollar is to be with all the defalcations in the past and with all 
that are to occur in the future. 

I wish to recur for a moment to the criticism which I made upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I hold that there should be at least court- 
eous treatment of the executive officersof the Government by the mem- 
bers of this body. I hold, on the other hand, that the executive officers 
of the Government are bound by the same law with reference to the leg- 
islative department that the members of the legislative department are 
bound with reference to the members of the executive department. A 
bitter attack, it issaid, has been made upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. What has been said? Simply that he had failed to execute the 
law. That is the sum and substance of it, put it as you will. Idid say 
something to the effect that the Treasury Department are depreciating 
the money of the realm. I did say that it had been supposed to be an 
offense against law and good morals to degrade the money of the country. 
Why? Because bysuch degradation you take out of the people a portion 
at least of what they had a right to expect when they took the money. 

There are one hundred and forty million silver dollars in circulation, or 
thereabouts;and ifthe Treasury Department depreciate them 20 percent. 
because they destroy the confidence of the people, they have taken a 
large amountof money out of the people who are the legitimate holders 
ofthe money. It may be distinguished in law, and undoubtedly is, 
from the debasement of coin with alloy, but in morals I deny thatthere 
is a particle of difference; and I deny that the 1 70 who take the 
dollar and who lose it are any worse off than when the Government shall 
put four or five grains (or whatever may be necessary to bring it down) 
of alloy and compel them to take it, when the Government itself thus 
depreciates and destroys the commercial value of its money. If that 
is an improper criticism of the Treasury Department I stand con- 
victed. I shall deal with the e eee I think it ought 
to be dealt with, giving to it, as Isaid before, praise where it is due and 
spanne it w er it deserves condemnation. 

I alluded day before yesterday to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I said something which I need not repeat now to the effect 
that he is not charged with any policy of this character—that this body 
and the other are charged with that. How courteous he is when he 
addresses Congress upon the question of their legislation. Let me read. 
The Secretary of the Treasury says in his report: 
9292. ADERE of $5 ean DEDO FOr nt 
silver per annum, although from causes mostly foreign that metal is now of mu- 
table and falling value 

Mostly foreign, foreign to the metal, but not foreign to the adminis- 
tration of public affairs in this country— 
which must be manufactured into coins of unlimited legal tender and issued to 
e pepes of the United States as equivalents of our monetary unit. 

act of May 31, 1878— 

Which I suppose all Senators on this floor will recognize as the act 
which provided that no more legal tenders should be canceled and re- 
tired; that is the act of which he speaks, and he says: 


The act of May 31, 1878, which indefinitely postponed fulfillment of the solemn 
pledge (March 1369) not only of “redemption” but also of“ payment”? of all 
the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, legalized as $346,000,000 


paper money of unlimited legal tender, and required the post-redemption issue 


. of these promises to pay dollars, as equivalents of our monetary 
un 

Now, I call the attention of the Senate further to the concluding re- 
marks upon this question. Here are two statutes passed by Congress, 
laws upon the statute-book, which this Secretary of the Treasury swore 
he would execute. He says: 

But these two evils, which are each a separate menace to the public tranquil- 
lity and injurious to the public morals and the public faith. 

It is a declaration on his part that the legislative department of the 
country legislated against public tranquillity and against public morals 
and to the destruction of the public faith or public credit. I think a 
Secretary of the Treasury who sends out such a document need not be 
oversensitive, nor need his friends rush to his defense unnecessarily and 
hastily with cheap and bald excuses for what I think is a plain viola- 
tion of law. You can hardly expect that any man will execute a law 
that he believes to be contrary to good morals and injurious to the pub- 
lie honor and the public credit, and I think his friends would do better 
upon this floor and elsewhere if they would admit that he does not 
attempt to execute the law except in the very compulsory provisions 
thereof; and I am told from good authority that he has not even done 
that, i tive of the question now presented for corsideration. Iam 
told that the records will show that there have not. been coined every 
month two million silver dollars. I am told that the aggregate coined 
will not quite foot up to $24,000,000 per annum. It is true it is not 
very much less; I am told only two or three hundred thousand dollars; 
but that is a mandatory law; itis what the President in his message calls 
a compulsory coinage of silver. 

It is offensive, it may be, to use the word ‘‘compulsory.’’ It usually 
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is. Ispoke of that the other day. I do not desire to continue on that 
line at any great length, except to say again that I do not understand 
that it is the proper term when we enact a law for an officer to say it 
is a compulsory statute. All statutes are compulsory; they require 
obedience, and they require it of the man who carries brick from the 
ground to the building in his hod with no more exactness and with no 
more vigor than they require it of the man who resides in the Execu- 
tive Mansion or who presides over the Financial Department of the Gov- 
ernment. Com laws! All laws are compulsory; and when we 
said by our legislative enactments that silver should be coined in this 
country under certain restrictions there was an obligation on every de- 
partment of the Government to execute that law in accordance both 
with the letter and the spirit of the act. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator if he understands that the 
President used that phrase in any other sense than to distinguish the 
coinage of the $2,000,000 a month, which is absolutely required, from 
the discretion given to the officers of the Government of coining a 
larger sum than $24,000,000 a year at their election? I presume the 
Senator has been more a student of this matter than I have, but I sup- 
pose the President used that phrase not with a view of imputing any 
tyranny or improper exercise of arbitrary to the law-making au- 
thority, but only to distinguish what isan absolute requirement from 
a discretion. 


Mr. TELLER. I can not say exactly how the President of the United 
States uses the term. I believe he does not allow that he is amenable 
to us for his reasons. I simply take what he says. I find that not 
only the President but other officers of the Government speak of this 
as a compulsory provision. Exactly what they mean I do not under- 
take to say, except that in every case where it is spoken of it is by way 
of complaint. It is not an adjective put on the law to make it accept- 
able; it is not a praiseworthy adjective; it is a condemnatory one. I 
do not desire to confine my remarks ially to this act, but I say the 
execution of this law has been treated all the way through as a thing 
that ought not to have been done, a harsh measure upon the executive 

t of the Government, contrary to its will, by the legislative 
department. 

There are some other questions I should like to present, but it seems 
to me that upon the pending resolution it is not worth while. Isup- 

nobody will be found on this floor to vote the resolution. 
ee Rivers tee it comes from the committee that we shall have 
any facts that we have not now got. I think perhaps if the committee 
would go into an examination for the purpose of determining the ani- 
mus of this denial they might find in very many cases convincing proof 
to honest minds that not only the Treasurer but the Secretary of the 
Treasury and every subordinate branch of that great Department that 
has touched this ry common pease oe as to make if 
possible the people di wi execution e law. 

I have had occasion to speak on this floor once before of the statement 
which goes out that only $50,000,000 of this silver is in actual circula- 
tion. The President of the United States gave it out in that ~~ the 
Secretary of the Treasury gives it out in that way; the Comptroller of 
the Currency gives it out in that way. I said the other that they 
always follow with an explanation that there were some certificates out, 
but the explanation rarely reaches the people. The declaration that 
$50,000,000 only are in circulation is the one that strikes the public 
eye, and many and many a man who has read the President’s message 
has overlooked the subsequent statement that some silver certificates 
had been issued. What difference does it make whether the silver dol- 
lar circulates in that way or whether it circulates by the silver certifi- 
cate? The other day the Senator from Vermont inquired if the com- 
plaint against the late administration had not been that they would not 
circulate the silver dollar, and whether the complaint now is not that 
the present administration insists u circulating the silver dollar. 
There is as much circulation of the silver dollar when the silver certifi- 
cate goes into public use as there is of the silver dollar, and if there has 
been a change in the policy of the Government with reference to that, 
it has been because they believe that the issuing of the dollar, cumber- 
some and burdensome as it is, would render it objectionable to the peo- 
ple, and would further their ends toward discontinuing its coinage. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I suppose it is known to the 
Senators here who have taken the trouble to ascertain what my opin- 
ions are on the subject of silver, that I do not agree with the financial 
policy of the administration upon that particular subject. Very nearly 
two years ago, in the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, I had oc- 
casion to express my views upon the silver coinage of the country, and 
also to express some views in relation to the action of the executive 
department of the Governmentin relation to silver, and I may say here 
that if a proposition which I made then had received the sanction of 
Congress we would have been relieved to a very considerable extent of 
the trouble about which we are discussing now. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his remarks the other 
day showed the necessity tor some new legislation on the subject of sil- 
ver certificates. He showed that at certain seasons of the year there 
was a great demand in the South and in the West for silver dollars; 
not for silver dollars per se, but for small currency, one and two dollar 
bills, or a coinage of $1. He also showed that after the crops had been 
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gathered and the laborers had been paid and had spent their money those 
silver dollars came back to the great commercial centers of the country 
and became in the banks a burden, and therefore they desired to ex- 
change them for silver certificates. In the early part of the season sil- 
ver certificates would be presented for redemption, so that silver dol- 
lars might be had in order to go into the country, there being no sil- 
ver certificate of a less denomination than $10. After the crops had 
been gathered and the money had flowed back to the commercial cen- 
ters, then that operation was reversed. In the first place, silver cer- 
tificates were presented to the Treasury to get silver dollars to go into 
the country. 

In the next place, silver dollars were presented for silver certificates 
on account of the bulk of silver and the difficulty of storing it; so that 
this see-saw operation was going on at different periods of the year. At 
one season the small change needed for the purpose of paying laborers 
in the country wasdemanded for shipment into the country; at another 
season the silver dollars flowed back into the commercial centers, and 
then for convenience came the demand for the certificates. So, if there 
had been an authorization that silver certificates in one 
and two dollars and five-dollar bills should be issued by the Treasury, 
the silver would never have been disturbed from its lodging place in 
the vaults of the Treasury of the United States, because these small 
silver certificates would have gone to the country and performed all the 
offices which the silver dollars would have performed, and when they 
would return to the great commercial centers there would be no occa- 
sion on account of their bulk and their weight to deposit them in the 
United States Treasury. So it seems that if there has been trouble 
about this thing, if the people of this country have not had their wishes 
carried out with reference to silver certificates it is in a large d 

ing to the fault of Congress in not passing the on. 
This I say by way of premise to the few remarks I intend to submit. 

I shall not go into the wide field into which I have been invited by 
this debate to inquire what has been the general policy of the admin- 
istration in reference to silver. I take it I shall perform my duty when 
I shall have discussed the real question presented by the resolution of 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and by the report which has 
been made by the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to that resolu- 
tion. 

The Senator from Texas whosits beforeme [Mr. COKE] has stated the 
issue upon his side in about this way: That there has been on the part of 
the Treasury of the United States an open and flagrant violation of the 
law of the land. I to address some remarks to the Senate upon 
that issue. So far as I am able to ascertain—and I think I have been 
able to ascertain very clearly what is the action of the Treasury De- 
partment upon thesubject—that action has been in strict subordination 
tolaw. It may not have been what gentlemen may have desired itto 
be, but it was at least such action as was authorized by law, and the 
action which the assistant treasurer at New Orleans was asked to take, 
and which he is now denounced for not taking, would have been in 
violation of law. So I assert, in opposition to the position assumed 
by the Senator from Texas, that the action of the Treasury has not only 
not been in violation of law, but if the non-action complained of had 
really taken place it would have been in violation of law. 

Whatever may be the private or official views of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in reference to silver and, so far as I understand them, they 
differ from mine—he is entitled at the hands of the Senate, he is en- 
titled before the country and from those who differ from him in refer- 
ence to those opinions, to be tried at least by the law of theland. What 
that law is I read from the RECORD as it was put there by my friend 
who sits before me: 

Any holder of the coin authorized by this act— 

That is, the silver dollar— 
mana t the same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the 
United in sums not less than $10, and receive therefor— 

What? At New Orleans the complaint and the demand were that the 
holder making the deposit should receive a receipt from the treasurer 
for so many dollars estimated, but subject to count. That was the 
operation attempted to be performed at New Orleans as disclosed by 
this record. A bank in the country ships $25,000 directly to the as- 
sistant treasurer at New Orleans on account of a bank at New Orleans. 
The money is presented to the assistant treasurer by the agent of the 
express company. He has noauthority to receive silver certificates for 
it; he does not demand silver certificates for it. He asks for a receipt 
for so many dollars subject to count.“ 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. If I am wrong about the fact I desire to 
be corrected, but I am certainly not wrong about the law. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator is entirely wrong about the facts. Does 
not the correspondence show that it had been the custom uniformly to 
send silver dollars to the subtreasury in that way and exchange them 
for silver certificates? 

Mr.GEORGE. Yes, sir; but—— 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator further if there can be any conceiv- 
able reason for sending silver dollars to the subtreasury at New Orleans 
for any other purpose in God’s world than to be exchanged for silver 
certificates? 
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Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your question? 

Mr. COKE. I ask you that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whenever you get through with your questions I 
will answer. 

Mr. COKE. Lask that question. Do you know any other reason for 
which silver dollars are sent to a subtreasury by a bank except for ex- 
change for silver certificates, unless it be in payment of a debt? 

Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your questions? 

Mr. COKE. Les, sir. 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I will answer. The first question which the 
Senator from Texas propounded to me is, Does not this correspondence 
show that the custom under former administrations had been to receive 
silver from the express companies and give receipts therefor ‘‘ subject 
to count,“ and afterward issue silver certificates? I say it does; but 
we are not trying the Secretary of the Treasury by an illegal and un- 
authorized custom which grew up undera former administration; weare 
trying him by the law of the land, and that is what the Senator in his 
speech said he had violated and not a custom. I say that custom was 
illegal, because it was not authorized by law and it was in violation of 
law. 

Mr. COKE. Has the Senator the law ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir, I have the law before me, and I will read 
it. Let us see what the law says. The Senator says that this custom 
which had grown up under a former administration was in 

with law and not in violation of it, and upon that I take issue, and I 
will see who is right by the statute. 

Mr. COKE. There is no law of Congress which forbids it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator now says there is no law which forbids 
it. For a States-rights Democrat and a strict constructionist like my 
friend from Texas is to assume that the Treasurer of the United States 
may do what he pleases with the money of the United States unless 
there is a positive statute prohibiting it is a little singular. I thought 
when the law was laid down plainly in affirmative terms, prescribing 
the duty of an officer in reference to the currency of the country, and 
especially with reference to the treasure of the country, that law fur- 
nished the rule for the officer’s action, and when he did not act in ac- 
cordance with that law he acted in violation of it without any express 
prohibition contained in the statute. I will read again: 

That any holder— 

Yes, any holder.“ An expressman may do it. Ido not say the 
owner of the coin must put it there, but he must be a lawful holder. 
I do not say it requires the man who owns the money to put it there, 
but he must have, of course, lawful authority to put it there. He may 
be an agent, and if he has lawful authority as an agent, and therefore 
isa lawful holder of the coin, he may deposit it. What is he to receive 
for it when he does deposit it? The Senator from Texas and the other 
Senators who have criticised the action of the eee es this sub- 
ject say that he ought to give, not that which it is specified in the stat- 
ute he shall give, but give something else, and that itis the burden of 
Mr. Roach’s complaint that he ought to give a receipt, subject to 
count.’’ Let us see what the statute says he shall give: 

Sec. 3. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the 
same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States in sums 
not less than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each. 

Certificates of not less than $10 each— 
corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. 

He can not issue any sort of a certificate; he is obliged to issue cer- 
tificates of the denominations of not less than $10 and of the denomi- 
nations of the United States notes. It must be a $10 certificate, or a 
$20 certificate, or a $50 certificate, or a $100 certificate, or a $500 certifi- 
cate, or a $1,000 certificate, and if there be, as I understand there are, 
notes even higher than that, he may give certificates of such higher 
denominations, but he can not issue a certificate for $75 for $1,100 or 
for any other sum except a sum of the denomination of the United 
States notes. 

What did this man do when he presented this money to the assistant 
treasurer at New Orleans? He did not demand a certificate of that 
sort, and if the assistant treasurer had given a certificate for any other 
sum than the sum mentioned in the statute he would have acted in 
violation of law. Let us see what else: è 


Corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. 
deposited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the 
for the payment of the same on and. 

For the payment of the certificates then and there issued. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado would say that this would be a technical compli- 
ance with the law,'an adherence to the letter of the law but a violation 
of its spirit. In the first place, in answer to that argument, I have to 
say that when the letter of the law is plain, when the meaning of a 
statute is clear, yon have no right tospeculate about what its spirit is. Of 
all the dangerous heresies that have ever afflicted mankind in judicial 
and governmental affairs there is none more so than that a public offi- 
cial shall undertake to say that ‘‘while the plain letter of the law 
prescribes my duty thus and so, I will dive down a little deeper than 
that; I will disregard the plain language of the statute, and I will di- 
vine for myself what the spirit of it is, and I will go by that. 

Now, sir, that is the essence of tyranny and the essence of anarchy. 


The coin 
Treasury 


We have a plain rule upon that subject which is recognized by all law- 


yers and by all courts, that where the eof the statute is plain 
and unambiguous, as itis here, you must stick to the letter, because the 
letter is the law, and you can not speculate as to what the legislature 
may have intended to say when they did not say it. The duty is to 
ascertain what the legislature said, and not the motive and spirit which 
the legislator had in his bosom which he did not disclose but which 
some man thinks exists and constitutes the spirit of the statute. The 
spirit of the statute is nothing more nor less than what he who under- 
takes to state what it is wishes that the legislature had said and which 
the legislature wished not to say. 

There is a great deal more in this refusal of the assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans to receive this money upon this illegal receipt than 
has been su Let us see what was the object of Congress in 
passing the law. What did it prescribe? You, the holder, carry your 
money to the assistant treasurer, count it, get your silver certificates, 
ex the two, and when that operation is performed what is the 
legal result? It is this: the silver belongs to the Government and the 
certificate belongs to the depositor. There is an exchange. If, the 
moment after that transaction has been completed, the Government is 
robbed of the silver it is the Government’s loss. If the holder of the 
silver certificates is robbed it is his loss. That is the scheme and that 
is the transaction which the statute authorizes to be consummated 
Devon the holder of the certificate and the Treasurer of the United 

tates. 

But what was the transaction which the express company, the banks 
in Mississippi and Texas, and Mr. Roach, the cashier of the bank in 
New Orleans, desired the assistant treasurer to make? Let us see 
what would be the legal result of that transaction if it had been con- 
summated. Here comes the agent of the express company. He says, 
I have got here in these boxes $25,000 in silver. I want your re- 
ceipt for it, ‘subject to count,’ on account of the National Bank,” or 
some other bank of New Orleans. ` Suppose the assistant treasurer had 
done what he asked him to do and what he is denounced here for not 
doing, let us see what sort of a transaction that would have been in law. 

In the first place, who would have owned the money after it was 
deposited and before it was counted? Would it have belonged to the 
depositor or to the bank or to the treasurer? It is very clear that it 
would not have belonged to the treasurer, because it was an inchoate 
transaction, not completed till the final count. That is undoubted law. 
There was something else to be done to pass the title to it; it was to 
be counted. 

Here the United States Treasurer becomes by an illegal act the de- 
positary of private funds. Where is the law for that? Where is the 
statute which authorizes the Treasurer of the United States to become 
the bailee of money belonging to private individuals? There is none. 

I will go on a little further and look at this transaction in its other 
legal aspects. The treasurer gives a receipt and the receipt is handed 
to the bank. What control has the treasurer over that receipt? Sup- 
pose he counts the money the next day and finds it is all there just as 
he receipted for it, who does the money belong to then? It is still the 
money of the depositor, because he has got nothing forit except the pri- 
vate, the illegal, and unauthorized receipt given by the assistant treas- 
urer. He has got that receipt and nothing more. Suppose the de- 
positing bank does not return it. Suppose the bank says, We have 
got our money now in the subtreasury of the United States at New 
Orleans; there is plenty ofroom there forit, and it issafe there; and as 
Mr. Roach says in the letters here somewhere, our vaults are over- 
flowing with silver dollars and we have got no room for it, and we have 
succeeded in getting this $25,000 of silver money into the vaults of the 
United States Treasury and have got their receipt for it, and we do not 
want the certificates, and so we will not return the receipt nor de- 
mand the certificates of silver. 
oats BECK. I will state what would be a test, if the Senator will 

ow me, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. As was suggested before, this would be a test. If the 
receipt given to him for that money would not have been received the 
next day at the custom-house in payment for dutiable goods, then it is 
not the receipt the law contemplated. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was just going to show what this receipt was and 
how different it was from the things which the law authorizes to be put 
out. By the kindness of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] (because 
I rarely have anything of that sort) I have managed to get a ten-dollar 
silver certificate. Ifind, in the first place, that itis a promise on the part 
of the United States to pay $10 to bearer. It is not a receipt. It is an 
obligation of the United States to pay to bearer $10; and whoever gets 
that, whether by theft or fraud, by well-known rules of commercial law 
if he presents it to the Treasurer of the United States he may get the 
money upon it and the Government is acquitted. It is money, or rather 
it is currency. It cireulates as currency. 


I wish to call the attention of the Senate to another fact in relation 
to this matter. 
The object of the law of 1878 was to increase the currency of the 
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country, to make silver dollars currency, to put them in circulation 
among the people; and the object of the third section of the law now 
under consideration was, whenever you took the silver dollars out of 
the currency and put them in the Treasury you must put an equiv- 
alent amount of silver certificates into the currency so there would be 
no diminution of the currency of the country—none of this contraction 
of which my friend from Texas as well as myself havesucha great horror. 

Now, we will test this arrangement which they tried to make with 
the Treasurer of the United States at New Orleans by these rules and 
see how it squares with the statute. Recollect that the plain provision 
of the statute is that whenever so many silver dollars are taken out of 
circulation and put into the vaults of the United States Treasury the 
same amount exactly of silver certificates shall be put into circulation, 
so that there would be neither increase nor diminution of the circula- 
tion by the transaction. 

Let us see how that would stand with reference to the receipt which 
Senators are denouncing the Secretary of the Treasury for not giving. 
He gives a certificate or receipt which reads in about this way: Re- 
ceived of the Southern Express Company a paekage said to contain 
$25,000, subject to count.“ You put that into the hands of the depos- 
itor, and what is that? It is simply nothing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is in error in supposing that any cer- 
tificate is issued from the Treasury or from a subtreasury upon the re- 
ceipt of silvercoin except the silver certificate. The ordinary coursethe 
Senator will see. Ifaman should deposit in the subtreasury $25,000 
of silver coin a certificate might be issued by the receiving teller, 
which would be signed by the assistant treasurer, in the nature of a di- 
rection to the paying teller te pay out $25,000 of silver certificates; 
but there is no certificate given to the depositor which can circulate as 


money. 
' Mr. GEORGE. Suppose that is subject to count, how could he give 
his order to the other person to pay $25,000 until he counted it? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The subtreasurer simply certifies that A. B. has 
deposited in the $25,000. 
Mr. GEORGE. Subject to count. That is the way it is here. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That certificate is not given to the depositor at 
all; it is given to the paying teller as his authority to pay out $25,000 
of silver certificates. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is where the transaction is legitimate, as I in- 
sist it ought to be. It is only an order given by one man who receives 
the money to another man who pays the money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all right in a regular and 1 transaction. 
It is nothing but a check from one officer on another, which settles the 
transaction, One man counts in the silver dollars and another man 
pays out the silver certificates; there are two men doing it; but when 
we consider them as officials of the United States, when we consider it 
as the act of the Government, it is but the single act of the treasurer. 
It is true two men do it, but it is the single act of the treasury, and 
therefore you may consider it a simultaneous action. But that is not 


the thing which Mr. Roach wanted done. Let us see what his com- 
plaint is on that subject. In his letter of January 2 he says: 

DEAR SIR : Quite ber of The prame iei Mississippi, T 
nessee, — acive to — eee ee by which hey may deposit with the 
silver certificates, to be paid over to us, after count, for their credi 

That was the arrangement he desired to make. Then he proceeds: 

mary, and thinking it 
‘was a matter of course, several banks during the present 5 
silver dollars to the treasury ſor redemption — n that would 
refused assignin; o m % 
G the intermediary . second that he fo not 
e prom) 
come in on him for redemption under this 

Now I want to call the attention of the Senate especially to his 

To his first reason— 

That is about making the subtreasury an intermediary— 

the [privilege of tin d in sil 
JFF. 
for silver “subject to count.” 

Now I say that is a transaction which the law does not authorize. 
the law requires to be done. The law says that when the holder shall 
bring the silver dollars to the treasury the treasurer shall give not his 
nominations, That is the legal and proper way to make this trans- 
action. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK, New Orleans, January 2, 1888. 
subtreasury at New Orleans standard dollars for redemption, bee proceeds, in 
This method of redemption has heretofore been custo! 
this manner. But the assistant 
to receive it, 
make e the large amount of sil hich would babl; 
ptly un 0 ver w. probably 
further remark. He says: 
To his first reason I confess I do not see much force, for if e Danka 
cates it 
Not silver certificates—but his receipt— 
It not only does not authorize it, but it is in express violation of what 
receipt, ‘‘subject to count,“ but give silver certificates of certain de- 
x This is not what Mr. Roach and the banks wanted done. They de- 


manded that something else should be done—that the subtreasurer 
should give his receipt for $25,000, ‘‘subject to count.“ The money, the 
dollars, whether twenty-five thousand or more or less, are demanded to 
be placed in the subtreasury of the United States, though they do not 
belong to the United States. They belong to the holder. 

Now, what is the legal effect of this receipt that is to go out? As 
suggested by my learned friend from Kentucky, it can not be received 
in dues to the Government; it can not pay duties. Let us see, now, how 
a man would undertake to pay duties with this receipt, even if the offi- 
cer receiving duties was willing to violate the law to receive it. Sup- 
pose he owed the Government $25,000 for duties. The holder brings 
his receipt and offers it. It is not the $25,000 due, nor the representa- 
tive of it; it is not even prima facie evidence that $25,000 has been de- 
posited. The $25,000 mentioned in such a receipt means nothing, be- 
cause it is ‘‘subject to count.’? It would have the same legal force and 
value precisely if it had said: Received from the express company a 
package said to contain silver, which, when we count, we will account 
for.” Itis not even presumptive evidence that $25,000 has been de- 
posited. I submit to my friend from Texas this case: Suppose a trans- 
action between two private parties and one had given his receipt for 
$25,000 ‘‘subject to count,“ and he did not pay it, and the holder of 
the receipt was to bring his action at law to recover on that receipt, 
could he read that receipt to the jury and to the court and ask for a 
judgment for $25,000? Most certainly he could not, because there is 
no assertion in it that $25,000 has been received; it is only a statement 
that there may be $25,000 if it turns out so on the count. So when 
such a receipt by the assistant treasurer gets out it is nothing. The 
certificates authorized by law to be issued are currency; this illegal 
receipt is nothing; it is not negotiable; it can not be legally passed 
from one to another; if the receipt was stolen from the depositing bank 
the day it was received the bank would lose nothing; it would still 
have the same claim for the $25,000 or whatever the sum might be 
found to be by the count that he had before the receipt was stolen. 
It is not a negotiable paper at all, and for that very reason it would 
be to the interest of the bank having a paper of that sort with the 
silver dollars in the United States Treasury not to present it until it 
needed the dollars, there being absolute security for the dollars while 
in the United States Treasury. The bank has made the United States 
Treasurer the guarantor of its $25,000 against fire and against thieves. 
Isay that is a transaction which the statute of the United States does 
not authorize, and I say in addition to that that if a custom grew up 
by which such a dealing could be had it wasa custom which it was the 
duty of a Democratic administration as soon as it got into power to 
break down, a custom ‘‘more honored in the breach than in the ob- 
servance,’’ because it was a custom not authorized by law but in viola- 
tion of law. 

Now with this explanation of the transaction it is plain that there is 
no occasion for all this denouncing of the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
am not going toadvocate the peculiar views the Secretary of the Treasury 
has upon silver, because I do not agree with him. I believe that silver 
is a proper constitutional coin; I believe that silver certificates fur one, 
two, five, and ten dollars, and whatever other denomination we may 
adopt, is the very best method by which silver can circulate among the 
people with the most practical convenience to them, and I am ready here, 
as I was two years ago, to vote fora proposition by which they shall 
have these silver certificates in these small sums, so that silver through 
these representatives may circulate freely wherever theyare wanted. 

As to the other charges which have been made against the Secretary 
of the Treasury I will say but little. I believe there was some charge 
that he would not exchange silver certificates for gold. I am not going 
into that now to any great extent, because that is not involved in this 
issue. If a Senator complains that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
violated any duty imposed upon him by refusing to exchange silver cer- 
tificates for gold coin it is but right that he should have the same privi- 
lege in reference to that complaint that he has had in reference to the 
complaints in the resolutions of the Senator from Louisiana, let him 
have an opportunity to give his reasons. But, Mr. President, it wasa 
little APE PE that the refusal of the Secretary to give silver certificates 
for gold should be made the subject of denunciation here when upon 
my inquiry if there was any law authorizing or requiring the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue certificates for silver on the deposit of gold it 
is found there is no such law. 

Let us examine into the matter of giving silver certificates for gold a 
little further. Suppose my friend from Texas should go with a hun- 
dred dollars in gold to the Treasury of the United States and that he 
should tender it, saying, ‘‘ I want to deposit this gold and I wanta silver 
certificate.’? The gold is placed in the Treasury and the silver certificate 
is issued. I say that is a transaction which the face of the paper does 
not represent. In other words, I say that it is a transaction in viola- 
tion of the only writing that has occurred between the ies. 


parti 
My friend from Texas tenders his hundred dollars or his $10 to the 
Treasurer and gets a silver certificate, and what does the silver certifi- 
cate say? It contains an assertion on the part of the Government of 
some fact. Does this certificate say that $10 in gold has been deposited 
with the Treasurer, and that the Treasurer will redeem it by paying 
$10 in silver? No, sir. 


1886. 


Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator that in the latest report the 
Secretary of the Treasury says there were $38,000,000 of silver certifi- 
cates in the Treasury. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was going on to say that the thing that would be 
done would be in violation of the only written record made of it. That 
record is contained in the silver certificate, and certifies that ten silver 
dollars have been deposited. But no silver was deposited. 

But all this complaint is a little strange any way. I hear the Senator 
from Colorado, who is the great par excellence friend of silver, every time 
he speaks commending the silver dollar as equal in all respects to gold. 
I hear my friend from Texas doing the same thing. Under the law of 
the United States they say that a silver dollar of 412} grains is equal 
to a gold dollar; that they are interchangeable, each being the exact 
equal of the other. If that is so, what blame can be attached to the 
Treasurer of the United States for not swapping a silver certificate for 
a gold dollar, when he makes nothing for the Government by the trans- 
action? Who has a right to complain of his refusal? If the Treasurer 
does something he is not required by law to do there ought to be some 
benefit accruing to the Government of the United States from the trans- 
action. According to my friend from Texas and my friend from Colo- 
rado the gold dollar is worth neither more nor less than the silver dollar, 
neither more nor less than the silver certificate; and yet the Treasurer 
is denounced for not doing the foolish and at the same time unauthor- 
ized thing of swapping a thing for another, both being exactly equal— 
one black-eyed pea for another, both being exactly alike and of exactly 
the same value. 

My friend from Texas is a Democratic Senator, and denounces the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I am not criticising his course, because I 
have no doubt he is inspired with the loftiest motives of patriotism 
and of duty to his people in the course he pursues. I have known him 
long enough to be willing to state that about all his actions here; but 
I also have a right to as a Democratic Senator, representing in 
part not so great a State, it is true, as my friend does, not so t in 
population, not so great in resources, but as true and as devoted to the 
Constitution and to the interests of this country as Texas. The people 
of Mississippi are as good, and as patriotic, and as Democratic as the 
people of Texas. And so representing them, when I differ as I do from 
the administration on its silver policy (and I shall take occasion be- 
fore this Congress adjourns to develop my views on silver more fully), 
I feel it to be my duty as well as my pleasure when I see the adminis- 
tration or any of its members wrongfully charged with violation of law 
to make that defense for them which the law of the land gives them. 
In this instance there has been no violation of law, but a strict observ- 
ance of it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I had no idea that the resolution which 
I offered would have led to such an extended debate. The resolution 
sought to accomplish two objects. The first was that the Senate should 
inquire whether the same facilities were afforded by the subtreasury 
at New Orleans as were afforded by other subtreasuries; and the second 
was whether there was an adequate clerical force to discharge the duties 
of that office. I sent a dispatch this morning to Mr. Roach, the cashier 
of the bank at New Orleans, to inform me whether the banks of Texas 
and Tennessee had shipped that silver to the subtreasury for the pur- 
pose of obtaining therefor silver certificates, and also to explain the 
method of transacting that business with reference to shipments of coin 
to the subtreasury at New Orleans and the bank agency at New Orleans. 
I merely rise now for the purpose of reading his answer. It confirms 
the view that I expressed day before yesterday that these banks were not 
intending, as the subtreasurer believed or ted, to use the su 
treasury as an intermediary between banks, and the whole transaction 
was simply this: that the shipper from the interior shipped silver dollars 
directly to the subtreasury with instructions that the subtreasury 
should deliver to the correspondent in New Orleans the silver certifi- 
cates; and that was all. Therefore I ask leave to read the answer to my 


dispatch. 
New ORLEANS, LA., February 10, 1888. 
Hon. J. B. Eustis, United States Senate: 

Shippers sought to get rid of excessive silver by shipping to subtreasurer, 
asking that silver cates therefor be turned over to their New Orleans cor- 
respondents. 

That was the whole of it. It was a mere case of That 
seems to have been a practice, whether in violation of law or not I do 
not know; but I understand that it had been the custom, and that 
there is no msibility in such a transaction; that the principal in 
the interior ships silver dollars directly to the subtreasury at New Or- 
Jeans, and directs that instead of the silver certificates being sent to 
him in the interior they be delivered to his correspondent in New Or- 
leans; and if the shipper chooses to take that risk and do that mode 
of business, he has a right to do it. He adds: 

Subtreasurer declined to receive from express because, firstly, he doubted pro- 


priety of Treasury becoming intermediate between country and city banks; sec- 
ondly, for lack of clerical force. I feel assured provision of sufficient clerks 


would remedy everything. 
T. R. ROACH, Cashier, 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President, when I was addressing the Senate a while 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator from Texas yield toa motion 
for an executive session? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


1325 


Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me just two or three minutes; 
I am not going to occupy the floor long. When I was addressing the 
Senate awhile ago I referred to the letter of Mr. Roach, and now desire 
to call attention to it again, for the purpose of showing that people who 
reside in New Orleans experience the same treatment complained of by 
the Texas and Tennessee banks. He says this: 


This year, however, the subtreasury at this point declines to receive silver 
from the country banks, though the latter write me that this facility is still ac- 
corded them by other subtreasuries, In this the Treasurer of the United States 
sustains our assistant treasurer; and I, therefore, presume he is right as a matter 
oflaw. But the subtreasurer virtually refuses to receive it from depositors in 
this 122 also; that is to say, he so limits the amount and receives it so seldom 
that it is practically a refusal. 


That is the proposition I set out to establish and which I think is 
clearly established by this correspondence. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi has made an exceedingly able and ingenious speech here in de- 
fense of this officer. He may technically be right, but that the spirit 
and essence and substance of the law of 1878 for the issuance of sil- 
ver certificates has been defeated and nullified in the city of New Or- 
leans there is no sort of question if we can believe the testimony of 
this gentleman, a prominent business man in New Orleans, who is in- 
dorsed by the Senator from Louisiana as a good and thoroughly reliable 
business man. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my friend from Texas, with his per- 
mission, why this administration does not turn this Republican rascal 
out and put in a Democrat who understands his duties under the law? 


(Laughter. ] 

Mr. COKE. Is he a Republican? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know. I assume if he is so bad as that, 
he must be. 

Mr. COKE. It makes no difference with me whether he is a Re- 
publican or a Democrat. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask who this officer is and how long he has 
been in office? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know anything about the politics of the officer. 
I know that this law is being violated if the testimony of Mr. Roach 
is to be believed; I know that the people of my State are suffering from 
it; I know that the silver currency is sought to be discounted on ac- 
count of it, and I believe it to be a crime against the country and its 
prosperity and its people for any officer to depreciate its currency by a 
refusal to carry out a law which he has been sworn to execute and has 
been placed in office to execute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Will the Senator from Texas tell me if he knows 
who this officer is and how long he has been in office? 

Mr, COKE. I eg deere the name of the officer from the corre- 
a before the te. I do not know how long he has been in 
office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend from Louisiana or both my 
friends whom I see on my left whether this is one of the old officers or 
some new man who is inexperienced in affairs or what he is? 

Mr. GIBSON. He is a gentleman appointed by this administration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a very bad state of things. [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The letter which has just been read was not among 
those which are included in the official report. 

Mr. COKE. It is a letter that the Senator from Louisiana sent to 
the Clerk’s desk two days ago from Mr. Roach. 

Mr. GEORGE. Directed by Mr. Roach to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has never been before the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury ? 

Mr. COKE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say in justice to that officer that an ex 
parte statement of that sort ought not to be considered as against the 
Secretary of the Treasury. He ought to have the privilege of saying 
what his side is. 

Mr. COKE. He will have that privilege when the committee in- 
e a ee subject. I believe this man I think he has told 

e truth. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi says there has been 
no violation of law. I produce the testimony of a reputable gentleman 
from New Orleans that there has been, and I state further that under 
former administrations of the subtreasury at New Orleans the people 
throughout the South received silver certificates whenever they pre- 
sented their silver dollars. I am not informed that there are fewer 
clerks now there than there were then. I presume there is the same 
number of clerks there now that there was then, If the Treasurer of 
the United States or |the subtreasurer have ever asked in any report 
made to Congress for an increase of their clerical force, their reports fail 
to show it so far as I have been able to examine, To say that he has 
not sufficient clerical force when his ecessors did have it seems to 
me to leave this gentleman in the attitude of having been deficient in 
some vital respects in the administration of his olige, for there is ag 
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question about the fact that the people have failed to get an execution 
of the law of 1878, and are suffering a depreciation of their principal 
currency from that fact not only in Texas and in other States adjacent 
to New Orleans, but, as this gentleman says, in the city of New Orleans. 
I will read again what he says: 

But the subtreasurer virtually refuses to receive it— 


Silver— 
from depositors in this city also; that is to say, he so limits the amount and re- 
ceiyes it so seldom that it is practically a refusal. 

Here is a refusal by the officer to obey the law to the detriment and 
injury of the people. Thatisthe proposition. All thesefine-spun argu- 
ments of the Senator from Mississippi, in which he may be technically 
correct, avail nothing when met by this fact, and I hope the committee 
will take charge of this resolution and give it a thorough investigation. 
The idea that for the want of one or two clerks the whole monetary 
system of the country is to be thrown into confusion and half of its 
money depreciated is too poor and flimsy a pretext to beset up here in 
defense of the conduct of the subtreasurer at New Orleans. Nobody 
can be deceived by it. It is yA be nothing else. It is in line 
with all the other conduct of Treasurer in respect to silver. His 
explanation is a lame and impotent one, and it ought to be inquired 
into. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I stated to-day that I had been informed by the Treas- 
urer of the United States that $25,000 had been lost at New Orleans in 
consequence of the former practice of receiving money not counted and 
giving a receipt subject to count. I have just received this telegram 
from the Treasurer, which I desire to read: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 10, 1886. 


to $15,000 were held in the cash-drawer as money, the 
banks had been paid, which was not the case. 
©. N. JORDAN. 


By virtue of that practice $15,000 was found to be deficient. 
BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 41) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co. be recom- 
„00 


Hon. W. CALL, Senate: 
The receipts amoun 
teller representing that 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 10th day of February, 1886. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

John D. Kennedy, of South Carolina, to be consul-generalat Shanghai, 

to fill a vacancy. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

Henry White, of Maryland, to be secretary of the legation at London, 
vice William J. Hoppin, resigned. 

Charles P. Phelps, of Vermont, to be second secretary of the legation 
at London, vice Henry White, promoted. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


George M. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United 
comer aaa district of Massachusetts, vice George P. Sanger, term ex- 
pired. 

Allen R. Bushnell, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Wisconsin, vice H. M. Lewis, term expired. 

Lewis L. McArthur, of Oregon, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Oregon, vice J. F. Watson, term expired. 

Stephen A. Walker, of New York, to be attorney of the United States 
for the sonthern district of New York, vice Elihu Root, resigned. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Galusha Pennell, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Michigan, vice Salmon S. Matthews, whose term 
expires February 17, 1836. ~ 

isto a Franks, of California, to be marshalof the United States 
3 FC Drew, whose term expires 
CONSUL. 


Berthold Greenebaum, of San Francisco, Cal., to be consul of the 
United States at Apia, vice Theodore Canisius, suspended. 


TOST MASTERS. 

Charles C. Commerford, at Waterbury, New Haven County, Connect- 
icut, vice John W. Hill, term expired. 

H. Hungerford Drake, at West Winsted, Litchfield County, Con- 
necticut, vice Benjamin F. Marsh, term expired. 

Frank H. Smith, at Sycamore, DeKalb County, Ilinois, vice Charles 
F. Martin, term expired. 

John S. Rogers, at Beloit, Mitchell County, Kansas, vice William H. 
Mitchell, resigned. 

John H. Koop, at Brainerd, Crow Wing County, Minnesota, vice 
Wilder W. Hartley, resigned. 

Joseph B. Boyle, at Westminster, Carroll County, Maryland, vice 
Abraham H. Huber, term expired. 

William L. Force, at Plainfield, Marion County, New Jersey, vice 
Elias R. Pope, term expired. 

Orange Pomeroy, at Chardon, Geauga County, Ohio, vice Wilder C. 
Parsons, term expired. 

Alva R. Beckwith, at Jefferson, Ashtabula County, Ohio, vice Joseph 
A. Howells, term expired. 2 

Walter S. Braden, at New Brighton, Beaver County, Pennsylvania, 
vice Elizabeth B. Cuthbertson, term expired. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Nomination withdrawn February 10, 1886. 


William Dorsheimer, to be United States attorney for the southern 
district of New York, he having resigned the office. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1886. 


The House metati2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, as follows: 

Almighty God, the nation to-day stands as mourner beside the bier of 
an excellent upright citizen, a great captain, a man of stainless name 
and record. We humbly beseech Thee to uphold and console the be- 
reaved wife in her ble affliction; to care for and befriend the 
orphaned grandchildren, and fulfill Thine ancient word, to be the hus- 
band of the widow and the father of the fatherless. 

Impress upon us all the solemn lesson of these sudden departures; and 
may our hearts be set to obey Thy commandments, and pass our time in 
rest and quietness, with the assurance that they who live alife of duty, 
fearing God and loving the neighbor, shall have an immortality of 
and blessedness at Thy right hand. Through Jesus Christ our 
Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceeding was read and approved. 


TARIFF ACT OF 1883. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House calling for in- 
formation upon questions arising under the tariff act of 1883; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


HOSPITAL STEWARDS, DEPARTMENT OF THE EAST. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the , transmitti mdence in regard to quartering 
hospital stewards in the t of the East, and asking an appro- 
priation of $58,765 for construction of quarters; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ESTIMATES, BUREAU OF LABOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the In- 
terior for salaries and expenses in the Bureau of Labor for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 


rd. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER, in accordance with the rule, laid before the House 
Senate bills and a joint resolution; which were read a first and second 
time, and severally referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of the old site of Fort Brady, 
Michigan, and for a new site and the construction ofsuitable buildings 
thereon—to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (S. 1120) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Omaha National Bank of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency; 

A bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain property in the city of Chicago and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) toamend the statute in relation to the im- 
mediate ion of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
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section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PETTIBONE, for ten days, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily; and to Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, until the 20th instant; to 
Mr. BURLEIGH, for one week; to Mr. CAMPBELL, for three days, and 
to Mr. Foran, for four days, all on account of important business. 


DEATH OF GENERAL HANCOCK. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Speaker, 1 offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk, and“ask that it be read and tly considered. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has learned with 
irre ble loss which the country has s 

man Maj. Gen. Winfield S. Hancock. 

Resolved, That this House, in common with all his countrymen, mourn the 
death of him who was the stainless soldier for the Union in war, and the un- 
daunted defender of the Constitution and of civil liberty in peace, and at all 
times the stainless man and the incorruptible patriot. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect and affection for the exalted virtues of this 
hero — gobo this House do now adjourn, 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be directed to transmit to the widow 
of the honored dead a copy of these resolutions and the assurance of the heart- 
beer, weary of the House in the sorrowful bereavement which is alike hers 
an nation’s, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolutions? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions were agreed to; and in accordance therewith (at 12 
o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


found sorrow of the great and 
ed in the death of that great and 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 11, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 4 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a memorial of 
Local eee er of des Philadelphia, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the passage of certain bills as to pilots and pilotage. 
The memorial will be referred to the Committee 3 

Mr. FRTE. Does the memorial indicate which pilotage bill it op- 


poses? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It indicates the bill introduced by 
Senator FRYE.” 

Mr. FRYE. I introduced three. I wish such memorialists would 
inform me which one they 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The number of the bill is not given 
in the memorial. 

2 05 ee of tora 3 s pano of Excelsior Local As- 
sembly No. , Knights of Labor, o Moi I ing for 
the organization of a Territorial form of Siaa ant Gn TA 
Territory and for the opening of all ic and unoccupied lands in that 
Territory to settlement under the homestead laws; whi 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I a petition numerously signed by mem- 
bers of E. P. Baker Post, No. 40, Department of Kansas, Grand Arm 
of the Republic, of Baldwin City, Kans., praying such legislation as wi 
embody the recommendations of the national pension committee of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

ane ee Was 1 to. 

Ir. INGALLS. Talso present a paper headed Oklahoma petition,” 
addressed to me as an individual member of the Senate, signed by the 
officers of Local Assembly No. 1800, Knights of Labor, at Topeka, Kans., 
praying for legislation concerning the Indian Territory and Indian res- 
ervations. I observe that many of these papers have been treated as 
petitions and referred to the appropriate committee. seem to be 
forms of a printed petition, which has been sent out, I assume, from 
some central organization, and are forwarded here in response to that 
suggestion. How far they may represent the views of the organiza- 
tions by whom they are signed I have no means of knowing. I have 
sent many of these directly to the Committee on Indian Affairs, not 
knowing that they could be treated as petitions; but inasmuch as other 
Senators have presented them to the Senate, I ask that this petition 
may be received and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
80 referred. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of F. A. Noeller, late a private in 
Company K, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteers, praying 
to have the charge of desertion removed from his military record; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also 


presented a petition of ladies of Rockford, III., praying the 
adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution forbidding dis- 
franchisement of women on account of sex; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Monmouth, III., 
and a petition of Knights of Labor of Galesburg, III., praying that all 


public and ied lands in the Indian Territory be opened to home- 
stead settlement, and that a Territorial government be established 
therein; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of McKnight & Richard- 
son, who were engaged in business in El Paso, Tex., in 1861, praying to 
be remunerated for certain losses incurred by them in connection with 
furnishing supplies to the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Mr. Beach and other officers 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Madison, Wis., pray- 
ing for the adoption of asixtebnth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States conferring the elective franchise on all citizens without 
—. to sex; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. CULLOM presented a petition of the Galesburg Local Assembly 
of the Knight of Labor, of Illinois, praying for the opening to settle- 
ment of all public and unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago Typographical Union, 
remonstrating against the passage of the international copyright bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition adopted by the New York quar- 
terly meeting of the Society of Friends, held in New York city on the 
27th of January, 1886, praying for the passage of the scientific temper- 
ance instruction bill for all schools under control of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, to wit, in the District of Columbia, Territories, Military and 
Naval Academies, Indian and colored schools; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a memorial of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
remonstrating against the of the bill (S. 485) to amend the 
charter of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway 
Company, of W. on, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred 
the following bi them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a port of entry at 
Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine; and 

A bill (S. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in the 
State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 147) to reimburse 8. Fisher for 
losses sustained by fire in Japan, November 26, 1866, submitted an 
adverse re thereon. i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: 

A bill (S. 715) to provide for the sale of a part of the reservation, sit- 
nate in the State of Nebraska, of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, and 


for other ; and 
A bill & 1433) for the relief of the Miami Indians of Kansas. 
Mr. from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 


‘referred the bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 


settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at 
Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


CONVICT LABOR AT PEORIA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a Senate resolution, papers relating to the employment 
of convict labor on a public building in Peoria, III. The letter was re- 
ferred with a desire on the part of a standing committee of the Senate 
to have it printed. The cost of printing the usual number will be $44. 
The committee instruct me to report in favor of printing the usual num- 
ber. 


The report was agreed to. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a message from the President of the United States, transmitting, in 
response to a Senate resolution, a letter of the Secretary of the Interior 
and copies of the reports of the Government directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company. Two resolutions were referred to the com- 
mittee—one to print the usual number of the reports and the other to 
print, in addition to the usual number, 3,000 copies for the use of Con- 
gress, for distribution by the two Houses. The committee report that 
the cost of printing the usual number of these reports will be $702.25, 
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and that 3,000 additional copies will cost $826. The committee, deem- 
ing it a matter of very great importance that the reports should be 
placed before Congress in a convenient form in view of matters pertain- 
ing to the road which are likely to come before Congress at this session, 
report in favor of printing the usual number and 3,000 additional copies. 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 8 That in addition 
to the usual number there be printed of the letter oſ the ent of the dth in- 
stant, 5 the Senate a of the reports of the Government di- 
rectors of the Union ifie Railroad A together with said reports, 3,000 
copies, 1,000 for the use of the Senate and 2, È 

resentatives. 


or the use of the House of Rep- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1459) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter A. Donaldson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1460) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Akron, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1461) granting a pension to John W. 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1462) for the relief of the 
widow of the late Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Haskin, United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1463) granting arrears of pension 
to Mary Helena Mahan; which was read twice ly its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Michael 

Carter, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
i rs, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
AR. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1465) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Grand Island, in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public 1 and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stephen R. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. Mar- 

t Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1468) for the relief of David Morrow; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1469) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, 
widow of the late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Afmirs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1470) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Richard T. Greene; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1471) to remove the * 
desertion from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutan - 
eral of the Army against certain soldiers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CHACH introduced a bill (S. 1472) for the relief of Peter K. 
Dederick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1473) for the relief of Susan E. 
Alger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1474) for the extension and repair of 
the public building at Me.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1475) granting a ion to Isabel 
George; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1476) to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved June 12, 1884, entitled An act to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin;’? which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, $ 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1477) for the relief of Nathaniel 
McKay and the executors of Donald McKay; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1478) to authorize the printing 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on eae, 

Nr. DA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1479) for the relief 
of the Atlantic Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Ho also introduced a bill (S. 1480) for the relief of John J, Curtis and 


ro tem; 2 
1 A bill 8 22 


the executors of Edward S. Tilden; which was read twice by its title, 
and reſerred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1481) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Col. Charles E. Copehart; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1482) for the relief of James A. 
Galbraith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1483) abrogating 
all treaties heretofore made and now operative between the United 
States Government and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they, or any of 
them, provide for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the 
United States; and in so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United 
States from absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United 
States, and repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they, or any of 
them, recognize or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, 
and absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, 
excepting only diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting 
the landing of any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic and 
other officers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I move that the bill lie on the table 
to be called up hereafter. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 39) to authorize 
the printing of the proceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of 
the late James A. Garfield, President of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. A special and important committee of the Senate, 
I understand, is obliged to go this afternoon to New York to make some 
investigations there and other committees of fhe Senate are very much 
occupied with important measures. In view of that fact, though I 
should be very glad for one to get on with the public business that is 
on the Calendar, I think we shall do more good to the country by work- 
ing in committee to-morrow than inthe Senate. Accordingly, I move 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is impossible to hear a word that the Senator 


says. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wasstating that in view of the fact that an im- 
portant committee of the Senate has to go to New York this afternoon 
to make investigations there under an order of the Senate and other 
committees have important business that ought to be sooner or later 
before us, I thought that the public service, notwithstanding we ought 
to get on with the Calendar, would be better promoted by adjourning 
over from to-day rather than from to-morrow, and accordingly I moved 
than when the te adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SILVER DEPOSITS AT SUBTREASURIES. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the resolution submitted by Mr. Eustis on the 8th instant, 
which was to add to the resolution: 


The committee also inquire of and concerning the alleged defalcation in the 
subtreasury at New Orleans mentioned in the tel m G. N. Jo r 
Treasurer, addressed to Senator CALL, and presen by him to the Senate on 
the 9th instant, and whether such defalcation was in any wise connected with 
the exchange of silver dollars for silver certificates. 


The amendment was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


to change the name of the National Bank of Winona; 
A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; and 
A bill (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
Rock. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the case of the bill for the relief of Frances 
H. Plummer may be withdrawn from the files for use before the Committee on 
War Claims of the House, there having been no adverse report, 


COL. GEORGE W. GETTY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem If there are no concurrent or other. 
resolutions” the Calendar is now in order under Rule VIII, and the 
first bill on the Calendar will be announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. 
Getty, United States Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list 
of the Army with the and sero a brigadier-general. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Iobject to that bill; and if it is to be considered now. 
I desire to discuss it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1329 


1 I did not understand the remark of the Senator from 
inois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state what I meant by my objection. There 
was an agreement made a few days ago in regard to the bill, At that 
time I did not have the papers present which I have now, and it was 
understood that the bill should not lose its place on the Calendar. I 
am perfectly willing that it shall retain its place on the Calendar, and 
I am ready to discuss it this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the five-minute rule? 

Are LOGAN. I should rather not proceed under the five-minute 
e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill comes up under the eighth 
rule, which limits the debate to five minutes. When a Senator objects 
the bill goes over for general debate, to be called up at some other time. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I desire to discuss it. I can not do so 
in five minutes, however. 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 18) forthe relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill was reported by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] from the Committee on Claims. He is not 
present this morning, and he asked me that it might be postponed 
when it was next reached until he came in, as it would be the subject 
of some debate. I ask that the bill be passed over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over without losing its place on the Calendar. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK, 


The bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. ALLISON and Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 
W. H. POWELL. 


The bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 4, the name W. H. Powell,“ to insert ‘“‘ surviving 
partner of the firm of W. H. Powell & Co.,“ and in line 13, after the 
word Ohio,“ to insert and in full satisfaction of all claims of the 
said W. II. Powell & Co., and of said W. H. Powell against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in any manner arising out of the said assess- 
e seizure and sale or loss of said property;’’ so as to make 

e bi $ 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to W. H. Powell, surviving partner of the firm of W. H. Powell & 
Co., out of any money in the jury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$498.54, which shall be in full compensation for damage sustained by reason of 
an erroneous assessment, and seizure therefor, on or about the Ist day of 
1871, of a certain distillery bonded warehouse numbered 16, with cattle-pens, 
machinery, and fixtures, then owned by the firm of W. H. Powell & Co., of the 
third collection district of Ohio, and in full satisfaction of all claims of the said 
W. H. Powell & Co., and of said W. H. Powell, 8 the Government of the 
United States, in any manner arising out of the said assessment, and the seizure 
and sale or loss of said property; and to release the judgment now standing 
against said W. H. Powell & Co., and John Mills and others, of Dayton, Ohio, 
as their sureties, 


The amendments were to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
January 14, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred bill S. 269, submit the follow- 


ing report: 

Tue claimant is the surviving partner of the firm of W. H. Powell & Co., which 
was in business as distillers at Chambersburg, in the third collection dis- 
trict of Ohio, from some time in November, 1868, to the 26th day of January, 1869. 
puing this period the monthly assessments upon their business were regularly 
made by one O. C. Maxwell, the United States assessor for that district, and the 

romptly paid by the firm, the amount paid by them aggregating 
$834.83, which were receipted for in full by D. W. Schaeffer, United States col- 
lector for that district. 

Subsequent examinations, by the proper officers of the Internal Revenue De- 

ent, developed the fact that the sum of $834.33, so paid by said firm during 
be period „ was $6.76 in excess of the amount justly assessable upon 
eir property. 

The business of the firm was discontinued on the 26th day of January, 18%. 
because of scarcity of water, and the inferior quality of grain then obtainable. 
The water supply was variable, being inadequate for the lar operation of 


the distillery, even at its minimum producing capacity, and necessitating re- 
ductions and increase from time to time in their capacity, and even temporary 
suspensions of the business. 


Due notice was given by the firm of the commencement of business, and the 
reduction and increase of capacity from time to time, and of the suspensions 
and final discontinuance of business, and upon due applications to the proper 
revenue officers the permits required by law in the pean were obtained by 
the firm. The assistant assessor, however, in mak ng returns to his superior 
officer of the temporary nsions, omitted to state, in some of his tes, 
what the papers showed to have been in fact true, there were at those times 
no mash, wort, or beer in the distillery, or on the premises. 

Upon each notice of suspension or resumption of business, the proper locks, 
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seals, and fastenings were placed upon and removed from the doors, tubs, &c., 
by the proper officers. 

After the discontinuance of the business Mr. Maxwell retired from the office 
of United States assessor, and was succeeded by George G. Johnson, who, be- 
cause of technical defects and omissions in the certificates of the assistant as- 
sessor before mentioned, made a reassessment on form 89 for the month of Jan- 
br 1869, upon the maximum capacity of the distillery. 

Mr. Maxwell, who was assessor during the entire period in which Powell & 
Co. were in business, says in an affidavit on file in the Department: 

“It was my duty to make the assessment, and it was made with full knowl- 
edge of the facts. It was reported to and confirmed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, and the parties on my recommendation settled the same in 
full and quit the business of distilling. I am of the opinion, and then was, that 
they were assessed the full amount authorized by law, and believe that any re- 
assessment, such as is made in form 89, is erroneous, and cor uently illegal,” 

The reassessment thus wrongfully made amounted to $1,491.87, which Powell 
& Co. declined to pay, and the property was seized by the Government and sold 
for $226.50, which was the sum required to cover the expenses of seizure and 
sale. The Government bid it in and subsequently sold it for the same amount. 

Suit was also brought on the distiller's bond, and judgment obtained after the 
death of McDowell, the junior partner of Powell & Co., for $1,586.56, which cov- 
ered the reassessment, penalty, and interest. Powell, the surviving partner, 
paid $206.25 on the judgment in 1874,and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
ordered that it be no further enforced. 

The United States district attorney, Mr. Bateman, who had of the suit 
upon the bond, states ina letter before the committee that the defendants offered 
to show the facts as to the erroneous reassessment, but the court ruled out the 
evidence, oe ty annat the law the reassessment to be conclusive in the suit 
upon the bond. The district attorney declares it to be his opinion that the ro- 
assessment was in fact illegal; and that if the parties had paid it they would 
have been entitled to recover back the money. 

The seizure and the first and subsequent sale of the property by the Govern- 
ment were made while the claimant was absent from the State of Ohio. were 
without his 5 and he had therefore no 3 to bid in the prop- 
erty or procure it to be done, or to appeal for relief to the proper officer of the 
Treasury De ment. 

The committee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to receive from 
the Government the sum of $198.54, the amount named in the bill, made up of 
the following items: For original overpayment, $65.76; the amount received by 
Government on sale of property, $226.50; the amount paid by Powell, as sur- 
viving partner, on the judgment rendered upon the bond. 28; and that the 
iu ent in the action in the bond should be satisfied, and Powell & Co., and 
W. H. Powell, as survivor, and their and each of their sureties, relieved from 
further liability and obligation, of every kind, in the premises, 

It is proper to mention the fact that the claim embracing the items last above 
mentioned was reported favorably by the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives in the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Con- 
gresses. It was also reported favorably by the Senate Committee on Claims in 
the . and Forty-eighth Congresses, and the bill passed the Senate 
on the 2d day of June, 1884. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by inserting after the 
word “ Powell,” in the fourth line, the words “ surviving partner of the firm of 
W. H. Powell & Co.;“ also, by inserting after the word Ohio,” where the same 
occurs in the twelfth line thereof, the words“ and in full satisfaction of all claims 
of the said W.H. Powell & Co, against the Government of the United States, in 
any manner arising out of the said assessment, and the seizure and or loss 
of said property, and that as so amended the same do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT STRACHAN. 


The bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan was considered as 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from thé Committce on the District of Colum- 
lumbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word “ hav- 
ing,“ to insert been erected and,“ and in line 13, after the word con- 
tinued,” tostrike out the words the same;’’so as to make the section 
read: 

That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, conferred upon the United States 
Court of Claims to hear, try, and determine, according to the rules and practice 
now in force in said court, any claim for damage which Robert Strachan may 
have against the District of Columbia by reason of the said District of Colum- 
bia, or its agents, servants, or employés, having changed the grade of New 
Hampshire avenue between Sixteenth and Seventeenth streets, and having 
turned the water upon the premises of the said Strachan and into his dwelling- 
house, and by means of an embankment having been erected and continued 
thereon for a long time, in said District of Columbia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ ren- 
dered,” to insert the words for the claimant;’’ and at the end of the 
section to add, and one-half of the amount of said judgment shall be 
charged against the revenues of the District of Columbia;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

That the judgment rendered in said action, if any shall be rendered for the 
claimant, shall be paid in the same manner as judgments are paid in said court 
as now provided by law; and one-half of the amount of said judgment shall be 
charged against the revenues of the District of Columbia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 

The bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in pos- 
session of officers of the Government was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the issue to George K. Otis of duplicates 
of three Porterfield land-warrants, issued in pursuance of the act of 
Congress approved April 11, 1860, numbered 16, 17, and 120, respect- 
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ively, upon satisfactory proof of ownership and loss of the same, and 
the execution of a bond, with good and suficient sureties, in double 
the market value of the warrants so to be issued, to be approved by 
the ofthe Interior, conditioned to indemnify the United States 
against the presentation by an innocent holder of the alleged lost war- 
rants 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A, A. THOMAS, 


The bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the words sum of,“ to insert: 

Five hundred and forty dollars, as a reimbursement for money paid by A. A. 
Thomas for the use of the United States while register of the United States land 
office at Cawker City, Kans., and the further sum of; 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it 33 That the Secretary of the Treasu 
to pay to A. A. Thomas, or his assigns, out of any fundsin the not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $540, as a reimbursement for money paid by A. A. 
‘Thomas for the use of the United States while register of the United States land 
office at Cawker City, Kans., and the further sum of $67.14, balance due said 
Thomas as compensation as such register for the quarters ending September 30, 
1872, and March 31, 1875, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. é 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The bill (S. 150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 


The bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
ship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It isa direction to the Commissioner of Navigation to 
cause the foreign-built steamship Caroline Miller, owned at the port of 
Baltimore, Md., by F. C. Miller, an American citizen, and rebuilt by 
him at Baltimore, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add as a new section: 


be, and is hereby, directed 


same, in all respects as to strength and safety, as are required in the ion 
of boilers constructed in the United States for marine eker a save that the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pi, naneces no constructed pur- 


and a 
suant tothe requirements ot the laws oft e United States, and are of 1 
iron, shall not be an e to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and safety. 


Mr. INGALLS. This appears to involve the consideration of an im- 
portant principle. The contention has long been that ships built abroad 
were entitled to registry here; and if a registry is to be issued to this 
foreign-built ship, why not to all? I hope we shall have some expla- 
nation from the committee, as no report has been made in writing that 
will indicate why this differs in principle from the general contention 
that foreign-built ships should be entitled to registry in our country. 

Mr. FRYE. This bill is in charge of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN]. I think it is important that just a word should be said in 
relation to it. 

Under the general law, section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, it is 
provided : 

DAt ta a IES OIT ARLOAN pal: TONDI Shall Se oreeked Inthe Cotten 
States, and be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the United States, if 


it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the Secre that the repairs put upon 
such vamuluse equal to three-fourths of the cost of the vessel when so repaired. 


In other words, Congress has given the Secretary of the Treasury the 
right to issue a register to a wrecked vessel, although a foreign vessel, 
provided it was wrecked within the shore-line, and provided the re- 
repairs made on that vessel in this country were equal to three-fourths 
of its value. The facts in the case now before the Senate are that it 
was wrecked just outside the shore-line—my recollection is, not half 
a mile outside the shore-line—and for that reason, when application was 
made to the Secretary of the Treasury, he held that under that section 
he had no jurisdiction. The additional fact is, that while about, I 
think, $200 was paid for the wreck, there was an expenditure made in 
the United States of several thousand dollars to put it into condition 
as a vessel. So, as to the three-fourths of the cost, it came within the 
section beyond any question. I am not able to state certainly, but I 


should say that, while $200 was paid for the wreck, $10,000 were ex- 
pended on it in the United States after it was purchased. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects to 
the further consideration of the bill under the eighth rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose the Senator from Kansas lets it stand until 
the Senator from Maryland comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be passed over without prejudice. 


Mr. FRYE. Without losing its place on the Calendar. 
H. A. MYERS. 


The bill (S. 390) for the relief of H. A. Myers was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 10, after the word to, to insert July 7, 1864; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it acini as That the Paymaster-General of the United States Army be, 
and he is hereby, reuma to cause to be paid, out of any money a: priated, 
or which may hi er be e ſor the 1 of the y ete of the 
United States, to H. A. Myers, late a private in the Eleventh Kansas Volunteers, 
asum that shall be equal to the pay of a private soldier from the 17th day of Sep- 
tember, 1802, to July 7, 1864, the date of his discharge from the service of the 
United States, deducting therefrom any amount that may have been paid to him 
as such private soldier and any amount that may be due from him to the Goy- 
ernment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAWLEY 
January 19, 1886: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 390) for 
the relief of H. A. Myers, having had the same under consideration, adopt the 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate of the Forty-sixth 
Congres, which is as follows: 

Hiram A. Myers was enrolled and mustered in September 17, as private 
in Company D, Eleventh Kansas Cavalry, and served honorably to July 7, 1864. 
The muster-out roll of his company, dated September 13, 1865, says: 

This man enlisted in good faith, and served faithfully as a soldier from en- 
listment to July 7, 1864. His old e were lost, new ones were 
made out, and upon examination he was rej by T. Sinks, surgeon board of 
examiners of rict N, Kansas, July 7, 1864, when he was from the 
company rolls. There is due him for use and risk of horse and equipments from 
date of payment to June 20, 1864, and he is indebted to the United States for 
gn 1 $31. « He was last paid by Major Bowen to February 29, 1864." 


The uching this case, says: 
“ The legislation proposed by Senate bill 160 is approved by this Department.“ 

Your committee, therefore, upon examining all the facts in the case, recom- 
mend the passage of this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PROMOTION OF GRADUATES OF MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It providesthat when any cadet of the United States Military Academy 
has gone through all its classes and received a diploma from the 
academic staff he shall be considered a candidate for a commission in 
the Army, in any arm or corps the duties of which he may have been 
judged competent to perform; and in case there shall not at the time 
be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he may be attached to it, at the dis- 
cretion of the President, as an additional second lieutenant, with the 
usual pay and allowances of a second lieutenant, until a vacancy shall 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 5, after the word“ staff,“ to strike 
out ‘‘heshall be considered a candidate for a commission in the Army 
and insert ‘‘he may be promoted and commissioned as a second lieu- 
tenant.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey a 
question. I understand that of the double purpose of this bill the 
main point is to be found in the last five lines; that is, to provide for 
an occurrence which is likely to take place in the shape of an excess of 
graduates at West Point beyond the number of vacancies existing in 
second lieutenancies in the Army at that time. The next graduating 
class, I understand, is to be unusually large, and it will furnish twenty- 
five, eadets more than there are vacancies in the service. 

I do not know that I have objection to that part of it, but I would 
ask the Senator from New Jersey what is the necessity of the part of 
the bill now under consideration. Why should we put in the provision 
that— 
he may be promoted and commissioned as a second lieutenant in any arm or 
corps of the Army in which there may be a vacancy and the duties of which he 
may ha ve been judged competent to perform? 

I understand that to be the law now. 

Mr. SEWELL. A decision of the Second Comptroller practically 
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legislates out of the service the cadet unless he receives an oe 
and promotion. This is to provide for that. I read from report of 
the Secretary of War: 


usage asto the payment of 
pointed to commissions in pe Heretofore the graduate 
o 8 the day on which he accepts his ap- 
pointment and subscribes the oath of office, 

Then it goes on to account for the time between graduation and join- 
ing his ent. The practical result of the decision is that unless 
the cadet is appointed by the President to a lieutenantey he is no more 
in the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would he not always be appointed as a matter of 

except in the case provided for in the last part of this section; 
that is, where there are no vacancies? If that is so, I simply inquire 
what is the necessity for that part of the bill? 

Mr. SEWELL. Under the act of 1882, a clause in an appropriation 
bill, the graduates in excess of vacancies existing in the Army were 
required to be discharged from the service. That excess has not oc- 
curred since then, and had not occurred previous to then for a number 
of years. The number of vacancies averaged about sixty-nine and a 
fraction a year, and the Government graduated from the academy about 
forty-nine and a fractien on the average. This is the first year in the 
history of the academy for several years where the graduating class 
will be more than the vacancies in the Army. There were reserved 
for the class on the Ist of January thirty-five vacancies; and in the 
ordinary course the vacancies will probably amount to fifty when the 
class graduates in June. ‘The class is expected to graduate about 
seventy-eight, so that now for the first time in a series of years there 
will be twenty-eight more graduates than 8 in the Army 
for them. This bill is to provide that they shall be kept on the roll 
practically as second lieutenants until places are found for them to be 


at a to. 

. PLUMB. The fact that there is only a very small number of 
officers of the Army now in proportion to the number of privates—which 
I presume is a good thing, of course—would seem to offer an oppor- 
tunity to increase the number of officers. While I speak of that in 
deference to the popular notion about the Army, I rather think myself 
that the provision of the appropriation bill a number of years ago ought 
to be carried out now; that is to say, some of these young men should 
go back into civil life from the academy. I do not think we have too 
many of them; in fact I think it would be better for the military estab- 
lishment that sometimes does our fighting, as the regular Army does 
not, that we should have dispersed throughout the country a large num- 
ber of educated military men from whom we might draw in case of ne- 
cessity and who on the occasion arising would by reason of that educa- 
tion come to the front readily ata call to arms and be qualified to take 
places of responsibility in the organization and management and direc- 
tion of the volunteer forces of the country. 

I think that in place of carrying along a lot of supernumerary officers, 
however meritorious they may be as persons, it would be better to let 
them go back into civil life and give them the seven or eight hundred 
or a thousand dollars, or whatever it is, that the bill of 1879 provided for. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish simply to say in this connection that there are practically no su- 
pernumerary officers in the Army. I have before me a list of officers 
serving by order of Congress in different positions and taken away from 
their regular commands, very much indeed to the damage of their com- 
mands: as military instructors at colleges, 39; at the Military Acad- 
emy, 35; at the artillery school, Fort Mo: 25; atthe infantry school, 
Fort Leavenworth, 65; at the torpedo school, 3; in the Signal Service, 
45; permanently incapacitated and awaiting retirement, 30; making 
about 240 officers withdrawn from their commands by order of Con- 
gress, except in the case of those incapacitated, over the number on the 
retired-list. This takes practically one officer from each company, leav- 
ing a captain and one lieutenant to a company, which I submit is cer- 
tainly a minimum allowance. 

The provisions of this bill provide for these graduates for only a very 
short period of time, because the casualties of the service will provide 
vacancies for these twenty-eight surplus officers within three or four 
months. It simply carries them on the roll for three or four months 
rather than lose the services of members of a class which is looked upon 
5 oe of the most distinguished that has ever been graduated at West 

oin 

Mr. PLUMB. There are, I think, about 2,500 officers in the Army 
now; rather more, I think, than 1 to 10 private soldiers. Speaking 
from an examination that I made some time ago I should say it was 
about 1 to8, There are 10 per cent., according to the statement of 
the Senator from New Jersey, of the officers who are now detailed by 
act of Congress for certain other duties not in connection with their 
commands. We all know how details of Army officers are sought for. 
I presume no legislation has produced such harrowing feelings and such 
general distress of mind as that which authorizes Army officers to be de- 
tailed. The detail of these officers from serving with their companies 
on the frontiers among the Indians is really one of the most creditable 
things I know of; and I hope that in view of what the Senator from 


New Jersey has said Congress will make haste to restore these young 

men to the companies from which they are taken by law and which 

ey undoubtedly would go back to with very great haste if they got 
eo ity! 

Mr. LOGAN. There is one pointin this bill that, although su 

by the Senator from New Jersey, is not as well understood as it might 


What is the object of the provision of the bill which the Senator from 
Kansas has called attention to? For about eighty years the auditing 
officers of the Treasury Department have construed the law so that at 
the graduation of cadets they have been paid the allowance of a second 
lieutenant up to and including the time when they should be nominated 
for the office by the President. So they were borne on the roll, so faras 
receiving pay was concerned, from their graduation up to the time of 
their appointment as second lieutenants. A short time ago the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury decided that these young men were not en- 
titled to pay as second lieutenants, that they were merely candidates for 
the office and could not receive pay, entirely changing the construction 
of the Government, as I say, for eighty years, leaving these young men 
who are graduates without pay; in other words, out in the cold, if I may 
use that This bill is intended to put it in the Jaw that they 
shall be on the rolls as second lieutenants, and receive pay up to the time 
that there is avacancy; and, inorder that there shall be no misconstruc- 
tion of the law, it is provided in this bill that they shall be promoted to 
the position of second lieutenant, and in that way they become a part 
of the Army, although not on duty as a part of the Army having an as- 
signed place, butas a partof the any inat they may receive their pay. 
That is the object of this bill, and I think a very proper one. 

So far as the effect of having an excess is concerned, I do not care to 
go into that discussion. This is providing for the Army and the cadets 
as they stand to-day or will at their graduation. So far as any injus- 
tice may have been done or may now be done to others, I donot care 
to say anything at this time, because it does not come up in connection 
with this bill. It is a mere question as to whether this construction of 
the accounting officer of the Treasury Department may be changed, so 
that these young men shall get their pay and be on the roll from their 
graduation up to the time they enter the service under a regular ap- 
pointment. That is all there is of it except the promotion feature. 

Mr. INGALLS. When they are appointed after graduation to fill 
these vacancies, do they require confirmation by the Senate? 

Mr. LOGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it appears to me, if the object of the commit- 
tee was to provide that those for whom no vacancies exist should con- 
tinue to be eligible and under pay, it is very doubtful whether this last 
clause would accomplish that result: 

And in case there shall not at the time be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he 
may— 

That is, the superfluous graduate may— 
at the discretion of the President, be promoted and commissioned in itas an ad- 
ditional second lieutenant, with the usual pay and allowances of a second lieu- 
tenant, until a vacancy shall happen. 

Of course we can not in any way impair or impugn the prerogative 
of the President as the appointing power; and if it were sure that he 
would regard this discretion lodged in him as imposing any obligation 
on him to designate these superfluous graduates as additional second 
lieutenants the evil would be corrected; but otherwise it will not be. 
There is nothing in the language that renders it incumbent on the 
President to appoint these, even if we could by languagedo that. But 
it appears to me that we might certainly dosomething more than that, 
provide that these superfluous graduates shall remain in the line of pro- 
motion and be under pay. We ought not to leave that to the discre- 
tion of the President. 

Mr. SEWELL. Where language of this kind has been used in laws, 
I do not know any case where the President has failed to carry it out 
in connection with the military arm of the service. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say in the hearing of the Senator from Kansas 
that that language was used intentionally by the committee for the 
reason that we understand the President need not nominate any of 
these graduates unless he desires to do so, no matter whatthe law may 
be. The power rests in him to send the nomination to the Senate, I 
do not know of any power that can force him to do it. 

Mr. INGALLS. But we could change the law so as to lodge this 
designation elsewhere, if we pleased. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think not so far as the Army is concerned; but that 
makes no difference now. It is the language that is commonly used, 

„in the diseretion of the President.“ For instance, if we suggest in 
the law to-day that a certain person shall be put on the retired-list, we say 
it may be done in the discretion of the President. The President has 
always taken it as a suggestion from the Congress of the United States 
that thatis desired, and therefore he has always carried itout. Ihave 
never known an instance in which it has not been done. That is the 
usual language, and it is used for that reason, because in respect to this 
question discretion is lodged by the Constitution in the President, and 
therefore we do not say to him that he mustor shall do a certain thing 
which we have no right to direct; but I have no doubt that any Presi- 
dent heretofore or in the future will always carry out a suggestion of 
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that kind in a law that is made for that purpose, knowing at the time 
that these persons are the only ones who are mentioned by the law, the 
only ones intended to be embraced in the law, and he certainly would 
carry out the suggestion made tohim by Congress. That was discussed 
by the committee at the time the bill was under consideration. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. What was the view of the committee upon this par- 
ticular point of the discretion allowed in this bill to the President? 
Suppose the President should deem it advisable not to appoint any of 
these superfluous graduates, he believing, as a matter of policy, that 
the Army did not need them, and so he should take no course what- 
ever; is it the view of the committee that the language used here, at 
the discretion of the President,“ authorizes him to take that negative 
course; or is that language limited and intended by the committee to 
be limited to the exercise of the discretion on the part of the President 
as to where he shallsend these young men? Which way does the com- 
mittee leave that? 

Mr. LOGAN. The committee leaves it in this way: It is not sug- 
gesting to the President that he exercise the discretion; but it is only 
recognizing that discretion which rests in him now as President. 

Mr. HALE. Not to make any appointment, if he so chooses ? 

Mr. LOGAN. He is not required to make any nomination now un- 
less he chooses to do so. Therefore we merely make it as a suggestion 
to him that these persons are entitled to this provided he wishes to 
make the appointments. 

Mr. HALE. Butif the President should conclude that the Army 
does not need these gentlemen and makes no appointments, then under 
this bill they go into civil life. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, not at all. 

Mr. HALE. Where do they go? 

Mr. LOGAN. They go on the roll. Under the false construction, 
as I deem it, of the Second Comptroller, they are not entitled to pay; 
but this bill puts them on the roll to receive pay, and they will receive 
it, having the assimilated ranks of second lieutenants until they shall 
be appointed. If the President shall not appoint any one, the Army 
may go without 1 until the President sends the nomina- 
pra Be This does not change the law at all in that respect. 

_ Mr. HALE. I was seeking information as to whether this clause, 
“at the discretion of the President,“ would in any way give him the 
power to contravene the evident purpose of the bill to keep these young 
men in the service. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think not. It leaves the law as it is now, in his 
discretion. 

Mr. HALE. Now one other question. General Drum in his com- 
munication, which forms part of these papers, says: e 

The assignments of additional lieutenants should, however, be limited so as 
mot to exceed three to the Engineer Corps and one to each regiment. 

I do not discover in the bill any limitation whatever. Is there any- 
thing in it that the chairman or the Senator in charge of the bill be- 
lieves prevents these assignments being made in one branch of the 
Army? 

Mn SEWELL. They are to be assigned in accordance with the man- 
ner in which they graduate, not more than three or four to the Engineer 
Corps, and the rest to the ordnance, cavalry, artillery, and infantry. 

Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator say they will be so assigned when 
there is nothing in the bill that relates to assignment? 

Mr. SEWELL. The existing law provides for it, as well as the cus- 


tom. 

Mr. HALE. General Drum, an old Army officer, very vigilant and 
thoroughly well-informed, says that the bill should be limited, so that 
but three can be assigned to the Engineer Corps and one to each regi- 
ment. ‘ 

Mr. LOGAN. What do you refer to? 

Mr. HALE. I find it in the correspondence. 

Mr. SEWELL. The surplus number would not be more than the 
limit mentioned by General Drum, and we did not consider there was 
any necessity for putting in the limit. 

Mr. HALE. That was the reason it is not in the bill then? 

Mr. SEWELL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. The rule now in graduations at West Point is that 
those who graduate the highest in numbers are assigned to the Engineer 
Corps, and the others to the cavalry, artillery, and infantry, according 
to the classification made by the board of examination. They classify 
the graduates in that way, and they are assigned by the President ac- 
cording to the classification given. General Drum is Adjutant-General. 
No law requires the President to appoint these men; but the same rule 
governs their assignment that has existed heretofore, and this bill does 
not change it in the slightest. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that the rule invariably ob- 
1 these appointments will cover the point raised by General 

rum? 

Mr. LOGAN. I do. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not seem to me that that necessarily follows. 
For instance here is a class of seventy-eight graduates who are eligible 
to appointment as second lieutenants in the Army, and from those who 


graduate first in their class will be chosen the number necessary to go 
into the Engineer Corps to fill existing vacancies, as understand. What 
will remain after the vacancies are all filled in the different corps of 
the Army, the engineers, artillery, infantry, and so on? Those left will 
be those at the foot of the class, I should think. How then is this rule 
to be applied to the twenty-eight beyond the vacancies ? 

Mr. HALE. The proportion will be the same. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that is proper, and I am going to move 
an amendment that there shall be no appointment at all from the 
surplus to the Engineer Corps. In the first place if the present rule is 
right this will violate it, because out of the fifty persons who shall be 
appointed to fill vacancies ten, say, will go into the Engineer Corps who 
graduate with the first ten numbers in the class. There will be forty 
below that who under the proper application of the rule would be bet- 
ter entitled by reason of qualifications than the twenty-eight who are 
left at the foot of the list. Butthe Engineer Corps of the Army is over- 
burdened already; that is to say, there are more officers in it than there 
ought to be, and it is especially a favorite branch of the Army, because 
no officer serves in that corps below the rank of captain over fourteen 
years without promotion, a provision very generous to that branch of 
the service, saying nothing now about its impropriety. It is in very 
sharp contrast with what prevails in all the other corps of the Army. 
I do not believe in adding any more to that brapch of the service than 
those who come to it in the ordinary way necessary to fill vacancies. 
So I would make an exception in line 8 and say: 

Except in that of the Engineer. 

So that there shall be no appointment from these surplus cadets to 
the Corps of Engineers at all. 

Mr. SEWELL. I would oppose such an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Ihope that the amendment the Senator from Kansas pro- 
poses will be carried. I agree with him fully that the Engineer Corps, 
which takes from the top of each graduating list the brightest and best 
spirits of this young service, ought not to be burdened or increased by 
men who are at the lowerend of the class. The Engineer Corps is the 
select corps in its privileges and service—the crack corps of the Army. 
It is a prize toward which every cadet is reaching out and striving to 
attain, and so keep his rank in the graduating class that he may be as- 
signed to that corps; and it is supposed and believed that the brightest 
spirits in the service are put into that corps. I do notmean that they 
are always so; I donot mean that the record of the great wars of the past 
has shown that the Engineer Corps furnishes the greatest commanders, 
but all the same it is a fact that the cadets are striving to get into that 
corps. It is the prize of high rank in the graduating class, and here is 
an exception when we put in this number of graduates at the lower end 
of the class. I believe and agree with the Senator from Kansas that 
there ought to be none of them put into the Engineer Corps. Let them 
be assigned to the other corps in the Army, and let not that distinction, 
whether itis right or wrong, be broken that has always been maintained 
in assigning cadets to the Engineer Corps. 

f Ere LOGAN. I presume I do not understand this bill. I thought 
id. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands it a great deal better than I 
do. I am seeking information more than giving it. 

Mr. LOGAN. If I understand anything about the Army—I do not 
claim to understand very much—I know that when these twenty- 
eight come to be assigned the Engineer Corps will befull. The first on 
the list will have been assigned to it before these men are designated as 
8 who have to stay out in the cold until they can be assigned. 

this does not affect it in the slightest. 

Mr. HALE. It does not interfere, of course, with the assignment to 
the Engineer Corps from this graduating class, but out of the lower end 
of the class it does take three and pass them to the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg your pardon; it does no such thing. It assigns 
them where they are competent to perform the duty, and if they have 
not graduated as engineers they are assigned as cavalry or infantry or 
whatever they are best qualified for. 

Mr. HALE. I would not have them put into the Engineer Corps at 
ay I would not have them sent there. I would make an exception 
of it. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are, say, three or four vacancies in the Eu- 
gineer Corps; they are filled from the head of the class. The cadets all 
have their standing as they graduate. They are second lieutenants 
awaiting appointment tothe Army. General Drum suggests that three 
be assigned to the Engineer Corps rather than go into the infantry or 
cavalry. So the committee is trying to protect the young gentlemen 
who graduate highest, while the Senator from Maine is trying to put 
them down. 

Mr. HALE. I do not see it. Where will this surplus list of gradu- 
ates come from if it does not come from the lower end? 

Mr.SEWELL. They gototheinfantry. The first three or four in the 


class go into the Engineer Corps, and then more, to the extent of three, 
say, will be assigned as brevet second lieutenants to the Engineer Corps. 
Mr. HALE. Before the rest are distributed? 
Mr. SEWELL. Before the rest are distributed, if they prefer it. 
Mr. HALE. I do not know, of course, how this designation will be 
made; but I suppose that the rule would be that all the vacancies that 
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the Army has that will absorb this large class will be filled. Suppose 
there are fifty. I should think the needs of the Army would be sup- 
plied from the upper fifty in the class, so as to fill vacancies existing in 
every arm of the military service, The fifty will be distributed among 
the different corps. I suppose you. will not be confronted with the 
question of where you will designate the surplus until you have put the 
fifty into the service that are needed in the service. When that is done 
it is found there are twenty-eight superfluous men who must necessa- 
rily be at the bottom of the class, because the fifty will be taken from 
the head of the class. 

Mr, SEWELL. Allow me to interrupt the Senator. There is acer- 
tain standing in the class which must be obtained before a graduate can 
get into the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. HALE. That we all understand; that is the very thing the 
Senator from Kansas and I are seeking, that these men of lower grade 
in graduation, of less competency as shown by their numbers, shall 
not be put in the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. SEWELL. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas would 
exclude them altogether. There will be a number of cadets graduated 
this year, more than the vacancies in the Engineer Corps, and at least 
three of them ought to be assigned as acting officers in that corps. 
This bill the committee think will attain that object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wishes to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that he has not enforced the rule, because 
the debate has been conversational, but he will feel bound to enforce it 
hereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment of the committee, 
in line 8, after the word Army,“ by inserting the words except in 
that of the Engineer Corps.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


will be reported. 
It is proposed to amend, in line 8, after the 


The amendment to the amendment 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
word Army,“ by inserting except in that of the Engineer Corps;’’ 
so as to read: 

He may be promoted and commissioned as a second lieutenant in any arm or 
corps of the Army, except in that of the Engineer Corps, in which there may 
be a vacancy. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is probably some misunderstanding in this 
matter. If Ido know anything about the military service it is not 
that men graduate at the Military Academy as engineers, but that 
those who graduate the highest have the choice of that place to the ex- 
tent of the vacancies existing in it. As they have the choice, they un- 
doubtedly choose this aristocratic, or this exclusive, or this favorite 
branch of the service, whichever you may call it. The course of study 
which they go through is not different from that which is prosecuted 
by and observed by all the other members of the class; but it happens 
that every member of the class has a rank separate for himself, and that 
he is graded according to that rank by a number—No. 1, No. 2, and 
soon down. If there are three or four vacancies in the Engineer Corps, 
practically by the operation of a rule which has perhaps come to have 
quite the force of law, the three highest or four highest go into the En- 
gineer Corps as of course. Next to that comes the Ordnance Corps, 
next the cavalry; and, last of all, the infantry, the most useful arm of 
the service, catches those who graduate the lowest. 

When we come to the graduating class of next June we shall have, say, 
fifty vacancies—that is the estimate of the Senator from New Jersey— 
and twenty-eight superfluous cadets. If there are three vacancies in 
the Engineer Co e three highest will go there. Similarly, the next 
highest will fill the vacancies in the Ordnance Corps, and the next high- 
est in the cavalry, and so on, until there will be twenty-eight superfiu- 
ous young men at the foot of the list who are to go into the Army as 
additional second lieutenants under this bill. It is provided here that 
these men shall go into such corps as they may be judged competent to 
perform the duties of. Judged by whom? Is the President to carry on 
a special examination for the purpose of determining where they shall 
go? Notatall. TheSenator from New Jersey says the academic board 
is to determine, but the academic board has already fixed their relative 
status by numbering them at the foot of the list. 

There is nothing here to prevent the President from saying, ‘‘ I think, 
on the whole, that John Jones, who is No. 51, or Stephen Smith, who 
is No. 78, taking into consideration the fact that our great soldiers have 

enerally come from the men who graduated pretty low down in the 
ist, is just as competent to be an engineer as anybody, and I will desig- 
nate him for that corps; and he puts him on the waiting-list for a 
vacancy to occur in the Engineer Corps of the Army. That isexactly 
what will happen. You can tell in the Engineer Corps more nearly what 
vacancies are going to happen than in any other corps of the Army, 
because,as I have said before, no man is permitted to serve there, ina 
rank below that of captain, fourteen years until he is promoted, of 
course. So, by running over the list you can tell what vacancies will 
occur by promotion and will be able to antieipate them. So the Presi- 
dent will be able to say next June there will be three, four, five, or six 
vacancies ia the Engineer Corps besides those which will be the result 
of ordinary casualty. Therefore he can set aside out of the twenty- 
eight surplus men a number to fill those vacancies, and he can assign 
te = of the class indiscriminately around among the other corps of 

e Army. 


The Senator from New Jersey says he does not want that, as I under- 
stand him. If he does not want it, then the words I have proposed to 
insert will accomplish exactly the purpose he has in view. If he does 
want it, I say it is not fair, because we violate the rule under which these 
young gentlemen have got in the academy by giving to No. 51 and from 
that on down to No. 78 privileges which they are not as well entitled 
to as the men who occupy positions above No. 51 and who are appor- 


tioned out among the vacancies that have already occurred in the corps 
of ordnance, ca’ , artillery, infantry, and soon. I want these young 
men to have that same position in the Army that they are entitled to 
by reason of the position in which they graduate. Besides that I do 
not want the En Corps further increased. 

Mr.HALE. Does the Senator from Kansas want his amendment in 
line 8, which applies simply to the regular graduates when there is a 
vacancy, or would it be better to have it in line 12? 

And in case there shall not, at the time, be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he 
me, at the discretion of the President, be promoted and commissioned in any 

corps, excepting the Engineer Corps. 

Would not that be better? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maine is correct. 
should come in in line 12. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope it will not come in any line, either the eighth 
or the twelfth. I do not wish to enter into a discussion here as to the 
Engineer Corps, or what they have done, or what they may do in the 
future. Both Senators who desire to amend this bill I believe have in- 
sisted that the Engineer Corps was the favorite corps in the Army. That 
may be; and the very course pursued by the two Senators here this 
morning is what has made it the favorite corps of the Army. Nothing 
can be done in Congress about the Army without some exception being 
made for the Engineer Corps. They live closer to Washington than 
the rest of the Army. If I should be called upon to ask, why is it that 
this corps is the excepted corps always, I could not tell except that they 
have more friends in Congress than any other corps of the Army. 

I am not going to say whether or not it is an aristocratic corps, as the 
Senator from Kansas said it was; but itseems that certain Senators and 
Representatives in Congress have an idea that if a man or a boy shall 
graduate from school at the head of his class, that proves that he is the 
ablest man in that class. It does not prove any such thing, so far as 
West Point is concerned. The man who gets the most spots on his 
pants during his term of service there is the man who generally grad- 
uates the lowest in his class. It is not the gentleman who is the most 
intellectual that graduates the highest always, but the man who has 
the fewest marks against him in the examination of graduates; and the 
marks against him on account of conduct are considered by the com- 
mittee in his graduation. It is not always the case that the man with 
the greatest ability graduates at the head of the class. Not only that, 
but there is no army to be found anywhere where the great leaders of 
the army arein the engineer corps. You always go to the infantry, the 
cavalry, or the artillery to find the great leaders of your armies, and 
not to the engineer corps. 

Why should they be made an exception? Here is the Congress of the 
United States petting a corps, making an exception in favor of this one 
corps always. Show mea great work in this country to-day, like the 
opening of the mouth of the Mississippi River, or building your great 
bridges, that has not been done by civil engineers rather than by the 
Engineer Corps of the Army. So it will not do to claim that they are, par 
excellence, the that must always be provided for, and everybody 
else, like the infantry, do the hard service of the Army. I have no 
complaint to make against this corps. They are honorable gentlemen; 
they do their duty; but because a man belongs to the Engineer Corps 
it is not complete evidence in favor of his being the best qualified man 
of his class for that particular corps. 

When three are selected for it, the next three, for instance, in the 
graduating class might prefer to be assigned as additional second lieu- 
tenants in the corps, that they may step in when vacancies occur in the 
corps. Certainly the fact that a man is only No. 6 in a large class like 
this does not prove that he is not a man capable of making a good en- 
gineer. Grant graduated near the foot of his class. He was a fair sol- 
dier. Sheridan, who I believe is a fair soldier, had to be suspended on 
account of failing in the examination, and had to be put over fora year 
before he could graduate at all. He made a fair soldier, it seems to me. 
So you may go through our armies and you do not find the gentlemen 
who stood No. 1 in the classes to be the men who led our armies in the 
great war through which we have recently passed, nor in any other war. 
They are the students, I admit, and generally the best students, but 
they are not always the best soldiers by a great deal. 

I desire that this bill shall pass as reported from the committee by the 
Senator from New Jersey, or else, if these gentlemen desire that these 
graduates shall stay out in the cold and have no footing and be out of 
the Army, vote the bill down. I hope it will not be amended. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Illinois has only said at length and 
in much more eloquent fashion than I did what I had already pro- 
pounded with reference to these different grades and ranks in the Army. 
I did not in any way claim that the real merit and skill and greatness 
of the Army of the United States is found or has been found lodged in 
the Engineer Corps. On the other hand, I stated distinctly that all mil- 
itary service and the exploits of the United States Army had brought 
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great commanders came from other corps. Iagree 
with the Senator fully with regard to that, and I am making no fight 
here as a champion of the Engineer I care nothing whatever 
about it; but all the same it is considered in the Army as the desirable 
place for a cadet to be put into when he graduates at West Point, and 
every cadet is striving in one way or another to seek the head of his 


class so as to be putin that corps. And it isnot a matter of favoritism 
because the Engineer lies nearer to the doors of Senators and Mem- 
bers of Congress that it this favorite position in the Army. It is 


Ordnance 

Mr. S L. Will the Senator allow me? Suppose Nos. 5, 6, and 
7 be practically of the same class as Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

Mr. HALE. They are all of the same class. 

Mr. SEWELL. All the same grade in the class. Suppose Nos. 5, 
6, and 7 wish to enter the Engineer Corps, under this bill they will be 
considered part of the service on a waiting commission. 

Mr. HALE. That discloses what has not been disclosed before. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is what this bill is intended for. 

Mr. HALE. That has not been stated before. Then it is the de- 
sign of this bill that the four vacancies, we will say, which exist in 
the corps shall be filled by Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4. Then without waiting 
to fill the other corps of the Army, three men shall be set aside —5, 6, 
and 7 in number—and are to wait to be put into the Engineer Corps. 
Is that the plan? 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Then as to the subsequent ones, how is it? You then 
goon and put five into the Ordnance Corps. Suppose three or four men 
want to be put into the Ordnance Corps, are the next succeeding num- 
bers to be set aside and wait until there is a vacancy in the Ordnance 
Corps and then be putin? And then you go to the artillery and fill 
them, appointing six or eight, and then are you to set three or four 
more men aside to wait for artillery vacancies? Let me ask the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey if that is the correct purpose of the bill? 

Mr. SEWELL. I have stated the purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the bill; I do not want these 
young men thrown out; but why does not the Senator state clearly 
what his purpose is, so that it may be seen? It is one thing if a large 


namper ged yg 40 pukina in ineer Corps. Itis another thing to 
go down and take No. 5 out after 2, 3, and 4, as the Senator from Kan- 
sas said, and put them into the i because that would 


give them an advantage over the other boys who are higher up on the 
list. I should be very glad to know definitely just what the bill does 


mean, 

Mr.SEWELL. Ican notexplain itany further than I have. I have 
repeatedly said that it was the intention of the committee to class the 
graduates who go into the Engineer Corps, who are expected to be more 
than the yacancies occurring at this time or will occur by the Ist of July, 
say to the extent of three; and the committee desire that the provisions 
of the bill shall be such that those three young men shall go into the serv- 
ice and be assigned to the i Corps. 

Mr. DAWES. May J inquireif the Senator means by that men who 
would otherwise under existing law go to other corps shall be reserved 
for the Engineer Corps? 

Mr.SEWELL. Yes. There will be more graduates of that class this 
year than usual. 

Mr. DAWES. Of those entitled to enter the Engineer Corps? 

Mr. SEWELL. More entitled to go into the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. DAWES. How many are there? 

Mr. SEWELL. We can not now tell. 

Mr. DAWES. Therearenone entitled by law, as I understand, to go 
into the Engineer who do not graduate within a certain number 
of the head of the class, and five of those are entitled to go into the En- 
gineer Corps if there are so many vacancies. Now, I understand from 
the remarks of the Senator that there are not five vacancies, so that 
the five who would otherwise go into that corps would find a place else- 
where. So those who do not have the opportunity of being appointed 


are to be on waiting orders? 
Mr. SEWELL. Instead of going into the other corps. 
Mr. DAWES. So it does not disarrange the existing law, but only 


provides for those who would otherwise go in but fail to go in for the 
want of vacancies ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imerely wish to make a single remark. I wish to 
know if I am not right in supposing that the assignment of cadets who 
graduate to the various arms of the service is now in the discretion of 
the President, the Commander-in-Chief, and that there is no statute 
which says that the highest five, in the way they number up their or- 
der of excellence, shall go into the Engineer I do not under- 
stand that there is any such statute. It is a mere regulation of the 
service. That being so, then it is clear to my mind that this bill only 
operates to extend the act of 1878, which threw any surplus for which 


there were not vacancies into private life, and to extend the effect of 
the military laws to those under the same regulations that exist as to 
all the others. 

Mr. LOGAN. Exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the whole effect of this bill simply is to 
put all the graduates on the same footing as they would be but for the 
act of 1878, which said that the surplus for whom there were no vacan- 
cies, after they had been educated by the Government in the military 
life and had taken it up, should be retired to private life. That is all 
there is to it and all there is of the bill, so that if the existing law is 
right as to those who may fillany kind of a vacancy, then this measure 
is right, which merely extends the number of people who are to be at- 
tached to the service, according to the discretion of the President that 
he now has as to all the others, to one arm or to the other. That seems 
to me to be right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Vermont has said better than I 
could have done it just precisely what was in my mind when I rose at 
the time that he got the floor. If there be any criticism upon the present 
organization of the Army it can find its vent in some other bill. The 
committee simply attempted to do what it considered to be a matter of 
justice in this one single point. 

There is an exceptionally good class at West Point. They have run 
the gauntlet of all the severe examinations and all the various tests much 
better than any class that has been there in many years. To the sur- 
prise of the professors, there are to be graduated next June seventy-six, 
or seventy-eight in all, well-qualified young men. This is so unusual 
and unexpected that, if the law as at present be literally enforced, some 
of those young men will be thrown directly out, after we have educated 
them, and when they have answered the purpose of our education un- 


tedly well. 

Te by saving up some of the vacancies that are occurring now through 
ordinary casualties and otherwise there shall be found to be quite a 
large number of vacancies waiting for them next June, then if we hold 
them a little the other vacancies coming shortly after June will supply 
places for the rest of them. I have no business to k of the execu-. 
tivedepartment, but I can utter my suspicion that the President is doing 
what I think he ought to do, that is to say, he is not filling up the 
vacancies now occurring by appointing from civil life, but is keeping 
them open, as I think, for this unexpectedly large class. If he is doing 
so, and I have a suspicion of it, this measure may find a tion 
in advance on the part of the War Department and the President which 
will save these young men, who especially deserve to be saved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to the amend- 
ment from the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word corps,“ insert the 
= ‘of the Army in which there may be a vacancy and;’’ so as to 

He may be appointed and commissioned as a second lieutenant in any arm 
or corps of the Army in which there may be a vacancy, and the duties of which 
he may have been judged competent to perform. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the commit- 
tee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, after the word may,“ strike out 
the words attached to it;“ so as to read: 

And in case there shall not, at the time, be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he 
may, at the discretion of the President, &c, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12, after the word President, to 
insert be promoted and commissioned in it;“ so as to read: 

At the discretion of the President, be promoted and commissioned in it as an 
additional second lieutenant, with the usual pay and allowances of a second lieu- 
tenant, until a vacancy shall happen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish to call attention to the bill (S. 491) to provide 
foran American register for the steamship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, 
Md. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is now in. Iam un- 
alterably opposed to admitting foreign-built ships to American registry. 
This is clearly an exceptional case, but I am satisfied that there should 
be a written report to accompany the bill clearly indicating why it is 
an exceptional case. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland may file a written report in this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Maryland will have authority to file a written report at this session. 
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MARY B. HOLMES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will | port of 


be announced. 

The bill (S. 806) grantinga pension to Mary B. Holmes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that a bill (S. 2607) was passed by both Houses 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, second session, and approved by the Presi- 
dent on the 3d of March, 1885, granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes, 
the widow of John W. Holmes; and that by an error in the name of 
John W. Holmes (who was in that act styled Henry W. Holmes) 
Mary B. Holmes was precluded from obtaining such pension as was 
granted in the act. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary B. Holmes, widow of John W. Holmes, 
late a lieutenant of Company F, Seventy-second Regiment New York 
Volunteers, and allow her the same pension drawn by her husband dur- 
ing his life, to take effect from the date of the approval of the former act 
by the President, on the 3d of March, 1885. 

Mr. PLATT. What wasthe amount drawn by her husband during 
his life? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
January 18, 1836: 

The Committee on Pe to whom referred the bill 
A AET B EANA EOS EAA te samme, report as follows: s 7 

The committee find upon examination of this case a (S. 2607) granting 
a pension to the said Mary B. Holmes, widow of John W. Holmes, was passed at 
the last session of the Forty-cighth Congress and approved by the President on 
the 3d day of March, 1885. 

‘That owing to an error in the name of the said John W. Holmes (who was in 
said act styled “Henry ” W. Holmes) the said Mary B. Holmes was precluded 
from obtaining such pension as was oust by said act. 

The committee, therefore, in manifest justice to Mrs. Holmes, desire to, and 
herewith do, present as their report that made the Committee on Pensions 


ne year, and with the same favorable reco: n fof its re-enactment, as 
follows: 


eoat arere iba ease toes eansmninies os Oe to the claim 
D; w our 
asam rious one, and resent a —— — 2 — — of en 

Mr. SEWELL. This re-enacts an act passed last year, and corrects 
a mistake which was made in a letter of the name of the husband of 
_ Holmes. The bill pays the sum allowed the husband, whatever 

was. 

Mr. PLATT. That may discriminate. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was a pension allowed by law. 

Mr. PLATT. We do not know whether it was the ion allowed 
by law, The husband may have been allowed $100 a month, or 872 a 
month, or $50 a month, and in that case his widow would get a great 
deal more than other widows. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state for the information of the Senator that 
the pension of a lieutenant is $20 a month. 

Mr. PLATT. What was his rank? 

Mr. SEWELL. First lieutenant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lieutenant in Company F, Seventy-second New 
York, according to the act passed before. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not describe him as a lieutenant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would be well for greater security to insert 
a provision in the bill repealing the former act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be done. 

; m PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived 

Mr. HOAR. Let this matter be di of. I move that the bill 
be amended by adding as an additional section that the act referred to, 
giving the date, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That the act of March 3, 1885, granting her a pen- 
sion, be repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 


Sec. —. That an act granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes, widow of John B. 
Holmes, approved March 3, 1585, is hereby repealed. ae 


The amendment was to. 
Nr. PLATT. I wish this bill might lie over. I presume it is all 

right, but 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to an- 
nounce that, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the bill goes over, and 
the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 

common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
. MORGAN 


ator from Alabama [. J has the floor upon the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not taken the floor formally, but if the Sen- 
rap from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has not anything to say now, 

can go on. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator may proceed now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before p ing to discuss the bill it is necessary, 
so far as my understanding of it is concerned, that there should be a 
little more definite statement in the bill upon one subject. Many of 
the most im provisions of the bill are made to depend upon the 
question of time, when the year begins at which the appropriation shall 
take effect, whether at the beginning of a fiscal year or at the begin- 
ning of a calendar year. For instance, the governors of the different 
States and Territories are to make certain reports for the preceding year 
on the condition of the schools and the school fund, the manner of man- 
aging the schools, &c. There is no time fixed in the bill either at which 
the payments are to commence under it, whether at the beginning ofa 
fiscal year or at the end of a fiscal year, or at the beginning or end of a 
calendaryear. For the purpose of getting that subject a little more defi- 
nitely understood, I move to amend the bill in section 1, line 3, by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘eight’’ the word ‘‘fiscal,’’ so that the text will 
read: 


That for eight fiscal 
nually appropriated, 


Inasmuch as the bill is entirely silent as to the time when the appro- 
priation shall take effect and as to the time when the reports are to be 
made, I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that perhaps it is 
an oversight, and we had better have that subject arranged as we go 
along. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Alabama desire to have the amendment acied upon at this 
time? 8 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 3, after the word eight,“ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘fiscal;’’ so as to read: 

h: r eight fiscal years next after the passage of this act there shall be an- 
3 — — from the money in the Treasury,” rEg 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. - 

Mr. BLAIR. When the bill was under consideration by the Senate 
in the last and before it was passed, the matter to which the 
Senator from alludes was discussed. It was well understood 
and must be apparent to any one that the bill is inoperative until there 
has been an eer Ido not think the amendment suggested 
would be of the slightest co ence in the way of facilitating the 
purposes of the bill. It might result in postponing its operation for a 
year when otherwise it might be made efficient. I think the amend- 
ment would do no good, and might do harm. At all events, I do not 
see any object in the Senator pressing it at this moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am very glad to hear the Senator say that the bill 
will be entirely inoperative unless it is sustained by an annual appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is very well understood. It was discussed, and 
the Senator will find that it was thoroughly discussed in the debates as 

rted in the last Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before we get through with the bill I shall try to 
put some lan into it which will express that idea a little more dis- 
tinctly than it is in the bill, so that there shall not be an appropriation 
now for ten years to come, but it shall be an appropriation to be made 
by Congress annually. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will have no difficulty in putting language 
in which will mean just what the bill does now, if he thinks it is neces- 
sary, and if the Senate should also think that anything more is neces- 
sary to make the terms of the bill explicit. An annual appropriation of 
the amount specified in the bill will be required of course every year, 
and if in any one year it was found that there were abuses in its admin- 
istration, either in all the States or in any one State or Territory, the 
appropriation so far as that State or Territory, or all the States, as the 
case might be, would be of course withheld. Congress retains under the 
terms of the bill full discretionary power over the appropriation of public 
money to guard against all abuses, as well by investigation as by with- 
holding the appropriations themselves. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand the Senator to say that Congress re- 
tains all discretionary power over the management of this fund. 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly understand it so. It is of course the scheme 
of the bill to commence and to continue in a way to give assistance to 
the schools. It would be but an injury to schools to appropriate only 
for a single year, unless abuses should arise which should change the 
general policy to be pursued with reference to this matter. To give 
schools one year $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 and leave them without 

whatever the year following of course would result in the 
DERKI Toas al ail that already had ben ded, pecene o Ta 
ut in order 


next after the passage of this act there shali be an- 


ter of education is not to be completed in a single year. 
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that there be no waste, in order that there be no abuse, the legislative 
power by the terms of this proposed act retains the right of review and 
alteration of the law. In fact there is a section near the close of the 
bill, which was moved in the last Congress by the Seuator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] and was incorporated in the bill itself near the 
close of the discussion, providing that the act may be altered, amended, 
or repealed. That was the substance of it. 

If, however, the expenditures made from year to year shall operate 
beneficially, in order that the most good may result from what is appro- 
priated, it would be necessary that the proper amount of appropriations 
should be continued until a real impression had been created upon the 
illiteracy of the country. It is entitled a bill for temporary aid. It 
has no purpose—so far as I know there is no purpose on the part of any 
one interested in the enactment of the bill into a law that the aid shall 
be permanent. It is only for a temporary purpose, to advance those 
portions of the country which are below the proper standard of educa- 
tion where illiteracy prevails to such an extent as to be dangerous to 
the public welfare. In those communities, and in all communities 
throughout the entire land, the design and object is to give aid only until 
this excess or superabundance of illiteracy shall have been removed and 
something like a fair average of intelligence shall be found to prevail 
throughout the country at large. That is the only object of the bill. 

I myself am one of those who would be very reluctant indeed to see 
the school system for the States become permanently dependent upon 
aid from the GeneralGovernment. This measure is for an exceptional 
condition of things, foran emergency in public affairs, and nothing more. 
As the Senator must see, a bill which is operative only for eight years, 
which gives assistance only for that period of time, does not contemplate 
anything like permanency of the system. It has been, I believe, ad- 
judged by educators, as they call themselves, in this country that the 
average period of common-school education is not more than four or five 
years. The original bill as reported by the committee in the Forty- 
eighth Congress contemplated appropriations for ten years, which would 
cover the average of two generations of common-school life. The Senate 
thought fit to reduce it by amendment to eight years, and that at the 
utmost would not be more than two generations of common-school edu- 
cation. 

If the children of the States having had these opportunities ſor eight 
years should not then be sufficiently enamored with the benefits of edu- 
cation to maintain theirschool system —meanwhile having accumulated 
additional wealth, and being better able to maintain such a system if 
they considered it beneficial—if, I say, at the end of that period they 
should fail to do so, I for one should be in favor of their settling the 
question for themselves, and if they should not see fit to maintain their 
common schools let them suffer from the ills of ignorance. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The reason why I think some period ought to be 
procen in the statute when the appropriation should take effect is 

ound on reading the third section, and, in fact, in several other sections 
in the bill. The third section provides— 


That no State or Territory shall receive any of the benefits of this act until 
the governor thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, 
certified by him, showing the character of the common-school system in force 
in such State or Territory; the amount of money expended therein during the 
last preceding school year in the supportof common schools, not including ex- 
penditures for the rent, repair, or erection of school-houses, &. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall thereupon— 


After examining into the reports made by the governors— 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the names of the States and Territories 
which he finds to be entitled to share in the benetits of this act, and also the 
amount due to each, 

There ought to be some period within which a State is required to 
make the report, and some period within which the Secretary of the 
Interior is required to make the examination of the reports and to make 
his certificate to the Secretary of the Treasury upon which the money 
can be drawn. 

The school years, as I understand it, vary very much in the different 
States. In some of the Southern States the school year does not include 
a portion of the hottest season of the year; it includes more of the win- 
ter season. In other States the school year includes more of the sum- 
mer season. I believe that is a pretty general fact in the administra- 
tion of the school system in the different States, 

The object, I suppose, is to get a report from the State governments 
of the most recent condition of the population there as to illiteracy, and 
also as to the question whether the State has complied with all the req- 
uisites of this act. In order to do that, the bill is entirely defective, I 
think, unless some period for making the reports is fixed. It is a mat- 
ter of indifference to me whether it is the beginning of the fiscal year 
or the end of the fiscal year, or whether it is the beginning of the cal- 
endar year or the end of the calendar year, or any other period, say the 
first day of some month in the year; but there should be a period by 
which time the reports should come in, and a period after that within 
which the Secretary of the Interior should be required to make the ex- 
amination and to certify as to the right of a State to receive the sub- 
vention which is provided for in this proposed act. 

I-merely wanted to have an understanding about this of some kind, 
so that I could intelligently argue the bill upon its merits, not with a 
view of trying to put some feature into it which would destroy its 


efficiency, but which would really improve its efficiency if the bill should 
become a law. The Senator from New Hampshire can state whether 
he prefers some other period or not, but as I have moved I shall insist 
upon my amendment to insert the word fiscal; so as to read: 

That for eight fiscal years next after the passage of this act there shall be an- 
nually appropriated, &c. 

It seems to me that is the most fitting manner of arranging it, because 
the Senator himself says that unless Congress makes provision by ap- 
propriation for each fiscal year the law ceases to be operative, it has no 
further effect. He would not say, of course, nor would I say, that such 
a failure would operate to repeal the law, but it would take out of it 
all the substance, because there would be nothing provided upon which 
to carry the law into execution. I think it was an oversight on the 
part of the committee in not having provided some definite period of 
one at which the very important investigations and reports are to be 
made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can see no advantage resulting from that amend- 
ment, and as I said before, it might operate to prevent the appropria- 
tion of the amount specified in the first section in such a way that the 
country generally might not receive the benetit of the measure on ac- 
count of the failure of some particular governor or some defect in the 
way of compliance with the provisions of the bill in a particular locality. 
Therecan be nothing more definite that may not be attended with dan- 
ger. With the terms of the bill as they are now no abuse can arise. 
The other sections of the bill are clear and definite, and the whole act 
will have to be construed together. There is nooceasion for the amend- 
ment, so far as I can see, and I hope it will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. [Putting the question.] 
The ayes have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a division. 

On a division the ayes were 8. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless the Senator from New Hampshire can give 
me some reason why these accounts should not be kept by fiscal years, 
I feel inclined to vote for the amendment. In all the appropriations 
and in the management of this fund, unless there is some reason that 
I do not think of now, it seems to me the matter should be by the fiscal 
year and not by the calendar year. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator give any reason why the bill will be 
any better with the interpolation ofthat word? I suppose the Senator 
was not present during the discussion which has just taken place. The 
bill provides that there shall annually be appropriated a certain amount. 
That will have to be done, of course, when there is a session of Congress 
going on and appropriation committees to act, where the power of ap- 
propriation exists. We can not tell exactly when the appropriation 
may be made, Even the first amount specified in the bill can not be 
expended until there has been an annual appropriation. The money 
will be appropriated, I suppose, in the same way that other appropria- 
tions are made, but I do not see any advantage in putting in the word 
“fiscal.” After the bill stood the gauntlet of the examination of the 
honorable Senator from Iowa, who is the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations and has been for so many years (for during the last 
Congress he was consulted in regard to this very section, as I remem- 
ber, and as he will remember was the case), I can see no reason why we 
should now, at the very outset of this discussion, find ourselves under 
the necessity of interpolating the word ‘‘ fiscal’’ at the suggestion of an 
opponent to the bill. When I can see no good resulting from it I do 
not like to have it done; that is all. If the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations says he thinks that it ought to be so amended, I 
will withdraw all opposition to the introduction of the word “‘ fiscal.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I was otherwise engaged when this debate began, 
but I understood the Senator from Alabama to state that these reports 
were to be made for fiscal years or for calendar years. 

Mr. MORGAN. For one or the other year. 

Mr. ALLISON. For one or the other. 

Mr. BLAIR. The word fiscal“ is not in the bill, so faras I know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Neither is the word calendar.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly clear that the appropriation should 
be made for fiscal years, and that any reports made respecting the ex- 
penditure of the appropriation should also be by fiscal years. If there 
is anything in the bill conflicting with that idea I do not care to vote 
for the Senator’s amendment, but if there is not it seems to me that 
it ought to be made clear in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I prefer that the Senator should submit his amend- 
ment in writing. 

Mr. MORGAN. It consists of only one word. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Towa to one point. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say that the 
reports should also be made for the fiscal year as well as the appropria- 
tion. I suppose he means by the appropriation for the fiscal year the 
fiscal year of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean that the reports should be 
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made for the same period? The fiscal year of the States may be very 
different from the fiscal year of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill state that if we appropriate money for this 
purpose for any one fiscal year, under whatever authority it is ex- 
pended, it should be reported to the United States for that particular 
fiscal year. If thatis not done there will be great confusion in the ex- 
penditures. That is all I mean to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has that view of it, there is not the slightest objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama with- 
draw his demand for the yeas and nays? - 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not suppose the friends of this measure are in 
such great alarm aboutit, with a majority as they say they had of three- 
fourths when the question was before the Senate in the last Congress, 
as that they will shudder at and run away from any proposition what- 
ever to improve it; but yet it seems as if was the case. It seems 
as if gentlemen made up their minds that this bill has got to go 
through the Senate with every comma in it just as it is and with every 
phrase in it just as it is, without debate and without discussion almost, 
and that a Senator who undertakes to improve the bill is to be charged 
on the floor with getting up in enmity to it, and that his purpose is 
merely to injure the country by injuring the bill. 

If this bad measure should pass, as I conceive it to be a bad measure, 
I want to take as many of the stings out of it as I know how, and I 
shall labor honestly and industriously to do it; so that if Congress ex- 
ercises this arbitrary and unconstitutional power of taxation provided 
in the bill the people of the United States, the people shall suf- 
fer from it just as little as possible. In voting against and in opposing 
the measure which is presented here I am not the champion of those 
who would abridge the powers of rye ae indeed I am no champion 
of anybody, but I am a humble and a ithful defender of all the rights 
and liberties of the great body of the people of the United States as 
they are written in the book. Only that consideration could possibly 
induce me to stand here to-day against a strong and powerful current 
of opinion from my own part of the country as expressed by Senators 
on this floor to try to vindicate that Constitution against an outrageous 
assault, against a violation at the hands of men who have always pro- 
fessed to be its dearest and truest lovers. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, who I believe divides the paternity 
of this bill with my colleague, for they both claim the paternity of it, 
informs us in the opening of his remarks that a very vast majority of 
the people of the United States, and particularly of the South, are ready 
to catch at this glittering prize. A person would think from his de- 
scription of us that we are willing to bite at a naked hook if it has got 
a glittering bauble hanging to it, without any bait on it whatever. 

Senators are counting more upon the support of the people of this 
country in this effort to tax them unjustly than they will be able to re- 
alize when within a very few brief years, if this law should go into effect 
and its administration should ever be begun, the evils which it sows 
like dragon’s teeth throughout every community in the United States 
will come up as a harvest which they will be compelled to reap in sor- 
row and to garner with regret. 

This is a bill to tax the people of the United States at large $77,000,000 
within eight years for the purpose of raising a fund to meet a special 
emergency of illiteracy, as is alleged, among the people of this coun- 
try. It is an emergency fund, and the legislation is said to be emer- 
gency legislation. The framers of this measure are so much afraid of its 
consequences and they are so unhappy in their efforts to defend the 
principles upon which it rests that in advance of all action taken by 
the Senate upon this question they make the announcement that it is 
an emergency, and that this provision is an emergency fund. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire says that he would not be in favor of the 
measure if he believed that it was going to be one of the permanent es- 
tablishments of this country; that he would not be willing for Congress 
to undertake the education of the people of the different States as a reg- 
ular matter of business, as one of its especial duties, and to draw upon 
its taxing powers to supply the funds and upon the Treasury to pay 
them. He would be unwilling to incorporate within the Government 
this new feature of the education of the people at large by means of 
contributions to be gathered through the taxes that Congress imposes 
upon the people at large. 

If any Senator upon this side of the Chamber or the other should 
deign to express his views in support of the bill in this debate—for I 
think none of them are prepared to do so—I shall expect them to follow 
the line of debate marked out in advance by their distinguished chief 
from New Hampshire, and to claim, as he claims, that this legislation 
can only be justified as emergency legislation and to meet a particular 
condition of unfortunate illiteracy which exists in the United States at 
this moment of time, and that after they have tried it for eight years, it 
makes no difference how rich the blessings may be that flow from it or 
how ruinous the disadvantages may be that come from it, they will be 
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. age to dismiss this subject from the attention of Congress and fall 
into the old rut of legislating for the people in accordance with 
the powers conferred upon them by the Constitution. 

Since I have been here a great deal of emergency legislation has oc- 
eurred, and I am not prepared now to state that any part of it has 
really produced solid and substantial advantage to the country. We 
have had the emergency of tornadoes sweeping across the country, and 
bills have been introduced to repair the damages inflicted upon forests, 
upon homes, and upon farms by the winds from heaven. We have had 
emergencies which in my State required the appropriation of money 
to buy bacon to feed the population. Large sums were spent in that 
alleged emergency of starvation for bacon to be used in what were 
called the overflowed districts along the Warrior and the Tombigbee 
Rivers. The emergency passed, and with it the bacon; but the emerg- 
ency passed smoothly into politics, and the bacon, instead of being ex- 
pended in the swamps of the ’Bigbee and the Warrior, which had been 
overflowed, was taken up on the heights of Sand Mountain and distrib- 
uted for the purpose of buying the votes of some of the people. 

Many other emergencies to which I could refer have occurred in the 
history of legislation here, and Congress has never failed to provide for 
them whenever it could do so and reconcile its action to that class of 
people who have to work day in and day out to make the money, a 
dollar at a time, which we spend here $77,000,000 in a single bill. It 
would take more than a day’s work priced at $1.25 for every human 
being, man, woman, and child, in the United States to meet thisemer- 
gency—$77, 000, 000 and 60,000,000 people—and when you take out of 
the 60,000,000 people the dead-heads and the dead-beats and the non- 
producers and come to fasten this tax down upon the labor of the men 
who toil in the fields, in the smitheries, in the mines, in the factories, 
and in the fisheries to raise the money that is in the Treasury at the 
farther end of the Avenue, you will not have more than 20,000,000 con- 
tributors. Then you havea tax of more than $3 per capita upon them, 
and by the time you supply all the officials necessary to carry out this 
grand scheme of benevolence, by the time you have paid all the clerks 
that will be necessary to investigate these accounts in thirty-eight States 
and ten Territories, by the time you have oiled the machinery suffi- 
ciently to make it run with the money from the people's Treasury, these 
laboring men who produce all the money that goes into the A 
every dollar of it, will have a tax saddled upon them of not less than 
$10 per capita for this emergency. 

If the Senators around me were men who plowed the fields and 
worked in smitheries and paid the taxesoutof thesweatof their brows, 
I could have more admiration for them while they were voting their 
own money to educate the children of others; but we know perfectly 
well that after we leave the fields of agriculture, after we leave the 
mines and the factories of every description, the fisheries, the grazing 
plains, and the fruit orchards of this country, we have left all that is 
productive, all that creates taxes, we have left behind us everythi 
that can place a dollar into the Treasury of the United States. 

Let not Senators deceive themselves by thinking that the 
the United States are ignorant. They may not know much offetters, 
they may not be greatly educated in statesmanship, but they know 
where the grip of the tax-collector binds, and they inquire diligently 
and studioysly into his power and the rights of those who gave him 
power over their property. That is the class I represent here to-day. 
Though they may think I am an enemy and not a friend, they will 
find me standing by them with sleepless vigilance and I trust with 
honorable fortitude. 

This bill assails that class. It assails them not merely with a taxing 
power, but it takes from their own pockets their own gold as a bribe, 
and holds it before their eyes and asks them to submit to taxation in 
order that they may receive the sham reward. That is done too often 
in this country. It is done in many systems of laws against which I 
always object, for I do not see why it is that we should take money 
out of one pocket of a laboring man and transfer it to the other dimin- 
ished by the amount that shall stick to the hands of the middle-man 
as it goes through, and flatter him that we are promoting his welfare. 

This is a bill to create offices. Itisa bill to elaborate the machinery 
of government. It is a bill to take away from the people of this coun- 
try the right to make their voluntary contributions for the education 
of their own children and to put that sacred duty into the hands of 
Congress. Lou take money away from them, pass it through the hands 
of the new officials, and hand the pittance that is left back to the child 
of some man who perhaps is more able to educate that child than the 
man who has had to pay the tax. 

Here is a man with a large family, consisting of a wife and ten chil- 
dren, well-to-do and prosperous upon his own labor, who rises with the 
early dawn and ceases not his labors until far in the night. He and 
his frugal wife and children live sparingly upon the labor of their own 
hands. From year to year and from month to month they lay up their 
little savings and accumulate a little property. Their necessities in- 
crease, so that they are compelled to buy articles that are taxed heavily 
under the tariff and some which are taxed heavily under the internal- 
revenue laws. This man, toiling along to educate his ten children, 
which he has done, as a man ought to do, who has gotten them past 
the school age, if you please, in his old age is to be taxed almost to pen- 
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ury for the purpose of educating the child of some drunken vagabond 
loafer who never would work for his family and who has left an inher- 
itance of evil and ignorance upon the world. 

I am not much in favor of laws that work such results as that. I 
would rather stand here deserted by every Democrat in the Senate than 


lend my hand to the persecution of the people, for I believe it is the 
duty of a Democrat to see that the people are taken care of in all their 
rights and all their liberties, Equal justice to all men and exclusive 
privileges to none. That is my creed stated in a very few words. 
The tor from New Hampshire says that his purpose in this meas- 
ure is to promote the general welfare; that is, that an honest, hard- 
working man, who is trying to raise or has raised a decent family and 
who has got something to tax because he has worked, shall be taxed 
to the extent of the power of the law to supply money to educate the 
children of the drunken loaferand beat Ihave been talking about; and 
Senators call that promoting the general welfare. That is to say, you 
lift up the bottom man and his progeny by pulling down the man who 
has honestly worked to get on top. That-is the general welfare.” 
Society can take care of that sort of general welfare a great deal bet- 
ter than we can, There is not a father of a family in the United States 
who can not 1 for the education of his own children in a way bet- 
ter suited to his condition of life, to the habits and thoughts and duties 
and destiny of his children, than any member of Congress in the Sen- 
ate; and there is not an honest father of a family in the United States 
who does work for his own living who would be willing to give up the 


education of his children into the hands of any Senator whois here. To | him 


take my children and supply the money to educate them to suit your- 
self is something that neither father nor mother would ever consent to. 
It violates an instinct of humanity; it violates parental affection; it di- 
vorees the children from father and mother both as to influence, as to 
control, and as to sympathy. 

The best families of this continent to-day are those who, in the back- 
woods of the land, in the fear of God and in respect for the morals and 
good order of society, have raised around their own hearth-stones hon- 
est, sincere, diligent, and faithfulsons and daughters. When your great 
centers of wealth and political power and influence get so corrupt that 
we wonder the fires of Sodom haye not been visited upon them, the 
country would lose all hope for the future were it not for this fountain 
of honesty to draw from, which nestles like a benefaction among the 
woods and the hills and along the streams of this greatcountry. True 
social power, the honest power, the power of justice, the power of the love 
of country and the love of God, all that goes to make a people great 
and strong, is supplied year after year from these humble and unknown 
sources, where purity and virtue are exalted, and where vice does not 
dare to intrude with its hideous hoof. 

That is the condition of the common people of this country. Those 
are the people to whom I address myself. They understand me and I 
understand them, and I shall be here, as long as my State gives me the 
privilege of re ting her on this floor, to protect and defend the con- 
stitutional rights and liberties of those people, and especially against 
the tyranny of any usurped power of Congressional taxation. 

For the purpose of getting this matter before the Senate in due and 
proper form, and to understand not merely from my interpretation of 
the bill, but from the interpretation of it which has been by 
the committee on two occasions—once two years ago and the other 
day—lI shall read from the report of the committee, to which there was 
no dissent, the doctrines which lie at the foundation of this bill; for I 
want to argue this case not upon any suppositions of my own, not upon 
any construction that I am capable of putting upon the bill, but upon 
that interpretation of it which has passed the committee twice, consist- 
ing at different times of different membership, and which the honora- 
ble Senator from New Hampshire the other day was so in love with that 
he got up and introduced the entire report and his entire speech of some 
thirty pages, made before in the Senate, to sustain and illustrate that 
report. m that report I take the construction upon which I propose 
to discuss this bill as well as from the text of the bill itself. Now I 
read from the report: 

But Congress has exp: 


selyes and their posterity.” It goes without argument to say that in no way 
can the e welfare be so promoted as by the general diffusion of knowledge 
and the ipline of the mental powers of the masses of the e, which can 


only be accomplished by common schools maintained by governmental power. 

Governments are but agencies established by society to secure the happiness 
of its individual members. Whenever they cease to promote the endfor which 
they were created they should be destroyed, and whenever and so far as they 
fail they should modify or reverse their action, 

If in the past the National Government has not borne its due proportion of 
the burdens of the education of the people, or if new conditions have arisen 
which require of it a degree of co-operation with the several States not hitherto 
necessary in —— to all citizens of the Republic that degree of intelligence 
which is indispensable to the safety of society and to the happiness of the indi- 
vidual, who is at once the subject and the sovereign in both local and national 

imi. n, then the time has come for a new departure, and the withes of 
straw must yield to the expanding limbs of the giant who is arousing himself 
for the labors of the time which has already come. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator state where he is reading from? 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading from page 1240 of the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. From what part of the page? 

Mr. MORGAN, From the right-hand column, at the bottom. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will listen to me for a moment, as he 
seems to be misled from the failure to read the beginning of the report 
from which he is quoting, I will state that he is holding the entire com- 
mittee responsible for matter of argument for which no one but myself 
is responsible. He will observe at the commencement of the report, 
which he will find on the top of page 1240 of the first column, what I 
read now: 

Th itt imous} th t to be 
ated ta the DIE ASA tts diseibciion on toe beats of UETA AA a ETSY 
recommend its passage in its present form. 

The matter following is largely from a presentation of the subject made by 
the chairman of the committee on a former occasion, for which, as matter of 
argument, the committee asa whole is not responsible, but the statistical tables 
and calculations havin pana yes ared with considerable r and care and 

chang 


being substantially un by later information, the same are incorporated 
with this supplementary report. 


I am responsible for this matter of argument which the Senator is 
quoting. ‘Theother members of the committee are no further held than 
they choose to announce themselves that they are held. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire must have un- 
derstood his own offspring. He is the father of this bill and he under- 
stood his child. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to interrupt 


? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I do not wish to criticise anything in the report, which 
I have no doubt is a very able report. It was made, however, by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and as a member of the committee I 
have no knowledge of what is contained in the report. We approved 
the reporting of the bill, but as for the argument which is contained in 
the report that is the work of the Senator from New Ham Ido 
not know what is contained init, and therefore Iam not bound by what 
is in it. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I shall expect the honorable Senator from 
Florida, when I have gotten through and he has a fair opportunity, to 
get up and state wherein he objects to this doctrine promulgated by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. I wish to know whether the com- 
mittee are agreed upon the principle on which the Treasury is to be 
deprived of $77,000,000, or whether they merely concur in the fact that 
the money is to be taken out of the Treasury, one for one reason and 
another for another. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say only that as a member of the committee 
I have never seen the report. The committee agreed that the bill 
should be reported favorably, but the report containing the arguments 
and reasons in support of it has never been submitted to me, and, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire says, is his work. Ido not know 
what is in the report. ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, there is nothing in the report 
that is not in the bill, except, perhaps, a little fulmination of rhetoric 
now and then, and there is nothing in the bill that you could not put 
into the report, only you would have to enlarge the report a little to 
accommodate it in all of its results, and in all the evil consequences that 
may possibly result, and probably will result from its 

Here is a committee that bring in a or authorize it to be 
brought in. They send it out to the world; it stays upon the records 
of the Senate for two years; it is brought in again by the chairman of 
that same committee and interjected into a speech, and printed in the 
RECORD, and sent to the world again with no dissenting voice; and 
now for the first time, when I read the true analysis of this bill from 
its own author, Senators are found springing up suddenly in every di- 
rection to disclaim, ‘‘ Why, I do not think that about it;“ I do not 
hold to that doctrine ;’’ I am not quite content with that form of ex- 
pression; I think I could put it a little better; if I had the sugar- 
coating of the pill I would have coated it with a different sort of sugar; if 
I had the explanation of the hideous ou upon the Constitution that 
is concealed in the bill I would have covered it up in such a way as that, 

haps, no man’s genius would have been able to open the door and 

et in the light upon it.“ Here is a committee with a bill of this kind 

voting $77,000,000, and there is not a member of the committee but 

one who will rise on the floor of the Senate and say that he ever read 

the report. Their anxiety to unlock the door of the Treasury and 

get at $77,000,000 was much greater than their anxiety to understand 
the reasons upon which the bill is founded. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Alabama will allow me. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask thehonorable gentleman from Ala- 
bama if he did not vote for a bill to appropriate millions of dollars for 
the commerce of the country which added so much to taxation? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the Senator can not quite draw me off from 
the point in hand by that suggestion. That is not my programme of 
debate, and I have an amendment which I intend to offer, and which 
I will send to the desk now and have read, for the purpose of showing 
the Senator where I stand on the difference between dealing with a 
trust fund and the effect of this bill. 
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M PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 4, after the word Treasury,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Not otherwise appropriated, and derived from all other sources, except from 
loans or from the customs-reyenue service, or from the internal-revenue service, 
or from the postal service, or the consular service, or from the Patent Office. 

It is further proposed to amend by inserting, at the end of section 1, 
the following: 
venta sniantioned ia this sortion betoxe nosis fo 
thereby annulled. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the honorable Senator from Florida will dis- 
cover, I hope, that in the argument which I propose to make on this 
bill I intend to be entirely frank and go through any question that is 
presented in connection with it as well as I can, and that I bring for- 
ward and state distinctly the proposition that there is as much differ- 
ence between applying the property of the United States acquired in 
the public lands, or acquired otherwise than by taxation, and the tax- 
ing of the 9 directly for money as there is between the Senator 
from Florida and the Senator from Alabama. They are utterly dis- 
tinct; and I have offered that amendment for the purpose of getting a 
vote of the Senate upon it. Ihave offered it with a view of asking 
these gentlemen when they come to debate this question, if they care to 
debate it, and I believe they do, that they shall meet the question flat 
and square as to the power of Congress to tax the people, aa ke poner 
of Congress to execute a trust which has been charged into its 
by the votes of the very States themselves. 

But I proceed with this interesting document, this report, of which 
everybody is so ignorant who is on the committee and with which the 
world is expected to be entirely familiar, this groundwork and basis of 
this bill. I wish to get more of it before the Senate in order that we can 
better understand the bill through its author and true interpreter, the 
Senator from New Hampshire. On page 1248 of the RECORD, contain- 
ing the Senator’s speech, and in that same report which has been twice 
sent in here from that committee, it is said: 

We think it is clear that the nation has the power, which implies the duty of 
its exercise when necessary, to educate the children who are to become its citi- 
zens; and that the urgent demand for its aid at the present time has been dem- 
onstrated. Wedesire to offera few suggestions in regard to the methods which 
are, in our judgment, proper to be pursued by the General Government in the 
present emergency, 

The assertion of the committee on that subject appears to be that 
Congress has the power in order to provide for the emergency to make 


riation for either of the fiscal 
year begins, said act shall be 


this appropriation, and the committee n 
stop on that line without committing themselves to the proposition that 


has the power when no emergency like this exists; in other 
words, thatit is the duty of Co as asserted here in the ph 
I have just read, to maintain and support public education; that that is 


through power of laws to be enacted by Congress; 
that it is a duty which the Government of the United States can only 
exercise within a State—how? In virtue of the consent of the State? 
Will Senators say that? Or in virtue of the su accorded to the 
2 Congress by the very terms of the Constitution? Will they say 
t ° 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this proposition, which 
has been too often asserted in the courts and elsewhere to be denied, that 
Congress can get no power or jurisdiction from the consent of a State. 
The States have now no power to yield their jurisdiction up to Congress, 
and Congress can not enhance, 8 en, or improve its juris- 
diction by concessions made by the States. Congress never gets any 
additions to its powers except such as it may borrow from the States, 
whether for emergency or for perpetual use, the powers of Congress will 
always remain just what they are, for every State in this Union may, if 
it poaa vote through its Legislature to concede to Congress the right 
to legislate within its borders upon asubject that Congressis prohibited 
from legislating upon by the Constitution of the United States, and yet 
Congress would not gain from that consent one particleof power. When 
you go into a State with a law of Con go in virtue of the su- 
premacy of the Government of the United States, and not because you 
are invited or tolerated or not expelled by the action of the State. 

Congress can go nowhere with its laws unless they are supreme. In 
the Territories, in the States, in the District of Columbia, wherever 
Congress has the right to enact and enforce a law, that law is supreme; 
and Senators who feel that they have been educated for a lifetime in 
the tenets of the Democratic party and in the principles of its great 
exponents are here to-day imagining that in case of an emergency Con- 
gress may borrow power to enter a State and control affairs there from 
the legislative authority of the State, or else they come to the doctrine 
announced in this re that Congress has the right to enforce this 
bill within the States even if they object. If Congress has the right 
to enter the States with its power to educate the children there, when it 
goes there with its laws it goes as a supreme ruler, for its power is not 
abashed in the presence of the power of any State government when it 
is exercised in pursuance of and in conformity with the Constitution of 
the United States. If, therefore, Congress can enter the State at all to 


fix upon one of its officers any rule of law to which he is bound to re- 

or to impose on him any duty which he must perform, Congress 
does not go to beg its way through that State by concessions from State 
authority. It goes in the majesty and in the supremacy of the laws of 
the United States, and nobody can expel it and nobody can control it. 
How, then, do you enter these States? By invitation, by consent, by 
acquiescence on the part of these sovereign powers, or do you enter by 
force of the power of Congress, granted and guaranteed to it in the 
Constitution of the United States over all subjects confided to its juris- 
diction? Which horn of this dilemma do you take? The honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire takes this: that Congress has the right 
to educate the people in the States without their consent. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator is devoting some attention to consti- 
tutional views on this matter, I should like him to represent them, a3 
I have no doubt he desires to do, as nearly as they are stated. Other 
parts of the report from which he has read elaborate the idea a little 
more. I would like to observe, if he will not object to the interrup- - 
tion, that the general proposition which I have tried to illustrate or 
elucidate was to this effect, that education in a free government is ab- 
solutely indispensable to ita existence; that the National Government 
is one republican in form, to the existence of which intelligence is as 
indispensable as it is to the State governments, which are also repub- 
lican in form and based upon intelligence. I have said that the pri- 
mary duty of education devolves upon the parent if he is able to give it. 
The parent failing, either from inability or from lack of desire to edu- 
cate his child, the duty must devolve upon the State. If the state 
proper fails as well as the parent to educate the child, which is to be- 
come a citizen not alone of the State but of the United States, it then 
becomes the right of the General Government, in self-defense, to edu- 
cate that child; but, as I have said in the report, it is a power that 
never should be exercised except in the last resort. 


Education is the insurance 1. e 
o leave the 


Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator reading from his report or his speech ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I am reading from the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has been before the Senate three times now. 
Iam getting tired of it; I know what isin it, if the Senator will ex- 


cuse me—— 

Mr. BLAIR: Very well. The Senator has been stating what is in 
it, and I wish he would state it wholly and not partially. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the Senator changes his ground just a little. 
Congress has power to educate the children in the States provided the 
States are not able to do it and provided that the parents are not able 
to do it. He puts the power of Co to depend on two conditions 
one ing the child and the other the State. A great constitutional 

wer is to be exercised by this Government to depend upon the num- 

of people in a State who are not able to educate their children the 
poverty of their parents, the poverty or indifference of the State to edu- 
cate them, and the ability of the Government of the United States to 
do it; and he says it is a power that ought not to be exercised except 
in the last resort. I hope this is the last resort; it is the first one, and 
I hope it is the last. We have on for one hundred years now 
practically under this perpetual Constitution, and it looks to me as if 
we had builded very rapidly and very powerfully, and we have had a 
vast amount of ignorance among us all this time. The Republic seems 
to be about as sound and as strong as if every man in it had been able 
to read and write. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire does avow the power. In his 

he says that it comes from the preamble of the Constitution. 
He shifts his ground a little now and takes it.out of the preamble of 
the Constitution and puts it, first, upon the condition of poverty of the 
child’s parent; second, the poverty or indifference of the State; third, 
that thereupon there results a power in Congress to educate him be- 
cause he must be educated; otherwise the Republic dies. Perhaps 
that argument would have been a little more emphatic if the Senator 
had not forgotten in his reading a moment ago to inform the Senate 
again of the Jast sentences in this report. He says: 
the remedy, but the evil willincrease. The issue can not 


Common-sebool education must become universal or the form of 
We believe that the next few years willde- 


We ma 
be evad 
our Government must be 
cide the question. 

National aid to schools is indis 
to common schools should be 


most le 
This done, the Republie will be perpetual. 


It has lived one hundred years without this aid; it has passed through 
its i and its early youth into a pretty broad and strong manhood 


bie to the national existence; nationalaid 
ven liberally, given now, and applied where 


and got along without national aid to common schools, and I doubt if 
there is a government in the world that stands fairer or stronger than 
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the Government of the United States. The common schools have con- 
tributed much to the prosperity of this country no doubt, but it is a con- 
tribution that came up from the people and from the States, from the 
fathers of families and from neighborhoods, and we have grown into a 
great and powerful and enlightened people without ever before having 
had to call upon Congress to aid the common schools. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Lask him if hedenies oradmits that Congress has power 
to make a donation to a State for any purpose whatever? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do for some p 

Mr. CALL, Do you admit it for any purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not say for any purpose. I might imagine a 

urpose for which Congress might make a donation to a State. 

Mr. CALL. Do you imagine any purpose for which Congress could 
make a donation to a State without the consent of the State to accept it? 

Mr. MORGAN, It would not be much of a donation unless the donee 
accepted it. It might be called an inchoate gift, subject to be accepted. 
I recollect a case of that kind when we distributed the proceeds of the 
surplus revenue in the Treasury. Alabama refused for many years to 
receive or have anything to do with it. Afterward she took it and put 
it in her common-school fund. 

Mr. CALL. That is precisely the case of this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Congress of the United States had no right to 
give away that money. It had not been collected from the people of 
the United States for the purpose of being given to the States. I have 
no right to tax the people of Florida to sustain public institutions in 
Alabama. If there is a surplus revenue, as there was in 1836, in the 
Treasury of the United States, no debt to pay, no public works pro- 
jected, no demand for it of any kind, that does not prove the power of 
Congress to give that money to the States or to distribute it among 
them. If you are going to give back that money to anybody, give it to 
the men who paid it into the Treasury and not to somebody else. I 
believe that that was a thoroughly unconstitutional law, a law one of 
the fruits of which is this bill that is before the Senate to-day. You 
plant an evil weed in the policy of the Government of the United States 
and let it bear the fruit of a little money and you will be centuries in 
getting rid of it. This very bill to-day is justified upon that actof 1836, 
and never was the power of Congress more thoroughly abused than it 
was in the passage of that act. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. Calhoun voted for that bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ah! I do not know, and I do not, with the great- 
est possible reverence for Mr. Calhoun, care. Mr. Calhoun has neither 
got my conscience nor my obligations to comply with now. Mr. Cal- 
houn voted on both sides of many great questions—the national bank, 
the tariff, internal improvements, various important constitutional ques- 
tions, and voted his honest opinions every time. If you take one side 
of these questions you can see him very comfortably as your high au- 
thority, and I can take the other side and see him just as comfortably 
as my high authority, because he voted both ways. It is a delightful 
thing to have a sort of political ancestor to whose memory every man 
can refer all his sins and all his ions and to quote scriptures, 
which say the sins of the fathers shall be visited on the children to the 
eighth, ninth, or tenth generation—whatever generation it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Third and fourth. 

Mr. MORGAN. Third and fourth, as my more learned friend says. 
The sins of the fathers shall be visited on the children to the third and 
fourth generation, and when you get one of the boys in a tight place on 
one side of a question he can say, My father did it,“ and when you 
get the other son, who quarrels with him on the other side of the ques- 
tion, in a close place, he can say, Our father did it.“ Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I should hope the honorable Senator from Mississippi could have 
something better to say in behalf of this bill than to quote Mr. Calhoun 
on the act of 1836. Why did he not vote that money to common schools? 

I have now got, I think, before the Senate the two attitudes of the 
committee and the honorable chairman. I find them dissevered, un- 
happy, and disclaiming; I have not been able yet to find out who is 
the leading counsel in this case, whether it is the chairman of the com- 
mittee who did the writing and has done most of the ing for it 
and has claimed all the honor and glory of passing the bill by giving 
from the Northern States an immense largess and a most worthy con- 
tribution of benevolence to the Sonthern States, or whether it is the 
gentlemen from the South who want to receive the money. I do not 
know who is the leading counsel. 

They characterize the bill as a gift to the States. The honorable Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire characterizes it as a gift to the children. 
Which is it? There is all the difference. You give it to the State; the 
State takes it like it did this fand from the surplus revenue distributed 
in 1836. The State takes it and uses it in building a railroad. The 
Government can not object. Or it takes it and gives it to the public 
schools. The Government, the donor, can not object. Or it may do as 
my State did, put it in a banking system and lose it all, and then cre- 
ate a debt on the people in order to pay interest on the lost fund to the 
common schools of Alabama. The Government of the United States 
can not object. That is because the gift is to the State. There is no 
gift to the State in this bill. There is not even a loan to the State, and 
the State has nothing to do with this money at all except to provide 


certain machinery which is subject to revision by Congress and by the 
Secretary of the Interior for the manner of disbursing it. The gift is 
to the children in the State, and it isa much more legitimate proposi- 
tion so far as the power of Congress is concerned, as I take it, than it 
is to give it to the States. The States stand related to this great Gov- 
ernment in a very delicate way, and they by a combination could de- 
stroy it or revoke its but a childcould not, or a number of chil- 
dren scattered through the States could not. When you come to deal- 
ing with States in regard to the exercise of their sovereign power, you 
have much more powerful,dangerous antagonists to deal with than you 
have with any number of school children or their parents. The want 
of constitutional authority on the part of Congress, however, is equal 
in either case. 

It was not the purpose of the men who ratified the Constitution— 
the people of the States—to promote the general welfare in any and 
every way that the imagination or fancy of an optimist or Utopian 
dreamer might suggest, but by establishing and ordaining a fixed plan, 
called the Constitution of the United States, to prescribe whatever 
rights pertained to this Government. All the powers which Congress 
might exercise were to be according to the plan, and were to be found 
enumerated in the Constitution, and not to meet a result to be called 
the general welfare,“ not enumeratedas a grant of power in the Con- 
stitution, or not necessary as a governmental agency in executing the 
powers expressly conferred. 

Congress can only touch the people by laws, and it can only enact 
laws that relate to some power conferred by the Constitution upon the 
Government of the United States or some department or officer of the 
Government, or some power of Congress enumerated in the Constitu- 
tion. 

The committee’s report and also this bill reverses the whole theory 
of the Constitution and the language also, and converts the purposes 
to be attained in ordaining it into the grant of any power Congress 
may find it convenient to employ to secure the general welfare.” 
To illustrate, let us suppose the majority in each House should vote 
and the President should concur in promoting the general welfare“ 
by one of the following measures: 

To abolish the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
United States. 

That would promote the general welfare of ‘‘ we the people of the 
United States’’ beyond question. If Congress may do anything to pro- 
mote the general welfare because it has power in the preamble of the 
Constitution, or in its body, to promote the general welfare, as they 
say, not as I admit, then why can not Congress pass a universal law to 
prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, and why does 
the Senator from New Hampshire come here with bill after bill to 
amend the Constitution so as to empower Congress to do that, when 
Congress, in doing it, would do no more than to promote the general 
welfare, according to his view of it? 

Suppose Congress should undertake to establish by law a uniform rule 
of divorce in all the States. That would“ promote the general wel- 
fare.” Nobody can deny that it would have 5 a beneficial provision 
to have put into the original Constitution, along with the power to 
enact uniform laws of bankruptey, that the laws of divorce throughout 
the United States should also be uniform. Such a law would pro- 
mote the general welfare ” undeniably; and has Congress the power to 
enact it? I do not believe there is a lawyer on this floor who would 
say so. 

Suppose that Congressin sympathy with the Knights of Labor, or any 
other great and powerful organization of laboring men, should under- 
take to pass a law to abolish the penitentiaries in the States where con- 
demned criminals are taught the mechanic arts and are taught to com- 
pete with decent men with decent families, would not that promote 
the general welfare,’’ or at least the welfare of an immense class of peo- 
ple? And yet does any Senator here believe that Congress has power 
to abolish the penitentiaries in the States because criminals are taken 
into them and educated in the arts so as to become competitors with 
honest men? 

Suppose Congress should enact a law to compel artisans to work for 
lower wages than they get in order that the factories shall not be stopped 
from running for the general welfare.” Here is an immense aggrega- 
tion of capital represented on this floor and in the other House, and the 
capitalists come to Congress and say, ‘‘ Unless you enact a law to re- 
quire of mechanics that they shall accept lower wages than they are de- 
manding, at our option, they will compel the closing of the factories of 
the country and that will disarrange and destroy the general welfare.” 
Could you pass a law of that kind, let me ask? If you can pass this 
school bill, you can do it. 

Or suppose that your law was to compel the owners of factories to 
pay higher prices so that the operatives and their families shall not 
starve, would it not be for the general welfare in this country that op- 
eratives and their families should not starve and that the iron heel of 
monopoly should not crush the life out of a laboring man who has noth- 
ing else to subsist upon, and would not a law of that kind promote 
the general welfare, at least among all that class of people? Unques- 
tionably; yet there is a law to promote the general we that you 
would not dare to vote for. 

Suppose the law was to provide medicines and surgeons at the com- 
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mon expense to heal the diseases of all the people. If you can take a 
man’s child and educate him and inform his mind; if you find hehas a 
crooked limb or a diseased liver or a head a little out of balance, or is 
subject to chills, or is liable to fever, can you not call in a doctor at the 
public expense and put him where he will be treated, furnish him medi- 
eines and doctors’ fees so as to build up his body, so that there may be a 
sound mind in a sound body? If you find a mind that is so beset 
with disease that you can not educate it, the first thing you ought to do 
is to call in the doctor at the public expense and have him treated so 
that his body will become sound; then educate his mind; then teach him 
how to yote, which way to vote, and you have got an American citizen 
who is prepared to govern and defend the country. Would that not be 
for the general welfare? 

Would it not be a good thing in every community in the United 
States to establish moral reformatories? The Sisters of Mercy do much 
to reform people and at large expenses, and it must be for the general 
welfare that we should establish moral reformatories in the States; yet 
where is the power to do it? What has Congress to do with establish- 
ing a moral reformatory in Alabama any more than it has with an in- 
sane asylum, or a deaf and dumb institution, or to work the roads, or 
to build bridges, or to build jails for us, or market places, or court- 
houses for the use of the courts of the State? 

Suppose you undertake, as a great measure of moral and of physical 
reform in the country, by act of Congress to punish men who adulterate 
food and medicines in the States, would not that promote the general 
welfare?“ In every State of this Union there are men who wickedly 
and in a criminal way, for profit and gain, adulterate the very food the 
people eat and adulterate the medicines that they take when languish- 
ing upon beds of sickness; yet no man has dared to come into Congress 
and claim the powers of this body for the purpose of punishing adul- 
terations of food and medicines in the States. It is admitted to be be- 
yond the power of the General Government. What becomes of your 

general welfare” doctrine in these cases? You have not got power 
to keep poisoned food and poisoned medicines out of the mouth of a 
child; and yet you have power to take him and put him under a school- 
master and educate him upto the single rule of three in arithmetic. Let 
us be honest with ourselves. Let us deal candidly with this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator what his view is of ap- 
propriations for the yellow fever which have been made on several 


oceasions, the yellow fever constituting, I should say, an emergency | grain 


perhaps no more dangerous than the illiteracy of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never believed they were constitutional, if you 
force me to say it. The fever is past now; the emergency is past. I 
will say that as to that, and as to tornadoes, and as to inoculation 
for the small-pox, and for taking cattle that were diseased and shooting 
them down and paying for them, I have always, if I voted at all, voted 
against such measures. I did not vote for them. I let them pass. In 
the name of God and mercy, I blinded my eyes while the Angel of 
Mercy passed over. You do not find me committed to things of that 
sort. 


Mr. BLAIR. I did not know what the Senator's position might be. 
Of course he has a right to state it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Sometimes for very modest reasons, sometimes be- 
cause I am a Southern man and therefore a Nazarene in the estimation 
of some, sometimes because I feel that I should give offense to a senti- 
ment which is merciful and good and just and kind inthis body I have 
not raised my voiee to obstruct or to criticise the passage of the meas- 
ures that I should never have originated and never would have recom- 
mended from a committee. Last year I believe it was the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], his heart stirred to its very 
depths by the fact that a large community there had been rendered ab- 
solutely destitute and people destroyed with their houses and farms 
a cyclone that passed through, reported a bill from acommittee of whi 
he was a member granting relief to those people. My heart almost bled 
within me when I rose on this floor and objected to it on the ground 
that we had not the constitutional right to pass it. Ido not set myself 
up in opposition to these bills as they come one by one to relieve 
against calamitous visitations, because I do not feel called u every 
time that I have an opportunity to criticise some measure; but when 
you come with $77,000,000 taxed out of the people and to be taxed out 
of them, I feel that itis my duty to express my honest conviction against 
the constitutional power of Congress to do it. 

Suppose your bill should be to vote money to build church edifices, 
because any decent religion promotes the general welfare, and upon that 
basis you vote money to build churches in the States. Therefore you 
would promote the general welfare“ by voting money. Have you 
got the power? Not to establish religion, not to control it, not to di- 
rect it, but merely to give a subvention to it, to these communities 
who wish to worship God in a decent way and have not the money to 
build churches. Many such are there, and every Senator here knows 
it. Particularly does he know how he is appealed to continually by 
pious men and ladies throughout the whole country to make contribu- 
tions to the building of churenes out of his own private funds. 


Mr. CALL. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator if he has not introduced a bill here 
and voted for it donating a considerable sum of money to a college or 
university in Alabama for replacing the buildings which were destroyed 
during the war? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has got a great many vain imaginations 
about me, Mr. President. No, I did not. I introduced a bill, voted 
for it, and carried it too, to apply the public lands, a trust fund in our 
hands, for that purpose; and I promise the Senator, if he will do me the 
honor to listen to me when I come to that branch of the subject, tocon- 
vince him I think that we have power to do that, and in doing it we do 
not transgress any feature of the Constitution. Iremark to him again 
that the two powers are as different as his individuality is from my 
bodily existence. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave heard the Senator say so. I want him to prove it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator would like to hear me talk about many 
things besides those I am just now saying, but I want to keep him and 
all the rest to the point in hand, for Iam not in a debating society now, 
but I am in the Senate of the United States, and I am stating reasons 
why I can not vote for this bill. Let us see if Senators can answer them. 

Suppose your bill should be to seize the property of the Standard Oil 
Company because its all monopolistic powers and combinations pre- 
vent the people from having cheap oil, which promotes the general Wel- 
fare. Here is a bill to promote the general welfare“ by seizing the 
property of a great monopoly which makes the room dark where the little 
boy you are trying to educate can not read his book because his father is 
not able to pay for the light at the high price the Standard Oil Com- 
pany demands. That would“ promote the general welfare, but what 
would become of the Standard Oil Company? 

Suppose your proposition was to seize all the railroad and telegraph 
and telephone lines and operate them by the Government because they 
combine to raise the prices of transportation and so interfere with the 
general welfare. Have you gotthe power? Now step forward and as- 
sert it. Then you will find antagonists worthy of your steel, then you 
will find men prepared to test with you in the courts as to whether or 
not under the clause for promoting the general welfare or epee a 
as you say, power to promote the general welfare, you can take the tel- 
egraph and telephone and railroad companies and fix rates and freights 
and take the ownership of them, if you please, out of their hands, so 
as to promote the general welfare.’’ 

Suppose this Congress should pass a bill to seize the hog crop, or the 
crop, or the cotton, rice, or sugar crop, so as to prevent the gam- 
blers in the exchanges from destroying ‘‘the general welfare” by rais- 
ing the prices of the necessaries of life upon the people of the country, 
or to buy any of these crops and hold them until we should starve for- 
eign nations into promoting the general welfare” of our people by pay- 
ing higher prices for them. Ifthe promotion of the general welfare is 
included in the powers of Congress, why do you suffer your men to lose 
so much money upon grain crops shipped abroad, hog crops, beef crops, 
and all of that, when by interposing the power of this Government with 
its $300,000,000 of income a year you could buy the crop and hold it 
in your ownership until you starved foreign people into buying it at 
our prices? 

Or am almostafraid to allude to the subject—to promote the general 
welfare by taxing one class heavily to enrich another more abundantly, 
thereby giving the taxed millions the benefit of a home market where 
they can sell without the benefit of foreign competition, or buy with- 
out paying the shamefully low prices of foreign markets for goods 
which they must have, and all for the general welfare. There are some 
Senators on this floor perhaps who understand the administration of 
the power of the general welfare in that connection. When they next 
rise to debate it will they in all honesty and sincerity ask themselves 
the question whether after all they are faithful apostles of the doctrine 
that the powers of Congress are to be found in the preamble of the 
Constitution, and among the enumerations of these powers is the power 
to ‘‘promote the general welfare?“ 

The general welfare“ is a broad field of power to be covered by a 
Constitution that was intended to secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our ity.” 

Were the blessings of liberty ever secured by giving to a monarch, 
or to a congress, or a chamberof deputies the power first to determine 
what shall be considered ‘‘ the general welfare,” and to promote it by 
such laws as they choose to enact? 

It was this doctrine that caused the chamber of deputies to record the 
fierce decrees of Robespierre, Danton, and Marat on the fair bosom of 
France in the blood of the innocent men, women, and children of France 
during the great civil revolution. 

Great Britain has been promoting the general welfare *’ under the 
all powers of Parliament, to secure the blessings of liberty“ to 
Englishmen and their posterity, by devastating with confiscations the 
fairest land in the world, and by starving and degrading the diminish- 
ing few. who could not escape to a land where liberty is made secure 
against the powers of the lawmakers by a Constitution that restrains 
the hand of usurpation by fixed written guarantees. 

I could point you to a nearer and to me a dearer land, where the 
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the blessings o to men in violation of its guarantees 
express limitations pon the noblest race of men that ever lived to 
grow anxious, then angry, and then to dispute, and then to divide, 
man from man, section from section, church from church, State from 
State, until they stood in armed array, millions opposed to millions, 
and then to fight until the rich tide of fraternal blood that soaked the 
earth seemed to intoxicate the continent and made it drunk with the 
wild frenzy of war. 

These brethren of this noble race, whose power in war is made thrice 
illustrious by their reunited powers in council, are here to-day to dis- 
cuss and reason and act for the general welfare, and are debating in har- 
monious council whether they will that there are limits and 
boundaries in their powers as Jawmakers, or whether they will again 
declare their unrestricted right to decree what will promote the gen- 
eral welfare and to enforce that decree by the enactment of a law. 

For my part I feel grateful that I have the opportunity to declare 
boldly and firmly for the faith handed down from the fathers. Other 
and far abler men than Iam, in the times of trouble through which God 
has delivered us and our country, men hailing from the South, who are 
honored in every heart-beat and remembered in every prayer that rises 
to Heaven, thought themselves fortunate when they had the opportunity 
to cast away high positions, wealth, and comfort, and to face death in 
vindication of the doctrine that the liberty guaranteed to American 
citizens is in fact secured by the limitations of the Constitution upon 
the powers of Congress. 

They sought to defend the rights of their States and people by resist- 
ing laws that were enacted outside the Constitution, as they believed 
and as I believe, and their resistance culminated in armed defiance of 
usurped power, in death to many, in untold distress to suffering mill- 
ions, and in subjugation to all. 

I am here to refuse by my vote a well-meant benevolence intended 
to heal some of the wounds that resulted from that great struggle. It 
isa glittering prize of more than $5,000,000 offered to Alabama for a 
purpose that will, if accomplished, let ina light brighter than the burn- 
ished gold that is offered us upon the darkened mind of many a poor 
child. 

I could not stultify myself by failing to perceive the value of the gift 
for by underrating the benevolence of many who would tender it to us. 
I have also the satisfaction of believing that its dispensation at the 
hands of the Democratic President and Secretary of the Interior would 
be kindly, faithful, honest, and generous. 

o “no” to this great offer, made un- 
der circumstances so a I will not have the support of great 
communities to applaud me for defending their rights, as my colleague 
had when he withdrew from the other House in 1861 to emphasize his 
love of country and his loyalty to the Constitution. On the contrary, 
many will reproach me as a pharisee, and many will deeply censure me 
for practicing a | a retentious self-denial at their expense, yet I pray God 
that I may not falter in my obedience to the Constitution and my in- 
terpretation of the oath I have taken to support it. As I understand 
these, the gift to Alabama and all the other States and Territories that 
you tender us is not yours to make, nor can it be rightfully ours to 
enjoy 

What money there is now in the Treasury, being the property of the 
United States, you may divert or apply to any purpose not forbidden by 
the Constitution. If the purpose to which you apply it is unwise or 
unauthorized, still you have the power to so apply it in the exercise of 

a political power which no judge can call in question. It is needless to 
argue that in such a case might does not make right,” but it is even 
more useless to deny that you can melt all the coin in the Treasury into 
bars and give all the money there in back-pay, increases of salary, and 
perquisites to yourselves or your friends, and that no judge could re- 
strain you. The very power the legislative de; ent has to violate 
the law without direct responsibility to the other departments is the 
one fact above all others that decides me never to exercise a power for 
which I can find no warrant in the Constitution. As no power can cor- 
rect our errors, we should be very careful not to commit any. 

I regret that I must decide against the apparent interests of Alabama 
in the vote Ishall cast against this bill, but my answer to that enlight- 
ened and magnanimous people will be, that I prefer the spirit of truth, 
which dieth not, to the body of error, though it were crowned with jewels 
for its bridal with death.“ 

Five million of dollarsis no equivalent for the adoption into our creed 
of a false een which in the end will commit us irrevocably to the 
will of Congress in the management of our local domestic affairs. 

If Congress can create a school in Alabama, and can prescribe the 
course of study, and define the location of the school-house, and direct 
how its money shall be expended and accounted for, some for common- 
school purposes and some for normal and industrial or technical pur- 
poses, and can prescribe the contract that a pupil in the normal 1 
shall make to teach a year in the common schools, who can deny its 
right to build and furnish the peg ewig oE or to 3 the teacher, 
or to require that certain books of history shall be taught, or certain 
English reading shall not be taught? 

Once the power of Congress enters a State, whether by force or by 
toleration orinvitation, as the rightful arbiter of any matter where the 
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being supreme over the laws of the State, wherever they take 
any any field of legislative jurisdiction under their care, the power of the 
State, though once sovereign, will dwindle and vanish into thin air. 
But this measure goes much further. It expressly subordinates the 
governor and all the State agents engaged in its administration to the 
requirements of a Jaw of Congress and to direct accountability to Con- 
gress through the Secretary of the Interior, and the State itself is to 
be brought into judgment, and its rights are to be litigated on com- 
plaints made to the Secretary of the Interior, and it is to be adjudged 
delinquent and its rights are to be forfeited by his decree until it has 
gone off like a reprimanded slave to do its work according to orders. 

Now, sir, this bill does all that I have said. It does more. The 
money is appropriated; it is applied or intended to be applied for the 
benefit of children of the school age in the respective States; but the 
State, before it can receive the money, must comply with certain con- 
ditions, and so the State, after it has received the money and has ex- 
pended it, must comply with certain other conditions; and I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to these conditions, to see whether, after all, 
it is Congress that is supreme in the passage of this bill or whether it 
is the State. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will allow me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator said the State must comply. Does he 
mean by that that there isany power reserved by the bill in Congress 
to enforce compliance on the part of the State? It is simply this, hat 
if the State does not comply it can not have the benefit of the gift. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is to say, if the State does not pass an act to 
receive the gift and does not also pass a law to make its school fund 
equal to the gift, and if the State does not furnish equal facilities for 
the education of the children without reference to color in all the schools 
of the country, or if the State undertakes to do any other thing in op- 
position to the principle and requirements of this act, the State loses 


its money. 
Mr. GEORGE. And that is all. 
Mr. MORGAN, That is enough. 


Mr. GEORGE. Congress does not undertake to provide any Federal 
machinery by which the conditions of the grant shall be enforced as 
against the State. It only withdraws the gift in case the State will not 
appropriate the money according to the terms of the gift. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the reason Congress does not undertake to pro- 
vide any Federal machinery for compelling the State to do something 
under this law is that Congress has no right or power to provide such 
machinery in any case; none whatever. That is upon the ground that 
the State is a sovereign, and that it is not subject to Congressional com- 
pulsion or coercion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the Senator from Alabama undertook to 
argue upon the idea that this bill destroyed the sovereignty of the State 
and transferred this whole matter to Congress. 

Mr, MORGAN. No; my idea is that this bill does not destroy the 
State sovereignty; it does not interfere with the State sovereignty; it 
merely goes into the State with a superior law 

Mr. GEORGE. With the consent of the State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the consent necessary? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator from Mississippi, a great consti- 
tutional lawyer, has found out at last that the consent of a State is 
necessary to confer this power on Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allow me to reply to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill, certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not take any position of that 
sort. I admit that the powers of Congress are to be found in the Fed- 
eral Constitution, that no consent of a State, except in cases provided 
in the Constitution—and there is one of that sort and only one—will 
give Congress any power of jurisdiction in a State. But this bill, as 
the Senator from Alabama admits, is a pure gift by Congress to the sev- 
eral States. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not admit that. 

_Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to call it a magnificent 


STi. MORGAN. Isaid that was the hypothesis on this side of the 
Chamber, not on that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me explain my position, 
offer made to the States. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire does not insist 
on that. He says it is a gift to the children. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from New Hampshire is perfectly able 
to manage his side of the question. Iwant to manage mine. My po- 
sition is this 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow mea moment. I have no 
objection to your managing your side of this case. At the same time 
you rose to answer a question and to answer a proposition that I had 
stated. I have given you permission freely and very cordially to do it. 
But the Senator said that I had admitted that this was a gift to the 


I say it is a gift, an 


State.. Idid not doit. I argued that that is one hypothesis. The 
other hypothesis was that it was a gift to the child. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me state my position on that subject and that 
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of those gentlemen on this side of the Chamber who advocate the 
bill. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a pure giſt to the State upon conditions subse- 
quent. I will not argue now the right of the State to receive or the 
right of Congress to make a gift to the States, because that has been 
settled by precedent from the very beginning of the Government down 
to the present time, as I showed two years ago when I argued the 
question. A gift, as was intimated in the question propounded by the 
Senator from Florida to the Senator from Alabama, can only be made 
effectual by the consent of the donee, and that is all the force and ef- 
fect that I attribute to the consent of the State in this matter. Con- 
gress can not force a gift upon a State any more than the Senator from 
Alabama or any other man can force a gift upon another. It takes two 
to make a gift, one to grant and the other to accept; and that is all 
the force and effect that I claim or any of us here give to the position 
that the State must consent, like any other donee must consent, to re- 
ceive the benefaction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, I am discussing with a law- 
yer— 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at present. Iam discussing now with a law- 
yer who has ability, who has learning, who has a discriminating mind, 
and that honorable Senator says that it requires two to make a gilt, 
the donor and the consenting donee. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that being true, there is no power in the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the United States Government to 
send a gift to a State, for there is no power in the Constitution which 
hints at the idea that Congress may do something with the consent of 
the State which it can not do without it. 

Mr, GEORGE. Can we make a gift to a foreign state? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am speaking about the relations between our 
States and our Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to know if Congress can make a gift toa 
foreign state, as was done during the administration of General Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr. MORGAN. With due respect to the honorable Senator that is 
a begging of the question and a refuge besides. 

Mr. GEORGE. If you can make a gift to a foreign state, can you 
not to your own? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir. If the Senator has not learned enough of 
horn-book constitutional law to understand the difference between the 
relations of the Federal Government to a foreign state and of the Fed- 
eral Government to the States of the Federal Union, I shall have to take 
back what I said a while ago about his being a profound constitutional 
lawyer. [Laughter.] No, sir; the Senator saw that he was in a hole, 
and he could not get out of it without taking refuge in a foreign state. 

I repeat the proposition, it does require a donor and a consenting 
donee to perfect a gift; and inasmuch as there is no hint of power in the 
Constitution by which an act of Congress is to become complete by the 
consent of a State, your case is gone, 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there peel, eat in the Constitution that any actof 
Congress shall become complete with the consent of a foreign state ora 
private individual? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have too much respect for the gentleman who 
taught me the elementary principles of law to answer that question. 
I really have. I had to go out of my way to answer it a moment ago, 
but I can not satisfy the Senator. Any little place that he can get into 
seems to furnish him so much comfort, that after I have driven him out 
of that position he runs right back into it No, sir; there is the 
whole case given away by the Senator from Mississippi, and every lawyer 
in this body knows it, I think. 

Point to me a place in the Constitution of the United States where 
it is n to get the consent of a State by its Legislature before 
Congress can act within the State. You can go there and take the cen- 
sus; you can go there and execute the bankrupt law; you can go there 
and open a court of admiralty; you can go there and establish the orig- 
inal doctrines and powers and principles of equity practiced in the Eng- 
lish courts in a State, control its people thereby through the judiciary; 
you can go there with your Army and without the consent of the State, 
although they go armed with munitions and ready for war, if you please. 
All the highways of the State of Alabama are open to the Army of the 
United States, and General Sheridan can march the Army through there 
without getting consent of the State, though it may haye every appear- 
ance of hostility. There is not one instance in the Constitution con- 
nected with the exercise of power by Congress where the exercise of 
that power is made dependent upon the consent of the State; and yet 
we can not make a gift unless the State consents! The Senator from 
New Hampshire thinks he ean give the money to the children. Prob- 
ably he can. He can not give it to the State, because the State can 
not consent to accept it, so as to confer on Congress a power it does not 
possess to make the gift. i 

It was very wise that the Congress of the United States was cut off 
by the Constitution from any such power as that. I will suppose that 
a very sharply contested Presidential election is going on and that three 


votes are all that are wanted to carryit, and the Congress of the United 
States being Democratic goes toa pocket-borough State like some I could 
name and says to them, Here, accept from us out of the Treasury of the 
United States $50,000,000, to be expended by you in the promotion ot 
the general welfare of your people,’’ and they calmly and quietly ac- 
cept and vote the Democratic ticket. The Government is not only dis- 
graced and scandalized by sucha gift, but the Constitution is disrupted, 
and there is not a fragment of its original integrity left; it is crushed by 
a gift that Congress makes to a State. No; for God’s sake let us never 
establish the doctrine here that Congress can make a gift out of the 
Treasury toa State. If you can give for one public purpose you can 
give for another, and you can compel your Secretary of the to 
pay the money out, though that purpose might be as corrupt and as foul 
as any that ever could have entered into or originated in human mind. 

Let us not forget, sir, that our powers are conferred on us by this 
Constitution to be exercised for the general welfare of the people of 
this country, and not for the general welfare of the States, considered 
as States, or of Congress, or of political parties. There are some trusts 
which have been handed to us in trust by the States themselves, in 
which the States, as in the case of the public lands, have reserved the 
beneficial use by the express terms of deeds and charters and compacts. 
When these come in view we execute the trust and assist the State to 
do it, or we relinquish our right nominally until the State can go on 
and execute the trust disembarrassed of our claims. 

When you leave that area and come to the proposition of taxing the 
people at large in the United States to raise $77,000,000 to give in un- 
equal sums to some of the States, can you not by an act of Congress 

ive the whole amount of money to one State as well as to thirty-eight 

tates and ten Territories? What do you base the gift upon? What 
is your excuse for the gift? The condition of the people? They are 
poor; they are impoverished by war; they are filled through the act of 
Congress with a large voting population, a large community who were 
recently slaves; and you say that in commiseration of their condition 
you will make them a gift of a much larger proportion of $77,000,000 
than is to be received by the States of the North. 

You come with alms and beg the State to take it, or else, as the hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas, I believe it was, suggested to me once, you 
come witha bribeand ask us to take it. Youeither come in the name 
of sweet charity or you come in the name of Pluto, one of thetwo. As 
an Alabamian I most respectfully bow my dissent to the overture. 
Come as it may, I can not take it. If I was in the Legislature of Ala- 
bama I would vote to refuse to receive it, lest thereby I might estab- 
lish a precedent which some other power might employ in some way for 
the ruin and destruction of the whole country. 

What is your governor doing here before the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior? I see, as I read this bill, the gallant and honorable gentleman 
who represents my State in that office with so much distinction coming 
under the twelfth section and he says: Mr. Secretary of the Interior, 
I have the honor to say to you that under the twelfth section of an act 
of Co: on such a day, I am here for the purpose of report- 
ing the condition of my State, its legislation and its school fund, and 
of trying to convince you that a certain sum of money, amounting to 
$400,000, which was drawn out of the Treasury of the United States 
under this act of Congress, has been faithfully applied to the purposes 
contemplated by the act, and that the conditions thereof have been 
observed, and I do this in order that I may get for Alabama, during the 
next year, the benefit of this act of Congress.“ 

The 1,250,000 people in Alabama who are taxed along with the rest of 
the people of the United States, and who in the last four years, with- 
out the assistance of a school bill, have raised their wealth $28,000,000, 
as shown by their assessments and their tax-books, are a tax-paying 
poopie; They consume a great deal that is imported into this country 
under the customs laws; they use quite an amount of whisky under 
the revenue laws. They use a good deal of tobacco, which is also taxed 
under the revenue laws. They are large contributors to the Treasury 
of the United States out of tariff taxation, and they are growing at the 
rate of $7,000,000 a year in the taxable values of their property, for in 
four years they have increased twenty-eight millions. ‘They have paid 
money into the Treasury of the United States along with the rest of 
the people of the United States, and I am here for the purpose of con- 
vineing you that we have complied with all the requirements and pro- 
visions of this act of Congress. 

Here is the governor before the Secretary of the Interior. He might 
as well be on his knees so far as the humiliation of his position is con- 
cerned. Here.comes some person under the eleventh section of the act 
and says: Mr. Secretary, Iamaschool-master down there in Alabama. 
Iam a very good one. I have a good education, good moral character, 
but the people in the neighborhood where I was did not like me; [had 
some curious notions about religion. The school is non-sectarian; Iam 
anagnostic. But I was a better teacher than the man they employed 
and would have done more good to the children, but they would not 
employ me; they discriminated against me on account of my religious 
belief, or because I did not have any.“ The Secretary turns to this 
act and he sees this: 


The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hear and examine any com- 
tion or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds 
hall report to Congress the results thereof. 


laints of misa; 


pro 
erein provided, and s 
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He is hearing what he has jurisdiction to hear. He is about to de- 
cide in favor of or against the State in regard to the next year’s appro- 
priation under this act, upon complaint made to him as to whether the 
whole law through the entire State has been faithfully complied with 
without discrimination, and that there has been no misappropriation 
of funds by anybody. What is your State doing? Whereis the author- 
ityzof that State when her governor is here explaining to the Secretary 
of the Interior about the management of domestic affairs within his 
own territory? Where is the power of that beautiful column that sus- 
tains with a strength, which I trust may be everlasting, the great dome 
of this beautiful temple of liberty while the governor, who represents 
the strength and majesty of the State, is here answering to some school- 
master—he may be a black one or he may be a white one—as to whether 
he was excluded on account of color from becoming a teacher in a public 
school in the State of Alabama? That is the grand controversy which 
this bill authorizes any school-teacher or any pupil in any school to 
come to Washington and prefer against the State. Is this all a trap, 
whose power is not to be controlled even by the judiciary, to decide 
against the State? The State may according to his decision stay out 
in the cold twelve months and the people may keep on paying taxes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think there is a provision in the bill that allows 
separate schools to be kept up for the colored race. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not debating the question about whether the 
children are to be kept apart, the blacks and whites. This bill does 
provide for that, but I am debating the question of your not having 
the right to discriminate on account of color in regard to the teacher. 

I will put the case in this way in order that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi can understand it very clearly. Here comes a colored teacher 
who has been educated at Howard University. He is an accomplished 
man; of good morals. He has gone through a very select course, an 
eclectic course in that university, and is entirely competent to teach a 
common school. He goes to Alabama onthe mountain-top; I will say 
he goes to the county of Walker or the county of Jefferson, where there 
is not one colored man or woman to every 6,000 population in some 
places, and he says to the superintendent: ‘‘Sir, I am a candidate here 
to be appointed as school-master. This law brings the money, one-half 
of it, from Congress, I have been a ward of the United States, and I 
do not know but that I am one yet, holding that delicate relation to 
the people of the United States and the Congress. Iam an accom- 
plished man; here is my diploma, I am a Christian man; here is my 
certificate of church membership. I am a total abstinence man; Iam 
a public morality man in every way; and I am here well calculated to 
promote the general welfare, and I propose now to teach your children.“ 

Here comes a young man just educated out of a country school with- 
out any knowledge of teaching at all, a man of good standing but an 
ignoramus so far as teaching school is concerned. He says, I can read, 
write, and cipher, know a good deal about the history of the United 
States, a good deal about geography; and that is all that is required to 
teach any one of these schools. I propose now that you shall elect me 
instead of this colored man.“ They elect the white man. The colored 
man comes back to the Secretary of the Interior and makes that sort of a 
case. Would it not be too obvious for discussion that under the very 
provisions of this bill that man had been excluded in violation of it 
because of his color or race? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not quite sure that I understand the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not talking about the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I was talking about the colored race. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator claims that this bill es- 
tablishes some discrimination on the ground of color or prohibits any 
discrimination on account of color in the employment of teachers. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should say it prohibits it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he say that it has any provision whatever bear- 
ing on color in connection with the teachers of schools? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iso understand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like the Senator to point out what he has 
reference to. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iso understand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that there are any provisions 
against discrimination on account of color except such as apply to the 
children, those who are to be educated. There is a provision that a 
certain part of the money may be applied for the education of teachers 
without reference to color to affect the qualifications of teachers who 
may be without the means of qualifying themselves, whether white or 
colored teachers. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will read the fifteenth section: 


Sec. 15. That no State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised 
for common-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, with- 
out distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this act. 


There is a prohibition expressed. 
Mr. BLAIR. That applies to the education of children. 
Mr. MORGAN. That is not permissive legislation; it is prohibitory. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator was enlarging in regard to teachers. 
That applies to children. 
Pires MORGAN. That a part of the money apportioned to each 
ats“ 
Mr. BLAIR. What section is the Senator reading? 


Mr. MORGAN. Section 8. 


That a part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not exceed - 
ing one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers for 
the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining in- 
stitutes or temporary training schools, or in extending opportunities for normal 
or other instruction to competent and suitable persons, of any color, who are 
without necessary means to qualify themselves for teaching, and who shall agree 
in writing to devote the: ves exclusively, for at least one year after leaving 
such training schools, to teach in the common schools, for such compensation 
as may be paid other teachers therein. 


I will strengthen my case a little by adding to the supposition I have 
just made the fact that the person who applies, a colored man who ap- 
plies to teach in one of these schools, has given his contract to the State, 
made his bond agreeing that he will teach for a year. That is a mu- 
tual obligation. The State has got a place for him and he isa fit man, 
he has the right to suppose and believe. He says, I have the right 
to teach;’’ but if they should say, My dear sir, that is all very well, 
but we have nothing but a white school to put you over; there is no 
vacancy anywhere else, and we can not give it to you because of your 
color; you have got the contract; you have complied with it; you have 
the education; you are here applying for the berth of teacher, and this 
statute in this very part of it says that there shall be no discrimination 
on account of color, yet when you come to comply with your contract 
we quietly say to you you are a negro, and we can not employ you to 
teach in a white school.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator claim that the bill provides that there 
shall be no discrimination on the ground of color so far as teachers are 
concerned ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have just read it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator did not read anything that had the effect 
he gives to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not expect to convince the honorable Senator 
non New Hampshire or the honorable Senator from Mississippi of any- 
thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. You can do it very easily if you are stating the truth. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not speaking really to this audience. Iam 
speaking to the people at home. 

Mr. GEORGE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ifa colored school equally valuable as to salary was 
assigned to this gentleman, would the contract on the part of the State 
be fully complied with? 

Mr. MORGAN. But suppose you had no colored school and there 
was no vacancy ? 

Mr. GEORGE. There are plenty of them in the Southern States. 

Mr. MORGAN, That does not answer the question of law. Iam 
discussing the question of law in this case upon a supposed state of facts 
which are consistent with the bill. Now the honorable Senator meets 
that by saying that there are a great many more colored schools in Mis- 
sissippi than white, or as many, and therefore the negro would have a 
better chance. 

Mr. GEORGE. As good a one. 

Mr. MORGAN. Les, as good a one. I am trying to find out how 
far you are controlling the powers of the States in all this matter. I 
would very much rather vote forthe billif it had said that there should 
be only white teachers for whites and blacks both. That would suit 
me better. I have no squeamishness about that. I believe a white 
man or a white woman is much more competent to teach a white ora 
colored child than any negro, as a rule. That does not alter the prin- 
ciple of law in this bill, and I am trying to find out what is in it. 

Now, I will suppose that a man in the condition I have just men- 
tioned comes before the Secretary of the Interior and complains of the 
governor of Alabama. IIe hauls him up for trial and says, Here is a 
case of discrimination; here is a case of discrimination against the law 
you yourselves have enacted.” I want to know what you are going to 
do about it. This bill provides that if there is any discrimination, any 
whatever, the people of the State of Alabama for that act shall lose 
all the moneys coming to them the next year, but they shall keep on 
paying the taxes. There is the condition we are in. 

I want to read a decision from the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon this question, a brief extract from an utterance of Chief-Justice 
Marshall in the great case of McCulloch vs, Maryland, which I think 
puts this question upon very clear ground. 

On this ground— 

Says the Judge— 


the counsel for the bank place its claim to be exempted from the power of aState 
to tax its operations, There is no express provision for the case; but the claim 
has been sustained on a principle which so entirely pervades the Constitution, 
is so intermixed with the materials which compose it, so interwoven with its 
web, so blended with its texture, as to be incapable of being separated from it 
without rending it into shreds. 

This t principle is, that the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof are supreme; that they control the constitution and laws of the respect- 
ive States, anh can not be controlled by them. From this, which may be almost 
termed an axiom, other propositions are deduced as corollaries, on the truth 
ox error of which, and on their 8 to this case, the cause been sup- 
posed to depend. These are: 1, Thata power to create implies a power to pre- 
serve. 2. That a power to destroy, if wielded by a different hand, is hostile to, 
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and incompatible with, these powers to create and to preserve. 3. That where 

this repugnancy exists, that authority which is supreme must control, not yield, 

to that over which it is supreme. eee ee eee 
ro] as „ 

(McCulloch Ye. State of Maryland, 4 Wheaton, 318.) ee 

Here comes the governor of Alabama, and here comes the informant, 
and they both go before the of the Interior. He hears the 
case, and he decides that the laws of the United States, being supreme, 
must prevail in the administration of thisfund. Heagrees with Chief- 
Justice Marshal in that great and beautiful utterance which I have just 
had the honor of reading to the Senate, and what is the result? The 
Secretary says, You have violated the supreme law; your State has 
violated the supreme law; the officers of your State have violated the 
supreme law in discriminating against this man on account of color, or 
in misapplying the fund, or in misdistributing the ſund. Under thecir- 
cumstances the State officers, the State law must go down, the people 
must continue to pay taxes to the Government of the United States.” 
While all other States are drawing their percentage of distribution the 
State of Alabama must stand out in the cold, and all that is the result 
of the assumption of a power on the part of the Congress of the United 
States which is wholly unconstitutional. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it be agreeable to the Senator from Alabama 
to yield to a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness at this point in his address? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me to state one more 
proposition and place it briefly upon record I will yield. 

Sir, I have not yet touched the most important difficulty I find in 
giving my support to this measure. I refer to the great and startling 
abuse of the taxing power in this bill. Before I speak upon this point 
more fully I will read from a decision of the Supreme Court, the bens 
Association vs. Topeka, the opinion of Mr. Justice Miller: 


The theory of our governments, State and national, is op to the d it 
of unlimii 2 anywhere. The executive, the ve, and the judicial 
branches of these governments are all of limited and ned powers. 


im: by constitution or statute, but in most instances for which taxes are 
levied, as the support of government, the prosecution of war, the national de- 
fense, any l n is unsafe. entire resources of people should, in 
some the disposal of the government. 


instances, be at 

The power to tax is, therefore, the the most pervading of all the 
poeren of 1 1 or indirectly to all classes of e; 

t was said by Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs. The of 
Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A striking instance 
of the Rabon Mia aah ‘ition is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 2 — 
cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks than 
the or mner Arons out of existence every State bank ¥ — — within 
a year or two after This power can as readily be emplo: against 
one class of individuals end ta favor of another so as to ruin the one class and 
give unlimited wealth and 5 to the other, if there is no implied limita- 
tion of the uses for which power may be exe 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid 
vate enterprises and build up private fortu is none the less a robbery be- 
cause it is done under the forms of law and is ed taxation. This is not legis- 
ere ph 3 decree under legislative forms, (20 Wallace’s Supreme Court 


That ought to be eaoh in the way of a declaration as to the dan- 
ger of this power which I think this bill so grossly abuses. My great 
and leading objection to it is that this bill rests entirely upon the tax- 
ing power of the Government to be exercised in the future. It does 
not take a sum of money that is in the Treasury of the United States 
now and appropriate it. We have got surplus money enough in the 
Treasury just about to pay this bill. Why not set it aside then as it 
is, there lay our hands upon it, instead of letting that be passed out 
into public expenditures and then to the taxing power to raise 
money out of the people to be hereafter expended for public schools ? 

If you would put in this bill that this money is to be raised out of the 
taxation of the people for the express p of maintaining common 
schools in the States, or, if you please, to add to it, by the consent of the 
States, you would have a bill which on its face would be so unconstitu- 
tional that I doubt if any court in the country could be found to aid in 
its execution, even though the tax-payers consented. Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not mean to yield the floor, but I was asked to 
give way for an executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Alabama to yield to 
a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the mo- 
on? 
Mr. MORGAN. I yield to that motion. 
Mr. HOAR. I inquire of the Senator from Alabama if he would not 
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be willing to give way to a motion to rescind the vote for an adjourn- 

ment to Monday, so that we can have his argument connected to- 

morrow ? - 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Massachu- 


setis; but my ents in committees to-morrow are quite as im- 
portant as those of any other Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course if it is desirable to have an executive session 
it is too late for me to ask the Senate to give further attention to this 
bill to-night; but I wish to give notice that next Monday, immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business proper, at that point when 
the consideration of the Calendar shall be in order, I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to take up this bill and proceed with it until 2 o’clock, when, as 
the ished business, it will have the right of way under the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator to allow me to offer an order 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield for an order. 


REPORT ON ORDNANCE AND WAR SHIPS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. In behalf of the Committee on Printing I report a 
concurrent resolution with an amendment in the form of a substitute. 
There are three or four small changes made, and it is better to have a 
substitute than bother with the small details of amendments. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. HAW- 
LEY on the 8th instant: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 8,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance and oes 
* 


be printed; 1,000 copies each for the War and Na 8 2,000 
hd of che Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use oft the House of 8 


The amendment of the Joint Committee on Printing was to strike 


f | out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That 11,100additional copies of the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships be printed ; 100 copies forthe use of the committee to be distrib- 
uted to those who contributed to the appendix of said report, 1,000 copies each 
for the War and Navy Departments, 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 
6,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatics, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 28, 
nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
A Gorman, Manderson, Sawyer, 
ay burn, — n, Maxey, Sherman, 
, organ. mer, 
Hawley, Morrill,” om : 
Colquitt, In Payne, Walthall, 
George, Jackson, lumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
NAXLS 12. 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 
ger, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Cullom, „ Palmer, Teller. 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Pike, 
n, — a Kenna, a 
Beck, jeberger, 
Bowen, Eustis, MeMillan, in, k 
Brown, Evarts, McPherson, 
Butler, Fair, Mahone, Sewell 
Camden, Gray, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Cameron, E n Miller of N. Y., Sa 
Chace, Jonesof Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
So the motion was agreed to. 3 
Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate now adjourn. d 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order until 


the order is executed for closing the doors. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will wait. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After four minutes spent in executive session the doors were reo 
and (at 4 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 11th day of February, 1886. 


UNITED STATES ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Wayland W. Sutton, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the United 

States at Cincinnati, Ohio, vice Leopold Markbrier, commission expired. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Joseph S. McCartney, to be postmaster at Garnett, Anderson County, 


gees Pres Solomon Kauffman, resigned. 
in A, Thompson, to be postmaster at McCook, Red Cloud 
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County, Nebraska, vice Alonzo P. Sharp, whose removal for cause is 
hereby proposed. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1886. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Peter Gallagher, of Wytheville, Va., to be agent for the Indians of 
Fort Hall agency, in Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FEDERATION OF TRADES, ETC. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time for 
reference, with the request that it be printed in the RECORD, the me- 
morial of W. H. Parsons, on behalf of the Federation of Trades and 
Knights of Labor, Baltimore, Md., and member of the national com- 
mittee for Maryland, on behalf of the National Bimetallic Association 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent to present a memorial and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 


DEBATE ON FITZ-JOHN PORTER BILL. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I offer for present consideration the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the special order of the House of Friday, February 5, be modi- 
fied so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the llth day of February, immediately after the sec- 
ond call of committees underclause5, Rule XXIV, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 67 for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and the consid- 
eration of the same be resumed at the same time thereafter on Saturday, and 
Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, and that the previous question be moved 
Thursday, 18th February, at 3 o'clock p. m., and that a recess be taken Tues- 
day, February 16,from 5 o'clock p. m. until 7 p. m. on that day, and that the 
evening session be devoted to the consideration of said House bill No. 67. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say I think that was the intention 
of the House in adopting the original resolution. It makes the morn- 
ing hour what we all understood it to be when that resolution was 
adopted; that is, the second hour. It makes this debate come in after 
the second hour, the morning hour for the consideration of bills. But 
under our rules the technical morning hour is the first one; and itis to 
clear up that difficulty that I offer this resolution, which I hope will 
be ag Se 
Mr. BRAGG. Without referring to the construction that may be put 
upon our new rules, there is a matter to which I would desire to call 


the attention of the gentleman from Maine, whether, after the previous. 


question is ordered, the person selected to close the debate shall have 
his hour, or whether the order fixing 3 o’clock on Thursday for the close 
of the debate will deprive the person closing the debate of the right to 
the floor for an hour after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I su I of course can not give an au- 
thoritative interpretation of the rules—but I 11 under our rules, 


the member Selected to close the debate would have his hour after the 
previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. All I desire is that the effect of the resolution shall 
be so considered by the House. 


The SPEAKER. It may be so understood if there is no objection. 

Mr. MORRISON. I think we can have no understanding as to that. 
The rules must stand as they are. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think there should be no objection to this 
modification of the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the resolution will be reported again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the resolution simply so modifies the original resolution as to pro- 
vide that the consideration of the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Por- 
ter shall begin after the hour for consideration of bills and not before 
it. It makes no other change. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Maine consent to make 
the further modification that the vote shall be taken on Tuesday instead 
of Thursday next? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not ask me to do that. I think we can all to this modification 
as it stands in the resolution, and that it goes as far as is possible in the 
gentleman’s direction. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think that four days for the consideration of this 
bill is a ty long time. 

Mr. „of Maine. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


that the resolution as it stands will leave only a fair period for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the resolution open to amendment? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. If it be open to amendment I will move to strike 
out Thursday and insert Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has asked the previous 
question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish the sense of the House tested upon that 
proposition, and I shall ask the test on the vote ordering the previous 
question, with the notice that if the previous question is not ordered 
then I shall move to amend the resolution so as to make the debate 
close on Tuesday instead of Thursday, and shall ask for the previous 
question immediately thereafter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if the resolution before the 
House has the approval of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I consulted that gentleman before I presented 
the proposition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If this resolution is to be adopted, is it 
understood, or is it contained in the resolution itself, that while this 
debate is in progress there will be no other business done in the House? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution sets apart the days named, and on 
those days after the second call of committees no other business can be 
transacted except by consent of the House. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 68, noes 49. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. A quorum has not voted. 
Ries SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 

ers. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This resolution should not be taken advan- 
tage of to reduce the time for debate. This is the right thing. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the call for tellers. I do this at the 
request of the gentleman frofn Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

So (farther count not being called for) the previous question was 
ordered; and under the operation thereof, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; andalso move that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions a bill granting a pension 
to the widow of Major-General Hancock. 

TheSPEAKER. The title will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

Mr. BEACH. Before the title is read, Mr. Speaker, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] ob- 
jects. 


I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the current and conti t 
expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to have printed for the 
use of the Committee on Military Affairs the appropriation bills for the 
support of the Army and of the Military Academy, and also certain 
memorials pending before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that a resolu- 
tion has been already passed by the House authorizing the committee 
having jurisdiction over appropriation bills to have those bills printed. 

Mr. BRAGG. Very well. 


SECTION 304 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 4875, a bill (H. R. 5544) to amend section 304 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


House bill No. 4875 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 


substitute for H. R. 3211 and 5123, a bill (H. R. 5545) conferring 
civil jurisdiction in certain cases arising in the Indian Territory on the 
United States courts which now ormay hereafter exercise criminal juris- 
diction over said Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
ordered to be printed. 
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By unanimous consent, House bills Nos. 3211 and 5123 were laid on 
the table. 


EXTENSION OE UNITED STATES LAWS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 679) to extend the laws 
of the United States over certain un ized Territories south of the 
State of Kansas; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a resolutionof the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requ 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the partition of certain lands in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 624) to extend the laws of the United States over certain 
unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 


A bin (S. 884) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of 
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections within Indian reservations; 
A bill (S. 1092) to grant the right of way through public lands for 
irrigation purposes; 
A bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. ; 
Wis. ; 


A bill (S. 57) for the’erection of a public building at Oshkosh, 
to provide for the construction of a public building at 


A bill (S. 86 
Portland, Oreg. ; 

A bill is. 93) ‘authorizing the construction of a public building for a 
post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 175) for a public building at Monroe, La.; 

A bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, customs office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 185) to provide for the ereetion of a public building at the 
town of Houlton, Me.; 

A bill (S. 201) 1 to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Annapolis, Md.; 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 228) for the ‘erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.; 

Bes bill (S. 85 to provide for the erection of a public building at Wil- 

mington, N 
An bill (8. 230) for the erection of a public building at Worcester, 


zs ‘A bill (S. 263) providing for the erection of a public building at Spring- 
A bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


Ala. 

A ‘pill (S. 324) for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, 
La. 

x bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 


Fla. 

A bin (S. 479) to provide for the erection of a post-office building at 
eee tan Ti 

A 480) for the 3 or ent of the public 
building at Petersburg, z 

A bill (S. 482) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Nei 10 the State of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 538) to wee for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Newport, Ky. 

A bill 8 5 on for a public building at Greenville, S. C.; 

A bill (S. 577) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 


Minn.; 

A bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal 
co post-office, internal-revenue and other civil offices, and a United 
States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A dill 5 . 712) for the erection of a public building at A Ga. ; 

=) bill (S 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 


Tow: 

Ne bill (S. 771) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Dover, in the State of New Ham 

A bill (S. 856) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Dayton, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 954) for the erection of a public building in the city of Paw- 
tucket, R. I.; 

A bill 85 11 15 for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 1163) for a public building at Lancaster, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for 

a post-office, court-house, and other offices at San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1350) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
the use of the post-oflice and Government offices at the city of Atchi- 
son, Kans. ; 

A bill (8. 1366) to 8 the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Montpelier, V 


A bill (S. 1386) for the completion of a public building at Fort Scott, 
Pd din (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 


A wen ae 8 to pre for the construction of a public building at 
Hudson, 

A arnt erate providing for printing 16,000 extra copies of 
the last annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution and the National 
Museum. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill and a resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; and 

House concurrent resolution providing for printing 2,500 extra copies 
of the “cam report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 


BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FOR NEW YORK HARBOR. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, 
the Committee on Commerce was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2927) providing for the appointment of a board 
of commissioners for New York Harbor; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SHIP-CANAL FROM DELAWARE RIVER TO ATLANTIC OCEAN, 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2049) to authorize a survey 
for a ship-canal to connect the Delaware River with the Atlantic Ocean ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate 


of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1697, a bill 
(H. R. 5546) for the erection of a public building at Asheville, N. O.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 1697 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BELFAST, ME. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1027) for the extension 
and repair of the pobio building at Belfast, Me.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAVANNAH, GA. 
Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
as a substitute for H. R. 3880, a bill (H. R. 5547) providing 
for the erection of a public building at Sa Ga.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
Hous bill No. 3880 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2393, a bill (H. R. 5548) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building at San Antonio, Tex.; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 2393 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEOKUK, IOWA. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4498) authorizing an 
additional appropriation of $15,000 for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, 
to make the same fire-proof; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILL. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, also reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 368) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Peoria, in the State of Illinois,” approved May 
9, 1882; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of theUnion, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILLIAMSPORT, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2148) 
to amend an act entitled Anact to provide a building for the use of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, the post-office, and other 
Government offices at Williamsport, Pa., and making an additional 


appropriation therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the 
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Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, N. Y. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1570, a bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the 
cost of erection of a public building at Rochester, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


printed. 
House bill No. 1570 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. - 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1268, a bill (H. R. 5550) to provide 
for the erection of a publie building at Duluth, Minn.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill No. 1268 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 


ock 
A bin (S. 126) to change the name of the National Bank of Winona; 
d 


an 
A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 
SAMUEL M. GAINES. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 821) for the relief of Samuel M. Gaines; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

KATE AMANN. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 441) granting a ion to Kate Amann; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HANSON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3100) granting a ion to Samuel Han- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL B. RANDALL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel 
B Randall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on e Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


rted 


WILLIS W. FINK. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis 
W. Fink; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT MORAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 4120, a bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief 
of Robert Moran; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 4120 was laid upon the table. 


LIZZIE KENAMORE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 4112) granting a pension to Lizzie 
8 which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY M. GALLEYAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3941) granting a Weges to Mary 
M. Galleyan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. SCHOONOZER. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of Will- 
G. Schoonozer on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


N. M. MILLER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. 
Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Privata Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN KIRK. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM TAYLOR. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William 
Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

J. W. BENNETT. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. 
ett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
THOMAS s. OWENS. - 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas S. Owens; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying ře- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

M. S. TOWNE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4370) granting a ip to M. 
S. Towne; which was reſerred to the Committee of the ole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. B. ALFERS, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. B. 
Alfers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ALBERT L. ALLEN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert 
L. Allen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accempanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA A. SILKEY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha 
A. Silkey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
N CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motionof Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideratien of the bill (H. R. 4575) for 
the relief of L. Mason; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted adversely on bills of the following titles; which were severally 
lad upon the table, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 


printed: 
H. R. 3942) granting a pension to Adam Zarn; 
H. R. 1430) for the relief of David Stonecypher; 


A bill (H. R. 1421) to rerate the pension of Stephen C. Monroe; 
A bill (H. R. 4117) granting a pension to Lewis W. Ayers; 

A bill (H. R. 4113) granting a pension to Anderson Collett; 

A bill (H. R. 4102) to rerate the pension of Louis Loe; 

A bill (H. R. 3781) granting a pension to Ambrose Burtz; 

A bill (H. R. 3099) granting a pension to Henry C. Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension to Joseph A. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 1395) to pension V. L. Wiggins; and 

A bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Magdalena Kruse. 


MARGARET CALLANAN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. JAMES. 
Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
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rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John 

. James; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM DERMODY. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William 
Dermody; which was refi to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

AMANDA HOUSELL. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
per back favorably the bill (H. R. 3546) Le Fries a pension to Amanda 

ousell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

JOHN W. ROSE. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1504) granting a pension to John 
W. Rose; which, on motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2836) 6 Jo- 
seph B. Walters; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD GEAR. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R, 3921) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Gear; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

AARON C. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. 
Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 

CHRISTIAN SENARZO. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4903) granting a 
pension to Christian Senarzo; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

H. W. M’DOWELL, 

Mr. CON GER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4490) granting a 
pension to H. W. McDowell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PERRY JOHNSON. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4813) a 
= to Perry Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the 

Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to William Hutchinson; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 0 for the relief of Catharine L. Benton; and 

A bill (H. R. 4810) for the relief of Mary C. Pennell. 


MARY E. SNOW. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4122) granting a 
pansion to Mary E. Snow; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
MARY B. SMITH. 


Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GUYSE. 


Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to George 
W. Guyse; which was reſerred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi also reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3506) for the relief 
of Joseph W. Burch, and the bill (H. R. 1282) granting a pension to 
William L. Sloan; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports printed. 

MARGARET A. BLAKE. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2021) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Blake; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PAUGH. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2070) granting a 
pension to William Paugh; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole How on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

E. B. SWEENY. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill oe R. 3633) granting 
a pension to E. B. Sweeny; which was refi to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Claims was di from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1034) for the relief of Bangs, Brownell & Co.; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


HENRY MARTIN. 


Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1418) for the 
relief of Henry Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1208) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 
New Mexico; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees is now concluded; and if 
there be no objection the Chair will receive a from gentlemen not 
in their seats when their committees were called. 

There was no objection. 

POLLY HALL. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to Polly 
Hall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
. Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now, under the rule, call the com- 
mittees for the consideration of bills for one hour, which begins at ten 
minutes to 1 o’clock. 

t NATIONAL-BANK ASSOCIATIONS. 


The Committee on Banking and Currency was called. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I am instructed by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency to call up from the House Calendar for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and to change their names or locations. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That any national banking association may, with the ap- 
roval of the Comptroller of the Currency, by the vote of shareholders ownin; 
wo-thirds of the stock of such association, increase its capital stock, in accord- 

ance with existing laws, to any sum approved by the said Comptroller, notwith- 
standing the limit fixed in its origi articles of associationand determined by 
said Comptroller; and no increase of the capital stock of any national banking 
association either within or beyond the limit fixed in its o articles of as- 
sociation shall be made — 15 in the manner herein provided. 

Sec. 2. That any national ing association may change its name or the 
place where its operations of discount and de t are to be carried on, with the 
approval of the Comptroller of the Currency, by the vote of shareholders own- 
ing two-thirds of the stock of such association. A duly authenticated notice of 
the vote and of the new name or location selected shall be sent to the office of 
the Comptroller of the Currency; but no change of name or location shal] be 
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valid until the Comptroller shall have issued his certificate of approval of the 
same. 

Sec. 3. That all debts, liabilities, rights, provisions, and powers of the associ- 
ation under its old name shall devolve upon and inure to the association under 
its new name. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any man- 
ner to release any national banking association under its old name or at its old 
location from any liability, or affect any action or proceeding in law in which 
said association may be or become a party or interested. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to inquire of the Chair if I have 
the right to call for the reading of the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report can be read as part of the gentleman’s 
remarks, The time occupied in reading it will be considered as a part 
of the hour. z 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I ask that the report be read as a part of 
my remarks. ; 

The report (by Mr. ApAms, of Illinois) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
NR. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase their capital stock and 
to Frege in names or locations, haying had the same under consideration, 
r rt as follows: 

umerous private bills have been introduced into the last and into the present 
Congress to nge the names or locations of individual banks, or to increase 
their capital stock beyond the limits ori ly fixed in their articles of associa- 
tion. ich of these private bills occupies the time and burdens the calendars 
of committees and of the House. There is no reason wh; 8 
changes by individual banks should not be disposed of Comptroller of 
the Currency under conditions established by law. The committee believe that 
the only conditions that n be established are— 

First. That the owners of two-thirds of the stock shall consent to the proposed 
change of name, location, or amount of capital stock. 

Second. That due notice of the changes be given to the public. 

These conditions are established by the bill under consideration. 

The bill makes one further change in aeg law. Within the limits fixed 
in the articles of association the capital stock of a bank can now be increased 
without the assent of the stockholders. This bill provides that such a chan 
should also be subjected to the condition that the owners of two-thirds of the 
stock shall assent thereto. 

The committee report the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have here a list, which I think is not 
complete, of private bills introduced into this House at this session for 
this special purpose. One comes from Indiana, two from Minnesota, 
one from Wisconsin, one from Pennsylvania, one from Ohio, and one 
from Arkansas. It will occur to the House that applications of this 
kind must naturally come from those parts of the country where pop- 
ulation is rapidly changing or business is rapidly developing. The com- 
mittee believe that under conditions established by law these changes 
should be made by the Comptroller of the Currency without burdening 
the Calendars of the House. On the first part of the bill I shall say no 
more than that until I hear some objection. 

In regard to the provision in the last part of the bill, I will say that 

under existing law a bank may have articles of association fixing its 
capital stock at, say, $200,000, and yet may provide by a resolution which 
perhaps few subscribers to the stock are aware of that the capital may be 
increased to a million of dollars; and when the articles of association con- 
tain such a provision the directors, without consulting the shareholders at 
all, can go to the Comptroller of the Currency and secure an increase of 
the capital stock. The committee believe that that is too large a power 
to be vested in the directors, and thereſore they require that any such 
application shall also have the assent of the owners of two-thirds of the 
stock. 
I do not care, Mr. Speaker, to argue the question further until I hear 
some objection. I am ready toanswer any questions, and I am ready 
to yield to any gentleman a limited portion of time to discuss the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a 
word? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. For how long? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Only two or three minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do notsee any necessity for di ing this bill 
at all. It is simply a general law authorizing, with the approval of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, any national bank to its name or 
location or to increase its capital stock, with the consent of the owners 
of two-thirds of the stock. This bill seems so eminently fair and just 
that I can not conceive of any opposition to it, and I do not see any 
necessity for discussing it er. I hope it will pass without unnec- 
3 delay. It is in the right direction. It is providing a general 
law for doing what Congress has always done when the parties inter- 
ested have come and asked a special law for that purpose. And I hope 
we will begin right here this work of establishing general laws which 
will remove all special legislation from Congress. This bill being in 
the right direction, I hope it will pass. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield to me fora 
few minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
five minutes. : 

Mr. BEACH. I do not rise to oppose the bill. On the contrary, I 
am heartily in favor of the object it seeks to accomplish. This is a 
general bill giving the Comptrollerof the Currency power to doa few ad- 
ministrative acts which heretofore have devolved on Congress. It is 
intended to stop the presentation of a large number of private bills 


which heretofore have found their way to our Calendars, and which, 
when reached, are passed as a matter of course. 

I look upon this therefore as a step in the right direction. Thesooner 
we pass more general laws like this the sooner we will rid ourselves of 
all this special legislation and leave time for the consideration of more 
weighty and important matters. But, Mr. Speaker, while I do not op- 
pose the object of this bill, I desire to criticise, and very briefly, its ver- 
bal construction; and what I may say upon this point is equally perti- 
nent to a large number of bills by this House. 

The sole object of this bill is to give the Comptroller of the Currency 
power to change the names or locations of national banks or to increase 
their capital stock. Why not say so, then, in so many words? Why 
all this senseless verbiage spread over twenty-seven lines when four 
lines would answer every purpose. Why, sir, this bill as reported-by 
the Committee on Banking and Currency reminds me of an old time 
indictment with all its iteration and reiteration, its repetition and mul- 
tiplicity of words. Let us look at the bill fora moment. Let me read 
the first section: 

That any national banking association may, with the approval of the Comp- 
troller ofthe by the vote of shareholders owning two-thirds of the stock 
of such association, increase its capital stock in accordance with existing laws— 

In accordance with existing laws’’—it certainly could not do it in 
violation of existing laws, nor could it do it in accordance with non- 
existing laws—‘‘ toanysum approved by the said Comptroller, notwith- 
standing the limit fixed in its original articles of association and de- 
termined by said Comptroller ’’—if it increased its capital stock it would 
most assuredly do it, ‘‘notwithstanding the limits fixed in its articles 
of association.“ 8 

Having thus provided for the manner in which the increase shall be 
made, the section proceeds: 

And no increase of the capital stock of any national banking association, 
either within or beyond the it fixed in its original articles of association, 
shall be made except in the manner herein provided. 

Of course not. How could it be made in any other manner? The 
first five lines of the section say how the increase shall he made and 
the last five lines say that it shall not be made in any other manner. 
What is the use of these last five lines? Why may they not bestricken 
out? 

Section 2 of the bill provides: 

That any national banking association may change its name or the place where 
its operations of discount and deposit are to be carried on, 

What is the need ofall these words? Why not simply say location,“ 
so that it will read any national banking association may change its 
name or location? The section proceeds: 

Currency, the vote of share 
holies ee pre ee deed tan tock at each ooo 20 uly Sathouticated 
notice of the vote and of the new name, &c. 

Why does not the bill proceed to prescribe that this notice shall be 
on white note paper, so many pounds to the ream, with a certain mar- 
gin, and duly certified by a notary public and authenticated by the 
county clerk. It then goes on to provide: 

But no change of name or location shall be valid until the Comptroller shall 
have issued his certificate of approval of the same. 

How could it be valid under the preceding provisions of the bill until 
it had received the approval of the Comptroller? The previous words 
of the section require that his approval shall be obtained, yet the latter 
part of the section goes on to provide that no change shall be valid until 
his approval is obtained! 

Look at section 3. It provides— 


That all debts, liabilities, rights, provisions, and powers of the association 
under its old name shall devolve upon and inure to the association under its 
new name. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois in 
charge of this bill [Mr. Apaus] what earthly use there is in that pro- 
vision. Every lawyer on this floor knows that the mere act of changing 
the location or name of a bank or increasing its capital stock does not 
impair the existing rights of creditors or deprive the bank of any of its 
powers. Therefore what is the use of this provision? 

Section 4 provides that— 

Nothing in this act contained shall be so construed asin any manner to release 
any national banking association under its old name or at its old location from 
any liability, or affect any action or proceeding in law in which said association 
may be or become a party interested: 


That is simply a repetition of the third section, which, as I have al- 
ready shown, is entirely unnecessary. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
lumbering up the statute-books with such a mass of verbiage as we find 
in this bill and in many other bills presented here. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brach] whether he thinks those provisions actually do any harm. 

Mr. BEACH. Cui bono? What good do they do? They simply 
lumber up the statute-books. There is no use in them. and for that 
reason I am opposed to them. Mr. Speaker, let us drop all this ‘‘to the 
contrary notwithstanding’’ business, and enact a plain, simple law 
which the people can understand, and over which lawyers can not wran- 
gle. Such a bill I introduced in the last Congress, and here I may say 
it was the pioneer bill on this subject, and I have renewed it in this, 


1886. 


and I now send it to the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read as part of 
my remarks; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congres assembled, That the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby 
authorized to change the name or Jocation of any national bank, or to increase 
the capital stock thereof, upon such terms and conditions as he may 


for the protection of the public interests, provided that no such cha or in- 
3 shall be made without the consent of two-thirds of the shareholders of 
such bank. 


Mr. BEACH. Now, Mr. Speaker, the bill just read is plain Anglo- 
Saxon and says just what it means. 

Mr. MILLER. I rise to a point of order, that the bill just read is 
not in order as an amendment, asit is a bill pending before the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I have not offered it as an amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The gentleman offers it as a sample of Jeffer- 
sonian simplicity. 

Mr. BEACH. It says just exactly what it means. There is no am- 
biguity about it, no repetition or multiplicity of words. It accom- 
plishes in five lines what the bill now before the House undertakes to 
8 in twenty-seven. It goes straight to the business in hand. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 will offer this as a substitute for the word - xidden 
bill presented by the gentleman from Illinois. t? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can not do that in the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois without his consent. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
few moments? 

- Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to state a few facts myself, and then 
I will determine about yielding my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry, whether the gentleman from Illinois having of this 
bill has control of all the time, so that those opposed to the bill can not 
be ized except in his time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the Honse the gentleman is en- 
titled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And after that 

The SPEAKER. After that any gentleman who obtains the floo: 
will have a right to speak. 4 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the principal provisions of 
the bill, the language of which has been criticised by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BEACH], came from an ex-Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency of the United States. Sections 3 and 4, which the gentleman has 
criticised as useless, were added out of abundant caution. I myself 
agree that the identity of a corporation would be established by the law 
without these precise statements on the statute-book, but I have often 
advised a client when making up a land title that his purpose should 
be not merely to get a title which would stand criticism in court, but 
a title so clear that no captious lawyer could ever imagine the possi- 
bility of taking it into court at all. Therefore I think that 
like these, although they may be offensive to the strict taste of the 
tleman from New York, do not lumber up the statute-book”’ sufi- 
ciently to render it expedient to strike them out. 
ee ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow mea ques- 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Am I correct in understanding the 
present law to provide that a national bank can only issue circulation 
to a given proportion of its capital stock ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That I understand to be the fact; but I 
can not state the proportion without referring to the book. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is immaterial at present. This 
bill, then, by a general provision places it in the power of ‘the national 
banks to increase their capital stock as they see fit, or does it make the 
$5,000,000 limitation ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then this bill, if it should become a 
law, would give to the national banks the power to increase their cap- 
ital stock to the extent of $5,000,000. Of course that would carry with 
it the power to increase the issuance of national-bank notes, would it 
not? 

Mr. AD of Illinois. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So that it would carry with it the 
power to inflate the currency up to the limit of the $5,000,000 that 
might be reached by each one of the national banks? ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Yes; if any bank found it profitable to do 
so, But it is a fact that some of our banks do not issue circula- 
tion, because they do not find it profitable. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, will the gentleman yield to me 
for five minutes ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to occupy some little time, with the 
consent of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will first yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas for five minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In so far as this bill proposes by gen- 
eral enactment to take from the House the burden of passing special 
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acts, it strikes me as being good. Yet, so far as the banks are concerned, 
should this bill become a law, they would be freed from the supervision 
which is now maintained over them to the extent that they can not in- 
crease their capital stock without a special act. This would be the first 
t gain to the banks by the passage of this bill. It is true it would 
efit us in the transaction of business; and that consideration has been 


be | strongly presented to us. But it is also true that each one of the many 


hundreds—I do not know how many—of national banks in the coun- 
try will, by the passage of this act, obtain an advantage which they do 
not now have. In other words, they can instantly at their own pleas- 
ure increase their capital stock four, six, eight, ten, or fifteen times what 
it now is. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And hence their currency, too. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, that brings us to another point. 
If they can obtain this advantage in being freed from the supervision 
of Congress, in being freed from the necessity of obtaining special au- 
thority for the increase of their capital stock, they can en masse increase 
their issue of national-bank notes. In this view, it seems to me this 
bill carries with it a power which should for a moment at least chal- 
lenge the attention of this House. We have the silver question under 
discussion; we have the movement of the ‘‘ gold-bugs,”’ persistent and 
perpetual, to depreciate silver. Now you come with this bill giving to 
the national banks the power to increase their circulation, no man can 
tell how much, and it is all done under the guise of taking from the 
House the burden of considering local bills. 

It seems to me that it is at least worth while for gentlemen who are 
interested in the financial question—for gentlemen who see the effect of 
an abundance or scarcity of money upon the prosperity of the country — 
for gentlemen who see the amount of power that is to-day consolidated 
in the national banks—it is at least worth while for those gentlemen to 
determine whether on a very brief discussion they are ready to pass a 
bill which will give to the national banks the power to still further in- 
flate and controlthecurrency. If there be not enough currency to-day, 
the question may be asked whether the proper remedy is not to increase 
silver coin instead of national-bank notes. That query I answer affirm- 
atively. There arises also the question whether Congress in the proper 
exercise of its power over the currency should go to the extent of giv- 
ing to the national banks unlimited control over that factor which you 
call the elasticity of the currency. 

Now, for my part, I favor the national banking system, and have 
always done so; but it seems to me the time has come when the banks 
shall be deprived of the power of issue; that the time has come when 
there will be eiee and silver enough in coin and gold and silver enough 
in bullion, with power in the United States to issue its certificates of 
deposit and to maintain and issue its ‘‘greenbacks’’—I say the time 
has come, in my judgment, when this combination and ability will 
afford all the elasticity our currency can need, and for that reason, Mr. 
Speaker, I ain to this bill, and thank the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS] for the opportunity of so stating. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, before I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas, I desire to know how much time of the hour is left? 

TheSPEAKER. Thirty-one minutes of the hour remain. 

Mr. REAGAN. TI only want two or three minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will yield for five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not oceupy all of the time granted 
to me by the courtesy of the gentleman from Illinois. Now the banks 
have the power to extend their capital to an unlimited extent by the 
reorganization of their associations, and we would not, by refusing to 

this bill, prevent them from increasing their capital stock if they 

esire to do so, because it will be within their power to increase it If 

extensions of privilege are to be made by special bills, it seems to me 
it would be better in a general bill to make such general provision. 

But I wish to say that while I may not oppose the passage of the bill, 
nevertheless I wish to enter my protest that it must not be construed 
to sanction the present policy of authorizing national banks to issue 


currency. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, Ihave promised one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reiterate what has 
been said by the gentleman from Texas, and also the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. I consider that unlessa protest be made at 
this time this bill might be considered by the country as a declaration 
on the part of the House that further issue of bank notes would not be 
disturbed. 

Now, with the distinct understanding that this is not to be taken as 
a declaration on the part of the House to that extent, or even looking 
in that direction, I suppose a vote might be taken. I shall, however, 
for the reason I have stated, vote against it. I do protest against this 
House making a declaration which shall seem to the country to be in 
favor of the further continuance of the national banking system. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Who is the gentleman making this understanding 
with, that the passage of this bill is to be taken to mean so and so? 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The author of the bill says he intends 
nothing of the kind; that is all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you think that will amount to much after the 
bill is and becomes law? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Idonot. I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I think I comply with the manifest desire 
of the House to call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
en , it was accordingly read the third time. č 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, demanded the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Pine ANDERSON, of Kansas, demanded a division on the passage of 

e bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 54. 

Mr, RANDALL, Mr. TILLMAN, and Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, de- 
manded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be again reported, as it is a very im- 
portant one. 

The bill was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 120, not 
voting 75, as follows: 


YEAS—130. 
Adams, G. E. Dargan, Hopkins, Ranney, 
Allen, C. II Davenport, Houk, Reed, T. B. 
Arnot, Davidson, A. C. James, Rice, 
Atkinson, vis, Johnson, F. A. Rowell, 

er, Dibble, Kelley, Sawyer, 
Ballentine, Dorsey, Ketcham, Scott, 
Bayne, Dowdney, King, Scranton, 

ach, Dunham, ird, Seymour, 
Belmont, Ely, Libbey, Shaw, 

liss, Evans, Lindsley, Smalls, 
Bound, Everhart, ttle, Spooner, 
Boutelle Farquhar, Long, Springer, 
Brady Felton, ore, Stewart, J. W. 
Breckinridge, WCP Findlay, Louttit, Stone, EF 
Browne, T. M. x Lyman, Strait, 
Brown, C. E. Gallinger, Mahoney, Swinburne, 
Brown, W. W. Gibson, C. H. ard, Taylor, E. B. 

uck, Gilfillan Miller, Taylor, Zach 
Bunnell, Goff, Milliken, Thomas, J. R. 
Burro Grout, Mitchell, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hahn, Moffatt, n, 
Campbell, Hale, Morrill, Van n, 
Campbell, T. J. Tlanback, ey, Viele, 
Candler, Harmer, n, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Hayden, Wait, 
Caswell, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Catchin; Hemphill, ker, Weaver, A.J. 
Collins, Henderson, D.B. Payne, Weber, 
Co > Henderson,T.J. Payson, West 
Conger, Hepburn, Perkins, Wil 
Crain, Herbert, Peters, Wolford, 
Crisp, Hiestand, Phelps, 
Cut n, Hires, * 

NAYS—120. 
Allen, J. M. Frederick, Lanham, Say 
Anderson, C. M. Fuller, Lawler, Seney, 
Anderson, J. A. Funston, Le Fevre, * 
„ Y, Lovering, Skinner, 

5 Geddes, OWTY, Sowden, 
Bennett, Gibson, Eustace Martin, Ste les 
e mii Gl MAET, Stone W. I. of K 

yle, over, y g ” 
Bragg, Green, R. S cAdoo, Struble, “4 
Bynum, Green, W. J. MeMillin, Swope, 

Cabell, Hall, cRae, Tarsney, 
Carleton, Halsell, Morrison, Taul 

y. Hammond, Ea atd Taylor, J.M. 
Clements, Harris, 4 Throckmorton, 
oat Hatch, 33 Tien, 

e, eard, ‘errall, * 
Compton, Henderson, J.S. O'Hara, Tucker, 
Cowles, erman, O'Neill, J. J. Turner, 

ox, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Wade, 
Croxton, Holman, Peel, Ward, T. B. 
Culberson, Howard, y Warner, A. J. 

iel, Hutton, Pidcock, Warner, William 
Dockery, Irion, Plumb, eaver, J. B. 
Doug! . Johnston, J. T. Randall, ellborn, 
Eden, Johnston, T. D. $ jer, 
Jones, J. H. Richardson, White, A. C. 
Ell Kleiner, ses, illis, 
Fisher, Laffoon, Robertson, Winans, 
Ford, La Follette, Ts, Wise, 
Forney, Landes, er. Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—73. 

Adams, J.J. Campbell, J. E. Hitt, Muller, 

iken, Cooper, Holmes, Neece, 
Barbour, Curtin, Norwood, 
Barnes, Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J. T. Osborne, 
Bingham, won, Ibach, Owen, 

d, Dingley, Markham, Pettibone, 
Blount, Dunn, McComas, Pindar, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Ermentrout, Mi 2 
Brumm, oran, McKenna, Pulitzer, 

B n Grosvenor, McKinley, Reid, J. W. 
Burleigh, Guenther, erri s 

Burnes, Henley, Mills, * 
Butterworth, Min, Morgan, Romeis, 
Caldwell, ji 4 Morrow, Ryan, 


Singleton, Stephenson, Townshend, Wilson, 


Snyder, Stone, W. J., of Mo. Van Shaick, Woodburn, 
Spriggs, Storm, Ward, J. H. 
Stahlnecker, Symes, White, M. 
Steele, Taylor, I. II. Whiting, 
So the bill was 


passed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the names. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I object. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. PIRCE, until further notice. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GROSVENOR, until further notice. 
. BARNES with Mr. DAVENPORT, until further notice. 
. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until February 17. 
Pix DAR with Mr. HITT. 
. HALL with Mr. Cooper, until February 15. 
. MILLS with Mr. GUENTHER, for to-day. 
. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
. BuRNES with Mr. DINGLEY. 
. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. SNYDER with Mr. HOLMES. 
. STORM with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 
. MERRIMAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
. CALDWELL with Mr. MARKHAM. 
. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Hiscock. 
. MCCREARY with Mr. McComas. 
. STAHLNECKER with Mr. WHITING, for this day. 
. BLAND with Mr. WOODBURN, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour devoted to the consideration of this busi- 
ness under the rule has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, Am I in order, Mr. Speaker, in moving to 
reconsider and lay on the table the vote by which the bill was passed ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman may enter the motion to reconsider, 
but the Chair can not entertain it now. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. On that motion I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the motion to lay on the table I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be disposed of now, being business which 
belongs to the hour which has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. CALD- 
WELL, is detained at home by sickness, which prevented his being pres- 
ent and voting on this bill. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 67) 
for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, under the special order of the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration, under the special order of the House, of the bill 
which will be rted by the Clerk. 

The Clerk as follows: 


sentence of said court- 
said Fitz-John Porter from holding any office of trust or press under the Gov- 
ernmentof the United ad refi ustice may be done the said Fitz- 
zon Porter, and to of board 


and, in hisdiscretion, to place him 
the retired-list being hereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws an 
pan of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only: 8 

said Fitz John Porter shall receive no pay, compensation, or allowance 
whatsoever prior to his appointment under this act, 


Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EVERHART. Would it be in order at this time to give notice 
of an amendment to strike out, in the last line, the words prior te 
his appointment ?’? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may give notice of his intention 
of offering the amendment, but the bill is not now subject to amend- 
ment, being open for general discussion under the order of the House. 
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Mr. EVERHART. I give notice of my intention to offer at the 
proper time the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, when the question of General Por- 
ter’s restoration was before the Forty-eighth Congress I contented my- 
self with simply voting my convictions. Those convictions were in a 
measure the result of personal observations and recollections, 
and I discuss the question partly from the standpoint of a participant 
in the second Bull Run campai 

We have no reason to believe that the present discussion will develop 
any new facts or give us much new light. The same old evidence, so 
often sifted, weighed, arranged and rearranged, is all we have in the 
case now. No witnesses can be summoned here who will not be recog- 
nized as old acquaintances. They have been grouped over and over 
again, and their testimony analyzed and dissected with critical minute- 
ness; and in opening this debate I shall occupy but little time in re- 
peating what has already been so fully rehearsed. I have a few general 
propositions, a few applications of evidence in bulk rather than in de- 
tail; and as corroborative of other testimony in the case I bring to bear 
a recollection in which I have a reasonable degree of confidence—my 


own. 
I believe it is good mili law—it is good military common sense, 
anyway—that an officer at a distance from his superior must have some 


discretion in the execution of orders from that superior. Under the 
commander’s immediate eye his directions are not to be deviated from, 
for he is cognizant of all surroundings and all circumstances and alone 
responsible for errors of judgment. But at a distance there are a 
thousand contingencies and circumstances unknown and unforeseen at 
headquarters that may interpose in the execution of a movement and 
render a departure from the strict letter of the order imperative. 

The commander of an isolated corps who would involve his command 
in disaster which might be averted by literally obeying the letter of his 
instructions against obstacles of which the commanding was 
ignorant would be properly branded as an incompetent and unworthy 
of command. Under such circumstances the spirit of the order is to be 
considered by the subordinate. If its literal execution will vores de- 
feat the result aimed at, he is a poor corps commander who would not 
mold his actions to the circumstances. 

I apply this principle particularly to Pope’s order of August 27, the 
failure to comply with which in the letter constitutes the first in the 
series of offenses with which Porter was charged and upon which he 
was convicted. 

Nightfall of that day found Jackson at Manassas Junction, where he 


had been en in destroying such of Pope’s captured stores as he 
had no immediate use for; Hooker, marching from Warrenton Junc- 
tion directly upon Manassas, had fought E at Kettle Run, and was 


in bivouac upon Jackson’s front near Bristoe Station, and Porter had 
just arrived at Warrenton. Late in the evening Porter received the 
order from Pope, whose headquarters were at Bri to march at 1 
o’clock, so as to beat Bristoe by daylight. Pope contemplated an early 
morning attack upon Jackson at Manassas; but Jackson was not there 
to be attacked according to programme, and it happened that Por- 
ter's delay, whether constituting the grievous offense his enemies claim 
or not, is chargeable with no evil consequences to the campaign. Had 
a fight occurred according to Pope’s anticipati and had Porter put 
his corps upon the road at 1 o’clock, as directed, I believe, for reasons 
which I shall any state, he 5 branded bt the odium 
of incompetency in not o e proper precautions for preserving 
the efficiency of his command. 

The evacuation of Warrenton at a given hour was not the essence of 
Pope’s order, but the appearance of the Fifth Corps at the other end of 
the route at as early an hour as ible. And if it be shown that Por- 
ter started as early as the conditions would permit, whether it were 1 or 
3 o’clock, and that he pushed forward with all possible dispatch, he 
did all that could have been expected of him and only added one to 
thousands of precedents ever since war began where subordinate com- 
manders have failed to move precisely as directed as to time, direction, 
or order, and that without incurring the charge of treachery and the 
penalty of insubordination. 

I believe he fulfilled the military requirements of the situation. 
His troops, I doubt not, could have made a rapid march of 9 miles un- 
der favorable conditions for marching. But I know that, whatever 
thecondition of the troops may have been—whether fresh or exhausted— 
the conditions of the road and of the night combined were such that 
no experienced soldier at 1 o’clock would have placed upon that road 
a bank of nine thousand men with the expectation of holding them 
together for a forced march of 9 miles. And if odium is to attach to 
this delay it must be shared by his division generals, who, after a 
proper examination of the road and the weather, advised it. That 
the road was crowded with trains at that time there is abundant evi- 
dence. As to its general character I am satisfied to be guided by my 
own recollections, which may be the weakest of evidence to every other 
member of this House but is the most convincing to myself. 

It was my fortune to be a member in good standing of the first Union 
regiment that passed over the road that day—the Second New Hamp- 
shire Regiment, of Grover’s brigade, which furnished the skirmishers 
oon the advance of Hooker’s division from Catlett’s Station to Ket- 

e Run, 


I remember it as a very ordinary country road, in very bad condition 
and repair. No man can tell me it was a broad, spacious turnpike, 
where troops could march in unbroken files, for I know to the contrary, 
I remember its ruts and sloughs and obstructions; that for long dis- 
tances the wayside trees and bushes grew almost to the very edge of the 
wheel tracks; that at one point, perhaps a mile from where the enemy 
was met at Kettle Run, there was considerable difficulty, even in broad 
daylight, in passing the column over a stream where the bridge had 
been destroyed. And it was over such a road as this, ked with 
wagon trains, that Porter was expected to march the Fifth Corps, of nine 
thousand men, in hours of almost Egyptian darkness. 

I know there is evidence of starlight at some time from some witnesses, 
and that troops marched upon ether roads. But there certainly was not 
a very brilliant illumination when General Patrick's orderlies and staff 
officers dismounted to feel their way along the road. Colonel Brinton 
was not favorably impressed with thestreet-lighting arrangements when 
he went bumping along the road—running into first a tree and then a 
wagon, and so dark that he was unable to distinguish either until upon 
it. Howthe Fifth Corps would have gone galloping down that road at 
the rate of 3 miles an hour in order to be at Bristoe by daylight! 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have excellent reasons for remembering the con- 
dition of the night at one end of Porter’s route at least. 

I was on the picket line that night, and Yankee pickets upon Stone- 
wall Jackson’s fronton the night of an engagement generally had a 
pretty keen eye for their surroundings. I remember that Hooker’s 
division was hardly in bivouac before a heavy mist settled down like a 
pall and held until dispelled by the morning sun. And I re-enforce my 
own recollections as to the darkness of the night by that of other mem- 
bers of my regiment. General Gilman Marston, at that time in com- 
mand of the regiment (a former member of this Ho and well known 
to some of you, an honored Republican leader in my State), attempted 
to visit the picket line that night, but lost his way on account of the 
darkness and gave up the attempt. And I take the prc Besa ane 
he with other officers and men of the regiment—Repub 
with me in pleading justice for General Porter. With such recollections 
I can arrive at but one conclusion, that Porter acted with sound military 
judgment in delaying his march until the conditions were such that he 
could hold his troops together and deliver them a compact, effective 
force to his commander. 

In military as in other affairs theory is one thing and practice is an- 
other. You can not predicate the march of ten thousand men upon the 
distance one man can cover. Those of us who have marched in the dusty 
column need not to be told how a body of troops disintegrates, scatters, 
and loses its cohesion under such circumstances as I have cited. The 
best corps, unable to preserve its military compactness, d erates into 
a sort of go- as-· you - please walking match scattered along the line of march, 
and a great many please to go very slow—to take very long rests and 
very frequent ones. There are many instances to illustrate this. In the 
summer of 1863 the division of the Third Army Corps, with which I was 
connected, was started for a night march from Gum Springs to Monocacy, 
following from Edwards Ferry the tow-path of the canal. We had a 
better road than that from Warrenton to Bristoe; but when the gner 
went into camp that night he had only a few hundred men with him, 
The bulk of his command were bivouacked in little squads for miles 
along the river bank, and it took a good part of the next day to bring 
the division together again. These men were not tenderfoots nor green 
troops. They were the veterans of the ‘‘ white diamond,” and only a 
few days later fought at Gettysburg with a stubborn valor and a disci- 
pline never ex The division general was an officer of marked 
ability. Pat in this instance he erred in practical judgment, with the 
result that for many hours his command was virtually obliterated as 
an effective force. 

It is a dangerous error to commit—in my mind an inexcusable one— 
where everything may depend upon keeping troops well in hand and 
in compact ization. And the fact that Porter avoided such a 
blunder—the adicious exercise of a discretion for which he should 
have been thanked and applauded—was made one of the counts upon 
which he was tried, convicted, cashiered, and disgraced. I refuse to 
sign the verdict. : 

I have no personal prejudices for or against to bias my judgment in 
this matter, The strongest prejudices I have ever entertained were 
against Porter, but they disappeared when I proceeded to examine the 
case. 


I do not accept the estimate of Pope which is entertained by many 
of Porter’s friends. It was his misfortune to be transferred from a 
command where he had won honorable distinction. It was against his 
own wishes and judgment, as he sets forth in a recent magazine article. 
I will not assert that he did not do as well as any other would have 
done under the manifold difficulties which he found ready-made in his 
new command. He was called to face difficulties and untangle a des- 
perate condition of affairs, in the making of which he had no hand and 
no responsibility. That he failed should not be quoted to his dis- 
credit more than the failure of many another under less trying condi- 
tions. He was precipitated into a campaign, bewildering in the rapidity 
and complication of its movements, against the best military leaders 
and the troops of the confederacy, upon a field with which he was 
but imperfectly acquainted and without opportunity to establish with 
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his own troops those relations of mutual confidence and understanding 
that are so important between commander and men. 

There was more than one disappointment in the execution of his 
plans. Porter was not the only officer upon whom he throws the bur- 
den of disappointing him at a critical moment. That Reynolds and 
Sigel did not re-enforce King on the afternoon of the 28th he says seems 
unaccountable.” The reason given—that McDowell was absent from 
the corps, having lost his way—he says ‘‘is not satisfactory. To his 
„great disappointment and surprise (I quote his own ) he 
learned the next morning that King had fallen back toward 
Junction, and that neither Sigel nor Reynolds had been engaged. 
Others than Porter failed to meet his tations, and at critical mo- 
ments, too. In the mild way I have quoted he makes them to a certain 
extent scape-goats for the failure of his campaign, but they continued 
to be honored and trusted, as they deserved to be. It is rarely that all 
the details of such a campaign as this move according to preconceived 
order and plan. 

All of these officers who, as he says, failed him at times subsequently 
did desperate fighting in the execution of his orders, and none better 
than Porter. And the selection of Porter from them all to be branded 
as a traitor, and made responsible for the failure of the campaign, I 
look upon as largely in the spirit of a return of compliments. If we 
could read the minds of men, if we could view the hidden springs which 
influence their actions, even when they are unaware, we should find 
that it was Porter’s disrespectful and inexcusable allusions to Pope, 
cropping out at times, which pointed him as an object of suspicion and 
a mark for revenge. McDowell or Sigel or Heintzelman never would 
have been tried for the failures of movement upon which Porter was 
tried. I believe if either of these officers had been in Porter’s place 
and he in theirs, and they had conducted their movements precisely as 
he did his, we should never have had the court-martial which was sub- 
sequently convened, and no Union general of that campaign would have 
suffered for more than twenty years a stigma worse than death. There 
was no breach of discipline so common as this, and if the re- 
sults of campaigns had influenced by the expressed opinions of 
subordinates we superiors, many a battle that was won by the 
courage and devotion of the growlers would have been lost; and if those 
so offending had been made the subjects of military discipline the Army 
would speedily have been resolved into one great general court-martial. 
Fitz-John Porter was one of the growlers, but his ishment has been 
out of all to his offense. i 
nate words of his from this case would have weakened it in an aston- 
ishing degree. But for the antagonisms they naturally aroused Gaines’s 
Mill, Sa Station, White Oak Swamp, and Malvern Hill—a military 
record without a blemish—would have counted as something against 
his failure to execute orders, impossible to execute, at Warrenton and 
Groveton. 

I have dwelt upon the order of the 27th somewhat in the character of 
a witness, stating the reasons which led to my absolute conviction of 
Porter’sinnocence, In my judgment there is not a pin there upon which 


to hang a on of i ination in motive or inact. The dis- 
proving of intentions and bad conduct here not only removes aspe- 
cific from the case against Porter, but measurably weakens the 


presumption of treacherous disobedience on the 29th. It is not my pur- 
pose to beat the old straw so often beaten, or to recapitulate in detail 
the evidence so often repeated here. It should be by this time as fa- 
miliar as household words. Upon it Grant, and Schofield, and Terry, 
and Getty grounded their belief in Porter’s innocence. 

My general conclusions in regard to the 29th I summarize very briefly. 
There can be no question, I think, that Pope’s first order to march upon 
Centreville was complied with. The disobedience did not commence 
there. There can be no question that the joint order directing the move- 
ment toward Gainesville was complied with, and he was executing the 
order of General Pope, in letter and in spirit, when at Dawkin’s Branch 
he was confronted by conditions of which Pope was absolutely ignorant. 
In his joint order he had informed Porter that— 

The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direo- 
tion at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or the next day. 

But Porter found that it was not ‘‘ to-morrow night or the next day 
that he might look for the arrival of Lon for had 
already arrived, and was at that moment confrontinghim. A mounted 
man direct from Gainesville met them with the startling news that he had 
seen the enemy’s skirmishers there with their main body close behind. 
A little farther on Porter’s skirmishers encountered those of the enemy, 
and he posted his batteries and placed his troopsin position. Prisoners 
were taken—Lo 's men—and information was received from 
Buford that as early as 8.45 that morning seventeen regiments, with bat- 
tery and cavalry, had passed through Gainesville. 

It is very easy to say that Porter should have attacked. In the orders 
to this time received there were no directions to attack. As soon as com- 
munications were established with the forces upon the right he was di- 
rected to halt. It is unquestionable that when issued the joint 
order he was under the impression and belief that there was a free road 
to Gainesvilleand beyond. It rests upon his own testimony before the 
court-martial that when he issued the 4.30 order to Porter it was for an 
attack upon Jackson's right. Porter's fault, in the judgment of those 


The elimination of a few unfortu- | 4 


who condemned him, was not that he did not attack Longstreet, but that 
he neglected to give the finishing blow to Jackson before Lon t ar- 
rived. With the actual situation upon Porter’s front, as he knew it 
then and as we know it now, with no specific orders to attack until the 
4.30 order came, the whole question of disobedience is brought to that 
one t. 

the evidence of half a dozen officers at Porter's headquarters is to 
be given any weight, that order did not reach Porter until after sun- 
down. If Porter’s division generals are truthful men, he went to the 
front, had deployed, and advanced but did not attack, deterred 
by the protests of his officers, when the strength of the enemy and of 
his position was developed in the increasing gloom of night. ‘This was 
not the spirit of an insubordinate officer. General Porter knew that 
Pope absolutely misapprehended the situation, but for all that he started 
to carry.out the order; and it was for us the one fortunate feature of 
that campaign of disaster that it was received too late to be put into 
execution. 

Since the court-martial we have had opened up sources of informa- 
tion not then available. If there is one man above all others who 
should be presumed to know the actual situation on Porter’s front, who 
should be able to clear up the disputed point as to the position of Long- 
street’s corps, whose judgment we would accept as to the probable re- 
sults of movements in that portion of the field, that man is General 
Longstreet himself. He gave his testimony before the Schofield board, 
and we can not ignore his statements. 

As a concise summary, I call attention to an extract from his article 
entitled Our March against Pope, in the February number of The 
Century Magazine. It not only shows how completely General Pope 
misunderstood the actual situation, but, making all due allowance 
which prejudice can possibly suggest, it points with the finger of a mil- 
itary expert the disastrous results which might have come to the Union 
arms had Porter precipitated himself, not upon Jackson’s right but 
upon Longstreet’s veterans, outnumbering him two or three to one, 
General Longstreet says: 

General u n reful enough 
ee e, hai e 


lsndvantage, and delayed our victory twenty-four hours. Porter Iwas 
in his front. è had — song he one or two of my men, which gave him informa- 
tion of my ition fore he actually saw me. If Porter not a) 
when he did I would have attacked by our right early in the oon, that 


strike a l blow. it was, he was a check upon my move against Pope's 
main position. If I had advanced upon Pope I would have been under an en- 
filade fire from Porter’s batteries, and if I had advanced upon Porter I would 


have been under a fire from the batteries on Pope’s frontas severe as the raking 
fire from my batteries the next day, when Pope was massed Lapan Jackson, 
Had Porter attacked me between noon and night on the I should have 
received his nine thousand with about double that number. I would have held 
my line to receive the attack, and as soon as his line developed its strength I 
would have thrown three brigades forward beyond his extreme left. When my 
line of battle had broken up the attack, as it certainly would have done, these 
three brigades would have been thrown forward at the flank, and at the same 
time my main line would have pushed on in the pursuit. The result would 
have been Porter's retreat in confusion, and I Saa is possibly have reached 
Pope's left and rear in time to cut him off. When army was well concen- 
t on the 30th he was badly cut up and defeated, Itdoes not seem unrea- 
sonable to conclude that a on the 29th in his disjointed condition would 
have been attended with more disastrous results to him, If I had been attacked 
under the 4.30 order the result might have been less ng, as Porter would 
have had the night to cover his retreat, and the Federal Army could have availed 
itself of the darkness to screen its move back across Bull Run, But Porter's 
attack at night, if not followed by the retreat of the army, would have drawn 
me around the Federal left, and put me in a ition for striking the next day. 

Colonel 1, of General Lee’s staff, in his evidence before the Fitz-John 
Porter board, ya my forces on the 29th at thirty thousand, Itis difficult to see 
how Porter with nine thousand men was to march over thirty thousand of the 
best soldiers the world ever kn pitated 
points and 


One point in the report of the Schofield board should be especially im- 
pressed upon this House—that section wherein they prick the bubble so 
often blown in debate the big guns bellowing, ‘* This way, Fitz-John 
Porter!“ It will bear repeating: 


g 
ae bar ar par me be heard at the 
but of artillery was heard by them durin, 
understood by the court-martial to have been listening to the sounds of a furious 
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thus 


There are, perhaps, others than myself upon this floor who can bear 
testimony to the correctness of these findings. The manner in which 
my own brigade was put in was a sample of this day’s work. Where 
are my supports?“ inquired Grover of the aide when his line was formed 
in the edge of the woods. Oh, they are coming!“ was the Pies ae 
“your orders are to advance at once and carry the railroad em = 
ment with the bayonet !’’ It was all over inside of ten minutes. Five 
hundred men of Grover’s skeleton brigade lay dead or wounded, and what 
there was left came back to reform and to hunt for those “‘supports.’’ 
They came up after a time, went in as we had gone in and came out as 
we came out. And so it went on through the entire day of the 29th— 
sharp dashes, quickly over, with longintervals of time between. There 
was no time when the artillery firing was general, continuous, or heavy. 
And the plan of the day, if plan there was, seems to have been to put in 
one brigade at a time—and veteran brigades were small in the army—one 
brigade ata time, ingen, ee overwhelmed, and repulsed, no mat- 
ter how desperate the assault nor how well sustained; and I assert that, 
even to those in the immediate vicinity of the fighting, those to the north 
of the Centreville pike, there was nothing in the volume or character of 
the firing to indicate a en ent. It was on the following day, 
when the lines were blazing from the Henry Hill to Groveton, that the 
fight took the character of a general engagement, with a continuous roar 

both musketry and artillery that made itself heard even in Washing- 
ton. It was then that the big guns were bellowing, ‘This way, Fitz- 
John Porter!“ and that they did not call in vain is attested by the official 
reports and by the death-roll of the Fifth Corps then recorded. 

All sorts of sympathies and prejudices have been appealed to against 
Porter. Hehas been compared to Benedict Arnold. One, with unim- 
paired skill and valor, led his command in one of its hardest fights and 
was trusted with important commands for months after every item ot 
his alleged treason had been committed. The other fled in haste to the 
enemy, took arms in their service, and cast his fortunes with them for- 
evermore. And I have been greatly impressed within a few days by 
the statement made to me by a distinguished member of this House— 
one who will not vote as I shall vote upon this bill—that he was in po- 
sition to daily observe Fitz-John Porter in the early days of his retire- 
meat and disgrace, and was struck by the eagerness with which he 
scanned the papers for war news, his unconcealed disgust over Union 
reverses, and his exultation over the triumphs of our arms. 

The political prejudices of the war times are appealed to. No man 
possesses them in a greater degree than myself, but they are not to lead 
e As an indorsement of what I consider a wrong to a patriotic Union 
soldier. 

How often have we been appealed to by the memory of those who 
fell at Groveton, a worse than useless i and all ascribed to 
Porter’s treachery! But with all due modesty I shall insist that none 
can have a better right to speak for the patriotic dead of that great field 
than the members of Grover’s brigade. 

We are appealed to for a vindication of the memory and judgmentof 
Abraham Lincoln. The man will never live who has a greater rever- 
ence for that name and memory than I have. There are two names that 
will pass down in history linked together as the saviours of the Union. 
The hand of the great civil leader fell from the helm just as the ship of 
state he had guided so skillfully came sailing into port. The captain 
who led our armies left us only the other day. Both at one time equally 
believed in the justice of Porter’s sentence. But he to whom the op- 
portunity was given for a dispassionate review of the case pro- 
claimed the injustice of the verdict, and became the earnest champion 
of Porter’s cause, And he is a bold man who to-day dares impugn the 
military judgment and honesty of purpose of Ulysses S. Grant. We 
know Lincoln’s great sense of justice and humanity. We know that 
in the darkest days of the war he could plead with malice toward none, 
with charity for all. Could he speak to-day he would ask no man to 
stifle an honest conviction nor to halt in what he might consider the 
path of justice simply as an indorsement of his signature upon a court- 
martial verdict. And had it been permitted to him to live as Grant 
lived, I believe they would have stood together in their demand for 
justice to Fitz-John Porter. 

The political prejudices of the present day should not be a factor in 
this discussion. The statement in the minority report now before us 
that the Republican members of the Forty-eighth Congress, holding 
in reverence the memories of the great war Secretary who convened the 
court, the illustrious men who constituted it, and the lamented Presi- 
dent who approved its findings, voted with approximte unanimity 
against reopening the case, is just a grain misleading. The Repub- 
lican minority who then voted for Porter was not only le in 


point of numbers, but the character of their Republicanism is such that 
I do not feel out of place in their company. 


And ing for the constituency I represent—for the district in 
which, at Portsmouth by the sea, Fitz-John Porter first saw the light 
of day—I know that I am backed in my position and my vote by thou- 
sands of my own political faith, soldiers as well as civilians. I am not 
inappreciative nor unmindful of the moral influence of sucha support, 
but if I stood solitary and alone among all the Republicans of this 


country in supporting this bill, I should vote as I have voted once and 


as I shall vote again. To do otherwise would be to outrage my own 
convictions and belittle my own judgment. I have no personal ac- 
quaintance with Fitz-John Porter. I never met him and should not 
know him were I to meet him to-day. There are no personal friend- 
ships, no social or political influences todirect my judgmentin his favor. 
I act simply upon my convictions of right and justice and the equities 
of his case. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Hampshire has seven 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HAYNES. I reserve that time. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. i What in the thunder are we here 
for?” [Laughter.] ‘‘ Why are we discussing Fitz-John Porter?“ has 
been heard coming the members of this House quite frequently 
of late, and at least one Democrat added to his remark: ‘* You know 
the Democrats are all going to vote for him anyhow.’’ I believe, sir, 
that this is true. I believe they are going to vote for him anyhow; but 
Ishall not be deterred from giving the reasons why I think they shoud 
not vote for him. 

The judge-advocate of the military commission, Major Gardner, 
e States Army, in speakingof this case, well said of the character 
of this court: 


Nine ral officers sat in the trial of the petitioner, not as we are sitting, 
under the ordinary — —— or oath which we took on 5 commis- 
sions, but under the tional obligation ofaspecial oath, p. d by statute, 
to, e eee ae “welland truly try and determine, according to evi- 
dence, to duly administer justice.“ 


had not been a court inthe American Arm of officers of such high rank 


Army. 
ends and acquaintances of the accused, and 
his relations with the of that court were of so intimate a character 
that the latter was reluctant to sit, and only did so, I have been credibly in- 
formed, the former wished it. 
These nine general officers were— 
1. Maj. Gen. David Hunter, United States Volunteers, of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Graduated at United States Military Academy 1522; colonel and brevet 


2. Å N 
paei Academy 1817; now deceased. 

3. Gen. Rufus King, United States Volunteers, of New York. Gradu- 
ated at United States Military Academy 1833; subsequently resident minister to 


E Prentiss, United States Volunteers, of Vir- 
4 ¥ a; ni ates Volunteers, ir- 
ginis; su nently — — of volunteers, to date November 
29 by Hon. Reverdy Jonnson in 1863 (printed pamphlet, page 

II] for “skillful defense of Helena, Ark.“ 
5. Brig. Gen. James Brewerton Ricketts, United States Volunteers, of New 
York. Graduated at United States Military Academy 1839; brevet majo n- 
States Army; now major- general, United States Army; on retired- 


list. 

6. Brig. Gen. Silas , United States Volunteers, of Rhode Island. Grad- 
uated at United States Military Academy 1826; uently appointed major- 
general of United States Volunteers, to date May 31, 1862, in acknowledgment 
— in battle of “ Fair Oaks; brevet major- general. United States Army 


7. Brig. Gen. James Abram Garfield, United States Volunteers, of Ohio, for- 
merly chiefof staff to Major-General ; afterward neral United 
States Volunteers for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Chicka- 
mauga. Representative in Congress from Ohio since 1862 [Senator and Presi- 


dent; deceased. 

8. . Gen. Napoleon B. Buford, United States Volunteers, of Kentucky. 
Graduated at United States Military Academy 1527; brevet Sages . — 
ner for Indian 


States Volunteers; t United States 
— ; Subsequently special 


; now A 
was Hon. J h Holt, Judge-Advocate-General, who 
of War under President Buchanan, and is now a brigadier- 


ist of the Army. 
y written defense on the merits the judge-advocate of 
the court made no reply whatever; but, in alluding to the len of the inves- 
tigation, said (page 927, G. C. M. Ree.): 

“Iwill simply remark that this case has been thoroughly and most patiently 
investigated. A continuous session of some forty-five days sufficiently attests 
this. deed, the greater part of the evidence touching the more important 
ctrl nominee igen yor gf amo — . 

upon your minds, so now 
tirely satisfied that it is completely comprehended and appreciated by you in 


en 
all its bearings. 

Whatever, therefore, of inaccuracies of interpretation of testimony, and 
whatever of illogical deduction from it may have found a place in the very 
elaborate defense of the accused, which has been read, may be safely left for 
their correction to the recollection and the judgment of the court.” 

The accused in his defense, on his trial, said, in addressing that court (page 
256,4G, C. M. Rec.): 

“ Yourselves, most if not all of you, have known me well. Your eminent 
official law adviser (meaning Judge-Advocate-General Holt), who has conducted 
this prosecution calmly and fairly so far as on him depended, but with the vigi- 
lance and energy which his duty demanded, himself, in the recent past, when 
numerous events hinged on the great sway which in his high post he bore, has 
trusted me, and has felt that his trust was in no wise betrayed.” 


This was the character of the court. Hon. Reverdy Johnson and 
Charles Evans represented the accused before that court; both able 
men. He had the advantage of as able counsel as this country could 
afford. And yet, after long and patiently trying the case, the court 
decided against him. President Lincoln, who had the case in his hands 
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at least two days—and it is attested he carefully reviewed it—approved 
the sentence. President Arthur has put his seal of office against him 
on constitutional grounds, at least, and, I think, wisely did so; but I 
shall leave the discussion of the constitutional question to gentlemen 
who will follow me. 

I predicate my judgment in this matter upon the evidence taken at 
the time and upon the official reports made at the time, so far as they 
were made; and I am led to say so far as they were made“ because 
some of Porter’s friends who had commands during the engagements of 
the 29th and 30th of August, 1862, did not make as full reports as they 
ought to have made and as they might have made had he not, in my 
opinion, interfered with them. 

To start now on the merits. We find Porter landing at Acquia Creek 
on the 21st of Ge a He debarked his troops, and on the 22d marched 
to Deep Creek. There is where I find his troops on the 22d day of August. 
He remained at Falmouth with General Burnside, while his army was 
up at Deep Creek and Kelly’s Ford from the 22d to the 25th or 26th. 
I mention this to controvert the statement or the idea that you have 
had conveyed to you that his troops were sorely tired, footsore, and 
weary when they arrived at Warrenton Junction on the 27th with 
Sykes’s division. 

On the 26th he marched to within 5 miles of Bealeton, a distance of 
8 miles. Morell had marched on the 23d to Kelly’s Ford, which is 8 
miles from Bealeton; on the 27th Sykes’s division marched to Beale- 
ton, 5 miles, and to Warrenton Junction, 7 miles, making a distance of 
12 miles for that day and 8 the day before ; and no march at all for the 
three days previous. 

Morell marched from Kelly’s Ford 8 miles to Bealeton and 7 miles 
to Warrenton Junction on the 27th. He had not marched over 8 
miles during the three previous days. We find that Sykes arrived 
at Warrenton Junction at as early as 10 o’clock with the head of his 
column, and that Morell arrived there at as early as 2 o’clock with the 
head of his column. They might have arrived earlier, either column, 
if they had so desired. This places them in camp there, not footsore, 
pets and shoeless, but fresh to go on to do battle if called upon. 
And I wish here to say, if the soldiers of that command had been called 
upon to march or do battle I believe every single man of them would 
have gladly responded. 

At 9.30 that evening General Porter received, by the hands of Captain 
De Kay, a United States officer (Porter was a United States officer), 
from General Pope the following order: 

HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF VIRGINIA. 
GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1o’clock— 

Not at half past 1 or any other hour except 1— 
to- t, and come forward with your whole corps, or such of it as is with 
— as to be here by daylight— 55 . 

Not at 10 o’clock the next day, but 


by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a very severe action with 
the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded. The 
enemy has been driven back, but is 8 the railroad. We must drive 
him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and Gainesville, 
where McDowell is. 

I will insert it in full: X 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6,30 p. m. 
Maj. Gen. Frrz-Joux Porter, 
Warrenton Junction: 


Hocker has 
severe action with the enemy, with aloss of about killed and wounded. The 
Somes is the railroad. Wemustdrive 
m m 


where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, sen: 


effect. 
By command of Major-General Pope. 
X GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
P. 8.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infan 
real serge eg ery asa till he comes up, with instructions to fol- 
low you ediately upon his doing so. If Banks is not at the Junction, instruct 
Colonel Clary to run the trains to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regi- 
ment and section ofartillery with it. 
By command of Major-General Pope, 
GEO, D. RUGGLES 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


The order indicates trouble ahead, and this is the important portion 
of the order: 

It is necessary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight. 

Now, to show the spirit with which Porter had arrived at this point, 
I want to read you something of what he said: 

I send you the last order from General Pope 

This is General Porter telegraphing to General Burnside— 


‘which indicates the future as well as the present. Wagons are rolling along 
rapidly to the rear, as if a mighty power was propelling them, I see no cause 
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for alarm, though I think this order may cause it. McDowell moves to Gaines- 
ville, where Sigel now is. The latter got to Buckland Bridge in time to put out 
the fire and kick the enemy, who is pursuing his route unmolested to the Shen- 
andoah or Loudoun County. The forces are Longstreet’s, A. P. Hill's, Jack- 
son's, Ladeacosg ps Ewell’s, and Anderson’s (late Huger’s) divisions. 

Longstreet is said by a deserter to be very strong. They have much artillery 
and long wagon trains. The raid on the railroad was near Cedar Creek, and made 
by a regiment of infantry, two squadrons of cavalry, and asection of artillery. 


e place was guarded by nearly three regimentsof infantry andsome cavalry. 
They routed the guard, captured the train and many men, destro; the bridge, 
and retired leisurely down the road toward Manassas, It can be repaired, 
No troops are coming up, except new troops, that I can hear of. Sturgis is here 


with two ments, Four were cut off by the raid, The position ofthe troops 
is given in the order. No enemy in our original front. <A letterof General Lee, 
seized when Stuart's assistant adjutant-ceneral was taken, directs Stuart to leave 
a squadron only to watch in front of Hanover Junction, &. fa Seeing en 
moved up north. I find a vast difference between these troops and ours, but I 
suppose they were new, as to-day they burnt their clothes, &c., when there was 
not the least cause, I hear that they are much demoralized, and needed some 
troops to give them heart, and I think head. We are working now to get 
hind Bull Run, and, I presume, will be there in a few days, if strategy don't 
use us up. The strategy is magnificent, and tactics in the inverse proportion. I 
would like some of my ambulances, I would like also to be ordered to return 
to Fredericksburg to push toward Hanover, or with a larger force to push toward 
Orange Court-House. I wish Sumner was at Washington, and up near the Mon- 
ocacy, with good batteries. I do not doubt the enemy have large amounts of 
supplies provided for them, and I believe they havea contempt for this Army of 
yapam I wish myself away from it, with all our old Army of the Potomac, 
and so do our companions. I was informed to-day, by the best authority, that, 
in opposition to General Pope's views, this army was pushed out to save the 
Army of the Potomac—an army that could take care of itself. Pope says he 
long since wanted to go behind the 9 
I am in great need of ambulances, and the officers need medicines, which, for 
want of transportation, were left behind. I hear many of the sick of my corps 
are in houses on the road very sick. I think there is no fear of an enemy cross- 
ing the Rappahannock. The cavalry are all in the advance of the rebel army. 
At Kelly’s and Barnett's Fords much property was left,in consequence of the 
wagons going down for grain, &. If you can push up the grain to-night please 
do so direct to this place. There is no grain here or anywhere, and this army is 
wretchedly Sopon in that line. Pope says he never could get enough. 
Most of this rivate, but if you can get me away please do so. Make what 


use of this you choose, so it does good. 
Don’t let the alarm here disturb you. If you had a good force you could 


to Richmond. A force should at once be pushed on to Manassas to open the 
road. 
Our provisions are very short. 
8 F. J. PORTER. 
Here is another: 


I hope Mac's at work, and we will soon be ordered out of this. It would seem, 
from proper statements of the enemy, that he was wandering around loose; but 
I expect they know what they are doing, which is more than any one here or 
anywhere knows. 

I read these, Mr. Chairman, to show the feeling that Porter had for 
Pope, to show that he had no loyalty in his heart for his command- 
ing general. When he received that order from the hands of De Kay 
at 9.30, instructing him that it was of the utmost importance for him 
to be at Bristoe Station at daylight, instead of at once rig to the 
generals in his tent We must march at 1o’clock; it is all-important 
that we do so’’—instead of that, he says, There is an order to move 
at 1 o’clock.”? He did not inform Morell, Sykes, or Butterfield, the 
officers who were in his tent, of the importance of the order (and 
they all swear that they did not know); he ‘‘simply mentioned the 
order,“ knowing that those officers, ignorant of its importance, would 
say, Why start at 1?“ If he had ordered them to march at 1 
o’clock they would have done so, Sykes says that if he had received 
such an order from Pope, or from Porter, he would have moved, but 
not understanding he said, Oh, don’t move at 1; wait till daylight.” 
So said Morell and Butterfield, for the same reasons. 

Porter, on his own account, knowing of the order, its importance, ought 
to have decided to comply promptly, but fearing, probably, that he might 
bein time to help Pope, andit being inconvenient, he directed the move- 
ment to commence at 3 o’clock, which meant 4. He agreed the night 
was dark, and the troops were tired. They had marched 12 miles, 
one division of them, and the other 15 miles, that day. He says the 
wagons encumbered the road. How did he get information about 
these wagons? From Drake De Kay. Porter had not been on the road 
himself; none of his officers had been on the road; but Drake De Kay, 
when he brought the order, said to Porter: 

I have been some time in getting here, because of the wagons encumbering 
the road part of the way; but I passed the last of them at Catlett's Station. 

That station is three miles and a half from Warrenton. De Kay re- 
ported that he had passed the last of the wagons there, and he said, 
“If we march rapidly, we shall probably overtake the wagons by day- 
light.“ But Porter chose to put another construction on it, and to say 
that the wagons encumbered the road, and that that was one of the 
reasons why he could not march. Why, Mr. Chairman, if he had de- 
sired to march he would have said to Sykes: Send out a company, or 
a regiment, or a brigade if necessary, and clear the road of wagons; it 
is of the utmost importance that we move at 1 o’clock and be at Bristoe 
Station at daylight.“ But instead of doing so, he went off quietly 
to his tent, and slept, not even sending word to Pope that he would 
not move for two or three hours after he was ordered. Could he have 
moved? The night was dark, I admit; but was the road encumbered 
with wagons? Myers says that he parked the general train at Catlett's. 
The wagons beyond, or ahead of him, belonged to the troops ahead. 

Mr. BRAGG. That was only one line. 

Mr. STEELE. He parked the supply train. Heintzelman's troops, 
with wagons following them, pulled on and went into camp, arriving 
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there the next morning egrly. Porter moved at daylight, and when 
he arrived where this train of Myers’s camped they had pulled out on 
the road again and he had great difficulty in getting them out of his 
way. But he would not have encoun them if he had moved when 
he was ordered, and when he ought to have moved. Mr. Chairman, if 
Porter had had a desire to serve Pope, his commanding officer, as he 
should have done—if McClellan had given the order—Porter would 
have got through that night. He was hoping at the time he received 
the order to be either ordered back to Falmouth or on to Washington. 
He wanted Pope defeated. He could not have known but that it was 
all-important that he should be at Bristoe Station next morning at day- 
light, and he did not know but that the enemy lay between him and the 
national capital. He did not know but that Longstreet had re-enforced 
them and that they would be able to whip Pope and then McDowell in 
detail. 

Could Porter have marched that night in obedience to that order? 
Why, my confederate friends—ex-confederate friends now, I am glad 
to say—did you not march, those of you who were with Jackson, did 
you not march that night? Did not Jackson’s troops march that day 
from Salem, fight the battle at Bristoe Station, and that night march 
to Manassas, one of your divisions on to Centreville and another onto the 
Warrenton road north of Groveton’? Did you not march that day and 
night 36 miles? If Jackson could march’ why could not Porter march? 
Jackson took his train with him; he made that march with footsore 
troops; he whipped a portion of our Army and fought another portion. 
His troops were hungry when they made the march, lived on green corn, 
but they found supplies at Manassas and took away everything they 
could, 

Mr. OATES. Jackson did not take any wagon-trains with him. They 
came afterward, 

Mr. STEELE. Where was his train? 

Mr. OATES. At the rear. 

Mr. STEELE. At what point? 

Mr. OATES. He left them on the left side of the Rappahannock. 

Mr. STEELE. What train was it that was marching over on the 
Sudley road that Jeb. Stuart, on the morning of the 29th, sent out 
troops to protect? 

Mr. OATES. Those were Jackson’s trains that were coming up, but 
he had marched over that road a good while before. 

Mr. STEELE. Jackson came through Thoroughfare Gap and down 
to Catlett’s and went up to Bristoe and fought there and captured some 
of our troops before Hooker arrived; he then marched part of his troops 
to Manassas. 

Mr. OATES. ‘Trimble went on that night to Manassas Junction. 

Mr. BRAGG. They did not go to Catlett’s. 

Mr. STEELE. At any rate oe marched that night, and Jackson’s 
troops were illy shod and many of them barefooted and had not been 
any too well fed. 

Mr. OATES. Thatistrue. They were living on green eorn and ap- 
les. J 

Mr. STEELE. The evidence is abundant that troops could have 
marched on that occasion; there is not a single soldier here who does 
not know that it was Porter’s duty to obey the orđer he received, and 
there is not a soldier here but has marched on darker nights than that. 
If my gallant friend from Wiseonsin [Mr. BRAGG] had received such 
an order he would have marched, or if he did not it would have been 
because he failed after trying. He knows it was Porter’s duty to have 
obeyed that order, as he would have done and as every good soldier 
would have done. I do not think that Porter was disloyal to McClellan. 
I do not think that he cared to see his country divided, but I do know 
that he was not loyal to Pope, his commanding officer. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman allow me a word in reply to what 
he has just said? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE], who has alluded to me personally, I can state to this 
committee that I did march that night on a clean, open, broad turn- 
pike, and the night became so dark that I was compelled to bivouac by 
the roadside, and could not form a line of tents. 

Mr. STEELE. I remember that the gentleman had a great deal of 
unpleasantness the next evening. He found it very uncomfortable for 
his health and the health of his command, for Jackson struck his divis- 
ion over about Groveton. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. On the night of the 28th I participated in 
the battle, when I was attempting to obey General Pope’s order inform- 
ing me that Jackson was in Centreville with sixteen thousand men, and 
that by moving down the Warrenton pike quickly we could him.” 
After that order was read to the command General McDowell leftit and 
the command took the road to Centreville, and in less than twenty min- 
utes, with four regiments alone, supported afterward by two, we struck 
Jackson, and the whole Army of Virginia heard the firing and let us 
fight that battle against the corps that was said to be 16 miles away. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, Mr. Chairman, that in a manner lets me out 
[laughter], for I was going to tell about that myself. Certainly if ever 
there was gallant fighting it was done that evening, and the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] participated in it. And I remember his 


command was south of Gainesville on the night of the 27th, and that 
on the 28th he started for Manassas, where General Pope had ordered 
all of his forces, expecting to find Jackson there, but learning late in 
the day he had moyed north turned his forces for Centreville, and you 
had just returned to the Warrenton pike; but the darkness of the night 
before when the gentleman could not see to put his tentsin line did not 
deter Jackson; and it did not deter troops thousands of times after that 
from marching. 

Porter arrived at Bristoe Station at the head of his column at 10 
o’clock on the 28th, instead of at daylight as he was ordered. As soon 
as he arrived there he commenced saying to Pope, I can not go any 
farther; my men are exhausted; I must remain where Iam.” P 
knowing the influence that was surrounding him, instead of 5 
Porter under arrest as he should have done consented to his remaining 
there all that day of the 28th. [SEE 3 

On the morning of the 29th, Morell says, between daylight and sun- 
rise, Porter received the following order: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a. m. 


GENERAL: McDowell has intercepted the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker march to attack the 
enemy’s rear at early dawn. 

Major-General Pope directs you to move upon Centreville at the first dawn of 
day with your whole command, leaving your trains to follow. It is very im- 
portant that be should be here at a very early hour in the morning. A severe 
engagement is likely to take place, and your presence is necessary. 

am, general, very ully, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Major-General PORTER, 


Porter was not impressed with the importance of the order, because 
it came from Pope; so that instead of pressing forward, ‘‘ because it was 
of the utmost importance,“ he remained at Bristoe until 7 o’clock, and 
arrived at Manassas Junction, three miles and a half from there, at 9 
o'clock. Sykes’s division had just Manassas Junction ; Morell’s 
cin had just arrived there, when Porter received the following 
order : 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
7 Centreville, Va., August 29, 1862, 
Maj. Gen, FITZ-JOHN PORTER: 

Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which yon will take with 
you, upon Gainesville, I am pren plenka < enemy down the Warrenton furn- 
pike. Be expeditious or we will lose m 

JOHN POPE, ! 
Major-General, Commanding, 

When Porter received this order to push on to Gainesville Pope staid 
near the crossing of Bull Run on the night of the 28th, where he wrote 
the first order, but had in the mean time got to Centreville and found 
Jackson gone. Instead of being there Jackson had moved most of his 
force, via the Warrenton and treville pike, west to stone house, 
thence north to a convenient point for it to be placed behind the old 
railroad embankment, as you may see it on the map to which I invite 
your attention. A portion of the force from Centreville doubtless 
marched northwest from there and crossed Bull Run, but Pope thought 
he was moving in retreat for Thoroughfare Gap. 

a BRAGG. There never was but one division of Jackson's at Cen- 
treville. 

Mr. STEELE. One division was there, and one division had gone 
up the Manassas and Sudley road, not going to Centreville at all, but 
all were in position or near the best kind of a line of works on the eve 
of the 28th, the right resting northwest of Groveton at A,“ and the 
left at near Sudley Ford, on Bull Run. 

Porter was ordered then to push forward to Gainesville, 
ditious,“ Pope said to him, or we shall lose much.“ 

McDowell, the ev before, was in company with my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], of King’s division, when the fight began at 
“B,” westof Groveton; he staid just about flve minutes. Hesaid to King, 
It is not going to amount to much; I will go to Manassas and see Pope.“ 
He leſt them there and came to Manassas; and not finding Pope there, he 
went back on the Manassas and Sudley road to near the house, and 
(instead of going to King where his troops were in battle) he goes up 
where he finds Sigel about 9 o’clock. He stays with Sigel that night. 
In the morning he finds that Sigel has orders to march in the direction 
of the enemy toward this old railroad where Jackson had taken position, 
Sigel's line then was about as follows, his right at C, near Robinson’s, 
his left a little north Chinn house at D.“ He found Reynolds hexe on 
the left of Sigel. Some skirmishing had commenced; there were some 
cannon shots; and he said to Reynolds, You operate with Sigel, and I 
will go back and get King and Ricketts.” He arrived back at Manas- 
sas Junction at about the same time Porter arrived with his command, 
He found that Porter had orders to take one of his divisions (King’s) 
with him on to Gainesville. 

Mr. BRAGG, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Was it notlargely upon the testimony of that officer, 
to oori his own conduct upon that day, that Fitz-John Porter was con- 
victed ? 

Mr. STEELE. He was convicted fourteen times over without Me- 
Dowell. McDowell had a court of inquiry and was acquitted, but the 
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court did not explain to me why he left King at a critical moment on 
the evening of the 28th; it did not explain to me why when he knew 
there was an ment coming on, and he had authority to command 
men and Reynolds, that instead of — command of them and 
fighting, he went back after King instead of sending a staff officer for 
Mr. BRAGG. Does not the acquittal of McDowell, who was so man- 
ifestly guilty, by a military court, and his honorable discharge, show 
what public sentiment in Washington would do to control courts for 
favorites and to render judgments against those who were not in favor? 

Mr. STEELE. Control the courts for favorites!“ If Porter had 
friends in the Army they were on that court. He wus a protégé of Hitch- 
cock’s; and whenever he came to Washington he would always call 
upon General Hunter, recently deceased, and when Hunter would go to 
New York he would always call upon Porter. They were intimate as- 
sociates. Seven of the members of the court were graduates of West 
Point—fellow-students or fellow-classmates of Porter’s. I want to say 
here, before I forget it, that if a man ever had a fair show before a court 
Porter had it. 

Much has been said about the Secretary of War expediting the pro- 
ceedings of the court. The Secretary of War only made the usual 
order. These officers were needed; and the Secretary of War only 
made the order that is always made when courts are allowed to sit 
without regard to hours. And at the close of the proceedings of that 
court the judge-advocate submitted the case without argument, while 
Reverdy Johnson and Mr. Ewing, able lawyers, used forty pages of the 
three hundred which were in the case in his defense. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. Letmeask thegentleman from Indiana whether, under 
military law, after the judge-advocate had submitted the case without 
argument, he was not permitted to be present with the court during 
their deliberations; and whether he did not make hisargument on paper, 
giving his views to the President without the counsel for the defendant 
having been heard? 

Mr. STEELE. I need not tell the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
the judge-advocate is not only counsel for the prosecution, but counsel 
also for the defense in military courts. It is his duty, and he is sworn 
to do his duty fairly, and he did not submit his views but a brief of the 
case to the President, and by the President’s direction, after the case 
had been submitted to him by General Halleck. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; but let me ask the gentleman, do you think a 
lawyer after a heated contest of twenty days or more with some of the 
ablest legal minds in the United States, if he be permitted, as he is as 
judge-advocate, to write a review of the case, would fail to write it to 
correspond with the argument he made, so as to make him successful 
in that contest? 

Mr. STEELE. I assert that if the judge-advocate had the feeling of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin he probably would. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir, undoubtedly; or any other lawyer. 

Mr. STEELE. But Mr. Holt did not. If he had the feeling of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin he would not have submitted the case to the 
court without argument as he did. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. But Mr. Holt did do it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, Mr. Holt did doit. I will tell you why. 

Mr. STEELE. He said to the court, ‘‘You gentlemen are able; you 
have heard all the evidence, and you are competent to decide for your- 
sel ves.“ 

Mr. BRAGG. Permit me to state where the difference was. Would 
not the gentleman infer that the judge- advocate by remaining with the 
court would be able to control the sentiment and the opinions of nine 
or ten of its members ? 

Mr. STEELE. No; you give him credit in this for more than you 
give him on any other account. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘The promotions which followed showed the incentive 
for doing it. 

A MEMBER. Who was promoted? 

Mr. BRAGG. Several. 

Mr. STEELE. Name one. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have not the court or the record before me. 

Mr. STEELE. I have the court and the record and there is nota 
scintilla of evidence to justify the gentleman’s assertion. Some of the 
e See subsequently promoted, but for well-merited service on 

e field. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will show it to you by and by. 

Mr. STEELE. Tou do President Lincoln injustice. Porter, in obedi- 
ence to the order he received, took his corps and King and marched 
toward Gainesville in “pursuit of the enemy.“ Porter thought If 
the enemy has got away from Pope it is a time ſor me to go in; I 
have my own corps, and I have King’s division, and I will join in the 
pursuit.“ 

But the order I have read came to him verbally through General 
Gibbon, than whom there was no better soldier during the war or one 
more intelligent or truthful ; but Porter felt so bitter toward Pope he 
wanted to quibble and he sent Dr. Abbot to Pope, saying, ‘‘I want you 
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to give me written orders.” McDowell, when he found King was going 
away, wrote to Pope, How is it you take King away from me?“ Now, 
those two communications reached Pope about the same time. One 
wanted a written order, and the other wanted an order so he might get 
King back. Then Pope wrote this order: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


Centreville, August 30, 1802. 

Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: 

You will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville. 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. 
Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must 
now be not far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as communication is es- 
tab! between this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It 
fall back behind Bull Run, at Centreville, to-night. I pre- 
sume it will be so on account of our — — I have sent no orders of any de- 
scription to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the movements of 
Mebowell's troops, except what I sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which were 
to hold his position on the Warrenton pike until the troops from here should fall 
upon the enemy's flank and rear. I do not even know Ricketts’s position, as I 
have not been able to find out where General McDowell was until a late hour this 
morning. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate with 
General Ricketts, and instruct him to rejoin the other divisions of his corps as 
soon as practicable. If any considerable advantages are to be gained by depart- 
ing from this order, it will not be strictly carried out. One thing must be had in 
view, that the troops must oop a position from which 8 reach Bull 
Run to-night or by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the 
enemy is moving in this direction ata pace that will bring them here by to- 
morrow night or nextday. My own headquarters will be for the present time 
with Heintzelman 


may be necessary to 


s corps, or at this place. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


Now, that joint order only carried out the general idea that he had 
given to Porter to move on to Gainesville, but if any considerable ad- 
vantage could be derived by changing this plan, they were at liberty 
to make such a change in their own discretion. 

Mr. OATES. What date does the gentleman now refer to? 

Mr. STEELE. I refer now to the morning of the 29th. All three 
of these orders were dated on that day. 

Porter arrived at Dawkin’s Branch at E, where he received this 
latter order. It had been sent an hour before, but reached him at that 
point. McDowell’s copy of the joint order reached him at this point— 
the head of King’s division at Manassas Junction or Bethlehem church. 
Porter’s column had crossed Dawkin’s Branch and gone about half a 
mile on the other side when the advance met a man on horseback. 
Morell says he asked him where he had come from. He said he had 
come from Gainesville and that the skirmishers of the enemy had arrived 
there and his column was not far on the other side. Now, this was 
about half past 10 o’clock in the morning, perhaps 11; and yet during 
that time this column of Porter’s had only marched from Bristoe to 
Manassas Junction, 3} or 4 miles at farthest, and to point F,” 8 miles 
at most. 

* Morell’s skirmishers met the skirmishersof the enemy. About this 
time Porter rode forward to the head of the column, and there found 
Morell, Griffin, and Butterfield. They had a talk, got off their horses, 
and held a council of war, I suppose. Porter, when he found that the 
enemy was there, and it was most probable that there was a mistake 
about Pope following an enemy, but, on the contrary, that he was facing 
one, made up his mind that if he helped Pope at all it would be because 
he could not help himself. So he got off his horse and commented on 
this joint order. He did not like the idea of being with McDowell; and 
instead of re-enforcing his skirmishers, if necessary, and going on and 
complying with the orders which he had received to take King and 
march with him to the point indicated, or endeavoring in any manner to 
comply with it or the joint order to move with his force on to Gainesville, 
he faced about and moved back across the branch and placed a battery 
facing a little north of west at F,“ and one on the left of the road at 
“G” facing the same way, and waited for what I donot know. Shortly 
afterward a shot was fired from about the location of the Carrico house 
by Stuart, who with his cavalry had in the morning moved his com- 
mand from near Sudley Ford at or about half past 10 o’clock (and just 
as he was starting ordered one of his officers, who was killed in the en- 
ent, Colonel Patrick, to drive the enemy away from the trains 
not far from there), and went with his command past Gainesville and 
met Longstreet about Haymarket, about one and a half miles northwest 
of Gainesville. Longstreet testifies that at the time of this meeting he 
his command for an hour, before reaching Gainesville, to let 
Stuart's command pass to his right. 

After passing to his right, Stuart came down along the dotted line 
which runs by the side of the railroad, as you may see by map, from 
Gainesville and arrived at Hampton Cole's, and his cavalry doubtless met 
Porter’sskirmishers near Dawkin’s Branch, between whom there was an 
exchange of shots. Rosser had a few dragoons there before Stuart ar- 
rived, but Longstreet was several miles back of Stuart. Porter, instead 
of trying to continue his march or to ascertain in any way whether any 
considerable number of troops were in his front, waited for a few mo- 
ments and took the position on the east side of the branch as before in- 
dicated, and was there when McDowell arrived. It is claimed that 
McDowell said, ‘‘ Porter, this is no place in which to fight a battle; 
you are too far out,“ or something of that kind. McDowell on the 
contrary says he made no such remark. I do not care whether he did 
or not. 


1886. 


It is not disputed that they consulted and that they rode off to the 
right and crossed the railroad and halted—I think at H.“ The joint 
order was discussed, and Porter has said that he suggested that 
McDowell had a right to command him under the sixty-second article 
of war. 

McDowell finally told Porter that he would go to the rear and take 
King and Ricketts and come in on his (Porter's) . right and Reynolds's 
left. Now, it was about this time that Stuart had arrived at Hamp- 
ton Cole’s, and his skirmishers had advanced, struck those of Porter, 
and had discovered Porter’s artillery in position (three pieces); and 
he had placed a battery in position not far from the Carrico house on 
Porter’s right front, but Porter’s soon putitoutof commission. Stuart 
sent for longer range pieces and for re-enforcements and instructed his 
men to raise a dust to create an impression that there was a large force 
with him, and which he truly said in his official report had the de- 
sired effect.” McDowell heard the shots and saw the dust, and Porter 
did also, and the consultation was suddenly closed by McDowell saying 
to Porter what I have indicated about his going to the right, and also 
said to Porter, Put your troops in here,“ indicating the direction toward 
where the skirmish firing had been heard and where the dust was being 
raised. Porter said in reply, I can’t put my men in there without get- 
ting into a fight;’’ and McDowell replied that is what weare here for, and 
also swears that he left him with the distinct understanding that Por- 
ter would obey his order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That was Rosser’s cavalry that was raising the 
dust. 

Mr. STEELE. Les; ofStuart’scorps. Porter returned to his troops 
and ordered a movement to the right, and Griffin, with the leading bri- 
gade of Morell's division, had marched across the railroad ashort distance 
beyond H“ tothe north, when he came up to some pine brush, thick 
pine brash, and Griffin says some one hallooed out, You can not get 
through there.” He halted his command and was ordered back. 

In the testimony with reference to this case he was asked the ques- 
tion: Did you make any effort to get through? Was any reconnais- 
sancemade?’’ He says no; none was made; none whatever; he turned 
back; in other words, because some one said you can not get through 
this little thicket of pine brush! One artill swears that when 
this order was given by Porter to move to the right he took his bat- 
tery to the right, on the road you see indicated on the map, i 
north and south, near Dawkin’s Branch, and continued to go until 
ordered back. Porter might have gone on this road. The skirmishers 
(of the Sixty-second Pennsylvania) were called in when the order to 
move to the right had been given and the enemy did not follow them 
up, which shows to me there was not an aggressive enemy between Por- 
ter and Gainesville, at least not in his immediate front at this point as 
shown by the map, and the enemy’s batteries fired a shot or two from 
there, about the position of the Carrico house, and probably a battery 
from about Britt’s house. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Two pieces. 

Mr. STEELE. Two pieces. Now Stuart swears he fired a shot or 
two at this enemy marching here [pointing to the map]. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let mecorrectthe gentleman. Stuart was killed be- 
fore the war closed. He did not testify. 

Mr. STEELE. His information is reliable. We find it over his 
official signature made when the events were fresh. 

7 OATES. His official report you mean. He was killed in May, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. General Stuart 

8 , of West tuart gave no testimony. 
Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman will inform himself on pare 
ject. I was speaking of the official report. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But you talked about his testi- 
mony. 

Mr. STEELE. I was calling his testimony his official report over his 
official signature. And in that report He testified that he fired at the 
troops coming from the direction of Bristoe (there could be no other 
column coming from direction of Bristoe, and Porter was marching from 
that direction while going north), and after firing a shot or two they 
retired in the direction of Manassas. The evidence is convincing that 
they allretired in that direction and they marched to the rear. That is 
the evidence on our side, and is what Stuart says in his report about our 
leaving a battery or two to guard the retreat. Our people did not call 
it a retreat, but they did march as indicated. 

Now this was as late as 2 o’clock, I think; and Ialso think that if Por- 
ter had continued his march at 11 a. m. when he was going as ordered 
in the direction of Gainesville, and as he ought to have done and, had he 
tried, could have done, he would, by going out to the Warrenton and 
Gainesville pike via Meadowville lane, have been able to arrive there an 
hour before Longstreet did, and he would thus have carried out his or- 
der by connecting with Reynolds, whose line of battle was along the 
Warrenton and Gainesville pike, his right connecting with Schenck not 
far west of Groveton, and his leftat ‘‘J,” only a little east of the road on 
which Porter might have come. As I have before stated, Reynolds was 
facing north and his left lapped Jackson’s right. Had Porter come in 
as indicated and fronted to the west and made disposition to resist an 
attack I have no doubt that he would have been able to keep Longstreet 
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from Reynolds. Even if he had not arrived in time to break 
Jackson’s t, he would have made it possible for Reynolds to do so. 
Reynolds was in the position indicated, with his flank toward Gaines- 
ville, until 1 o’clock, when Longstreet came up and forced him to refuse 
his left, and later to rest his right nearer Groveton, his left out on Lewis’s 
lane, and of course to face west instead of north. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? Did not General Grant in his review of this ques- 
tion differ with you on the subject? Did he not say that General Porter 
acted right? 

Mr. STEELE. Ihave had great men and small men differ with me. 
I was going on to say— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. You have not answered my ques- 
tion as to whether General Grant differed with you as to military tac- 
tics. 

Mr. STEELE. General Grant disagreed with me as to the inno- 
cence of Porter late in his life. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Still I ask the gentleman to an- 
swer my question. 

Mr. STEELE. We have not differed because the question has not 
been up. Porter would have had King’s and Ricketts’s divisions and 
Piatt’s brigade to support him had he continued his march, and would 
not have made it necessary for McDowell to go to the right, and with 
such a force Longstreet would have had all he could attend to, and have 
been prevented from interfering with the crushing of Jackson. From 
the time Longstreet arrived, Reynolds had no chance at Jackson. I 
know gentlemen think that nothing could happen to Jackson, and it 
seemed to be so; if there was a fortunate man in the world, it was Jack- 
son until he died. He had the audacity of all the commanders of 
either army—— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The courage, not the audacity. 
Mr.STEELE. A man must have courage if he has audacity. Porter, 
as I said, was disgusted, and instead of making this movement as he 
ought to have done, went back to Bethlehem church, 2 miles to the 
rear, and I suppose went into that old forsaken church, and in all proba- 
bility fell down in its sacred precincts and prayed, and the chief object of 
his supplication was to be either taken out of that, or to have Mack 
come,’’ and so far as we know he staid in church till late in the after- 
noon or evening, and when he came out he lay down and took a rest 
under a tree, probably tired by his supplications. While here, getting 
his ear down close to the ground, he was able to hear the guns of our 
over at or near Groveton (and there had been firing all day). He 
did not hear much firing, and there was not much firing that day accord- 
ing to Porter. But when he got his ear down he heard something, and 
sent a message to McDowell and King. It was to this effect: It seems 
that Sigel is retreating. Our firing seems to be receding and that of 
the enemy advancing. I have found it impossible to communicate by 
the roads to Groveton.” 

He found it impossible. Griffin had run into the little pine bushes. 
Griffin did not go on the road near the branch, as he might have done, 
because had his skirmishers beyond there all day and night 
after they marched back from the pine bushes. 

There was no trouble for him to have marched over in that direction 
if he had tried to do so. He says he failed; he does not say he tried 
to do it, but simply that he failed to do it. He says: 

The enemy are in stro: 
forces back. The fire of the enemy has advanced and ours retired. I have de- 


expected 
and 8 but m; vi into the enemy, Th 
aridity and infeatry, — — — of dust Ss the — hoe 
orce, 

The moment he thought our firing was receding he was ready to join 
the command on the retreat—not because he was afraid, but because he 
was willing to see bY pagers No firing there! I have here volume 
12, part 2, of the Official Reports of the War of the Rebellion—reports 
made at the time, from which I propose to read. I must necessarily 
confine myself to and of course I need not say to the commit- 
z that I read those portions that go to show there wasa battle on that 

y. 

TheCHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has expired. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think he has still five minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] be- 
gan at fifty minutes past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. STEELE, I think my time is about up. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I make the motion that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 
If there be no objection the time of the gentleman will be extended. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STEELE. I read now from General Sigel's report. He says: 

In this order our whole line advanced from point to point, taking advantage 
of the ground before us, while our whole line was involved in a most vehement 
artillery and infantry contest. 

This was on the morning of the 29th, covering about four hours, from 
6.30 to 10.30; and Porter was along on that road from 9 to 10.30. 


The timeof the gentleman from 
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Tn the morning one whole infaniry force and neatly all our belbartes were en: 
with the enemy, Generals Milroy and Schurzadvanced 1 mile, and Gen- 
Schenck 2 miles their original positions, 


And yet my friend who preceded me talks about the roaring of the 
cannon being heard only on the 30th. 
Mr. OATES. What are you reading from? 
Mr. STEELE. General Rigel’s report. 
Mr. OATES. Is he speaking of the time between 6 o’clock and 10 
o’clock on the forenoon of the 29th? 
STEELE. Yes. He says, At this time, 10.30, the enemy 


Mr. 
threw forward a large mass of infantry.” That was undoubtedly when 


Jackson’s men advanced, and I think that in the morning there was 
heavy skirmishing up to 10.30. 

Mr. OATES. ere was only skirmishing and artillery firing. 

Mr. STEELE. General Sigel says: 

At this time, 10.30, the enemy threw forward large masses of infantry against 
our line, but was resisted firmly and driven back three times by the troops of 
Milroy and Schurz. 

Again: 

At this critical moment, when the enemy had almost outflanked us on both 

wines and was preparing for a new attack on our center, Major-General Kearny 


weqe those troops in position when the contest began with renewed 
vigor and vehemence, the enemy furiously along our whole line from 
the extreme right to extreme left, 
During two hours from 4 to 6 p. m.— 


Understand I am not attempting to read all that is said about the 
different engagements through the day— 
Heintzelman and Reynolds had both arrived and were engaged in the battle, 
During two hours, from 4 to 6 p. m., strong cannonading and musketry con- 
tinued on our center and right, where General Kearny made a successful effort 
against the extreme left of the N E lines. 
At6.15 o'clock cok, perpen King’s division of Major-General McDowell's 
corps arriyed behind our front and advanced on the Gainesville turnpike. I do 


cannonade and the gradually decreasing musketry 
Kearny’s attack I received the im ion that the enemy’s resistance was 
broken and that victory was on our side; and so it was. We had won the field of 
battle, and our army rested near the dead and wounded who had so gloriously 
defended the good cause of this country. 


Schurz, Schenck, and Milroy speak of desperate fighting there, along 
the railroad cut, Here is where the heaviest fighting occurred on the 
29th. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Does Sigel’s 
report state that Jackson’s forces were attacking them or that they were 
attacking Jackson’s? 

Mr. STEELE. Our forces were advancing, striking your skirmishers 
first and your main line about 10 a. m. 

Here is what Schurz, Schenck, and Milroy say. 

General C. Schurz, page 299: 


However, we succeeded in holding the ition of the railroad embankment 
along my whole front against the repea’ attacks of the enemy until about 2 
o'clock P. m., when my gery wao had started at 5 o'clock in the morning, 
mostly without breakfast, had under fire for eight hours, had been d 
— 9 by enormous losses, and had exha nearly all their ammunition, 
were relieved by a number of regiments kindly sent by General Hooker for that 


purpose. 


Brig. Gen. Robert C. Schenck, page 279: 


On Friday morning early the engagement was commenced by General Mil- 
roy on our right, in which we soon after took part, and a rapid artillery fire 
ensued from both sides, Colonel McLean advanced around the left of the hill 
under cover of the woods, pressing Vom ip forward until he struck the turn- 
pike at a white house about one-half mile in advance of thestone house, Gen- 
eral Milroy's brigade arrived about the same time. 

We here halted and sent back for General Stahel, who took the pike and soon 
joined us. We then formed our line of battle in the woods to the left of the pike, 
our n on the road, and then pushed on slowly. y in the mean 
while deployed to the right of the road, and soon became engaged with the 
enemy. 

It neh about this time (1 or 2 o’clock) that a line of skirmishers were observed 
approaching us from the rear. They proved to be of General Reynolds’s division. 
We communicated with General Reynolds at once, who took his position on our 
left, and at General Schenck’s suggestion he sent a battery to our right in the 
woods for the pu of flanking the enemy’s. They secured a tion, and 
were engaged with him about an hour, but with what result we were not in- 
formed, General Reynolds now sent us word that he had discovered the enem 
bearing down n his left in heavy columns, and that he intended to fall 
to the first w. behind the cleared space, and had already put his troops in 
motion. We therefore accommodated ourselves to his movement. 

It was about this time that your order came to press toward the right. We 
returned answer that the enemy were in force in front of us, and that we could 
not do so without leaving the left much exposed. 

Milroy says: 

On the following morning (the 29th) at daylight I was ordered to proceed in 
search of the rebels, and had not proceeded more than 500 yards when we were 
grected by a fewst ling shots from the woods infront. After PAORA peos 
of woods I turned to the right, where the rebels had a battery t gave usa 
great deal of trouble. I brought forward one of my batteries to reply to it. and 
8 heard a „ of 8 and . 5 Sees 
was hotly engaged to my right in an extensive forest. e two regiments sent 

railroad embank- 


See Reynolds to McDowell, October 9, and Chesebrough to McDowell, October 
20, in Appendix C to McDowell's report. 


my two ents en; were being driven back out of the woods by the ter- 
rible 8 3 z 7 

I then saw the brave Colonels Cantwell and Zeigler straggling to zay their 
broken regiments on the rear of the forest out of which they been driven, 
oe sent two of m eee to assist — a See assure * — ee su 
po! They soon their men and charged again and again up to the rail- 
road, but were driven back each time with great loss. I then sent the Second Vir- 
ps to their support, directing it to approach the railroad atthe point on the 


num 


I will not read McDowell’s report, but no man believes that he was 
not a truthful, honest man. Some may doubt whether he had the great- 
est courage of any man in the world, but I left him ordering Porter 
into the fight, to advance, and starting for King and Ricketts to take 
them to the right and to the field. He found King’s division at Beth- 
lehem church and Ricketts’s where the Manassas and Sudley road leaves 
the road on which Porter was supposed to be marching to Gainesville, 
and at once marched them on the Manassas and Sudley road north, 
eee a long halt at New Market or a little north of there, but finally 
reached the vicinity of the Henry house, and started to take King 
over to Reynolds’ssupport at Lewis's lane, when he received an order to 
come back to the Sudley road and march to the stone house on the pike 
which he did. Ricketts, reaching the Henry house and having march 
from Thoroughfare Gap via Gainesville, Bristoe, and Manassas Junc- 
tion, is allowed to remain there; but Hatch, with King’s division, except- 
ing Gibbon, is ordered to pursue the enemy, it having been reported to 
Pope that he was fleeing. You will see from the official reports, or ex- 
tracts of them that I will read, that he had not gone. Hatch marched 
west to Groveton on the pike, where he encountered Longstreet, pre- 

to advance instead of retreat, and a furious battle took place, as 
reports will show, and that there was a great deal of fighting on that day: 

No. 28. 
ig. Gen. n P. Hatch, U. rmy, m ivision, 
Report of Brig. Ge we a 55 First Division, of the 
CAMP NEAR FREDERICK, MD., September 13, 1802. 

CAPTAIN: Ihave the honor to submit the following report of the movements 
of the First Division, Third Corps, temporarily under my command during parts 


of the 29th and 30th days of August: 
Late on the afternoon of the 29th ultimo I was ordered by General McDowell 


rsuit of the enemy, who, he informed me, were retreating. 
been detached to support some batteries, With the three other brigades 


pranon, hoping by harassing the enemy's rear to turn their retreat into a rout. 
States Sharpshooters was deployed to the front as skirmishers, 


mile from the road. The two other brigades were drawn up in dine of — 
VI large portion 


day’s bi e moved to the front under a very heavy fire, which they gallantly 
sustained; but the firing continuing very heavy, Hatch’s bi 


nstances a hand-to-hand conflict, 
Night had now come on, our loss had been severe, and the enemy occupying 
a position in the woods on our left which gave them a flank fire upon us, I was 
forced to give the order for a retreat. The retreat was executed in good order, 
the attempt of the enemy to follow being defeated by a few well-directed volleys 
from Patrick’s brigade. 


General Reynolds, page 393: 

The morning of the 29th closed up with General Sigel’s command on the battle- 
field of Bull Run. . the enemy in his immediate front, and 
requested m 5 with him in an attack upon his position. I accord- 
ingly formed | my division on the left of General Sigel’s corps, next to the division 
of General Schenck. General 8 * the command at daylight, and 


The right of the enemy’s position pelir s discerned Se ren the heights above 
0 


Meade's brigade. While pressing forward our extreme left across pikes re- 
er Gen- 


tery was obliged to retire, with considerable loss in both men and horses, and 
the division fell back to connect with Schenck. 


vision en the enemy along the pike on our right, and the action was con- 
tinued with it until dark by Meade's brigade. 


General Meade, page 397: 
On the 29th the brigade was formed in line of battle on the left of Sigel’s corps 
to move on Gainesviile. Sigel, having found the enemy on his 
front on the other side of the Warrenton pike, engaged them along his whole 
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line, and the br e moved up on his left until it crossed the Warrenton pike 
within a half mile of Groveton, at which point s battery was established 
on the ridge, with the Fourth, Seventh, and Eighth regiments to support him, 
the third being posted along the Pike and the Rifles sent up the pike as skir- 
mishers. The enemy, perceiving this disposition, brought —.— batteries to 
bear on Cooper's, who, being short of ammunition, was withdrawn, and Ran- 
som’s was about being substituted, when it was ascertained that Schenck’s 
division, of Sigel’s corps, which had been on our right, was withdrawn, and at 
the same time the enemy’s infantry were deploying in our front in such force 
as required the withdrawal of the brigade to the other side of the Warrenton 

ike, where a position was taken on the plateau near what is known as the 

wis house, which overlooks Groveton and the pike leading to it. 


General Heintzelman, page 42: 


Fr 
It was on this occasion that General Grover’s brigade made the most gallant 
and determined bayonet charge of the war. Ile broke two of the enemy’s lines, 
but was finally re d by the overwhelming numbers in the rebel third line. 
It was a hand-to-hand conflict, using the bayonet and the butt of the musket, 
In this fierce encounter, of not over twenty minutes’ duration, the Second New 
a Colonel Marston, suffered the most, The First, Eleventh, and Six- 
teen usetts and Twenty-sixth Pennsylvania were engaged. The loss 
of this brigade, numbering less than two thousand present, was a total of four 
hundred and eighty-four, nearly all killed and wounded. I refer you to Gen- 
eral Grover's accompanying report, 


General Grover, page 438: 


On the following day we recontinued our march for the plains of Manassas 
by the way of Centreville, and arrived upon the battlefield about 9 a. m. The 
battle had already commenced, and as my column moved to the front the shells 
fell with remarkable precision along the line of the road, but fortunately did 
no moue My brigade was temporarily placed under the orders of or- 
General Sigel, whose troops werethen Gate the enemy inthe center, Under 
instructions received from him I threw forw: the First Massach: Volun- 
teers to support his line, while my remaining four ents were drawn u 
two lines, sheltered from the enemy’s fire by a roll of the field in front, 
position was occupied until about 2.30 tg 

In the mean time I rode over the field in front as far as the position of the 
would admit. After rising the hill under which my command lay an 
open field was entered, and from one of it gradually fell off in a slope to a 
valley, through which ran a railroad embankment. Beyond thisembankment 
the forest continued, and the corresponding heights beyond were held by the 
enemy in force, supported by artillery. 

At 3 p. m. I received an order to advance in line of battle over this und, 
pass the embankment, enter the edge of the woods beyond, and hold it, Dis- 
panaon for carrying out such orders were immediately made, Pieces were 

oaded, bayonets fixed, and instructions given for the line to move slowly n 
the enemy until it felt his fire, then close upon him rapidly, fire one we 
rected volley, and rely upon the bayonet to secure the position on the other 


side. 
We rapidly and firmly pressed upon the embankment, and here occurred a 


in 


enem 


ort, „ and obstinate hand-to-hand conflict with bayonets and clubbed 
muskets. of the enemy were bayoneted in their tracks, others struck 
down with the butts of pieces, and onward our line. In a few yards 


more it met a terrible fire from a second line, which in its turn broke. The 
enemy's third line now bore down upon our thinned ranks in close order, and 
swept back the right center and a portion of our left. With the t Six- 
teenth Massachusetts on our left I tried to turn his flank, but the g of 
our right and eenter and the weight of the enemy’s lines caused the necessity 
of falling back, first to the embankment and then to our first position, behind 
which we rallied to our colors. 

In this fierce encounter of not more than twenty minutes’ duration our loss 
was as follows: 


Command, 


Though forced to retire from the field by the immensely superior numbers of 
the enemy, supported by artillery and by the natural strength of his position, 
men never fought more gallantly or efficiently. 

General Nelson Taylor, page 445: 
Having everything in readiness, I gave the order to advance. The line had 


advan but a few when the left was struck with such violence bya regi- 
ment (which continued the line to the left) which had broken that the Second 
Excelsior Regiment, which was on the left of the ets 870 line, was almost car- 
ried away with it, Seeing the confusion, I rode h y to this part of the line, 
accompanied by my two aids, Lieutenants Tremain and Dwight, and en- 
deavored to stay this disgraceful retreat, but it was in vain; the tide could not 
be stemmed. On they rushed over and through vg fectly panic-stricken, 
breaking and carrying away with them the left of my line. The enemy, seeing 
this, charged after them, I then endeavored to throw back my line to give the 
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enemy a flank fire. This I found on trial impracticable, the wood being too 
dense to execute the movement, By this time the enemy had availed them- 
selves of a large interval opened on my left and poured through in large num- 
bers, and had got fifty or sixty paces in my rear, giving the line an enfilading 
and reverse fire. They, however, soon ceased firing, as they were so mixed u 
as to endanger their own men; they then commenced taking prisoners. Find- 
ing my line pape sagt flanked and turned, and in danger of being entirely cut 
off I give the order to fall back, which was done in as good order as could be, 
situated as we were. 


Mr. WHEELER. Let me ask you one question. You are now un- 
dertaking to demonstrate that there was fighting going on between the 
troops under Pope and those under Jackson? 

Mr STEELE. I am demonstrating that fighting was going on be- 
tween the troops of Pope and Jackson and Longstreet, if you would have 
itso. I am going to on before I get through that there wasa battle 
on the 29th. 

Mr. WHEELER. You admit that Porter was three miles from Jack- 
son’s right? All the evidence states that. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, his troops were close to three miles from Jack- 
son’s right, and he was farther away, but his head of column was not 
that far from Longstreet’s right. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then you contend that Porter, with nine thou- 
sand men, should have attacked Longstreet with twenty-five thousand, 
3 Pope, with sixty thousand, was attacking about half the 
number? 

Mr. STEELE. The evidence is very conclusive that Porter, so far 


‘from knowing anything about Longstreet, had Jain in the shade here 


by the church all day without attempting to find any force of the en- 
emy, if Longstreet or any other force was where he could attack him. 

Mr. WHEELER. You do not answer my question. 

Mr. STEELE. I have answered it. 

Mr. WHEELER. No. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not care how you put that matter. I do con- 
tend that Porter ought to have made an attack some place; but whether 
that be so or not, when he heard this cannonading, this firing going on, 
and knew that his comrades were pressed, if he had had the first in- 
stinct of a soldier or had not hated Pope so much he would have made 
an endeavor to get over there and find out what was going on. He did 
not know that Longstreet was here to his right front. The first move 
made by Longstreet to get into position was to march down on his left 
of the Warrenton pike, and Laws says that his left connected with 
Jackson’s right. Reynolds, who wasin line of battle from near Grove- 
ton to J,“ facing Jackson's exposed right flank, said there were no 
confederate troops across the pike until after 1 o’clock. Porter should 
have been there before that hour. Jeb Stuart, arriving at the Carrico 
house, asked for some troops and batteries, and Longstreet sent Kemper, 
Wilcox, and Jones. Jones’s brigade was across Manassas and Gaines- 
ville Railroad, and the right of Jones was not as far to the right as 
Porter was; that is, Porter’s left extended farther south. Jones was 
across the railroad, to the right and front of the Carrico house, facing 
east. 

Mr. WHEELER. You stated early in your speech that McDowell 
and Porter met a courier coming from Gainesville 

Mr. STEELE. No; Morell met the courier. 

Mr. WHEELER. Morell met a courier coming from Gainesville with 
a dispatch from Buford saying seventeen regiments had passed there. 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir; I did not speak of any dispatch from Bu- 
ford, and he did not come from Gainesville on the road on which Porter 
was halting, but on one you will see on the map leading southeast via 
Bristoe and Manassas Junction, where he reported to McDowell about 
D. R. Jones having arrived at Gainesville. Jones waited at Gainesville 
or near there until Longstreet came up, and was not sent to near the 
Carrico house or put into position until after Laws had been placed in 
position connecting with Jackson’s left. 

There was not more than one brigade across the railroad to the right. 
If Porter had desired to do, by throwing his left forward he could have 
marched up in the direction of and struck Longstreet’s right at any 
time that day—after Longstreet got in position, of course. 

But I contend he should have been in position on Meadowville lane, 
and he would have been there if he had marched with some alacrity 
before Longstreet’s column could have arrived. He had only marched 
from Bristoe, a little over 8 miles, and had arrived at half past 10 or 11 
o’clock at Dawkin’s Branch. He had received an order between day- 
light and sunrise, Morell says. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman contend that any of Longstrect’s 
troops, except two brigades, were engaged that day? 

Mr. STEELE. I think that only two of Hood's brigades were furi- 
ously engaged. There had been more or less firing between his troops 
and those of Reynolds after his arrival that afternoon and in the even- 
ing when Hood charged on both sides of the Warrenton pike, with 
three brigades; Hunton, of Kemper’s command, advanced on his right 
and came in contact with Reynolds, but did not go far enough to strike 
his main line, and Longstreet’s artillery engaged ours for several hours 
that aſternoon. But I must continue. Had Porter, instead of halting 
at this hour, continued his march he would have had at least two hours 
in which to have marched 2 miles and taken position, and, I think, ore 
he could have held long enough to have given us a victory. 
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He had four hours, from 9 o'clock, when he received the order, to 1 | the soldiers were 


o'clock, to move about 5} miles—not to exceed 6. He had four hours 
in which to move before the enemy was seen by Reynolds, and before 


ger Sg nda bag back on its right. 
Mr. Chairman, to give alittle testimony which is perhaps 
isan RT eo os some of my friends on the other side. 


GENERAL LEE'S REPORT, 
Generals Jones and Wilcox bivouacked that night east of the mountains, and 
on the morning of the 29th the whole command resumed the march, the sound 
— cannon at Manassas announcing t jackson was 


id acts head of his column came — ee fieldin rear of 


— lete his dist 


tation e to attack the —— yi 
loss from our artillery 


reet took posit 
EE 


a like force on the right ft by thren Kemper. 


ner the arrival of Longstreet the enemy chan; his position and began to 
concentrate op te Jackson's left, opening a brisk artillery fire, which was re- 
opona to with effect by some of General A. P. Hill's batteries. Colonel Walton 


a part of his artillery upon a commanding position between the lines of 
— Jackson and Longstreet by order of the Ce eae engaged the enemy 
vigorously for several hours. Soon afterward Genan phn e gota ton reported the 2 
proach of a large force from the direction of Bristoe Station, threatening Lo 
street's right. The b: under General Wilcox were sent to re-enforce Gen- 
eral Jones, but no serious attack was made, and, after firing a few shots, the 
enemy withdrew. While this demonstration was being made on our alarge 
force advanced to assail the left of Jackson’s n occupied by the e division of of 
1 safe ene bad ee bee 2 7792 5 
st iness, and t e e ury. enemy was re- 
repulsed, but again pressed on to the attack with fresh troops. ae he suc- 
ceeded in penetrating an interval between General Gregg’s ex- 
—.— EAE and that of General Thomas, but was quickly driven with great 
by the Fourteenth South Carolina ent, then in reserve, and 
the eee th Georgia, of Thomas's bri The contest was close and obsti- 
nate, the com! ts sometimes deliver 

General Gregg, who was most ex 
der Colonel eee: and successfully and TAF resi 
enemy until, the ammunition of his bri; being pow itor p and all f his 4 geld 
a tenis brigade ad the it was relieved, , after several op ey hae 
fightin, y en e and t uisiana Regiment. 5 
drove ‘Es enemy back with heavy loss and pursued about 200 yards be: the 
line of battle, when he was recalled to the position on the railroad where Thomas, 
Pender, and Archer had firmly held their ground against every attack. While 
the battle was raging on Jackson's left General Longstreet ordered Hood and 
Evans to advance, but before the order could be obeyed Hood was himself at- 
tacked, and his command at once became warmly engage General Wilcox was 
recalled from the right and ordered toadvance on 's left and one of Kem- 
per's brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved aani his t. Theenemy 
was repulsed by Hood after a severe contest and fell back, closely followed — 
our troops. 

The battle continued until 9 p. m., the enemy . he reached a 
strong ponon; which he held — a large force. The kness of the night 
put a stop tothe engagement, and our troops remained in their advanced 
tion until early next morning, when they were withdrawn to their first 
One piece of artillery, several stands of colors, and a number of prisoners were 
captu 

ur loss was severe in this en 0 Hay 5 Field and Trem- 
ble, and Colonel Forno, eee e 8 brigade, were severely wounded, 
and several other valuable officers Tiled or disabled, whose names are men- 
tioned in the accompayning 

On the morning of the 30th Gre enemy again advanced and skirmishing be- 
gan along the line. 

Mr. OATES. That is the battle of the 28th? 

Mr. STEELE. No; the 29th. That was the evening of the 29th. 
Longstreet confirms this. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
amoment? The reports from which the gentleman reads pi to 


cover the operations of several days, and are not confined to any one 


day. 

Mr. STEELE. All of this has reference to the battle of the 29th of 
August; the dates show it. I am aware that the whole report covers the 
operations of other days; but I only read as to the 29th, and all I read 
may be found in volume 12, part 2, War of the Rebellion, which is made 
up, a5 you are aware, from official records. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; but the gentleman will find that the report, as 
made, covers the operations of several days. 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, yes; some of the reports from day to day; but 
I only read what refers to the battle of the 29th of August. 

Mr. BRAGG. For instance, the death of General Trimble, to which 
reference is made in that report, took place on the 28th in our front. 

Mr. OATES. I was in his brigade, and know that to be so. 

Mr. STEELE. I think you are right, and that General Trimble was 
killed on the evening of the 28th, quite after dark, and General Lee 
probably had not heard when he was killed, and at some time, remem- 
bering his death when making up his made mention of it; but 
there is nothing else in his report ab th this day that leads one to think 
he did not know what he was talking about. 

Mr. OATES. What the gentleman has been reading is a consolida- 
tion of all the reports covering the operations during the whole of that 


period 

Mr. ‘CUTCHEON. 
rately. 

Mr. STEELE. And the report tells especially of the operations of 
the 29th, because a battle, and a hard one, was apo 

The gentleman on the other side will 5 deny this testimony that 


But it covers the operations of each day sepa- 


bayoneted in their tracks. I wish my friend from 
Alabama to bear me out as to the terrible fight on the railroad, where 
Grover went in. 

Mr. BRAGG. Whose report is that the gentleman reads from? 
Mr. STEELE. Lee’s. I will read further what he says. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow me I will tell him what I 


saw, as I „ 
Mr. Let me tell the gentleman beſore he tells me that he 
will admit it would be impossible for him to find where he was imme- 


diately after the battle, except the railroad embankment marked his 
position. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON], whom I do not 
see in his seat, was with me on the battle-ground the other day, and he 
tried hard to find the poton he occupied during the fight. He was 
shot down and staid there a long time, but he was utterly unable to 
find his position. I wish only to say that it is not uncommon for sol- 
diers to go back to the battlefield and be mistaken about the ideas they 
had of their locality. 

Mr. OATES. I will only state what I know. 

e Set 

As to the fighting on the evening of Friday, 29th of 
August, I will say my regiment was the right of the second brigade. 
Stark’s Louisiana brigade was the right of our line, behind this rail- 
road embankment. 

Mr. STEELE. Where was that? 

Mr. OATES. That was our right. 

Mr. STEELE. Jackson's right? 

Mr. OATES. Stark’s Louisiana brigade was the right. Then there 
wasagap. There was no embankment thrown up perhaps for 100 or 
150 yards. We had no line along that gap. Iwas in Trimble's brigade. 
My regiment was the right one, and we lay along there. There were 
some troops stationed back here in the woods. Two assaults were 
made along thisline, and one brigade got right up to this embankment 
and clambered up upon the side of it. There was a large number of 
white stones there, which were used as weapons by both sides, and the 
fighting was very severe. I saw right on the top of this embankment 
the colors of both sides sring together. It was a hand-to-hand fight, 
and a very desperate 

Mr. STEELE. I ies the gentlemen will listen; they will see that 
there was a battle. 

Mr. OATES. One officer commanding at this point led his com- 
mand right up, making a charge to the very top of this embankment, 
and he and his horse were both killed there. After that attack was 
repulsed, these troops pace ap by others, and many other attacks 
were made by about a e front passing through a gap between 
the left of our line and Ewell’s division, attacking a portion of A. P. 
Hill’s command, which had formed behind the crest of a hill in line 
of brigade front. He would advance a brigade forward, meet the at- 
tacking force, and these assaults were accompanied by a great deal of 
noise, musketry, and confusion, and quite a large number of men were 
killed and wounded, very large in proportion to the numbers actually 
engaged. I, myself, went over the ground afterward, and was sur- 

prised at the number killed. 

That fight was in the evening. It was not a battle all along the line, 
but about a brigade front, or, perhaps, the front of two brigades at a 
time, and was very destructive for the numbers engaged. 

Mr. STEELE. But there was fighting all along the line. 

Mr.OATES. There were several assaultsonourright as far as Ewell's 
division extended. How much further the assaults extended I do not 
know, not having been able to see beyond our own line at this point. I 
could not, therefore, state from personal knowledge what took place 
beyond our own front. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, if fifteen or sixteen other gentlemen from his 
side of the House would come forward and confirm the statement of 
the gentleman from Alabama that there was in fact a battle on the 
29th, the t might cease at this point. 

Gentlemen know very well the difficulty that a soldier would have 
in picking out the position that he occupied unless there was some 
marked characteristic in the ground to * his place. As my 
friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON], whom I now see, has 
said, he could not find his position, for the gentleman had no line to 
mark it as the gentleman from Alabama has in the present instance. 

And I want my friend and colleague on the committee, General 
WHEELER, to hear what Longstreet says: 


Early on the 29th the columns were united and the advance to join General 
Jackson was resumed, The noise of battle was heard before we Gaines- 


Stribling’s) was upon a 
upon the rear of the enemy's fener and drove 


Captain 
tion to my righi el parod 
z posi entirely from tine art 


He chan his front rapidly, so as to meet the advance of Mood na 

Three es, under General Wilcox, were thrown forward to the 

support of the en and three others, under General Kemper, to the support of 
the right of these commands, 
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in posit Mere ge oes Jones in f an attack ee night. "Aner se 

ion to su ones in case of an my some 

few shots the enemy withdrew his forees, moving around toward hisfront, 

and about 4 o'clock in the afternoon to press forward General Jack- 

1 poeta. Wilcox’s in ap moved back to De —— soa 
s two brigades, supported were pressed forward 

attack, To brigades, id gpd By 1 made a like advance, as also 


Hunton’s brigade, of 2 command, movements were executed 
with commendable zealand ability. Hood, supported by Evans, made aglans 
attack, driving back until 9 o'clock at night, One piece of g 
several dards, 
emy’s en! force was found to be 
front; so the troops dae withdrawn atl o'clock the follo 
The 


was 29th—J; 
er-General Starke, on 9 Sir, under Brigadier-Gen- 
s on on the 
with spirit and 


batteries 
Rana ment, . Latimer, under Major 1 2 my fa u- 
“A This lasted for some time, when the enemy moved around more to our 
left to another point of attack. directed our left. 


This was vigorously repulsed by the batteries of Braxton, Crenshaw, and 
ape ected ae te rhe ce get ge eh keg O T eager thas 
ed vision of General 


left occup 34 It pressed forward in defiance 
our fatal and FCC 
a deep cut in the railroad track and pe vy force an interval 
nearly 175 which separated the right of Gregg's from the left of Thomas's 
brigade, For a short time G sbi eee from 
the main body of the command; but the Fourteenth South Carolina ent, 
then in reserve, with the Forty-ninth left of Colonel Thomas, ai 
the exultant enemy with vigor and back across the railroad track 
tslaughter. General McGowen reports the opposing forces atone 


Lacie driven back. 

General Hill reports that six separate and distinct assaults were thus met and 
repulsed by his division, assisted by Hays’s brigade, Colonel Forno commanding. 
By this time the brigade of General Gregg, which from its ition on the ex- 
treme left was most ex to the enemy’s attack, had near ts 
munition, It had ered severely in its men, and all its excep! 
two were killed or wounded, About 4 o'clock it had been assisted by Hays's 
brigade (Colonel Forno). It was now retired to the rear to take some repose 
after seven hours of severe service, and General Early’s brigade of Ewell's di- 
vision, with the Eighth Louisiana Regiment, took its place. On 
position General Early found that the enemy had obtained 
road and a piece of wood in front, there being at this point a deep cut, which fur- 
nished a strong defense. Moving through a field headvanced upon the enemy, 
drove them from the wood and railroad cut with great slaughter, and followed 
in pursuit some 200 yards; the Thirteenth Georgia at the same time advanced to 
the railroad and crossed with Early's bri As it was not desirable to bri: 
ona general engagement that evening General Early was recalled to the ral. 
road, where Thomas, Pender, and Archer had firmly maintained their 
during the day. | Early kept his position there until the following . 

Brigadier-General Field and Colonel Forno (commanding Hays’s brigade) were 
severely wounded, Brigadier-General Trimble was also seriously wo ed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You have been reading from Long- 
street’s report? 

Mr. STEELE, Yes, sir; and all these reports show the distinct en- 
gagements, and that there was a battle on the 29th. I desire to call 
your attention now, and I should like every man who intends to vote 
on this case to give attention to what I say. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me understand the gentleman, The object 
of all this argument 

Mr. STEELE. Is to show there was a battle on the 29th. 

Mr. WHEELER. And that Porter should have attacked Longstreet 
under the joint order? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With or without the order. 

Mr. STEELE. As I said a while ago, if McClellan had been 
here Porter would have got to him even through that little thick pine 
brush. But he did not attempt to obey the order, and there is no 
evidence of a single reconnoissance being made by him on that day; and 
there is evidence he had three distinct orders that ought to have im- 
pelled him to go forward and attack the enemy. First, there was the 
order to take King and march to Gainesville. Second, there was the 
joint order which only confirmed the first one. Third, there was the 
order where McDowell told him to put hismen inthere. Every single 
one of those orders, aside from his sense of justice and duty as a soldier, 
ought to have impelled him to attack the enemy. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then you insist General McDowell ordered him 
as he left the field to attack Longstreet? 

Mr. STEELE. Les, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER. Lou put, then, on MeDowell the responsibility of 
ordering Porter with nine thousand men to attack twenty-five thou- 
sand. 

Mr. STEELE. Neither McDowell nor any one else on that side knew 
that Longstreet had twenty-five thousand men. There is no evidence 


to show a reconnoissance was made, and there is no evidence that so far 


as Porter’s command was concerned they knew of more than a few 
skirmishers, whom they could see oceasionally through the brush. If 
they had gone on and found Longstreet in such force Porter could at 
least have created a diversion with his nine thousand men if nothing 
more. But whether McDowell did this or not is not a matter of any 
moment. 

In the evening Porter received this order while lying under a shade 
tree—this 4.30 order. He was lying on his elbow, and did not get up 


August 29—4.30 p. m. 


Maso. : Your line of march brings you on the enemy's right 
flank. I desire you to forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, 
and, if e, on his rear, keeping your right in communication with Gen 

The enemy woods in front of us, but can be shelled 
out as soon as you their flank. Sgr eee ya 
teries, Ba pk rie to your right all the time, In case yòu are obliged to 
ar — so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in close communication 

1 = JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 

Sykes was sitting there by him, and Sykes says, I did not know the 

contents of the order. If he had had the success of his commander at 


heart, he would have said, Sykes, here isan important order; get your 
men ready. Your men are strung along the road from Bethlehem 
church to Dawkin’s Branch, and are not in line of battle as they ought 
to be; Sykes get your men ready, prepare for an attack And you, Mon- 
teith, up and tell Morrell to get his troops ready.” But he said to 
Monteith, Go and tell Morell to advance two regiments and attack 
the enemy in his front, supported by two other regiments.” That is 
the kind of orderhe gave for anattack. Monteith went and told Morell 
to do that. Morell asked, What do you think of it, Marshall?” 
Marshall said it was dangerous; The enemy have been moving down 
in this direction to our right front all day; there are a great many men 
there, and we had better not attack.“ 

About that time Griffin came up and asked Morell what he was going 
to do about it. Griffin and Warren were marching in retreat from Daw- 
kin’s Branch, after sending word to King, when they met Montieth carry- 
ing the order to Morell toattack. Then Griffin faced about and marched 
and Warren followed, so as to wig the movement he supposed was 
to be made. In reply to Griffin, Morell said it was too late. Griffin 
and Warren were marching to the rear, no doubt in accordance with 
Porter’s intention, indicated in the following note, to withdraw to Ma- 
nassas; 


t | Generals MeDowxLL and Kine: 


to withdraw to 
m 


5 3 have run into the enemy. They have 
and cava 


ry and infantry, and the advancing masses of dust 


F. J. PORTER, Major-General, 
I will communicate with you. 


Morell decided that he would not attack with two regiments, and 
sent Monteith back to say so, and soon received word, Mo- 
rell, put your men in camp, prepared to remain till to-morrow;“ and 
skirmishers were put out so that they might not be surprised, and they 
lay there until the morning of the 30th. In the morning early Porter 
received an order, while still at Bethlehem church, from Pope: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, IN THE FIELD, 
Near Bull Run, Va., August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m. 


GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiv- 
oy bp ys you will acknowledge, zou will march your command to the field of 
of to-day and rt to me in person for orders. You are to understand 
2 are . to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on 
the within three hours after its reception or after daybreak to-morrow 
morning. 
JNO. POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
Maj. Gen. Frrz-Jonx PORTER. 


He received that order in the morning at 3 o’clock, and as it was an 
order which could not be misinterpreted decided to move and report 
to Pope, which he did about 9 o’clock. He made 4 miles in six hours 
with a part of his command, after he received the order. Morell, with 
Griffin’s brigade, instead of turning north on the Manassas and Sudley. 
road and following Sykes’s division and his other brigade, marched via 
Manassas Station to Centreville, and Piatt followed them to Centreville; 
but hearing the sound of battle about 4 or 5 miles off, at about Henry 
House, Groveton, and Sudley Ford, marched in that direction. Grif- 
fin, late in the evening, moved out to the stone bridge, and Morell a 
little earlier to join his other brigade on the battlefield. Iam speak- 
ing of the 30th, and to show that with the peremptory order in hand 
he did not obey it with spirit or he would have said to Piatt, “ Follow 
with your troops my corps when we have cleared the road,“ and he would 
have left a staff officer at the Sudley road to show Griffin the route he 
had taken, with orders to follow him. 

Porter came up and put his troops in front of Sigel, facing the old 
railroad embankment, but did not advance to attack or fire a gun un- 
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til 34 o’clock, and then he had not been in half as long as Schurz or 
Kearny or Hooker until he was forced back. Yet this fight, with about 
seven thousand men, is called a battle—I suppose because Porter was 
there. Sigel, who fought on thatday, was with him; Reynolds fought 
with him that day; King fought with him that day; Ricketts fought 
with him that day. He marched one brigade to the front and sup- 
ported it by Sykes with the regulars. Sigel had lost a thousand men 
the day before right where Porter went in and was driven back. 

In the mean time Longstreet, who had had his right resting at the 
right, and front of Carrico house, and his left on Jackson’s right, made 
a left wheel and had moved over the identical ground that laid between 
Porter and Reynolds (and which Porter found it impossible to get 
through or over on account of the little pine brushes on the 29th), so 
that his new line bending back in center was away around close to the 
Henry house, and had driven Reynolds’s and Sigel’s left before him. 
Our troops were still in front of the railroad cut and Warren had a bri- 
gade here of two regiments near Groveton, and the artillery of Jackson 
and Lo t mowed down nearly half his men. Porter was forced 
back and Sykes moved back to about the Henry house, and moved to 
position after position, and, finally, late in the evening they moved back 
and left the field, and his were not the rear troops. 

I want to call attention to another point which I think is very im- 
portant. We measure battles by the number of killed and wounded. 
The compiler of this war history says that the loss of Sigel was imper- 
fectly ascertained, and believed to be greater than reported—he does not 
know it exactly, but it was reported at over two thousand; and that his 
loss was principally on the first day can not be controverted. His re- 
ports show it. Heintzelman was engaged on the 29th and he lost over 
nineteen hundred men. Reno was engaged on the 29th and he lost over 
fifteen hundred men on that day. Porter was engaged on the 30th and 
he lost twenty-one hundred men. Heintzelman, who lost nineteen 
hundred men, and Reno, who lost over fifteen hundred men, were not 
engaged the next day. Their losses together were over fourteen hundred 
men more than Porter’s loss. Therefore I say if we measure battles by 
thenumber of killed, it appears, so far as these two corps are concerned, 
saying nothing about Sigel, King, or Reynolds, that their losses on the 
29th were much greater than Porter’s on the 30th. Therefore I take it 
that gentlemen who think there was no battle on the 29th are laboring 
under a mistake, and that General Grant—peace to his ashes and all 
honor to him—was led to make a mistake in thinking there was no 
battle that day. Well, but,“ you say, Terry and Schofield and 
Getty acquitted Porter.“ So they did, but how? 

In the first place, Porter had three as eminent lawyers as there are 
in this country to take charge of his case. Then they had the selection 
of the jury, of the court, which meant Schofield, for he was the whole 
court. All honor to General Terry. He isa brave, conscientious, able, 
and learned man. I have nota word to say against him or General 
Getty. But you can see by examining the testimony that Schofield 
took charge. Another thing: the Government made no provision what- 
ever for getting witnesses. It did not pay a witness a dollar, and it 
was represented by only one newly-appointed judge-advocate, who had 
charge of the Government side of the case, but he ably did his duty. 
Evidence, cost what it might, and whatever might be its 2 
Porter’s side were bound to have if they could get it, and they got it 
and used it. The Government’s side had no opportunity to bring wit- 
nesses. They had no authority, as they say themselves, to administer 
oaths, but they did so, because Schofield said he thought there would 
be a little more solemnity about it if they administered an oath to the 
witnesses, and those who did not know enough to know to the contrary 
may have thought such an oath was binding. 

Mr. WHEELER. Was not Pope a good witness for his side of the 
question? 

Mr. STEELE. Have I said anything about Pope being a witness? 

Mr. WHEELER. Was not Pope summoned by Porter? 

Mr. STEELE. Ie was not. On Porter’sside they wanted him there 
very much, butthey wanted the Governmenttosummonhim. He was 
not there. 

Now, to my friends on the other side I would say, there should be 
no politics in this matter. If we shall have war hereafter it will be in 
a common cause; and we shall march with you shoulder to shoulder. 
It is the good of our common cause that we are looking for. Ten days 
after you laid down your arms in 1865, if an invitation had been given 
to you and to the soldiers of our side to march upon ſdreigu territory 
we would have marched shoulder to shoulder. Weshould do it if war 
should come again. Let us not say by our action in disapproving the 
sentence of Porter that we want any man of his kind to command when 
our country’s safety is in danger. Let us by our votes say to our sons 
and to our sons’ sons, When you receive an order as a military officer, 
obey it, though it cost you your life.” Let us say to our sons’ sons, 
„Without an order, if you hear the sound of battle, move on to the 
succor of your countrymen; move on to the succor of your companions 
in arms, whether directed to do so by your commanding officer or not. 
[Applause. ] ' 

Mr. STEELE here yielded the floor. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BRAGG. Is it not as grave a blunder on the part of a subordi- 
nate commander to precipitate an action before the lines are formed and 
8 made ſor battle as it is not to engage in battle at the proper 
time 

Mr. STEELE. Ah! my friend, we had a line of battle, and the num- 
bers that were left on the field attested that it was a great line of bat- 
tle [applause]; and the gentleman for whom you speak did not even 
make a reconnaissance so that he might inform himself as to whether 
his comrades were being pressed or not, or whether he could help them. 
He formed no line of battle, as my friend from Colorado [Mr. Symes] 


. BRAGG. Allow me to suggest in reply to what has been said, 
that those who were not there know very much more about it than 
those who were. 

Mr. STEELE. In reply to that, I would remind the gentleman that 
Ihave read the reports of officerson each side who were thereof as dis- 
tinguished soldiers as ever did battle for any cause. 

Mr. PETERS. And those on this side of the House who were there 
corroborate Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. EDEN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration, by special order, the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter, had come to no resolution thereon. . 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to employ a messenger for the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds until the end of the present fiscal year, with compensation at the rate 
of $1,000 per annum, to be DSA out of the contingent fund of the House, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. PINDAR, for six days, on account of important business; and 
To Mr. MILLS, until further notice, on account of illness. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Spriaas (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Papers relating to the claim of Arno Voss— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 
Soulé—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition for the passage of the temperance educa- 
tion bill from Rev. J. Copeland, I. J. Hill, M. D., and 296 others, rep- 
resentative citizens of Monroe County, New York, including 25 clergy- 
men, 12 physicians, 4 lawyers, 41 teachers, 140 leading business men, 
and 26 officers of temperance and other societies; from the Presbyterian 
church and society at Webster, and the union meeting in the Baptist 
church at Parma, N. Y.—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claims of Caroline C. 
Hedges, of Hinds County, and of James Pugh, of Warren County, Mis- 
sissippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Two lots of petitions numerously signed by art- 
ists, teachers of art, and art societies and institutions, asking for the 
admission of works of art, &c., free of duty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Adelia E. 
Carson, of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Michigan, asking for 
amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of John Webb, W.S. Grogan, and others, 
citizens of Milton County; and of T. J. Carr, Hon. George E. Dead- 
wiler, and others, citizens of Georgia, asking national aid to education— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Texas, 
for the improvement of the Sabine Pass bar, at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial on the question of the pay of retired United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of John Kramer and others, of Mich- 
igan, asking the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of 
the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of the Grand Army Republic, Saline, 
Mich., for passage of the bill as recommended by the pension commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Twenty-three memorials of the shipping, timber, 
and cooperage interests of the United States, praying for relief to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of William McEwan and 200 others, citi- 
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zens of first ward of Bay City; of the mayor, aldermen, and 22 others, 
citizens of Saint Ignace; and of P. J. Parlthorp and 107 others, citizens 
of Petoskey, Emmet County, Michigan, asking that a United States 
court may be established at Bay City, Mich.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORD: Memorial of certain citizens of the United States, ask- 
ing Congress to incorporate an institution for the higher education of the 
blind—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Paj relating to the claims of Ebenezer Cun- 
ningham, of James M. Smith, of Abram H. Starling, of Nancy Star- 
ling, of Milly Wells’s estate, of John D. Vandiver, of William Stall- 
ings, and of Stephen Hurley, of Cherokee County, Alabama; and of 
John G. Winston, executor of Christopher C. Cardon, of De Kalb 
County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Vicksburg Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Humboldt, Kans., for the passage of bill recommended by the 
national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Baldwin City, Kans., asking for the enact- 
ment of certain pension laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of sundry citizens of Milan, Tenn., asking 
that the pay of third and fourth class ters be increased, &c.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, HALSELL: Petition of Benjamin Carpenter and William Orr, 
executors of Samuel E. Carpenter, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Augustus D. Saylor, of Pennsylvania, 
asking a refund of taxes erroneously paid—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMAN; Petition of 1,000 citizens of Central , for 
continued improvement and appropriation for the Yaquina Bay, in Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Southern Oregon, for improvement of 
Yaquina Bay and jetty construction in the State of Oregon to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. F. Sanbert, of Oregon, for survey of Siuslaw 
River, and reciting dangers to shipping and wrecks and injury to Sius- 
law Valley, in Oregon, for want of survey of channel—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition for relief of Robert Travila, to accompany II. R. 3618— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of James H. Butler, late captain Com- 
pany F, Thirty-second New York Volunteers, for an invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES; Petition of Charles K. Landis and others, for the im- 

rovement of the thoroughfare between Townsend’s and Corson’s In- 
i Cape May County, N. J.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of citizens of Madison, Ind., for the erec- 
tion of a building for the ffice and other Federal offices in that 
city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Dalton Hinchman, with accompanying papers, pray- 
ing for relief in the readjustment of his pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers in the case of James M. McKarney, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Henry Seip and 100 others; of J. C. 
Bosworth, L. Adler, R. W. Joslyn, and others; and of Frederick Weis, 
Albert Bronson, R. E. Gould, and others, for a law putting butterine, 
oleomargarine, &c., and all imitations of butter under control of In- 
ternal Revenue Department—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating tothe claims of Francis e of 
Point Coupée Parish; of William Wallace Watson, of Tensas Parish; 
and of Sarah A. Wallace, of Richland Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of soldiers and citizens of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of additional pensions to soldiers of the civil 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of George H. Rider, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KING: Petition for a public building at Monroe, La. to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Col. J. J. Rider, E. S. Earle, and 80 
others, citizens of Jasper County, Illinois, praying for the of pen- 
sion billembracing thesuggestions of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Abram Alman, for compensation for 
damages in 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry Neal, for difference in pay of a laborer and 
that of a messen to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition for the relief of Patrick S. Doig to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Knights of Labor of Winchester, 
Mass., asking for the opening of all public unoccupied lands in the In- 
dian Territory to settlement under the homestead laws, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 86 members of Shields Post, No. 83, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Dunlap, Iowa, in reference to limitation 
of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition for a breakwater at San Luis Obispo, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of the Legislature of New York for 
the of a law giving a moderate pension to all Union soldiers 
and sailors of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of K. M. Jones, of Lee County, Texas, 
asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of carpet, wall-paper, and type manu- 
facturers, to amend the law relating to patents, trade-marks, and copy- 
right—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. W. Fauble and 110 others, asking 
for the of pension laws recommended by the Grand Army of the 
Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petitions of citizens of the Pacific coast, against 
any change in the present tariff on lamber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition from 1,257 citizens of the District of 
Columbia, » praying for the passage of the bill requiring the study of the 
nature of alcoholic drinks and other narcotics and their effects upon the 
human m, in connection with physiology and hygiene, in the pub - 
lie schools of the District—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of H. Baylor, late postmaster at Bourbo., 
Ind., asking for the passage of a joint resolufion requiring the Post- 
master-General to obey the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of Thomas U. Walter, praying com- 
pensation for sundry claims as architect—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Memorial of W. H. Parsons, on behalf of the Fed- 
eration of Trades and the Knights of Labor, Baltimore, Md., and mem- 
bers of the national committee for and on behalf of the National Bi- 
metallic Association of the United States—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of packers of canned goods in Portland, 
Me., for a law allowing full rebate on imported materials—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of George N. Tillman and others, 
citizens of Tennessee, asking relief for A. A. Strong—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of H. M. Castle and others, citizens 
of Springfield, Mass., in favor of establishing a port of delivery at that 
city—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of the Woman's Suffrage Association of 
Toledo, Ohio, and 15 citizens of Toledo, asking a constitutional amend- 
ment in behalf of woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of citizens of Silkworth, Luzerne 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a bill embodying the recom- 
mendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Louisiana Educational Society, for 
Government aid to common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Kansas City Clearing House Association, for legisla- 
tion respecting the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judi- 


By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition from B. F. Congdon and O. A. Tomp- 
kins, M. D., and 255 others, representative citizens of Cattaraugus 
County, New York, including 19 clergymen, 18 physicians, 15 lawyers, 
26 teachers, 158 business men, and 23 officers of temperance and other 
societies, for the passage of the scientific temperance instruction bill for 
all schools under the control of the Federal Government, namely, in 
the District of Columbia, Territories, Military and Naval Academies, 
Indian and colored schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of citizens of Berkeley County, South 
Carolina, requesting the passage of the educational bill—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, South, re- 
questing of the educational bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of A. Case and 20 others, citizens of 
Mantua, Ohio, for additional pension laws—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition of 165 citizens of Johnson County, 
Illinois, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommenda- 
tions of the national committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Three memorials of citizens of Wisconsin 
concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committec on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Memorial of the Clearing House Asso- 
ciation of Kansas City, asking that the United States courts be invested 
with civil jurisdiction in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the merchants of Gainesville, Tex., asking that a 
new judicial district, embracing certain counties in Texas and the In- 
dian Territory, be created; and asking that United States courts be 
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invested with civil jurisdiction in the Indian Territory—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Charlotte S. 
ined wey of Adams County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of J. C. Row, J. R. Powell, 
aud 2 29 others, of Post No. 249 Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing 
the recommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of the United States—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of John Watson, for invalid pen- 
sions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating tothe claims of James P. Sterly; 
of Thomas J. Hargins; of Benjamin Sn by David K. Cotswell, 
administrator; of Sarah Wood; of Elisha Stopsdill; of William L. Shel- 
ton; of John W. Wright; of William C. Thomas, and of Miller Irbell, 
of J ackson County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M. L. Rudder, for the heirs at law of Eliza J. Rud- 
der, 3 County, Alabama, asking reference of her war claims to 
the Court of Claims —to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Tweedy, of Lawrence County, Alabama, 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of John W. Wright, of Jackson, Alabama, ref- 
erence of his war claim tothe Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, Kentucky, 
for passage of the Blair bill or some similar bill—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the war claim of David Thomp- 
son, of Barbour County, West Virginia—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Galesb Local Assembly 
No. 3371, Knights of Labor, for the organization of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory—to ‘the Committee on the Territories. 


The following petitions, praying r Congress to place the coinage of jive 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 

two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the epublic debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. GONGER: Of 69 citizens of Grimes, Iowa. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of J. K. Wright and others, of Shelby County, Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Of A. Thompson and 151 others, of Nunda, III. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of S. T. Syphers and many citizens of Livingston 
County, Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 12, 1886. 


The House met at12o0’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
- MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday 8 proceedings was read and * 
CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claims allowed by the account- 
ing officers, appropriations for which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had adopted the following resolution; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 11,100 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships 
be printed; 100 copies for the use of the committee, to be distributed to those 
who contributed to the appendix to said report; 1,000 copies each for the War 
and Navy Departments; 3,000 copies for the use "of the Senate, and 6,000 copies 
for the use of the House ‘of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
ing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in addition 
to the usual number there be printed of the letter of the ident of the = 
instant, communicating to the Senate copies of the reports of the Government 
directors of the Union Pacific Railway Company, together with said Reports 
3,000 copies; 1,000 for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy; 


A bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell; 
A bill (S. 390) for the relief of H. A. Myers; 
A bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; 
A bill (S. 574 for the relief of Robert Strachan; and 


A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of the 2 of the Government. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, in accordance with the rule, 
Senate bills of the following titles; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 624) to extend the laws of the United States over certain 
ee territory south of the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 


es bill (S. 1092) to grant the right of way through public lands for 

irrigation purposes; and 

A bill (S. 884) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of 
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections within Indian reservations. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, in accordance with the 
rule, Senate bills of the following titles; which were severally referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the partition of certain lands in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis. ; 

A bill GA 86) to provide for the construction of a public building at 


ortland, 

A bill 1185 OF authorizing the construction of a public building for a 
post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 175) for a public building at M La.; 

A bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
ponsin, pon post-office, customs office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 


bia ‘ill 08 S. 185) to iL for the erection of a public building at the 
town of Houlton, 

A bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Anna Md. ; 

A bill (S. 206) to gora for the erection of spi building in the 


city of Zanesville, 
A bill (8. 228) í for the erection of a public at Camden, N. J.; 
A bill fs vee to provide for the erection of a public building at Wil- 


A me G. 20 for the erection of a public building at Worcester, 
r A bill (S. 263) providing for the erection ofa public building at Spring- 
A bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


A bill E 324) for the erection of a public building at 


Opelousas, La.; 
A bill n 


S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 


A bi 9 479) to provide for the erection of a post- office building at 
onroe, Va.; 
A oA bill (S. 450 for the improvement or enlargement of the public 
. at Petersburg, Va.; 
(S. 482) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; 
ae me 8. Bas) to shee for the erection of a public building in the 


mack 8 55 —ç a public building at Greenville, S. C.; 
bill (S. 577) for the erection ala a public buil at Stillwater, 


ins. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal 

3 internal- revenue and other civil offices, and a United 
<r. the city of Fort Smith, Ark. ; 

dee for the erection of a public building at Augusta Ga. ; 

bill (S. 768) for the erection of a public builds at Sioux City, 


8. 771) to provide for the erection ofa T aep in the 


m, Ohio; 
eon ee 954) for the erection ofa publie building in the city of Paw- 
et, 
A bill (S. 115 for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo. ; 
A bill (S. 1163) for a public building at Lancaster, Pa.; 
A bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of a site fora building for 
a post- office, court-house, and other offices at San Francisco, Cal.; 
A bill (S. 1350) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
ms use of the post-office and Government offices at the city of Atchi- 


n, Kans. ; 
PR bill (8. 1366) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Montpelier, Vt. ; 
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A bill (S. 1386) for the completion of a public building at Fort Scott, 
Kans. ; 
A pill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 


Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 637) to provide for the construction ofa public building at 
Hudson, N. Y. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORTS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, in accordance with the 
rule, the following concurrent resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 10, 1836, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of ives concurring), 
That there be ted of the last annual reports of the ian Institution 
and of the National Museum, in two octavo volum: 2 808 extra of each; 


of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the , 6,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of the Smithsonian 


Institution. 
ANSON G. McOOOK, Secretary. 


Attest: 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of standing and select committees for reports of bills of a pri- 
vate nature. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on re Sagi, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1009) for the relief of John A. Darling; which 
was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


JAMES CAIN. 
Mr. VIELE, from the Committee on Military asa 
substitute for H. R. 1629, a bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James 


Cain ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2354) to place the name of | & 


Robert P. Crowder on the muster-roll as assistant of the Third 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry ; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BRAGG (for Mr. FINDLAY), from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 
2212) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth e 
of South Carolina Volunteer State Troops; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

STEPHEN GARDINER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1184) granting a 
pension to Stephen Gardiner; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN J. CONWELL. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back with favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 3177) p the 
name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on the -roll; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO MAYNARD. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3478) gran an in- 
crease of ion to Alonzo Maynard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTA M. RICHARDS. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1107) grant- 
ing a pension to Augusta M. Richards; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1089) grant- 
ing a pension to Abbie L. Burbank; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report printed. 


THOMAS G. NEWMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1367) to place the name of 
Thomas G. Newman on the pension-roll; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET A. CASWELL. 

Mr. SA from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with fa recommendation the bill (H. R. 1634) for the re- 
lief of Margaret A. Caswell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH B. JACKSON. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1635) for 
the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. ; 

SAMUEL F. GARRETT. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to 
Samuel F. Garrett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. M’CLARREN. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1943) 

ting a pension to James L. McClarren; which was referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


D. P. SIMMONS. 

Mr, SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of 
D. P. Simmons; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. — 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4399) graniing 
to Capt. H. C. Nichols; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report printed. 

SUSAN WOOLLEY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 443) granting a 
pension to Susan Woolley; which was referred to the Committce of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

J. M. ENGLISH. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of J. M. 
English, administrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES TWELFTH LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 


Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of cer- 
tain employés and others of the twelfth light-house district; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CLIFFORD, 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of 
James Clifford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BENTON & SAGE. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3039) to refund to Benton 
& Sage, of Chicago, III., the sum of $1,549.67, duties paid on 60 hogs- 
heads of sugar; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PATTISON & CALDWELL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1814) for the relief 
of Pattison & Caldwell; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

E. J. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, also reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 1933, a bill (H. R. 5553) for the relief of E. J. 
Phillips, at Oberlin, Ohio; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 1933 was laid on the table. 
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RELIEF OF INSURANCE COMPANIES, 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1628) for 
the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fi 
Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, the Commer- 
cial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York city; the Western 
National Bank, the Merchants’ Bank, and the Maryland Fire Insur- 
ance Company, of Baltimore, Md.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF G, ALEXANDER RAMSAY, 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 951, a bill (H. R. 5554) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of G. Alexander Ramsay; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

House bill 951 was laid on the table. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN M. ROBESON. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John M. Robeson, deceased; and moved that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back the bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John M. Robeson, deceased; and moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 


LYSANDER H. CARROLL, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief 
of Lysander H. Carroll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LEATHERS. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 767) for the relief of John 
Leathers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

T. H. TRIPLETT. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of T. H. 
Triplett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES M. LOWRY. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back witha 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 277) for the relief of James 
M. Lowry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, Mi- 
chael Callaghan, and the widow of John Waters; and moved that the 
committee i from further consideration of the same, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HARRY FISK. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Fisk; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BATES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1956) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Bates; which was laid on the table, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 67) for 
the relief of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH SHINELE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3975) for the re- 
lief of Josiah Shinkle; which was laid on the table, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WELLS C. M’COOL. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3930) for the relief of 
Wells C. McCool; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. GEDDES, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 879) for the re- 
veoh of William H. Gray; and it was referred to the Committee on 
ims, 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 4891) for the relief of William J. Alexander; 
which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back ad- 
versely the resolution of the House instructing the Clerk of the House to 
pay Winship Petty for thirty-two days’ service as assistant clerk of the 
Committee on Claims; which was laid upon the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

LUTHER F. WARDER. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Accounts, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther 
F. Warder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of the standingand select 
committees. If there be no objection the Chair will now recognize 
paean who were not in their seats when their committees were 

There was no objection. 

J. G. C. LEE. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2395) toau- 
thorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quartermaster in the United States 
Army, to issue a duplicate check, and the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to pay the same; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1074) for the relief of 
the Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md. ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, Mr. HAM- 
MOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HAMMOND). The House is now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills upon the Private 
Calendar. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 193) for 
the relief of John Hollins McBlair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas John Hollins McBlair, late a first lieutenant in the Fifteenth United 
States Infantry, was, by order of the President dated October 6, 1863, wholly re- 
tired from the service, and was afterward, on April 8, 1864, ordered by the Pres- 
ident to be retired for disability incident to the service and to be placed upon 
the retired-list, and has ever since been borne upon such retired-list up to No- 
vember 12, 1884, and has been regularly paid as such retired officer up to April 
30, 1884, and the Court of Claims has recently decided that the order of the Presi- 
dent of April 8, 1864, attempting to revoke the order of October 6, 1863, wholly 
ee him, and to restore him to the retired-list, was not operative: There- 
‘ore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of law Jating appointments in the 
Army by promotion in the line are hereby e ed for the pur of this act 
only, and only so far as they affect John Hollins McBlair; and the President 
can, if so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion and ju ent, nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint said John 
Hollins McBlair, late a first lieutenant in the Fifteenth United States I nfantry 

ment, to the same grade and rank of first lieutenant in the Army of the 
United States in the infantry service, and to place him upon the retired-list of the 
Army as of the date of Apei 8,1864, with the pay of his grade and rank from 
April 30,1884, and with a full discharge from all liability for any sums paid to or 
received by him previously to said date, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the report 
in that case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the report is quite long, and I 
think that perhaps a simple statement will put the House in possession 
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of all the material facts and save considerable time. The report is 


several pages long, l A 
Mr. S GE Ishould like to hear the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if the report is read 
it will be counted as in the time of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEO 


N]. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer that the report be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. While the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRING- 
ER] has the floor he can have the report read as part of his remarks. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then I take the floor now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan in charge of the 


bill [Mr. Curcrron] has the floor. 
Mr. CUTCHEO 


x N. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
insists upon having the report read, I will yield to him for that purpose. 
I do not desire to Fare the reading come out of my time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
still desire to have the report read? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les, sir. 

The report (by Mr. CUTCHEON) was read, as follows: 


In the Posty sn Congress a bill for the relief of said McBlair was referred 
to the Senate Mil Committee, and that committee referred to the Secre- 
tary of War, and the following letter, with a statement of the services of Lieuten- 
ant McBlair and a report of the Adjutant-General in regard to his case, received: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, June 12, 1884. 

Department duly received aie letter of the 27th ultimo, inclosing a 

copy of S. 2233, “A bill for the reliefof Lieut. John Hollins McBlair.” and 

ished with a record of his services in the Army, and of his d 
all the proceedings and any subsequent applica- 

tion made by him, &. 

In reply, I have the honor to invite attention to the inclosed report of the 
Ad t-General, dated the 7th instant, and its accompanying papers, which it 
is Raeven afford the desired 99 merges in e case, 

ery respectfully, your obedient servan 
S. V. BENET, 


B: a Chief of Ordnance, 
7 and Acting — of War. 
Hon. F. M. 


Of the Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, June 7, 1881. 
Sır: I have the honor to return here with the letter of May 27,1884, from Hon. F. 
M. COCKRELL, of the Senate Committee on Mili Affairs, who incloses Senate 
bill 2233, authorizing the President to “appoint John Hollins McBlair a first 
lieutenant in the Army, and to restore him to the retired-list as of the date he 
has heretofore borne on said list,” with request for information of record in the 
hag and a statement of the reasons, if any exist, why the bill should become a 


W. 
First Lieut. John H. McBlair, Fifteenth United States Infantry, was, upon the 
joe, by direction of the President, V 

ice, on ent, for inca; y re 

to be not incident to the service, under the 228 of section 17, act of 
August 3, 1861, and the vacancy thus created was filled. Su uently the Presi- 
dent, upon a review of the case, directed that the order wholly ret: Lieu- 
tenant McBlair be revoked, and that his name be placed on the retired-list, to 
date October 6, 1863. This was done by an order of April 9, 1864, six months af- 
ter being wholly retired, since which the name of Lieutenant McBlair has 
is still, borne upon the Army records and register as a first lieutenant, 


that this officer recently presented a claim for arrears of e 
pay; that in the consideration of thiselaim by the accounting officers of the 
ury the question as to whether or not he was legally restored to the Army by 
the dent's order of revocation of April 9, 1864, was beg aig tad the Treasu 
Department to the Court of Claims, and that the court has decided, in effect, 
that Lieutenant McBlair was not legally restored. I inclose herewith a state- 
ment of Lieutenant McBlair’s military service; a printed — fd the decision ot 
the Court of Claims, above referred to, in which will be found the of the 
ae board, the orders of retirement and revocation, the indorsement of Presi- 
dent Lincoln upon which the order of revocation was based, Kc. 

Itis FFC orders to drop Lieutenant 
McBlair from the sy eggade 
bi striae F k. O. DRUM, Adjutant-Generat. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR, 


ADJUTANT-GEXERAL’s OFFICE, June 7, 1884. 
Statement of the military service of John H. McBlair, i. of the United States 
rmy, compiled the records of this office. 


sae was appointed first lieutenant Fifteenth United States Infantry May 14, 


He served with his regiment at Ne’ rt Barracks, Ky., from July, 1861, to 
September, 1861; was en route to and in the field in the Department of the Ohio 
to October, 1861, and sick with iment to November 18, 1861; on sick-leave 
and surgeon's certificate of disability to June 13, 1862; on duty in the office of the 
. ce to some time in August, 1863, when ordered 
before retiring board in New York ren & 

inca = active service in the field, 


2 


May 20, 1864, to 
perge ds, from May 5,1866, to December 31, 1863, 
gees, y 5, s m * 

and on du headquarters of that bureau to February 21, 1870; since the 
latter date he has not been employed on any — duty. 4 


C. DRUM, Adjulant-General. 


The opinion of the Court of Claims referred toin the report of the Adjutant- 
General is as follows: 
OPINION. 
Weldon, J., delivered the opinion of the court: 


The claimant was appointed first lieutenant in the Army on the 14th day of 
May, 1861, and in September, 1863, was examined bya marine Bey board organized 


under the provisions of the act of August 3, 1861. Said board made the follow- 
ing report as the result of its examinatiun: 

After mature deliberation and careful consideration of his case, the board 
find that First Lieut. J. H. McBlair, jr., Fifteenth United States Infantry, is inca- 
pacitated for active service, and that his incapacity does not result from any in- 
cident of the service, and the board recommend that he be wholly retired 
the service with one year’s pay and allowance.” 

And thereupon the President, on the 6th of October, A. D. 1863, directed— 

“That he be wholly retired from the service with one year's pay and allow- 
ance, and that his name be henceforth omitted from the Army Register.” 

November 28, 1863, the President during the recess of the Senate promoted 
William H. Heilman first lieutenant, to e effect from the 3d day of October, 
vice McBlair retired. December 31, 1863, the President nominated said Heilman 
to be first lieutenant from October 3, 1863, vice McBlair retired. 

April 8, 1864, the President revoked the order madeon the 6th of October, 1863, 
and directed that the claimant be placed on the retired- list as of the date at 
which he was dropped.“ On the 9th of April the name of the claimant was placed 
on the retired-list of that class in which the disability results from long and 
faithful service, or some opr te: incident thereto, to date October 6, 1863. 

On the Ist of July, 1864, the President issued to Heilman a commission as first 
lieutenant to rank from the Ist day of October, 1863, he having been confirmed 
by the Senate on the 18th of April, 1864. Since April 8, 1864, the claimant has 
been borne on the retired-list of the Army as first lieutenant. From May 1, 1864, 
— 1870he was detailed to perform active duty in the Commissary and Freedman's 

jureau, 

The above statement of facts presents the substance of the claim as made by 
the findings of the court; and although cases almost identical have been decided 
at the present term, it may not be unprofitable to present further considerations 
in support of the conclusions of law reached in this and former udications. 
Weare called u in this claim to determine the power of the President over the 
record ofa case in which he has approved the finding ofa retiring board by a 
retiring the officer from the Army and the nomination and appointment of 


successor. 

We may roach the decision of the question presented by this record with- 
out the apprehension that there is danger of an invasion of the constitutional 
pre ve of the President to command the Army, and without the fear that 
the effect of any decision we may render can in eas yrs sense interfere with the 
efficiency of the Executive in the administration of his office in the regulation 
of the Army of the United States. 

The right of the President to command armies and direct the minutest move- 
ment of the soldier is very different from the exercise of the power of int- 
ment of a person, by which the h r function of war is performed, through 
the instrumentality of officers of the Army. The power of appointment in the 
military service is not incident to the President as an exclusive power of his 
office, but is subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, so that in its exer- 
gso there is called into requisition other volition than the mere will of the Pres- 

nt, 


ate acting in concert of Lagi see 
Having determined gages e er appointment inthe Army is not incident 
0 


the Army, placed on the retired-list, or wholl 
two — — or relations are the subject of statutory law, they are created by 


id 755 
es: 

When the board finds that an officer is incapacitated for active service, and 
that his inca ity is not the result of an incident of the service, and its decision 
is approved bf the President, the officer shall be retired from active service, or 
wholly reti: from the service, as the President may determine, 

“The name of the officer wholly retired from the service shall be omitted from 


the neg ope eer 
It will be seen by reference to section 1250 of the foregoing statute that the re- 
ad of the board to be laid before the President “ for his approval and orders 
n the case. 

Finding 4 clearly indicates that the 0 of the board was placed before the 
President for his nal inspection and adjudication. He says, on“ review" 
of the case, the ident not being satisfied. The phraseology of the order 
shows that the President had simply chan; his mind upon the sufficiency of 
the evidence to establish the fact that the disease was not incident to the service. 

The order of the 8th of April, 1864, revoking the order of the 6th of October, 
1863, retiring claimant from the Army was not to correct a mistake of fact, but to 
correct an error of a the President might have made in approving the 
recommendation of a board against the weight of evidence. 

By finding 2, the board “after mature deliberation and consideration“ found 
the claimant “incapacitated for active service,” and recommended that he be 
wholly retired from the service, with one etd gd and allowance.” 

Upon the report of the board the President e right to adopt one of three 
courses with the claimant: he could disapprove the finding and thereby retain 
the claimant in the active service, retire him from active service, or wholly re- 
tire him from the Army,as he might determine. He had a power to exercisein 
the disposition of the report, and his action thereon, made in law, the complete 
full measure of authority provided by the statute, It is not a con- 
tinuing power, but is performed to the extent of its existence by the one act of 
the President. 

“As a general rule where the law confers a power, and the person on whom it 
is conferred acts under it, the power is exha , unless the same authority 
authorizes its subsequent exercise.” (The People rs, Town of Waynesville, 88 
25 enever a naked power is given toa public officer to do a single particular 
act in a single defined case, it may be laid down as an axiomatic rule that when 
the act is once done the power is exhausted.“ (Runkle’s Case, 19 C. Cls. R.). 

As was said by the court in Ex parte Randolph (2 Brokenbrough, 473, 474): 

I take it to be a sound principle, that when a special tribunal is created, with 
limited pore: and a particular jurisdiction, that whenever the power is onceex- 
ecuted the jurisdiction isexhausted and at an end—that the person thus invested 
with power is, in the language of the law, functus oficio. 

s * * $ * * $ 


“Examples might be indefinitely multiplied. These are sufficient to illustrate 
that whenever a special jurisdiction has once executed the power with which 
it was invested, their power is at an end as to the subject in relation to which it 
has been executed.“ 
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FEBRUARY 12, 


section 1250 of the 
“ wholl is condition, from 
effect of that ack, became that of a private citizen—he was then as 


The President baying exproiond the power given to him 
3 ng” the claimant from the service, 
tho he had never been connected 

“ Officers of the kind are by the President and Cerar dhe Ae 
Senate; and if the petitioner ceased to be such an officer when notified that his res- 
ignation had been ted, it requires no argument to show that nothing could 
reinstate him in the of short of a new nomination and confirmation. Prior 
to the act of the 13th of July, 1866, the President could dismiss an officer in the 

val service without the concurrence of the Senate, but he never 
as required by the Constitution.” (Dubarry's Case, $ Op. Ly. Gen. bs 14 Stat 
on. s A „603 1 
92; Mimmack vs, United States, U. S., 437.) 
But it is insisted that the President must of necessity have control of the rec- 
ord, in order to correct mistakes which he might have made in acting without 
being sufficiently advised,and thereby insure to es affected a guarantee 
that injustice will not be done b; 83 inconsiderate action. 

Courts or officers, whether acting judicially or in a mere ministerial capacity, 
so long as they iction of a subject-matter, have complete control, 
within the purview of their power, to deal with it as their discretion or duty may 
dictate; but when it passes beyond the line of official authority, either by the 
duty intrusted having been formed, or by the limitation of time, then the 
power ceases, and the mode of the execution becomes fixed and irrevocable in law. 

It is a principle familiar to a court once adjourned ceases to have con- 
trol of the substance of its decrees and judgments; and while matters of form 
may be corrected, matters of substance me crystallized into the force of ju- 
dichal verity. 

The finding of the board was placed before the President according to the re- 
quirements of the statute; the President approved eee retiring the 
claimant from the service; not only that, but months rward he 
William H. Heilman in place of claimant “ retired;” and not only 
but on the 31st of December, 1863, he nominated Heilman first lieutenant in 
of claimant “retired.” These acts following each other are no doubtful co: 
tion of the recommendation of the board, which in this case went further than 


with the Army. 


romoted 
acts, 


lated by 8 law, being that form of 
vernmenttoward those whose 


The rightto review his own action, if it exists, must be subject to reasonable 
limitations. 

It can not be the exercise of a power dependent alone on the will of the Presi- 
dent. If it does exist and is governed by reasonable rules of limitation, we think 
to permit a change of the order after approval and two distinct itions of 
such approval would be an unreaso: e exercise of the right of review. 

As to the power of the President in a case like the one at bar, we cite the fol- 
lowing: Mimmack’s Case (10 C. Cis. R., 581; 97 U. S., 437); McErath 
201, ed 102 U. S., 426) ; Blake's Gase (14 6, Cis. R., 402, affirmed 103 U.S. 
C.Cls. R.,344); Miller = Seti a ne (19 ©. Cis. R.); 
Bennett Case (i9 C. Cis. R.); Palen's Case (10 C. Cis. R.); 


). 

The retired-list is of comparatively recent origin, and for years the Army en- 
dured through peace and survived in war, efficient in the hands of the President 
for the maintenance of the national honor and the due enforcement of the law, 
without the existence of the retired-list, so the regulation of that department 
of the service can in no wise interfere with the constitutional right and power 
E the President as Commander-in-Chief of the military forces of the United 


tes. 
While the President is made Commander-in-Chief 


the Constitution, Con- 
has the t to legislate for the Army, not impairing his efficiency as such 
Commander-in-Chief, and when a law is for regu n of Army 


having that constitutional qualification, he becomes as to that lawan executive 
officer, and is limited in the discharge of his duty by the statute. 

The de ment of the service called retirement! is the creation of the stat- 
ute, and he who claims right in it must depend for the measure of his claim on 
the terms of the law and such reasonable construction as may be justified by the 
intent and purpose of the ure, 

If injustice has been done the eee he must seck that forum which is 
controlled alone by the Constitution. Courts must apply lawas they find it. 

: Poss bag counterclaim of the defendants, we have in the case of Miller, 

“We therefore hold, for the purposes of this case, that he who, through the 
official act of the President of the United States, occupies an office under the Gov- 
ernment, is subjected to all the disqualifications of such o performs all its 
duties, and is paid the emoluments thereof, can not be requi to return those 
emoluments to the Government though the President's act may have been in re- 
ality unlawful and void and may afterward be so adjudged by a court having 
jurisdiction of the question.” 

In accordance with what we believe the law to be, asannounced by the Supreme 
Court in similar cases, and following the ent of cases decided at the pres- 
ent term, it is the judgment of the court that the claim and counterclaim be dis- 


missed. 
the order of the President of Octo- 


From the foregoing it is very clear that 
ber 6, 1863, wholly retiring McBlair from the service, he became a civilian, and 
appointment by the Presi- 


could only again me an officer in the Army 
dent and confirmation by the Senate; and that the order of the President of 
April 8, 1864, was not an appointment in the Army, and was not made with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Had the President on that day nominated Lieutenant McBlair with the view 
of retirement, and had sent the nomination to the Senate, the Senate would 
doubtless have confirmed such nomination, and Lieutenant McBlair would 
have been placed upon the retired-list with rank and pay from that date, and 
this is all that in justice or right he is entitled to. 

Your committee therefore report this bill back to the Senate and recommend 
its passage with the amendments therein indicated, made to correspond with 
the statements of General Drum in the following note: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, January 11, 1888. 
Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, Senate: 


Lieut. John Hollins McBlair was last paid to include A: 
order of the of War to drop his name from the 
register is dated November 12, 1884. 


80, 1884, and the 
y retired-list and 


R. C. DRUM. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I have no acquaintance with the 

3 in this case 

r.CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to say that I onl 
desired to be understood as yielding to him at the present time fos tho 
purpose of having the report read? I would like to make my statement 
before the gentleman from Illinois addresses the committee, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is immaterial to me whether I go on now or 
after the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curchrox] has spoken. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is well that the gentlemen should not 
understand the posture of the question. The Chair stated that the re- 
port could not be read except in the time of some gentleman demanding 
it. The gentleman from Michigan yielded the floor to the gentleman 
from Illinois because the latter desired to demand the reading. The 
report has been read in the time of the gentleman from Illinois, and he 
now has the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will reserve the remainder of my time, and let 
the gentleman from Michigan now take the floor in his own right. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen of the committee will 
give me their attention for a few moments I will try to abbreviate what 
has been stated in the report and to give some additional facts. This 
is a bill for the restoration of Lieut. John Hollins McBlair to the re- 
tired-list of the Army. Lieutenant Mehlair enlisted in the regular 
Army of the United States just one month afler the firing upon Fort 
Sumter. He served with his command in different departments, but 
chiefly in the West, until the autumn of 1863. In September of that 
year he was ordered before a retiring board created by the act of Au- 
gust 3, 1861, whose duty it was to examine and recommend for retire- 
ment officers who had become incapacitated for active service in the field. 
This retiring board, after an examination, recommended that Lieuten- 
ant McBlair be retired from the service absolutely and entirely with 
one year’s pay. Under the statute this retiring board could make one 
of the three recommendations: First, that the officer be not retired at 
all; second, that he be placed upon the retired-list with retired pay; and 
third, that he be retired absolutely, which gave him the privilege of 
retiring with one year’s pay and allowance. In this case the board 
made the latter recommendation; and the name of Lieutenant McBlair 
was dropped for the time being from the Army roll. 

In the following spring, the spring of 1864, the attention of General 
Daniel E. Sickles, a friend of Lieutenant McBlair, was called to the 
circumstances, and believing that a great had been done to Lieu- 
tenant McBlair in thus retiring him absolutely from the service, Gen- 
eral Sickles went to President Lincoln and called his personal atten- 
tion tothe case. General Sickles, in an affidavit, which was madea part 
of the report of the Military Committee in the last states 
that he went to the Secretary of War, Mr. Stanton, who said that his 
attention had never been called to the case, although it had passed 
thro his hands as a matter of routine; that he then went to Presi- 
dent Lincoln, who also stated that although it had passed through his 
hands in the course of routine business of the War Department he 
knew nothing of the case. Upon the statements made and upon the 
affidavit presented by General Sickles Mr. Lincoln took his pen and 
indorsed across the original order of retirement an order revoking the 
order of retirement and directing that Lieutenant McBlair should be 
restored to the Army roll to date from the day on which his name had 
been dropped. 

Lieutenant McBlair was then restored to the Army; he was placed 
upon duty—at first I believe in connection with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department, afterward at the headquarters of General O. O. How- 
ard as a member of his staff; and he continued in active service until 
1870, when he went regularly upon the retired-list and was relieved from 
furtherduty. He continued upon the retired-list in this way until 1884. 
In the spring of that year he made application to the Treasury Depart- 
ment for longevity pay. The Department referred the claim 
for longevity pay to the Court of Claims. The court in takin up this 
claim and examining the case discovered that Lieutenant McBlair had 
been restored to the Army-roll by an executive order purporting to re- 
voke the order by which originally he had been absolutely retired; and 
the court, as gentlemen have observed if they have listened to the read- 
ing of the report, arrived at the conclusion that when President Lincoln 
approved of the order of the retiring board retiring Lieutenant McBlair 
he thereby exhausted his executive power in the ; and that the 
only means of revoking that action and resto Lieutenant McBlair 
to the Army was by a renomination by the President and confirmation 
by the Senate. The court therefore, although 8 was not be- 
fore them, decided, or assumed to decide, not only that Lieutenant 
McBlair was not entitled to longevity pay, but also that he was not en- 
titled to be upon the Army roll at all. ~ 

In the report which has been read from the Adjutant-General of the 
Army, General Drum, it appears that in the spring of 1884 the name of 
Lieutenant McBlair had not yet been dropped from the Army roll. In 
1884, during the last Congress, immediately upon the discovery of this 
irregularity, this inadvertence as I may say on the part of President 
Lincoln, this bill was introduced in the Senate. It was reported favor- 
ably in that body and passed. It was also considered by the Committee 


on Military Affairs of this House in the Forty-eighth Congress and favor- 


1886. 
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ably—I believe unanimously—reported; but it failed to be reached 


upon the Calendar of the House, and therefore failed to become a law. 


At the beginning of this Congress the bill was again introduced in the 
Senate and in the House. Ithas been favorably reported in the Senate 
and passed by that body, and it is the Senate bill which is now before 
us. It comes here with the favorable recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs of the House. This is a simple and brief state- 
ment of the facts of the case. 

Lieutenant McBlair, as I have said, enlisted in the regular Army 
within one month from the beginning of the late war. He served reg- 
ularly with his command until the of 1863, when, on account of 
disability incurred in the service and in the line of his duty, he wasre- 
tired. There can be no doubt that if President Lincoln had appre- 
hended his want of power to revoke the executive order by which this 
officer was retired, and had nominated him to the Senate, the nomina- 
tion would have been immediately confirmed. 

But through an oversight this was not done. General Sickles, in his 
affidavit (which accompanied the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs in the last Congress, but which is not made a part of the report 
in this Congress), states he had known Lieutenant McBlair for many 
years. Hethensays that we (speaking of himself and Senator Ten Eyck, 
of New Jersey) — We knew the lieutenant’s health was perfectly good 
until he entered the Army, and we knew when he came back from Ken- 
tucky he was broken down. We recommended the circumstances to the 
President as matters within our knowl but what weight he ee 
to that or what weight he gave to the testimony before the board I do 
not know.’ 

Mr. Chairman, this is a brief statement of the factsin this case. This 
man has been on the Army list justly; except for a few months in 1863, 
from 1864 until April, 1884. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit me to ask 


him a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman answer why Lieutenant McBlair 
has not made this application before this late day? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. He made it immediately after being dropped. He 
was on the Army roll until April, 1884. 

Mr. OATES. Has he ever applied to Congress before for this relief? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; immediately—as soon as the matter was 
brought to his attention. He was only dropped a year ago, and he ap- 
plied to Congress, then in session. The Senate passed his bill immedi- 
ately and it came over to the eee it was favorably reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, but failed to be reached on the Cal- 
endar. It is here again in the House and has been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. So there have been no laches 
on his part—no neglect. 

Ireserve the remainder of my time if there should be further use for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifty-one minutes of his time 


remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I fail to see in the or the 
statement on the floor any reason why this claimant should be put on 
the retired-list of the Army. And I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to his military record. It isfound in the report in this case 
in the letter sent from the Adjutant-General of the Army: 

= was appointed first lieutenant Fifteenth United States Infantry May 14, 
He served with his regiment at Newport Barracks, Ky., from July, 1951, to Sep- 
tember, 1561. 

Now, if the honorable Speaker were in the chair he could testify to 
the House that Newport, Ky., was not a dangerous place for a military 
officer to be stationed during this year—a city just opposite to the city 
of Cincinnati, which was never in possession of the enemy and never even 
menaced by them. 

So much, then, for his record up to September, 1861. After that he 

Was en route to and in the field in the Department of the Ohio to October, 1861. 

Then begins his service up to June, 1862, and it is stated as follows: 

On sick-leave and surgeon's certificate of disability to June 13, 1862. 


That was from October, 1861, to June 13, 1862, he was on the surgeon’s 
certificate on sick-leave, and not presumed to have been in service. 
After June, 1862, his record is as follows: 


sented to President Lincoln he did notagree in the finding. The find- 
ing of the court was in the following words: 
consideration of his case, the board find 


tated fe 
ent of the board 

pore bes nephew seer pay and allowance. 

This was a board of his comrades summoned at the time and care- 
fully considering his case. è 

What did President Lincoln say? He did not say he could agree 
with the finding of the court as to the fact, but simply wrote on the 
paper that he be wholly retired from the service with one year’s pay 
and allowance, and that his name he henceforth omitted from the Army 


This is all the report furnishes. He was thus placed upon the retired- 
list and drew his pay from 1863 down to April, 1884—twenty-one years. 
For twenty-one years he has been on the retired-list receiving pay as 
lieutenant. 

He thought he was entitled to some longevity and took the case to 
the Court of Claims, but the Court of Claims decided the order of the 
President placing him on the retired-list was without warrant of law. 
He could approve or disapprove of the sentence, but could not nomi- 
nate him as an officer and place him on the retired-list. 

Therefore he had been, according to the decision of the Court of 
Claims, illegally drawing pay for twenty-one years on the retired-list; 
and now the object of this bill is to validate the payments made to him 
during all these years and authorize the President to place him on the 
retired-list in the regular way and at the same rank. 

These, Mr. Chairman, seem to be the facts as obtained from the of- 
ficial records and as are embodied in this report which is presented to 
us from the Committee on Military Affairs. In addition I have received 
a letter from a physician of this city, which any member can examine 
if he feels sufficient interest in the case to look at it, stating that this 
officer never performed any military duty in the field whatever, and it 
seems from the report accompanying the case that this is true. The let- 
ter goes on to say further that he is now a practicing physician in this 
city and able to earn his own living. I state again, Mr. Chairman, 
therefore, that I fail to see anything, either in the papers presented in 
this case or in the statement made by the honorable gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON], to show that the military record of this 
gentleman entitles him, in the first place, to be put upon the Army Reg- 
ister as a retired officer, by which means he has drawn twenty-one years 
of pay as of that rank; and, further, I fail to see any reason why he 
should now be put upon that list on account of his military services. If 
this gentleman can be ore upon the retired-list I know of no officer who 
ought not—if now disa led in any way, or who has any claim to recog- 
nition in the late war—who ought not and should not also be placed 
upon that list and with equal propriety. If this gentleman had per- 
formed some Satay Sree military service; if he had endured some 
great hardship, or if it appeared from the record that he had incurred 
his disability in the service of his country, I should not object. He 
would, in that event, have been entitled to receive a pension from the 
Government, and his name would have been on the pension-roll. 

But it does not a that he ever applied for a pension, or that he 
ever went to the office to test the question as to whether the disability 
under which he claims to suffer was incurred in the service or not. 
Having failed to go to the Pension Office to apply for a pension we may 
reasonably assume that he himself recognizes the fact that his disa- 
bility was not incurred in the service, and hence was not of such a 
character as to entitle him to a pension. 

That is all I desire to say at present in reference to this case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. i , the gentleman from Illinois would 
lead us to infer that there was some question here at issue in regard to 


‘the matter of back pay which had been drawn by this officer during the 


twenty years he was onthe retired-list. If the gentleman from Ilinois 
had listened carefully to the report—and I know that he did listen to 
a part of it, but was absent from his seat when this particular portion 
was read—he would have discovered that this question has already 
been upon by the Court of Claims. He will find it quoted in 
print a little below the middle of the fifth page, in the following 
words: 

As to the counterclaim of the defendants, we have said, in case of Miller, 19 C' 


On duty in the office of the Commissary-General of Subsistence to some time | Cls. R. 


in August, 1863, when ordered before retiring board in New York City. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the brilliant military record of this gentle- 
man, principally on sick-leave, and the service actually ed was 
in the Commissary-General's Department—what the boys called in the 
Army the “‘ canned-fruit department.“ 

Then after this service on surgeon’s certificate and after being in the 
Commissary-General’s Department he was ordered before the retiring 
board in New York City. 


He was wholly retired on account of incapacity for active service in the field, 
said incapacity not resulting from any incident of service, ph 12, 
Orders No. 447, War Department, Adjutant-General's 


It is said this order was revoked. It was not revoked in the sense of 
setting it aside, because it was not justly found; but when it was pre- 


“We therefore hold, for the purposes of this case, that he who, through the of- 
ficial act of the President of the United States, occupies an ofice under the Gov- 
ernment, is subjected to all the ualifications of such office, performs all its 
duties, and is paid the emoluments thereof, can not be required to return those 
emoluments to the Government, though the President's act may have been in 
reality unlawful and void and may afterward be so adjudged bya court having 
i of the question.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? I have 
no objection to granta full release and receipt for all the moneys hereto- 
fore received up to this time. I only object to future payments on this 
account. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A court of competent jurisdiction has already 
decided that part of the question and it is not now before us. 

Now, this claim for restoration rests upon a few simple facts. First, 
that this young man when he entered the service, robust in health, 
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„Sound,“ as General Sickles says, payo himself to the service of his 
country at atime when he was abundantly able to take care of himself. 
General Sickles says further that he knows when he returned from 
Kentucky he was broken down; and President Lincoln found that to 
be true, and placed him upon the retired-list, because he had lost his 
health and his means of self-support while in the service of the Goy- 
ernment. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, comes before us not as if it was here forthe 
first time, but it is here merely, in fact, to correct an error or an over- 
sight. Thegentleman from Illinois seems to convey the idea that unless 
an officer has been on the front line of battle, unless he has been out 
upon the skirmish line somewhere where the bullets were flying and 
gunpowder could be smelt, he had rendered little or no service to the 
country. I need not here in this presence tell the gentleman that offi- 
cers are just as n in posts like that of Newport (Ky.) Barracks 
as upon the battle line; and perhaps Kentucky, in these years 1861 and 
1862, was not as ei such a salubrious climate as the gentleman 
from IIlinois would have us to infer, and upon that subject I desire to 
yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky, Gen- 
eral WOLFORD, who is familiar with the facts of the case. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, this bill comes from the Committee 
on Military Affairs after a very careful and thorough investigation by 
that committee; and I have no doubt if gentlemen would take pains to 
understand it that even the gentleman from Illinois himself would 
approve of it cheerfully. But the gentleman from Illinois falls into a 
very great mistake. He says that this officer was stationed at Newport 
Barracks, in Kentucky, and therefore in nogreatdanger. Why, sir, the 
gentleman is entirely ignorant of the history of Kentucky at that period. 

In 1861, when troops were called for to defend the Union and the flagof 
the nation, the governor of Kentucky issued a proclamation that no troops 
be raised in Kentucky, and to back the governor of Kentucky, a very 
strong and powerfuland wealthy party presented themselves to prevent 
Union troops from being raised. I remember, sir, very well when I be- 
came a soldier in the Union Army that we could not be mustered in by 
State authority, but had to ask the President of the United States to send 
a mustering officer and muster usin. I remember, too, when the soil 
of Kentucky was so dangerous to Union men at the time this officer 
wassent to Newport Barracks that it was thought necessary to provide 
every defense that could be had. If ever there were troops needed in 
this world they were needed in Kentucky at that time to form a power 
around which men could rally for the Union. If ever there wasa time 
when troops were needed it wasafter the governor of Kentucky issued that 
proclamation. The governor, Beriah Magoflin, a very clever man, came 
to me and said I had better go home. I said he had betterresign, that 
that was the best thing he could do for his country at that time. He 
did not resign and I did not go home. ‘There was war in Kentucky 
from the very day we entered the camp at Camp Dick Robinson. There 
was war in Kentucky from the very day that this officer went to Newport 
Barracks until he went away; and not only that, but invading armies 
came through Kentucky, and Kentucky’s own sons, gallant men and 
true—I see some of them here now and they can bear witness to what I 
say—unfurled the flag of the confederacy and R us at our doors. 
There was no placein Kentucky thatcould not be abattle-ground. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], whois not conversant 
with the history of Kentucky, can not tell my confederate friends from 
Kentucky that there was no war thenin thatState. These gentlemen 
representing Kentucky proudly and nobly on this floor know there was 
a mighty and powerful effort to carry Kentucky out of the Union, and 
that effort well-nigh succeeded. We had a terrible time to prevent its 
success. And now is the gentleman from Illinois to read the history 
of Kentucky again and tell us there was no danger? My friend from 
Kentucky yonder would not believe it. My friend from Kentucky sit- 
ting over there would not believe it. No man that was in the Union 
Army or in the confederate army will believe the gentleman from Illi- 
nois when he says there was no danger in Kentucky in 1861 and 1862. 
Sir, Kentucky was a battlefield. Almost every mile of ground in Ken- 
tucky was drenched in blood by one side or the other. Those on the 
other side believed they were right and we believed we were right; and 
while they were firing the Southern heart to energy we were firing the 
Union heart to energy and to bring the war to a close. 

I tell the gentleman from Illinois he is mistaken when he thinks there 
was no use for troops in Kentucky. We had use for them everywhere 
in Kentucky. It wasa disputed territory everywhere, and we needed 
them there, if anywhere in this Union. 

But the gentleman from Illinois says this officer has got his pay until 
last year, and he does not object to that. The gentleman can not help 
himself there. The court has decided it belongs to him. By a mistake 
he was mustered out of the service; and let me state for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who is as much mistaken 
about this whole case as he is about the situation of affairs in Kentucky 
in 1861 and 1862, that this man was a soldier in the Army, not 
a volunteer. He relies for his pension, as all regular officers and sol- 
diers do, by being upon the retired-list; that is the way he gets it, and 
it is to put him right before the country, to put him back to that office 
which he was denied by a retiring board, that this bill is reported. 

I do not say that that board did not do their duty, but the President 


thought they were mistaken. President Lincoln thoughtso, and issued 
his order, and believed he had a right todo it. The country submitted 
to it, and everybody believed it was right until this officer put in his 
claim for more pay under the law. I believe soldiers as well as every- 
body else are inclined to get all the law will allow them; and that is 
all you can charge them with. He wanted to get all the law allowed. 
He appealed to the court with that object in view, and then it was dis- 
covered that the power by which he held his office was doubtful be- 
cause the President had not nominated him to the Senate. Now he 
wants an enabling act to place him back where he was, supposing Presi- 
dent Lincoln had done right and that his friends who recommended 
him had done right. He wants, just like every other honest man who 
has any pride of character—and no one will say that a soldier has no 
pride of character—he wants to be reinstated where he was. Whocan 
object to that? 

I have nothing more to say about this case. I only rose for the pur- 
pose of dispelling that idea which my friend from Illinois had about 
the peaceful times in Kentucky in 1861 and 1862. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope, sir, the committee will favorably consider and 
pass this bill. I am not here to go into the details of this officer’s serv- 
ice. I know that he entered the service a young, healthy man. I 
know that he came out of the service broken down physically and has 
continued so from thence till now. I know that the retiring board di- 
rected that he be retired wholly from the service upon the theory that 
the cause of his retirement existed prior to his enlistment.. And I 
know that the action of that board was approved, nominally by the 
President but really by the assistant Secretary of War, Colonel Hardee, 
without the President's examination or knowledge of the case. I know 
that there was presented to Mr. Lincoln evidence showing the health 
of the young man at the time he entered the service, showing the error 
in the order, and I know that Mr. Lincoln directed that order to be re- 
voked, and such is the finding of the Court of Claims. Under that 
revocation he directed this man to be placed upon the retired-list, and 
he entered upon that list and there remained until about 1884, when 
this question was raised as to the authority of Mr. Lincoln. The only 
question presented by this bill is whether an officer whose health was 
broken down in the service of the United States, who has been on the 
retired-list, and who was placed on that list by the President of the 
United States, shall now, after this length of time, under a technicality, 
have a coroner’s inquest held upon him, and, after he has passed middle 
life, be turned out in a dependent condition by reason of incapacity 
that resulted from his efforts to serve his country in the great struggle 
for the life of the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; I will permit you to cross-examine me as 
much as you choose; but I will say first, before we commence the cross- 
examination, that when you speak of this gentleman being examined 
by a board of his comrades“ you little know what a retiring board 
of the Army is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not mean that they were soldiers who had 
served in the field with him, but they were certainly persons not prej- 
udiced against him, and that is what I meant by the remark. 

Mr. BRAGG. Very likely they were not prejudiced against him, 
but, as the evidence shows, they were misinformed as to the manner in 
which his incapacity arose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I willask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] this question: If this officer was retired by reason 
of wounds or disease contracted in the service, was he not entitled toa 
pension, and could he not have got a pensionif he had applied for it in 
the regular way? 

Mr. BRAGG, Every officer of the Army of the United States is entitled 
to a pension for wounds received or disease contracted in the military 
service of the United States, but the retired-list of the Army is a list or 
roll of honor—so it was intended to be—upon which shall be placed the 
names of officers who have become disabled in the service and who had 
abandoned the pursuits of civil life to become professional soldiers, upon 
the theory that one who has done that and endeavored to fit himself to 
bea professional soldier has failed to learn those habits of business, those 
keen, sharp, shrewd tricks which are necessary for success as the world 
goes now. For that reason this list was provided for such officers in lieu 
of pensions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman please state whether or not, 
if this bill should pass, it would establish a precedent by which every 
officer of the Army who has contracted disease in the service would be 
entitled to be placed upon the retired-list as of the rank held by him 
in the Army? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not? 

Mr. BRAGG. No more so than those who are now on the retired- 
list furnish such a precedent. Every man who ison the roll by reason 
of disease contracted in the service is entitled to be there. This man was 
entitled to be there. Mr. Lincoln so determined and so ordered upon 
a review of the evidence, and he was the court of last resort. The ques- 
tion now made is upon a technicality; the court holding under strict 
legal construction that, although the Secretary of War approved the 
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finding of the board in the name of the President, it became functus 
oficio, and a subsequent act of the President hii was null and void, 
although it was recognized and ratified by the Government year after 
year until this officer had passed away beyond middle age. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word more, Mr. Chairman. If this officer 
desires to be ized like other officers of the Union Army as having 
been disabled by disease contracted in the service the law has pro- 
vided a pension for such cases, and I will vote to put him on the pen- 
sion-roll with a pension according to the rank to which he belonged. 
That will be placing him upon an equality with other officers of the 
late war. - 

Mr. BRAGG. There is where you are mistaken again. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why so? 

Mr. BRAGG. Because officers of the regular Army who are inea- 
pacitated by disease do not draw pensions or go upon the retired-list. 
This man was an officer of the regular Army, and his pension-roll is 
the retired-list. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many years does an officer have to serve, 
and what must be his age, before he can be placed upon that honorable 
roll? 

Mr. BRAGG. If aman goes into the service to-day and becomes 
disabled to-morrow he is as much entitled to go upon the retired-list 
of the Army as if he had served twenty years before becoming dis- 
abled ; because the disability determines the question of retirement. 
No; I am stating that too broadly. There are certain classes of cases 
where officers have a right to be retired upon their own application 
after so many years of faithful service—forty years for one class and 
thirty for the other; but as to those who are retired for disability no 
particular length of service is required. All that is required is the 
contraction of the disability in the service. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You are speaking of the regular Army now? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; and this was a regular Army officer, not a vol- 
unteer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the Committee of the Whole should 
understand the basis upon which this claim is made. It appears in the 
ATEN report of the Department that the service of this officer was as 

ollows: 


He served with his regiment at Newport Barracks, Ky. from July, 1861, to 
e 


September, 1861; was en route to and in the field in the De ment of the 


Ohio to October, 1861, and sick with ri, megs to November 18, 1861; on sick- 
leave and sı n’s certificate of disability to June 13,1862; on duty in the office 
of the Comm -General of Subsistence to some time in August, 1863, when 
ordered before i board in New York city. 

That is the whole record of this officer’s service. Now, the retiring 
board, having examined his case, made the following finding: 

After mature deliberation and careful consideration of this case the court find 
that First Lieut. J. H. McBlair, jr., Fifteenth United States Infantry, is inca; 
tated for active service, and that his incapacity does not result from an ci- 
dent of the service; and the recommend that he be wholly retired : from 
the service with one year's pay and allowance. 

That is all there is official in this case. The rest was extra- official 
and outside of regular Army regulations, as the Court of Claims held. 

A MEMBER. Was the officer ever at the front? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Never nearer than Newport, Ky., just across the 
river from the city of Cincinnati. The Court of ms held that this 
appointment on the retired-list was illegal. Therefore he has been on 
the retired-list for twenty-one years by reason of an illegal appoint- 
ment; and this bill seeks to legalize that appointment. He went to the 
Court of Claims on another question—the question of longevity pay. 

Mr. BRAGG. And the decision of the Court of Claims is mere obiter 
dictum; it related to a question not before the court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Court of Claims so held. Theruling may 
have been obiter dictum; but nobody will say that it is not the truth; 
nobody will say that the court did not state the law correctly. 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not think they did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thenthegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
differs from the Court of Claims. I want that noted in the RECORD; 
and I rather think that on ordinary occasions I would take the opinion 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin in preference to the finding of that 
distinguished judicial tribunal. 

Now upon this record I think this man is not entitled to be placed 
on the retired-list for the rest of his life. Butif his friends think he 
incurred his disability in the service, I am willing to vote him by 
cial acta pension as of his rank—not that he be placed on the retired-list 
with that honorable body of officers who have, as we presume and as I 
believe, won their distinction by some meritorious service in the field. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] seems to have an idea that a soldier in the service selects 
his post of duty. It seems to be the burden of his complaint in this 
case that this lieutenant was serving at Newport, Ky., instead of at 
some place at the front. Now, my a ares as a soldier, and I think 
the experience of every gentleman who served in the Army, is that a 
soldier goes ordinarily where he is ordered to go, and he stays where he 
is ordered to stay. I do not know that itis anything to the discredit 
of Lieutenant McBlair that he was ordered to N rt, Ky., instead 
of some other point, or that he remained there in o ence to his or- 
ders. Nor have I ever yet learned that it is the fault of a soldier or an 


officer that he was sick in the service or was absent upon a surgeon’s 
certificate of disability. It is his misfortune, but it is never his fault, 
so far as my experience goes. So all this talk about this officer not hav- 
ing had severe duty, about his not having been at the front, goes 
absolutely for naught. The officer goes where his commanding officer 


directs him to go. 

That Lieutenant McBlair was disabled there is no question; for this 
retiring board ordered that he be retired absolutely from the service 
because he was disabled. The only question is whether that disability 
arose after he entered the service or not. 

Now, General Daniel E. Sickles, in an affidavit which was made a 
pe of the report in the Forty-eighth Congress, states that he knew 

ieutenant McBlair prior to his enlistment and knew him to beasound 
young man, 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy farther time of the commit- 
tee by dwelling upon the facts in this case. This measure has been 
twice reported favorably by the Military Committee of the House, twice 
reported favorably by the Military Committee of the Senate, and twice 
passed by that body. I now move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

ine question being taken, there were—yeas 72, nays 27; no quorum 
voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered tellers, and appointed Mr. 
CUTCHEON and Mr. SPRINGER. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 127, 
noes 41, 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 68) for 
the relief of William P. Chambliss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit £c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to rein- 
state William B. Chambliss, late a major of the Fourth Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and place his name on the list of retired officers of the United States 
Army with the rank of major: however, That he shall receive no pay, 
compensation, or allowance of any kind under the provisions of this act for the 
time intervening between the Ist day of November, 1867, the date of his resig- 
nation,and the date of the approval of this act: Provided further, That the re- 
eig neina herein provided for bein addition to the number now authorized 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, as I suppose nobody will oppose 
this just and righteous bill for the relief of one of the most gallant 
soldiers that ever was in our Army 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no gentleman has a 
right to have the report read except when he is on the floor, The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has the floor to advocate the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the Chair rule that the report can not 
be read except in the time of some one taking the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule, as the Chair understands it. 
The Clerk will read from page 433 of the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It has been held, and that ruling on appeal sustained, that the reading of the 
re accompanying the pending proposition can not be demanded as a matter 
of right except in the time of the member making such demand, It has been 
repeatedly held that the reading of a report is in the nature of debate, and of 
course such report must be governed by the rules regulating debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] 
will proceed. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I supposed that most of the mem- 
bers here had read this report, and that where the justice and righteous- 
ness of the case are so apparent to every man who will read the report, 
there would be no objection to the passage of the bill. The question 
is simply as to the reinstatement upon the retired-list of one of the 
most gallant soldiers who was ever in the Union Army. Entering the 
military service of the United States when but a boy, he distinguished 
himself in the war with Mexico. After that, as his convictions led him, 
he became an officer in the regular Army. Believing the cause of the 
Union was the right one, he went with his regiment to the front. I will 
not undertake to enumerate the number of battles he was in and in 
which he distinguished himself. Suffice it to say, at Gaines’s Mill, close 
to the Chickahominy, he was shot almost to pieces and rendered a crip- 
ple for the balance of his life. 

When the battle was over he was taken prisoner, for they got the 
better of us at that place, as will be remembered by those present con- 
versant with the history of the civil war. While incarcerated in prison 
he suffered very severely from his wounds, The gallant men who 
fought on both sides who were there and saw him while a prisoner be- 
lieved it was a miracle he ever recovered. 

After the war was over, being wholly disabled, and judging it to be 
the best for his country, he leftthe Army. Just after his resignation 
the law was passed for aretired-list. He comes back here now, not ask- 
ing for pay for the time he has been out of the Army, but simply to be 
reinstated in the rank he then held and placed upon the retired- list. 
This is all there is of the case. 

No human being can find fault with his character, morally or intel- 
lectually, and no human being can find fault with his conduct as a sol- 
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dier. Wherever danger was he went cheerfully, and he was always 
found in the thickest of the fight. At the terrible battle of Gaines’s 
Mill he was so badly wounded as to be crippled and disabled forever. 

I care not ne peenaa any one may have on the facts which have 


been here presen I believe it is only simple justice to grant this man 
what he asks. He is a man against whom slander has never uttered a 
word. He has a character for honor and gallantry abovereproach; pure, 
noble, patriotic, and brave, with every characteristic to commend him 
to the highest consideration of Congress and the country. He asks sim- 
ply that he shall be restored to hisrank and placed upon the retired-list. 
Let us give him that recognition. You have men for their 
gallantryand for the wounds they received in battle. Why, then, shall 
this man, with his splendid record, be refused that position on the re- 
tired-list to which, under the precedents which have been established, 
he is clearly entitled? 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not as cognizant with all the facts in the 
case as my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], and I will 
yield to him whatever of my time he wants. 

Mr. STEELE. I will reserve my time to see if there is any neces- 
sity of speaking further in favor of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will take the floor, not for the 
purpose of making any remarks on this bill, but to have the report of 
the committee read in my time, under the ruling of the Chair. I see 
no reason, from the remarks made, why a man who leaves the Army for 
nineteen years, by resignation, and deprives the country of the flower of 
his life, shall be permitted to come back in his old age and be restored 
again to the Army and placed upon the retired-list. Iam informed 
this man is now drawing a pension. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me make a statement before the report is 
read in the gentleman’s time? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have read the report in this case, and contrasted 
it with the action of the House in the other case, and it seems to me 
like a waste of time to have any poms read on the subject. If the 
gentleman whom we have just placed upon the retired-list is entitled 
to be placed there as a lieutenant, then this man should be placed on 
the retired-list as a major-general. [Laughter.] This man has a record; 
this man went into the war and was severely wounded. As General 
McClellan states, his body was literally riddled with bullets. He served 
his country faithfully and to the extent of his ability. He fought 
when a boy in the Mexican war and for three in the late war. 
He was left on the field of battle for dead. He has not been on the 
retired-list since bis resignation, drawing pay, as was the case with the 
other officers. He only received the pension he was entitled to for his 
wounds and disability under the law. Therefore I say now, to keep this 
man off the retired-list after placing the other man upon it would be 
to be guilty of palpable injustice. I hope, therefore, this man will be 
allowed, in recognition of his distinguished services and of the severe 
wounds he received in battle, to be placed on the retired-list, as we have 
already set the example by putting upon the retired-list a man who was 
not only never wounded, but never served in the field. After placing 
such a man on the retired-list, who never did anything for his country, 
we surely can not refuse to put on the retired-list a man whose body was 
riddled with bullets and who was left on the field of battle for dead. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In answer to what the gentleman from Illinois has 
said, I will simply state that my object is not tolegislate by comparison 
or to put this man on because another was put on, but to have the re- 
port read in order to see whether there are intrinsic grounds why he 
should go on the retired-list. I have no objection, if he was disabled 
in the line of duty, to give him that pension others in a similar situa- 
tion have been granted and to which he is entitled under the law. If 
there be peculiar circumstances entitling him to more, then I will be 
willing to give him whatever further amount he deserves. But, sir, I 
know no reason why we should encourage resignations from the Army 
after a man has staid out of the service for twenty years to allow him 
to return and be restored to the rank and pay he formerly held, and es- 
pecially where the man has been drawing the full pension allowed by 
the law for the disability which he has suffered. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to one fact. 
This officer, as the record discloses, was physically unable to perform 
active duty. He was ordered to Texas, and in consequence of not being 
able to go there, notwithstanding the fact that he was eligible to retire- 
ment, he says: ‘‘I have plenty to live on, and can get along without 
asking the Government in her distress to put me on the retired-list; so 
I will resign.” 

Now he finds after all these years—his family growing up around 
him—that he does not have enough of the world’s goods for their sup- 
port. He is very poor, and, having been shot to pieces, finds that the 
scanty pay he gets is not suflicient to maintain him and his family, and 
he is not able in consequence of his wounds to support himself. He 
therefore asks to be placed where he was eligible to be placed on the 
day of his resignation. 

Mr. COX. What is his age? 

Mr. STEELE. He is about sixty years old. He was a very gallant 
man; performed distinguished service, and, as I say, only asks to be 
pisos where he was eligible to be placed the day he resigned. He 

oes not ask a single cent for the intermediate time. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if this 
case is not something like that of Fitz-John Porter? 

Mr. STEELE. This case has a great deal of merit, while the other 
has none. That is the difference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I mean as to placing him upon the retired-list. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because I noticed that the gentleman was making 
some very vigorous remarks yesterday on that case, but he happened 
to be on the other side. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, he was wrong then, but he is right now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is better to be right once than never. I do not 
think that this marked and much to be regretted tendency to increase 
the retired-list ought to be indulged in. There is a constantly growing 
disposition, a sort of retiring itch, that takes possession of men with 
reference to such questions, until we can hardly claim that this is not 
a country of laborers on the one hand to pay bounties to men upon the 
other hand who do not labor or perform any service. This bill will en- 
title its beneficiary not only to the retired-pay of a major, the rank 


fixed in the bill, but he will also be receiving a pension. He gets the 
pension he is entitled to under the law, and will get in addition to that 
his retired-pay of major in the Army, the rank fixed in the bill. 


Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If I am mistaken will the gentleman point out 
the provision in the law which will prevent it? 

Mr. BRAGG. It does not need any provision in the law to prevent it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But I understood the gentleman to say that I was 


en. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir, I said you were mistaken with reference to 
drawing pension while on the retired-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why? 

Mr. BRAGG. Because when he goes on the retired-list the pension 


ceases. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; if that is the law, so far so good. I 
think there ought not to be any doubt of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. If there is any question insert an amendment to the 
bill providing that this shall be in lieu of all pay and allowances. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is not necessary to do so if the gentleman’s po- 
sition is correct. 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not think it is è 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. WOLFORD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 68) 
for the relief of William P. Chambl late major in the Fourth United States 
Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel, United States Army, have duly considered 
the same, and recommend its — coe They find that the bill has previous! 
been before Congress, and has never n unfavorably acted on by any commi 
tee of either House. Theyalso find that a similar billwas eee favorably by 
a Ey Committee of the Forty-seventh Congress, and that the bill passed 

e House. 

The facts upon which this recommendation is based are so fully set forth in 
the 3 papers that your committee ask to make them a part of their 
repo! 


Military history of William P. Chambliss, late of the United States Army, as 
shown by the files of this office. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, Washington, D. G, May 13, 1880. 
Enrolled as second lieutenant Company E, First Tennessee Mounted Volun- 
teers, May 23, 1846, and served with regiment in Texas and in the war with Mex- 
ico until the muster-out of regiment in June, 18417. Re- entered service as captain 
Company C, Third Tennessee Volunteers, October 7, 1847, and served in the war 
with Mexico until mustered out with company July 21, 1848. Appointed first 
lieutenantSecond United States Cavalry March 3, 1555; promoted captain April 
6, 1861 (Fifth Cavalry, August 3, 1861), and major Fourth Cavalry March 30, 1864. 
On mental recruiting service in Tennessee from May 8 to September 14, 1855 ; 
with regiment at Jefferson Mo., to October 27, 1555; en route to aid in 
Texas to May 18, 1858; on recruiting service to April 19, 1859; on leave of absence 
not sick leave) to September 22, 1859; on duty at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., to 
8,1860; on recruiting service to July, 1360; on delay to October 17, 1860; 
on duty at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., to November, 1860; conducting recruits to and 
with regiment in Texas to April, 1861; at Washington, D. C., to March 10, 1862, 
and in the field, Army of the Potomac, to June 27, 1862, when wounded and taken 
prisoner at the battle of Gaines's Mill, Virginia; prisoner of war to July, 1862; 
absent on account of wounds and on parole to October 23, 1862; assistant in- 
ty, West Point NY. to August 2, 1804: special inspector of cavalry, Military 
emy, coy s i or of cavalry, Military 
Division of the Mississippi, from September, 1864, to mber 23,1865; joined 
and in command of ent at San Antonio, Tex., from February 20 to May 9, 
1866, and on duty with ent at same place to October 19, 1866, and on leave 
of absence (not sick leave) to date of resignation, November 1, 1367, 
His on was tendered on account of the condition of his wife's health. 
n’s certificate given by Surgeon J. F. Hammond, United States 
ugust 20, 1862, describing nature of wounds received June 27, 1862, 
Captain Chambliss herewith, 
SAMUEL BRECK, 


Assistant Adjutant-Gencral, 


Copy ot su 
Army. dated 
by 


— 


Capt. W. P. Chambliss, of the Fifth Regiment of United States Cavalry, hay- 
ing applied for a certificate on which to ground an application for leave of ab- 
sence, I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this officer, and find 
that he issuffering from gunshot wounds and from dislocation of right shoulder, 
The latter is reduced. One wound is from a musket-ball in the left shoulder; 
one from buckshot in upper partof right side of chest in front; one from a rifle- 
ball through the abdomen and one through the left thigh. The wounds of the 
shoulder and abdomen are still o; and discharging. They confine him to bed. 
They were all received in battle at Gaines's Mill, near the Chickahominy, 
Virginia, the 27th June, 1862, and that in consequence thereof he is, in my opin- 
ion, unfit for duty. I further declare my belief that he will not be able to re- 
sume his duties in a less period than sixty days. 

J. F. HAMMOND, 


Surgeon, United States Army. 
Dated at New York city this 20th day of August, 1832. 
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STATE or New JERSEY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Trenton, March 22, 1850. 
in the Mexican war, the admi- 


r of his services, when a mere 
rable, A game t, and soldierly manner in which William P. Chambliss 
formed his duty during the recent war merits high dena da and 

Literally riddled with balls, he was left for dayson the field of battle at Gaines's 
Mill, only to be taken thence to the Libby prison. 

Escaping death as by a miracle, he has for several years past been in wretched 

ealth—the consequence of his many wounds, of exposure on the field of battle, 
and of a still unextracted ball. 

If under any circumstances an officer who has voluntarily resigned his —_ 
mission can be placed on the retired-list, I think that Colonel Chambliss, by 
services and sufferings, eminently deserves to be of the num 

GEO. B. McCLELLAN. 


I certify the foregoing is a correct copy of the original, which is now before me. 


ROGER JONES, 
- Lieut. Col., Asst. Insp. Gen'l U. S. A. 
Wasumdrox, D. C., April 20, 1880. 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY, 


Mercer County, ss: 

On the 2lst day of April, 4 — me, a no public in and for said State, per- 
sonally 9 George B. McClellan, who. by me duly sworn, declares 
and sa at he is 8 acquainted with W P. Chambliss, late cap- 
tain F An United Skates Cavalry, and that the said Capt. William P. bliss 
was presons th pad — yand ent a 5 battle of eyar Mill, Vir- 
ginia, on the 27t y of June, 1862, the army being under my command, 

d that he was left on the field suff: from a wound from a musket-ball in 
the left shoulder, and from a buckshot wound in the upper part of the chest, and 
from a rifle-ball thro: the abdomen and another through the left right 


He had also received other injuries, among them the ocation of 
on the field of battle, and was finally ‘an bo 


shoulder. 
He remained some da 
Richmond as a prisoner, but was exchan a few weeks 1 
dition when ex: was such that his recovery seemed i possible, a and nd T 
= ee few survived such wounds and exposure as fell to the lot of Cap- 
ain Chambliss. 
2 further declares that he has no interest directly or indirectly in this mat- 
EO. B. McCLELLAN. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 21st depo Kee 1880 and I certify that 
RRR E ae ane mene Crees oe Meee, this ma 
a JAMES 8. EIGER, Notary Public, 
Cert cate of official character on file.) 


Fort WAYNE, pete July 19, 1880. 


Sre: At the battle of Gaines's Mill, Vi June 27, 1862, I was twice wounded, 
made 3 carried into Richmondan 1 in the ace ward of the Libby 
Four days afterward Ca Chambliss, Fourth Cavalry, was 

. into the same ward and a 4 —.— ide me for nearly three weeks. He 
was wounded with one bullet and six ata rts genie and had lain out on rine battle- 


field four days and four nights. He was placed on a cot, on which had died the 
day before a Union officer sick with erysipelas, and Captain Chambliss was soon 
ge potas Pipe the same disease in all of his wounds, 
I saw his wounds dressed and his body ted with iodine almost every day. 
The bullet wound was in the belly, ranging from left to right. He must have 
had his leſt side toward the enemy — Skots for the buckshot entered his 
left shoulder, his left breast, neck, an ne of them, if m memory serves me 
htly, en beneath the left 8 and just ve the . of the 
eys and about three or four inches from the spinal column, and lodged, 
where I do not know. 

Iknew Captain Chambliss well. [had seen him with his regiment inthe Army 
of the Potomac but a short time before the battle of Gaines's Mill. He was laid 
on a cot alongside of me, and I heard from his own lips a description of the 
charge in which his horse was shot,and he was wounded as narrated above at 
the same time. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


II. B. 
Con Pet Tay 
To the honorable COMMISSIONER oF Scot 
ashington, D. C. 


CINCINNATI, June 25, 1880. 


Sin: I have the honor to state that I was wounded at the battle of Gaines's Mill 
on June 27, 1862, and taken to Libby prison as prisoner of war. In this prison, 
and lying next to an to and very near to me was Willlam P. Chambliss, then a captain 
of the States Cavalry. He was v. dangerously wounded, and 
for several . it was thought impossible that he could live. Being so near 
ak him I became perfectly familiar with his condition; daily saw his wounds 

and perfectly well knew the nature and extent of them, and 

that Sepals day would see his ering, 3 relieved by death. He was 5 in 
the abdomen by a gunshot, aud in the left 
and right shoulder dislocated from fall from 1 

the k close to one of his kidne 
not be extracted, and no doubt entirely 
Clitz, Twelfth United States Infantry, and myself were paroled and taken to 
Westover Landing the same day, and came to New Yi in the hospital ship 
towed by the Vanderbilt. Captain Chambliss was even then so critical in con- 
dition that he had to at once enter hospital in New York city. 

From m 5 rsonal knowledge of his condition resulting from wounds received 
in battle, I do not consider him capable to perform an care of a character re- 
quiring a reasonable amount of physical exertion; and that he is still alive is a 
remarkable case and exceptional in every way. 

I certify the above to be a true statement of i the facts in this case so far as my 
recollection serves me at this time. 

P. W. STANHOPE, 


Major, U. 8. A. 


it could 


bliss, Major 


To the honorable COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 


CoBURG, CANADA, March 15, 1880. 
Colonel Chambliss has been attended by me 8 for seven years. 
I first attended him for a severe attack of pain, which resembied hritic 1 
It was, as I supposed, caused by an unextracted musket or rifle ball lying in the 
vicinity of the left kidn Since then his health has been tolerable fee for some 
days and other days 5 I consider his present state of health arises 
from the severe wound he received in battle, from exposure on the —.— ſor ten 

days afterward, and also from subsequent — egy in Libby Priso 
GEORGE ATERS, A. D. 


. are true co) of on eens om he in 
86 Wlan P. P. Chambliss, late captain 


Company D Fifth Gaited se States Cavalry. Q 
eee 


Examining surgeon's certificate in the case of an original applicant, 
No. of application, 347140.] 
WasnNarox, D. C., sps 22, 1880. 


JANUARY 18, 1882, 


C examined William P. Chambliss, 
oi the United States, who Fifth niied Bates Cavalry, in the service 
of the an pplicant for an invalid pension b reason of al- 
repan back and in- 
A T 
In our p es —— said Chambliss is totally incapacitated for obtaining his 
subsistence from labor from the cause above stated. 
Taela trees cht D t condition, and from ihe evidence before —, it is — 
F ity did originate in the service aforesaid in the 


more particular description of the applicant's condition is subjoined 
142 yl „ 
Height, 2 aeorsc a ee See com oe eee ft 


y-three 
nt of 


| 
| 
110 


eb hereon — yore 
impaired ; atroph 
than the other; ri 


i one- 

of tissues about the right alder Jef joint and == 

5 arm, one- fourth of an inch less 

power in arm and hand (one-fourth). 
ROBERT REYB 


in 


United 
President of the 
to rp... acto parte dori A 
with the rank of 


pees support of this 22 — the b honor . — — 5 the following statement 


led, and sub- 
sequently underwen keis Hospital, 
New York: in the language of General McC 1 


At the time of his resignation of his commission as an officer of the Arm 
services, wounds, and sufferings gave under the law, the rightto be e 
upon the retired-list with the rank he then held. By his voluntary ederi egy 
he waived this right, not then su his constitution was so undermined 
by the effect of his wounds, ngs, and exposure as to eventually destroy 
his health; and he now prays the passage of an act removing the disahility o 
his retirement caused by his resignation, with no compensation for the time he 
was out of the service. 

In support of the foregoing 9 attention is . invited to the fol- 

e 


I 22 . 
a nei Ae eaae to tise iora aii justice of Con- 


pons tne question of his t and retirement, satisfied if its judgment 
should be adverse, profoundly grateful if favorable. 
WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 


: Late Major Fourth U. 8. Cavalry, and 
Lieulenant-Colonel, L. S. 
WasutncTon, D. C., April 21, 1880. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to add an amendment to the bill, provid- 
ing that this shall be in lieu of all pension, so that there will be no 
doubt upon the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee propose an 
amendment now? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will submit the amendment and have it pend- 
ing until other gentlemen who desire may be heard upon the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned 
there is but one question in my mind. There seems to be no question 
whatever as to the merits of the case; but I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman in of the bill whether this officer had the right under 
the law as it existed at the time of his resignation to go on the retired- 
list. 

Mr. STEELE. He had the right. He was eligible for retirement 
at that time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If he had the right, then I will vote to re- 
store it to him now. 

Mr. STEELE. He was in the regular Army and was disabled, as 
the report shows, and was then le for retirement. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The whole question seems to turn on that 


a ee SA ation future cases of this 
PTh CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by 
the eee from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 


Add to the end of the bill the words “ and in lieu of all pensions.” 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Isubmit that, in order that he may not draw both 
the pay of a major on the retired-list and the pension at the same time. 
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Mr. BRADY. He could not do that anyhow. 

Mr. STEELE, He would be prohibited from that under the law 
anyway. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But there seems to be some doubt upon that point. 

Mr. HOUK. Is not that the law already? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is claimed by some it is and by some it is not. 
I am not familiar with the law myself, but I offer this amendment to 
make assurance double sure. 

Mr. HOUK. Have we got to enact amendments to cover all the law 
my colleague does not know? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If we pass statutes to cover all the gentleman from 
Tennessee does not know the statute-books would be four times as large 
as they are now. 

Pons HOUK. It will not do my colleague any good to borrow my 
under. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman’s thunder is not worth fulminat- 
ing or borrowing. 

. HOUK. I think the gentleman by using my thunder shows him- 
self very destitute of arrows in his quiver. 

The amendment was adopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestion is, Shall the bill as amended be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House? 

Mr. BRADY. Iwish to ask the casio who has charge of the bill 
a question. Does Mr. Chambliss, for whose relief this bill is reported, 
draw a pension at the present time, and how much? 

Mr. STEELE. We have no information that he draws a pension. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was stated during the debate that he was draw- 
ing a pension. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to correct my statement of a moment ago. 
The report shows that he has a pension. 

Mr. BRADY. How much does he draw. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not informed what his ion is. 

Mr. BRADY. Ithink that is an important question, which should 
be answered before we vote on the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the pensioning method is the proper one; 
but if the bill is topas my desire was that this applicant should not 
draw retired pay and pension both. 

Mr. BRADY. I wish to ask further are there any precedents for the 
passage of a bill of this kind? 

Mr. STEELE. There area great many of them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
is in error in giving it to be understood that there are a vast number of 

ents for this. Some bills of this kind have been passed and some 

ve been defeated in past Congresses. There have been very few in 

the last seven years. This is a case where an officer voluntarily retires 

from the service and then comes and asks to be placed on the retired- 

list. Of such cases there have been very few before Co: In some 

instances there have been attempts to put such persons on the retired- 
list but they have been defeated. 

Mr. BRADY. This seems to be a very meritorious case; but I un- 
derstand that under the rulingsof the Pension Department the pension 
granted in this case would be ample and would almost reach the amount 
Mr. Chambliss would receive by being placed on the retired-list. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


V. F. GORRISSEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2428) ſor 
the relief of V. F. Gorrissen, reported by Mr. LANHAM from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as ſollows: 


Be it en e., That the Secre! of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to V. F. Gorrissen, of Young County, Texas, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 1 the sum of $245.33, the 
same being the amount of money collected from him by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for and on account of postal funds stolen from the mails after having 


been registered and mailed by him as postmaster at „ Tex., 1882, 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask for the reading of the report. It is brief, and 
I think the reading of it will obviate the necessity of my making any 
explanation. 

The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
2428) for the relief of V. F. Gorrissen, ully report in favor of its passage. 

‘The facts of the case are stated in the following report of the late Hon. Reuben 
Ellwood, who was a member of the Committee on Claims during the Forty- 
Eighth Congress, and which is hereby adopted : 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5843) for the 
zaet of V. F. Gorrissen, baving had the same under consideration, report as 

follows : 

“This claim is for the payment of $245.33 to V. F. Gorrissen, postmaster at 
Graham, Tex. It appears that in July, 1882, Mr. Gorrissen forwarded a regis- 
tered package containing the above amount to the postmaster at Austin, Tex., 
being the amount due the United States by him, as per his account current;for 
bes Sierpe 2 5 8 1882, sa the re stolen = in iret Sae 

es Q! e ce partmen mire postmasters make eir de- 
posits in the legal currency of the United States, ‘notes or coin;’ bank 
must not be used. It appears from the evidence that Mr. Go: 
in every way with the the Post-Office Departm 
master-Gene 


0 one. mas, the post- 
office i r who made a thorough in ion of the case, states that it 
seems to but just that Mr. Gorrissen should have the relief claimed. 


“ Your committee, after a careful consideration of this claim, report the same 
back to the House with the recommendation that the same do pass.“ 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 


L. S. ENSEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 290) for 
the relief of L. S. Ensel, reported by Mr. SPRINGER from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 

y L. S. Ensel, of Springfield, III., the sum of $1,054.22, out ofany money inthe 

reasury not otherwise appropriated; the same . the amount paid by the 

said Ensel and covered into the Treasury of the United States as security on the 

izance of Michael Heilbron and Bernard Weil, who were indicted and 

tried in the United States district court for the northern district of Illinois, un- 
der clause 9 of section 5132 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the be read in my time. 

The report (by Mr. SPRINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 290) for the 
relief of L. S. Ensel, submit the following report: 

This biH was reported favorably by the Committee on the Judiciary, and was 
pes by the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth 

Jon. The facts were found and reported in the reports heretofore adopted, 
and are as follows, and made a part of this report, namely: 

“Tt appears from the evidence that on the Ist day of November, 1876, Michael 
Heilbron and Bernard Weil were indicted by the United ere arene jury in 
the northern district of Illinois, under the ninth clause or subdivision of section 
5132 of chapter 8 of Revised Statutes, which is as follows, to wit: 

“* Sec, 5182, Every person respecting whom proceedings in bankruptcy are 
commenced, either upon his own petition or upon that of a ereditor * è * 
Ninth. Who, within three months before the commencement of proceedings in 
ban tcy, under the false color, pretense of carrying on business, and deal- 
ing in the ordinary course of trade, obtains on credit from any person any goods 
and chattels with intent to defraud, * * * shall be punishable by imprison- 
ment, with or without hard labor, for not more than three years.’ 

On the 13th of December following the defendants entered into recognizance 
in the sum of $1,000, with said L. S. Ensel as their surety. A trial was had upon 
the indictment in the district court of said district, by jury, commencing on the 
7th of February, 1877, and resulted in a verdict of guilty on the 10th of the same 
month, Fonun the deliberation of the jury the defendants fled and their re- 
cognizance was forfeited, Suit was thereafter poses in said courtagainst said 
Ensel on the forfeited bail bond, and judgment rendered against him thereon, 
on the 19th day of May, 1877, for $1,000 and costs. 

On this judgment said Ensel paid from time to time to the United States dis- 
trict attorney at Chicago various sums, beginning June 27, 1877, and ending No- 
vember 1, 1877, the whole amounting to $930, and subsequently, June 12, 1878, to 
the United States the balance claimed, to wit, $121.67, and the whole sum 
so paid was on the 28th of June, 1878, covered into the United States T w 

“Meantime, and at the October term, 1877, the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that the ninth clause or subdivision of section 5132 is unconstitu- 
tional. (United States vs. Fox,5 Otto.) In conformity with 5 les estab- 


onl; 
“Your committee, therefore, are of the opinion that said Ensel should have 


thereof: 
“ UNITED STATES Arronxxr's OFFICE, 
“ Chicago, January 16, 1878. 

Stn: Res ing the subject of a letter received from Hon. WILLIAM M. 
SPRINGER (which letter is inclosed herewith), I beg to report as follows: 

“On the Ist day of November, 1876, Michael Heilbron and Bernard Weil were 
indicted by the United States grand jury for this district. The indictment con- 
tained eight counts, under the ninth clause of section 5132, Revised Statutes. On 
the 13th day of the following December they entered into a recognizance in 
$1,000, with one L. S. Ensel, of Springfield, III., as their surety, Their trial in the 
district court here by a jury commenced on the 7th of February, 1877, and re- 
sulted in a verdict of guilty on the second, fifth, and eighth counts on the 10th of 
the same month. Pending the deliberations of the jury, and before the verdict, 
the defendants fled and their recognizance was forfeited. 

On the 19th of March, 1877, the judgment against the euraig an for $1,000 
and costs was made final. On this judgment Ensel has pai ,054.22, and the 
same has been ore into the Treasury of the United States, 

The Supreme Court of the United States, at the October term, 1877, in the 
case of nited States vs. Fox, held (as reported in 5 Otto) substantially that 
the of the ninth clause did not create a criminal offense. Since that 
decision the courts here have, in their rulings upon similar cases, conformed to 
the principles established by that case. 

“MARK BANGS, United Slates Attorney. 

Hon. CHARLES DEVENS 


“ Attorney-General, Washington, D. C.“ 

Your committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It seems this claim is for the return of 
money that was paid on a forfeited recognizance in the United States 
court. Subsequently to the declaration of forfeiture the Supreme Court 
held that the statute upon which the indictment was founded was un- 
constitutional. The money having been paid before this was ascer- 
tained judicially, the surety upon the recognizance claimsit should be 

id back. 


It strikes me there is a very important element in this case that has 
not been ascertained by the committee at all. I have no doubt that 


the money which the surety paid, which has gone into the United States 
Treasury, was furnished by the defendants themselves. 
Mr. SPRINGER, I can assure the gentleman it was not. 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wanted that question to be settled by 
the ascertainment ofthe committee. I know how these things are done. 
These gentlemen defrauded their creditors in the first place, cheated 
them, and disappear when they are indicted; afriend comes up and be- 
comes their surety, and when the bonds are forfeited the money is paid 
by the surety. Heis generally paid by the defendants themselves, who 
have simply diappeared temporäril 
blows over. I shall not vote for this measure until the committee has 
inquired into this phase of the case. I do not want these scoundrels 
simply to have their money returned from the Treasury of the United 
States, if they paid it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to disabuse the mind of my distinguished 
friend from Indiana on that point. It appears from the facts reported 
by the district attorney at Chicago, Mr. that the defendants were 
put on trial, that the trial lasted two or three days, and that the jury 
brought in a verdict of guilty against the defendants; and while the 
case was in court, and while the parties were before the jury, when the 
verdict was rendered and this surety was not present and had no knowl- 
edge of these proceedings before the judgment of the court was pro- 
nounced, it was discovered the defendants were not in the room; that 
they had left after the verdict of guilty was announced by the jury. 

The security, who lived in Springfield, not in Chicago, was informed 
of the forfeited recognizance, and judgment was entered against him, 
and he had to pay the amount. The parties afterward came back into 
court, entered their appearance, and moved to quash the indictment on 
the ground of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States on 
an indictment founded upon the same section of the statute. In that 
case the Supreme Court held that the clause in the statute on which 
the indictment was found did not set forth an indictable offense, and 
dismissed the proceeding as void from the beginning. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand that perfectly well; but 
when, subsequently, an order to quash the indictments was made, were 
the defendants present? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They came in and entered their appearance. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Isupposed so. Now let meask the gen- 
tleman whether these defendants are not legally liable to the security 
for the money he paid on their account? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not see that they are. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is there not a subsisting legal right on 
me part of the security to recover against them the amount he paid for 
them? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The fact is that this gentleman, the security, had 
no interest in the suit or proceeding at all; he was not even suspected 
of being p paty toit. He livedin Springfield; these were parties with 
whom he had been friendly, who were en in business and were 
indicted under the bankrupt law for some irregularity. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman sees my point. 
In the first place I want it known to the committee that these parties 
have not reimbursed the security—the claimant here. Secondly, I want 
to know whether there is not to-day, on the part of these principals, 
a legal liability to the surety who paid this money at their instance 
and request? May not that money be recovered from them? Now I 
do not apprehend that the committee is overwhelmed with anxiety to 
return this money to these men who were put on trial and subsequently 
ran away to avoid the consequences of the verdict of the jury, and staid 
away until they found that the Supreme Court had taken the teeth out 
of the indictment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I wanttosay tothe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] that this bill has twice passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives by a unanimous vote. It was reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary in the Forty-seventh Congress (the report having been 
prepared by Mr. Willits, of Michigan), and it was passed unanimously 
by the Judiciary Committee of that House and by the House itself. 

It was also introduced im the last Congress and referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee—that committee having had cognizance of such cases 
before the change of the rules—and it was favorably reported to the 
House by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moulton], placed upon the 
Calendar, and unanimously passed by the last House. So the gentle- 
man will see that this bill has now been twice passed by the Judiciary 
Committee of the House of Representatives, and twice by the House, 
without a single objection. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this 
claimant has been seeking the only remedy that was held out to him, 
and has been seeking it long enough to be entitled to relief, this being 
e that he has come before Congress and asked the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. After the forfeiture of this recognizance, if an alias 
warrant had been issued for these defendants and they had been brought 
in and had been tried and found not guilty because of the unconstitu- 
tionality of the law, would that have released the security ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, has 
stated (if the gentleman desires I will send for the book and cite the 
exact language) that where an indictment is founded upon an uncon- 
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y from the community till the storm | found 


stitutional provision of a statute all the 5 from the begin- 


ning are void, and that not even the officer who made the arrest can be 
protected, from the fact that there was no Jaw upon which the man 
could be indicted or arrested, In this case there was no valid proceed- 
ing from the beginning—nothing upon whieh these defendants could 
properly be held to answer. This indictment, then, having been 
ed upon a provision of law which did not constitute an indictable 
offense, the officers were trespassers, the court had no right to hold the 
defendants, and all the proceedings bringing them into court were void. 
It was held in the State of Illinois by the supreme court in a case where 
an officer was killed in attempting to execute the law, that the person 
killing him acted in self-defense, because it turned out that the warrant 
under which the officer was proceeding was void. 

Mr. PETERS. The principle there is entirely different. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the same principle announced twice hereto- 
fore by the Committee on the Judiciary and now by the Committee on 
this bill; and the gentleman from Kansas 


Mr. PETERS. I recognize the correctness of that principle, Mr. 
1 I do not recognize the correctness of this application of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman knows that if a grand jury in his 
court should indict a man for an alleged offense, which turned out to 
be no offense at all under the law, he would discharge the recognizance; 
he would not undertake to collect the money, and if he did collect he 
would be gathering where he had not sown, he would be mulcting a 
citizen on a liability that had no legal existence. 

Mr. OATES. If all the proceedings were void by reason of the un- 
constitutionality of the law, was there any legal method by which the 
surety could be compelled to pay this money, or was not the payment 
voluntary ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This man paid the money because he was a good 
citizen, and thought he was liable to pay it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He paid it before the decision of the court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He paid it before the decision was rendered; and 
the district attorney said to him that he regretted very much he could 
not return the money, but that it had been covered into the Treasury 
of the United States; and he recommended that this claimant make 
application for a refund from the Treasury. 

believe my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] was a 

member of the Judiciary Committee of the last Congress, which re- 

rted this bill favorably; and I trust he will not now go back on the 
morable record he made at that time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I am not responsible for what the Ju- 
diciary Committee did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But having been a member of the committee, the 
gentleman acquiesced in this report—allowed the committee to report 
the bill unanimously and the House to pass it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will not say that is not true; but I 
have not the slightest recollection of the matter. 

Mr. PETERS. You were young then. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. be and inexperienced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. An honest confession is good for the soul.“ 

Mr. GOFF. The fact that the Supreme Court decided the act on 
which the indictment was based to be unconstitutional disposes, as I 
understand, of the point raised by the ‘gentleman from Indiana that 
there is an existing liability by which the surety may recover from the 


principal, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is my understanding. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported fa- 
vorably to the House, there were—ayes 46, noes 10. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In 
a House of three hundred and twenty-five members are 46 votes enough 
totake a thousand doMars out of the Treasury of the United States? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks so when no point is made, 
The ayes have it; and the bill is laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 822) 
for the relief of William H. Wheeler. 

Mr. GEDDES. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TIMOTHY J. 
CAMPBELL], my colleague on the committee, who reported this bill and 
has charge of it, is now absent. I ask, therefore, that the bill be laid 
aside informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be laid aside informally because of the absence of the 
gentleman having charge of it. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE OF JOHN HATFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 212) 
for the relief of Albert G. Hatfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 3 au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Alfred G. Hatfield, the legal representative of 
John Hatfield, deceased, late veterinary surgeon of the Thirteenth Pennsylvania 
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Cavalry, the sum of $675, in full for = as veterinary surgeon for said regi- 


ment for nine mo: at $75 per mon 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire that this bill be laid aside informally, an 
that Senate bill No. 296, identical in its provisions with this bill, be 
taken up and recommended to the House for passage. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the gentleman move that 
this bill be reported to the House with a request thatit lie on the table, 
and that the Senate bill be reported with a recommendation thatit pass. 

Mr. EDEN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by ae GEDDES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 212) for 
the relief of John Kachel, having considered the same and accompanying pa- 
perm. submit the following’ report: 

from the papers in this case that on or r ee 
ns, Jin He Hatfield was gat nti by James A. Gal then colonel com- 
8 the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry 5 in the military serv- 
— the Government of the United States, to act as veteri: surgeon for 
said regiment. At the date of the 8 mt of John Ha a by Co Colonel 
were not allow ed 7 20 law; but from affidavits of 
that th o necessity existed for = 
time eight or nine hundred horses in 


558 8 authority of 
Colonel Gallagher, from date aforesaid until the 


day of March, be od of nine months, and he was paid for his 
services rendered ng that time, although the promise of payment was often 
re by Colonel 1 Gallagher 


m papers on file in the War Department it a peared that John Hatfield, in 
December, 1363, presented his claim F777 for nine 
months, being the time he had acted as such under the authority of Colonel 
Gallagher. There was no law authorizing the . of sur- 


peoos during said nine months, andon thatground that extent was 
eterinary surgeọns were authorized law from March 2 a war- 
rant was issued in his favor January 2, a ised to dane date from March 3, 


until he e service he A ‘ioe per month 


From the 8d of March, 1863, 
for veterinary a provided by the act of 


that being the compensation 
Congress approved on the said 3d 8 March, 1363. 

It being clearly proved that Hatfi rendered valuable and efficient services 
during the nine months he acted without technical authority yri but under 
the authority of an officer of the Government, —— saving the Government 
from great loss, and as the necessity actually existed for his e your 
— rrr are of the opinion that a 1 le com n should be paid 
therefor, and we find $75 Cam month just and 

Your committee re report accompanying bill G (H. R, 212) with amend- 
ments, and recommend that it do pass. 

The Senate bill was as follows: 
A bill (S. 296) for yg of the legal representative of John ce deceased. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the — a Peg 
pecs A and directed to pay to the 


d 
= 22 7 8 Pennsylvania Cavalry, the sum 
months, at $75 per month. 

Mr. GEDDES. The just read presents the case of this claim- 
ant very fully and fairly, and unless there be some objection, I move 
that the Senate bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
and that the House bill be reported with a recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

A. 8. BLOOM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 899) for 
the relief of A. S. Bloom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereb: 
ized and diveched to pay te A: B: Bloom. into a major of the S Seventh 
Volunteer Cavalry, out of any moneys in t he Treasury not — an ek 
atea, ei pay end preg inary ofa major of —.— paid Hs Jan ey. 20, 1584, un —_ 
tion held during that peri: rie. x * 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as ſollows: 


In line 7 strike out January 20” and insert September 2.“ 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Unless there be objection I move that 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 
why this claim could not be adjusted under the general law passed a 
year or two ago authorizing the Secretary of War to 8 the military 
record of a soldier so as to allow him compensation for the period he 
actually served without being mustered into the service. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. If the report in this case had been read, 
it would have shown why this claim can not be adjusted under the law 
of June 3, 1884. The claim has been presented to the War Department 
under that act and decided adversely, because— 

During the the Seventh 
teers we 8 the minimem bea iver 8 Bo wel concn: 
quently not entitled to a third major. 

Itis clearly shown by the proof in this case that Major Bloom did service 
under the orders of General Rousseau from September 2 until Novem- 
ber 1, 1864, at which time his pay began regularly. This bill simply 
proposes that he be allowed two months’ pay for service which he act- 
ually rendered in a part of the country where, we have been told to-day, 
there was no danger, but where, as I happen to know from my experi- 
ence as an eye-witness, there was danger to soldiers on both sides, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 


, author- 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 
A. GATES LEE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4411) 
for the relief of A. Gates Lee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be invest by the juartermaster’s s Department of 
the United States Army the all: and by the United 


3 authorities, for the use of the Ur United 8 during the late war, 
of a certain mill property, situated in McCracken County, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, all to have been the property of A. Gates Lee; such investigation to 
extend to title of the peradi e status of the owner, whether loyal or not, 
the value of the propert: ed, the actual rental value of the propert; for 
the time it was occu aus Unt United States troops, the amount of damage pie . — 
— —.— u on of material to the use of the Army; and when such in- 
be completed the Secretary of War shall report the result there- 
<a kis his recommendation thereon, to Congress, for action in the premises, 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report in this case will be read. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The claimant in this case was one of two 
brothers, whose mill, at Paducah, Ky., was taken and used by the Fed- 
eral Army during the late war. The proof in the case shows that they 
were both loyal. All that the bill asks is, not pay for the mill, but, 
as the case is one of iar hardship, that it be investigated by the 
the facts reported to Congress by the War De- 


Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me this claim ought to go to the Court 
of Claims, which has the means of taking proof in such cases. There 
is no propriety in sending it to the Adjutant-General, who has no facili- 
ties for investigating such matters. He is not authorized to send for 
persons and papers or to send an agent to take testimony at the place 
where the parties may reside. 

We have provided in this class of cases that the Court of Claims shall 
inquire into the facts. And my friend will see it is far better this case 
should go to the Court of Claims rather than be the subject of investi- 
gation by an officer having no facilities to make such investigation. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It seems to me from my examination of 
this case that the War Department is as proper a place as can be found 
to report to Congress upon the facts, All the bill provides is that the 
War Department shall report for the action of Congress how long this 
property was occupied by the Government, and what the rental of the 
property was worth during the time of such occupancy. These are ail 
the facts necessary to be ascertained for the action of Congress, for there 
is no question as to the man’s loyalty or that the property was used. 

I move the bill be reported to the House for passage without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How long was this property occupied, and to 
what extent was it destroyed? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was flour-mill mi pro perty, and was occu- 
pied from the time the troops went to Paducah, late in 1861, up to some 
time in 1863. The property for mill purposes was almost entirely de- 
stroyed. There were two brothers of the name of Lee who owned the 

coe One is now dead. The other, A. Gates Lee, is the surviving 


Te fr. BUCHANAN. This may be a very meritorious claim, but the 
report discloses but few facts. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Those are the facts of the case. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I investigated this claim. This mill 
was occupied by Federal troops from the fall of 1861, about the time 
that Paducah was held. At the close of its occupancy a commission 
was appointed to investigate the damage to this mill, which resulted 
in a report of eleven thousand and odd dollars as the amount of dam- 
age done to the mill. The Quartermaster-General held properly that 
the Government could not pay for property destroyed by the soldiers. 
The mill was completely gutted—all its machinery taken out; it was 
destroyed for use for milling purposes. The Quartermaster-General 
offered $25 per month rent, which Mr. Lee declined to receive. 

Now, the Court of Claims can not investigate this case under the Bow- 
man act, because it is expressly precluded from considering such ques- 
tions. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. The statute of limitations would. 

Mr. ROWELL. This claim has been in the War Department. Proper 
parties at Paducah investigated it. They reported these damages. 

But, sir, this bill does not propose to pay for any damages or for any 
depredations, but authorizes the War Department, which has its quar- 
termasters and its agents with full power to investigate all the facts— 
to investigate the rental value and the value of any kind of property 
taken and used by the Army, and report them back to Congress. It 
does not appropriate any money, but simply asks Congress as an act of 
justice to the Lees to investigate the case and report the facts to Congress’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there does not seem to be any dis- 

ute about the facts. I presume neither the gentleman from Kentucky 

Pate Mr. STONE] nor the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ROWELL] will pre- 
tend there is any dispute about the facts; that the property was occu- 
pied by the Government, that it was occupied at the seat of war, and 
that it was while occupied by the Government. The House 
considered very carefully and so did the Senate the principles of the 
Bowman law, and declared that court could not take jurisdiction of any 
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claim where it appeared it was either for occupation of property or for 
spoliation done at the seat of war. The only question is whether it is 
now deemed advisable to go behind the principle decided upon and 
open up this class of claims to adjustment. That is the only question 
before the House. If it is designed to reverse the action of Congress, 
then very well and good; let us know it. 

I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether there is anything 
in this claim which in his judgment calls upon to de from 
the general proposition which has governed Co up to this hour— 
that the Government could not pay for property destroyed by the Army 
or Navy at the seat of war, or for property occupied by the Army or 
Navy at the seat of war. Does he think it is proper to go back of that 
policy which has governed us up to this time, and propose to pay that 
class of claims? 

Mr. ROWELL, I will answer the gentleman’s question. Paducah, 
situated on the south side of the Ohio River, was taken ion of 
early in the war, not because there were enemies there, but because it 
might become necessary for the defense of the nation. 

It was not in the position of property taken possession of farther 
South by the Army, property in the enemy’s country, and was taken 

ion of because of the exigency arising at the time when Colonel 
Smith and Colonel Wallace went in the fall of 1861 and took posses- 
sion of Paducah. Not being supplied with tents, they took possession 
of this mill for quarters. It should have been paid for at the time, but 
was not,and afterward a provision was in the law preventing 
the adjudication of such claims. It is not a claim of the same charac- 
ter as that to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
referred. I would beas much opposed as the gentleman from 
himself to the adjudication of the claim if it had been for the occu- 
pancy of a building down in the enemy’s country. But Paducah was 
really no more in the enemy’s country during that period than was the 
district the gentleman himself represents here, and consequently the 
case stands on a very different footing from property which was taken 
possession of down in the enemy’s country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman, if I understand the position he takes, 
bases his argument upon the ground that the case is not reached by the 
Bowman act, because, in fact, the occupation of this property, and the 
damage done toit, was not done at the seat of war. Now, let me call the 
gentleman’s attention to a case with which he is no doubt familiar. The 
gentleman remembers the famous Dr. Best case, which ocenpied so much 
time in Con and which presented such an interesting question. 

Mr. ROWELL, Yes, very well; and I am in favor of paying it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. And the Wallace case, at Lexington, 
Mo., is a similar one, and ought to be paid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was for the destruction of property by the Fed- 
eral forces, in the face of military operations, right at Paducah. It was 
before Co from time to time, and was a most interesting be- 
cause it was sought to establish one of two doctrines, either that in 
cases of that character the Government should pay the value of the prop- 
erty on account of the spoliation and occupation of the property, or that 
it should not. It isacasethat presents the wholequestion. And there 
is another ſumous case in Missouri. It was determined that the Govern- 
ment could not enter upon the payment for the occupation of property 
under these cireumstances or for damages done to it. That was the 
Paducah case, and yet my friend says that it was not at all affected by 
the Bowman law not being at the seat of war. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true that the Best house was ed be- 
cause it was in the lineof fire of afort with the immediate prospect of a 
battle in front at one time when the enemy got there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘Then it presents a very different case from that 
which is presented here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend from Illinois, as I understood him, 
spoke of that as not being the seat of war. 

Mr. ROWELL. Not at the time that this property was in the pos- 
session of the Government. Up in Ohio and Indiana it might be said 
the seat of war existed when Mo: made his raid. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman had some war in his own State, 
I believe, at one time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the case is not affected by the Bowman act the 
gentleman can see that it is a proper question for adjudication by the 
Court of Claims. If it is affected by the Bowman law, you are calling 
for facts which when obtained, according to the decision of the Court 
of Claims uniformly made, can not be used as a basis on which to predi- 
cate legislation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, upon an examination of this bill 
I find that it is notof the purport I thought it to be atthe time of mak- 
ing my first inquiry. I find it is simply to provide for an investigation 
by the Quartermaster-General’s Department of the United States Army. 
The Secretary of War is to cause to be investigated by the Quartermas- 
ter-General’s Department the questions arising from the alleged use, 
occupation, or damage by the United States of this property. And then 
what follows? Not that the accounts shall be adjusted and paid—that 
bridge we have not yet reached—butsimply that ‘‘ when such investi- 
gation shall be completed the Secretary of War shall report the result 
thereof, with his recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action 


in the premises.“ That is all there is of the bill, and if any of us here 
should be fortunate enough to be in the House when that report comes 
back, we can then debate the question as to whether the claim shall 
be paid or not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am not here specially 
to oppose this bill, but I represent a district from Missouri in which 
there are numberless claims, such as are embodied in this bill, fully as 
meritorious, that have been pending before the Departments of this 
Government, which have been brought before this Congress, and no re- 
lief has ever been granted. I feel, sir, that it is high time for us to 
call a halt upon this of piecemeal legislation, making fish of 
one and fowl of another. Let the Committee on War Claims bring in 
a bill authorizing the proper authorities to investigate the facts in all 
of these cases where relief is asked, that we may have them all before 
us and act upon them intelligently. 

In the case of Lexington, where Wallace’s house was destroyed, the 
troops there occupied the Female Baptist College for two years. The 
trustees of that college have been knocking at the doors of Congress. 
They have been before the Quartermaster’s Department and before the 
Secretary of War, and the invariable answer is, wait till some general 
law is passed by which relief can be granted to you. Therefore I think 
itis high time the committee having these matters in charge should 
perfect some legislation by which we can treat all alike, instead of pass- 
ing bills to allow the claims of the favored few. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no member on this floor who 
would vote more heartily than myself for any bill that could be formu- 
lated here that would take all these claims out of the Committee on 
War Claims and provide a tribunal by which they could be adjudicated 
without coming to Congress. But these claims come to us by the hun- 
dred from every section of the country, and we are expected to dis- 
charge our duty as regards the various bills referred tous. We have 
no election. We can not sit still and allow these claims to wait till we 
have a general law p and passed. i 

As to this particular claim, whether it shall go to the War Depart- 
ment or the Court of Claims is a question for the House to determine. 
The claim has been investigated by the War Department and a large 
sum of money has been found to be due; but the Department feel they 
have no authority to pay the amount due, and offer these claimants so 
e month while the buildings were occupied. The claimants 
deci not to take this because they believe it is not enough, and they 
come for relief to the Congress of the United States, and ask you simply 
to allow the War Department to investigate the case again and deter- 
mine what is due them and report to Congress, which can then pass a 
bill making an appropriation. 

The whole question seems to hinge on the idea as to where the claim 
shall go to be investigated. It has been before the War Department. 
All that is asked is that it shall be allowed to go back there withont 
this additional machinery being added on to the case. 

I am one of the class of men who believe as to these claims, if they 
are honest, you should pay them honestly and not talk about the danger 
of this or the other class of claims. If the Government owes 
these loyal citizens I do not think Congress should refuse to pay them 
or refuse to allow the claims to be heard before a tribunal to decide 
what is due them. 

So far as I am individually concerned, I am not a particular stickler 
or advocate for a general payment of claims. But I do believe, sir, 
that this Government owes it to the people who were loyal in the border 
States that just claims should be paid. For I tell you a man who was 
loyal in the Southern States or the border States during the war de- 
serves more credit than a man who was loyal in Massachusetts. I be- 
lieve the good faith of the Government demands that it shall right- 
eously adjudge the claims of loyal people in the border States. I 
believe so long as the Government stands back and refuses to adjust 
these loyal claims you are not binding the hearts of the people in loy- 
alty to the Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to say 
that in the remarks I made I was making a plea for the loyal citizens 
in the border States, more particularly the loyal citizens in the State 
of Missouri. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. So I understood the gentleman. This 
claimant was a loyal man. I hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] sending this claim to the Court of Claims 
will not be to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not sent up any amendment. I must object, 
however, I say to my friend from Kentucky, to this mode of legislation. 
If these claims are to be paid, I hope Congress will say so in direct 
terms, and not by indirection. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HEIRS OF ANDREW F. M’MILLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 897) for 
the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased, reported 
with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to pay to the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased, 
of Fayette County, Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro: riated, the sum of $1,050, for fuel taken and used by the Army of the 
United States during the late war. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out $1,050” and insert 9201.“ 

Mr. EDEN. I should like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Comstock) was read, as follows: 

Andrew F. MeMillin, of Fayette County, Kentucky, on the 29th day of No- 
vember, 1865, filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General, United States 
Army, a claim for quartermaster stores supplied to the Army in 1863. He claimed 
the price and value of 350 cords of wood, at $3 per cord, amounting to $1,050, 

It appears from the evidence in the case that since the filing of this claim 
claimant has died intestate, leaving heirs at law, who inherited his rights, and 
who continue to urge payment of the claim. 

The evidence discloses that the Quartermaster-General investigated the claim 
through an agent, who found in favor of the claimant— 

First. That he was loyal. 

Second. That a detachment of the Army in 1863 encam on claimant's land 
and consumed fuel, consisting of planks, posts, and rails; that at the time re- 
233 8 * og ergs resided on a tract of land adjacent to the city limits of Lex- 

ni in e. 

Ker a careful investigation of the case the agent of the Department was un- 
able to find the quantity of stores furnished to the Army as stated by claimant, 
but from the evidence before him reported in favor of claimant 31 cords of 
wood at $6 per cord, amounting to $204, and in submitting said report, at the 
conclusion of the same, said agent uses the following language: 

“Under all the circumstances I am satisfied compensation should be made, 
and therefore respectfully recommend the payment of the amount as found,” 

This case illustrates the serious difficulty after such a lapse of time to ascertain 
with absolute certainty amounts and value of property N to have been 
taken and used by the Army. The claimant by his own vit and several 
other affidavits corroborating him that he furnished 350 cords of wood at 
the time mentioned; other testimony and circumstances tend to show the quan- 
2 largely overestimated by the claimant. 

n view of this conflict in the evidence and the extreme difficulty at this late 

day of rebutting such claim, your committee find it more satisfactory to adopt 
the report of the agent of the Quartermaster's De ent as to quantity and 
value, and therefore report the accompanying bill (H. R. 897) with the followi 
amendment: Strike out “one thousand and fifty’ and insert “two hundred an 
ſour; and recommend its passage. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. It strikes me this is a bill to which the House 
should give some attention. There is a claim for 350 cords of wood at 
$3 a cord—a claim put in under affidavit. The committee find there 
were 34 cords at $6 a cord; an agent of the Quartermaster’s Depurt- 
ment found the same thing. It may be some compensation should be 
voted to the claimant in this case. But I think where claimants come 
in and defraud the Government in this way they should be turned away 
from these halls without being allowed a cent. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, if I read the report aright, the com- 
mittee find that this party is entitled to be paid for 34 cords of wood at 
$6 a cord, and that he put in a claim for 350 cords of wood at $3 a cord, 
never asking for pay at $6 a cord, but only at the rate of $3. In addition 
to that he claims for ‘‘ wood,” which must be taken to mean cord-wood, 
while the committee allow him for posts and fence-rails. I think there 
are very suspicious circumstances connected with this claim and I shall 
vote against it. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend the gentlemen are mis- 
taken when they say that this claim is an attempt to defraud the Gov- 
ernment. I think they do not understand the circumstances of the 
case. The fact is, the soldiers of the Union Army just went into the 
forests there (and they have very beautiful forests about Lexington) 
and cut down whatever they pleased, and when this gentleman charged 
$3 a cord it was doubtless for wood that the soldiers cut. It appears, 
however, that the Government officers would not allow him anything 
for wood that the soldiers had cut. Now, it is all very well for gentle- 
men to sag that this is a false claim, to guess that it is a false claim, 
without any ground to guess on. It is proved that the Army did get 
34 cords of this gentleman’s wood, and of course the proof as to how 
much they got determines the amount he should be paid for. But, 
Mr. Chairman, this may, nevertheless, be a perfectly just claim, and I 
know just exactly how the whole thing could happen. The soldiers 
went in there and cut down his wood in the forest, and then they took 
his fence-rails and burned them up—for who does not know how pro- 
verbial the soldiers were for burning fences ona cold night? [Laugh- 
ter.] They took his wood and nig Cogs his fences and they took every- 
thing they wanted, but of course he could not prove that the Govern- 
ment got anything. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman explain why the committee 
have doubled the price of this wood? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Because the soldiers took the man’s rails and fence- 

instead of wood in the forest. Anybody can understand that. 

Laughter?] 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] is not justified in as- 
suming that this claim is an attempt to defraud the Government. I 
know nothing of the facts of the case myself, but I knew very well the 
old gentleman whose representatives are the beneficiaries of this claim, 
as did my colleague on the other side from the Maysville district. Mr. 
McMillin in his old removed from the county of Harrison to the 
county of Fayette, and lived near the city of Lexington, and this claim 
arose during the occupancy of his own and adjoining places by the Fed- 
eral troops. It is e Baa improper for me to say that during that 
time I was not practicing law in Lexington and had no opportunity of 


knowing the facts of this case myself, nor have I examined the papers, 
but, as I have said, I knew Mr. McMillin exceedingly well, and I know 
that he was a man utterly incapable of any fraud whatever. That I 
can say of my personal knowledge of the old gentleman, who has now 
gone I hope to a better land. He was a man utterly incapable of com- 
mitting a fraud of any kind, and not only that, but there was no in- 
ducement for him to do such a thing, because he was a man of very 
considerable wealth at that time. I think if the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] will examine the report further he will find 
this state of facts: 

The testimony of Mr. McMillin and others put the loss at about a 
thousand and some odd dollars. Afterward, when the war was over 
and the witnesses were out of the way and when estimates could not 
be accurately made, from the testimony that was then taken the quar- 
termaster came to two conclusions. The first was that compensation 
should be made, for he says, Under all the circumstances, I am satis- 
fied com tion should be made, and therefore y recom- 
mend,” &e. The other was that the amount claimed was greater than 
the proof showed to be proper, and therefore the quartermaster recom- 
mended the allowance of a very much smaller sum. The committee 
make a very wise and sensible suggestion when they say that this case 
illustrates, in this view, the extreme difficulty at this late day of re- 
butting a claim of this kind. 

But the same difficulty that exists of rebutting exists also, on the 
other hand, of perpetuating or obtaining testimony to establish such a 
claim. So that this is one of those cases growing out of the war where 
persons on the ground, making their estimates at the time and from 
personal knowledge, came to one conclusion, while subsequently offi- 
cers investigating the cases upon other testimony, given by persons not 
personally cognizant of all the facts, reach other conclusions. Saying 
this much, I think it proper to say further, that the conclusion of the 
83 from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that this claim is a 

raud is a mistake. It is simply one of those cases of conflict of tes- 
timony which are quite common, and which naturally grow out of the 
state of things existing in war. May I be permitted to add—for I 
know something of the condition of things there, although I was not 
at Lexington except at irregular and infrequent intervals, when I, with 
certain gentlemen with whom I was connected, came up from where 
we were spending our time in the Southern country and revisited our 
homes, but did not stay long [laughter]—may I be permitted to add 
that in the then existing condition of things there were circumstances 
in all cases of this kind which rendered it exceedingly difficult to get 
at the facts. The Federal troops used Lexington as headquarters for 
a very large military department. It was the en t for their pro- 
visions and their army stores; it was the resting-p of the regi- 
ments that had been in campaigns, and it was the place of preparation 
for the regiments that were getting ready to go into campaigns; it was 
the point at which preparations were made for raids like that of Gen- 
eral Burbridge and General Stoneman; it was a place where thousands 
of men were coming and going continually, so that the same camp 
would not belong occupied by the same regiment, brigade, or division, 
seldom longer than a few weeks. Now, the use of materials of all 
kinds during that time was by these various commands, extending 
over a period of months. The encampment at the south side near the 
old fair grounds (which were entirely destroyed by that encampment) 
continued for probably a couple of years, and was occupied by thirty, 
forty, perhaps one hundred, possibly two hundred, different military 


8 from various States. 

ow, theclaimant obtained his testimony from persons in the imme- 
diate neighborhood who were acquainted with the facts, while as a rule 
the quartermaster obtained his not from that source, but by getting the 
names of persons in the various regiments and applying to them for in- 
formation. In that way it sometimes happened that the colonel of a 
regiment would give the quartermaster information as to what supplies 
had been taken during his occupancy of the camp, extending, perhaps, 
only over two or three weeks, while the claimant was seeking compen- 
sation for supplies furnished or damages sustained during a period of 
several months, covering the occupancy of the encampment by various 
other regiments. 

So there would be an apparent discrepancy, which would be accounted 
for by the fact that the testimony in one case covered a period very 
much longer than that covered by the testimony in the other. I take 
it for granted this is a case of that kind; that at this point near Mr. 
McMILLIN’s, where there was a permanent encampment, these things 
were used; and I judge they were not only cord-wood but fences; 
for from some little knowledge on this subject I presume that when 
the soldiers, whether they wore the blue or the gray, wanted fuel on a 
cold night, or the quartermaster wanted it for them, those who took 
the wood were not very particular as to the measurement of the quantity 
they took or as to the precise form in which they found the wood. 
I presume, therefore, in this case wood was taken in various ways. 

The only question, then, is whether this loyal man should receive pay 
for these things taken and used by the Federal soldiery at that time. 
And I may be permitted to add a single thought to what my colleague 
and ‘friend and old comrade from Kentucky has said. The Union men 
of Kentucky—and I may speak of them with some little knowledge, 
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because I lived under the roof - tree of one who was probably the most 
ultra and (saying it with a memory that is pathetic as to him) one of 
the most useful—the Union men of Kentucky during that unhappy 
period were subject to things from which probably, in view of the ne- 
cessities of the war, they could not bé free, but which were sometimes 
very galling. Their supplies were taken, their provender was taken. 
A wagon would drive up to their corn-cribs or their hay-stacks and 
their corn or hay would be loaded upon the wagon; and in the same 
way wheat would be taken from garners. The parties taking these 
things sometimes left a voucher, and sometimes they did not. And 
when a voucher was left it was not always a correct voucher. During 
those years of the war this was the experience of numbers of ein 
the portion of the country where I lived; and I can afford to this 
testimony because I did not with the persons to whom it occurred; 
I did not share their opinions. I was doing all I could to make them 
live under a government that was not taking their corn and their hay 
under those circumstances. 

After the war the persons from whom these things had been taken 
knew how much had been taken. These vouchers—probably sometimes 
honestly meant to be correct and sometimes not meant to be correct— 
were brought up to show what had apparently been taken; and there 
was a discrepancy. Anybody who has taken the trouble to examine 
knows it frequently happened that the evidence on one sideshowed a cer- 
tain amount taken and on the other side a certain other amount. But 
on deeper examination it would probably be ascertained that the evi- 
dence showing the smaller amount was only those vouchers, while the 
record of the amount received and turned in would come very near to 
what the claimants themselves proved. 

I make thisstatement simply that the House may understand the gen- 
eral nature of these claims. I know nothing about this particular case 
except what is in the papers. The old man died many years ago; his 
son lives in my town; I know him very well; I presume he knows noth- 
ing whatever about these facts, for judging from his age he must have 
been a small boy at the time of these occurrences, The testimony as to 
the amount is that of persons most of whom, I presume, are dead; and 
the question now is simply whether that which was taken by the Goy- 
ernment shall not be paid for in any amount because the testimony 
taken by the ter indicates that the claimants ask for too 
much—in other words, whether the Government shall seize and use the 
property of loyal men in time of war, and because the party from whom 
the property was takenclaims more than the Government witnesses say 
he was entitled to he shall not be paid a cent for what was taken. That 
is the proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask why this claim was not settled by the 
Quartermaster’s Department? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can not answer that ques- 
tion; I did not look into the papers, but judge from the report the rea- 
son was that the claim may have been filed so late as possibly to have 
been barred by the statute of limitations. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps some gentleman here can state why the 
claim was not paid. 

7 F of Kentucky. I am not aware why it was 
not 6 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is stated in the report, as the gentleman will 
see, that the Quartermaster’s ay aks ee did investigate this claim, and 
recommended that the amount be reduced from $1,050 to $204. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And recommended the payment 
of that amount? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And recommended the payment of that amount, 
which is the amount recommended by the bill asamended. The claim- 
ant desired to be paid $1,050. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the agent who investigated the matter recom- 
mended that the amount be paid why did not the s De- 

ent pay it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Without knowing anything 
of this particular case, I judge it was not paid for want of an appro- 
priation. In a great many cases examined by the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment payment was recommended, but there was no appropriation 
and the parties were obliged to look to Congress to make an appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. BRAGG. That explanation could not possibly apply in this case. 
In all those cases where the Quartermaster-General or his agents inves- 
tigate a claim and the claim is reported upon favorably it to the 
Auditor and Comptroller, and then comes here reported as allowed by 
them, and such claims constitute the items of our “‘4th of July bills,” 
such as that passed here the other day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Comstock] who examined the papers can probably explain 
that matter. 

Mr. BRAGG. If the Quartermaster-General recommended the pay- 
ment of this claim it has either been rejected by the Auditor or Comp- 
troller, or else it belongs on the bill to which I referred. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Perhaps I can explain the matter. The 
here claimed $1,050, and the Quartermaster-General recommended the 
payment of only 8204. 


Mr. BRAGG. But that occurs in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
that come from the Quartermaster’s Department and after examina- 
tion by the Auditor and Comptroller are reported to Congress for allow- 


ance. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But the party, it seems, has declined to take the 


Mr. BRAGG. But the gentleman is entirely mistaken in supposing 
that would make any difference. The papers, in cases where an allow- 
ance is made by the Quartermaster’s Department and is approved by 
1 and Comptroller, come to this House and an appropriation 

e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the gentleman from Wisconsin mistaken in 
supposing that a claim growing out of a contract would go into the bill 
to which he has refi ? 

Mr. BRAGG. If the claim arises under a contract, that is a horse 
of another color’? entirely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This claimant is insisting that the Government 
owes him $1,050, but the committee has reported in favor of allowing 
him only $204. 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House had, 
according to order, had under consideration the Private Calendar and 
had directed him to report back sundry bills with various recommenda- 
tions. 

a 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


The SPEAKER, The question first recurs on bill (S. 193) for the re- 
lief of John Hollins MeBlair reported back with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand the previous question on the third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to state that if the House will now adjourn 
or take a recess, so the on business may be attended to this even- 
ing, business I think will be facilitated. I shall ask the House fora 
yea-and-nay vote on this McBlair bill, and that will carry it beyond 
the hour at which the recess should be taken. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let the previous question be ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the passage of the bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. On the third reading and passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that if itis agreed that we 
will then take a recess until half past 7 o’clock. 

Mr. BRAGG. I insist upon the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order pending the demand for the 
previous question on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the previous question was demanded 


on the of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been read a third time yet. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs with instructions to report to the House the cause of the 
disability of the claimant. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman had better reduce it to 


writing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House take a recess until half past 7 
o’clock this evening. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same. 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER’s motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 o’clock 
this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
„ m.) was called to order by Mr. RICHARDSON, who directed the read- 
ing of the following communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1888. 
Sm: I hereby designate Hon. James D. RICHARDSON Speaker pro tempore, to 
preside at the session of the House this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK. 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wil read the order under 
which the House assembles to-night. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p.m. 
until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and bills reported 
from the Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only, be considered. 

Mr. WINANS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of bills under the special order just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideraton of the Private Calendar under the special order just 
read. ‘The Clerk will report the first bill. 

FRANCES M’NEIL POTTER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1625) 
for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, to increase the pension of Frances McNeil Potter, ter of the late 
General John McNeil, United States Army, from twenty to forty dollars per 
month, said increase to take effect from and after the passage of act. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out, in the seventh line, the word “forty ” and insert the word “ thirty.” 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, as the committee will per- 
ceive the bill reported by the committee in this case is for the increase 
of the pensionof Mrs. Frances McNeil Potter from $20 to $30 amonth. 
The facts upon which the committee recommend the increase are dis- 
closed in the report, which was read at the last Friday evening session 
of the House for the consideration of these bills. I know of no other 
facts than those disclosed in that report. 

These facts, Mr. Chairman, are historical, and show that Mrs. Potter 
is the daughter of General John McNeil, of New Hampshire. General 
McNeil devoted the most of his life to the service of his country. He 
was engaged in a number of wars in defense of his country and par- 
ticipated in a number of battles. He was a conspicuous figure at the 
battle of Chippewa, where his conduct in a flank movement 
was decisive of the fortunes of that battle. Gen Scott spoke of him 
in the highest terms on that occasion, and it was his opinion, as well 
as the opinion of General Jesup, that hisconduct in making that flank 
movement secured victory to the American arms, He was afterward 
engaged in the battle of Lundy’s Lane, another historical battle, and 
was there severely wounded and made a cripple for life. He was bre- 
vetted from the rank of captain to that of brigadier: , and was 
brevetted twice in the space of twenty days for conspicuous gallantry 
on the field of battle. These are the facts connected with his history. 
He is the father of the lady recommended for this increase of pension. 

Now, as to the policy of Congress in a matter of this kind in grant- 
ing such pensions, it is sufficiently established in the action of Congress 
itself in this very case. 

This is not an application for a pensionin the first instance. A pre- 
vious Congress has extended the benefitof the pension law to thislady; 
and this bill asks only the small pittance of $10 per month addition to 
the pension already granted. She is now a widow and is much older 
than when the ion was granted; is more destitute and dependent 
than when the United States Congress first conferred this ion upon 
her, and she is more in need of it. It cannot besaid that this estab- 
lishes a precedent. The precedent is already established; but when- 
ever similar cases arise it will be a good precedent. Whenever another 
John MeNeil leaves a daughter in similar circumstances this would be 
and ought to be a precedent. 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that much more may 
be said in behalf of the lady who is the applicant in this case than has 
been said by the gentleman from Alabama who has just taken his seat 
or than appears in the report of the committee. I there is an im- 
pression upon the minds of some of the members that this is my bill. 
It is not, but I take a special interest in it. This old lady is a eonstit- 
uent of mine in a certain sense. In the days of her married life she 
was a resident in the city of Manchester, where I also reside, and I was 
acquainted with her family. But beyond all personal considerations 
that might influence me I feel, as a New Hampshire as a New 
Hampshire Representative, that when the daughter of old John Me- 
Neil—John McNeil of Chippewa and of Lundy’s Lane—comes before 
this Congress with a little claim she has a right to a favorable word 
from her Representative. 

As has been said by the gentleman from Alabama, he was one of the 
horoic figures of the war of 1812. It was a war in which we needed 
heroic figures upon land; for, notwithstanding the fact that our sailors 
on the ocean and the lakes won victories which reflected the highest 
credit on the American name and on our arms, still the coursé of our 
armies—the campaigns upon the land—was altogether different. It 
was a period in the war when Hull had surrendered; when American 
troops misbehaved themselves; when the capital city of the United 
States became the prey of the enemy, and when this very building in 


which we are now assembled was left by them a mass of blackened 
ruins. In all the history of that war there were but few bright points 
that we can pick out as Americans, and John McNeil’s heroism was 
one of them. Two of the brightest and most illustrious exhibitions of 
American valor were his gallantry in the battle of Chippewa, and more 
particularly at the battle of Lundy’s Lane—which is only incidentally 
alluded to in this report—Lundy’s Lane, where almost every commis- 
sioned officer of his regiment was killed or wounded, and when he, with 
his thigh crushed by a grape-shot, was made a cripple for life. 

But, sir, there are other facts than those alluded to in this report or 
by the gentleman from Alabama to which I wish to call attention. 
This gin; Pode is the applicant here has other claims upon the Govern- 
ment. e comes of a race of heroes in every root and branch of the 
family tree. 

Sheis a grandniece of old Benjamin Pierce, who served forseven years 
in the Continental Army and who closed up his military career by let- 
ting daylight through a British officer in New York who dared to make 
fun in his presence of the ‘‘ blasted Yankees.’’ She is a niece of Frank- 
lin Pierce, once President of the United States, and however much some 
of us here may disagree with Franklin Pierce on matters dead and 
gone, I, as a New Hampshire man, stand ready to defend his military 
fame and integrity. Istand here ready to bear testimony to his gal- 
lantry when he led Scott's Reserves from the coast to Pueblo, and to 
defend the bravery he exhibited in every battle in Mexico, culminat- 
ing in the storming of Chapultepec, when he was requested to dismount 
because riding he was a target for the enemy, and he made this reply, 
The more bullets there are for me the less there are for the men, 

The brother of this same lady, it occurs to me, John McNeil, jr., 
bearing his father’s name, was in his country’s service, and died in his 
country’s service many years ago, and is buried in the Congressional 
Cemetery. Her son or possibly stepson, for Iam not sure whether or 
not she was the second wife of her husband, Judge Potter, and her only 
male support, was Drown Potter, whom I knew at Manchester. He was 
killed early in the war. 

These are some of the additional claims that occur to me beyond what 
appear in the report of the committee. These are matters known to me 
as a New Hampshire man, and I give them to the House in order that 
there may be no more quibbling about voting this additional $10. We 
can each of us vote this $10 and go home without fear of bankrupting 
the Treasury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to add but a word or two to what my 
coll e has said in support of this bill. By examining this report it 
will be discovered that when General John McNeil died in 1850—and 
he died in this city—his death was fittingly taken notice of by both 
Houses of Congress, and eulogies were pronounced in both Houses of 
Congress concerning the gallantry and heroism of this brave man. I 
desire to say further that Mrs. Potter is now a widow, in destitute cir- 
cumstances. She is a woman quite advanced in years, and a woman 
whose sole support is the pension she derives from the country her he- 
roic father so ably defended. 

I was surprised in reading the RECORD of last Saturday to find that 
objections were made on this floor to pensioning the daughter of a sol- 
dier. As the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs has prop- 
erly said, the precedent was established when this woman and other 
daughters of soldiers were pensioned long years ago. We have in my 
own State a good many instances of daughters of soldiers who to-day 
are drawing pensions from the Government, and properly so, as I be- 
lieve. In my own State there is a case where two daughters of a sol- 


dier have been drawing pensions for ten years, the daughters of General 


Miller, who, like General McNeil, distinguished himself in the war of 
1812, and did much to save the country from the overthrow which 
threatened it in that war. I think the principle has been established 
that this Government can properly pension daughters as well as widows 
of soldiers. When this lady was pensioned that precedent was estab- 
lished, as far as she is concerned; and she simply comes here and asks 
this additional pittance from this great and generous Government of 
ours, that she may keep herself from destitution and want in her old 
age. And I feel sure the generous Representatives here of a generous 
Government will not refuse for a moment to bestow this pittance on the 
deserving daughter of a noble and heroic father. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwould suggest that if the friends of this bill will 
permit us to vote I think we will pass it without objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

NANCY J. FREELS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I. R. 4287) 
to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of Pleasant M. Freels, 
Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of pny e Freels, widow of Pleasant M. Freel late 
of the above-named ent, on the pension-rolis, and © to her a certificate 
of pension, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
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4287) to grant msion to Nancy J. Freels, widow of Pleasant M. Freels, late of 
Company E, ‘Third rd Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, having carefully considered 
the same, submit the following report: 

Pieasant M. Freels enlisted as private in Company E, Third t Ten- 
nessee Volunteers, February 12, 1862, and was disc! from service De- 
comber 26, 1862, and died August 3, 1877, and left surviving him, as his widow, 
Nancy J. ¥reels, who filed claim for pension March 31, 1880, and ‘her claim was 


rejected June 18. 1884, without the reason therefor miren; 

ie soidier was Sari be Ape tly rine s: perform — — 
regiment, show: permanen! g es 
a soldier use of carditis, resulting from W papa iaraa p 


The evidence shows that the soldier was healthy and free from disease when 
he enlisted, and that he became disabled and broken down in health from ex- 
posure and ha: ardships while in the service and in the line of duty, and while a 
prisoner of war, from which he never recovered 

He is shown by the official records to have suffered and received medical treat- 
ment, while a soldier, for heart disease, the result of rheumatism contracted 
while a prisoner of war, and the evidence shows that he died of t hoid fever, 

which was the result of his generally broken down and bad condition of health, 
and that he had been in very bad health from the date SLAE TEN OANT the tay’ 
of his death, receiving almost constant medical treatment. 

Your committee agree i& recommending the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. PETERS. Task that the reports accompanying these bills be 
printed in the RECORD where they are not read as well as where they 
are read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is a good suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the reports, although 
the reading may not be called for, will be printed in the Fees: 

There was no objection. 

EDGAR PAYNE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 837) 
granting a pension to Edgar Payne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ye yr ined Co., 8 the Secretary of the 8 bo, and is — Lag wa 

ized and directed to place the name of e, late of 5 B. On 
hundred and ninth Regiment United States lorod Volunteers, on 

roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 837) 
Edgar Payne, having considered the same, submit the 


rt: 
8 — as a sergeant in n One hundred and ninth 
pn Biante Colored Troops, June 12, 1864, and was discharged from the 


Certificate of on file in the case shows his tal hos- 
qßßVVVVVVVVVTTVTTTTTTTTT INEDI furnish the 
record evidence required. 


Claimant T by his own and the affidavit of Dr. S. K. Vanmeter, who was 
his family 9 before enlistment and who is highly credible, that the said 
claimant was sound and healthy and free from lung disease or rheumatism at 


comrad 
that he was sound and healthy, free from diarrhea, x. disease 
$, and and that while in the service and in the line of 


that he was at that time com ing N. N from which claimant a 
fered as long as he treated which was for two or three years after his dis- 
charge, and which d was of —— a support 
by Nene labor. 


Dr. II. P. Cartwright testifies to the existence of the diseases from and after 


Your committee believe that the facts are all well established by reliable evi 
dence; that claimant was healthy and free from disease at the time of enlist- 
ment, and that from ex and hardships while in the service and in the line 
of duty he contracted the disabilities — of, from which he has never 
recove 


Your committee accordingly recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


CALVIN MEANS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 851) for 
the relief of Calvin Means. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., 1 3 and eet to the provisions 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension- ro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 8 
member of Company B, Fiſteenth Regiment West e vais, 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 
Calvin Means enlisted as a private in * — B, Fifteenth West 
p 2 pey 


Volunteers, on August 13, 1862, was d on June 14, 1865. Filed 
claim for pension on May 8, 1878, based on chronic diarrhea contracted while in 
the service and line of duty, on which the issioner of Pensions rendered 


the following decision: “Approved for chronic diarrhea one-fourth to October 10, 
1879, and then cease, as ‘dunbinte having ceased,” 

There can be no doubt about the fact that said soldier contracted chronicdiar- 
rhea while in the service and line of duty, „ and the only question that your com- 
mittee find in the ease detrimental to claim for pension is as to wanes = no 
the said disability has ceased or now exists in a pensionable degree. On this 
point the proof is full and clear. 

It appears from the de tions of divers credible witnesses filed in the case 
during the year 1883, and from quite an extensive“ a ” correspond- 
ence carried on between the department and a number of gentlemen whom the 


Commissioner of Pensions addressed 8 touching the matter after the re- 
jection of the claim, that claimant was then suffering from said disease to a con- 
siderable extent, and there isnot the slightest doubt to be cast on this conclusion 
from the yoluminous Hroar and letters in the case, save a statement of one Mr, 
Jos. J. Johnson, of East 838 Ohio, Peet oe ina letter of date August 15, 1883, 

s the disease, in his opinion, was ry and caused by gluttony. 4 
W While he does not by any statement shear alt in ion of any means 
of knowledge as to claimant’s condition, your committee are not disposed to 
give any weight to his mere statement of opinion when not on oath as against 
such overwhelming proof to the contrary. 

1 family physician, who stands indorsed in the record as “credible,” 
testifies on Au 3, 1883, tha’ that he had known and treated the claimant for ten 

ears, to wit, from 1873 to 1 and that the claimant has during that time suf- 

fered continuously from said disease, 

Examinin, thy aby 18 M. S. Holt, on the 10th day of October, 1879, and L. R. 
Charton, on 1880, certify that they can not from examination find any 
evidences of 110 isease; and subsequently, on the 5th day of September, 

a full of ered surgeons certify to the existence of symptoms of d 
ease, and fix the rating at one-eighth total disability. 

Your committee is strongly of opinion that said soldier i is entitled to a pension. 

They recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


OC. W. I. PUGH, 

The next business on the Private Calender was a bill (H. R. 3419) 
granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
do., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

pension laws, the name of C. W. I. Pugh, late a private in 
Company G, Forty unh Kentucky Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


G. W. I. Pugh enlisted as a private in Company G, Twenty-fourth Kentucky 
Volunteers, on the 5th November, 1861, and, „Without p rocuring a discharge from 
said service, re-enlisted in Company G, Forty-fHſth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
2 orca evil eng in said service until he was discharged therefrom on the 

e 


. 
the service and in line of duty, z7 an 8 in — with the 


ae ford, Lexin; Ky., in June, 1864, he was thrown from his horse, and 
Ae Scares right groin, resulting in hernia, which has permanently 


yf 
He filed claim for pension February 15, 1881, and after having four special ex- 
aminations his claim was rejected on the ground that he had no right to enlist 
in Fory ana Regiment Kentucky Volunteers without first procuring a dis- 


service. 

It is abundantly shown that he was a good, brave, and faithful soldier, always 
read okays A and that he acted in perfect good faith when he enlisted in the 
said Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and that he did not know his 
— — enlistment was a violation of the rules and regulations of the Department 

In view of the faithful service of the soldier during his first service and the 
i good faith with which pane enlisted in the last regiment, and the long and 

thful service during his last service, and the fact that the proof in the case 
shows beyond doubt that he was sound and free from any hernia or other dis- 
ability when he enlisted, and that he was, while in line of duty and in battle with 
the enemy, ently disabled, and the further fact that after an exhaustive 
examination of his case by a ial examiner of the Pension Office the facts in 
the case ee Aaja bain ties ly meritorious that the special examiner recom- 
mends the poder, ap n, notwithstanding the decision of the Adjutant- 
General sol naes nae ta to enlist in his last service, your committee 
pacman pear the passage of 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL V. BALLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 846) 
granting a pension to Samuel V. Balland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, G., That the 5 of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to to te the name of Samuel V . Balland, late of — — O, Fifty-second Ken- 
1 of Mounted Infantry, or onthe pension-roll, subject to the provis- 

ions and tions of the pension Ja: 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


Samuel V. Holland enlisted asa Pape ano Com ta discharged C, Fifty-second Regiment 

Volunteers, August 23, 1863, therefrom January 

Bare applied for pension Wee 8.1850 1 on disease of lungs re- 

from cold contracted while in said service, and in the line of duty,and 
while he was a prisoner of war, 

His claim was 1 on r Ay 1884, on the ground of no record and the 
Satman sd 9 to ſu h medical testimony showing treatment 

uring service or prior to 1867. 
t testifies that he was sound and able-bodied and free from disease 
when he enlisted, and that while he was in the service and in the line of — 
at Franklin, Ky., and while he was a prisoner of war near Mount Sterli 

he was subj to great exposure and hardships, was forced by 1 J RA 

rgan's command to travel a great distance on foot on *double-quick™ 
time, and T to wade streams of water, from which he contracted severe 
cold, which resulted in a severe cough and disease of the lungs, from which he 
has never recovered, and which har’ disabled him from earning a support by 
manual labor. He further testifies that Dr. Hawthorne, the only surgeon who 
treated him in the service, is dead, and that Dr. Farmville, the only physician 
who treated him from discharge to 1867, is also dead. 

Fifteen witnesses testify in the case, nearly all of whom are certified in the 

“brief” to be of good character and credibility. 

Your committee are of opinion that these witnesses, many of whom were his 
intimate acquaintances before the war, and seven of whom were his comrades 
in the service, and three of whom were taken prisoners with claimant, clearly 
and beyond the sbadow of a reasonable doubt establish each andevery material 
fact to which claimant testifies. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant is entitled to a pension. ey 
therefore recommend the of the bill, 3 en tr phy of the so 
Sao eerie printed in bill corrected so as to Samuel V. Hol- 


The committee reported an amendment, as follows: 
Strike out “ Balland,” in the fourth line, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
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„Holland; also amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Samuel V. Holland.” 


The amendment was agreed to. r 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LUCY J. MITCHELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 858) 
granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws governing pensions to widows of captains, the 
name of Lucy J. Mitchell, widow of Joseph Mitchell, deceased, late captain of 
Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


Joseph Mitchell, the husband of Lucy J. Mitchell, enlisted in nay I, 
Forty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers, and was duly commissioned as 
captain of said company on the 5th day of October, 1863, and served as captain 
of said company until November 12, 1863, when he died from brain fever and in- 
ey mg of brain, which he contracted while in said service and in the line 
of duty. 

Lucy J, Mitchell, his widow, applied for pension on the 29th day of July, 1867, 
which was rejected on the 13th day of September, 1875, on the ground that sol- 
dier was not in the service of the United States at the time he contracted the 
disease from which he died, as shown by the Adjutant-General. 

The repon of the Adjutant-General shows the facts, as set out in the second 
paragraph of this report, to exist so far as relates to enlistment, commission, 
service, and death of the soldier, but decides that the soldier was not mustered, 
from the fact that, under General Order No. 61, of 1861, from the War Departmen 
no person could be mustered into service as captain prior to the completion o 
company by its being mustered into the service, an e records show that said 

ny zm not mustered into the service until after the death of the captain, 
as aforesaid. 

The fact is well established, however, that said captain was actually and in 
good faith in the service of the United States, and on actual and bona fide duty 
as captain, from the date of his said commission until the date of his death, and 
that his death was incident to and caused by his said service. 

Your committee recommend the of the bill with the following amend- 
ments, to wit: Insert after the word “late” and before the word “of,” in the 
seventh line, the word “captain “; also, add after the word “laws” and before 
the . in the fifth line, the words “ governing pensions to widows of 
captains, 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. LIZZIE E. COONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3402) 
ting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie E. Cooney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations 
of the pension 5 name of Lizzie E. Cooney, widow of George W. Cooney, 


late of Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that Lizzie E. Cooney is the widow of George W. Cooney, who enlisted 
August 2, 1862, in the Twenty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, and was 
discharged July 25, 1865, January 2, 1878, he fell dead while walking in the 


street. 

The widow made application for pension April 29, 1880, which the Pension De- 
partment declines to allow because there is no record evidence of injuries or of 
medical treatment in service or since, and the widow declares her inability to 
furnish it, and in her affidavitsays that he persistently refused to employ a physi- 

giving as a reason that he had no faith in them and no money to pay them 
for their services. 

‘The lay evidence seemsstrongand conclusive. Persons who knew him before 
ne enlisted state that he was a strong, hearty man, who never employed a phy- 
sician. 

J. R. Rodgers testifies : 

That while in service and the line of eg gsc sone contracted sciatic rheuma- 


reported to the 


tism by exposure incident to the service, a emorrhage of the lungs and affec- 
tion of the heart, which was contracted during the siege of Vicksburg, in May 
or June, 1863, and in the battle of Winchester, in V ia, in Se r, 1864; 

ha been in the 


that he inews the foregoing facts from personal knowled; 
same ent with claimant. After the close of the war he came to my house 
and made it his home for two or three months. He was then suffering from 
rheumatism and camp diarrhea. I know by being associated with him every 
day, he not being able to do anything, and was confined to his bed part of the 
time, 


h 
his arrival home; that at the time he cutered the 


county for hs 
oseph and Emma rs testify to an intimate acquaintance before and 
after the service; that when he enlisted he was an apparently well, robust man. 


and when he returned from the Army he was suffering from rheumatism and 
was emaciated, 
Cora A Graves testifies— 


gust, 1867, this 
ng in the family had resided in the same city with hina, and about half a mile 
distant fro: 


tense prin On Thanksgiving Day before his death he was compelled to leave the 
table, being taken with severe n in the chest, which seemed to go to his heart, 
These attacks more frequent and severe until within three days of his 
death, when he became pale. During these attacks he had difficulty in breath- 
ing, and he required rub! ing to bring him to. Since I first knew him he has 
complained of pain in his left lung and heart.“ 

It seems conclusively proven that he served nearly three years in some of the 
most severe and trying campaigns of the war; that he had rheumatism and 
heart d in the Army at the time of discharge, and that it continued until 
his death, which, it seems reasonable to suppose, could have been from no other 
cause than heart disease. Owing to his peculiar notions, no porodi was em- 
8 aſter discharge, and no medical evidence can be furnished. 

our committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. HANNAH M. CHAPMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3539) 
granting a pensien to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & e., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman, widow of Charles 
Chapman, late a private in Company K, Sixth Minnesota Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that claimant is the widow of Charles Chapman, who enlisted in Com- 
pany K, Sixth Minnesota Volunteers, August 14, 1862, and was discharged Au- 
gust 19,1865. He died February 22, 1881. 

The widow's application for pension was o e. on the und that ‘the 
lung disease and diarrhea in service not established.” She is unable to show 
any hospital record, because, as the Surgeon-General certifies, “No hospital 
records of the Sixth Minnesota Volunteers were ever on filein this office.“ But 
she does prove by his officers and comrades that the disease was contracted in 
the service; that he was treated in the hospital; that it continued until his 
death and was the cause of it. Henry S. Barrett, first lieutenant of Company K, 
pun Minnesota Volunteers, whose reputation is vouched for as the very best, 

estifies— 

That he remembers well that during soldier's term of service he became lame 
and injured in the shoulder, so that he could not carry his knapsack at times. 
and it was transported in the company wagon; that he was so injured he could 
not get his arm in his coat-sleeve, and it had to be cut open; that soldier Was also 
sick and afflicted with rheumatism at Helena, Ark., in the summer of 1864. Dur- 
ing the latter part of June and most of July and 1st of August, 1865, the weather 
was N Birt that the company was at Montgomery, Ala. ; thatseveral negroes 
were to be han , and soldier was one of a guard atthe hanging. Theday was 
very hot, and when the guard returned affiant was informed that soldier had been 
sun-struck; that he was sick and feeble for some time after his return to camp.“ 

Capt. W. W. Braden, of Company K, whose standing is also high, says, in ad- 
dition to what Lieutenant Barrett testifies to: 


Dr. J. B. Fairbanks testifies that he treated this soldier in January and Feb- 
T Kieg for inflammation of the lungs, and from his ap ce judged it 
had n of long standing; that he did not see him for ten days before he died, 
as he lived fifteen miles away, but he isof the opinion that the chief cause of his 
death was lung trouble. A large number of reputable witnesses corroborate 


the above, 
Had the surgeons of the ment kept and filed with the Surgeon-General a 
case would doubtless have been allowed. Their 


record of the cases treated 
failure to do their duty has so far deprived this poor widow of her pension, 


Ought the Government to take advantage of the neglect of its own agents to 
perform their duty? 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PATSEY JACKSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 5191) to 
increase the pension of Patsey Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pansion of Patsey Jackson, widow of James 8. 
Jackson, late a brigadier-general in the volunteer forces of the United States, to 
$50 per month. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear 
the report in that case read. 
The report by (Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

We find that Patsey Jackson is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. James 8. 
Jackson, of the United States volunteer forces; that he was killed at the battle 
of Perryville, Ky., October 8, 1862; that she has received a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month since the date of his death. This bill asks that she be paid a pen- 
sion of $50 per month. 

As Con has repeatedly increased the pensions of widows of general offi- 
cers to this amount, your committee recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing substitute for bill 1428. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARIA MIBORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 3524) 
granting a pension to Mara Mibord. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Mibord, ow of Isadore 
Mibord, deceased, late a private in Company H, Tenth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that Maria Mibord is the widow of Isadore Mibord, late of Company 
H, Tenth Missouri Cavalry. This soldier received a terrible wound at an en- 
gagement with the bean f near Monticello, Als., March 31, 1865, The ball entered 
the right side of the h just behind the ear and through his right eye, 
destroying the sight of the eye and the hearing of the ear. For this he was al- 
lowed $i per month. He died November 29, 1878, and his widow made an apa 
cation for a pension, cee gunshot wound as the cause of his death. e 
application was rejected on the ground that his death was caused by pneumonia 
and had no connection with the gunshot wound. A large amount of evidence 
was oe by a special examiner, which shows that the man was in a frightful 
con on. 

James Sack testifies that it was easy for any one who was — reine with 
him to tell the cause of his death ; was with him when he died, and dressed him 
after death. During his last illness he complained of misery in his head, All 
the time after his discharge he was badly affected in his head—would have spells, 
that he would fall down and become senseless, and corrupt matter was running 
from his eye and nose about all the time. ‘There was no doctor present the night 
he died. me other neighbors who were present in his last si to 
substantially the same facts. Dr. Thomas J. Mahon testifies “thatclaimant 
came to him to buy drugs; that he was not able to employ a — tegen that it 
is his opinion that he died from the effect of the t wound; that he told 
hima dort time before that he had not long to live. ` His eye was mattering and 
running, and was a frightful thing to look at; gradually grew weaker year by 
year and month by month. 

Dr. D. A. Waters was called once to see him two days before he died, and de- 
cided that he was suffering from pneumonia; never saw him before or aſter. His 
death may have been hastened by pneumonia, but it seems from the evidence 
that it must have followed in a few weeks from the wound in the absence of 
other causes, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY H. GREEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 2939) 
granting a pension to Henry H. Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and regulations of the 
Pension Office, the name of Henry H. Green, late a private in Company E, Forty- 
fifth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that nail H. Green was a member of Company E, Forty-fifth 
ment Missouri Enrolled Militia; that said regiment was called into the ice 
2 Mei he „ i alleging disability from 2 infu ion 
23, he le app! n fora pension, m injury ; 
that while on a fo: march from Macon City to Glasgow, Mo., about October 
rain his horse stumbled and fell on him, seriously wounding and injuring 

ips. 

ae G. W. R. Ledford, who commanded the company, testifies, June 1, 1872: 
That Henry H. Green was a private in said com y; that while in the line 
of his duty when said company was in actual ce of the United States, on 
forced march from Macon City, Mo., to G WW. Mo., during the Price raid’ 
in Missouri, when a few miles of Roanoke, Mo., and on or about the Ist day of 
November, 1864, the said company being mounted on horses and under fast 
e being a fast trot or gallop, the horse upon which said Green was mounted 
blundered and stumbled and fell, turning or falling over his head and on his 
back and falling upon said Green, severely crushing and bruising him, so that 
he was for several days entirely helpless, and he was conveyed fh a wagon to 
Roanoke, where he was left in of aci physician, whose name I do 
not know. I know these facts from ing at the time present with and in com- 
mand of said company, and seeing said Green immediately after he fell, and 
directed how he should be conveyed; and although I did not see the horse fall, 
being a short distance away, yet from what I saw, and what was said at the 
time, and all the circumstances, I am satisfied his injury occurred as I have stated. 

“I was well acquainted with said Green at the time and some time before his 
enlistment, say about three or four years, and up to the time of his said injury 
he was astout, healthy man. I have known him ever since his injury, an wW 
that he has been unable to perform ordinary manual labor; his 
be in his hips. That no certificates of discharge were to members 
Enrolled Missouri Militia Service; they were enrolled and o; ized under the 
orders of the governor of Missouri and the commander of the Dep ent of the 
Missouri, and when their services were req they were p in actual serv- 
ice by orders from the et or ent commanders of the United 
forces, and when their services were not longer needed they were relieved from 
actual service by the same authority. The said com yand ent were 
relieved from duty by General Fisk in about fourteen days after said Green was 


manan 
. W. Williams testifies, in 1877: 

“Iam a citizen of Putnam County, Missouri; I am thirty-seven years of age; 
Iam a regular practicing physician, and have been e: in the oi 
medicine for the last fifteen years; I am paces and well with 
or n so ted for the 


pe of good, sound, 
y m all injuries of the hips and loins, prior to the time he 
enlisted in the Enrolled Missouri Militia in the year 1862, and that he is now 
badly injured in the hips and loins, caused by a mash, and has been so injured 
to my poe knowledge ever since he was discharged from said ice in 
December, 1884.“ 
Dr. W. G. Havey; of Roanoke, Mo., testifies: 
I am perso: acquainted with Henry II. Green, late a private in Company 
E, Forty-tifth ment Enrolled Missouri Militia, war of 1881-68. On or about 
October 23, 1864, while said regiment was marching from Macon City, Mo., to 
Glasgow, Howard County, Missouri, to meet the confederate forces then invading 
the State, the said Henry H. Green, near the said town of Roanoke, was thrown 
from his horse and had his hips and loins mashed severely. He was left by said 
iment at the residence of Robert Cornelius, now deceased, at the said town 
of Roanoke, under my treatment. Irendered him medical treatment for said 
injury for k ut ten days, when he was removed to Macon City, Macon County, 
uri, 
This case was rejected by the Department on the ground that the regiment to 


which he belonged was a State organization. As the disability seems clearly 
proven, and Congress has invariably allowed cases of a similar character, your 
ittee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELMIRA M. DORMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5192) 
granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll the name of Elmira M. Dor- 

man, minor child of James Dorman, late of Company A, Fi 
ly constitu jan, 

$10 per month until she arrives at the 


dri For 
until the time of 


Dr. D. W. Bliss certifies : 

I fully examined into the character of disability, and, as far as possible, the 
cause of death of James Dorman, late of Company A, First 3 
and am of the opinion that the immediate cause of his death was stran; 
hernia, which was not recognized by he physician in attendance.” 

Dr. J. E. Dexter says: y 

“I have spent much time in 8187 — ascertain, if possible, the real cause of 
the death of James Dorman, late of Company A, First Kansas Volunteers, and 
from information secured from those present at his death, and who attended him 
during his sickness, I am fully satisfied he died from strangulated hernia. His 
employment at the time of his death, and for some time previous, that of a street- 
car driver, had a direct tendency to aggravate the disease from which he was 
suffering, and for which he received a pension. The real history of his sickness 
gives not the least indication that he had 5 or was at the time 
— from heart disease. Beyond a reasonable doubt his hernia was the 
cause of his death.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEVI KOONTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5193) 


granting a pension to Levi Koontz. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi Koontz, dependent father of 
Alfred Koontz, deceased, formerly of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment of 
Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
We find that Levi Koontz is the father of Alfred Koontz, deceased, formerly 


of Company D, Thirty-ninth Iowa Volunteers; that the soldier in 1877 made 
9 for a pension for hernia, which was allowed in 1878, the record 
evidence proving that he incurred disability in the service. January 5, 
1879, the soldier died. In 1883 his mother made application for a on, but 


lied for a pension 
jer in his last sick- 


The bill asks e arrears of pension which would have been paid the son 
had he lived be now paid to the father. This would be establishing a precedent 
entirely un by any existing law, or by any sound principle of equity. 


have acqui no rights under it. The evidence of the soldier's devotion to his 
parents and his williogeess to contribute to their support isso strong that your 
committee feel that the father should be placed on the pension-roll as a depend- 


ent t. 2 

1115 therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute for bill 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW J. FULLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1351) 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Fuller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Fuller, late a memberof 
Company I, First uri State Militia. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that the soldier enlisted February 26, 1862, and was discharged No- 
vember 17, 1864; that he made application for on tem ber 6, 1869, for gun- 
shot wound of left leg, which was allowed July 23, 1870; that his name was 
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subsequently stricken from the roll on the ground that his wound was not re- 
ceived in the lineof duty. 
The evidence in the case shows,as appears from the affidavit of Capt. Milton 


Burris, captain of Company I, First Missouri State Militia Cavalry 

“That said Andrew J. Fuller was acciden y wounded through the ankle and 
foot about the 8th day of November, 1863; that his wound was received in about 
the folowing manner: That said Fuller ‘stated that he had ona out to Black- 
water, a creek some two or three miles ap water 8 and that 
while riding his horse his gun was diea fom nam arged by striking against 
his saddle, and he was wounded; that it was a custom of the men to go out to 
said Blackwater Creek to water their horses; that said Fuller was brought into 
the hospital after receiving his wound before afliant saw him.” 

Affiant further states that as said Fuller was not annsan f in the line of duty” 
at the time, he had some hesitancy in so stating, but under the act of Congress 
construing the term in the line ee his ¢ duty,” that he was not absent without 
leave nor engaged in any unlawful pursuit. 

Affiant further states said Fuller was an excellentsoldier and obedient to 
orders, and was always ready for duty and performed any duty required of him 
however hazardous, and was noted throughout the regiment for his bravery in 
scouts and in encounters with bushwhackers. On one occasion said Fuller 
alone Whipped three bushwhackers, killing one, wounding another, and run- 
ning the other off. The bushwhackers were well armed and in a house at the 
commencement of the fight. On another occasion said Fuller, while hunting 
for bushwhackers, came across a bushwhacker in a a ens and Fuller 
„„ ht with him, and both fired some five or six times, when 
they clinched and Fuller killed the bushwhacker with the N of his pistol. 
Affiant witnessed the last encounter. For his bravery and for his severe wound 
9 states that he believes said Fuller should receive a pension. 

examiner reports that Fuller told him 3 on the morning he was 
ies he had a swelling under his arm and reported it to n, who said he 
would report him sick in qa arters.” That Fuller Nome took rifle and went 
off horseback for a ride. That aſter riding some time he shot a squirrel, and 
shortly after this his gun went off and he was shot. Didn't know what made 
it. Heat once reported to the hospital. That he had set some traps for catch- 
ing mink and was on the way to see them, but did not reach them because of the 
accident. Subsequently Fuller states that he was at the house sick when the 
examiner called, oe that he did not read the statement that was written 
out for him to sign, and tha t it contains statements that are not true and that 
were never made by h 

On application for 3 to a roll the soldier filed the affidavit of his 

colonel, James McFerran, bearing date of October 24, 1880, in which Colonel 


MeFerran says: 

The company and regiment were engaged in guerrilla warfare on the Missouri 
and Kansas 1 e ee 5 years they were in the service— 
no quartersgiven orask: warfare. The guerrillas traversed the country 
in small squads, concentrating when a point could be found weak enough toat- 
tack successfully. The war was emphatically one of and „and 
reliable information wasat all timesinvaluable. Fuller was among soldiers the 
bravest of the brave, loyal, intelligent, active, and at all times tent and relia- 
ble for any service, no di ce how arduous or ous, and was therefore 
invaluable asa scout. His company are him special privileges, and 
allowed him to control his own actions, knowing he was always subserving the 
best interests of his country by obtainin: and re ing information obtained 
through great effort and peril 8 on his own hook. 

Seventeen years have since then, but I still remember the daring ex- 
ploits and valuable 3 of the young soldier. My best impression is that he 
could not be properly ——.— at an; ‘tape with with being wit without 3 line of his 


duty. Captain Burris, w was a brave and honor- 
able officer, and amon: — 5 in the © regiment. He is dead— 
his battles are over. Fuller, a and efficient service, 


after the most faii 
is a mendicant, unable to carn his bread, He seems to have no friends left 
but his faithful lieutenant. I make statementas e dada gees and 
hope the department may see its way clear to restore this soldier to his * 
A more deserving soldier I have never seen and it is but just for the Govern- 
ment, always considerate of the soldier, to let him have the pension granted on 
the testimony of those who knew the value of his ee A 

The report of the special e er, before referred to, states that Fuller isa 
reliable and truthful man, as shown by the depositions of R. E. Durham, deput 
postmaster, W. H. Hillman, and D. T. ohnson, 3 of Bethany, Ha: 
son County, Missouri, who testify that they have intimately acquainted 
with him for years, 

The OTIS thercfore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANK LIGHTNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4118) 
granting a pension to Frank Lightner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the eee is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, ne © restrictions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of 2 Licdtner, late of Company C, Sixty- 
fifth Regiment United States Colored Troops. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that claimant enlisted December agate in Com 

Regiment United States Colored Troops, and was 

September, 1863, he filed an application 9 

and scald on Jeft arm about May, 1866, by the 

steamer City of Memphis. The a was rejected on the d that he 

hcg ona a at the time of the accident, and therefore not in line of duty. 
thsixteen States 


ny O, Pape Pcp 


The evidence in the eee. other United 
soldiers, was on the City of Memphis when the explosion took place; that ten of 
the number were killed, and claimant badly wounded, his being fractured 


and his arms badly scalded 

Claimant states that he was ted a furlough upon condition that he would 
re-enlist in the Ninth United States Cavalry; that after the accident he was on 
the sick-list for nine months, and upon his return to his regiment he was rejected 
for re-enlistment on account of the d disability incurred by the accident, 

The 3 surgeon at Denver reports, December 19, 1883: Wound trans- 
e s posterior end of suture, about 3 inches J and an inch wide. 
I should think that both tables had been removed.” one-fourth, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES A. UNDERWOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 805) to 
increase the pension of James A. Underwood. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, gre oa is hereby, au- 
thorized. to increase the pension of James A. Underw late of Company B, 
Eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $39 per month. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report in 
that case read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


We find that claimant enlisted August 20, 1961, in gte B, Eighth In- 
diana Volunteers, and was discharged September 14, 1863. 

February, 1864, he applied for a pension for loss of left arm at battle of Vicks- 
burg, hr Saat ‘granted, and for which he is now receiving a pension of 821 
pan mon 

y 22, 1885, he applied for an increase on account of chronic diarrhea and 
an which was rejected on the ground that the combined disabilities were 
not equal to total inability to perform manual labor. Two of his neighbors 
swear that he is unable to perform any manual labor whatever. December 4, 
1876, Dr. W. W. Spiers, United States medical examiner, says: 

“T find t left forearm been amputated at upper third, considerable 
sloughing fee occurred from gangrene, leaving a stump with very tender cica- 
trix. Claimant states that two years ago an eruption broke out on his left arm 
and spread all over his body; continued nine weeks; was confined to his bed 
four weeks; musclesof leg were contracted; wenton crutches forawhile. Last 
August eruption came out on biceps muscles of left arm, lasted two weeks; comes 
out in warm weather. mnow. I think it is not erysipelas, but 
ic diarrhea. is gums are badly eaten 

scurvy. ight is some less than it 
ought to be. and $4 for diarrhea.” 

une 24, 1885, the examining board at Ellsworth, Kans., report him suffering 

bape testy diarr! and recommended $4 per month in addition to ais spon 
sion for loss of arm. Theevidence shows that he is at times confined to his bed 
for weeks with chronic hea and the resulting eruptions, which he calls 
erysipelas, The man is a complete wreck, and it would seem that the evidence 
would entitle him to the full rating given to those totally disabled for the per- 
formance of manual labor. The examining boards recommend $28 per month. 
There is no such rating provided by law. Your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE H. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 1369) 
granting a pension to George H. Perkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the re N ent and is hereby. directed 
to place on the pension - roll the name of George H. Perkins, late a private in 
Company I, Third ent Massachusetts Heavy Artillery Volunteers, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The record in this case shows that Perkins enlisted as a private in Company 
Third Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, on December 26, 1863, and was dis- 
on September 26, 1865; that he filed his application for a pension on 
January 19, 1830, alleging that at Broadway Landing, on the Appomattox River, 
about 3 miles ve City Point, Va., about January 10, 1865, he, with his com- 
peras ta was attending tothe ponton across the river at that lace, where 
e was taken sick — — mney ae fever and oni 3 eg wes treated 
me surgeon belong a regiment near, but pri b; eutenant 
a E of his regiment; that as soon as wel 5 ITA > furlough to 
home; he returned to his company in March, 1865,and in August, 1865, was 
en worse with the chills and 9 and ee the ment arrived at 
8 Boston er ae he took a severe cold, wh settled on his 
lungs ut September 22, 1865. 
ication was rejected July 18, 1882, upon the ground of there being 
no record of diseases, and claimant's inability to furnish the testimony 
of his regiment showing treatment in the 
wing treatment at rons af or for some time 
then the medical es not satisfactory. 


I find no eru 


. N in —— shown by the 8 ol Perkins, that he resided in 
id, Mass., prior to enlisment, and from d to November, 1866 
1 — to April, 1877, at Jefferson City, — and since then at Kansas tite 


Oliver Allen testifies that he knew Perkins for nb years before his enlist- 
ment, also during the term of his service, hay 8 a member of same 
company, and since discharge; that at the time of Perkins’s enlistment Per- 
kins was employed > the United States 2 = 3 he was 
then a so h le- bhodied man, especial rom chills and fever ; 
that during his rows of service Perkins . chills and fever in conse- 
quence of 5 and was several times under care of surgeons. Having no 
organization, he was treated by those of other organizations, 
whose names witness does not recall. Witness was with him when discha: 
and he was suffering intensely with chills and fever; was weak, emaciated,and 
completely broken down. w him frequently until? November, 1866, when 
Perkins went West, and upto that time he had only been able to work one week 
at light joiner-work. Witness saw him next in November, 1876, 55 Springfield ; 
he was then very feeble and suffering from a severe attack of said d ; saw 
him from time to time until following April, and during all that time he was 
taking e and was totally unable to perform any manual labor. 

This witness is corro except as to incurrence of disability in ‘the serv- 
ice, by Asa M. Piper. Christopher Briggs, of Springfield, who had charge of the 
pen department of the armory when claimant was employed there, saysthat 

erkins was a sound, healthy, able-bodied man, and free from disease of any 
sort up to the time of his enlistment. 

Lieutenant Chamberlain testifies that Perkins was taken sick with diarrhea 
in October, 1864, and continued so for several weeks, unfit for duty, and again in 
January, 1865, he was taken sick with chills and fever and chronic ‘diarrhea and 
confined to his quarters. Witness visited him daily and took a er, pie ofa 
1 lying near the battery to see him. About the latter part of July Per- 

ins had another attack of diarrhea, and about August 15, 1865, was taken down 
and fever and was very sick. Witness ove him medicine, as they 
had no 3 and had to depend upon surgeons of some regiment that hap- 


Capt. Sohn P Pickering. captain of claimant's company, testifies “that the said 
H. Perkins, while in the line of his duty at or near Richmond, in the 
State of Virginia, did,on or about the 6th day of ns ag pea 1865, become dis- 
abled in the follo manner, viz: Was taken with diarrhea and continued 
sick until the 16th instant, inclusive; that he makes the statement from a reo- 
ord in his ion kept daily by his company clerk. This statement shows 
his condition within ten ave of his discharge. 
This testimony of Lieutenant Chamberlain and Comrade Allen, that this bat- 


1886. 
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was compelled to rely for surgical aid upon any surgeon re 
be qn the their vicinity, seems to explain the “ want of record of all 
and claimant's inability to furnish the testimony of the surgeon or assistant sur- 
geon of his regiment, which is assigned as one of the reasons for rejecting the 


case, 
Upon the t raised by the Pension Office, that there is no „medical evi- 
denee sho SS at somone’ or for some time thereafter,” claimant, 


N. e, i 
David P. Smith, ot Springfield, Mass., who doctored me up to December, 1866, 


when, by his advice, and that of Dr. Peabody, of Jefferson Mo., I came to 
poun, Dr, Smith told me I would have toseek a warmer orI would 
not live. 
1 Baie oa Aree 7, 1866, — — a — for a pension through Capt. L. A. Tiff, 


agent, of 5) I obtained the 

Enel SFD Dr. Sti i paying for 

the affidavit, as shown 15 my diary kept at that time. I su warps it was for- 
hington. Captain died 


8 
them, and the affidavit.oan act be be found if not on file at Wash- 


lad to give one, but being examining 
22 3 Mass., he did not feel like meee until called on 8 
when he would be glad to giye it. . —— is was before the department called on 
me to produce his affidavit. From this it will be seen that it is impos- 
sible for me to producean Silas e e aasa eobot doar tee the fourteen 
or fifteen months just from the service at the close of 


the war.’ 
od, however, is well covered by other testimony, 
ination 


owing my 


This peri 
ber 1, 1866, to April 9, 1861, ihe dato of his inst exami 
sion su at Leavenworth, Kans, 


able to 8 . 2 
ency to consumption of toys PO Haring teda good 
being a strictly moral and tem 


had a severe coug! 

all times the tiny bo ibio p 
Your committee, believi) 

N in the service 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM B. JACOBS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4199) 
granting a pension to William B. Jacobs. - 
The bill was es as follows: 


KC A 
has continued ever since, recommend the passage 


the provisions 
itations of the pension . 
the Fifty-ninth —— t Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 
William ior the e Regiment on the 26th of 
—— Ap pz T r Infan 

manded by Col. James P. Fyffe, in ed States in tha war 
the robe rebellion. That 

Ohio, 
vate soldier. B raa aae ee a an 
Camp Dennison, in Hamilton Coun: 
of the United States as a private sol 


—— which he was a member to 
sparen 1 
. 25th 
into the service; 


Was 50 and the tine of his Guty-es wach sob evidence 
abundantly shows he contracted a severe of 
. and 5 inflammation posure which he 


cians. 
r. J. N. . a reputable physician, and of good sta 
sion: states that he was the family physician of the ma William Tee F. 3 Jacoba and 
on the examination of his joni eaten he 
William B. Jacobs prior to his enlistm: poe hae 
did prescribe for his e — year or two before he went blind. He says the eye 
* entirely gone in r 1865. 

S. M. Mellheny swears that he knew William B. Jacobs for many years before 
he went into the service, and two years before he enlisted he lived within one- 
fourth of a mile of the said Jacobs, and during that time he never knew si 
= matter with his e; 


them, and from this exposure Lieu 

jacobs took cold, and it settled in his 
flammation of the same, and it 0 worse, so that when 
examined by United States ee Camp Dennison to be mustered into the 
United States service William H. Jacobs was rejected on account of the infiam- 
mation of his right eye, since which time the said William B. Jacobs has had 
ESR an iiaae na aar aA E E aise 

says gave hima te oi t: 8g ——j—— 
home, which certificate of disability was delivered by — a his attorney 
for the purpose of procuring his pay from the State of Obie while he wae te the 


mpensatio: from any source whateve’ 
and he's advised it that he is not entitled to any relief under 8 laws perpen 


in; pensions. 
Tus peidence clearly establishes the fact that he was a healthy man when he 
was enlisted and sworn into the United service, and that he is now disabled, 
Pee his e Ane was incurred while in the service of his country, and has con- 
tinued down to present time, disabling him from the performance of manual 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES M’MULLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1858) 


granting an increase of pension to James MeMullin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ena £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and Reinga to place on the „subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James MeMauliin, late of Company 
ment New York Volunteer Infant and 


I. One — Sot and eighteenth 
the Sixth Regiment United States 
of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


* — the matter of House bill No. — aytom of James McMullen, we find he enlisted 
e — LD I. One 8 eighteenth New York Infantry, and 
erefrom. . June 30, 1865; re-enlisted April, ae 


valry, at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu 


8 Fort Richardson, Tex., 
side, ball passing out near spinal 


iment, at Pilot Grove, Tex., February —— 
ankle dis 


1869, he was thrown from a had his leg broken and 
wuna he was in line of yi thes while in same company and regiment, 
26, had his feet an zan n, eee amputation 


te 
a 


of di 

No. for e ae 
receiving | a pension r mon — 
; also $2 for broken leg and Rislocated 
aan is good a clear of any stain. 

lieving that claimant is entitled to relief on account of frozen fingers and 
passage of accom: panying bill, amended, 8 
by — J out the word thirty,” in line 8, and insert therein instead the word 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY HOFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1254) 


granting a pension to Mary Hoff. 


The bill was na as follows: 
eee .. and he is hereby, au- 
to place on the pension-roll, subj to the provisions and 
. A= the pension laws, the name of Mary „the ow of Squire 
. Hoff, late a private in Company F, Second Regiment of Minnesota Infantry 
olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was as follows: 


in War 


5 


Army. 

C. H. he ariama pA soldier twelve years previousto 
his last illness, T 1879, when he died. Soldier was a pensioner for gunshot 
wound in hip, in immediate region of the sciatic nerve; extracted ball from 
hip about nine before tn The wound was always painful; caused great nerv- 
ous irritability before and after removal of ball. Several times before last sich- 


rodace | 
X Lafayette non E T testifies that he examined the soldier's wound one 
or — e while mignon — examining surgeon; that the moana of hip was 
severe and cating the great sciatic nerve and other important 
tissues; it 8 him 8 liable to be attacked with meee 
8 Twitchell testifies to te unwitingly signed a former ni 


was prepared by another, contrary to what 
did not read at the time of signing, and caused grea! great injustice 
soldier died by reason of gunshot wound of the right hip; 
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an ounce minie-ball immediately over the sciatic nerve about eight or nine years; 
was then ex in 1871. After its removal he suffered almost continued pain 
and much nervous prostration and irritability of nervous system, and became 
considerably ; that several times before his death he had strong sym 
toms of tetanus; the nervous irritability and prostration increased after 
attack of sickness; the muscles of hip and thigh had grown fast to the bone in 
the immediate region of the sciatic nerve, aggravating the symptom; has no 
hesitancy whatever in stating that his death was the result of gunshot wound 
re he was pensioned, said wound finally producing a final attack of 
etanus. 

P. H. Mosher and John D. Dain testify to the same facts. The claimant was 
married to the deceased some two years before his enlistment, and is the mother 
of two girls by said marriage, one of whom is under sixteen years of age. 

This case a a very strong claim upon the Government for a widow's 
pension, and while the wound in the foot from a nail might have hastened in 
some ht degree the predisposition to tetanus, so frequently threatened by 
the ot wound, the committee is of the opinion that the eyidence of three 
medical experts is so geben as to exclude even the shadow of a doubt that 
soldier’s death was the result of the wound received in battle while defending 
the cause of his country, and even were there any doubt in the case the benefit 
of said doubt in such a case as this should be given to the widow. 

The committee therefore unanimously recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS ASKEW, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1742) 
for the relief of Thomaas Askew. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ied and directed to place on the 8 the name of Thomas Askew (col- 


ored), of Tyrrell County, North lina, who was wounded at Plymouth, N. 
C., in the year 1864, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invaiid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1742) for the relief of Thomas Askew, have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report: 

The evidence in this case shows that 5 Thomas Askew, was in the em- 
ploy of the officers of the Government at Plymouth, N. C., as a laborer some time 
after its capture by the Federal forces; that in the spring of 1864, when the con- 
federate ae attacked Plymouth, N. C., he was, by order of General Wesly (or 
Wessels or Vesels), put in the ranks with arms and ordered in the fight, which 
order he obeyed, and while in the engagement he was wounded in the right 
arm, from the effect of which his arm was amputated one week $ 
he was there taken and held by the confederates as a prisoner for about six 
months; that in consequence of the loss of his right arm he is wholly disabled 
from earning a support by manual Jabor; that he has never received an ng 
in the way of compensation or pension in consequence of his disability thus in- 


This being a case in which the Pension Office has no authority to act, applicant 
can only receive relief from an act of Con Although t was not en- 
listed in the military or naval service of the Government, yet, being ordered by 
the general commanding at the time of an actual * to re- 

ling the enemy, he acted poco a and heroically, in consequence of which 
was disabled and is to-day unable to earn a livelihood by manual labor. 

Your committee is of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

ANGELINE BROMAGHIN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1286) 
granting a pension to Angeline Bromaghin, of Janesville, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 


rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the regulations and the restrictions 
of the pension laws, the name of Angeline Bromag! widow of Harvey H. 
Ed late a private in Company C, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

Strike out in lines 5 and 6 the words “Angeline Bromaghin, widow,” and in- 
sert Agnes M. Edwards, infant daughter.” 

Add to the bill the words and pay her a pension of — — month,” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pe: n to Agnes M. Ed- 
wards, infant daughter of Harvey H. Edwards.” 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
a) granting a pension to Angeline Bromaghin, of Janesville, Minn., submit 

e follo 


wing report : 
Harvey H. ‘Edwards, late husband of applicant, Angeline Bromaghin, enlisted 
as a private in * C, Seventh t Wisconsin Volunteers, on the 12th 
day of August, 1861, and was January 16, 1863, on account of disabili- 


ties caused by a gunshot wound in his abdomen, ved in battle at South 
Mountain, Maryland, Se ber, 1862, causing tenderness of left groin and severe 
in the left crural ve „With partial paralysis of the limb. The ball could not 


a part of the record in the case, as certified to by W. O. Riddenbold, comman: 


The soldier died, after long and severe suffering, on April 9,1873. His widow’s 
claim for pension was rejected on the ground that the evidence did not satisfy 
the Pe fice that death was caused by the result of the wound received 
in battle at South Mountain, — . 

The evidence of reputable and disinterested witnesses is abundant that prior 
to enlistment said Harvey H. Edwards was a healthy and robust, rugged man; 
us oe aa he was in feeble health, and suffered severely from heart 
and lung trouble. 

William A. Fields testifies that said Harvey H. Edwards was to all appear- 
ances sound and healthy at the date of his enlistment, and that after his dis- 
— from the Army he complained of heart and lung trouble, and that he 
continued to suffer and complain until he died, In this he is corroborated by 
William Lamot and others, 

Dr. E. L. Brownwell testifies that he examined the said Edwards some time 
after his discharge from the Army, and came to the conclusion that the con- 
dition of his heart and lungs was the result of the gunshot wound. 

Edward T, Wade testifies that he first became acquainted with Harvey H. Ed- 
wards on the lith of May, 1871; that at that time Edwards was able to walk 


extracted; the prospect of recovery remote and uncertain. The Sacecion is 
g 


but little; that he was troubled with palpitation of the heart, and the arteries 
of his neck would throb very violently at times, I have often seen him when 
in his shirt sleeves when I could see the action of his heart plainly through his 

irt; his ears would assume a purplish cast. I knew that he suffered more 


than he would tell. He was SATS proud-spirited fellow, and would not com- 


plain, but alwayssaid he wan dle hisown canoe. The physicians that 
N said Edwards in hospital and immediately after his d are both 
ead. 


Claimant was married to said Harvey H. Edwards on the 26th day of January, 
1872. She has one child, an issue of said . Claimant has cared for this 
child, es M. Edwards, unaided, the father dying when she was yet an infant. 
The widow subsequently married one Bromaghin. In view of all the circum- 
stances of the case, your committee is of the opinion that the said soldier died 
from the effects of wound received in the line of duty, leaving an infant daugh- 
. end and dependent. 

e ore recommend that the name of “‘ Angeline Bromaghin,” in lines 5 
and 6 of the bill, be stricken out and insert Agnes M. Edwards, t daughter 
of said Harvey H. Edwards, and pay her a pension of $10 per month,” and asso 


amended that the bill be passed, and that the title of the bill be chan 80 as to 
ope DP gd a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, infant daughter of Harvey H. 
wi 


The amendments reported by the committee were adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Before this bill is laid aside I would 
like some member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to explain why 
by these special bills a larger amount of pension is given to the infant 
children of deceased soldiers than is allowed under like circumstances 
by the general pension laws. If there be some special reason in these 
cases it is all right, but otherwise it seems to me wrong to select a few 
to receive these ial allowances. 

Mr. MORRILL. The idea of the committee is that where there isa 
minor child, and its mother, the widow of the soldier, is not drawing 
a pension, the minor child is entitled to $2 and the mother $8, makin 
$10, which is just what the law would give if the pensions were allow 
by the Pension Department. This is the rule which is invariably fol- 
lowed by the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is the mother still living? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not know as to this particular case. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. I know something about this case. I am ac- 
quainted with the applicant. Her husband, who was named Edwards, 
enlisted in 1861, in a Wisconsin regiment. He was wounded about 
eleven months afterward at the battle of South Mountain. In Janu- 
ary, 1863, he was discharged on account of his wounds. He was shot 
in the abdomen, which produced partial paralysis of the leg; and he 
suffered a great dealin his side and lungs. I knew this gentleman 
about three years before his death. Lused tosee him almost daily; and I 
know that he suffered a great deal during all that time, and was scarcely 
able to do any kind of work. He had intervals of comparative free- 
dom from pain. In one of these intervals, he (as I thought very un- 
wisely) took to himself a wife. I suppose that 

She loved him for the dangers he had 
And he loved her that she did pity him. 

So they were married. The issue of the marriage was one daughter. 
He survived the birth of that child but a very short time—perhaps a 
month. He left his wife and child in extreme poverty. They were en- 
tirely dependent upon friends who were themselves unable to contrib- 
ute much to their support. His widow, as many a woman has done be- 
fore, married again in hopes of securing a more comfortable provision for 
herself. But in this marriage she was unfortunate, as her husband has 
been sick most of the time since their i She has supported 
and provided for this daughter since the death of the husband in such 
way as she could. 

I introduced a bill to give her a pension, and I could see no reason 
why she should not haveapension. But the committee, adopting I be- 
lieve the gain e where the widow of a soldier has married again 
she should not be pensioned, decided to award a pension to the daugh- 
ter, who is now probably twelve years old. I hope there will be no 
objection to the of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

GEORGE A. ROBERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4076) 
for the relief of George A. Roberts. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension Jaws, the name of George A. Roberts, of Mankato, Minn. 
for disabilities incurred, as a member of Capt. William Bierbauer's company o: 
Mankato State militia, in repelling an attack of hostile Sioux Indians upon the 
village of New Ulm, in Minnesota, during the outbreak of said Indians in August, 
1802. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. Perhaps it would be well for the enlightenment 
of the Committee of the Whole that the reportin this case should be read. 
The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 4076, 
have had the same under consideration, and submit the eye tad ar $ 

There is no dispute as to the condition of the ppunta disability from vari- 
cose veins being contracted while in the line of duty asa member of Capt. 
William Bierbauer’s company of Mankato State militia in repelling an attack of 
hostile Sioux Indians upon the village of New Ulm, in the State of Minnesota, 
during the outbreak of said Indians, in August, 1862. 

His claim was rejected on accountof disability not being received in the serv- 
ice of the United tes, but while in the service of the State of Minnesota, and 


further, because the claim was not prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 
4th day of July, 1874, as per section 4693 Revised Statutes. It is evident that had 
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the 8 che page his claim prior to the 4th day of July, 1874, he would 
ed to and received a pension, but having failed so to do until the 


or the claimant shown to be in pecuniary circumstan: we would 
advise any action on his claim, but the evidence of Dr. W. R. Mi 

who swears that he has been "acquainted with claimant since 1862; was called 
to see him soon after his return from battle of New Ulm with the Sioux Indians; 
he was then suffering with varicose veins. I have treated him more or less ever 


Dr, William Frisbee swears he first saw claimant in the year 1866 or 1867; was 
then suffering from varicose veins. ‘I applied silk Prec eand to said leg,and 
3 summer or spring applied rubber handage to said limb. Leg is in bad 
condition. 

Joshua Hodgson swears that claimant has been afflicted with varicose veins 
from hard marching in repelling an attack of hostile Sioux Indians upon the 
village of New Ulm, in Minnesota, during the outbreak of said Indians in Au- 
gust, 1862, to the present time. Claimant has not been af any time since 1862 
able to work more than one-third of the time. 

Pit eed of the claimant's condition your committee recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. EDNA ROBERTS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3193) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, & ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Edna Roberts, widow of W. t 
berts, late a p vatein Company F, Third Ohio Cavalry, who was killed dur- 
ing the war of 1861 to 1865. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out at the end of the bill these words: And that the said Edna Roberts 
be paid a pension of $8 per month.” 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was as follows: 


t, 

subsequent rolls of eee Prisoner of war records furnish no information. 
on or about December 19, 1863, in Jackson County, 
Alabama, while returning to his regiment from a temporary leave of — ts 
visit his ily. The above is a copy of the record on file in the Pension Office, 
Widow's claim for pension was rejected on the ground that the soldier was not 

in the line of duty when killed. 
The affidavit of his sons, John N. and James I. Roberts, who served in the 
same regiment with Wright Roberts, their father, states he was killed on or about 
m County, Alabama, while returning to his regiment 


by 
bands have since „ to them that 

y them; and that at the time he was killed, if he had any written leave of ab- 
sence it was on his n and destroyed by his murderers, but they know the 
fact that he had authority from his commanding officer to visit his family, and 
that he left his home for the pu: of returning to his regiment, and while so 
returning was killed as aforesaid, 

The widow at this date is quite aged and . While there may be some 
doubt as to the propriety of the Pension 0 acting favorably on the appli- 
cant's claim for a pepe as the widow of deceased soldier, your committee is 
of the opinion that the case is a meritorious one, and therefore recommen 
passage of the bill, after striking out all after the word “ five,” in line 9. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUIS ABEAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1198) 
granting a pension to Louis Abear. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be i de., That the Secreta: f the Interi 
Cc 
m A ect 
2 . 8 Gap maas e gras 
The amendment reported by the committtee was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill strike out these words, “ and that the rate of pension to 
be allowed said Louis Abear be $12 per month.” 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
— 9 aes pension to Louis Abear, have had the same under consideration, 
and report: 


ably discharged at Camp Chase, April 28, 1865. 
It sppe that he was a brave and faithful soldier, and served continuously 
with regiment g company tili June 9,1864, when he was captured in a fight 


George M.D 
su m Seventh Michi Cavalry, in the same brigade (Custer’s) with the Fifth, 
to the extent of disabling him from ‘eye Sai n 
says that when he knew him in the Army he was a man of large size, of 


his long imprisonment and sufferings consequent thereon, That said soldier is 
now but a wreck of his former self. 

Henry Starkey testifies that he is now secretary of the Detroit board of water 
com ers; that he was lieutenant in Company H, Fifth Michigan Cavalry; 
that he knew Louis Abear, a private in said company, and has known him since 
his return from the Army. He testifies as to his present disability and ema- 
ciated condition from chronic disease; also to his extraordinary strength and 
powers of endurance as a soldier, and his uniform good conduct and bravery 
while with the company, and his honesty and good reputation as a citizen, and 
also his entire lack of education, 


rough and unlett soldier. This affi 
Hendricks, now dead, together with Louis Abear, was prisoner of war in Millen, 
Ga.; that his brother was sick, and by reason of scurvy and disease a mere 
skeleton and likely to die; that in drawing for exchange Abear was selected 
but veoga friend, he relinquished to his brother his chance of exchange, an 
allowed him to come home to his family; that he uently before and on his 
death-bed heard him 2 * but for Abear he would never have lived to see 
home, and expressed a to in some way see him rewarded. 

It would seem to . committee that the only reason this soldier is not now 
on the pension-roll is because of his neglect to make application therefor. The 
testimony of the surgeon leaves no doubt as to his present debilitated condition, 
nor as to his robust health and strength while in the service; neither do we 
think there is much room for doubt that n life and fare for ten months, such 
as was given to privates at Andersonville and other Southern prisons, was the 
foundation of his present disability. We therefore recommend the passage of 
7 bill with an amendment—strike out all aſter Department,“ in the seventh 

ne. 


The amendment reported by the committee was adopted. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRY B. HARRINGTON AND GRACE A. HARRINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar 8 bill a R. 1228) 
granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and Grace A. Harrington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit 3 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, boven to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of . Harrington and Grace 
A. Harri: 5 Idren of Henry M. Harrington, late second lieutenant of 
Company C, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, at the rate of $15 per 
mon each. 

Sec, 2. Thatithe Secre! of the Interior be,and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the of said ones B. Harrington and Grace A. Har- 
rington the sum now due on the pension allowed to Grace Harri: „mother 
of said minors, who has disa; and whose whereabouts, if living, are now 
unknown: Provided, That if said Grace Harrington shall hereafter appear and 
be in a sane condition, competent to care for her children, this pension to said 
minors shall cease. During the allowance of the pension pets eee the 

heretofore granted to Grace Harrington, widow of said Lieutenant Har- 
rington, shall not be paid. 


The report (by Mr. WIN ans) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1228) 
granting a ion to Harry B. and Grace A, Harrington, have the same 
under consideration, and report: 

‘That Harry B. and Grace A. won St are the orphan children of Lieutenant 
Harrington, who was with General in the memorable battle on the Big 
Horn, June 25, 1876; that they are of the age of 11 and 12 years 1 that 
Grace Harrington, widow of Lieutenant Harrington, and mol of said chil- 
dren, is supposed to be dead, as her whereabouts are unknown, and diligent 

and inquiry have been made to find her by her relations without success, 
Said children are without any means of 3 and are now living with their 
grandparents. The mother at the time of her disappearance, February 9, 1885, 
Was in receipt of a pension of $17 month as lieutenant’s widow, which, under 
the circumstances, can not be paid. 

This bill proposes to pension said children at the rate of $15 each per month, 
and also to pay to them, or their guardian, the arrears of the mother’s pension. 
From the latter pro ition your committee dissent. But in consideration of the 

probability of the mother’s death—and it is only the want of proof of that 
act that prevents granting these children a pension in a l Way, and the 
further fact your committee are in favor of a general increase of pensions of 
widows and dependent parents—we recommend that the bill be amended b: 
adding to section 1, to be paid to their legal guardian for their use and benefit 
until they are sixteen years of age, and to strike out all of section 2, and that 
the bill so amended do pass. 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

LENFORD ROSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2976) 
granting a pension to Lenford Rose. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, & c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 


of the n laws, the name of Lenford Rose, son of George W. Rose, late a 
arpa ed Company I, Fifth Michigan Infantry, and pay him a pension of 
a mon 


The report (by Mr. Wry Ans) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

oe granting a pea to Lenford Rose, report as follows: 
at Lenford is the son of George W. Rose, who enlisted as a private in 
pacer | I, Fifth ent Michigan Infantry, August 27,1861; was promoted 
to second lieutenant 28, 1862, and to first lieutenant July 22, 1862, and ee 
tain June 23, 1863; died y 24, 1864, of wounds received in action at the battle 
of the Wilderness, Virginia, May 5, 1864. He left two children, Lenford and 
in F. Rose. Benjamin F. is poor, not worth a dollar; supports himself 
and family by day labor. Lenford is now thirty-one years of age; is deaf and 
dumb, and was so from birth. He has no use of his left arm and hand, it be- 
ing withered and drawn out of shape by contraction of the muscles. George 
Rose left no Lage pod whatever at the time of his death, and the pension 
ven the children till they were sixteen was used up in their support. ford 
on account of his infirmity, is entirely unable to earn his support, and is 
Hrag = the charity of friends and neighbors, having no relatives able to give 

im a home. 

No soldier has a better military history than George W. Rose. Had he lived 
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his unfortunate son would not now be a homeless waif. He gave his life to his 
country, and this unfortunate orphan should be that country’s ward. 
We k this a legitimate case for relief, and recommend the 
passage of the bill with an amendment. In seventh line strike out the word 
him and insert “to his legally constituted guardian for his benefit.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was to; and the 


bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


NORMAN S. BULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2740) 
for the relief of Norman S. Bull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Norman S. Bull, late a sergeant of 
Company C, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, upon the list of pensione: 
at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the $31.25 per month heretofore allow 
tan, to commence on the passage of this act and to continue during his natural 

e. 


The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2740) 
for the relief of Norman 8, Bull, have considered the same, and beg leave to re- 


rt: 
Paid Norman S. Bull enlisted and was mustered into the service of the United 
States July 16, 1861, in the Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, and was ser- 
geant of company C of said regiment. He was wounded in the 


lineofduty. The ball entered the left side of his fi out upon the other 
side. The i te, and nearly or quite all the bones of his jaw were car- 
ried away. By reason of this wound he is wholly unable to te food; his 


È act, Congress has granted the same ion 
as is granted by the general law to persons totally disabled and requiring the 


mend the e of the bill with an amendment: Strike out “seventy-two” and 
111 8 of this act, to be i 

“Atthe o! per mon! m an passage n 
lieu of the pension now paid him.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

ASAHEL MIDDLETON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3364) 
granting a pension to Asahel Middleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Asahel dleton, late a private in 
Company F, Sixty-fifth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3364) 
granting a pension to Asahel Middleton, having given the same careful consid- 
eration, report: 

That 3 Middleton was drafted into the service ber 26, 1864, and dis- 
charged therefrom Apa 6,1865. On the 22d day of a „1880, he filed his appli- 
cation for pension, alleging that from sleeping on cold nights in windy barracks 
at Indianapolis, Ind., with insufficient covering, he con ® severe cold, 
which settied on his lungs, also affecting his liver and kidneys; that he contin- 
ually grew worse, and that by February lL, an — right lung was closed and 
right half of chest badly swollen from center of breast around to back, in which 
condition he remained until April, 1865, when an abscess in right lung broke, 
discharging large quantities of pus; that he is unable to learn the whereabouts 
of a nen ricer cop officers, a ee prosena 1 3 one, 

This application was rejected by the Pension Department February 27, 
on the ORDA that EAN fes existed prior to entering the service. 


This decision appears to have been solely upon the statement made by 
the acting assistant m who eas his certificate of 9 
that he had “ organic d of 5 eys, with emaciation; said ion 


existed at the time of muster-in.” 

This testimony is rebutted by the affidavits of four neighbors—two of them 
physicians—who all testify from personal knowledge derived from intimate ac- 
8 that said soldier was sound and in health at the time he was 


ed. 
Two comrades, William Hi rd and George D. Perkins, testify that while 
in camp, under command of officers thereof, he contracted a severe cold from 
exposure, which settled on his lungs, and from which lung trouble he has never 


Dr. Ulris Bri testifies that in February, 1865, he began treating claimant, 
then on furlough. Hesays: 

He had an abcess formed on liver, and another on right lung; the lung be- 
came ulcerated and broke, large quantities of pus or matter being thrown off 
through bronchial tubes; ever since rge until to-day I have known 
him. The right side of breast is shrunken, and the shoulder is nany two inches 
lower than the other. Very little, if any, air passes into the right lung. That 
3 condition is the direct result of the disease for which he treated him 

n an? 

Ponor Burr, ee Hoblett, eda’ and Eberle 2 
various times, covering the entire pe rom discharge 
as to diagnosis of case, 


to treatment at 
and all agree 


Two official examinations disclose the same state of facts; and the last, by a 
full board, sa: 

“On pos examination of liver, with claimant in a recumbent position, by 
percussion and palpation, we find only a considerable degree of atrophy of that 
organ. Disability, one-eighth. On auscultation and percussion we find an al- 
most entire consolidation of right lung, with extreme flatness over that side of 
the chest. Respiration is confined almost wholly to left lung. We believe the 
disease of left lung was due to an abscess, but whether originally of the liver or 
. xe are unable to say. Chemical examination of urine shows no abnormal 

ement,” 

It seems to be very clearly proven that claimant entered the service a sound 
and healthy man ; that the disability for which he claims pension, namely, disease 
of lungs, was incurred in the service, and has been continuous since. That the 
“disease of kidneys,” which assistant surgeon certifies in his discharge existed 

rior to muster, and upon which statement claim was rejected by the Pension 
fice, had in fact no existence before soldier entered service nor since. 

In view of these and the further one that this man was drafted, exam- 
ined, and not only permitted but compelled to enter the service, your commit- 
tee believe the claimant is entitled to the relief asked for, and therefore recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MINTON PRALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 626) 
granting a pension to Minton Prall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pools laws, the name of Minton Prall, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. I. 626) 
granting a pension to Minton Prall, having considered the same, report : 
That Minton Prall, late a private in Com y C, Thirty-third Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteers, enlisted September 3, 1861, and was discharged July 26, 1865; 
that while returning from a furlough, and while on his way to his regiment, he 
was induced by Capt. J. M. — 2 n charge of the Government bakery at Jef- 
fersonville, Ind., to go to work in said bakery, and that on the second night, 
while so employed, his hand was accidentally caught in the iron rollers and his 
— = tejared to such an extent as to require amputation about half way to 

0 w. 

October 12, 1874, he filed his application for pension for said disability, It 
was rejected June 8, 1885, upon the ground “ thatclaimant was not in line of duty 
when he lost his arm.“ 

Claimant swears that Captain Terry compelled him to go to work in the bakery 
by threats of arrest; Captain Terry says he requested him to go to work because 
he needed more help. However, it is clearly proven that soldier did go to 
work in the bakery, and that he lost his arm while so at work. Had the sol- 


been raised. ing . 
furlough had not ye expired; the service he engaged in was legitimate and 
necessary; he lost his arm thereby. 

The technicality which precludes relief at the hands of the Pension Bureau 
should not prevent from dong justice. 

Your committee re recommi that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN D. CLARK. 


The next business 8 . was the bill (H. R. 3375) 
granting a pension to Jo i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


York Volunteer nfantry, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pen- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
3375) for the relief of John D. Clark, having had the same under consideration, 
leave to report: 

‘hat the papers in this case, procured from the Pension Office, disclose the 
fact that John D. Clark was a private in Company D, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteers; that he was attacked with inflammation of the eyes 
about January, 1862, treated by Dr. Paine, assistant surgeon of the regiment, 
and by him afterward sent to Winchester hospital; taken prisoner in said hos- 
pital and discharged at Washington, D. C., June 13, 1862, “ oy reason of his being 
a led prisoner.” Above testimony all furnished by official records. 

id John D. Clark filed application for pension July 19, 1862, and again July 

31, es bevy noe a he was taken with sore eyes at Camp Muddy Branch, Mary- 

land, ut ber 15, 1861; lost the sight of right eye about July 1, 1862, the 
left eye being blurred and very weak. 

E. A, Brown, captain of Company D, Twenty-cighth Regiment New York Vol- 


un testifies: 

“Said John D. Clark was a sound man when he entered the service, and that 
he —— sore eyes about December, 1861, at Camp Muddy Branch, Mary- 
land.” 

Charles W. Eckerson, of Creston, Iowa, testifies : 

In 1861, and for several years prior, was resident in Shelby, N. V., and was 
well acquainted with John D, Clark for five years prior to his enlistment. He 
was an able-bodied man, and had never been troubled with sore eyes during my 
acquaintance with him. When he was disch: in 1862 he came to my father's 
house; his eyes were very sore—could not bear light—and he was unable to per- 
form any labor; his disability continued until affiant removed from New York, 

1 ” 


Like testimony is abundant as to prior soundness, and both medical and Jay 
testimony is ample to prove conclusively the continuance of disability since, he 
having been at different times examined and treated by Doctors e, Cross- 
. — Benice, and Examining Dungeon Geo: M. Coit, all of whom have affida- 
vits in the case establishing fact of disease and disability. 

The latest evidence on file is a certificate of twenty-five of the leading business 
men of his town, certifying to an acquaintance of from twelve to twenty years, 
testifying to his excellent character and reputation, and that during this period 
he has been continuously afflicted with disease of eyes. 

This claim seems to have been rejected upon the report of a special examiner 
sent to Shelby, N. Y., who procured affidavits from several parties to the effect 
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that said Clark had sore eyes prior to his enlistment; but after critically examin- 
ing all the evidence taken by this special examiner, it is, in the opinion of your 
do abundantevidence 


comm by no means sufticient torebut or break down the 

already filed as to prior soundness. Therefore, in view of all the testimony, and 

221 pom — 5 ely, 1861, — the —.— — irr that x 
early stageof the war, namely, y 80 

diers soa have been rejected had there been eee ean. Fs Swans your com- 

mittee areof the opinion that his i as contracted in the service, and he 


wW 
should be pensioned. The passage of the bill is recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY S. MORGAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3359) 
granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, & c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Henry S. Morgan, late of Company D, 
First Regiment United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 3359) 
for the relief of Henry S. Morgan, having duly considered the same, report: 

This case was before the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the Forty- 
sixth Congress, and the — — report made thereon, which your com- 
mittee believe is a fair statement of the facts, and therefore adopt it as their re- 
port, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

“ It appears from the evidence in the case on file in the Pension Office that the 
petitioner was a private in Company D, First Regiment United States Infantry, 
enlisted June 16, 1866, and discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability April 
1, 1874. His 4e laration for pension was filed June 1, 1874, alleging— 

That at Fort Snelling, Minn., by an accident, his left hand was crushed we 
car-wheel, causing amputation about four inches above the hand; that when in- 

ured he was acting under orders of the sergeant of Company 6, on detached 
duty, between Saint Paul and Fort Snelling, and was traveling alone on his re- 
turn from Saint Paul to Fort Snelling to join his command.“ 

“The Pension Office rejected the claim June 24, 1878. on the ground, Not in 
the line of duty at time ewan ving, Seo injury; was absent on a pass.’ 

Ce oe of appeals, Interior Department, confirmed the rejection Novem- 

r 23. 1878. 

The Adjutant-General's report for January and February, 1874, states claim- 
ant present at Fort Snelling sick; nature of sickness not . Discha 
April 1, 1874, at Fort Snelling, Minn., on surgeon's certificate of disability." 

The certificate of disability gives as cause of loss of left hand, the 
result of an accident on the railroad when returning from being absent on pass 
to his post. This occurred 12th December, 1873. bility total.’ 

‘Capt. H. G. Thomas, of claimant's company, certifies t 

December 12, 1873, claimant, returning from Saint Paul to FortSnelling, fell 
under the railroad cars in such a way that one or more wheels passed over his 
left hand, entirely disabling it and rendering amputation necessary. Saw claim- 
ant immediately after the accident and he was perfectly sober,” 

* William Damphier, first sergeant Company D. in his affidavit, states: 

Was present with the company at the time of claimant's accident; that a 
few days 123 to the accident affiant had ordered claimant to dispose of his 
citizen's clothes, and that it was while returning from Saint Paul, Minn., where 
claimant says he disposed of his clothes, that he had his hand run over by the 


cars. 

“The examining su n of the Pension Office, A. Heger, M. D., December 
12, 1873, found him disabled as alleged, and the disability total. 

There is a conflict of evidence in the case, but the preponderance of the testi- 
mony, besides the moral aspect of the case, is in favor of the claimant. He had 
served nearly eight years in the Army, which of itself isa very certificate in 
his favor. The first en, oma’ his company testifies favorably in his behalf; 
— Ca spo aa who saw him immediately after the accident, says he was 

fectly sober, 
par Your committee are in favor of giving this soldier a pension on the record, 
although the evidence submitted to the m Office may not have been sufi- 
ciently strong to authorize granting a pension there; and your committee re- 
por. 35 upon the prayer of petitioner, and recommend the passage 
of the a 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BRIDGET O'BRIEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3919) 
granting a pension to Bridget O’Brien. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ao to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget O’Brien, low of James 
O'Brien, late s member of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3919) 
granting a pension to Bridget O'Brien, having given the same due considera- 
tion, beg leave to report: 

That from a careful review of the voluminous testimony in this case on file in 

Brien is the widow of 


„ . 
enlisted October 17, 1862, and was discharged J ay 31, 1865. He died October 26, 
1876, of disease of bladder and kidneys. His widow filed her application for 
pension October 19, 1882, which was rejected April 17, 1885, “ because of no medi- 
cal record in service, nor for several years after discharge.” 

The following facts are very clearly proven by abundant and competent testi- 
mony: That claimant was sound, healthy, and strong prior to and during the 
first year of hisservice; that his service was constant and severe; that he was cap- 
tured on the Stoneman raid in the rear of Atlanta in the summer of 1864, taken 
to the Andersonville prison-pen, and confined there for several months. On 
his return he was in feeble health, and so remained until his muster-out, fre- 
quently unable to perform duty, but not sent to hospital; hence, no ical 
record in service.“ This is proven by affidavits of lieutenants and commander. 

Continuance of disability and gradually failing health after discharge is fully 
proven by lay testimony up to 1870, and by medical testimony from that time to 
date of his death; and it is further proven that one Dr. Charlton, who is now 

ead, treated him from date of discharge until 1870. 

From all the circumstances in this case, soldier's prior soundness, his arduous 
service, his sufferings in prison, his return therefrom enfeebled and broken in 
health, his continued disability and final death, your committee believe that 


. hich the strict letter of the la ould 
pening pte ara PES —— ————— — 
sage 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HIRAM L. WAIT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3358) 
granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

rr , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and e to place on the Fee to the Adee, es 
limitations of the 


ion laws. the name of Hiram L. Wait, late a private in 
Company C, Third ent of Iowa Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 
3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait, having given the same very careful 
consideration, 97 

That Hiram L. Wait, late private in Company C, Third Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteers, enlisted June 5, 1861, discharged August 26, 1865, having been previ- 
ously transferred to Company 169, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps. On 
September 25, 1856, he filed his og reer for pension 3 the loss of his 
right arm by accident while on fatigue duty at Cairo, III ay 10, 1861, which 
claim was rejected December 4, 1883, on the ground that the injury was not re- 
ceived in line of duty. 

The evidence on file with this case in the Pension Office discloses the follow- 
* of facts: 

he regiment to which Hiram L. Wait belonged had re-enlisted, and return- 
ing from yeteran furlough, arrived at Cairo, III., about the 8th day of May, 1864; 
that on the 10th the regiment was ordered to board transports for an expedition 
up the Tennessee River, and that after the regiment had packed theirknapsacks, 
and were ready to p o the e claimant was instru y the 

d dy to proceed to the transports, the clai t instructed by th 
lieutenant his company to take the letters of the command to the 
post-oflice, about one mile distant, and to make all haste, in order to be in time 
to embark on the boats, 


ppears 
no special and formal order of company or regimental commander detailing the 
soldier to perform the duty of carrying the mail. 
To those who know anything of the hurry and confusion of breaking camp, 


cure his eg ra emas by claiman 
both of whom, it is proven, are men of high character and strict 1 
report of the company says: Lost his arm in line of duty.” 


morning 

rae e across its 

accident, w on fati, duty at Cairo, III., on the 10th day of May, 1864, while 
in the line of his duty,” and it is certified 


y 
tory when trnusterren te Veteran Reserve Soru 


Battalion Veteran Reserve 

From all the evidence in this case your committee are of Sia opt that the 
soldier was e eee orders from his superior : the disability 
was incurred in line of duty, and that he is clearly entitled to a pension. Where- 
fore we reco’ the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ROBERT F. H. GOODE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 619) 
granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to place the name of Robert F. H. Goode, late second lieutenant of Company F, 
Sa ee Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, now residing in Centerville,lowa, 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


whackers at 
on account of d 


would clearly have been entitled to a pension under the provisions of clause 3, 
section 4693, ised Statutes, providing for pensions to State militia. 


Your committee believe the limitation of this statute should be raised in this 
ease, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

2 MRS. H. B. REHKOPF. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3251) 
granting a pension to Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf, mother of Augustus 
Rehkopf, deceased, late a private in Company I, Nineteenth Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3351) granting a pension to Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf, have duly considered the same, 
and beg leave to report: 

That Augustus B. Rehkopf enlisted August 6, 1862,as corporal in Company I, 
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Nineteenth Beas Jowa Volunteers, and was killed in battle December 7, 
lication f enue andes ä Ae which was rejected J 
on for n as en was une 
15. 1885, on the ground of. 8 dence at rrn eps ol soldier's death. 


was never married. 

The father’s health continued to decline, and he died of consumption in 1868, 
Very thorough examinations by special examiners develop the fact that at time 
of soldier's death his father was possessed of a house and lot and harness-shop. 
all worth about $2,000, and a stock of tools and material valued at $1,000; and 
that the family did live without the son; and it appears that it was upon knowl- 
ange of this fact that the claim for pension was rejected. 

ut it is also in evidence that the business and the income therefrom mate- 
rially diminished after the son's enlistment, and the mother was compelled to 
take boarders to 1 family. Since the father's death the mother 
has supported herself by — be ers, and with the help of such contribu- 
tions as she received from her o dren as they grew older. 

But she is now old, and in need. She gave her first-born to help save the life 
of the Republic, He was in measure her support then, and had aright 
to expect that he would furnish her such substantial and aid as would 
be necessary for a comfortable ig ene in her old age. Your committee think 
she is entitled to a pension, and therefore recommend the of the bill, 
with the following amendment: From the name in the title of bill strike 
out the initial letters H. B.“ and insert the name Magdalena.” 


The amendment rted by the committee was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3367) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, G., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to place the name of Meg A. Foster, widow of Grigsby Foster, on the pension- 
roll, subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H, R. 3367, 
having given the same due consideration, leave to rt: 

act of Congress approved reh 3,1 the of the 

instructed to place the name of G: Foster, late a private in 


try, and should succeed to his pension. 
We therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment to the 
title, so that it will read: Mary A. Foster,” instead of Mary Foster.“ 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. KATE MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1292) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 3 au- 

thorized and directed to Tae on the ion-roll the name of Mrs, Kate iller, 

ee of Joseph H. Miller, late a private in Company D, Second United States 
valry. 


The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller, beg leave to repont as follows: 

That Joseph H. Miller, the husband of claimant, was a soldier, who was first en- 
rolled August 24, 1861,as a member of Company I, Fifth Regiment New Jersey 
Infantry, and per General Order 154, War ent; enlisting Oc- 
tober 28, 1862, in Company D, Second United States Cavalry. He wasdischarged 
February 28, 1864, but re-enlisted on the same date and in the same company, 
serving until February 23, 1867, when he was by reason of expiration 
of term of service. 

That he filed an Ae for a pension June 15, 1880, W yeseyy snd from 
a gunshot wound of left shoulder, received September 19, 1864, in the line of his 
duty at Winchester, Va., while a member of the last-stated company; 
fore any disposition was made of the claim, on December 6, 1880, e died, leaving 
his widow, Mrs. Kate Miller, who has since continued the prosecution of the 


gaged 
1864, absent, sick at McClellan hospital, Philadelphia (wounded), “Since Oc- 
tober 7, 1864, to 8 28, 1865, on detached service at Dismounted Camp 
April 30, 1865, absent, sic’ 
Rolls, October 31 and December 31, 1865, report him absent, sick in hospital at 
Baltimore, Md., since October 11, 1865." 

‘That the medical testimony in the case shows him to have had, some time after 
his service aforesaid, severe pains in the l&ft wrist, resulting from the gunshot 
wound of left shoulder, wate grade extended up the left arm to the left 
breast, down the side to the s; of the back; that these pains became very 
acute and severe, extending even to the lumbar regions, 

That the other testimony presented shows that this 1 grew on him 
from year to year to suchan extent that he was disabled fully and over one-half 


of his time, and at the time of his death, December 6, 1880, totally unfit to per- 
form any manual labor, 

‘That from a close 1 of the medical testimony presented it is shown that 
the health of Joseph H. Milller declined gradually from frequent attacks of 
supposed rheumatism or neural, laying him up for weeks at a time; that the 
disability affected his spine, and that these attacks e more frequent each 
year until 1878, when he was totally disabled for two years, and then sought 
medical treatment from physicians other than his family physician, Dr. P. T. 
Lockwood; but, declining rapid] died December 6, 1880. 

Dr. P. T. Lockwood, of Crystal Springs, Miss., the attending physician, testi- 
fies, among other things, that the ball which inflicted this wound was never 
extracted ; that he was satisfied at time of death, and still is of the opinion, that 
the nervous symptoms were from the effects of the old wounds, the ball in tracks 
or N as the case may be, producing lesions that gave rise to constant 
irritability of the nerve center, under excitement of the circulating system, en- 

rgement, and obstruction of the heart's action, and consequent of the 

rge arteries. 

Dr. P. T. Lockwood's testimony is very complete, he having had the soldier 
under his treatment from the fall of 1869 until the date of his death. 

This committee, considering the testimon 1 them, and the character 
asa soldier and citizen of said Joseph II. Miller, as abundantly testified to, the 
length of time of his service, and that the testimony shows from the date of his 
receiving said gunshot wound up toand until the time of his death he was a con- 
stant erer from said wound, recommend that the bill do pass. 


There peng no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES MANNY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1506) 
ting a pension to James McAnny. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and Hmit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of James McAnny, late quartermaster- 
sergeant of Company O, First Regiment New Jersey Cavalry, 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
1506) granting a pension to James McAnny, submit the following report: 

Your committee find that a similar bill was introduced into the Forty-eighth 
Con; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and reported favora- 
bly by that committee. The bill passed the House, but was not reached in the 
Senate. Your committee adopt the report made by Mr. Bagley in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, as follows: 

“In the petitioner’s declaration for a pension he states that he entered the 
service of the United States on the 27th day of July, 1861, in Company C of the 
First iment New York Cavalry, and was honorably d at Camp 
Bayard, Vi ia, on the 12th day of January, 1863. This statement is confirmed 
by the certificate of discharge. 

“The claimant ey ri that while on a scouting e ition near Culpeper 
Court House, in the e of Virginia, he was injured by his horse being shot 
and falling on him, which broke several of his ribs and hurt his lungs, and that 
at the same time and place he received a gunshot wound in left leg, and that 
he was treated in hospital at Washington, and also at Chester Hospital, in the 
town of Chester, Pa. 

“ The records in the Adjutant-General’s Office show that he was with his com» 
pany in July and August, 1862; sick and absent September and October, 1862; 
present for duty November and December, 1862; present, sick, January, 1863, 
and discharged January 12, 1863, on account of disability. Regularreturn, July, 
1862, reports him among absent enlisted men; cause not stated. No evis 
dence of wounds on company roll. From the 28th of July to the 8th of A 
the company (with the regiment) was in the advance of Pope’s Army of Virginia, 
performing scout and picket duty between Culpeper Court-House and the Rap- 

da 


n. 

“ The certificate of discharge, signed by F. V. Dayton, assistant surgeon, sa 
that, having examined James McAnny, finds him inca le of performing the 
duties of a soldier because of tuberculosis, with great disability, rendering him 
entirely unfit for duty. 

ee 2 È. In U, examining n, under date of December 23, 1878, sa: 
that the soldier is totally disab! and that, judging from the evidence, it is his 
belief that the disability did originate in the service, and that he finds that the 
seventh and eighth ribs on leſt side have been broken, and they now press upon 
the lung and prevent its expansion. 

“As to the applicant's condition 9 — and subsequent to enlistment, John 
Moore swears, under date of June 12, 1878: 

That he has been well and intimately acquainted with the elaimant for 
thirty years; associated with him frequently before and since the war, and 
knows of his own personal knowledge that he was a stout, healthy man before 
he enlisted, and free from any disease of lung or injury to leg. Had he not 
been so, aftiant would certainly have known it. Claimant came home from the 
Army sick with lung disease, which has affected him ever since, Understood 
he was injured by horse while in the Army.’ 

Peter J. Woolston makes statement under oath substantially as above. 

„John E. Cary, M. D., testifies that he has treated McAnny more or less since 
1871 for consum. n of left lung, which appears more affected than the right 
lung. ‘He has n unable to work at times since I first examined him. He is 
a temperate man in regard to all things, so far as I know.’ 

“The claim was deemed inadmissible 1 Pension Office because the claim- 
ant could not produce the evidence of oflicers or comrades or of treatment in 
the service. 

“ Judging by the claimant’s own statement under oath, he did receive the in- 
Jos from which he is now suffering in the service and the line of duty, and as 

e has proven by credible witnesses that he was sound and healthy when he en- 
tered the service, and seriously disabled when he left, your committee conclude 
that he is deserving of a pe’ n, and recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP JACOBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1567) 
granting a pension to Philip Jacobs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
nterior be, and is hereby, author- 
eas „ „ wales tothe tlhe bail and lim< 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Jacobs, late of Company F, 
Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
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The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 


BE dos Sipe maa on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H R. 
Vn A the ſollowing 
2 


N in January, 

ed by the Department for ine ee. the alleged diebe; Paris ante: re- 
t of a broken-down constitution, which existed at the date of enlistment, In 

the notice of rejection is a statement as follows: 

positive statement that the disability 


rtment man pro! 
from causes 


originate in service in the line of duty, and is probabl 
hemorrhoids were, externally, small, of little account, but 
hemorrhage from internal 


of Eoy eg and exhaustive 
J. pany F; late colonel said regiment, swears that claimant was a Whe 


2 — 
ant complains 
ids. 


on, M. D., of eg 


ce he was in testifies he 
5 years, before and 


e was in pay wigan | that beds his 
his return from the service 


claimant from hemo: 
piles internal, with great irritant inflammation and protrud 
up to that time causing him many times to keep his room and co: 
le to use any amount of exertion for walking; that since his return 
ale to do manual png e 


aut wr and in the end would cause his death. 
Henry Inderleid, John Rogier, John N. Rogler, Jacob Rogler, certified to be 
utable men and entitled to Adit Soh morons Shak boy wera well antatsid 
with Philip e man, to his enlistment; that he was a sound. thy, in- 
dustrious, ab! man, and free from piles. 

From the foregoing facts the committee are justified in the conclusion that 
previous to and at the time of claimant's enlistment he was a sound and pai rn 
man; that he contracted the disease complained of while in the service of his 
country in the —— of duty, which has continued, rend 
form manual which to obtain a subsistence 
result in his death. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


‘There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be 3 to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PETER TOWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3562) 
for the relief of Peter Tower. 

Te bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the n. roll the name of Peter Tower, late 
a member of the Eighth New York Heavy subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred a (HL. R. 3562) 
granting a pension to Peter Towers, submit the following repo: 


— — 5 unable to per- 
will ultimately 


Peter Towers, the claimant, enlisted Sej ber 8, h Comp y L, Eighth 
New York Heavy Artillery, and was June par is application 
for pension was filed June 26, 1880, claiming a a for disability is curred in 


the service as a soldier in the late war. H Depart- 
ment on the ground that there was no record of — — treatment in the service 
or at the time of his discharge, and claimant's 1 ene the necessary 
proof to establish the origin ‘of kidney disease in 

Examining S mn Lemuel Cross states that he eithee pcb ae in eis 
pans over the lumbar region attimes which hurts in and out of achair; 
that it is this lumbago which acts on the 8 eads him to believe that 
his wae i are at fault, which is corroborated by Examining Su n Bendall. 

The claimant testifies that prior to his enlistment he resided at ee and 
Richmondville, N. X.; occupation was farming and driving team; he enlisted in 
the’ Twenty-third Battery, New York, September 8, 1864; about January 1, 1865, 


erred to Company Eighth ew York Hea’ ; while 
the the line of duty he contracted kidney disease; was sent to 55 Hospital; 
about March 20, 1865, was transferred to Stanton — 8 D i 


and returned home; that he is unable to work at any heavy work; that he is 
unable to furnish medical proof of treatment ngs said disease i mmediately after 
his return from the service, for the reason Dr. Cornell, who treated him for 
said disease, is now dead; that he does not oe the 3 of fem a his 
Officers. and can not find them; that he can not furnish testimony 
(Robertson), as he (Robertson). was a prisoner at the time he Cima) i — 
the regiment; that he can not furnish the testimony of Assistant S n 
for the reasen that he does not know that he was ever treated by 5 

The record testimony shows that claimant was on the roll ch the TT 
third Independent Battery, New York Light Artillery, for September and Octo- 
ber, 5 present; name not borne on roll of battery for November and Decem- 

864. Muster- roll of Com y L, Eighth as Heavy 8 reports 


kim resent January and February, 1865, with in Second 
— on hospital;“ joined regen 16, 1865, — was p and April, 
865, with the remarks, 8 ospital at City Point, var Mustered out 


5 une 22,1865, at Washington, D. 


XVII 88 


The records furnish ams evidence when taken sick, nor the nature of the sick- 


ness; ental ree record not on file. Also the claimant, Peter Towers, 
private pan ghth New York Heavy Artillery, was admitted to Stanton 
neral hospi! from service 


Washington, D. C., April 8, 1865, and discharged 

une 22, 1865; aiso that he entered Second Division (Second Army eee hos- 
pital, Patrick's Station, Va.; 5 not stated; was transferred February 16, 1865 
entered depot field d hospital (Se (Second Army Corpo). € City Point, Va., February 13, 
1865, with sprained ankle, and wa — April 7, 1865; entered hospital 
steamer Car 8 = Ts 

John Boothwick, Dr. ud Boles: x and Peter Hagadorn testify that th 
knew claimant before as 2 the time of his enlistment; $ was a soun: 
healthy, able-bodied man. 

Walter Dingman swearsthat he well knew claimant, and that while in the line 
of duty, at or near Petersburg, Va., about February 15, 1865, he came to City 
Point ital, disabled with 9 disease; that the facts are personally known 
to affiant by reason of claimant's statement. At the time gs came to hospital 
affiant was a member of Company E, Eighth New York H Prt e agt and 
has no interest in said claim; that claimant looked bad and at the time walk 


with a cane. 

Peter 1 private of Company E, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery, 
also testifies that claimant came to City Point hospital with kidney disease. 

Dr. E. Willard Boies testifies, in an affidavit filed February 19, 1884, that he has 
seen claimant two or three times each week for years past; ‘that "claimant is 
only able to do very light labor, and does not believe he can do one-half the la- 
bor of an ord man, 

Dr. John Swinburne, of Albany, N. Y., testifies that he has known claimant 
for about nine years, and has treated him for kidney disease; did not know him 
prior to enlistment; treated him first for his left hand, injured between railroad 
cars, and for kidney disease about May 10 and 18, June 3, 7,12, 16. 19, and 25, 1878, 
1873; that he is unable to perform his labors asa healthful man, only 


Dr. Henry S. Gale swears that he treated him about June, 1 for nephritio 
colic and ——— nephrites, and lately for vesical catarrh of bladder, treatment 
continuing to November 1, 1882; that he is unable to do over one haf the la- 


bor of an o: man; that the above disabilities still remain to the extent 
above stated. vit filed February 19, 1884. 
Lawrence King testifies he has long known claimant, and that immedi- 


John J. Dickinson testifies that claimant was well known to him pre- 
vious to June, 1865, and ever since his discharge from service he has been com- 
9 of kidney ‘disease, and is unable to do more than one-half day’s labor. 

Cady also testifies that he has been well acquainted with claimant ever 
since his return from the Army,and that claimant was severely afflicted with 
—— of the kidneys; that prior to his enlistment he knew him to be well and 
; that he advised apron to take medicine (niter), yoo he — — 


nable to perſorm full labor. 
re recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS WARD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3309) 
to increase the pension of Thomas Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Poe dock ys nebo» F eee eee and is hereby, author- 
zed and directed to inerease msion of Thomas Ward, late of Company B, 
i ty-ninth Regiment of Nile , from 


Infantry Volunteers, to S40 per mon 
an er the passage of this act (certificate No. 8583). 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill No. 
3309, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to ce as follows: 

This bill was favorably reported to the House in the Forty-eighth Congress 
and passed the House, and report made in that Congress opted by this 
committee. and is as follows: 

This pensioner was wounded in front of Atlanta, Ga., and the left arm was 
amputated in co uence thereof. On this account he is now receiving a — — 
sion of $24 per mon He has proven that at the time he was d rom 
the service, and ever since, he has suffered with chronic diarrhea, 220 52 that as a 
result of that disease he has — with en ment of the liver, and paraly- 
sis of both legs has resulted, and he can move about now at all times with dif- 
ficulty, and sometimes not at All 

“He is now allowed at the Pension Office all that can be given him unless he 
shows such a condition of total helplessness as to require the constant aid and 
attendance of another n. His condition is not — all the time, but the 

greater portion of the time i it is.“ 

oh view of the foregoing facts, well established by the evidence of physicians 
who are attending him, as well as by other reputable testimony, this committee 
recommend the of said bill, with the following amendment: Add tothe 
bill “in lieu of the pension now received by Sy 

to; and the 


The amendment reported by the committee was 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM CONDON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 415) 
granting a pension to William Condon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

* Beit enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William Condon, 
late a member of Company F, Ninth iment Iowa Cavalry, now residing in 
the county of Schuyler State of Illinois, holder of pension claim numbered 
213210, and pay him a pension of dollars per month. 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) is as follows: 
William Condon enlisted at McGregor, Iowa, in ope Hep and was honor- 
ably discharged at Prairie du Chien, Wis., July 4, 1865. is application for a for a 
mis based ih Prairie du Ohien, Wis. Joly 4, 190. H mule and ruptured 
n tho rectum and testicles, which resulted in blindness. His claim was rejected 
Commissioner of Pensions on the ground that there was no record of 
—— for which pension is claimed. 
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Ita from the evidence that the claimant had no 
he and 


man, The eral 
report in ease shows, “claimant, October, 1864, in the i Little 
Ark., sick with injuries of back from fall Wie nboae ie able ad 
shows claimant in the hospital almost all the time 


marked on the records On the 6th of May, 1865, he was transferred 
the hospital at Devall’s Bluff, Ark., to Prairie du Chien, Wis., and was honor- 
ably discharged 4 Aas 1865. P 

e claimant es that while in the line of his duty, being detailed as a 
ng water for his com y and was ri amule, 
when the animal became frightened and threw to the ground 
force that he became senseless, causing rupture of the rectum and inj to his 
private , from the effects of which he never recovered ; that the = 
mation from his injuries received in fall from the mule passed to hiseyes and has 
caused his total ess, one of his F dapa having burst. 

James Valentine, of Company D of the same regiment, testifies that in the fall 
of 1864, at or near Devall's , Ark., the said Condon was thrown from a mule, 
he being a teamster at the time, and was very badly hurt, so much so that he 
was sent to the hospital, and that he did not see him again in the service; that 
prior totaa Condon was a sound, healthy man, and was always ready for duty 
when upon, 

Levi J. Ross, à private in Company D of the same regiment, testifies to the 
same facts as James Valentine, being present at the time Condon was thrown 
from the mule. The military record of Ross and Valentine show that they 
were at the place stated at the time. James Valentine, on being examined by the 
Pension De ent, states that Condon was injured in his head and was sensc- 
less after up to time he was taken to the hospital. 

Dr. Ruple, who is certified to as being are — — witness, testifies that he has 
been the family physician of said Condon since 1865; that he came home with 
an injury to his penis, a) utly a bruise, of his bladder and 
kidneys, which resulted in diabetes; that he treated him also in 1865 for weak- 
ness of his eyes; that Condon was also treated for prolapsus ani, and at times 
Condon complained of his head hurting him. That the inflammation seemed 
to pass to his head, and has caused total blindness, one eye having bursted. 
. he caused Professor Hughes, of the medical college at Keokuk, to examine 

d Condon, and that after a careful examination he reported that Condon's 
loss of sight was the slow but steady work of malarial attacks contracted in the 
Army in Arkansas, 

Said Ruple also testifies that Condon is now very poor, and he and his wife 

When weath 


ies by 
peddling pencils, shoe-strings, and other simple notions. And he 
CC been regarded as strictly honest and temperate in his 


Dr. M. Park testifiesthat he has examined said Condon; he found him suffer- 
ing from prolapsusani he claiming that these affiictions came on by being thrown 
from a mule while in the Army; that from his acquaintance with Condon 
for the last ten or twelve years, he has no doubt of the truth of his statements. 

A large number of Condon's og e who knew him both before and since the 
war certify that Condon’s claim for a pension is meritorious, and they earnestly 
ask that he be ted a pension. 

The board of medical examiners at Burlington, Iowa, May 1, 1878, examined 
said Condon, directed by the Commissioner of Pensions to examine him care- 
ay E traces of former syphilis. They report after a careful examination that 

e had none. 

The Grand Army Republic Post, No. 172, of which said Condon is a member, 

speak of his case as follows: 


“Hon. W. W. DUDLEY, 
“t Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C.: 

“Stn: By the unanimous request of Ellsworth Post No. 172, Grand Army of 
the Republic, we do hereby submit to your consideration a statement of the 
case of William Condon, late a private of Company F. Ninth Iowa Cavalry, 
whose application for pension is numbered 31 and whose case has been 
bungled up by his attorneys. The said Condon enlisted in August, 1563, at 
M or, Iowa, and was discharged at Prairie du Chien, Wis., July 4, 1865. 
While in the line of duty at or near Brownsville, Ark., about the month of July 
or August, 1864 ving been detailed as a teamster), on returning with four 
mules he had taken to water, the mule upon which he was riding became frac- 
tious and threw him violently on the pommel of his saddle, the pommel be- 
tween his testicles and rectum. He fainted from pain, falling off the mule, and 
remained unconscious for a long time, when he returned to consciousness, 

“Levy Ross, James Valentine, and two or three others whom he does not re- 
member, came to where he lay and conyeyed him to the corral, where he lay 
for a few days, when he was taken to his regiment at Brownsville, Ark. Re- 
maining there two days, he was sent to Devall’s Bluff hospital, Arkansas, 
where the surgeon told him he could not do anything for him. Continued to 
remain at said hospital until April 25, 1865, when he was ordered, with seven 
others, whose names he does not remember, to Prairie du Chien hospital, Wis- 
consin, being there Ne as night-watch unt# discharged. The said Con- 
don having become blind since his discharge makes it essentially one of our 
duties, believing his to be a meritorious case, to extend to him all the aid in our 

wer. 
yon considering all the evidence, your committee is of the opinion that Con- 
don entered the service a sound and healthy man, and was discharged a phys- 
ical wreck, completely broken down in health from injuries received while in 
the line of his duty asa soldier. He has become blind and otherwise disabled. 
His case is one that appeals strongly for sympathy. 

Your committee recommend that said bill do pass, with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out all after the word company in fifth line of the printed bill 
and insert the words F, Ninth po 1 — of Iowa Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion according to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GILES C. HAWLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 424) 
to amend the record of Giles C. Hawley, and to place his name on the 
pension-roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to gentlemen representing 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions that in this case, although the bill 
= . — the Calendar, the report has not been received from the Public 

ter. 

Mr. WINANS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


THOMAS T. SMITHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 427) 
for the relief of Thomas T. Smithers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas T. 
Smithers, late a private in Company D, enty-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
— — to pay him a pension at the rate of dollars per month from the 
— day of —, 188-. 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) is as follows: 


7 yaa 3 March 25, 1862, for 3 He ap 
plied for a pension „1879. e ease was rejected March 10, 1883, 
y record of said Smithers shows that the disease fistula 


id rd 
dated February 25, 1802, at Fort Herman, Kentucky, by G. F. Farwell, captain, 
and in command of the company. Said certificate states tha 

“ The said soldier has been unfit for duty forty days. The disease, though 
unknown to me, seems to have existed prior to enlistment.” 

Ita from the evidence that the said Smithers has been suffering from 
the said disease ever since his discha: and that he has been disabled all of 
that time from the effect of the same y one-half, and at many times he is a 
great sufferer from the effect of the same. 

Hugh Ervin, the quartermaster of said regiment, testifies as follows: That said 
Thomas T. Smithers was frequently detailed to assist him in the duties pertain- 
ing to his office, and he particularly remembers his being detailed to assist build- 
ing the barracks at Fort Holt, Kentucky, which required good, able-bodied men 
to perform the work, and never heard said Smithers complain of not being able 
to ga any task imposed on him, but, on the contrary, he was always ready 
an — — | to cheerfully perform any such duty, and was considered a stout and 
able-bodied man, and that he was acquainted with the said Smithers for several 
years prior to his enlistment in the service, and he was always considered a stout, 
able-bodied man, capable to perform any kind of manual labor. 

All the evidence that he was a , faithful, and industrious soldier u 
to the time of his si ess at Fort Holt, and that he had performed his duty well. 
Some half a dozen or more of his comrades testify to the hard marching said 
Smithers did in going from Fort Holt to Camp Crittenden, and that in said march 
said Smithers was taken sick and never recovered while be remained with the 

ent, and that he was discharged on account of said sickness, 

O. Hillyer, a comrade who enlisted in the said regiment with the said 
Smithers, testifies that said Smithers and himself were examined in a nude con- 
Poor ats § the medical examiner at Camp Butler at the time of enlistment, and 
that Smithers was very carefully and minutely examined by the surgeon, 
and was pronounced sound and able-bodied. A large number of Smithers's 
neighbors and oy ees who knew him intimately, some of whom knew 
him from a small boy, testify that he was an able-bodied man up to the time of 
enlistment, and free from fistula in ano or piles. 

Isaac Turris testifies that said Smithers and himself followed welldigging j . 

been for 


to his enlistment; that for three years next prior to his enlistment he was with 


William Hammer and M. A. Jones make similar statements, 

Your committee are pieni of the opinion that that part of said military rec- 
ord, that said Smithers’s disability existed prior to enlistment, was an error, made 
probably for the sole purpose of getting said Smithers dismissed from the service, 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 
Strike out all after the words “ pay him a pension,” and insert the words “ sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and that the bill do 
pass, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN C. FREES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1989) 
granting a pension to John C. Frees. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Laterior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, ag a to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John C. late of Company I, One hundred 
and twenty-cighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


The claimant was enrolled Au 4, 1862, at Reading. Pa., in Company I, One 
hundred and twenty-eighth ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was dis- 
charged March 19, 1 for disability. 

Claimant alleges that about September 5, 1862, he came under the treatment 
of T. A. Helwig, assistant su n, One hundred and twenty-eighth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, for ulcerated varicose veins of left leg, and the next day was 
sent to the division hospital at Alexandria, Va., where he remained until Octo- 
ber 31, 1862, when he rejoined his company at Maryland Heights, Va. December 
2, 1862, was sent to Chestnut Hill hospital, Philadelphia, where he remained 
until discharged. The varicose veins kept growing worse until November 27, 
1875, when the leg was amputated above the knee. This claim was rejected upon 
alleged evidence showing that varicose veins existed prior to enlistment, and 
were not due to claimant's military service. 

Your committee have carefully examined the evidence of various persons who 
knew him prior to his enlistment, and yaa, all testify that he seemed to be a 
hearty, active man, who was constantly on his feet, moving about in the pursuit 
of his vocation, which was that of a peddler, and that they never heard him com- 
plain of his legs. That varicose veins existed in this soldier's leg is entirely a 
matter of inference from their rapid development after he was me PA to the 

and ps of a soldier’s life. But your committee are of the opinion 

that any such inference is not justified by any evidence, and that it would in this 

instance work a great hardship on claimant, who is very poor, a cripple, and left 

by the death of all his relatives entirely alone, and to a considerable extent help- 
He earns a precarious subsistence by keeping an open-air fruit stand. 

The point in this case which most forcibly impresses your committee is the 
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9 — 8 udicial to the claimant drawn from the 


ness mel phere leg prior to enlistment, but that this 
the fact that the claimant passed a 
examining surgeons, 

Your committee therefore report favorably, and recommend that the bill do 
pass, with the following amendment: On line 4 ore the words“ roll,” 
strike out the words “ subject to the provisions and Ia of the pension 
laws, and add, after the word “ volunteers,” on eg KA bok Poning words 
. at he receive dollars per month from the date of the passage of 

i” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
ANDREW J. PUTNAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2161) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, & e., That the 
ized and directed to place on the pe 
ations of the pension laws, the name of 8 eee de —.— 
A, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania V: olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 
Claimant was enrolled March 1, 1864, ember of Compan: One h 
dred and 8 — -seventh —— Volunteers, and -i 3 


of August, 1868. 
Enos W. 3 re 
“Claimant says 


.. eed 
jon-roll, 


special examiner, as follo 
e received an injury 


service and! lino of duty on orano 
August 20, 1864, from which h. since been ‘remark’ 
his name on the case-book of G. H. at York, Pa., in the Spring of ws 
. 

a u or one 

5 e a 
o was sul uently reo; 
maton was to ascertain the! eat 


mer 
“The claimant 1 in strai 


alleges incurrence of injur, for which =< claims pension. ial of 
ever — received an injury to from a log pric to erei is firmly 
supported ros sworn statement of his wife, is an in t, conscien- 

tious, Christ: what ‘the 


woman, and gave her testimony without kno 
trouble’ was or what hindered her husband's claim for pension. evidence 
is interesting, and is believed by the special examiner to be both competent and 


worthy. 
nd pri 3 of every witness examined agrees 
— 


osp: 

lates to claimant, Davis is an intelligent and worthy citizen, and his testi- 
mony was given guardedly; itis worthy of careful pe Bo soma ag I am per- 
suaded that the adverse h cspital record ab York, Pa.,is ust as to claimant. 
‘There is much evidence top support m; „and none to contrary. Being 
80 Ne 1 recommend that the admitted.“ 
©. Criner “ worked hard with claimant before the war,” and he was 

then considered as . 2 Claimant tried to work in saw- 
— 5 the war_ but was unable to ; also “not able to perform manual 

r since.” 

James Campbell, neighbor, says: 

“He has known cl t alaoo a boy; he worked for 
1862, and many times previously. He was then a stout, 
ask for a better workman.” 

Lieutenant Culver, of Company A,One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, says: 

“Tie knew claimant prior to enlistment a few years; when he left he was in 
goo. health and strength, He was marked as a model, willing, and earnest 
Worker. 


nent on farm in 
y man; did not 


The evidence as to “ ru; health” of claimant is as strong as it could pos- 
sibly be, and is ra by his neighbors and com ions, who knew him well 
and worked in mpany. 


lormly as to his being a rows in his | > Ey 
nnd som man.” 4. is also testi that as a worker he was notorious 
company, so that his captain on one occasion endeavored to 
and said to him, “ You siop work of twomen.” This state ot healt 
and hard work on part of claimant continued en the 19th or August, 
1864, when, while under arms near Petersburg, Va., and in ene he = 
knock: ked down suddenly, as tas jupposed, from the effects of a bursti: 

without help; his captain —— Jorma him to 113 


was stunned and unable to 
feet; his gun-stock was sha to pieces. He was not able to go on with his 
regiment next day on accountof injary to back and severe 


pain caused th 
Your committee will continue the statement of this gallant soldier in his own 


words; 
s Captain J Hart thought I would haye to pes the hospital at once, but I 
not to go, thinking I would get be did get some after a few 


and tried to do duty, but I found I coal not stand it, and after a couple of weeks 
or so I gave up and wentto hospital. Before I went, and after I was hurt by 
shell, I was taken with piles and have never been free from them since. I have 


had continuous trouble from my back acho SS 

The committee does not think it u to enlarge n the testimony as to 
the character and services ofthis hard. Sates noaa pind aes het pete to 
to them hard that a mere hospital the records 
at York, Pa., where he had gone to be 3 for . — — an ferS he was de- 
tained longer than he thought necessary and against his protestations, should 


be instrumental in keeping claimant for so long a time from the reception of his 
As regards the amount of disability the evidence 


well-merited pension. 


After his 


discharge he learned the trade of 
e expectation that he woua be able to pursue it and earn 


equally maier mgr and bd the point. 


1 — teen found that he was 3 is inj even preventing his 
laborin; 3 that. His wife testifies that she herself doch 1 the hard work of the 

ith occasional hired help, and that her hasband is frequently unable to 
oe even the chores. Frequently, also, he is confined to his bed for weeks ata 


time. 
In view of this statement of well-established facts, gor committee unani- 
mously and earnestly recommend the passage of the b bil 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. ADA O. KREPPS. 


The next business Pg 2 Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3632) 
granting a ion to Mrs. . Krepps. 

1 bill re read, as follows: 
ne Br po the econ Gere of the Interior be,and he Lin Shaper 


the name of Mrs. Ada O. Krepps, widow of 
ceased, late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsyl- 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is-as follows: 
John B. Krepps, the 3 oe the claimant, was first lieutenant e 


K, Second eee Hen Artery, and received two wounds in battle— 
one a fel bewas in left wrist, and the other a gunshot wound of left hip— 
for which he was in oa — n at the time ol his death, which occurred 
Jan 9, 1881. The wi for pension was on the unds that 
her h s death from — aea was not shown to be the result of the wounds 
which he had received. 


The testimony of Dr. Duncan, who for for many years was this soldier's medical 
attendant, and whose standi. ding is repo rted good, is to the effect that the soldier 
often complained to him 8 feeling and pain in his lower extremities, 
and that he was Bi Gomer id et to get upand walk about during the night 
to relieve this. This feeling ot numbness continued to increase until he 5 — 

e 


ren 5 kind ore th 
some in the 
est ngs Oi He futher states that the ball entered the left hip , was taken out on left 
to spinal column, as shown — the cicatrix, oo that, in his opinion, 
the shock or concussion sustained by the spinal cord at time of being wounded 
eee to interfere with the nutrition of the cord in after years so as to 
cause the fatal degenerative disease which caused his death, 

Your committee are also of the opinion that the cause of this soldier's death 
was as is stated by Dr. Dun: it was the result of injuries received while 
in the line of duty—and they therefore recommend that his widow be placed on 
the pension-roll and that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSIAH B. SNELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1032) 
granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, OA tothe provisions and limit- 

nsion laws, the name of Josiah B. . Snell, father of Alonzo W. 
vate in Company G, Thirtieth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) is as follows: 


Josiah B. Snell fileda claim for pension as dependent father of Alonzo W. Snell, 
late a private in Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, who died 
at New Orleans, La., of chronic diarrhea, April 13, 1864. Claim was rejected 
upon ground that claimant was able to support himself at the time of soldier's 
death; was but forty-seven years old in 1861, and found to be only one-fourth 
disabled in 1881, 

The petition of claimant to Congress sets forth at considerable length— 

“That he was dependent upon said son for support, and that his labor up to 
the time of his enlistment went wholly for the spot of himself and family; and 
that when he enlisted he paid over to him, the said Josiah B. Snell, the amount 
received as bounty, which he used for the ee of himselfand family. 2 2 
That at the time ofthe enlistment of said Al V. he was in possession ofa 
small piece of land situated in Mercer, * * TE but he never had a deed ofthe 
land for the reason that he never paid forthe same. The amount agreed to be 
paid for said land was $225.” 

Claimant further sets forth, in substance, that he was exempted from taxation 
by the town on account of his poverty several years, about the time of hisson's 
enlistment, and that he is at . — dly crippled by rheumatism and by bone 
sores in his arm and leg, from which large pieces of bone have from time to 
time come. ‘The following points are fully established by the evidence on file 
in the Pension Office: 

By C. H. Allen and C. N. Wood, assessors of Mercer, that the amount of real 
ee taxed against Josiah B. Snell from 1861 to 1865, inclusive, was $120 each 


ene ns and Anthony Brackett, assessors, 1881, that on account of 
Ane ity and poverty the taxes assessed ‘against him in 1874 were 
8 by dif of the town, and also in . ars. 


‘tim aid s for use of the family; son 8 for . — on their 
farms and and the they paid the father for such service. 

selectman, that claimant, as shown by town records, re- 
1864 and 1865. 


PClaimant’s 1 physical condition is also fully established. Dr. Hiram R. 
Corson, of Ni Me., states that he was called to see Josiah B. Snell ‘April 
21,1884, and found him totally 3 


t His disability was ca disease of bone of 
swelling and 8 


‘ht arm, causing severe 
e entire arm and han him 


Have examined 


since ve date, and find are veins of both 1 the abdomen, and left 
groin, some of the veins being very large. His ht shoulder is deformed, ap- 
parently the result of aninjury. I eve said Snell is now able to perform about 
or one-fourth of a man’s work.” 
The report of G. A. Wilbur, ee physician, made October 20,1881, shows 
substan’ y the same physical disability. 
The recommend passage of the bill. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW J. HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was tho bill (H. R. 1471) 
increasing the pension of Andrew J. Hill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Hill, late 

jutant of the Third New Hampshire Regiment, at the rate of $25 per month, 
in lieu of the sum now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) is as follows: 


Andrew J. Hill is now over cighty years of age, and has served his 5 in 
two wars. For disabilities 8 in the war with Mexico (diarrhea and liv 


pa 8, 1862, on account of disabilities incurred 
under circumstances stated as follows by his colonel, John H. Jackson : 


outposts, his ho: 
be thrown heavil 


e was pensioned for said disability at the rate of $8.50 per month, and his 
claim for increase is rejected on the ground that the claimant is now receivin; 
n tg rege ged with the degree of disability found to exist by reason o 
ury to jeg.’ 
his decision is antagonistic to the conditional recommendation of the Ports- 
mouth examining board, contained in their report of his final medical examina- 
tion, under date August 26, 1885, as follows: 

2. m examining the applicant we find the followin: jective conditions, 
vibe i our judgment, do entitle him to an iner : Injury to left 
leg; measurement makes the left leg an inch larger than the t; no especially 
tender points; increase in size extends from thigh to ankle. + * He locates 
his sciatic pain along the course of the internal saphenous vein, which is marked 
with varicosities from thigh to ankle, and to which we attribute the increase in 
size of leg. We should rate him something for the varicosities if there was evi- 
dence that they were contracted in the service, say three-eighths, conditionally.” 

Also, as indicating the claimant's physical condition, we have the joint affi- 
davit of William H. Sise and W.S. Walker, two highly respectable citizens of 
Portsmouth, that on account of his lameness he is almost totally incapacitated 
from following his Shion, nec as house-joiner, and the statement of S. C. Whit- 
tier, M. D., late surgeon Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, un- 
der date February 9, 1883, as follows: 

I hereby certify on honor that I am the family physician of Alfred J. Hill, of 
this city, who has been under my care, professionally, for the past five years 
most of the time. Mr. Hill has been an invalid for most part of the time, anda 
part of it he has been mentally as well as physically in a dae way. 
At the present time his health is much better than fora longtime previous. He 
has not been fit or able to do manual labor for the past two or three years, nor is 
he now able to do any work, either mental or physical, and will never, in my 
opinion, be in condition to do any kindof labor. I consider him a broken-down 
man, and, as he claims, I think the service rendered by him during the late war 
had much to do with his present debilitated condition. Iam free to say tnat I 
think he should have a full pension, and hope that this statement may be instru- 
mental in producing that result.“ 

In 3 of his patriotic services in two wars, of his advanced years, 
and of his established disability beyond that for which he is pensioned and ve 
likely attributable to the same injury, we recommend that he be given the 
disability pension of his rank and report the bill favorably with the following 
amendment, viz: In line 6,strike out the words “twenty-five” and insert the 
word seventeen.“ f 


The amendment was to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY G. COLBY. 


Tlie next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1474) 
granting a pension to Mary G. Colby. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, d., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, 
the name of Mary G. Colby, widow of Amos C. Colby, late a private in Company 
I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, said pension to commence from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNEs) is as follows: 

Mary G. Colby is the widow of Amos C. Colby, formerly a private in Company 
I, Third New Hampshire Volunteers. She is sixty-eight years of age, and claims 
a pension by reason of her husband's death (December 30, 1882), resulting, as 
she contends, from disability contracted during his army service, from August 
11, 1862, to May 7, 1863, when he wren diachatged. Said Colby, on his application 
and accompanying proofs, was allowed a pension for sciatica or chronic rheu- 
matism, of $6 per month from the time of his discharge to September 24, 1881, 
and thereafter $8 per month until he died. 

The widow's claim was rejected at the Pension Ofice, September 25, 1885, on 
the ground that the cause of her husband's death, viz, pneumonia, was not 
due to or connected with his military service.” 

The evidence filed in the Pension Office shows clearly that the deceased was 
a sound and healthy man when he enlisted, and that his discharge was ordered 
solely on account of his permanent disability from rheumatism. From the time 
of the soldier's return home from the Army, on crutches, to his decease, in 1882, 
the history of the case is one of increasing debility and gradual decline. 

Dr. W. B. Moody, a reputable examining surgeon, certifies that he 
treated him from discha until death; t 
is decease, w 


4 This is the opinion concurred in by two good physicians who had known the 


ever after his d „and who attended him during his last illness. 
Mrs. Colby is an old lady, and needs the pension for her support. 
ill. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bi 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ADDIE L. MACOMBER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1462) 
granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Addie L. Ma- 
comber, a volunteer nurse in the late war, giving her the sum of $25a month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) is as follows: 


Addie L. Macomber was one of the noble women who performed so important 
a service in ministering to the sick and wounded during the war for the Union. 
The papers filed with the committee show long and almost continuous service. 
afaithful formance of duty which endeared her to those under her charge, an: 
proves physical infirmities and weaknesses of a serious character attributed to 

ner labors in the hospitals, 

In her own statement she says: 

“I entered Camden Street United States General H 
3 1862; remained there continuously till 1865, with the exception of three 
months’ leave of absence for the benefit of my health. In lifting my sickest 
tients to administer food and medicine I injured myself severely, and the effect 
of that injury will follow me throngh life. I became a widow in 1861, and I have 
no property, real, personal, or mixed. Iam unfitted to do heavy manual labor, 
and am unable to obtain a position in the Departments on account of the civil- 
service law; am entirely dependent upon my own exertions for support.” 

The Surgeon-General, United States Army, certifies the period of Mrs. Ma- 
comber's service as from July 9, 1862, to April 14, 1864, and from August 28, 1864, 
to May 23, 1865, and there are several testimonials as to the character and 
bya 4 of her services. 

2 pron ohn Neff, M. D., of Baltimore, Md., formerly assistant surgeon, United 
tates Army : 

This certifies that Mrs. Addie Macomber was a nurse in the wards of which 
I had charge in Camden Street United States pore General Hospital, Baltimore, 
during che years 1862 63-64, and that she was faithful and efficient in the dis- 
charge of the arduous duties of her position, doing much to alleviate the suffer- 
ings of our sick and wounded soldiers.” 

homas G. Haviland, of Georgetown, D.C., says: 

This will certify that during the war of the rebellion (1861 to 1865) I was on 
duty in the Camden Street General Hospital, Baltimore, Md., as a hospital stew- 
ard, United States Army, and am cognizant of the fact that Mrs. A. L. Maeom- 
ber rendered faithful and efficient service therein as a nurse for more than two 
and one-half mas 

P. H. Wheeler, of Washington, D. C., formerly of Company A, Sixteenth Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers: 

During our late war, in the summer of 1862, I was a patient in the soldiers’ 
hospital, Baltimore, Md. Mrs. Addie L. Macomber was in charge,as nurse, of 
our ward in said hospital, and I am pleased to certify that she was faithful, at- 
tentive, and always willing and y to render assistance with that patience 
and kindness which endeared her to us all.” 

And most significant of the affectionate regard in which she was held for her 
good works by our sick and wounded soldiers, was the following memorial, ad- 

ressed to her and bearing the signatures of twenty-eight soldiers, representing 
thirteen States: 

We, your patients in the Camden Hospital, take occasion, on the eve of zonr 
departure from among us, to express our regret in sustaining the loss of one 
whom we have learned to love as a friend and esteem as a faithful nurse—one 
who understands and is competent to provide for the wants of men in our sit- 
uation. If in after years trouble shall gather around thy pathway and the course 
in life seems dark and cheerless, turn to this of love's labor and here find 
the encouragement we desire to extend you; and whether you shall again come 
among us to make cheerful the sick couch or to bind the fractured limb, or shall 
choose to pass the remainder of your days amid the quiet of your native State 
and among the cherished friends of earlier times, carry with you the assurance 
that our kindest wishes go with you and that you will retain a warm place 
among those of our remembered friends.” 

Caroline B. Winslow, M. D., of Washington, D. C., certifies: 

“I have known and treated Mrs. Addie L. Macomber for prolapsus recti and 
uteri, which she informed me, sixteen years ago, when first my patient, she con- 
tracted by lifting patients and everwork while acting as nurse in military hos- 
pital during the civil war.” 

The committee think Mrs. Macomber's services fully entitle her to the recog- 
nition which has been accorded to others of her class, and recommend the 8 
of the bill, with the following amendment, namely : In line 6 strike out the 
words twenty-five” and insert the word twelve.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA A. NELSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1456) 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson, 
The bill is as follows: - 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Lydiu A. Nelson, widow of the late John 
W. Nelson, of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment of New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNEs) is as follows: 


Lydia A. Nelson is the widow of John W. Nelson, formerly of Company K, 
Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, who was pensioned for gun- 
shot wound in right foot. He died July 22, 1879, of peritonitis, as established by 
a post-mortem examination. The widow’s claim was rejected upon the ground 
that the soldier’s death resulted from disease originating after his discharge. 
There is not a line of direct evidence on file indicating that his fatal disease was 
contracted subsequent to his discharge. On the contrary,every inference to be 
drawn from the evidence connects it with his military service, and the only de- 
fect is that it is not medically established. 

We append to this report the evidence as briefed by the Pension OMice, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

BRIEF OF EVIDENCE FROM PENSION OFFICE RECORDS. 


Benjamin P. Hagget, late of Company K, Fourteenth New Hampshire Volun- 


ital, Baltimore, in the 


1886. 
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teers (service and presence verified by Adjutant-General): ‘That in July, 1863, 
while the regiment was encamped at g woods, near Washington, B. C., he 
first heard soldier complain of a trouble in his stomach,” and afterward heard 
him complain frequently of the same trouble in his stomach, and was often 
obliged to be excused from duty. He was sound and robust before enlistment. 

uently saw him after discharge, and he said always that he was still 
troubled with the trouble in his stomach.’ 

“Benjamin Baker, comrade and tent-mate (service and presence verified by 
Adjutant-General): ‘About July, 1863, he began to complain of pain in the 
stomach. Have known him to excused from duty on account of said pain. 
Have known him to Be medicine from the surgeon for it. Saw him almost 
every day after his d rge until he left Pembroke, in 1879, and during all of 
this time heard him frequently complain of pain in his stomach.’ 

Frank P. Robinson, comrade (service verified by Adjutant-General): ‘ While 
in service heard soldier 8 of trouble in his stomach, and was tly 
excused from duty. I saw him occasionally from discharge until his death, and 
whenever I asked him after his health he would speak of still being troubled 
with the stomach difficulty. He was in good health at enlistment, and always 
saronta 8 to exposure and lying on damp and cold ground, and to 
eating sa! x 
„Butler H. Phillips, M. D., testifies that his books show that he treated him 
in 1865, but does not remember the disease, but thinks, from his prescriptions, it 
was stomach troubles.’ 

Moses W. Russell, M. D., testifies: Was called to treat him first in 1873. Te 
had a severe attack of peritonitis. He represented to meat the time that he had 
been subject to such attacks at regular intervals for several years. Have given 
him medicine several times, but was not his lar M. D. as present at post 
mortem July 22, 1879, There was abundant evidence of peritonitis of long stand- 
ing. It involved the toneal covering of the intestines and omentum, His 
death was undoubtedly ca by a recent attack of same disease, system be- 


ing greatly weakened by the previous and repeated attacks.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. MARY E. SAWYER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 3452) 
granting a ion to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to penen on the greeny er esas =r ha the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pens laws, the name of Ma Sawyer, widow of the late 
Samuel Sawyer, late of Company K, Twenty-third Massachusetts Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. HAYNEs) is as follows: 


Samuel Sawyer was a pensioner at the rate of $4 por month by reason of dis- 
ease of lungs contracted while in the mili service as a private in Company 
K, Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. He died May 24, 1885, 
and widow's claim was from evidence showing relation between cause 
of death and cause for which pension was claimed being insufficient under the 
rules of the Pension Office. 

George E. Allen, M. D., of Auburn, N. H., makes affidavit as follows: 

“Tama 3 and attended Samuel Sawyer, a pensioner, in his last ill- 
ness, and the said Sawyer died in said Auburn on the 2ith day of May, 1885, by 
reason of ysis from tubercular meningi uing or my opinion, was in- 
duced by incurred in the service of the United States, and for which he 
was in receipt of a pension,” 

In nse to a subsequent inquiry from the Pension Office, he says: 

“My Regnosis was not in any way verified by an autopsy. In my opinion, 
some of the tuberculosis material was carried to the meninges of the brain, 
F ti vouched for by the postmaster í 

r. m's veracity an reputation are for by the at 
Auburn, While the evidence is not conclusive under the rules governing the 
Pension Office, it seems to be all that the circumstances of the soldier's death 
renders possible to e It is direct and explicit, and in oqiy should not 
bes ored to the widow’s distress and disadvantage from a lack of cumulative 
evidence. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE H. CAMPBELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 291) 
granting a pension to George H. Campbell. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, & e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub to the conditionsand 
limitations of the pennon laws, the name of Seona . Campbell, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the One hundred and sixth Illinois Infantry Volunteers of the late 
war, and to pay him a pension as provided in such laws, 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) is as follows: 


The claimant, George H. Campbell, entered the service August 17, 1862, as lieu- 
tenant-colonel, and was discharged in April, 1863, on account of disabilit for 
service. At the time of his 1 he was lieutenant-colonel of the One hun- 
dred and sixth Illinois Regiment. e filed his application for a pension October 
9, 1882, for a rupture of the left side, caused while in the line of his duty near 
Jackson, Tenn., in January, 1863, and contracted by hard riding on his horte and 
jumping across a ravine. The military record of the claimant furnishes, how- 
ever, no record of said disability. The evidence shows that the claimant was 
sick and unfit for duty after December, 1462, and that on accountof sick he 
tendered his resignation, the surgeon of the iment recommendin, said 
resignation be accepted. On the ground that there is no record evidence that 
hernia existed in the service, his pension claim was rejected. A. H. Lanphier, 
who was surgeon of the regiment, certified April 10, 1863, that said claimant was 
suffering from pulmonary tubercular di . 

The evidence of Dr. L. L. Leeds, who was claimant's family physician before 
he entered the service, and a ae number of table witnesses, who were 

pbell said claimant was a sound and 
man before entering the service; and it is very clearly established that 


in command of his zerimenh in November, 1862, forced his horse tojumparavine, 


on 
Dr. 
ng and 


jumping above alluded to, caused the claimant to strip, and, for the first tim 
earned that he was ruptured in the left in, from which rupture he is still suf- 
fering. This examination was made within ten days after the claimant returned 
home from the Army. The claimant swears that he did not know that he was 
ru until informed of the fact by Dr. Leeds; that he was treated for the 
same ailment while in the service, but that neither he nor the doctor knew that 
he was ruptured; and he further swears that he was not ruptured before enter- 
ing the service of the United States. 

tappears conclusively, from the evidence, that said rupture has been grow- 
ing worse ever since, until the claimant is totally disabled; that he is a very 
poor man and in n y circumstances, 

Your committee is of the opinion that the said Campbell received his rupture 
while in the military service of the United States and in the line of duty, in 
November, 1862, near Jackson, Tenn. Therefore, they recommend that said 
bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass, 
ABIGAIL SMITH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3019) 
to increase the pension of Abigail Smith. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, do, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the pension now allowed by law to Abigail Smith, widow 
of the late John E. Smith, deceased. formerly a private in 8 G, One hun- 


dred and sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteers, from eight to twenty dol- 
lars per month, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


That said Abigail Smith is now on the pension-rolls and receiving a 88 
at the rate of $8 per month, as the widow of John E. Smith, late a private in 
Company G, One hundred and sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

That it Sy by the affidavit of George B. Smith and the written statement 
of Hon. R. S. Stevens, a member of the last Congress, that they are acquainted 
with Mrs. Smith; that since she was placed on the pension-rolls she has become 
entirely blind, beyond any 3 of cure; that she isa woman of excellent 
e and except from her pension she is dependent upon the charities of 
others, 

The committee are satisfied that this is a meritorious case for an increase of 
pension, and therefore report that, in their opinion, the said bill should pass, 
after being amended by striking out the word “twenty” in the last line and in- 
serting the word “twelve” in place thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELLEN S. TOLMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1152) 
for the relief Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the 8 the name of Mrs. Ellen 8, Tolman, 
late an army nurse, at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) is as follows: 


Ellen S. Tolman is one of the corps of noble women who in the early days of 
the war became interested in the great and holy work of ministering to the sick 
and wounded of the Union armies, Thisshe did freely, giving of her time as a 
volunteer 5 her means without thought then of reimbursement 


oy e General Government, nor has she ever asked it, though, beside the time 
which she gave, she mt several thousands of dollars in prosecuting the work, 
which she continued the first Bull Run fight, in 1861, down to February 15. 


1863, when she was prostrated by a malarial typhus fever, from the effects o 
which she never recovered, and which compelled her finally to abandon the 
work she had so successfully prosecuted. She was a woman of slight build, and 
in her zeal and enthusiasm worked far beyond her strength, Keeping upon her 
feet until she completely collapsed and broke down. The attack of fever was 
preceded by conyulsions, and for twelve days thereafter all was a blank to her, 

Dr. Stanly, of Winthrop, Me., who attended her, then said if she lived until 
her fever ran its course it would result in consumption or malarial abscesses, 
The sequel shows that the result was abscesses, from which she has suffered 
most intensely, having had them on the arm so severe as at one time to suggest 
amputation as the only means of saving her, Afterward, upon the back, knee, 
ankle most l yeay ony reepa S red, which were S with the knife while 
she was under the influence of ether. About the 10th of June, 1863, she was 
able to be removed to her home in Maine, and on August 10, the same year, she 
was enabled to move painfully around by the use of crutches, and only the last 
of September was she able to discard them. With returning strength she felt it 
her duty to in resume her work. She came to Washington, but an attempt 
to take up work resulted in complete failure, and she was compelled to 

n submit to treatment by Dr. Andrews, then at the King street hospital in 

jexandria, for a new abscess which formed upon her knee, which finally com- 

pelled her to abandon further attempt to aid in the good work so much appre- 
ciated by those who had the misfortune to need such ministrations. 

In prosecuting this work she had a pass, signed by President Lincoln, author- 
izing her to enter all hospitals within the Union lines, day or night, and fur- 
nishing her with conveyance and escort if necessary. 

The evidence submitted is most complete as to the untiring zealand unflagging 
spirit with which she labored until, overcome by disease contracted in the 
work, she was obliged to relinquish further efforts in behalf of our sick and 


wounded, 

wo George L. Beal says, under date of November 14, 1885: 

* le I was colonel of the Tenth Maine Regiment I know from personal ex- 
perience that she gave her entire time in looking after the wants of and seeing 
that every care and attention was given to those in the hospitals. She became 
almost indispensable to the officers of my regiment in looking after their men; 
and sng information as to their whereabouts or condition could always be ob- 
tained by sending to her. Itake great pleasure in recommending her to the kind 
consideration of our Government, believing its bounties can not be more worth- 
ily bestowed than in granting her a pension.” 


Col. J. W. Hathaway, State agent for Maine, says: 


During my term of office, which ended in the spring of 1863, she continued 
a devoted and capable assistant in relieving the suffering of our sick and 
wounded men, until prostrated by serious illness, the result of her charitable 
work. To the best of my knowle and belief her labor and sufferings were 
nerated, and I think she is entitled to compensation from the Govern- 


Hon. TNE Perham, ex-governor of Maine, says: 
“JI was in Washington much of the time during the war, and had occasion to 


1398 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


FCC ted with Mrs, E. B. Tol- 
man. She ost patriotic and Christian service e eae se eet 
around Washington during the late war. N hospitals; 


. indebted to — — my recove 8 
She also presents evidence of residents of South Paris, Me., who have known 
her from childhood, and who testify to her 8 the best of health previous 


to her service in Washington in 1861. Also from acquaintances in Lawrence 
Mass., where she, now resides, showing that since service she has had several 
attacks of sickness when her life was endangered, and that her health will not 
ES ae to attend to her household duties. 


vu 


‘tale in eon uring the Jala — war, 
She has = a Pars ponte for many years from the above causes, and there 
is no probability that she wate svori —.— any better. The condition of heart is such 
that exertion of almost . cee er m distress and suffering. 

Her aor Eleza B. 25 . aes a private in Company D, Second ‘Maine 


have 


Your committee are porta 9 w where the Government has had the almost (in 
and without — da and at Pp expense of 
years of ph ence in this case disel ones, ot of such a noble 
and devoted woman, there can be no question as to its duty in eo cakes 
They therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


PHILOMENA E. NOLAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3481) 
granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan. 
ae bill is as follows: 
£c., That the Secretary of — ees 3 and a is hereby, noran 


— and directed to o paa on eee. 
Nolan, of Stoneham Saunier of Jal John Nol Nolan, late a private 
in Com ny D, Tri rd Massachusetts Volunteers, and to pay her a pen- 


sion of $18 a month. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire why it is that 
$18 is fixed as the pension in ‘this case when the usual rule is $12. 
There may be some reason that I do not know, but I can not see it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 

Philomena E. Nolan is the daughter of John — kw a 

-third Massach 


D, Thirty: setts Volunteers, who enlisted Jul: 
was killed in battle at Dallas, Ga., Ma: 


invalid for if, shudder to — ‘Thre 8 
wou e a strong man er to gaze upon 
poverty of the family T the age raw 
teen years in order to aid in her support. The reco: the Massachusetts 
she was taken for treatment. i, pive the story of the accident 
therefrom so fully that the 9 


J. K. Phillips, M. D., house officer, under date of December 13, 1885, furnishes 
the copy of — 3 acs single; rag ne hours; 

“Minnie ocen n, o. ive; g] ve 
birthplace, Stoneham ; — —. Stoneham, Mass. On the 6th 


vate in Com- 


Ww! 
was completely de from the h. 
r had been cut and tho scaip reapplied and held in piace Py sutures For 


Granulations 


might improve her general 
expectati: 


th, she was advised to take her home, with the 
jon that if her 
consequently on ber 30 she was not rel 
f 20, 1873, she returned to the hospital in much the same condition as 


After five days, with very slight improvement, she again re- 
traed to her home. 


side out; that of the EEE 
„September 26 Dr. J. Collins Warren 


—.— patient being etherized. 
The extreme ectropion of the left e. Endeavor was made to 
transplant a piece of skin from the thi hto Da Gonuded skull, This graft 
mained in place several days, but sloughed off eventually.” 


re- 


Massachusetts eral ii 

of this case, under dato of December 18,1598 quoting from records Seer a on 

accident is ly one of the most terrible 
it entailed upon her incalou- 
lable suffering, but ently disfigured and disabled her. ‘The condition 
of the sear is such that ‘wound is nover fulty healed, and ie Hable af any mo. 
ment to open extensively. She is therefore in a constant state of invalidism, 
more or less aggrava „ is beyond the resources of our art to relieve. 

“ An examination December 


After the death of ber fathes the mother e second husband d 
in 1876. The mother, with the aid of friends, has s led on through 
le longer to bear these 


som until, at the present time, old and poor, she 
urdens, She must become a charge 
lief which Congress can 


1 — or obtain the re- 
grant and on which she feels her child hasan equitable 


claim, by reason ofthe ae opan the field of battle of him who otherwise might 
a eee of relief so much needed in this season of their great 
trial and need. 


For obvious reasons a pd committee also take this view of the case, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH SULLIVAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1104) 


t granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza! Sullivan, widow of 
John Sullivan, late a private in Company H, Third Massachusetts tts Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) is as follows: 
The Committee on ibn Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1104, 
submit the following re 
BE aire Sullivan is the Siow of John Sullivan, late private in Com 
usetts Cavalry. The husband of claimant was 3 dis- 


2 a case shows tees the soldier 3 disease of ores 
at Port Hudson, La., in 1863, beginning by being what the gion used to 
“*moon-blind; pr that is, in lying with the moon shin in while si iena 


ing, the effect was i was to 
dence clear} 
and was 

manual labor. 


from 
as well as — of eyes, for which pensioned, which finally 
affected his bra t his head, ery- 


James A, McDonald, of Boston, Mass., testifies he had known soldier for 

ded him professionally during his last sickness. He 

—— indore he left the Army, 

he said was caused by . which prevented him from n doing any 
Attended him fora — ies the back of 


which developed into erysipelas, 2 believed his his disability 
tumor which developed causing death. 
W. T. Lemon and James S. Pal testify: 3 


grew worse, and that a number 
of years previ ... becoming so bad in 
Vw. ocean el a g and at- 
2 Lemon, Elizabeth Palmer, and D. R. Hanmell testify th: 
When the solder came home he was not able to do any ore T he was 
moon-blind, and out of his head at times.” 
on this case the presumption is strong that the soldier's death was — 
to the service. He entered the 


en the service well and strong, with no disease abou 
him; he came home and was pensioned for disabili es which had onan 
his brain and undermined his 


constitution, which would seem in effect to make 
him more susceptible to the erysipelas which finally intervened and carried 


him off. 

The widow is seventy-four years old, poor, and unable to care for herself. 

Your committee think that in her few remaining days she should have the 
assistance of the Government, and therefore recommend the passage of the 
accompanying bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JOHN H. BARRY. 

The next business on the 8 Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1109) 
granting a pension to John H. Barry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

co., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 


Beit enacted, 
ized and directed to pisos on the pension: roll. subi tothe provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of John Barry, late a private in the 
Thirteenth Massachusetts Battery. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) is as follows: 
The Committee on ae Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1100, 


—_ the following 
ohn H. Barry enl: as a private in the Fourth Massachusetts Independent 
Battery, Ce pw Er 7, 1864, and was — beg ime te 5 Massa- 
chusetts t discharged application for on 
was filed Abril 2. "2.180, al allegin  disablity from rheumatism which peoia 
chronic from En ep teea p.“ His claim was rejected January 13, 1883, 
Sabini to far there was no record of “ alleged rheumatism, and claimant's 


w 


Lieut. George N. Jenkens, Fourth 3 Battery, certifies claimant 
joined Fourth ey eee 9 Tenn. , some time in December, 18, and that 
at that time, and id battery, he was to all ap nee a sound and 
healthy man, free from all Dodily ailments, and poten ha 4 so until he was trans- 
ferred, some time in ae winter of 1865, tothe Thirteenth usetts Battery. 

Garrett Lemmons and John W. Hart, of Salem, Mass., certify to knowing 
claimant from boyhood, and know that at time of enlistment he was a sound, 
able-bodied man, and apparently free from ail disease. 

Comrades William A. Silver and John H. Marshall certify that— 

“ While in service at Greenville, La., in winter of 1864-65, to our personal 


1886. 
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9 claimant contracted disease of rheuma and was incapacitated 
from d veral occasions; was sent to hi tal, and was 


swampy condition of the place where we did duty and the frequent heavy rains 
at that time; that we have been intimate with claimant since discharge, and 
have known that he has suffered since then and is at the present time suffering 


The record of the Fourth Battery is not filed in the office of Surgeon-General. 
Surgeon W. W. Hipolite oe Rosy jo 2 to an office letter of November 3, 1852: 
Have no record or nee treated claimant; was in of 
reserve artillery, including Fourth e eine metus in January and Feb- 
„1885; may or <a = have treated him d 
Choat, testifies 


September, 18806, perros Br e through an acute illness of some two 
weeks’ duration, che nature of which was rheumatism, It 9 og neal Bre 
sion that I then expressed an opinion that the sickness frem he was mo 
suffering was connected more or less directly with his exposure to 
inftuences while in service.” 

Henry J. Gaffney, M. D., Salem, testifies as follows: 

“ Attended claimant during months of September, October, December, 1872, and. 
in May, June, Se tember, October, and November, 1873 ; he was suffering from 
chronic rheumat 

The pa penat in this ‘ease show that claimant has almost constantly suffered with 
the disabili 
relief in chan 
Banks on a fis! 


waukee and while there was compelled for about six months to use ewes 
that throu tional Home at Togus, Mo. where he nov been at last compelled 
enter the National Home at Togus, Me., where he now is for the sake of the ona 
vantages it gives for su and treatment. 

Drs. Pierson, of Salem, and Drew, of Woburn, Mass., who treated him imme- 
ey, upon his return from the Army, being dead, he cannot furnish their evi- 

ence, 

The report of the medical examining board of Boston, Mass., June 25, 1882, is 
herewith a . — 

are stiff and awk- 


heart; heart’s action normal, though its sounds are not very clear. He 
he has been kept from work kurse 
1 — 
„but colla ony may warrant 

In view of all the facts in this 
claimant has a strong claim upon the Government for relief, an 
fore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN TAYLOR WOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5198) 
to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, of Louisiana. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £e., That all disabilities im and incurred by John 
Taylor Wood, of Louisiana, under and by of the the fourteenth amendment 
ofthe Constitution of the United States, be, and are hereby, removed, 

The report (by Mr. TUCKER) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to which has been referred the petition of 
John Taylor Wood, ly report a bill for the removal of his ties 


respectful 
under the ponce of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, and rec- 
ommend its passage. 
The petition is herewith returned. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SUSANNAH CARMICHAEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3902) 
for the relief of Susannah Carmichael. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


iment of Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid — — to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3902) 


ee the relief of Susannah having considered the same, report as 
Claimant's husband, ohn W. as of Com- 
y —.— Ninety-seventh YW; Carmichael, enl teers, August thee rg mee 
— y 1, 1888; applied for and was on for chronic 
Pe — „ at II Holly rings, Miss., w. in 1e 6 duty tly 
for same dafi 


granted arrears 
The soldier died in 1877, the ide 's claim for 2 bein rejected by the 
Pension Office upon the evidence by Drs. McDowell an: Wooden a special 
examiner, these physicians stating that soldier did not 40 of paar diarrh 
poisoning tracted 


oo 2 b ny in former davits, but of malarial con 
while in the 
However, these shysicians subsequently changed the statements in their sec- 
ond affidavits, its, making the statements pon Res ged first peg radars reps 
Horona 7 ee rea died of chronic diarrhea, having incurred said disability 0 
ne o u 


The Pension Department, however, holding it could not 9 e 
sg ae 9 graag by Drs. McDowell and Wood oodward, rejected the 
A carefi a of the ees evidence clearly Obio ai the fol- 


lowin, hots, Tit comrades, m of his company, and former 
neighbors, desde that ithe soldier was —.— and free from upon enter- 
ing the 5 and that he contracted chronic diarrhea while in line of duty at 
Holly 8 


rary, ‘Woodward, McDowell, Meredith, Norval, and Minick state in 
thelr aida affidavits that Captain Carmichael died from chronic diarrhea contracted 
n the 
Surgeon 5 certifies: 
* I carefully examined 8 Carmichael and find him unable for military 
duty by reason of chronic hea and disease of left knee, and I recommend 


his discharge from service to save his life.” (Report from Adjutant-General's 
Office, Cenc A 23, 1863. 
Your committee, holding the evidence in claimant's favor conclusive, report 
the bill favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
TAYLOR VOSS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3903) 


granting a pension to Taylor Voss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
mee — nese Go. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
directed to place on the pension-roll, sub: ect to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe aitat nent Kentucky Cat am tee ee 
n: and eventh Regiment Ken 7" wie va on com- 
pa * 99 ' pens 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as yee 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3903, 
considered the same, report as follows: 


having 
This soldier enlisted in ee I, Eleventh 9 9 September 


cold and dampness, Which was 
rains at Andersonville, non w. 
Claiman treated 


soon afterward. 
by Dr. Matthew er of Louisville. Ky., who died in 


to This caim was at the Pension Office in April, 1885, — 3 of the 
inability of the er le cong ee records of the War ent in- 
3 


currence while 
In 9 of claimant's long im and extreme sufferings and the in- 


pron — called for by the D Department cau: 


ability to by the death 
of the physician ee him, and the death of —— who were fellow- 
catenin’ manes clearly showing him tobe a sufferer from rhen- 
matism continual: is discharge, and the hove tet boned at Mitchell, Ind., 
having examined — in January, S, and given him a total rating for disabii- 
ity, caused by rheumatism, as they believed, to have been incurred while a pris- 
oner of war, your ittee, being entirely convinced that this claim is just, 
report the the bill favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4581) 
granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
That William P. Squires, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth 
per month for of 
n right hand 1 in the service 
spaca Illinois Volunteer Infantry, is ren- 
able to earn a livelihood, shall re- 
d the sum of $30 8 paid io $0 pe 883 the enna sa hes 
provided for to take effect fro this act, 
the diffe between 


m the passage of 
P. Squires shalt be paid ‘erence 

1 9 fom and that Leaner ed by him from the Ist day of July, 1880, 
time of the taking effect of this act, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 11, strike out “$50” and insert $36." 

Strike out section 2 of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) i is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R» 
4581) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires, submit the follow- 
re} 

Lad that claimant enlisted A: 9, 1862, and was discharged March 6, 1855; 
that She oe a ot wound in his hand at the b battle of Stone River, and 
afterward at Lovejoy Station he was wounded in the left leg, making neces- 
sary an amputation of that limb. grene set in, rendering it necessary to 
pora hree ent amputations, He is now receiving the pennon ak al- 

wed for the loss of limb. Theman eee the discharge offered 
him after his first wound, and bravely continued in the service. 

Your committee recommend the 9 the bill, with an amendment strik- 
ore oat peter “fifty” in the twelfth line and inserting the words thirty- 
six,” and striking out the second section of the bill. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


PHILIP WAGNER. 
The 5 go hs Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3399) 
to grant a on to Philip Wagner. 
ae bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, Fos pach the provisions and limitations of 
— — laws, the name of Philip Wagner, late of the Second Ohio Heavy 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 
eee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the ee 
ah to Philip W: er, submit the following — ant E 


ed Shade 
e find November ee ee ee 
ber 6, 1802; thas be afterward June 5, 1863, an . 
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1865. His first service being in Eighth Independent Ohio Battery, and his sub- 
sequent service in Second Ohio Heavy Arti anh November, 1883, he applied 
t 


for a pension, alleging chronic diarrhea, resul in piles and kidney $ 
contracted at Pittsburg Landing, May,1862. This was rejected on ene 
that he could not prove existence of disability at discharge, or for sev: years 
thereafter, 

Claimant says: 

“I wasa green German when I enlisted; had been only three days in America. 
My knowledge of the English language was so limited I could not make my 
wants and wishes known,” 

The hospital records show that he was sick July and August, 1862—disability 
not stated—and that he was in hospital at Memphis, sick, November and Decem- 
ber, 1802. His first disch from service was in consequence of repeated at- 
tacks of hemoptysis, which will lead to pulmonary consumption.” The hos- 
pital record also shows that he had typhoid fever during June, 1862. 

Capt. J. F. Putnam, of the Eighth Independent Ohio Battery, testifies that— 

“He thinks claimant sound at enlistment, as evidenced from his performance 
of duty in the battery until about the Ist of May, 1862, when he was attacked with 
diarrh Se om: Ton with piles and kidney trouble; was sent to field hos- 

ital; rejoined the regiment in the summer, but remained but a short time, his 
isease unfitting him for duty, and he was again sent to hospital. I was acting 
as orderly sergeant and made out his papers.” 

Charles H. Schmidt says he knew claimant at enlistment; that he was to all 
se Serre stout and healthy, and that he was taken sick just after the battle 
of Pittsburgh Landing. Adolph Schmidt testifies to the same state of facts, and 
adds he was the picture of health when he enlisted.” H. P. Lotee testifies 
that his condition since 1871 has been one of sickness from chronic diarrhea, 
kidney troubles, and piles. Robert F. Adams testifies to the same. 

Drs. J. Morgan and J. L. Jones treated him from 1877 until 1884 for the same 
diseases; that he 2 grew worse, and had to give ae ae entirely. 

The examining at Independence, Kans., January 30, 1884, . 8 1 

That he is disabled from manual labor; heart's action weak, rapid, and irri- 
table; his disability is equal to a loss of a hand or foot. Entitled to a total third 

e 


The evidence of the continuance of the disability from 1865 to 1870 is lacking. 
Claimant testifies that during all of that time he wastraveling around and work- 
ing asa Pye omg tailor; that he employed no physician, but bought medi- 
cines; t he was never free from the disease, though he was better after his 
discharge than when he left the service. He also 9 in 1867 he employed 
a man in Indiana bet am him a pension; that he paid the man $75 upon his state- 
ment that he would have to go to Washington to look after it for him, and he 
supposed, until informed to the contrary, that he had an application for a pen- 
sion on file. The evidence in the case seems to establish t origin of the dis- 
eases in the service, and the evidence of continuance since 1871 is clearly shown, 
as is also the fact that he is entirely disabled now. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS G. BARTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5199) 
to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton, and pay him 
at the rate of $30 per month, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 776) 
to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton, submit the following rt: 

We find that claimant was a REVES in Company C, Thirty-sixth ment 
Illinois Volunteers, and that in 1871 he applied for a pension on account of epi- 
papay. The evidence in the case was very strong, and pension was granted in 
1872. and he was allowed $4 per month, which was afterward increased to $8, 
the sum he is now receiving. 

In April, 1870, while living near Williamsburg, in Franklin County, Kansas, a 

rairie fire broke out, threatening the destruction of his home. In trying to put 

t out he fell in a fit, and before he could be rescued he was so badly burned t 
it became necessary to amputate his left arm and a of his right hand, The 
family are poor, and to add to his misfortunes his wife has entirely lost the sight 
of one eye and partially that of the other, rendering her unable to assist in the 
be co of the family. 

v. W. W. Curtis says of the claimant: “Heisa moral, temperate, Christian 

gentleman and a deserving citizen.” 

The connection between his present disability and that for which he is pen- 
sioned is very close, but not being a necessary result the Department can not 
grant the relief they otherwise would. That his terrible misfortune is the result 
of the disability contracted in the service is beyond doubt; nor could he be 
charged with negligence in exposing himself to the fire, kno his condition, 
when it is taken into consideration that he was striving to save little home 
from destruction. 
oot committee recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute for 

e bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1406) 
granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

_thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Simmons W. Harden, late a 

private in Company L, First iment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, subject to 
the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1406) 
granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden, submit the following report: 

We find that claimant enlisted in Company L, First Iowa Cavalry, December 
30, 1863, and was discharged May 17,1865. His 1 for pension was filed 
July, 1866, and a subsequent declaration was filed June 18, 1 His claim was 
rejected on the und that disease of the heart existed before enlistment. 

r. D. C. Hastings testifies that he was his family posean from 1855 to 1863, 
and that he was sound at the time of enlistment. Four other parties claiming 
to koot him intimately swear that he was an able-bodied, sound man at enlist- 
ment. 

Lieutenant Simeral, first lieutenant of the company, says that at Little Rock, 
Ark., his sumpang was ordered for a general review, di unted, and had to 


march two miles on double quick. The heat of the day nesta one ong od 
was overcome with heat, injuring him so he was unfit for duty „ Wil- 


iam T. Wallace testifies to the same state of facts,and that he was sent to hospi- 
tal. D. S. Levastrel says that he positively knows that claimant, after the two 
miles run, fell in a fit; that he and another comrade caught him as he was fall- 
ing; that he was taken to the hospital, and was thereafter unfit for any duty. 

Bis. D. O. Hastings and E. M. Wilson testify that they have known claimant 
ever since discharge, and that he was suffering with heart disease in 1865, im- 
mediately after discharge, the latter testifying that he treated him for eight 
years. Seven other witnesses, reported reputable, testify to his condition since. 
There appears to be no question as to his disability from time of discharge until 
the present time. Two special examiners investigated the case, one recom- 
— — the case be rejected and the other declaring that it was merito- 
rious. veral witnesses testify that they thought he had heart disease before 
enlistment; others that he had no heart disease at time of discharge. The evi- 
dence also shows that at Davenport, Iowa, March, 1864, while standing on the 
hub of a wagon drawing water for the company, he fell, injuring his right side 
seriously, caused by jce forming on the wheel. 

The medical examination shows: 

“ This claimant's heart beats at times very violently, and after a time it sinks 
to a feeble pulsation. At the time the excited action declines the claimant has 
vertigo, and feels prostrate for an hour or more.“ 

Claimant is now seventy years of age, and dependent on his labor for sup- 


port. 
Seo tow as J. WEAVER, a member of this House, testifies to the high character of 
claimant. 

The only question in the case is as to his condition at time of his enlistment, 
and the evidence is so flatly contradictory on that point that it is impossible to 
decide that question. One witness testifies that he enlisted at the same time; 
that both were stripped, bab gg cineca and accepted. He served eighteen 
months, and until he received his injury there is no record or evidence that he 
was in any way disabled. 

The case is a strong one, with the exception of the doubt as to his soundness 
attime of enlistment. Your committee, believing that the old soldier should 
have the benefit of the doubt, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2145) 
for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to have the name of Rebecca Eldridge, as widow of Wilber H. Eldridge, late of 
Company G, First Maine Heavy Artillery, placed on the pension-roll at the rate 
$S per month, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, to 
take effect from and after the passage of this act, 2 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2145 
for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge, have had the same under consideration, an 
beg leave to make the following report : 

Wilbur H. Eldridge was enrolled July 24, 1862, in Company G, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Infantry Volunteers, On the muster-rolls of that hase ment, from its 
organization, he is reported “ present for duty“ until mustered out to date, June 
21, 1865, at Whitehall General Hospital, Ph ry igen Company and imental 
records on file indicate that he was wounded in action at Hatcher's Run, Vir- 
ginia, March 25, 1865, slight in leg.“ 

Dr. erick R.Swazey,examining surgeon, under date of March 19, 1865, 
testifies that he examined this soldier, who was an applicant for a pension, and 
that in his opinion he was one-half incapacitated from obtaining his living by 
manual labor by reason of a gunshot wound in left leg; and also stated, as the 
result of that examination, that the disability was probably not permanent.” 
Applicant was wounded five inches below the knee, from which wound he is 
— lame and suffers considerable pain. 

Dr. T. Cooley, examining su n, who again, April 21, 1880, examined this 
claimant, stated that in his opinion he was not incapacitated from obtaining his 
subsistence by manual labor. A careful examination disclosed a wound of 
calf of left leg at about or a little below its middle, the ball passing rather super- 
ficially through the muscles; could see both the entrance and exit of the ball, 
but no adherent integuments. The leg is of the same size of the right; no lame- 
ness, he says, unless after long standing or walking a good deal. His health 
looks pety fair.” 

Charles H. Lester, M. D., testifies that he attended Wilbur H. Eldridge Janu- 
ary 27 or 28, 1881. Found him with fracture at base of skull caused by fallin 
backwards from a ladder while working on a were 2 in Kansas City, Mo., an 
that he died from that injury at 12 p. m. the same night. 

His widow’s claim for a pension was rejected on the ground that her husband's 
= hety “not the result of his Army service, but came from a fall since leaving 

e service. 

The question for Spor! committee to decide is whether the wound received by 
claimant's husband inthe calf of his leg in March, 1865, was the cause of his los- 
ing his life by falling from a ladder on which he was working January 7. 1881. 
A ul examination of the evidence on file in the Pension Dapartment has 
revealed no other history of this case during the intervening period. It leaves 
him with a superficial gunshot wound through the muscles of the leg, a little 
below the middle, with nothing to indicate it but the cicatrices at the entrance 
and exit of the ball—no swelling of the leg nor any lameness, unless after long 
standing; and takes him up again, after an interval of sixteen years, at work 
from a ladderona panang; from which he falls backwards, fracturing hisskull. 

It is impossible to properly estimate the influence which the slightest circum- 
stances may have in bringing about a fall from a precarious position such as this 
man occupied at the time of his fall. It may, however, be ible that it came 
from a mS ejan giving way of the wounded leg which precipitated him from the 
ladder and caused his death. He had for years been an applicant fora pension, 
and thus indicated the nature of the disability from which he all he was 
a sufferer; but, yielding to the necessity for procuring a living for his wife and 
family, he engaged in labor for which he was disqualified by the consequences 
of his wound and lost his life indirectly through the effort, 

Considering that this soldier’s record was a good one, showing three years of 
continuous service; that he received a wound in battle, and considering the 
other circumstances of this case, together with the distressed and impoverished 
condition of his widow, your committee recommend thatthe relief asked for be 
granted, and that the biil do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL T. FERGUSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 844) 
granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Daniel T. Ferguson, late of Company K, 
Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Cavalry, on the pension-roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. ee 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 844) 
granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson, having carefully considered the same, 
submit the following report: 

Daniel T. Ferguson enlisted as private in Company K, Fifth Kentucky Cav- 
alry,on e ie and honorably d May 3, 1865; filed application 
for pension on 10, 1873, which was rej September 1, 1884, on und 
that there is no record of alleged dropsy and disease of lungs, and claimant's 
declared inability to furnish evidence of an officer as to origin or mental sur- 


tod He bases his claim on dropsy and lung d resulting from 

measles contracted and Lig pom: 4 and exposure suffi while in service and 

line of duty on and about March, 1864. : 
Regimental hospital records are not on file in War Department. Records of 


General Hospital 


tracted measles while in service and line of duty at time stated, and sai 
disease resul disease of lungs, from which he has never recovered. He uae 
when 


pores by his family physician that he was sound and 
e onteren Ter service, and that he has suffered from dropsy ever since 1865 as 
a result oj s 
Your committee are of opinion thatsaid soldier contracted dropsy and disease 
of 2 while in the service of the United States and in the line of duty, from 
ba e has never recovered, They therefore recommend the passage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH J. PRATER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3990) 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah J. Prater. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Prater, widow of William 
eee, deceased, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 

eers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the bill with the follow- 
ing amendment: 


At the end of the bill add the following: 
The pension to date from the 9th day of September, 1878.” 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. . 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah Jane ina S widow of W. W. 


oe. 


rt: 
William W. Prater enlisted as sergeant in Memory’ 4 Fourteenth Kentué 
discharged for disability April 18, 1 


report of a 

cted wi 
The proof 
afflicted with rheumatism and had 


resump- 
rmy. 

affidavits of his family physicians shows that the soldier was 
an attack of remittent fever “ several years 


bg Pree rheumatism, and continued to grow worse until he died. His long 
an 


The certificate of the examining regimental surgeon on which his discharge 
was granted shows that his pap p Bele — con after his enlistment, and 
had only existed for about twelve months 8 to d 

The special examiners on whose report name of the widow was stricken 
from pension-roll declined to examine the captain of said soldier’s company, 
although visiting the neighborhood in which he resided, saying that he was no 
reliable, when, in fact, he stands highly indorsed in the record for truth and 
veracity, and is highly indorsed by many prominent men in his neighborhood, 
and no reflection is cast on his er anywhere in the record, save by the 

al examiner. He also declined to examine or interview claimant, although 
visiting the neighborhood of her residence, 

The exami ion was private and ex parte. 

The report on which the special examination was based was made by one 
McDowell, who in his letter of information makes a request for employment 
and authority to examine the case, evidently hoping to make — pom 
money at the expense of a meritorious widow, and for the further purpose of ap- 
pearing loyal to the interests of the Department, when he was at the time en- 
gaged in defrauding both the United States Treasury and claimants, as the records 
of the Pension Office show, 

From all the facts in the record, your committee is of opinion that the special 
examiner went into the investigation with the full intention to bring about 
the discontinuance of the pension, and fell into the hands of the enemies of the 
pensioner, who succeeded in aiding him in the accomplishment of that ob’ 

Your committee strongly recommend the passage of the bill, with the follow- 
„„ Add the words, pension to date from the 9th day of Septem- 

* . 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the committee. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the passing of this 
bill, and I beg the indulgence of the House for a few moments only to 
reply to the remarks made on last pension night by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

I know how precious the moments are to those of us who are desirous 
of passing the bills which have been assigned to this special night, and 
I shall make my remarks so brief that no one can accuse me of con- 
suming much time. 


We can not afford to pass by the gentleman’s remarksin silence. We 
would be unjust to ourselves were we not to admit that they were ably 
and, I may say, skillfully made; and, in my opinion, they demand a 
reply, else our silence may be taken as an acknowledgment that his posi- 
tions and conclusions are right, and that we are guilty of the greatest 
wrong to the people in our efforts to be liberal in our treatment of the 
nation’s defenders. 

The gentleman views the whole question from a very narrow stand- 
point. He lays down as political axioms whatare only assertions. He 
draws conclusions which are directly contrary to existing facts. His 
narrow standpoint consists in his failure to realize the late rebellion 
was anything more than a war between the States; that expression of 
itself conveying the idea of a general and indiscriminate family fight 
among the States, in which it was hard to tell which was wrong and 
which was right. He fails also to realize that our nation’s defenders 
made anything more than the ordinary sacrifice which is common to 
the life of all soldiers, and that they endured hardships and dangers so 
long with no other incentive than a patriotic determination to save the 
life of the nation, and that that great army which has long ago melted 
away into civil life was drawn, not from professional soldiers inured to 
camp and change of climate, but from men in every vocation—the very 
change from which into the life and vocation of the soldier means death 
and disease to a large extent. ` 

The gentleman must get up higher and hunt a broader plane from 
which to view the facts before he can be able to place a limit to our 
debt, not only of gratitude but of substantial aid, to the men who so 
unselfishly strove through long years of hardships and dangers that the 
gentleman from Georgia and others from the rebellious States might 
sit in the councils of the nation as they do to-day and enjoy the proud 
satisfaction of realizing that they are the representatives of the freest, 
the happiest, and the most powerful people on the face of the earth. 

Could he get up to that broader plane he would behold a young Re- 
public, carrying in her hands the destinies of the great principles laid 
down by the father of his party, making her first struggle for the pres- 
ervation of her life. He would behold her thousands of homes stripped 
of their sons and fathers, who were turned into the field against an en- 
emy armed and equipped with the very guns and accouterments which 
were intended for her own defense; against an enemy but little less 
than they in numerical strength, who were posted amid high mountains 
and deep rivers and dense forests. He would see them hurled against 
fortifications and rifle-pits, or camped amid the deadly miasma of the 
cypress swamps. 

He would see them at the end of four years return to their homes, 
give up their arms, and seek their various vocations, many whose health 
was broken disdaining a pension as in the light of charity, but whoin 
after years found themselves in their unequal struggle for the things 
of this world forced to enter the shadows of old age in poverty; and 
then for the first time it was forced on their conviction that they would 
have to ask the great nation which had in those trying days leaned so 
confidently on their strong arms now that reciprocation which the 
highest impulses of our nature declare to be due the unfortunate ben- 
efactor in all parts of the world and in all ages. 

The gentleman from Georgia seems not to differ in his opinions with 
many of us on this floor as to the debt of gratitude which we owe the 
soldiers, but he has an aversion to paying debts of gratitude in dollars 
and cents. That seems to be the sticking point with him. I presume 
he would not object to us taking off our hats and bowing low to those 
broken-down veterans or to our inflicting upon them long speeches on 
every possible occasion, but he is not willing to go down into the nation's 
pa wealth to place them on a footing with what they would have been 

they not sacrificed their health and their best days in the defense 
of the Government. 

He would pay them, I presume, in expressions of gratitude unal- 
loyed with the filthy lucre for which other men struggle so hard. That 
is a high-toned way of doing business, but it is chill comfort for the 
old soldier whose health and youth are gone and want stares him in 
the face. As an excuse for the proffered payment in cheap expressions 
of gratitude, he says, The country should not be bankrupted to pay 
the soldiers fee and then proceeds to show the amount of money 
which would have to come out of the pockets of the people, and declares 
that for every dollar that goes into the Treasury a like dollar comes out 
of their pockets. : 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, the latter part of this statement to be true 
only so far as relates to the money raised by the system of internal 
revenue which is mainly on whisky and tobacco, but affecting those 
only who manufacture, handle, or use them. 

It is too late in the age, Mr. Chairman, to arouse any great degree of 
sympathy with them. We may pity the man who has doomed himself 
to be the slave of a filthy and useless weed, but we can not regard his 
complaints as a cry coming up from the great body of the tax-ridden 
people of whom the gentleman speaks in such touching terms. 

And as for the tax on whisky, I have no hesitancy in saying, give 
us a little more of that kind of tax. I say tax the man who makes it, 
tax the man who sells it, tax the man who drinks it; tax and keep tax- 
ing whisky, the man, and all, if necessary for the suppression of this 
great curse. And I am led to believe, from recent developments 
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that the people of Georgia would be the first to respond ‘‘amen;’’ at 
least there would be no cry of tax-ridden distress come up from that 
direction. 

The only other great source from which the revenues of the country 
are raised, and which I infer he calls a tax on the people, are the duties 
levied on foreign imports, and which he admitted to be no tax when 
he declared ‘‘that there has perhaps been no time in the history of 
the country when $8 would buy more of the necessaries of life than it 
would buy to-day.” If that is what he calls a tax, Isay give us a little 
more of that kind of tax, until the poor man who spends his hard- earned 
wages for the necessaries of life may be able to clothe himself and fam- 
ily as comfortably as the richest in the land. 

The facts are, Mr. Chairman, that we stand in fortunate business re- 
lations to the balance of the world, deriving an annual income of about 
$200,000,000 from customs, which are but little, if any, tax to the 
American people when considered in connection with the benefits to all 
classes arising from the system of protection. And I dare say that not 
one man in Georgia, rich or poor, at the end of the year when his bal. 
ances are made as between his sales and purchases, has paid a nickel 
into the fund that pays the soldiers’ pensions, unless he uses tobacco, 
whisky, or runs a national bank. 

Isay the gentleman needs to get up higher and to take a broader 
view of the surroundings, and he will behold that what he and others 
upon this floor have chosen to call taxes on the people are in many 
cases no more of a tax on them than are the profits of their respective 
business pursuits a tax on their families. One of the great questions 


A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; 
A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to James McAnny; 

A bill (H. R. 1567) . a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps; 
A bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. H granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; 

A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to George H. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman; 

A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 
A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; 
A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry 

A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Comichen 

A bill (H. R. 3903) granting a pension to Taylor Voss; 

A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton; 
A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 
A bill R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; and 

A bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; 


JOHN TAYLOR WOOD. 
A bill (H. R. 5198), reported from the Committee of the Whole House 


for us to solve is how best to apply the proceeds of the management of | on the Private Calendar, to remove the disabilities of John Taylor 
the National Government. Shall it be solely in paying members of | Wood, of Louisiana, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


Congress, Government officers, and the national debt, or shall we take 
in also the nation’s defenders, who were paid in a half-worthless cur- 
rency and are shut out from arrears of pensions because they did not 
apply before a certain date? Justice, Mr. Chairman, demands that we 
should do the latter. 


A proper regard for our own safety in the future demands that we in | and 


the a of peace and prosperity should stand by the helpless men who 
stood so firmly by the Government in her hour of Do so, Mr. 
Chairman, and we will need no standing army. Let it be known that 
the Republic guarantees to each of her citizens who bears arms in her 
defense a competency in case he becomes disabled from any cause what- 
ever, and the millions of dollars which we may some day be compelled 
to spend for the support of a standing army can be applied to building 
up the arts of peace. 

The amendment reported by the committee was to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to House with a 
Javorable recommendation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, had instructed him to report sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be en; 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 4287 to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of 
Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Vol- 


teers; 
A bili i R. Be an ting a pension to Edgar Payne; 


E. 
EE 
EEE 


32005 55 G. W. I. Pa h; 

gran a pension to g 

E granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie E. Cooney; 
ting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; 

5191 e neraso increase the pension of Patsey Jackson; 
3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord 

Hae granting a pension to Henry H. Green; 
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granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 
granting a pension to Levi Koontz; 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of An- 
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4118) granting a pension to Frank Lightner; 
805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 
granting a pension to George H. Perkins; 
granting a pension to William B. Jacobs; 

granting a pension to Mary Hoff; 
7 for the relief of Thomas Askew; 
076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 
3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; 

. 626) granting a pension to Minton Prall; 

RE granting a pension to John D. Clark; 
granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan; 
3919) granting a pension to Bridget O’Brien; 
3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 


— 


EE 


erbse“ 
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and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed; 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


A bill (H. R. 1625)for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 


8 A bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James McMul- 

À bill (H. R. 1150 granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear; 

A bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and 
Grace A. Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman S. Bull; 

A bill (H. R. 3309 C 

A bill (H. R. on ting a pension to William Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas T. Smithers; 

A bill (H. R. B Frees; 

A bill (H. R. 1671) in the pension of Andrew J. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 3019) to increase the pension of Abigail Smith; 

a H. R. 4581) granting an increase of pension to William P. 


A bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 


J. 
A bill (H. R. 846) ) granting a pension to Samuel V. Balland [title 
eed Land f so as to read, granting a pension to Samuel V. Hol- 

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Angeline Bromaghin, of 
Janesville, Minn. [title amended so as to read. A bill granting a pen- 
sion to es M. Edwards, infant daughter of Harvey H. Edwards ie 

A bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf [ti 
amended so as to read, A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena 
Rehkopf’’]; and 

A bill (H. R. 3367) granting a pension to Mary Foster Ih amended 
so as to read, A bill granting a pension to Mary A. Foster J. 


ADDIE L. MACOMBER. 


A bill (H. R. 1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar with an amendment, reducing the proposed pension from $25 per 
month to $12 per month. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I think that if the report in this 
case had been heard the Committee of the Whole would not have 
agreed to the amendment. This is a bill to pension a nurse for serv- 
ices rendered in caring for the wounded soldiers of the Union Army 
during the war. I read a few lines from the report. The committee 
say: 


The papers filed with the committee show long and almost continuous service 


and faithful performance of duty which endeared her to those under her charge, 
and present physical infirmities and weakness of a serious character, attributed 
to her labors in the hospitals. 


The bill as presented would give this woman $25 per month. The 
amendment proposes to strike out $25 and insert $12. Pe have passed 
to-night, in Committee of the Whole, a bill granting a pension for simi- 
lar services at the rate of $25 per month. I see no reason for making 
any difference between the two cases, A few evenings since, I believe, 
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we passed a bill granting a pension to a nurse at the rate of $50 per 
month. 

Mr. PETERS. Thirty dollars. 

Mr. MORRILL. Twenty-five dollars. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The pension in that case was granted for arduous 
and faithful service of this character. Now, why should not the bill 

in its original form? Iam unused to the ways of legisla’ and 

Lede not know exactly what motion to make; but I earnestly 
that if the House has the power now to disagree to the amendment 
adopted in the Committee of the Whole it ought to do so. À 
Mr. WINANS. I think there is an important difference between this 
case and the one to which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] has referred. If my recollection serves me aright, this is the 
case of a nurse who performed duty in a city and who received pay 
for her services. The other was the case of a volunteer n who, 
without compensation for her services, went into the field to care for 
thesick and wounded soldiers in the various hospitals, Thelady whom 
this bill proposes to pension was employed as a nurse in the city of 
Baltimore or Philadelphia—never left the city hospital—and was paid 
for her services. There is quite a distinction between the case ofa 
volunteer nurse who ican pe sick _ ee in utp sleet 
anurse regularly employed and paid, who ren utyina i 

Mr. MORRILL. In addition to what has just been said by my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Wry Ans], I wish to state that these two cases were 
very carefully examined by the committee. The evidence in the pres- 
ent case showed, as my friend from Michigan has said, that the lady was 
paid for her services. In the other case the evidenceshowed that the lady 
abandoned a lucrative business—a school which was paying her $100a 
month; that she was attacked by small-pox while nursing soldiers in 
the hospital, and suffered terribly from the disease; that after her re- 
covery she returned to her duties at the hospital, and for these services 
she never received anything. 

Mr. PETERS. How much did the bill reported by the committee 
give her? ¢ 

Mr. MORRILL. Twenty-five dollars a month. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment 
from the Committee of the Whole House, it was agreed to; there being— 
ayes 15, noes 5. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third ing; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WINANS moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar were 3 also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WIxAxNs (at 9 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia County Medi- 
cal Society, recommending the re-establishment restoration of the 
National Board of Health in accordance with the provisions of the bill 
introduced by Hon. I. G. Harris, Senator from Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the select and common council of the city of 
Philadelphia, relative to the removal of the walls inclosing the ds 
of Bridesburg and the Schuylkill arsenal and the naval asylum at 
Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Resolutions Adopta hy me Steamboat Officers’ Pro- 
tective Association of Pittsburgh, Pa., ting to the free navigation 
of the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition praying for the repeal of internal 
tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of Mrs. Emily P. Collins, Francis Ellen Burr, 
Mary Hall, officers of the Hartford (Conn.) Equal Rights Club, and 76 
others, praying that a resolution be passed poring for an amendment 
to the Constitution to protect women in the right of suffrage—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of members of James D. Noble 
Post, No. 451, Grand Army of the ublic, of Pennsylvania, asking 
favorable action on recommendations of the national pension committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic; also to simplify the proceedings of 
proof in pension cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of citizens of Huron County, Michi- 
gan, for the improvement of Pinnenog River, running into Saginaw Bay, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr.COLE: Memorial from Frank B. Mayer and others, citizens of 
Annapolis, Md., asking for the passage of a bill to providea public build- 
ing in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Michael D. Casey, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

— memorial of Mary A. Murphy, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 


Also, petition of widow of Commodore Spicer, with war record of 
Commodore Spicer, to accompany bill introduced by Mr. CoLtins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Daniel J. Byrnes—to the same 
committee, 

Also, petitions of Elizabeth Clune and of Ann Little, fora pension— 
to the same committee. 


H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 194 citizens living on 
th line of the Florida Railway and Navigation Company’s 
southern extension, praying that the company be allowed one year to 
2 said road to Plant City, Fla. to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Jefferson Dunklin, of New Madrid, 
Mo., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON: Two petitions from citizens of Mountain View, 
Cal., in favor of the abrogation of the Burlingame treaty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from the Board of Trade of San Fraricisco, in favor of 
the passage of H. R. 4853, relating to drawback duty on tin—to the 
same committee. 

Also, memorial of the citizens’ harbor committee, for the improvement 
of Wilmington Harbor, California—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Har 

ic! Se “dk FISHER: Petition of Hons. S. T. Holmes, William Westover, 
C. V. Tyler, J. W. MeMath, C. E. Jennison, and 894 others, citizens 
of Bay City, Mich., asking that a United States court may be estab- 
lished at Bay City, Mich,—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of J. W. McIntire and 14 others, praying 
the passage of an act granting a pension to Nicholas Cross—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Francis M. Work and 105 others, citizens of West 
Virginia, praying the passage of certain pension legislation—to the 
same committee. . 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Memorial for the improvement of Shoal Har- 
bor, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Berlin, Wis., praying 
for the of a bill for the equalization of bounties and the repeal 
of the limitation-arrearage act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Marion County, Georgia, 

aid to common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Thomas H. Davis and 30 others, 
citizens of Zero, Tosa, Wa served in the late war, asking for legisla- 
tion embodying the of the committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic as the same were presented to the Forty-ninth Congress—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of 510citizens of Southern Oregon, for 
the continued improvement of the jetty and its extension at mouth of 
Coos Bay, together with memorials of mass-meetings of citizens of 
Coos Bay, Oregon, asking further aid—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Vineland, N. J., praying for 
protection on pearl buttons—to the Committee on Ways veh | Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cape May, N. J., asking for the im- 
proren of the thoroughfare between Townsend’s and Carson’s In- 

ets—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claims of Narcissa P. Will- 
iams, of Hattie E. Winn, of Simeon Wolkowski, and of Julius Wit- 
8 of Carroll Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Evidence in the claim of the mother of Thomas 
Dimand, Company Sixty-third Pennsylvania, for restoration to pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J.T. JOHNSTON: Petition of 908 soldiers and citizens of In- 
diana, asking for the passage of H. R. 3320, pensioning Union soldiers— 
to the same committee. - 

Also, perron of John A. Rudolph, R. B. Sears, and 60 others, sol- 
diers and citizens of Vermillion County, Indiana, asking for the pas- 
of bill pensioning all Union soldiers—to the same committee. 

y Mr. MARKHAM: Petition from San Diego, Cal, to have the pro- 
vision in the act of February 28, 1885, forfeiting the Texas and Pacific 
land grant fixing the price of land at $2.50 per acre repealed and 
$1.25 per acre inserted instead, &c.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions concerning the post-office building 
at San Francisco by the Board of Trade—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the San Francisco Board of Trade, relating to the 
Calif mage and Oregon land grant—to the Committee on the Public 
Lan 

resolutions concerning the defense of the port of San Francisco 
by the Board of Trade—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, rec- 
ommending a pension to Col. Jonathan D. Stevenson for important and 
valuable public services—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., asking that $250,000 be appropriated for the purposes 


By Mr. R. 
e 
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of a public building at Chattanooga—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'HARA: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Cashie River and thoroughfare in North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolution of the Philadelphia County 
Medical Society, urging the passage of the bill now before the United 
States Senate proposing the restoration of the National Board of Health 
and an appropriation for the same—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Papers relating to the case of the Grand Trunk 
Railroad of Canada—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition for the relief of W. S. Henry, of Versailles, 
III.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Three memorials of citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, 
concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of South Toledo Labor Association—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of David Mains and 35 others, citizens of 
Wood County, Ohio, for the relief of third and fourth-class postmasters— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolutionsof the New York Legislature, 
for the building of a gun-foundry at Watervleit arsenal, West Troy, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the New York Legislature, asking the Repre- 
sentatives and Senators in Congress to support bill to prevent counter- 
feiting of dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Caldwell 
County, Kentucky, for the passage of the Blair educational bill—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of John M. Wallace, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Azarell Me- 
Kinzey, of Marion County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 29 citizens, of 50 citizens, of 97 cit- 
izens, and of 44 citizens of Washington Territory, praying for the es- 
tablishment of customs facilities at Semiahmoo or Blaine, in said Terri- 
ritory—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of 20 citizens of Washington Territory, praying for 
the establishment of certain beacons and signals on Puget Sound—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Washington many, praying for an 
additional appropriation of $50,000 for the erection of a light-house at 
the entrance of Gray’s Harbor, in said Territory—to the same commit- 


tee. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 222 citizens, of Winnebago City, 
Minn., praying for certain amendments to the pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of N. V. McKim and 49 others, 
of J. A. Bostwick and 44 others, and of William McFarland and 63 
others, citizens of Cambridge, Ohio, asking for passage of law to pay 
soldiers the difference between gold and greenbacks—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of Elizabeth Leffman, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Callie E. Payne, Martha Burdett, 
Mary Morue, heirs of Benjamin Snod deceased, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, spp | reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of William F. Wilson, of Berkeley County, 
West Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil- 
ver upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates 
of one, two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that 
one and two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public 
debt be paid as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle 
surplus now in the , were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of citizens of Concord, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 13, 1886. 


The House met at 12 clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 

rayer: 

Almighty God, death has added another name to the catalogue of our 
eminent historic dead, and a man of patriotic devotion, who has served 
the State and honored every station to which he has been called, has 
passed, in the fullness of years, to the great majority. 

Grant, we beseech Thee, Almighty God, that the solemn lessons of 
the shortness and uncertainty of our life may inspire us to emulate the 
example of the noble dead that have gone before us, that every man 


shall serve his country and his God in reverence and fidelity, and so at 
last bring us all to the general assembly and church of the first-born, 
whose names are written in heaven, we humbly pray, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, GRAY’S HARBOR, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting letters from the Light-House Board, asking 
an additional appropriation for a light-house at the entrance of Gray’s 
Harbor, Washington Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

SALARIES, REGISTER’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, referring to estimates of appropriations ‘‘ for salaries in 
the office of the Register, and submitting additional estimates of ap- 
propriations for the office; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY SEA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to House bill 5286, a bill 
supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the carriage of 
passengers by sea; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Postmas- 
ter-General, in response to a resolution of the House calling for infor- 
mation as to whether the eight-hour law is being enforced by the Post- 
Office Department in respect to letter-carriers; which was referréd to 
the Committee on Labor and ordered to be printed. 


POULSON & EGER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing a report from William J. Fryar upon the 
claim of Poulson & Eger, of New York, and recommending an appropri- 
ation of $827.18 for the payment thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year ending December 31, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE C. B. MORRILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General of the 
Army upon the claim of Catherine C. B. Morrill, executrix of P. Mor- 
rill, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER, in accordance with the rule, laid before the House 
Senate bills of the following titles; which were read a first and second 
time, and severally referred, as follows: 
~ A bill (S. 150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 390) for the reliefof H. A. Myers—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas—to the Committee on 


aims. 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of the officers of the Government—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

REPORT OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ORDNANCE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate of the 11th instant, providing for the printing of 11,100 addi- 
tional copies of the repert of the Senate Select Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion of the 11th instant, providing for the printing of 3,000 copies of the 
report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the table the bill (H. R. 2022) to increase the pension of Ellen M. Mitch- 
ell, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions with adverse rec- 
ommendation, and have the same placed upon the Private Calendar, 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection the request of the gentleman 
will be granted. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the table, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the adverse report, ordered to be printed. 


FUNDS SEIZED BY UNITED STATES OFFICERS, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
War Claims to report back a resolution which was referred to that com- 
mittee and recommend its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 8, 1888. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a statement of 
allmoneys or funds seized and collected by Generals B. F. Butler and N. P. Banks, 
or on their order, while in command of the Department of the Gulf during the 
late civil war, and particularly of all amounts seized or collected under General 
Banks's order No. 202, by officers or authorities of the United States in New 
Orleans during the period from May 1, 1862, to May 1, 1865, ther with the dis- 

ition of the said moneys and funds so seized and appro; by the United 


‘The Committee on War Claims have considered the said resolution, and recom- 
mend the passage of the same. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire if that resolution was intro- 
duced in the House and referred to the committee. 

Mr. GEDDES. If the gentleman addresses his question to me, I am 
not able to hear his inquiry. 

Mr. BURROWS. I inquired if this matter had been introduced in 
the House and referred to the committee. 

Mr. GEDDES, It was, and was acted upon in the committee, which 
recommend the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GEDDES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 640) to quiet title of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu That there be 

rinted and bound 3,050 
„o 
— pote eve of the House of Representatives, and 50 copies for the compiler of 

The estimated cost of the additional copies as above is $1,341.27. 

‘The committee report it back to the House and recommend its passage, 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
Iution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the following House reso- 
lution of January 6, 1886, have the same under consideration, instruct 
me to report it back and recommend its 1 
PE Kenta et That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, directed to inform the 

ouse, 

“First. What, if any, progress has been made toward 3 edition or 
new editions of the Medical and Surgical History of the Rebellion under existin 
legislation in that behalf, and when, if ever, in his opinion, such edition or 


tions thereunder may be reasonably ex, N 
“Second. What would be the pro! e cost to the Government of issuing a 


revised edition, not materially more expensive than the original one, of 5,000 of 
said work; what of 10,000? 

“Third, Whether the plates used in printing said work are preserved and in 
condition for further use. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this resolution under what provision of law a new edition of that work 
is to be issued? I understand the resolution refers to a revision now 


in progress. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What revision? 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I will send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from 
the Public Printer, addressed to the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing, which perhaps contains the information the gentleman de- 
sires. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C, January 23, 1886. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2lst 
instant regarding the resolution introduced by 8 


In answer thereto I beg to say that nothing has been done as to printin a 
new edition of the Medical and Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion 
under existing legislation. The act referred to does not meet the case, as the 
illustrations for a small edition are so nsive that it brings the price up toa 
figure regarded by the public as out of all reason. 

The best way, in the judgment of the Public Printer, on account of the many 
3 is to make a specific order for not less than 5,000 copies, to be sold 
a! 


cost. 
The estimated cost of 5,000 copies each of the five volumes is $45,590. Ten 
1 Ir would cost double that sum. This estimate does not inelude the 
ographing. 
It is thong ht that the cost of lithographing will be about as follows: 
On an edition of 500, $10 per volume, 
On an edition of 1,000, $6 per volume. 
On an edition of 5,000, $1.50 per volume. 
On an edition of 10,000, $1 per volume. 
The cost of printing and binding, about $1.85 per volume, which would make 
the total cost per volume about as follows: 
On an edition of 500, $11.85 per volume. 
On an edition of 1,000, $7.85 per volume. 
On an edition of 5,000, $3.35 per volume, 
On an edition of 10,000, $2.85 per volume, 
The stereot; plates for the work are in the possession of this office. Should 
there be a reprint there will be no expense for composition, 
ery respectfully, 
In the absence of the Public Printer, 
CADET TAYLOR, Chief Clerk. 
Hon, ETHELBERT BARKSDALE, 
Chairman Committee on Printing. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to know whether this contem- 
lates a revision of that work. I had the idea the work was exceed- 
ingly valuable when published, and would be exceedingly valuable 
now, provided it was revised. I am advised by the surgeons of my 
district that there are some parts of that work which were extremely 
valuable in its time, which have now become antiquated. If this pro- 
vides for a 8 am heartily for it, because I consider it the most 
valuable work published in a generation, if it could be revised, but my 
impression was it was merely a reprint. I understand it is a revision 
of 12 work, and the edition amounts to—how many? Five thou- 
sand? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. This resolution does not authorize any, but it 
is simply a resolution of inquiry. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr, BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL FORCE DOCUMENT-ROOM. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fob 
lowing privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 15, 1886, 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be authorized 
to employ three additional assistants in the House document-room, at a sal: 
of 8500 each per year, during the remainder of this Congress; and three addi- 
tional laborers, at $60 each per month, during the remainder of this Congress, 
all of whom shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 

The Committee on Accounts, to which this resolution was referred, have given 
the matter careful consideration, and from information obtained from employés 
now in the document-room conclude an increase in the force is necessary, al- 
though not to the extent indicated in the resolution, The committee therefo: 
report the following substitute, and recommend its adoption: 

‘Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be authorized 
to employ two additional — file clerks in the House document-room, at 
a salary each per year during the remainder of this Congress, and one 
additional laborer, at $60 per month, during the remainder of this Congress, all 
of whom shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, the permanent force in the document- 
room is the same as it has been for a long period of time, including a 
number of past Congresses. There are five in number, including an 
assistant doorkeeper, Colonel Bacon, who was appointed by special reso- 
lution of the House, and has continued ever since. It has been found, 
however, during the past Congress, that after careful inquiry this force 
has been insufficient for the transaction of the business of that docu- 
ment-room. 

Consequently there has been in each Congress a detail made of spe- 
cial employés, taken sometimes from other rolls and sometimes provided 
expressly for this employment, for assistance in carrying on the work 
that is required in that room. Of course, with the increase of number 
in the membership of this House and the large increase in the number 
of bills and documents which go to the document-room, the laborers 
in the document-room have constantly been increased during past Con- 
gresses, and their number is larger, as your committee believes, in this 

mgress than it has been before. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], upon a resolution that 
was introduced in the House and recommended by the Committee on 
Accounts recently for the employment of an additional assistant in the 
seal-room of the House, objected strongly to the naming of the person 
to be employed, although your committee thought at that time it was 
desirable to name the party who was to be employed, because that party 
was one who was familiar with the duties to be performed, and had 

iven good service in the position theretofore. I refer to this simply 
‘or the purpose of saying that perhaps the Committee on Accounts 
might have taken the to have named in this resolution the ad- 
ditional employés who are to be employed if the objection had not been 
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taken in the other case and the resolution changed in that respect by 
the vote of the House. 
The situation now in the document-room is that, besides the five reg 
y 


ular employés who are on the permanent roll, there arethree emplo; 
who are on other rolls, and also three employés who are working there 
without pay; one of them as a laborer without pay, I should say, from 
the Government; one of them being a laborer who is paid by the em- 
ployés there themselves for assistance out of their own salaries, and two 
who are not on any roll at all, but are serving asvolunteers. Of those 
who are thus employed, making in the aggregate six over the perma- 
nent force on the roll in the document-room, one named Whitely is on 
the Doorkeeper’s roll and is detailed in the document-room. He is a 
skilled employé, who is familiar with the duties required of him in the 
document-room. The two volunteers who are now laboring there are 
also skilled in the same employment. They are named Isham and 
Mallory. 

Your committee in reporting the substitute resolution believe they 
provide for a reasonably sufficient force for the transaction of the work 
in the document-room by the employment of two additional assistant 
clerks on the permanent roll and one laborer, believing that the Door- 
keeper, whom, of course, the committee can not control, will retain 
Whitely, a skilled assistant in that room, and will add, the committee 
hope, for the interest of the business of that room and for the benefit of 
the members of the House, the two other skilled assistants, who are 
now there as volunteers and who can be ap ted under the substitute 
resolution recommended by the committee, so that the laborers may be 
provided at the expense of the Government rather than at the expense 
of the employés of the document-room. 

It hascome to the attention of yourcommittee that for the formance 
of the duties required in the document-roomskilled labor is absolutely 
necessary, and that unless such is employed it will be impossible to 
transact, with any degree of propriety, the business of the document- 
room, even with the increase of force which is given by the substitute 
resolution. 

This briefly explains the views of the committee concerning this mat- 
ter. They have tried to limit the additional force to be employed to 
the number which they consider to be properly necessary. They believe 
if this addition is made to the permanent roll of the document-room; 
if skilled assistants are put into those places provided by this resolution, 
if it be adopted; and if they and other skilled and permanent employés 
be retained in service there, that the business ining to that room 
will be properly dispatchedand cared for, and that the members of the 
House will obtain the advantage and benefit of the addition which your 
committee recommend. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. I will be glad to have the attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] while I make a remark abont this resolution. Of 
course it is important that the House should have enough employés 
properly qualified to perform this work about the document-room, and 
in the folding-room, and in the Clerk’s office, but I very much doubt 
whether this increase ought to be granted; in fact, I think it is quite 
clear that it ought not to be granted. 

There are two document-rooms belonging to the House. One is under 
the Doorkeeper, with the following salaries: Onesuperintendent, $2,000; 
one assistant superintendent, $2,000; one assistant doorkeeper detailed 
by action of the House to the document room, $2,000; one file clerk, 
$1,400; one assistant file clerk, $1,314; making $8,714. Then in the 
Clerk's document-room, a different organization, but attached to the 
House, there is: One superintendent with a salary of $2,000; one clerk, 
$1,400; two laborers, $900 each, or $1,800; making $5,200; inall, $13,914. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island tells us that in addition to these 
employés there are six other employés—six in the House document- 
room, I understood him to say. Three are on the rolls, detailed by the 
Doorkeeper, one skilled man paid by the employés already in the docu- 
ment-room and paid out of their own salaries, and two volunteers, skilled 
men, the gentleman says, who no doubt will ask to be paid hereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not quite correct; there are three detailed 
from other rolls; there are also two volunteers serving with no pay. 

Mr. CANNON. That makes five. 

Mr.SPOONER. That makes five. Then there is a colored laborer 
who is paid by the employés here for doing actual laborer’s work. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘That makes six, outside of the roll, for the docu- 
ment-room under the Doorkeeper and the Clerk’s document-room, 
which are run at an annual cost of $13,914, and include nine employés. 
There are three other employés detailed from other rolls, one paid by 
these employés and two volunteers, skilled men, the gentleman says. 

We have been in the habit of saying, so far as we can, under the rules 
of this House, that on the Senate side there is an expensive organization. 
Let us see, then, what they have there in the way of a document-room 
force. They have one superintendent at $2,000; two assistant super- 
intendents at $1,440 each; one clerk at $1,440, and one page at $720; 

ing an aggregate of $6,040 per annum. Gentlemen will bear in 
mind that the Senate force does all that is done on the House side by 
the forces in the document-room and the Clerk’s document-room com- 
bined, and I must say, as most gentlemen here know, that the docu- 


ment-room on the Senate side is in apple-pie order.” If you go or 
send for a document there, you are sure to get a prompt answer and to 
get the exact document that you send for with certainty and readiness. 
A gentleman near me says that some of us often go there. Yes, that 
is the case with me. I do frequently go or send there for documents, 
but the gentleman knows what his own experience has been. Now, I 
suggest and believe that instead of giving this increase of force the 
Committee on Accounts might, perhaps, better give its attention to the 
reorganization of the whole force in the House document-room. Cer- 
tainly I think it might well give its attention to the consolidation of 
sa Clerk’s document-room and the document-room under the Door- 
eeper. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague state whether that sub- 
ject is within the jurisdiction of the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. If referred to it by the House it occurs to me that 
it would be. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentle- 
man offer a resolution to that effect. 

Mr. CANNON. I am talking now; but perhaps my friend [Mr. 
ADAMs] will introduce a resolution to recommit this proposition to 
the committee with instructions while I finish my few remarks here. 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. S. er, I do not want to assume the burden of this mat- 
ter. Iamintheminority. I do not want tobe captions; I do not want 
to assume the burden of organizing or running the force of this House, 
because I have no power to doit and this side of the House has no power 
to do it; but I know that my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL] stand out like beacons in a storm upon 
all matters relating to economy, and I have no doubt that any sugges- 
tion they may make will be accepted by the majority of the House. I 
speak in all good faith, because those gentlemen are prominent advo- 
cates of economy in all matters, and they, with myself and others, have 
to report the bills making provision for carrying this force after the 
House determines what it shall be, and now is the time to determine 
what it shall be. In all seriousness, I submit to gentlemen on the 
other side whether it has not almost become an open secret that persons 
are placed upon the House rolls—I will not say by wholesale, but at least 
largely by retail—who draw the pay and, tosay the least of it, perhaps 
donot work more than the legal eight hours a day in the service of the 
House. Having said this much, having called attention to the number 
of employés doing this kind of work on the House side, and shown that 
it is double as great as the force on the Senate side, and having sug- 
gested the desirability of consolidating these two document forces on the 
House side, I now call attention to the fact that the number of em- 
poya on our rolls has been considerably increased from time to time 

y the action of the House, and largely, or at least to some extent, on 
the recommendations of the Committee on Accounts—recommendations 
very frequently reported by minority members of that committee. Of 
course I do not desire tocriticise the action of the committee. Of course 
there is nothing improper about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
non], if he will permit me, that they are always the reports of the ma- 
jority of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; reports of the majority, but presented 
here by members of the minority. That is all proper enough; I have 
no right to find fault with it; but I remember that formerly, when the 
conditious were different in this House, when there was a Republican 
administration, such things did not often happen as the presentation of 
reports by members on the other side of the House in favor of increas- 
ing the force on the House rolls. On the contrary, such propositions 
were very generally opposed by gentlemen on that side, and when I re- 
call the eloquent appeals of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horm an] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], appeals which 
almost brought tears to my eyes, about the waste of the public money, 
I am surprised that the majority of the Committee on Accounts and 
the majority of this House will sit by and allow the force on our rolls 
to be increased in this way day after day. The statement of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] was significant when he said 
that we needed skilled men in the document-room. He says there is 
one man there who is being paid by the employés, and two others, 
volunteers, not employed under any law, who are skilled men. That is 
his remark, not mine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not the one paid by the employés. He is simply 
a laborer. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask whether the gentleman from Rhode 
Island proposes to cutoff discussion or to let this side of the House have 
an opportunity to debate the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no doubt the gentleman will do so; but for 
the time being I have the floor, and I have it because I happened to 
sit by my friend from Rhode Island, and I rose in a very leisurely man- 
ner, not thinking I was trenching upon anybody, and asked him to 
yield to me. I did not hear an uproarious demand from the other side 
for time. I looked, and looked in vain, for somebody to ask him to 
yield. 
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IJ only call attention to these matters by way of admonition. I fear, 
gentlemen, unless you come to the rescue upon this and other matters, 
somebody of the sixty million people throughout the! and breadth 
of the country may intimate that the Democratic side of the House are 
no longer beacon-lights of economy in the storm of extravagance that 
is sweeping over the country. Beene, gic That is all I want to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to have a little longer time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not expect to occupy the entire ten minutes; but 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Rhode Island in the first place 
whether the Committee on Accounts have ascertained the number of 
employés under the Doorkeeper and the whole number of employés 
connected with the business of this House ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the gentleman mean the entire force under 
the Doorkeeper ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SPOONER. One hundred and fifty-four. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that the entire force of the Doorkeeper? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the entire force. 

Mr. REAGAN. Can the gentleman tell us how many employés there 
are in the Clerk’s office? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the record of that matter here. 

Mr. REAGAN. Or in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the record here. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, we have two good captains’ companies 
in the employ of the Doorkeeper of this House, and i we want 
to put some special man in by a resolution of the House appointing 
him probably one of the lowest class of employés. 

I think that what the gentleman from Ilinois Mr. CANNON] has sug- 

was well deserved on this side of the House. We have 

the people who have chosen a majority of Democrats in this House and 
who have elected a Democratic President that we would endeavor to 
reform the practices of the Government, to retrench its expenditures, 
and to relieve the people so far as possible from the burdens of taxation, 
yet it never seems to occur to members on this floor to invoke this prin- 
ciple of retrenchment when a question arises here which would enable 
them practically to carry out, if they would, this doctrine. Are we 
going to forget that our claim to the supportof the American people rests 
upon the idea that we will give them honest government and cheap 
government? In the face of this tation are we going to multiply 
employés of this House and employés of the Government everywhere ? 
I undertake to say that the number of employés in this House at this 
time ought to be greatly reduced instead of increased. 

Two captains’ companies in the Doorkeeper’s department of this 
House! Not expecting to participate in this discussion [havenothad the 
opportunity to ascertain the expense of the administration of the Door- 
keeper’s department. The gentleman from Rhode Island has stated, 
as I understand, that there are one hundred and fifty employés in that 
office. Sir, the time is within my memory when one-fourth: of that 
number were notin the employment of this House. We go on from 
year to year increasing the number of employés—sometimes because 
there seems to be some special emergency, but oftener, I suppose, be- 
cause members of the House desire to have their friends appointed to 
office. I know that the Doorkeeper and the Clerk and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms are importuned to make appointments continually. Their only 
relief, if they would satisfy those who seek the appointment, is to get 
authority to make additional appointments. This tends to accommo- 
date the men who want employment, the men who want to draw money 
from the Treasury, but these people are accommodated at the expense 
of the tax-payers of this country. 

Now, I understand that we have upon the Doorkeeper’s roll two more 
employés than we had in the last Congress, yet we had then exactly 
the same numberof members that we have now. And this is the early 
pes of the session, when there is nothing like the amount of labor to 

performed that there will be at a later period. Almost always we 
are called upon toward the close of a session to authorize additional 
assistance in the folding-room and the Clerk’s office. But here we are 
* e of a session proposing to put additional persons upon 

e r0 

J trust, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen on this side of the House will 
remember what they have pledged themselves to the people of this 
country todo. I trust that they will authorize no more expenditures 
until it shall be shown to be necessary to make them. I think the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Illinois is eminently proper—that 
the Committee on Accounts be instructed to secure a reorganization of 
the force in the offices of the Doorkeeper, the Clerk, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, and reduce the number of employés to what are practically re- 
quired. If we do this, we shall render a service for which the country 
will thank us—a service in the right direction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to put 
a question to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER]. As 
I understand, it has been stated that six men have been detailed from 
other service in the House to serve in the document-room. 

Mr. SPOONER. There have been three detailed. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman does not state 
whether those three could be spared from the departments in which 
they were regularly employed. 

Mr. SPOONER. We are informed from the Doorkeeper's office that 
the detail made in the document-room from other rolls has improperly 
weakened the force where these employés properly belong. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will allow 
me just one moment 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am very much disposed to 
give credit and effect to reports of committees with examina- 
tion into these details about the business of the House. But Iam free 
to confess that I am not a little impressed with the statements which 
have been made about the apparent scarcity of skilled labor in these de- 
partments where many persons are employed and where special skill 
is required. Iam very much im with the statements as to the 
enormous increase in the number of those who served the House in sub- 
ordinate capacities; and it is not shown that there has been any com- 
mensurate of public business. I believe, sir, that there is a 
far ter question involved than the mere expenditures in the service 
of the House, as noted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The House of Representatives, the particular representatives of the 
people, if they are profligate in authorizing expenditures in their own 
service, taint economy atits very fountain-head. And I have grave 
doubts, therefore, as to whether or not the clerical force of the House 
should not be materially reduced. And I wish the Democratic part of 
that committee could give us some expressions and statistics that would 
allay the fears and anxieties of unnecessary expenditures here at the 
very ing point of the Government. And until that is done, 
Mr. Speaker, I shall not vote for any further increase in the clerical 
force of the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iask the gentleman from Rhode Island 
to yield to me for five minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do believe some increase 
in that particular department is necessary, Now, when the Committee 
on Accounts is instructed to inquire into that particular subject, how 
can it say a deficiency in the service of that particular department 
might be supplied by detail from other departments of the Government 
until the subject of theentire clerical force of this House has been sub- 
mitted to that committee? 

And in answer to what I consider a rather discourteous reflection on 
that committee from my distinguished colleague, I will remind him in 
the House that no proposition for such a reorganization could come from 
that committee unless the House chose to referthatsubject to it, because 
that committee has only jurisdiction of questions touching the expend- 
iture of the contingent fund of the House, auditing and settling all 
accounts which may be charged thereon by order of the House. 

And it strikes me as coming from a rather source when my 
distinguished coll e, himself so long an ornament of the Committee 
on Appropriations, should refer to the subject which has been within 
the control of that distinguished committee time out of mind. And I 
think it will be found by reference to every appropriation bill which 
has passed this House that any want of congruity in the service of this 
2 springs from incongruous provisions in the annual appropriation 

Mr. CANNON. It is true that I have had the honor for some Con- 
gresses past to bea member of the Committee on Appropriations, and that 
we have reported bills making appropriations for this service, as well as 
for other branches of the Government, which have been discussed in the 
Committee of the Whole. Now I will say to my colleague that I am of 
the opinion that if this service, by some committee having the power, 
were thoroughly gone over, there might be considerablereduction. And, 
sir, my remarks were in the light of that fact and of the further fact 
that the already liberal amounts reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations and passed by the House and Senate are to be increased by 
the Committee on Accounts and paid from the contingent fund of the 
House. b 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What I desire to call the attention of at 
least this side of the House to is this: My friend seemed to consider 
the minority of the Committee on Accounts responsible for any lack of 
e go in the disposition of the public money out of the contingent 
fund, while he himself in this Congress and in the last represented the 
minority of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. I am sure my colleague does not wish to misunder- 
stand me, My point was this: that so far as I have spoken of the 
minority of the Committee on Accounts it has been that in the main 
this increase of the House force, while agreed to by the Committee on 
Accounts, a majority of which is on the other side, yet when they come 
to be reported here, whether by accident or otherwise—I presume by 
accident—are reported by members of the minority of the committee. 
I merely called attention to that fact. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The minority members pulled the chestnuts out of 
the fire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, as my friend from Iowa states, the minority in 
the House pulled the chestnuts out of the fire for them. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

rent aie paras The five minutes yielded to the gentleman have 
exp 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iask the gentleman from Rhode Island to 
yield to me further. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois for three 
minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to call the attention of the House 
to what I consider the root of the whole evil. It is a false economy by 
which certain departments of the House are given a regular force in- 
sufficient to perform the service of that particular department, so that 
a particular department has to depend on details from other depart- 
ments. On a superficial view that is economy, because when this day 
or this week a particular department has not enough to do, it may be 
considered economy to supply the deficiency from other departments by 
detail; but in my judgment it is not economy, it is extravagance, be- 
cause this custom of detailing persons from one part of the service leads 
to confusion in the service of the House as a whole. Therefore I agree 
that the true and permanent remedy is to reorganize the service of the 
House, But the Committee on Accounts had only referred to it this 
particular department in which it recognizes a deficiency. Therefore 
it was proper to consider that, and they were not bound to go over the 
whole service of the House to say whether that deficiency might not 
be made good by superfluity elsewhere. I consider it is the duty of 
any member of that committee to report what the majority might re- 
quest him to report, whether he belongs to the minority or majority 
side of the House. 

I thank the gentleman from Rhode Island for yielding to me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-eight minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great deal of in- 
terest, as I always do, to the remarks of my friend from IIlinois [Mr. 
CANNON] on the other side of the House; and I would like toask him 
now, in connection with his remarks, whether or not the committee of 
which he was a member in the last Congress—the committee havi 
charge of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation pill_did 
not in that bill increase both the salaries and the number of these offi- 
cers of the House? : 

Mr. CANNON. I will take pleasure in answering the gentleman as 
far as I can from recollection. My recollection is that in some cases that 
committee made provision for such increase, but I am not sure whether 
they reported the increase or not. Some increases were made in the law; 
but I will remind my friend 

Mr. HOLMAN. But by the action of the Senate, not of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Indiana says by the action of the 
Senate, but not of the House. But I will remind my friend from Ar- 
kansas, and the gentleman from Indiana also, that no bill can pass into 
an act without the concurrence of the House as well as the Senate; and, 
if I recollect correctly, the House in the last Congress had between sev- 
enty and eighty Democratic majority. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will now take the floor in my own right, as I want 
a portion of my time myself. 

Mr. CANNON. I was only answering the question of the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS. My information is, Mr. Speaker, that that Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in the last Congress increased both the number 
and the salaries of these officers, not through the instrumentality of the 
Senate, but directly through the instrumentality of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House. 

Now, sir, there are one or two observations which I desire to make 
in connection with this subject. My friend from Illinois not only takes 
occasion to criticise this side of the House for measures of this sort, but 
he seeks in the same connection to criticise the competency of the force 
of the House in this regard. There are two considerations that ought 
not to be overlooked in this connection in comparing the force of the 
two Houses; one is that the Senate is a conservative body, their officers 
being in position through many years and become necessarily better 
skilled and more thoroughly familiar with the business than those who 
are subjected, as is the case with the House employés, to frequent 
changes, just as the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] has become stronger by his long service in the House than he 
was when he first became a member of this body. There is another 
matter which is important to be considered. The Senate document- 
room is very small compared with that of the House of Representatives. 
The membership of that body is much smaller, and, in addition, their 
documents are not near so numerous; so, as a matter of fact, it is well 
known that we can get documents or reports from that end of the Cap- 
itol even sooner than we can get them from the House document-room 
for reasons growing out of the considerations which I have suggested. 

In this connection permit me, sir, to make another observation. 
Twice within my recollection during the present session of Congress I 
have voted against increasing the present force of the House on reports 
of committees, because I believe the Committee on Accounts had made 
recommendations not warranted by the facts; and believing that the 


House should not undertake to furnish clerks for committees which in 
my judgment had no practical need for them I voted against them. 
And here let me say that it seems to me we are now right at a point, 
with reference to the House force, where we may begin to practice econ- 
omy. Heretofore, if it is a committee that wants a clerk, friends 
appeal to us upon the score of friendship to stand by them and give 
themaclerk. If the demand is from some other quarter, there is always 
some similar appeal which is made to us; and soit goes on, whatever 
avenue orline ofapproach there is, always some plea to increase the ex- 
and enlarge the force of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat my opinion is that we have reached a point 
when we can apply the rule of economy to the organization of the House, 
and the first and best step in that direction is to begin in the House right 
here and now. ‘The people of this country will have no confidence or 
respect for us or our professions of economy so long as we progress in 
this broad avenue of increasing the force of the House of Representa- 
tives, unless such increase can be based upon some better ground than 
has been submitted up to this time in this argument. And so from this 
point on, let it come from what committee it may or what end of the 
Capitol, unless better grounds can be furnished than those set forth here 
I intend to cast my vote uniformly against increasing the patronage of 
the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there can be no doubt in the mind 
of any gentleman that economy is a most desirable thing. We have 
had lessons of economy preached to us from the other side of the House 
for a good many years. There has been no campaign within the last 
four or five years but what the virtues, or this virtue of economy has 
been always and on all occasions sounded in that connection. We have 
been told in every part of the country, on every stump, in all the Dem- 
ocratic newspapers, that the Republican party was most wastefully ex- 
travagant. We have been told that there were multitudinous armies 
of unnecessary office-holders, who were eating up the substance of the 
people. How familiar is this ery to every gentleman. I can see a re- 
sponse in every face, for every one recognizes that sound wherever they 
have heard a Democratic speech or read a Democratic newspaper during 
the last five years. : 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, there is scarcely a bureau officer or a Depart- 
ment officer in office to-day that has made his annual report who has 
not clamored for an increase of clerical force. All over these Depart- 
ments and throughout these bureaus we find that there is a necessity 
for additional force, giving the lie direct to this charge of wanton ex- 
travagance on the part of the party that has just gone out of power. 

Look at the increases with reference to this House that are being made. 
I confess that I am in favor of the adoption of this resolution. I believe 
that these particular officers are necessary to the prompt dispatch of the 
business of that department. There perhaps may be entirely too many 
employés connected with that particular branch of the service; but, sir, 
it is the ornamental part that is entirely too numerous. I have been 
told that there is a number of officers connected with our Navy 
Department that are entirely useless because their rank is so great that 
there is no place for them to serve. That is the difficulty with this 
particular department. We have got three superintendents and nobody 
to superintend. 

If you go into that department you will find there is a need for the 
skilled laborers, for those who actually manipulate the documents and 
furnish them to you. There is a need for those. The difficulty is there 
is too much rank there; there are too many gentlemen sitting around 
that are entirely ornamental. That there ought to be something done 
with that department there is no doubt. The valuable documents that 
come there go to the more zealous members of the House; the gentle- 
men that are there earliest get them and get them all, to the exclusion 
of those who may not know to the very day when the documents are re- 
ceived. There is no record kept at all, as I am informed, and no 
charges are made against any member as to the documents that he may 
receive. That part of the business is entirely dispensed with, useful as 
it might seem to be. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the employment of these clerks. 
I believe they are necessary to the proper dispatch of business. I think, 
however, in the interest of economy we might dispense with some of 
those we already have there. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply desire to say a few words in closing this 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes of his time 
remaining. X 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman who last occupied the floor has crit- 
icised the administration of the business in the document-room. That, 
of course, is something the Committee on Accounts in considering this 
resolution had nothing to do with. 

The Committee on Accounts has been criticised because it has rec- 
ommended clerks for certain committees here; and yet the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] must recollect, or, if not, he will ascer- 
tain by reference to the record, that when the Committee on Accounts 
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reported to the House that certain committees should not in their opiu- 
ion have clerks, the House quite promptly corrected that decision of 
the committee by voting down that recommendation and giving clerks 
to certain committees. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. The House may have done so, but they did not get 
my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps not, and I think not mine, because I be- 
lieve I acted in concert with the opinion and judgment of the commit- 
tee at that time, as I am doing now. But that was the fact, neverthe- 
less, that the House did vote down that recommendation of the com- 
mittee; and so instructed, the committee could see no reason why two 
or three other commi then unfurnished with clerks, were not 
quite as much entitled to them as the committee against which they 
had reported at the time to which I refer. Consequently they made 
favorable reports for these other commi acting, as they believed, 
in consonance with the instructions they had received by the vote of 
the House. 

The Republican minority of the committee has been criticised by my 
friend on the left [Mr. CANNON]. I will simply say as to that I am 
not knowingly partisan in my action upon this committee. I have 
Republican convictions prey quite as strong as those of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, but I do not consider that in my action upon this 
committee I am required to act otherwise than I consider for the best 
interest of the House, and for providing in as far as my action can for 
the proper di of its business, In that light I have acted in this 
committee; in that light I have voted in this committee; in that light 
I have, under instructions of this committee, submitted this report to 
the House, advocating it because it seems to me on my judgment irre- 
spective of any partisan consideration a proper resolution to be adopted. 

The service of the Senate document-room has been referred to; the 
have good service in the Senate document-room, principally because it 
is a permanent service, exactly what I am urging and what the com- 
mittee has urged in the report should be adopted in this House, by giv- 
ing a permanent service to this document-room instead of a service taken 
from other rolls, from time to time, of men who are unfamiliar with 
the duties to be required of them there. Theskilled service in the doc- 
ument-room consists largely in the knowledge of where things are, where 
certain documents are placed, how they should be placed, and in what 
order, and where they can be found to be delivered when called for; 
matters which are only learned by actual experience in discharging the 
duties of that office. 

It is in the line of advancing these interests that this resolution is 
recommended, Your committee is not pretending to say that this is 
going to accomplish everything. It will accomplish nothing, in my 
judgment, unless the suggestions which have been made here concern- 
ing an expert service and securing attention to the duties of the office 
are carried out practically and effectually. If that is not done, I do 
not think we shall have any better service with this increased force 
than we have now or than we have had in the Gentlemen have 
referred here to a reorganization of the force of the House. However 
proper that might be, it is not, as has been suggested here, within the 
scope of the present duties of the Committee on Accounts. It certainly 
is not within the scope of the duties of the committee in connection 
with this resolution, although it is a matter that perhaps might well 
be gone into and from which good results might be obtained. But let 
me repeat—for I understand from the questions put to me by two or 
three different gentlemen that there is some misun: ding as to the 
scope of this! substitute resolution—let me repeat, in conclusion, that 
the resolution which the committee recommend calls for an increase of 
the permanent force of the House document-room to the extent of two 
additional file clerks and one laborer. That is all. 

Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman permit a question in this connec- 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. If it is a proper question, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether there are not at least twenty applications now pending 
Ponge the Committee on Accounts for additions to the force of the 

ouse? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, there have been several resolutions 
introduced and referred to our committee calling for an increase of the 
force in various directions. I can not now undertake to state the ex- 
act number, but the files of the House will of course show. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman will permit a word further, I put 
that question because my information is that there are now pending 
before the Committee on Accounts resolutions calling for twenty-two 
additions to the present force of the House. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely. 

Mr. ROGERS. May I ask the gentleman one other question? Is 
this report of your committee a unanimous report? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, my recollection (if I am entitled to 
express it) is that this report is unanimous. There certainly has been 
no minority report of which I have any knowledge; and, so far as Ido 
knowanything about it, this is the unanimous report of the committee. 
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But at all events this matter must rest upon its own foundation, and in 
determining this question it is immaterial, I take it, how many other 
applications for increase may be pending. The Committee on Accounts 
now recommend only this increase which I have stated—two file clerks 
and one laborer. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island [ Mr. SPOONER] 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. How does this report of your committee, which pro- 
vides for an increase of force in the document-room to the extent of only 
three additional men, at a very moderate rate of pay, compare in point of 
economy with the action of the House this morning in voting forty or 
fifty thousand dollars for the reprinting of a book merely to ornament 
the libraries of a few doctors? 

Mr. SPOONER. Icannotanswer that question. 
er, I call for the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a par 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

_ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. At what stage is a motion to 
recommit in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order now. The Chair has recognized the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], who offers a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows- 

Resolved, That this resolution be recommitted to the Committee on Accounts 
with instructions to ascertain the number and compensation of the officers and 
employés of the House, including committee clerks and messengers, and to re- 

reduction in number and compensation may be made without dimin- 
the efficiency of the force, and what increase, if any, is necessary in any 
branch thereof. Said committee shall have the right to report at any time, by 
bill or otherwise, fixin; number and compensation and prescribing the 
duties of all such officers and employés. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to re- 
commit, with instructions, the pending resolution reported from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 27. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions was to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to re- 
commit with instructions was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing 
and select committees for reports. 


OMAHA NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 1120) toauthorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the Omaha National Bank, of Omaha, Nebr.; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED GUN-CARRIAGES, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by Mr. BRAGG), from the Committee on 
Military back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1143) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the Somerville Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four condemned gun-car- 
riages, to be used for monumental purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


BARRACKS AT SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


` Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by Mr. BRAGG), from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, also reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
5401) making appropriations for additional barracks at the southern, | 
northwestern, and western branches of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
SOLDIERS’ HOMES WEST OF ROCKY MOUNTAINS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by Mr. BRAGG), from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2075) to 
provide for the location and erection of a branch home for disabled vol- 
unteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by Mr. BRAGG), also reported back ad- 
versely, from the Committee on Military Affairs, bills of the following 


Now, Mr. Speak- 
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titles; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports or- 
dered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1437) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers in either of the States of Iowa, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, or Colorado, or Dakota Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 167) to provide for the establishment of a branch sol- 
diers’ home in the State of California. 

FORT BRADY, MICH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of the old site of 
Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the construction of suitable 
buildings thereon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military also re- 


ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 3490) to provide for the sale of | - 


the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a newsite and the construc- 
tion of suitable buildings thereon; which was laid on the table. 


MISSOURI HOME GUARDS. 


Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
certificates of tocertain members of the Missouri Home Guards;, 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4787 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1834) to amend section 4787 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4232) to 3 the National H Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for losses incurred through the failure 
of the Exchange National Bank of Norfolk, Va., and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FORT SELDEN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way 
through the Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico, to the Rio 
Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back adversely bills of the following titles; which 
yae 3 laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
to rin 

A bil (H. R. 4359) to regulate the establishing of post-offices and 
mail service in the States and Territories of the United States; 

Pe bill (H. R. 3052) relating to the delivery of mail matter at post- 
offices; 

A bill 5 R. 3719) to enable the people to name their postmasters; 

A bill (H. R. 2453) ating the naming of post-offices in cities, 
towns, and villages of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 3051) to facilitate the delivery of mail matter. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. BARRY, from the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4860) to regulate the subletting 
of contracts for carrying the United States mails; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


TESTS OF STRUCTURAL MATERIALS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Manufact- 
ures, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2085, a bill (H. R. 5555) au- 
thorizing the President to appoint a commission of experts, skilled in 
the investigation, production, and use of metallic substances, and other 
structural materials, to execute tests and 8 maanis, on ĩron, steel, and 
other materials used in the construction of bridges, b and me- 
chanical structures, and deduce useful rules therefrom; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, S. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 549) for a public building 
at Greenville, S. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT SMITH, ARK. 
Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


also reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 610) to provide for a 
building for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, and internal-rev- 
enue and other civil offices, and a United States jail, in the city of Fort 
Smith, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2410) for the ad- 
dition of a third story to the public building in Dallas, Tex.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 263) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mass.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ANNAPOLIS, MD. 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LABORERS’ WAGES. . 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5310) to protect mechanics, laborers, 
and servants in their wages; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4857) granting relief to the 
employés in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, United States Treas- 
ury; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with ae accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 1773) for the relief of James J. John- 
ston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRIETTA H. COLE. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 200) for the relief of Henrietta H. Cole; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIM. 

Mr, SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 1065) to provide for paying certain advances made to 
the United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to pre- 
sent the views of the minority; which were ordered to be printed with 
the majority report. 

Wan CLAIM OF 1812. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H R. 2498) directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and of the city 
of Baltimore, growing out of moneys expended by said States and the 
city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC DOMAIN, NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back ſu- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of 
lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. LYMAN, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3372) for the 
relief of Jacob Bogert; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PAN-ELECTRIC TELEPHONE. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice, submitted the following privileged re- 
rt. 


Phe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish the report read? 
Mr. GIBSON. Yes; I ask for the reading of the report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
FEBRUARY 13, 1888. 


a copy of 
have aly we con- 


in the matter of the Boll and Pan-Electrie 
which is embraced in exhibit hereto attached and 9 
sidered the same, and submit the following report: 

The resolution directed and empowered the committee to make fall inquiry 


spectively . ts B, O, an From them it appears t the sum of $35.80 
has been spent for printing the opinions in ment of the Interior, — 
the Solicitor. contracted for fees to be paid by the United States 


ony committee did not feel authorized to go jarou the question thus sub- 
mitt 
Your committee has for these reasons sent for no persons and has incurred no 


expense, 
EUSTACE GIBSON, Chairman. 


Exurerr A. 


Whereas the House of Representatives 1 a resolution, introduced b 
a rnin pennants: member of Congress the State of Kansas, in the fol- 
owing words: 


“ Eesolved, That the Ayapa on Expendit: the Department of Justice 
beempowered to make full sg Seg into an — reda oe the Brews 
Government relative 4o win hts of the Pan-Electrio Tel 
panies; and for the this investigation, and to the that the 3 
may be fully ad apace . the right to send for persons and 

, all ex to be andited and accounted for ved 


upon npero 
and when so approved to be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
ina . ” Therefore, 
That the 


begin to “inquire into any on the part of 5 relative 
to the rights of the Bell aud Pan-Electric Com: ” and will hear 
8 he ma: —- o to such in 

ved, second, T) Swap yong err wget ished to the 
sor yr ge of the j the ee the — — and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United with a request that each of them furnish this committee 
2s soon as practicable with copies of any or documents in a 
sion, custody, or control, mone bandage) th regard to “any 


on 

to the righta of the Bell and — 

vase said have been paid or obliga- 

Resolved, third, That the form of notice to Hon. 1 
to said officers above mentioned shall be a copy of these three resolutions, 


Exner B. 
ent ea Gone Dea ee A 


Sin: I have the honor to ng elon me po 
the Department of of Justice at 


ceedings of the Committee on Expen 
3 held on the 4th instant, ae a tae 

“inquire into any ig ea ee on the part of the Government — tates tothe 
— of the Bell and Pan-Electrie Telephone Com ” and calling upon 
this Department to furnish the committee, as soon as practicable, with copies of of 
any papers or documents in its possession, custody, or control showing, w. 

gard to any expenditure on the part of the Government relative to the rights of of 
the Bell and Pan-Electric Telephone Companies, whether said expenditures ha’ 
been paid or obligations therefor incurred. 

In reply 8 I have to state that the hoe pomp bh this Department do not 
show that any expenditures have been incurred r relative to 
the rights of the 32 Pan-Electric a pace norare there any 
papers or documents in its possession, custody, or control relative to the rights 
of suid companies. 

Respectfully, yours, 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. EUSTACE GIBSON, 


Chairman Committee on Expenditures in Department of 
irman on = odo frir iseen 
Exner C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 10, 1886. 


Sin: In response to resolution of the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment ol Justice that said committee inquire into any expenditure on the 


part of the Government relative to the rights of the Ben and Electric Telé- 
peoe Ponpa iaeth tay has E that the onl ees 3 

ment, so far, 1 — — — for 500 copies each of the 
opinions of the Secretary of of the printing of Sa Secretary, and the 


Assistant Secretary, rye pedeyr 
Very respectfully, 


L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
Hon. EUSTACE GIBSON, s: 


Chairman mmillee on Expenditures in een 7n of Justice, 
Exursir D. ene paka 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, February 8, 1886. 

Sim: Your communication of the 6th instant, transmitting a transcript of the 
proceedings of your committee relating to the resolution direoting the the commit- 
tee “to inquire into any expenditure on the part of the Government relative to 
the rights of the Belland Pan-Electric Tel ne Companies,” has been referred 
to me by the Attorney-General. In reply I have the honor to inform you that no 
expenditure whatever has yet been made on the part of the Government in the 
matter referred to. The suit instituted in the circuit court of the United States 
for the western district of 5 upon the 3 of the National Im- 
proved Telephone Com pany, pes been dincontie ued. No money was expended 
— that suit on the part of the r — — no obligation to spend any was 

cur: 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Interior De it has 
been determined to institute a suit in the name of the United Far to teat the 
validity of the patent issued to Alexander Graham Bellon the 7th of March, 1876. 


nizing the great importance to the Governmentand et the 
suit (with the conduct and ent of which Iam aek — Ser 
of the Revised Statutes), I have deemed it necessary an 8 ag 3 3 


retain assistant attorneys and counsel. Accordingly, II. 


I. Grosvenor B. Lowrey, esq., of New York; Messrs. Hunton & Chandler 


dC. S. Whitman, „of this city, have been retained. No arrangement has 
sea been concluded with Messrs. Thurman and Lowrey as to the fce to be paid 
to them, but the amout of their fee will be fixed as soon as they arrive in this city. 
The services of Messrs. Hunton & Chandler have been engaged for $5,000, and 
the services of Mr. Whitman for $3,000. It may be proper to add that the conduct 


of the — referred to has been devolved upon 5 by the Attorney-General 
because he felt himself to be under disability in this instance. 
Very respectfully, 


JOHN GOODE, Solicitor-General. 
Hon, EUSTACE GIBSON, 


Chairman of Commitlee on Expenditures in Department of Justice. 
* House of Representatives, N "ashington, D. C. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees is now concluded. The 
hour for the consideration of bills under the rule begins at 2 o’clock. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS, 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was under 
consideration before the hour expired immediately after the call of the 
roll upon the of the bill. I intended to submit the motion to 
reconsider and lay on the table the vote by which the bill was passed. 
I perceive from the RECORD that the first motion appears only to have 
been entered. If in order, I now move to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair held that notwithstanding the expira- 
tion of the hour for the consideration of bills, the motion to reconsider 
might be made and entered by the gentleman from Illinois, because it 
was a privileged motion under the rules, but that no other motion could 
be made in regard to the bill at that time. The motion to reconsider 
is now pending. What motion does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
now to submit? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas, Mr. WEAVER of Iowa, and Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN demanded the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill gpa R. =n to enable national banking associations to increase their cap- 
ital stock and to change their names and location. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to reconsider the vote by which this 
bill was passed and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] moves 
to la foi on the table, upon which motion the yeas and nays are de- 
manded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 29 members voting in favor thereof 
and 68 in opposition. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 94, not vot- 
ing 114; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 
A G. E. Davis, Lindsley. Ryan, 
Allen, C. II. ey, Little, Sawyer, 
ot, 5 Long, Seymour, 
0 Mahon Small 
Ballentine, Dowdney, ey, 8 9 
1 El Mok —— 
y, cKenna, nger, 
Bliss, z Ermentrout, McKinley, Stahinocker, 
Bound Everhart, Merriman, Step! 
Boutelie, uhar, lard, Stone, E. F. 
y 3 Miller, Strait; 
a en, n, fliege, 
wne, T. M. o or, 
Brown, C. T, orrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Brown, W. W. rout, Morrow, Taylor, Zach, 
Guenther, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Bunnell, Hahn, Norwood, Thomas, O. B. 
Burro Henderson, D. B. Oates, Thompson, 
Campbell, 8 Henderson, T. J. Swen, — ton, 
— A epburn, cr, 
Candler, erbert, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Payson, Wakefield, 
Conger, Hopkins, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Crain, Houk, Pet r, 
5 James, Price, West, 
— N N Kelley," F. A. 3 = e g 
——— elley, teed, T. B. olford, 
Davidson, pee A Rice, Woodburn. 
Davidson, 1 H. x. Lehibach, Rowell, 
8 
Anderson, J. A. Gay, wry, rtin, 
Bennett, Geddes, Mark ham, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Bianchard, Glass, M pezan Stone, W. 7, of Mon 
Bland, Hall, Matso Struble, 
Bragg, Halsell, MeMillin, Swope, 
Breckinridge, O. R. Hammond, McRae, Taulbee, 
Buchanan, Harris, Morrison, Taylor, J. II. 
Bynum, Hatch, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Heard, Neal, Trigg, 
Clardy, Henderson, J. 8. O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Clements, Henley, O'Neill, J. J. Turner, 
bb, erman, Outhwaite ade, 
Holman, Peel, Ward, T. B. 
Cowles, Holmes, Perry, Warner, A. J. 
x Howard, Warner, William 
Culberson, Trion, Reid, J.W. Weaver, J. B 
Dockery, Johnston, J. T. Richardson, Wellborn, 
Eden, Johnston, T. D. Robertson, Wheeler, 
Eldredge, Jones, J, H rs, Willis, 
Ells! ' Kleiner, Sadler, Wilson, 
Ford, Laffoon, Sayers, W. 
Forney, Lanham, Seney, Worthington. 
Frederick, Le Fever, Skinner, 
Fuller, Lovering, Stewart, Charles 
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Adams, J. J. Cutcheon, Jackson, Pulitzer, 

en, Daniel, Jones, J. T. Randall, 
Allen, J. M. Dawson, Ketcham, Reese, 
Anderson, C.M. Dibble, La Follette, 
Atkinson, Dunn, Laird, Rockwell, 
Barbour, Evans, Landes, Romeis, 
Barksdale, Felton, Lawler, Scott, 

es, isher, Libbey, Scranton, 

Barry, Fleeger, Lore, Sessions, 
Belmont, Foran, Louttit, Singleton, 
Bingham, Funston, Maybury, Snyder, 
Blount, Gibson, Eustace McAdoo, Sowden, 
Boyle, Gilfillan, McCreary, Spri 
Brumm, Glover, Milliken, Steele, 
Burleigh, Green, R. 8. Mills, Stewart, J. W. 
Burnes, Green, W. J. Morgan, Storm, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Muller, Symes, 
Caldwell, * Hale, Neece, Tarsney, 
Campbell, J. E. IIanback, Nelson, Ti à 
Campbell, T. J. Harmer, O'Ferrall, Townshend, 
Carleton, Hayden, O'Hara, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Wait, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Osborne, Ward, J. H. 
Collins, Hiestand, Pettibone, White, A. C. 
Compton, HM, Phelps, Whiting, 
Comstock, Hires, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Hiscock, Pindar, Winans, 
Croxton, Hitt, Pierce, 
Curtin, Hutton, Plumb, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote upon this 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat when his name was 
called? 

Mr.HALE. Iwas in committee at the time the roll was called, and 
desire to vote ‘‘ay”’ upon this proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The rule prohibits the Speaker from entertaining 
a request for unanimous consent under such circumstances. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can accomplish his purpose by 
stating how he would have voted. 

Mr. HALE. If present, I should have voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

On motion of Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. PRICE, until further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GROSVENOR, until further notice. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. Hiscock, until further notice. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. Hrrr, until further notice. 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. Brapy, until further notice. 

Mr. JONES, of with Mr. BURLEIGH, until February 17. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. Coon, until February 15. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. HresTanp, until February 18. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Symes, for this day. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. VAN SCHAICK, for to-day. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. LIBBEY, for this day. 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. NELSON, for this day. 

Mr. Ridds with Mr. ROCKWELL, for to-day. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WHITING, for this day. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BLOUNT, until further notice. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. MAYBURY, until further notice. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. PETTIBONE, for this day. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. HAYDEN, for to-day. Mr. DAWSON would vote 
4 no. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. HANBACK, for this day. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. HARMER, for this day. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. BRUMM, for this day. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Lovrrrr. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I notice that I am announced as being 
paired with my colleague, Mr.Croxton. That pair relates to political 
questions only. Not regarding this asa political question, I desire that 
my vote shall stand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right of course to exercise 
his own judgment. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I am announced as being paired with the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANDES]. If he were present, I should 
vote ay on this motion. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was called. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The Committee on Banking and Currency, 
I believe, desire to call up another bill. 

The SPEAKER. A committee can not call up another bill on the 
second day. It can only complete the consideration of a measure called 
up on the first day. 

There was no bill called up by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

The Committee on Commerce was called. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to call 
up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 34) to authorize the East 
and West Railroad Company of Alabama to maintain a bridge across 
the Coosa River, with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be iLenacted, & c. That the East and West Railroad Company of Alabama, a 
corporation created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Alabama, be, and is hereby, authorized to maintain a bridge across the Coosa 
River, in township 14, range 6 east, in the Coosa land district, or at such point 
near said township as has been selected by said railroad company for crossing 
said river with their railroad line, the said bridge to be of s height as not to 
interfere with the navigation of said river. 

That =e bridge constructed under this act and according to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be known and recognized as a post-route, 
and the same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which also no higher 
charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, 
and the munitions of war of the United States, or for 3 ngers or 
freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile e or their tra r 
tation over the railroads leading to the said bridge; and the United States 
have the right of way for a postal telegraph across said bridge: And provided 
further, That before this act shall take effect said company shall submit to the 
Secretary of War the plans of said bridge, showing the existing structure and any 
additions or changes that may be contemplated; and that it shall be decided by 
the said Secretary that the bridge docs not and will not obstruct, impair, or in- 
juriously modify the navigation of the Coosa River, due regard being had tothe 
character of the proposed navigation of said stream. 

Sec, 2. That Congress preserves the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act at 
any time; and that if at any time navigation of the said river shall in any man- 
ner be obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secretary of War shall have 
authority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said railroad company to alter 
and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as may be proper 
to secure free and complete navigation withoutimpediment; andif upon reason- 
able notice to said railroad company to make such change or improvements 
the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have authority to 
make the same at the expense of said company, and all the rights confe: 1 
this act shall be forfeited; and Congress 1 have power to do any and 
things necessary to secure the free navigation of the river. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out at the nning of the bill the following: 

“ That the Eastand West Railroad Company of Alabama, a corporation created 
and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of bama, be, and 
is hereby, authorized to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River, in township 
14. rengn $ onak; in the Coosa land district, or at such point near said township 
as has selected by said railroad company for crossing said river with their 
railroad line, the said bridge to be of such height as not to interfere with the 
navigation of said river.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the East and West Railroad Company of Alabama, a corporation created 
and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of „be, an 
is hereby, authorized to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River, in the Coosa 
land district, at the point in or near township 14, range 6 east, which has been 
selected by the said railroad company for crossing said river with their railroad 
line, and where a bridge is now constructed, the said bridge to be of such height 
as not to interfere with the navigation of said river, and to be provided with 
a suitable draw.” 


Mr. CRISP. This bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War; 
it meets the approval of the Engineer Department, and is unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. Unless some gentleman de- 
sires to ask a question about it I call for a vote first on the proposed 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I notice in the reading of the bill in the first line of sec- 
tion 2 that the word ‘‘preserves’’ is inserted when it ought to be ‘‘re- 
serves.“ 

The SPEAKER. That clerical change will be made if there be no 
objection. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the 
Mississippi Water-power and Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., to 
construct a dam across the Mississippi River, with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &, That the Mississippi Water-power and Boom Company, ot 
Brainerd, Minn., is hereby authorized and empowered to construct across the 
Mississippi River, at some point not more than 2 miles from the limits of the said 
city of Brainerd, a canal,and the appurtenances thereof, for 1 
and other purposes, and in connection therewith a wagon and foot bridge for 
public travel: ‘Provided, That the Government of the United States may at any 
time construct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navigation purposes: 
Provided also, That the Government of the United States may at any. time take 

ion of said dam and control the same for purposes of navigation, by pay- 
— said company the cost of the same, but shall not do so to the detri- 
ment of the water-power created by said dam: Provided further, That the Secre- 
aye War may at any time 2 and enforce, at the expense of the owners, 
such modification and ch the construction of said dam as he may deem 
advisable in the interests of navigation; and that said dam shall, if necessary, 
be so built that boats and rafts may pass through the same: And provided further, 
‘That all suits relative to any obstruction of navigatien arising from said dam 
may be tried in the United tes circuit and district courts for Minnesota. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out at the commencement of the bill the words “That the Mississippi 
Water-powerand Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., is hereby authorized and 
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empowered,” and insert in lieu thereof as follows: That the consent of the 
Government is hereby given to the Mississippi Water-power and Boom Com- 
pany, of Brainerd, Minn.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will state that this bill is unanimously reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and the same bill was reported from 
the Committee on Commerce unanimously in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
The proposition is to give consent of the Government that the dam may 


be built at Brainerd, Minn., some two hundred miles above the point 
of navigation. The Committee on Commerce can see no objection to 
woas is asked, and is unanimous in recommending the passage of the 

ill, 

Mr. W. of Ohio. I desire to ask the gentleman whether 
this will involve the Government in any damage or liability ofany kind? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Notatall. Itsimply gives the consent of the Gov- 
ernment that the dam may be built. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How far is it from Saint Paul? 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is 200 miles above Saint Paul. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I rose to ask the same question as has just 
been asked by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I wish to 
ask further, does not this proposed dam interfere in any way with navi- 
gation? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir; it interferes with no navigation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Has not Congress been appropriating 
money to improve the river above that point? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am glad to find there is one place on 
the Mississippi River where Congress has not appropriated money for 
improvements. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 
Has the committee considered this point, that when this dam shall be 
built the company may impose a toll on all rafts or boats that pass 
through it? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No such question came up before the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. By the provisions of this bill I think such tolls might 
be imposed, and it seems to me a dangerous thing to allow that. The 
language of the bill is: 

That the Secretary of War may at any time require and enforce at the expense 
of the owners such modification and changes in the construction of dam 
as he may deem advisable in the interests of navigation, and that said dam 
shall, if necessary, be so built that boats and rafts may pass through the same. 

But nothing appears there which prevents a toll from being imposed 
by the company owning the dam if such boats and rafts shall 
through. It appears to me some provision should be inserted ea or 
iting anything of the kind. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There is nothing in the bill which would author- 
ize the charging of any tolls. 

Mr. HATCH. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER, There is. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask to have it read. 

The SPEAKER, It can be read in the time of the gentleman. The 

ing of the rt is debate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How much time remains? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes of the hour. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the report be read. It is short. 

The report (by Mr. DUNHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1270) to 
authorize the Mississippi Water-power and Boom Company of Brainerd, Minn., 
to construct a dam across the Mississippi River, beg leave to report: 

The location of the proposed dam is at the city of Brainerd, on the Upper Mis- 
sissippi River, over 200 miles by the course of the river above the Falls of Saint 
os at Minneapolis, the real head of navigation on the river. On this 
reach of the river between Minneapolis and Brainerd are now the following ob- 


structions: First, a dam at Saint Cloud, about 100 miles above Minneapolis, con- 
structed by authority of Congress; second, a dam at Sauk ids, 3 miles above 
Saint Cloud, ther with the rapids themselves; and, „the falls and rap- 


ids at Little Falls, about 50 miles above Saint Cloud. At Brainerd, the site of 
the ‘proposed dam, are several rapids, three within 9 miles, all of which would 
be greatly improved and covered with slack water by the proposed dam. About 
200 miles, by the course of the river, above Brainerd, are the so-called “ reser- 
voirs,” a system of dams at the outlet of certain lakes, penning up and retain- 


ing the surplus spring water for use aminy the summer droughts. 
he proposed would be no obstruction to navigation, for there isnone to 
obstruct except logs, for which ample provision is made, and would be but an 


additional reservoir constructed and maintained, not, as the other reservoirs, at 
public Papen ont at the expense of the party proposing to construct the dam. 

A bill similar to the one under consideration was reported by the Committee 
on Commerce of the Forty-eighth Congress, the report on which is ap- 
pended and made a part hereof. 

The bill is framed conformably to the views of the Government engineer, so 
as to amply protect the interests of the Government, 

Your committee can see no objection to the construction and maintenance of 
the proposed dam, and therefore recommend that the bill be amended as fol- 
lows: Strike out, beginning with the words“ That the Mississippi,” in line 3, 
and ending with the words “and empowered,” in line 4, i and insert 
in the stead thereof the following: That the consent of the Government is 
hereby given to the 3 Water-power and Boom Company, of Brainerd, 
Minn.;“ and when so amended we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment reported by the committee was to. 
Mr. PAYSON. I move toamend by adding after the word same, 
tn line 24, these words, without the imposition of any toll or charge.“ 


Mr. DUNHAM. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. IRION. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the joint resoluticn (H. 
Res. 108) authorizing the several Executive ments of the Gov- 
ernment to loan to the North, Central, and South American Exposition 
at New Orleans certain articles for exhibit. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, do., That it is desirable, in any way consistent with existing laws, 
and without risk to Government property or expense to the national Treasury, 
to encourage the effort being made for the development of industry and com- 
mercial relations by the North, Central, and South American Exposition at New 
Orleans, and it be, and is hereby, approved that the heads of the several Execu- 
tive sn ery shall, in whatever respect they may in their judgment see 
convenient and proper, loan any articles or material suitable to such purpose: 
Provided, 'That such loan be made entirely at the expense and on the msi- 
bility of said American exposition, and shall not be of material needed for use 
in either Department, and shall not in any way interrupt the daily routine of 
duty or order in any branch of the Government, and shall be returned to the 
Department, in order, within one month after the close of the exposition, 

Mr. IRION. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and that committee made a unanimous report 
in its favor. I move that it be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will allow that 
matter to go over until the next morning hour. Iwill be very glad to 
have an opportunity to examine it a little and submit a few remarks. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is the objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to this resolution ? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will yield tome a moment I will 
state why I would be glad to have this measure postponed until the 
next morning hour, My experience in connection with this exposition 
at New Orleans has not been of a kind to prepossess me in favor of any 
resolution that looks toward any action of the Government, negativeor 
otherwise, in connection with it. I recollect very well that when this 
matter was first before the Appropriations Committee in the last Con- 
gress, in pursuance, as we thought, of an act passed bya prior Congress, 
for such appropriation and other favorable action as might enable these 
exhibits to be used, and the name of the Government to be lent, so to 
speak, to this exposition, I happened to be a member of the subcom- 
mittee that made the recommendation to the full committee that cer- 
tain appropriations should be made for the benefit of this exposition. I 
recollect that at that time we tried to limit, and supposed we had limited, 
the amount that the Government should contribute to the exposition. 
The name of the meh ys ape having. been loaned subsequently there 
came a demand, which Congress felt almost coerced to comply with, for 
the appropriation of some three or four hundred thousand dollars for 
the payment of expenses there. And still later there came a call for a 
very large appropriation to enable the different Departments of the Gov- 
ernment to furnish exhibits; and so, step by step, up to that time there 
had been, according to my present recollection, nothing but expense, 
disaster, and disappointment to the people and the public Treasury. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON, I will as soon as I complete my statement. This, 
as I understand it, is a proposition, guarded, I grant you, to make a 
further loan of the Government exhibits. Whether those exhibits are 
now in New Orleans, or whether a portion of them are here, Iam not 
informed; but I think a portion of them, if not all, have been returned. 

Now, if those exhibits, valuable as they are, should again go to that 
exposition, I know not whether the Government may not be called upon, 
in simple self-protection, to appropriate a large amount of money to se- 
cure their preservation or their return. I certainly have no desire to do 
any injustice to this enterprise or to make any factious opposition to it, 
but, remembering so well what has been the experience of Congress in 
connection with it in the past,-I, for one, should be very glad indeed if 
this matter could go over untilthe next morning hour, so that it might 
be looked into more carefully, or else that it should be explained and 
discussed within this morning hour, so that I, as a member of the House, 
could vote understandingly upon it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON ] has been speaking of one exposition and this resolution relates 
to an entirely different exposition. The gentleman from Illinois has 
been speaking of the World’s Industrial Exposition which was held in 
New Orleans last year. This resolution relates to the North, Central, 
and South American Exposition, an entirely different institution, which 
is being held in New Orleans this year. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ak the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] whether the exposition to which this resolution relates 
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is not a child, legitimate or illegitimate, of the exposition that was held 


there last year? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is no child of the one that was held last 
year. It is the outgrowth of that one, but is an entirely different en- 
terprise. This is called the North, Central, and South American Expo- 
sition. Now, Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution appears before Con- 
gress at the request of thirty-one of the State commissioners to this ex- 
position, appointed by the governors of the States respectively, and 
was introduced in pursuance of aresolution adopted by the State com- 
missioners, which r send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘Whereas the time has arrived when we as State and Territorial commission- 
ers, in charge at the North, Central, and South American Exposition, can with 
ride and confidence recommend to the world the wonderful display now in place 
‘or inspection, contrast, and study, as well worthy a visit by the people of this and 
other nations; and, 
Second. That we learn that the Government exhibit and a part called the 


stituents of every Congressman: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the commissioners of the several States and 
at the North, Central, and South American Exposition, That we unanimous, est 
the Congress of the United States to pass such a resolution as will to t body 


seem meet and proper to the attainment of the end prayed for. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this resolution is 
merely to give to the heads of the Executive Departments of the Goy- 
ernment authority, in their discretion, to allow certain articles under 
the control of their Departments to be carried to New Orleans, without 
any expense whatever to the Government of the United States, and 
there placed on exhibition in the North, Central, and South American 
Exposition. Ihave been told by that official of the exposition who is 
here and has been aint, ovr this matter that he has conferred with 
the heads of the different Departments of the Government and that they 
have all approved of the proposition. Some of them have stated that 
they thought they had not in themselves the authority to do this thing, 
and suggested that Congress pass a resolution giving them authority in 
their discretion to do it. 

Now in pursuance of that suggestion this resolution was introduced 
and has received the favorable consideration of the Committee on Com- 
merce. It involves not a single dollar of expense to the Government 
of the United States. The articles which are desired to be placed on 
exhibition in New Orleans are already packed. Some of them which 
were in the exposition of last year have been returned to this city and 
are now in the respective Departments unpacked. The heads of these 
Departments are willing that certain of these articles be carried back 
to New Orleans, provided Congress shall give authority to that end. 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question at this 
point? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. What knowledge has the Committee on Commerce, 


or what knowledge has the House, that in the event these valuable ex- 

hibits are carried to New Orleans Congress will not be called upon to 

appropriate money for their return? In other words, what assurance 

has the Honse that the new company will not, like the old, prove en- 

tirely insolvent, and that the exhibit of the Government, both as to its 

preseron and return, will depend upon appropriations to be made 
yy Con 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iwill answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. And further 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not yield any further now, if the gentle- 
man will pardon me. The resolution, I repeat, merely gives to the 
heads of the different De ents the authority to do this thing. At 
the same time it admonishes those officers that this is to be done in 
such a way that the interests of the Government will be cared for, and 
that the Government will be put to no expense either in sending these 
exhibits to New Orleans, or maintaining them there, or having them 
returned here. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has the gentleman any information with regard to 
the probable cost of transporting these exhibits back in case the Gov- 
ernment should finally find it necessary to incur that expense? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Personally I have no information on that point. 
This is a matter, however, relative to which we can trust the heads of 
the different Departments to protect the Government. This resolution 
proposing merely to grant permission to the heads of the Departments 
to make this loan within their discretion, and it being provided that this 
is to be done without expense to the Government, the commissioners of 
the exposition will have to satisfy these heads of the Departments that 
the exposition has the ability to carry these exhibits there, maintain 
them there, and return them here without expense to the Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose, for instance, the Secretary of the Interior 
should require bonds from the officials of the exposition conditioned 


for the return of the articles; would that bond be of any value? Could 
it be enforced ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, Mr. Speaker, that question hardly enters 
into this case. The exhibits which it is desired to carry from this city 
to New Orleans are but few in number; and the gentlemen conducting 
this exposition and the association under whose auspices the exposition 
is being conducted can satisfy the heads of the Departments here of 
the entire ability of that institution to do what is proposed to be done— 
to pay all the expense of taking the exhibits to New Orleans and re- 
turning them here. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of reports of com- 
mittees hasexpired. By order of the House the remainder of this day’s 
session is set apart for the consideration of the bill for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE], who is now entitled to address the 
orn is in ill-health, and desires that the Clerk shall read his re- 
mar 

The Clerk was proceeding to read, when 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to put a question for in- 
formation. May I be allowed to inquire what this document is that 
the Clerk proposes to read? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has already announced, and will an- 
nounce again, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE], 
who is now entitled to address the committee, is in ill-health and desires 
the Clerk to read his remarks. He is entitled to have them read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Another question forinformation. If any member 
of the House desires to ask any question during the reading of this 
speech, can he ask the gentleman from New York or must he ask the 
Clerk? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide all points of order as they 
arise. 

The Clerk read the remarks of Mr. SWINBURNE, as follows: 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Mr. Speaker, I regret to observe in all the dis- 
cussions which have taken place in the Senate and House with refer- 
ence to restoring General Fitz-John Porter to his former standing in 
the military service too often an inclination to consider the matter 
from other than grounds of pure justice. Having had some expe- 
rience at the front during the exciting and trying times of 1862, and 
knowing full well what the sentiments and feelings of the people of 
the North were at that time, I can appreciate very easily how such a 
sentence as that pronounced against General Fitz-John Porter was 
brought about, and I am fully satisfied that had that court-martial 
been convened in 1872 instead of 1862 the verdict would have been far 
different, and the record of a soldier who had been trusted by his com- 
mander on previous occasions and always proved able, true, and loyal 
would have been saved from the disgrace which has been thrown around 
this man, blighting his whole life and hanging as a heavy burden night 
and day. 

Ihave had some experience with the Army of the Peninsula, and 
remembering the jealousies that existed and the embarrassments sur- 
rounding every position of responsibility, I feel free to say that it is but 
justice to this brave soldier that at this time, when we hear so much 
of conciliation, it is the duty of the Government to restore him to his 
full position and honors. It will be but a poor plea for justice if the 
Government awaits, as it has done in other cases, until the man who 
served the nation in its struggle has passed beyond the courts of men to 
have eulogies pronounced to his memory. I do not believe it would be 
a wise precedent to establish that soldiers might with impunity vio- 
late the orders of their superiors even in times of peace, much less in 
the face of an enemy; but in this case I have fniled to discover any- 
thing in its entire history to satisfy me that he had deliberately violated 
any order, and after watching the investigation and reading closely what 
gentlemen have had to say in both branches of the Government when 
the bills to restore have been under consideration, the worst phase I 
could place on it was, at most, a tardiness to execute an order, and of 
even this much I am in serious doubt. Gentlemen who were in active 
military service and saw their comrades fall around them are pardon- 
able for any hasty judgments then formed; but circumstances are alto- 
gether different now, and having become civil leaders, exercising large 
legislative functions, they should dispassionately weigh in the light of 
reason the events of the past. 

‘There is not a member of this House, I believe, who would vote more 
readily to disfranchise and hold forever in disgrace any officer of the 
Union Army who proved traitor to his country while in service during 
the rebellion than I. But this charge is not made officially against this 
olllcer and never was, and I will hardly lend my vote or voice to con- 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1415 


firm the charges made by newspapers as to the loyalty of any officer, 
notwithstanding my high appreciation of journalists as a class, com- 
posed as it is of gentlemen whoas a rule love justice, but whose prejudi- 
ces were, during the rebellion, even greater than those of any other class. 

Iam free to confess that I believe the findings of the court-martial 
which condemned this officer were very largely the result of jealousy— 
a spirit that to me was ully manifest during my connection with 
the Army, and which, I think, hada disastrous effect on more than one 
occasion; and if I am ‘allowed to base my opinion on the published re- 
ports of the trial, it seems evident to me that there existed a great deal 
of this feeling between General Pope and General Porter. General 
Porter charges that General Pope said— 

He had had cause to complain of me prior to my joining, inasmuch as ma a 
aee which had fallen into the President's hands I fer commented Spon — 

r r conduct and ability, had predicted and had unjustly icised 
as his plan of the campaign just closed. 

This letter was, General Porter says, a private one, written in July, 
and before he had any idea of joining Pope’s command. There is to 
me even stronger proof of this jealous spirit in the language of the 
judge-advocate, who said: 

his in 
Vag of conduct alleged poo himn must largely afte the question of hiscrim- 


nality,and may furnish a safe and t for 
FFC T ight for yo N peer that inehould 


be . n the review of the case which you 
have instructed me to p i 

If this statement be founded on facts, as far as the animus of General 
Porter is concerned, it is but natural to suppose that a similar 
was entertained by General Pope, otherwise he would not have 
one of his aids to declare in his presence 

So certain am I that Fitz John Porter is a traitor that I would shoot him to- 
— far as any crime before God is concerned, if the law would allowme to 
0 

I do not stop to inquire how, under the circumstances, Iam to accept 
this matter; whether it is policy to even insinuate that such a thing as 
military jealousy existed, or whether the popular opinion is that it did. 
Suffice it for me to be satisfied that it did exist in every branch of the 
service, and that its existence did result disastrously to our arms on | mem 
several occasions, prolonged the war, and brought and death 
to thousands of brave men. I do not know that the record of Bull's 
Run could have been changed had the spirit of patriotism and harmony 
been above all other considerations; but I do not hold Fitz-John Porter 
responsible for what did occur. It would be impossible for me to en- 
tertain any other feelings in the matter than I now entertain without 


some different developments. 
In June, 1862, for the second ti I was commissioned by Governor 
Morgan as medical superintendent of New York State wounded troops, 


and on the 20th of that month, by order of General McClellan, placed 
in of all the wounded on the Peninsula, with hi at 
Savage Station. goe the front of my own volition, without cost to 
the Government or the State, neither asking nor receiving compensation, 
rank, or honor other than to help my country and its brave defenders, 
there were none for me to be jealous of and no motives to 3 such 
a feeling. I was able to look on with an impartial eye and 
unprejudiced ear, and now, after two decades, I declare that in my ie 
tercourse with the soldiers of Porter’s command I heard nothing but 
commendation, and with those of his troops who were wounded at Mal- 
vern Hill and who came under my care there seemed to be almost as 
great a love as they bore for their beloved McClellan. 

My life-training has been to look for causes, and in my personal ob- 
servations of the men of Porter’s Fifth Corps, as well as those of Heint- 
zelman, Sumner, and others with whom I came in contact at Gaines’s 
Mill, Malvern Hill, and SavageStation I learned many things thatI would 
had been otherwise, but nothing that I considered so detrimental to 
the service and injurious to the men as jealousy, and was almost forced 
to believe it was one of the fine arts taught at West Point and essential 
toa officer in the Army. This jealousy I found was con- 
tagious, affecting the volunteers to no small extent, and was possessed 

by societies who claimed to be working for the sick 
on the high humanitarian principle. So great was this 
feeling, that it was with difficulty a volunteer surgeon could get the 
simplest necessaries because of the jealousy of the regular Army sur- 
geons, and I make bold to assert that this jealousy among the surgeons 
caused the death of the brave Colonel Newman in Willard’s Hotel in 
this city, whose life I am confident I could have saved when invited to 
ae gp tegen Wilkinson. 
t is m VVT 
ingly of others, but aay refer to this as an instance of what jealousy 
accomplish, and may be pardoned in going still furtherand saying 
that, commissioned, as I was, by the great State of New York to look 
after her wounded, I was prevented from doing the work for which I 
was sent, by order of the War Department, because some Army 
surgeon would rather a brave man should lose his life than have it 
saved by a volunteer surgeon. Am I saying too much of this jealous 
spirit or magnifying its importance? If so, it is said because I 3 
it was the origin of this continued cloud of disgrace which 
General Porter, and deprived the brave General McClellan, d g his 


life, of a just recognition that will yet wreath a grander laurel around 
his memory and place him in history alongside the other departed great 
military chieſtain, General Grant. 

There are many things that it would be well could they be forgotten 
in the events of war, and among them one I might cite as occurring in 
my own particular branch of the service, where, because of jealousy, a 
so-called sanitary commission attempted to influence the Legislature of 
New York from appropriating $200,000 to assist in making its sick and 
wounded more comfortable simply because of jealousy. In this they 
failed; but were more successful with the head of the surgical depart- 
ment of the Army in securing his influence to prevent volunteer sur- 
geons going to the front. 

I can not believe General Porter deserving this severe sentence. It 
may be military, but I do not believe it just. I never did know much 
of mili law, and hence came very near being court-martialed my- 
self, or at least I was threatened with being cashiered. When the shot 
and shell were falling fast and thick among the wounded in the tents 
we used as hospital at Savage Station, and their limbs were being 
torn from their bodies, I went out with a flag of truce. One of the 
corps commanders told me I had violated military law and he would 
have me cashiered; but as the position was in the hands of the rebels 
in a few moments, and I, remaining a volunteer prisoner, with the sick 
and wounded, never was court-martialed. But it would have been an 
awful thing to have a 3 receiving no pay, cashiered, and pre- 
vented from ever holding such a rank again for such an offense; and yet 
it would have been no greater act of injustice than has been visited 
upon General Porter. 

Our forces met with a terrible defeat on that August day at Bull Run, 
and some person was to be blamed. The excitement of the people and 
the honor of the commander demanded this much, and had the cen- 
sure not fallen on General Porter the disaster would have been charged 
to some other brave man. The American nation does not desire in this 
day to rob its soldiers of their honor, and it is to be hoped that this 
Congress and the powers that can restore General Porter to his position 
will not allow higher principles of right and justice to be dwarfed by 
any * considerations or prejudices. I was asked by a fellow- 

if I would dare to support this bill and face my constituency. 
My reply is most decidedly ‘‘yes.’’? I believe Porter unjustly punished, 
and even if he were guilty, the punishment has been vastly greater 
than the offenses called for, and it would not be my desire 
to represent a constituency dead to a sense of justice and they do not 
want me to. 

The nation, or at least that portion which defended the flag, applauds 
every act of magnanimity of the Government to the conquered, and, 
while holdi treason as odious, has welcomed back every man who 
was in the and restored them as rapidly as they have applied. 
Will the representatives of this people refuse to continue this magna- 
nimity? I believe not, but will go farther, and accord justice to every 
man injured in reputation or in person during those excitingand event- 
ful times. In bui up the united nation on a basis more solid than 
ever before it behooves us to build up a grander sentiment among men, 
and by according justice in this instance prove to the world that we 
may sometimes be slow but always honorable. 

A brave man witha brave record is pleading before the world and this 
e e Entering the service in early life, eighteen years of his young 

were spent under his flag, and with drawn sword he followed 
it through the Mexican war, where he was the only officer in his com- 
pany left to see it planted in the City of Mexico. Fighting through the 
early part of the rebellion up to a few days before this unfortunate oc- 
currence, and for his bravery commended by his commander, twice bre- 
vetted by the President to be major-general of the volunteersand brevet 
ee ee the regular Army, the country owes him gratitude, 
np unishment. For twenty-two years his bravery has been clouded 
life blighted, and now justice appeals for his vindication. 
Between General Pope and General Porter there is a decidedly strong 
question of veracity; but one fact is patent, that it was more than two 
months after the alleged disobedience of orders that General Porter was 
relieved from his command and a court-martial convened. In the in- 
terim General Porter was in active service in the field and around 
Washington, and took a prominent part with his corps in the battle of 
Antietam. To me it does not seem necessary to go again over the scenes 
of those trying days and thus arouse memories which can not possibly 
have any other effect than to embitter the feelings of all who were 
active participants or strong sympathizers. It would require but a few 
moments for the general in command to have made his charges at the 
time the crimes alleged were said to have taken place and had General 
Porter removed from his command. 

Whatever military blunders may have occurred are best known to 
thosein command, butitis well known to the whole nation that no charge 
was then made against General Porter, who was allowed for two months 
and over to occupy a position of trust and responsibility such as no man 
not to be relied on should occupy in the face of the enemy. Inengage- 
ments subsequent to the time when it was he committed the 
offenses for which he was tried and sentenced it is not denied that he 
maintained his reputation for loyalty and proved himself worthy of the 
name he had won as an energetic, trusty, brave, and capable officer, 
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and rendered as effective and prompt assistance to General Pope as he 
had to any other superior officer under whom he served. 

Were he guilty and known to have contributed to the defeat of our 
arms, it was the duty of General Pope to have immediately acted and 

ded him, instead of further intrusting him until the mortifica- 

tion of the people became so strong and their denunciation so loud as 
to require some desperate effort to ward off the storm of indignation 
which threatened to overwhelm the commanding general. If the charges 
afterward made against General Porter were true, it appears to me that 
General Pope was himself criminally culpable in placing the lives of 
thousands of brave men and the safety of the nation in the hands of a 
man liable to betray both, or incapable from lack of knowledge or hon- 
esty topreservethem. But I do not believe General Pope entertained 
such feelings, but rather the reverse. Hence my vote shall be cast to 
restore to his rank one whom I believe to have been misjudged and un- 
fairly treated. 

Mr. BRAGG. How much of the time of the gentleman from New 
York remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-five minutes remain- 
D A 


g. 
Mr. BRAGG. I reserve that time in behalf of the affirmative of the 
proposition. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was considered by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I as a member of that committee was un- 
avoidably absent, and consequently did not have an opportunity to join 
in either the minority or the majority report. ButInow propose to de- 
fine my position in regard to this measure, which I regard of very great 
importance; and I approach its discussion perfectly understanding that 
to attempt to make a speech in regard to this matter now, after all that 
has been said on the subject, is to travel over a well-beaten road ; that 
in view of the able past discussions which have been had at either end 
of the Capitol and in the columns of the public press of the country ; 
to attempt to make a speech now would be to restate facts often told 
and to reproduce arguments already worn and weakened by contin- 
ued repetition. Therefore, while I shall not attempt to follow in the 
path of those who have gone into details on this subject, especially in 
regard to battle scenes of that memorable occasion, yet I feel con- 
strained in the discharge of my duty as a representative upon this floor 
to say a few things in to the real issues involved and the merits 
presented by this bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

If this were a measure praying for pardon, asking for amnesty, de- 
manding that something should be done to promote that conciliation 
of which we have heard so much—if it were a bill for the purpose of 
removing some disqualification imposed for political considerations—it 
would receive my most cordial, cheerful, and earnest support. 

But, owing to the course of the discussion of this measure during the 
past few years, and the tinge given to it incidentally by the Republic- 
ans who have thus far participated in favor of this bill, I ask for a few 
moments to make some allusion to my own political course in regard 
to the questions which have grown out of the rebellion. Iask to do 
this that neither my position nor my motives may be misunderstood or 
misconstrued when I cast my vote against the of this bill, which 
I believe if passed will be absolutely destructive of the very fabric of 

government itself. 

And, Mr. Chairman, as I have been a rather unobtrusive member on 
this floor for more than seven years, I beg leave to remark that when 
the war began I was a Union man, and I have no apology to offer for 
that. When the war ended I found myselfa Republican. Such was 
the logical result of my convictions, and I have no apology to offer for 
that. After the war ended I was sometimes called a radical, and I con- 
fess I am of a somewhat ardent temperament, and I can not help that. 
But, sir, I am not now and never have been one of those who hated others 
because they did not see and believe as I did, and I never could under- 
stand the working of those little, contracted minds which entertained 
malice toward somebody else because of difference of political opinions; 
and having fully i all my life that there was a good deal of 
human nature in all mankind—always having recognized that each in- 
dividual should be an intellectual sovereign and entitled to think for 
himself—I am now and always have been and hope to be liberally and 
kindly and generously disposed toward everybody who took part in the 
rebellion, on the wrong as wellas on the right side. Knowing as I did 
and do the circumstances under which the secession craze was precipi- 
tated upon the people of the South, there is no people toward whom I 
have invariably shown a more kindly and generous disposition than 
toward those who struggled in arms against the integrity of the Union 
and the nation. And when myState—I will pass from this thought in 
amoment—when my State was reconstructed at the close of the war by 
its own citizens, by the voluntary action ofits own people, I was o 
to all measures and methods of disfranchisement and di ualif cation 
which affected the masses because of participation in the rebellion. 

I believed then, Mr. Chairman, and I believe now, that it not only 
was a mistake but was a piece of cruelty and absolute injustice when 
my State exerted its power to place upon all alike a badge M dishonor, 
not to say more, for participation in the rebellion. I always believed 
that it was wrong to place disqualification and disfranchisement upon 
those who had made common cause in what they were led to believe 
on that subject was right. 


I believed, Mr. Chairman, when reconstruction took place, the great 
mass of the people who had attempted to take themselves out of the 
body-politic should be received back with open arms and welcome 
hands and generous hearts, and with all the emblems of full American 
citizenship. When the policy of fixing a badge of infamy on these 
people by disfranchisement and disqualification was consummated by 
the controlling authority in my State, under the leadership of that dis- 
tinguished Democrat, Andrew Johnson, afterward a Democratic Pres- 
ident of the United States, it was done against my will, and contrary 
to my judgment, and over my protest. 

When this policy was consummated under the leadership of that dis- 
tinguished Democrat, then military governor of Tennessee, I condemned 
it, and sought to point out some of the evils which soon afterward fol- 
lowed. And subsequent events, which so rapidly followed, proved that 
Mr. Johnson was wrong, and he afterward candidly admitted his error. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I stand to-day where I stood then on this ques- 
tion of political disabilities, and insist that politics, nor any questions 
growing out of the war, should have nothing whatever to do with form- 
ing any man’s opinion or influencing his vote upon this bill for the re- 
lief of Fitz-John Porter. Fitz- John Porter was not charged with, tried 
for, nor convicted on the right or wrong of the rebellion. No, sir; his 
offense was not political—it was military. He was charged with, tried 
for, and convicted of a military offense—for the violation of orders and 
failure to discharge the duty of a soldier, and for the betrayal of his 
superior commander on one of the battlefields of the country. My 
whole nature, Mr. Chairman, revolts at, and I detest in my very soul, 
the idea of political disqualification, and I hope I will be pardoned for 
saying that if anything on earth could have made me a Democrat this 
policy of general disfranchisement and disqualification placed upon the 
people and other similar errors in the process of reconstruction would 
have driven me, as it did thousands and tens of thousands of others in 
the South, into that political party. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I know you will excuse me for saying that I 
could not be a Democrat. I had studied the history, the traditions, 
and the tendencies of that party, and, in my deliberate opinion, they 
lead to evil and that continually, and therefore as a consequence, not- 
withstanding I differed with many of the leaders of my own party, dif- 
fered with the distinguished gentleman who led this policy in Ten- 
nessee and forced it on the people, and afterward, as I have said, a 
Democratic President of the United States, I resolved to bear the ills 
by which I was surrounded in the Republican party rather than fly to 
those evils which I thought I saw hidden behind the banner of so-called 
conservatism—conservatism, I believe that is what you called it then— 
but which as I thought I saw, and as subsequent events have fully 
shown, was simply a banner behind which to hide the dangerous here- 
sies of the old State rights’ Democracy, from whence came all our na- 
tional troubles and which led to evil and all our woes. 

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I repeat, I determined to remain 
inside of and fight under my own party flag for the development 
of a true republican policy which would result ultimately in correct- 
ing these evils by breaking down, wiping out, and destroying all these 
badges of political disqualifieation and disfranchisement. And when 
the time came to destroy this odious policy in my State, when an op- 
portunity was presented, when it was practicable to break it down 
I was among the first to do all and whatever I could, as some of my 
colleagues over there know, to break down, wipe out, and destroy the 
last vestige of this abnormal and inconsistent policy and restore the 
people to full American citizenship with all their rights, immunities, 
and privileges. Therefore, laying aside all diffidence, I have made 
these remarks that I was a somewhat conspicuous figure in re-enfran- 
chising the rebels of my own State, and I will add that I have seen no 
substantial reason to regret my action in this direction. And since I 
have had the honor to occupy a seat in this House I have voted for 
every measure of amnesty, conciliation, and restoration of rights which 
has come before this body in behalf of those who were engaged in re- 
bellion against the national authority. 

Nor, Mr. Chairman, have I ever known or sought to know any party 
or the membership of any party when I came to cast my vote or to 
otherwise act in my representative capacity, except when voting or act- 
ing on some measure involving strictly political issues. Nor shall I 
inquire when I come to vote on this question as to the party to which 
Fitz-John Porter belongs, or make inquiry as to the membership of 
parties. There are few men living, Mr. Chairman, for whom I would 
not willingly vote a complete amnesty for all political offenses of what- 
ever character they might be; and if this bill for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter were for this purpose, if it wereintended to wipe out some badge 
of disqualification imposed for some political offense, it would have 
my earnest and hearty support. But I donot understand that such is 
the character of this measure. There is nothing in this bill, nor do its 
author or friends claim that it is, to affect any political question directly 
or indirectly in any way whatever. 

I do not understand that Fitz-John Porter, or his friends for him, 
ask relief from any incumbrance or any badge of disqualification im- 
posed for political considerations or any other; for whatever disquali- 
fications were imposed by the court which tried and found him guilty 
have been expunged and wiped out by executive action and pardon. 
And while this bill is intended for his special and peculiar benefit, I 
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do not understand’ that even his closest friends insist that he labors 
under any disability except that he is out of office. No, sir; so far as 
these disabilities could be reached by executive action — are gone, 
eg pce expunged. But there is one remaining badge of disability, 
the disability of being out of office, and that is all—out of office, where 
most of us will soon be, I haveno doubt, and some before we are ready, 
eertainly before we are willing, to retire ! WI then, comes in this bill, 
thrast upon us when all hisdisabilities have removed except that 
he is not given an office? 

Mr. Chairman, I have been Jed to indulge in this line of thought, 
and to submit these reflections in reference to these political questio: 
because we see it printed in the newspapers and hear it whi 
around the corridors of the Capitol and hotel lobbies that the rebels 
have been amnestied, and therefore this bill ought to pass for the benefit 
of Fitz-John Porter. But I think there is a difference between an open 
enemy and a secret, sullen foe. The one may be admired, while the 
other is despised, detested. The rebels were bold in an open anda 
bad cause, while Fitz-John Porter was the secret, sullen, inside foe to 
those who were engaged in a rightful cause. 

Mr. Chairman, Fitz-John Porter was charged with and convicted of 
the highest offense known to military law; and now we have bills 
special, and bills general, all for the benefitof Fitz-John Porter. His 
friends, after struggling for more than twenty years to accomplish his 
glorification, through executive action and special legislation, have 
spread their legislative sails and enlarged the borders of their drag- 
net by forcing on our consideration a bill of a general and sweepin 
character, as well as this special bill, both now on the Calendar, an 
either of which, as I believe, if passed will o the way for the de- 
moralization and the destruction of all discipline in the United States 
Army, as well as to violate the fundamental principles of our Govern- 
ment. 

And the passage of this measure, Mr. Chairman, is demanded on 
the single issue of moral justice and legal right. Its passage is de- 
manded on the moral justice involved in the principles of right and 
wrong. That is the ground on which its is urged. 

Fitz-John Porter’s guilt is vehemently denied and his innocence is 
as persistently asserted. Thus the issue has been made up ever since 
the fatal day on which he was charged and afterward found guilty of 
Response 7 his superior commander in a death struggle on one of the 
battlefields of the nation. 

No, Mr. Chairman, there is no question here of pardon, of mercy, of 
amnesty; but it is a square issue fairly and clearly made up of treach- 
ery of the boldest and blackest and most infamous character on the 
one hand, and that of simple and plain devotion to duty and of obedi- 
ence to orders on the other. Twist it as you may, turn it as you can, 
this is the square issue on which we have to vote. And, as I have 
already said—I will repeat it again—that he was charged with and 
convicted of the highest offense known to the law of nations; that he 
was charged with the crime of refusing to march to the aid of his supe- 
rior officer, who at that hour was engaged in a death struggle for victory 
with a superior force of the enemy. I want to call the attention of 
the House and the country to the important results that depended upon 
that struggle; to the fact that in that struggle on that day was involved, 
if not the life of the Republic itself, at least a prolongation of the war 
to an indefinite period, and the lives of thousands of brave and true 
men. 

Oh, but there is controversy as to the time at which he received or- 
ders to move his command. What right had he to wait for orders when 
he saw the necessity for his help? What right had he as a soldier to 
stand there posing upon the red-tape process of orders? Let us sup- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, if it be possible, that there had been no Fitz-John 
Porter that day, and that the gallant Phil Sheridan had been in com- 
mand of that corps, would Little Phil’? have waited for orders be- 
fore he rushed into the thickest of the fight to turn the tide of battle 
and have victory ed on his banner and put your rebel brigades to 
flight? No, sir; but the testimony in this case does show—and I am 
only going to deal with the testimony incidentally—that Porter did have 
orders to move on that day, but, as I believe, from reading the record 
and studying the history of that transaction, he deliberately chose to 
disobey those orders and refused to move his command; notas a traitor 
in the sense of a disunionist—not that he desired to see the Southern 
confederacy succeed. I do not believe he desired to see the stars and 
bars floating over an independent government on this portion of the 
American continent. I do not believe he was a rebel in the sense of 
a disunionist; but from this testimony I do believe he was a traitor 
to and for the purpose of betraying, disgracing, and humiliating his 
superior commander, Maj. Gen. John Pope, whom he hated. He was 
so loyal to Little Mac, and disloyal to Pope, that he permitted it to 
sway his action at the peril of his country. 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, and I wish I could utter it with a voice that could 
be heard from one end of this country to the other, if Fitz-John Porter was 
guilty, as I believe he was, he ought—and I say it with the utmost de- 
liberation—he ought to have received a much severer punishment than 
that which was inflicted upon him. If guilty, Fitz-John Porter ought 
to have been shot. If innocent, there would have been neither a de- 
mand nor any necessity for any court-martial. Ifgnilty, he ought to have 


been shot; and if he had been some humble private soldier under pre- 
cisely the same circumstances, surrounded as he was, excepting his rank 
and social influences, he would have been shot. If innocent, he ought to 
have been acquitted—he would have been aequitted - but if guilty, asa 
court-martial found that he was, this bill ought not to pass even though 
Congress had full power and control over the subject. 

Mr. Chairman, this is rather a long exordium and laying down of 
premises, but I now propose to group together as briefly as possible the 
reasons why I shall vote against this bill when put on its passage. 
And, first of all, we are now asked to take a new departure in the science 
of government, and turn Congress into an appellate tribunal to review 
and set aside what I believe under our system of government was a care- 
fully considered and deliberately pronounced judicial decision. This I 
do not believe Congress has the right or the power to do. I do not be- 
lieve Congress has such power under the Constitution; and if it has, it 
will be a dangerous exercise of power to pass this bill by which in the 
course of time all such cases would be transferred from the forum of 
courts-martial with their judicial poise to the political arena of Con- 
gress, thus making the decisions of every military court in the process of 
time dependent upon the varying fortunes and changing scenes of polit- 
ical parties. 

I know it has been said that this is a reflection upon all the honest 
members of Congress. I disclaim the purpose or intention to make any 
such reflection. But I appeal to every intelligent man if we have not 
seen almost every question that comes into these halls take political 
direction and receive a political turn and become subject to political in- 
fluence? I will not stop to intimate that this has any politics about 
it. Of course not. Fitz-John Porter is not a political issue. Oh, no! 
Not at all! — 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir, if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not one of the most distin ed generals 
in the Army state in the last Congress, when he was pleading for Fitz- 
John Porter, that Con; was unable to try this case, that it did not 
understand it, and not the power to understand it? J 

Mr. HOUK. Iexpect if he was a good lawyer and a good general 
he did so state, because I am satisfied there is no such power in Con- 
gress; and, as I think I can show, it is impossible to now understand the 
case as well as it was understood by those dealing with it at the time; 
but I am coming to that more fully directly. 

Courts-martial, Mr. Chairman, as I conceive—and I call the attention 
of every lawyer in the House to what I am about to say—courts-mar- 
tial, as I conceive, are founded and grounded in the very genius of our 
Government and all that is essential to its integrity, and in case of re- 
bellion and war even more so than the civil courts, by whose conserv- 
atism, learning, and wise adjudications liberty is preserved to and for 
the people. 

And as to the character, jurisdiction, and powers of courts-martial, 
the Constitution of the United States and the decisions of the Supreme 
Court place those tribunals, military courts, as a distinct and specific 
arm of the Government, fixed and immovable in their sphere, and with 
whose jurisdiction and findings no other branch of the Government 
has any right, power, or authority to interfere except by the exercise 
of that co-ordinate authority which is conferred by the provisions of 
the Constitution for this purpose on the Executive alone. 

By the fifth article of amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States it is declared that— 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except 


Mark the language. . 
except in cases arising in the land or naval forces. 


And says Mr. Benet, a high authority on this question: 


The Constitution, therefore, while expressly empowering Congress to make 
rules for the government of the land and naval forces, expressly excepts the trial 
2 cases ng in the land or nayal service from the ordinary provisions of 

W. 


Did not Fitz-John Porter's case arise in the land service? Is it not 
one of the cases which the Constitution itself expressly excepts and 
transfers from the civil courts, and gives jurisdiction over to courts- 
martial? What are the ordinary provisions of law, and what dogs the 
Constitution mean by expressly excepting cases arising in the land and 
naval forces from those provisions of law? There was and there could 
be but one purpose contemplated by the framers of this constitutional 
provision, this inhibition and exception bearing directly upon the ju- 
risdiction of courts-martial, and that purpose was and is to give to those 
courts absolute and exclusive jurisdiction to try and determine, pro- 
nounce judgment ef acquittal or of guilt, and affix punishment in such 
cases, and to make the action of a court-martial, when concluded and 
executed according to the law governing such proceedings, final and be- 
yond the reach or interference or review of any other tribunal or branch 
of the Government except the executive, as prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion and the laws. And accordingly, says the same high authority al- 
ready eee ye constitutional sticklers, listen to what this high 
authority says— No doubt“ [there is not even a single doubting 
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Thomas no doubt is intimated in any of the books of our law as 
to the competency and completeness of the jurisdiction of courts-martial 
in the cases and under the conditions provided by the Articles of War.’’ 

Fitz-John Porter was tried by and convicted in strict accordance with 
the laws of Congress and the Articles of War made in pursuance of 
laws enacted under this provision of the Constitution, and the findings 
and judgment of the tribunal that tried and convicted him are conclu- 
sive against all other departments of the Government, except in so far 
as the Executive may have interfered by the exercise of his clemency, 
or may hereafter interpose his Executive power—this deduction by 
this high authority is unanswerable. It is too clear—too logical! 
Absolutely conclusive of this case! There is no answer to it. 

Courts, Mr. Chairman, whether civil or military, are the guide- 
boards to human liberty. All that we have and all that we are de- 
pend upon loyalty to their decrees when pronounced according to law. 
Life, liberty, property, the pursuit of happiness, all depend in large 
and peculiar measure on the reverence and respect paid to the decrees 
of the courts of the country. And that people are governed the wisest 
and the best where the largest degree of respect and feverence and ven- 
eration is given to the decrees of the judiciary when pronounced accord- 
ing to law. And, Mr. Chairman, according to the view which I take 
of this question, if it is competent for Congress to overthrow, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, by one means or another, the findings and judg- 
ment of acourt-martial, it is equally competent for Congress in its leg- 
islative capacity, in the exercise of the same authority, to step in and 
take jurisdiction and overthrow and annul and destroy the effect of the 
judgment of any other judicial tribunal, either civil or military. 

This conclusion, Mr. i seems to me to be supported by both 
logic and sound law, andsuch a principle once established would be abso- 
lutely destructive of the very fabric of government itself. And does not 
the question come up and meet us right here, does it not stare us squarely 
in the ſace the question whether the United States is a government 
of co-ordinate departments, legislative, executive, and judicial, consti- 
tuting a unity in trinity, each department independent in its own sphere; 
or whether it is a government in which the supreme power is vested in 
the Congress, or a government in which the supreme power is vested in 
the legislative department, subject only to the approval of the Execu- 
tive? To establish and recognize such a principle in government would 
be to blot out the courts of the country, destroy their power, and erect 
here in the national capital a legislative despotism subject only to the 
Executive. 

May it not be inquired, Mr. Chairman, and will not the people in- 
quire, whether or not it is possible in this Government of co-ordinate 
departments, with checks and balances intended to give equilibrium 
to the whole, that, after one recognized and constitutional branch of 
the judiciary has pronounced judgment, under the law, in a case in- 
volving facts ascertained in accordance with the rules of law, Congress 
has the power and can reach out and take further jurisdiction of the 
same subject-matter between the same parties and thus act upon and re- 
adjudicate and reverse judgment and dispose again of the very same ques- 
tion? That strikes at the very foundation of the whole superstructure 
of our national authority, and I insist that the idea of such a power ex- 
isting in Congress is supremely absurd and makes what should be a 
consistent and harmonious whole a jumble of confusion, uncertainty, 
and disorder. 

Let me recall attention to the structure of ourGovernment. Of the 
three co-ordinate departments the judicial is put last in the order of 
their creation by the Constitution, thus clearly signifying that those 
two are to rest on this one, which is designed tointerpret the law and 
enforce its mandates in obedience to those acts which have been ap- 
proved by the Executive after originating with the legislative under its 
constitutional authority, as the first of the three co-ordinate depart- 
ments. In other words, the intendment of the Constitution was and is 
that these co-ordinate departments shall harmonize in the government 
of the country and that neither shall invade or trench upon the juris- 
diction of the other. 

The Constitution authorizes, and our laws provide for, courts-martial, 
as I have already shown, as clearly and definitely as they do for civil 
courts, and if Congress can reach out, take hold of, and readjudicate 
every question which may be disposed of by a court-martial it may do 
the same with the judgments and decrees of every civil court in the 
land, including the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The Constitution granted the power; Congress exercised it by the 
enactment of laws establishing courts-martial. The Executive ap- 
proved those Jaws enacted under the authority of the Constitution, 
and thereby there was set in motion the machinery of the Government 
by which to adjudicate all military disputes and to punish military of- 
fenses. Our Supreme Court has decided time and again that when all 
the powers of the Government have been exercised there is no way to 
recall the decision and act upon the question again. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman understand that to authorize the 
President to appoint Fitz-John Porter to this place is to set aside the 
finding of that court? 

Mr. HOUK. Ves, sir, to that extent. It will be remembered that 
the only part of the decree now remaining in force is that which dropped 
Fitz-John Porter from office, and he has never got back. Now, this 
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bill proposes to overturn that decision so far as to put Fitz-John Porter 
in again. That is all there is of it; and to that extent it is a direct, un- 
equivocal invasion of the judicial rights of courts-martial. [ Applause. 
It is possible that if there was an existing vacancy in the Army the Pres- 
ident might farther exercise his executive power and legally appoint 
Fitz-John Porter to it. But for Congress to pass a law providing for 
his restoration with the rank and pay he had when dismissed will be a 
direct reversal of the findings and sentence of the court-martial and an 
invasion of the rights of a co-ordinate department of the Government. 
As I conceive, there is one difference, and but one, between the judg- 
ment and decree of a civil court and that of acourt-martial. That dif- 
ference is not in the binding effect to be given to the decision of the one 
or the other; the only difference is as to the time, the manner, and the 
poose of execution of the decision and the different machinery that en- 
orces it. 

But civil courts—and this is a portion of my answer to the gentle- 
man—civil courts are to maintain order throughout the whole body 
politic, to preserve the well being of the social and civil affairs of all 
the people for all time; while courts-martial are for the discipline and 
enforcement of military orders and the exaction of obedience on the part 
of those who have adopted the profession of arms and to whom the whole 
people are to look (as they looked to Fitz-John Porter on that fatal day) 
for protection in times of commotion and publicdanger. The functions 
and purposes of civil courts are for the redress of wrongs and the ad- 
ministration of justice as applicable to one phase of human affairs in 
civil society and universal citizenship. The functions and purposes of 
courts-martial are to enforce and apply the same principles to a wholly 
different condition of affairs and to exact duty and obedience on the part 
of thesoldier toward the sovereign whom he serves, and whom Fitz-John 
Porter ought to have obeyed. Both these classes of courts are supreme 
in their sphere, and subject only to the constitutional exercise of the 
respective powers lodged in the co-ordinate branches of the Government. 

But in this case Congress is asked to ‘‘swing around the circle’’ by go- 
ing back and undoing that which, as I have shown, has had the sanction 
of itself and the other two co-ordidate departments of the Government. 
Congress is now asked to annul and set aside a judicial decision pro- 
nounced under and founded upon laws of itsown making, thus claiming 
the right—and I invite gentlemen to observe how dangerous a principle 
this is to interweave into the fabric of the nation—thus claiming the 
right to keep alive every issue of both law and fact which may arise at 
any time between the Government and the individual. It is a kind of 
governmental ‘‘ tual motion.“ 

The law of Congress and the organization of these military courts pro- 
vide their mode of procedure, and subject their findings to the approval 
of the Executive; as I insist, both as President of the United States in 
his civil capacity and as the Commander-in-Chief of the armies of the 
nation. The approval of the President, as it seems to me, must neces- 
sarily partake both of the nature of a civil anda military act; and when 
the findings and judgment of a military court are thus approved it is a 
completely executed authority. The power has gone; the jurisdiction 
islost; the adjudication becomes fixed and final, and the matter involved 
is beyond the control of Congress or any other tribunal, except the review 
and action by the Executive under the same constitutional authority 
that gave the other two branches of the Government their power over 
the subject but which have thus been exhausted. 

The genius of our Government and the spirit of the people are such 
that the military is held in subjection to the civil authority, even in the 
exercise of official acts by the President, who is Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army by reason of being the chief civil officer of the United 
States; and his approval of the finding and sentence of a court-martial 
is in the double capacity of both civil and military chief; and after that 
there is no power in the law or under the Constitution to reach out and 
take jurisdiction of the same subject-matter again. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CAREY. IfI can be ized at this time I will yield fifteen 
minutes of my hour to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx ]! 

Mr. HOUK. Oh, give me a little more than that. 

Mr. CAREY. And I will reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no objection to giving the gentleman from 
Tennessee all the time he desires; but it must come out of the time al- 
lowed under the order of the Honse to the opponents of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming Territory [Mr. 
CAREY] is recognized as entitled to the floor, and yields fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CAREY. And I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, this provision of the Constitution re- 
quiring the approval of the Executive, both in his capacity as civil mag- 
istrate and as Commander-in-Chief, is one of the wisest and most whole- 
some provisions of that instrument. But in the case of Fitz-John Porter, 
which this and other measures are intended toaffect, the military court 
was not only legally organized, but it consisted of a membership dis- 
tinguished for ability, learning, and integrity of character. Mr. Chair- 
man, it would be difficult indeed, if not almost impossible, to organize 
a court more competent to administer justice tempered with mercy than 
the court which tried and convicted Fitz-John Porter. General Gar- 
field, ore of its members, as we all know, was noted for his kindly and 
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generous disposition, amounting to a beneficence of soul which led him 


to err, if at all, always on the side of mercy. He was a double-breasted, 
noble-souled, big-hearted character, with a penetrating and analytical 
mind, never imposed on in the interest of wrong and oppression, as the 
friends of Fitz-John Porter now insist. Almost—perhaps quite as much 
might be said of all the other members of the court who brought in the 
verdict against Fitz-John Porter as guilty of the high crime and misde- 
meanor with which he was charged. 

But suppose it were true, that a mistake was made, is it not, under 
our Constitution and laws, one of those incidents in the affairs of man- 
kind, under the imperfections of the human race, which necessarily in- 
here to all human governments, and for which there is no remedy? 

There are cases, Mr. Chairman, which pass beyond the jurisdiction 
of governmental remedy, and enter the domain of impossibilities. 

While I do not believe it to be true, yet the fact may be conceded, 
for the sake of argument, that injustice was done in the trial of the 
case. But I can see no remedy here, forthe reason that all the forceand 
power of the Government have been exercised and exhausted, and there 
is now no means whereby the case can be turned about and begun over 
again at the other end, or whereby any new trial can take place. 

If injustice were done in this case, in my judgment there is no power 
to legislate for the correction of the evil, because all men must admit 
the impolicy, not to say the impossibility, of keeping the powers of the 
Government constantly in motion, moving in a circle, acting and re- 
acting, trying and retrying the same question between the same parties 
continually. 

Let me ask what will be the effect of giving legislative recognition 
to the principle of the Schofield board? If one Executive can a b 
a commission, and clothe it with power to reverse the decision find- 
ing of a court-martial, can not another Executive, holding a different 
view, appoint another commission to review and place the verdict of 
the court-martial in statu quo, to restore it, and so keep every case of a 
like character going up and down, according to the changing opinion 
of the man who happens to be President of the United States at the 
time? 

Thus it is clear to my mind, Mr. Chairman, that the only basis for 
consistent action in such a case and in order to secure a stable govern- 
ment is to treat the decision of a military court, after approval by the 
President, just as the decisions of civil courts are treated, by recogniz- 
ing their binding force in all cases of final adjudication and approval 
by the President. And to pass any bill, whether special or general, 
for the purpose of granting the proposed relief in the case of Fitz-John 
Porter is to do violence to fundamental rules of government and set at 
defiance stern and necessary principles of law, the absolute and imper- 
ative observance of which is essential to the existence of gov- 
ernment itself. I therefore insist that to overthrow these fundamental 
rules and lay violent hands on these essential principles would be the 
very essence of rebellion, as flagrant in character, as injurious in effect, 
though wanting in animus, as that with which Fitz-John Porter is 

in the disobedience of orders and the violation of the duty of 
a soldier by the betrayal of his superior officer. 

But passing from this particular view of the case, as founded on the 
nature and legal character of a military court, let us examine this case 
in another aspect and apply another question of law to the i 
and findings of the court-martial to see whether there is any reason why 
we shall undo that which was done by that court-martial. It is arec- 
ognized principle of law in all the courts of the country, practiced every 
day, a ae amounting to the force of positive enactment, if you 
please, that the court which tries a case, seeing the parties, observing the 
witnesses, looking the accused and accuser in the face, taking i- 
zance of the actions and demeanor of all interested and concerned, is 
better prepared to judge of the force of facts and weight of evidence, 
and better able to decide as to the guilt or innocence of one charged with 
crime than those who did not have like meansof judging. Then when 
we add to the advantages of the court in this case another great fact, 
intimately associated with the verdict and judgment in the case of Fitz- 
John Porter, the fact that Mr. Lincoln, as President, examined and 
approved the finding of the court, there is absolutely no for sup- 
posing any injustice was done. And I say we should be very careful 
while exculpating the living not to inculpate the dead—that we should 
be careful while restoring Fitz-John Porter to the Army not to condemn 
Mr. Lincoln, who approved the sentence, and Mr. Garfield and the other 
members of the court which found him guilty. I for one would not do 
so even though I believed Congress had full power over the subject, un- 
less there was the most complete, conclusive, and absolute certainty of 
the fact, borne out by the most unquestionable evidence. 

To restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army is to condemn Mr. Lincoln 
and all those who declared his guilt and sanctioned his punishment, 
and while physical numbers may pass this bill here, of one thing I feel 
assured, and that is that the great majority of the American people 
who rejoiced at the downfall of the rebellion will never believe other- 
wise than that he was guilty as charged before and found by the court- 
martial. 

Where is the man who can believe that Mr. Lincoln, whose nobleness 
of character and kindness of heart will live forever, would have sanc- 
tioned such a great and monstrous wrong as the advocates of this bill 


proclaim was laid upon Fitz-John Porter by the court which tried him 
and in the approval of the sentence of that court by the President, Mr. 
Lincoln ? < 


I repeat, Mr. Chairman, who believes Mr. Lincoln to haye been capa- 
ble of sanctioning and sanctifying such a grievous wrong by his ap- 
proval of that sentence? Such a thing lies very near the border-line of 
the impossibilities, and I do not believe Mr. Lincoln perpetrated that 
wrong. He was a good man; careſul and faithfulin the discharge of every 
duty which devolved upon him. He was a great man—one of the 
greatest, as I believe, in the entire history of the human race. He was 
the one man—the one man whose genius and goodness blended and 
stood forth in brightness and glory far above all his fellows, whose 
wisdom shed its light far above all those who had preceded or have 
since followed him in the administration of the Government and in 
the di tion of mercy to his kind. 

Mr. Lincoln was more than a genius. He was, as I believe, an in- 
strument in the hands and peculiarly a child of Providence with a 
great mission to perform. I do not say, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Lin- 
coln never made a mistake. Ido not say that he was incapable of 
committing an error. He may at some time, somewhere, and some 
way have perpetrated a blunder. But I do say that he possessed a 
great mind, a marvelously keen perception, an accurate, an almost 
perfect judgment; a good heart, big with benevolence; that he was 
supremely just in all his ways, and that he was wholly incapable of 
erring intentionally. 

Indeed, so far as I know, or have ever heard, if he erred at all it was on 
the side of mercy ; and when I associate the names of the distinguished 

tlemen composing the court-martial that tried and convicted Fitz- 
ohn Porter, and see the more distinguished name of Lincoln, who ap- 
eee gs and sentence of that court, I can not, I do not be- 
e that a mistake was made. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
these men misunderstood the facts with which they dealt. 

I do not believe they misapplied the law or the testimony, or in any 
wise misjudged the case when they pronounced Fitz-John Porter guilty 
of the great crime with which he was charged. But now, after the 
lapse of more than twenty years—yea, when almost a quarter of a cen- 
tury has away, when Lincoln and Garfield and all those who 
found him guilty and approved his sentence at the time are dead and 
gone from human eyes, I for one, Mr. Chairman—for one before I vote 
to restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army, and wipe out that verdictand 
thereby transfer the brand and badge of disgrace imposed by that 
court from the guilty to the innocent, there must be absolutely convinc- 
ing proof of the right to ask it and the power of Congress to grant it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time allowed the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. WOLFORD, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I wouldlike avery few minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has expired. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I have been here for seven years and I 
have troubled the House scarcely as much as seven hours in speech-mak- 
ing in all of that time. I can finish what I have to say in ten or fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I hope unanimous consent will be given, 
if no one is ready to speak upon the other side, to allow the gentleman 
from Tennessee to go on and finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] is ready to proceed this evening. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iam ready to go on. 

Mr. HOUK. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will consent that 
I may proceed now. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I have no objection, but it must not be taken out 
of my time. 

Mr. HOUK. Not by any means out of the gentleman’s time, but by 
consent of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no power in reference to the mat- 


ter. 

Mr. HOUK. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to go on for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. I must object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming was recognized 
and yielded fifteen minutes of his time to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. That time has expired. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. But the Chair might submit the question at 
least to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will do so. 

Mr. HOUK. Before that is done let me say again, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have been here for seven years and have scarcely yet occupied 
as much as seven hours of the time of the House on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Tennessee be permitted to continue his 
remarks for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. BRAGG, I object. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do hope that this courtesy, so fre- 
quently accorded to gentlemen upon the other side, will be granted to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, when everybody knows that there will be 
no debate after his speech is concluded this evening. It occurs to me 
that it would be a gracious courtesy to permit him to proceed for ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. We have already extended the time of one gentleman 
for one hour without taking it out of the time allowed for debate on 
that side. Now, if there is any more time to be extended it must come 
out of the time allowed for debate on that side. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin what harm will 
it do to permit me to go on for a few minutes when we are about to ad- 
journ anyway? 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] has 

uarters of an hour left. 

Mr. CAREY. But I have given it away. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then let the gentlemen you have given it to give up 
some of their time. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the gentleman from Wisconsin afraid of this dis- 
cussion? 

Mr. BRAGG, Iam not afraid of the discussion, but Iam reminded 
of the old couplet of what the devil would be when he was sick; how 
sweet you are now and how different it is when we want an extension 
of time. 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman's remark is not borne out by the facts. 

Mr. CAREY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Hou]. 

Mr. HOUK. I was trying to say, when the hammer fell, in view of 
the circumstances of the trial and the character of the men who found 
him guilty and approved the sentence, even though I believed Congress 

the power over this subject, to be induced to vote for this bill 
I would require to have the most convincing proof to show where the 
wrong lay and that all these men were in the wrong. But I feel, from 
an examination of the record and the proof in this case, that no such evi- 
dence has been presented, no such new and reliable testimony has been 
adduced with all the expedients of admiring friends, with high social 
surroundings and energetic and persistent agitation of more than twenty 
years trying to find something to overturn this court-martial and its de- 
cisions. All this attempt has utterly failed. 

And I want to ask, gentlemen, is there a lawyer here that does not 
know how recollection fades, how memory becomes obscured by time, 
and how facts and details are wiped out and lost as testimony by time 
and age and circumstances surrounding parties who depose? And I 
want to ask every lawyer—the lawyers on the other side of this case— 
if it is not a fact, recognized so far that even the newspapers of the 
country are constantly criticising the fact, that the mere continuance 
of a criminal case is considered more than half the battle even though 
the offense charged be murder? Why is this true? It is simply be- 
cause of the very fact that I have suggested, that facts and details going 
to make up evidence are better understood and the truth more certainly 
ascertained while the occurrences of which the parties testify are fresh 
in the memories of the witness deposing to the transactions. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that it is an utter impossibility to arrive at 
as reliable a conclusion as to this or any other like case now after almost 
a quarter of a century has elapsed as that which was reached imme- 
diately after the incidents transpired on which this proceeding was based. 
I lay it down as oneof the self-evident truths of intellectual philosophy 
that it is absolutely impossible that any human testimony can be as 
reliable after the lapse of twenty years as it was immediately after the 
transactions took place of which the witness testified. Every tyro in 
the practice of the law and experience of the courts knows this to be 
true. There is no exception to the rule. It is founded in the nature 
and constitution of the humanintellect. It applies toall alike though 
it may not be equal in degree; to the strong as well as the weak, the 
great as well as the small, the rich as well as the poor; it applies to 
every class of the human family that as time grows memory fades. 
Therefore even if I believed Congress had the full and plenary power 
in this matter I would vote against this bill, and thereby sustain Lincoln 
and Garfield and those who rendered judgment of guilty against Fitz- 
John Porter, when the facts were fresh in the minds of the witnesses, 
the court, and those who then dealt with the case. 

But it is said, and I suppose it will be repeated continually, that 
other competent judges have reconsidered and reversed their views 
touching the findings of this court-martial and as to Fitz-John Porter’s 

ilt. We are constantly cited to the Schofield board to offset the ver- 

ict of Garfield and Lincoln and those who found him guilty and ap- 
proved the sentence. While I will not attempt to discuss the action 
of that board, while I will not stop to compare the men and motives 
of the Schofield board with the court-martial which tried and con- 
victed Fitz-John Porter, I will venture to make one remark. I am re- 
minded of a striking epigram by a brilliant Tennesseean, Emerson 
Etheridge. He had been tried about the close of the war for some sup- 
posed seditious conduct. In speaking of it Etheridge said the court- 
martial was first organized to convict, and then ordered totry. The 
same remark would probably apply, if reversed, to the Schofield board. 
It seems to have been first organized to acquit, and then ordered to 
try. 


But while I will not discuss the facts of this case—I have purposely 
abstained from going into the testimony except incidentally—yet right 
here I want to make one remark onastatement by this Schofield board 
which I think is a clear giving away of themselves. They based their 
action in finding Fitz-John Porter not guilty on the assumed fact that 
there was no battle near Groveton on the 29th, and yet in their own 
report, like boys giving themselves away, they state that officers of both 
armies, both Union and rebel, did report and did believe there was a 
battle fought there on that day. Think of it. They acquitted Fitz- 
John Porter because there was no battle, and then they turn aboutand 
in the same document say all the Union and rebel officers report there 
was a battle. And still this Schofield board, in order to acquit this 
officer, denies that a battle was fought on the 29th, when official re- 
ports, and statements, and records of generals on both sides show the 
Union Army lost more men in the battle of the 29th than the United 
States lost in the war with Mexico, by which was acquired enough terri- 
tory to make an empire and add twelve or fifteen States to the Union. 
The records show more men were lost on the 29th than on the 30th, and 
yet this board, by some new process of reasoning, came to the conclusion 
there was no battle ſought on that day. And this was all for the benefit 
of Fitz-John Porter. 

But we are told that others have changed their minds as to Fitz- 
John Porter’s guilt, and I readily admit that a very few have changed 
their position on this question. One whom I loved while living, and 
whose memory I revere now that he is dead, did certainly change his 
mind in reference to the truth of this matter. 

But let us look for a moment and examine the circumstances under 
which these utterances of a change of mind thus have been made, and 
ascertain if possible how far they should influence us in reaching a just 
and logical conclusion in the premises. 

Let us come up with all our devotion not only to heroes but to pzin- 
ciples and right, and see how far General Grant’s change of opinion 
should reach out and justify us in changing our conclusions, The truth 
is, I have heard General Grant quoted so much recently in certain ways 
and by certain parties and for certain p that I am constantly re- 
minded of the devil quoting Scripture to sustain his cause. [Laugh- 
ter.] But what if General Grant did change his opinion? Let us phi- 
losophize for a moment. Did you ever know a good man who did not, 
in his declining years, undergo a change of mind and take on a mental 
habit of disbelieving everything bad of anybody whomsoever? As age 
moves upon us nature softens us all, until all men seek to excuse 
if not to acquit the most guilty. And ially is this true as age and 
irresponsibility remove a man out of the channels of active life, where 
the stern demands of justice require action, and assert their preroga- 
tives. Change of position and responsibility has much to do with men’s 
actions, and especially their utterances. Asa man reaches the stage of 
life where age comes upon him, he naturally is unwilling to believe 
anything bad of anybody. But what are the facts of history in this 


case ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houx] has expired. 

Mr. PETERS. I have an hour in opponga to the bill, and, ifitis 
in order, I will yield out of that hour whatever time the gentleman from 
Tennessee desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] can 
not be recognized now for that purpose; butif what he proposes can be 
done by unanimous consent the Chair sees no objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the time fixed by the special order 
of the House for closing this debate is 3 o’clock p. m. on Thursday next. 
The utmost time allowed for debate upon both sides, under the order, 
is fifteen hours, and every minute that is yielded further beyond the reg- 
ular time of members will be simply putting members of the committee 
in a corner. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, Mr. Chairman, what do I understand? That I 
am cut off? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HovK] was 
speaking in the time of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 
The Chair can not control that time. 

Mr. HOUK (to Mr. CAREY). Give me three minutes more. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield three minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUK. I thank the gentleman. I must hurry on. What do 
the facts of history show in regard to General Grant’s connection with 
this case of Fitz-John Porter? He had it on his mind; he had full 
knowledge of it; he acted upon it when he was General of the Army, 
and when he was responsible for its discipline; he had full knowledge 
of it at the time when one stroke of his pen would have accomplished 
wonders; he acted on it as President of the United States; he acted on 
it when he had the responsibility for the discipline of the Army and the 
welfare of the whole people of this grand country which he had saved 
resting upon him; and yet for seventeen long years in his official capac- 
ity he proclaimed the guilt of Fitz-John Porter. 

I know that General Grant did very much to build up the sentiment 
behind this bill, which is now about to force it through Congress, thus 
making a martyr and a hero, in so far as such a thing is possible, out of 
aman who, if he had belonged to the rebel army and betrayed it, or if he 
had been a private soldier in the ranks of the army that he was con- 
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victed of betraying, or if he had been some common person void of high 
social surroundings and influences, would have been shot. If he had 
been a private soldier he would have been shot and long since e 
In one respect at least he would have been like Moses of old: No man 
here or elsewhere would have ever known where he was buried. But 
he was not a private soldier; he was not shot, and Congress is now in 
the act of crowning him with honors. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose that my three minutes have about expired. 
Why, sir, there is a field here that I could occupy for a week, showing 
that this man ought to be shot instead of being promoted. But I leave 
it. I want to say, however, in conclusion, that for the past seven years, 
ever since I first entered this Hall and took my seat down there by the 
side of Garfield when he was engaged in the preparation of a speech on 
this subject, I havebeen studying this record, and, while I do not base 
my vote on the facts but on the constitutional and legal grounds I have 
stated, yet I do-believe that the facts in this case show that Fitz-John 
Porter was guilty. Not that he wanted to betray the Union as a gov- 
ernment, but he wanted the rebellion put down according to the Demo- 
cratic idea, so that when reconstruction took place the Democratic party 
could have the credit of reconstructing the Union and could continue 
in power, as they had been during three-quarters of the existence of 
the Government. Moved by this impulse and by hatred and treach- 
cry and disloyalty to his chief commander, Maj. Gen. John Pope, he 
willfully and deliberately, as I believe the proofs show, violated his 
orders, disobeyed them, refused to march, and permitted trouble and 
disaster to befall our arms on that day with the view and for the pur- 
pose of a rebel victory, which would force reconstruction on the Demo- 
cratic plan of giving the South all they demanded. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. WOLFORD. If the See ape gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Hovk] who has just closed his able and powerful argument is 
right in his views of the Constitution, then, sir, we are in a bad condi- 
tion. The gentleman claims—and I want the attention of my Repub- 
lican friends to this—the gentleman claims that if Fitz-John Porter had 
been innocent, as innocent as an angel in heaven, but had been con- 
victed by a court-martial, and the finding of that tribunal had been 
signed by the President of the United States, no power on earth could 
save him! Do you believe it, sir? Is there a lawyer in this House who 
believes it? Do you tell me that this glorious Government of ours 
which protects every right, which goes down to the lowest condition of 
humanity and mounts to the highest, and protects every man and every 
individual—do you tell me that its power is thus easily exhausted? The 
President can pardon only to a certain extent. Congress has no power, 
you say. Then where is the power? There is no court of appeals to 
which you can go for relief from the decision of a court-martial. Thus 

ou have the position—I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 

OUK] will pardon me when I say you have the absurd position taken 
that in such a case as I have stated there is no remedy. Innocence 
must suffer, must be blasted, and the world must see that all the boasted 
liberty and all the boasted grandeur and all the boasted power of this 
American Republic is a sham. 

A monarch could save an innocent man under such circumstances; 
the ‘‘Autocrat of all the Russias” could save him; there is no despot- 
ism on earth that could not save an innocent man in such a case, ex- 
ceps the free and powerful Government of the United States! Do you 
believe it? Will my friend from Tennessee, when he gets over the ex- 
citement into which he has wrought himself for the purpose of this ar- 
gument—will he, as a lawyer, contend that that is a ir and clear con- 
clusion from the Constitution of the United States? Then it ought to 
be amended. If that is the effect of our boasted Constitution, to what 
sort of a predicament are we reduced? ‘Will you ever boast again that 
you have the freest and best Government upon earth? Any man who 
indorses such a doctrine as that stultifies the founders of the-Constitu- 
tion, and sinks our Government beneath the level of all the govern- 
ments of the earth. If that be a correct view of our Government, then 
instead of its being the grandest, the most glorious, the most humane, 
the most merciful government that ever was devised by the wisdom 
of man, you declare it insignificant and puny—a government under 
which error and despotism and crime prevail over innocence and lib- 
erty and truth; and there is no remedy ! 

I propose to-night to lay merely the foundation of an argument on 
this question; and I hope I may get the attention of those gentlemen 
who are influenced by prejudice on this subject; for 5 
dice against Fitz-John Porter could have caused this otherwise clear- 
minded man to have made such an argument as we have just heard. 

In the first place, I must remark that the gentleman is mistaken in 
his proposition that a court-martial is a part of the intelligent judiciary 
of the country. I was once a constitutional . hope I have 
not forgotten all my knowledge in that capacity yet, as I listened to 
the argumentof the gentleman from Tennessee, I began to doubt whether 
all that I have been taught as to the principles of our Constitution was 
not rank error. I said to myself, Great God! must all the principles 
of the law which I have been taught go for nothing under the strong 
demonstration of the gentleman from Tennessee?“ 

Now, I want to call attention to a fundamental mistake which the 
gentleman makes at the outstart. There are, he says—and in this he 


is undoubtedly correct—three departments of the Government—the 
legislative, executive, and judicial. Now, does the gentleman dare to 
say, in the face of the Constitution, that a court-martial is a part of the 
judiciary? Any man who will read the Constitution of the United 
States must see where the judicial power of this Government resides. 
That power is vested in the Supreme Courtand such other civil courts 
as Congress may from time to time establish. 

Some of the propositions embraced in the gentleman’s ments I 
might admit, for he has so interwoven false propositions and true ones 
that I doubt whether he could get his own bearings unless he had a com- 
pass. [Laughter.] 

Now I wish to refer to some of the powers of Congress; and I may 
dwell further on this question when I take the floor again. The Con- 
stitution provides—bear in mind these are powers of the legislative 
department—that Congress shall raise and support armies;’’ shall 
provide and maintain a navy;’’ shall make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces.” Now, do you tell me 
that when Congress is thus vested with power to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and regulation of the land and naval forces, this same 
has no power to change or modify those rules and regulations? Accord- 
ing to the argument of my distinguished friend from Tennessee we are 
in the position of the ancient heathen: we can make an idol, and then 
we must fall down and worship it. After you have o ized a court- 
martial, you can never change it; you can never modify it; you can 
never control it; your power ceases; it is your god, and you must worship 
it! Now, do you believe that? Gentlemen who intend to vote 
the restoration of Fitz-John Porter, let me ask you, for the sake of your 
own intelligence, not to stultify yourselves by placing your votes on 
such a ground as that. t 

having the power under the Constitution to make rules and 
regulations for the government of the land and naval forces, it is under 
that power Congress has established the Rulesand Articlesof War—the 
military code under which the Army acts. If it were a civil court that 
had condemned a man, do you tell me there would be no power to save 
him? Why, I know that you are all ashamed to be placed by your 
orator in such a position as that, 

I do not propose to go further in this constitutional argument just 


now. I will only remark that the whole argument against Fitz-John 
Porter has changed since the last Congress. My di ished friend 
from Indiana (Mr. STEELE) has taken the ground that Porter was not 


a traitor to his country. I thank him for that. He takes the ground 
that Porter did desire his country to conquer, did desire its armies to 
be victorious. My friend from Tennessee, following in the same argu- 
ment, holds that Porter was not a traitor to his country, but a traitor 
to— what? A traitor to Pope! Great God! do we live in a land 
of law, in a land of light, in a Christian country, where learned and 
distinguished men will say that treason to a man is a crime to be pun- 
ished? Were we the subjects of a king, a ruler sanctified by the 
maxim that the king can do no wrong,“ the remark might have some 
application. But in this free country there can be no treason to a 
man. The whole idea is wrong, and goes upon a wrong principle. 

I do not propose to go this evening at length in arguing that propo- 
sition. I hold gentlemen to the ground they have taken. 

“But,” said the disti gentlemen from Tennessee Gt 
Hovx], ‘‘ we know that he desired the triumph of our armies.” But, 
oh, what a bloody traitor he was! Oh, how he made our armies suffer! 
Now, I propose before I am through with this investigation, if you will 
only hear me and give me your attention, to demonstrate there was not 
a human life lost 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman yield to me to move that the com- 
mittee rise ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will with pleasure, on the condition that I shall 
retain the floor and resume my remarks when this subject is up again 
for discussion. 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. EDEN having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the special order, a bill (H. R. 67) for the re- 
lief of Fitz-John Porter, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. TUCKER. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to move by unanimous consent to take from the House Calendar the 
bill (H. R. 5544) to amend section 304 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the purpose of putting it ‘on its passage this even- 
ing. It is necessary to do so for the purpose of giving to the Treasurer 
of the United States the power, in the event of the absence or illness of 
either the assistant treasurer or himself, the Treasurer, with the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Treasury, to appoint from among the clerks 
in the Treasury any one of said clerks to be acting assistant treasurer 
during such absence or illness. ‘ 


Mr. BURROWS. Is this a unanimous report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary? 3 
Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Does it involve any additional expenditurę? 
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Mr. TUCKER. It does not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Epkx in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Vi on the part of 
the Committee on the Judiciary that the bill (H. R. 5544) to amend 
section 304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be taken from 
the House Calendar and put on its passage at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, C., That section 304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ See. 304. The Treasurer may, in his discretion, with the consent of the Secre- 
tary of the Areanu, authorize the assistant treasurer to actin the place and 
d any or all the duties of the Treasurer of the United States; and in the 
event of the absence or illness of either the se gets treasurer or himself, the 
Treasurer, with the consent of the of may appoint from 
among the clerks in the Treasury ey inom one 9 — 214 clerks clerks tbe, acl assistant 

ness 


treasurer during such absence or Provided, however, That the official 
bond given by the principal of the office shall be held to 9 apply to the 
acts of the person 5 17 — tans placein such cases, ays officer 


shall, moreover, for be sub) to all the — — and penalties 
vs 25 assistant treas- 


N esel Aland duct in like cases of the 
urer, respectively, for whom he acts.” 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 


en it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 


cases: 
To Mr. Srnidds, for five days, to attend the funeral of Hon. Horatio 


Seymour 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, for ten days, to attend toimportant legal 
business, 

To Mr. LANDES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, until Wednesday next, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRAGG (at 5 o'clock and 21 minutes p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions 228 were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial from McKeesport and from Pittsburgh, 
ot ar iraga the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on 
u 

Also, pases SP of the Steamboat Officers’ Protective Association of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., requesting such as will place the Monon- 
gahela erde improvement in charge of the United States Gov- 
ernment and secure free 3 the great water ways, &c.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and 

By Mr. BURNES: Memorial of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Edwards and nu- 
merous other ladies of Maryville, Mo., in behalf of an amendment to 
the Constitution conferring upon women the right to vote—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: relating to the claim of William 
Fees By See Louisiana—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of J. E. West and others, 3 an ap- 
propriation for a bridge over Niobrara River, Nebraska —to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Joseph Moore, praying for the passage of a 

joint resolution requiring the Postmaster-General to obey the act of 
3, 1883—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. Charles Bemy and 45 others, of 

Vanderbilt, Otsego County; of Thomas le and 50 others, of Ster- 

Arenac County, and of Hons. W. T. Mitchell, Henry Howard, E. 

S. Stevenson, William M. Clive, William Hartsuff, and 45 prin- 

cipal citizens of Port Huron, Mich., asking that a United States court 

be established at Bay City, Bay County, Michigan—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of E. F. Douglas and 103 others, of Iowa, 
for the opening to settlement of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the 


Territories. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Pa in the claim of Mrs. Mary F. Grider, of 

“py Mi. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Georgia, asking aid 
y Mr. 3 ition of citizens i i to com- 
mon schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of G. W. Carnes and others, citizens of 
Mount Ayr, Iowa, asking for legislation relating to pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petitions signed by many citizens of Cape May 
County, New Jersey, praying for the improvement of the thoro 
between Townsend’s and Corson’s Inlets, Cape May County, New Jer- 
sey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of soldiers of Washington County, In- 


diana, asking for the passage of a bill granting pensions to all soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of R. W. and Jane B. 
Sneed, of Pointe Coupée Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of Jane Sneed, of Pointe Coupée Parish, Louisiana, ask- 
ing reference of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition asking for a law requiring instruction 
in the nature and effects of alcoholic drinks and narcotics upon the hu- 
man system in such schools as are under the control of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, signed by Rev. William A. Edie, Samuel Agnew, esq., and 
247 other representative citizens, including 25 clergymen, 13 physicians, 
16 lawyers, 41 teachers, 137 leading business men, and 17 officers of 
temperance and other societies, of Beaver County, Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Papers relating to the claim of J. W. 
Bailey and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition from Jefferson County, Texas, for i improve- 
ment ype Sabine Pass bar—to the Committee on Rivers and Ts. 

Aleo; pa relating to the claim of Nolen S. Williams, dative ex- 
ecutorof Alfred A. Williams, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolutions adopted by the Newark Board of 
Trade, praying that the present bankrupt bill now before Congress may 
not become a law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers relating to the claim of Jane M. Good- 
all, of Smith County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Samuel S. Gloyd, of Montgomery 
County; of Mary A. Gloydand of Jacob Downin, of Washington County, 

d, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition of Jacob II. Grave, accompanying House bill for pay- 
ment of claim for quartermaster stores furnished United States Army— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Resolutions of the Knights of Labor, of Musca- 
tine, Iowa, against the Dingley pilotage bill—to the Committee on 


Also, memorial of Springdale quarterly meeting of Friends, Iowa, 
favoring a bill to promote peace by international arbitration—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of the grand jury of the United States dis- 
trict court for the western district of South for a better and 
more commodious court-house—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By age PRICE: Protest of Typographical Union of Milwaukee 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 191—to the Committee on 


Patents, 

test of the Federation of Labor Unions against changing 
the N wee lien law in the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the Woman’s Christian Union of Wisconsin, in 
favor of woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

mae. Mr. REAGAN: Petition of 104 citizens of Anderson County, 

=, praying for deep water at more than one place in Texas—to 
ttee on Rivers and Harbors. 

as Mr. REESE: Petition of 40 citizens of Huron Point, Ga., asking 

educational aid—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Piper Post, No. 451, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pearl Depot, Pike County, Illinois, relative to pension 
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SADLER: A bill making an appropriation to continue work 
on the Columbia River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Coosa River, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition from citizens of Jamestown, N. V., ask- 

the establishment of a department of labor—to the Committee on 


Bh F a 8 of “ae ae of frog nineteenth 
icto o, praying for further pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. j ke 

Also, petition of M. A. Leonard, praying for an appropriation for the 
payment of arrearages due postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Moses Brooks; of Mary O. Will- 
iams, widow of Robert Williams, deceased; of heirs of James Stewart 
and James W. and Sallie W. Knott, of Shelby County; of A. V. Warr, 
executor of James Warr, deceased; of J. T. Towles, administrator of 
John N. Towles, and of heirs of William Tucker, of Fayette County; 
of J. A. Thomas, administrator of Mary Emerson; of J. A. Thomas, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel Thomas; of Jesse M. Shivers, administrator of 
James Shivers, and of J. A. Thomas, of Hardeman County, and of J. 
W. and C. F. Strong, administrators of John Strong, deceased, of Tipton 
County, Tennessee, asking reference of their several claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of A. J. Patrick and about 50 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1423 


others; of John Jordan and 222 others, of Iowa; of Knights of Labor 
of Des Moines, and J. L. Kennedy, of Kansas, praying for the organi- 
zation of the Oklahoma Territory—to the bee eee the Territories. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of James V. Moore; of S. A. Bates, ad- 
ministrator, of Jefferson County; of Henry Zepp, o 9 P. Wal- 
ters, of Berkeley County, and of Arnold Tounifiela, of Tucker County, 
West Virginia, asking reference of their several claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel Miller and others, and of J. Frank Hume 
and others, citizens of the District of Columbia, asking aid for the Wash- 
ington Hospital for i a e the Committee on Appropriations. 


The following petitions, praying Con Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and tive dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of W. W. Jackson and 186 others, citizens of 


exas. 
= By Mr. PETERS: Of R. B. Walker and 40 others, citizens of Sun City, 
ans. 
By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of John Gowey and about 30 others, and 
of B. Hewing and about 40 others, of Iowa. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 15, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 


proved. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR HENRY WARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior; which was read, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 13, 1888. 


Sin: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution of the 
5th instant in words as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 

Senate copies of all pa rs which have been filed in the Interior Department, 

N which have been presented to any officer of that De t, 

official and 3 conduct of Henry Ward, Indian r. 


to be embraced by the cial papers on 
The official nonent naia to this tb; 8 
Indian inspector are voluminous, and as the cle: force of 
arr ges . fully 36 I have deemed 1 best to — Q 22 
nal repo: s the 
bus: aani of the Devartencah, i have the honor to veqnest thas 
to its files as soon as they are no longer required by 
Iam directed by the President to say that if the object of the resolution is to 
inquire into the reasons for the suspension of Mr. Ward, these paj are not to 
be considered as constituting all the evidence submitted to him in relation 


I am also directed by the President to say that he does not consider it con- 
sistent with the Public interests to transmit copies of unofficial papers from 
private citizens held in my custody for him which relate exclusively to the sus- 
pension of incumbents. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


L. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. * 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is accom 
1 large body of papers, which are on file in the office of the 
Senate. The communication, together with the papers, will be 
por to the Committee on Printing. 
SESSION LAWS OF DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the secretary of Dakota, transmitting, in compliance with law, 
a copy of the session laws of the last Territorial Legislature; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents to for the calendar year 
ending December 31, 1885; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 8 a petition of the citizens’ 
harbor committee of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the improvement 
of Wi Harbor, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial and concurrent resolution of 
the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, respecting the manufacture 
of imitations of butter and cheese. The memorialists ask that an in- 
ternal-revenue tax be placed upon these imitations. I suppose such a 
measure must necessarily originate in the House of Representatives, 
. may be read and referred to the Commit- 

on Finance. 


The Chief Clerk read the memorial, as follows: 


Memorial and concurrent resolution in relation to internal-revenue tax on all 
and any substance in semblance of butter and cheese not made exclusively 
from milk or cream. 

5 the dairy interests of this State and the United States having become 
t factor in the commercial 8 of the people; and 
certain parties are pens the manufacture of a semblance of but- 
ter and cheese, the ee which are fat and other substances not obtained 
from milk or cream, and the same is being sold in all the princi; cities of the 
sehen eee the detriment of the dairy interests of this and all the States 
the United States: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the house 
ators and 8 in Congress are requested to present und advocate the 
w 2328 — all such manufact 


— milk or cream shall revenue tax ofsuch amount per pound as 
shall protect the dairy po eon of the different States, and all packages con 

ing such manufactured articles be stamped as provided by the internal-rey- 

enue laws ge the gee States. 


of these resolutions, duly signed and attested, be for- 
warded to ‘cae of — 28 and Representatives in Congress by the secretary 
of state for their informatio: 


FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of Stale, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the memo- 
rial will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I suggest, as that matter is already 
before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, that the memorial 
be referred there. The fact that it asks for an internal-revenue tax, 
which bill, of sat, | can not be brought forward by this body, should 
not necessarily send it to the Finance Committee. The whole subject 
is before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry by several peti- 
tions and in other ways. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the memorial going to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry for the time being. I only call 
the attention of the chairman of that committee to the fact that it is a 

important subject and should receive attention. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of Braidwood, III., pray- 
ing for the opening of the Oklahoma lands to settlement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Wapeton, Dak., 
re the petition of Post No. 94, Grand Army of the Republic, of Henry, 

III., praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations 
of the national pension committee of the Grand. Army of the Republic; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also ted the petition of Caroline F. Ferguson, praying foran 
increase of pension; which was referred to the Committeeon Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Federation of Labor 
Unionsof Washington, D. C.; resolutions adopted by the brick manu- 
facturers of the District of Columbia, and resolutions of the Plasterers’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, protesting against any change 
in the lien laws of the District of Columbia; which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

8 ted a memorial of phical Union No. 124, Bloom- 

., Temonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 191, relat- 
ing to cp 5 which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
presented the petition of George H. Boyd, late second lieu- 
tenant Eleventh Ohio Cavalry, praying to have certain disabilities re- 
moved from his military record; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of George C. Gordon, an inmate of the 
National Soldiers’ Home at Milwaukee, Wis., praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of ladies and men of Galva, III., praying 
that Congress will adopt a resolution submitting to the several State 
Legislatures a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution giving the right 
of suffrage to women; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Rev. W. M. Taylor 
and other citizens of Nebraska, residing at Stockville, in that State, 

praying for a constitutional amendment permitting suffrage to women; 
ch was ordered to lie on the table. 

" He also presented a petition of citizens of Stanton, Nebr., praying 
for pension legislation as recommended by the Grand Army of the Re- 
public national pension committee; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Corsicana, Tex., favoring the improvement of Sabine Pass, and also 
calling the attention of Congress to the importance of the improvement 
of the harbor at Galveston, Tex. I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Local Assembly No. "5 
Knights of Labor, of Fort Worth, Tex., praying for the opening of 


— 
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Oklahoma lands to settlement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. k 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of citizens ef the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying for scientific temperance instruction in the public 
schools, which is addressed to Congress and is in these words: 

Believing that such instruction is essential to the welfare of the individual and 
the wellbeing of the public, we, the undersigned, citizens of the District of Co- 
Jumbia, cing poison your honorable bodies to enact a law a Seu 5 in 
all schools in this rict instruction in 9 hygiene, Which shall 
gives prominence to the nature of alcoholic drinks, narcotics, and poisons, 
and of their effects upon the human system. 


The petition is signed by 1,163 citizens of the District, who give their 
names, their original signatures, and their places of residence. Itisa 
very large, influential, and representative petition. I ask that the pe- 
tition lie on the table, the bill in question having been already reported 
favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be laid on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of Mrs. Lettie Allen and 18 other 
ladies of Berlin, Wis., andapetition of Mrs. B. Birmingham and 19 other 
ladies of Abrams, Oconto County, Wisconsin, praying for a sixteenth 
amendment to the constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement of any 
citizen on account of sex; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Galva, III., praying 
for the submission to the several State Legislatures of a constitutional 
amendment extending the right of suffrage to women; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Bloomington Typographical 
Union, No. 124, of Bloomington, III., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 191, in relation to an international copyright, and 
recommending the passage of the Chace bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Local Assembly 
No. 3351, Knights of Labor, Oxford, N. Y., praying that the Oklahoma 
lands be opened to settlement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of Buffalo, 
N. Y., and a memorial of shoemakers of New York, remonstrating 
against any change of the pilot laws; which were referred to the Com- 

. mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Veteran Assembly of Knights of 
Labor, No. 1833, of Utica, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 999, known as the Dingley pilot bill, and against Sen- 
ate bills Nos. 265 and 1003, known as the Frye pilot bills; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a memorial numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Washington, D. C., protesting against the abolition of theschool 
board and asking the passage of Senate bill No. 1238. This memorial 
is accompanied by three exhibits, marked respectively A, B, and C, and 
as they contain matter of importance affecting legislation Daeg be- 
fore the Committee on the District of Columbia, I move t the me- 
morial and the accompanying exhibits be printed and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, in favor of the enactment of a law granting the 
the right of way through the Indian Territory to the Kansas and Ar- 
kansas Valley Railroad. As the committee have acted upon that sub- 
ject, I ask that the resolution be printed in the RECORD and lie upon 
the table. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas it is reported that there is a bill 


nding in Congress to grant a 
right of way through the Indian Territory to the Kansas and Arkansas Valley 
Railway: Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
ee eee in Congress are hereby 3 and our Senators in- 
8 , to use their best efforts to secure the passage of said bill in Congress, 


i STATE OF Kawsas, Office of Secretary of Slate. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
VVV 
0 0 — 'el „A. D. O 

[seat] £ E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State, 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Burnside Post, No. 28, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Topeka, Kans., praying for an increase of pen- 
sion to ex-Union soldiers who have suffered certain disabilities; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of Knights of Labor Local Assembly 
No. 4089, of Burlingame, Kans., remonstrating against the passage by 
Congress of the bill known as the Frye pilot bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 
| Mr. DOLPH ted a petition of Philip Ritz, of Washington Ter- 
ritory, praying for an appropriation for the purpose of sinking an arte- 
sian well in Eastern Washington Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
| Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I present the petition of H. B. Wood and 57 
other leading and influential citizens of the town of Spencer, Iowa, pray- 


ing for the passage of a joint resolution submitting to the States a prope- 
sition to so amend the Constitution of the United States as to protect 
women in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage on equal terms with 
men. I move that the petition lie on the table, inasmuch as the meas- 
ure has been reported on. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the members of the 
Springdale (Iowa) quarterly meeting of Friends, praying for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 355, to promote peace among nations and for the es- 
tablishment of a tribunal of international arbitration; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of B. F. Coon and 23 other citizens of 
Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute forfeiture of the un- 
earned lands within the grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad 
Company; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Assembly, No. 4556, Knights 
of Labor, of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1003, known as the Frye pilot bill, and in favor of the 
prohibition of Chinese immigration; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present six petitions, numerously signed by 
licensed pilots and engineers of steam-vessels of the United States, pray- 
ing for certain legislation in regard to a refund of license tax. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Commerce, to ac- 
company a bill now pending before that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of local assemblies, Knights 
of Labor, of Mooreville and Trenton, Mo., and a petition of Local As- 
sembly, No. 3726, Knights of Labor, of Missouri, praying for the organ- 
ization of a Terrritorial form of government over the Indian Territory; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a communication from the Springfield 
Farmers’ Club of Connecticut, whichis addressed to me individually, but 
is in the nature of a memorial, remonstrati inst an increase in the 
rates of postage on fourth-class mail matter. I move thatthe memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Saint Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of the Missouri River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Local Assembly, No. 1800, Knights 
of Labor, of Topeka, Kans., praying for the organization ofa Territorial 
form of government for the Indian Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present petitions, numerously signed by citizens of 
South Haven, Wichita, and vicinity, and of Lecompton and vicinity, 
praying that the vacant lands of the Indian Territory may be opened 
to public settlement under a bill introduced by Hon. J. B. WEAVER 
in the House of Representatives. I move that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present also a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, asking for the survey and sale of the military reser- 
vation in Ford County, Kansas, known as the Fort Dodge military res- 
ervation. 

I wish to say, in connection with the resolution, which I ask may be 
printed in the RECORD, that on the 5th day of July, 1884, Congress 
passed a law authorizing the Secretary of War to turn over to the In- 
terior Department all useless military reservations; that in accordance 
with that law the Fort Dodge military reservation has been turned 
over to the Interior Department for sale; and that by an appropriation 
made on the 3d day of March last money was provided for a survey of 
that in common with other reservations. So that whatever fault there 
is about the retention of this reservation in the hands of the Interior 
Department is that of the administration and not of Congress. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution, asking our delegation in Congress to secure the 
survey and sale of the military reservation in Ford County, known as Fort 


ge. 
Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate con- 
curring therein), That our delegation in Congress be, and they are hereby, re- 
spectfully requested to secure atas early a day as possible the survey and sale as 

ublic lands of the military ion in Ford County, Kansas, known as Fort 


Resolved further, That the secretary of state forward a copy of this resolution 
to each of our members in Congress and a copy to the President of the United 
States Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives at Washington. 


STATE or KANSAS, Office of the Secretary of State, 
I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


my office. 

in testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my of- 
ficial seal this 3d day of February, A. D. 1886, at Topeka, Kans. 

LAL. E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State, 


Mr. GEORGE presented a resolution of Sanctuary Lee Assembly, No. 
3875, Knights of Labor, of McComb City, Miss., in favor of the passage 
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of an act prohibiting any further immigration of Chinese to the shores 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Jennings County, 
Indiana, praying for the passage of a bill granting pensions for service 
in the Army and Navy of the United States during the war of the re- 
bellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso presented a petition of Fair Play Assembly, No. 3812, Knights 
of Labor, of Goshen, Ind., praying for the of a bill prohibiting 
further Chinese immigration; which was refe to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Cambridge, Guernsey County, 
Ohio, praying Congress to pass a law to pay the soldiers of the late war 
the difference between gold and greenbacks at the time of their payment 
in 1864; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. C. F. Jones, of Willmathsville, 
Adair County, Missouri, praying that she be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary E. Fillebrown, widow of 
the late Commodore Fillebrown, United States Navy, praying to be al- 
lowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
He also presented the petition of Louis Melcher, of Porter County, 
Indiana, late a private in Company A, Second Regiment Michigan Infan- 


try Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 

the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of R. P. Crawford and other citizens of 
Indiana, praying that the coinage of silver be placed upon an equality 
with that of gold; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of C. Fairbank and other citizens of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for the repeal or suspension of the Bland silver law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of V. J. Day and other citizens of Indi- 
ana, praying that the coinage of silver be placed on an equality with that 
of gold; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Franklin, Ind., praying for 
the protection of women in the enjoyment of the right ofsuffrage; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the national pension committee of the 
Grand Army of the Republic and ex-Union soldiers of Indiana, praying 
for an increase of pension to soldiers suffering from certain disabilities; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Indiana, praying 
for the organization of a Territorial form of government over the In- 
dian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of a bill providing forthe equalization of boun- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, praying the passage 
of a bill providing an equalization of bounties; which was referred to 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, praying that ex- 
soldiers of the Mexican war be granted pensions ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition of certain citizens of Mississippi, 
praying for the improvement of Cassity Bayou ; and I ask that the 
clerks make a copy of it, so that it may be presented in the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No order is n that will be 
done on application. The petition will be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of members of the National 
Greenback party of the State of Iowa, which I ask may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Memorial to Congress by members of the National Greenback party of the State 
of Iowa, assembled in conference at the city of Des Moines on January 22, 
2 went to members of Congress from that State and others by their in- 
To save the Republic, to deliver our industries from the grip of death, to do 

justice to suffering and pauperized , we ask: 

LAND. 


That the representatives of the ple shall adopt the beneficent th that 
the earth is the natural heritage of the people, and that every American citizen 
is entitled to so much thereofas may be needed to comfortably preserve his life 
and the lives of his family. 

If a corporation may condemn and take occupied lands and houses for the 
gain of stockholders, certainly the sovereign state may condemn and take un- 
occupied lands to preserve the lives of citizens. 

We demand that Con, protect the people from land monopolists where- 
ever its authority extends, be they railroad companies, Indians, or private spec- 
ulators, by taking for the state under equitable laws lands held from settlement 
in large bodies and opening them to homesteaders. 

TRANSPORTATION AND DEBT. 

We ask Congress to stop squandering taxes in dredging mud creeks and con- 
structing canals which belong to a former stage-coach civilization, and are as 
little adapted to the necessities of present business as a last year’s almanac, but 
we insist that our money shall be used to pay the war debt, build national double- 
track steel railroads, and erect a postal-telegraph system, 

MONEY, 
The people of the United States are burdened with mortgages and debts of va- 
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rious kinds estimated at 920,000, 000, 000. These debts draw twice to three times 
É x „ Pag 3 “into the possession of a rich 
om 

„ The United States Government or many years has 
1 loaned its credit money to bankers at 1 per cent., and the various 

have profitably loaned school and other funds to individuals, Other gov- 
ernments, too, have often furnished popular loans with great profit to the state 
as well as to the borrower. England has recently authorized the largest state 
loans ever offered private individuals in the history of the world, to enable poor 
farmers to purchase their homes. We ask the Congress of the Uni, States to 
come to the relief of our usury-taxed people by amending the national-bank act, 
extending Government loans to all such applicants as can furnish approved se- 
curity to three times the amount desired, and that the volume of greenback or 
ee, paper ee paper money be regulated by the demand for these loans, 

Ve believe under the above systems no panics, no forced sales,no poverty- 
stricken or millionaire class could exist, and that labor would receive its just re- 
ward. We, therefore, urge our representatives to cease quarreling over the 
yellow and white metals, the money of savages, and address themselves to these 
measures of relief and justice. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say simply, without expressing any opin- 
ion as to the main portions of the petition, that I think that part of 
it which commends to Congress the propriety of spending the money 
that it is now spending upon minor creeks, and even the major ones, 
for the construction of railways, which would have a perceptible effect 
upon the prices paid for transportation, is entirely worthy of consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Fi 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of numerous citizens of the town 
of Delaware and vicinity, in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
erection of a harbor at Forestville, on Lake Huron, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mary A. Plant and other citizens 
of Port Huron, Mich., praying for legislation in the interest of suffrage 
for women; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, No. 
3396, of Cheboygan, Mich., praying for the ization of a Territorial 
form of government for the Indian Territory, the opening up of all public 
and unoccupied lands in that Territory to homestead settlement, and the 
allotment of lands to the Indians in severalty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of citizens of Montrose, Colo., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of the 
national committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 90) to grant to the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way the right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 1484) to authorize 
the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on Senate bill 90? 

Mr. DAWES. The committee do not report upon the original bill; 
they 2 a new bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That still remains in committee. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 804} to grant to the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, rted a bill (S. 1485) to authorize the Kansas 
City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1305) to grant to the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company 
a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, re- 
ported a bill (S. 1436) to authorize the Denison and Washita Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other p ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 12) to authorize the juries of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts to be used interchangeably and to provide for 
drawing talesmen, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to take lands 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be mineral 
lands, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. 
of the net proceeds of the sales of lands in said State, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 188) to prevent the acquisition of 
real property by aliens, and for other purposes, to report it with a rec- 
ommendation that it pass as proposed to be amended. Ishall ask con- 
rt at some future time to submit a written report to accompany the 


Does the committee report adversely 
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Mr. BUTLER. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report back adversely, with an amendment, the bill (S. 371) limiti 
a portion of an act entitled An act making appropriations for the na 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other pur- 
poses. It is proper I should state that my fri the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has a written report represen’ one- 
half of the committee. I have submitted with the bill an 
accompanied by a written report representing the other half of the com- 
mittee. I ask that the bill be on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to state that the honorable Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], who I see is not in his seat, has a on the same 
subject, representing the other half of the committee. It is rather an 
anomalous condition of things. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: I wish to know what the record is 
with reference to a report made by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] this morning on the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an 
act entitled An act making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. I was not 

resent at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An adverse hi y was made, and it 
was stated that the Senator from Maine would submit a report from an 
equal number of the committee to accompany the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I present the adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
was understood by the Chair and by the officers at the desk as reporting 
that bill adversely, but with an amendment. 3 

Mr. HALE. That is correct; and I now submit a report sustaining 
the adverse report. The Senator from South Carolina presents another 
report from the other half of the committee, but I wish to present a re- 
port sustaining the adverse report with accompanying papers, and ask 
that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It willbe received, and printed with 
the other report. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the statement I made at the time, that the 
report which I presented represented the views of one-half the commit- 
tee, and the report the Senator from Maine would make would repre- 
sent the other half. I reported the bill adversely, and asked that it be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. That is correct, of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis the situation. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has done it just right, as he always does. 
Lonly wish that this report shall go in as sustaining the adverse re- 


rt. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reports will be printed together. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., 
to use the site of Fort Greene as a public park, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 394) to establish an additional land office in 
the State of Nebraska and the bill (S. 716) to establish an additional 
Jand office in the State of Nebraska, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 1487) to estab- 
lish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title. 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO MRS. GRANT. 


Mr. CONGER. I am instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, towhom was referred the bill (S. 579) granting a frank- 
ing privilege to Julia D. Grant, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all mail-matter carried 
by post to Julia D. Grant, widow of the late Ulysses S. Grant, or sent 
by her under her written autograph signature, shall be conveyed free 
of postage during her natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, itsClerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and to change their names or locations; 

A bill (H. R. 34) to authorize the East and West Railroad Company 
of Alabama to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River; 

A bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the Mississippi Water-power and 
Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River; and 

A bill (H. R. 5544) to amend section 304 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 


The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate for the printing and binding of 3,050 additional 
copies of the Compilation of Senate Election Cases, 1789-1885. 


PENSION BILLS. 


The further announced that the House had passed the fol- 


message 
ent į lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


AU as granting a pension to George H. Campbell; 


A bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas T. Smithers; 

A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; 

A bill (H. R. 626) granting a pension to Minton Prall; 

A bill (H. R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 

A bill (H. R. 840 granting a pension to Edgar Payne; 

A bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Samuel V. Holland; 

A bill (H. R. pa for the relief of Calvin Means; 

A bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 

A bill K. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 1182 granting a pension to John H. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman; 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear; 

A bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and 
Grace A. Harri n; 

A bill (H. R. 1 
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a0) granting a pension to Mary Hoff; 
A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, infant 
daughter of Harvey H. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 
y FEE (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew 

b er; 
A bill (H. R. 3 granting a pension to George H. Perkins; 
A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 


A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; 

A bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; 

A bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to James McAnny; 

A bill (H. R. 1567) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Frances McNeal Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 1471) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Thomas Askew; 

A bill (H. R. 1858) ting an increase of pension to James MeMullin; 
A bill (H. R. 1960) gra ting a pension to John C. Frees; 

A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman S. Bull; 

A bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 2220 to increase the pension of Abigail Smith; 

A bill (II. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf; 
A bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 

A bill (H. R. 3359) granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; 

A bill (H. R. meek granting a pension to Mary A. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 3375) granting a pension to John D. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 340 granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie E. Cooney; 
A bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 
A bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord; 

A bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower; 

A bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps; 


H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Carmichael; 

A bill 6 R. 3903) granting a pension to Taylor Voss; 

A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Bridget O'Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 
J. Prater; 

A bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. rr granting a pension to Frank Lightner; 

A bill (H. R. 4199) granting a pension to William B. Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of 
Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Vol- 


unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Squires; 

A bill (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsey Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 

A bill (ir R. 5193) granting a pension to Levi Koontz; and 
A bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton. 

[Theabove sixty-nine pension bills from the House of Representatives 
= severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1488) for the relief of Ammon 
in; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Osm- 
mittee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1489) for the relief of Theodore J. Gil- 
lett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Claims. 


on 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1490) to amend article 103 of 
the Rules and Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1491) to authorize the construction 
of a pile and ponton railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi 
River from the city of Red Wing, State of Minnesota, rei ca 
shore of said river, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, 
widow of John Sadler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strick- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
ora santa troduced a bill (S. 1494) Stephen D. 

He also in a bill (S. gran a a to x 
Smith; which was read twice by its É om. $ th the accompanying 
pay referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ee also introduced a bill (S. 1495) to limit ownership of lands now 
belonging to the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of O introduced a bill (S. 1496) making an 
appropriation for the establishment of a life-saving station and —. 
ing fora life-saving crew at Fort Ste at the entrance to the — 
bin River, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1497) to regulate the 
wages of the employés in the Government Printing ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1498) ting a pension to 
John G. Burrill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1499) for 
the relief of Isaac H. Marks and Samuel Stone; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1500) for the relief of E. 
G. Corder, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Gib- 
son Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1502) for the relief 
of Andrew J. Spradling; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1503) for the relief of the estate of 
Rev. Ignatius T. Cooper, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1504) to amend the first sec- 
tion of an act entitled An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other purposes, approved March 1, 1883; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1505) to amend and ex- 
tend the provisions of a certain act of Congress, approved 20th June, 
1878, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and to provide for the payment of workmen under the late board 
of public works in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES. I have received from the judge of the district court at 
Fort Smith, Ark., a bill conferring jurisdiction on the United States 
courts over the Indian country in certain criminal cases. It is a bill 
that has been prepared by him with great care. I do not know the 
merits of the bill. I introduce it at his request, and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 1506) conferring jurisdiction on the United States courts 
over the Indian country in certain criminal cases was read twice by its 
title, and refcrred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1507) to reclaim to the 
United States certain lands improperly and illegally listed to the State 
of Michigan for the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1508) granting a pension to James A. 
Boyden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1510) for the relief of the heirs of 
Henry A. Shadel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1511) to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill is short, but on a very important subject, 
and I desire to have it read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That it shall be a valid defense to any action for an infringe- 
ment of any or any suit or proceeding to enjoin any person from the use 
a pateni that the defendant therein, or his purchased the 
tented article for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchange, in good 
ith and in the usual course of trade, out notice that the same was covered 
2 without notice that the seller had no right to sell such article ; 
and in all such eases notice received after such purchase 1 not have the effect 
to impair in any way the right of such purchaser as absolute owner. 

That all patents for any discovery or invention hereafter granted by 
the United States shall be subject to purchase by Congress for the use of the peo- 
ple of the United States at such reasonable valuation and on such terms and in 
such mode as be provided for by law, and all such patents shall be consid- 
ered and treated in law as issued subject to that condition. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not desire to have it referred. Iwant to have 
it lie on the table, so that I may call it up and submit some remarks 
upon it. 

Air. HOAR. What is the title of the bill? 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. It should read: A bill to overthrow the patent laws.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1512) for the relief of Audley C. 
Britton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing fo ep ep or ear De Oo RE Claims. 

à introduced a bill (S. 1513) for the relief of George T. 
Newman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing ig P PO to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
record 
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AN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1514) to correct the 
of Assistant Surgeon Azpell; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not agree to the proposition suggested in the bill. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1515) to authorize the President 
of the United States to send delegates to an international American 
congress for the arbitration of all national differences; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1516) to authorize the con- 
struction of a pile and 2 railway and wagon bridge across the 
Mississippi River from the city of Winona, State of Minnesota, to the 
opposite shore of said river, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1517) for the relief of Elizabeth 
E. Sinclair; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1519) to continue the streets 
and avenues of the city of Washington in conformity with the present 
existing plans of the city in and upon all subdivisions of land hereafter 
made in the District of Columbia without the limits of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1520) granting a pension to Henry 
Domeger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1521) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. C. Rowland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1522) for the relief of James B. MeCub- 
bin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1523) for the relief of Michael Mayers; 
28 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1524) to readjudicate the pension claim 
of Francis A. Liebschuts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1525) to require the 
testing of chains and anchors, and for the better securing of life and prop- 
erty on shipboard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1526) amending sections 
4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions to certain 
disabled persons who have served in the Navy or Marine Corps; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1527) to provide a tempo- 
rary home for certain persons di from the United States Navy; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
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He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1528) amending section 
2166 of the Revised Statutes relative to aliens honorably discharged 
from the military service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1529) for the relief of Holman An- 
derson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1530) for the erection of a public 
building at Steubenville, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public 7 1 0 and Grounds. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1531) to increase the 
pension of William Winans; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for the 
payment of per diem laborers in Government employ on the 30th of May 
of each year as on other days; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 41) providing for 
the printing of ethnological reports on the North American Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 42) providing for the dis- 
tribution of reports of United States Geological Survey; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Joint Committee on Printing. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I introduce a bill, and beg leave to makea few re- 
marks very briefly concerning the purpose of the measure. 

The bill (S. 1518) relating to the taxation of railroad grant lands and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to occupy the time of the Senate for 
two or three minutes in stating the grievance at which this bill aims— 
a Very sore grievance and one that demands a speedy remedy. 

An exceedingly large quantity of land, perhaps 50,000 square miles, 
was granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad. An amendatory act pro- 
vided that before patents should issue for the land to that company it 
should pay all fees relating to or due forselectionand survey. Those fees 
amount to perhaps 3 cents an acre. Now, the road has paid all its fees 
upon only about 80,000 acres of this enormous grant, but, if I am not 
misinformed, it has not taken out patents even for those. It has pro- 
ceeded, nevertheless, to give warranty deeds for many millions upon 
millions of acres to the settlers along the line. At the same time it 
has ingeniously proceeded, properly enough, to locate the villages and 
cities along the line upon its own selected sections. These lands that 
they conveyed by warranty deed have been settled, in many cases im- 
proved, and in many cases there are thriving villages upon them. 

It turns out now by a decision of the Supreme Court rendered at the 
October term, delivered some time in December, that none of those 
millions of acres of land are taxable. I think the reasons given by the 
Supreme Court are irrefutable. The power that orders lands sold for 
taxes is sup to be sovereign and a sale for taxes should convey a 
perfect title. But to do so in these is to destroy the lien held by the 
sovereign power that granted these lands, but has not been paid its fees 
and has not issued patents for them. 

In short, the Supreme Court shows clearly that these lands are non- 
taxable. This then is the condition: Those who have paid voluntarily 
their taxes can not recover them; those who have paid them under pro- 
test and those whose lands have been taken from them by tax sales have 
a remedy against the municipality or the Territory and can recover 
those taxes. They are but a minority, however, of the people. They 
consist to some extent of foreign holders, who purchased in large quan- 
tities, and who, it is alleged and believed in the Territory of Dakota, 
had a suggestion from the company in advance that those lands would 
not be taxable. However that may be, the minority of people entered 
their protest and can recover, while the majority are apparently with- 
out aremedy. 

Now the counties find themselves, some of them, in this condition: 
They are liable to large claims for taxes that have been paid, but about 
nine-tenths of their tax-list has been destroyed by the decision; they 
are almost in a bankrupt condition. 

I speak of this matter, an Eastern man, because Eastern men, neigh- 
bors and friends of mine have settled there, suffer under this treatment, 
and come to their friends in the East for aid, having no voting repre- 
sentatives of theirown. They have exhausted conversation with the 
president of that railroad company and with the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. One declines to act for one reason, another for 
another. Between them both the railroad neglects to pay the small 
sum of 3 cents an acre on this land which it has warranted, the citizens 
have been unlawfully taxed but can not reclaim the money, and the 
counties and municipalities find themselves liable to heavy 
tions, and see their list of taxable improved property largely reduced. 

This subject is already before the Committee on Public Lands. I 
commend it to them as presenting a case for immediate action and for 
a severe and instant remedy. The Supreme Court says truly that it 
can do nothing but declare the law, but that the remedy is with Con- 
gress, and it intimates the nature of that remedy. 


The bill is drawn by intelligent lawyers of the Territory of Dakota. 
Itattempts to validate the collection of the taxes referred to. The power 
to do that, equitable as the act might be, I neither affirm nor deny, but 
some at least of the provisions of the bill are certainly both practicable 
and equitable. Justice to the future settler is certainly within the 
reach of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. One word, if the Senator from Connecticut will 
consent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to supplement the remarks which have 
been made by the Senator from Connecticut by saying that in fact only 
one-half of the enormity and outrage to which he refers has been stated 
by him in the remarks which he has made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose so. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is so with all the railroads inthe West claim- 
ing the benefit of that which was supposed to be a hardship upon the 
railroad companies, imposed by their own shrewdness, a clause that 
they should be required, as the Senator states, to pay 2 or 3 cents per 
acre, the cost of surveying; and after that those companies have sought 
exemption from taxation for these many years, and not only that, but 
have really made that the cause of increasing their own revenues, 
because not yet having taken patents, exercising rights of absolute own- 
ership, when they make a sale of-this land to the citizen that is one of 
the inducements for a larger price that these very railroad companies 
obtain from him on the condition that they will not apply for or re- 
ceive a patent for a certain number of years, which will exempt the 
land from taxation in theirhands. Therefore, a double wrong is perpe- 
trated, first to exempt themselves from taxation and then to extort a 
larger price for their land by reason of this favorable condition which 
they can give to it. 

This very same railroad, as other railroads in the West to which the 
Senator refers, because they had included a section that the right of 
way should not be taxed, escaped taxation for all their depots, for all 
theirimprovements, their round-houses, and all their property, and they 
bid defiance in the 1,500 miles through which they pass to all the Ter- 
ritories through which they go, and do not pay a dollar of taxation. 

I thank the Senator from Connecticut for having introduced the bill 
at this time. The Committee on Public Lands have been giving con- 
siderable time during this session to mature a bill which shall reach 
all the railroads to which donations of land have been given, and they 
hope to make a favorable report upon a kindred bill at the next session 
of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. One would suppose from the statement of the case, 
as this matter is discussed, that this was a new question. It has been 
before Congress now for several years, certainly for four years as reported 
from the Department of the Interior with a recommendation that some 
legislation should be had upon the subject. It is beyond the power of 
the executive department of the Government. There is nothing that 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office can do with reference to this matter. All the evils complained 
of exist and have existed for years, and Secretary after Secretary has 
reported to this body the evils, the full evils, and requested legislation 
to enable the ent to protect the settler who goes into the new 
country and does not buy of the railroad company, but takes Govern- 
ment land, who pays taxes while his neighbor buying from the railroad 
company pays no taxesatall. If there is any fault anywhere, it lies 
with the legislative department of the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado, who I know has very great familiarity with this subject-matter, 
whether this is not the prime difficulty: As I understand the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court, the lands are not taxable because the rail- 
road corporations have not paid the small pittance required per acre as 
the cost of the survey of the lands; therefore it follows that the Gov- 
ernment has a certain interest in the land, and consequently it is not 
taxable for State, Territorial, and municipal purposes. Now, if there 
should be a change in the law, repealing the provisions that required 
the railroad companies to pay this paltry sum for the survey of the 
land, would not these lands then be taxable as a matter of course; and 
is not that the character of legislation which is required of Congress ? 

Mr. TELLER. On the 2dofJuly, 1864, an act of Congress was passed, 
which is to be found in 13 Statutes at Large, page 365, the twenty-first 
section of which is as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That before any land granted by this act shall becon- 
veyed to any company or party entitled thereto under this act, there shall first 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States the cost of surveying, selecting, 
and conveying the same by the said company or party in interest as the titles 
shall be required by said company, which amount shall, without any further ap- 
propriation, stand to the credit of the proper account, to be used by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, for the prosecution of the survey of the pub- 


lic lands along the line of said roads, and so from year to year, until the whole 
shall be completed, as provided under the provisions of this act, 


This was inserted in the amendatory act concerning the Pacifie rail- 
roads in 1864, and was for the purpose, or supposed to be, I presume, by 


the legislative department, of compelling the company to bear the bur- 
dens of the surveys. In some instances the companies have paid for 
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their surveys, but in very few cases have they paid. In the last report 
which I had the honor of submitting I presented a full and detailed 
statement of the amount that was still due and ought to be paid. In 
the three reports that I submitted to Congress I presented this question 
every time, as my predecessors had been doing from three to five years, 
as I recollect. 

The decision now spoken of was delivered recently, but the original 
decision was delivered by the Supreme Court five or six years ago. 
Some of the Senators may be more familiar with the date and can say. 
The subject has been here again and again. Of course, if this provis- 
ion of the law was repealed it would be very much better than to allow 
the railroad companies to continue to hold these lands free from taxa- 
tion; but perhaps there is another remedy. As was 3 by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], a bill before the Committee on 
Public Lands is now receiving the attention of that committee, and I 
have no doubt it will be reported. 

Mr. HOAR. How rapidly can the companies do what they are bound 
to do on their part? 

Mr. TELLER. Most of these surveys are already made. There are 
millions of acres that these companies are having the benefit of that 
have been surveyed for years. I know in some sections the land has 
been surveyed ten years, and much of it is occupied by the people. The 
men occupying the railroad lands pay no tax upon their lands, while 
the man on the adjoining section pays tax on his lands. It is a ery- 
ing evil in the Western country, and it can not be said by the legislative 
department that they have not had full knowledge of the evil, and 
that a remedy has not been proposed by the executive department. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very much pleased to see the interest taken in 
this subject, which I have labored in for many years. On two 
occasions the Senate has passed a bill by me from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to do exactly what the Senator from Colorado 
has so eloquently and graphically said ought to be done, to wit, tax 
the land of the Pacific railroad companies and all their branches, but 
for some reason or other it did not succeed in getting through the other 
House of Congress. 

The decision which the Senator from Connecticut spoke of in regard 
to the Northern Pacific lands has been recently announced; but until 
that time, as far as I am aware, no suspicion arose that those lands were 
not subject to taxation. 

The general question, as has been said by the Senator from Nebraska, 
is under consideration by the Committee on Public Lands now; and re- 
enforced as this subject seems to be now by a large number of Senators 
who are awake to the robbery that has been going on for a number of 
years, I hope a proper measure will pass Congress when it comes be- 
fore it, and will not have to go begging for supporters as heretofore. 

Mr. DOLPH. In addition to what has been said, I think that per- 
haps a word of explanation with regard to the decision which has been 
made by the Supreme Court upon the subject of the taxation of railroad 
lands would not be inappropriate. 

The decision made several years ago by the Supreme Court, and which 
has been referred to by the Senator from Colorado, was a decision made 
in relation to the lands which were granted to the Union and Central 
Pacific Railroad Companies. The proviso, as I recollect now, in regard 
to the payment by those companies of the eost of survey was included 
in the original act of Praia omega and therefore there was no question 
made as to the liability of the companies to pay the cost of survey. It 
was held by the Supreme Court that until the cost of survey was paid 
the Government of the United States had such an interest in the lands 
that they could not be taxed and sold for taxation by the States or 
Territories. But in the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
although the act was passed, I think, on the same day as the act making 
the grant which was under consideration by the Supreme Court some 
years ago, the granting act did not contain this provision, and the clause 
requiring the payment of the cost of survey was contained in a subse- 
quent act amending the original charter of the company. It was con- 
tended by the 88 that it was unconstitutional; that it c 
the terms of the original grant; that it interfered with the vested rights 
of the company; but as I understand it the company did acquiesce and 
pay under protest various sums claimed by the Interior Department. 
It is only recently that the Supreme Court has decided that the amend- 
atory act was constitutional. It had been previously decided by a court 
in Dakota Territory, and I think probably in one of the States, perhaps 
Minnesota, that the amendatory act requiring payment of the cost of 
survey was unconstitutional and void, but the Supreme Court has held 
that Congress had power to make that provision. That decision has 
only been made within a few weeks past. 

I only rose to make this statement in regard to the adjudications 
which have been made, and to give the reason why the last decision of 
the Supreme Court was upon a different point than had been decided 
by the court several years ago. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The statement made by the Senator from Colo- 
rado is correct; the fault in this matter does lie with Congress. Their 
attention has been called to the subject year after year by reports from 
the Department over which he presided and by his predecessors before 
him, and it has been substantially called to the attention of Con 
by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States; — — 
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colleague on the committee, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], has 
stated that in the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses he, as well 
as myself, introduced bills for the purpose of correcting this very mat- 
ter. In the Forty-eighth Congress it was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. The bill came out of that committee not entirely as was desired, 
but possibly it was hoped it would be amended in the Senate. We suc- 
ceeded in having that bill placed upon the Special Calendar, and there 
it remained on the Special Calendar and was the next bill to be reached 
at the adjournment of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

That is the history of the matter as far as Congress is concerned, and 
I rejoice that the Senator from Connecticut has called the attention of 
the Senate to the matter, and that we have had this discussion upon 
it, because it will facilitate the disposition of the question. 

These railroad companies first came and asked Congress to put this 
little condition within the granting bills, knowing the effect that it 
would have to protect their lands from taxation; and then, to embarrass 
matters still more, these very railroad companies came into court and 
asked to have it declared unconstitutional. That is certainly strange. 

My colleague from Nebraska suggests that we should repeal the clause 
imposing this two or three cents an acre, the cost of survey, upon these 
companies, They have enjoyed the benefit of that for ten years and 
more, and Congress can require the payment of that cost, and can also 
require them to pay the taxes annually. I suggest that it will not be 
necessary now to relieve them from even the payment of that small 
sum. The Supreme Court certainly decided at one term that these 
companies had sufficient title in the lands to execute a mortgage on 
them. If they had title sufficient to mortgage, and there was a default 
in the payment, then the mortgagee could sell the lands and deprive 
the Government of its inchoate right to the lands. The very same 
court in the next few years, with the same members, decided that these 
railroads have not title sufficient to be taxed, because if the lands could 
be taxed they could be sold for non-payment of taxes and thereby de- 
prive the Government of its two or three cents upon the acre, the cost 
of survey, while it had held that their title was sufficiently good to 
mortgage, and if that mortgage was foreclosed the Government would 
be equally deprived of its inchoate right to this property. 

That is the attitude of this question. Nothing more need be said. It 
has been correctly stated, and I congratulate the Northwest, the country 
through which these railroads run, which have been exempt from tax- 
ation for their immense domain, that attention has thus early been 
called to it. It when the matter shall be presented from the 
Committee on Public Lands an active as well as a successful consider- 
ation and disposition of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. , 

AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and 
dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer an amendment to be proposed to the bill (H. 
R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers and sailors, The amendment I propose is to increase 
the pensions of minor children. I move that the amendment be ro- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That John W. Cheek have leave to withdraw his eee and papers 
in respect to his claim from the files, no adverse report having been made therein, 


On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Schuchardt be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Ordered, That the papersin the case of Gideon Walker be withdrawn from the 
files for the purpose of reference to the Committee on War Claims of the House 
of Representatives. 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers relating to the case of 
Mrs. Margaret Smith be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John R. Harrington be withdrawn from 
the files for the purpose of their being referred to the Committee on Patents of 
the House of Representatives, 


On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 

Ordered, That the in the fJ h R. Sha be taken from th 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. ia HET oh caer 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the legal representatives of Joseph Torrey, the 
memorial of the legal representatives of William Johonnot, and the memorial 
of the legal representatives of Thomas Blackwell, together with the documents 
from the Treasury with them 5 connected, be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


COPIES OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resol the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


That 
rected to furnish the Library of the Senate with 40 copies of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. $ 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. An error was made in a bill which 
passed the Senate last week, being the bill (S. 637) for the erection of 
a public building at Hudson, N. Y. I desire to move that the House 
of Representatives be requested to return the bill to the Senate for re- 


consideration. 
That order will be made if there be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. I enter at the same time a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 
EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate the report of Sheldon Jackson on education in Alaska. 
SPECIAL LAND AGENTS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 


as to the names and number of special agents employed his Department for 
of the detection of frauds in the en 


the purpose ies of public lands; length of 
time employed, N Fy com tion and expenses paid to each; the 
number of cases sent to said s agents for investigation and report; the 


number of cases reported upon y each of said nts; and during what period 

of time; the number of cases of entries of public lands which have been sus- 
nded and which under the rules of the Department will require to be specially 
vestigated before being finally decided. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that from a committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest an amendment in regard to the num- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not if the amendment is agreed to. Theamend- 
ment is ‘‘also the number found in the employment of the Department 
at the time he took of it.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that; but what I am desirous 
of ascertaining is how long it will take with the present machinery of 
the Department to get rid of all the cases which are now under inves- 
tigation, in order that we may know something of what to expect in re- 
gard to the disposition of public land entries during the next fiscal year 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be better, then, to go back and see 
how long these men have been in the service investigating these matters? 

Mr. PLUMB. If you refer to those now in his employ, if you want 
to know how long they have been there, I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And how long the same number of persons have 
been employed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. The resolution is not for 
the purpose of imputing toany one in the Department a neglect of duty, 
but for the p of showing the relation of this special service to the 
work it has to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then we ought to know how long an equal num- 
ber of persons or any number have been in this kind of work. 
I understand the object of the Senator. e is perfectly right in it. 
We ought to know when this thing is going to be wound up. I under- 
stand a certain number have been employed. I have examined the 
register of the Interior Department in 1884 and the register issued a few 
days ago, and they correspond, my recollection is, almost exactly as to 
thenumber. I have not gone back to trace up how long there has been 
that number employed in this special service. I found that there were 
three special inspectors of surveyors-general and district land offices ; 
twenty-six or twenty-seven inspectors of timber depredations, and then 
thirty-six or thirty-seven of another class. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no objection, but I should like to get at 
the whole subject, to know how long we are to keep up this branch of 
the service; and I suggest that the resolution require a report of the 
length of time this force or anything equal to it has been in the em- 
ployment of the Government. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think in order to enable the Senator to prepare his 
amendment the resolution had better be printed and go over. We shall 
then be able to make it correspond with his idea. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


PROHIBITION OF CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. On Thursday last I introduced Senate 
bill 1483, which, at my request, was laid on the table. One object of 
the bill is to ab: te all treaty provisions existing between the United 
States and the Chinese Government in so far as they permit the coming 
of Chinese to the United States and in so far as they inhibit the Con- 
gress of the United States from absolutely prohibiting the coming of 


Chinese to the United States. I shall on Tuesday of next week, the 
23d instant, request the Senate to proceed to the consideration of that 
bill solely for the purpose of enabling me to submit some remarks in 
support of the bill, at which time I shall endeavor to show to the satis- 
faction of all that it is not only within the power of the Congress of the 
United States to abrogate a treaty, but that that doctrine has been rec- 
ognized by every department of the Government for nearly ninety 
years past, commencing with an act of Congress passed over eighty- 
seven years apo abrogating our treaty with France. 

I shall further attempt to show at that time that it has become a duty 
of the United States Government to get rid of whatis commonly known 
as the. Burlingame treaty and all other treaties existing between the 
United States Government and the Government of China which in 
any manner permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, and if 
it can not be done by negotiations between the two governments—and 
it has not been done—that it now becomes a bounden duty, the provis- 
ions of these several treaties having become pernicious to the peace and 
3 and general welfare of this country, to abrogate them by act 
of Congress. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 34) to authorize the East and West Railroad Company 
of Alabama to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River; and 

A bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the Mississippi Water-power and 
Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River. 

The bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and to change their names or locations was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana, was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 5544) to amend section 304 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
to have that bill acted upon now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to put upon its passage a House bill 
without reference. 

Several SENATORS. What is it? 

Mr. BECK. I will state what it is. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to object to the consideration of the bill to 
interfere with unfinished business—no further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 5544) to amend section 304 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Has that been to any committee of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say one word. If there is a single ob- 
jection I have not a word to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
leave to be heard. No objection being made, he will p 

Mr. BECK. The bill came from the House and is an exact copy of 
section 3613 of the Revised Statutes, which gives to any assistant treas- 
urer or designated depositary the right to make the appointment pre- 
cisely as this gives the right to the Treasurer. The Treasurer now has 
no such power by section 304 except to authorize the assistant treasurer 
to act. The assistant treasurer to-day is sick, and the Treasurer him- 
self, I am advised this morning, is hardly able to be at his office. The 
only provision of this bill is that he shall have the same power given 
to him when he himself is unable to be in his office that section 3613 
gives to all the designated depositaries and assistant treasurers. That 
is all there is in the bill, and I thought perhaps there would be no ob- 
jection to its immediate consideration and p: 

Mr, ALLISON. I think this bill had better lie over. 

Mr. BECK. Then let it go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no harm in letting it go over one day, 
because to-morrow the Finance Committee meet. If it should turn 
out that it is a matter of pressing importance it can be reported at 
once. It is a very bad precedent, as the Senator knows, to pass bills 
without examination. 

Mr. BECK. I know it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to point out that this bill does not dis- 
close by its title what it means. It is merely a bill to amend a certain 
section of the Revised Statutes. A hill with such a title passes with- 
out any knowledge by the public of what is going on. No bill ever 

y 


It is subject 


ought to without having the title distin: lose its object. 
The P. IDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication, under 
eee gr pensar. eee o Interior, and the accom: Corr mg pr fend 
last annual report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific way 


Company. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mansion, February 15, 1886. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that is the report of the Govern- 
ment directors of the et e Railroad for the last year. 

The PRESIDENT pore. Les, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. La suggest that that report should be printed in 
connection with the other report of the Union Pacific Railroad Directors 
ordered by the Senate a few days ago to be printed. Ifthe Chair will 
allow it to lie on the table until the Senator 8 Iowa [Mr. Witson] 
can examine it, I shall call his attention to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the message 
will lie on the table for the present. 


SAC AND FOX AND IOWA RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the yay | 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a . of = 12th instant from the 3 of 
the Interior, submitting, with accom the draughtofa bill 
by the Co: of Indian 8 e third section of act of 
March 3, 1885, © “to one A of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian res- 


ervation in the d Kansas, and for other purposes.“ 
The matter is presented for the consideration and action of 


GROVER VELAND. 


Exxcurtvyx Mansion, February 18, 1888. 
JUDICIAL BUSINESS IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MAHONE. I offer the following resolution and ask its immedi- 
ate consideration: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United . . 
TFT cases in which the United States 
a party or interested 
pat district of Virginia at 
in year „ and that 


Renate copies 
of Justice — to any such appointment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that lie over and be printed. We can look 
at it to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolution 
will lie over and be printed. 
LAND-GRANT RAILROADS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the anong resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Tulariog be directed to tahoe e 
e E ublic land granted in the State of Nebraska to the land- 
t railroads wi . 
eee. in Nebraska, and the n 
in the remainder of said grant, the probable cost of such survey, and the num- 
ber of acres patented in said State by each of said railroads. 


REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 

Mr. DOLPH. On the Ist of February I reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands Senate bill 1296, with a written No. 69. I 
am informed that the report has been exhausted, that there is but a 
single copy left. It is in considerable demand by Senators, many cor- 
respondents making inquiries in regard to what is proposed. I move 
that the report be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from es moves to 
reprint for the use of the Senate Report No. 69, on the bill (S. 1296) to 
repeal all laws providing for the e of the public lands, the 
laws allowing entries for timber-culture, and for other purposes. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the order to reprint is 
made. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 

DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that he had this day approved 


the following 5 
An act (S. 377 ting a pension to Matthias Leckner; 
uae act (S. 126 to aie: the name of the National Bank of Winona; 


An act (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank, of Little 
sae Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
k, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint gy oo H. Res. 
105) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies on Reuben Ell late a 
eee in Congress; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Them also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


MISSION INDIANS OF CALIFORNIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is now closed. 

Mr. DAWES. I have received this morning a letter from the See- 
retary of the Interior stating the great necessity of immediate action 
upon a billonthe Calendar. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will allow it to be brought up and considered. If it causes debate I 
shall not press it this morning. 

Me BLAIR. I have no objection to its being considered up to 2 
o’clock. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the letter be read as a justification for ask- 
ing for the consideration of the bill. The order of business is 104, Sen- 
ate bill 53. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE IxTERIOR, Washington, February 13, 1888. 
Sm: This Department has just received reliable information regarding the 
condition of the Mission Indians of California, with special reference to their 
land matters. Among other things it is reported that white men are making 
every effort to wrest all the agricultural lands from them; are constructing ir- 
rigating ditches which will deprive them of water, and inat the Indians are 
greatly disco because of the disputes over and the uncertainty of their 
title to the lands which they 8 
On December 21, 1885, the Dresi ent laid before Congress detailed information 
as to —— condition of these Indians, witha draught of a bill fortheir relief. (Seo 
Sena’ ve Document No. 15, Forty ninth Congress, first session.) 
The te . a I 3 has already bee rted upon by your committee, 
and is now en before the Senate oo tion, 
* and necessary eee ee speedily be done to 
from the embarrassments and hinderances which now sur- 
round Meson — the 8 considered best and most feasible to accomplish 
the bill presented as above stated, the Department 
dee be ld be greatly relier relieved if it could receive early consideration and action by 
rder that the work necessary to be done may be entered upon at 
noes . eaen practicable date. 
‘ery respectfully, 


L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN committee on i Aia, 

ited States Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say ae this same bill or substantially this bill 
passed the Senate at its last session. I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will allow it to be brought up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 53. 

7 Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that will not interfere with the unfinished 
usiness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock has not yet 
arrived. The question is on the motion to take up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 53) for the relief of the 
Mission Indians in the State of California was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


interrupted by, : 
The PRESIDENT 7 ie ners The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the r to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


ness, which is the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and tempo- 
rary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that bill the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
has the floor. 

Mr.DAWES. The Senator from Alabama has kindly consented that 
it may be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the unfinished business be informally laid aside without being dis- 
prone with a view to continue the consideration of the bill pending at 

the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall have the right to object if it leads to debate, 
but the Senator from Massachusetts thinks there will be no debate, so 
I shall not interpose an objection now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 53) for the relief of the 
Mission Indians in the State of California continues before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4 of section 1, after the word ap- 
3 strike out two“ and insert three; so as to make the sec- 
tion 


That enge the passage of this act the Secretary of the Interior 
shall appoint three disinterested persons as commissioners to arrange a just and 
satisfactory settlement of the Nee Indians residing in the State of California 


upon reservations which shall be secured to them as hereinafter provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 5, after the word fam- 
ily,’’ to insert not more than 640 acres nor less than; ;” after the word 
“acres,” in line 7, to strike out of which 10 acres shall be arable 
land and insert at the discretion of said Secretary, of which such 
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proportion, not exceeding 10 acres, as he shall deem for the best inter- 
est of the allottee, shall be arable land;’’ in line 11, after the word 
Lage,; to insert “not less than;“ and in the same line, after the 
word “‘acres,’’ to insert ‘‘ apportioned in like manner; ” so as to make 
the section read: 

Src, 4. That whenever any of the Indians residing upon any reservation pat- 
ented under the provisions of this act shall desire allotments of land in sever- 
alty, the Secretary of the Interior may cause allotments to be made to such In- 
dians in quantity as follows: To each of a family, not more than 640 nor less 
than 160 acres, at the discretion of said Secretary, of which such roportion, not 
exceeding lo acres, as he shall deem for the best interest of the allottee, shall be 
arable land; to each single person over twenty-one years of age, not less than 
80 acres, apportioned in like manner. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 6, toadd: ‘‘Or to bring 
any suit, in the name of the United States, in the circuit court of the 
United States for California that may be found necessary to the full pro- 
tection of the legal or equitable rights of any Indian or tribe of Indians 
in any of such lands;“ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That in cases where the lands occupied by any band or village of In- 
dians are wholly or in within the limits of any confirmed private grant or 
grants, it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States, upon 

uest of the Secretary of the Interior, through special counsel or otherwise, 
to defend such Indians in the rights secured to them in the original grants from 
the Mexican Government and in an act for the government and protection of 
Indians passed by the Legislature of the State of California April 1850, or to 
bring any suit, in the name of the United States, in the circuit court of the United 
States for California, that may be found n to the full protection of the 
legal or equitable rights of any Indian or tribe of Indians in any of such lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in opening my remarks this morning 
on the subject of this bill to promote the general welfare by educating 
the illiterates in the States, I wish to read an extract from the speech 
delivered by Mr. Bayard in the Senate when this bill was under con- 
sideration before, and I do it more for the purpose of endeavoring to 
impress upon the Senate the great importance of this measure than of 
presenting the views of that eminent gentleman before the Senate; for 
if I were to do that, in justice to him I should have read at the desk 
the entire argument, which is certainly a very able one: 

I say, Mr. President, that the concession of this power to Congress must end 
in the withering of the States and in the destruction of their necessary reserved 
powers, The power of taxation is the most far-reaching and comprehensive 
power confided to government, which can be exercised in such way and under 
such conditions and to such extent as Congress shall see fit in its discretion, 

m the necessities of the subject it rests solely and is restrained only by the 
discretion of the department to which itisdelegated. The measure ofthe tax bur- 
den Congress alone can control; the subjects of the burden are restricted by the 
Constitution expressly as in the case of export duties and impliedly as to the in- 
strumentalities of the States, but if it be conceded that the power to lay taxes 
can include subjects not within the jurisdiction of Congress but expressly and 
admittedly and necessarily under State control, then I say you have embarked 
upon a principle never before heard of or claimed, and which is dan; us in 
the extreme. I know this bill will be held as a precedent,in myju ent a 
most dangerous one, which will go far to destroy all demarkation between the 
powers and the duties of the General Government and the powers and duties 
of the State governments. This to me is alarming, and because I can not pass 
it by in silence I have said thus much 

Perhaps the Senate will not be offended, after having listened to that 
declaration of Mr. Bayard, at my being compelled to go further in this 
discussion than I went on last Thursday, when my remarks were not 
completed. I regret it, because the Senate is not disposed to listen even 
to so grave a question as this. I see that the minds of most Senators 
are absolutely made up on the subject, and that what I shall say will 
not have the slightest impression in changing their views of this very 
grave and serious question. But still the people exist, and the people 
are thoughtful, and we have been taught through many years of long and 
trying experience to understand that after all the true wisdom of leg- 
islation and government in this country rests in the sober second 
thought’’ of the people. I appeal to them that they will hear and con- 
sider the arguments which are being submitted upon this bill, and after 
having heard and considered them they will take such measures as they 
think best adapted for the preservation of their own liberties, 

Having promised the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] that I would 
endeavor to point out the distinction between the execution of the trust 
under which Congress holds the public lands for the benefit of the 
States and the power of Congress to create new trusts on behalf of the 
States or the people and to tax the country to raise money at its dis- 
cretion, I must keep my promise. 

The original thirteen States owned all the lands within their present 
borders, and six of them, namely, Georgia, South Carolina, North Caro- 
lina, Virginia, New York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, owned large 
areas of land lying between the Spanish ions on the south, the 
Canadian line on the north, and the Mississippi River on the west. 
The seven States that had no such territorial appanages made great 
complaint of the overbalancing power that would result to the other 


six States from this excess of outlying domain. So serious was the 
trouble, that Maryland refused, for two years, to unite with the Con- 
federacy, and did not come in until an understanding was reached that 
these waste and unappropriated lands,” as they were styled, should 
be ceded to the United States for the common benefit of all the States. 

Iam stating this history briefly and succinctly to avoid wearying 
the Senate with a recital of facts familiar to all. New York made the 
first cession of lands, on March 1, 1781, „to and for the only use and 
benefit of such of the States as are or shall become parties to the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation.” This deed was not to the Government of the 
United States, but it was ‘‘to the States.“ On the 4th of March, 1774, 
Thomas Jefferson, Samuel Hardy, Arthur Lee, and James Monroe, on 
behalf of the State of Virginia, made a deed of cession of all the vast 
domain in the northwest ‘‘ unto the United States, in Congress assem- 
bled, for the benefit of the said States, Virginia included.“ Why to 
the Congress assembled? Because Congress was the real trustee, not 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask a question as to boundaries? No lands 
were granted west of the Mississippi, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. None at all. They came in under the Louisiana 
purchase. Virginia reserved out of the grant large areas of land in 
Ohio, Kentucky, and Indiana, for the benefit of her soldiers and other 
donees; on the 19th April, 1785, Massachusetts ceded her Jands lying 
west of Pennsylvania to the United States of America, for their ben- 
efit, Massachusetts inclusive.” 

On the 13th December, 1786, Connecticut ceded her lands west of 
Pennsylvania, except a tract called The Western Reserve, to the 
United States of America, in Congress assembled, for the common use 
and benefit of said States, Connecticut inclusive.“ This cession is still 
more specific in the description of Congress as the trustee for the benefit 
of the States, Connecticut included. Connecticut, on the 20th May, 
1800, ceded the political jurisdiction over the Western Reserve, now 
in Ohio, to the United States,“ but reserved to the State and those 
claiming from or under it the title “‘to the soil of said tract of land.” 
I will read the language of that reservation: 

Whereasthe Con of the United States, at their session begun and holden 


in the city of Philadelphia, on the first Monday of December, in the year 1799, 
made and passed an act in the words following, to wit— 


Here follows the act of Congress of the 28th of April, 1800— 


therefore, in consideration of the terms and in compliance with the provisions 
and conditions of the said act, 

Be it enacted by the governor and council and house of representatives in General 
Court assembled, That the State of Connecticut doth hereby renounce forever, for 
the use and benefit of the United States, and of the several individual States, who 
may be therein concerned res; ively, and of all those deriving claims or titles 
from them, or any of them, all territorial and jurisdictional claims whatever, 
under any grant, charter or charters whatever, to the soil and jurisdiction of 
any and all lands whatever lying westward. northwestward, and southwest- 
ward, of those counties in the State of Connecticut, which are bounded west- 
wardly by the eastern line of the State of New York, as ascertained by agree- 
ment between Connecticut and New York, in the year 1733; excepting only 
from this renunciation, the claim of the said State of Connecticut, and of those 
claiming from or under the said State of Connecticut, to the soil of said tract of 
land, in said act of Congress described under the name of the Western Reserve 
of Connecticut, 


Connecticut afterward sold this land, and the “fire lands,“ amount- 
ing to 4,300,000 acres, and founded her school system on this as a per- 
manent fund. 

On the 9th of August, 1787, South Carolina ceded her wild lands to 
the United States of America, for their benefit, Sonth Carolina inclu- 
sive,“ the words their benefit ’’ clearly meaning the separate States. 
A portion of this cession stretches across North Alabama. 

On the 25th of February, 1790, North Carolina, after making certain 
reservations, ceded her western possessions, now the State of Tennessee, 
and then having large white settlements, ‘‘ unto the United States of 
America for the benefit of said States, North Carolina inclusive,’’ 
said States’? meaning each and all the States. In the deed was this 
condition among others: 

Thirdly. That all the lands intended to be ceded by virtue of this act to the 
United States of America, and not 2 as before mentioned, shall be 
eonsidered as a common fund, for use and benefit of the United States of 
America, North Carolina inclusive, according to their respective and usual pro- 


portion in the general charge and expenditure, and shall be faithfully disposed 
of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatever, 


On the 24th of April, 1802, Georgia ceded the land included in Mis- 
sissippi and Alabama, for a cash payment out of the proceeds of the 
sales of the lands of $1,250,000, to the United States upon certain con- 
ditions, of which the second are as follows: 

Secondly. That all persons who, on the 27th day of October, 1795, were actual 
settlers within the territory thus ceded, shall be confirmed in all grants 1 ly 
and fully executed prior to that day by the former British government of West 
Florida, or by the government of Spain,and in the claims which may be de- 
rived from any actual survey or settlement made under the act of the State of 
Georgia, entitled An act for laying outa district of land situate on the river Mis- 
sissippi, and within the bounds of this State, into a county, to be called * Bour- 
1 the 7th day of February, 1755. 


Thirdly. That all the lands ceded by this agreement to the United States shall, 
after g the above-mentioned payment of $1,250,000 to the State of Georgia, 
and the nts recognized by the preceding conditions, be considered as a com- 
mon fund for the use and benefit of the United States, Georgia included, and 


shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
whatever, 


There is certainly enough in each of these cessions to show that the 
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original States, having outlying lands, gave up a beneficial interest in 
them to the States that had no such lands. They declared the beneficial 
interest to be reserved in themselves, and they all placed the United States 
in the attitude of their trustee, and as trustee of the new States to be 
formed from the ceded territory, to hold the proceeds in trust for all the 
States then existing or afterward to be formed as a common fund. 

As each new State has come in the United States has treated each as 
a sovereign, whose recognition as such conveyed the n recogni- 
tion of its dominion over the lands within its borders. In the case of 
Texas this right of dominion was recognized as being absolute to all 
her lands, and she ceded the right of navigation of her waters to the 
United States. 

Alabama was, in like manner, ized as a sovereign, and while her 
dominion over the land in her borders was not rightfully absolute (Geor- 
gia having sold that territory for a price), the rightof Alabama asa sover- 
eign over the land within her borders was recognized as being so far su- 
preme that she ceded the navigation of her waters to the United States, 
agreed not to tax the landsof the United States forfive years after they 
had gone into private ownership, reserved to herself all salt springs 
and every sixteenth section for school purposes, besides lands to build 
her State-house and to endow her university. These were reservations 
by Alabama, and not gifts of the United States. 

Alabama ceded her waste lands, just as Virginia did, to the United 
States. Without any express reservation, she retained the ownership 
of the beds of her navigable waters and still holds them, and this be- 
cause she, as a sovereign, must own all the lands in her borders that 
she has not expressly ceded. 

This law was all settled in Pollard’s Lessees rs. Hagan, in 3 How- 
ard’s Reports, from which opinion I will read afew extracts. I wish it 
were permissible for me to read the entire opinion. The question arose 
in this case as to whether the State was the owner of the borders of the 
Alabama River between high and low water mark, the river having re- 
ceded according to some natural events from its former borders, leaving 
quite a margin there, which the people of Mobile utilized by building 
on it piers and wharves, and that brought up the question. Say the 
Supreme Court, Mr. Justice McKinley delivering the opinion: 

Although this is the first time we have been called upon to draw the line that 
Separates the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the Government of the Union and 


the State governments over the subject in controversy, many of the ples 
which enter into and form the elements of the question have been settled b pre- 
vious well-considered decisions of this court, to which we shall have pads da to 


refer in the course of this investigation. 
The counsel for the plaintifs insisted, in a 
rived title to that parf of Alabama in which t 


Near Mobile— 


from the King of Spain; and that they succeeded to all his rights, powers, and 
jurisdiction over the territory ceded, and therefore hold the land and soil, under 
navigable waters, according to the laws and usages of Spain; and by those laws 
and usages the rights of a subject to land derived from the crown could not ex- 
tend beyond high-water mark, nor navigable waters, without an express grant; 
and that all alluvion belonged to the crown, and might be granted by this king, 
together with all land between high water and the channel of such navigable 
waters; and by the compact between the United States and Alabama, on her 
admission into the Union, it was agreed that the people of Alabama forever dis- 
claimed all right or title to the waste or unappropriated lands lying within the 
State, and that the sameshould remain at the sole disposal of the Uniteu States; 
and t all the navigable waters within the State should forever remain public 
highways, and free to the citizens of that State and the United States, without 
any tax, duty, or impost, or toll therefor imposed by that State. That by these 
articles of the compact the land under the navi: e waters and the public do- 
main above high water were alike reserved to United States, and alike sub- 
and to give any other construction to these com 

and the other new States all the public 


ment, that the United States de- 
e land in controversy lies 


ject to 5 
would be to yield up to 
within their limits. 


It must be admitted by every lawyer that that was a very strong case, 
stronger than I think can be cited in the history of any other State in 
the American Union. The Supreme Court say, commenting upon that 
argument: 

We think a proper examination of this subject will show that the United States 
never held any municipal sovereignty, jurisdiction, or right of soil in and to the 
territory of which A ma or any of the new States were formed, except for 
temporary purposes, and to execute the trusts created by the acts of the Virginia 
and Georgia Legislatures, and the deeds of cession executed by them to the 
United States, and the trusts created by the treaty with the French Republie of 
the 30th of April. 1803, ceding Louisiana, 


That covers the whole field. 


All that part of Alabama which lies between the thirty-first and thirty-fifth de- 

of north latitude was ceded by the State of Georgia to the United States 

y deed bearing date the 24th day of April, 1802, which is substantially in all its 

rinciples and stipulations like the deed of cession executed by Virginia to the 

nited States on the Ist day of March, 1784. by which she ed to the United 
States the territory northwest of the river Ohio. 


The court go on then to give the stipulations of the deeds, which I 
will pass over, and I omit also any attempt to read the argument of the 
court, coming down to the following statement: 


The compact made between the United States and the State of Georgia was 
sanctioned by the Constitution of the United States, by the third section of the 
fourth article of which it is declared that “ new States may be admitted by the 
Congress into this Union; but no new State shall be formed or erected within the 
jurisdiction of any other State, nor any State be formed by the junction of two 
or more States or parts of States, without the consent of Legislature of the 
States concerned, as well as of Congress.” 

When Alabama was admitted into the Union, on an equal footing with the 
original States, she succeeded to all the rights of sovereignty, ju 
eminent domain which Georgia at the date of the cession, except 


ds 


far as this right wasdiminished by the public lands remaining in the possession 
and under the control of the United States, for the temporary purposes provided 
for in the deed of cession and the legislative acts connected with it. Nothing 
remained to the United States, according to the terms of the agreement, but the 
public lands. And if an ress stipulation had been inserted in the agree- 
ment, nting the 5 right of sovereiguty and eminent domain to the 
United States, such stipulation would have been void and inoperative, because 
the United States have no constitutional capacity to exercise municipal jurisdic- 
tion, sovereignty, or eminent domain, within the limits of a State or elsewhere, 
except in the cases in which it is expressly granted. 

It might be well for some Senators who are in the habit of setting 
aside the opinions of all the enlightened men of the country to consider 
whether or not they can answer at least this statement by the Supreme 
Court in respect of the power of Congress to exercise a municipal juris- 
diction within a State. I take it, sir, the conducting of a school or the 
providing for the maintenance of a school is very clearly an act of mu- 
nici wer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Have not donations of lands been made by Con- 

to maintain colleges? 

Mr. MORGAN. A donation out of a fund that belongs to the States, 
certainly; and if Congress consents that a State shall resume its origi- 
nal right, that would scarcely be a donation. I continue the reading 
of the decision of the Supreme Court: 

We will now inquire into the nature and extent of the right of the United 
States to these lands— 

The lands conveyed by these deeds of cession, by the treaty for the 
purchase of the French territory, and the Spanish treaty under which 
we acquired Florida— 

We will now inquire into the nature and extent of the right of the United 
States to these and whether that right can in any manner affect or con- 
trol the decision of the case before us. This right originated in voluntary sur- 
renders, made by several of the old States, of their waste and unappropriated 
lands to the United States, under a resolution of the old Congress of the 6th of 
Se ber, 1780, recommending such surrender and cession to aid in paying the 

ublic debt incurred by the war of the Revolution. The object of the par- 

ies to these contracts of cession was to convert the land into money for the 
payment of the debt, and to erect new States over the territory thus ceded ; and 
as soon as these purposes could be accomplished, the power of the United States 
over these lands, as property, was to cease, 

Whenever the United States shall have fully executed these trusts the munici- 

l sovereignty of the new States will be complete throughout their respective 

rders, and they and the original States will be upon an equal footing in all re- 
spects whatever. We, therefore, think the United States hold the public lands 
within the new States by force of the deeds of cession, and the statutes connected 
with them, and not by any municipal sovereignty which it may be supposed 
they possess, or have reserved by compact with the new States, for that partic- 
ular purpose. The provision of the Constitution above referred to shows that 
no such power can exercised by the United States within a State. Sucha 
power is not sn apt t to the Constitution, but it is inconsistent with the 
spirit and intention of deeds of cession, 


I read now the conclusion of this opinion: 


Alabama is therefore entitled to the sovereignty and jurisdiction over all the 
territory within her limits, subject to the common law, to the same extent that 
Georgia possessed it before she ceded it to the United States. To maintain any 
other doctrine is to deny that Alabama has been admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, the Constitution, laws, and compact to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

= * * = * $ 


* 

By the ing course of reasoning we have arrived at these general conclu- 
sions: ag the shores of navigable waters, and the soils under them, were not 
granted by the Constitution to the United States, but were reserved to the States 
res ively; secondly, the new States have the same right, sovereignty, an 
jurisdiction over this subject as the original States; thirdly, the right of the 
United States to the public lands, and the power of Congress to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations for the sale and disposition thereof, conferred no 
power to grant to the plaintiffs the land in controversy in this case. The judg- 
ment of the supreme court of the State of Alabama is, therefore, affirmed. 


The United States can not even buy a lot of land in Alabama of one 
of her citizens on which to build a fort without the consent of the 
Legislature of that State, so strong and exclusive is the sovereignty of 
Alabama over the territory within her political jurisdiction. And the 
same is true of every new State that has come into the Union. 

They are all equal to the original States in every right. 

What then has become of these seven great trust estates ceded to the 
United States by the States I have named for the benefit of each and 

Much of it has been donated to the people by the votes of the repre- 
sentatives of the people, and much to works of internal improvement 
in like manner. Much to schools and universities; much to the States, 
and much has been sold to the people, and the money has gone into 
the common Treasury. 

In this way all the States have got the benefit of the fund accord- 
ing to the original contracts with the States. Even in the Louisiana 
purchase and in the treaties with Mexico and Spain the interests of 
prospective States have been provided for in a like manner. 

This ownership of the soil is property of the United States which the 
Constitution expressly empowers Congress to dispose of. It is property 
to which there is annexed a use, by contract, which Congress should 
respect far more than it has done. That use could not be better executed 
than to apply the lands or their proceeds to the education of the peo- 
ple, nor can better agents be ſound than the States, to all of whom, as 
States, the beneficial interest in the lands is expressly reserved re- 
3 not to the people of the different States, but reserved to the 

ta 

The beneficial use of these lands is not reserved to the people as such, 
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Constitution ̃ s — —— 
tution any such a o ing power raise 
money for the benefit of the States as I have shown the Senate the 
grant that does exist under these deeds of cession from the States to 
the United States of all the public lands in trust for the benefit of the 
States? 

The popoean is too plain for denial or debate, that when we pass 
the title of land to any private holder we do it as the trustee of the 
States under a power conferred by the States, and we are compelled to 
apply that money, if we honorably comply with our obligation, to the 
uses declared in the deeds of cession. But I will not undertake to am- 

lify a decision which is so entirely plain as that in Pollard’s Lessees vs. 
. IfI was trying this case before a justice of the peace I should 

think I had established enough to show the distinction between the exe- 
cution of a trust confided in Congress by a deed of cession made by a 
State and the power of Congress to tax that people for some other pur- 


ie shown that the whole power of Congress over the public lands 
ceded by the original States was derived from actual cessions made in 
trust for the States of the Union; that the power of Congress over these 
lands came from the States by express grant upon defined conditions. 
Can he show any grant of similar power to Congress to tax the people 
at large to raise subsidies for the States? 

Before proceeding further in this debate I must most respectfully pro- 
test against the assumption of the Committee on Education and Labor 
that Alabama is a land of darkness, a lazaretto of ignorance, which this 
committee describes it to be. If we are to be masqueraded here in the 
garb of a mendiant propia so as to excite the pity of Congress to give 
us liberal alms—which more resembles the backshish given to an Arab 
donkey-driver than that healing and comforting benefaction of sweet 
charity, which the right hand gives without the knowledge of the teft 
hand—let us at least have credit, in our misery, for good intentions and 
honest efforts to relieve ourselves from this humiliating condition. 

The committee say that in 1880, six years ago, the census tables show 
that we had in Alabama 433,447 people who could not write and were 
over ten years old. I do not believe this statement. Let us make a 
few comparisons. In 1860 the census returns credited Alabama with 
38,000 people who can not read and write, and of these 455 were free 
colored people. That in this matter, only related to free peo- 
ple. Massachusetts had in 1860 46,921 illiterates; in 1870 she had 74,- 
935; in 1880 she rose to 92,980. New York in 1860 had 121,878 illit- 
erates; in 1870 she had 163,501, and in 1880 she rose to the dizzy height 
of 219,600. I donot believe these figures either, but as the bill is based 
on the eee Of the people whom 
we attempted to educate in Alabama up to 1860 only 38,000 were illit- 
erate. In 1870, after five years of war, and five more of robbery, which 
was worse than war, during which the school revenues were despoiled 
almost to annihilation, we come out with 31,001 white female and 17,- 
429 white males over twenty-one who were unable to read and write 
and 43,629 over ten and under twenty-one. Total of white illiterates, 
92,059. The illiteracy of the negroes was then greatly underestimated 
at 257,712. That census was a mere travesty on the true statistical his- 
tory of the country. 

The census of 1880 is a mere estimate or approximation to the truth. 
It estimates an illiteracy of 38.1 per cent. of the white race over ten 
years of age in Alabama. There is not a member in either House of 
this Congress that does not know that this isa false estimate. In 1880 
we had a white population of 662,185 of a total population of 1,262,505; 
of this number 421,328 were between five and seventeen years old. Our 
school ages are between seven and twenty-one years, and it is on this 
basis, and not on the basis of the census of 1880, that we must make 
our estimate of the illiteracy which we intend to try to cure by law. 
Now, to say that 38 per cent. even of these persons of school age can 
not write is certainly a rash statement, whether it is applied to blacks 
or whites, 

The number of persons of school age in Alabama by the latest school 
census, taken in 1885, was 420,413. Of this number 143,037 white chil- 
dren and 90,872 colored were enrolled as pupils in the public schools. 
In all 233,909, an increase over the preceding year of 18,331. Our sys- 
tem of education is free, but not compulsory. We paid last year 3,565 
teachers of white schools, an increase of 107 teachers, and 1827 teachers 
of colored schools, an increase of 103. The total school fund for the 
year 1885 was $511,540.05. This does not include $16,500 for the edu- 
cation of the deaf, dumb, and blind, nor $24,000 paid to the University 
of Alabama, nor $20,280 to the Agriculture and Mechanical College, in 
all $60,500, which are included as a part of the expenses of the State 
government. Nor does it include the sum of more than $50,000 of addi- 
tions to the educational fund and paid in salaries to the State superin- 
tendent and his clerks. 

The cost of education is over $600,000 per annum to the people of 
Alabama, and this is a tax of more than 50 cents per capita upon every 
human being in the State. A small matter to us, but it is, with the 
poll-tax, $6 a year toa man with a wife and eight children who may 
prefer a private or neighborhood school. If this bill proposed to re- 
duce this burden it would at least be humane; but it popoe only 
to give another sum equal to this, taken from the people by Federal 


taxation, for eight years, which means forever, so as either to double 
the number of teachers or to double the amounts of their salaries. 

It seems to me that 5,392 teachers of the public schools—1 teacher 
to 43 pupils—is not a scant allowance. 

The pernio ol Alabama and the entire South have always educated 
their chi chiefiy in private schools and neighborhood schools. 
Their expenditures in that way must be twice or three times as great 
as the sums raised by taxation for public schools. They will be along 
time in giving up this favorite pe. They have excellent reasons for 
this preference which I do not feel called upon to discuss at this time. 
Christian people always have a care as to how their children are taught 
and as to who teaches them. For the ordinary of our State 
government we paid last year $485,126, which does not include $333,723 
paid as interest on the public debt. 

When we are paying more to schools than we pay to the current ordi- 
nary expenses of the State government we are scarcely to be rated 
among the derelict States that the Senator from New Hampshire be- 
rates for their crimes or else commiserates for their poverty. When 
we are increasing our wealth at the rate of $7,000,000 a year, he need 
not fear that we will falter in the duty we are so successfully perform- 
ing of reducing the number of illiterates among our children. 

This bill confines its benefits to persons of the school age. It does 
not propose to educate the ignorant mass of voters over twenty-one who 
now fill up the ballot-boxes with votes that express nothing but their 
ignorance and a blind and slavish obedience to the will of their edu- 
cated leaders and bosses. Being a measure to reform the people so that 
ignorance shall no longer rule in this great complex system of dual 
governments, it omits to teach the voter to read and write, and attempts 
to save the country by teaching his children to read and write. That 
seems to be a good remedy, but it fails to reach the seat of the disease. 
Alabama would rather take her chances to relieve the afflicted who are 
suffering an epidemic of ignorance by the good old remedy of common 
sense and good nursing than to risk the new doctor among her people 
with this new patent medicine. 

The doctor says he will not come unless he is invited, but that he has 
the right to come without being called in. I am afraid that if he comes 
he will never g away. He will set the State up on crutches for eight 
years, and at the end of that time either the United States or the peo- 
ple of Alabama will have to supply the school system with a new set 
of props. Its powerful limbs will have shrunk from disuse, and it will 
falter in a path in which it now marches like a conquering army. The 
school system, forced into unnatural growth by the stimulus which 
raises its revenues from $500,000 to a million in a single day, will be 
the master of the State, and with its organized and organizing power 
will decree that the State in every policy shall obey its behests. When 
at the end of eight years the United States withdraw their support, 
the taxes of the people for the public schools will have to be doubled, 
or else the schools will go down. 

But, it is exclaimed, your people will make money even at that rate 
of taxation in the increase of the knowledge of reading, writing, and 
arithmetic. Our State does not want to make the people rich by tax- 
ing them. We tried that fifty years ago in our State-bank exploit, and 
wound up with a debt of $15,000,000, on part of which we are still 
paying the interest. 

e prefer to get rich by having an economical government and allow- 
ing our people to enjoy all they can of what they work for and in the 
way they think best. 

e argument as to the policy of this bill is not all on one side. 

I read now from the Nation, a weekly paper of high order, estab- 
lished more than twenty years ago in New York. 

The article from which I read is headed ‘‘ Connecticut’s warning 
against the Federal education scheme.“ 


All the pleas for Federal aid proceed upon the assumption that such aid will 
bea good thing for the South. It is this assumption which we combat, We 
maintain that the worst thing which could befall the cause of education in the 
South would be a series of liberal appropriations from the national Treasury for 
a series of years. We mean, of course, the worst thing in the long run, for no 
peewee’ upon such a matter is of any value which is not upon a long 

ook ahead. We are ready to admit that more Southern voters might be able to 
read ten years hence if $100,000,000 should be appropriated by Congress for use 
chiefly in Southern schools than if the States were left to their own resources; 
but we insist that this temporary gain in intelligence would be purchased at the 
cost of a permanent loss in character y more impo loss of self- 
reliance and self-respect. 

One fact counts for more than a volume of theorizing, and it is, therefore, most 
fortunate that the demoralizing influence of outside school funds can be con- 
clusively demonstrated from the experience of one of the oldest States in the 
Union. When Connecticut sold her Western Reserve lands the proceeds were 
devoted toa school fund, in the expectation that this assistance would serve ma- 
terially to elevate the standard of public education. The fund proved very pro- 
ductive, the income during the early part of this century varying from $70,002 ta 
$100,000 a year, which was a large sum of money for a small State in those days, 
when the cost of maintaining schools was so much less than now. Before they 
had this outside income the people of Connecticut supported their schools en- 
tirely by taxation, just as the people of the South are doing now. What was the 
effect of receiving this assistance? The answer shall be furnished by Mr. C. D. 
Hine, ee of the State board of education, a recognized authority in the 
matters of which he speaks: 
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coment rely Shey ot the tives WOS Se nd wee meee uctive, yielding $1.40 


om . of the school and when depended upon it. 
Sr and short.” Ja for the ‘San thie one rt of their ir schools, the — — 
the darkest period of 


came began to 
came productive and the income began to be distributed, Before that period 
year, according to the size of the district. After, and not long after, this new 
source of income was opened, 38 . 
three months, or just the time that this fund would maintain the schools. The 
sums which came as gratuities relieved the people of responsibility and dead- 
ened their interest, until B 
lasted. Re on the danger from ghis directio pas Sa ee 
The fun probably reach: ts producti elena an pee Oaa 
constantly decrease, The pub! a ust draw their sustenance from 
who are di y or indirectly benefited by them.“ 


id for H uch same everywhere, 
and if one were to try Aigerentiaüun it, he 555 not find the Southeru 
character l be demora by subsi rthern. The 
men who had this d set apart for the benefit of Connecticut’s schools un- 
doubtedly thought that they were doing the service ; but it has 
. people are now congrat that “the danger from 


thatthe inper can educate herself, and is alread E to do 

manly, 

a sone run, are left to work out 

or Wes South's future is that olear- 

headed Southern men are protesting pin nst the efforts of well-meaning but 
short-sighted Northerners to give the South school money out of the F. 

E Southern men see that she ought to raise and can raise 


Mr. President, that is ‘‘the sober second thought of Connecticut, 
and that article is based upon the experience of more than one hundred 
years. Connecticut having sold her Western Reserve in Ohio for money 
which she made the basis of her school relieving her people 
from all taxation and from all necessity of energetic means to or- 
ganize a good and sound school system, she herself at last really 
damaged by this great endowment, and she is appealing to her own 


Soei Gan bo reek ani AROE sale Se Mado. so as to master 
the difficulties of life as they arise and to let the Southern ealone 
and let them do the same thing. I wish that that writer known 


in respect to my State that she is gathering wealth upon a value of as- 
sessment (which we all know is very much lower than theactual value 
of property) at the rate of $7,000,000a year. Then he would have un- 
derstood that. there was a strong, courageous, and dutiful 
people that are engaged there in a work to which they are thoroughly 
committed and with which they are much in love, so much indeed that 
they spend more every year for schools than they do for the cur- 
rent expenses of the State government. That is progress eno for 
me. I confess, sir, that I am not in fayor of going too fast with any- 
thing. I would rather go a little slow and keep inside of the line of 
the Constitution. 

I would also read an article from the Morning Star, a paper published 
in North Carolina—very able—if I had the attention of the Senate, 
though I run some risk in it, because that editor is rash enough to call 
this bill the paternal pedagogue” bill, and I think he has a remark- 
ably good name for it. 

When the Senate adjourned on Thursday I had commenced to dis- 
cuss the proposition that this bill, if enacted into a law, will be a great 
and us abuse of the taxing power confided to by the 
Constitution. I had read from di of the Supreme of the 
United States, of which there are many, that declare that this is the 
most dangerous power that can exert—the power to destroy, 
even when unlimited or unrestrained, and that the framers of the Con- 
stitution must have intended to place checks and restraints upon this 
power which would at least preserve the people from destruction. 

It is utterly absurd and inconceivable that men who had fo: a at 
Concord and Bunker Hill before a Congress existed because the 
ment of Great Britain had asserted the right 8 

a rebellion and defended their new government until it strug- 
gled to its feet asa free, sovereign, and independent power, fighting and 
suffering as few people have ever done—that they should, after all that, 
deliberately place in their organic law a grant of power to Congress or 
827 body beg to eee 1 for any purpose that 

ingress might in its discretion to be necessary or proper to 
mote the general welfare.“ * 85 1 

No written constitution in any State of this Union or of any free 
country in the world has ever contained such a grant of power to any 
legislative tribunal. The most despotic autocrat that rules in any civ- 
ilized country would feel that his scepter was a mockery when com- 
pared with a grant of power like that which is claimed for 

Here are Republicans and Democrats claiming this absolutism in 
Congress as a doctrine bequeathed to us from fathers who had suffered 
for many decades and fought for six years to restrain the power of 
taxation within bounds that would not be fatal to liberty. 

I will read again to the Senate the statement of that bold and dan- 
gerous heresy as it is written in 1 Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor and as it is erystallized in this bill. 


In the last report made to the Senate, the one which we are now 


discussing, accompanying this bill, the committee say: 
The report referred to— 
Made by the same committee at the former session— 
The report referred to, and hereby adopted by your committee, is as follows. 


Now I read extracts— 


Our leading proposition is that the General Government possesses th wer 
and has imposed upon itself the duty of educating the people of the nited 
States whenever for any cause those people are deficient in that of edu- 


cation which is essential to the p Tae sng of their duties as citizens either of the 
United States or of the several States wherein they chance to reside. 


Again: 

Now, the right of self-defense, which is the right of self-preservation, is the 
right to live and to be. The right of the people to be at all implies andineludes 
5 right to constitute and maintain the state that is to say, government—and 

. its form, for human existence is impossible without government. 
Laine, ay dre, eee must know how to govern or it can not govern. Cana 
man do that which he knows not how todo? The poopie have distributed the 


functions of government between the national an ional or the State au- 
and have retained in themselves the initial exercise ofall er through 
the ballot. The ballot is the republican form of government in the nation 


and in the State. 


I read again: 

But Congress has express power “to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States,” and to exert —— ts utmost power of taxation to promote that which 
was one of the six ends enumerated in the preamble, and to secure 
wh Co: n itself was ordained and establi 


and the line — age mental . the masses of the people, which can 
be accom: by common tained by governmental power. 
I read again: 


Only ignorance is convertible into brute force. Ignorance is slavery. But for 
there would have been no slave. But for ignorance among the 


panel both ewes — 


I do wonder if any man who was ever in the confederate congress or 
in the confederate army or in any way identified with that period of 
trial and strife among the people of the South read that report and 
permitted it to go upon this record to disgrace the country. 

cow for ignorance among the nominally free there would have been no re- 

m. 

Was it the ignorance of New England that brought slaves into this 
country and sent them all over this land? No, sir; it was the wealth 
and the power, it was the luminous intelligence sok those people that 
caused them to go etn capture slaves in Africa, bring them here, 
and sell them to the people of the South. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading, but I will hear of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does not the Senator know that no member of the 
8 is responsible for the argument of the report but the chair - 


1 MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I did not 
wish to get up a controversy in the committee; but I read in this last 
report: 

The report referred to, and hereby adopted by your committee, is as follows. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to read an extract from that report: 

The committee unanimously approve the amount proposed to be appropriated 
in Se conan and its — the basis of illiteracy, and a majority recom- 
me 

The matter iter followin yee largely from a presentation of the subject made by the 
chairman of the . — on a former occasion, for which, as matter of argu- 
ment, the committee as a whole is not responsible, but the statistical tables and 
calculations having been prepared with considerable labor and care, and Pees 
substantially unchanged by later information, the same is incorporated with this 
supplementary report. 

I merely desire to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the fact that the chairman in presenting this report distinctly stated 
that the committee was not responsible for the argument which he 
made in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill passed before without any 
such statement as that. This report has been two years before tlie 

e of the United States without any disclaimer from any member 
of that committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to say that the disclaimer 
is in the original report. 

Mr. MORGAN. I speak of the report without any disclaimer of the 

t. I think if I had been on the committee that reported a bill 
which contained this language about the people of my country I should 
have found it out: 

The contest we now wage is with that still unconquered i 
white man and black man in all parts of the country which 
morseless fate to fields of death four long years, 

I have often heard it said that the people in the South were a hood- 
winked and blinded set of slaves who were led into secession and into 
battle by their leaders; but, sir, [deny that. The people of the South 


orange of both 
urried us by re- 
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forced their leaders into the struggle, and manya poor cowardly heart 
then beating inthe bosom of a so-called leader would have shrunk back, 
but that he knew he did not dare to do so in the presence of an enlight- 
ened and splendid people. That is the truth of history. 

Here goes this bill and this argument uncontradicted, and I am even 
reproached for trying to defend the people whom I have the honor in 
part to represent here against this attack upon their honor and intelli- 
gence. Iam expected to look at the sunlight of this blazing seventy- 
seven millions of burnished gold and become blind toall else in the world, 
likea child looking at the sun for a moment and afterward is unable to 
see the countenance of his mother who stands by his side. 

Some of the members of the committee say they never read that re- 
port, others say that they do not state this doctrine it that way; but 
in their speeches and in this bill those of the committee who have spoken 
all agree that this measure rests solely on the ground that it is intended 
and calculated ‘‘ to promote the general welfare,” and that the Consti- 
tution expressly confers upon Congress the power to promote the gen- 
eral welfare by the utmost exercise of the taxing power. They are all 
agreed on that point; nobody dissents from that proposition. I have 
stated it correctly and fairly. The chairman of the committee, as I 
understand his position, is not agreed with the Senator from Mississippi, 
who says this bill makes ‘‘a pure gift to the State upon condition sub- 

uent.” 

The view of the Senator from New Hampshire is that itis an appro- 
priation for a governmental purpose of the United States, in which the 
State is made a trustee, with liberty to accept or decline the trust. 
But if the trust is accepted, it must be executed in the manner and for 
the special uses declared in the act. The State becomes, in his view, 
the agent of the United States to apply and expend the appropriation, 
with no discretion as to the persons, within the school age, who are 
to have the benefits of the money appropriated, with no discretion as 
to the equality of all as to the privileges and school facilities to be 
enjoyed by each, with no power to pass a law which would change or 
contravene this act of Congress. 

It is the United States that educates the child in pursuance of a right 
which the Senator on last Thursday, with much thoughtful delibera- 
tion, thus defined: 

If the State proper fails, as well as the parent, to educate the child which 


is to become a citizen, not alone of the State, but of the United States, it then 
8 the right of the General Government, in self-defense, to educate that 


That condition of self-defense which justifies this emergent legis- 
lation is now upon us, according to the agreement of all the advocates 
of this bill. That is to say, there are ignorant masses of children in 
the whole country, in all the States. Their parents have failed to edu- 
cate them, and the States to which they belong have failed to educate 
them, and thereupon the United States, in order to defend the Govern- 
ment against an ignorance that the Senator from New Hampshire said 
was not less dangerous to the country than the yellow fever, has the 
right to educate them. 8 

The right of self-defense is the doctrine of this bill, according to that 
Senator. It is a war doctrine, ‘‘ Salus reipublicm est su, lex’’—the 
safety of the republic is the supreme law. The Senator feels that the 
Government is assailed by the spirit of the powers of darkness, and it 
is time to stand on the defensive, This invading eclipse of the mental 
powers of some of the people of some of the States will destroy the Re- 
public, as the Senator thinks, unless its baleful shadow is turned to 
light. Who is to blame for it? First, the parents of these miserable 
children; second, the States, that have turned their backs upon the poor 
sufferers and have wickedly neglected the first duties of humanity. 

New York, that great Empire State, that has given us a President, 
and for twenty-five years has always managed to furnish us with a can- 
didate, and will give us another, even from this floor, if the fates are 
propitious and if no mistakes are made—New York with an annual 
revenue in 1880 of $14,040,921 from the State and counties and $42,- 
352,053 from the cities and towns, in all $56,392,975, on an estimated 
value of $2,651,940,000 of property, has 219,600 of these poor ignorant 
wretches whocan not write. Is this a pitiable misfortune, that a State 
so rich should be so derelict, or is itacrime? I fear it must be con- 
sidered a crime. I fear the Senator from New Hampshire so regards it. 

New York, that derives wealth from every source; that levies tribute 
on all the people; that absorbs alike the substance of the fertile lands 
of the valley of the Mississippi and of the arid deserts of Arizona; that, 
like a Florida orange tree, sucks the rich sweet juices from the sands, 
and, with sweeter adulation, wins fruit with golden glories from the 
sun—New York, it seems, is to get $2,721,066.98 for its failure to dis- 
perse this army of 219,600 of unlettered vandals, who threaten the very 
existence of the Government, according to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

You reward New York for her dereliction, while you soothe Alabama 
for the sufferings you suppose that she endures because of her virtuous 
poverty. 

I have silently wondered whether the Senators from New York and 
our New York President could find it in their hearts to take this great 
sum for that great State in payment for this great evil for which New 


York is responsible, and which threatens so seriously this great Gov- 
ernment. 

This is surely a wonderful bill, which with the same good motive and 
in the same section di millions to Alabama to alleviate her mis- 
fortunes and millions to New York to reward her crimes. 

A partial apology for New York and a fitting preamble to this bill 
might be found in Pope’s couplet: 

God sends not ill, if rightly understood; 
All partial ill is universal good. 

New York, that is to get under this bill $2,721,066.98, and Pennsyl- 
vania, that is to get $2,825,324.98, because they have neglected the 
calls of humanity to that degree that they have together 457,614 peo- 
ple who can not write, are to be rewarded, I suppose, for having fur- 
nished this ‘‘dreadful example“ which enables this committee to 
point a moral,“ and so convert this partial evil into universal good. 

Mr. President, our ship of state is wearing toward a dangerous lee- 
shore when we begin to vote gifts and subsidies to States that have been 
dissevered or made bankrupt or impoverished during our civil war. 

Virginia has but little more than half her territory left, and is liable 
for a debt of more than $30,000,000, contracted before the war. Shall 
y aus a gift to Virginia of enough money to meet half her debt or 

it? 

Other Southern States are not paying the interest on all the bonds 
they have issued, and the people of the United States are interested in 
the question whether all or any of the States shall pay their obliga- 
tions, Shall we assume them? 

We can not coerce these States by acts of Congress to pay these debts. 
Must they go unpaid, and leave the people to suffer in the face of that 
benevolent provision that Congress may provide for the general welfare? 

It is a favorite theory of some Senators from the North that the peo- 
ple of the seceding States were forced by their State governments and 
by conseriptions enacted by the confederate congress to make war on 
the United States. Indeed, that theory is boldly asserted in this report, 
that the people suffered because the States were wickedly derelict; that 
poverty, wretchedness, disease, wounds, and mutilations have caused 
many of them to die, leaving children in beggary and others to linger in 
the throes of a miserable existence. Indeed, “the quality of mercy,” 
which is said to abound in this measure, seems to derive much of its 
good from the thought of educating the children of the poor maimed 
confederate soldiers. i 

It is not for me to extend the argument beyond this field to that of 
pensioning the confederatesoldiers, for I donot believe in creating claims 
upon the Government out of our sympathies and our feelings of benevo- 
lence where the Government is under no express obligation to pay them. 

If I believed in that manner of creating obligations by act of Con- 
gress that never before had any existence, and are not supported by any 
service rendered the Government, I could not restrain my desire, from 
any motives of policy, to take care of my honored comrades in the con- 
federate army. I would instantly fly to their relief. But I must say to 
them and to you that Congress has no power to createsuch an obligation 
on the Government of the United States either to support them or to 
educate their children in the States, and therefore I must decline to do 
either. It is a hard declaration for me to make, but I have sworn to 
support the Constitution, and I intend to do it if I know how. 

But I will dwell no longer on this attempt to do two wrongs in order 
to secure one right—a wrong to Alabama to tax her people to pay the 
people of New York and Pennsylvania for the delinquency of their 
own rich States in failing to educate their children, and a wrong to the 
people of New York and Pennsylvania in taxing them to raise a gift for 
the people of Alabama to relieve them from an ignorance that they are 
supposed to be too poor to dispel. 

The first of these wrongs the Senator from New Hampshire insists 
shall be requited by an appropriation for the benefit of the people who 
have been wronged by the States of New York and Pennsylvania; 
while the Senator from Mississippi insists that the money is a pure gift 
to the delinquent State upon a condition subsequent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has shaped his bill and his report 
so as to meet his own view. The Senator from Mississippi takes the 
opposite view of the bill, and claims that it makes a gift to the States 
a perfect gift in presenti of all the money that the State may ever get 
hold of under this bill; a gift that vests in the donor whenever it is ac- 
cepted, but may be forfeited by failure to comply with a condition sub- 
sequent. Ifthe State having the money in hand should, by law or by 
the fault of her officers, divert it to other purposes or violate the prec- 
atory trust found in this act, there would be no remedy found in the 
United States laws to recover back a dollar of it or to punish any State 
officer for the abuse of his trust. In such a case the United States could 
only pocket the loss and the affront with the best grace possibleand shut 
its Treasury vaults against any other demand of the defaulting State, at 
least until all the wrong done was righted and all the contempt of the 
State toward the United States was expurgated. 

That is a fair statement of and deduction from the position of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire holds always to the true theory 
of his bill. He tolerates the theory of a gift to the State, on condi- 
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tion subsequent, to satisfy the Senators from the South, leading Demo- 
crats who follow Mr. Calhoun, as they say, and hug the theory of the 
sovereignty of the States as being the safest, because it is equal to 
any duty of preventing the United States from controlling this money 
after the States have actually received it. The sudden and hopeful re- 
union of the two classes of Senators on a given result makes them too 
proud and happy to consent that any question shall now divide them 
that can possibly be postponed. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire looks well to the rear, and 
keeps his bridges in good order and under guard. 

He puts into the bill this clause at the end of the closing section: 

And the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 

Was not this the law, without the necessity of dende tage It was 
and is the law, on the theory of this bill that is supported by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. He insists that Congress is the power that 
is educating the children, as it has the right to do this in self-defense 
against ignorance, and that the laws of the United States, including 
all the provisions of this act, follow the money into the States, and 
control it there, in accordance with this act, until it reaches the ob- 
jects of the grant, the children, and accomplishes the purpose of the 
grant in their education. 

But according to the theory of the Senator of Mississippi, which I 
have several times stated in his own lan „that it is a pure gift 
to the State, on condition subsequent,’’ this clause, that reserves the 
power to alter, amend, or repeal this act, annexes as another condition 
to the gift the power of Congress to revoke it. It is not a vested gift, 
if Congress chooses to revoke it, and Congress may annex other con- 
ditions to the gift if it chooses. The power to modify this act so as 
to control the gift, or to revoke it, is an express power reserved to 
Congress in this bill to continue its control over the gift after it has 
been paid over to the State and after the State officers have begun to 
execute the trust. Congress reserves in this clause of the act all the 
power it now possesses over the entire subject, and the States can not 
disregard the will of Congress and escape its power of compelling obe- 
dience to its will in every matter connected with the entire subject. 

Congress can repeal or amend any section of this bill, even those that 
define the objects and the fandamental nature of the gift, under this 
express reservation of power, and ask the State no qoen as to its 
will as to any supposed vested rights of the State, or its opinion or sen- 
timent as to any asserted obligation of honor or duty resting on Congress 
in respect of this alleged gift. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator at that point to allow me to make 
a suggestion. If the position be true that this bill is a gift in presenti 
to the States subject to the control of the States, how can gentlemen so 
holding answer the position taken by the chairman of the committee 
when the bill was up before, that if has the power to make 
the appropriation Sonnes has the power to direct its application ? 
Has that been answ ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Never. 

Mr. MAXEY. It can not be. 

Mr. MORGAN. It can not be. The honorable Senator from Texas 
and myself have by the better part of our lives in our efforts to try 
to protect and defend what we believe to be the constitutional rights 
of the great body of the people, and since the struggle ended, where we 
were compelled to witness the slaughter of brother by brother, we passed 
through what was called the od of reconstruction, the terrors of 
which, the evils of which, the disasters of which were far greater than 
any struggles in battle that the soldiers of either army endured; and if 
this bill passes we shall be called upon while we yet remain in the 
Senate under our present commissions to discuss before this body many 
of the very questions of the most exciting character that we have ever 
had to encounter, and we shall see the people of the South and the 
po of the North again aroused to the utmost frenzy of excitement 

y the questions this bill will bring back to Congress. Never, sir, was 
there a more disastrous invasion of the public peace than is contained 
in this bill. 

If Congress should hereafter choose to repeal the clauses in the bill 
as to non-sectarian schools, or as to discriminations on account of color, 
I can easily see that questions of the most exciting character would at 
once arise between the States and the United States. 

The danger that such questions might be stirred up in some of the 
States just preceding a Presidential election, which would result in 
a demand for the repeal of either of these features of this bill, and the 
dangerous character of such a debate in Congress on a bill to repeal 
these parts of this act, is too obvious to be overlooked. 

I will not now dwell upon this matter further than to say that in 
South Carolina and Mississippi, where it is alleged that the negro race 
have a majority, we can not avoid a struggle of the negro race for a re- 

by Congress of the many clauses in this bill that empower the 
tates to exclude their children from the schools where the children of 
white people are being taught. I could suggest very many questions 
that are dangerous in their nature which lie so near the surface of this 
sea of trouble that the most ignorant negro can and will fish them up 
and drag them into Congress. 

They can demand repeal, alteration, and amendment under this 

clause, and they will do it, and Congress will be compelled to listen 


to their demand. We expressly reserve this right to them and their 
representatives in this clause. This clause is a real Pandora’s box, and 
once it is opened it will reinstate what was once aptly called an or- 
ganized hell” in the Southern States and in Congress. The power of 
man, the virtue of man can not prevent it. These gentlemen, for a few 
glittering dollars out of the Treasury of the United States given in 
charity to the South, are throwing open that door and inviting our 
people to pass again beneath the of affliction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly I believe in the clause that reserves the 

wer to Congress. It need not be characterized by harsh language, 

understood the Senator from Alabama to say but a few moments ago 
that that was a power which would have existed without any express 
reservation. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the theory of the bill of the Senator from New 


Hampshire. 

Mr. GEORGE. In that Iagree. It is pure surpl in the bill. 
Congress has the right to amend, to alter, to repeal any bill thatit may 

that does not amount in itself to a contract; and as to that I doubt. 

Mr. MORGAN. As to that I doubt whether the Senator 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have to deal with one of these Senators at a time. 
The Senator from New Hampshire will excuse me. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to say a word. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are so opposite in their views and yet they 
are so concurrent in the result that I am compelled to deal with them 
9 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care to express any views now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will not yield at this moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator decline to listen toa statement of facts? 

Mr. MORGAN. At this moment. I will yield the floor in a few 
minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not know it would be disagreeable to the Senator 
to listen to a fact at this time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot like when the Senator from Mississippi has 
put a question to me to have the Senator from New Hampshire inter- 
tere to prevent my answering it. Upon the theory of this bill claimed 
by the tor from New Hampshire it was not necessary to put this 
feature in the bill. Why? Because he claims that it is an appropria- 
tion made by the power of Congress and kept under the power of Con- 
gress, and the right of 5 to follow an appropriation made by such 
power and kept under such control no lawyer can deny. But the the- 
ory of the Senator from Mississippi that it is a pure gift to the State on 
condition subsequent makes it necessary, in order to control the man- 
agement of that gift after it is entered upon by the donee, that there 
should be an express reservation of the power to control it in the event 
that the donor desires to control it. When a right vests under an act 
of Congress, if I understand anything about the law, Congress afterward 
has no power to change it or take it away. 

The ee. from Mississippi claims a vested right to the money when 
it goes into the hands of the State. He provides no remedy in this bill 
by which the State shall be accountable in presenti for the manner of 
its management. Nocourt can control the State; but this reservation 
of power to alter, amend, or repeal will enable Congress todo it. The 

ift carries with it all the rights of a vested title after it has vested. 
But for this provision nobody could question whether the State had dealt 
rightfully or igre peti with it until you came to the next payment, 
and then the condition subsequent would operate, not to divest the 
former gift, but to prevent its continuance during the next seven years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Alabama mean to be under- 
stood that under the bill as it now stands after an annual appropriation 
has been actually received by a State under the terms of the bill Con- 
gress may then interpose and make a change with reference to the dis- 
position of that money already received? 

Mr. MORGAN. If you put in this expression, power to alter, 
amend, and repeal,” certainly. Who can deny it? That is what it is 
put there for; and if the honorable Senator from Mississippi has never 
sate that in the bill he had better go and study it, for it is a dangerous 
subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not been able to find anything in the bill that 
is not in it, as the Senator from Alabama has. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am looking after things in this bill. That is my 
business. I have found this clause, and I want to know what is the 
use of it. What pw does it subserve? If the Senator from New 
Hampshire is right that this is an appropriation continuing under the 
per of Congress, then of course Congress ought to have the right and 

the right under the law to alter, amend, or repeal. But if it is a 
vested gift, if you want to reserve the right to control the management 
of that gift after it has vested, you must put this power into the bill, 
and that you have done. There is not a lawyer in the South who does 
not understand that, nor in the North either. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? I can not hear all he says. 

Tei MORGAN. Iam very sorry. Iam speaking at the top of my 
t. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iwanttoask the Senator whether the power 
to enact a law does not always imply the power to amend, alter, or re- 
peal it; and whether we could remove that difficulty unless we were to 
make it a part of the Constitution? Iunderstand that we are just en- 
acting a law here that can alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. MORGAN. I adopted the rather unusual course for me, in this 
debate, of writing the argumentative part of my speech, in order that I 
might not be led off into a harangue about questions that are entirely 
inapplicable and inappropriate. I therefore beg the Senators to allow 
me to proceed. 

If the negro race has a real enemy in the United States he should be 
here to vote for this bill. This clause is a necessary part of any law of 
Congress that does not confer a vested right on somebody—an irrevoca- 
ble right—and needs not to be exp in such an act. In all exec- 
utory enactments which do not affect some vested right the power to 
alter, amend, and repeal the law can noteven be waived by Congress. 
This last clause in the act only expresses a right that Congress possesses 
and can not waive if it has the power to enact thislaw. But, being 

definition of this alleged 
t, and shows that it 


expressed in the act, it fixes the and 
pure gift to the States on condition 

is not a vested right in the States; no, not for one instant of time, and 
most certainly not for eight consecutive years to come. 

This is all executory or prospective legislation, to begin an experiment 
of a new and alarming character—an innovation involving a princi iple 
once discussed and rejected when the men who framed the Constitu: 
were in Congress. The Senator from New Hampshire has in this debate 
announced most deliberately that appropriations must be made from year 
to year to keep this scheme alive, and the bill contains many grounds 
of forfeiture of the right of a State to participate in its benefits in whole 
or in part, and requires the State whose right has been suspended to 
spya io Congress, and not to the courts, for relief against his decision. 

Vhen the Secretary of the Interior under this bill decides against 
the right of a State to receive a second and third installment of this 
money, the State has no power under the bill to appeal to the courts 
and ask for a writ of mandamus to compel him to pay the money, al- 
though he has made a false j ent; but the bill requires that the 
State shall come to Congress. yso? Expressly in order to keep 
the key in the hand of Congress, that Congress after the gift has vested 
may alter its and alter the conditions upon which it was taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me a word, if it does not 
interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does interrupt me. 

Mr. GEORGE. Go on. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire is right in hold- 
ing that this is an executory and e law, and the Senator from 
Mississippi is wrong in saying that this law is a pure gift to the 
States on condition s uent,” which means a right vested under 
the law, and not revocable except in pursuance of the condition ex- 
pressed in the act. 

Is this a gift to the States? Can Congress make a gift of money from 
the Treasury to the States? We all agree that a gift requires the act 
of a competent donor in giving and the act of a competent donee in 
receiving. Without the concurrence of both parties the gift can not be 
made. 

Can Congress treat with a State as to the exercise within the State of 
any power of government extending over the entire State which other- 
wise it would not ? The answer is obviously that it can not so 
treat with a State, for if it could Congress might engage witha State to 
abandon every function of government and relapse into the condition 
of a province of the United States, and this point was decided in Pol- 
lard’s Lessees vs. Hagan, from which I have read. 

It is well that we should settle now, and, if possible, forever, as a mat- 
ter of policy if not of law, that Congress has no right to make a gift 
from the Treasury to a State. 

If one “‘ pure gift’? may beso made any impure gift may also be made, 
and the statement of this proposition conveys its full meaning and 
with it the conception of its direful results to any mind that compre- 
hends it. It needs neither argument nor illustration to describe its 
fearful Congress must get the consent of the States to make 
gifts to them, which implies, of necessity, that the gift is not made in 
virtue of any right or power of government residing in Congress; but 
when you go on in your bill and the State to account to Con- 

directly, and when in the last clause you put it in the power of 
mgress to alter, amend, or repeal the gift, thereby changing the con- 
dition subsequent, and invidiously I fear so put that power in the hands 
of Congress, you put the State where Congress can put its hand of 
power upon its throat. 

Having shown, as I think, that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
given the true interpretation to this measure, and has made in the re- 
port of the committee the full statement and exposition of the alleged 
power of Congress on which this measure must rest if it has any sup- 
port in the Constitution, I will return to the discussion of the question 
whether this bill has the support of the Constitution. I will read again 
from the same text—the report— 

But Congress has express power to provide for the goneral welfare of the 
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United States,” and to exert its utmost power of taxation to promote that which 

was one of the six greatest ends enumerated TT:... geen tne 
Constitution itself was ordained and established whole people 

United States of America. * N z 


Here are “ the six greatest ends enumerated in the preamble of tke 
Constitu as stated in the report of the committee, namely: First, 
“to form a more perfect Union;“ second, to establish justice;“ 
third, to ‘‘insure domestic tranquillity; fourth, to ‘‘ provide for the 
common defense;’’ fifth, ‘‘to promote the general welfare;“ sixth, to 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.” Are 
these the true definitions and boundaries of the scope of the taxing 
power within which “ has power to provide for the 
general welfare of the United States” (not the people) and to exert 
its utmost power of taxation,“ as is all in this report ? 

This statement, upon which the whole theory of this bill rests and 
upon which the committee have twice deliberately placed it, reverses 
the Constitution in its theory, transposes its arrangement, by making 
the preamble tothe Constitution the enacting clause of all its ordinances, 
and by converting all its limitations and restraints upon the powers of 
Congressas to taxation into mere recitals of methods by which its powers 
were to be exerted. The committee then crowns its assault on the Con- 
stitution by giving to Congress the utmost of taxation” that 
may, in its discretion, be needful to accomplish either of these ‘‘six 

test ends” recited in the preamble. If one of these ends can thus 
accomplished in this way all of them can. 

Not even the abolitionists, kindled with a zeal for human liberty that 
would brook no opposition, claimed the right to secure the blessings 
of liberty ” to our slaves, or to enforce the doctrine of the Declaration 
of Independence that all men are created equal,’’ or would resort to the 
preamble of the Constitution in order to find there the power of Con- 
gress to abolish slavery, and thus to give liberty to millions and to pro- 
mote the welfare of all the people of the United States. 

They felt that this power was not in the preamble to the Constitu- 
tion, nor in the body of it. They denounced the Constitution as a 
covenant with death and a league with hell, and they resorted to a 
“higher law ” as the means and justification of their end. 2 

Let us not in our efforts at benevolence, in order to restore the wounds 
of a great civil war, assume a power that the wildest and most deter- 
mined zealots fer human liberty refused to recognize or to touch. 

In considering this new and fatal assault on the liberties of the people, 
this crusade for education, waged against the fetters which the people 
have placed on the hands of Congress to restrain taxation, the results 
ee absurd that I will be pardoned for pointing out a few 


The first of the six greatest ends which the committee have dis- 
covered among the powers e y conferred on Congress in the pre- 
amble to the Constitution, is to form a more perfect union,“ an event 
that was consummated when nine of the thirteen States had ratified 
the Constitution. 

Can Congress exert its ‘‘utmost power of taxation“ in continuing to 
make the union more perfect than the Constitution made it? 

Can expel a refractory State from the Union or one that will 
not levy taxes to support its Government, in order to make the Union 
more perfect? 

The second of the six greatest ends“ is to establish justice. Can 
Congress levy taxes to create a court superior to the Supreme Court to 
do justice in a matter where it feels that this supreme tribunal has done 
some injustice to somebody, and thereby establish justice?“ 

If the President unjustly removesa man from office can re- 
instate him or tax the people to raise money to continue his salary, and 
thereby establish justice? 

Can insure domestic tranquillity by voting taxes to raise 
money to banish States from the Union or people from the country ? 

Can we banish the Mormons to Mexico to “‘ insure the domestic tran- 
quillity’’ of Utah and station the Army or the militia or the police 
forces or the posse comitatus along the frontier to keep them out? Can 
we tax the people for this one of the six great ends of this all- com- 
prehending, all-powerful ble? 

It is in this preamble that the committee find a warrant for every 
excess, every usurpation, every tyranny that the legislative power may, 
in its discretion, choose to practice against the liberties of a free people. 

Another of the six great ends is to secure the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity.” This is the greatest of the six ends, 
and should be assisted by the utmost power of taxation that Congress 

Butno power of taxation should be employed to destroy these 
blessings, or to pollute their fountain, or to destroy their citadel estab- 
lished in the Constitution. 

What is our liberty? An untutored Indian, fresh from the plains, 
on a first visit to New York, saw the seething multitudes that throng 
Broadway, where the richest goods are hauled in open vans, where 
women and children are guarded over the street crossings by watchful 
policemen, and where every human right is respected and none are 
overlooked or violated. He was a child of liberty, in its most unfettered 
m and he loved the thought that his wild liberty was a boon for 
which his life was always ready to be offered up. But, gazing on that 
multitude, all free, and yet all under the restraints of law, he discovered 
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the truth and grandeur of the blessings of liberty secured by law, and, 
turning to his companion, he exclaimed, ‘‘ Law is li * 

If this committee have forgotten this, let them go to Standing Bear, 
a Ponca Indian, and learn of him the true lesson of liberty. Let them 
not trifle with ‘‘the blessings of liberty” by claiming for Congress the 
right to make new definitions of What they shall be, so as to claim new 
powers in the name of liberty. 

Next to the shelter the Gonstitution gives to our lives, the most im- 
portant protection we have against the power of Congress is the limita- 
tion on their powers to tax the popie 

This bill in its principles, in its framework, and by the report of the 
committee, now twice thrust upon the attention of Congress and the 
people, claims the “utmost power of Con » first to decide that 
any of tho six greatest ends’? of the p le of the Constitution re- 
quire to be promoted; second, that the means of promo the same 
are such as Congress in its discretion may 1 and, third, that the 
people must foot the bill which Congress decrees shall be taxed out of 
them to accomplish these ends. 

This means only that the power of Congress to tax the le is un- 
limited when the taxes are required to promote the that Con- 
gress believes are found in the preamble to the Constitution, and that 
the enumerated and restricted powers granted to Congress in the body 
of the Constitution are only so many prefaces to indicate the great 
purposes of government, to provide for which unlimited powers are 
expressly conferred in the preamble to the Constitution. 

I do not ask if this is what the committee means. It is avowed in 
elaborate statement and argument in their report and it is the very 
foundation of the bill. I only remark that this view of the Constitu- 
tion takes away all shelter from our liberties as they are written in the 
Constitution. No restraint or guarantee is left to protect the people 
against the taxing power of Congress. This fatal attack on liberty is 
justified in the name of liberty, and the people of the South are to be 
induced to submit to the invasion of their real liberties by glittering 
offers of advantage over other sections more heavily taxed and less amply 
endoyed with this largess drawn from the Treasury of the country. 

In support of the point that this law is an unconstitutional abuse of 
the taxing power I will read an extract from a lecture delivered by 
Mr. George Ticknor Curtis, in February of this year, to the law school 
of Georgetown University: 

We hear much nowadays about the so-called“ general-welfare clause" of the 
Constitution. The Constitution uses the words general welfare in just two 
places,and no more. In the preamble the promotion of the general welfare is 
one of the objects nh along with five others, for which the people of the 
United States ordain and establish the Constitution. The wildest and most lat- 
itudinarian constructionist would hardly venture to tell an audience of intelli- 
gent law students that the preamble of the Constitution contains any grant of 
pore: It simply asserts the d objects which the people aimed to secure 

the Constitution, but as to the means by which they do secure these desira- 
ble oons we must look into the body of the Constitution and among its enu- 

Wers. 

een INO the body of the instrument we come upon the first clause of the 
eighth section of Article I of the Constitution, which contains the grant of the 
taxing power. Here the words general welfare are used again; and, strange 
to say, there are persons who suppose that this clause contains a grant of au- 
thority to tax in order to promote the personal welfare of every man, woman, 
and child in the United States! I shall merely counsel you to analyze the clause 
and see how strange this notion is, The clause grants to the Congress a er 
to tax the people for three a purposes; First, to pay the debts of the United 
States; second, to provide for the common defense of the United States; third, 
to provide for the eral welfare of the United States. 

In every one of these special purposes for which the r is to be ex- 
ercised ‘the United States“ means the postions corpo: known as the 
United States, and not the individual inhab ts ot the country. The debts that 
are to be paid are the debts of the Government; the common defense that is to be 

ovided for is the defense of the Government in all those matters in which it 
Fas duties of defense to discharge for the whole country; the general welfare 
that is to be provided for is the well-being of the Government in all those matters 
of which it has special co; and in respect to which its efficiency concerns 
the whole Union. In the very next clause, which contains the nt of power 
to borrow money on the credit of the United States, the “ United States” is used 
in the same sense, meaning the Government known as the United States. It is 
on the credit of the Government, not on the credit of individuals or of States, 
that Congress is authorized to borrow money. 

Now look at the re communism that is wrapped up in the taxin 
power, on the sup on that it includes a power to tax for the promotion o: 
the welfare of individuals. There is no limit to the taxing power, excepting 
that duties, im , and excises must be uniform — 7 1 tie United States, 
All the property in the country may be taxed without limit for the legitimate 
objects of taxation. If one of those legitimate objects is the welfare of individ- 
uals, or masses, or classes, or of the whole B the two Houses of Con 
and any President acting together can divide up all the property in the coun 
upon the plea that a general division wil) mote the general 


welfare. By thi 
rocess this Government could devour itself, and there would be nothing left 
or it to subsist upon. 


That was adi ionate lecture by a great lawyer from the North 
before a body of law students in which he was expounding to them as 
a lawyer and friend the elementary principles of the Constitution. I 
hail that man as the friend and defender of his country. He was not 
arguing upon a bill that contgined $77,000,000, but he was trying to 
plant in the minds of those young men the essential foundations of the 
great structure of the temple of liberty which they themselves in all 
their lives were to try to uphold and beautify. 

I will leave to the friends of this bill the impossible task of answer- 
ing that argument, but must express my profound respect for the great 
Northern jurist who delivered it. I will now read to the Senate, as I 
did two yrars ago, the opinion of Mr. Madison on this question. When 


I am supported by such authority and by arguments that breathe the 

very spirit of the Constitution, I am content to give my vote against 

this measure, it matters not how great is my desire to bestow every 

cordial that can heal a wound or relieve a distress of the people I love, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Mapisow. It is supposed by some tlemen that Congress have author- 
ity not only to panu bounties in the — boxe used, merely as a commutation 
EAS ip supsbbew wines Meee may thio condootre te tee BOATE VAINES 
ma, an K w y ma; conducive 0 welfare. 
This, sir, in mind raises t 


ever, to all such at least as will admit the operat ce money, which is giv- 
we! re. 


is to be recollected thatthe terms “common defense and general welfare” 
as here used are not novel terms first introduced into this Constitution, They 
are terms familiar in their construction and well known to the ple of Amer- 
ica. They are repeatedly found in the old Articles of Confederation, where, 
although they are susceptible of as great a latitude as can be given them by the 
context here, it was never su or pretended that they conveyed any such 
powers as is now assigned to On the contrary, it was always considered 
clear and certain that the old Congress was limited to the enumerated powers, 
and that the enumeration limited and explained the general terms. I ask the 
8 themselves whether it was ever sup or suspected that the old 

ingress could give away the money of the tes in bounties to encourage 
agriculture, or for any other purpose they pleased. If such a power had been 
by any body, it would have been much less impotent, or have bornea 

very different character from that universally ascribed to it. 

e novel idea now annexed to those terms and never before entertained b 
the friends or enemies of the Government will havea further consequence, whi 
can not have been taken into the view of the tleman. Their construction 
would not only give Congress the complete | ive power I have stated; it 
would do more, it would supersede all ions u at present to 
lie in their power with respect to a judiciary. It would put it in the power or 
Congress to establish courts throughout the United States, with cognizance of 


cases ‘ 
This, sir, seems to be demonstrable ; for if the clause in question really au- 
thorized Con to do whatever they think fit, provided it be for the general 


ing 
article, and if the partial enumeration of objects in the 
not, as these gentlemen contend, limit the general power, neither will it be 
limited by the partial enumeration of objects in the judiciary article. 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted, or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare, 
and are the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
rans SAAE aad Darian wl cory thave Gener nis D OATES ieee eee 

county, and parish, and pay of their publie ; they may 
take into their own hands the education of children, establishing in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they en assume the provision for the poor; 
they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in short, 
everything, from the ry ys object of State legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for avoy ob- 
ject I have mentioned would admit of the application of money, and might be 
called, if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare, 

The language held in various discussions of this House isa proof that the doc- 
trine in q on was never entertained by this body. Arguments wherever 
the subject would permit have constantly been drawn from the peculiar nature 
of this Government, as limited to certain enumerated powers, instead of extend- 
ing, like other governments, to all cases not particularly excepted. Ina very 
late instance—I mean the debate on the representation bill—it must be remem- 
bered that an argument much used, particularly by gentlemen from Massachu- 
setts, against the ratio of 1 for 30, was that this Government was unlike the 
State governments, which had an indefinite variety of objects within their 
poweri thatit had a small number of objects only to attend to, and, therefore, 

hat a smaller number of Representatives would be sufficient to administer it. 

Arguments have been advanced to show that because, in the regulation of 
trade, indirect and eventual encouragement is given to manufacturers, there- 
fore Congress have power to give money in direct bounties, or to titin any 
other way that would answer the same purpose. Butsurely, sir, there is a great 
and obvious difference, which it can not be necessary to enlarge upon. A dut; 
laid on imported implements of husbandry would, in its operation, be an indi- 
rect tax on expo: produce; but will any one say that by virtue of a mere 

wer to lay duties on iny Congress might go directly to the produce or 
implements of agriculture or to the articles exported? It is true, duties on ex- 


ports are expressly prohibited; but if there were no article forbidding them, a 


power directly to tax exports could never be deduced from a power to tax im- 
ports, although such a power might indirectly and incidentally affect exports. 

In short, sir, without going further into the subject, which I should not have 
here touched at all but for the reasons already mentioned, I venture to declare 
it as my opinion that were the power of Congress to be established in the Iati- 
tude contended for it would subvert the very foundations and transmute the 
very nature of the limited government established by the people of America; 
and what inferences might be drawn or what consequences ensue from such a 
step it is incumbent on us all to consider, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I shall not be guilty of the vain ef- 
fort of undertaking to add any light to this subject which has not been 
thrown upon it by that great luminary Mr. Madison, whose sun rose 
in the morning of our constitutional existence. That was on a debate 
in Congress upon a bill to subsidize or to give bounties to the cod-fish- 
eries on the Northern coast. 
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I should be very glad, if I felt at liberty, to follow the example of 
the Senator from New Hampshire and Ar into my speech another able 


argument of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe], delivered two years 
ago in this body. That speech and these arguments that I have read 
here to-day from Mr. Bayard, Mr. Curtis, and from Mr. Madison stand 
like a wall of adamant across the path of this bill, and I admonish Sena- 
tors that they can 55 justify themselves in getting this 877, 000, 000 out 
of the Treasury of the United States unless they can dig their way 
through that wall. With this remark I close my connection with this 
debate. I will say, however, that I intend to modify and offer to-mor- 
5 7 if the bill comes up, the amendment which I have indicated here- 
tofore. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. It is so late this afternoon that I hardly think the 
Senator from Tennessee would like to go on; and I will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, if that is 
agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. JACKSON. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 21 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 15th day of February, 1886, 


NAVAL LIEUTENANT. 

Lieut. Clinton H. Lyeth, minor grade, tobe a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 1st January, 1886, vice Remey, who disappeared and is sup- 
posed to be dead. 

ATTORNEY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Livingston W. Bethel, of Florida, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, vice G. B. Patterson, whose term 
expires February 17, 1886. 

NOMINATIONS WITHDRAWN. 

The names of the following officers, nominated February 8, 1886, for 
promotion in the Army of the United States, have been withdrawn: 

Lieut. Col. Nelson B. Sweitzer, Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel Second 
Cavalry, January 9, 1886, vice Hatch, retired from active service. 

Maj. Lewis Merrill, Seventh Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel Eighth 
Cavalry, January 9, 1886, vice Sweitzer, promoted. 

Capt. Edward J. ‘Spaulding, Second Cavalry, to be major Seventh 
Cavalry, January 9, 1886, vice Merrill, promoted. 

First Lieut. Colon Augur, Second Cavalry, to be captain, January 
9, 1886, vice Spaulding, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alonzo L. O’Brien, Second Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, January 9, 1886, vice Augur, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1886. 


CONSUL OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Daniel W. Herring, of Purdy, Tenn., to be consul of the United States 
at Tegucigalpa. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Richard Sinnott, of Louisiana, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Samuel C. Williams, of Querida, Colo., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Del Norte, 
Colo. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Robert A. Thompson, of California, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARY. 
James A. Bayard, of Fort Pendleton, Md., to be secretary of Arizona. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
S. S. Patterson, of Newton, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Navajo Agency in New Mexico. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
Stuart Taylor, of California, to be naval officer of customs in the dis- 
trict of San Francisco, in the State of California. 
ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Montfort S. Jones, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Louisiana. 
Anthony C. Campbell, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the Territory of Wyoming. 


SURGEON IN THE ARMY. 


Capt. John H. Bartholf, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, January 4, 1886, vice Goddard. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Second Lieut. John R. Totten, to be first lientenant, January 2, 1886, 
vice Jones, deceased. 


SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Robert W. Dowdy, to be first lieutenant, December 
12, 1885, vice Chance, deceased. 


MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Albert C. Gibson, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Louisiana. 

Walter H. Bunn, of New York, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of New York. 

William C. Bird, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida. 

Joseph J. Ivins, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Tennessee. 

Francis H. West, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Wisconsin. 

Columbus Sehon, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of West Virginia. 


TOST MASTERS. 


James Haines, to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county of Tazewell 
and State of Illinois. 

A. C. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 
Des Moines and State of Iowa. 

J. J. Hartenbower, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the county of 
O’Brien and State of Iowa. 

Theodore W. Ivory, to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county of 
Mills and State of Iowa. 

James V. Ward, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of Chero- 
kee and State of Iowa. 

George S. Witters, to be postmaster at Ida Grove, in the county of Ida 
and State of Iowa. 
T. O. Carlisle, to be postmaster at Missouri Valley, Harrison County, 

owa. 

Martin L. Harlow, to be postmaster at South Abington, Plymouth 
County, Massachusetts. 

Samson Levy, to be postmaster at Newburyport, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 

George C. Lincoln, to be postmaster at North Brookfield, Worcester 
, Massachusetts. 

K. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, Norfolk County, 

Massachusetts. 

John B. Turner, to be postmaster at Newtonville, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts. 

Paron C. Young, to be postmaster at Provincetown, Barnstable 
bn Massachusetts. 

N Wadsworth, to be postmaster at Northborough, Worcester 
County, Massachusetts. 

Charles C. Cressy, to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Simeon A. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Albert A. Haggett, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Adrian Foote, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

William S. Hager, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Sagadahoc and State of Maine. 

George F. Herman, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. E. Eichholtz, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of North- 
umberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. H. Fulmer, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Lycom- 
ing and State of Pennsylvania. 

John MeWilliams, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alexander Wentz, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert S. Wagner, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of North- 
ampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph P. Taylor, to be postmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 

William Strohmeier, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jacob B. Shale, to be postmaster at McKeesport, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

William C. Schultze, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. F. Rayen, to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Frank H. Piatt, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

A Owen, to be ere at Canton, in the county of Brad- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania. 

John B. Lombard, to be at South Framingham, in the 
— of eee a of Massachusetts. as 2 

ward Me to be postmaster at Lenox, in the coun Berk- 

shire and State of Massachusetts. 7 

William L. Williams, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry C. ENO eee atHyde Park, in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of usetts. 

William P. Hurley, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine. 

Lemuel B. Fowler, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 

Thomas A. Carr, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine. 

William F. Logan, to be postmaster at Williamsport, Lycoming 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Homer C. Bair, to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, Jo Terson County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Isaac Collins, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of Berkshire 
and State of Massachusetts. 

A. J. Rowe, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Oxford 
and State of Maine. 

Reuben Noble, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of Hamp- 
den and State of Massachusetts. 

Isaac Horton, to be postmaster at Northeast, in the county of Erie 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

James B. Hutchison, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel P. Kindt, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, 

Maurice Litsch, to be r at Mahanoy City, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

William McFarlan, to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the county 
of Chester and Stateof Pennsylvania. 

James McKinney, to be at Susquehanna, in the county of 
Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

James H. Moore, to be postmaster at Monongahela City, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry S. Benner, to be postmaster at Gettysburgh, in the county of 
Adams and State of Pennsylvania. 

S. B. Bennett, to be postmaster at Pittston, in the county of Luzerne 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

Michael D. Baker, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

David R. Boyer, to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas Chalfant, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of Mon- 
tour and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank P. Crotzer, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alexander M. Dick, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

James H. Dobbins, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the county of 
Centre and State of Pennsylvania. 

James Drury, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of Bucks and 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Timothy Leary, to be postmaster at Waltham, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Samuel Henderson, to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, in the county of 
Ringgold and State of Massachusetts. 

William G. Goldsmith, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

E. R. De Bray, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of Cloud 
and State of Kansas. 

Frederick G. Wilse, to be postmaster at Bordentown, Burlington 
County, New Jersey. 

Wade H. Gibbes, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of 
Richland and State of South Carolina. 

James E. Crossland, to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of 
Aiken and State of South Carolina, 

Stephen 8. Crittenden, to be postmaster at Greenville Court House, 
in the county of Greenville and State of South Carolina. 

Charles W. Webb, to be postmaster at Anderson Court House, in the 
county of Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
. Addison S. Clark, to be postmaster at Westfield, Union County, New 

ersey. 

John Westermeier, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. 

Thomas Hennebry, to be postmasterat Braidwood, in the county of Will 
and State of Illinois. 

John C. George, to be postmaster at Dwight, in the county of Living- 
ston and State of Illinois. 
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Charles B. Draper, to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, in the county 
9 e of eee ris ith 5 
jamin F. thain, to be postmaster at Logansport, in the coun 
of Cass and State of Indiana. 
Othniel Beeson, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Sum- 
ner and State of Kansas. 
James P. Alcorn, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of Ed- 
wards and State of Kansas. 
John R. Brunt, to be postmaster at Osage Mission, in the county of 
Neosho and State of Kansas. 
Gottlieb Christ, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of Na- 
maha and State of Kansas. 
Charles Hardcastle, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas. 
Robert W. Hill, to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county of Jewell 
and State of Kansas. 
J. G. Johnson, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county of Marion 
and State of Kansas. 
Thomas R. Love, to be postmaster at Wellington, in the county of 
Sumner and State of Kansas. 
Walter W. McGrew, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Greenwood and State of Kansas. 
Clement Philbrick, to be postmaster at Halstead, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas. 
George W. Sain, to be postmaster at Nickerson, in the county of 
Reno and State of Kansas. 
Martin N. Sinnott, to be postmaster at Arkansas City, in the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas. 
George M. Ufford, to be postmaster at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
T padng be postmaster at T Haute, in th ty of 
, to at Terre Haute, in the county o 
Vigo and State of Indiana. 
Clarence Snyder, to be postmaster at Racine, in the county of Ra- 
cine and State of Wisconsin. 
Ambrose M. Miller, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of 
and State of Illinois. 
Shutt, to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 15, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a correction in the ref- 
erence of the annual report of the Commissioner of Patents, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Upon examination of 
the report and accompanying documents the Chair thinks it should go 
to the Committee on Patents; and the change of reference will accord- 
ingly be made. 


REPORT OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ORDNANCE, ETC. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
“IN THE SEXATE oF THE UNITED STATES, February 11, 1886, 


“ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 11,100 ad- 
ditional copies of the zepo — the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships 
or 


be printed ; 100 copies use of the committee, to be distributed to those 
who contributed to the a pendix to said reports, 1,000 each to the War and Navy 

ents, 3,000 for use of the Senate, and 6,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives,” 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the fi ing Senate con- 
current resolution, have had the same under consideration, and have instructed 
me to make a favorable report thereon and recommend its passage. The esti- 
mated cost for 11,100 copies is $4,449.93. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that this is 
not a privileged report. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The bill provides for printing for both Houses, 
which I understand brings it under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. But it includes more; it provides for printing to 
be done for the War and Navy Departments, as well as for persons who 
contributed to the appendix to the work. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Inasmuch as it has been read, I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. MO N. We had better take up the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors to submit the report which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


pe: upon 
propery of the Green and Barren River Navigation Compan: 


the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to recommend that the same shall pass. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from the 
Committee on Printing on House resolution 58, which I am instructed 
to report back with amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this resolution is of the same 
character as that presented by the gentleman from Mississippia moment 
ago and held by the Chair not to be privileged. 

The Chair has always held that in order to make a matter privileged, 
under the rules, the whole subject to which the resolution or bill relates 
must be privileged; otherwise non-privileged matters could be connected 
with subjects which are privileged under the rule, thereby securing an 
advantage over other business of the House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will withdraw the report. 


REDUCTION AND CONTINGENT EXEMPTIONS OF TONNAGE DUES. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following res- 
olution, report that they have given consideration to the same, and recommend 
its adoption: 

es or ‘That the Secretary of State be, and is 3 requested, if not ineom- 
patible with the public interest, to transmit to the House of Representatives 
copies of all correspondence between his office and the representatives of the 
Governments of Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Portugal, Sweden, and Norway 
relating to the claims of said governments to accorded the reductions and 
contingent exemptions of tonnage dues accorded to vessels entering ports of the 
United States from certain ports named in section 14 of the shipping act, ap- 
proved June 26, e with copies of any correspondence with the At- 
torney-General of the United States and with the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
lat ing thereto. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIMIT OF COST OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to report back a resolution of in- 
quiry referred to that committee, and recommend the adoption of a 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows> 

Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 8, 1888. 

esolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to submit to this 

Hone his views as to limita of cost now fixed law of the publie buildings 

now in course of construction or authorized to constructed, and to state 

whether in his judgment the limits now fixed are in each case such as will en- 

able the De ent to erect suitable buildings, of fire-proof construction, each 

sufficient s for the accommodation of the several offices to be located 

is judgment, in any cases the said limits of cost are too low, 
to state what in his opinion such limits should be. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Gro to whom was referred the 

it of cost of public build- 


accompanying resolution of inquiry concerning the 
ings, beg leave to lly Lig peg 

hat said resolution has been duly considered, and that, in the ion of the 
committee, the end aimed at will be better attained by procuring for the infor- 
mation of the House detailed a penas in such cases as are likely to be sub- 
mitted for the consideration of the House, and therefore recommend the adop- 


i llowing substitute: 
1129 e gal in each case where an extension of the original limit of cost 
ofa 


ublic building as pose by a bill pending, that upon the application of 

the Committee on Public dings and Grounds the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to furnish to the House in writing a detailed statement of the re- 
uirements of the Government in the city Where said public building is located, 
the amount of space required the res ive offices to be provided for, the 
amount of space that can be furnished under the original t, and the in- 
crease, if any, that is needed to supply the accommodations required, and such 
other information as may, in judgment, tend to inform the committee and 
the House of the propriety of the extension of the limit proposed; also to state 
what amount, according to the plans of the is to be applied to the 
external ornamentation of the building, and the amount of ornamentation pro- 


posed.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand the reading of this resolution it 
is not a call for information, but confers power on the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Still, I am not inclined to object to it 
if the resolution was so framed as to call for information generally from 
the Secretary of the Treasury; not simply with a view to an increase 
of the amount, but also with a view to a reduction of the amount ap- 
propriated or proposed to be appropriated. There were a number of 

ills passed last session for which no appropriation was made, and it 


may be very desirable to inquire whether or not the amount indicated 
in the law is not in excess of the amount actually required by the wants 
of the public service. I think the resolution should be much broader, 
so that the committee may obtain full information from the Secretary 
of the Treasury both for and against the measures proposed. Itseems 
to me this does not call for information, but simply increases the power 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It calls for information. z 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the resolution simply to authorize the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to call for information. 
I do not object if the measure is made broader. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute again. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see the resolution requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish information in all cases. I understood it to be merely 
an increase of the power of the committee to eall for information. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet the committee ought to have more infor- 
mation than is provided under thisresolution. ‘There are certain cases 
where the amount indicated as the limit is larger than the public serv- 
ice requires, and it appears to me in those cases the committee would 
be glad to have the necessary information. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds would be glad to receive all the informationitcan. But the 
committee felt the greater necessity for information was in those cases 
where bills were introduced proposing to increase limits originally 
made; and for that reason they have proposed to shape the substitute 
in such a way as to call for particular details from the Secretary or the 
Supervising Architect. 

As to those cases where an original bill is proposed, those are matters 
that come before Congress, and gentlemen are supposed to be informed 
as to the necessities for public buildings in each case. And those meas- 
ures are open to amendments if gentlemen think the amount exces- 
sive. But in cases where an extension of the limit is asked, that is 
practically saying the judgment of the House in fixing the original 
limit was incorrect; and in those cases. the committee thought it was 
desirable to have as full information as possible as to why the limit 
was asked to be increased. 

Mr. HEWITT. I shall be glad if the gentleman who has reported 
this resolution will inform the House whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury has at any time declined on the application of the committee 
to furnish information of this sort. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Iam not informed that he has declined to 
do so. At the same time there is certainly no impropriety, it seems to 
me, in passing a resolution that would ask him to furnish this informa- 
tion. I might go further and state that I think it is desirable on the 
part of the Secretary of the Treasury that some resolution of this kind 
should pass; for then it becomes an executive duty to furnish the in- 
formation. 

Mr. HEWITT. In my experience it never has happened that any 
Secretary of the Treasury, or any other executive officer, has declined 
to answer inquiries for information as to matters of public concern; and 
at the same time, while not desiring to antagonize this resolution, but, 
on the contrary, proposing to vote for it, I think it is absolutely un- 
necessary to take up the time of the House with a resolution of that 


sort. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The substitute was to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGI S ON REUBEN ELLWOOD. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. I am instructed to report back with 
a favorable recommendation and to ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies of the 
eulogies on Reuben Ellwood, late a Representative in Congress. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late . Ellwood, a 8 in the Forty-ninth Congress 
from the State of Illinois, 12.500 copies; of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate and 9,500 for the use of the House of Representatives; and the 
earns yh Kel the 32 and he is hereby, directed to have printed a por- 
trait of the said Reuben Eli wood, to accompany said eulogies; and for the pur- 
pose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $500, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Wart, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Gass, for three days, to attend to important business. 

To, Mr. Gorr, for five days from to-day. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials from State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order and resolutions of inquiry ad- 
dressed to the heads of Departments. 

FOREST FIRES. - 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 5556) to define and punish the 
offense of setting fire to and burning woods, or forests on lands 
belonging to the United States; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 5557) for the judicial ascer- 
tainment of claims against the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILROAD. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5558) granting the right of 
way over the public lands in Alabama to the Gulf and Chicago Air- 
Line Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. C. AND R. L. YUILLE. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5559) for the relief 
of J. C. and R. L. Yuille; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOSSES AT TRINITY SHOAL. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5560) to ap- 
propriate $2,000 to reimburse certain employés who lost their prop- 
erty by the destruction of the station at Trinity Shoal, Gulf of Mex- 
ico, off the coast of Louisiana; which was read a first andsecond time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS OVER INDIAN COUNTRY. 


Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5561) conferring jurisdiction 
on the United States courts over the Indian country in certain criminal 
cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SIMON T. IRVIN. 


Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5562) for the relief of 
Simon T. Irvin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5563 
for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Richardson; which was rea 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. À 


WILLIAM APPERLY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5564) granting a pension to William Apperly; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be ted. 


ABROGATION OF TREATIES WITH CHINA. 


Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5565) abrogating all treaties 
heretofore made and now operative between the United States Govern- 
ment and the Chinese Empire in so far as they or any of them provide 
for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, 
and in so far as they or any of them inhibit the United States from 
absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; and 
repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they or any of them recognize 
or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and absolutely 
prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, excepting only 
diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting the ing of 
any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic and other officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5566) for the relief of the 
State of California; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMINATION OF TREATIES WITH CHINA. 
Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5567) providing for the ter- 


mination of certain treaty stipulations between the Government of the 
United States and the Empire of China, and to prohibit Chinese immi- 


gration into the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
YOSEMITE VALLEY AND MARIPOSA BIG TREE GROVE GRANTS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5568) to provide for the en- 
largement of the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big Tree Grove grants; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 5569) for the protection of 
seamen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PATENT LAWS. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5570) to amend the law 
ing to patents, trade-marks, and copyrights; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN ROGERS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5571) granting a pension 
to John Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD TO KEY WEST. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 5572) for a survey and 
estimate for a railroad from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a 
canal connecting the same with the Saint John’s River for military and 
naval purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railroads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

SANFORD AND POINT JUPITER RAILROAD, FLORIDA. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5573) for the con- 
struction of a military telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupi- 
ter Florida, and the establishment of a signal station; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISA C. REMSHART, EXECUTRIX. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5574) for the relief of Isa 
C. Remshart, executrix; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOSEPH v. CONNERAT. 


Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5575) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joseph V. Connerat, of Savannah, Ga.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF TARIFF TAXES. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 5576) to teduce tariff taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS AGAINST MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5577) to provide that a judg- 
ment in the circuit court of the United States upon an interest coupon 
of a bond by a municipal corporation shall not be conclusive in a ques- 
tion on the bond when the amount gives jurisdiction to the Supreme 
Court on appeal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 118) relative 
to certain papers in the State Department by error; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
erdered to be printed. 

ALICE E. CULVER. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5578) for the relief of Alice 
E. Culver, administratix of the estate of F. B. Culver, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONERS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5579) for the relief of pension- 
ers residing in foreign countries, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed, 

CHARLES U. L. POOCK. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5580) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Charles H. L. Poock; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. FISHER. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5581) granting 
a pension to William E. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. TOOD. 
Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of Andrew J. 
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Tood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN G. BURRILL. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5583) ting a pension to 
John G. Burrill; which was read a first and . eferred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET GRAHAM. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5584) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILEY E. CARMAN. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5585) granting 
a pension to Wiley E. Carman, private Company A, Sixty-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, 5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLUMBIA SPALDING. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5586) to 
correct the military record of Columbia Spalding, Company D, Fortieth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FREDERICK HUTTON, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5587) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Hutton, Company K, Thirteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond timé, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HAMILTON ELLIOTT. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5588) 
ing a pension to Hamilton Elliott, Company C, Seventy-ninth 8 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL VAN VALKENBURG. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5589) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Van Valkenburg, late of the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM s. POLK. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5590) for the re- 
lief of William S. Polk; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ANTRIM. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5591) for the 
relief of John Antrim; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN G. MURRAY. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5592) granting a pension to 
John G. Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committce on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN L. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5593) restoring the name 
of John L. Elliott to the ion-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
HANNAH RIGOR. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5594) granting a pension 
to Hannah Rigor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET M’LEASTER. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension 
to Harriet McLeaster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARDENIA DILLON. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5596) granting a pension 
to Ardenia Dillon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON SUBSTITUTES FOR BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5597) providing fora rev- 
enue tax on all manufactured substitutes for butter and cheese, and im- 
itations of the same manufactured out of other ingredients than that of 
pure milk and cream; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED ORDNANCE FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5598) donating condemned 

ordnance for monumental purposes to Grand Army of the Republic 
of Dallas County, Iowa; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. CONGER also presented a memorial and concurrent resolution 
of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, for the protection of but- 
ter and cheese the competition of substances in semblance or 
imitation thereof; which were referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. presented a memorial and concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to tax on substances 
resembling butter and cheese; which were referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA L. MORRIS. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pension to 
Joshua L. Morris, late of Company H, Third Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. A. J. POPE. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5600) granting a 
sion to Mrs. A. J. Pope, widow of Maj. Alonzo J. Pope, late major - 
teenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WHIPPLE HANDY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5601) granting 
a pension to Whipple Handy, late private Eighty-third Indiana Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA E. BUSHEY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5602) granting 
a pension to Rebecca E. Bushey, widow of Michael Bushey, late ser- 
geant Company D, Seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE M’CARTY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5603) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty, widow of John McCarty, late 
private Company B, First Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL BRARY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5604) granting 
a pension to Nathaniel Brary, late private Company G, One hundred and 
ninety-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIBORN CALLISON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5605) grant- 
ing a pension to Claiborn Callison, late private Company K, Twenty- 
eighth Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY BARTON. 

Mr. WEAVER of Iowa, (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5606) for the relief of Henry Barton; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMY L. DE WITT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5607) granting 
a pension to Amy L. De Witt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON IMITATIONS OF BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also eee a memorial and concur- 
rent resolution of the Twenty-first eral Assembly of Iowa, declar- 
ing in favor of an internal-revenue tax upon certain imitations of but- 
ter and cheese, said imitations not being made from milk and cream; 
which were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

U. S. GRANT POST, AVOCA, IOWA. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5608) granting condemned 
cannon to U. S. Grant Post, No. 123, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Avoca, Iowa, for monumental purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID H. THOMPSON. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5609) for the relief of David 

H. Thompson, First Michigan Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON SUBSTANCES RESEMBLING BUTTER AND CHEESP. 
Mr. LYMAN also presented a memorial and ch 
of the General Assembly of the State of lows u. + 
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substances resembling butter and cheese; which were referred to the 
Cemmittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


M. V. B. HOLMES. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of M. V. 
B. Holmes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. Woop. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension 
to W. J. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLIANCE CEMETERY, BARTON COUNTY, KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5612) granting to the Alli- 
ance Cemetery. Association of Barton County, certain lands ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT DODGE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PETERS alsosubmitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, favoring a survey and sale of the Fort Dodge 
military reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


KANSAS AND ATCHISON VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. PETERS alsosubmitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, favoring a tof the ee of way through the 
Indian Territory to the Kansas and Arkansas Railroad Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, submitted a concurrent resolution of 
the islature of the State of Kansas, in reference to the right of way 
through the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

FORT DODGE MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also submitted a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Kansas, relative to the Fort Dodge 
military reservation; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

LEAVENWORTH, NORTHERN AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5613) granting the right of 
way to the Leavenworth, Northern and Southern Railway Company 
through the military reservation of Fort Leavenworth; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. JONES. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of John D. 
Jones; whieh was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. DEAN. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5615) granting a pension 
to Charles P. Dean; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT LISLE. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5616) granting a ion 
to Robert Lisle; which was read a first and second time, . 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEPHONE COMPANIES, 


Mr. HANBACK submitted the following resolution: 


Whereas grave charges have been made and are constantly being made by the 
leading press of the country reflecting upon the integrity and official action of 
certain officers of the Government of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee, consisting of eleven members of this 


House, be appointed, and when so appointed said committee is hereby directed, 
at as early a day as possible, to make inquiry into any expenditures u napas 
ectrie 


—.— the Government a . to a nasa 5 ben eager epee 

hone Compan: patents; nquiry to incla organ- 
ientions and companies which have sprung from the Pan-Electric Telephone 
Company, or for any other purpose; and also to make full inquiry into the 
issuance of the own as the“ Pan-Electric ne stock, or any stock 
of any hace surg Led companies, or organizations ane oa of the Pun-Eleo- 
tric Telephone Company, to an n or persons con: at the time of such 
issuance with either the legislative, judi „or executive departments of the 
Government of the United tes; to whom, w or in what amounts, 
and for what consideration in money, service, or influence, „it any, was 
delivered; also as to what opinions, decisions, and orders relating to said stock 
have been made by any officers connected with the Government and by whom, 
and all the circumstances connected therewith and arising therefrom; and also 
as to what suit or suits, if any, have been brought in the name of the United States 
to test the validity of 


ts issued, or any other right in contro between 
the Bell and the Pan- ri have been 


ectric Telephone Companies; what contracts 

made, what moneys or tobe paa to any person or persons as assistant coun- 
sel to the Attorney-General or Solicitor-General of the United States; the reason 
and authority for constituting the United States asa A ane A to said suit or suits, 
and all matters connected therewith; and to the end the people of the Uni- 
ted States may be fully advised, the committee is granted the right to send for 
persone and papers, to sit in session during the sessions of the House, toemploy 
a * a to ae any yo all eer and rasne sd expenditures 
as may jeemed requ or the purposes of such investigation, such ex- 
penditures to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. $ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice of the 


House resolutions proposing the formation of a select committee will 
go in the first instance to the Committee on Rules, unless a motion is 
made to send the resolution to some other committee, so that the Com- 
mittee on Rules may consider and report back its conclusion as to 
whether the select committee shall be formed or not. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, 

HENRY DOMEYER. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Domeyer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENTS TO DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5618) to pay to the 
Delaware Indians the amount ascertained to be due them for the value 
of their lands taken for the right of way over their allotted lands by the 
Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company or their succes- 
sors in the State of Kansas under the provisions of the treaty of May 
30, 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5619) to pay 
the Delaware Indians the amount ascertained to be due them for stock 
under the provisions of the fourteenth article of the treaty of July 4, 
1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5620) to pay 
the Delaware Indians the value of certain landsin Kansasin compliance 
with treaty stipulations; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JONN TIBBETTS. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5621) to pension John Tib- 
betts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered to be printed. 


MILITARY RESERVATION, FORD COUNTY, KANSAS. 

Mr. FUNSTON also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Kansas, for survey and sale of lands of military 
reservation, Ford County, Kansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILROAD. 

Mr. FUNSTON also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Kansas, for the passage of a bill granting right 
of way to the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ALLEN P. JACOBS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5622) 
to grant a pension to Allen P. Jacobs; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COIN CERTIFICATES. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5623) to authorize the issue of coin certificates and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER COINAGE, ETC. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 119) relatin 
to silver coinage and the payment of the public debt; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HOUSE. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 5624) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. House; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH HALL. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5625) granting a pension 
to Sarah Hall, widow of James Hall; which was read a first and second 
ore aD to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CRESSY ROBERTS. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R 5626) granting a pension 
to Cressy Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LETITIA J. GARRARD, 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5627) granting a pension 
to Letitia J. Garrard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN BRYSON. 

Mr. FINDLAY (by Mr. TAULBEE) introduced a bill (H. R. 5628) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Bryson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS G. POLLEY. 
Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 5629) granting a pension to 


1446 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


Thomas G. Polley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HENDERSON, KY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5630) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of Henderson, in the State of Kentucky, and 
the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United 
States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United States of- 
fices in said city, and appropriating money for said p ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOPKINSVILLE, KY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5631) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of Hopkinsville, in the State of Kentucky, 
and erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United 
States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other offices in said city, 
and appropriating money forsaid purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK L. HALL. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5632) for the relief of 
Frank L. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN EXPOSITION, AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5633) relative to the Southern 
Exposition to be held in the city of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, 
in the year 1886; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

O. C. COLMESNIL. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5634) for the relief of C. C. 
Colmesnil, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HEADY. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to 
William J. Heady; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT LASHLEY. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5636) for the relief of Robert 
Lashley, of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. GALLOWAY, ADMINISTRATOR. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5637) for the relief of 
George H. Galloway, administrator of the estateof Logan M. Dishman, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF MONEYS COLLECTED BY UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5638) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON J. BIRD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 5639) for the relief of Thompson 
J. Bird and other persons therein named; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN H. WILBERDING. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 5640) for the relief of John 
H. Wilberding and other persons therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH M. CARRIERE AND OTHERS, 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 5641) for the relief of Joseph 
M. Carriere and other persons therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF UNITED STATES MINT, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. HAHN introduced a bill (H. R. 5642) for the relief of certain em- 
ployés of the United States mint at New Orleans, La.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

PROPERTY TAKEN BY FEDERAL ARMIES, 

Mr. KING presented a resolution asking the Secretary of the Treasury 
to furnish information in relation to property and rents taken by the 
Federal authorities in Louisiana during the late war between the 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CHARLES F. WARD. 

Mr. REED, of Maine (by Mr. DINGLEY), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5643) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Ward; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, TANGIER ISLAND. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (H. R. 5644) making an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house on the southern end of 
Tangier Island, in the Chesapeake Bay, in the State of Maryland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA ALLEN. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Re- 
becca Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOAB BROWN. 


Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 5646) for the relief of Joab 
Brown, of Carroll County, Maryland; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMANDA J. KERBY. 

Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (II. R. 5647) for the relief of Amanda 
J. Kerby, formerly Amanda J. Miller; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ATLANTIC WORKS. 


Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 5648) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Works; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. CURTIS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 5649) for the relief of John 
J. Curtis and the executors of Edward S. Tilden; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 5650) to pro- 
vide for the examination of the French spoliation claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID w. Low. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5651) 
ſor the relief of David W. Low; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. GOODRICH. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5652) 
for the relief of James W. Goodrich; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD GORMLEY. 

Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 5653) granting a pension to Edward 
Gormley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCEEDS OF ABANDONED PROPERTY, ETC. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5654) to au- 
thorize suits in the Court of Claims for the proceeds of abandoned and 
captured property; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH B. BELL. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth B. Bell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. J. E. DAVIS. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to 
Mrs. J. E. Davis, widow of Dr. J. E. Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELWIN A. SCUTT. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5657) granting a pen- 
sion to Elwin a Scutt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. LAUZON. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5658) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Lauzon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER FRENCH. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5659) to reimburse 
Peter French for depredations committed by Bannock and Pi-Ute In- 
dians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ITERSON’S ISLAND, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5660) for the con- 
struction of a lake-coast light-house on Herson’s Island, at the mouth 
of the Saint Clair River, Michigan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
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ANNIE POTTINGER. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5661) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie Pottinger; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH DEEGAN. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5662) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Deegan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY. 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 5663) to prevent specula- 
tion, Nese ogres and contraction of national-bank currency; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY ROETHER. 

Mr. O'DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5664) to increase the pen- 

sion of Henry Roether; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRISCILLA MAGLAUGHLIN. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5665) granting a 
pension to Priscilla Maglaughlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARNOLD COREY, 

Mr. O' DON NELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5666) granting a 
pension to Arnold Corey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

the 


PHILLIP CULVER. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 5667) for relief of 
Phillip Culver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SALLY ANN VAN KIRK. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5668) for 


Sally Ann Van Kirk; which was read a first and second 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
for 


LOTT S. BAYLESS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5669) 
Lott S. Bayless; which was read a first second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MOTTER. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5670) for the relief of 
Samuel Motter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

9— t 3 l baror aan yr thre. faoal 
Po necone ir sh one ̃² — T 
he PEL to mand $1400 resp i re eee 
e tt resolved, That ostmaster-General 
—— this House — — 
purpose aforesaid; and if no portion of said sum has 
same has been withheld, and w. any portion of said sum 
for other purposes, 


GRADUATION OF NAVAL CADETS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 5672) to amend section 
1599 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act August 5, 
1882, relating to the graduation of naval cadets; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RAILROAD AND WAGON BRIDGE AT WINONA. 
_ Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 5673) to author- 
ize the construction of a railroad and wagon bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River from Winona, Minn., to the opposite shore, in Wisconsin; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ABBOTT B. J. BENT. 
Nr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill R. 5674) grant- 
ing a pension to Abbott B. J. Bent; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARY MONTI. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension 
to Mary Monti; which was read a first and pint A e to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
Mr. GILFILLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5676) to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of the publie building at Minneapolis, 
inn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PILE AND PONTON RAILWAY, ETC., RED WING, MINN. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the con- 
struction of a pile and ponton railway and wagon bridge across the 
Mississippi River from the city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite 
shore, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS; MARTHA A, MARBLE. . 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5678) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha A. Marble, mother of George F. Marble, Company C, First 
Minnesota Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 

Mr. STRAIT request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5679) for the 
relief of James W. Schaumburg; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DRAWS IN RAILWAY BRIDGES, BIG BLACK RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 5680) to require the Vicks- 
burg and Meridian Railway Company, and the Louisville, New Orleans 
and Texas Railway 75 a to construct and maintain suitable draws 
in their bridges over the Big k River, in Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

F. M. FITZHUGH. 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5681) for the relief of 
F. M. Fitzhugh, of Warren County, Mississippi; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES H. WYATT. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 5682) for the relief of James H. 
Wyatt, of Linn County, Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5683) to provide for the se- 
curity of deposits in national banks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR SAINT CHARLES, MO. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point between the mouth of the Femme Creek and a point two 
miles above the city of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER IN OR NEAR SALINE CITY, MO. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point in Saline City, or within five miles above or five miles below the 
same, in the county of Saline, in the State of Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARRY S. KELLOGG. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of 
Harry 8. Kellogg, administrator of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA VEST. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5687) granting a pension 
to Malinda Vest; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING FOR USE OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

2 That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and are hereby, 

to have printed for the use of the committee the memorial and ac- 
companying papers on the subject of the abolition of the school board of the Dis- 
trict, at a cost not to exceed $50, 
RICHARD W. M’MULLEN. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 5688) for the relief of Richard 
W. McMullen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF MINES AND MINING. 


Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5689) to establish a bureau 
of mines and mining; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 
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SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5690) for the free coinage of 
silver, and other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


E. R. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 5691) for the relief of E. R. Ship- 
ley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. RUSSELL. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5692) for the relief of James 
B. Russell, first lieutenant Company H, Second East Tennessee Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA K. RITTER. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5693) for the re- 
lief of Maria K. Ritter, of Cass County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE HUGGINS. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5694) for the 
relief of Jennie Huggins, of Henry County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS M. PARKISON. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5695) for the 
relief of Thomas M. Parkison, of Cedar County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES CIVIL DEPARTMENTS OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also submitted the following resolution of 
inquiry; which was read, and referred to the Select Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Post- 
master-General, and the Attorney-General be, and they are hereby, each re- 

posten to transmit to the House, at the earliest practicable period, statements 
owing— 

First. The total number of persons within the classified civil service employed 
in their res ve Departments in the city of Washington. 

Second. The total number of such persons in their respective Departments 
8 elsewhere, and therein showing the total number employed at each 
and every pee 

Third, The total number of such persons in each class from each State and 
Territory, including the District of Columbia, employed in their respective De 
partments in Washington. 

Fourth, The total number of e in each class from each State and Ter- 
ritory, including the District of Columbia, employed at each place elsewhere 
than in Washington. 

Fifth. The total number that have been appointed to each class from each 
State and Territory, including the District of Columbia, in their respective De- 

rtments in Washington since the adoption of the civil-service act, approved 

an 16, 1883, and under the provisions of said act and the rules adopted by 
the Civil Service Commission 

Sixth. The number that have been appointed to each class from each State and 
Territory, including the District of Columbia, elsewhere than in Washington, 
since the adoption and under the provisions of said act and the rules of the com- 
mission, and the number employed at each Wee 

Seventh. The number of persons within the classified service now employed 
rtments in Washington who have not been examined 

e Provisions pf said act and the rules adopted by the com- 
mission, showing the number in each class from each State and Territory, in- 
cluding the District of Columbia. 


Eighth. The number of persons within the classified service now employed 
in their respective Departments at each place other than in Washington who 
have not been examined and appointed under the provisions of said act and the 
rules adopted by the commission, showing the number at cach place in each 
class in each State and Territory, including the District of Columbia, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, POPLAR BLUFF, MO. 


Mr. DAWSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5696) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Poplar Bluff, Mo.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CAPE GIRARDEAU, MO. 

Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5697) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in Cape Girardeau, Mo.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PALMER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 5698) for the 
relief of John Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TIENRY GREBE. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5699) for 
the relief of Henry Grebe; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). This bill, under the 
rule, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


in their respective De 
and appointed under 


Il, S. JENKINS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5700) for 
the relief of H. S. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. O. S. BELDEN. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 5701) for the 
relief of Dr. O. S. Belden, late first assistant surgeon Fifth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following resolution; which was 

read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 30,000 extra copies of 
House bill No. 5576, entitled “A bill to reduce tariff taxes,“ introduced into the 
House February 15, 1886, by Hon, WILLIAM R. Morrison, and that said copies 
shall be distributed pro rata among the Members and Delegates by the superin- 
tendent of the House document-room, who shall keep a strict account thereof. 


JENET L. JOHNSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to 
Jenet L. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ALMIRA RUSSELL HANCOCK. 


Mr. PULITZER introduced a bill (H. R. 5703) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Almira Russell Hancock, widow of Maj. Gen. Winfield S. Han- 
cock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEPHONE SUITS. 
Mr. PULITZER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the resolution creating a select committee, proposed by Mr. 
HANBACK, of Kansas, be so amended as to authorize said committee to inquire 
whether any of the telephone companies have in any way influenced, or at- 
tempted to influence, officials or official action through newspapers acting from 
interested and improper motives. And also whether any corporations or their 
managers or representatives contributed large sums of money for political cam- 
paign purposes upon the agreement that a certain person acceptable to them 
should be e a judge of one of the courts ot the United States which may 
have to decide litigation concerning telephone suits, 


NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. PULITZER. I desire also to present a memorial, numerously 
signed by prominent members of commercial bodies in New York, for the 

reservation of the harbor of New York, which is in very bad condition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The memorial may, 
under the rule, be placed for reference in the petition-box. 

ELIZABETIL COLES. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5704) grantinga pension 
to Elizabeth Coles; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WYANT. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to 
Charles Wyant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH LEFFMAN, 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 5706) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Leffman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-STATION AT WILSON, N. Y. 

Mr. WEBER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5707) for the erection of a 
light-station at Wilson,on Lake Ontario, New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SCHUYLER I. MOORE. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. Abe for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against the record of Schuyler I. Moore; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

R. P. SUNNARD. 

Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5709) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion from the military record of R. P. Sunnard; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN J. HEVENOR. 

Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5710) for the relief of 
Benjamin J. Hevenor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLIE M’ROBERTS. 
Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5711) for the relief of 


Ellie McRoberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PATENTS FOR PLANTS, FRUITS, AND FLOWERS. 


Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 5712) to amend section 4886 of 
the Revised Statutes so as to extend the benefits of the patent laws to 
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discoverers of new varieties of plants, fruits, and flowers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MARY F. WRIGHT. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5713) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BEACH also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings: 


SARAH E. E. PERINE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York (by Mr. James), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5714) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix 
of the estate of William Perine, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY SPRAGUE. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5715) ting a pension to 
Mary Sprague; which was read a first and coset time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GARY DONALDSON, 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 5716) granting a pension to 
Gary Donaldson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SIXTEENTH STREET, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5717) chang- 
ing the name of Sixteenth street, in Washington, D. C., to ‘‘ Executive 
avenue;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

NORMAN S. KENYON. 

Mr. DOWDNEY (by Mr. Briss) introduced a bill (H. R. 5718) to 
increase the pension of Norman 8. Kenyon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM s. RISLEY. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Will- 
iam S. Risley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5720) to protect the pro- 
ducers and consumers of dairy products, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ture, and ordered to be printed. 

COIN NOTES, COINAGE, ETC. 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5721) to authorize the 
issue of United States coin notes, provide for their redemption, regulate 
coinage, carry on public improvements, give employment to labor, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSULAR SERVICE. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 5722) to reform the organi- 
zation and increase the efficiency of the consular service; which was 
read a first and second time, and, by unanimous consent, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINATIONS FOR CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. BELMONT also introduced the following resolution; which, by 
unanimous consent, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Civil Service Commissioners be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested to report to this House whether or nota civil-service examination, either 
nation or a competitive examination, is in their opinion feasible 


fe 
or places where examination shall be held, the persons b 
ted, and the probable annual cost thereof. mye sca 


NATHANIEL M’KAY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL (by Mr. BELMONT) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5723) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of 
Donald McKay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FAYETTEVILLE, N. C. 


Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5724) to 
provide for the erection of a building for the accommodation of the 


post-office and other Government offices in the city of Fayetteville, in 
the State of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
120) to print the annual bulletin of the Bureau of Ethnology; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 5725) for the relief of Sophia B. 
Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY COOK. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5726) granting a pension to Henry 
Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. SEARL. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5727) granting a 
pension to William A. Searl; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE M. RYDER. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5728) for the 
relief of Phebe M. Ryder; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WARNER. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5729) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Warner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS E. DUNCAN. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5730) to advance the grade of 
Amos E. Duncan on the pension-roll to that of a surgeon; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN WOOLLEY. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5731) granting a pension 
to Susan Woolley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF REBELLION, 


Mr. LITTLEsubmitted a resolution directing the Committee on Print- 
ing to inquire as to the advisability of the Government publishing a 
revised edition of the Medical and Surgical History of the Rebellion for 
distribution under direction of Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

FLAGS FOR ARMY REUNIONS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE submitted a joint resolution (H. Res. 121) au- 
thorizing the loan of the flags of certain regiments to reunions of the As- 
sociation of Survivors of the Regular Brigade Fourteenth Army 
of the Cumberland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. A. R. LORD. 

Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5732 ting an increase of 
pension to Dr. A. R. Lord, of Clyde, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

W. c. HUTCHESON. 


Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief of W. 
C. Hutcheson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AKRON, OHIO. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5734) for the erection 
of a public building at Akron, Ohio; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. CRUMP. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5735) for the reliefof 
William T. Crump; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF STREETS AND AVENUES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5736) 
to provide for the extension of the streets and avenues of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SHEET ENVELOPES. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5737) 
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to provide for postal sheet envelopes, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed, 


LOUISE S. MAURICE. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5738) granting 
an increase of pension to Louise S. Maurice, widow of Thomas D. 
Maurice, late captain of artillery in the regular Army and major of vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH H. MOORE. 


Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5739) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Joseph H. Moore; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY A. FISHER. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5740) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Fisher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES B. BAZELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by ee introduced a bill (H. R. 5741) for the 
relief of James B. Bazell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee an Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. HALEY. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5742) 
granting a pension to James A. Haley, Captain Caldwell’s company 
West Virginia Scouts, war of the rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
+o be printed. 

THEODORE J. GILLETT. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5743) for 
the relief of Theodore J. Gillett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY A. SHADEL, DECEASED. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5744) 
for the relief of the heirs of Henry A. Shadel, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE GORBY. 
Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5745) 
granting a pension to Caroline Gorby, widow of Benjamin F. Gorby, 
ate Company I, Fifty-third Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861; which was 
read a first and ‘second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM R. ROGERS. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5746) 
granting a pension to William R. Rogers, Company F, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES F. ALLGONER. 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 5747) for the relief of Charles 
F. Allgoner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GRADE OF GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5748) to revive the grade of 
General inthe Army of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RECORD OF ELISHA A, HANCOCK. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5749) to amend the record of 
Elisha A. Hancock, late major Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES DOLTON. 

Mr. EVANS introduced a bill (H. R. 5750) for the relief of Charles 
Dolton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB HOLDER. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5751) granting a pension to 
Jacob Holder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH VAN HOLT. 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5752) granting a pension to 
Joseph Van Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA E. BERRY. 


Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5753) granting a pension to 


Eliza E. Berry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RUSSELL s. THURSTON. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5754) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Russell S. Thurston, Company 
B, Fifty-second Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. LEWIS. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5755) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Lewis, late of Company H, One hundred and Ninety- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANSON G. CARPENTER. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension 
to Anson G. Carpenter, lieutenant Company B, One hundred and thirty- 
second Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MIRON FELLOWS. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5757) granting a pen- 
sion to Miron Fellows; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LORENZO LAKE, 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5758) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Lorenzo Lake, who formerly be- 
longed to Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


SNOWDEN & MASON. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5759) for the relief of Snowden 
& Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY G. MILLER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5760) for the relief of Nancy 
G. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET J. REIGHTER. 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet J. Reighter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BAIR. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5762) granting a pension to 
William Bair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN WEBER. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5763) for the relief of Chris- 
tian Weber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN STOLL. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5764) for the relief of John 
Stoll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HOUSER. 

Mr. BOUND introduced a bill (H. R. 5765) for the relief of William 
H. Houser, Company G, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB BROWNAWELL. 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5766) for the relief of Jacob 
Brownawell, late of Company F, Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. KISSINGER. 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5767) for the relief of 
Henry A. Kissinger, Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMUNICATION WITH SIGNAL STATION, BLOCK ISLAND. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 5768) to provide a new sub- 
marine cable and establish telegraphic communication between the sig- 
nal station at Block Island, Rhode Island, and the mainland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH L. HARVEY. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 5769) granting a pension to Sarah 

L. Harvey, of James County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- | 5785) gran 


dered to be printed. 
WALLACE N. AND ELLEN J. HOGE. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5770) for the relief of Wallace 
N. and Ellen J. Hoge, of McMinn County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the 8 Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. T R. 5771) for the relief of J. L. 
Cain, A. A. Kyle, A. Kennedy, and G. M. Hazen; Which was read a first 
and Second time, referred to "the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM r. GREEN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5772) granting a pension to 
William T. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

G. M. LITTLE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR (by Mr. NEAL) introduced a bill (H. R. 5773) 
granting a pension to G. M. Little, of Carroll County, Tennessee; 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST METHODIST CHURCH, JACKSON, TENN. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR (by Mr. NAL) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5774) for the relief of the First Methodist church of the city of Jackson, 
Tenn. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. 
McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES ANDERSON, DECEASED. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5776) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Charles Anderson, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. MUSE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5777) for the relief 
of William R. Muse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED OFFICERS UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5778) 
to fix the rank and authorize the assignment to certain duties of re- 
tired officers of the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
. Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

PETER FALKNER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by Mr. RICHARDSON), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. ? 

ANDREW I. DUNCAN. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5780) for the relief of the 
estate of Andrew I. Duncan, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. B. OWEN. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5781) for the relief of 
R. B. Owen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. J. TUCKER. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5782) for the relief 
of E. J. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, MEMPHIS. 

« Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 122) 
to authorize the erection of a rostrum in the national near 
Memphis, Tenn. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE B. STIMPSON. 

Mr. SYMES (by Mr. Zach. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. R. 5783) 
for the relief of George B. Stimpson, late postmaster at Pueblo, Colo. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOSPITAL AT PONCHA SPRINGS. 

Mr. SYMES (by Mr. Zach. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. R. 5784) 
for the establishment of an Army and Navy hospital at Poncha Springs, 
Nevada ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA L. CARAHER. 
Mr. SYMES (by Mr. ZACH TAYLOR) also introduced a bill (H. R. 


an increase of ion to Maria L. Caraher ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER, TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5786) granting to 
the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge Company the consent of the 
United States to construct and maintain a bridge over Red River at or 
near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASSISTANT INDIAN COMMISSIONER. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5787) to create 
the office of assistant commissioner of Indian affairs ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SMALL BILLS FOR CIRCULATION. 


Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5788) to provide for the issue 


of small bills for circulation, and for other purposes; which was read a 


which | first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 2552 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of 
the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. M’CUBBIN. 

Mr. tae Ibn ee ens CE R. 5790) for the 
relief of J. B. which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL MAYER. 
Mr. LIBBEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5791) for the 
relief of Michael Mayer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


B. D. M. JONES. 

Mr. BRADY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5792) for the re- 
lief of B. D. M. Jones, of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPT. WILSON MILLER. 

Mr. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5793) granting an 
increase of to Capt. Wilson Miller; which was read a first and 
ee eee ta ties ONTIS on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

R. D. EVANS AND R. M. GREED. 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5794) for the re- 
lief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. Greed; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRINTING FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. TUCKER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
os That the oe on the Judiciary be authorized to have printed 


such papers an: ts as it may deem necessary in connection 
with propositions — tm before said committee. 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM M’SHERRY. 
Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5795) for the relief of the heirs 
of William McSherry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Sr. JOHN’S CHURCH, HARPER’S FERRY. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5796) for the relief of Saint 
John’s Episcopal Church at Harper’s Ferry, W. Va.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARPER’S FERRY ARMORY. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5797) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the employés of, and the contractor who furnished 
the United States armory at Harper’s Ferry, Va., prior to April 13 
1861; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

j JAMES M’GRAW. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5798) for the relief of James 
McGraw; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana (by Mr. Witson), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5799) to designate, classify, and fix the salaries of persons in the rail- 
way mail service; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Saat renee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
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MARINE HOSPITAL AT POINT PLEASANT. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5800) forthe 
erection of a marine hospital at Point Pleasant, State of West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5801) for the relief of J. W. Ken- 
nedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES BLANCHETT. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 5802) granting a pension 
to Charles Blanchett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGES ACROSS WISCONSIN, CHIPPEWA, AND SAINT CROIX RIVERS. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 5803) to amend an act, approved 
June 12, 1884, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State 
of Wisconsin ;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DELANE. 
Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5804) granting an increase 
ion to James Delane; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES DOWNS. 
Mr. PRICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5805) for the 
relief of James Downs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE B. CARTER. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 5806) granting a pension 
to George B. Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PRESCOTT, ARIZ. 


Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5807) for the construction of a 
public building at Prescott, Ariz.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. GIFFORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5808) relating 
to the taxation of railroad grant lands, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID PEED. 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5809) granting a pension to 
David Peed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL FACILITIES FOR THE SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


cera Melee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House the following information, if not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interests. namely: 

1. What school facilities have been furnished to the Sioux Nation of Indians 
of Dakota in accordance with the provisions of the treaty made with said Indians 
under date of April 29, 1868. 

2. What recommendations as to the proper policy to be pursued to carry out 
ihat clause of the treaty aforesaid providing for educational facilities among 
said e of Indians will, in the opinion of the Department, best conduce to their 
civilization. 


. of 
re 


FELIX GARCIA. 
Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 5810) for the relief of Felix 


Garcia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCISCO T. C. DE BACA. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5811) for the relief of Fran- 
cisco T. C. de Baca; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTEVAN ARAGON. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5812) for the relief of Es- 
tevan Aragon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSE MARIA CHAVEZ. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5813) for the relief of José 
Maria Chavez; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCISCO GONZALES. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5814) for the relief of 
Francisco Gonzales: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ANTONIO s. LUCERO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5815) forthe relief of the 


heirs of Antonio S. Lucero; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ESTANISLAO MONTOYA. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5816) for the relief of 
the heirs of Estanislao Montoya; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PEREA & CO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5817) for the relief of 
Perea & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PABLO TRUJILLO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5818) for the relief of 
Pablo Trujillo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOSEPH PLEY. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5819) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph Pley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. s 

a MANUEL TRUJILLO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5820) for the relief of 


Manuel Trujillo; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF RAMON VIGIL. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5821) for the relief of the 
heirs of Ramon Vigil; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSÉ ANASTASIO TRUJILLO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5822) for the relief of 
José Anastasio Trujillo; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. E. EALY. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5823) for the relief A. E. 
Ealy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 5824) prohibiting the im- 
migration of Chinese into the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATURALIZATION IN TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5825) amending sec- 
tion 1874 of the Revised Statutes and confirming the orders and pro- 
ceedings of certain Territorial courts in certain cases arising under the 
naturalization laws of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD RIGHTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5826) permitting all 
persons who have lost their homestead rights to make new entries; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. SNYDER. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 5827) for the relief of J. W. 
Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Chair will now recog- 
nize for the introduction of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

MENA HOLMES. z 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5828) granting 
a pension to Mena Holmes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. WILEY. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5829) for the relief of Henry C. 
Wiley; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. BOYD. 

Mr. MCRAE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5830) for the relief 
of the estate of Henry C. Boyd, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAY OF RETIRED NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. COLE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 123) in regard to 

the pay of retired officers of the Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
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one time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
prin 


MRS, LUCY B. LEGRAND. 

Mr. O’FERRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 5831) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lucy B. Legrand; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL H. SONNER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5832) for 
the relief of Samuel H. Sonner, of Shenandoah County, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5833) for the relief of the heirs 
of Richard W. Meade, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR PENSACOLA, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 5834) making 
an appropriation for the construction of a macadamized road to the 
national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5835) grant- 
ing bounty land to all persons who rendered military service in the 
cuppression of Indian hostilities in the State of Florida between the 
year 1855 and the year 1860; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 5836) providing for an assist- 
ant Secretary of War; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JEFFERSON DUNN. 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5837) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son Dunn, late second lieutenant and captain in Company D, Thirty- 
second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DE. THOMAS F. MITCHELL, 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5838) for the relief of Dr. 
Thomas F. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAHALA JOHNSON. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 5839) granting a pension to Ma- 
hala Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTRIC COMMUNICATION. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5840) to amend 
title 65 of the Revised Statutes and to increase the facilities and secure 
competition and lower rates for communications by electric wires; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ALMIRA RUSSELL HANCOCK. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 5841) granting a pension to 
Almira Russell Hancock, widow of Winfield Scott Hancock, late a major- 
general in the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LETITIA CARR. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5842) granting arrears 
of pension to Letitia Carr; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDITH M. RODGERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5843) granting a pen- 
sion to Edith M. Rodgers; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA HAYS. _ 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5844) granting a pension 
to Isabella Hays; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC H. MARKS AND SAMUEL STONE. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5845) for the relief of 
Isaac H. Marks and Samuel Stone; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. SCHULER. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5846) for the relief 
of John G. Schuler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOTTFRIED SCHWARTZ. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5847) for the 
relief of Gottfried Schwartz; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN M. SPRAGUE. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5848) granting a pension to Ellen 
M. Sprague; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. EPPING AND ALEXANDER M. BRANNAN. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5849) for the relief of Henry 
H. Epping and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill, 
Muscogee County, Georgia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB WINNER. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5850) for the relief of Jacob Win- 
ner, late of Company D, Forty-Sixth Illinois Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 5851) to amend section 4400 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NORMAN KAUFMAN, 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5852) granting an increase of 
pension to Norman Kaufman; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed’ 


ALBERT LEWIS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 5853) for the relief 
of Albert Lewis, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN WYBRANT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5854) for the re- 
lief of John Wybrant, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MATTHEW E. JACKSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5855) for the relief of Matthew 
E. Jackson, of Decatur County, Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GABRIEL COX. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5856) for the re- 
lief of Gabriel Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. JOHN P. REESE, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5857) for the 
relief of Capt. John P. Reese; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HEBERER. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5858) for the 
relief of John Heberer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOLMAN ANDERSON. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5859) for the 
relief of Holman Anderson, late of Fifteenth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that he had, on February 9, 
1886, approved and signed an act (H. R. 5186) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to use certain unexpended balances for the relief of 
the Northern Cheyennes in Montana. 

RETIRED-LIST, NAVY. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Whereas the annual pen for the payment of the retired-list of the 
United States Navy for fiscal year 1885, amounted to the sum of $797,880, and 
for the fiscal year 1886 amounted to $797,880; and 

Whereas it is alleged that quite a number of the officers now on the retired- 


list of the Navy were placed there on account of their own immoral conduct 
and vicious habits, and for reasons other than having arrived at the age of sixty- 


two years, or on account of wounds, injuries, or disabilities received or incurred 
in the line of their . — offi duties: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the ives, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested, and is hereby to transmit to the House of Representatives 


list of the Navy, with their 
or relative rank, annual pay and allowances, and the 
reasons or grounds upon which they were aan upon the re list. 
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ELIZABETH SPOHN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5860) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Spohn; which was read a first and second time, 
— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the remainder of this day 
is set apart for the consideration of the bill for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of that bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin will permit 
the gentleman from North Carolina to submit a resolution before that 


motion is made. 
Mr. BRAGG. I will yield for that purpose. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Thomas A. Hendricks, 
late Vice-President of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Joint Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FITZ-JONN PORTER. 

The motion of Mr. BRAGG was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill now 
pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] 
is entitled to the floor for forty-eight minutes, having occupied twelve 
minutes of his time on Saturday. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday evening, when it was 
suggested to me to yield the floor to allow the committee to rise, I gave 
way and ended my speech right in the middle of asentence. I yielded 
the floor immediately because I was fatigued, and now desire to com- 
plete that sentence. I had started to say in reply to the distinguished 

ntleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] that there was not a single life 
ES right there I gave way to the motion that the committee rise. 
I want to add—by any disobedience of orders on the part of Fitz-John 
Porter. I propose, as I said before, to demonstrate that fact before I 
am done. But I want to reply for a minute before I commence that 
demonstration to the constitutional arguments submitted by my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Houx]. 

I introduced on Saturday evening the Constitution, showing that the 
rules and regulations of the Army, the Articles of War, were passed in 
obedience to the Constitution, and I cited the authority. That provis- 
jon of the Constitution says, in substance, that Congress s have 
power to make all rules and regulations for the Army and Navy. M 
friend from Tennessee, though a learned judge, says that the fifth arti- 
cle of the amendments to the Constitution changes thatlaw. Now, the 
only thing—and I hold the Constitution in my hand—the only thing 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution says in that respect is that in- 
dictments must be made in all cases of criminal prosecution, except in 
the Army and Navy. The only provision, then, in that article of the 
amendments to the Constitution is with reference to indictments which 
are not required to be made in the Army and Navy; that is, that you 
shall go on and try an offender under the military law, as you have al- 
ways done, without indictment before a court-martial, and that is all 
there is in it and all it says; consequently it leaves the whole question 
of trials by court-martial right where the Constitution originally left 
it; that is to say, completely within the control of the That 
being true, Mr. Chairman, we have the right to change that provision 
of law. 

I do not wish to take up more time than is necessary upon that prop- 
osition, but I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to what I conceive to be his very erroneous construction of the 
Constitution. He states the proposition re correctly, but says that 
the only thing now before Congress is: ‘‘ Will you restore Fitz-John 
Porter and give him an office? He says that can not be done because 
the Constitution prohibits it. I ask him how does the Constitution 
prohibit it? Does it prevent the restoration of Fitz-John Porter, when, 
as I think can be demonstrated from the Constitution itself, we have 
control absolutely over the whole matter? But he says you can not 
do it because a court-martial has found him guilty, and, therefore, you 
ean notrestore him. Again he says, going further than ever I heard in 
my life, that he can not hold any civil or military office because the 
court-martial has found him guilty and so pronounced. But, Mr. 
Chairman, the President pardoned him, and that pardon restored his 
full right to hold any office in the nation without the enactment of 
Congress. And another question to which I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee is, Can a med man hold office, 
a man restored to all his rights from the effect of such a sentence by 
the pardon of the President of the United States, and the President 


had the right; is he not entitled to be placed in any office you please? 
Will the gentleman put himself upon the record in such an attitude 
as that? Does he expect anybody to follow him in such an erroncous 
view as that? 

But I want to goa little further. 
spends about an hour telling us that he went home from the Army power- 
fully embittered against the rebels, as he called them. He told us that 


The gentleman from Tennessee 


he then thought they all ought to be shot, but that ten years of cooling 
time brought him to the conclusion he was willing to forgive them. I 
think the gentleman from Tennessee ought to have cooled a long time 
before that. But if after ten years of cooling time he could forgive the 
men whom he expected never to forgive, men who tried to destroy the best 
government in the world, I ask him can he not forgive a gallant Union 
soldier that fought under our flag? Can not the lapse of twenty years 
and more soften his heart so that he will forgive a t Union soldier? 

Thegentleman’s argument goes upon the idea that you are not to con- 
sider anything but what was before the court-martial; that all light is 
to be shut out; that you have no right to go beyond what was before 
the court-martial. Now, I hold the Congress of the United States has 
the right to take light, let it come from where it may, and investigate 
eve ing anew in that light. You say you have no right to accept 
any new light that has come upon the subject since the court-martial 
convened and found Fitz-John Porter guilty. This is a very peculiar 
view of the gentleman from Tennessee, and I am astonished to find it 
shared by any number of intelligent men. 

A lofty castle is builtin the State of Tennessee and is so constructed 
that all light is excluded from it. Unless when they may see fit to 
open the windows from the turret to the foundation-stone of that castle 
there is nothing but darkness init. The sun has arisen in heaven 
over the earth, and all the earth is enjoyingits light; butin that castle 
all is darkness; you can not see a thing there. Close by that in the 
woods is a cabin with cracks badly stopped. When heaven’s sun rises 
upon the earth the inhabitant of that cabin rejoices in the light that 
comes through the cracks, and everywhere from the rafters to the sill of 
that cabin there is light, and the man rejoices in the light. 

I contend you have the right to take the light of heaven when it 
comes to you and thank God for it, let it come from where it will. But 
you say, and [am astonished any legal gentleman would maintain such 
a proposition, that light can not come to you unless it was first given 
to the court-martial; that if the verdict of the court-martial was a mis- 
take it is a mistake that rules forever. I desire to remind the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] of the predicamentheisin. He has 
so construed the Constitution of the United States and has so argued 
his law as if the soldier was not entitled to the same protection as the 
ordinary citizen. I hope he will keep that out of his printed speech 
so that the soldiers may not see it. 

The gentleman’s argument amounts to this, that while every Ameri- 
can citizen is protected wherever he may be, while a Martin Koszta 
was under the flag of the United States even in a foreign nation, while 
our Government can protect everybody else, it can not protect a soldier. 
When a citizen, I care not how humble he may be, has condemned 
by any court, if it is afterward found out that he is innocent, there is 
no time when his case can not be reached by a civil court. But here, 
says the distinguished lawyer from Tennessee—and I hope no man in 
this House will follow him in that view—here are soldiers and officers 
whose cases, if they have been unjustly condemned, can never again 
be reached. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee not to let the soldiers 
see that. If they do they will believe the Government is partial. If 
ap have not the same rights as citizens the Government is not doing 
its duty. 

Will you tell me the man who is fighting your battles, is risking his 
life every day, risking his honor and manhood and everything about 
him, is not entitled to as much protection from the Government as the 
citizen in civil life? Yetthatis the position assumed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

I contend we have a right to all the light that is given to us; that we 
have the right to examine this case further than the court-martial did. 
I hold that we, an intelligent Congress of the United States, have the 
right to gather all the light that comes from every source. And I under- 
take to say that the trial of Fitz-John Porter by the court-martial was 
not a fair trial; that it did not do justice to the accused. 

I want to contrast for a moment the treatment in another respect 
which a citizen gets before a court very different from what this soldier 
got. When this man who had fought for his country was before the 
court-martial did they give him the benefit of his good character as a 
man on trial in a civil court would have the benefit of his good charac- 
ter to rebut the presumption of guilt orany slight proofof guilt. Now, 
it appears from the facts of the case as they occurred before the court- 
martial that the fact of Fitz-John Porter being a man of honor and 
distinction and high and marked ability, his very services to his coun- 
try and his high character were not allowed to weigh in his favor, but 
pointed him out as a man that ought to be cashiered! That was the 
view of the court-martial that tried him. It had been determined be- 
forehand, and it is not worth while to disguise that fact, that at Wash- 
ington it had been determined that General McClellan should be re- 
moved, and in order to accomplish that, as they could not charge him 
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with a violation of any order, it was necessary to take a man that loved 


McClellan, a man that McClellan had confidence in, and cashier him. 


Then, again, I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
marked difference between the manner of a trial of an accused citizen by 
a civil tribunal and the trial of Fitz-John Porter. On the trial of a cit- 
izen in some of the States the law used to be that an interested witness 
would not be permitted to testify at all. That old law has been mod- 
ified of late, and now the general rule is that an interested witness may 
testify, but the fact of his interest is taken into consideration, and the 


judge instructs the jury that they are to consider that in making up | had 


their verdict. Was there a disinterested witness in the Porter case? 
I put it to the members of this committee, can you point me to the 
name of a single witness that was brought before the court-martial that 
tried Fitz-John Porter who was not interested in his conviction? Was 
General Pope interested? General Pope was hunting around fora man 
to put the blame on. He thought there was blame to be cast on the Union 
forces for being whipped on that occasion. 

Now, let me say right here that I think so, too. I think there was 
blame to be put somewhere every time the Union forces were whi 
I blame General Lee for it; I blame Longstreet; I blame Stonewall Jack- 
son; I blame you all that were down there fighting and whipping us. 
[Laughter.] ‘That is the whole case. And now why do we want to 
turn round and blame a Union general that did his whole duty and did 
it nobly? There is no doubt that we were whipped, but why? Was 
it because you gentlemen on the other side had better or braver men 
than we had? No. Was it because you had better to com- 
mand your corps and your brigades than we had? No. Our soldiers 
were as good as yours, and yours were as good as ours. Our division 
commanders were as good as yours. But let me say—and I say it with 
all due deference to the admirers of General Pope—he was not the equal 
of General Lee, and that is the reason we were whipped there. 

General Lee had a comprehensive mind, a great mind for strategy, a 
mind that could in a momentseize the situation and marshal his troops 
to meet it. Ido General Pope honor; I say that he was a gallant 
officer; but when you compare him to such a man as Lee, does anybody 
believe he can stand the comparison? Is there a man who ever read 
the history of the late war who believes that General Pope wag the 
equal of General Lee? Lee was a better commanding general than 
Pope, and that is the reason that our forces were whipped. And I want 
to say this right here in reference to General Lee: I thank God his 
cause died; I thank God that the government for which he fought is 
no more; but while I do that, I undertake to say that when the people 
of America reach the zenith of their glory they will remember Bob 
Leo as a great man, a man of t power of thought and of 
command, and his memory will a of the pride and glory 
of America. Yes, sir; al h defeated in his cause, although the 
government for which he fought is dead and gone, he will be remem- 
bered as one of America’s great generals. General Pope will not. Other 
men on our side attained much higher eminence than he did. Letme 
just call attention to the contrast between the conduct of General Pope 
and the conduct of General Lee on that occasion. Lee knew where 
his command was and he knew where to putit. Did Pope know as 
much about his own command? Why, in the very last order that he 
gave to McDowell and Porter he acknowledged that he did not know 
where his command was. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. Did General Pope know where Fitz-John Porter was? 

Mr. WOLFORD. No, sir. e did not know where his own com- 
mand was. He didn’t know where his command was, and he said to 
Porter—and my friend from Tennessee [Mr. fone ought to read it 
and so ought my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE ]—he 
said: 

I don’t know where Ricketts is. I don't know where my command is. 


Did he know where the enemy was? I it to the candor of every 
man on this committee, did General P. w where the enemy was? 
He ordered his officers to ee attack Jackson's in gokan get into his 
rear, but there stood old gstreet in the way. I know how it was 
when Longstreet stood between a man and victory. I was in an arm 
thatencountered that obstacle. Well, there stood old wi 
at least two soldiers to Porter’s one, and how could Porter strike Jack- 
son’s rear? Why, in the last order General Pope gave he showed that 
he knew nothing about where the enemy was. He said, They will 
be here the day after to-morrow night; and at that very time there 
they were, standing within two miles of Porter, facing him, ready for 
a fight. Longstreet says now: 

If Porter had attacked us we would have demolished him; we had the power 
to demolish him, and we would have done it, ; 

Sir, you can not read the orders that the distinguished tleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] cited here—I hope he will them in his 

you can not read those orders without seeing that Pope was 
ignorant of where the forces of the enemy were. Every order that he 
gives bears upon its face evidence of his ignorance of the positions both 
of his enemies and of his friends, his own troops. 

Do you apologize for General Pope upon the ground that Lee was a 


better general, or from the fact that Pope’s command was new and the 
ground was new so that he did not know the true state of affairs? 
But before he gave a positive order to attack he ought to have known 
whom he was attacking and where he was attacking. 

There is another consideration. Gentlemen speak of obeying orders. 
Iam for obeying orders—not blindly, but I am for that sensible obe- 
dience to orders which will produce the best results for the country. 
There is a higher consideration than blindly to obey orders. Says the 
military commission that investigated this case, If Fitz-John Porter 
made the attack it would have brought ruin to our army, and 
Washington city would have fallen into the hands of the enemy.” 
Says General Longstreet, ‘‘If Porter had attacked me, I would have 
demolished him and his army and would have taken Washington city.“ 

Now, what right has any gentleman to say that Fitz-John Porter 
‘*murdered”’ a great many men, for that was about the language of 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee. Why, sir, he saved the 
army by what he did. I want to ask my distinguished friend from 
Tennessee whether he thinks there is no higher duty than obeying an 
order, though the man who gave it knew nothing about the true state 
of the case? I hold there is a higher duty than that. Every military 
officer who is fit to be such ought to be a father to the men in his com- 
mand. Their honor, their happiness, their lives, are in his hands. 
Shall he blindly and foolishly subject those men to defeat and death 
when it is to do no good? 

If you tell me that the sacrifice of part of any army is sometimes a 
dernier ressort—that there are cases in which a part of the army must 
be sacrificed for the good of the whole—I may admit it. I may admit 
that sometimes a military man with those under him must lead a 
forlorn hope, knowing that he is to be sacrificed for the good of the 
army and the good of the country. I admit it; and in such a case the 
man dies a martyr for his country. But I deny that any commander 
ought to sacrifice his men when it is to accomplish no good, but simply 
to defeat and ruin the cause in which he is engaged. 

I wish now to refer to some positions taken by my distinguished 
friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. I will not go before that map of 
which he made such constant use. There are better and more enlight- 
ened maps, published from actual survey since the war. I do not care 
a fig for the gentleman’s map; it has nothing to do with the discussion 
of this case. I was amused to observe how coolly and deliberately my 
friend from Indiana stood before that map and pointed out errors which 
are now known to the world. I could not help thinking ‘‘if that map 
were a battery, he would not be so cool and deliberate in pointing out 
errors.“ ter.] 

Do you say that Fitz-John Porter onght to have attacked, that he 
had an order to attack Long street? His order was to attack the rear 
and flank of Jackson. General Pope labored under the delusion all the 
time that there was nobody there but Jackson, and that Jackson was 
the time trying to get out of his way, when, in point of 


Pope in his orders and in his did injustice to every Union 
in his command, and he placed the confederates where they 
notin point of fact. 

y friend from Indiana says that Fitz-John Porter ought to have 
gone right along—ought to have precipitated an attack—ought to have 


BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I have. 
WOLFORD. It is now clear to the world that in order to get 
where Pope’s order told him to get Fitz-John Porter would have had 
s army. But the order that was sent at thirty 
utes after 4 o’clock never reached him until dark. He could not 
He had been told, ‘‘ The army is short of provisions, 
and you must fall back to Manassas.” That was the last information 


and had knowledge upon which to act. Why did not my friend from 
Indiana read the whole of the record on this point? If he will put it 
in his and let it go to the country I shall besatisfied; for it will 
answer the positions he has taken. Fitz-John Porter knew where the 
enemy was and Pope did not know. Porter sent out a reconnoitering 
who captured and brought in a number of Longstreet’s men, and 

in this way he obtained information. 
While that mock trial was going on—for, mark you, I claim it was noth- 
ing but mockery—all the time that mock trial was going on, here were 
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Pope and a host of other men marshaled for the purpose of giving tes- 
timony against Fitz- John Porter and dishonoring him. They weresay- 
ing, Oh, if he had obeyed orders we would have demolished Jackson.“ 
Fitz-John Porter said, I could not demolish Jackson, for 

with his army was between Jackson and me, and I knew it.” When 
Longstreet was there, ready for the conflict, Pope was saying, De- 
molish Jackson before Longstreet comes up.“ Longstreet was there 
then. Pope admits that Porter knew he was there. McDowell knew 
he was there. 

Although the distinguished gentleman from Indiana and the distin- 
guished gentleman from Tennessee are to-day admitting here for the 

first time it has ever been admitted in this discussion that Fitz-John 
Porter was not a traitor to his country, it was proclaimed at the time 
of his trial that he was a traitor and ought to be shot. This was the 
atmosphere around him at that time. Every gentleman who has prac- 
ticed law knows how it is when mistaken views come from high quar- 
ters and a great prejudice is arrayed against a man. The air was full 
of denunction of Fitz-John Porter; it was proclaimed he was a traitor 
and ought to be shot. One officer declared, and a distinguished gen- 
tleman has said in this discussion he heard him say in his presence, that 
Porter ought to be shot, and that if he had the execution of the law he 
would shoot him. 

That was the way they talked about him during the trial, and these 
are the circumstances under which he was tried. 

I have said that every witness was interested; and so he was. Was 
not McDowell interested? Surely no one here will say he was not. 
Will the gentleman from Indiana itr. STEELE] or will the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] tell me that a single man was not inter- 
ested who was a witness against Fitz-John Porter? It was because 
they were not willing to put the blame where it ought to be put—upon 
the confederates—and therefore they wished to find some one in our 
ranks upon whom the blame should be put, and then when it was done 
they wished him never to be forgiven. But I have said all I want to 
say on that proposition—whether he disobeyed any order on the 29th 
of August or not. 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose he did. Now would any gentleman here 
say that Fitz-John Porter ought to have sacrificed all his men? Will 
any one say that he ought to have destroyed our army, as the facts dis- 
close he would have done if he had carried out the order which was issued 
to him? What was the issue? Fitz-John Portercould not have obeyed 
that order even if he had received it; but he said he did not receive it 
because Longstreet was there with two men to his one. Pope said that 
he was not there. That was the testimony before the court-martial. 
Who is right? As we now know, Fitz-John Porter undoubtedly was. 
Yet, sir, upon that false issue Fitz-John Porter was condemned. They 
believed Pope, and not Fitz-John Porter. Now everybody knows who 
wants to know it that from the first Fitz-John Porter was right, and 
things were precisely as he said they were. 

y distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] said that Fitz 
John Porter ought to have sacrificed his army under such circum- 
stances—that he ought to have obeyed his orders whatever the conse- 
quence might have been.“ Ido not recognize that any commander 
has the right unnecessarily to lead to slaughter the men under his 
command—men who have looked up to him as their leader, their 
guide, and their friend, and especially when it could do no good to the 
country. Ifno is to result, then the slaughtering of an army is 
the greatest possible wickedness on the part of a commander. Such is 
the doctrine of war. When no good is to come, when the officer who 
exercises the command is there and aware of all the when he is 
perfectly informed of the danger of making the movement of his army, 
then he ought to be cashiered if he attempts to do that which besides 
destroying his army must necessarily lead to the surrender of the na- 
tional capital. If Fitz-John Porter under the circumstances, under- 
standing all the difficulties by which he was surrounded, knowing 
Lo was in his front with two men to his one—if he had gone 
into that fight and been shamefully whipped, which is what would 
have happened to him, then, I say, he ought to have been cashiered. 
Certainly he ought not to have been punished for having faithfully 
done his duty and saved the army and saved the capital. 

But, sir, I wish to go further. I have been told in this debate that 
everything else can be reversed save the judgment of a court-martial. 
Now we all know, able and enlightened judges, when facts were placed 
before them to show error had been committed—the highest and ablest 
judges of England and America—have grandly said, rising up to theoc- 
casion, We were wrong, and as far as possible we will reverse the de- 
cision we have made, correct the error, and right the wrong.“ The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] said that however much injus- 
tice and error might have been done by the Fitz-John Porter court- 
martial, at this late day that injury done him could not be righted. I 
was sorry to hear any such statement, and I hope we shall hear no 
more of it. 

Oh, it is said, if you provide now that Fitz-John Porter shall be re- 
stored to the Army, it will disgrace the court-martial. We are told 
that Lincoln will be di because he approved its findings. Is 
the reputation of Lincoln so precarious that it would be destroyed by 
the correction of an error which it is now admitted was committed dur- 


ing his administration? Do not say that any more. Do not let the 

le hear it, for they believed that Lincoln was a great man; they 
believed in his justice, and they knew he would not do wrong. They 
believed if the facts we now have before us had come to his knowledge 
he would have had the error corrected at once. 

But it is said that Fitz-John Porter did not fight on the 29th. I 
think I have satisfied everybody that he ought not to have fought at 
that time. He disobeyed no order on the night of the 27th, and Gen- 
eral Grant, after examining the facts, said it would have been physic- 
ally impossible for him to have moved. The testimony of all the 
witnesses is to the effect that he could not have moved. General 
BRAGG said, in the presence of this committee, that he was ordered to 
move, and that he could not move although the wagons did not block 
him as they did Fitz-John Porter. 

I want now to come to the 30th. You first charged him with viola- 
ting the orders of the 30th. You said he was too long getting there. 
Now Fitz-John Porter moved with alacrity as soon as he got the order. 
The enemy was massing his forces. Fitz-John Porter knew they were 
being massed. He knew it all the time, and just so soon as he found 
that our army was massed he moved right along into the fight. Who 
can say he did not do his full duty? The gallant men who fought that 
day in the Union army and in theconfederate ‘army all agree he did his 
duty bravely and well. He led his men right into the fight. He en- 
couraged them in the front of the enemy. Sie and they stood there as 
long as any one could stand. His men were covered with wounds and 
blood; they did all men could do. Every confederate who was there 
will say they did theirduty, and diditnobly. Fitz-John Porter’s corps 
made a grand stand, and by that stand helped to save Washington city 
from falling into the hands of the enemy. 

Yet, sir, when the confederates who sought to capture Washington 
city are brought back and forgiven for the past; when they are restored, 
and it is considered all right and proper; while all this is done, we are 
told that Fitz-John Porter, a gallant and brave officer, who faithfully 
did his duty, to whom a grievous injustice has been done, shall not now, 
when it has been discovered, be restored to his rights. 

He did his whole duty, and that is unquestioned and unchallenged 
by any one, before that memorable battle, and that fact may be brought 
up as evidence of his bravery and gallantry. Why, sir, it was never 
doubted. It could not be doubted; and yet you tell me, after the lapse 
of twenty-odd years, that that unjust sentence is still to be permitted to 
stand against him, and that, too, in the face of testimony which destroys 
the last vestige of ground for a charge against him. 

But I wanted to call the attention of the committee, and particularly 
my friends from Indiana and Tennessee, to a few facts that exist. There 
is, Mr. Chairman, a kind of evidence that is considered most powerful 
and conclusive. I say that the kind of evidence that convicted Fitz- 
Jobn Porter would not be conclusive in any civil court, and that no 
man could be convicted upon the testimony of interested witnesses 
telling contrary stories while trying to shield themselves. But there 
is a kind of testimony that I want gentlemen to stop and look at. It 
is the testimony that is called in the courts the testimony of experts; 
the testimony of men who understand thoroughly the subjects upon 
which they are called to testify, and who are capable of forming con- 
clusions upon it. I want now to examine the testimony of a few ex- 
perts and their construction of certain facts in order to show that Fitz- 
John Porter was not mistaken about the tion of the enemy at any 
time during the battle or at any time while his command was in front 
of or near the enemy on that memorable occasion. I refer to the testi- 
mony of experts in military matters. The first witness I will call, and 
I suppose none of those distinguished gentlemen on my right here will 
say that General Grant was not an expert in military affairs—the first 
witness is General Grant himself. 

Mr. Chairman, he carefully examined all of the testimony, both of 
Union and confederates, all of the testimony that was given before the 
court-martial, and weighed it all carefully, coolly, and deliberately, 
and went before the country after that examination in two letters, in 
which he says that the conviction of Fitz-John Porter was a shame, 
and that he proposed to stand by him while he lived ; and, Mr. Chair- 
man, he did stand by him while he lived. 

There is the testimony of a man who knew as much about military 
affairs as any man and I say it without any fear of contradiction, for I 
think, like Lee, he was superior to Pope as a military man, greatly su- 

ior in military power and knowledge; and he says that Fitz-John 
3 right and that his treatment was unjust. I ask if it would 
not take a great deal of testimony in a civil court to overcome the testi- 
mony of an expert like General Grant on such a question ? 

And, sir, we have not only his testimony, but we have the testimony 
of all the board of officers who tried him. They got the light that comes 
from heaven, the light that has come everywhere, and the country is 
enlightened, history is changed, and opinions are modified in relation 
to this matter by the light which has been let inuponit. That mili- 
tary board with all the light before it said he did his duty; that his 
conduct was most wise, most ious, most true to his country, and 


sagaci 
most subordinate; that he was a gallant fighter, and they say he was 
condemned for fighting his own fight. 

But, says the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] and the gentle- 
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man from Tennessee [Mr. Houx]: Oh, very well, we know all that; 
but we can not give credit to General Grant.’? Why will you not 
give him full credit? Do you deny that he is the military 
officer of his age? Will anybody deny that? If you ro bees of course 
you can not give him credit. But you say when he got old his heart was 
softened and that his brain was softened. Do you believe it? 

Mr. HOUK. Does the gentleman desire an answer? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Les, sir. The gentleman is in a bad way because 
of = argument, and I want to give him an opportunity to set himself 
right. 

Mr. HOUK. My argument stands before the House and the coun- 
try; but, in the language of the gentleman himself, when age advances 
the heart melts and overflows. General Grant’s kindness of heart 
prompted his great mind. 

Mr. WOLFORD. The gentleman said that as age crept on him his 
brain softened —— 

Mr. HOUK. No, sir; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. WOLFORD. That his heart became tender, and that he took a 
different view of the case than he would have taken some years back. 
I ask, do you believe it? Is there a man on this floor who believes that 
General Grant changed his view on any other ground than because he 
had examined more carefully, more thoroughly the testimony in the 
case? And yet gentlemen want to tell us now that his brain softened, 
that his judgment gave way, and that his feelings got the better of his 
judgment. I do not believe it. 

But, sir, General Grant says Porter did his duty and his whole duty; 
and he said itdeliberately. The military commission, which was com- 
posed of able, competent men—men who thought him guilty, men of 
capacity and character, like Schofield, Terry, Getty—say, when they had 
given an examination, a full examination, of all the testimony, that he 
had been dealt with unjustly. I donot know why the gentleman from 
Indiana and the gentleman from Tennessee take the positions they do 
under these circumstances. History says they were all great and good 
men; and yet_upon an examination—and I bring them up as experts, 
as men who understand exactly what the thing is—these men testify 
as experts that injustice was done to Porter. I could go on and men- 
tion name after name of t and gallant men whose minds were 
cleared of prejudice against Porter by examining that testimony. You 
need not tell me that Mr. Lincoln’s memory is assailed. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, if thesame facts had been presented 
to Mr. Lincoln that he would have acted in a different manner than 
General Grant did. I believe he would have expressed the same opin- 
ion and taken the same ground. But he never examined the testimony 
taken by the court, but General Grant did. Fitz-John Porter impor- 
tuned General Grant to examine it, and when he examined it it wasa 
source of regret to General Grant that he had not examined it sooner, 
so that justice might have been done, while he had the power as Presi- 
dent of the United States, to Fitz-John Porter. 

But again, the President of the United States, Mr. Hayes, examined 
the case, and when he saw the evidence produced before the examining 
board and the court-martial, when he had before him every word of 
it, when he saw all that, he pardons Fitz-John Porter, goes as far as he 
can go, and says it is right he should be relieved of his disabilities. 

Why should my Republican friends be so easily scared about the 
memory of Lincoln and the memory of Garfield? They say the court- 
martial was composed of good true men. Iam not here to say a 
word against that proposition. The men composing it, so far as I know, 
were good and brave men. And if Garfield was here would not his 
heart soften after this lapse of time? And if Lincoln were here would 
not his heart soften when he saw the injustice that had been done to a 
great and true and good and gallant man who had carried the of 
his country over many a battlefield? Every man’sheart ought toso 
in looking at this case and all ought to be willing to do this man jus- 
tice. 

I say to gentlemen on the other side you can not dodge this matter; 
you can not dodge the force of testimony; you can not dodge the power 
of truth. You want to tell me that we are hemmed in by the verdict 
of the court-martial; that we can not admit new light; that we must re- 
main in the dark; that we can not go beyond the verdict of the court- 
martial; that no power on earth can redeem a poor soul to which acourt- 
martial has done injustice, but that it must ever remain to be treated 
with contempt. 

I admire the military record of Fitz-John Porter, and hold it up be- 
fore the perir ie one which, up to Bull Run, was admitted even by 
his enemies to tless, and that he was braye and good and true and 
skillful. But I ire more than that in him; for he is a model hero. 
When he had been condemned unjustly he said, You have condemned 
me contrary to the truth of the case; the facts are as I have stated them 
to you; and from that day to this he has never ceased to claim vindi- 
cation, while the withering blasts have been upon him; while the dis- 
grace of being cashiered has hung about him like death; while he feels 
it, as every sensitive soldier must feel it, for there is nothing a true sol- 
dier feels more keenly than the fact thata name is better than great 
riches—that his honor is better than his life. I have never seen Fitz- 
John Porter, but I have read his history, and I say there is no soldier 
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that ever could have fought as Fitz-John Porter fought and not rather 
have died than have had that unjust verdict found against him. He 
comes and asks to have it reversed. He asks Lincoln, he asks Grant, 
he asks Hayes, he asks everybody to give him a chance to vindicate his 
character. And I ask you to consider what his character was. You 
have a low estimate of the character of an officer if you do not feel that 
he would prefer anything on earth to disgrace and dishonor and scorn. 

I do not appeal to your sympathies, lest it should be said of you, as of 
General Grant, that he was a little tender-hearted; lest it should be said 
of you that it indicated a softening of your brains, as the gentleman said 
about General Grant. But if you pass this bill you do a noble thing, 
which vindicates your manhood and the feelings of your own great 
hearts. 

It has been said upon the other side, ‘‘Oh, the Democrats are united 
about this.“ Great God! how could the Democrats be anything but 
united on such a proposition? When such a just cause as this comes 
before the Democrats, and they see all the light, if any of them denied 
justice I would be for turning such a man out of the Democratic church. 
That is the reason they are united; it is the justice of this case which 
unites them. And can you gentlemen of the Republican party be 
lashed and whipped into being united on the other side because the 
Democrats are united in the cause of justice? This can not be done; 
there are too many t men in your party who are determined to 
do right and to vindicate Fitz-John Porter, even if it be late, and give 
him what he desires. 

What are you asked to do? You are simply asked to restore him to 
his rank. We have more expert testimony. We have the President of 
the United States, we have not only the finding of theexamining board, 
but we have the view of General Grant, and we have the action of Presi- 
dent Hayes, and we have pretty 3 all the journals of the United 
States willing to vindicate Fitz-John Porter because of the light that 
has flashed all over the country. The truth of Heaven about this case 
is now known to every man who wants to investigate it. The facts are 
now known to all aed aa high and low, and three-fourths in their 
hearts vindicate Fitz-John Porter. 

But I want to go a little further. A bill similar to this was pending 
before this House and the Senate in the last Congress and gentlemen 
made an Some of the distinguished gentlemen here even 
undertook to take the ground that they were not opposed to Union men 
voting upon it, but they said that a man who had been in the confed- 
erate army ought not to vote. I had to answer a gentleman from Michi- 
gan—not my Nae lire friend now before me [Mr. CurcHEonN]— 
on that proposition in the last Congress. I remind you that the Congress 
of the United States with all the light before them, not, however, as 
much light then as there is now, for there have been recent publications 
that group the facts and bring them in a strong light—the Congress of 


the United States, upon a fair and deliberate vote, that bill, one- 
third of the ub party against the party coming up and 
voting for it, as did pretty nearly all the Democrats. Do you say this 
is no vindication? 

And when the President of the United States, Mr. Arthur, upon a 
quibble which no man—— 


The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WOLFORD] has expired. 

Mr. HO Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word before the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky takes his seat. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WOLFORD] be extended for ten minutes. If there is no 
objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I am wholly indifferent so far as re- 

those who heard what I said here the other day 

Mr. WOLFORD (interposing). The soldiers of this country will 
never be indifferent to your remarks, sir, which would place them in 
a worse position than citizens. 

Mr. HOUK. One moment. I am perfectly willing that the soldiers 
shall know everything that I have said, but Iam unwilling that the 
gonna from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] shall stand up here and say 

ve or six or seven times that I have made any allusion to General 
Grant, either directly or indirectly, that can be tortured, twisted, or 
construed into an intimation that he had softening of the brain or into 
any other unkind remark about him. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Oh, everybody knows what you said. I advised 
you to keep it out of your printed speech, and, for your honor, I now 
advise you to strike it out of your speech. [Laughter.] Everybody 
knows what you said, and I do not intend to yield the floor for you to 
get up now and make another speech. You spoke here the whole day 
and you said just what we on our side wanted you to say, for nobody 
could hear your speech and not believe that Fitz-John Porter ought to 
be vindicated. 

Mr. HOUK. There is no doubt that he needs vindication, but he 
will never get it in the hearts of the people. 
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Mr. WOLFORD. The hearts of the people are away in advance of 


you, sir, as they were when you were i whether you would 
forgive the rebels or not. The hearts of the are ten years in 
advance of you, and they have decided that Fitz-John Porter ought to 
be relieved. Oh, sir, it will be like the voice of salvation to the people 
when they hear that that long injustice has been righted by this great 
Congress of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word about some other things. 
There is one argument that I want to pay some attention to. It was 
hinted at by my friend from Indiana | Mr. STEELE], and I give that 
gentleman credit for making a manly speech, ially that part of it 
in which he said that Fitz-John Porter was not a traitor; and I give 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr, Houx ] credit for saying the same thing. 
But, sir, if Porter had obeyed the order that General Pope gave him, 
the blood of his men would have been upon his head. Do you say he 
ought to have obeyed that order without regard to the lives of his men? 
Do you tell me that an officer should kill his men just for fun; that 
Porter should have done it because a general who did not know where 
his own command was or where the enemy was commanded him to kill 
them? 

Sir, with Lee and Longstreet and Jackson there, with their forces 
massed and ours scattered, there never wasa time in that battle when 
our soldiers could have whipped. They did their best. They did it 
nobly and grandly, and they should be honored for it, and Fitz-John 
Porter ought to be honored for the noble part he took in that fight. 

But I want to say a word about an argument that is secretly handed 
around among our friends who want to find an excuse for voting against 
Porter—and inly no man will vote against him unless he can find 
an excuse. The case is too straight for that. Iam not going to say 
anything more about the position of the armies in that en t I 
swish eed & day th go into the whole tation, teh monte OS Sillowed 
by abler men than I am, men that were on both sides, and who 
will tell this House all about it. I want to call attention now to this 

ent about the necessity of strict discipline. 

Sir, the rules and regulations of the Army were framed for the dis- 
cipline of the Army, but they were never intended to reach the high and 
lofty dignity of a court of enlightened jurisprudence. When Fitz-John 
Porter was condemned, it was done in the interest of discipline.“ It 
was thought that if somebody in the Union Army was not condemned 
by court-martial the rebels would carry ev and so Fitz-John 
Porter was made the victim. Gentlemen, I would not give a fig for the 
discipline that rests upon fear. Any man in the Union Army or in the 
confederate army, or in any other army, that was held to his duty only 
by fear was no benefit to that army and the army would have been bet- 
ter by getting rid of him as quickly as ible. I would not under- 
take to control a soldier by fear. Iwould appeal to his love of country. 
I would appeal to his just pride. I would appeal to his love of fame. 
I would invite our soldiers and our officers to aim at a higher standard 
than any which is influenced by fear. I would say to them, Tour 
country demands it; the good of mankind demands it.“ That is the 
ground upon which I would appeal to them. 

When he was fighting that gallant fight do you tell me he was not 
Pope friend, though he loved his country? You can not deny that 
he loved his country with his whole soul. You can not deny that he 
loved McClellan. Well, I loved McClellan too. Ilove him yet, al- 
though he is dead. And,in my opinion, it was only to keep him from 
being President that he was removed. Yes, Porter loved McClellan, 
and he loved his country; but it is said he did not love Pope. The 
gentleman from Indiana said that Porter ‘‘ wished he were well out“ 
of the affair. Well, I ask any gentleman—I ask the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN], now before me—whether he 
would not wish himself“ well out“ when he had not confidence in his 
commander, a commander who, as it was afterward sho was not 
competent? Would you not wish you and your men were“ well out 
of it??” Such a wish would only show a man to be a true soldier; that 
he loved his men. But, it is said, he not only ‘‘ wished himself out 
of it,“ but wished ‘‘ Little Mac.” was there to operate with him. If 
such had been the case, it would have been known where the enemy 
was and how he was to be met. 

On this question of discipline it has been said that the utility of that 
court-martial was to scare somebody; to make somebody feel that he 
must certainly be cashiered if he did not whip the rebels the next time 
he met them. Why, sir, you can not say thatany of our distinguished 
officers were scared by such a thing. I admit that there are sometimes 
men whom nothing but the lash will scare, who are callous to every 
consideration of honor and manhood. But if there were such a man in 
the Army, do you suppose you could by scaring him lift him up to the 
point of being any good to the service? 

As to the power of Congress, I say we have the power to relieve Fitz- 
John Porter and put him back where he stood. Both Houses at the 
ast session said he ought to be relieved; and when the President vetoed 
that bill, over two-thirds of this House came up and said he ought 
to be relieved. And three-fourths of all the intelligent citizens of 
America say to-day he onghtto berelieved. You may now vote to keep 
that withering blight upon him until he dies- vote that his children are 
forever to be disgraced ; but if you do that, then in the sight of Heaven, 


in the sight of all good and true men, in the sight of all true military 
hilanthrorist 


men, in the sight of all in the sight of the wise and 
great and good of all times, you will have cast a vote that they will 
T Here the hammer fell. 


Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have a profound for the 
opinion of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, and as well a high 
admiration for his patriotism. To the gallant services of himself and 
other Union men in Kentucky is due the fact that the eastern portion 
of that State was not severed from the Union and turned over to the 
confederacy in the early part of the war; but I differ widely from the 
gentleman in his interpretation of the facts, also his conclusions. 

Any one who will calmly, in a cool hour of reflection, study the evi- 
dence and consider the enviable reputation of the officers who com 
the jury that tried Fitz-John Porter will with me that if ever an 
officer was guilty of insubordination, cruel and vicious insubordination, 
it was Fitz-John Porter. But I did not rise to traverse the road which 
has been so well beaten in argument by others who have made the facts 
in this case a painstaking study. I desire, however, to open another 
page in the personal history of General Porter in an equally critical 
period in the early days of the rebellion, when he exhibited his pri- 
vate jealousies and professional try to the injury of our cause 
almost as conspicnously as he did under General Pope. 

When the command of General Patterson was stationed at Martins- 
burg, on the south side of the Potomac, and every general officer or 
commander of a brigade was impatient to advance upon the enemy at 
Winchester or to flank that position and cut the communications be- 
tween and Johnston, Fitz-John Porter privately advised 
Patterson it; and when the notable council of war was held on 
the morning of the th of July at Martins where the policy of a ſor- 
ward movement and the direction it should take was discussed in all 
its bearings, and it was advised by each of the commanding officers 
present but one that the position we held was a weak and untenable 
one and would be void of advantageous results if we remained, also 
that it was vitally important that we should change and shorten the 
line leading to our base of supplies, thereby turning Johnston’s posi- 
tion at Winchester and his railway communications, thus 
compelling him to either give battle outside of his intrenchments or 
retreat on Manassas, allowing Patterson’s column to co-operate with 
McDowell or relieve his reserves without fear of exposing his lines of 
communication. In fact General Patterson occupied the pivotal posi- 
tion between the contending armies. 

In case Johnston had determined to hold Winchester, as we knew he 
was desirous of doing, he would not care to weaken his force to an ex- 
tent sufficient to materially aid Beauregard. But what was the se- 
quence? Itwas determined at this meeting of officers to occupy Charles- 
town at once, and operate in the direction of Berryville. Orders were 
issued to me to move with my command as soon as my transportation 
and supplies could be supplied. At this point occurs my knowledge 
of Fitz-John Porter’s timidity and opposition. A general officer, who 
shall be nameless, because his lips are silent in death, said to me, 
t You need not be in a hurry to move your command, for Major Porter 
is op to it, and will advise Patterson against it.“ And soit hap- 

that after I had my whole command and transportation in line 
ready to march orders came from headquarters“ directing that I 
should return to camp, and thereby losing the only opportunity afforded 
General Patterson to accomplish a strategic movement. 

On the 16th of July, five days later, General Patterson’s entire com- 
mand marched over the very route condemned at the council of war on 
the 9th, and encamped for the night at Bunker’s Hill. No demonstra- 
tion in force against the enemy was attempted, and really no effort was 
made to feel his position. I rode myself, attended by an orderly, nearly 
a mile in front of our lines. We then, without seeming purpose, turned 
our backs on the enemy and marched to Charleston, where, according 
to the confederate reports, Patterson had moved 20 miles away, and 
was powerless to inflict any injury upon Johnston,“ leaving him to 
withdraw his forces at pleasure. I was told at the time and believe 
that Porter inspired this fatal blunder. 

General Patterson was a gallant and efficient officer, and I willingly 

y tribute to his honor, to his courage, and to his distinguished services 
in Mexico. I witnessed instances of his valor and skillful generalship 
near Cerro Gordo and other fields in Mexico, and I know that he was 
patriotic, honorable, and trustworthy; but he was embarrased and con- 
fused by conflicting orders and the persistent and timid advice of his 
chief of staff. He took the blame upon himself and sheltered the cul- 

le. 

While it is true that the term of service of the men was drawing to 
a close, they were to meet the enemy, but were disheartened by 
tardy movements and fruitless endeavors. Even after Patterson's army 
had reached Charlestown he might have struck the enemy a decisive 
blow, or compelled Johnston to delay sending re-enforcements to Beau- 
regard, or captured the six thousand men he leftin Winchester. When 
Beauregard, at a critical moment during the engagement at Bull Run, 
prayed fora few more fresh regiments, Colonel Smith, with his battalion, 
might have said, Here I am, General Beauregard, by the of Fitz- 
John Porter; and you all know that this timely arrival of Smith's com- 
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eee aA e m., after a journey of two days from Winchester, over- | General Pope had replied that McDowell and Porter were en route from 
e 


whelmed 
tide of battle in favor of the confederates. 

Far be it from me to tarnish the fair fame of any soldier, much leas 
is aay pall oto A aO SRA Aai Tla DOR PIRAN ication, but we are 
all aware that the vanity, professional pride, and envious of 
subordinate commanders not only turned aoan ed into defeat, 
but wantonly sacrified the lives of thousands. t vanity and 
tardy movement of a subordinate officer in General s com- 
mand plucked the laurels of fame from Old Rosy’s” brow and inflicted 
disaster hisarmy. ‘There are many other well-known instances, 
but I not recall them to emphasize my argument; butif Congress 
deems it to be its duty, after these years of patient suffering, to remove 
this stigma of disgrace from deserving officers, then commence with far 
more meritorious cases than that of Porter. 

t the battle of Stone ‘iver, tho masterly strategist of Uhe campaign 
at the of Stone River, the 
of Tullahoma, where, but for the bra fhe pa ear skill of a con- 
federate officer, now a member upon this , Bragg’s army would have 
been cut in two and destroyed in detail. For twenty-odd years the iron 
has been left to burn in the soul of Old Rosy.“ 

Gentlemen, let us be candid and honest with ourselves. If you will 
quiet the rage of in this Chamber and deal with the facts as they 
appear of record, I do not believe 50 votes would be given in favor of the 
restoration of Fitz-John Porter. In want of a more forcible argument, 
reference has been repeatedly made to the favorable opinion expressed 
by General Grant. I bow in reverence to the wisdom and to the im- 
maculate honesty oo hero of the American war, but we know 
his goodness of heart, and that his sympathy for a comrade was as ten- 
der as a woman’s. It was this humane and considerate desire of his 
nature that caused his fame to fill the entire horizon of the world’s ad- 
miration for him both as a manandasa soldier. That his opinion was 
based upon an error as to all the facts is evidenced by his qualification 
opinion as the 


the 
of the trial, to the able gentlemen who will speak on this occasion. 

I yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER ], 
and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments allotted me I can 
only briefly touch upon the questions involved in this measure. I have 
examined quite carefully the facts in this case, and the more I have in- 
vestigated the more I am convinced that from the time General Fitz- 
John Porter, on the 23d of August, 1862, was ordered to report to Gen- 
eral Pope for duty, by direction of General Halleck, he was not in har- 
mony with his commanding general; that he was guilty of conduct 
unbecoming an officer; that he was not a true soldier; thatduring the 
operations at Manassas he repeatedly refused and neglected to obey his 
commander-in-chief, and that to his course can be traced the direful 
results to the Union arms on that bloody field. 

It is a grave experiment to open up and review the action of a court 
made twenty-three years ago, who acted upon the case when the facts 
and circumstances were fresh in the minds of witnesses. A court com- 
posed of such men as Major-Generals Hunter and Hitchcock, Brigadier- 
Generals King, Prentiss, Ricketts, Casey, Garfield, Buford, h, 
and Judge-Advocate-General Holt; a court mado up in the main of 
old and experienced officers of the regular Army, ho had the confidence 
of their brother comrades in arms and the people of the country! 
[Applanse. ] 

In brief, What are the charges? First: General Pope ordered Gen- 
eral Porter to march from Warrenton at ono o’clock on the night of 
the 27th of August, 1862, so as to be at Bristoe Station by daylight 
on the morning of the 28th, to assist General Hooker against Jackson. 
General Porter, instead of reaching Bristoe at daylight, arrived there 
at 10.30 in the morning, six hours after daylight. 

General Porter files a special plea. He admits that he did not obey 
the order, but puts in a plea of confession and avoidance. He says 
“that his men were tired, the night was too dark to march, and that 
there was a wagon-train on the road toward Bristoe.“ Such excuses 
would never have made Ethan Allen the hero of Ticonderoga or have 
caused Stony Point to be stormed by General Wayne. The testimony 
shows that General Porter’s command had only marched a few miles 
that day, no more than was needed for good health. It may have been 
too dark for General Porter to advance forward and assist General 
Hooker in an important movement, but it was not too dark for Generals 
Longstreet, Stuart, Hill, Ewell, and Jackson to move their commands 
that night as directed in order to be in a favorable position at early 
dawn. This plea will never receive the indorsement of an unprejudiced 


ury. 
The second order which General Porter disobeyed is the one known 
as the joint order of the 29th of August to McDowelland Porter. Gen- 
eral Jackson had come to a stand at Groveton, Our forces opposed to 
him had been severely dealt with and were calling for re-enforcements. 


already weakened forces of McDowell and turned the | Manassas. On the morning of the 29th of August General Pope had 


sent the following order: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, Va., August 29, 1862. 
fi and N wi 
Begg ag Src ey ey N 
us or we shall lose much. 
hc give 
To Maj. Gen. Frrz-Joux PORTER, 

The Porter column had halted near Dawkin’s branch, between 4 
and 5 miles from Manassas, in direction of Gainesville. The testi- 
mony shows that this was between 10 and 11 o’clock a. m. The joint 
order to McDowell and Porter had been received before this. Porter 
had some ten thousand fresh troops in plain sight of a battle as early as 
10 o’clock in the morning, and there he stopped, notwithstanding he 
was marching in of an order that said push forward with 
your corps.“ He was in hearing of the battle, and yet he remains 
there until 6.30 in the evening. Iam afraid that General Porter’s 
hatred of General Pope was greater than his love of country. The next 
order disobeyed was the one known as the 4.30 order. General Porter 
should have been in the battle by noon, but he failed to put in an ap- 


pearance, A peremptory order was sent to him at 4.30 p. m. to push 
forward into action“ at once on the ‘‘enemy’s flank, and if possible 
on his rear.“ Did Porter doit? There is some conflict in testimony 


as to the time this order was received. It certainly was before 6 o'clock 
p. m. on a bright afternoon in August. He says first it was too late 
in the day to the order, but he negatives that by again saying that 
Longstreet was on his front and that he could not obey. 

These two excuses do not go together. Porter did order General 
Morell to attack, and then before Morell could arrange his forces he 
countermands it. There must have been two hours of daylight after 
receiving that order. But General Porter says the enemy was in front 
of him. Is that an excuse? Did he try to find out as a fact whether 
or not the enemy was in front of him? Was it not better for General 
Porter and his command to be sacrificed than an utter rout result? 


Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do and die. 


Was this the t that animated Wallace, Prentiss, Hulbert, and 
their troops on that bloody field of Shiloh, at the Hornets“ Nest,“ that 
resisted the terrific attacks of the flower of the confederate forces for six 
long hours and saved General Grant’s army from defeat? 

Was this the spirit that animated General Longstreet on the third 
day at Gettysburg, when ordered by General Lee, against his remon- 
strance, to attack the Federal position at Cemetery Hill? No, General 
Longstreet faithful to the cause he had sworn to uphold, obedient to 
his commander’s orders, his troops for the attack, and at the 
time stated those nine b es responded to the signal. The deeds of 
heroism performed on each side of the contest on that field redound to 
the glory of American courage and have received the plaudits of the 
worl 

There is no evidence that there was a large force of the enemy in front 
of General Porter. It is true that Rosser’s troops had kicked up some 
dust as the galloped up and down the road with brush tied to their 
horses. From the evidence we must come to the conclusion that neither 
Porter nor his generals knew what was in front of them, nor do we find 
that they made any attempt to ascertain. He failed to obey the orders 
of his superior officer. at order should have been obeyed even if he 
had to advance his columns into the midstofthe enemy. Yes, attack 
the enemy even if he knew that Lee, Longstreet, and the entire South- 
ern army were to oppose him. 

There is no exense for General Porter that might be urged in behalf 
of a volunteer officer. He was a trained soldier, educated for the pro- 
fession, and had seen much service. He knew that the life of a soldier 
was one of duty; that he must be obedient, and always ready; that 
when called out by the trumpet, he must come;’’ that when or- 
dered to go forth in some perilous enterprise, he must go.“ There is 
no arguing; ‘‘he must obey orders even though it be to march into the 
cannon's mouth.“ Obedience, submission, discipline, courage, these 
are the characteristics which make a soldier. General Porter, instead 
of wishing to be back with McClellan, instead of looking upon General 
Pope with distrust and hatred, should have adopted the motto of Lord 
Lawrence, Be ready;“ or the great Wellington’s saying in Portugal, 

I came here to perform my duty, and I neither do nor can enjoy satisfaction 
in anything excepting the performance of my duty to my own country. 

If General Porter had possessed some of the elements of a Napoleon 
and had hurled his ten thousand fresh troops upon the enemy that even- 
ing, or, like Washington at Monmouth, rode at the head of his columns 
and upon the enemy, a Federal victory in all probability would 
have been the result. 

General Porter for the disobedience of these orders was tried by a 
court-martial a few months after those occurrences. He was cashiered 
by approval of the -in-chief, Secretary of War, and Abraham 
Lincoln, President of the United States. 


Mr. Speaker, as one of the Representatives on this floor from the State 
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of Iowa I desire to enter 355 against the restoration of this man. 

Iowa sent forth at the call of the country eighty-three thousand of her 
young and best blood, who were ever found where duty called. No 
Towa soldier was ever known to falter in the face of the enemy or re- 
fuse to obey an order, and I would be recreant in my duty to those brave 
men if I failed to, in their name, condemn this action which I fear is 
about to be taken by this House. 

Permit me to say, sir, that I believe it is an insult to every soldier 
who periled his life to preserve this Republic and to those who followed 
so bravely, obediently, although unwisely, the stars and bars, for this 
House to now place upon an equality with them one who failed in 
the face of the enemy to obey the orders of his commander. It is an 
insult to the court, made up of competent and true soldiersof the Army, 
who gave this case a careful hearing for three months and decided that 
he was guilty of the charges preferred against him; aninsult to the 
Presidentof the United States who affirmed the verdict. In short, an 
insult to duty, obedience, to all that makes the true man and patriot. 

Let no idle sentiment prevail in this House. We are, as it were, 
sitting as a court to review the action of a tribunal legally constituted 
twenty-three years ago. It is no time for political or personal differ- 
ences. Let justice be the end in view. Let us in our deliberations re- 
member the Goddess of Justice, Asteria, who with bandaged eyes pre- 
sides over judicial proceedings with scales equally balanced. Let us 
decide this case so that our conscience will approve and our decision be 
approved by the world. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the bill 
for the relief of Fitz- John Porter, had come to no conclusion thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BOYLE 
for three days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRAGG (at 4 o’clock and 14 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 98 citizens of Burlington, 
Kans., for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of J. R. Shan- 
non, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial in behalf of a discriminating duty 
in favor of American manufactured box-shooks—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of William H. Gray, 
for payment forservicesand expenditures in the internal-revenue service 
in Kentucky, as recommended by the reports of the Committee on 
Claims of the House and Senate—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Kendall—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Eliza E. Berry, widow of Samuel G. 
Berry, to accompany bill for her relief—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of N. V. Lovell and others, and of R. 
Durkee and others, of the fourth Congressional district of Michigan, 
protesting against the demonetization of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of 200 ex-soldiers and sailors of 
the Union Army residing in Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for pensions to all 
soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Elizabeth Thomas, for reference of 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of C, H. Humphreys and others, of Georgia, for the 
passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens and soldiers, asking for a law 
pensioning all soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of the mayor and city council of Baltimore, 
in reference to the depression now existing in the cooperage business in 
the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Dallas County, Iowa, asking 
for condemned cannon to plant around soldiers’ monument being erected 
by the Grand Army of the Republic posts of Dallas County, lowa—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Resolutions subscribed to by more than 500 citizens 
of Galveston, Tex., asking that an appropriation be made to accomplish 
speedily the improvement of the entrance to Galveston Harbor, so as to 


admit of the ingress and egress of the largest class of ing vessels, 
and that the plan for such improvement be disconnected and not 


made dependent upon, the uncertainty of successive annual appropria- 
tions, which may or may not be made in the general river and harbor 
bills, but based on an appropriation at once made of such sum as will 
give assurance of the continuous prosecution of the work to its ultimate 
and successful completion—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Edward Bird, of Tooele City, Utah, late mate in the 
United States Navy, asking for three months’ extra pay allowed to vol- 
unteers who served to the end of the war—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By. Mr. CRISP: Petition of the Altamaha convention, asking appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Altamaha, Oconee, and Ocmulgee 
Rivers, in the State of Georgia - to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 267 citizens of Lakeland, 
Fla., and vicinity, praying for the forfeiture at least of the unearned. 
lands claimed by the Florida Railway and Navigation Company—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Ellen M. Sprague, asking that a pension 
be granted her—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of Dean S. Linnell and 83 others, citizens of Luna 
and Orleans, against the appointment of an international fisheries com- 
mission—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY:; Petitions of Atwood & Rich and 73 others, ship 
owners and masters, of Boston, Mass.; of K. C. Rankinand 361 others, 
of Rockland, Me.; of R. F. Crie and 63 others, of Gloucester, Mass.; of 
S. W. Fifield and 64 others, of Deer Isle; of David Howe and 67 others, 
of Lincolnville; of Eben W. Crie and 33 others, of Matinicus Isle; of Ed- 
win Anderssen and 18 others, of Camden; and of E. B. Neally and 23 
others, of Bangor, Me., for the construction of a breakwater at Matinicus 
ws Me., to provide a harbor of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of J. D. McNabe & Co. and 53 others, citi- 
zensof Chicago, favoring a general reciprocity treaty with the Dominion 
of Canada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of G. B. Walker, administrator estate of Louisa 
Chism—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELDRIDGE: Petition of 36 members of Post 45, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Michigan, praying for the passage of the meas- 
ure recommended by the committee of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester City, Pa., pray- 
ing for an appropriation to repair the piers of that city in the Delaware 
River or cede them to said city—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Memorial and concurrent resolution by Gen- 
eral Assembly of Iowa, relative to internal-revenue tax on all and any 
substance in the semblance of butter and cheese not made exclusively 
from milk and cream—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Fifty-fifth Illinois Regiment of Infantry, in be- 
half of Francis H. Shaw—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Kansas, 
asking for the passage of a bill recommended by the pension committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Spring Hill, Kans., for the passage of the 
Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition for marine hospital at Point 
Pleasant, West Va.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. C. H. GIBSON: A bill for an appropriation of $5,000 for mak- 
ing survey and cost of improvement of Fairlee Creek, Maryland—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Dividing River, Maryland—to the 
same committee. ö 

Also, a bill for an appropriation of $20,000 to complete improvement 
of Corsica Creek, Queen Ann County, Maryland—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition from Massey & Gray and others, of Greensborough, 
Md., foran appropriation of $10,000 for completion of work of improv- 
ing Choptank River between Denton and Greensborough—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of James Alfred Pearce, William S. Walker, Richard 
Hynson, and others, Kent County, Maryland, for an appropriation of 
$5,000 for cost of survey and improvement of Fairlee Creek, Maryland— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition from citizens of Worcester County, Maryland, for an 
appropriation sufficient to complete iron pier in Delaware Bay at or 
near Lewes, Sussex County, Delaware—to the same committee. 

Also, petition from E. E. Jackson, president Salisbury National Bank, 
and othercitizens of Wicomico County, for repeal of silver-coinage law— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for addi- 
tional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of John Schenck, for correction of mili- 
tary record—to committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and papers of John M. Brown, of George Schenck, of 
William Ecks, and of Peter Kumpff, severally, for an invalid pension 
to the same committee. 
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Also, petition of 100 merchants of Saint Louis, for immediate action 
on the silver question to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of John W. Kennedy, for compensation for 
services as assistant counsel in the case of Jacob B. Brown vs. Daniel 
J. Young in the circuit court of the United States at Parkersburg, W. 
Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Petition of Dr. O. S. Belden, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial for an appropriation of $5,000 to finish improvement 
of South River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Robert 
ney; of Edmonson County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, petition of B. F. Hardin and others, of Monroe County, Ken- 
tucky, for the benefit of the soldiers of the late war— to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claimof Hon. John Burname, of Bowling 
Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Judge Richard H. Clarke and other 
officers and citizens of Fulton County, Georgia, in favor of aid for edu- 
cational purposes—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorialof citizens of Dover, N. H., in reference 
to a public building in that city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of George N. Crockett and others, of Hancock, N. H., 
asking pension legislation in accord with the recommendations of the 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from Joseph B. Sellers, of Put- 
namville, Ind., relating to pension for amputation—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Mrs. E. E. Fitch, president of the Woman Suffrage 
Association, Clara C. Butes, secretary, and 23 others, prominent citi- 
zens of Galva, III., in favor of woman suffrage—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of A. J. Swezey and 240 others, citizens of 
Winnebago County, Illinois, for a constitutional amendment pro- 
viding for the election of United States Senators by direct vote of all 
* voters—to the same committee. 

y Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Mrs. Ardenia Dillon, widow of Capt. 
William P. Dillon, late captain Company D, Sixth Indiana, and Com- 
pany C, One hundred and forty-sixth Indiana Regiment—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of many citizens of Union County, Indiana, 
praying that a pension be granted to Hannah Rigor, of that county, 
mother of David Rigor, late private Company A, Sixteenth Indiana 
Volunteers—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and papers of Harriet McLarten, praying for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Matthew E. Jackson, of Decatur County, Indiana, 
for an honorable discharge from military service of the United States, 
5 5 affidavits in support thereof to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of John M. Allen, of Knox County, Ten- 
nessee, praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William J. Plank, late quartermaster-sergeant of 
Company A, Eighth Tennessee Regiment Volunteers, for compensation 
for services as such officer from January 1, 1864, to June 30, 1865—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Mary Sprague, asking for pension forserv- 
ices as nurse in the late civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of L. R. Whipple and 106 
soldiers and citizens, and of M. C. Beth and 86 soldiers and citizens of 
Vermillion County ; of Newton Swaim and 72 soldiers and citi 
andof W. T. McCampbell and 105 soldiers and citizens of Parke County; 
of D. C. Benjamin and 230 soldiers and citizens of Decatur and Shelby 
Counties; of Jos. Webber and 67 soldiers and citizens of Marshall 
County ; of John H. Reppetoe and 60 soldiers and citizens of Vigo 
County; of Charles A. Clarke and 76 soldiers and citizens of Mont- 

mery County; of William Allen and 32 soldiers and citizens of Shelby 

aunty ; and of Michael Hermann and 68 other soldiers and citizens 
of Franklin County, asking for the passage of House bill 3320, pen- 
sioning all Union soldiers, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition asking for the erection of a public 
building at Hopkinsville, Ky., and for a public building at Owens- 
borough, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers relating to House bill for the relief of David 
H. Thompson, late Company D, First Michigan Cavalry—to the Com- 
says on Military Affairs. 

, petition of A. Noveclius, postmaster at Kiron, Iowa, for a law 
enabling fourth-class post-oflices to issue money-orders and postal 
notes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Ohio, praying 
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for the organization of a Territorial form of government over Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McoRAE: Petition of James A. Skillern, of Arkansas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Papers in the claims of Ansel Potter and of 
Herman K. Choate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of John F. Chase, for increase of pension—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers in the case of Heron F. Wardwell—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the claim of James Murray—to the same committee. 

Also, papers in the claim of William Collins—to the Committee on 


By Mr. MURPHY: Memorial of members of Muscatine County bar, 
to increase salaries of United States district judges—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of Hencher Ferdinand, late hospital stew- 
ard United States Army, for reappointment as steward on the retired-list 
at three-fourths pay allowed non-commissioned officers and privates, 
and that same be granted him from the date of discharge, and that all 
moneys paid him as pension be deducted, and that act increasing his 

ion be repealed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of John M. Stewart, administrator of 
estate of Richard Parsons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition from the citizens of District of Colum- 
bia, for the of a law moning instruction in the public schools 
of the ct on the nature of alcoholic drinks and other narcotics upon 
the human system, signed by H. S. Hutton and 770 others to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

Also, petition of Henry Roether, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition asking that a pension be granted to 
Elizabeth Spohn—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Elisha A. Hancock, to accompany bill 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition from Association of Survivors of the 
Regular Brigade Fourteenth Corps, Army of the Cumberland—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of citizens of South Carolina, relative to 
an appropriation for the development of Congaree River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Clearing-House Association 
and business men of Kansas City, Mo., asking for the enactment of 
such legislation as will extend the jurisdiction of the civil courts over 
the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, house concurrent resolution No. 20 of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking for legislation looking to the sale of the Fort Dodge military 
reservation in Kansas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, house concurrent resolution No. 15 of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking for legislation granting right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory to the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railroad—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PULITZER: Petitions and memorials of citizens, merchants, 
ship-owners, marine insurance, transportation companies, and others, 
asking the passage of a bill for thedeepening and widening of a channel 
of the outer Bay of New York to afford a depth of 30 feet at mean 
low tide, in the most practicable channel, and an appropriation there- 
o with accompanying map—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of R. W. Pillow, of Cornersville, 
Tenn., for readjustment and payment of salary as postmaster—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. q 

Also, petition of M.S. Fugitt, administrator of Benjamin Fugitt, de- 
ceased, of Cannon County, Tennessee, asking reference of claim to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS; Proof in the matter of the claim of Simon T. Ir- 
vin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of Louisiana, praying for 
the passage of a bill refunding rents collected by the United States—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Board of Trade of Cleveland, Ohio, for 
improvement of Saint Mary’s River and channel—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Charlotte A. Drain, praying that war claim 
of John Lambden, deceased, late of Baltimore, Md., be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the mayor and city council of Baltimore, Md., in 
reference to the depression now existing in the cooperage business in the 
United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of Gloucester fishermen, against the 
law limiting mackerel fishing—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Maria K. Ritter, for 
relief, to accompany bill this day introduced to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Memorial and concurrent resolutions of the Iowa 
Legislature, requesting the Senators and Representatives from that State 
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to present and advocate the passage of a Jaw laying an internal-revenue 
tax upon all manufactured articles of the semblance of butter and cheese 
not made from milk or cream, and requiring all packages containing 
such articles to be properly stamped, as provided by the internal-reve- 
nue laws of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. B. Wood and 43 others, citizens of Iowa, asking 
for a constitutional amendment giving women the right of suffrage—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Paper relating to the claim of Letitia J. Gar- 
rard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: Petition of Col. T. W. Fleming, county school 
commissioner, and 99 others, citizens of Baker County, Georgia, asking 
an appropriation in aid of common schools in the United States to be 
apportioned on the basis of illiteragy—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Remonstrance of H. Redeburg & Co., of 
Milwaukee, against bills to repeal the law of March 1, 1879, exempt- 
ing vinegar manufacturers from payment of revenue tax upon a weak 
spirit used in manufacturing vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By Mr. WADE : Petition of R. L. Smith and others, of Owensville, 
Mo., for additional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of Knights of Labor of Jamestown, 
N. V., praying for the passage of the bill to establish a department of 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of the National Greenback Labor Party of Iowa, pray- 
ing for laws for the relief of the people upon the subjects of land, Ia- 
bor, money, and transportation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of D. H. Crosby, late postmaster at Wil- 
son, N. Y., for payment of balance due him as such postmaster—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of C. C. Colmesnil—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, protest of the Louisville Board of Trade, against the enactment 
of another bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial concerning the Presidency—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WISE: Resolution of Knights of Labor, relating to House 
bill 1914 and in favor of the enforcement of the laws making eight 
hours a day’s labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of managers of the House of Mercy, asking 
$10,000 to aid in purchase of property—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, petition and papers of St. Rose Industrial School, asking aid 
from Co to the same committee. 

Also, petition of officers and members of the fire department of the 
District of Columbia, for increase of pay—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Joseph H. Anderson, of Jefferson County, West Vir- 
ginia, asking reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Joint memorial and resolution of the State 
Senate of Nevada, requesting the reduction of the limits of the Pyramid 
Lake reservation, in that State—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 105 citizens of Dickinson County, 
Kansas. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Quin County, Kansas. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of Hon. J. H. Moore and 89 others, 
citizens of Bureau County, Illinois. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of L. Emery and 210 others; of W. Wade 
and 25 others; of John S. Furguson and 135 others; of Justice Durke 
and 155 others; of C. Lewis and about 20 others; of J. M. Pratt and 31 
others; of C. Lewis and 57 others; of J. J. Barkhurst and 107 others, 
of Iowa; of D. L. Bailey and 44 others, of Colorado; of John Rankin 
and 101 others, of Indiana; of D. Stillwell and 104 others, of Michigan; 
and of Ed. Blair and 55 others, of Kansas. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 16, 1886. 


Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL H. Gresy, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the credentials of ARTHUR P. 
GORMAN, chosen by the Legislature of Maryland a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read, and or- 
dered to be filed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Reuben Ellwood, late a Representative in Congress, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents resolutions, in the 
nature of a memorial, of Local Assembly No. 3993, Knights of Labor, 
of Washington, D. C., who desire to enter their protest against the pas- 
sage of certain laws relating to pilots and pilotage, and which contain 
propositions for a change in the present system of pilotage. The me- 
morial will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present the memorial of Shoemakers’ Assembly 
Lodge No. 3567, Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 1914) relating to the wages of printers in the Government 
Printing Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the memorial should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that one peti- 
tion on this subject went to the Committee on Printing and one to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. Does the Senator from Iowa move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. SAWYER. That was the committee I had intended to desig- 
nate, but I was not particular about the reference. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of H. Rideburg & Co., of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of the law of March 1, 
1879, relating to the manufacture of vinegar; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of H. S. Hutton and 789 other citizens 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of a law for instruc- 
tion in the public schools of the District of Columbia on the nature of 
alcoholic drinks and narcotics and their effects upon the human sys- 
tem; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented the petition of the Society of Friends 
which meets annually in Lombard street, Baltimore, Md., composed 
of representatives from Maryland, Virginia, and P. lvania, praying 
that provision be made for the appointment by the ident of the 
United States of a national committee of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Society of Friends which meets 
annually in Lombard street, Baltimore, Md., composed of representa- 
tives from Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
adopt and propose an amendment to the Constitution which, when rati- 
fied by the States, will henceforth prohibit the manufacture, inporta- 
tion, and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national do- 
main; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Society of Friends, which meets 
annually in Lombard street, Baltimore, Md., composed of representa- 
tives from Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
prohibit the manufacture, importation, and sale of all alcoholic bever- 
ages in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Ipresentsundry petitions of local assemblies of Knights 
of Labor in various cities and town of Massachusetts, praying for the 

ion of a Territorial form of government over the Indian Ter- 
ritory, &c. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HALE. I present a petition of Knights of Labor of Brunswick, 
Me., of the same kind as that just presented by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, which I move be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Turney C. Goodram, of Moscow, 
Ky., late a private in Company B, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, 
praying to be granted additional bounty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two petitions of James J. Metcalfe, of Newport,’ 
Ky., administrator of the estates of James Metcalfe, deceased, and Will- 
iam Metcalfe, deceased, praying to be compensated for certain property 
furnished the United States Army; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition of the Local Assembly of the 
Knights of Labor of Stuart, Iowa, praying for the passage of a law re- 
storing the wages of employés of the Government Printing Office to the 
prices paid them prior to March 4, 1877. I noticed a moment ago that 
a similar petition was presented. I ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : 

The compensation paid prior to the 4th of March, 1877, was 60 cents 
per thousand ems, or 84 per day. The price paid since that time is 50 
cents thousand ems, or 40 cents per hour, the employés of the Pub- 
lie Printing Office being now paid by the hour. I call the attention of 
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the Committee on Printing to this fact in case any change in the lawis 
to be made. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. eee eee. a petition of H. B. Wood eee f num- 
ber of citizens of Spencer, Iowa; a petition of J. B. 1 85 op a large 
number of citizens of Marion, Iowa, and a petition of Mrs. H. M. Engle 
and a large number of ladies of Marion, Iowa, i eee 
of a resolution submitting to the several State islatures an - 
ment to the Constitution to protect women in the enjoyment of the 
right of suffrage on equal terms with men; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Knightsof Labor of Des Moines, Iowa; 
a petition of Knights of Labor of Albia, Iowa; a petition of Knights of 
Laborof Lehigh, Iowa; a petition of Knights of Labor of Atlantic, Iowa; 
a petition of Knights of Labor of Grinnell, Iowa, and a petition of 
Knights of Labor of Clinton, Iowa, praying for the. ing of Okla- 
homa, in the Indian Territory, to settlement under the estead laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kansas, favoring the granting of the privilege of building 
certain railroad lines through the Indian Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution No, 20. 


Whereas a corporation duly o ized and existing under the laws of the State 
of Kansas for the construction of a railway froma connection of the Wichita and 
Southwestern Railroad at the city of Winfield, Conley. GOOT: 
southeasterly direction to a point at or near where the ip ever crosses the 
south line of Chautauqua County, in the State of Kansas, into the Indian Terri- 
tory, and thence by the most practicable route to the city of Fort Smith, Ark. ; 


a 

Whereas said Indian Territory presents a Chinese so to speak,as a bar- 
rier to the commerce of Kansas and the due development of the adjacent States 
and territory, and said corporation can not build through said tory without 
the consent of Congress: Therefore, 

— by the senate of Kansas (the house of representatives concurring 


STATE or Kansas, Office of Secretary of State. 
I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the — a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
g testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal this the — day of February, A. D. 1886, at To Kans, 
[SEAL.] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of Slate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of a large number of ex-Union 
soldiers, setting forth that the national creditors have been and are be- 
ing paid 100 cents on the dollar on the obligations due them, while 
the soldiers of the Union were paid in greenbacks that were worth less 
than 50 cents on the dollar in specie, and praying that this injurious 
distinction be removed by proper legislation. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 
3623 of the Knights of Labor, of Stuart, Iowa, praying for the 
of an act which shall secure to the employés in the Government Print- 
ing Office the rate of wages paid to them prior to March 4, 1877; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of the local assembly of Knights of 
Labor of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Dingley bill, relating to pilotage, and favoring the of the 
bill providing for the restoration of wages in the Governinent Printing 
Office to the compensation formerly paid; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 3902 of the 
Knights of r, of Clinton, Iowa, praying for the organization of a 
Territorial government over the Indian Territory and for the immediate 
opening of the public lands therein to homestead settlement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Second Congregational 
church of Fair Haven, Conn., praying Congress to place the Territorial 
government of Utah in the hands of a commission to be appointed by 
the President; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, PAYNE presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, 
Ohio, earnestly indorsing an appeal of the Lake Superior States for an 
ss ge eigen to complete the improvement of the Saint 's River 
and the canal in accordance with the plans and reco tions of 
Lieutenant Poe, of the United States Engineers; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of the local assembly Knights of 
Labor of Gordon, Tex., praying that the Indian Territory be opened to 
settlement; which was Srat) to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Corsicana, Tex., praying 


that an additional a; ion be made to secure deep water at Sabine 


Pass; which was to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition of 193 citizens of Eastland and 
Brown Counties, Texas, praying for the free coinage of silver, for the 
continuance and modification of the coin-certificate system so as to au- 
thorize the issue of such certificates in denominations of one, two and 
five dollars, and upward, and for other legislation in regard to the same 
subject. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of William Kness and other cit- 
izens of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of Herman Marx and other cit- 
izens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the abolition of the Presidency; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition, numerously signed by citizens 
resident in the northeast part of this city, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill 248, to define the routes of steam-railroads entering the city 
of Washington and District of Columbia, and for other purposes. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Christiana Tichener, widow 
of Robert W. Tichener, late a private in Company E, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension from the time 
of her late husband’s discharge, on April 26, 1862, to the time of his 
death, on May 31, 1867; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


THE SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I beg leave to present a petition from 
Savannah, Ga., signed by a comparatively large number of my most 
intelligent, worthy, and respected fellow-citizens of that locality. The 
petition is printed, and is I think in the same of the printed 
head of many other petitions of like character, which doubtless have a 
common origin, and it is in the following language: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Forty-ninth Congress at Washington now assembled : 

Your petitioners respectfully représent that it is their conviction that the law 
requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to coin not less than $2,000,000 per month 
of standard silver doliars should be immediately re ed. The law has now 
been in tion for over seven years, and experience has shown that not 
only has it failed in every promise prophesied by its projectors, but it has proven 
to be of great inconvenience to the people; detrimental to mercantile, manu- 
facturing, and legitimate banking interests; dangerous to the credit and wel- 
fare of the Government, and at time is retarding the increase of prosperity 
and menacing the finances of country. 

We are therefore impelled to recommend the repeal of said Jaw; and asin duty 


bound will ever pray. 

The petition is signed, as already stated, by a large number of very 
intelligent and highly respected gentlemen, including bankers, mer- 
chants, lawyers, &c. As they have done me the honor to send me the 
petition with the request that I lay it before the Senate, I comply with 
their request with pleasure. They have a perfect right as an intelli- 
gent portion of the American people to be heard by petition before this 
body, and I respectfully commend my worthy constituents who have 
signed the petition personally to your favorable consideration. 

As I have already expressed at some length my views on the silver 
question, it may not be inappropriate for me to state in this connection 
that I differ in toto with the petitioners. They are right in the state- 
ment that the present law has been in operation over seven years, but 
they are wrong, in my judgment, in every other statement they make 
in reference to it. 

Experience has not shown that the law has failed in every promise 
prophesied by its projectors. On the contrary, the prophecies of its 
projectors have been fulfilled almost to the very letter. 

The law has not proven an inconvenience to the people, but it has 
been a great convenience, as it has added to the material prosperity of 
the country by keeping in circulation and in the Treasury a large 
amount of coin that would not otherwise have been in circulation at a 
time when the volume of currency was already too small. 

The law has not proved detrimental to the mercantile, manufactur- 
ing, and legitimate banking interests of the country. On the other 
hand, it has greatly promoted the mercantileand manufacturing inter- 
ests of the country, and it has in no way retarded the banking interests. 
They may sometimes have been put to a little inconvenience in handling 
silver money on account of its bulk, but they have in no other way 
sustained any material losses on accountof the law, while most of them 
have thrown all their weight against its success and done all in their 
power to discredit silver. The Jaw is not dangerous to the credit and 
welfare of the Government. On the other hand, without its passage the 
Government could not have resumed specie paymentsin 1869, and con- 
tinued it up to the present, and the law is not at this tipe retarding 
the increase of prosperity. On theother hand, it is greatly promoting 
the prosperity of the country. When the crash of 1873 came upon the 
country we did not have the large amount of gold and silver coin to 
fall back upon which we had at the time of the crash of 1884, and it 
took about six years to recover from the shock of 1873 to the mercantile, 
manufacturing, and other important interests of the country, When 
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the crash of 1884 came on we had nearly two hundred millions of silver 
dollars in the Treasury and in circulation, adding that much to the 
volume of currency and aiding to maintain aspecie standard. The re- 
sult has been that in about two instead of about six years the country 
is fast recovering from the crash, and prosperity is already on the in- 
crease, In a word, we are recovering from a financial crash much more 
rapidly than we did from the one of 1873, when silver was demonetized. 

Finally, the law is not menacing the business of the country. On the 
other hand, it is increasing our prosperity, multiplying our business, and 
resulting in great good to the whole community. So far from the proph- 
ecies made by the advocates of the law having proved untrue, the very 
reverse is correct; while the prophecies made by the opponents of the 
law and the advocates of its repeal have from first to last proved untrue 
and their predictions have been utter failures. They predicted immedi- 
ately after the passage of the bill that if it was continued in operation, 
even for a short time, it would drive the gold out of the country and 
reduce us to a silver standard. That has been reiterated by every Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from 1868 (the passage of the act) to the present 
time. Has the prophecy proved true? On the contrary, we have re- 
ceived in settlement of balances with Euro nations, in gold, an 
average of about $100,000,000 a year, which has gone into circulation, 
and our stock of gold in the country, as shown by the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, is almost double that of our stock of silver dol- 
lars. The gold has greatly increased in the quantity in circulation and 
in the Treasury, and is constantly increasing, instead of being dimin- 
ished. 

I feel justified in submitting this criticism upon the petition on ac- 
count of its being a printed form, originating, no doubt, at some great 
money center, and sent around to be used in various places by persons 
who can be influenced by such inspiration. If the form had not been 
in the shape it is, and the statements had not contained so many errors, 
I certainly should not have made any remarks other than the usual re- 
marks made by aSenator on presenting the petition of his constituents. 

Mr. President, this petition is signed by two or three hundred re- 
spected gentlemen. If it were deemed necessary by the advocates of 
the present law, who desire to continue the coinage of silver at its pres- 
ent standard, and a little activity were shown, petitions could easily be 
sent here from the State of Georgia, signed by fifty or one hundred thou- 
sand people, or more, asking that the coinage of silver be continued. 

I have returned within the last day or two from a visit to my home 
in Georgia, where I had an opportunity of conferring freely with a great 
many of our most intelligent men, and I have no hesitation in saying 
that an overwhelming majority of the people of Georgia are opposed to 
the position taken by the petitioners; indeed, I do not know that I 
should exaggerate if I were to say that nine out of every ten of the citi- 
zens of Georgia oppose the repeal of the law authorizing the coinage of 
standard silver dollars. 

Again vouching for the good character and high respectability of the 
petitioners, I move that the petition be received and be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant a 
right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes,’’ reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Select Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1093) toregulate commerce, re- 
ported a bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to give notice that on some day next week, 
about ten days from to-day, I shall ask the Senate to take up the bili 
just reported for consideration. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake; 

A bill (S. 276) granting a pension to Philip C. Enders; and 

A bill (S. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Battorff. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 18) for the relief of the Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Pensions I report 
sundry bills without amendment for the chairman [Mr. MITCHELL, of 
Pennsylvani These are all cases examined by him. 

The following bills were placed on the Calendar with the accompany- 
ing reports: 


A bill (S. SA granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Rush; 
A bill (S. 362 ting a pension to James H. King; and 
A bill (S. 1127) to amend and correct the act approved March 3, 


1865, granting a pension to Sarah Hague. 
Mr, JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 329) to increase the pension of Michael J. Hewston, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 611) for the relief of William C. Spencer, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Theodore J. Eckerson, major United States 
Army, retired, praying an amendment to the law in reference to grades 
in the military service, asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration; which was to. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Mississippi just now reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs the petition of Theodore J. Ecker- 
son adversely, and the committee was discharged. I ask to have the 
vote reconsidered and the petition placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon probably 
is not aware that petitions reported adversely or favorably are not nec- 
essarily entered on the Calendar. The motion to reconsider will be 
considered as pending, and the Senator can call it up at any time. 

Mr. DOLPH. That will do. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 425) giving a military record to James King, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
189) granting the right of way through the Fort Selden military res- 
ervation, New Mexico, to the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad 
Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ercon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
560) for the relief of Hetty Martin, widow of Capt. James G. Martin, 
deceased, moved its indefinite postponement; which was and 
he submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1533) for the 
relief of James G. Martin, late captain and assistant quartermaster and 
assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Army, and his heirs 
and legal representatives; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
submit a report on the bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register 
for the steamship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md. The bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce without a written report ac- 
companying it. When the bill came up for consideration some days 
ago a written report was directed to be prepared. I now submit that 
report and ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed. 


DUTIES OF TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 5544) to amend sec- 
tion 304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, I ask that the 
bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks to 
have the bill read at length with the view to its immediate considera- 
tion. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enticted, £c., That section 304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ SEC, 304. The Treasurer may, in his discretion, with the consent of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, authorize the assistant treasurer to act in the place and 
di any or all the duties ofthe Treasurer ofthe United States; andin the 
event of the absence or illness of either the assistant treasurer or himself the 

r, with the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury, may appoint from 

among the clerks in the Treasury any one of said clerks to be acting assistant 

: Provided, however, the official 

bond given by the principal of the office shall be held to cover and apply to the 

acts of the person appointed to act in his place in such cases. Such acting officer 

shall, moreover, for the time being, be subject to all the liabilities and penalties 

prescribed by law for the official misconduct in like cases of the assistant treas- 
urer, respectively, for whom he acts.” 

Mr. MORRILL. There seems to be an immediate emergency for the 
passage of this bill. It was passed by the other House a few days 
since. I am informed that the assistant treasurer is so ill as not to be 
present in his office, and that the Treasurer has been so overworked in 
signing papers that his hand is swollen so badly that he is unable to 
sign the proper papers that are presented to him daily. Under these 
circumstances the Committee on Finance have directed me to ask for 
the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont whether the committee considered the question with reference to 
the liability that the act proposes to cast on the sureties on the exist- 
ing bond of the Treasurer. It does seem to me that we can not by an 
act of Congress impose an additional liability on the sureties now on 
the bond of the Treasurer and hold them responsible therefor, but that 
it would require the execution of a new bond after the passage of this 


act. 
Mr. MORRILL. I agree entirely with the Senator from Iowa on that 
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point, but the emergency appeared to the committee so great that it President of the United States or the Secretary of the Treasury would 


was thought best at least to run the risk of it at the present time; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury can demand a new bond of the Treasurer, 
so as to comply with the proposed law, at any moment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
the assistant treasurer of the United States is an officer appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill proposes to permit the assistant treasurer 
of the United States, with the concurrence of the Treasurer and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to designate a clerk to fill that place indefinitely. 
It appears to me that if there is a radical defect in the service of that 
Department, by which there is not enough force to carry on its opera- 
tions, it would be a great deal better to provide by law for some increase 
in the method provided by the Constitution, and not to introduce the 
practice here of saying that an officer, who is appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate under the Constitution, shall have the right 
indefinitely, without any limitation whatever in point of time, to select 
any clerk that he may see fit to pick out among the force in that office, 
without consultation with the President and without reference to the 
Senate, to discharge duties of the magnitude of those that are prescribed 
to be discharged by this officer. 

Of course I know nothing about the condition of the tendons and liga- 
ments of the right hand of the assistant treasurer. It may be that 
they have been, as the Senator says, so swollen by signing warrants that 
he is unable to continue in the discharge of his office; but if thatis the 
case there ought to be some person selected, by the nomination of the 
President, with the consent of the Senate, to di the duties de- 
volving upon that officer. 

I have no desire to interfere with the of this bill—I suppose 
it would be impossible for me to do so if I had—but I feel it to be my 
duty to point out what I conceive to be a radical defect in this species 
of legislation. . 

Mr. MORRILL. Only onaccountof the present emergency were the 

Committee on Finance willing to report the bill. They would have 
made an amendment to it and provided that the holding of this tempo- 
rary appointment should not be beyond ten days, but to make an amend- 
ment would send the bill back to the House, and under the cireum- 
stances it was thought better that we should consider the bill and have 
it passed. 
Mr. INGALLS. The statement of the Senator from Vermont con- 
vinces me still more that this is legislation that ought not to be had. 
He states that the committee, were it not for the fact of the present 
emergency, would hesitate to recommend the adoption of a bill involv- 
ing such serious considerations; that the committee believe that in an 
emergency of this kind there ought to be a limitation of time, and that 
the assistant treasurer should not be permitted to select a clerk, him- 
self being nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate, to 
discharge the duties, it may be for the entire remainder of his term, for 
there is absolutely no limitation in the bill. If it receives the signature 
of the President any clerk may be selected from the force in that office 
and discharge the duties of that position for the ertire remainder of the 
term. 

I do not think that is wise, or just, or appropriate legislation; and if 
the Senator from Vermont really believes that this is emergency legis- 
lation that in itself would be improper and unwise, I do not think he 
should be deterred by the fact that it would require an hour or two 
hours to get the concurrence of the other House to an amendment that 


he ought to offer. 
Isubmit to him, therefore, that if this em ey does arise the House 
of Representatives is controlled by the fri of the administration, 


and if the object is to bridge over an emergency, then let us put in the 
proper amendment that the committee say ought to be there, and limit 
the exercise of this power to such period as may be appropriate, and 
then let the House of Representatives concur in the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me, I sug- 
gest that we limit this proposed act to a period of ninety days. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘Ten days. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I mean to limit the whole act fora period not 
exceeding ninety days from the passage of the act, to be inserted at the 
proper place in the bill. I want the act to expire by limitation at the 
end of ninety days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reduced to 
writing and reported. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask my colleague whether he 
popen = 3 3 2 effect security to the Government 
during the ninety days; use of course, the duty being discharged 
by a clerk designated who is not under bond, the principal would not 
be liable for anything that might transpire to the hurt of the public 
8 in that time unless a new bond be given covering the conditions 
of this act. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, if my colleague will allow me, that that is 
not clear. A similar law is now upon the statute-book with reference 
to assistant treasurers outside of the city of Washington. I take it 
that the bond of the assistant treasurer covers such changes in the law 
as may be made from time to time respecting his duty. But surely the 


not authorize this appointment without providing sufficient security for 
its enforcement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Isuggest to my colleague that that is simply 
an answer based upon a presumption as to what the President may do. 
Suppose he should not do so, then we shall have imposed by the terms 
of the act an obligation and risk upon the sureties on the bond that we 
can not enforce against them by any action should hurt come to the 
Government by the act of the person designated to discharge the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague is a much better lawyer than I am, 
but there is a provision of this kind now on the statute- book with refer- 
ence to all assistant treasurers outside of the city of Washington. Ido 
not understand that it is held by the courts or by any authority that 
an assistant treasurer is relieved from his bond by the mere fact that 
for a short space of time he designates the chief clerk or some other 
clerk in his office to perform the duties. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is done under existing law, and donbt- 
less the bond that has been given under that law would be held good 
for that condition, but this new law would im a new condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose we should to-day impose new duties upon 
the Treasurer of the United States, different from those under existing 
law, does my colleague hold that that would vitiate the bond of the 
Treasurer? 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hold to the proposition presented by the 
bill, and that is that all the duties of the office may be discharged by 
a clerk designated of any grade or class, and that is the imposition of 
an obligation upon the bondsmen which it seems to me can not be 
covered by existing law, and ought to be provided for by an amend- 
ment in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be reported. 

Mr. MORRILL. Allow me to have the report of the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the other House read, which will show the existing 
state of facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first matter in order will be to 
report the amendment as it stands, The attention of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is called to the amendment proposed by him to 
see whether the clerks have it right. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall be in force for the period of ninety days after its 
passage, and no longer. 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers it. 

Mr. MORRILL. It would be better to say sixty days.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will say sixty days, as suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. BECK. Is a vote now to be taken on the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been offered, 
and the question is on its adoption. 

Mr. BECK. I think if we are going to amend the bill at all it will 
destroy the effect which wasintended. The bill is an exact copy of sec- 
tion 3613 of the Revised Statutes, as gentlemen will see by reading it, 
extending the authority there given to the Treasurer in the class of cases 
specified. That section is in these words: 

In case of the sickness or unavoidable absence of any assistant treasurer or 
depositary from his office he may, with the approval ofthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, authorize the chief clerk, or some other clerk employed therein, to act in 
his place, and to discharge all the duties required by law of such assistant treas- 
urer or depositary. 

The language which follows is copied from this section into the bill: 

The official bond given by the principal of the office shall be held to cover and 
apply to the acts of the person appointed to act in his place in such cases. Such 
acting officer shall, moreover, for the time being, be subject to all the liabilities 
and penalties prescribed by Jaw for the official misconduct in like cases of the 
assistant treasurer or depositary, respectively, for whom he acts, 

I have no doubt when that act was passed it applied to all these 
bonded officers, and the bonds were then given and are now given so 
as to make the bond good whenever that is done, and it was framed 
so as to cover that class of cases. We did not have the bonds before 
us, but we took the precaution, it might as well be said, to send the 
bill to the Attorney-General this morning to have the bonds examined 
carefully and to see whether any new legislation was needed or whether 
the bonds did cover this condition of things, for fear that there might 
be something in the suggestion made by the Senator from Iowa, and 
those papers are now in the hands of the Attorney-General undergoing 
his seratiuy. 

Most of us believe that the bonds as now given will cover the cases 
where this necessity arises, and the necessity is now upon us. I have 
a letter before me now from the Treasurer saying that the assistant 
treasurer is sick in bed, and he himself ought to be there in his present 
condition, and the business of the Department can not be carried on or 
a single check be signed. The bill simply gives him the authority, 
because section 304 does not give it. That is an old law, passed long 
before the other was passed, limiting the authority in the Treasury 
Department proper. This is the language—it is very short: 

Sec. 304. The Treasurer may, in his discretion, with the consent of the See 


retary of the Treasury, authorize the assistant treasurer to act in the place and 
discharge any or all duties of the Treasurer of the United States. 
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That is all there is of it; but when they came to provide for assistant 
treasurers and depositaries, then the exception was made that I have read 
in section 3613, of which the pending bill is a copy, applied to the Treas- 
urer. It seems to me that there can be no serious danger when those 
precautions have all been had. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It does seem to me that nothing can be 
clearer than that section 3613 of the Revised Statutes will not cover the 
risk involved in the present bill. That section provides: 

In case of the sickness or unavoidable absence of any assistant treasurer or 
depositary from his office, he may, with the approval of the of the 
Treasury, authorize the chief clerk, or some other clerk emplo; therein, to 
act in his place, and to discharge all the duties required by law of such assistant 
treasurer or depositary. 

But the bill provides that the Treasurer may do this thing, which isa 
very different proposition from that embraced in and covered by this sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes. Then the section proceeds: 

The official bond given by the principal of the office— 

That is, the assistant treasurer— 
shall be held to cover and apply to the acts of the person appointed to act in 
his place— 

That is, in the assistant treasurer’s place— 

g officer shall moreover, for the time be subject 


in such cases. Such actin, being. 

to all the liabilities and penalties prescribed by law for the official misconduct, 
in like cases, of the assistant treasurer or depositary, vely, for whom he 
acts, 


But there is no such provision with regard to the Treasurer. There- 
fore, this section does not provide for the difficulty that I have sug- 
gested at all, and it does seem to me that due caution in the enactment 
of legislation of this character would cause the Senate to hesitate until 
the bill can be properly amended to meet the suggestion that I have 
made. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be informed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] or the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] as to 
the necessity of this proposed law. The statute provides, section 301, 
that— 

There shall be in the Department of the Treasury a Treasurer of the United 
States, who shall be appointed, &. . 

Section 303 provides that— ; 

There shall be in the Department of the Treasury an assistant treasurer of 
the United States, 

Section 304 provides that— 

The Treasurer may, in his discretion, with the consent of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, authorize the assistant treasurer to act in the place and discharge 
any or all the duties of the Treasurer of the United States. 

. Therefore you have got an explicit provision of law, making it one 
of the duties of an assistant treasurer in all cases, when he is required 
by the Treasurer, to perform his duties. 

Mr. MORRILL. But they are both disabled at the present time. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose they are disabled, the Treasurer is not disabled 
from authorizing the assistant 

Mr. MO. . But, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has only heard half of the proposition. 
The assistant treasurer of the United States then, by the existing law, 
is bound, when required, to perform all the duties of the Treasurer. 
That is the first step; that is one of his duties; he is required to act as 
Treasurer when the Treasurer is disabled, Now, section 3613 provides 
that— 

In case of the sickness or unavoidable absence of any assistant treasurer or 
depositary from his office— 

Including all the assistant treasurers of the United States, not merely 
outside of Washington but this one as well 


he may, with the a; of the Secretary of the Treasury, authorize the 
chief clerk, or some clerk emplo: therein, to actin his place, and to 


discharge all the duties required by law of such t treasurer or depositary. 


So I submit to the committee whether the provision of law is not ab- 
solute and complete to-day, to wit: One of the duties of the assistant 
treasurer being to act as r when the Treasurer is disabled and 
he is so required, and one of his powers being to have his assistant or 
any other clerk in his office discharge his duties when he is disabled, 
why do you need anything more than the order of these two officers? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is much in the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, but it seems to me that there is or may be a 
case where the law does not supply the remedy, and that is this case. 
The assistant treasurer in Washi has been sick for some two weeks 
and the Treasurer has been performing the duties. Now, is it not man- 
ifest that the Treasurer can not call upon the assistant treasurer to per- 
form these duties? Why? Because he is sick; he can not be at the 
office; he can not be even there to designate a clerk. So the object of 
this bill is to provide that the Treasurer himself in the case I have sup- 

and in the case that actually exists now by the absence or sick- 
ness of the assistant treasurer, may do just what the assistant treasurer 
could do if he was in the office. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa does not quite apprehend the 
point or I do not apprehend him. The fact that the assistant is dis- 
abled to write does not prevent the Treasurer from calling upon him 
to perform the duties, one of which is to designate somebody in his 
own place to doit when he can not and when he is required. He says, 


“ being required and it now becoming my duty, and I being disabled 
I call on this man in my place.“ estes i 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, suppose the assistant treasurer was sick in 
Boston, and the Treasurer himself here discharging the duties of the 
office, and the Treasurer suddenly becomes disabled, does the Senator 
from Massachusetts think that there is a Jaw which would authorize 
the Treasurer to write to Boston to the sick-bed of the assistant treas- 
urer asking him to come and ohare these duties, and that the as- 
sistant treasurer then and there could designate a clerk in the office, 
with the approval of the Secretary, to do it? 

Mr. HOAR. Very clearly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now we have the opinion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, a member of the Judiciary Committee, that that can be 
done, but the Treasurer does not think that can be done, and hence asks 
for the of this law. That is the only excuse for the passage of 
this act; and if the Senator from Massachusetts is right in his con- 
clusion, of course this act is not needed. The Treasurer believes that 
in the absence of the assistant treasurer, and during his sickness, it is 
nos possible for him to call on the assistant treasurer to perform this 

uty. < 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senate should agree with me, asthe Senator from 
Iowa, I think, does, as to the legal proposition 

Mr. ALLISON. At this moment I do not say so. 

Mr. HOAR. But if the Senate shall be of that opinion, what is the 
difficulty? It is possible that the Treasurer of the United States has 
not considered these two distinct and separate sections of the statutes 
together; but bringing them together certainly removes very much 
the reason for the Senate’s ing in haste, without waiting an hour 
for the proper amendment, a bill conceded by the committee who have 
rapes it to be an act of extremely crude and imperfect legislation. 

r. MORRILL. I ask that the report of the Judiciary Committee 
of the House be now read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. TUCKER, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, on the 
11th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 4875, re- 
regia À report back the same with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, with a recommendation that it do 

By section 304 of the Revised Statutes it is enacted as follows: The Treasurer 
may, in his discretion, with the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury, author- 


ize t treasurer to act in the place and discharge any or ail of the 
— of the Treasurer of the United States.” 


© assistant treasurer is a to give bond for the faithful 
of his duties in 9 perpen to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
By section 3613 it is provi as follows: In case of the sickness or unavoid- 
able absence of any assistant treasurer or depositary from his office, he may, 
with the approval of the 5 the Treasury, authorize the chief clerk, or 
some other clerk employed therein, to act in his place,and to discharge all the 
duties required by law of such assistant treasurer or he ony 
The official bond given by the principal of the office shall be held to cover, 
and apply to the acts of, the person appointed to act in his place in such cases, 
Such acting officer , moreover, for the time being, be subject to all the lia- 
a and penalties prescribed by law for the offi misconduct in like cases 


treasurer or depositary, respectively, for whom he acts. 

The bill rted gives to the Treasurer the power to select some clerk, 
whom he J. with the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury, appoint to 
„ uring the absence or illness of either the rer 
or ass t ý 

This contingency has arisen of late, and the bill proposed remedies it by sup- 
plying the place with a clerk to be selected as above stated, and the bill pro- 
poses to — ery their action to the eee of section 3600, by 
reaper, Deg latter clause thereof in terms, without referring merely to 

e J 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I to the Senate that the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House which has been read at the desk 
does not meet the difficulty at all. This bill pro to confer a new 
power and impose a new duty upon the Treasurer of the United States 
subsequent to the execution of his official bond; and I submit tothe Sen- 
ate that the section of the Revised Statutes which has been referred to 
does not make provision for such a change in the law and imposition of 
a duty; and unless this exigency is so great that we can afford the hazard 
of establishing so mischievous a precedent as this, it would be better to 
recommit this bill to the committee, in order that they may provide by 
proper amendment, after due consideration, for the difficulty suggested. 
If it be in order I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not desire without some effort to be 
responsible in any part for the establishment of a precedent which I 
think would be so mischievous. I move, therefore, that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1534) for the relief of John 
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P. Bush and James Grigsby; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1535) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of La Fayette, 
Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable 
grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and 
the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United 
States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the 
use of other United States offices in said city, and appropriating money 
for said purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1537) for the relief of B. B. Connor, of 
Louisville, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a bill to consolidate the departments of the 
Army of the United States, and for other pi Task that it be 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I do not mean to commit myself to the provisions of this bill by this 
request. The Secretary of the Navy has recommended the consolida- 
tion of the departments of the Navy. The proper committee has it now 
under consideration. If that committee should me favorably and 
the Senate should act also with favor on that bill, then I see no reason 
whatever why the same should not apply to the Army and why there 
should not be a like consolidation of its departments. This bill pro- 
vides for a similar consolidation. 

The bill (S. 1538) to consolidate the departments of the Army of the 
United States, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Eva- 
line Hunt, widow, and minor children of Lewis Hunt, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1540) for therelief of Isaac Daven- 
port and others, citizens of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1541) to amend an act passed 
July 5, 1884, to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless mil- 
itary reservations so that the same shall be held for homestead entries 
only; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
ur. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1542) 

; ntroduced a bill (S. granting a pension to 
James McLaughlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
9 papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. N, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1443) fixing 
the rate of interest upon arrearages of taxes due July 1, 1884, and on 
all special improvements due the District of Columbia which may be 

id within a specified time; which was read twice by its title, re- 

erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1544) for the relief 
of John H. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1545) for classifica- 
tion of clerks in first-class post-offices and for fixing the salaries of the 
same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1546) 
for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of the es- 
tate of William Perine, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1547) to establish a court of appeals, 
to provide additional circuit judges, and to make certain changes in the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1548) to amend the act of Congress of 
March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit 
courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from 
State courts, and for other purposes, and to repeal sections 639 and 640 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1549) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as follows: 


Be it enacted, G., That there is hereby forfzited to the United States, and the 
United States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to 
any State or to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite 
to and conterminous with the uncompleted portion of any railroad for the con- 
struction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted; and all such 
lands are declared to be a part of the public lands and opened to settlement 


under the Borger land Jaws, except such as provide for pre-emption entries: 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the t of way or 
depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to appoint expert accountants and experts in 
counting coin in the subtreasuries; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
That the N in the case of Orville Horwitz be taken from the 
presentatives. 


Ordered, 
files and referred to Committee on Claims of the House of Re 
On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the on file in the Secretary's office of the Senate per- 
taining to the 3 Isaac Davenport and other citizens of Virginia be with- 
drawn and referred to the Committee on Claims, in connection with Senate bill 
for the relief of the parties named. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of B. B. Connor be withdrawn from the 

files of the Senate and referred tothe proper committee, subject to the rule, 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Irise to offer a resolution relative to the 
message of the President communicated to the Senate yesterday con- 
veying the report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific 
Railroad for the year 1885. I offer the following resolution and ask 
for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the report of the directors of the Union Pacific Railway Gom- 
pany for the 1885, now upon the table of the Senate, be ordered printed, and 
that in addition thereto the Public Printer be directed to add said report in the 
een containing all prior reports of said directors heretoſore ordered 
prin 

I desire to say that that subject has been considered informally by 
the Committee on Printing and that the resolution is the result of their 
consideration. I ask for its adoption. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


PROPERTY REMOVED TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. MAXEY. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, instructed 
to inquire into what legislation may be necessary in order to subject property 
removed from any State or Territory into the Indian Territory, that is to say, 
into the country occupied by the five civilized tribes, to forced sale, levy, and 
execution, upon a writ of execution or other pro) writ issued upon a judg- 
ment or decree rendered by a court of competent Turisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine between the parties to the suit. 

2. What rae may be necessary to subject property removed as aforesaid 
into the Indian Territory aforesaid to writ of attachment or other auxiliary writ 
duy, heer by such court as aforesaid at the commencement of suit or pending 

e n. 

And said committee is directed to report by bill or otherwise. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion. 


Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I wish to say before I ask for the refer- 
ence of the resolution that at this time no civil process whatever runs 
in the Indian Territory. The States of Texas, Kansas, and Arkansas, 
and especially the border counties, are afflicted by debtors running over 
into that Territory, which is entirely beyond the reach of law. The 
object of this resolution is to call the attention of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to the subject, to the end that that committee may report some 
remedial measure which will relieve that country of this great evil that 
it now labors under. In one single county in my State about $600,000 
worth of property was run away with to the Indian Territory, where 
it is beyond the reach of law. That is the only country I know of 
within the jurisdiction of the United States where property can not be 
subjected to forced sale, levy, and execution upon judgment duly ren- 
dered. I think some provision should be made by law to meet cases 
of that kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Texas if it would not be 
more appropriate to have this examination made by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs? 

Mr. MAXEY. I had thought of it and I am a member of that com- 
mittee, but there are some complicated questions of law involved, and 
I will state one of them. In many instances in relation to this prop- 
erty the creditor and debtor are both citizens of the same State. That 
raises the question as to how to meet a case of that kind. I can well 
apprehend, as the Senator from Iowa can, that where the parties live 
in different States the matter might easily be reached in the Federal 
courts; but that is a question which to my mind is difficult of solution, 
and I thought it best to have the Judiciary Committee look into that 
question, I think so yet. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on the Judiciary have under consid- 
eration the question of establishing a court in the Indian Territory, and 
also bills authorizing the collection of debts which are contracted in the 
States by persons who take up their residence in the Territory, and it 
seems to me highly proper that they should consider in that connection 
the proposition of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think so. Iam a member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and I want to say that this does not at all interfere with 
the Indians in any way whatever. It refers to a citizen of the United 
States who gets possession of the property of another citizen of the United 
States and throws it beyond the reach of civil process. That ought to 
be provided against in some way, and I hope the Committee on the Ju- 

i will look carefully into it and see what can be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TARIFF REVISION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
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communication from the Secretary 
1886, in regard to the revision of the tariff. As it is a very lengthy com- 


of the Treasury of date February 15, 
munication, and already in print, the Chair will submit to the Senate 
the question as to what disposition shall be made of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it a response to a resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in response to a resolution 
of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does it come here? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the general provisions of law, 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to communicate to Con- 


gress. 
Mr. ALLISON. It ought to be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 
SPECIAL LAND AGENTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. If there is no objection I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the educational bill. 

Several SENATORS. Calendar! Calendar! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB], which came over under objection. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
as to the names and number of oe agents employed by his Department for 
the purpose of the detection of frauds in the entries of public lands; length of 
time employed, respectively; compensation and expenses d to each; the 
namber of cases sent to said special agents for investigation and report; the 
number of cases reported upon by each of said agents; and during what period 
of umer Sy 5 Ne 5 inp td a 0 prone Heder ee. A 

n „and w under the rulesof the Department will require to be specially 
Investigated before being finally decided. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have just sent for the Senator from Kansas who 
intreduced the resolution, I have some amendments I have shown to 
him and to which I am sure he will make no objection. I move in the 
second line to strike out the words names and;” in the fourth line, 
after the word ‘‘respectively,” to insert and their places of duty; 
in the seventh line, after the words and during what period of time,“ 
to insert ‘‘for each of the fiscal years 1883, 1884, 1885, and 1886 up to 
this date and;’’ then in the next line, immediately after the words 
public lands,“ strike out have been“ and insert are now;’’ so as 
to read ‘‘the number of cases of entries of public lands which are now 
suspended; and at the end of the resolution to add and the length 
of time it will require to made such investigations with the present 
force. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator have the resolution read as amended ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can read it as it will read if amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri seems to suggest a good 
many very important amendments, and I think as the Senator from 
Kansas is not in, his amendments had better be printed and the reso- 


lution go over until to-morrow. I suggest that to him. 
Mr. COCKRELL. All right; I have no objection to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is very evident that the Senator from Missouri 


is asking for a large amount of information running back several years. 
I think it a very pertinent inquiry to ascertain how many clerks will 
be required to procure the information. The resolution had better go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Shall I read the resolution just as it will be if 
amended ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
desx 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Secretary follow it as I read, so that there 
shall be no mistake 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As proposed to be amended the resolution would 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
as to the number of special nts employed by his Department for the detection 
of fraud, and their pace of duty, in the entries of public lands; length of time 
employed consecutively ; compensation and expenses paid to each; the num- 
ber of cases sent to said special agents for investigation and report; the number 
of cases reported upon by each of said agents, and during what period of time, 
for each of the fiscal years 1883, 1884, 1885, and 1886 up to the present time; and 
the number of cases of entries of public lands which are now suspended and 
which under the rules of the Department will uire to be specially investi- 
gated before being finally decided, and the len of time it will require to 
make such investigations with the present force. 


If the Senator will send it to the 


That isthe way the resolution reads when amended as I propose to 
amend it. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
he will find in the published reports the names of all the special agents 
and the amounts paid to them previous to 1885; but I am not certain 
whether the document for last year is out yet. That information is 
published every year. By going to the register of the Interior Depart- 
ment you will find the names of all the parties employed and the sal- 
aries they get. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iknowitis published every two years. We have 
a register of it, but we want this in a separate form, so that the in- 
formation will be available for the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendments 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS IN VIRGINIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Ma- 
HONE], which comes over under objection. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
directed to inform the Senate of the number of cases in which the United States 
were a party or interested pending in the circuit and district courts of the east- 
ern district of Virginia at the terms of such courts held in the year 1884, and also 
in the year 1885, and that he also inform the Senate whetherany, and if so what, 
assistant district attorneys have been appointed for that district during those 
zos or since, and at what rate of compensation; and that he transmit to the 

nate copies of all documents and papers in the possession of the Department 
of Justice relating to any such appointment, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in obedience to its request, the bill (S. 
637) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y. 


MARY B. HOLMES. 


5 inet PRESIDEN pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
ule VIII. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is so near 20’clock that I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the education bill. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope the Senator will allow the first case on the 
Calendar to be considered. It was practically finished the other day, 
and was laid over only to obtain some information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to press the bill until 2 o’clock, if any 
Senator is very desirous to occupy the remaining time. 

PE ELL, I think we might go on with the Calendar until 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 806) grant- 
ing a pension;to Mary B. Holmes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] desired 
to know what was the rate of pension in this case. There is a short re- 
port in the case, from which it will be seen that the pension is $15 a 
month; so that there can be no further objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. BLAIR. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire moves that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday, being Senate 
bill 194. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, regarding the pending measure as 
vitally important to a large section of the country and highly beneficial 
to the entire Union, I ask the indulgence of the Senate in submitting 
my views onits constitutionality, which has been called in question, 
and in presenting a few of the many considerations which lead me to 
give it my hearty support. 

The bill provides, as now amended, that for cight fiscal years next 
after its passage there shall be annually appropriated from the money 
in the Treasury the following sums, namely: The first year the sum of 
$7,000,000; the second year, $10,000,000; the third year, 815,000, 000; 
the fourth year, $13,000,000; the fifth year, $11,000,000; the sixth 
year, $9,000,000; the seventh year, $7,000,000, and the eighth year 
$5,000,000, to secure the benefits of common-school education to all the 
children of the school age living in the United States; and that these 
funds are to be distributed among the several States and Territories 
on the basis of illiteracy. As the design of the measure is not to es- 
tablish an independent or national system of schools, but rather to aid, 


The question now is on agreeing to 
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for the time being, in the development and maintenance of the schools 
established by local government, and which must eventually be wholly 
maintained by the States and Territories wherein they exist, it is fur- 
ther provided that no greater part of the money appropriated shall be 
paid out to any State in any one year than the sum expended out of 
its own resources or out of moneys raised under its authority in the 
preceding year for the maintenance of common schools. So that, while 
the apportionment of the money appropriated is to be made the 
States on the basis of illiteracy, the actual yearly distribution to each, 
after the first year, is not to exceed the amount each State shall annu- 
ally expend out of its own resources, or out of moneys raised under its 
authority for the support and maintenance of its common schools, ex- 
clusive of the sum expended in the erection of school buildi 

‘The design and effect of the measure is, therefore, simply this, that for 
the purpose of aiding the several States in the support and establish- 
ment of more enlarged and efficient public schools required by our pres- 
ent and prospective educational wants and necessities, to the end that 
knowledge may be more widely diffused among the people, especially 
the youth of the country, the General Government proposes for the lim- 
ited period of eight years, and on the basis of illiteracy, to su ent 
to the extent indicated the respective annual expenditures by the 
States for the encouragement and development of their common schools. 
It is a proposition to aid the States through their local agencies in 
psa repose ne conditions of illiteracy now prevailing in their midst; 
conditions which in many, especially in the ex-slave States of the 
Union, have reached alarming proportions and are beyond their ability 
to remedy. 

The only conditions attached to the gs ees apres are that the funds 
received shall be solely applied by the States to the support of their 
common schools, and for the education of the scholastic ss ere 
without distinction of race or color (separate schools for white and 
colored children being no violation of this condition); and that, to se- 
cure a second or subsequent installment or allotment under the provis- 
ions of the act, the governor of the State shall first file with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior a certified statement, giving an account of the pay- 
ments or disbursements made of the school fund appropriated to his 
State, and also theamount expended for the preceding year out of its own 
resources, together with the general condition of the common-school 
system of the State. While this requirement of a from the State 
authorities is made a ground of objection to the bill, it should be re- 
membered that provisions similar to this have in several instances 
been required in granting Federal aid to school purposes in the States 
and were never before considered a serious objection to such aid. I call 
attention to two of these cases. 

By acts approved December 12, 1820, and May 3, 1822, 3 per cent. 
of the net proceeds arising from the sales of public lands within the 
States of is, Missouri, Mississippi, and A a were directed to 
be paid over to those States for school purposes; and each of said acts 
contained the following provision: An annual account of the applica- 
tion of 8 [the Miers so — sa 1 5 to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by such officer of the State as the Legisla- 
ture thereof shall direct; and in default of such return being made, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required to withhold the payment 
of any sums that may then be due, or which may thereafter become 
due, until a return shall be made as herein uired.“ It was never 
suggested that this requirement humiliated these States. They ac- 
cepted the gift with the condition. 

But the present munificent appropriation for the accomplishment of 
an object so wise, so beneficial, and so essential to the well-being of 
both governments, State and Federal, is opposed, first and chiefly, on 
the ground of its unconstitutionality. This objection, if it can be sus- 
tained, will and should defeat the bill, and all discussion of the gen- 
eral considerations bearing upon this important subject, 53 
policy, the expediency, or the necessity of the aid Teppan would be an 
unprofitable and useless consumption of the time of the Senate. For 
if there is either no constitutional authority in Congress to apply pub- 
lic funds to the objects and for the purposes proposed by the bill, or if 
the application involves any encroachment upon the reserved rights and 
powers of the States, the scheme must be abandoned, and the States 
must be left to contend alone with the problem of illiteracy, now con- 
fronting many of them, and meet as best they may the evils, the per- 
ils, and the dangers which it may entail upon them and the country at 
large. This constitutional question, therefore, naturally demands, at 
the very outset, our attention and presents itself in two points of view. 
The First, bearing upon the sovereignty of the States, is whether the pro- 
posed aid either asserts orinvolves any assumption of Federal juris- 
diction over the school systems of the States; The Second, relating to 
the General Government, is whether Congress has the right to appro- 
priate money from the national Treasury in aid of these State institu- 
tions, waiving or disavowing any and all claim of jurisdiction over the 
same, 

The public schools, to whose support and encouragement the fands 
appropriated are to be applied, are unquestionably local or domestic 
institutions, over which the Federal Government possesses no juri 
diction and can assert no ‘rightful authority; and if the present bill 
either assumed or necessarily involved any right of control on the part 


of the General Government over these State schools it should not re- 
ceive my support. But no such assumption is made or can fairly be 
implied from the provisions of the bill. On the contrary, there isa 
clear disclaimer of any intention to assert Federal jurisdiction or con- 
trol over the school systems to be aided. No interference with the 
State’s exclusive management and control of its public schools is claimed 
or asserted by the bill. Nothing but assistance is tendered, leaving it 
entirely eee with each and every State to accept or reject the 
benefits of the act or the help it proffers. It does not admit of debate 
that the States, especially those now struggling with the great evil of 
a widespread illiteracy, beyond their ability to remedy, and seriously 
affecting their social, industrial, and political interests, may accept and 
use Federal aid under such circumstances and upon such terms with- 
out the compromise of their dignity, the impairment of their sover- 
eignty, or the surrender of any reserved right or power. No ingenuity 
of the buman intellect can point out how any State function, power, or 
right is or can be by Congress in simply tendering aid to the 
States for the accomplishment of a t work of vital importance to 
both governments, State and Federal, when such aid may be received 
or rejected at the pleasure of the State; or how by adopting this meas- 
ure any reserved right or power is or could be surrendered by the States. 


VOLUNTARY ACCEPTANCE OF ASSISTANCE SO TENDERED, 


The measure neither asserts jurisdiction over any State function nor 
infringes upon any State prerogative. Instead of encroaching on their 
sovereignty, it provides the States with the means of rendering that 
sovereignty more secure by strengthening the underlying foundation on 
which their integrity and prosperity must ever rest—the intelligence of 
their people. Instead of weakening their powers, it supplies the States 
with needed resources for preserving and perpetuating their rights 
against Federal usurpation. Instead of promoting centralization on 
the part of the General Government, which can only take place by the 
assertion and exercise of powers reserved to the States, the real 
of the measure is to en, to build up, and tod make the States what 
our system of Government intended them to be, and what they should 
ever remain, the great massive pillars on which the Federal fabric was 
founded and upon which it must continue to rest for its proper sup- 
port; for when those supporting columns are subverted or undermined, 
whether by the prevalence of illiteracy or by other causes, this mag- 
nificent superstructure of our fathers will fall and crumble into ruins. 

It is hardly n to consume further time on this branch of the 
subject, for it must be clear to every candid mind that no constitutional 
objections can be successfully urged against the present bill from the 
standpoint of the States. 

How stands the question as it relates to the General Government? 
Has Co under the Constitution, the right to appropriate money 
in aid of the common schools of the country, disavowing any claim of 
jurisdiction? In other words, can the General Government, by the 
application of public funds, assist and encourage these domestic insti- 
tutions as the agencies and instrumentalities to effect the removal of 
the evils siog from illiteracy and to secure the benefits arpea] 
from the gen diffusion of knowledge—the evils to be removed an 
the benefits to be secured affecting to a large extent, if not in equal 
proportions, both governments, State and Federal? The opponents of 
the bill dispute this proposition and insist, as I e ee their posi- 
tion, that Congress has no authority to appropriate the national funds 
except in the execution of the powers delegated to the General Govern- 
ment; that the right of appropriation is limited and restricted to the 
objects and p embraced in the enumerated authorities vested in 
Congress; that Congress can lawfully grant or expend the money of the 
Government only for purposes or upon objects over which the United 
States have jurisdiction under the Constitution; that the application 
of its funds toany measure involves the assertion of sovereignty over 
that measure, and consequently that Federal authority to aid State 
schools necessarily includes Federal authority over those schools. 

This position is not new. It is simply the revival of a construction 
which at an early period of the Government found expression in the 
following proposition: ‘‘That whenever money has been raised by the 
general authority and is to be applied to a particular measure, a ques- 
tion arises whether that particular measure is within the enumerated 
authorities vested in Congress. If it be, the money requisite for it 
may be applied to it; if not, no such application could be made.“ 
But this attempted, or rather suggested, restriction upon the right of 
appropriation was not sanctioned or adopted, and could not be main- 
tained without greatly diminishing, if not destroying, the Government’s 
ability to accomplish the great objects and purposes for which it was 
ordained and established. The distinguished statesman who first ad- 
vanced it practically abandoned it at a later period, as will hereafter be 
shown. It can not be successfully revived and sustained at this day. 
It is not only not warranted by any proper interpretation of the Con- 
stitution, but is opas by the overwhelming weight of authority and 
contradicted by the contemporaneous exposition of the Constitution, 
practiced and acquiesced in since the commencement of the Govern- 
ment, I ee ee with confidence that instead of the appli- 
cation of public funds being confined or limited to the objects included 
in the enumerated powers, and instead of Federal jurisdiction being a 
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necessary accom) 

firmly settled that the right of appropriation is more extensive than 

ial, ery pareo pege pa kenara 8 
; it cases and purposes em 

such objects of a general character as affect the welfare of the Union 

or in which the States may have a common concern or mutual interest. 

Under this construction of its authority Congress may make the ap- 

propriation contemplated by the bill if the advantages of education or 

the evils of illiteracy can be fairly considered as matters of con- 

cern or objects in which the General Government and the States have 

a common interest. That these subjects have been treated in the 

as objects of national concern, so far as regards the application of i 

funds or property, will not admit of serious question. 

The weber of aiding education and promoting the diffusion of knowl- 
edge among the people is contemporaneous with the existence of the 
General Government. It was incorporated into our system as one of 
the permanent objects of national concern under the ion, and 
has since received the same uniform recognition and support at the 
hands of the Federal Government. 

The cessions of the separate States of their claims to the public do- 
main were made upon the basis that the lands were to be of 
for the common benefit of the United States.“ How has this condition 
been executed? By the ordinance of May 20, 1785, for ascertaining 
the mode of disposing of this territory, lot No. 16 of every township 
was reserved for the maintenance of public schools within said town- 
ship. The ordinances of 1787 gave this reservation in perpetuity for 
the purpose of public education, and contained the following provision: 


paniment of such applications, the construction is now 


Arr. 3. Religion, morality, and know necessary to govern- 
ment . the iness of mankind, and means of shall 
forever 


Whether the public schools thus endowed and to be forever encour- 
aged” by the United States were to be established under national or 
State control remained an open question, and the lands were held in 
reservation merely until the State of Ohio was admitted into the Union, 
when it was settled that they should be organized, managed, and con- 
trolled by the State. 

In the act authorizing the formation of the State of Ohio it was 
vided that the reserved section 16 in every township should be granted 
to the inhabitants of such township for the use of schools, and by the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1803, Fe ee eee e ppt os to- 
gether with all the tracts of land previously rg Rogue for school pur- 
poses, should be vested in the Legislature of Ohio, in for the use 
aforesaid and for no other use, intent, or whatever. From the 
lands so donated by the United States O secured a t en- 
dowment in trust for public schools amounting to 84, 289, 718.52. Con- 
gress thus appropriated to the e popular education in a par- 
ticular State public property which the Government by the very terms 
of its acquisition was to di of “for the common benefit of the 
United States.“ That application of common property for the establish- 
ment of schools in a single State has never been questioned as a proper 
exercise of the Government’s authority to dispose of the same “ for the 
common benefit’? of the country. It inaugurated an enlightened and 
comprehensive policy, which has since been wisely and steadily pursued 
by the General Government, of aiding the States in the matter of educa- 
tion without assuming or attempting any control over their schools. 
Each new State upon its admission into the Union has been the recipient 
from the General Government of such aid bestowed for the advancement 
of the general welfare of the whole. Up to June 30, 1880, Congress had 
donated to the States 67,893,919 acres of the public domain for public or 
common schools; for seminaries or universities 1,165,520 acres, and for 
agricultural and mechanical colleges in each State 9,600,000 acres in 
land and land scrip, while in addition to these land ts millions of 
the proceeds arising from the sales of the public lands have from time to 
time been appropriated by Congress for State educational purposes both 
by general and ial acts too numerous to be here cited in detail. 

The authority of the General Government thus to apply this public 
property or its proceeds, which it held as the trustee for the common 
benefit of all the people of the United States, is generally referred to and 
rested upon that provision of the Constitution which empowers Con- 
gress to dispose of and make all needful rules and ons respect- 
ing the territory or other pro belonging to the United States.’’ 
The same power of disposition given over its territory is by the ex- 
press terms of the t conferred as to other property of the Govern- 
ment. Now what do these words other property include? If they 
are to have any meaning whatever, they clearly embrace everything 
that may be the subject of ownership by the Government. They in- 
clude personalty of every character and description, including money in 
the Government vaults, however raised or acquired, whether by taxa- 
tion or otherwise. The attempt to draw a distinction between the pub- 
lic lands or their proceeds and other property (embracing moneys on 
hand) of the United States, so far as the disposing authority of Congress 
is co: rests upon no solid principle and is supported by no argu- 
ment or sound reasons yet brought to my attention. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is this bill to appropriate moneys now on hand or 
moneys to be derived from taxation? 


Mr. JACKSON. I shall come to that in a few moments. 

The public lands and their proceeds are as much the of the 
Government as its money in the Treasury. The acquisition of these 
lands, whether by cession or purchase, was as much for the benefit of 
all as arising from any legitimate source. In his veto of thein- 
digent insane land bill, in 1854, President Pierce declared his inability 
to see any distinction between the appropriation of land and money. 
The public domain,“ he said, is the common property of the Union 
just as much as the surplus proceeds of that and of duties on imports 
remaining unexpended in the ee I have been unable to dis- 
cern any distinction on constitutional grounds or grounds of expe- 
diency between an appropriation of $10,000,000 directly from the money 
in the Treasury for the object contemplated and the appropriation of 
lands presented for my sanction. I respectfully submit that in a con- 
stitutional point of view it is wholly immaterial whether the appropri- 
ation be in money or in land.“ 

It is not now an open question that Congress possesses, under the 
clause in question, over the public domain the combined authority of the 
General and a State government, and may appropriate the same, or its 

to the establishment and encouragementof State schools; and 
by the very terms of the grant conferring this authority we may legally 
appropriate money in the Treasury to any object or for any purpose to 
which we may legally appropriate land or the proceeds arising from the 
sales thereof. There is no escape from this conclusion on the question of 
Congressional authority, and if an object or purpose (like the diffusion 
of knowledge) is of sufficient importance, either to the State or country 
atlarge, to be worthy of aid and encouragement from the General Gov- 
ernment in the shape of public lands or their proceeds, it is difficult to 
understand why it is not equally deserving of such assistance in the 
a, of money in the Treasury. 
opponents of the measure under consideration not only attempt 
to draw this unwarranted distinction between the authority of Con- 
gress over the public lands and money, in respect to the right of appro- 
priation by Congress, but passing beyond that, they assert that while the 
application of lands or the funds arising from their sales to State school 
purposes involves no assumption of authority or jurisdiction by the 


pro-] General Government over the domestic institutions aided or over the 


subject of education in the States, the appropriation of money to the 
same objects would be attended with that result. This is mere asser- 
tion, as strange as it is untenable. It rests upon no authority and is 
supported by no reason. Federal jurisdiction and control no more fol- 
low the bestowal of money to a given object or p than results 
from the application of land to the same object. Tt was never im- 
agined or suggested by the most extreme advocate of State rights or of 
strict construction of the Constitution that the ts of lands for edu- 
cational purposes in the States included the right to control the local 
school system so aided, and no such consequence can possibly result 
from the application of public funds to the same objects when no such 
claim is asserted in the bill making the appropriation. It would be a 
waste of time to dwell longer on this fancied difficulty. 

But it is said that if the comprehensive sovereign power of disposi- 
tion over Government lands or other property extends to money, Con- 
gress may, by the exercise of its taxing power, keep its vaults filled 
with money to be applied at its discretion. That the taxing power could 
be improperly exercised so as to enlarge or increase surplus revenues 
in the Treasury is merely to suggest that the taxing power may be 
abused. Like all powers conferred upon Congress it is Sajo to abuse, 
and for such abuse the representatives are responsible to the people. 
There is nothing, therefore, in this suggestion.. The clause under con- 
sideration is an independent power, having no relation to the taxing 
power. It deals only with what the Government owns and possesses 
in the shape of property, without reference to the mode of its acquisi- 
tion; and the appropriation of its funds as contemplated by the pres- 
ent bill can not be regarded as a revenue measure, which must orig- 
inate in the House; nor does it necessarily involve any increase of tax- 
ation. 

The application of the proceeds arising from sales of the public lands 
to school purposes in the States, to the extent that the available funds 
of the Governmentare thereby diminished, has precisely the same rela- 
tion to, and indirect or incidental effect upon taxation as the proposed 
appropriation of money generally. Our annual surplus revenues since 
1866, under past and present revenue systems, have largely exceeded the 
N appropriation to be made under the pending measure. We have 

a continued surplus larger than the yearly appropriation to be made 
under this bill. Suppose such surpluses should continue, as they are 
likely to do, and in the future, as the annual appropriations under this 
bill have to be made, there are sufficient unappropriated funds in the 
Treasury to meet the requirements of the measure, can they not be so 
applied as the property of the Government, over which Congress has 
full disposing authority? If I understand the Senator from Alabama 
Lr. MORGAN] correctly, he concedes this when he says that what 
money there is now in the Treasury, being the property of the United 
States, you may divert or apply to any purpose not forbidden by the 
Constitution.“ So that according to this concession, if there should 
be money on hand, as the future yearly appropriations are to be made, 
it may be applied as provided by the bill. Why, then, should consti- 
tutional objections be now interposed in anticipation of a deficiency, 
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such as would involve the necessity of raising additional revenue by 
the exercise of the taxing power, which may never occur? 

But, Mr. President, the advocates of this measure are not restricted 
or confined to the clause of the Constitution conferring upon Congress 
the power to dispose of the territory or other property of the United 
States for the authority to make the appropriation now We 
may concede that it presents the question directly whether Congress 
has the authority to so appropriate this money, treating it as raised or 
to be raised by taxation; and we insist that =e warrant for its au- 
thority so to do is found in section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, em- 
powering Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 


to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- of 


fare of the United States.“ The proper construction to be given the 
words ‘‘to provide for the common defense and general welfare’’ has 
been the great debatable ground of the Constitution. Three different 
constructions were at times placed upon these terms; one, that they 
constituted a distinct, substantive, and independent power. This in- 
terpretation would have made ours a government of unlimited powers 
and Congress omnipotent, notwithstanding the ing enumeration 
or spet — grants. It could not be maintained, and is now universally 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mond Ax] has vigorously, and I may 

say successfully, attacked this exploded construction and the wide field of 

er, but in doing so he has failed to meet the real question ted 

y the pending bill, which neither involves nor rests upon this aban- 
doned interpretation of the clause. 

A second construction insisted on was that the clause was a mere pre- 
Inde or index to the succeeding enumerated powers; that the words 
were without meaning, mere ‘‘ harmless terms or a general phrase, 
which pointed to the subsequently ified powers. is construction 
practically struck the clause from the Constitution, and left the taxing 
power either wholly unlimited or restricted to the mere t of 
the debts, It was neithersustained by argument nor followed in prac- 
tice. 

The third construction treated the clause neither as an independent 
power nor as meaningless, but as a limitation upon or qualification of 
the taxing power, and a designation of the purposes for which money 
might be raised in the exercise of that power. It is now generally, if not 
universally, conceded that this is the proper interpretation to be placed 
on the clause. So that the real meaning of this section as sanctioned 
by all commentators on the Constitution and all the great names of 
highest authority, including Mr. Jefferson, is this: That Congress has 
the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, &c., in order “to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States;’’ that the payment of the debts and the providing for 
the common defense and general welfare are the purposes for which 
taxes may be levied and collected. Raising the money involves the 
exercise of the power which is granted in comprehensive though not 
unlimited terms, while the expenditure of the money so raised involves 
the exercise of Congressional discretion in discharging the duty of ap- 

lying it to purposes of common defense and general welfare. That 
ngress has the right to apply the money to the for which 
it is raised is necessarily indlnded in this ee e ee eee of 
the clause. Who is to determine what defense is common or what 
welfare is general or what expenditures shall be made in providing for 
the same? If Congress is not invested with this authority, whois? It 
manifestly rests with Congress. But the position has been taken and 
will be again assumed that while these designated objects constitute 
the purposes for which money may be raised by the exercise of the 
taxing power, still Congress can not so apply the money unless that 
common defense and general welfare can be reached through the sub- 
sequently specified power. This is only a new form of stating the sec- 
ond construction of this clause, already referred to and never sanctioned. 
No such restriction upon the application of public funds is warranted 
by the language of the Constitution and it is opposed by the undoubted 
weight of authority. 

Ishall stand by the faith of the fathers on this question, as the Senator 
from Alabama suggested. Let us see now what the faith of the fathers 
is on this subject. 

After placing upon this general-welfare clause the general construc- 
tion given above Chancellor Kent says: 


‘That Congress possess th ised by taxation 
3 other „ a r out in the 
enumerated powers, is a question that has given rise to very able and acute dis- 
cussions, and the affirmative side of the question has been sustained and suc- 
cessfully vindicated by the practice of the Governmentand the weighty authority, 
among others, of Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Monroe in celebrated documents under 
their official sanction. 

I ask attention to these and other authorities on the question. Mr. 
Hamilton, in his celebrated report as Secretary of the Treasury, in 1791, 
on manufactures, first asserted the right of Congress to appropriate 
public funds to other objects than those embraced in the enumerated 
powers, and maintained the proposition from the words and intent of 
the Constitution with a power of argument never surpassed and never 
answered, I ask the indulgence of the Senate in giving asingle extract 
from his argument. 

He says: 

The National Legislature has express authority to lay axd collect taxes, duties, 


imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
welfare, with no qualifications than that all duties, imposts, and 

iform ut the United States; that no Hp rene or 
in d no tax 


prop are no less com; ve the 
payment of the publie debts and the viding for the common defense and the 


rs which are susceptible neither of specification nor of definition. 


Legislature to 
pronounce upon the objects which concern the general welfare and for which. 
under that appropriation of money is requisite and proper, and 


there 

of learning, of ture, of manufactures, and of commerce, are within the 
. s0 

only qualification of the erality of the phrase in question which seems to be 


admissible is this: That object to which an appropriation of money is to be 
made must be general not local; its operation extending in BENSE Smee 
cular 0 


restrieted 
than the gonore and because this necessarily embraces a vast varicty 


In another and later great state paper Hamilton again reasserted this 
proposition, as follows: 
Tt is true e can — without breach of trust, lay taxes ſor any 


other npase than general 
3 e welfare of the community is the only legitimate end for which 


not 

Ted 5 
n of money as any 2 

application must always be whether it be for a purpose of general or local 
ure. If the former 


But Hamilton was not alone in the construction which asserted that 
objects of general or which may be conducive to the benefit of 
the whole, may be aided by the application of money, although such 
objects do not fall within any powers ially conferred upon Congress. 
President Washi fully con in this construction, as his re- 

recomm tions to Congress of objects of this sort, especially 
of the encouragement of 1 of manufactures, of agriculture, and 
of a great civil university, will abundantly prove. He urged that in- 
stitutions for the promotion of agriculture and of education, especially 
in the science of government, should be supported by the public purse. 
What specific powers of the General Government covered or embraced 
such objects as institutions for the promotion of agriculture and civil 
instruction? 

John Adams also sanctioned the construction which Hamilton had ad- 
vocated; and among the objects which he declared should receive the 
earnest attention and patronage of his administration he enumerated 
every rational effort to encourage schools, colleges, universities, acad- 
emies, and every institution for ting knowledge and virtue 
among all classes of people, not only for their benign influence on the 
happiness of life in all its stages and of society in all its forms, but as 
the only means of preserving our Constitution from its natural enemies, 
the spirit of sophistry, the spirit of party, and the spirit of intrigue and 
corruption.“ 

But opponents of the present measure, while admitting that Mr. 
Jefferson placed upon the general-welfare clause the construction I have 
stated, which 1 Jy leads to the right of Congress to apply money 
as now claimed, yet cite extracts from his private correspondence, pub- 
lished since his death, to show that he denied the right of appropria- 
tion asserted by Hamilton, and favored a strict construction of the 
clause in question by limiting its operation to the execution of the sub- 
sequently enumerated or specific grants of power. This may have been 
Mr. Jefferson’s private theory; but his practice, as illustrated by his 
official acts, sanctioned ‘‘the principle in its most imposing aspects.“ 

In theory he denied the constitutional authority for the purchase of 
Louisiana and the right of Congress to appropriate the money to pay for 
it; but in practice heresolved his doubts in favor of the national good, 
gave his official approval to all the measures for the completion of that 
purchase, and thus concurred in the exercise of the power of taxation 
upon the people to the extent of $11,250,000 to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the Union, actively supported by his 
great Secretary of State, Mr. Madison. Mr. Rodney, of Delaware, a 
distinguished lawyer and statesman, an ardent friend and supporter 
of Mr. Jefferson’s administration, andafterward Attorney-General un- 
der Mr. Madison, was the leading advocate in the House of Represent- 
atives for the appropriation to complete that purchase, and he expressly 
cited this common-defenseand general-welfare clause as conferring upon 
Congress the authority to appropriate the money needed therefor, Mr. 
Jefferson then saying that in this construction of his friend’s he would 
acquiesce ‘‘with satisfaction.” The right of appropriation thus as- 
serted to provide for the common defense and promote the general wel- 
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fare was not only approved by Mr. Jefferson, but was acquiesced in by 
the country, and furnished the precedent for the subsequent purchase 
of Florida from Spain and other territorial purchases since made. 

On this Louisiana purchase and on Mr. Jefferson’s approval of the 
act appropriating public funds for the construction of the Cumberland 
road in 1806, General Jackson, in his Maysville veto message, thus com- 
ments: : 

In the administration of Mr. Jefferson we have two examples of the exercise 
ofthe right of appropriation which, in the considerations that led to their adop- 
tion and in their effects upon the public mind, have had a greater agency in 
marking the character of the power than any subsequent events, I allude to 
the payment of $15,000,000 for the purchase of Louisiana and to the one ap- 
propriation for the construction of the Cumberland road; the latter act deriving 
much weight from the acquiescence and approbation of three of the most power- 
ful of the original members of the confederacy, expressed through their respect- 
ive Legislatures, Although the circumstances of the latter case may be such as 
to deprive so much of it as relates to the actual construction of the road of the 
force of an pny cap exposition of the Constitution, it must nevertheless be ad- 
mi that so far as the mereappropriation of money is concerned they present 
the principle in its most imposin, 
laws have been passed through al 
upward of $2,500,000 out of the national Treasu 
with the approbation of every President of the 
ecessor, since its commencement. 


These official acts justify the statement made by Mr. Jefferson’saccom- 
plished biographer, Professor Tucker (page 466, volume 2), that Mr. 
Jefferson’s construction of the (Federal) Constitution was strict or lib- 
eral, according as he conceived the national good would be best pro- 
moted by it. The construction he would have favored on the important 
subject of aid to popular education may be inferred from his message 
of November 8, 1808, in which, after referring to the probable accumu- 
lation of surplusesof revenue beyond what could be applied to the pay- 
ment of the public debt, he said: 

Shall it lie unproductive in the public vaults? Shall the revenue be reduced, 
or shall it not rather be approp: to the improvements of roads, canals, 
rivers, education, and other great foundations of prosperity and union, under 
the power which Congress may already possess, or such amendment of the Con- 
stitution as may be approved by the States? 

Regarding education as among the great foundations of prosperity and 
union, and in view of his liberal construction in favor of what he con- 
ceived would best promote the national good, it may well be doubted 
whether he would have disapproved of the measure under consideration, 

But the great name of Mr. Madison is appealed to with confidence as 
an authority against the right of appropriation claimed by the advocates 
of this bill, and an extract from his speech, made in February, 1792, on 
the cod-fishery bounty bill, is cited as the wall of adamant that stands 
across the passage of this bill. He spoke as follows: 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Con can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare 
and are the sole ju of the general they may take the care of religion 
into their own ds; they may appoint teachers in every State, county, and par- 
ish, and pay them out of the public itera ly they may take into their own 
hands the education of children, establishing in like manner schools throughout 
the Union; they may assume the provision for the poor; they may undertake 
the regulation of all roads other t post-roads; in short, everything from the 
highest object of State legislation down to the most minute object of police would 
be thrown under the power of Congress, 

These were the consequences which Mr. Madison insisted would fol- 
low from the doctrine he was combating. What was ‘‘the doctrine 
combated,“ and which led to such results? It was, as will clearl 
appear from an examination of his speech, the construction then pani 
but since abandoned and by no one now insisted on, that this common- 
defense and general- welfare clause constituted an abstract, independent, 
and indefinite grant of power—power in the sense of conferring legis- 
lative regulation and control over all objects deemed promotive of the 
general welfare. In supporting the present bill I have disavowed and 
do again distinctly disclaim any such construction as Mr. Madison was 
combating. My position is that the terms“ to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare,’’ following the taxing 
power, are a limitation or qualification of that power, that they define 
the purposes for which it may be exercised, and that in the application 
of the money so raised to the great purposes designated Congress is not 
restricted to the subsequently enumerated powers, but has the right to 
appropriate the public funds in the interest of the common defense and 
general welfare to other objects over which it may not have jurisdic- 
tion. 

While the above extract from Mr. Madison’s speech does not touch 
these propositions, it is true that he subsequently, in 1800, expressed 
the opinion that the right of appropriation under the general-welfare 
clause was limited to the execution of the other specifically enumerated 
powers. His position, as set forth in his celebrated report on the Vir- 
ginia resolutions of 1798, was that— 

Whenever money has been raised by the general authority and is to be applied 
toa particular measure, a question arises whether the particular measure be 
within the enumerated authorities vested in Congress, If it be, the money requi- 
site for it may be applied to it. If it be not, no such application can be made, 

This construction practically struck from the Constitution the clause 
to provide for the common defense and general welfare,” by treating 
it as without meaning, a mere prelude or index to the subsequent enu- 
merated powers, or as merely general terms, explained and limited by 
the specifications in the succeeding grants of power. It was neversanc- 
tioned or acquiesced in as the correct exposition of the Constitution. 


aspect. No less than twenty-three ‘ferent 
the forms of the Constitution, appropriating 
in su post of that improvement 
nited States, including my pred- 


. 


General Jackson, in his Maysville road veto message, says of this posi- 
tion of Mr. Madison: rsh os hn a 


The 3 and purity of the Government would doubtless have been bet- 
ter ed if this restriction of the power of a 1 could have been 
maintained without weakening its ability to falil © great objects of its in- 
stitution, an effectso likely to attend its admission, notwithstanding its apparent 
fitness, that every subsequent administration of the Government, embracing a 
period of thirty out of the forty-two years of its existence, has adopted a more 
enlarged construction of the power. 


Did Mr. Madison himself adhere to this restriction on the right of ap- 
propriation asserted by him, or did his opinion on this subject, under 
the practice of the Government, undergo any change? Let us see. 

In 1792 he opposed the cod-fishery bounty bill, on the grounds on 
which it was placed, as unconstitutional. On the 30th of May, 1813, 
as President of the United States, he approved the bill providing a 
bounty on all exported pickled fish of the United States fisheries—a 
measure identical in principle with the cod-fishery bounty. In 1794, 
as a member of the House, Mr. Madison opposed the measure for the 
relief of the San Domingo refugees, saying ‘ that the Government of the 
United States is a definite Government, confined to specified objects; 
that charity is no part of the legislative duty of the Government; that 
it would puzzle any gentleman to lay his finger on any part of the Con- 
stitution which would authorize the Government to interfere in the re- 
lief of the San Domingo sufferers; that it involved the constitutional 
question whether the money of our constituents can be appropriated to 
any other than the specified powers.“ The act over his objec- 
tion and received the sanction of President Washington. On the 8th 
of May, 1812, Mr. Madison’s constitutional difficulties had disappeared, 
and as President he approved a similar bill appropriating $50,000 for 
the relief of the citizens of Venezuela. 

Again, in vetoing the bill setting apart the bonus to be paid by the 
national bank and the United States share of its dividends for the con- 
struction of certain improvements in the States, which Mr. Madison ob- 
jected to on the ground that it asserted a power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment to construct roads and canals within the limits of a State, he, 
however, conceded the right of Congress toappropriate money in aid of 
objects beyond its jurisdiction, for after stating his objections to the bill 
then before him he said: 

A restriction of the power “to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare” to cases which are to be provided for by the expenditure of money 
would still leave within the legislative power of Con all the great and most 


important measures of Government, money being the ordinary and necessary 
means of carrying them into execution. 


Of this statement General Jackson, in his Maysville veto, says: 


Ihave not been able to consider these declarations [of Mr. Madison] in any 
aae pon, of view than as a concession that the right of appro: n is not 
limited by the power of Congress to carry into effect the measure for which the 
money is asked, as was formerly contended. 


Mr. Madison was still living and a close observer of public events 
when General Jackson officially placed this construction on his official 
language, and never, so far as I have noticed, dissented from its correct- 
ness. 

But to show Mr. Madison’s position still more clearly, I call the at- 
tention of gentlemen who rely upon his early opinions to another fact. 
In 1791 he denied the constitutionality of the Bank of the United States. 
In 1817, as President of the United States, he approved the bill rechar- 
tering that bank. I donot refer to this for the purpose of showing the 
inconsistency between his legislative opinions and his official acts as 
President. He has vindicated himself against any such charge, and on 
grounds which fully sustain the supporters of the present bill. In writ- 
ing to Mr. Ingersoll, on the 25th of June, 1831, he says: 


The charge of inconsistency between my objections to the constitutionality of 
such a bank in 1791 and my assent in 1817 turns on the question how far legisla- 
tive precedents expounding the Constitution ought to guide succeeding 8 
latures and to override individual opinions. * * The case in question 
its true anal in the obligation arising from judicial expositions of the law on 
succeeding judges—the Constitution being a law to the legislator, as the lawisa 
rule of decision to the judge. 


After referring to the authoritative force and effect of precedents in 
judicial decisions and the grounds on which the principle rests, he pro- 
ceeds: 


Can it be of less consequence that the meaning of a constitution should he fixed 
and known than that the meaning of a law should be so? , indeed, a law 
be fixed in its meaning and operation unless the Constitution be so? On the 
contrary, if a particular Legislature, differing in the construction of the Constitu- 
tion, from a series of preceding constructions, proceed to act on that difference, 
they not only introduce uncertainty and instability in the Constitution, but in 
the laws themselves; inasmuch as all laws preceding the new construction and 
inconsistent with it are not only annulled forthe future but virtually pronounced 
nullities from the beginning. * * * Has the wisest and most conscientious 
judge ever 5 to 8 in decisions in which he has been overruled by 
the matured opinions of the majority of his colleagues and subsequently to con- 
form himself thereto, as to authoritative expositions ofthe law? And is it not 
reasonable that the same view of the official oath should be taken by a legislator 
acting under the Constitution, which is his guide, as is taken by a judge acting 
under the law, which is his. 

There is in factand in common understanding a necessity of regarding a course 
of practice as above characterized in the light of a legal rule of interpreting a 
law; and thereis a like necessity of considering ita constitutional rule of inter- 
preting a constitution. U et it then be left to the decision of every in- 

elligent and candid judge, which, on the whole, is most to be relied on forthe 
true and safe construction of the Constitution, that which has the uniform sanc- 
tion of successive legislative bodies through a period of years and under the 
varied ascendency of parties; or that which depends upon the opinions of 
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every new ure, heated as it may be by the spirit of party, eager in the 
a 4 . and of 
the influence of same 


though on the original question 
utive signature in the year 1817. 

The sound and conservative principle here announced no doubt led 
Mr. Madison as President to approve the $50,000 appropriation in 1812 
for the relief of the citizens of Venezuela and the fishery bounty bill 
of 1813, measures which in 1792 and 1794 he regarded as unconstitu- 
tional, and also led him to make the consession in 1817, as stated by 
General Jackson— 

at the right af appropriation is pot limited by the power to 

eee ‘or ae the money isasked, as ad padie taia cont 

In view of the continued exercise of this right and of the principle so 
clearly and forcibly stated by him, I submit that the deservedly high 
authority of Mr. Madison can not be fairly arrayed against the right of ap- 
propriation presented by the bill under consideration, when, too, it is re- 
membered that he favored and recommended to Congress the establish- 


into effect 
ied. 


ment of a great semi of learning by the National Legislature as the 
means of enlightening the opinions, expanding the otism, and as- 
similating the principles, the sentiments, and the manners of the youth 


of the country, it being universally admitted, as he says, ‘‘ that a well- 
instructed people alone can be permanently a free people. 

Mr. Monroe next had occasion to consider officially this direct ques- 
tion, which was presented in this shape: In 1822 Con a bill 
making an appropriation for continuing the Cumber road, which 
contained provisions for Federal supervision and control. The aapon 
appropriation for this road, commenced under Mr. Jefferson’s a 
tration and continued under Mr. Madison’s, contained no assertion of 
Federal jurisdiction over the same. Mr. Monroe considered the pro- 
vision of this act assuming such jurisdiction by the Government as un- 
constitutional. He asserted that no right of jurisdiction or sovereignty 
resulted trom the appropriation made for the road with the assent of 
the States through which it was constructed; that while the States 
might assent to the appropriation of money by the General Government 
within their limits for such purposes, they could not, even by express 
consent, confer or grant any power of Federal jurisdiction over the im- 
provement or subject to which the money was applied. He accordingly 
vetoed the bill, and 3 his veto message he transmitted to 
Congress a separate document of marked ability, regarded by many 
competent judges as the ableststate paper that ever issued from the exec- 
utive department, giving his views and exposition of the Constitution 
in respect to the authority of Congress to appropriate money to other 
objects or for other purposes than those embraced in the specifically enu- 
merated powers. 

In that t state document he clearly demonstrated that the clause 
to provide for the common defense and general welfare” was neither 
a distinct and original power nor mere general terms qualified and 
controlled by the after-enumerated powers; that their true import and 
meaning was a limitation upon the taxing power, intended to designate 
the purposes to which money raised by taxation should be applied; 
that they conferred upon Congress the right to appropriate the public 
money and nothing more; that the right of appropriation was distinct 
from the right of jurisdiction and sovereignty, and that in such applica- 
tion Congress was not confined to the objects embraced in the enumer- 
ated powers. One or two quotations from his argument are appropriate 
to this discussion and deserving of special notice. He says: 


ing completely absorbed in the transcendent power oo in the latter part. 
for, then every part has an 
important meaning and effect; nota line or a word in it issuperfluous. A power 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises subjects to the call of Congress 
every branch of the public revenue, internal and external; and the addition to 
pay the debts and vs for the common defense and general welfare gives the 
right ofappropriating the money raised, that = appro; ittothe 
S ed, according to a proper construction of the terms, Hence it followsthat 
it is the first part of the elause only which gives a power, w in any 
manner the power remaining to the States; as the power to raise money from the 
people, whether it be by taxes, duties, imposts or excises, though concurrentinthe 
States as to taxes and ex „must necessarily do. But the use or application 
of the money after it is raised is a power altogether of a different character. It 
imposes no burden on the people, nor can it act on them in a sense to take power 
from the States, or in any sense in which power can be controverted or become 
a question between the two governments, e application of money raised under 
a lawful power isa right or grant which may be abused. It may be applied par- 
tially among the or toimproper purposes in our foreign and d con- 
cerns; but still it is a power not felt in the sense of other powers, since the only 
complaint which any State can make of such ity or shane is that some other 
State or States have obtained greater benefit than by a just rule of apportionment 
they were entitled to. The right of eee is, therefore, from its nature 
secondary and incidental to the right of raising money ; and it was properto place 
it in the same grant and same clause with that right. 
s s * * : 


* * 

I have dwelt thus long on this part of the subject from an earnest desire to fix 
in a clear and satisfactory manner the import of the 
well knowing from the generality of the terms used their 
I indulge a strong hope that the view herein presented w: 
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error. not be with- 


out effect, but will tend to satisfy the unprejudiced and impartial that nothing 
more was guni by that part than a power to appropriate the public money 
raised by other part. 


Then, referring to the extent this right may be carried, he says: 


speci! rding toa 
of their powers; that this grant in neither of its branches pires to Congress a 
iscretio: n 


The reasons for this change of opinion he then proceeds to unfold so 
clearly and so forcibly as to place the matter beyond all question. Among 
these reasons he states the following: 


a definite, safe, and useful meaning. The idea of their oe an original grant 
with unlimited power superseding every other grant is abandoned. They will 


a revenue, and 
“he wag oo 


Congress. By it, too, the motive for giving a forced or strained construction to 
any of the other de grants will in most instances be diminished and in many 
utterly destroyed. The importance of this consideration can not be too highly 
estimated . addition to the examples already given, it ought partioularly 
to be recoli be carried the 


* 
If, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted 
to the expenditures under the olen) — K 


and to every purpose, accord- 
ve not. The Government of 
ited government, 


tuted for t national pu 
and for those only. Other interests are committed to the States, whose 1 it 
is to provide ſor them. Each government should look to the great and essential 
for which it was instituted, and confine itself to those purposes. A 
government will rarely, if ever, apply money to national purposes without 
making it a charge to the nation. The people of the State would not permit it. 
Nor will Congress be apt to apply money in aid ef the State administrations for 
rposes strictly local, in which the nation at large has no interest, although the 
Rabe should desire it. The people of the other States would condemnit. They 
would declare that Congress had no right to tax them for such a purpose, and 
dismiss at the next election such of their representatives as had voted for the 
measure, U if it should be severely felt. I do not think that in offices 
of this kind there is much danger of the two governments mistaking their in- 
terests or their duties, 


The limitation here suggested is not one as to power, but relates to 
the proper exercise of Congressional discretion in making appropria- 
tions, which should be applied to objects of national or general concern 
rather than to purely 1 or State purposes. 

Mr. Calhoun, in discussing this question in 1817, said: 

apply the public money in exe- 
vocate for ments in 
The instrume: e logician 
ingenuity on. It ought to be construed with plain, good sense; 
and what can be more express than the Constitution on this N The first 


power delegated to Congress is comprised in these words: To lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare 


go of the United States;“ “but all duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” First, the power is glven 
to lay taxes; next the objects are enumerated to which the mon 3 
the exercise of this power may be —— namely, to pay this dents, prov de for 
the defense, and e the gene welfare ; and last, the rule for laying the 
taxes is prescri to wit, that all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform, 
If the framers had intended to limit the use of money to the powers afterward 
enumerated and defined nothing could have been more easy than to have ex- 
— it plainly. I know that it is the opinion of some that the words to pay 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare,“ which I 
have just cited, were not intended to be referred to the power of laying taxes 
con! ed in the first part of the section, but that they are to be understood as 
distinct and independent powers granted in general terms and are qualified by 
a more detailed enumeration of powers in the subsequent part of the Constitu- 
tion. If such were in fact the meaning intended surely nothing can be con- 
ceived more bungling and awkward than the manner in which the framers have 
communicated their intention. If it were their intention to make a summary 
of the powers of Congress in general terms which were afterward to be C- 
ularly defined and enumerated they should have told usso plainly and distinctly, 
and © words “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
eral welfare” were intended for this summary rags beg rigs have headed the 
ist of our powers, and it should have been stated that to effect these general 

objects the following specific powers were granted. 

* * * * * * * 


But suppose the Constitution to be silent, why should we be confined in the 
application of money to the enumerated powers? There is nothing in the rea- 
son of the thing that I can perceive why it should be so restricted, and the ha- 
bitual and uniform practice of the Government coincides with my opinion. Our 
laws are full of instances of money appropriated without any reference to the 
enumerated powers. We granted by a unanimous vote, or nearly so, $50,000 to 
the distressed inhabitants of Caracas, and a very large sum at two different 
times to the St. re refugees. If we are restricted in the use of our 
money to the enumerated powers, on what principle can the purchase of Lou- 
isiana be justified? To pass over many instances, the identical power which is 
now the subject of discussion has in several instances been exercised. To look 
no further back, at the last session a considerable sum was granted to complete 
the Cumberland road. In reply to this uniform course of legislation I expect it 
will be said that our Constitution is founded on positive and written principles 
and not on precedents. I do not deny the position, but I have introduced these 

ces to prove the uniform sense of Congress and the country, for they have 
not been objected to as to our pawor, and surely they furnish better evidence of 
the true interpretation of the Constitution than the most refined and subtle ar- 


guments, 
Let it not be argued that the construction for which I contend gives a danger- 
ous extent to the powers of Congress, In this point of view I conceive it more 
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safe than the opposite. By giving a reasonable extent to the money power it 
exempts us from the necessity of giving a strained and forced on to 
the enumerated powers. For instance, ifthe public money could be applied to the 
purchase of Loulsiens, as I contend it may be, then there was no constitutional 
difficulty in that purchase; but if it could not, then we are compelled either to 
deny that we had the power to purchase, or to strain some of the enumerated 
powers to prove our right. 

John Quincy Adams sanctioned this view of the question, and ap- 
proved of the appropriating authority of Congress to the full extent 
claimed for it by Hamilton, Monroe, and Calhoun. 

General Jackson next had occasion to examine the question in his 
Maysville veto message, and reached the conclusion that it was settled 
and concluded by the weight of authority and the uniform practice of 
the Government, and he declared— 

That the public good and the nature of our political institutions require that 
individual differences should yield to well settled acquiescence of the ple 
and confederated authorities in cular constructions of the Constitution on 
doubtful points. Not to con this much to the spirit of our institutions 
would impair their stability and defeat the objects of the Constitution itself. 

This construction, as to the right of appropriation beyond the enu- 
merated powers, asserted by Hamilton, sustained by Monroe, Calhoun, 
Webster, Clay, and other distinguished statesmen of the past, officially 
sanctioned by Jefferson and Madison and approved by all the great 
constitutional writers of the country, has been practically applied by 
every Congress since the commencement of the Government under the 
Constitution, and has been acquiesced in by the States for nearly acen- 
tury. 

Mr. President, if any question can be regarded as settled this should 
be. The right of appropriation to the extent claimed is warranted by 
the express language of the Constitution, is in harmony with the great 
purposes for which the Government was ordained and established and 
which its powers and authority were designed to accomplish, is ap- 
proved by the unquestioned weight of high authority, and is sanctioned 
by the contemporaneous and continued practice of the Government, be- 
ginning with the relief of San Domingo sufferersin 1794 and extending 
to the $1,000,000 donated at the close of the last administration to the 
exposition in the city of New Orleans. Nothing short of an express 
constitutional prohibition could overcome the conclusive force of these 
combined considerations. 

The nature of the objects which Congress may properly aid in the ex- 
ercise of this right of appropriation and which may be regarded as the 
only limitation upon its authority is clearly defined by Hamilton, Mon- 
roe, and General Jackson, who agree in saying that the object or purpose 
aided should not be merely or purely local, but national or general in its 
character, having some direct relation to the welfare of the nation or to 
the common interests of the States. What is general or local, national or 
State, may not always be easily determined. The question regards the 
quality of the object or character of the work rather than the agencies 
or instrumentalities by which it is to be accomplished. This was dis- 
tinctly asserted by General J: carpi o declared that the only inquiry 
proper to be made is whether the object or purpose to which the money 
is to be appropriated or applied ‘‘is national and conducive to the ben- 
efit of the whole, or local and operating only to the advantage of a por- 
tion of the Union.“ 

The only limitation upon the authority of Congress to appropriate 
public funds, says Story, are those prescribed by the terms of the Con- 
stitution, that the objects shall be for the common defense or the general 
welfare of the Union. The true test is whether the object be of a local 
character and local use, or whether it be of general benefit to the States. 
If it be purely local, Congress can not rightfully appropriate money for 
the object. But if the benefit be general, it matters not whether, in 
point of locality, it be in one State or several; whether it be of large or 
of small extent, its nature and character determine the right, and Con- 

may appropriate money in aid of it, for it is then in a just sense 
‘or the general wel 

It is not pretended that any particular expenditure should be spread 
over the whole country in order to make it national or to bring it within 
the meaning of a defense which shall be common or a welfare that shall 
be general. Congress expends money in the erection of a fort at the 
entrance of New York Harbor. The 1 and the expenditure 
are both local, but the purpose is a di that is common. So with 
works of internal improvement; the expenditure may be local, while 
the benefits are general or conducive to the welfare of the whole. If 
appropriations which directly and immediately assist a part do really 
and substantially aid the whole, the authority for making them clearly 
exists. The question, therefore, whether the application of public 
funds to a given object will or will not promote the general welfare or 
be conducive to the benefit of the whole is one of policy or political 
economy rather than of power, which Congress must determine in the 
exercise of its sound discretion, as the necessities and exigencies of the 
country may require. 

Let us now apply this principle and this test to the subject of national 
aid to education. Are the benefits to be derived from the general dif- 
fusion of knowledge in this country matters of mere local concern? 
Are the social, political, and industrial evils arising from widespread 
illiteracy purely local in their character, or do they affect the general 
welfare of the country and concern the common interests of the States? 
There can be but one answer to these questions. In respect to what 
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subject or object have the General Government and the States of the 
Union an interest more common or relations more mutual and intimate 
than in their common citizenship, on the character and quality of which 
rest not only the general welfare, but the perpetuity of both govern- 
ments, State and Federal? 

With a citizenship common to both State and National Governments, 
and freely interchangeable between the States, when the conditions of 
illiteracy reach rain, x ee in any considerable number of the 
States as to be beyond their ability to remedy, the evils and dangers 
thence arising can not properly be considered as mere local affairs, but 
become matters of common concern, affecting the general welfare, and 
render Federal aid for their correction not only wise in policy, but a 
high obligation, if not an imperative duty. That the Southern States 
of the Union are to-day in this situation, unable to correct the condi- 
tions of illiteracy now prevailing in their midst, under the operation 
of causes not n to discuss, can not be seriously questioned. I 
shall not go extensively into statistics in showing this, but will content 
myself with calling the attention of the Senate to a few prominent 
facts which fairly illustrate the correctness of the statement. 

We now expend in Tennessee annually for public-school purposes 
about $1,000,000. Our scholastic population is over 600,000, with an 
average daily attendance of about one-third, say 210,000, for a school 
term of seventy-eight days during the year, while the average compen- 
sation of the teachers employed is less than $30 per month. To extend 
the term of instruction and make provision in school buildings and 
properly prepared teachers, with adequate compensation, for our un- 
enrolled scholastic population is beyond the present ability of the State. 
Between 1860 and 1880 our population increased 39 per cent., while the 
assessed valuation of our property decreased 45 cent. From 1870 
to 1880 our population increased 283,836, while the assessed valuation 
of our taxable property diminished $42,003,623. 

The other Southern States occupy substantially the same position. 
They have an unenrolled scholastic population numbering over three 
millions for whom they have not and can not make adequate school pro- 
vision. Between 1870 and 1880 the aggregate decrease in the assessed 
value of property in thirteen of those States reached the enormous sum 
of $411,475,090. In 1884 the white school population of the Southern 
States was 4,187,384 and the colored school population 2,012,981. Not 
one-half of the latter were even enrolled, while the actual attendance 
of both classes did not reach one-third, and for a term of instruction 
not exceeding three months and in many cases less than that. For the 
year 1884 these States expended over $16,000,000 for public school pur- 


poses. 

Mr. BLAIR. Children not enrolled are children who do not attend 
school at all, for every child who goes to school is enrolled. 

Mr. JACKSON. If they had an opportunity and the school was 
within reach they would attend unquestionably. 

But with all our efforts the number of illiterates is on the increase 
throughout that large section of the country, while the percentage of 
illiteracy is but slightly reduced. Under this condition of affairs it is 
trifling with a great question and a great danger to ask or expect an 
impoverished people to provide the means required to meet existing 
emergencies which reach and affect the whole country. I need notin this 

resence pause to contrast our condition educationally with that of the 
esters, Middle, and many of the Western States, or dwell upon the 
comparative disadvantages which result from unequal school facilities. 
They are manifest to any thoughful observer; for the fact can not be 
ignored that education is the underlying agency of all progress, that 
it carries with it the knowledge that confers power, and that the more 
widely it is diffused in any State or community the more rapidly will 
that State or community advance, not only in material prosperity, but 
in the power and influence which form and mold the public opinion 
that directs and controls both social and legislative movements. The 
greatest strength and highest glory of the General Government is to be 
most certainly reached in the mutual prosperity and equal advance- 
ment of the separate States of which it is composed, and the more nearly 
they can be harmoniously developed, educationally and otherwise, the 
greater will be the certainty with which they can be brought into active 
co-operation with each other and with the Federal head. 

But passing from these general considerations I invite a brief refer- 
ence to the three last amendments to the Constitution, which in secur- 
ing certain results determined by the late civil war have effected im- 
portant changes in the right of the States over the subject of suffrage, in 
connection with which illiteracy presents the most serious evils and 
dangers to both State and National Governments. These amendments 
abolish slavery and involuntary servitude, and make every man born 
in the United States and subject to their jurisdiction a citizen both of the 
United States and of the Statein which he resides, and declare that the 
United States and the States shall not deny the right of suffrage to 
such citizen on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
They further provide that if these male citizens, twenty-one years of 
age and upward, are denied the right to vote for any reason except for 
crime or participation in rebellion, the State so denying the right shall 
have its representation in Congress reduced in the proportion which those 
excluded shall bear to the whole number of voters. 

By the census of 1880, in the thirteen distinctively Southern States 
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over one-third of the adult male population thus invested with and pro- 
tected in the exercise of suffrage, the highest and most responsible pre- 
rogative of citizens, were illiterates. They hold the balance of power in 
every Southern State. Individually their means and resources may be 
seanty, but by union and concentration they might become ample for 
the accomplishment of results the most disastrous, When we compare 
the power they might constitutionally wield and would wield if a polit- 
ical convulsion should at any time disjoin them from the salutary in- 
fluence of the more enlightened elements of society, the question of their 
improvement or of rsa i this condition of affairs for the future at 
once assumes a magnitude di t to overestimate. For such a crisis, 
however remote it may appear, it is the dictate of prudent foresight and 
political wisdom to prepare. The existence of an illiterate voting 
ulation is a constant temptation to political corruption. In the efforts 
that will be made to secure this illiterate vote for party success and 
party supremacy party politics will inevitably degenerate to its level, 
party methods will become more corrupt, and party policies more and 
more communistic and agrarian in their tendency, while private rights 
and public obligations will be less and less res and protected. 
With an illiterate voting population holding the balance of power we 
will step by step, and as certainly as day follows night or night the 
day, reach a corrupted suffrage, the very angel of destruction to elect- 
ive governments.“ 

As this illiterate citizenship is thus protected by the Constitution in 
the right of suffrage, which can not be disregarded by the States except 
upon the condition of thereby reducing their representation in 
which reduction in the Southern States would amount to at least one- 
third of their present representation if these illiterate voters were de- 


nied the right of suffrage, why should not the General Government, if it | nied 


has, as we insist, the authority so to do, aid in preparing them for its 
wise and intelligent exercise and for the high duties dev: 5 
in connection with both governments, State and Federal? e evils 
and dangers of an illiterate citizenship invested with suffrage reach be- 
yond the locality in which that suffrage may be exercised. Their effects 
are coextensive with both governments whose policies may be thereby 
affected or controlled. 

Under our dual systems of government, with a distinctly dual citizen- 
ship, owing allegiance and obedience to both governments in the order 
of their sovereignty and the supremacy of their laws, why should the 
burden rest alone upon the States of qualifying this common citizenship 
for its responsible functions common to each? Co: ding with the 
duties which this common citizenship owes to each government, there 
is the obligation of each to protect it and promote its welfare; and 
the considerations which make it a wise policy for the States to provide 
educational facilities for those unable to supply them for themselves 
extend equally to the General Government, and impose upon it the 
obligation to aid in the work when exigencies arise which render its 
assistance n i 

Under such circumstances I regard it an enlightened policy, which 
should commend itself to every thoughtful mind, that a common gov- 
ernment, with common funds, should aid the States in the education 
and elevation of their common citizens, on whose in ce and vir- 
tue so largely depends the welfare, if not the exi both govern- 
ments. Mr. President, in referring to the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments I do not wish to be understood as claiming that 
the authority of Congress to make the proposed age is to be, 
or can be, derived from these amendments. S is not my opaa 
I have referred to them simply to show the relations of the General 
Government to one branch of this many-sided subject and its obliga- 
tion, as distinct from legislative power, to make an appropriation au- 
thorized and warranted by and under other provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. The prevailing, and, if the present measure of relief should fail 
the prospective, conditions of illiteracy have important social and in- 
dustrial bearings and relations which concern the an welfare, and 
which might well claim the attention and justify 
ment's assistance and co-operation with the States in the effort to im- 
prove; but I can not now enter upon these aspects of the subject, hav- 
ing already occupied so much of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I rest my support of this bill on these propositions: 
That the General Government, under the Constitution, has the right to 
appropriate money for objects and purposes affecting or promoting the 
general welfare beyond the specifically enumerated powers; in other 


words, that there is a right of appropriation as distinct from the right 


of jurisdiction and sovereignty. ‘That while the States individually can 
not by consent or agreement enlarge the powers or extend the jurisdic- 
tion and sovereignty of the National Government, they may, however, 
assent to the appropriation of money within their limits for purposes and 
objects which do not come within Federal jurisdiction or control. That 
the present bill involves only their assent to a mere appropriation of 
money within their limits for the purpose of aiding them in counteract- 
ing conditions of illiteracy now prevailing in many of the States to such 
an extent as to be beyond their ability to remedy. That the evils and 
dangers—social, industrial, and political—arising from this wid 
illiteracy so affect State and national welfare as to warrant and justify 
national assistance for their correction. 

Sir, the associating principle of our Government is protection to all 


from those evils which are too strong for individual and State exertion. 
In the application of this principle we are quick to invoke and eager 
to accept Federal assistance when pestilence or cattle-plague or suffer- 
ing from flood or famine is abroad in theland, Then, fear for personal 
ety, apprehensions of property losses, and a public charity that is 
gentle and easy to be entreated’’ call into prom 
ae of protection from the ills, the evils, and the dangers which 
ividual and State exertion cannot readily and successfully encounter 
or control. But when individual and State efforts and resources through- 
out a large section of the country have proved incompetent or unequal to 
the task, and Federal assistance is needed and proposed for the removal of 
widespread illiteracy—an evil ruinous, mentally and morally, to the 
individual, hurtful and burdensome to society, productive of disorder, 
a hinderance to and material ity, and us to free 
institutions—the principle is to be discarded and the relief to be with- 
held on narrow, technical, and long-abandoned constructions of a con- 
stitution of government invested with power and authority which 
were intended to be and which, rightly interpreted, are fully adequate 
to the accomplishment of all the and noble objects for which 
that cs taper de was ordained op rg pia 
Beginning at the second session e Fifteenth Congress, during the 
administration of Mr. Monroe, with an appropriation of $10,000 for 
the instruction of frontier Indian children in reading, writing, andarith- 
metic, we have proceeded to establish schools for their education, for 
which regular annual appropriations are now made without question or 
debate. But when aid for the education of the illiterate citizen youth 
of the land is both the authority and policy of extending to 
them the opportunities and advantages accorded to the Indian is de- 


pt exercise this great 


Regularly, and without question, appropriations are made for the 
purchase free distribution of seeds and for the ion and dis- 


tribution of food-fishes throughout the country; 
e eee eee free distribution and the general dif- 


F 

i g, as I do, that the education of the children of the country, 
especially of the manual labor and poorer classes, ought to be free— 
free as the air they without money and without price—and 
erate tn by the local governments in a large por- 
tion of the country, I invoke no strict or strained construction of 
the Constitution to defeat this measure, which aims to accomplish that 
noble object, so essential to both State and national well-being. Instead 
of seeking for such objections I shall, on the question of mere aid as 
now presented, lay down all vague constitutional doubts at the feet of 


popular education. 
this y fail, but I esteem it a great per- 
sonal privilege, as well as a high and patriotic duty, to give it my hum- 
ble but cordial support; for I am impressed with the conviction that if 
we would provide against the which no free government has 
yet survived, if we would make certain the ultimate success of our great 
political experiment, against which the experience of all history stands 
arrayed, we must take wiser precautions than any have ever yet taken, 
diffusing far and wide among our people that intelligence which will 
alone constitute the safeguard and protection of our political insti- 
tutions. 

Mr. MAXEY obtained the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will allow 
the Chair to lay before the Senate a message from the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. 


CLAIMS UNDER FEENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate of the United Slates : 
I transmit herewith, in 
a statement showing the payments of awards of the commissioners a 
under the conventions between the United States and France, concludi 
1803, and July 4,1831, and between the United States and Spain, concluded Feb- 
22, 1819, from the books in the Department of the Treasury, under 
the direction of Secretary of the Treasury, at the request of the Secretary of 


tate. 

Also, for the further information of the Senate, n report prepared by direction 
of the Secretary of State from the original records in his custody of the awards 
made by the said commissioners in claims allowed by them. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mansion, Washington, February 16, 1886. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message, with the letter from the 
Secretary of State, will be printed, and the accompanying letter, which 
seems to be quite voluminous, will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 


toa resolution of the Senate of the 9th — 
n 
April 30, 


FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me for one mo- 


ment? 
Mr. MAXEY. Les, sir. 
Mr. FRYE. The fishing ventures commence early in March. The 
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passage of the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions will encourage them very greatly and increase their numbers; and 
as it will not take much time, not more than two hours I should say, 
I ask unanimous consent that the resolution reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, No. 130 in the Order of Business, may be assigned 
as a special order for Monday next at 2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the order of business indicated, which will be re- 
ported by the Secretary, be made the special order for Monday next at 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not see the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] in his seat. He has been waiting for the disposition of the edu- 
cational bill, expecting to call up the bill for the admission of the Ter- 
ritory of Washington as a State, and I think he has given notice that 
as soon as the school bill shall be disposed of he will ask the Senate to 
consider that bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Connecticut, I am satisfied, would 
not interfere in this matter. It is a matter in which he is largely in- 
terested himself, and it will not 9 more than two hours. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to make the statement that I desired 
this morning to ask for a special order myself, and he protested so 
strongly that I yielded on the question; but having made this sugges- 
tion, I have nothing further to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the order 
of business. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. FRYE from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, relative to the appointment of a com- 
mission charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing 
rights of the United States and Great Britain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to an order that the 
resolution be made the special order of business for Monday next at 2 
o' clock? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to give consent to any matter that can 
interfere with the regular progress of the bill now under consideration. 
Of course I apprehend that we shall dispose of the bill certainly this 
week—I hope to-night. If the friends of the measure will stand by it 
I should be glad to push it to a conclusion this very night. I certainly 
shall insist upon asking the Senate to dispose of the measure to-mor- 
row, and I shall ask that it be disposed of to-night, unless there shall 
be developed such a disposition to discuss it asto make that impossible. 
I should like to go on at least two or three hours with it to-night and 
conclude it if possible, but not knowing what contingencies may occur, 
Idonot wish now to give my assent to the proposition of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not ob- 


ject. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire need not with- 
hold his assent, because the unfinished business takes precedence of a 
special order. If his bill should not be completed at that time it would 
have priority over the special order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The request of the Senator from Maine is for unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be superseded at a cer- 
tain hour next Monday. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not so understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so understand the 
request of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. No; it is subject to all rules touching special orders. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection then, unless the Senate should not 
have disposed of the educational bill in the mean time. 

Mr. FRYE. I thought I would put it beyond any chance of inter- 
fering with the educational bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is distinctly understood that the unfinished busi- 
ness will have precedence of the special order I give my consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the rule of the Senate, the 
Chair understands. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from Maine? The Chair hears no objection to the request. 

Mr. HOAR. It would be well to put it in by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the request is 

nted. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to have the unanimous consent include the 
express affirmation that it is subject to the unfinished business. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that to be the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. So do J. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unanimous consent only makes ita special order, 
as I understand, and it is simply entitled to such rights asa i 
order is entitled to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the request is granted. 

SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to have a bill restored to the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MAXEY] yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. A few days ago, when I was notin my seat, the Com- 
mittee on Claims reported adversely the bill (S. 510) for the relief of 


Sophia B. Moore, and it was indefinitely postponed. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered and the 
bill placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Will the Senator from Texas yield to 
me? 

Mr. MAXEY. I yield to anybody. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator is about to begin a 
speech, as I understand he is, I desire to have a message from the other 
House laid before the Senate for the correction of a bill which has been 


igre It will take a single moment, as it is to correct an error in 
e bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Texas yield 
for that purpose? 


Mr. MAXEY. I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 637) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y., re- 
turned from the House of Representatives at the request of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. At the same time that I moved the 
request I entered a motion to reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
bill in order to correct some errors in it, and I now desire action upon 
the bill for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the vote by 
which the bill was passed be reconsidered ? 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading be reconsidered? If there be no objection, 
the vote is reconsidered and the bill is before the Senate 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire now to have the corrections 
made. It will take but a moment. The chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds will present the amendments. 

Mr. MAHONE. In line 12, after the words cost of, I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;”’ so as to read: 

Shall not exceed the cost of $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. In line 16, after the word of,“ I move to strike 
out the words one hundred ” and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appro 
priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have on several occasions favored 
the application of the proceeds of the sales of public lands to educa- 
tional purposes. All such bills left the disposition of such proceeds 
exclusively in the States. I do not doubt the power of Congress to de- 
vote so much of the public domain or its proceeds as in its wisdom and 
discretion may seem right for educational purposes, and I think such 
disposition, within reasonable limits, eminently proper. 

The policy was adopted when the grant of the Northwest Territory was 
made to the United States by Virginia. The title under the ordinance 
of 1787 passed from Virginia to the United States, and the property be- 
came subject to the disposition provided for in clause 2, section 3, Arti- 
cle IV of the Constitution, namely, the Congress shall have power to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the United States. 

Two grants are embraced in this cause: First, to dispose of territory 
or other property belonging to the United States; second, to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting such territory or other prop- 
erty. 

The power to dispose of territory or other property belonging to the 
United States being in Con without qualification, that power may 
be exercised according to what Congress may deem sound discretion. 

This view has always been taken of the question by Congress. It 
was applied when the great Louisiana territory was acquired, and the 
vacant public domain became the property of the United States, to be 
di of like any other property belonging to the Government. The 
same doctrine has been applied to the Florida public domain and to 
that acquired from Mexico, It has the sanction of Mr. Jefferson and 
nearly if not quite all the great statesmen of this country. 

The right to apply the public domain to school purposes exists be- 
cause the property belonging to the United States is under the control 
of Congress, and by express grant in the Constitution is subject to its 
disposition. The advocates of the pending bill argue that if Congress 
can thus apply the public domain or its proceeds it can tax the people 
to raise a fund for like application. This, to my mind, is a non sequitur. 
The money in the possession of the people does not belong to the United 
States. It can not be taken from them except to carry out some power 
granted to Congress and enumerated on the face of the instrument, 


1886. 


and, the purpose of this appropriation not being in furtherance of an 
enumerated power or necessary and proper for carrying into execution 
any granted power, such power does not exist. 

This argument is attempted to be met by the argument that Con- 
gress has the power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, &c., to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States; and that, this appropriation being for the general welfare, 
therefore the power exists. 

A more dangerous doctrine—one more subversive of the foundation 
principles of the Constitution—was never avowed here or elsewhere; 
and it is to this point that I arose to address the Senate. 

I wish first to direct the attention of the Senate to 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY OF THE TAX CLAUSE. 

Shortly after the convention assembled various draughts of a consti- 
tution were presented for its consideration. These and all resolutions 
relating to the proposed constitution were submitted to a committee 
consisting of eleven members, one from each of the States represented. 

Of this committee Mr. John Rutledge, of South Carolina, was chair- 
man. 

On Monday, August 6, 1787, Mr. Rutledge submitted a report in the 
nature of a draught of a constitution, and which in fact was the basis of 
the Constitution adopted. 

The first clause of section 1, Article VII, of that report reads: 

The legislature of the United States shall have the power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. 

Here the power was given to Congress to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises’? without qualification, limitation, or re- 
striction. Undoubtedly the committee thought that as the powers of 
Congress were specifically enumerated in the same report, the tax 
power would necessarily be exerted in the execution of the enumer- 
ated powers; but the convention was not satisfied, and this matter was 
again referred to the committee. On Wednesday, August 22, 1787, the 
committee, through Mr. Rutledge, again repo as follows: At the 
end of the first clause, first section, Article VII (the one I have just 
quoted), add: for payment of the debts and necessary expenses of the 
United States; provided that no law for raising any branch of revenue, 
except what may be specially appropriated for the payment of interest 
on debts or loans, shall continue in force for more than —— years.” This 
again was not satisfactory, and the clause went back to the committee. 
Finally, on the 4th of September, 1787, Mr. Brearly, on behalf of the 
committee, reported the following as the form for clause 1, section 1, 
Article VII, to wit: 

The | 
322; detée avd px ovida ine lee ecmmmore detones amt gemeenl wake 
fare of the United States, > 

This is the exact wording of the clause as it went into the Constitu- 
tion and as it stands to-day, with the change of the word ‘‘legislature’’ 
ſor Congress,“ in order to prevent confusion, the word “legislature”? 
being more generally understood to apply to State Legislatures; and the 
clause as reported was adopted by the convention nem. con. and with- 
out debate. 

Why was this form preferred to the others presented? Why were the 
words“ general welfare,” as finally agreed on, preferred to the expres- 
sion ‘‘for payment of the debts and necessary expenses of the United 
States,“ as found in the amendment reported August 22? Let 

THE FAMOUS STATESMEN OF THE EARLY DAYS OF THE REPUBLIC 
answer this question. Mr. Madison, justly styled the Father of the 
Constitution, who as a member of the convention took a leading part in 
framing it, and afterward, by his articles in the Federalist, was so effi- 
cient in securing its adoption by the States, in his letter to Governor 
Pendleton in 1792, discussing this very expression general welfare“ 
and the reasons why it was preferred to any other form, says: 

It was taken from the Articles of Confederation, where it was always understood 
as nothing more than a general caption to the specified powers, and it is a fact 
that it was preferred in the new instrument [the Constitution] for that very rea- 
son, as less liable than any other to misconstruction. 

How greatly mistaken Mr. Madison was, and how much startled 
would he have been if he had been in the Senate to-day! I emphasize 
some of the words in this in order to direct attention to the 
unmistakable character and force of the evidence. 

In the same letter Mr. Madison says: 

a pina te N do whatever 55 — pissy yes Syni: be e by money, and 
ing ARE ela powers bus en Tadenite one, sullerses PATELE SODA 

No language can make this point clearer, and no authority can be 
higher than that of Mr. Madison, for he spoke from personal knowl- 
edge, having been an active and able member of the convention which 
framed the Constitution. : 

We are clearly told that the expression was adopted because the same 
expression was in the Articles of Confederation, and had been definitely 
and uniformly construed as a caption or general heading for the enu- 
merated powers. To the same effect is his unanswerable argument on 
the same words general welfare” in No. XLI of the Federalist. 

Mr. Monroe, in his eighth annual message, says: 

Resting on the people, as our governments do—Stateand national—with well- 


defined powers, it is of the highest importance that they severally k within 
ihe limita prescribed to ry = $ DE 
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In his special message to Congress, May 4, 1822, Mr. Monroe discusses 
the tax clause and the true meaning of the expression general wel- 
fare” with consummate and unanswerable power, and he proves that 
the latter part of the tax clause, to wit, ‘‘to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States,“ was 
intended to enumerate the purposes to which the money thus raised 
might be appropriated. And he says: 

Such a construction as made the second part of the clause an original grant, 
embracing the same object with the first, but with much greater power than it, 
would be in the highest degree absurd. * * * It would in effect break down 


all the barriers between the States and General Government, AND CONSOLI- 
DATE THE WHOLE IN THE LATTER. 


There is the teaching of a man whose Democracy no one can question. 
It is not the ing of Alexander Hamilton; it is not the teaching of 
John Adams. Mr. ident, for the first time in my life have I to-day 
heard Alexander Hamilton and John Adams arrayed as supporting 
columns to a so-called Democratic measure and to the advocacy of that 
measure by a Democrat! Shades of Jefferson, deliver me from quoting 
Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Adams in support of a measure claimed to be 
Democratic! If gentlemen who used that argument had gone behind 
what was read from Mr. Hamilton in his report as Secretary of the 

back into the convention which framed the Constitution, and 
had looked at the form of constitution which he read in that body in 
June, 1787, and avowed himself in favor of, they would have seen that 
he was in favorof a Congress with absolute power, save and except the 
mere police regulations, which he was willing to leave to the States, and 
even then he claimed that Congress should have a revisory power over 
the action of the State governments, and was in favor of a Senate for 
life and of a President during good behavior. 

I say here and now that it makes no difference what latitudinarian 
construction you may bring up, you can find authority from Alexander 
Hamilton in support of it; and when you bring to me as authority on 
a great measure upon which I am to act the words of John Adams, who 
thought he found in the Constitution enough to support the alien and 
sedition laws, I do not accept such authority. I prefer the teachings 
of such men as Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, James Mo An- 
drew Jackson, and the other great lights recognized by all Democrats 
as leaders of that party. 

But I quote further. Judge Story, Federalist as he was, was unwill- 
ing to go to the extent that gentlemen on the floor do here to-day. Judge 
Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, treats the latter part of 
the tax clause as words of limitation and not asa grant of power. His 
whole chapter on this clause is worthy of the most careful examination. 
After giving all the arguments pro and con, he gives his own conclusions 
Seh section 919, and especially in sections 923 and 926. They are as 

ows: 


Sec. 919, keai of the ingenious texture by which this argument is dis- 
guised, it is r more nor less than an attempt to obliterate from the Con- 
stitution the whole clause to pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States” as entirely senseless or inexpressive 
of any intention whatsoever, Strike them out, and the Constitution is exacti: 


words are inserted, we areJbound to presume that they have some definite 
— and intent, and to reason them out of the Constitution upon arguments 
inconvenienti 


And that is the whole strength of what is called an argument here 


(which to one mind may appear wholly unfounded and to another wholl 
satisfactory)—is to make a new constitution, not to construe the old one. It 2 
to do the very thing which is so often complained of, to make a new constitu- 
tion to suit our own notions and wishes, and not to administer or construe that 
which the people have given to the country. 

Sec. 923. The whole of the elaborate reasoning upon the promy of grant- 
ing the power of taxation, pressed with so much ability and earnestness both 
in and out of the convention as vital to the operations of the National Govern- 
ment, would have been use and almost absurd if the power was included in 
the su! ently enumerated powers. Ifthe power of taxing was to be granted, 
it not be qualified according to the intention of the framers of the 
? But then it is said, if Congress may lay taxes for the common 
general welfare, the money may be appropriated for those pur- 
poses, although not within the scope of the other enumerated powers. —.— 
tainly it may be so appropriated ; for if Congress is authorized to lay taxes for 
such purposes, it would be strange if, when raised, the money could not be ap- 
plied to them. That would be to give a power for a certain end and then deny 
the end intended by the power. 

SEC. 926. The Vy peeves in favor of the construction which treats the clause as 
a qualification of the power to lay taxes has, perhaps, never been presented ina 
more concise or forcible shape than in an official opinion deliberately given by 
one of our most distinguished statesmen [Mr. Jefferson]: To lay taxes to pro- 

for the general welfare of the United States is,“ says he, “to lay taxes for 
the purpose of providing for the general welfare; for the laying taxes is the 
power and the general welfare the pu for which the power is to be exer- 
cised. Congress are not to lay taxes ad libitum for any 88 please, but 
only to pay the debts or provide for the welfare of the Union. In like manner 
they are not todo an g they please to provide for the pans welfare, but 


only tolay taxes for purpose. To consider the latter notas describ- 
ing the of the first, but as giving a distinct and independent power to do 
of the Union, would render all 


anyact please which might be for the good 
the — 2 and subsequent enumerations of power r etely useless. It 
w reduce the whole instrument to a single phrase, that of instituting a Con- 
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ES tray. woud be tha pale lodges of the geod ar oti A IA alae be epoucrts 
. eon Or os wo 43 
That is the exact character of a Congress that Alexander Hamilton 
claimed and was in favor of in the convention which framed the Con- 
stitution, and I am not surprised that in his report as of the 
he used arguments which would reach out toward and cen- 
tralize in the Federal Government the very power that he himself 
wanted to be in the Congress of the United States; yet we have Demo- 
crats who quote Alexander Hamilton as authority to maintain a posi- 
tion which they say is Democratic! 
It is an established rule of construction, where a phrase will bear either of two 


meanings, to give that which will allow some meaning to the other parts of the 
Certai no 


instrument, and not that which will render all the others useless. 
such universal power was meant to be given them. It was intended to 
them up strictly within the enumerated ee and those without which, as 
means, chose powers could not be carried effect, 

So said Mr. Jefferson. Mr. Jefferson, in his opinion on the national 
bank, February 15, 1791 (4 Jefferson’s Correspondence, 524, 525), after 
showing that the words to pay the debts, provide for the common de- 
fense aud general welfare of the United States,“ were designed as a 
limitation on the tax power in the first or granting part of the clause, 
says: 

It was intended to lace them up strictly within the enumerated powers and 
those without which, as means, those powers could not be carried into effect. 

Here is the whole case in a nutshell. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, from its organization all the 
way down to this time, has asserted in every form of language the doc- 
trine that the Government of the United States is a government of dele- 
gated and defined powers. A recent case, in strict line with former 
decisions, plainly states the relations of the Federal and State govern- 
ments. In United States vs, Cruikshank et al., 92 United States Re- 
ports, Chief-Justice Waite, speaking of the powers of the General 
Government, says: 

Within the scope of its powers as enumerated and defined it is supreme and 
above the States, but beyond, it has no existence, 

Again, in the same case: 

The Government of the United. States is one of delegated powers alone. All 
sates not granted to it by that instrument are reserved to the States or the 
People. 

\What conceivable object would there have been in ‘‘enumerating’’ 
and defining“ the powers of the General Government if the words 
general welfare’’ were to supersede or absorb the enumerated and de- 
fined powers? Theconstruction is utterly absurd, and outside of these 
words general welfare” the pending bill has not even a plausible foot- 
hold in the Constitution. 

In short, it is conclusive that the power is to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises.” There and there alone is the tax power. 
The purposes or objects of appropriation of the money thus raised are to 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States,’’ or, as Mr. Justice Story aptly puts it, to lay and col- 
lect taxes, &o., in order to pay the debts, &c. ; and the objects of appropri- 
ation, so far as the “ general-welfare’’ clause is concerned, are to exe- 
cute the enumerated powers in the Constitution. To Rey the debts” 
is not in any sense a power, but a purpose or object. provide“ for 
the common defense ’’ is not a power, but a purpose, and to provide for 
the general welfare“ is not a power but a purpose or object of appro- 
priation, to wit, to excute the enumerated powers; and the whole clause, 
read in the light of the best authorities, may be written: The Congress 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
in order to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and for 
the execution of the enumerated powers of the Government of the 
United States. 

Now, in all legislation the first question that must be answered af- 
firmatively is, is the proposed legislation constitutional? And if that 
can be shown affirmatively, the next question is, is it expedient? I 
deny the constitutional power to enact the pending bill, and if my rea- 
soning is accurate and authorities reliable, I have established the prop- 
osition. 

The object of the grant of the tax power, as I have shown historically, 
was to furnish to the Government the means of support, and it had no 
other object. Therefore it follows that Congress has no power to lay 
and collect taxes for any purpose save for the support of the Govern- 
ment in the exercise of its constitutional powers, economically admin- 
istered. 

I shall now read what Mr. Jefferson, in his annual message of De- 
cember 2, 1806, said. A part of what I am going to quote has al- 
ready been quoted, but I think it is due to the Senate to quote the 
whole of it. It is in the sixth annual message, December 2, 1806. Mr. 
Jefferson said: 
iea RANCATE T DA 6 tet ersten of mone DOM sald DONTES oe oat 
suppression in due season will doubtless be right, but the great mass of the ar- 

on which impost Is paid are foreign luxuries, purchased by those only who 
are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. Their patriotism would 
Public stucetion, ronda,xtvers, canals, and auch other objone af PADUS imyruves 
ment as it may be thought proper to add to the constitutional en n of 
Federal powers— 


Mark you— 
as it may be thought proper to add to the constitutional enumeration of Federal 

wers. By these operations new channels of communication will be opened 
Peiwen the States ; the lines of separation will disappear; their interests will be 
identified, and their union cemented by new and indissoluble ties. Education 
is here among the articles of public care, not that it would be proposed 
to take its ordinary branches out of the hands of private enterprise, which man- 

so much better all the concerns to which it is equal; but a public institu- 
on can alone supply those sciences which, though rarely called for, are yet 
necessary to complete the circle, all the parts of which contribute to the im- 
provement of the country and some of them to its preservation. The subject is 
now p: for the consideration of Congress, because, if approved, by the 
time the State Legislatures shall have deliberated on this extension of the Fed- 
eral trusts, and the laws shall be and other arran ents made for their 
execution, the necessary funds will be on hand and without employment. I 
suppose an amendment to the Constitution, by consent of the States, necessary, 
because the objects now recommended are not among those enumerated in the 
Constitution and to which it permits the public moneys to be applied. 

Thatis a part of the same message of Mr. Jefferson from which the first 
part has been read, and in that he distinctly avows the proposition that 
the power does not exist under the Constitution as it reads, but measures 
of that kind, he says, must await an amendment of the Constitution be- 
forethey can beaccomplished. The Constitution has never been amended 
in this regard, and therefore the power no more exists to-day than it did 
when Mr. Jefferson wrote that message in 1806. I prefer the teachings 
of Mr. Jefferson very much to those of Mr. Hamilton or Mr. Adams. 
Says Mr. Jefferson: 

The present consideration of a national establishment for education particu- 
Jarly is rendered proper by this circumstance also, that if Congress, approv- 
ing the proposition, shall yet think it more eligible to found it on a donation of 
lands, they have it now in their power to endow it with those which will bo 
among the earliest to produce the necessary income. 

So I have said and so I have voted and so I say to-day, that so far 
as lands are concerned you have control over them. Why? Because 
the Constitution itself says that ‘‘ Congress shall have power to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory 
or other property belonging to the United States.“ It is a distinct 
clause, wholly independent of the tax clause, and not in any wise con- 
nected with it. 

From this it will be seen conclusively that this greatest of all Amer- 
ican statesmen—an open, avowed, and steadfast friend of education— 
denied the power of Congress to support schools by Federal taxation. 

Let me in all modesty warn gentlemen of the same political faith 
with myself to look well to the consequences of the course they propose. 

It is claimed that the South was impoverished by the war, that some 
four million people theretofore held in bondage had been freed and ad- 
mitted to citizenship without preparation, and emerging from bondage 
without property, the entire burden of the education of the colored 
children fell upon the white people of that part of the Union, who were 
themselves in straitened circumstances, and that in equity the United 
States, having freed these people, ought to aid in the education of the 
colored children. 

I admit the force of this argument, and to the extent of the constitu- 
tional power of Congress would act upon it, and have acted upon it in 
bills for appropriating the proceeds of the sale of public lands to this 
purpose. For that there is clear constitutional warrant. For taxing 
the people, as this bill contemplates, I am unable to find that warrant, 
without which I would support no bill, however pressing I might con- 
ceive the necessity. Let us never forget the teaching of Mr. Jefferson 
as to the relations of the State and Federal Governments, as found in 
his inaugural address, March 4, 1801: 


The support of the State governments in all their rights,as the most com- 
petent administrations of our domestic concerns and the surest bulwark against 
anti-rep tendencies. 


The preservation of the General Government in its whole constitutional vigor 
as the sheet-anchor of our peace at home and safety abroad. 


I beg to call your attention in this connection to the relations of the 
Federal and State governments to each other. 

The States existed as independent sovereignties before the Constitu- 
tion was ordained and established. They were loosely bound together 
into a league or compact hy the Articles of Confederation. Experience 
has proven that these were inefficient, and that the perpetuity of the 
Union demanded the delegation of certain powers to the common gov- 
ernment necessary to the good and safety of all. 

A convention of the States was called and met in May, 1787, and con- 
tinued their sessions until September following, when the present Con- 
stitution, having been framed by the convention, was submitted to 
conventions of the States. The Constitution declares that the ratifica- 
tion of the conventions of nine States shall be sufficient for the estab- 
lishment of this Constitution between the States so ratifying the 
same. It was in fact ratified by all the States. What better evi- 
dence do you want that the efficient power of the Constitution springs 
from the States? 

Not only was the Constitution submitted to conventionsof the States, 
but the convention which framed it voted by States. Thelittle Stateof 
Delaware had as potent a vote in that convention as any of the great 
States of Virginia, Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts, because, in the 
language of the Constitution, it was to be the Constitution between 
the States so ratifying the sume.““ 

The Government of Union ordained and established by the Consti- 
tution is a government of delegated or granted powers. 
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In the very first section of the first article it is declared that— 


All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 


We must therefore look to the Constitution, and not elsewhere, for 
the powers of Congress; for it is by the powers herein granted — that 
is, in the Constitution—that must begoverned. ‘Those words 
herein granted”? are words of limitation, limiting the of Con- 
gress to them, 


Congress, 
eighteenth and last clause eee so far from sustaining a lati- 
tudinarian construction, is itself a limitation on the power of Congress. 
By that clause Congress possesses the to make all laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or in any department or officer thereof.“ 

So that it will be seen that there is no implied power in Congress 
save what may be necessary and proper to carry into execution the ex- 
press powers vested in Congress and such express powers as may be by 


the Constitution vested in the Government or in any t or of- 
licer of the Government. There is no implied power from 
an express power. You must first find power, and then 


Wonter may be necessary and proper to carry it into execution is im- 
plied. 

It has been aptly styled a government of enumerated powers by Mr. 
Madison, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Monroe, and a host of other illustrious 
statesmen, and by the Supreme Court of the United States. So jealous 
were the States of their rights, that the first ten amendments were 

ptly ratified, and have always been held, as they were intended to 

conditions precedent to the ratification of the Constitution itself. 
The tenth amendment reads: 

not di to the Uni the nor prohib- 

lied tcf to thee Beaten ove MASETA ao tne Canine MOESA TAL ox te the pooplon 

So that it is perfectly clear— 

First, that the powers s properly y exercisable by the Government of the 
har yay are those delegated to the United States by the Consti- 
tution.” 

Second. Such powers as are prohibited by the Constitution to the 
States can not be exercised by them, nor, indeed, can be by the 
United States, unless, at the same time that they are bited to the 
States, they are delegated to the United States. 

Third. All other powers are reserved to the States respectively or to 
the people. 

The Constitution further declares that 

This Constitution, ee me laws of the . shall be made in 

ce thereof, treaties or W. under the 
Puthority of the Waited Sistas abel agra poradne 5 

Here we are taught exactly what is the supreme law—the Constitution 
itself, laws in pu rsuance of the Constitution, and treaties under the au- 
thority of the United States. Here, as everywhere, the Constitution is 
guarded. It does not read laws passed 8 but the laws 
of the United States which shall be made in pursuance of the Consti- 
tution;’’ and indeed the Supreme Court has well decided that acts 

in violation of the Constitution are not law. 

It is not therefore difficult to reach the just relations between the 
States and the General Government. 


of power of the General Government, which constitutionally 
granted powers only, and save and except these and the ee pow- 
ers, all of which are plainly set out on the face of the tution, all 
other powers are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. 
I end thus dwelt on the ts I have endeavored to establish: First, 
because I am fully imp: with the admonition of Mr. Jefferson, that 
a frequent recurrence to fundamental principles is essential to the per- 
petuity of free government, and it is necessary to warn the people 
against the dangers of centralization; second, because a departure from 
those principles has been the frnitfal source of usurped and us 
legislation. While it is never pleasant to disagree with any 
with whom I usually act, and with some of them I no w differ, yet I 
can not yield my conscientious convictions; and while I 
man in my devotion to the cause of education, and have 
life-long support of State measures having that end in 
never oe to the transfer of this State duty to the General Go 
ment, and especilly, as in my view, there is no warrant in the Consti- 
tution for this new re in governmental It has been in- 
sisted, that the bill leaves the control of education in the States. Mr. 
President, it is well to know what we are doing. In the Forty-eighth 
Congress, when this bill was under consideration, the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], supporting the bill, declared that if Congress had the 
power to make the appropriation, Congress had the power to follow 
that appropriation and direct the application. It is because this is 
true that I warn my brethren that they are favoring a measure which 
centralizes vast and far-reaching power in the hands of the General 
Government to the detriment of the States and the people. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. Is the Senator from Alabama going to speak on this 
question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PUGH. I have no speech to make on this bill. I ae de- 


sired to make a statement, and as my colleague [Mr. MORGAN ] is not 
in his seat, and as I wish him to hear the statement that I make, I 
shall defer it until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take a vote on the bill, Mr. President. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out section 13 of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERE. It is proposed to strike out section 13 of the bill, 
in the following words: 


Serc. 13. That there shall . and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, 
which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis 
— — . a in the first section, which shall be known as the 

and which shall be paid ont annually to each State and Ter- 

eer at the ai the end of the year until said sum of $2,000,000 shall be exhausted, and 
no longer, to be expended for the erection and construction of school-honses for 
the use pils attending the common schools in sparsely populated districts 
oe the 9 — es shall be comparatively un unable to bear the burdens 
be built in accordance with modern plans, 

which plan lans shail be furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education, 
Provided, however, That not more than $100 shall be paid from 

in fund — epee the cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half 
the cost thereof in any case; and the States and Territories shall annually make 
fall report of all expenditures from the school-house fund to the Secretary of 
the Interior as in case of other moneys received under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. PLUMB. Is he. go now under consideration with a view of 
passing it? 5 


Mr. PLUMB. I a ee. Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pren] 
to say that he desired to speak to-morrow, and it seems to me the whole 
eh Ne had better be reserved. I wish to say something about the 

myself, and unless the Senator from New Hampshire is in great 
haste 1 I think probably we had better wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not in very great haste myself personally, but 
ps are all aware mat ublic business is very p and that we are 
not making very progress with this bill or any other measure, 
and that the se is making more p than we are. I do not 
feel justified in assenting to any postponement of the bill or any ad- 
journment at this time. It is only 4 0’clook, and we ought to work two 
hours longer. We might complete the bill to-night and, as I stated a 
little while since, if it is possible I should like to do so, but at all 
events I think we can complete the whole matter to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. The solicitude of the Senator for the public business 
is very commendable, and I therefore suggest that he let the bill be 
laid aside until the Ast eee public business may go forward. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is ordinary public business. 

Mr. PLUMB. Extraordinary. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill has the right of way; it has been discussed 
not very laboriously by members of the Senate; it has been before us for 
some time, and there are other measures that demand attention, so that 
I feel bound to insist upon a further discussion of the bill now or a 
vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to make a correction. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for the purpose of hearing the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to correct the statement of the Senator aes 
Kansas that it was my to take the floor to make a 
stated distinctly that I had no speech to make, but I felt it my r Bt 
as a member of the committee to make a statement to the Senate of 
the connection I have with this bill. I voted for it on its passage by 
the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress in obedience to the instrne- 
tion of my Legislature, and I desire to state my connection with the 
poesian of the bill as a member of the Committee on Education and 

bor. My colleague [Mr. MORGAN ] alluded to the fact that I glaimed 
a part of the paternity of the bill with the chairman of the committee, 
and I want to make an explanation of what connection I had with the 
as apace of it. That is the sum and substance of the statement I 

to make. 

Iwant to say to the Senate that the bill now before it, in its machinery, 
conforms in substance and in principle with the Morrill bill, and that 
the part I took in the preparation of the bill now before the Senate was 
to make the machinery of it conform to the Morrill bill, which had 
undergone thorough examination and discussion in the Senate, and had 
passed the Senate by a vote of 41 to 6. Among the supporters of that 
bill were my colleague and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] who 
has just ee is speech. I wish to call attention to two sections 
in the Morrill bill, which will show that in its machinery it conforms 


1480 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


strictly to the machinery of the bill now before the Senate as reported Mr. COCKRELL. They never amounted to anything until the last 


by the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Section 6 of the Morrill bill reads: 

On or before the Ist day of Septemberin each year the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall — has the 
Secretary of the Treasury as to each State, Territory, and district, whether it is 
entitled to receive its share of the apportionment under this act and the amount 
ofsuch share, which shall thereupon be entitled to receive thesame. Ifthe Com- 
inissioner shall withhold a certificate from either, its share of such apportion- 
ment shall be kept separate in the Treasury until the close of the next session 
of Congress in order that it may, if it see fit, appeal to Congress from the deter- 
mination of the Commissioner. If Congress shall notat its next session direct 
such share to be paid, it shall be added to the general educational fund, 


The next section reads: 


That to entitle any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia to the benefits 
of this act, it shall maintain for at least three months in each year until January 
1, 1885, and thereafter four months in each year, a system of free public schools 
for all the children within its limits between the ages ofsix and sixteen, and shall, 
through the proper officer thereof, for the year ending the 30th day of June last 
preceding such apportionment, make full report to the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation of the number of public free schools, the number of t employed, 
the number of school-houses owned and the number of school-houses hired, the 
total number of children taught during the year, the actual daily attendance, 
and the actual number of months of the year schools have been maintained in 
each of the several school districts or divisions of said State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict, and the amounts appropriated by the Legislature, or otherwise received for 
the purpose of maintaining a system of free public schools, 

The difference between the Morrill bill and the bill now before the 
Senate, kno wn as the Blair bill, is that in the Blair bill the report is 
made by the governor of the State directly to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, while the Morrill bill required the subordinate officer, the school 
officer having charge of the school fund, to make the report to the Com- 
missioner of Education, a subordinate officer in the Interior Depart- 
ment, the head of the Bureau of Education. The change in the Blair 
bill is that the governor makes the report instead of his subordinate, 
and he makes it to the Secretary of the Interior instead of to the Com- 
missioner of Education, the chief of the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator if he will allow me to say a word 
at this point? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. The great difference between the two bills is that 
the bill to which the Senator has referred as my bill only appropriated 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands and the surplus moneys 
arising from the patent fund. 

I think that I have some right to complain of the committee. The 
bill to which the Senator refers as my bill had already received a large 
sanction of the Senate and was reported favorably by the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and yet members of that committee notified me 
that I could not present it and have action upon it here until after this 
bill had had consideration, and even after this bill had received consid- 
eration I was notified that I could not have their support in getting any 
action of the Senate until this bill had received action in the House of 
Representatives: Therefore I think I have some right to complain of 
the treatment of my bill by the committee. 

Mr. PUGH. I intended to notice the difference in the funds appro- 
priated by the Morrill bill and the Blair bill. In reference to the state- 
ment of the Senator as to the action of the Committee on Education 
and Labor upon his bill, I desire to say that at the time his bill was 
reported by me to the Senate, it was the distinct understanding that 
it should not be considered before the Senate took action upon the 
Blair bill, for the reason that by running the two together it might in- 
terfere with the success of the Blair bill; that the enemies of the bill 
might undertake to encumber its passage or embarrass it in some way 
by having those two bills running together in the Senate; and for that 
reason the Committee on Education and Labor instructed me to with- 
hold that bill and not to press action upon it until after the final dis- 
position of the Blair bill. That was in the last Congress. 

It is true that the Morrill bill appropriated the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, and that is made the ground of a difference as to 
the power of Congress to make the appropriation. So farasI am con- 
cerned I do not enter into a discusssion of that question. I never could 
see, as a question of power, what right Congress had to dispose of money 
in the Treasury arising from the sales of public lands different from its 
power to dispose of money in the Treasury collected there from taxa- 
tion. It is a subtlety that my mind can not comprehend; it is a differ- 
encethat my mind is too dull to take in and see any substance in. Pres- 
ident Pierce was unable to see it. He said there was no difference in sub- 
tance between the power of Congress to appropriate money in the Treasury 
arising from taxation and to appropriate money in the aris- 
ing from the sales of the publie lands. Senator Clay, of Alabama, while 
he was in the Senate, made one of the ablest speeches I ever read upon 
that subject, in which he demonstrated to my mind that there was 
and could be no difference in the power of Congress to appropriate the 
proceeds of the public lands to educational purposes and the power of 
Congress to appropriate money arising from taxation. 

But, Mr. President, the Morrill bill did not stop at an appropriation 
of the proceeds of the public lands. It appropriated the net 
arising from patents, which, according to my recollection, amount to 
some two millions a year. 


few years, when they have gone to a quarter of a million. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not remember what the amount is, but the prin- 
ciple for which I contend is the same on one hundred dollars or one 
hundred million dollars. The money arising from patents is nota trust 
fund like the public land fund upon which some of the opponents of 
this bill undertake to explain the difference between the bill known as 
the Morrill bill and the one now before the Senate. The Morrill bill 
nk Pino whatever money there might be arising from patents to 

ucational uses, and it is immaterial to the question of power whether 
the sum of money arising from patents is one amount or another. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to show the vote upon the of 
the Morrill bill appropriating the proceeds of the public lands and the 

roceeds from patents, with the same machinery in substance to regu- 

te the application and control of the money appropriated as is con- 
tained in the bill before the Senate. The yeas were 41, being Messrs. 
Allison, Anthony, Bailey, Baldwin, Beck, Blaine, Blair, Brown, Bruce, 
Burnside, Call, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Coke, 
Davis of Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, 
Garland, Hereford, Hill of Colorado, Hill of Georgia, Hoar, Johnston, 
Jones of Florida, Kellogg, Logan, McMillan, McPherson, Maxey, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Platt, Pugh, Ransom, Rollins, Teller, Vance, Walker, 
and Windom. 

The nays were 6, namely: Messrs. Jonas, McDonald, Saulsbury, 
Vest, Voorhees, and Williams. 

That is the vote that the Morrill bill received on its passage, and as 
my colleague alluded to the fact that I had been charged with some of 
the paternity of the Blair bill—and I do not know where he got that 
information—I wished to explain that when the Senator from New 
Hampshire introduced his bill in the Senate it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and that committee referred the bill 
to the chairman and myself as a subcommittee. The Senator from 
New Hampshire handed the bill to me, and I madechanges in it tomake 
it conform to the machinery for the application and control of the fund 
appropriated to the machinery of the Morrill bill, that had undergone 
thorough examination and discussion in the Senate and met with the 
approval of forty-one Senators, That is all I desired to state. 

It is not my purpose to go into the use that has been made of the 
power of Congressto make appropriations for different subjects, the only 
source of power being the same as is exercised in the passage of this 
bill. My Soma a short time ago offered an amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill by which he proposed to have money appropriated to 
arrest the ravages of the caterpillar. Five thousand dollars was appro- 
priated, and the use that was made of it was to investigate the devas- 
tations of the cotton-worm. I can not see that Congress can have the 
power to arrest the ravages of caterpillars in localities in certain States 
and not have the power to arrest the ravages of ignorance. One is a 
local evil; the other is a national peril. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to say in this connection with 

to the origin and previous history of the Morrill bill and the 
bill now under discussion, that both bills were introduced in the Forty- 
seventh Congress; both bills were acted upon favorably by the commit- 
tee and reported to the Senate, and neither of them received action in 
the Senate or the other branch during that Congress. The Morrill bill 
was not reported, and so far as I know was not introduced into the 
Forty-eighth Congress and had no action from the committee. The 
Morrill bill was one which proposed to appropriate, not the proceeds 
of the public lands, not the proceeds of the lands together with any 
part of the fund derived from patents, but it proposed from these sources 
to make a fund the interest of which was to be annually appropriated, 
which, of course, for a few years would be of trifling importance; but 
its friends, of whom I was one, contemplated that it would ually 
increase; that from this source and other sources, if there should be 
contributions from individuals or from public appropriations, there 
might come to be a large ent fund, the income of which would 
be paid over to the various States to be applied in their discretion to 
the cause of common-school education, and also agricultural education 
as I recollect. 

That was the theory and design of the bill, a bill which for one I 
should be very glad tosee enacted and put into the shape of a law. It 
was not, however, acted upon in the last Congress, as it was generally 
I think thought by the friends of such assistance as the National Gov- 
ernment might give to the cause of common-school education that one 
bill at a time was enough. I am not aware that the Senator from Ver- 
mont pressed his bill, and I was not aware till just now that he had 
any feeling that in its management and disposition he had any cause to 
complain of the committee. Certainly I am a friend to the measure, and 
would be glad to see it become a law and would be very glad to support 
it. With a view to the promotion of the purpose that the bill was de- 
ae to accomplish, at some future time I shall be glad to support his 

Perhaps I may as well at this time—unless some other Senator de- 
sires to speak her rather than have the time wasted—say a few 
words of a general character upon the pending measure. I have come 
to conceive of it simply as a question of fact to be decided upon the evi- 
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dence existing in this country as to the necessity of national temporary 
assistance to the common schools of the States. 

So far as the question of the constitutionality of the bill is concerned, 
I think it has been settled by such an overwhelming weight of author- 
ity and such an overwhelming expression of the opinions of the Senate 
that a man simply idles away his time, unless it is to preserve his own 
consistency upon the record, in discussing the constitutionality of the 
measure. 


But upon the other question, whether there is any actual necessity 
for legislation of this character, from the evidence bearing on the sub- 
ject, I think much may even yet be said. Notwithstanding the force 
of evidence which is contained in the tabulated matter which is before 
the Senate; notwithstanding the force that is certainly to be found in 
the statements of the superintendents of public instruction of every 
Southern State which are before the Senate, there is continually com- 
ing to me in correspondence and through the press, and I doubt not by 
way of correspondence and other reliable information coming to all the 
Senators, overwhelming additional evidence of the great necessity of 
assistance in the education of the children of the country. 

If the amount proposed to be appropriated by this bill should be all 
appropriated and should be distributed, the effect of it would not be to 
greatly enlarge the school facilities beyond those that actually exist. 
Every dollar that we propose to give, twice every dollar that we propose 
to give the first year, which is but 87, 000, 000, would be necessary in order 
to give to all portions of our country six months’ schooling out of the 
year forthe children. The average period of schooling throughout the 
Southern States and in some sections of the Northern States, the 
sections, where schools are shortest, is only about three months; and every 
man must know that the remaining nine months of the year furnish 
a sufficient period of time wherein the child may forget nearly all that 
he has learned. A frequent and prolonged course of study is necessary 
in order to create an impression on the young mind so that the knowl- 
edge received shall become permanently fixed, and thus the schooling 
that is given become of any real or of any great advantage. 

Mr. President, look at the Southern States, to whom the benefits of 
the billare to go largely—though I think some portions of the Northern 
States might well turn attention to themselves; there is not enough 
of an examination of the condition of the masses at home—but in the 
Southern States they are now raising about $16,000,000 a year for the 
support of their schools, and with that $16,000,000 they have an 
av length of school of not over three months in the year. If we 
give them in addition to what they now spend 87, 000, 000, which is the 
amount the bill really e to appropriate, it will not prolong those 
schools ſor more than four or, or at the uttermost, flve months in the 
year. It is true that $7,000,000 added to the existing schools will in- 
crease them out of proportion as compared with the amount actually 
expended, because from the $16,000,000 thus raised and appropriated 
is to be deducted the amount paid for the construction of additional 
school-houses, for the repair of old ones, and for some other items of ex- 
penditure. So the $7,000,000 appropriated, as the terms of this bill 
require to be appropriated, would be added—all but about 10 per cent. 
(which would go to the wages of teachers and to educate the teach- 
ers)—-to the existing funds, so that we should come to have by the ad- 
dition of this $7,000,000 a prolongation of the school period to perhaps 
four or four and a half months in the year, which is not so long a period 
as is needed for the education of the rising population of the country. 
Six months is the shortest period which should be given to that pur- 

. Now, suppose that we have $7,000,000 appropriated in this way, 
we are thus making no provision whatever for the extension of the school 
system to those districts outside and which now have no schools what- 
ever. 

It has been stated in the speech of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
JACKSON] this afternoon that there are about four million children in 
the Southern States who are not enrolled at all, who are not attending 
school at all, and we by this bill make no provision for this vast un- 
cultivated class who are outside the present operations of the common- 
school system, so that the appropriation is a trivial appropriation in 
comparison with the actual necessity of the country, and yet itis talked 
of as a mammoth appropriation, as a great bribe to those who may re- 
ceive benefit from it. But when we-come to consider the necessity 
which exists and the fact that the division of the $77,000,000 is spread 
over a period of eight years, we find that after all it is not an excessive 
provision; on the contrary, it is a very parsimonious provision for the 
actual necessity that exists. 

We might make the expenditures of our Government enormous by 
arrogating all we expect to spend during the next ten years, or even 
during a single administration. Suppose we pay $300,000,000 a year 
to carry on the Government; in ten years we have to pay out $3,000- 
000,000 to manage this Government. Think of it! What an expen- 
sive institution it is! And yet, when we come to consider that we pay 
out less than three hundred million dollars annually and examine the 
items of appropriation, we find that we are getting on as economically 
on the whole as we can, and that a great many important public inter- 
ests suffer for want of proper appropriations. 

In this direction there is a vast mass of additional evidence which the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1481 


Senate might well examine. I do not feel like taking up a great deal 
of time on the subject, because I have, in the effort to save time, had 
printed very much of this evidence and very much of the argument 
that I think proper in maintaining the provisions of the bill. To be 
sure, it may be that I should have done better if I had consumed the 
time of the Senate two or three days in laying it before the Senate. I 
thought I was saving time; and if any one doubts that when the Sen- 
ate at the last Congress enacted this measure by a three-fourths vote it 
was justified, he will find the doubt resolved by examining the matter 
which I placed before the Senate at the opening of the discussion. 

I was saying, Mr. President, that there was coming continually ad- 
ditional evidence showing the present great need of the enactment of 
this bill into law. I will read one letter which comes to me from the 
board of school directors of a town in Louisiana: 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY AND SUPERINTENDENT 
BOARD OF PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORS, PARIH OF TERRE BONNE, 
Houma, La., February 8,1886. 

DEAR Sim: I take the liberty to write to you on the e of the educational 
bill now pending before Congress, known as the Blair bill.“ We people down 
in this little spos ol the American Union would hail the passage of your educa- 
tional bill with joy and titude. Among all classes, conditions, and colors of 
our people—in my I speak at least, and I suppose it is so elsewhere 
your name and efforts are favorably spoken of. 

And he goes on with some comments in regard to the general ex- 
pression of the people in favor of the pending bill, and then he says 
further: 

It is the interest of the politicians and demagogues to keep the masses in il- 
li so that they may the better play and work upon their ignorance and 
prejudices, and Iam happy to say that in my section a rapid chan foe e — 
their 3 ton when 8 children, 
white and colored 


J ask the special attention of the Senate to this fact— 


over five thousand children, white and colored,of school age. Last year our 
school board established twenty-six schools—one teacher to each school— 
throughout the parish, of which fifteen were for white children and eleven were 
for colored children; the schools were kept open five months. This year we 
hope to be able to open at least thirty free schools—seventeen white schools and 
thirteen colored schools—and keep them open at least sixmonths, Even with 
that number of schools— 
And to this point I wish to call the special attention of the Senate as 

bearing on that great region outside of any school privileges whatever: 

Even with that number of schools there is not enough for half of the children, 
We have no 1-houses, e havea good corps of teachers, white and col- 
ored. Our revenue is from the State and parish only. I hope and trust that 

our bill will pass. Senator R. L. Gresoy is from my and can and will 
toe out my assertions on the school question. I would like very much to read 
the debates and see the votes on the final passage of the bill. 

With sentiments of high respect, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


II. C. SIDNEY, 
Senator BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 


I have here also letters from the State of South Carolina. Hereisa 
letter from a lady whom I do not know; she is very likely known to 
the Senators from that State, Mrs. Mary A. Evans. She has written 
me three letters on the subject, and she authorizes the use of the matter 
in debate if I think it of importance. She makes a statement in re- 
gard to the universal desire among the masses of the people, white as 
well as colored, for the passage of this bill. She has herself circulated 
petitions addressed to the Legislature of her State; and where it was 
supposed by some that there was no general feeling or desire for the 
enactment of this measure she found the business men, the educated 
people of all classes anxious indeed for the passage of this bill and 

y to sign a petition which she circulated addressed to the Legisla- 
ture of the State, and as I understand—the Senators will correct me if 
I am wrong—that Legislature almost unanimously memorialized Con- 
gress in favor of the enactment of this bill into a law. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iwill say to the Senator, ifhe will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, as I do not intend to take any part in this debate, that I 
think the Legislature of South Carolina unanimously requested that 
the bill should be passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thatwas my impression. There is no doubt that all 
through the South and generally throughout the Northern States the 
people want this bill to pass; and it is idle for any man to stand upin 
the Senate or any where else and tell me that the people behind him 
do not want this bill enacted into a law. 

I have here the resolutions of the Teachers’ Association of the State 
of Texas, representing the whole State, unanimously passing the very 
strongest resolutions in favor of the enactment of this bill into a law, 
and in their resolutions they set forth in the most forcible lan 
that is conceivable the necessity they are laboring under for this ap- 
propriation even in the State of Texas. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. I will state for the information of the Senator that the 
teachers of the State of Texas do not represent the people of Texas. 
The State of Texas is almost solidly Democratic, and the last Demo- 
cratic convention held in the State denounced this bill and applauded 
the action of the Senators and Representatives who opposed it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know what may have been done in Demo- 


colors of our people. They are ap 
In my parish there are over five 
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cratic conventions; I would rather take the action of the teachers of the 
State of Texas as indicative of the desire of the people on the question 
of instruction in common schools. I am not accustomed to draw my 
ideas as to the wishes of the people always from the action of Demo- 
cratic conventions, and I feel very sure that the interruption of the Sen- 

ator has had no tendency to disprove the assertion which I made that 
the people of Texas desire the advantages of common-school education. 
I have before me some matter bearing on this very question that I will 
take this opportunity to read from a Texas paper: 


The following resolutions and remarks were offered at the convention of ed- 
ueators Wednesday by Professor Hogg, of this city: 


“THE STATE UNIVERSITY. 


* Resolved, 1. That the school system suited to Texas should embrace all arms 
of the educational service—primary, liberal, technical, and professional—recog- 
nizing the labors of the private as well as State institutions. 

“Resolved, 2. That, appreciating the desire omthe part of the regents and fac- 
ulty of the State 8 the head of our public-school „to become 
more closely allied to our lower schools, we commend it to the consideration of 

teachers, and to pupils pokig iera and higher instruction, to prepare 


“FEDERAL AID. 
“ Whereas the perpetuity of a government of the ple, for the people, and 
by — — ee presupposes as an essential „ education of the whole 
e; and 
Vhereas such education requires an outlay of e of money; and 
“Whereas since the war our voting population has largely increased by 
the addition of six millions of enfranchised citizens; and 
“\Whereas this has been done at the close of a most disastrous civil war, im- 
poverishing wholly one section of our country: 5 
He it resolved, 1. That the Texas m of city superintendents assem- 
bled in con ention di ao indorse the bill before Congress known as the Blair bill 


or some other just and wise measure — to the to the whole coun Fede 
aid in behalf of the « education of all the a of the respective l ages 


upon the basis of the illiteracy of the people. 
“Resolved, 2. That we request our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
to, vote for such a bill. 
“ Resolved, 3. That our secretary be instructed to send each member of the 
egation a certified copy of these resolutions. 
Lay HOGG, Chairman, 
D. F. HUGHES.” 


The resolutions in regard to this matter were sent to me by Professor 
Hogg. 


4 a! resolution in regard to the State University was adopted with but little 


for war and 
money; 
secondly, * continued Pro- 
fessor 
money, 
and bri 


show their ability to organize. 

“That he knew be was es) cause unpopular 8 les, but he 

to how the need of this . che ju justness of it, the constitutionality 
of it.” He quoted and said, You can find what I say in a made u 
the rostrum of his alma mater, the University of Virginia, last Kaay by Hon. 
Charles E. — of Alexandria, Va., an eminent man, where the consti! n- 
ality was derived, and he net The father of the Virginia 8 is also 
the father of this Republic, The university has been a success. Let us make the 
ublica success.“ He that even Dr. Dabney knew so little about Mr. 

Jefferson as not to know his connection with the . urch, that he con- 
tinued to harp on the hackneyed, threadbare legend, ‘fidelity his opposi- 
tion tothe Christian religion. 

“But,” said he,“ that is a dead issue, doctor. Where did the State esn the au- 
thority’ to give the sixteen sections hel rere education ; from where did the 
constitutional authority come to 000,000 to the agricultural colleges. 

“It was a remarkable fact that —.— 00,000.00 io thegovernor receiving this 
nid for Texas; that he organized the college and put it into actual operation. 
These institutions are for the select 2 g the millions of ignorant 
children for bread they are given a si The constitutionality of the 
bill!“ Said he, The opposers of this bill tel Sda it tends to centralization ; = 
breaks down the authority of the States. to create in Washi. 
a bureau of control, to send down into our 2 dst their own teachers.” Sai — 
“Task the association to read the clauses of the bill: Section 5. 5. That, to en- 
title them to receive aid under the terms of this act 


Referring to the agricultural college act— 
the several States and Territories shall comply with the following pro 
te the shall be 


visions: 
(1) They shall designate to whom paid, and by 88 will 
be disbursed, the sums annually 5 under this act 


Said he: Why do gentlemen try to deceive the public?” For my part, I in- 
tend to see the children of Texas, o the South, Ca the whole country, have their 
Texas can not > it, and she 


He goes on with other matter of the same kind and makes a strong 
demonstration of his views and opinions on the subject. The result of 
it all was the unanimous adoption of the resolutions. That was a con- 
vention of the superintendents of schools. Here he sends to me reso- 
lutions of a large convention of the teachers of the State of Texas, which 
are as follows: 


Resolved, That we, Texas teachers and supsrintendents, thankful that we have 
the opportunity of studying the relations of education in the different States of 


the country, at home and abroad, and of meeting and conferring with the rep- 
resentatives of education, rejoice in the aid thereby to be received by ourselves 
in the introduction of improved methods of 3 and instruction. 
yee That with hearts full of gratitude for the prospective great fund to 
in behalf of education in our State, and happy that the present in- 
pote for education are so large, yet we must confess the nadequacy of present 
means for the immediate necessity for 3 new school houses and paying 
well-qualified teachers to instruct the children now really in school. 

Resolved, That in view of these facts, and in the presence of the illustration of 
the progress of education in the more favored States, and sensible anew of the 
embarrassments to education in those States suffering from the largest illiteracy 
and possessed of the least per capita school fund for immediate use, we Texas 
teachers embrace this opportunity to offer our profound conviction of the ne- 
cessity and wisdom of providing immediate national aid for education. 


Any one listening to this debate having any knowledge of the condi- 
tion of this country knows that the opposition at the South to this 
measure does not come from the masses of the people there; it does not 
come from the American people as they reside in that section. There 
are two elements. There are men on this floor who represent the ante 
bellum condition of things, who are representatives as much to-day as 
they were before the war of the slave-holding element and of the landed 
aristocracy of that section of the country; and they know that if this 
money gets among the common people down there and makes the com- 
mon-school system eflicient there will be an end of that narrow con- 
stitueney upon which their own little power is planted. It is because 
their sentiments are anti-republican; it is because the Senator from 
Alabama who taunted me and spoke of the disgraceful report which I 
had placed before the Senate is a relic of the ante-war period; it is be- 
cause he is not republican in sentiment; it is because he does not repre- 
sent the existing order of things, does not represent the American peo- 
ple or republicanism in its true and large and real sense, that he is here 
protesting against the constitutionality of this bill and objecting to its 
passage. He represents a state of things that is passing away. He 
represents ideas that received their death-blow with the final battle of 
the war. That is the difficulty with the men who stand up here and 
contest the constitutionality of this bill and pretend that the people 
whom they represent are not in favor of its enactment. 

Why, Mr. President, the Legislature of Louisiana, a Legislature which 
represents something that has occurred in modern times, which repre- 
sents issues that are living to-day, a Legislature which has its eye upon 
the future rather than upon the that Legislature has more than 
once pronounced unanimously, I think, in favorof the constitutionality 
and the desirability of the enactment of this bill into law. The Legis- 
lature of Mississippi has done the same thing. The Legislature of Ala- 
bama, the Senator’s own Legislature, has done it unanimously. So I 
might goon. Other tures have so pronounced, representing the 
people. The Legislature of South Carolina, as has just been said by 
one of her Senators on this floor, has done so unanimously. And the 
people behind these Legislatures demand popular education. 

Sir, there is as strong a feeling among the masses of the white people 
to-day in favor of common-school education as there ever was among 
the colored population. We all remember the condition of things at 
the close of the war. We know how the colored population had an 
idea that education was their real liberty, their real enfranchisement, 
their real political salvation; and they poured into the schools, estab- 
lished in whatever way they might be; they sought the opportunity to 
be educated, to learn to read and to write. They were not blessed by 
the people of the North with proper pecuniary though they 
received a great deal of it, it is true; the fact is to-day that that old 
feeling among the colored people has to some extent passed away with 
the rising colored population, and in the place of that has come what 
did not exist at the close of the war, an almost universal enthusiasm 
among the white population, to whom the common-school system was 
a stranger before the war, to receive the benefits of that institution. 

So it is to-day that both white and colored people, the masses of the 
res in the South, are desirous not alone of the system, but that it 

receive sufficient of vitalizing force to make it an efficient agency 
in the regeneration of their condition. It is on account of the exist- 
ence of facts of this kind that I am particularly anxious that the desire 
of those people shall be gratified. I am more anxious for the enact- 
ment of this bill into a law because it will reach the common people of 
the Southern country, a thing which is indispensable to be done if we 
are ever to become a homogeneous and united people, and permanently 
one nation. 

I believe in the constitutionality of this bill. The Senator from Ala- 
bama indulged himself in a vast amount of sophistry in regard to the 
report, in regard to the position of those who favor this bill, and in re- 
gard to the construction of the clause of the Constitution relative to the 
promotion of the general welfare; but the only position which I have 
ever taken as to the constitutionality of this bill is just this: Unless we 
have intelligence among the masses of the people it is impossible to 
establish and preserve a republican form of government. The National 
Government is one republican in form, and the fathers in establishing 
the Constitution established of necessity a government, and whether 
they said anything of education in the Constitution or not, if they es- 
tablished a constitution and a form of government absolutely depend- 
ent for existence upon the intelligence of the people, by so doing, by 
creating a creature republican in form, they made the strongest possi- 
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ble provision that if necessary that government should have the power 
to educate the citizenship which would constitute the government 
itself; for the citizens are the government; they are the sovereigns. I 
have never yet heard a man undertake to reply to that position. 

‘The Senator from Alabama made no such effort, nor has any man in 
this debate from the beginning to the end ever undertaken to say that 
education was not the pri and fundamental truth upon which our 
institutions, national and State, were based; that there can be any gov- 
ernment republican in form unless there be intelligence among the 
masses of the people or among those who constitute the sovereignty. 
that is, the individual voters. If that is so, when we establish a natio 
government republican in form we assert the power of educating our 
children who are to become the sovereigns and are that government; 
and when we undertake by that national government to guarantee gov- 
ernments republican in form to the States, we undertake a national 

tee of education to the citizens of the States who are also citi- 
zens of the national government, provided they do not acquire the 
necessary education and intelligence from any other source. 

Mr. President, as I said, nobody has ever undertaken to deny that 
position. It is no answer toit to suppose that there are various things 
which might be for the general we which we can not constitution- 
ally do, and to point out this, that, and the other foolish thing, that 
we can not do, that we can not accomplish, and still be within the limits 
of the Constitution, although it might be best for the welfare. 
Granting, in other words, that there are things which might be for the 
general welfare, which we can not constitutionally do, it is absurd to 
reason to the other position, that we can not do that which is indis- 
pensable to the national existence, and that that thing may not be done 
under the clause in the Constitution allowing us to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare. eee e ee our own 5 
there is nothing we can or general welfare. e indis- 
welfare at all, is the gen- 
my view of the 


public money, to be applied to the welfare in the education of 
the children who live in the States. That is the extent to which the 
þill goes. 
I assert that beyond and behind it is the right of the-National Gov- 
ernment to educate aire orowe that lives within the national jurisdic- 
tion if for any reason it es an absolute necessity for the Govern- 
ment so to do. It is the last thing I should like to see the Government 
obliged to do; and yet in self-defense it must have the right so to do. 
I believe, and there is every reason to believe, that the le of the 
States will perform this duty even better than though it were 
undertaken by the National Government. Itis the right to live, the 
right to be prosperous, the right to be happy, the right to have a fu- 
ture, and the American people are sufficiently i t to under- 
stand that; and the only reason why to-day the 
as a whole, are not as intelligent as the le 


We ought to remember how the war leſt them. We have not known 
anything of the real ravages of the war at the North. We have there 
accumulated property of half a dozen generations, They had at the 
South; but the war came, their labor system was entirely broken up, 
and in addition enormous masses of property were destroyed, property 
such as is indispensable to the existence of a civilized community, and 
they were obliged to replace that property from taxation before 
3 left over to educate their children as they ought to be edu - 
ca 

We helped to create that devastation. We destroyed slavery in the 
joint effort wherein the resistance of the Southerner was just as neces- 
sary as the aggression of the Northerner. In no other way could that 
institution have been destroyed at all; and it was for the gen- 
eral good, for the national good; as we all know, it was an institution 
for which the nation as a nation, the whole people, North as well as 
South, were responsible. Having accomplished a common good, and 
the people in that portion of the country which was the 
scene of its devastations being left without property, having to recon- 
struct society, to reconstruct their institutions and establish a new sys- 
tem of labor among them and make the masses of laborers intelligent, 
white as well as black—under these circumstances, it the demon- 
stration of the census and in fact commonly known to all men that 
they have gone to the very extent of their capacity to bear the burdens 
of taxation, and yet have not reached the point of the education of their 
children as a whole, I think there is a moral obligation, I think there 
isal and a constitutional obligation, a national obligation on the 
part of the whole people to assist our friends at the South temporarily 
until they are fairly on their feet and can enter on the great race of life 


they yune of New Orl 


with a fair opportunity and a fair chance with their brothers in other 
and more highly favored portions of the country. 

I will take the liberty, since it has come to my possession to-day, to 
read a little extract from the Daily New Orleans Picayune, a Southern 


paper, in which the writer treats of the subject to which I am alluding. 


It isin regard to the speech of the Senator from Alabama in opposition 
to the bill. The date of the paper is February 13. I suppose every- 
body knows that the New Orleans Picayune is a paper of some impor- 
tance, of some note; it has lived for some time, and represents probably 
something of popular sentiment behind it. The article to which I re- 
fer is as follows: 


General Mongax, of Alabama, should have lived in New England two hun- 
dred yearsago. He is nothing if not puritanic. Four years there was an 
immense flood which swept away the prosperity of the Lower Mississippi Val- 
ley before men had fairly realized what was upon them. General MORGAN said 
in the Senate that if every friend he had in the South lived on these shores he 
would not vote for the bill—it was for the improvement of the navigation of the 

ississi and Missouri Rivers—unless it contained a proviso that the money 
should not be used for the rty. “We 
have no t to do it under the laws of the United States or the Constitution. 
Sir, when I find that barrier standing in front of me I stop; I do not go hunting 
about with microscopic eye to see if I can not find some word or phrase or some 
hidden in some sentence of the Constitution to justify me in doing that 
which I very much desire to do.“ That did not fool any . If Senator Mon- 
GAN had even a little desire to do what the Constitution would clearly justify, to 
help the valley, he would have found no obstacle to the doing. The Senate was 
full of practical with a generation of experience who knew that Con- 
stitution in every and in every word, They had no difficulty. But his real 
desire was to as a constitutional lawyer. 

The Senate is now listening to MorGan again on the same old line. He will, 
perha: n say “it is my duty asan American Senator to stop when I find 
the pae bagar: the tution in my front, and Ido stop.” Itis BLAIR'S educa- 
tion bill which is under consideration; there are four million youths of school 
age in the South without school facilities, and the whole country is beginning to 
wake up to the im ive duty of doing something to correct that great evil. 
The North is full of voices asking why such a bad state of affairs is not termi- 
nated by national aid, and the a Senator warns them off, holds up before 

astonished the barrier of the Constitution,” and probably before he 
takes his seat wil aata pan eee ete he has in the South is in 


of leveeing to protect private pro 


t need of the South, the Northern papers are com- 
with the friendliest and most sympathetic urgency of 
yocacy. Herald of Tuesday, for instance, says: “If, asa matter 
of fact, the Southern States are unable to give instruction to their children and 
youth, and will not be able to do so for ten or twenty years to come, and are 
will to receive and proper! apply national aid, without 3 any effort 
own, we think the ion is in duty bound to assistthem, and should do 


obstinate 
structionists. He should remember that he is to render an account to his wen 
of his action in the eere opr they will not omit from that account the beatin 
back of the donation w is offered by the North, triumphant in the war an 
flourishing in South, devastated in 


war and 
practical! 
such circumstances to erect tional barriers to keep back the rescuing 
hand of national eficence. General MorGan must not be eaten up with the 
notion that his reputation for statesmanship is indestructible; if he does not 
come down off his constitutional hobby it certainly perish under his press- 


ere isa a debt due the Southern States, and an amendment to this bill 


will remove The illegal taxes imposed upon cotton at the close 
of the war should be returned to the South. The Government had no right to 
levy any such tax, and the Su; d As the moncy can 


Court has so declared. 
uals who paid it, let it be returned to the cotton- 
growing States for educational purposes. 


Mr. MORGAN. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire if that 
is the pa in New Orleans that advocates female ? 

Mr. Lark. 1 eso. I should think it would be likely to 
do that; it reads like a very excellent paper. It is the Daily Pica- 
Saturday, February 13. 

I have here a long letter from the office of the board of education in 
Wilmington, N. C. It is signed by Charles Miers. It is a very strong 
appeal for this national aid. The writer labors under the impression 
that the whole provision is to give aid for teachers, and says it ought 
to be made for the pore at large. I have here a letter from Spartan- 
burg, S. C. It is from William S. Morrison, superintendent of the city 
schools at that I think at Spartanburg is located one of the 
universities of the South. Speaking of this measure, he says: 


I beg you to use every effort in your power to get the bill through this session. 
I believe 9 would prove beneficial to every section of our country, I 
know the it proposes to give would prove a godsend to the South. 


I desire to read a strong, forcible article from the Boston Herald upon 
this same subject. It was alluded to in the article which I just read from 
the New Orleans Picayune, and I will read an extract from it as show- 
ing its opinion. Somebody in Connecticut has advanced the unac- 
countable doctrine that assistance to common schools is somehow prej- 
udicial, forgetful of the fact that there is hardly a State that has not a 
common-school fund larger than the whole amount of this appropria- 
tion and the expenditure there is given to the States—forgetful of the 
fact that our common schools generally depend upon educational funds 
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combined with taxation. He says that the common schools of Con- 
necticut came very near being ruined half a century ago by something 
like 50 cents or a dollar to each scholar, while the amount expended 
per capita for the children of Connecticut is, I think,some ten or twelve 
dollars. At all events in Massachusetts it was between $19 and $20, 
and the entire amount derived in the way of per capita contribution 
of the children of Connecticut at that time to the fand—it was a great 
many years ago—could not have been more than 75 cents or a dollar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. BLAIR. inly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator says that somebody in Connecticut 
expresses the view. I wish he would allow me to say that it is the 
opinion of the State board of education there that this bill is unwise. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know in regard to that. I would study it 
pretty closely before I relied very much on its opinion on such a ques- 
tion as this. 

This is an article from the Boston Herald, which I suppose is as good 
Democratic authority as there is in New England. The New York 
Evening Post, it seems, has quoted the Connecticut superintendent. 
By the way, I take occasion to say that so far as I know every, or nearly 
every, superintendent of public instruction in the United States, and the 
educators of the United States, all the great conventions, all the meth- 
ods for the expression of sentiment upon this subject through all the 
various avenues have disagreed with the board of education or the su- 

rintendent of the State of Connecticut upon the advisability of mak- 
ing this appropriation. The Boston Herald discusses the matter in this 
way: 

We do not think the experience of other States which received Federal aid 
was similar to that of Connecticut. Some of the Western States made excellent 
use of their land grants, and the income of the United States deposit fund in 
New York, which is distributed among the schools of the State, has never proved 
so great a detriment to the cause of education that the 8 proposed to give 
it up. The Southern case is not a parallel one, however this may be. In the 
first place, there never was a time when any of the Northern States was not 
fully equal to the task of supplying common-school accommodations and in- 
struction to all the children, without outside assistance. The property and the 
school-houses and teachers increased in lar ratio to the increase of popula- 
tion. Ourcontemporary will concede that this has not been the case at the South. 


Emancipation, the actof the nation, added one-third or more to the school popu- 
lation of the former slave States, and that after two-thirds of the property of 
region, reckoning the slaves as part of it, had been destroyed by war. 

The freedmen and their children had been kept in compulsory ignorance un- 
der the authority of the national Constitution, which and protected 
slavery. It was, therefore, physically impossible for the people of the Southern 
States to assume the task of educa’ this mass of ignoran Rev. 


are ili and the ratio of illit- 


cent. of the negroes over ten years of terate, 
Ta And this in fe Vive Be 


eracy for blacks and whites alike is in 
which Mr. Mayo bears testimony, that no le in human 0 
an effort so remarkable, all circumstances co’ asthe le of the South 
have done during the fifteen years, in what they have y do: 
schooling of their children.“ Last year the Southern States raised no less than 
$17,000,000 for school of which nearly one-third was for the education 
of their former slaves. many of the States the school tax is higher in pro- 
portion to the property than in Northern States that maintain a splendid school 
arean. And z% more than one-half the children of school age are growing up 
terate, or without primary instruction that is worthy of the name, 


If the Senate will bear with me I will in this connection introduce a 
short address by Mr. Mayo upon this precise 3 as part of my re- 
marks, in order that Senators may see it in the RECORD. Mr. Mayo, 
as all know, has t quite a number of years—some five or six at 
least—in traveling through the South, especially devoting his attention 
to the interests of the common schools. There is no State through 
which he has not traveled extensively, spending nearly all his time— 
so far as I know, all his time—in the effort to become thoroughly, rad- 
ically, if you please, acquainted with the wants of the Southern people 
with reference to the education of their children. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask, before consent is given for printing that 
document, how long it is? 


: Mr. BLAIR. This document is in coarse print, just three columns 
ong. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think there should be some understanding about 


the extent to which this privilege to print is to be accorded in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can read it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The rule of the Senate is not that of the other 
House by any means. We have not been in the habit of giving leave 
to print long speeches without having heard them. The Senator the 
other day put into the RECORD, under this privilege, very easily granted, 
forty-four of solid matter, costly composition, some of it tables, 
which had all appeared in the RECORD within two years, if I recollect. 
I do think that was a stretch of the privilege, and I ask merely in this 
case so that we may not be subject to the same result. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a good deal to be said on both sides of that 

uestion. 
i Mr. HAWLEY. I think not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there is, and if it were pertinent tothe passage 
of the bill I should try to say something on my side of it, too; but the 
Senator seems inclined to object to the printing of this matter, and, 
therefore I will read such extracts as I deem more important. 


Mr. ALLISON. Would it suit the Senator to go on in the morning? 
It is time to adjourn now, and if it would be a relief to the Senator 
from New Hampshire I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have only a little more to say, and I would prefer 
to end what little I wish to say to-day, so that some other Senator can 
take the floor in the morning. I shall not trouble the Senate more 
than five, or at the outside ten, minutes longer at this time. Dr. Mayo 
says in the course of his address: 

In every form in which the principle of national aid to education can be pre- 
sented, under the limitations of the original policy, the whole le, through 
the General Government, have constantly aided education in the tes. The 
Northwestern and Pacific States owe their present splendid school systems 
largely to the D pee. cody bounty, to say nothing of munificent private gifts from 
the East. And every State has established industrial education by the nation's 
aid. To question or turn aside this great central fact in national policy seems 
to us the caviling of the advocate rather than the wisdom of the statesman, 

If it be asserted that the proposition for national aid to education is novel, we 
reply — pote is as old as the nation. If unconstitutional, it has never been 
question in the national courts, and the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court, 
in a report in the Peabody school fund, has declared the question res adjudicata, 
If dangerous to State rights, the Government has never attempted this encroach- 
ment, Even in war time the Government grants for the freedmen were gener- 
ally administered by private agencies and State authorities, The last thing this 
nation will attempt will be to turn schoolmaster, If we are told that such aid 
demoralizes, we reply that the thirteen Northern States that have received the 
largest aid have done the most for themselves, and to-day can show the most 
splendid success in popular education that has been wroughtinany age or land. 
Indeed, the phenomenon of the representative in Congress of any of these States 
opposing national aid is one of the unsolved conundrums of our strange Ameri- 
can politics, 


In reference to the condition of the South he says: 

For myself, I have been among these 228 of the South, and know what 
they are doing. In every Southern State I find opposition, indifference, ob- 
struction of universal education, But in every State the opposition is a de- 
creasing minority, while the school public mes more intelligent, resolute, 
experienced, and effective every year, Every Southern State does better, some 
of the States much better, every year. There has been as much dishonest waste 
and mismanagement of school funds in several large cities of the Northern 
States as in the whole South since 1865. The Southern people to-day stand 
guard over the children’s money as no other papie money is watched in the 
3 With proper safeguards I see no peril of serious misuse of national 

Bearing upon this point I wish to put into the RECORD a table show- 
ing the appropriation by the several States of the amount which they 
received under the distribution of $28,000,000 of national money in 1836. 
It shows that nearly every State put that money thus coming from the 
national and coming in the form of taxation into their schools, 
some of them inadvertently, some of them unwisely, in many cases it 
was lost; but even where it was lost in latter years there has been leg- 
islation which-restored that fund to the common schools, so that the 
income from it in nearly every State is at the present time felt in the 
increasing efficiency of the common schools. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator refer to the distribution of the 
surplus fund in 1836? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think he has published all these tables within a 
week in the RECORD. ; y 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite mistaken, - It will not beany use 
to try to keep the substance of this case out of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD unless it is done by violation of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman is going to be petulant about it I 
will object to every extension of privilege of every description to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sure I have seen that in his 44 pages which 
he printed in the RECORD the other day. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is wrong about that. There is a table 
published showing theamount that went toeach State. The table which 
I now propose to put in the RECORD, and which I shall read every fig- 
ure and word if that be necessary to get it there, is a table prepared at 
my own solicitation, and which no mortal man has ever seen except 
those engaged in preparing it. It has been nowhere exceptin my hand 
since its preparation unless the computers edacopyofit. Itis 
a table of items ing the surplus-revenue deposit of 1837 and the 
ee use made by each State receiving a part thereof. Then the 
table Ws: . 


Names of States receiv- 
ing parts of the de- 
posits. 


Remarks as to the educational dispo- 


Amount re- 
co sition of the moneys received. x 


ived, 


I will read the details as to one State in order that the Senate may 
see what it is. It contains the enumeration of the States that received 
the money. I read Alabama as illustrative of what the whole table is: 
Alabama received $669,088.95, 8 per cent. interest, and since 1877, 4 
per cent. annually for public schools; and so I might go through with 
the whole. If the Senator objects, or if I can not have it printed as part 
of my remarks I will read it, but, of course, I prefer not to trouble the 

nate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have made no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then with the consent of the Senator—I thonght he 
would not object when he knew what it was—I shall have this table 
inserted in the RECORD. 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1485 
Items respecting the surplus revenue deposit of 1837 and the educational use made by each State receiving a part thereof.* 
Wace parte ot kere 2 Amount re- Remarks as to the educational disposition of the moneys received. 
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55 
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Wasted 
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8383388 


Mostly distributed 
Lent to counties; 

A loned to counties; in 

All but $100,000 invested as comm 


Apportion to coun! 
About $800,000 invested for 
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D 
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85 
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nm y 
Annual interest, $113, 
Deposited with the towns;” 
Wasted; as bank capital, &c, 


2, 198. 427 94 
Twenty-six States. . 28,181,644 91 


Wasted. 
Principal + $117,664.70 accumulated interest form a halfmillio: 
r capita; one ee pd distributed for schools. 
ce 1388, bou 5 
terest, after restoring losses of princi: spent for education, 
on-schoo! — lost pe Pao 1 ont 


cent. interest, and since 1877 4 per cent. interest annually for public schools, 
deposited with the towns; till 1835 about $33,000 interest was yearly expended for schools since then 


1,387.25 H pal exhausted 1841. 
wn bal $2,500 disteibated to the towns as “ funds,” the interest usable as thought best. 


n of the school fund, 
$33,000 yearly interest spent for schools. 
1861. 


wees oom ia therefrom, at 5 per cent, interest, were to make income for the common schools, 
0 

$166,733.07 trea since us the permanent school fund. 

I —.— r railroads, > 


priated at first for schools and academies; principal lost. 
n income generally used ſor common schools. pat 


See, in addition, Bourne's ‘History of the Surplus Revenue of 1837,” pages 122,123. The book appeared in New York; Putnams; 1885. 


I beg the peon of the Senator from Connecticut and that of the Sen- 
ate if I exhibit any warmth in this matter. It has been on my mind 
a great while. I om endured some taunts and abuse in re- 
gard to it, which were undeserved, but which I have borne for the sake 
of the cause. I am willing to bear even more if I can thereby subserve 
the advancement of this great cause, of the ultimate triumph of which 
T feel sure, 

I will not trouble the Senate longer to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 16, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D). 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal ef the proceedings of yes- 
terday. 
Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions be omitted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


SAC AND FOX AND IOWA INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following m from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 12th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a pha yea of a bill, pre- 
pared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to amend the third section of the act 
of March 3, 1885, to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian res- 
ervations in the States of Nebraska and K. and for purposes, The 
matter is presented for the consideration and action of oe a 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 15, 1886. 


REPORT OF GOVERNMENT DIRECTORS OF PACIFIC RAILWAY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 

the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con, acommunication, under 
date of the 9th instant, from the Secretary of the Interior, and the accompany- 
ing last annual report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific Rail. 
way Company. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 15, 1886. 


TESTING-MACHINE AT WATERTOWN ARSENAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the , transmitting an estimate of an appropriation for test- 
ing-machine, Watertown arsenal, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1887, submitted by the Secretary of War in lieu of former estimates; 
which was refi to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CESAR GONDALFO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms recommending an appropriation to pay judgment recovered by 
Cæsar Gondalfo for refund of proceeds of customs forfeiture; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Reese 
indefinitely, on account of the sickness of his father. 


SUITS BY UNITED STATES TO CANCEL PATENTS. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. S. I am directed by the Committee on 
the J axed for sh back the following resolution with a resolution 
thereon; and considering the importance of the matter, and in order that 
the Committee on the Judiciary may consider the business promptly, if 
the House thinks proper to pass the resolution, I ask on behalf of the 
committee unanimous consent for its nt consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and re- 
port to the House, accompan: * Tina report by a bill if deemed best 

First. Whether under existing law, and if so under what law, the Attorney- 
General has authority at the instance and in the interest of private corporations 
or of individuals, in the name and at the expense of the United States, to insti- 
tute and carry on or defend suits to cancel or annul letters patent issued 
to citizens of the United States under the laws thereof on acconnt of inventions 
or 5 said United States having no pecuniary or other interest there- 


; an 

Second. Whether, if said authority exist and its continuance be deemed wise 
in the judgment of the committee, law conferring the same should not be 
made so specific as that es in interest would be apprised with certainty in 
what cases and under what conditions they might look to the Government of 
the United States to undertake the burden of their litigations in that behalf. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present eonsideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Allow the resolution which the committee report 
to be read also before the request for unanimous consent is submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 100, munding certain questions as to judicial proceedings to vacate 
letters pes for inventions and discoveries, with a view to know whether the 
law in regard needs amendment, and if so, what amendment, have had the 
same under consideration, and because of the importance of the subject suggest 
the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be required to answer the 
questions by said resolution No. 100 propounded, and advise the House as to the 
present state of the law on said subject, and report any amendment deemed 

if they find that the law in that regard needs amendment, and that the 
commi! may report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

The Chair understands that this second resolution, reported by the 
committee, refers to the resolution referred originally to the committee, 
and is not a substitute for it, but seems to be an addition to it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is the intention of the committee. 
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The SPEAKER. Then it will be necessary to pass both resolutions. 


Mr. HAMMOND. That is the motion. Our resolution covers the 
other, that is, it requires us to answer it; and the resolution recom- 
mended by the committee is designed to authorize the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report upon the present state of the law and what 
amendments are necessary or needed, so that it covers the other resolu- 
tion by reference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question will be on 
the adoption of the resolution reported by the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose this is virtually a motion to recommit 
with instructions the resolution referred to the committee proposing to 
instruct the Committee on the Judiciary to make inquiry and report. 

The SPEAKER. The committee report back that resolution accom- 
panied by another, which seems to instruct the committee to make the 
investigation proposed in the original resolution and report to the 
House such amendments to the law as may be deemed necessary. 

Mr. HAMMOND. We have no authority to make the investigation 
without that authority. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF BILL. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yesterday I introduced a bill (H. R. 5731) granting a 
pension to Susan Woolley. I have since learned that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] earlier in the session introduced the same 
bill. I desire now to withdraw the bill which I introduced yesterday. 

There being no objection, the bill indicated was withdrawn. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the committees 
for reports. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ALTON. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a substi- 
tute for H. R. 2928, a bill (H. R. 5861) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Alton, III., and for other 
purposes; which was a first and second time, and, with the ac- 
companying report, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 

rin 
: House bill No. 2928 was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS WEST CHANNEL OF DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction 
of a bridge across the west channel of Detroit River to connect Belle 
Isle Park with the mainland; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the amendment and accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 

Mr. JAMES. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures to report back with an adverse recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 5690) for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes, and 
to ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar, 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask leave to file the views of the minority upon this 
bill. 


There being no objection, leave was given to file the views of the 
minority, and that they be printed with the report. 

Mr. BLAND. I beg to give notice that the question will be called 
up at the earliest possible moment by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures for the consideration of the House. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SAN LUIS OBISPO. 


Mr, MORROW, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 3228, a bill (H. R. 5862) making un appropriation for 
establishing a light-house and fog-signal at San Luis Obispo, Cal.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 3228 was laid on the table. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT POINT SUR. 


Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 3229, a bill (H. R. 5863) making an appropria- 
tion for the commencement of a light-house and fog-signal at Point 
Sur, California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Hoani Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

House bill No. 3229 was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 1601, a bill (H. R. 5864) for the pe edeni neh ofa 
bridge across Staten Island Sound; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 1601 was laid on the table. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT CASTLE HILL, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported,as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 1134, a bill (H. R. 5865) for the establishment of a 
light-house on Castle Hill, entranceto Newport Harbor, Rhode Island; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calender, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 1134 was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH FRANCIS. 


Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symrpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate requested the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 637) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Hudson, N. Y. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 


follo titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S. 53) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of Cal- 
ifornia; and 


A bill (S. 579) granting the franking privilege to Julia D. Grant. 
NATIONAL CEMETERY AT KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5098, a bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the 
national cenietery at Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred tothe House Calender, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5098 was laid on the table. 


VOLUNTEERS IN NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. LAIRD. I am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs to 
report, as a substitute for House joint resolution 41 and the bill H. R. 
2848, a bill (H. R 5867) authorizing the President of the United States 
to raise two regiments of volunteer cavalry in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona to suppress Indian hostilities therein. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can not properly report a substitute 
for two bills. 

Mr. LAIRD. I report this in lieu of the joint resolution and bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the original measures will 
be laid on the table and the bill reported by the committee will be 
read twice and referred. 

There being no objection, House joint resolution 41 and the bill H. 
R. 2848 were laid on the table, and the bill (H. R. 5867) was read 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to file a minority report on that bill, to be 
printed with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 


O. EASTMOND AND J. W. ATTWILL. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar 
Eastmond and James W. Attwill; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 40) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. 
Attwill; and the same was laid on the table. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 60) grant- 
mga medal to Lieut. Louis F. Ellis for heroic conduct in joining the 

rlorn-hope storming party at Port Hudson, June 15, 1863; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4235) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to prepare medals of honor to be bestowed 
upon certain Pennsylvania volunteer soldiers of the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CARRIAGE OF UNITED STATES MAILS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4864) to enforce the 
obligation to carry the mails of the United States; which was referred to 
the ne Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rin 
£ Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to present the views of 
the minority upon the bill just reported by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. RreGs] and to have them printed with the report of the majority. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of 
aged, disabled, deceased, and worn-out postal clerks who have devoted 
the best years of their lives to the transit mail service, and who have 
been or may hereafter be in the employ of the Post-Office Department 
in the arduous and hazardous service therein mentioned for a period of 
not less than twenty years; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2113) granting 
a gratuity to persons having served faithfully twenty-five continuous 
years in the postal serviceof the United States, or who, after ten 
of faithfal service, shall have become mentally or physically led; 

which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
ESTABLISHING A MAIL-ROUTE. 

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back "adversely a joint memorial and resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Nevada, in relation to establishing a mail-route from the town 
of Austin, in Lander County, to the town of Bernice, in Churchill 
County, Nevada; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4993) to eb the 
act of June 15, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LAND DISTRICT IN WYOMING. 

Mr. LAFFOON, from the Committee on the Public rted 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2924) to establish a new land 
district in the Territory of Wyoming; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE INDIAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 755) to refer the claims of the Eastern 
and Western Bands of Cherokee Indians to the Court of Claims; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 206) to ES, 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, O 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in Springfield, Mo.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and en 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase of 
a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in 
San Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid P. 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 556) ting a pension to Bri Sher- 
lock; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT M’ ALEXANDER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to Rob- 
ert McAlexander; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 533) granting a pension to Thomas Fer- 
guson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS SIMPSON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas 


son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DELILAH KNILL. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to De- 
lilah Knill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M. COON. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Thomas M. Coon; 
which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. ROBSON. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Peusions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4915) to amend paragraph 3 of section 
4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FIDELIA A. CHENEY. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. GETTIS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2196) granting a to Sarah A. 
Gettis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PETER F. SAEMAN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Sae- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which was severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4227) for the relief of Mrs. Anna Houghtelin; 

A bill (H. R. 2152) granting a pension to Daniel S. Graves; and 

A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to John F. Donabower. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SWOPE, by unanimous consent the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions was from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: : 

A bill (H. R. 2055) ting a pension to Theodore Artz; and 

A bill (H. R. 4689 the Nell of the children of the late Surgeon 
Albert M. Owen, and to fr the rl their pensions. 


On motion of Mr. ELLSBERRY, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of John S. Chisum; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


M. S. CLAY. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to M. S. Clay; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CUDBERTH STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 927) granting a pension to 
Cudberth Stone; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JANE DEVEREUX. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported. 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Jane 
Devereux; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY ANN MURPHY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4538) granting a pension 
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to Mary Ann Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom panying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WALTER S. HAYNES. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension 
to Walter S. Haynes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. OHARA, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
di from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4730) for 
the relief of Mary Murphy; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5314) conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to investigate private and domestic claims and demands 
other than war claims against the United States; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the Committee on War Claims was 
i from the rurther consideration of the bill (H. R. 2790) for 
the relief of Anna W. Osborne, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
SILAS QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 528) for the relief of Silas Quackenbush; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PIKE. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 527) forthe relief of William Pike; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 529) for the relief of George W. Baldwin, 
Charles L. Baldwin, and Dora Thompson; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief of Richard Middleton; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON ORDNANCE. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 11,100 ad- 
ditional copies of the e the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships 
be printed; 100 copies for the use of the committee to be distributed to those 
w contributed to the appendix to said report, 1,000 each to the War and 
Navy Departments, 3,000 for the use of the Senate, and 6,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS, 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4420) to authorize the publica- 
tion of a new edition of the Postal Laws and Regulations; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL REGISTER. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Printing, re- 

rted back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the 
Tistribution of the Official Register of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL REPORT. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 58) porary eae ) the print- 
ing of naval report; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GREELY EXHIBIT. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports has been com- 
pleted, and under the rules the hour for the consideration of bills be- 
gins at nine minutes before 1 0 clock p.m. The pending question is the 
consideration of joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing the several 
Executive Departments of the Government to loan to the North, Cen- 


tral, and South American Exposition at New Orleans.certain articles 
for exhibit, reported from the Committee on Commerce by the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. IRION]. The gentleman yielded to his col- 
league (Mr. BLANCHARD) for fifteen minutes and he Das forty-five min- 
utes remaining. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled, That it is desirable, in any way consistent with existin, 
laws, and without risk Government property or expense to the Natio’ 
Treasury, to encou the effort being made for the development of ind 
and commercial relations by the North, Central, and South American Ex — 
tion at New Orleans, and it be, and isthereby, approved that the heads of the 
several Executive Departments shall, in whatever respect they may in their 
judgment see convenient and proper, loan any articles or material suitable to 
such purpose: Provided, That such loan be made entirely at the expense 
and on the hy e of said American Exposition, and not be of ma- 
terial needed for use in cither Department and shall not in any way interrupt 
the daily routine of duty or order in any branch of the Government, and shall 
be returned to the De 


partment, in good order, within one month after the close 
of the exposition. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have an amendment which I wish to 
propose at the proper time to the pending joint resolution. 

. CANNON. Let me ask the Chair whether this bill may con- 
sume another hour in its consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It may. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I should like to ask the 
me a portion of the time in opposition to the bill. 
have ten minutes. 

Mr. IRION. I will yield to the gentleman. 

This joint resolution was introduced at the request of the commis- 
sioners of thirty-one States and Territories. I ask to have read their 
letter addressed to Captain Buck, director-general. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NORTH, CENTRAL, AXD SOUTH AMERICAN Exrosrriox, 
New Orleans, December 19, 1888. 
ot: Sır: Herewith please find resolutions signed relative to Mr. Hill's mis- 
na Very respectfully, 
Capt. SAMUEL II. BUCK, : 
Director-General. 


gentleman to yield to 
I should be glad to 


CHAS. B. TURRILL, Secretary. 


NEW ORLEANS, LA., December 19, 1888. 

Whereas the time has arrived when we, as State and Territorial commissioners, 
in charge at the North, Central, and South American Exposition, can with pride 
and confidence recommend to the world the wonderful display now in place for 
inspection, contrast, and stady as well worthy a visit by the people of this and 
other nations; and, "3 

Second, That we learn that the Government exhibit and a part called the 
“ Greely exhibit,” that were in this building during the late“ World's Exposi- 
tion,” remain unpacked in Washington, and a resolution of Congress is all that 
is wanting to get them to this exposition, and believing thata resolution of such 
character as would permit all unpacked articles to be sent to this exposition to 
be placed where they can be seen would meet the cordial indorsement of the 
constituents of every Congressman: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the commissioners of the several States and Territories now present 
al the North, Central, and {South American Exposition, That we unanimously re- 
quest the Congress of the United States to pass such a resolution as will to that 
body seem meet and proper to the attainment of the end prayed for. 

Resolved, That having unbounded confidence in Col. Charles S. Hill, commis- 
sioner consular exhibits, Washington city, that this action of our board be sent 
to him and he be asked to present the same to Congress in order that speedy ac- 
tion may be had in the premises. 

Resolved, That the secretary prepare an official copy of the above preamble 
and resolutions, and that when so prepared the same shall be or dr by each 
commissioner and referred to the director-general for such further action as 
the board of management may deem best, and then forwarded to Washington, 


D. C. 

Wm. B. Sloan, Commissioner for New Mexico; F. M. Murphy, Commissioner 
for Arizona; L. Metesser,Commissioner for Indiana; William Bullitt, assistant 
Commissioner for Louisiana; S. J. T. Johnson, Commissioner for Texas; D. 
McRae, Commissioner for Arkansas; Wm. J. Demarest, Assistant Commissioner 
for New Jersey; J. B. Mead, Commissioner for V. ont; J. A. Nichols, Assistant 
Commissioner for Massachusetts; Olive Wright, Commissioner for Colorado; 
W. M. Havenor, Commissioner for Nevada; Charles W. Squires, Commissioner 
for Missouri; Chas. B. Turrill, Commissioner for California; E. W. Allen, Com- 
missioner for Oregon; J. Soulé Smith, Commissioner for Kentucky; Albert 
Strassburger, Commissioner for Alabama; T. H. Glenn, Commissioner for IIli- 
nois; II. S. Fairall, Commissioner for Iowa; Geo. W. Ashby, Acting Commissioner 
for Kansas; J. B. „Comm mer for Maine; Ramsey Whorton, Commis- 
sioner for Mississippi; E. F. Gage, Commissioner for New Hampshire; W.C. 
Bates, Commissioner for Rhode Island; A. L. Redden, Commissioner for South 
Carolina; L. B. McWhirter, Acting Commissioner for Tennessee; C. M. Pendle- 
ton, Commissioner for West Virginia; A.J. Macnab, Commissioner for Idaho; 
J.B. Read, Commissioner for Montana; P. E. Connor, Commissioner for Utah; 
Ezra Mecker, Commissioner for Washington; Homer Merrill, Commissioner for 


Wyoming. 
se New ORLEANS, December 7, 1885. 


Dear Sin: Learning through Director-General S. H. Buck that official busi- 
ness had called you to Washington, and that while there you would lend your 
aid toward securing the return here of certain exhibits of the Government which 
were interesting and instructive features of the World's Industrial and Cotton 
Centennial Exposition, the board of State and Territorial commissioners at the 
North, Central, and South American Exposition desires to express its 7 
tion of so laudable an effort, and to co-operate as far as in its power to do in ac- 
complishing the desired result. To that end the undersigned were appointed to 
give expression to the sentiments of the board in that behalf. 

It is proper to recall the fact that the North, Central, and South American Ex- 
tgrowth very 


ly from the States and Territories of this Union, ro- 
specta which none more grand and useful was ever seen. ut 
nearly one-half of the time specified by the act of Congress creating it covering 
its duration had passed before its ect state was reached, and the benefits de- 
rived from it, though great, were far short of the measure of usefulness it might 
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have achieved had it been completed earlier. This idea was general among the 
members of the board of the United States commissioners, as was shown by the 
nearly unanimous vote of that body in favor of holding a similar exposition in 
1885-86. 

The North, Central, and South American Exposition, now in pronto, aom- 
prises in the Government and States building exhibits from thirty-seven 
and Territories, and while a few States are nt that were represented last 
year, others that were absent then are represented now. and most of the exhib- 
its are finer and more instructive than they were a year ago. * 

The very large space occupied by the Government eee year is nearly 


ent ex 
abroad; the exhibits from South and Central America here or on the way will 
be larger and finer than they were last year, and there can be no doubt that one 
of the prime objects of this exposition, to wit, extending the commerce of this 
country with those nations, will be greatly subserved. In order that the results 
of this ex tion may be as useful, interesting, and far-reaching as possible, it 
is the desire of the board of State and Territorial commissioners to cordially co- 
operate in all measures which are calculated to secure that object and to second 
the efforts made to insure the return of the Government exhibits referred 
This board is heartily in accord with you, sir, in your efforts in this s 
and appreciating the interest you have evinced from the first in this great enter- 
prise, it bids you God speed in your endeavors to promote its success. 


Yours, very truly, 
T. H. GLENN, Illinois, 
JOHN B. MEAD, Vermon 
WM. B. SLOAN, New Mexico, 
Commitice of United States State Commissioners. 
Col. CHARLES S. HILL, 


Commissioner Consular Exhibits 
Norih, Central, and South American Exposition al New Orleans, La. 

Mr. IRION. It will be seen that these resolutions are offered at the 
request of the commissioners representing thirty-one States and Terri- 
tories of the United States, and the only objection made to the passage 
of the joint resolution making this loan the other day was that the 
Government of the United States might have to pay the freight on these 
exhibits back to Washington city. 

It seems to me, sir, that that is a very small objection to a request 
coming from such a large and respectable body as this. But in order 
to meet that objection, and to show that it should have no weight in 
the consideration of the resolution, I have since been informed that a 
contract has already been made with the railroads sho that only 
one freight shall be paid; that is to say, the freight shall be paid one 
way before the exhibits leave Washington, and the railroads are then 
under contract to return them free of charge. So it will be seen that 
there can be no reasonable apprehension on the part of the United States 
that there will be any outlay or expenditure of any kind in restoring 
the exhibits to this city. Besides that, sir, this resolution authorizes 
and directs the heads of Departments to see that all tees 
are taken ſor the saſe return of the exhibits, ſor their care While in the 
custody of the association, and that the Government shall be involved in 
no expense in connection therewith. I do not desire to enter upon a 
lengthy discussion of the subject, and will therefore yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNoN]. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana, in view of 
the fact that I can not even briefly state the factsin five minutes, whether 
he will not consent to yield a 1 time to this side? 

Mr. IRION. If the time accorded to the gentleman is not sufficient 
we will willingly extend it. 

Mr. CANNON. There are a number of my colleagues who would 
like to have a little time, and I will ask the gentleman if he can not 
yield to this side, say, twenty minutes? 

Mr. IRION. I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman. We have 
but forty-five minutes of the time remaining altogether. 

Mr. CANNON. Still I would suggest to the gentleman that it would 
seem that the time should be divided evenly; and if it meets his view, 
I would be very glad if he would so indicate. 

Mr. IRION. I am unable, in view of the time promised to other 
gentlemen, to yield more than fifteen minutes. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 er, [would be very glad to have the Chair 
call my attention to the when I have exhausted seven minutes of 
the time. 


I have had some experience touching appropriations which were made 
for the Centennial Exposition at New Orleans. I recollect very well 
that in February, 1883, an act was passed to loan the name of the 
United States to the World’s Cotton Centennial Exposition. That 
proposition was discussed at length in this House, and gentlemen who 
were in favor of it were profuse in their statements that in no event 
would the United States be liable or have one cent to pay on that ac- 
count, and that they only wanted the name of the Government to give 
dignity and respectability to the enterprise. That act, Mr. S er, 
‘was passed, and with a clause init providing that the President of the 
United States should issue invitations on behalf of the United States, 
and that the United States should not be responsible for any expendi- 
ture whatever. Sections 7, 8, and 9 of that act were as follows: 

Sec. 7. That no com tion for services shall be paid to the commissioners or 
other officers provided by this act from the Treasury of the United States; andthe 


United States shall not be liable for any of the expenses attending such exhibi- 
tion or by reason of the same, $ 
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Sec. g. That whenever the President shall be informed by the said board of man- 
agement that provision bas been made forsuitable buildings, or the erection ofthe 
same, for the purposes of said exposition, the President shall, threugh the De- 
partment of State, make prociamation of the same, setting forth the timeat which 
the exhibition will open, and the place at which it will be held, and such board 
of ent shall communicate to the diplomatic representatives of all na- 
tions copies of the same and a copy of this act, together with such regulations as 
may 5 by said board of management, for publication in their respective 
oy 9. That the President be requested to send, in the name of the United 
States, invitations to the governments of other nations to be represented and take 
part in said World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, to be held in 
some city of the United States, to be hereafter selected as aforesaid. 

The invitations were accordingly issued. Afterward, when the build- 
ings were in part completed and the peoples of different nations were 
already arriving with their exhibits in pursuance of the invitation, the 
alternative was presented to Congress of allowing the exposition to fail 
or to loan to the exposition $1,000,000, which it was represented would 
be repaid. So, rather than to have the Government disgraced, the act 
of May 21, 1884, was passed providing for said loan and that the pro- 
ceeds of the exposition after the payment of current expenses of admin- 
istration should be applied to the repaymentof the loan. Wesupposed 
that would be the end of it. But not so, On July 7, 1884, another 
act was passed providing that the Government should furnish an ex- 
hibit at its own expense both as to preparation, transportation, and 
care for this exhibit, and we appropriated for that purpose the sum of 
$300,000. We supposed that would surely be the end; but again not 
so. On March 3, 1885, this exposition again came and said that many 
contracts had been made, the construction of the buildings had gone on, 
that they had debts for that construction after the consumption of the 
million of dollars which had been granted by the Government due in 
nearly all the States; that a large part of the world was at the expo- 
sition; that this country was largely represented, nearly all the States 
were present, and the alternative was presented to make a further ap- 
propriation of $335,000 or see a failure. Mechanics’ liens were to be 
enforced; there were the foreign exhibitors; there were debts due for 
material which had been furnished and for which no payments had 
been made; and again we were confronted with disgrace to the Gen- 
eral Government, having loaned its name to the exposition, or vote an 
appropriation of $335,000 to pay these debts. We voted that appro- 
oriation, but tried to against further loss. What was it? That 
the debts outside of the State of Louisiana should be first paid out of 
the $335,000. What was the result? The $335,000 was exhausted 
and 90 per cent. of the debts for construction and ditures paid 
outside of the State of Louisiana, but the debts inside of the State not 
paid and 10 per cent. of those outside of the State unpaid. 

What is the further result? All the premiums that were to be paid 
by this exposition are unpaid. 

The Secretary of the Treasury writes the following letter as to the 
expenditure of this appropriation: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 15, 1886, 


Sır: In compliance with the — — of the clerk of the Committee on Appro- 
——- I have the honor to inform you that the appropriation made at the 
session of Congress for final aid to the World's Industrial and Cotton Cen- 
tennial Exposition at New Orleans having proved insufficient for Gio permes of 
claims of persons living and doing business outside of the State of Louisiana, 
which are preferred by the terms of the act of appropriation, the claims for pre- 
miums awarded by the exposition have not been considered by the Department. 
An installment of 74.7 per cent. has been paid by the Department, amounting to 
$265,642.55, and a second payment of 15 per cent. is now being made, which, 
with about $15,000 reserved to meet disputed claims, will practically exhaust the 


—— yours 
J. N. „ 


Hon. J. G. CANNON, 
House of Representatives. 

Failure again, after the Government has expended $1,650,000 to that 

ition. And now the Committee on Commerce comes and reports 
a bill. Whatfor? That the Government shall loan its exhibits to an 
exposition at New Orleans, to be held in the same building, under a 
different name itis true, but nevertheless an exposition at the same 
place and by the successors of the Cotton Exposition. 

Now I am not going to vote for that loan, because I believe it has been 
demonstrated the Government can not touch an exposition at this point 
without failure. Ah, but the gentlemen say that these exhibits are to 
be without expense and to be returned without expense, 
and all that kind of thing. If the exhibits get down there, how do we 
know they will be returned without expense? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to answer him? 

Mr. CANNON. I will, if the gentleman will yield meas much time 
as he occupies in his answer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no time to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I can not yield. How do we know these ex- 
hibits yat be returned without appropriations being made to pay for 

em? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ishall occupy two more minutes. 

If I understand correctly this is a sort of international exposition down 
there. The people of the South and Central American republics and 
possibly of Mexico are to be present and the people of the United States 
are to be present at this exposition. And I say that you may write it 


W. E. SMITH, Assistant Secretary. 
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into this act in the 
United States be 3 
yet when our exhibit goes there, 
the common mind it will be an indorsement 
very much fear in the future as in the past they will come and say, 
“You permitted your exhibits to go there, and the honor of the nation 
uires that a further appropriation should be made from the at 
kind of thing was commenced in 1876, the centennial year, when 
we loaned a million, I believe, or a million anda half. That was paid 
back in full. In light of subsequent events, notwithstanding it was 
paid back in full and that a ificent exposition was held there, I 
doubt whether that loan was wise, because it ere to have opened 
the door for a great many other propositions; and they are coming still 
trooping after. It occurs to me it is time Congress should decline to 
make further loans or further appropriations. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] two minutes. 

Mr. ROWELL. It seems to me that Congress can not in any way 
have anything to do with this exposition without disgracing itself. I 
remember the statements made on the floor of this House which induced 
the loan of a million dollars to the exposition at New Orleans. In re- 

to the amount of money subscribed, I remember a confession in 
next session that the statement was incorrect. I remember further 
that a part of that subscription in New Orleans was so made as to get 
it all back for the city and more. I remember again a detailed state- 
ment of all indebtedness and the amount of premiums presented at that 
second session, and that we made an appropriation upon that detailed 
statement and the assurance of the authorities of that exposition that it 
covered every dollar of the indebtedness due. And yet when we made 
appropriations covering the indebtedness it oy pak 90 per cent., and 
every dollar of the premiums intended to be provided foris yet unpaid. 
My own district has some $15,000 awarded and designed to be covered by 
that appropriation under the statement of its authorities, and not a dol- 
lar of the amount has been paid. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. Duxx). Five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPEURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There ought to be, it seems to me, some valid 
reason given for the passage of this joint resolution. These articles that 
are to be sent away from the capital belong to the public; they have 
hoca procuren Stie Epis ok IDA TIT; we have here r places 
where they should be kept, where it is known to the public that they 
are to be kept, where many visitors coming to this city desire to see 
them. 

Now, what is the reason for changing their location? Here is an as- 
sociation of men in the city of New Orleans that are engaged in an en- 
terprise to make money for themselves. This is purely a private enter- 

rise for the purpose of pecuniary profit. The profit is to their stock- 
ers who have fallen heirs, through some kind of legerdemain, some 
kind of chicane, to the appropriations that have heretofore been made. 
They own the product of these appropriations. Now they want to util- 
ize them, and they want that not only the Government should go to the 
expense of preparing this exposition but that they should farnish all 
that makes it attractive or desirable. It seems to me that these gentle- 
men, whoare all proponents of this scheme, would not favor the proviso 
which I have drawn and which I shall propose to add to this bill, as 
follows: 


Provided, That the articles so sent to New Orleans shall be returned in season 


for the annual agricultural fairs of the country: And hat any 


Surther, That 
State agricultural fair association desiring the use of said articles for exhibition 
shall be entitled on request to have such use. 


These agricultural fairs are public institutions. They are not organ- 
ized for private pecuniary benefit. They are not close corporations. 
They are institutions in which the people of the country generally are 
interested. In some localities the annual horse-trot does not now draw 
as it did formerly. [Laughter.] And it would be desirable to have 
something additional in the way of attractions, and why not let the 
Government send these exhibits to these different agricultural associa- 
tions? Why not keep them around? Why should New Or- 
leans have all the benefits that flow from the ex: y liberal ex- 

penditures that have been made from the Treasury? I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that this bill ought not to pass. There is no guarantee pro- 
vided for the safe return of these exhibits; and, in view of the very 
many incorrect statements that have been made, or at least the dis- 
appointments that the people have suffered in connection with the ex- 
position at New Orleans, gentlemen ought not to feel aggrieved if we 
do not receive with the utmost credulity all the statements that may 
be made here with regard to it. Undoubtedly the friends of this bill 
are prepared to believe, and do believe, that these valuable articles will 
be returned without cost to the Government; but what guarantee is 
there? We were told three years ago that if we would vote for a propo- 
sition to loan a million dollars to the New Orleans exposition the money 
would be returned. We were told that if we would give another ap- 


eee ee emmy 
y or indirectly whatever happens, 
the exhibit of the United States, to 
the Government, and I 


propriation of $335,000 it would make the institution a success. Did 
that make it a success? Did not that exposition become bankrupt ? 
Was it not sold out, and are not the promoters of this new exposition —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. InTON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. IRION. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. HAHN]. 

Mr. HAHN. The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] asks for a valid reason why this resolution should pass. I will 
endeavor in the very few moments allowed me to give the House a 
good and sufficient reason for passing it. Theattack that has been made 
to-day upon the Centennial Cotton Exposition at New Orleans, while 
just in many particulars, does not in any manner apply to the institu- 
tion named in this resolution. The Centennial Cotton Exposition, 
which was in operation in New Orleans a year ago, was an ition 
suggested and organized by the cotton-plantersoftheSouth. They got 
up an immense corporation and procured aid not only from the Na- 
tional Government, but also from the State government of Louisiana 
and the municipal government of the city of New Orleans. There were 
men and editors in that city of intelligence and public spirit who pre- 
dicted at the very beginning that the enterprise would be a failure be- 
cause there were too many leading politicians and State officials con- 
nected with it; and it did turn out a financial failure, though in all 
other respects it was a splendid success. The buildings erected by the 
management of thatexposition were probably the most extensive of any 
exposition buildings ever erected up to that time in any part of the 
world, The exhibits which came there from all parts of the United 
States and foreign nations were unsurpassed and unrivaled by those of 
any former exposition; and let me say to the House that the people 
of New Orleans did not make the profit out of that enterprise which the 
gentleman who last spoke seems to su Every manufacturer in 
the United States, every exhibitor whose manufactures were on exhibi- 
tion there and were deserving, got his share of the profits. The trade 
that was opened up between the Southern country and these Northern 
manufacturers has continued from that time to this; and there is not 
a State in the broad Union that has not profited by that enterprise. 

When that exposition closed some of the public-spirited people of New 
Orleans thought it a great pity to have those magnificent buildings torn 
down and destroyed and sold for old lumber and old iron. Consequently 
a number of them, withoutany aid from any government or any polit- 
ical corporation, national, State, or municipal, put their hands in their 
own pockets and bought those buildings from the former management 
and paid cash for them. Those gentlemen are now “‘running’’ this new 
institution. They, in common with all the good people in the Mississippi 
Valley, thought that it was about time to endeavor to open a trade with 
the Central and South American nations, and they therefore got up this 
exposition of the three Americas North, Central, and South America. 
They have devoted not only their money but their time and their efforts 
to this enterprise day and night; they have shown commendable energy 
and vigor, and they do not now ask one cent of aid from this Govern- 
ment. This new exposition is not managed as the former one was, nor 
by the same men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAHN (to Mr. Intron). Please allow me two minutes more. 

Mr. IRION. I yield my colleague two minutes more of my time. 

Mr. HAHN, I was saying, sir, that this institution was not man- 
aged as the former exposition was. This exposition may be well de- 
scribed, in the language of the greatest and best man this country 
ever produced, as an institution of the people, for the people, and by 
the people.“ Now, what are these exhibits that are asked for? They 
are not in use or wanted at the present time in this city. They consist 
in part of large charts and maps showing the grandeur and vastness and 
beauty of this country; some of the articles are souvenirs of the Greely 
expedition, calculated to arouse a spirit of enterprise, daring, and patri- 
otism in the people, especially the young, who see them. As I have 
said, they are not in use. They are boxed up in this city. They have 
been but recently returned from the Louisville or other expositions. 
They are a superfluity in the Departments. There is scarcely room for 
them here. They are not even unpacked, and all these gentlemen at 
New Orleans ask is permission to take these exhibits to New Orleans 
at their own cost and exhibit them there for one or two months. Some 
doubts have been expressed by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN RNON ] 
as to whether the exhibits, if loaned, will ever be returned. Why, sir, 
it is well known that the New Orleans Exposition pays its freight upon 
articles sent to it before they areshipped toitand before receiving them, 
or rather when they are shipped; and that freight covers both the going 
andthecoming. Furthermore, thehead and frontof thisinstitution, its 
president, is himself a prominent railroad man as well as high-toned 
citizen, and he will see to it and will pledge his honor that the ex- 
hibits are safely returned. Now, sir, suppose the exhibits were there 
at the end of the exposition, and the United States Government should 
unfortunately be compelled to bring them back here, the amount will 
be a mere bagatelle, unworthy theattention of a House like this, which 
frequently votes $25,000, $50,000, or $100,000 with less debate than 
this trifling and insignificant measure has called forth. 
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Mr. IRION. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. O NEL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. er, I merely wish to say 
a few words in reply to my distingui friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon], who has intimated that the loaning of these articles to this 
exposition would be somewhat of an indorsement of the enterprise by 

and that those concerned in it might come hereafter with a 
claim for money. Did I understand the gentleman aright ? 

Mr. CANNON. I said that former legislation had provided against 
any responsibility on the part of the Government, yet that the Gov- 
ernment had been committed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I merely wish to state this, which 
may as well go on record, that at the Centennial Exposition at Phila- 
delphia, to which the Government sent exhibits, there was a Govern- 
ment building; and one of the most attractive parts of that tion 
was the Government exhibits. Now, the gentleman knows that did 
not make Congress responsible for one dollar that the Centennial Expo- 
sition may have expended. My friend from Kansas has said, You 
have the Centennial Exposition here asking back the million and a half 
of dollars which was refunded.” Those people have been here, as they 
had a right to be, in a dignified way. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to 1 Sie my friend that the parties who paid 
that money in Philadelphia have been here repeatedly knocking at the 
doors of to be reimbursed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Not ‘‘ knocking’? much to be re- 
imbursed.’? They have been here by memorial and have been heard 
occasionally by a committee of this Honse—by the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations; and they may be here again. If they should come, they 

ka a right to come here. And I give notice now to the House that 

whenever the persons interested in the New Orleans exposition come 

here to be reimbursed or to have a dollar of money paid them for any 

deficiency you will find those interested in the Centennial vene 

asking to be paid back the million and a half dollars which I was 
ly taken away from them. 

But I rose simply to state that there was no responsibility incurred by 
the loan to the Centennial Exposition of the articles exhibited by the 
United States. It did not make the Government ible in any way; 
and the proof of this is found in the very fact that that tion had 
to pay the million and a half dollars which had been loaned in good faith 
and which was paid back in good faith. Yet I will not deny the fact 
that there has been and isa hope that this amount will be reimbursed, 
as it rightfully should be. 

Mr. IRION. I yield three minutes to my friend from Illinois [Mr. 


DUNHAM]. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. CANNON] would 
have the House understand that this is practically a loan to expo- 
sition either in the shape of money or something that is equal to money. 
I wish to say for the benefit of the House, and especially of gentlemen 
who were not here in the Forty-eighth Congress, that when we appro- 
riated $1,000,000 for the benefit of the New Orleans exposition we 
ew just as well as we knew the sun was shining that we would never 
getonecentofitback. Weappropriated that money with our 8 
open and understood perfectly well what we were doing. The was 
made that though the Governnent might never get any of the 
back it was a good thing for the benefit of the country to have the ex- 
position in New Orleans. 

Mr. Speaker, the present proposition is simply to loan these Govern- 
ment exhibits, many of which are now here in the Departments re- 
turned from the former exhibition, having never been unpacked and 
being all ready to go again. If necessary, as the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN ] says, they can go also to other institutions. There is 
no harm in the United States Government assisting the different States 
of this country. We need not be afraid of doing something for the 
benefit of some particular State or section of this common country. I 
can see no objection to a proposition of this kind, as it involves no ex- 
pense to the Government. It can not result in any loss to the Govern- 
ment, and does not require the appropriation of a single cent. 

I propose, Mr. Speaker, at the proper time to offer an amendment 
providing with absolute certainty that there shall be no expense to the 
Government in the rtation of these articles to and from New 
Orleans, and that a bond be given to the satisfaction of the several De- 
partments that no damage shall accrue to any article loaned, and that 
the Government shall be guaranteed against any expense whatever. 

Mr. IRION. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
ur NE. Er. Mfr. Speak ropo- 

8 $ r. Speaker, I regret to see that the pendin 
sition has been made the occasion of unkind criticism of the citizens of 
New Orleans, and at the same time the advocacy of a system of econ- 
omy questionable in its application. Taking it for granted that the 
managers of the exposition at New Orleans had undertaken the accom- 
plishment of a public enterprise beyond their financial ability and dis- 
appointing in its pecuniary results, it is unwise to charge them with 
bad faith. Expositions on as large and liberal a scale as those referred 
to not only educate our own people in the field of ingenuity, usefulness, 
and competition, but they advertise our goods to other countries. 
They perform the service of commercial organizations not only for the 


interchange of the products of different climes, but they largely assist 
in developing new markets. 

I am told that over twenty nationalities had exhibits in the exposi- 
tion at New Orleans, and that our manufactures attracted much atten- 
tion and found many new customers because of their superior finish, 

durability, and cheapness. The necessity for new markets is be- 


coming of, importance daily,and unless the Government puts forth 
its whole strength to the accomplishment of this p our increasing 
surplus of both tural and mechanical products will become a 
burden. The entire Northwest, as well as the South, is deeply inter- 
ested in securing a large share of the commerce of the South and Cen- 
tral American States. France, England, and Germany controlled over 
two billion dollars in value of the commerce of our near neighbors dur- 
ing the past ten years, while the exports and imports of the United 
States during the same period did not exceed one-fourth of that amount. 


Direct water navigation makes New Orleans the center of an enormous 
traffic with the West Indies and the republics of South and Central 
America. 


Their principal ports lie within a radius ofa thousand miles, and there 
is no good reason why we should not supply their markets with every 
article they require and foster friendly and reciprocal interchange of 
commodities. To do this, however, our Government must imitate the 
liberal, ve, and enterprising policy of our competitors. 
usion, I hope that the resolution before the House will receive 

jally as the articles are now in packing-boxes, and 
the Government will be at no expense in having them transported to 
New Orleans and return. 

Mr. IRION. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, that time isa little too lon 
to say nothing and a little too short to say something. 33 
The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. HAHN] has very correctly stated 
that there is a large number of articles that might properly be loaned 
to this exposition. I represented the Interior ent as commis- 


sioner in the exhibit for the Centennial Exhibition; and a 
large part of the bit from that and the other Departments consisted 
of certain and other things illustrating the industrial growth 


of this country and its resources. Such things are full of interest, are 
instructive, and are not useful here except to look at. 

I am satisfied that the resolution is carefully guarded, so that the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the heads 
of the other Departments would be charged with the duty of seeing 
that no articles which would incur risk of injury or loss in transporta- 
tion or use at New Orleans should be loaned to this exposition. This 
exhibition and the other are as separate and distinct as two things 

bly can be. Yes, not tarred by the same stick. We all know the 

exhibit was a failure financially. Otherwise, as the gentleman 
very properly says, it was an immense success. The exhibition itself 
was unhappily located at that corner of the universe with an immense 
swamp on one side and a lake on the other. It was not accessible. 
Yet as an instructor to-day this country has realized from that exhibi- 
tion 100 per cent. more than itinvested. The present exhibition is an 
international affair, and this resolution in no sense commits the Govern- 
ment to the payment of a farthing under any circumstances. If we 
were situated as we were before, and liable to have upon ourselves the 
obligation of the former law imposed on us in reference to the other 

bition, I should vote against it. 

Mr. IRION. In order to bring this matter to a conclusion within the 
time allotted I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his demand for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN in the chair). 
man from Louisiana has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. When this matter was first called up this morning I 
addressed the Chair understanding that I was to have the opportunity 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. IRION. I will withdraw the demand for the previous question 
and yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I submit the following amendment, and I ask that 
it be read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask a single question. I notice in the 
last line the words ‘‘and shall be returned to the Department, in good 
order, within one month after the elose of the exhibition.“ Now, 
when is it to be closed ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. If the gentleman will wait until my amendment 
is read he will find his question will be answered. 


The gentle- 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment of the committee by striking out the following words: 
“Within one month after the close of the exhibition” and insert “ on or before 


July 1, to secure the Government against loss or — to any ar- 
ticle loaned, and cover the expense of transportation to and from New Orleans, 
the ts shall require a good and sufficient bond.” 


Mr. IRION. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


It can not be accepted, but must be 
submitted to a vote of the House. 


Mr. IRION. I now demand the previous question on the resolution 
and amendments thereto. 

Mr. HATCH. I gave notice as soon as this matter was brought up 
that I had an amendment to submit and it was then understood that 
I should have the opportunity to bring it before the House. I demand 
recognition in accordance with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a question of order, but a 
question of fact, in reference to which the present incumbent of the 
chair knows nothing. The gentleman from Louisiana has charge of the 
bill and his demand for the previous question must be ized. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Louisiana will find he will get 
along better with his joint resolution by allowing the amendment to 
come in of which I have given notice in order that a vote may be taken 
upon it. 

Mtr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Would it not be in order for the gentleman from 
Missouri to offer his amendment and for other gentlemen to offer amend- 
ments for the purpose of preventing expense to the Government if the 
demand for the previous question shall be voted down? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly, and that is the only way to 
reach the object gentlemen have in view. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I hope the previous question will be voted 
down. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 86. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now izes the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] for the purpose of offering his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. HATCH. I submit the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That before either of the heads of the Executive Departments 
loan to sai American exhibition any article or embraced in this reso- 
lution the said American exhibition or some one as principal for it shall exe- 
cute and deliver to the head of such Executive Department a good and sufficient 
bond, with approved ossuriy, in such sum as the head of such Executive De- 


+ i n „ 
e ee 

The SPEAKER, An amendment is proposed by the committee, and 
to that an amendment has been submitted by the gentleman from Nli- 
nois, 

Mr. HATCH. I offer mine as a substitute for that amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. IRION. I accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer a substitute for that part 
of the bill which it is proposed to amend. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House an amendment to 
an amendment may be pending and a substitute for the original text 
may be ding at the same time. 

Mr. HATCH. I offer it as a substitute for the original text of the 
bill. 

Mr. IRION. I now demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion in a moment. 

The gentleman from Missouri proposes to strike out, as the Chair un- 
derstands, all after the work expense, in line 12, and insert what he 
has sent to the desk. 

Mr. HATCH. That is the motion—all after the word“ nse.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 
The Chair thinks it is now in order to demand the previous question, 
as an amendment has been offered, and a different question is now 
pending from that which was before the House when the previous ques- 
tion was demanded a moment ago. 

Mr. HATCH. But, Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor for 
the gentleman to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gentleman had yielded. 

Mr. IRION. I have not yielded the floor at all to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana that the gentleman from Missouri was standing in his place from 
the time the amendment offered by him was read, and the Chair thinks 
he can not be taken off the floor except by his own consent. 

Mr. HATCH. I had not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair, of course, must respect the claim of the 
gentleman that he had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. IRION. But I had not yielded the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yielded the floor when the previous 
question was demanded. That demand was made, a vote was taken 
upon it, which of course deprived the gentleman of the floor. The gen- 
Aeon from Missouri was then recognized, and has not since yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to take up any unneces- 
sary time in the discussion of this resolution. I simply deem it my 
duty to call the attention of the House to the fact that there is no pro- 
vision in the resolution for either the care and custody or the safe re- 


turn of this property to the different Departments of the Government. 
There is not one single responsibility resting upon this American expo- 
sition to either take necessary and proper care of this property of the 
Government or return it at the proper time; and the amendment I have 
offered will compel them, before they come into possession of the prop- 
erty, to execute and deliver to the Government a good and sufficient 
bond for that purpose, and if there is anything in the history of this 
exposition, it teaches Congress that we ought to demand this bond. I 
know very well that the persuasive eloquence of the gentleman from 
Louisiana has lulled the House to sleep heretofore to the tune of about 
oue and a half millions of dollars out of the Treasury. 

It is time that this should be stopped. I am willing to go as far to 
oblige the gentleman from Louisiana and his colleagues personally as 
any other member on this floor; but in view of the teachings and ex- 
perience of the three past Congresses to grant this aid to a new organi- 
zation, that is the legatee of the bankruptcy of the old, without one 
dollar returned, is a dereliction of duty on the part of the House; and 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. PETERS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask what additional power this joint 
oe confers upon the heads of the Departments to what they now 

ave ? 

Mr. HATCH, It gives them power to demand a good and sufficient 
bond before this property is turned over to the parties specified in the 
resolution. 

Mr. PETERS. I speak of the original resolution. What additional 
power or authority is conferred upon them—the heads of Departments— 
that does not now exist under the law? 

Mr. HATCH. I do not understand that the heads of Departments 
would have any right under this resolution, if it passed the House with- 
n the amendment, to demand the bond to which the amendment 

ers. 

Mr. PETERS. I will call the attention of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to the first few lines of the joint resolution: 

That it is desirable, in any way consistent with existing laws, and without 
risk to Government property or expense to the national Treasury, to encourage 
the effort, &. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, is there any existing law conferring upon the 
heads of Executive Departments the right to demand this bond? I know 
the gentleman is an admirable lawyer, and I would be glad to have his 
opinion upon this point. 

Mr. PETERS. That is just what I am trying to find out myself. 

Mr. HATCH. That is what I want to do; but I want to put it be- 
yond all question, and so I have offered the amendment. 

Mr. IRION. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to lay the joint resolution and amendments 
on the table. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 87, 
noes 61. 

Mr. IRION. I demand tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not have the yeas and nays at once? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 38 members voting in favor thereof 
and 55 in opposition. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The hour devoted to the consideration of this busi- 


ness has expired. 
That is all I wanted. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a message from the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 15, 1886. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to re- 
ucst the House of Representatives to return to the Senste the bill (S. 637) for 
erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this bill will be returned 
to the Senate in accordance with the request of that body. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I desire to renew the request for unan- 
imous consent to have a report made by the Committee on Claims on 
the bill (H. R. 5314) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
to investigate private and domestic claims and demands other than 
war claims against the United States printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred bill H. R. 5314, having fully 
considered the same, submit the following report: 

The committee, in the vee of its duties in the investigation of the large 
number of private and domestic claims and demands other than war claims 
against the United States, from the difficulty attending even a panal examina- 
tion of the great mass of these claims, is deeply impressed with the urgent ne- 
cessity of immediate legislation referring them to some judicial tribunal where 
the facts upon which they are based may be thoroughly investigated. 

The action of Con in passing upon these claims is most unsatisfactory ; 
its conclusion is,in almost every case, based on ex parte evidence furnished by 
the claimant. There are now pending before your committee nearly one thou- 
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of which 
six had h 


meressional 
approval were dishonest ones, or that they were less ue 2 — < 
ese 


thereon. 


the disputed facts, the comm 's Se action of Congress or 


Judging from the disposition of such bills in past, there are now more 
vate and domestic claims against the United States before your committee 
will be disposed of in the next fifty years under the present system. The citi- 
zen who has an honest claim against the Government should not be trifled with; 
it ia a mockery of justice. 

Many of these claims have been before almost ev Congress for a quarter of a 
century; afew did service in the First Congress, and are now prosecuted by the 
great-grandchildren of the original claimants, Of theclaims now pending before 

our committee, many have been favorably considered in one one 
Jouse and in another Congress by the other House, without ever reaching the 
poin, a final mage Sr ee Si ihe pr ag arg the concurrent action of both Houses 
any Congress; While others w F 
sented to Congress after to take their chances in the legislative lottery. 

The committee is of the 1 5 nion that every private and domestic claim 
the Government in which the facts are not conceded should be refi toa 
judicial tribunal for an ascertainment of the facts under the rules governing the 
introduction of evidence in courts of justice. This will protect the claimant 
who has an honest claim, and vent the allowance of claims having no merit 
upon ex parte evidence. It will be conceded that Congress has neither the time 
nor the disposition to — investigate and make a finding of fact in each of 
these private and dom: claims; its province and — oy to provide a judicial 
tribunal for their ascertainment. This justice alike Government and the 
citizen demands. 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service of the Forty-fifth Congress 
used the following lan in its report, namely: 

From the nature of things, no tribunal can be less fitted to examine and de- 
cide upon private claims than the Congress. The organization of the body re- 
quires that the consideration of such claims must be first had in committee. The 
pressure of business is now so great that the ciaims before the committees are 
generally allotted for examination to subcommittees of one, or two, or three 
members, Claimants, therefore, naturally begin by seeking first a favorable 
committee to which to refer their claims, and next for a favorable selection from 
that committee to consider them. Evidence is then offered in the form of state- 
ments or of ex parte affidavits. There is no answer, usually no 
ance of witnesses, no cross-examination, no opposing testimony, no 8 
nor appearance on the part of the Government, no general publicity, no check 
against fraud, and no prescribed rules and regulations for the investi; r 
Many of the claims are impressed with a sectional or party character especially 
calculated to exclude all judicial fairness in their consideration, Every person 
who has been charged by a committee with the examination of a private claim 
must have felt how unsatisfactory as a means to justice, even after a most con- 
scientious examination, his consideration of it had been. 

“The claim thus considered is reported to the committee, and by the commit- 
tee to the House, How little time or opportunity the House has for considering 
those claims, and how liable they are to be determined blindly or partially, we 
all know. bat such a determination of claims should naturally result in great 
delay and great abuses is unavoidable. 

$ * * * * * * 

“Tt is hardly too much to say that a person with a just claim upon Congress 
might almost as well abandon it as pursue it, and that no one with an unjust 
claim, if only plausible, persistent, and néedy, need be without some hope of 
success, 

* . * $ * s p 


only 525 in a Congress—of which the arent indy belonged 


parent now than in th gress. 
rom this judicial work, which it is ever making the pretense of doing, but never 


udicial investi 

tion as to the facts to some court where the claimant may n that koiak 
and consideration of his demand against the Government to which every cith 
zen is entitled. There were 6,329 5 bills introduced in the House during 
the rely a yar Congress. Of th 

pension bills. During that Con 
acter introduced. Up to this 
duced in the House 


Year ending June 30, 1882. 
Year ending June 30, 1883.. 
Year ending June 30, 1884... 
Year ending June 30, 1885. — 
Year ending June 30, 1886 (estimated)... 


Making the total cost of printing bills and resolutions of Congress, for twenty- 
five years, $741,515.52. It is estimated by the Public Printer that bills of a private 
nature comprise two-thirds of the whole number printed. The proportion of 

rivate bills introduced into the House at this session to date (February 13, 1880) 

slightly greater than the estimate given. 

If the cost of printing bills of a private nature bears the same proportion to 
the whole cost as their number bears to the whole number, the Government on 
June 30 of this year will have paid $494,343.68 in twenty-five years for print 
bills of a private nature. The cost of printing the bills and resolutions 
to the Committee on Claims in the Forty-eighth Congress was, in round num- 


bers, $8,000, or $666 for every one of the twelve private bills that became laws. 
Aside from the poon for printing these private bills, it has been stated “that 
if the time spent by Congress at every session in the consideration of private 
and domestic claims was reduced to dollars and cents it would be found that 
those expenses are Chand to the claims allowed, and probably to the sum claimed 
in those rejected.“ Yet this condition of things is permitted to go on from Con- 
gress to Congress. Bills for the relief of the same party or his heirs are intro- 
duced every two years. 

The claimant comes and and dies, leaving his claim against the United 
States as a legucy to hischildren, for ifthe claimant does not belong to the favored 
few an ordinary lifetime is far too short to get a claim, however just, through 
sie. oy If it is the policy of Congress to have the facts in each claim before 
it before passing upon the claim, in order that the citizen in a reasonable time 
may be paid that to which he is honestly entitled, and to insure the rejection 
of claims without merit, then Congress should, in the opinion of your commit- 


tee, pass this bill. But if it isthe purpose to continue private claims from 
generation to generation, obstructing general legislation, then there should be 
no change, for the mind of man would be at a loss to s any other mode of 


procedure for — — private claims against the Government, under the 


practical work ich so little can be accomplished at so great an expense 
as the present system. 
It is fair to assume that Congress is not afraid to trust the judiciary to ascer- 


tain the facts and to declare the conclusions of law as to such facts in an : = 
nit 


po ye kerid ord tas ice of. T d ivateclaims resulted 
e lelays, an ustice ofexaminingand passing upon pr: ms t 
fr ths oa Dioh aont o the Goure of OLAS agak 


zen 

N ess of its a; 
nto such court as the 

facts upon which he bases 

The other 


The claimant should be given the privil 
shall designate, at least to estab’ 
e claim or demand. 


of going 
fully the 


n roved in this 
court, and the 8 fact is judicially established that the Government of 
the United States holds itself, of nearly all governments, the least amenable to 
the laws. * Of all the governments of Europe, it is believed that Russia 
alone does not hold the state amenable in matters Fes to the law. Of 
all the countries whose laws have been examined in this court, n only re- 
sembles the United States in fettering the judicial proceedings of her courts by 
restricting and leaving the execution of their decrees dependent upon the legis- 
lative will. „ * First in the high civilization that protects individual 
and assures his rights stands the great empire of the German States.” 

In land, notwi the principle underlying the English constitu- 
tion that the king can do no wrong the citizen who has a claim against the gov- 
ernment is furnished with a mode,of obtaining redress. Mr. Justice Davis, in 
the O'Keefe case (2 Wall., 183), says: 

“The law allows him (the citizen) by petition to inform the king of the nature 
of his vance, and as the law presumes to know of an injury and to re- 
dress it are inseparable in the royal breast, it then issues, as of course, in the 
king’s own name, his orders to his judges to do justice to the 3 

“This valuable privilege, to the sub; in the time of Edward I, is 
now crystallized in the common law of As the prayer of the petition 
a it is called a petition of right, and is a judicial pro- 

e suits between pA inary and su It does not exist b; 


of the superior courts of common law or 

This question received consideration of 
tieth Congress. Hon. John A. Rockwell, a distinguished member of that com- 
mittee, in an elaborate report uses this language: 

“ The chairman of the committee has obtained from the ministers of several of 
the leading governments of Europe statements as to the course pursued in claims 
against the governments of Russia, Austria, and the smaller German States, and 
= Holland and in ee nations. 82 to a re bee masse —. Sonna 75 — 
ordinary trespasses the goverumen eard in the ordinary tribunals o 0 
country, which are governed precisely by the same rules of law in these cases as 
between individuals. These governments, although far behind us in civil free- 
dom and constitutional liberty, never shirk from the full and fair investigation 
of these claims, and always submit to an adverse decision by the courts. It has 
been left to our own Government to deny to the citizen who has a demand against 
it the power ‘tour the question before its own courts, and yet has furnished no 
adequate tri for the purpose.“ (Report No. 498, vol. 3, R. of Com., Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session.) 

The accumulation of private claims has been so great within the last twenty- 
five years as to burden several of the committees of Congress and to retard ac- 
tion upon a great proportion of the claims referred, at the same time compellin 
mem elected to participate in the examination and discussion of nationa 
subjects, to devote their time to the investigation of these private claims. The 
committee is confronted with the fact that, work as it may in the ascertainment 
of the facts upon which the claimants seek redress, it is beyond its power to 
give anything like a satisfactory examination to but a very small portion of the 
claims before it. It is also aware of the further fact that but a few of the cases 
reported will ever receive the consideration of Comigress. 


uity in Westminster.” 
mmittee on Claims in the Thir- 


after a 
When the 
facts are so found, then, and not till then, can Congress satisfactorily or expe- 
ditiously pass on the private and domestic claims now pending before this com- 


mittee, 

Although the committee can not suppose that the accompanying bill is the 
best ble substitute for the present very objectionable system of passing upon 
claims referred to it, yet it believes that this bill will furnish a remedy for man 
of the evils complained of; it is at least a step in the right direction. The bill 
may be obnoxious to the objection that it does not go far enough in affording a 
remedy to claimants. However true that may be, certain it is that under its 
provisions the facts will be ascertained under due forms of law, so as to protect 
the interest of all concerned; that if it becomes a law, and its provisions are 
strictly adhered to by Congress, it will afford relief now practically denied to 
those having claims against the Government, and will give members more time 
to attend to eral } tion. 

The committee recommend the following amendment to the bill: 

“In the ninth line of the first section strike out the word ‘finally.’ And, 
when so amended, the committee recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


TARIFF REVISION. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I have a large number of -protests against the re- 
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vision of the tariff, which I ask to t to the House and 
have referred to the Committee on Ways and 
There was no objection. 


ey ath aay gee aan oR 
Mr. Speaker and Members of the House of Representatives: 


GENTLEMEN: ting to your honorable body volume No. 2 of protests 
tarif revision, 1 beg to submit, 6 


penn er ipa grote of the Union, volume No. 2 con- 
ö — twenty-eight States, who respectfully and 
FWW tariff for reasons herein set 
0 

The industrial 


establishments represented in this volume 7 
to eee eee — sates, 
annum 


phasizes his opposition to hich tered —— labor 
o on to any W. uce r 
to the foreign standard, either in price or condition. 
With assurance of highest esteem, please believe me, sirs and gentlemen, 
Your most o! t, 


JOHN W. FRAZIER. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., January, 1888. 


FOURTH BRIGADE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. FINDLAY. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to request that House bill No. 2212 be recommitted to that com- 
mittee together with the report accompanying the bill. This is the 
unanimous wish of the committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. The bill is now on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth Bri- 
gade of South Carolina Volunteer State Troops. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland requests that this 
bill be taken from the table and that it be itted to the Com- 
a If there be no objection, that order will 
be e. 

There was no objection. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the consideration of 
the special order, the bill (i. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House 5 resol ved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. S , the Committee on Military Affairs 
have considered the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and reported 
it back to the House its passage. 

Having the honor to be a member of that committee it becomes my 
duty, by the custom of this House, to state the facts upon which the 
committee based its action. 

When our last Congress adjourned it seemed that the members were 
thoroughly informed regarding the eventful campaign of August, 1862. 
Not they alone, but the reading public had become very familiar with 
these historical events. 

Since that time much official correspondence, orders, reports, &c., re- 
lating to the campaign have been published by the Government, and 
every new fact developed adds strength to the now almost universal 
conclusion that the sentence of the court-martial by which Maj. Gen. 
Fitz-John Porter was dismissed from the Army was one of those atrocities 
which at long intervals disgrace the records of even the most honorable 
and chivalric nations. 

You are all familiar with the military operations in Virginia during 
the summer of 1862. McClellan had steadily advanced, and on May 
31 and June 1 fought the battles of 


SEVEN PINES AND FAIR OAKS, 

carrying hisarmy nearly within cannon range of the confederate capital. 

General Jackson, in the Valley of Virginia, had, on the 23d of 

fought General Shields at Kernstown; on 8th of May encountered 

and defeated General at MeDowell; on the of the same 
month had fought the battle of Front Royal; defeated General Banks 

at Winchester on the 25th, and had achieved a brilliant vi over 

Generals Shields and Frémont at Cross Keys on the 8th of June, and 

at Port Republic on the 9th. 

‘These successful operations caused Mr. Lincoln to concentrate the 
separate armies in Northern Virginia, and on June 26th he issued the 
following executive order: 

EXECUTIVE oR Washington, D. C., June 26, 1862. 


Order first. The forces under 
includi 


Army Corps, under the command of Gen 5 the troops of the Shen- 
andoah de ent, now under General Banks, the Second Army 
Corps,and be commanded by him; the troops — | the command of General 


form the Third Army Corps, and be under his 
Western . national capital Pog rn — it in the 
ani ror 
—— attack and overcome the ser domes under J. and 
well, the enemy in direction of * — the 
most effective aid to Gen McClellan and ure 


Fourth. When the Army of the Potomac and Gis Axay of — an bo in 
let ouchniann while vo operating ooameer: o A paverontk A TSAA 
ef command, while so verned, as 0 
by the Rules and Articles of War. = > 
A. LINCOLN. 


Another result of these battles was the discomfiture of the troops 
under Shields, Frémont, Banks, and Milroy, which enabled General 
Jackson to withdraw from the valley and join General Lee before Rich- 
mond in time to assist in the 

SEVEN DAYS’ BATTLES, 

commencing with Mechanicsville, June ea Baang Pon by Gaines’s Mill or 
Chickahominy, Savage Station, Peach Ore Frazer’s farm, and end- 
ing, July 1, with the desperate battle of Malvern Hill. The Federal 
commander in this last engagement, and principal actor in most of these 
battles, was General Fitz-John Porter, who by his skill and intrepidity 
won more distinction than any other officer of the Army of the Poto- 
mac. McClellan having retreated to Harrison’s Landing, 25 miles from 
Richmond, General Jackson hastened to confront the forces under the 
command of General Pope, whose aggregate strength present for duty 
in the latter part of June was reported: 


First Corps, Major-General Frémont 
Second Corps. a 


On July 14 this order was issued by General Pope: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1862. 
To the officers and soldiers of the Army of Virginia: 

By the special assignment of the President of the United States I have assumed 
mand of this army. I have ope two weeks in learning your whereabouts, 
your condition, and your wants, in preparing you for active rations and in 
These labors a in positions from whi ch you can act promptly and to the purpose. 

rs are — completed, and I am about to join you inthe field. Let 


bes 8 come on you from the West, where we have always seen the backs of 
our en from an army whose business it has been to seek the adversary, 
and to beat him when found; whose pana has been attack and not defense. 
In but one instance has the enemy . — to place our Western armies in a 

defensive attitude. I presume that I ha „„ the same 
— — ot then SAMLAT. 8 to do so, and that 
speedily. Iam sure you long for an opportunity to in e distinction you are 
capable of achieving; that opportunity I shall endeavor to give you. Mean- 
time, I desire you to dismiss your minds certain phrases w Tam sorry 
to find in vogue among p you. I hear —— of taking strong positions and 
holding them; of lines of retreat and bases of supplies. Let us discard such ideas. 

The strongest position a soldier should desire to occupy is one from which he 
can most easily advance against the enemy. Let us jes 37 the probable lines of 
retreat of our opponents, and leave our own to ves. Loet us 
look before us and not behind. Success and 3 in — advance. Disaster 
and shame lurk in the rear. 

Let us act on this understanding, and it is . to predict that your banners 
shall be inscribed with many a glorious deed, and that your names will be dear 
to your countrymen forever. 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Commanding. 


Five days later, July 19, General Jackson reached Gordonsville from 
Richmond. 

On the 26th of July General Pope dispatched General Halleck that 
Jackson, Hill, Ewell, and Longstreet were at Louisa Court House and 
Gordonsville. Arrangements were then made to re-enforce General 
Pope by ordering troops from North Carolina and from McClellan’s 


army. = 

General Halleck had become general-in-chief on July 11. 

The movements of the confederate army soon caused serious apprehen- 
sions in Washington, and on July 26 General Halleck visited General 
McClellan at his headquarters at Harrison’s Landing, on James River. 
General McClellan contended that with 35,000 added to his own army 
of 90,000 he could advance upon and probably take Richmond, but 
nevertheless on August 3, a week after Halleck’s return to Washington, 
he ordered McClellan to transfer his army to Acquia Creek. Two days 
previous to this order he had directed Burnside to move his command 
to that locality. General Pope pushed his advance across the Rappa- 
hannock, and the forces under General Banks were on August 9 at- 
tacked by General Jackson at 

CEDAR RUN, OR SLAUGHTER MOUNTAIN. 

The unfavorable result of the engagement and the ramored approach 
of General Lee caused General Pope to withdraw all his forces from 
the Rapidan to the left bank of the Rappahannock, and on August 20 the 
entire confederate army under General Lee occupied its right bank. 

While Pope was being re-enforced the confederate army was not in- 
active. General Stonewall Jackson had marched rapidly up the Rap- 

k, accompanied by General Stuart with a large force of cav- 

alry, and on August 22 Stuart, supported by a brigade of infantry, 
crossed the river at Sulphur Springs, and with his cavalry alone turned 
Pope’s right flank and attacked his immediate rear at Catlett’s Station. 

Stuart captured Pope’s headquarter papers and retreated to the ford, 
but a heavy rain had so swollen the stream that he could not cross. 

General Pope marched to attack General Jackson, who he presumed 
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would cross his entire force at Sulphur Springs. Obstacles encountered 
caused Pope to countermarch, with the view of crossing below and at- 
tacking the forces left by General Jackson opposite his first position. 
General Pope then learned that the brigade on the left bank of the xiver, 
at Sulphur Springs, could not recross; and imagining that it could be 
easily captured in its isolated position, he retraced his steps northward, 
only to find that the isolated brigade had succeeded in ing the 
river and had joined the main force of the confederates. General Jack- 
son now marched up the river to Hinson’s Mill. On the 25th he 
crossed, and, by active movements, early on the 26th passed through 
THOROUGHFARE GAP. 

By rapid marches he reached Pope’s rear at Bristoe Station, and after 
doing much damage, moved on Manassas Junction, defeated a brigade 
of Franklin’s corps, which held that place, captured a vast quantity of 
supplies, of which his h and w were greatly inneed, and 
during the 27th utterly destroyed all that he could not use or carry off. 

General Jackson was now directly between Washington and the army 
of General Pope. 

General Hooker reached Bristoe Station after the supplies had been 
burned, and attacked the rear guard of General Jackson as it was re- 
tiring toward Manassas. This action was called 

THE BATTLE OF KETTLE RUN. 

Althongh Jackson was between General Pope and the Federal capi- 
tal, it was in Pope’s power to put himself between Jackson and the 
balance of General Lee’s army. This he progeeded to do, and on August 
27 issued orders which contained these paragraphs: 

The following moyements of troops will be 2 namely: or-General 
Reynold, will parsa Sr the EE EA Warrenton to — 
reach Gainesville, if to-night. = 


‘The army corps of Hein , with the detachment of the Ninth 
88 Major-General Reno (General Reno leading) will take the road from 
ett's Station to Greenwich, so as to reach there to-night or earl in the morn- 
ing. or-General Reno will immediately communicate with r-General 
McDo and his command, as well as of Major-General Heintzelman, 


will support Major-General McDowell in ee A 
Maj. . Fitz-John Porter will remain ay arrenton motion till he 1s re- 


* * * + a 

The eral ill be with the Hein! 
Bi — 9 wi corps of Major-General tzel- 

With this force General McDowell was expected to cut Jackson off 
from his retreat through Thoroughfare Gap, or Hopewell Gap, and also 
make it impossible for Jackson to escape by the more circuitous route 
marching northward. General Porterreached Warrenton Junction that 
night, and was in position to re-enforce General McDowell at Gaines- 


e. 

On A 21 General Fitz-John Porter had arrived at Acquia Creek 
with the Army Corps, reporting 6,926 men for duty. On the 22d 
VVV Gen- 

ope: 

Porter’s corps is moving up the river to re-enforce Reno at Kelly’s Ford. 

On the 23d he again telegraphs General Pope: 

Reynolds's corps and Porter’s advance must be at or near Kelly’s Ford, and 
consequently nearer to you than to Burnside. 

And on the 23d General Porter dispatches General Morell: 


ids has moved to fee toler salon Station. Go to Kelly's Ford and hold 


it. Griffin will join you after relieved by Sykes. Artillery will join you 


w. Supplies also go up. Communicate 
Weben eb waco across the Ra k his left was near 
Kelly’s Ford, his right near Freeman’s Ford, and General Porter sought, 
very properly, to place his corps on General Pope’s extreme left. 


I regret that I have not time to read the o issued by General 
Porter to his division commanders, Generals Morell and Sykes, as they 
certainly afford unmistakable evidence of his extreme anxiety to com- 

ly, with the utmost promptitude, with the wishes of his commanders, 
Me gate is evinced in his dispatches to his immediate command- 
ing general. 

At noon on the 24th General Halleck dispatched General McClellan 
at Acquia Creek: 

Porter and Reno should hold the line of the Rappahannock below Pope. 

While in this position, at 11 p. m. on the 26th, General Porter re- 
ceived his 

FIRST ORDER FROM GENERAL POPE, 

It was dated at 7 p. m., and contained a ci asa of instructions. 
It directed that on the 27th he should move h Fayetteville to 
within 2} miles of the town of Warrenton. Porter pa immediately, 
saying the instructions would be obeyed as rapidly as possible. 

At 4 a. m. on the 27th General Pope writes from Warrenton Junction 
modifying this order, and directing General Porter to march direct to 
that place. General Porter complied with this order, marching most 
of his corps 18 miles, and all of it at least 12 miles, his rearmost regi- 
ments reaching their camp at about100’clockatnight. At 9.50 p. m., 
while encamping his troops, General Porter received orders from Gen- 
eral Pope, dated Bristoe Station, 6.30 p. m., A 27, which directed 
him to march with his whole corps at IL a. m. on the 28th, so as to reach 
Bristoe Station at daylight. 


The order was in these words: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
August 27, 1862—6,30 p. m., Bristoe Station. 
GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at L o'clock 
to-night, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow Hooker has hada very 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, butis retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and 
Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word to him 
to push forward immediately; also send word to ks to hurry forward with 
all speed to take È aae É pes at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary, on all ac- 
co that you mld be here by daylight. Isend an officer with this dispatch, 
ill conduct you to this place. Be sure to send word to Banks, who is on 
the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton, Say to Pa 
also, that he had run back the railroad train to this side of Cedar Run, 
eon se write him to that effect. 
By comman: eee Pope: 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER, Warrenton Junction. 


P. S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of as a till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately. Banks is not at the Junction instruct Colonel Clary to run 
N to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment and section of ur- 

By command r-Gen : 

1 . * GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
When General Pope issued this order 
HE DID NOT KNOW 

that a portion of General Porter’s troops would not reach camp until 
10 p. m.; nor did he know that rain and clouds would obscure the 
night; nor did he know that between two thousand and three thou- 
sand wagons would obstruct the road so as to make it impassable; nor 
did he know that the railroad would be obstructed by railroad trains. 
Notwi ing all this, General Porter issued orders to his division 
commanders to be ready to march atthe hour specified. It was proven 
on the first trial that Captain De Kay, who brought the order, told Gen- 
eral Porter of the wagons and blocked condition of the road. The 
order was important, and he had traveled with all possible haste, but 
the condition of the road was such that three hours and twenty min- 
utes had intervened between the date of the order and its delivery, a 
portion of that time being daylight. And on page 28, court-martial 
record, we find General Pope states that the two letters which Porter 
sent to him during the night asking his (Pope’s) assistance in having 
the road cleared of ms were not received until nearly morning. As 
these letters left Porter about 10 o’clock they must have been some five 
hours on the road. 

Let me ask this question: If it required three hours and twenty min- 
utes for a single horseman to wind in and out, around and through the 
wagons, to make the journey, was it possible for an army corps, with 
artillery and to make any progress whatever under like con- 
ditions? And yet this order contemplated the physical impossibility 
that Porter’s ‘‘whole corps’’ should accomplish the march in three 
hours, between 1 and 4 o’clock—as the evidence shows it was daylight 
at the latter hour. : 

The division commanders protested that compliance was impossible. 
But Porter says: 

This order must be obeyed. General Pope, who signs it, knows what he 
writes. Let us start at once. 

Generals Morell, Butterfield, and Sykes still advised and urged that 
the march be delayed for two hours. They felt satisfied that General 
Pope would not have issued the order if he had known the tired con- 
dition of the troops, the darkness of the night, and the impassable con- 
dition of the road. 

General Porter promptly sent a dispatch to General Pope telling 
him of these difficulties, s ing a delay until 3 a. m., and requested 
him to send an officer of his staff to exercise authority in clearing the 
road of sufficiently to enable the troops to march. General 
Pope did send officers to assist in clearing the road, which is conclusive 
evidence that he recognized and acknowledged the difficulty suggested 
by General Porter. That all these difficulties existed to the fullest 
extent claimed is proven beyond question. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Myers testified (court record, page 110) that there 
were between two thousand and three thousand wagons, and Lieuten- 
ant Davis testified (board record, page 390): 

Q. Do you recollect whether there were any obstructions in the way of march- 


from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station? 
. I recollect 


went up to stop them. [asked them for the wagon-master, or if there was any 
officer in command of the train; the men said no; they had not seen the wagon- 
master for a week; they were traveling independent. I told them they must 
hold on or I would shoot them, and we did hold them after considerable trouble 
It is equally evident General Porter could not have used the railroad. 
It will be recalled that this very order said: 
If Banks is not at the Junction, instruct Colonel Clary to run the trains back 
to this side of Cedar Run. 


Colonel Clary testified (court record, page 120) that this order was 
given to him and Captain Fifield, and that trains were running until 
about 4 o’clock the next morning from Warrenton Junction to Kettle 
Run and back, which would effectually have prevented the use of the 
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railway track for the troops, his reply to a direct question being, The 
movement of the trains during the night would have prevented the 


pe. of moving troops upon therailroad track.” But even if there 
ad been no train, the open culverts would have made marching upon 
the railroad track almost impossible during a dark night. Porter over- 
came the difficulties and moved with more promptness and celerity 
than any other corps commander of Pope’s army. 

GENERAL POPE STATED ON OATH 
that Porter was at Bristoe Station at 8 o’clock on the 28th. He also 
admits that Porter spoke to him of his march and the difficulty he had 
getting wagons out of the road, and the difficulty he had in getting 
through the wagon-trains, and with all that on his mind General Pope 
volunteers the distinct and explicit assertion that there had been no 
necessity for an earlier appearance of his corps. 

In the face of these facts, my friend and colleague [Mr. STEELE] says: 

He (Porter) was hoping at the time he received the order to be either ordered 
back to Falmouth or on to Washington, He wanted Pope defeated. 

The gentleman does not deny but admits that Sykes, Morell, and 
Butterfield all said: Ohl! don’t move at 1; wait till daylight.“ 

Mr.STEELE. But, if my friend will allow me, they stated that they 
did not know the importance of the order, or they would not have said so. 

Mr. WHEELER. And General Pope said the order had no impor- 
tance. I have just stated that when Porter met Pope at 8 o’clock the 
next morning, Pope’s first remark was that there had been no neces- 
sity for an earlier appearance of his corps. 

And although the proof shows that Porter, by awaiting until 3 o'clock, 
was enabled to move his corps in good order to Bristoe Station, reach- 
ing that place at 8 o’clock, yet my friend does General Porter the in- 
justice to say that he did this because he wanted Pope defeated. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER] says: 

Tam convinced that from the time General Fitz-John Porter on the 23d of 
August, 1862, was ordered to report to General Pope for duty, by direction of 
General Halleck, he was not in harmony with his commanding general; that 
he was guilty of conduct unbecoming an officer; that he was nota true soldier; 
that during the operations at Manassas he repeatedly refused and neglected to 
obey his commander-in-chief, and that to his course can be traced the ful re- 
sults to the Union arms on that bloody field. 

General Grant says: 


On the contrary, tomy mind now, he was zealous in giving a support to Gen- 
eral Pope, and more so, possibly, for the reason that he knew among his former 
army associates there was a good deal of apprehension, to say the of his 
fitness for his new place, 


Now remember that General Lee, with Longstreet’s corps, was, at 
this time (August 27), approaching Thoroughfare Gap, and observe 
that McDowell, who was at Gainesville, could prevent his passing 
through to join Jackson, while with equal ease he could make it im- 
possible for Jackson to join Longstreet. 

The troops under Lee and Longstreet could not cross the mountain 
to attack General Pope, and those under General Jackson were neces- 
sarily most seriously imperiled. Not only were they liable to be at- 
tacked by the bulk of Pope’s army, but the troops in front of Wash- 

n also threatened Jackson’s forces. 

It is seldom that a commander finds himself in so advantageous a po- 
sition as was General Pope’s army on the evening of August 27; but, 
notwithstanding this, he at once countermanded the orders which had 
resulted in this favorable disposition of his troops. 

At 6.30 p. m. on the 27th, as we have seen, he orders Porter to start 
at 1 a. m. on the 28th for Bristoe Station. At 9 p. m. he orders Me- 
Dowell, with his own and Sigel's corps and Reynolds’s division to 
march at daylight, moving rapidly, to Manassas Junction, and simul- 
taneously orders General Reno to move his corps to the same place, and 
directs General Kearny at the first flush of the dawn,“ to push rap- 
idly to Bristoe Station. None of these orders were strictly obeyed. 
General McDowell ordered Ricketts’s division to remain and 
Thoroughfare Gap. This was an important matter, and had General 
Ricketts’s force been adequate to the execution of the order it might 
have had a material effect upon the issue of the campaign. 

Neither Generals Reno nor Kearny moved with the rapidity and 
promptness contemplated in the orders to them, and, as we have seen, 
General Porter encountered obstacles and difficulties which necessi- 
tated some delay, and yet it will be observed, 

WITH HIS TIRED TROOPS, 
he marched 10 miles and reached Bristoe Station at the same time that 
Kearny reached that place from his camp but 3 miles distant. 

The orders to the generals stuted these movements were to be exe- 
cuted for the purpose of baggingꝰ Jackson, but they only opened the 
way for Longstreet to join him; General Lee, with Longstreet’s corps, 
having reached Thoroughfare Gap at 3 o’clock on the afternoon of Au- 
gust 28. The advanced regiment immediately attempted to pass the 
gap, but was repulsed. Two brigades were then pushed into the gap, 
while a division was sent 3 miles to the left to turn the enemy’s right 
via Hopewell Gap. Other troops were dispatched over the mountain 
by a foot-path, and the Federals, being thus outflanked, retreated to- 
ward Gainesville. Early next morning the confederate columns were 
united and the advance was renewed to join Jackson, who was then 
engaged. Ten miles were quickly passed over, and the junction of Gen- 
eral Lee’s forces was completed by 9 o'clock a. m. on the 29th, 

The position occupied by General Jackson was a strong one. After 


retiring during the night of the 27th from Manassas Junction, on the 
28th he formed his line facing to the southeast. His right was near 
the Warrenton turnpike, a little to the east of Groveton, his left at 
Sudley Springs, on Bull Run, and the cuts, or excavations, prepared 
for a railroad were good substitutes for fortifications along some con- 
siderable portion of his front. 

On the evening of the 28th, while en route from Gainesville to Centre- 
ville, King’s division had a severe engagement with General Ewell, which 
only closed with night. Jackson was in the position above described 

WHEN GENERAL LEE ARRIVED 


near Groveton about 9 a. m. on the 29th, and commenced forming Long- 
street’s corps on the right of Jackson’s line. 

When Jackson selected this position he deceived General Pope by the 
stratagem of sending General A. P. Hill to Centreville, and during the 
afternoon and night of the 28th and on the morning of the 29th we 
find General Pope ordering McDowell, Reno, and Porter to that place. 
The order to the latter officer was conveyed in these words: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 

Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a. m. 
GENERAL: McDowell has in the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. earney and Hooker march to attack the 
enemy’srear at early dawn. Major-General Pope directs you to move upon Cen- 
treville at the first dawn of day with your whole command, leaving your trains 
to follow. It is very important that you should be here at a very early hour in 
reg morning. A severe engagement is likely to take place, and your presence 
necessary. 
I am, general, very respectful our obedient servant, 

1 * GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 

Major-General PORTER. Colonel and Chief of Blaff. 


General Porter obeyed the order promptly, and marched at least 6 
miles, toa point beyond Junction, when he was met by an 
order countermanding the above, which was in these terms : 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1802. 
To Maj. Gen. Frrz-Jonx PORTER: 

Push forward with your corps and — division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville. Iam following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
pike. Be expeditious or we will lose much. 

JOHN POPE. 
Major-General, Commanding. 

General Porter countermarched and moved rapidly as directed. 
When within 4 miles of Gainesville he met Longstreet with 25,000 men 
deployed in line of battle. Porter was pressing forward to attack when, 
at 12 o'clock, General McDowell came upon the field, assumed the com- 
mand and arrested Porter’s advance. Porter here received what is 
called the joint order,“ which I will read: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: 

You will please move forward with your joint commands towards Gainesville, 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half . Heint- 
zelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now 
be not far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as communication is estab- 
lished between this foree and your own the whole command shall halt. It ma: 
be necessary to fall beck behind Bull Run at Centreville to-night, I presume it 
will be so on account of our supplies. I have sent no orders of any description 
to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the movements of McDowell's 
troops, except what I sent uy aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his 
position on the Warrenton pike until the — m here should fall on the 
enemy's flank and rear. I do not even know Ricketts’s position, as I have not 
been able to find out where General McDowell was until a late hour this morn- 
ing. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate with Gen- 
eral Ricketts and instruct him to join the other divisions of his corps as soon as 
practicable. If any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from 
this order it will not be strictly carried out. One thing must be held in view: 
That the troops must occupy a tion from which they can reach Bull Run to- 
night or by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is 
moving in this direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night 
or the next day. 3 headquarters will, for the present, be with Heintzel- 
man’s corps or at this place, 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Commanding. 


It will be observed that when this order reached General Porter’s 
hands it had been fully complied with. 

He did not receive the order until 12 o'clock, and all the proof shows 
he had anticipated and fully executed it. He had moved forward 
with his command toward Gainesville” as far as he could go, and he 
had fully complied with the part of the order which said ‘ 

I desire that as soon as communication is established betwen this foree— 

That on Porter’s right— 
and your own the whole command shall halt. 

He had established communication with the force on his right, and 
he had formed line to engage Longstreet, whose forces were drawn up 
in his immediate front. 

Even General McDowell testifies that Porter had complied with the direc- 
tions of the order before it reached him, and all the facts show that Gen- 
eral Porter gave an intelligent and prompt compliance with this and 
the two preceding orders which he received that day; and the proof 
also shows that General McDowell, who was senior to Porter, was pres- 
ent when Porter received the order; that he assumed command and be- 
came responsible for the movements of General Porter’s corps. 

General McDowell’s exact language while testifying upon this point 
against Porter was (see record, page 83): 

At that time I conceived General Porter to be under me. When the joint or- 


der reached us we were doing what that joint order directed us todo. That 
joint order found the troops in the position in which it directed them to be. 
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Mr. STEELE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman says Oh, no.“ I said, and I re- 
peat, that General McDowell says, At that time I conceived Porter to 

under my command. When the joint order reached us we were do- 
ing what the joint order directed us to do. That joint order found the 
troops in the position which it directed them to occupy.’? Thatis Mc- 
Dowell’s testimony. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to be interrupted. I desire to answer any 
questions. I wish to make the matter plain. 

Mr. STEELE. The joint order itself says: I directed you to move 
toward Gainesville over an hour . Now, before Porter received 
that joint order he had halted in frontof Dawkin’s Branch. Thejoint 
order did not tell him to halt; it told him to goon. He had been or- 
dered to goon more thanan hour before, but instead of that he halted. 
The question was put to him before the McDowell board: ‘‘If you had 
not received the joint order, what would have been the consequence?“ 
And his answer was, I suppose I would have gone on and would have 
interfered with the joining of the forces, or would have been whipped.“ 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam confident the gentleman ismistaken. The 
joint order says: 

You will please move orward with your jointcommands toward Gainesville. 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half: Heint- 
zelman, „ and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now 
be not far from Gainesville, I desire that as soon as communication is estab- 
lished between this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It ma 
be necessary to fall back behind Bull Run at Centreville to-night, I presume it 
will be so on account of our supplies, 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; but he did not join the forces. He would have 
joined the forces if he had gone on as directed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let us see. Here are ma 
Here [indicating] is Reynolds; here [indicating] is Porter. Nowif he 
had gone on he would not have done what he was ordered todo. He 
would not have established communication with the other forces— 
Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno—because the other force had not gone 
to where General Pope said it had gone. Porter went nearer to Gaines- 
ville than Pope’s other troops did. 

Mr. STEELE. I never before heard of a few disconnected lines on 
a piece of paper being called a map. Those lines don’t indicate any- 
thing. They are hung out in the air.“ I don't know what positions 
vou intend to show by those lines. There is no road indicated. 

Mr. WHEELER. I tell you this is copied from the maps of the En- 
gineer officers. This [indicating] is Pope’s force, exclusive of Porter’s; 
this [indicating] represents McDowell; this [indicating] represents 
Longstreet. This is not my map, but it is copied from the map of the 
Engineers, and I invite anybody to examine and see if it is not a correct 
copy of the map made by the Government officers, and which is ad- 
mitted by all es to be correct. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, I say that I know something about maps, but 
I can not make head or tail of that one. - 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not suppose you can, because it seems to 
me you have not been able to make either head or tail of thiscase. I 
think the trouble with the gentlemen opposed to the bill is that they 
do not want to understand it. If they saw the facts as they are; their 
consciences would not let them vote against the bill. From the argu- 
ments and theories advanced by the opponents of the bill, they appear 
determined to ignore the evidence in the case which convinced the 
Schofield board and General Grant that they had been in error as to 
most of the essential facts of the case, and have limited their investi- 
gations and studies to the misstatements of the witnesses before the 
court-martial, the disingenuous argument of Judge Holt which imposed 
upon Mr. Lincoln, and Pope’s interested version of the points at issue 
which misled Grant. 

The red lines indicate the confederates and the dark blue represent 
the Federal army. 

Mr. STEELE. I shall not undertake tomake the gentleman under- 
stand it, but the House I think understood my map the other day. It 
was an official map, made not only by an officer of the Government 
but by a friend of Porter. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will take great pains and pleasure in explaining 
everything to my friend from Indiana Mr. STEELE]. One of 
maps is a copy of Board map No. 2,” showing the general situation of 
Pope’s and Lee’sarmies at 4.30 p. m. Au 29, 1862. The other large 
map is a copy of ‘* Board map No. 3,” which shows the supposed mili- 
tary situation under which the 4.30 p. m. order wasissued. I have had 
these two maps very much enlarged so they can be seen and understood 
at a distance, but, as I said before, as proof of their accuracy I place 
below them the small original maps from which they are copied. I 
shall put these small fac-similes in the RECORD. 

Skirmishing had become quite brisk along Porter’s deployed line, 
which Porter was endeavoring to press close on the enemy. It has been 
proven by five witnesses that General McDowell, seeing this, said: 

Porter, you are too far out already; this is no place to fight a battle. 

McDowell then turned to the rear and marched his corps from the field, 
to form it some 2 miles to Porter’s right. About sundown, while 
making this movement, a portion of one of his divisions, under General 
Hatch, encountered two brigades under General Hood, and an engage- 
ment followed which lasted about an hour. The only severe fighting 


sworn to be correct. 


that day was some 3 miles to the right near Groveton, where Generals 
Sigel, Hooker, Kearny, Reynolds, and Reno were engaged with Stone- 
wall Jackson. 

The statement of some zealous opponents to this bill, that as General 
McDowell left Dawkin’s Branch he ordered Porter to attack Longstreet, 


is a serious disparagement, not to say insult, to General McDowell. It 
is a charge that General McDowell marched his eighteen thousand men 
from the field and at the same time ordered Porter with nine thou- 
sand to attack the twenty -five thousand men under Longstreet. This 
illustrates the inconsistencies in which people become involved when 
they attempt to assume positions which are unreasonable and without 
foundation. 

Our friends of the minority have exhibited remarkable industry. 
They appear to have done all that human exertion could accomplish to 
show that when Porter received the joint order a great battle was be- 
ing between Pope’s forces and those of Jackson and Longstreet, 
and that Porter should have attacked anything he found in his front. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says Porter had three orders 
to do so. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] evidently 
saw Mr. STEELE’serror, and he interjects the opinion that Porter should 
have attacked with or without“ orders. 

The first order Porter received that day said: 

Major-General Pope directs that you move upon Centreville, 

The second order countermanded this, and said: 

Push forward upon Gainesville. 

The third order reiterated the second, and said: 

I desire that as soon as communication is established between this force — 

Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno— 
and your own the whole command shall halt. 


McDowell did 
NOT ORDER PORTER TO ATTACK, 


and I assert that until after 6 o’clock that evening he had no orders 
from any one to attack. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] also makes an effort to 
prove that the forces under Pope’s immediate command were engaging 
Longstreet as well as Jackson when the joint order was received. 

To establish these two propositions he read the official reports of many 
generals, but unfortunately for him these reports, so far from sustain- 
ing his position, tend to prove the contrary. 

It is true that Sigel speaks of being engaged in the morning of the 
29th, but he says: 

During two hours, from 4 to 6 p. m., strong cannonading and musketry con- 
tinued on our center and right, where General Kearny made a successful effort 
against the extreme left of enemy's li 

At 6.150’clock Brigadier-General King’s division of Major-General McDowell's 
corps arrived behind our front and advanced on the Gainesville turnpike. 

General Hatch's first allusion to any engagement was in these words: 


Late on the afternoon of the th ultimo I was ordered by General McDowell 
in person (who was at the time stationed near the stone house, on the turnpike 
from Gainesville to Centreville) to move the division on the Gainesville road in 
pursuit of the enemy, who he informed me were retreating. 


General Heintzelman says: 


At 11 a. m. the head of Hooker's division arrived; General Reno an hour later. 
At the request of General S I ordered General Hooker to place one of his 
brigades at General Sigel’s disposal to re-enforce a portion of his line then hard 
pressed. General Grover reported. and before long became en „and was 
afterward supported by the whole division. General Pope arrived between 1 
and 2 p. m. The enemy were driven back a short distance toward Sudley 
church, where they made another stand, and again poe a Rowen. of our line 
back. All this time General Kearny’s division held its position on our extreme 
right. Several orders were sent him to advance, but he did not move until after 
the troops on his left had been forced back, which was near 6 p. m. 


The report of General Grover shows that his severest fighting was 
after 3 o’clock in the afternoon. 

The only troops of Longstreet that engaged any one beside Porter on 
that day were the two brigades under Hood. This officer says in his 
report (War Records, volume 12, part 2, page 605) that the order for him 
to make the attack reached him at sunset. 

General John F. Reynolds, a witness before the court which con- 
demned Porter, testified in these words (Schofield board, page 165): 


large antitery or infantry? 


pally Fe 
Q. About what time did the infantry fire commence in force and volume? 

A. As near as I can recollect it must have been between 4 and 5 o'clock, probs 
ably 5 o'clock ; that is, I refer to the near me, There may have been in- 
fantry firing on the right which I could not hear. 


The Schofield board, after an exhaustive examination of this matter, 
in speaking of the battle of the 29th, say: 

That battle consisted of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small 
portions of the opposing forces. These combats were of short duration and 
were separated by long intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels. 
Until after 6 o’clock only a smali part of the troops on either side were N 
at any time during the afternoon. Then, about sunset, one additional division 
on side was engaged near Groveton. 


General Grant says: 


Until Im when I reexamined for myself, my belief was that on the 29th of 
August, 1862, a le was fought. * è * Now, on a full investigation 
of facts, I find t the battle was fought on the goth of August; that your (Por- 
ter’s) 55 directly by you (Porter) in person, lost a greater per- 
centage any other corps engaged. 


But there is one witness to the fact that no severe fighting occurred 
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prior to 4.30 p. m. on the 29th, whose accuracy I su will be ad- 
mitted by my friend [Mr. STEELE], and that is Pope himself. 
No general would communicate orders to his corps during 


a great battle without mentioning it, and we see that General Pope was 
very particular and prompt to mention, if not to magnify, every con- 
flict. Pope's order to Porter, written d the which di- 
rected him to push forward on Gainesville; the joint order, written just 
before noon, and the 4.30 p. m. order, all fail to speak of any engage- 
ment. 

The joint order states what his army is doing, and says it is occupied 
in marching, not fighting. He says he is with Heintzelman’s corps, 
which, together with Sigel and Reno, is moving down the Warrenton 
pike. He orders that when Porter shall have established communica- 
tion with this force he shall halt. 

He says—now listen: 

Ricketts's orders are to hold his position until the troops from here fall on the 
enemy flank and rear. 

This is positive proof that up to that time they had not done so. 

The order states, and reiterates, that the must occupy a posi- 
tion from which they can fall back behind Bull Run at Centreville. 

Even the 4.30 order does not mention any fight, but says the enemy 
is massed in the woods in front of us, but can beshelled out as soon as 
you engage their flank. This is proof that he was only contemplating 
an attack up to that time. 

The gentlemen who oppose this bill reiterate the statement made by 
Pope in his dispatch of 5 a. m. August 30, which reads: 

We fought a terrific battle here yesterday with the combined forces of the 
— ~ + * We have lost not less than eight thousand men, killed and 

The official reports show this to be absolutely untrue—at least four 
times as big as the truth. 

No one contends that any troops besides Porter’s were en on 
that day except Reynolds, Sigel, Hooker, Kearny, Reno, and King, and 
General Pope’s official report does not mention any other troops as be- 
ing engaged, and that report says that King attacked about sunset. 

The official reports (War Records, volume 12, part 2, 250 to 


262) show that the entire losses, in killed and these 
from August 16 to September 2, including the battle of Chantilly, 
the terrible battle of the Second A the battle of 


the 29th, the battle at Groveton on the 28th, the fight at Kettle Run 
on the 27th, and all other battles, skirmishes, affairs, and combats of 
every character were as follows: 


e rer treet 
Doubleday's brigade (King’s division) 210 
r ge eee as eee 5, 320 
I only put in Doubleday’s . of King's division because Pope 
says King a at sunset of the 29th, all the reports show that 
Doubleday’s brigade did this fighting. 


It is therefore shown by the records that instead of these troops losing 
eight thousand men on the 29th, their killed and wounded during the 
entire campaign were but five thousand three hundred and twenty— 
less than two-thirds of eight thousand. 

And while there were no of the losses on the 
it must be evident to any one who reads all the reports that the losses 
on that day could not have exceeded fifteen hundred to two thousand 
men. 

The report prepared by General Kearny (War Records, volume 12, 

rt 2, page 416) shows that most of the fighting on the 29th was done 

y four regiments—exactly half of one of his bri yet I have 
included in the five thousand three hundred and twenty the aggregate 
of the losses of all his division during the entire campaign. 

The t of my friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], as well as 
that of others opposed to this bill, seemed to be based upon his sustain- 
ing the position that a great battle was going on from noon until night 
on the 29th, and therefore I have made these citations to show the 
glaring error into which they have been betrayed. 

My colleague [Mr. STEELE] also quotes from General Longstreet’s 
official report, and prefaces it by saying: 

And I want my friend and colleague on the committee, General WHEELER, to 


hear what Longstreet says. 

I beg my friend to accept my thanks for the quotation, and also for 
thus emphazising it upon the attention of the Hows. From this quo- 
tation I now read: 

General D. R. Jones's division was placed upon the Manassas Gap Railroad. 

This was in front of Porter. 


From the same quotation I read further: 


Major-General Stuart reported the roach of the in h columns 
against my extreme right. I withdrew General Wileox, with his three brigades, 
from the left, and placed his command in position to support Jones in case of an 
attack against my right, 


My friend’s own witness 
THUS ESTABLISHES THE FACT 


that a large proportion of Longstreet’s force was withdrawn from in 


front of Reynolds, and Hooker to oppose Porter, who, according to 
my friend’s theory and belief, remained perfectly quietand made nodem- 
onstration whatever against Longstreet’s force. 


While this fight at Groveton was in progress General Pope dictated 
the following: 
HeADQUARTEES IN THE Fr, August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
Major-General PORTER : 


> bliged to fall back, 
and rear, so as to keep you in close „ with the — 5 Wing. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 

This will be ized as the famous ‘‘ 4.30 order,“ the alleged non- 
compliance with which has for twenty-four years been relied upon by 
the supporters of General Pope as the grand central fact which sup- 
ported and vivified all the reckless charges against the honor and pat- 
riotism of General Porter, and to which they now appeal to 


PREVENT THE TARDY JUSTICE 

to that gallant soldier which is contemplated by this bill. As this al- 
leged failure to comply with this order constitutes the very core, the 
soul, the life, of all the charges against General Porter, it is evident 
that his complete vindication must follow the establishment of the fact 
that such compliance was simply impossible, and that it was issued by 
General Pope in ignorance of the actual situation in which his army 
was placed. 

It is worse than useless for Porter's enemies to attempt now to change 
their position and fall back upon the argument that Pope was aware 
of Longstreet’s presence, and that this order contemplated an attack 
upon ap, roca Only four hours before, General Pope’s dispatch to 
Generals McDowell and Porter had asserted that it would require a 
march of from thirty-six to forty-eight hours for Longstreet to form a 
junction with Jackson. General Pope’s exact words were: 

The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direc- 
tion at a pace that will bring here by to-morrow night or next day, 

If further evidence be required to show that the order referred only 
to an attack on Jackson's right it is supplied by the order itself, which 
positively asserts ‘‘the enemy is in the woods in front of us,“ 
and as he had placed Longstreet thirty-six to forty-eight hours distant, 
even he could not have expected General Porter to make an immediate 
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As confirmatory of this position, General Pope, on December 4, testi- 
fied at Porter’s trial in these words: 


Had General Porter fallen upon the flank of the enemy, as it was hoped, at 
any time upto 8 o’clock that night, it is my firm conviction that we should have 
destroyed the army of Jackson. 


Here he specifies Jackson in explicit terms, and says nothing about 
t. 


Again, on December 6, General Pope testified: 

Porter was expected to attack if ie—and as I understood it to 
be le- the right flank of Jackson's forces, and if possible the rear of his 
forces, to prevent, if it were practicable, the junction of Longstreet’s forces with 
Jackson’s, and to crush Jackson’s flank fore Longstreet could effect a junc- 
tion with him. I did not then believe, nor do I now believe, that at that time 
(4.30 p. m.) any considerable portion of Longstreet's corps had reached the vi- 
cinity of the field. I donot know that General Porter between 5.30 p. m. and 
7 o'clock had the enemy y in his front, though I would think it alto- 
gether likely that Jackson would have pushed out some force to observe the 
road between Gainesville and Manassas Junction. It is altogether likely, there- 
fore, that some of Jackson's troops were in the presence of General Porter's ad- 
vance, though of my own knowledge I do not know that. 


This eager testimony of the prosecutor on the trial must settle this 
point in Porter’s favor. 

Having shown that Pope could have 

REFERRED ONLY TO JACKSON 
as the enemy to be assailed, the next point in the defense is that, no 
matter who he was ordered to attack, Porter did not receive the order 
until nearly one hour later than the time fixed for its reception by 
Pope’s witnesses at the trial. This is now so clearly established and 
is so universally admitted, that no one with any regard for his reputa- 
tion dare attempt to controvert this vital fact. 

As another and distinct defense of General Porter I beg to call at- 
tention to the following utterances of that illustrious and successful sol- 
dier the late General and ex-President Grant: 

But, even if the position of Lee’s army had been thirty-six to forty-eight hours 
distant, as asserted in the joint order to McDowell and Porter, it would have 
been impossible for Porter to have obeyed the 4.30 order, because it did not con- 
template a night attack, and was not received Porter until about dark. To 
have obeyed it would have required some lit reparation, movement of 
troops, and distribution of orders, so that it would have been some time after 
dark before he could have moved from the position he was then occupying, and 
at least as late as 9 o'clock at night before he could have reached Jackson's flank 
to — it. His efforts to execute the order, notwithstanding its apparent in- 


is assertion. 


Now I will ask attention to the map. All the evidence of Pope and 
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and there- 

it was very proper for Porter to attack Jackson’s flank and rear. 
This is an exact copy of the map which was made by the Government 
to show the supposed position at 4.30 p. m., simply made on a larger 
seale; and no man now denies but this was the supposed situation of 
Pope’s army, and the record shows that Pope testified before the Porter 
court in 1862 that such was his situation. . 
Diagram showing the position Pope supposed the contending forces to occupy 
when he issued the 4.30 p. m. order. 


Va 


en 
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. STEELE. Now, do I understand the red line represents Jack- 


„WHEELER. It represents Jackson. 
. STEELE. And facing south? 
. WHEELER. Southeast. 

Mr. STEELE. Your map shows him facing south. If that is not 
facing south I do not understand the map. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not expect the gentleman to understand it 
unless he desires to do so. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama, 
General OATES, if he understands that. He was there. 

Mr. OATES. I understand very well what the situation was. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam willing to yield to any proper interruptions, 


but I do not wish my time to be consumed by gentlemen who do not | 


wish to understand things put before them in a clear and natural way: 
My friend General OATES understands the maps, and I think my friend 
Mr. STEELE understands them also; but I will gladly yield to either 
for any question. 


: said last Thursday, but I will repeat it. I read from his speech in the 


run. 


h 


\ 


| 
Here eee So the map] was Pope’sarmy; Reynolds here; Reno 
there. ere was Longstreet; here was Porter; here was McDowell go- 
ing to join the rest of Pope’s army. 

The order would have required Porter to march his corps along the 
| entire frontof Longstreet’sline of battle and attack Stonewall Jackson’s 
| flank, a thing impossible to be done, and therefore Grant says a thing 
he ought not to hae attempted todo. Grant says that fortunately 
| this order did not reach Porter until sunset. If it had reached him, a 

man of his determination to obey orders, he would have o it, and 
Grant and Longstreet both say if he had attempted to obey it it would 
have caused disaster to his army. It would have been nine thousand 


men fighting and at ing twenty-five thousand. 
Mr. STEELE. Did not t have something else to do there;? 
Will the gentleman explain if he was there with thirty-five thousand 


men, and Porter was in his front with nine thousand, why did 
he not wipe out Porter? 
Mr. Because he did not know that Porter had so small 
a force. Hesaw Porter move on him with so much energy. [Laugh- 
ter.] I quote from what the gentleman read on Thursday 
Mr. STEELE. I deny that I said he had displayed any energy. 
Mr. WHEELER. I havealready correctly quoted what my friend 


RECORD: 
And I want 
hear what 


. > * * * * 
“ Three brigades, under General Wilcox, were thrown forward to the support 
of the left, and three others, under General Kemper, to the support of the right 
of these commands. 

General D, R. Jones’s division was 


my friend and colleague on the committee, General WHEELER, to 
says: 


gaged the geod for 
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ful artillery duel. Ata late hour in the day Major-General Stuart reported the 

approach ofthe enemy in heavy Seeg. EST my extreme right. I withdrew 

General Wilcox, with his three brigades, the left and placed his command 

in position to support Jones in case of an attack against my right.” 

Diagram showing the actual position of the two armies on the afternoon of 
August 29, as shown by the evidence before the Schofield board and official 
reports, when the confederate divisions of Wilcox, Kemper, and D. E. 
Jones, and Stuart’s cavalry were in Porter's front. 


Mart? 
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This shows that Porter occupied the attention of and prevented three 
divisions, Wilcox’s, Kemper’s, and D. R. Jones’s, and Stuart's cavalry, 
a force nearly double his own, from engaging other troops of General 
Pope’s army. 

But if we grant, in defiance of the well-established facts in the case, 
that the order did reach Porter at the hour specified at the trial, it is 
manifest to every one at all familiar with history that General Porter 
would have been fully justified had he flatly refused to even attempt 
its execution. 

As I have already shown, in anticipating the ‘‘joint order“ to him- 
self and McDowell, General Porter had, as early as 12 o’clock, de- 
ployed his line to engage a superior force of the enemy in his imme- 
diate front, which force obstructed his line of march“ as laid down 
in the joint order, and which is referred to in the 4.30 order. 

Any commanding officer must have realized at once that the order 
just delivered to him had been issued under a total misapprehension of 
the actual state of affairs upon the Federal left. General Pope says 
distinctly that Porter’s line of march would bring him on the enemys’ 


right flank.” 

BUT PORTER KNEW 
that he was already opposed to a superior force immediately in his front. 
The order, and Pope’s evidence at the trial, already quoted, shows it to 
have been issued in the belief that Jackson had received no re-enforce- 
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ments whatever. Porter knew that Lee's whole army was united, and 
that while the commanding general, at 4.30 p. m., fancied himself to 
be opposed only by an isolated fraction of the confederate forces, he was, 
in fact, at the date of the order, and had been since 12 o’clock, opposed 
by Lee’s entire army most advantageously posted in a formidable posi- 
tion. The order directed Porter to ‘‘fall back to his right and rear’? 
in case a retrograde movement became necessary. Porter knew that to 
attempt an attack on the enemy’s right flank could have no other result 
than to cut him off from the possibility of retiring by his right and rear, 
as it would inevitably interpose a greatly superior force of the enemy 
between himself and the line of retreat he was directed to pursue. 

It is barely possible that some persons may be found who, declining 
toargue the question on its merits, will ventureto assert that notwith- 
standing Porter’s knowledge of facts, of which it was evident his com- 
mander must be ignorant, he had no right to allow his knowledge to in- 
fluence his action; that having received a definite and explicit orderto 
attack the enemy’s right flank, he had no option asa good soldier and 
zealous officer, but that it was his plain and imperative duty to find the 
enemy’s right flank and makethe attack, leaving hissuperiors to assume 
all the responsibility for any adverse result of this blind obedience. 

A sufficient answer to this is to be found in the fact that in every army 
that was ever organized, from the time of Alexander to the present day, 
the commander of a subdivision so important as a corps, not immediately 
under the eye of his general, ex to various contingencies, and re- 
ceiving from his chief only general instructions or such instructions as 
were palpably prompted by misapprehension or ignorance of his situa- 
tion, must have some discretionary power. 

The duty of a corps commander is the same as the duty of an army 
commander, and the duty of each is to his country and to his men. And 
as his men constitute the instrament which alone enables him to dis- 
charge his duty to his country, it is obvious that he has 

NO RIGHT TO DECLINE 
the responsibility of exercising his discretion when forced to choose 
whether he will sacrifice success and jeopardize his country or fail to 
comply literally with an order evidently issued in ignorance or misap- 
prehension of his situation. 

And this, I maintain, was precisely the case with General Porter. 
The order was based, as we have seen, upon the false assumption that 
Jackson could receive no accession of strength under thirty-six hours; 
that his (Jackson's) right flank was in the air,“ and that by follow- 
ing the line of march indicated in a previous order Porter would be 
able to attack him at this superlative disadvantage. 

Now Porter knew, from actual contact with the foe, that every pre- 
sumption of his commander was erroneous, and he was fully justified 
in using the discretion inseparable from his position to preserve his 
command as the only means of averting the irreparable catastrophe 
which he saw was probably impending as the result of his command- 
ing general’s erroneous impressions. 

General Longstreet, who has been in full sympathy with the Repub- 
lican party for twenty years, has recently published an article in the 
Century Magazine, in which he discusses the possibility of Porter's 
obedience to this order, and which I will now read: 5 


General Pope, sanguine by nature, was not careful enough to keep himself 
informed about the movements of his enemy. At half past four on the after- 
noon of the 29th he issued an order for Porter to attack Jackson's right, sup- 
posing I was at Thoroughfare Gap, when in fact I had been in position since 
noon, and was anxiously awaiting an attack. It has been said that General 
Stuart, by raising a dust in front of Porter, so impressed him that he did not 
offer battle. I know nothing of the truth of the story, and never heard of it 
till after the war. Iffrom any such cause Porter was prevented from attack- 
ing me it was to our disadvantage, and delayed our victory twenty-four hours, 
Porter knew I was in his front. He had captured one or two of my men, which 
gave him information of my position before he actually saw me. If Porter had 
not appeared when he did I would have attacked by our right early in the after- 
noon. In that event Porter would have had a fine opportunity to take me on 
the wing and strike a fearful blow. As it was, he was a check upon my move 
against Pope’s main position. If [had advanced upon Pope I would have been 
under an enfilade fire from Porter's batteries, and if I had advanced upon Por- 
ter I would have been under a fire from the batteries ou Pope’s front as severe 
as the raking fire from my batteries the next day, when Pope was massed 
against Jackson, Had Porter attacked me between noon and night on the 20th 
I should have received his nine thousand with about double that number. 
would have held my line toreceive the attack, and as soon as his line developed 
its strength, I would have thrown three brigades forward beyond his extreme 
left. When my line of battle had broken up the attack, as it certainly would 
have done, these three brigades would have been thrown forward at the flank, 
and at the same time my main line would have pushed on in the part 

The result would have been Porter's retreat in confusion, and I might possi- 
bly have reached Pope's left and rear in time to cut him off. When his army 
was well concentrated on the 30th he was badly cut up and defeated. It does 
not seem unreasonable to conclude that attack on 29th in his disjointed condi- 
tion would have been attended with more disastrous results to him. If I had 
been attacked under the 4.30 order the result might have been less damaging, 
as Porter would have had the night to cover his retreat, and the Federal Arm 
could have availed itself of the darkness to screen its move back across Bull 
Run. But Porter's attack at night, if not followed i the retreat of the Army, 
would have drawn me around the Federal left, and put me ina position for 
striking the next day. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER] says: 

There is no evidence that there was a large force of the enemy in front of 
General Porter. 


But General Grant says: 


From 11 o’clock of the 29th he (Porter) was confronted by a force of twice his 
own number, of whose presence he had positive proof, while General Pope did 
not know of it. 
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When I last had the honor to address the House on this question I 
pointed out the deplorable results of a literal but unintelligent com- 
pliance with orders, as exemplified in the case of Marshal Grouchy. 
That too-obedient commander blindly followed, as he claimed, his un- 
derstanding of the meaning conveyed by the order he received, and this 
undiscriminating regard for the precise terms of the order as he inter- 
preted it defeated the most brilliant campaign ever planned and brought 
irretrievable disaster upon the greatest commander of the world. 

It was literal and unintelligent compliance with orders which caused 
the disaster at Balaklava, When the order was given its execution 
was possible and might have been fruitful of good results; when its 
execution was attempted the conditions had changed, and the attempt 
to carry out an order which contemplated entirely different cireum- 
stances from those actually existing was criminal. 

This view of the duty and discretionary power of a corps commander 
is fully sustained by Napoleon’s seventy-second maxim of war, which 
I will read: 

Ageneral-in-chief has no right to shelter his mistakes in war under cover of 
his sovereign or of a minister when these are both distant from the scene of op- 
eration, and must consequently be either ill-informed or wholly ignorant of the 
actual state of things. 

Hence it follows that every paseal is culpable who undertakes the execution 
ofa plan which he considers faulty. It is J ew represent his reasons, to 
insist upon a change of plan; in short, to give in his resi, on rather than al- 
low himself to be made the instrument of his army’s ruin. Every general-in- 
chief who fights a battle in consequence of superior orders with the certainty of 
pag is equally blamable. 7 

In this last-mentioned case the general ought to refuse obedience, because a 
blind obedience is due only to a milit command given by a superior present 
on the t at the moment of action. ing in possession of the real state of 
things, the superior has it then in his power to afford the necessary explanations 
to the person who executes his orders. But supposing a general-in-chief to re- 
ceive a positive order from his sovereign, directing him to fighta battle, with the 
further eg gr to yield to his adversary and allow himself to be defeated, 
ought he to obey it? No. If the general should be able to comprehend the 
meaning or utility of such an order he should execute it, otherwise he should 
refuse to obey it. 

This maxim is peculiarly applicable to the situation of General Por- 
ter when he received each of the three orders he was charged with dis- 
obeying. He was the commander of an army corps, 


SEPARATED FROM HIS CHIEF, 


who, it was evident, was “ill-informed or wholly ignorant of the actual 
state of things, and under the maxim would, therefore, have been 
fully justified in exercising his discretion. 

We see running through all of Napoleon’s campaigns instances in 
which the most trusted and capable of his lieutenants did not comply 
strictly with his orders; and his dispatches show that he was frequently 
vexed and irritated, but in nearly every case after understanding the 
facts he fully justified their judicious exercise of discretion. 

I believe allusion has been made to M. Thiers’s censure of Ney for 
failing to comply with one of Napoleon’s orders at Quatre Bras. An 
eminent writer, in replying to this a quarter ofa century ago, said: 

To this we reply that a commander intrusted with such a large command, 
and exposed to contingencies so various and receiving none but general instruc- 
tions from his chief, must be considered to possess some discretionary power. 
Now, Napoleon’s orders to Ney were given, as we have seen, under the false im- 
pression that Sombref and Quatre Bras would be occupied with little or no op- 
position, and that Brussels would be open to the French and attainable in asin- 

le march, If ever, then, a chief in Ney's ition is perfectly justified in using 
R power, it is when his inatructions prove to have been given from 
a false estimate of the facts. We say, then, that he was right to use his discre- 
tion, aaa we say, also, that he his discretion rightly with caution in ad- 
vancing. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish toask him 
this question: In every instance of an order disobeyed by an inferior 
commander under Napoleon where Napoleon justified the disobedience, 
was it not a case where the commander was out of Napoleon’s reach 
and the emergency was such a one as to require immediate action? 

Mr. W. LER. In about a hundred cases that I have read of the 
subordinate commander was nearer to Napoleon than Porter was to 
Pope in this case, 

Mr. BRUMM. That is only part of an answer to my question. The 
commander may have been nearer to Napoleon, but was not the emer- 
gency so extreme that it required immediate action? 

Mr. WHEELER. It was not an emergency requiring more imme- 
diate action than was required in the case we have been considering here. 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] to name such a case. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will name this one that I am speaking of now, 
where Marshal Ney, 5 miles distant from Napoleon, disobeyed his or- 
der at Quatre Bras, and Napoleon justified him in doing so. But we 
do not need to go to France for testimony on this point. We need not 
go to any other witness than General Pope himself. 

I have not the time to read many cases, but I will cite one which 
comes to my mind, and which my friend will admit applies here with 
great force. 

This principle, or I might say law, governing military operations, 
sanctioned by immemorial usage, was recognized by General Pope time 
and again during his brief career as commander of the Army of Vir- 
ginis, and in no instance do we find that he censured this exercise of 

iscretionary power. 

Not only that, but we find that, when a witness before the McDowell 
court of inquiry, when all the facts must have been fresh in his mind, 
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and when the ink, which recorded his testimony against Fitz-John 
Porter was hardly dry, he expressly sanctioned and asserted the prin- 
ciple that a corps commander situated as Porter was was vested with 
this discretionary power and should exercise it. 

On January 14, 1863, at the instance of a member of the McDowell 
court, the recorder read the order from Major-General Pope to Major- 
General McDowell, dated Headquarter’s Army of Virginia, Bristoe Sta- 
tion, August 27, 1862, 9 o’clock p. m., in which we find these words: 


At daylight to-morrow morning march rapidly on Manassas Junction with 
your whole force, resting your right on the Manassas Gap Railroad, throwing 
your left well to the east. * If you will march promptly and rapidly at 
the earliest dawn of day upon Manassas Junction we shall bag the whole crowd. 
+ * * Be expeditious and the day is our own, 


If ever there was an order which, from its language and the promise 


of great results to follow its execution, called for implicit obedience, it 
was this, It was not only an 

UNEQUIVOCAL AND IMPERATIVE DIRECTION 
to do a certain thing with his whole force,’’ accompanied by explicit 
instructions to do it in a certain way, but it expressed the commander’s 
assured conviction that prompt and exact compliance would surely be 
88 the most glorious results. General MeDowell was assured 
by Gen Pope that if he obeyed this order promptly and expedi- 
tiously victory was certain. And more than that; this victory must bo 
followed by the capture of the whole force of the enemy, and that capt- 
ure must have ended the campaign and closed the war. 

And yet, notwithstanding all these incentives and allurements, Gen- 
eral McDowell not merely failed to obey this imperative order, but 
actually disobeyed it. He did not march his corps in the manner di- 
rected, and instead of ‘‘ marching rapidly on Manassas Junction with 
your [his] whole force” he sent a large division under General Ricketts 
in an exactly opposite direction. 

Nor is this the worst. He did not march with his corps, but left it 
entirely, separating himself 6 miles from one division and 10 miles from 
the other, and while thus separated from them both divisions became 
engaged with the enemy in the absence of their commander, 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman will permit me to ask, because 
I think this is probably the turning point in this whole case 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam glad you sayso. 

Mr. BRUMM. Where an inferior officer acts contrary to his instruc- 
tions does he not assume the entire zepon DALY, and does he not 
make himself responsible for the approval or disapproval of his imme- 
diate commander ? 

Mr. WHEELER. He does. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, in this case, did not Fitz-John Porter disobey 
a command, and in doing so did he not take upon himself the responsi- 
bility of meeting with the approbation or disapprobation of his imme- 
diate commander, who was Po 

Mr. WHEELER. He did; and he met his approbation. General 
Pope said he was perfectly satisfied with the conduct of Porter; but af- 
terward, when he wanted to destroy Porter, he preferred these charges 
against him. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then the question is simply—and I will not inter- 
rupt the gentleman further—the question is simply one of veracity as 
to whether Pope did at any time approve of Porter’s action or did not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir; and I will prove that he did so before I 
get through. 

Very naturally the court was astounded at this flagrant disobedience 
of orders by a sg commander in the face of the enemy; and in the 
discharge of its duty propounded the following question to General 
Pope, then on the witness-stand and under oath: 


Q. After the order just read to you had General McDowell any discretionary 
pare to send Ricketts’s division to Thoroughfare Gap to check the approach of 
n 9 


gstreet? 

A. At the time that the order in question was written I was satisfied that we 
had completely in between the forces under Jackson and the main body 
of the enemy yet to the westward of the Bull Run range. The order directing 
General M well's march would have carried him to the eastward and in the 
same direction in which the main body of the enemy was marching to join Jack- 
son. I believed then, and believe now, that we were suflicientlyin advance of 
Longstreet, who was supposed tó lead the main body of the enemy, that by 
using our whole force vigorously we should be able to crush Jackson com- 
pletely before Longstreet by any bility could have reached the scene ofac- 
tion. I sent nothing to General McDowell concerning Thoroughfare Gap, and 
regretted afterward that any portion of his forces had been detached in that di- 
rection, General McDowell had the discretion, however, necessarily incident 
to his position and to his distance from me to make such a disposition to cover 
his rear as he might consider necessary. (War Records, yolume 12, part 1, page 


This testimony of General Pope must have made a marked impres- 
sion on the court, for in stating the facts developed by the inquiry, and 
the opinions reached, the court uses this very emphatic and significant 
language: 

The court also felt bound to report the fact that his commanding officer, Gen- 
eral Pope, not only omitted to hold him culpable for this separation, but em- 
phatically commended his whole conduct while under his command, without 
exception or qualification. (War Records, volume 12, part 1, page 331.) 


I should like to know by what peculiar mental process any one can 
reach the conclusion that General McDowell is to be justified and com- 
mended for exercising the “‘ discretion necessarily incident to his position 
and to his distance from me? (General Pope), and General Porter is to 
be censured, condemned, and punished for doing the very same thing? 


+ 
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If further evidence be wanted of General Pope’s acceptance of this 
principle of the right and duty of a commander not under the immedi- 
ate eye of his chief, nor in immediate communication with him, to ex- 
ercise his discretion, we also find that this very McDowell court of in- 

uiry alluded to the fact that both Generals Ricketts and King dis- 
obeyed the orders of General McDowell, and not only did they escape 
aH censure, but were made members of the court which tried and con- 
demned Porter. 

By this discussion I do not wish to be understood as in any way ad- 
mitting that General Porter failed to comply strictly with every order 
which he received, but my object is to show that even had he used dis- 
cretion and not complied literally with the orders he would under the 
circumstances have been justified. 

In closing this branch of the subject, as confirmatory of the fact that 
General Porter could be implicitly relied on to execute any order the 
execution of which was possible or proper, I ask the attention of the 
House to an extract from the manuscript of General McClellan’s forth- 
coming work, which I will read: 

Fitz-John Porter was on duty with General Patterson as adjutant-general when 
Tassumed command. As soon as possible I had him made a b ie eral, 
and gave him the command created by W. T. Sherman., Take him for all in all, 
he was probably the best general officer I had under me. He had excellent abil- 
ity, sound Li ent, and all the instincts ofasoldier. He was fectly familiar 
with the details of his duty, an excellent organizer and administrative officer, 
and one of the most conscientious and laborious men I ever knew. I neverfound 
it necessary to do more than give him general instructions, for it was certain that 
all details would be cared for and nothing neglected. I always knew that an 
order given to him would be fully carried out were it morally and physically 


possible, He was one of the coolest and most imperturbable men in danger 
whom I ever knew, like all his race. 7 


Having, as I think, sufficiently discussed the 4.30 order, I propose 
now to glance hastily at the subsequent events in the order of their se- 
quence. General Pope, evidently irritated at his want of success on 
the 29th, during that night ordered Porter to join him with his corps 
and to report in person at his headquarters. This was promptly com- 
plied with, and during the night General Porter took position as di- 
rected by General Pope. 

On the 30th the 

SECOND BATTLE OF MANASSAS 
was fought, in which nearly all of Pope’s army was engaged, but the 
brunt of the engagement was borne by General Porter, who displayed 
the same conspicious skill and superb gallantry which had uniformly 
been characteristic of the man in every one of the numerous actions in 
which he had been previously engaged. 

General Jackson, in his official report, alluding to this engagement 
with Porter’s corps, uses these words: 

In a few moments our entire line was engaged ina flerce and sanguinary strug- 
gio with the enemy. As one line was repulsed another took its place and 
orward as if determined, by force of numbers and fary of assault, to drive us 
from our positions. So impetuous and well sustained were these onsets as to 
induce me to send to the commandin neral for re-enforcements, but the 
timely and gallant advance of 8 oaro on the right relieved my 
troops from the pressure of overwhelming numbers, and gave to those brave 
men the chances of a more equal conflict. As Longstreet pressed upon the 
= the Federal advance was checked, and soon a general advance of my 
whole ling was ordered, 

General Pope, in his apparent effort to detract from and disparage 
Porter’s services, in his report uses these words: 

‘The attack of Porter was neither vigorous nor persistent, and his troops soon 
retired in considerable confusion, 

I desire to call attention to the fact that in the attack of the Fifth 
Corps, which General Pope says was“ neither vigorous nor persistent, ’’ 
Porter’s loss in killed and wounded was, in proportion to the strength 
of the various corps, nearly double that of soy other corps during all 
the battles and affairs of the campaign which lasted eighteen days. 

Porter lost about 2,100 out of less than 8,500 men for the fighting 
that General Pope styles neither vigorous nor persistent.” 

Other corps of General Pope’s army lost from August 16 to Septem- 
ber 2, inclusive—Sigel 2,087 out of 9,000, Heintzelman 2,238 out of 
9,000, Reno 1,523 out of 7,000, McDowell 5,469 out of 18,000; and of 
these 5,469 more than 2,000 of McDowell’s losses were reported as 
„missing,“ while Porter’s ‘‘missing’’ was only 458. 

Worse than that, the extract from Jackson's report which I havejust 
quoted was put in circulation by Porter’s detractors, coupled with the 
assertion that it referred to the engagement of the 29th. This perver- 
sion of fact served a double purpose: it produced the false impression 
in the public mind that a great battle was being fought by General 
Pope on the 29th when he sent the 4.30 order to Porter, and at the same 
time deprived the Fifth Corps and its commander of all credit for their 
intrepid valor. 

On the 31st no engagement occurred, but on September 1 General 
Lee pressed around General Pope’s right. Pope attempted to inter- 
pose Generals Hooker, Reno, Kearny, and Stevens. A severe engage- 
ment followed which was called 

THE BATTLE OF CHANTILLY. 

The following day, while en route to Washington, General Pope re- 
ceived the following: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., September 2, 1862, 
Major-General Pore, Fairfax Court House, Va. : 


You will bring your forces, as best you can, within or near the line of fortifica- 
tions. General McClellan has charge of all the defenses, and you will consider 


any direction as to disposition of the as they arrive given by him as com- 
ee Tey hres 2 got between you and the works. 
r W H. W. HALL 
General- in- 


At 7.10 p. m. General Pope dispaic.. General Halleck from Ball’s 
Cross Roads: 
I arrived here safely. 


On the 3d General Pope was ordered to report in person at Washing- 
ton. On the 4th he writes asking to be placed in command of the corps. 
of Generals Banks, McDowell, Reno, and Hooker, and on the 5th he 
writes a letter to General Halleck,a few extracts from which, which I will 
read, will assist us to understand the animus of the whole prosecution 
of which Porter was the victim: 


+ * * By the 8 arrangement you are doing me more injury than my 
worst enemy could do, It is understood and acted upon that I am deprived 
of my command, and that it is assigned to McClellan. 

„ * Again, I understood from you that you intended to publish a compli- 
mentary order to my army, for their arduous and difficult services, based upon 
the telegram you sent me. Your silence since conveys 2750 plainly an unſa vor- 
able impression of me to the country, I hope that you will do me the kindness 
and the justice not to delay the issue of this order. 


General Halleck replied: 
The President and Secretary both think that no order in relation to the recent 
battles should be issued at present. 
And General Pope was relieved from command by the following 
order: 


. Wasuinetox, D. C., September 5, 1862, 
Major-General Pork, Arlington, Va. : 
The armies of the Potomac and Virginia being consolidated, you will report 
for orders to the Secretary of War. 
H. W. HALLECK, 
General- 


General McClellan, again in command of the army, with Generals Por- 
ter, Franklin, Griffin, and other officers of the Army of the Potomac, 
marched to meet General Lee, fought the battle of South Mountain 
September 14, and Antietam or Sharpsburg September 17. 

To facilitatea thorough understanding and appreciation of these events 
and their precise relation to each other, I have hadsome maps prepared 
to illustrate them. 

First, A map embracing the entire field of operations, including the 
campaign in the valley between Stonewall Jackson on the one side and 
Banks, Frémont, Shields, and Milroy on the other; also McClellan’s 
operations around Richmond, upon which those interested may trace 
the route by which McClellan re-enforced Pope and by which Lee trans- 
ferred his army from Richmond to Manassasand the field at Antietam. 

Second. A map marked ‘‘Board map No. 1,” showing the battle- 
pomas of August 28, 29, and 30, 1862, in the vicinity of Groveton, 

rawn from a survey made in June, 1878, by Maj. Gen. G. K. War- 
ren, of the United States Corps of Engineers, by order of Hon. George 
W. McCrary, Secretary of War. This map shows the probable position 
of the opposing forces at noon, August 29, 1862, asindicated by the in- 
formation then in possession of the Union generals. 

Third. Longstreet and Williams’s map, showing the position of 
Longstreet’s corps at 12 o’clock noon on August 29, also made by Gen- 
eral Warren, and its accuracy verified by the before-mentioned survey 
of June, 1878. 

Fourth. Map marked Board map No. 2,’? made by the same officer, 
under the same authority, showing the general situation when General 
Pope issued the order dated 4.30 p. m. August 29. 

Fifth. Map marked Board map No. 3,” by same officer, under same 
authority, showing the situation as General Pope supposed it to exist 
when he issued the 4.30 p. m. order to Porter. 

Sixth. Letter- press descriptive,“ used by the counsel for the Gov- 
ernment before the Schofield board. 

Seventh. Illustrated map No. 1,’’ used by the counsel for the Gov- 
ernment, and made by same officer under same authority, showing 
relative positions of the United States and confederate forces at 2 p. 
m. August 29, as given by the evidence of witnesses at the court-mar- 
tial in 1862 in the official reports, and laid down on the map by the 
counsel for the Government. 

Eighth. Pope’s map, to which is added a diagram, marked Map A.” 

The battle of Antietam was more 

FAVORABLE TO THE FEDERAL ARMY 
than any important engagement which had, up to this time, taken place, 
except Grant’s victory at Fort Donelson and Porter's victory at Mal- 
vern Hill, and coming as it did after a series of disasters to the Federal 
armies of the West, as well as to those under General Pope in Virginia, 
the people from Maine to California were exultant in their joy, and 
while the country was expressing its praise of General McClellan and 
the officers and soldiers under his command, General Pope, now com- 
manding at Saint Paul, Minn., was writing, and before the end of Sep- 
tember had completed and dispatched, a letter to General Halleck, 
which contained expressions which I will read: 3 


You will excuse a little plain speaking, since it will doubtless be for our mu- 
tual benefit. I begin then by saying, that in my judgment every sense of justice 
and fair dealing as well as a sense of deep personal obligation should have im- 
pelled you to sustain me against the machinations of McClellan and his para- 
sites, knowing well, as you did, that the result of the late campaign in Virginia 


POPE’S MAP. 
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a to the neglect of duty (to call it by no worse name) ofthese | No one would be more prompt than myself to 


* * 
It may be and doubtless was true that, considering the relations between my- 
self and MeClellan and many of his followers who held high commands in that 
it was better to change the commanderof the 


rent req 
Government the conduct of McClellan, Porter, and G: 
the facts stated by their own written documents, I am not 
matter further unless the silence of the Government 7 


with my banishment to a distant and unimportant d 
sary as an act of justice to myself. R x 


s * 

I need not remind you that when you arrived in Washington I earnestly urged 

eee eee eee eee est. I 
F y told him, that McClellan could not be upon 
to co-operate with me, and that I was sure he would fail me. You upon 
my remaining, against my repeated requests and my firm conviction that the 
army under my command would be sacrificed by the very men for whose release 
from James River it was about to encounter such risk and undergo such hard- 


me * * — * * * s 


The next letter from Pope to Halleck seems to exhibit, if possible, a 
more intensified bitterness and animosity against McClellan, Porter, 
and Griffin. I will read a few expressions: 

3 eee eee, a T gx ene 
charges of treachery baseness hanging over them you not believe 
these charges true? Ase thay ook substantiated to Farsan pot — 
— aa tothe report containing them? Did nob beth pum and the t 
Manassas, from Porter's intercepted that 

President told me so. 


skillfully „and 
I have nothing farther to say about . the criminals who betrayed 
col 


the country. * You assume that e m; to Porter Grif- 
fin. My report tells anotherstory. The greatest inal is McClellan, and my 
charge is direct and plain againsthim, * è è Youmistakealso when yousay 


that I asked you to put mein command of the reunited Western Department, 
of three things I wasentitled to; any one of them 


ion against me that is possible. 

That the Government should acknowledge publicly as it had done 
privately my services in Virginia; or 

i That in case neither of these things could be done, then that the Gov- 
ernment bestow upon me some mark of public confidence as its opinion of my 
ability warranted. * * * 


It will be very evident to the impartial student of the real merits of | him 


this remarkable controversy that General Pope was under the 
pangs of mortified vanity—a vanity at once morbid and phenomenal— 
and that the stings to his wounded pride were aggravated and inten- 
sified by the criticisms of his conduct ing in the and pri 
vate letters which General Porter wrote to his old school-mate and West 
Point friend General Burnside. This honest officer saw that they con- 
tained most valuable information, which it was important should be 
known by General Halleck and the President, and without a thought 
that they could be used to Porter’s detriment hastened to transmit 
them to Washington. 

There was one burning trouble about Porter’s letters, They told 
the truth, and his predictions, so far as they went, proved to be veri- 
table prophecies. 

Porter was a thorough soldier. He saw that the effect of Pope’s or- 
ders and counter-orders, marches and counter-marches, upon some of 
his subordinates, and even upon the private soldiers, was to produce a 
paralysis of confusion and bewilderment equal to that which had ap- 
parently seized upon the mind of the commanding general. There 
could be but one termination to such conditions. Porter left Acquia 
Creek under orders from his superior officer, General Burnside, and un- 
til he reached the immediate vicinity of General Pope it was his duty 
to make his reports to, and receive his orders from, that general. It 
was in obedience to this duty and in compliance with General Burn- 
side’s requests that General Porter supplied him with full, candid, and 
truthful comments upon the movements and the condition of affairs in 
the field of active operations upon which he was about entering. The 
fact that these comments were proved by the event to be both judicious 
and r and the further fact that the result thus foreseen and 
foretold did not reflect credit upon Pope's skill as a commander, con- 
stituted the head and front of Porter’s offending. 


sometimes committed of making ill-natured criticisms of a commander. 
They tend to lessen the confidence of an army in the commanding gen- 
eral and weaken his power to control and use his troops to the best ad- 


vantage. 

It will be readily seen that neither officers nor soldiers will readily 
obey orders from a commander whose skill and judgment they distrust; 
at least there is apt to be a lack of that enthusiastic vim which is so 
essential to success. But in all the search for evidence of this charac- 
ter against General Porter not one particle has been found. Not one 
single word could they prove that General Porter uttered regarding Gen- 
eral Pope which could be construed into criticism of his orders. Not 
one of the numerous orders sent to him by General Pope, contradictory 
as they were, frequently countermanded as they were, difficult of execu- 
tion as they were, ill-judged as some of them were, sufficed to provoke 
this exemplary soldier into the slightest expression of disapprobation 
or criticism. Never did he utter one word regarding them except to 
direct and command that they should be immediately obeyed. Never 
did he utter one word indicating that he had any lack of confidence in 
the ability and skill of General Pope, and most certainly he did not, 
by the slightest ion, indicate any lack of confidence in his in- 
tegrity and honor. In this t, as in many others, General Porter 
deserves to be held up to the admiration of the country as one of the 
most striking instances of the successful effort to subordinate natural 
intelligence and acquired professional knowledge, skill, and experience 
to convictions of duty, which a distinguished writer has defined thus: 
“The grand idea of duty is self-constraint exercised for some noble end. 
Here we have duty rigidly discharged under the most trying circum- 


o | stances, with no other noble end in view than to do all that was pos- 


sible to promote the success of his commander. 

General Grant, after his exhaustive examination of the case, failed to 
find any evidence that Porter had expressed any lack of confidence. On 
ne * to his mind, Porter was zealous in giving support to Gen- 

‘ope. 

Would to God we could say as much for the conduct of General 
Pope. I will not afflict the House with his reiterated expressions of 
unseemly disparagement of both superiors and subordinates. It is not 
necessary. His order to his army, which I have read, was an insult to 
every other officer in the armies serving in the State of Virginia. 

His letters to General Halleck boast that when General Halleck first 
came to Washington, and therefore before General Halleck assumed 
command of the armies, 

HE OPENLY CHARGED 
that their common superior, General McClellan, could not be de- 
* upon to co-operate with him, and that General McClellan would 

il him. This was an open and explicit charge of treason against this 
great general, who was then the superior of both himself and General 
Halleck. General Pope also admits that he had made the same charge 
against McClellan to President Lincoln. 

Pope asks, in a letter to Halleck: 

Why are Mi „and Griffin ned in command with such 
of — ry 3 — — 755 * = 

He also says: 

The greatest criminal is McClellan. My charge is direct and plain against 


But he says: 

_Acknow’ publicly, as has been done parser by the whole administra- 
tion, that I my duty bravely and skillfully in Virginia, and I have nothing 
further to say about what you do with the criminals who betrayed the country. 

These expressions were made regarding the general who had won An- 
tietam and South Mountain and was then commanding the Army of 
the Potomac. 

Can the gentlemen who oppose this bill point ont anything said or 
written by General Porter which approximates these improprieties? 

You have had all the power and agencies of the strongest Govern- 
ment on earth at your disposal for twenty-three years, and you have 
not been able to do it. 

You have neglected nothing. Certainly it might have been presumed 
that when contradictory, ill-judged and conflicting orders reached Por- 
ter, he, in some unguarded moment, would have been betrayed into 
some impatient or thoughtless word. Unfortunately for the prosecu- 
tion, Porter was so thorough a soldier and so perfect a man that this hope 
of the prosecution was blasted. 

In all Porter’s letters to Pope he is respectful, subordinate, and un- 
complaining. 

When the order comes to start his tired corps at 1 o'clock at night, 
the evidence is: 

General Porter spoke rather decidedly, that there was the order—it must be 
obeyed; that those who gave the order knew whether the necessities of the case 
would warrant the ex that had to be made to comply with it. 

We are chided because of our determination in this matter, and the 
question is asked, Why such earnestness in favor of the bill by those 
w 

a ONCE BELIEVED IN PORTER'S GUILT, 
and witû equal earnestness opposed him? 
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FEBRUARY 16, 


This, Mr. Speaker, is as it should be. It is but a repetition of the 
true tion of honest nature. ‘True human nature is the same now 
that it was in the earliest stages of written history. It was the same 
two thousand years ago that it is to-day. St. Paul was the most zeal- 
ous of all the persecutors of the Christians, but when he learned the 
truth he became the greatest of the apostles of Christ. Read these 
words from his epistle to the Galatians: 

For ye have heard of my manner of life in righ? prue in the Jew’s religion; 
how that beyond measure I persecuted the church of God, and made havoc of it. 

And from his first epistle to the Corinthians: 


For I am the least of coats ape Ty that am not meet to be called an apostle, be- 
cause I persecuted the chu of God. But by the grace of God Iam what Iam: 
and His grace which was bestowed upon me was not found vain; but I labored 
more than they all. 


Was there a man who was more thoroughly convinced of the guilt of 
Porter, and the justice of his punishment, than Major-General Terry, 
the hero of Fort Fisher? And is therea man now who feels more 
keenly his absolute innocence? 

General T had always been a Republican; his associations had 
been largely with those whose interest led them to use every effort to 
convince those around them of Porter’s guilt, and a life of fifteen years 
in that atmosphere had made an impression upon General Terry which 
seemed indelible. Such was his prejudice that when he received the 
order to serve on the board he wrote that his feelings were so settled 
and fixed that he could not do Porter justice. Notwithstanding that 
letter General Terry was peremptorily directed to comply with the 
order. He listened to and studied the evidence, and this educated 
lawyer and experienced soldier upon his oath said General Porter was 
not guilty. On August 26, 1879, he wrote to General Porter: 

It is not 1 you. For years I did you wrong 
in thoughtand sometimes in coe. It is true that this was through 
but I had not the right to be so ignorant; I might have learned som 
of the truth had I ey hs: yay ape it. If you find anything in my action asa 


member of the board w. you can accept as an atonement for the wrong 
which I did you I shall be more than gratified, 


Generals Schofield and Getty were substantially in the same attitude, 
and when they had completed their labors they all, Schofield, Terry, and 
Getty, made their report, in which they say: 

These and specifications certainly bear no discernible resemblance to 
the facts of the case as now established. Yet it has been our duty to carefully 
compare with these facts the views entertained by the cou „ as shown 
in the findings and in the review of the case which was prepared for the infor- 
mation of the President by the Judge-Advocate-General, who had conducted the 
prosecution, and thus to clearly perceive every error into which the court-mar- 
tial was led. We trust it is not necessary for us to submit in detail the results 
of this comparison, and that it will be sufficient for us to point out the funda- 
mental errors, and to say that all the essential in every instance stand out 
in clear and absolute contrast to those supposed facts upon which General Por- 


ter was — ilty. 

The fu ental errors upon which the conviction of General Porter depended 
may besummed up in few words. It was maintained, anda: ntly lished 
to the satisfaction of the court-martial, that only about one- of theconfederate 


army was on the ficld af Manassas on the 29th of Secor ida General Lee, with 
the other half, was still beyond the Bull Run Moun’ ; that General Pope's 
army, exclusive of Porter's corps, was engaged in a severe and peany equal con- 
test with the enemy, and only needed the aid of a fank attack which Porter was 
expected to make to insure the defeat and destruction or of the confed- 
erate force in their front under General Jackson; that McDowell and Porter, 
with their joint forces, Porter's leading, had advanced towards Gainesville until 
the head of their column had reached a point near the Warrenton turnpike, 
where they found a division of confederate troops, seventeen ents,” 
which Buford had counted as they passed through Gainesville, marching along 
the road across Porter's front and going toward the field of battle at Groveton; 
that McDowell ordered Porter to at once attack that column thus moving to 
gs Jackson, or the flank and rear of the line if they had formed in line, while 

e would take his own troops by the Sudley Springs road and throw them upon 
the enemy’s center near Groveton; that Porter, McDowell having then sepa- 
rated from him, disobeyed that order to attack, allowed that division of the ene- 
my’s troops to him unmolested, and then fell back and retreated toward 
Manassas Junction; that Porter then remained in the rear all the afternoon, list- 
ening to the sounds of battle and coolly contemplating a presumed defeat of his 
comrades on the center and right of the field; that this division of the enemy 
having passed Porter's column and formed on the right of Jackson's line near 
Groveton, an order was sent to Porter to attack the right flank or rear of the 
enemy’s line, upon which his own line of march must ghim, but that he had 
willfully disobeyed, and made no attempt to execute that order; that in this 
way was lost the opportunity to destroy Jackson’s detached force before the 
other wing of General Lee’s army could join it,and that this junction having 
been effected during the night of the 29th, the defeat of Gen Pope's army on 
the goth thus resulted from General Porter's neglect and disobedience. 

Now, in contrast to these fundamental errors the following all-important facts 
are fully established: 

As Porter was advancing toward Gainesville, and while yet nearly 4 miles from 
that place and more than 2 miles from the nearest point of the Warrenton turn- 
pike, he met the right wing of the confederate army, twenty-five thousand strong, 
which had arrived on the field that mentee? wasal y in line of battle. Not 
being at that moment quite fully informed of the enemy’s movements, and being 
then under orders from ar to push rapidly toward Gainesville, Porter was 
pressing forward to attack the enemy in his front, when McDowell arrived on 
the field with later information of the enemy, and later and very different orders 
from Pope, assumed the command, and arrested Porter’s advance. This latter 
information left no room for doubt that the main body of Lee’s 44405 already 
on the field and far in advance of Pope's army in preparation for battle. Gen- 
eral McDowell promptly decided not to attempt to go farther to the front, but to 
deploy his column so as to form line in connection with General Pope’s right 
wing, which was then en d with Jackson. To do this General McDowell 
separated his corps entirely from General Porter's, and thus relinquished the 
command and all right to the command of Porter’s corps. McDowell did not 
give Porter any order to attack, nordid he give him any order whatever to gov- 
ern his action after their se tion. 

It does not appear from the testimony that he conveyed to General Porter in 
any aly Sinn erroneous view of the military situation which wasafterward main- 
tained before the court-martial, northat he suggested to General Porter any ex- 


pectation that he would make an attack. On the contrary, the creeper ofall the 


witnesses as to what was actually said and done, the information which McDow- 
elland Porterthen had es the enemy, and the movement which McDow- 
ell decided to make, and did make, with his own troops, prove conclusively that 
there was left no room for doubt in Porter's mind that his duty was to stand on 
the defensive and hold his position until McDowell's movement could be com- 
pleted. It would have indicated a great error of military judgment to have done 
or * —.— the contrary, in the situation as then fully known to both McDowell 
and Porter. 

General Pope appears from hisorders and from his testimony to have been at 
that time wholly ignorant of the truesituation. He had disapproved of the send- 
ing of etts to Thoroughfare Gap to meet Longstreet on the 28th, believing 
that the main body of Lee’s army could not reach the field of Manassas before 
the night of the 30th, Hence he sent the order to Porter, dated 4.30 p. m., to 
attack Jackson's right flank or rear. Fortunately that order did not reach Porter 
until about sunset, too late for any attack to be made, Any attack which Porter 
could have made at any time that afternoon must 8 have been fruitless 
of any good result. x 

Porter's faithful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon saved the 
Union army from the defeat which would otherwise have resulted that day from 
the enemy’s more y concentration. The only seriously critical period ot 
that campaign, namely, between Il a. m. and sunset of Au 29, was thussafely 

. Porter had understood and appreciated the military situation, and, so 

ras he had acted upon his own judgment, his action had been wise and judi- 

cious. For the disaster of the succeeding day he was in no degree responsible. 

Whosoever else may have been responsible, it did not flow from any action or 
inaction of his. 

The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter's conduct was eyi- 
dently based upon greatly erroneous impressions, not only ng what that 
conduct really was and the orders under which he was acting, but also 
ing all the circumstances under which he acted. ly was this truein re- 
spect to the character of the battle of the 29th of August. t battle consisted 
of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small portions of the oppos- 
ing forees. Those combats were of short duration, and were separated by long 
intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels, Until after 6 o’cloc! only 
a small part of troops on either side were by nem at any time during the 
afternoon. Then, about sunset, one additional division on each side was en- 
gaged near Groveton. The musk of that last contest and the yells of the 
confederate troops about dark were distinctly heard by the officers of Porter's 
corps; but at no other time during all that afternoon was the volume of mus- 
ketry such that it could be heard at the position of Porter’s troops. No sound 
but that of artillery was heard by them during all those hours when Porter was 
understood by the court-martial to have been listening to the sounds of a furi- 
ous battle raging immediately to his right. And those sounds of artillery were 
by no means s as to indicate a general battle. 

The reports of the 29th and those of the 30th of August have somehow been 
strangely confounded with each other. Even the confederate reports have since 
the termination of the warbeen similarly misconstrued. Those of the 30th have 
been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious battle was 
going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th. The fierce and 
gallant struggle of his own troops on the goth has thus been used to sustain the 
original error under which he was condemned. General Porter was in effect 
condemned for not having taken any part in his own battle. Such was the er- 
ror upon which G orter was pronounced guilty of the most shameful 
crime known among soldiers. We believe not one among all the gallant sol- 
diers on that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation than he. 


And this complete exoneration of General Porter is supplemented by 
the following statement of opinion as to the duty of the Government: 

Having thus given the reasons for our conclusions, we have the honor to re- 
FFT 
findings and sentence of the 3 in the case of Maj. Gen. FiteJohn 
Porter, and to restore him to the positions of which that sentence deprived 
him—such restoration to take effect from the date of his dismissal from service, 

The minority of the Military Committee appear anxious to weaken 
the force and effect of this sweeping and complete vindication of Gen- 
eral Porter, and as a means of accomplishing this they inform the House 
that the witnesses before the Schofield board were not sworn, and that 
there was no process of subpœna at the command of the recorder. In 
the first of these statements the minority of the committee is mistaken, 
as the record shows that the witnesses were all sworn, and gave every 
word of their testimony underoath. Regarding the second statement, 
I shall only say that the only thing in the record which justifies an in- 
ference of any lack of power in the recorder is the fact that he failed to 
compel the attendance of General Pope as a witness. 

The minority also volunteer the information to the House that the 
board was organized to Porter’s entire liking, This novel discovery is 
conveyed in these words: 

With a board organized to his entire liking. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says: 


“Well, but,” you say, Terry and Schofield and Getty acquitted Porter.” 
So they did, but how? 

In the first place, Porter had three as eminent lawyers as there are in this 
country to take charge of his case. Then they had the selection of the jury, of 
the court, which meant Schofield, for he was the whole court. All honor to Gen- 
eral Terry. He is a brave, conscientious, able, and learned man. I have nota 
word to say against him or General Getty, But you can see by examining the 
testimony that Schofield took charge. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK] says: 


The Schofield board was organized to acquit and then ordered to try. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that it would be impossible to make an 
assertion more directly opposed to the actual facts connected with the 
composition of the board. It was composed of one major-general, one 
brigadier-general, and one colonel, and tlie selection of the officers was 
in the hands of a Republican administration. There were but three 
major-generals in the Army—Hancock, Schofield, and McDowell—the 
last named not being eligible. Hancock was an acknowledged Demo- 
crat, while Schofield had been a Cabinet officer under two Republican 
administrations, and it was notorious 

ENTERTAINED A STRONG PRESUMPTION 


that there must have been some good ground for the judgment of the 
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court-martial which condemned Porter, and that while Secretary of War 
he, like Grant, and no doubt controlled by the same considerations, had 
felt it to be his duty to decline General Porter’s application to him to 
invoke the President’s action in his (Porter’s) 8 

It was also publicly known that General Schofield’s official and per- 
sonal relations with both Generals Pope and McDowell were of an agree- 
able and friendly character. 

It was also a matter of record that prior to these events circumstances 
had occurred between Porter and Schofield in which Schofield’s friends 
unanimously felt that Porter had done great injustice to Schofield. 

It is reasonable to suppose that the persons who advised Mr. Hayes as 
to the formation of the board felt that these facts justified them in the 
belief that Schofield was unfriendly to Porter; and they knew so little 
of the character of the great soldier who had commanded the Army of 
the Ohio during the most critical period of the war, and to whose skill 
and heroism the country was indebted for the victory at Franklin, as to 
suppose that any personal feeling could influence his action in a judicial 
capacity. 

Had tia persons consulted with Schofield’s associates as a cadet or 
as an officer in the Army, or had they studied his career, they would 
have learned that his personal integrity and honor were of the very high- 
est of that high order which, with the fewest exceptions, has always 
characterized and distinguished the officers of the Army of the United 
States. 

There was a broader field in which to select the brigadier, but the 
choice made shows that the administration was determined that Porter 
should not enjoy any possible advantage through political sympathy. 
General Terry, as Ihave already shown, was, by the associations of years 
and the prejudices of a lifetime, bound to the party in power, and, as 
his letters clearly prove, held decided opinions adverse to any theory 
of Porter’s possible innocence. Similar circumspection was manifested 
in selecting the remaining officer of the board. Getty was known to 
have the same feelings and opinions relative to the case as Terry. In- 
deed, so strong was his prejudice that he himself has said: 

It was with no pleasant vary! that I {he} received the order to sit as a mem- 
ber of the board to investigate the case of Fitz-John Porter, for the reason that 
I [he] believed then that General Porter was guilty of the charges of which he 
was convicted by the general court-martial. 

In calling the attention of the House to the composition of the board 
of investigation I have not intended to reflect in any manner upon those 
charged with its appointment. I have merely sought to emphasize the 
significance of the conclusions reached by a board consisting of gentle- 
men who avowedly entertained strong prejudices against General Porter. 
And my statements regarding the political and personal bias of the 
members of the board were forced upon me by the erroneous assertions 
of the minority of the committee. 

While I will not follow their example and insult the appointing 
powers by saying that they appointed the board to obtain a prearranged 
verdict, I will say that if they had sought the records of every major- 
general, every brigadier-general, and every colonel in the Army to find 
an officer of each of the above grades whose history and known senti- 
ments regarding this case were of a character to justify the belief that 
their bias was all against Porter and in favor of Pope and McDowell, 
their investigation would have unerringly pointed to the very men who 
were selected by them to compose the board. 

My colleague on that committee [Mr. STEELE] also says, referring to 
the court-martial which condemned Porter: 

If Porter had friends in the Army they were on that court. * 
his intimate associates. Seven members of that court were graduates 
Point, fellow-students or fellow-classmates of Porter's, 

I simply refer to this to show how inaccurate the minority of the 
committee are in their assertions, 

Seven members were not graduates of West Point. They were not 
intimate associates of Porter. None of them were Porter’s classmates. 
None of them were Porter's fellow-students. ‘Those who did graduate 
at West Point left there years before Porter entered that institution, and 
I believe most of them were appointed cadets before Porter was born. 

The gentleman [Mr. STEELE] also says, referring to the oourt-martial 
which condemned Porter: 

* * The jud vocate is not only counsel for the prosecution, but coun- 
sel also for the defense in military courts. It is his duty, and he is sworn to do 
his duty fairly. 

The fact is that Judge Holt, so far from doing his duty fairly, as the 
gentleman says his oath required, deceived and imposed upon Mr, Lin- 
coln by not presenting a brief of facts, but an argument, which will be 
found printed, occupying pages 280 to 300 inclusive of the record. 

In this argument 

EVIDENCE FAVORABLE TO PORTER IS OMITTED, 
and undue force and weight are given to evidence which is against him. 
Porter had no pia org ge of its existence until after the proceedings 
were confirmed by the President; and, taking it all in all, it was one of 
the most disreputable transactions which ever entered into court-martial 


5 

Judge Holts pretended summary of the case upon which Mr. Lin- 
coln relied exclusively in reaching a decision may be, and doubtless is, 
an ingenious, able, specious, and artful piece of special pleading, de- 
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signed to compass the condemnation of the accused, but I defy any one 
to read it and say that it is, or could have been, intended to enable the 
President, as the reviewing officer, to reach through its agency an exact 
knowledge of the evidence presented on the trial, or to gain that fair 
and unbiased knowledge of the facts which would have resulted in im- 
partial justice to Porter. 

The testimony of five officers upon an important question of fact is 
contemptuously rejected, and that of a courier accepted as more credible 
and trustworthy, and for no apparent reason but that the courier’s story 
may be tortured to Porter’s discredit, while the statement of the offi- 
cers must inevitably redound to his advantage. 

This method of presenting evidence is so monstrous that I can readily 
imagine any one demanding proof of its accuracy, and I therefore refer 
to pages 291 and 293 of the record. 

This is only a specimen of the wholeargumeat. Itbristlesall through, 
from the first line to the last, with the animus not to say the malice— 
of the prosecuting attorney more anxious to secure the personal triumph 
of a verdict adverse to the accused than of the upright and conscien- 
tious lawyer who was only solicitous to see justice done to all parties 
to the suit. 

To illustrate the enormity and criminality of Judge Holt’s conduct, 
and the extent of his offense against the rights of General Porter, I assert 
that if in my State a lawyer in closing even a civil case had so perverted 
the evidence—had so wantonly suppressed the true and suggested the 
false—the j would have been justified in rebuking him in the sever- 
est terms and in setting aside any verdict so procured, and had he failed 
to do so any appellate court would have reversed the verdict. 

Judge Holt knew that if the argument submitted to the President 
had been made in open court it would have aroused the indignation ot 
the country, and he therefore adopted a secret and underhand method 
of imposing upon and misleading the honest, confiding, and unsuspi- 
cious Abraham Lincoln. ö 

I have not alluded to the illegality of the court, as that question has 
heretofore been elaborately discussed, and it has been shown that the 
order convening the court was illegal. 

The manner of proceeding was illegal, and the method of ; lacing the 
record before the President not only illegal but disgraceful. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN ] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houx] claim that a distinguished soldier stated that 
the members of this House could not understand the case. 


THIS DISTINGUISHED SOLDIER MEANT 


that many of them would not understand it. They would not read 
the facts or listen to the ments. 

A large number of the members of this House were soldiers, and 
many of them of marked distinction, and all will testify that military 
business, to be successful, like all other affairs of life, should be con- 
ducted upon the plainest requirements of common sense. } 

The ition and application of the fundamental principle that 
when two forces meet the greater will prevail was the leading idea which 
gre victories to Napoleon, Grant, Lee, Stonewall Jackson, and General 

Porter. . 

When armies are confronting each other the commanding-general 
who first learns the point of battle, and places there a superior force, 
will of necessity prevail at that point, and other conditions being equal 
he will be victorious. That superior force may be excess of men, excess 
of vigor, excess of courage, application of machinery, construction of 
mines, like Grant’s effort at Petersburg, or it may be a combination of 
some or all of these elements. 

It was hard common sense and the habit of secking truth and look- 
ing at things as they really were which made Grant a successful soldier, 
and it was an honest effort to learn the truth which caused him to take 
the action he did in this case. ' 

It was sound common sense combined with personal courage which 
made Generals Sheridan and Hancock so distinguished. The state- 
ments made on this floor that either of these great generals would 
have forced their troops into action when defeat was in, or even 
when no advantage could be gained, is a reflection upon them which I 
utterly refute. They were not Fourth-of-July soldiers. They were 
practical, t, and able men. ‘ 

The leader of the minority [Mr. STEELE] explains to the Forty-ninth 
Congress why General Pope refused to go before the Schofield board. 
His opinion seems to be that Pope could not stand being examined by 
the lawyers. 

‘The gentleman says: 

I would not have gone there and been in his boots in the hands of such counsel 
as Porter had. 


This is the first instance on record where a general in the Army 
feared testifying to the truth, or feared being examined regarding his 
own conduct toward a fellow-officer. General Pope had made so many 
mistakes in his evidence and his reports and his expressions and his 
various brief-printed statements, that it would probably have been em- 
barrassing for them all to be presented to him at the same time. 

Let us recall a few, beginning with the first: On August 28 General 
Pope told Porter he had arrived in time, and on September 2 General 
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Pope declared in General Ruggles’s presence that he was satisfied with 
Porter’s explanation, and yet soon after he caused charges to be pre- 
ferred against Porter regarding these same occurrences. 

General Pope’s evidence as to his satisfaction with the manner in 
which Porter complied with the order of August 27 (to move to Bristoe 
Station at 1 o’clock at night), and General Pope’s admission that Porter 
had reached him at Bristoe at 8 o’clock on the morning of the 28th, 
and that he (Porter) had arrived in time, and that he (Porter) had given 
him an account of his march and the difficulties he had in getting 
through the wagon train will be found in the record of the court-mar- 
tial which condemned Porter, reprinted in the proceedings of the Scho- 
field board, part 1, top page 19, side page 18. 

General Ruggles's evidence, that on September 2 General Pope ex- 
preg himself assatisfied with General Porter’s explanation of all that 

d occurred up to that date, will be found in the record of the Porter 
court-martial, reprinted in the proceedings of the Schofield board, top 
page 150, side page 155. And General Pope’s evidence to the same 
effect will be found on top page 23, side page 22, where he admits under 
oath that I [he] did not at that time (September 2) believe that Gen- 
eral Porter deliberately and of purpose had withheld his command 
from the assistance of the army engaged in that battle” (the battle of 
August 29). 

This 5 fully the inquiry of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BRUMM]. 

It shows that at 8 o’clock on the morning of the 28th Pope fully ap- 
proved of Porter’s exercise of discretion ing the execution of the 
order of the night previous, expressing his approval in the declaration 
to Porter that there had been no necessity for an earlier appearance of 
his corps. And it shows further, that as late as September 2 General 
Pope proclaimed in the presence of witnesses that he wassatisfied with 
Porter’s explanation. 

General Pope dispatched to General Halleck at 5 a. m., August 30 
(War Records, volume 12, part 3, page 741): 

We fought a terrific battle here yesterday with the combined forces 
enemy, which lasted with continuous fury from daylight until dark. * 
Our troops behaved splendidly. 

I think I have shown that no furious battle commenced until late 
in thé afternoon. 

When General Pope 

THOUGHT IT TO HIS ADVANTAGE 
to show that Longstreet was not on the field, and did not interpose and 
prevent Porter’s attack on Jackson’s flank, he contradicted this dis- 
tch, and stated in his report and swore before the Porter court that 

e did not fight the combined forces, but that was absent. 

At 9.45 p. m. the same day he dispatched (War Records, volume 12, 
ae ar in to-day. The re-enfi 
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when the enemy, massing very heavy forces on our left, forced that wing 
about halfa mile. The movement has been made in perfect order and without 
loss. The troops are in good heart, and marched off the field without the least 
hurry or confusion. Their conduct was very fine. The battle was most furious 
for hours without cessation and the losses on both sides very heavy. 

Porter’s troops did most of the fighting, and General Pope says: 

Their conduct was very fine. 

But when he wished to sacrifice Porter he says: 

The attack of Porter was neither vigorous nor persistent, and his troops soon 
retired in considerable confusion. 

To make the court legal it was necessary for General Pope to testify 
that he was not the prosecutor; but in 1865 he wrote to Senator Wade 
that he had brought Porter to justice. 

And his letter to General Grant of September 16, 1867, says: 

As Iam one of the principal parties concerned in the case of Fitz-John Porter, 

Probably the most painful thing that General Pope escaped in re- 
fusing to go before the Schofield board was the embarrassment of the 

of his injury to Porter by palming off Stonewall Jackson’s 
report of his battle with Porter on the 30th as Jackson’s report of his 
fight with Pope’s other troops on the 29th. No one ought to vote on 
this bill without reading the evidence of General McDowell before the 
Schofield board. (Pages 722 to 740, and side pages 751 to 771.) 

There it will be seen that in 1878 Generals Pope and McDowell, in 
their efforts to injure Porter, sought to show that there was a severe 
battle on the 29th. They therefore take an extract of General Jack- 
son’s report, which relates to 

GENERAL PORTER'S GALLANT FIGHT 
on the 30th, and change it soas to make it appsar to refer to the battle 
of the 29th. The paragraph is in the following words (War Records, 
volume 12, part 2, page 646): 

On the following day (30th) my command occupied the and the divis- 
jons the same relative position to each other and to the which they held 
the before, forming the left wing of the army, General Longstreet’s com- 
mand forming the right A large quantity of artillery was posted upon 
a commanding eminence in center. After some desultory skirmishing and 
heavy cannonading during the day the Federal infantry, about 4 o’clock in the 
evening, moved from under cover of the wood and advanced in several lines, 
first engaging the right, but soon extending its attack to the center and left. In 
a fow moments our entire line was en in a fierce and struggle 
with the enemy. As one line was repulsed another took its and pressed 


of the 
* * 


forward as if determined by force of numbers and fury of assault to drive us 
from our position. 

So impetuous and well-sustained were these onsets as to induce me to send to 
the comman general for re-enforcements, but the timely and gallant ad- 
vance of General Longstreet on the right relieved my troops from the pressure 
of overwhelming numbers and gave to those brave men the chances of a more 
equal conflict. As Longstreet pressed upon the right the Federal advance was 
checked, and soon a general advance of my whole line was ordered. Eagerly 
and fiercely did each brigade press forward, exhibiting in parts of the field 
scenes of close encounter and murderous strife not wi often in the tur- 
moil of battle. The Federals gave way before our troops, fell back in disorder, 
and fled precipitately, leaving their dead and wounded on the field. During 
their retreat the ey opened with destructive power upon the fugitive 
masses. The infantry followed until darkness put an end to pursuit. 


This they change by omitting the first four lines, which show that 
it refers to the 30th, and place a heading above that and other reports, 
as follows: 

OPERATIONS OF THE 20TH OF AUGUST—SECOND BULL RUN. 

And, in order to more thoroughly impress this deception upon the 
public, Pope says: 

And here we shall reci imony of 
2 — x — Sa 8 ay of Stonewall Jackson, who was the 
This was in full keeping with the methods by which General Pope 
misled General Grant, who, in excusing his failure to do Porter justice 
in 1867, says he read the other side as prepared and furnished by Gen- 
eral Pope. It was perpetrated by the same man to whom Major-Gen- 
eral Franklin refers in a letter which I find in the Schofield board re- 
port, page 489. I will read an extract: 


During the trial I thought it proper to inform Porter that General J. F. Rey- 
nolds, Geo H. Thomas, and myself would, if requested, go before the court 
and swear t we would not believe Pope or Roberts under oath. I had con- 
sulted General Reynolds before wrote the proposition. He consented to go him- 
self, and thought General Thomas would have no hesitation in giving such evi- 
dence. I was myself well convinced of General Thomas's opinion of Pope’s ve- 
racity from what I had often heard him say before the war. Porter ed to 
call us up to give this evidence, on the ground that the court appeared so well- 
d toward him and his case was going on so well that he did not wish to 
irritate the court by an attempt to break down the evidence of the principal 
prosecutors. The sequel showed that he made a serious mistake, 


I fully concur with my colleague [Mr. STEELE] that General Pope 
showed good judgment in keeping away from the Schofield board; and 
I am not surprised at the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] say- 
ing that he would not like to be in General Pope’s boots as a witness 
before that board. 

I suppose he read General MeDowell's evidence about the change of 
the date in Jackson’s report, and no doubt he readily conceived that 
General Pope’s position would have been even more embarrassing than 
General McDowell's. 

So far from the board being organized in Porter’s favor, I feel justi- 
fied in the conclusion that they were expected to reach a decision which 
would be substantially, if not literally, an indorsement of the verdict of 
the court-martial. That this expectation was widespread, if not gen- 
eral, is clearly established by innumerable letters upon thesubject, from 
the mass of which I select a few extracts from the correspondence of the 
late President Garfield as sufficient for my purpose. 

On the 18th of January, 1875, General Garfield, then the leader of his 

in this House, introduced a resolution looking to the appointment 
by the President of a board of Army officers to examine the new evi- 
dence said to be in the possession of General Porter, and to report what 
bearing such evidence would have on the findings and sentence of the 
court-martial in his case. On the 19th of February he wrote a letter 
to General Porter, stating or explaining his reasons for introducing that 
resolution, and in this letter he says: 

I have never concurred in the severe reflections which have from time to 
time in the public press on the motives and conduct of that court. 

On February 18, 1880, he wrote to General Cox: 

I have made a strong effort to separate myself from the case. 

On the 13th of February, 1880, he wrote: 

If the Fitz-John Porter bill it condemns hundreds of leading men, from 
Lincoln down, and leaves a blot on their name. 

And in the letter to General Cox, previously referred to, he says: 

I have been so — by the decision of the Schofield board that it is very hard 
to trust my own mind to speak of it as it appeared to me. 

General Garfield dreaded that the Fitz-John Porter bill, if passed, 
would ‘‘condemn hundreds of leading men, from Lincoln down, and 
leave a blot on their names.“ 

Is it not manifest from the language employed that Garfield spoke as 
a party man, not asa lawyer; that his view was that of an advocate and 
champion of his party, not that of an unbiased citizen anxious to secure 
justice for the victim of unavoidable error? 

I wish it to be distinctly understood that I allude to the distinguished 
dead 

WITH ALL POSSIBLE RESPECT AND REVERENCE, 
and have introduced his name only because the views he was known to 
hold upon this case have been advanced as lending a peculiar and special 
sanction to the opposition to this bill. But it must not be forgotten 
that, notwithstanding his many great and good qualities, General Gar- 
field, according to his own explicit avowal, was never able to separate 
himself from the case. 

But notwithstanding all this, I am convinced that had General Gar- 
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field been relieved of the excitement and responsibilities of party lead- 
ership long enough to have given to the case that careful, 

and dispassionate consideration without which it was im le to un- 
derstand or appreciate the just weight and bearing of the new evi- 
dence produced before the Schofield board—had this been possible, I 
say, Iam convinced he would have earnestly, zealously, and efficiently 
supported the act of justice sought to be secured by the bill undercon- 
sideration. 

We all know the extreme and intense feeling of President Lincoln 
against General Porter. His son, then a child, recalled this in 1870, 
when before the board he testified: 

My father was exceedingly severe in his condemnation. 

Yet Mr. Lincoln, at the first glimpse of facts showing he was in error, 
said to Governor Newell that he had acted upon the opinion of Judge 
Holt, and that he would be glad to give General Porter an opportunity 
of presenting the new evidence which exculpated him. Governor 
Newell was upon intimate and friendly terms with Mr. Lincoln, both 
personal and political. The governor, while a witness, in reply to di- 
rect questions, testified to the above, and in reply to a question from 
the court testified regarding Mr. Lincoln’s statement in these words: 

Mr. Lincoln stated that he had not been able to give that 
to the cause which its merits required ; 
Judge-Advocate-General and of the War Department as the basis of his action; 
that if any evidence exculpatory of General Porter could be introduced, he wou 
be very glad to give him an opportunity to have it presented; that he hada high 
8 or General Porter personally and as a soldier, and that he hoped 
would be able to vindicate himself in that way. 

This shows that Mr. Lincoln himself, as shown by the evidence of 
Mr. Newell, expressed the greatest contrition when he found that he 
had been deceived and imposed upon by Judge Holt and induced to 
affirm a verdict he otherwise would have set aside. The gentleman 
from Indiana says that Judge Holt 

Mr. HANBACK. Upon what authority do you make that state- 
ment? 

Mr. WHEELER. I makeit upon the authority of Governor Newell, 
of New Jersey, who swore before the Schofield boafd to that effect. 

Mr. HANBACK. It has been denied a thousand times by honor- 
able men. 

Mr. WHEELER. It has never been denied under oath by anybody. 
I assert that so far from it being the fact, as has been stated here, that 
Mr. Lincoln considered this evidence, he never saw it at all, but, as I 
have before stated, relied upon that paper presented by Judge Holt. 
Though it was his sworn duty to defend the accused, General Porter, 
yet he presented to Mr. Lincoln a written paper ocenpying twenty pages 
printed matter which is one of the basest arguments, false in its state- 
ments and deceptive in its inferences, that was ever placed before a 
court by any lawyer. If in my State a lawyer before a court and jury 
had made such an argument, perverting facts as he did, the judge would 
have set aside the verdict if one had been obtained, or, if he not do 
it, the supreme court would have reversed it. Yet, while it was Judge 
Holt's duty to do the defendant justice, he declined to make his argu- 
ment before the court, and then placed this argument before the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will allow me, the facts are 
these 

Mr. WHEELER. No, I can not allow you, because I have very little 
time. You can take some other time for your statement. 

Mr. STEELE. I need not remind the gentleman that he interrupted 
me ad libitum the other day. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not occupy a minute. 

My colleague on the committee (Mr. STEELE] also seems never to 
have heard of this, as he said in his speech: 

President Lincoln, who had the case in his hands at least two days—and it is 
attested that he carefully reviewed it—approved the sentence. 

On the contrary, what I have read shows, and my information is, that 
Mr. Lincoln did not review the evidence. I have shown that Governor 
William A. Newell, of New Jersey, testified to this factin his evidence 
before the Schofield board, which may be found on pages 318 to 321, part 
2, of the Schofield board. 

On one point the evidence of Governor Newell is specially clear and 
emphatic, and that was as to Mr. Lincoln’s desire to have General Porter 
submit any new evidence, which I will read: 


Q. Did he at that time state what kind of newly discovered evidence or ex- 
planatory evidence he desired? 

A. No, sir; he made no inquiry about that. I didn't know anything about 
that myself. LI recollect his saying distinctly, and his manner of Large He at 
the time, that if there was any evidence that General Porter could to 
change the aspect of the case he would be glad to have it done. I recollect per- 
fectly his particular exp m at time—I recollect more than any- 
thing else—that if there was anything that could be brought out he hoped it 
would be done. 

GEXERAL GRANT'S PREJUDICE 


against Porter was so great that in 1856 he refused Porter’s application 
to even recommend any action which would tend to open a way for a 
new investigation, and for eighteen years this distinguished soldierad- 
mitted he had entertained and expressed opinions reflecting upon the 
integrity of General Porter’s military acts; yet, immediately after read- 
ing the evidence, General Grant writes, December 9, 1881: 


I have heretofore done you injustice both in thought and speech, and I will 
regard it as a most solemn obligation on my part to correct the wrong. 


And two weeks later, December 22, 1881, General Grant writes to 
the President: 


family the stain u 
than I should if 


r the war closed his defense was brought to my attention, but I read 
it in connection with a sketch of the field where his offenses were said to have 
been committed, which I now see, since perfect maps have becn made by the Engi- 
neer whole field, were totally incorrect as showing the position oy 
the two armies. Lalso read it in connection with statements made on the other 
side against General Porter, and I am afraid possibly with some little prejudice 
in the case. * * * [am now convinced that he rendered faithful, efficient, 
and intelligent service, and the fact that he was retained in command of a corps 
for months after his offenses were said to have been committed is in his favor. 


On December 30, in reply to a letter from General LOGAN, Grant 
says: 

I reluctantly came to the conclusion I did, but was convinced beyond all pre- 
conceived notions, and felt it due to an accused man to say so. 


On January 23, 1882, he wrote to the President: 


But, as I feel myself somewhat responsible for General Porter's long suffering, 
Lask an interview with one of his personal friends, to the end that you may con- 
sult as to the best method of reaching a just and practical solution of the Porter 
case, if you should look upon the matter as I do. 


On February 4, 1882, he writes to Senator CAMERON: 


+ $ * When I commenced the examination of the Fitz-John Porter case, as 
it now stands, it was with the conviction that his sentence was a just one, and 
that his punishment had been light for so hideous an offense; but I tried to 
throw off all prejudice in the case and to examine it on its merits. I came out 
of that examination with the firm conviction that an entirely innocent man had 
been most unjustly punished. * * + 

You are aware when General Locan made a speech against General Por- 
ter it was in opposition to a bill pending in Congress. He, like myself, was 
n convinced of the guilt of General Porter, and was, therefore, opposed 
ill. His investigations, therefore, were necessarily to find arguments to 
sustain his side of a pending question. I have, of course, no knowledge of the 
— he could refer to, or would examine, to find such arguments, but I know 

e could have the testimony which was taken before the court-martial which 
convicted, probably also the ments of the officer who acted as prosecutor 
when the case was before the ofield court, and arguments that have been 
made by lawyers J. D. Cox, and others paiba of which were made in op- 
position to General Porter, as much as of paid attorneys in cases of civil 


courts. 

But my investigation of all the facts that I could bring before me of the oc- 
currences from the 27th of August, 1862, and for some little time prior to the Ist 
of ber the same year, show conclusively that the court and some of the 
3 entirely misapprehended the position of the enemy on the 29th of 


+ * = s * * — 
I find the Schofield board — 2 him entirely, but throw some censure upon 
him for having expressed a lack of confidence in his commanding officer. Such 
conduct might be censured, although if every man in the Army had been pun- 
lack of confidence in his superior officer many of our 
best soldiers wquid have been punished. But, in fact, if this was not stated in 
Rot the case by the board, I should have not found that he had 
lack of confidence. On the contrary, to my mind now he 
ving a support to General Pope, and more so, possibly, for the 
reason that he knew among his former Army associates there was a good deal 
of apprehension, to say the least, of his fitness for his new place, 
* * s + è s 


s 
I commenced reading up thiscase with the conviction that General Porter bad 
been guilty, as found the court, but come out of the in ion with a 
thorough conviction that I and the public generally had done him a fearful in- 
justice, and entirely satisfied that any intelligent man or lawyer who will throw 

ond fennon the cues as I have done will come to the same con- 


the positions that I have held heretofore and my failure then to do wha 
wish I had done, to do all in my power to place General Porter right before the 
public and in future history, and to repair my own unintentional injustice. 

is letter to you, knowing that you will have a desire to do just 
what your judgment dictates as being right in the matter, and that you will 
state to whomsoever it may seem to you proper and necessary my present con- 
victions upon this case. 


On April 10, 1882, he writes to the President: 


+ * „As I have before said verbally and in writing, I take a very deep in- 

terest in this matter, I deem myself somewhat responsible for the con- 

tinuous punishment of an officer of high rank in the Army whose innocence I 
it is possible for one to be in human evidence, * * * 


May 29, 1882, he writes Senator CAMERON: 


DEAR SENATOR: I understand the bill for the relief of General F. J. Porter 
will be called up to-morrow if there is a session_if not on the first meeting 
thereafter. I hope you will do all that is proper to expedite a hearing and vote 
in his case. My feeling in this matter is intensified by my thorough conviction 
of Porter’s innocence of the charges upon which he was convicted and the fact 
that I am more or less responsible for the long delay in having justice—partial 
iustice—done him. LoGaN made an able speech against Porter, believing him 
1 I did at the time, but I do not believe he Will benefit himself by renew- 

ng attack, now that an investigation, not only by an able and impartial 
board, acting as judges and not as defenders, eee eee him in- 
nocent, but writers of history, free from prejudice or prejudiced against him, 
also so find. 


If you can urge a vote this week I will regard it as a special favor. The bill 
isa yay dare one in comparison to what I think is due Porter; but perhaps it is 
better it should be so. 


December 27, 1882, in reply to a letter which referred to the bill then 
pending for his own restoration to the Army, General Grant says: 
I aan —.— mine 8 It will dend — — upon the discus- 


nothing 
sion that takes place in Congress whether I accept, even if it does pass, In 
yours I feel a much deeper interest, and am ready to say now, that if yourscan 
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ache leona by laying mine on the table” or withdrawing it, I am ready to 
t. 


On February 21, 1883, writing upon the same subject, General Grant 
says: 

Dear GENERAL: I have rel letter of this a. m. I beg you to give your- 
self no concern about the bill for my retirement. I care noth about it; in 
fact, should be governed in my acceptance or declination of its benefits—if it 
were to pass and receive the signature of the President—by the discussion in 
Congress and comments by the public. Of course, I should esteem ita t 
compliment if Con s, with great unanimity, should pass this bill, shoul 
the bill before the House, and it should be received with favor by the public. 
Otherwise I would not accept. But even if I were anxious for the passage of 
the bill retiring me, I would not have it at the expense of one so deeply wronged 
as I now know you have been, 

November 23, 1883, General Grant writes a letter to General Porter 
in which he uses the following emphatic language: 

+ è * But I did believe that General Pope was so odious to some of the ofi- 
cers in the East that a cordial support was not given him by them. I was dis- 
posed, too, to accept the verdict of a court-martial composed as the one which 
tried you was. Some of the members of that court I knew personally, and had 

t confidence in their judgment and justice. I sup; ou had shared in 
this feeling towards Pope, and while not more guilty than others, you were un- 
fortunate in being placed ina position where specifications could be made show- 
ing this hostility, 

After the close of the war, when I was requested to read your new defense, I 
read it with the feelingabovedescribed. Atthesame time I read the other side as 
prepared—or furnished—by General Pope. è * I was first shaken in my 
views, however, when such a man as General Terry—who unites the lawyer 
with the soldier—a man of high character and ability, and who had believed as 
I had, and possibly worse, after many weeks of investigation, should entirel 
vindicate you and be sustained, too, by men of the known ability of his col- 
leagues on the board, 

* 


* * — kd + è 

I have no doubt now but the change would have taken place in 1867 if I had then 
made au investigation. Iregretnow that I did not understand your case then as I 
donow. Your whole life since your trial, as well rat? f services before, dis- 

rove the great burden of the charges then sustained by a court-martial. As 
Teor as I have a voice it shall be raised in your support without any reference to 
the effect upon me or others. Your restoration to the Army, simply, I would 
regard as a very inadequate and unjust reparation. While men—one at least— 
have been restored to the Army because of their gallantry and wounds, after 
conviction and sentence, and when there is no doubt of their guilt, are given all 
8 pay for the years they were out of the service, I can see no reason for your 

ving less, 

I hone for you a through vindication, not only by Congress, but in the minds 
of your countrymen, 

On July 4, 1884, but twenty-seven days after the development of 
Ward's perfidy, by which Grant was financially ruined, apparently for- 
getting his own troubles, he writes: 

You can scarcely conceive the pain it caused me to read the veto of your bill 
by the President yesterday. I was not —— ſor it. His message is the 
merest sophistry. It is no doubt a disappointment to you and your family, 
but I believe it will result ultimately in doing you fuller justice. 

You were dismissed unjustly and you are entitled to restoration. That would 
make youa jor-general from the date of dismissal to the time of restoration. 
I want to see this final decision in your case. 

Be of good cheer and pray that justice may yet be done you and yours. 

Presidents Lincoln and Grant, Generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty 

EXAMINED THE CASE INTELLECTUALLY, ra 


were convinced of their error, and immediately sought to do Porter 
justice. All these great men were too exalted in character to be con- 
trolled by personal or political prejudice ina matter involving right, 
honor, and justice. The moment they found they had done General 
Porter injustice, without a thought as to the effect upon themselves, 
their every effortseemed to be to rectify the wrong they had committed. 
Look at the gallant and honest General Terry. No one in this House 
ever wasmore thoroughly convinced of Porter’s guilt than he; yet when 
he learns the truth he asks Porter’s pardon for remaining in ignorance 
of his case, confessing: 
I might have learned something of the truth had I diligently sought it. 

Look at General Grant. Once convinced he had done wrong, when he 
examined the case in 1866, by giving too much weight to the papers 
prepared or furnished by General Pope“ which caused him to refuse 
any action in Porter’s behalf, this distinguished officer now, at any 
personal sacrifice, sought to aid Porter in attaining justice. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] does not seem to under- 
stand or is unable to comprehend General Grant’s tness of char- 
acter, and he does him the injustice to charge that his vindication of 
Porter was caused by old age, of necessity creating the inference that 
his conclusions were the result of impaired intellect. Isit possible that 
this is the measure of gratitude Republicans have to General Grant in 
return for his service to their party and his-country ? 

General Grant became convinced of his error in 1881, and his history 
shows that during the four years from that time to his death the vigor 
of his intellect was remarkable, and yet to disparage General Grant’s 
opinion this gentleman would have us believe that during these years 
his mind was enfeebled by old age. 

The man who during the illness which terminated his life wrote a his- 
tory of the war whieh will be accepted as the standard authority upon 
that subject, and for which his honored widow has already received a 
quarter of a million dollars, I respectfully submit ought to have es- 
caped this assault. 

General Grant’s friends will not thank the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Hovux] for the feeble words of praise with which he sugar-coats 
these unworthy insinuations against a great and honored hero. 

If any gentleman op to this bill can rise in his seat and declare 
that he has brought to this subject the same amount of experience and 


has bestowed upon it the same degree of intelligent and careful study 
that General Grant gave it, and in spite of that study still considers 
Porter guilty, I feel confident Porter will be willing to withdraw his 
case from Congress. I call upon any gentleman who has given this sub- 
ject the same consideration that General Grant has, and brought to it 
1 experience, to rise in his seat and say that he considers Porter 
guilty. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not know how much consideration General Grant 
gave it, but I consider Porter guilty. I think I have given a great deal 
more attention to the subject than did General Grant, or he never would 
have found as he did. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not say that he has given it 
the same careful consideration that General Grant has 

Mr. CURTIN. Very much depends on the amount of ability and 
ee as a soldier which may be brought to the consideration of 

e case. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have great respect for the talent and ability of 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], but must confess some amaze- 
ment at his statement, which implies an assumption that he knows 
more about the case than General Grant. I have also great respect for 
the other members of the minority of the committee, and if any one of 
them might deem-himself justified in challenging a military opinion of 
General Grant we should expect it to be the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

We see running through General Grant’s correspondence repeated 
reference to his feeling of responsibility on account of his failure to do 
Porter justice when it was in his power to have done so. He loses 
sight of himself, and his own restoration to the Army he regards as 
nothing when compared to the rectification of the wrongs inflicted 
upon Porter. 

My failure to do what I now wish I had done, to place General Porter right 
ee the public and in future history, and to repair my own unintentional in- 

These are the words which come from General Grant’s heart. Such 
was the feeling which actuated men like Lincoln, Grant, Schofield, 
Terry, and Getty. 

They were all Republicans; not a Democrat among them. 

Like guiding stars of night, like beacons seen by a storm-tossed mar- 
iner, the example set by these men might well be taken to aid in steer- 
ing your party toa haven of right. These are men you might well fol- 
low, admire, and emulate, 

St. Paul never considered the effect upon himself when he ceased to 
persecute and commenced to follow Christ. He did it because his heart 
told him it was right, and he labored for Christianity more abundantly 
than them all. Lincoln, Grant, Schofield, Terry, and Getty had for 
years ‘‘condemned General Porter, both in thought and sometimes in 
speech,“ but, actuated by the same grand principle of right, now labored 
abundantly to rectify the wrong they had unintentionally done. 

The bright morning sun which on July 23, at Mount McGregor, 
cast its rays upon the bier of the greatest of these shines to-day upon 
us, the chosen Representatives of his beloved country. Can we not learn 
a lesson from the last acts of the dead hero, a man capable of rising 
above himself, a man to whom right was bettcr than might and justice 
dearer than personal ambition. 

THERE IS A BEAUTIFUL FANCY 


of pagan mythology which insists that when men who were pre-emi- 
nent in any cause on earth meet in the happy fields of Elysium and 
discuss the events in which, while mortal, they had been the chief act- 
ors, they cheerfully and cordially concede the transcendent merits of 
each other in their several fields of endeavor. How adroitly and charm- 
ingly Jomini avails himself of this fiction as introductory to his Napo- 
leon: 

Long time had the Elysian Fields resounded with the memorable events which 
marked the beginning of the nineteenth century. The shades of Pitt, Thugut, 
Kleber, Moreau, Nelson, Lannes, and the many other heroes slain in battle had 
already carried there a thousand different versions of the combinations to which 
were attributed so many victories and so many defeats. The illustrious inhab- 
itants of these mysterious regions were waiting with impatience the appearance 
of the extraordinary man who had been the principal actor in these events, 
and who alone could explain them, 

Already the news of his exile to St. Helena, and of the barbarous treatment he 
received there, gives warning of his approaching end. Already homicidal fate 
seizes his scissors * * * inexorable Atropos cannot suffer so noble a victim to 
escape. Finally, on the 5th of May, 1821, the clear sky of Elysium is suddenly 
covered with clouds, the angry waves of Acheron, lashed by the unchained winds, 
give notice of some extraordinary apparition. All, with a common sentiment 
of interest and curiosity, hasten to the shore. Soon the skiff of the sad and silent 
Charon is seen approaching; it carries the shade of Napoleon the * è , All 
press forward to see him; Alexander, Cæsar, Frederick, are in the first rank, and 
they alone have the right of interrogating him. 

Tothe usual felicitations succeed the most weighty questions. Alexander, 
who from the mountains of Macedonia penetrated into India and returned vie- 
torious, is astonished at the retreat from Moscow, and asks to know the cause ; 

r, who died invincible, asks an explanation of the disasters of Liepsie and 
Waterloo; Frederick, so great in reverses and so measured in his enterprises, 
wishes an explanation of the prompt destruction of his monarchy and of its 
brilliant resurrection in 1813. 


Napoleon then recites the events which mark 
HIS EXTRAORDINARY CAREER, 
and at the close of the narration the verdict of the noble Areopagus was 
pronounced: 
His illustrious auditors declared with unanimous voice that, although he had 
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failed in the execution of his vast projects, he surpassed them all in his force of 
genius and greatness of soul. Each in icular eul those traits which 
most resembled his own: Alexander pi to his 
admired aa Dani Ua — 8 


stitute the princi 
the fields of Elysium. 

Applying this pleasing fiction to the present case, what can we im- 
agine will be Grant’s salutation to Porter when they meet in the Ely- 
sian fields? Judging from the last expressions and efforts of the illus- 
trious leader of the Union armies, have we not a right to say it will be: 
Thank God, Porter, after your many years of martyrdom, the Amer- 
ican people did you justice.“ 

And to pursue the same delightful conceit, can we not fancy Porter, 
surrounded by Ney, Soult, Massena, Macdonald, Stonewall Jackson. 
and Hancock as they greet him with, ‘‘All hail to you, Porter! Your 
achievements at Malvern Hill and the Second Manassas surpass in 
glory anything of which we can boast.” 

No one blames General Pope for his misfortunes. The greatest and 
most successful soldiers have lost battles, have lost campaigns, have 
lost kingdoms, empires, and country. Misfortune was even more po- 
tent than their genius, and no one ever thought of reproaching them 
for being overcome by the irresistible. Frederick the Great, in the ap- 
parent hopelessness of his cause which followed the defeat of Rossbach, 
still retained the love and confidence of his people and commanded 
the admiration of the world; Kosciuskois immortal in fame and poetry 
though defeated in his military efforts and patriotic aspirations; Wash- 
ington, after the reverses at Boston and Long Island, and amid all the 
gloom which lowered on the patriot cause in the 

DARK DAYS AT VALLEY FORGE, 
was still revered by his countrymen asa devoted patriot and trusted by 
his troops and people as a military commander; in his almost soli- 
tary ride from Appomattox to Richmond, had lost no jot or tittle of the 
glory and popular idolatry which had attached to his name in the midst 
of his greatest triumphs. And to use the language of Napier: 

Napoleon, the greatest man of whom history makes mention, the most won- 
derful commander, the most sagacious politician, the most profound statesman, 
lost by arms Poland, Germany, Italy, Portugal, Spain, France. Fortune, 
that name for the unknown combinations of infinite power, was wanting to 
him, and without her aid the designs of man are as bubbles on a troubled ocean. 

The almost unanimous expressions of opinion by the press and peo- 
ple of the United States, without distinction of party, had led me to 
hope that this bill would at least escape the old and exploded objections 
urged against General Porter in former Congresses. In this hope, 1 
regret to say, I have been disappointed. 

The minority of the committee say: 

There is another reason why we can not join in the no of the majority, and 


that is that we vely doubt the propriety or constitutionality of Congress at- 
tempting. to rev Wand reverse the adjud cation of a military judicial tribunal. 


Courts-martial have been established by the law- power for the ad- 
ic oe ag order, discipline, and justice in the land and naval forces of the 

It is beyond the prorice of Congress to review or reverse the decisions of these 
courts-martial, If they are nota part of the judicial system, they certainly be- 
Jong to the executive department as appurtenant to the government of the 
aroy and in either case it would be an act of usurpation for Congress to set 
itself up as an appellate court-martial. * * * 

If the court- it is, in our opinion, one of those errors from which 
there is no appeal; one of the incidents le from all judicial systems. 
This House might as properly attempt to review and correct the errors of the 
Supreme Court of the United States as to review and correct the errors of the 
hoghe military court, when its — have been approved by the President 
of the United States and duly executed. 

These are the grounds taken by President Arthur in his veto of the 
Fitz-John Porter bill passed by the Forty-eighth Congress. These ob- 
jections are satisfactorily disposed of to the minds of all unprejudiced 
people by General Grant, who characterized the veto message as the 
**merest sophistry.” 

The fallacy of the position assumed by President Arthur and reas- 
serted and adopted by the minority of the committee, with its under- 
lying theory that all courts-martial are infallible, is strikingly illus- 
trated by the fact that within the last ten years Congress has been 
compelled to examine into and reverse the decision of numerous courts- 
martial, some of which showed gross perversions of justice. 

I do not wish to be understood as impugning or in any way assail- 
ing the integrity and fairness of courts-martial. This is by no means 
my purpose. On the contrary, I maintain and am prepared to defend 
and uphold the proposition that, as a rule, 

THE COURTS OF OUR ARMY 

have been distinguished for their anxiety to arrive at a thorough and 
accurate knowledge of the facts which were to influence or govern their 
deliberations, and for the equal, exact, and impartial justice of their 
decisions. That there have been instances of deviation from this gen- 
eral rule or characteristic is doubtless true. But in the majority of cases 
the records will show that our military tribunals must be credited with 
fairness and impartiality. 

And yet, partial as Iam, by education and association, to the gentle- 


men engaged in the military service of our country, vigilant and eager 


as I am to defend them inst and to repel unjust aspersions, I must 
unwillingly admit that there have been cases where the verdict of a 
court-martial appears to have been dictated by the personal feelings of 
its members rather than a desire to learn the truth and administer jus- 
tice. This may sound like a harsh judgment, but it is warranted by 
facts. It is true, and a truth doesnot cease to be a truth because of con- 
cealment or strenuous denial. 

These occasional miscarriages of military justice have not escaped the 
attention of our present pure and honored Executive, and in his last mes- 
sage they are alluded to in the vigorous language which I will now 
read: 


If some of the proceedings of courts-martial which I have had occasion to ex- 
amine present the ideas of justice which generally prevail in these tribunals, I 
am satisfied that they should be much reformed, if the honor and honesty of the 
Army and Navy are by their instramentality to be vindicated and protected, 

To say that we must accept as infallible the verdict of one of the tri- 
bunals which have provoked this unsparing censure is preposterous. 
And it is this very absurdity which President Arthur and the minority 
of the committee seem determined to maintain. 

The difficulty with these champions of theinviolability of the verdict 
of this parti court-martial is this: They have somehow conceived 
the idea that the suit was a prosecution conducted solely in the interest 
of General John Pope, and they can not divest themselves of this error, 
If they were correct in these premises, I admit the justice of their conclu- 
sions. If the case had been General Pope against General Fitz-John 
Porter, and if, as some seem to contend, General Pope acquired a right 
or proprietary ownership in the judgment, then Congress would have 
no right to interfere. If General Pope were the 

BENEFICIARY OF THE JUDGMENT 


then he, and he alone, could consent to its being annulled. But we may 
as well now inform him and his supporters that the record shows the 
case to have been the United States against Porter. The 33,000,000 
of American people were the plaintiffs, and General Porter was the de- 
fendant. These 33,000,000 people, now increased to 60,000,000, find 
the judgment was obtained by mistaken evidence, perjury, and fraud, 
and that if the whole truth and nothing but the truth had been put 
in evidence and placed before the tribunal, the judgment of the court 
would have been in favor of Fitz-John Porter and against the plaintiffs. 
And these 33,000,000 people, increased to 60,000,000, now say, We 
are too honorable to retain the benefitof a judgment to which, under 
the law and the facts, we are not entitled, and we come intoopen court 
and declare that, impelled by conscience, right, and justice, we hereby 
release our judgment and ask that it be annulled.” 

Every successful suitor in any court has a right to do that, and every 
honorable one will always doit. The United States of America in their 
sovereign capacity can not possess less right in such a matter than is 
penea by one of their citizens, and certainly they ought not to be 
ess honorable than individual citizens. Nay, they ought to be more 
honorable; they ought to set the example of honor and integrity. 

I repeat that the entire theory of the opponents to this bill seems to 
rest upon the presumption of Pope’s interest in this matter. That was 
certainly General Pope’s idea. He was almost continually alluding to 
it as his case, or as one in which he had an interest. 

I will read a paragraph from a letter written by him to General 
Grant in 1867: 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD MILITARY DISTRICT, 
Atlanta, Ga., September 16, 1867. 
GENERAL: As I am one of the e agg! parues concerned in the case of Fitz- 
John Perter, and as I learn that he is ashington city seeking a reopening 
of his case, on the und that he has come into 8 of testimony since the 
close of the war which has an important bearing on the subject, and as I sup- 
pose it is not unlikely that a commission may be ordered to examine that testi- 
mony and report upon it, I consider it my duty as well as my right respectfully 
to submit to your attention or that of any commission that may be ordered, the 
following remarks, for such consideration as they merit. * * + 
Iam, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN POPE, 
Bet. Maj. Gen., U. S. A. 
General U. S. Grant, Washington, D. C. 


This letter was a very long one and contained a reiteration of the nu- 


merous errors and misstatements which ap in the ents for 

the prosecution before the court-martial in 1862-63, and we have the 
EVIDENCE OF GENERAL GRANT 

that it was potential in its effect upon his mind, and led to the rejection 

of Porter’s appeal to have his case reopened. In further corroboration 

of this view, I quote the following from General Pope’s letter to Sena- 

tor Wade: 

In the last days of January, 1853, when the trial of Fitz-John Porter had closed 
and when his guilt had been established I intimated to the President that it 
seemed a proper time then for some public acknowledgment of my services in 
Virginia from S 

This would appear to indicate that General Pope was laboring under 
the delusion that he must benefit by the condemnation visited upon 
General Porter, and that any degradation of the latter must result in 
corresponding exaltation of himself. 

I am surprised at the assertion of the minority: 


This House might as 1 to review and correct the errors oſ the 
Supreme Court of the United tes as to review and correct the errors of the 
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highest military court, when its find ings have been approved by the President 
of the United States and duly executed. 

This attempt to establish an absolute parallel between the Supreme 
Court of the United States and a court-martial could hardly have been 
made had the minority given the subject that thoughtful attention 
which the gravity of the issue demanded. The Supreme Court was 
created by the Constitution, the same supreme authority to which Con- 
gress likewise owes its existence. The Supreme Court is a court of 
appellate jurisdiction in all cases except those affecting embassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, and cases in which a State is a party. 
Therefore with the rarest exceptions the function of this court is to ex- 
amine into and decide upon the proceedings of inferior tribunals. 

But I insist that even ina case where the Supreme Court had affirmed 
any decision of a lower court against a citizen and in favor of the United 
States Congress has the power and the right to annul the verdict. 

Courts-martial are tribunals unknown to the Constitution. They 
owe their existence to the Articles of War, which by act of Congress were 
made laws of the United States. These Articles of War were taken 
almost verbatim from monarchical governments, under which courts-mar- 
tial were little more than advisory bodies to military commanders. 

The minority of the committee also hold that the feature of the bill 
authorizing the President to nominate and, by and with the advice of 
the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John Porter to the position of colonel in the 
Army is an invasion of the executive prerogative. On this point the re- 
port says: 

. belongs under 

If this bill does not nominate F. J. Porter to the office of “colonel in the 
Army,” then it is an absolute nullity and of no force whatever. If it does nom- 
inate him to that office, then it isan invasion of the executive prerogative, and 
is a usurpation, 

Certainly the minority have failed to observe, or have chosen to ig- 
nore, the fact to which I have previously adverted, that within the last 
ten years the President has appointed a number of officers to the Army 
underand by virtue of acts of Congress reversing verdicts of courts-mar- 
tial. Is it not singular that this peculiar theory is invoked for the first 
time in opposition to this particular bill, and is sought to be applied in 
bar of the claims of this particular individual ? 

Since the organization of the Government many 


SIMILAR CASES HAVE ARISEN. 


Prominent among them I recall that of the restoration to the Army of 
George B. Crittenden by act of Congress. But I do notwish to fatigue 
the House with a tiresome recapitulation, and therefore shall confine 
myself to actsof Congress of recent date, authorizing the restoration or 
appointment of officers to the Army, some of which I will recite. 


An act tocreate an additional major of artillery, and to promote Capt. James 
M. Robertson. 


Be it 


the said Robertson take rank next after the junior major of artillery: Provided, 
howewr, That the additional or this act to the Second Regime: 
Artillery shall not hereafter be filled by any other officer, and the office shall 
a whenever, by any casualty, the number of majors in each regiment of artil- 
ery shall be reduced to three. 
Sec.2. That the pay of said Captain Robertson as major shall commence from 
the date of his confirmation by the Senate on the nomination by the President. 
Approved June 17, 1874. 


Acts more or less similar were passed in the following cases: 
An act authorizing the President to appoint Frank M. Ashton as second as- 


sistant engineer in the Navy of the United States. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 
17, page 484; March 1, 1873.) 2 
An act to restore William Kliburn, of San Francisco, CaL, to the Navy of the 
wo States as an ensign. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 18, page 18; 2, 
An act ornate | the Secre of the Navy toemploya retired officer at sea, 
and if physically and professionally qualified to form his duties the President 


volume 18, page 202; June 


874.) 

An act Longoria: e President to appoint George He: Preble, now a cap- 
tain on the active- of the Navy, to be a commodore. . S. Stat. at Large, 
volume 18, page 233; June 23, 1874. 

An act for the relief of J. Scott Payne, second lieutenant Sixth United States 
Cavalry, late first lieutenant Fifth United States Cavalry. (U. S. Stat. at Large, 
volume 18, page 283; June 23, 1874.) 

An act authorizing the President to nominate Holmes Wykoff an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 18, page 304; January 30, 


1875. 
An act for the relief of John T. Smith. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 18, page 


305; January 30, 1875.) 
An act to restore Capt. John C. Beaumont, of the United States Navy. to his 
S. Stat. at Large, volume 18, page 


original position on the Navy Register. (U. 
615; March 3. 1875.) 

An act for the relief of Maj. N. H. McLean, late of Adjutant-General’s Depart- 
Care n States Army. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 18, page 515; March 

„ 1875. 

Joint resolution for the relief of Lowell A. Chamberlain. (U. S. Stat. at Large, 
volume 18, page 525; March 3, 1875.) 

An act for the relief of George T. Olmstead, jr. (U.S. Stat. at Large, volume 
19, page 53; June 24, 1876.) 
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An act to authorize the appointment of a sergeant in the Signal Corps as a sec- 
oat in the vane T S. Stat. at Large, volume tar page 30 $ 
An act to authorize the President to restore Thomas J. Spencer to his former 


rank in the Army. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 19, page 407; March 3, 1877.) 


An act placing the name of C. G. Fraedenberg upon the retired-list of the 
United States Army. (U. S. Stat. at „volume 19, page 408; March 3, 1877.) 
An act for the relief of Thomas E. Maley. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 19, 


page 408; March 3, 1877. 

An act for the relief of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the 
Army. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 17; March 15, 1878.) 

An act for the relief of John A. Darling. (V. S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 
35; April 8, 1878.) 

An act to authorize the restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain. 
(V. S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 37; April 23, 1878.) 
ar Lias 8 the reliefof Robert C. Walker. (U.S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 

; June 78. 

An act for the eliet of Horace E. Mullen. (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 

331; June 19, 1878.) 


An act for the relief of Thomas B. Hunt, (U. S. Stat. at Large, volume 20, page 
470; March 3, e Sad : 


1879. 
An act for the relief of William H. Gill. S. Stat. at Large, volume 22, 
ie for th ) lief of Capt. William 8 (U a t. ave tes 
act for the re oi 5 8 ing. . S. Stat. at vol- 
REA A PE e eb Lage, vetne eee 
n or e ic . 1. . „. le „volume * ; 
May 26, 1882, tge page 97 
On the 3d March, 1879, Congress passed the following act (20 Stat. 
at Large, 848): 
Chapter 201.—An act for the relief of Joseph B. Collins. 


Be it enacted, &., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to rein - 
state Maj. Joseph B. Collins, late of the United States Army, and to retire him 
in that grade, as of the date he was previously mustered out, charging him with 
all extra pay and allowances paid him at that time. 


Under and in pursuance of this act the President, on the 8th March, 
1879, issued the following order: 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 8, 1879. 


Under authority conferred by the act approved March 3, 1879, Joseph B. Col- 
lins is hereby reinstated in the Army of the United States asa major oft infantry, 
and placed on the retired-list in that grade, to date January hami AYER 


This case was brought before the Court of Claims in a proceeding in- 
stituted by the beneficiary of the act to recover his pay in accordance 
with its provisions. And this involved the consideration by the court 
of the validity of acts of this character. The case is reported as Col- 
lins vs. The United States. (14 Court of Claims Reports, page 570.) 

Justice Richardson delivered the opinion, in which he said: 

This the accounting officer of the Treasury refused to allow on the ground that 
he had not been reappointed with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Two questions arise which ä consideration: First, whether by the 
terms of the not Congress intended to confer upon the President alone authority 
5 the claimant; and, second, whether it had the constitutional power 
a votaran amaer who, upon the reineto of the aria? het Leon eee 
JJ TTT 
orable 8 a single individual, who, —— long service, had the misfort- 
une to be summarily dismissed without any fault of his own. 

The Court of Claims then considered the constitutional provisions as 
to appointments, and decided in favor of Major Collins, fully affirming 
the right of Congress to pass such acts, the language of the court (vol- 
ume 14, page 576), which I will read, being: 

It is therefore clear on principle and authority that his appointment was legal 
and constitutional, and that he is entitled to the pay and emoluments of the 
office which he claims. 

The fact that the President has sometimes availed himself of the 
authority granted by these laws to make the appointments referred to, 
and in other cases has declined to do so, is a complete answer to the idea 
advanced by the minority that laws of this character are in any manner 
imperative upon the Executive. 

It follows, therefore, that if the practice of Congress or the decisions 
of a court are to have weight these objections of the minority must fall. 

I entertain some doubts as to the propriety of dignifying General 
Pope’s article in the Century by even referring to it, much less under- 
taking the simple task of its formal refutation. Itisa 

: BADLY ARRANGED REPETITION 


of the misstatements which General Grant said had deceived him when 
he investigated the case in 1867. Ishall say nothing regarding the bad 
taste of such a publication appearing on the first day of the very month 
in which the bill was to be considered in Congress; but it contains some 
errors or misrepresentations that are so glaring that it becomes a duty 
to expose them. He says in the Century: 

On the 27th of June I assumed command of the ree Virginia, which con- 
sisted of three corps. Frémont’s corps, 11,500; Banks's corps, 8,000, and Mo- 
Dowell's corps, 18,500; in all, 38,000 men. 

In the War Records we find the official report of the aggregate strength 
of this army, present for duty, at the same date to be 63,718, and, as I 
will show, it was re-enforced sufficiently to give General Pope a force 
actually available for the defense of Washington, prior to the engage- 
ments which culminated in the second battle of Manassas, which cer- 
tainly approximated 157,544 men. 

General Pope's return, dated July 31, 1862 (War Records, volume 12, 
part 3, page 523), showed his force to be 71,974. But he claims that, 
owing to detachments, the corps of Sigel, Banks, and McDowell had on 
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the banks of the Rappahannock but 52,000 men present for duty, from 
which there must be deducted the 1,400 men lost at Cedar Run. 
Assuming this to be correct, the strength of these three corps 
BINGEN FOF CNG WES -a o ccd cu satan A 
Add ae not included in other returns (volume 12 part 2, 


Pee r ES RS 6, 835 
Add Reynolds's division (volume 12, part 2, page 396) 4, 723 
Add Heintzelman’s corps (return August 10, volume 11, part 

r oes gay Senet te eye Epo 16, 539 
Add Reno’s corps (return for month of August, transcript War 

Records Office) - BGs ps a en see eee aE 6, 079 
Add Taylor’s brigade, Franklin’s corps (return August 10, 

transcript War Records Office) — ee 
Add Fits John Porter's c 9, 324 

And we have a total 7 ĩͤ„½„c' 96, 441 
In addition to these was the force around Washington (vol- 

mame’ 19, parts: page 781) 8-2 enana 27, 717 
Franklin’s corps, less Taylor’s brigade (return August 10, 

transcript from War Records Office), at Centreville-__.____ 12, 489 


Sumner’s corps (return August 20, volume 11, part 3, 
$60), at Alexandria, according to MoClellan’s dispatch to 
Halleck, ere. 1 m. Anam — EREE 

Rodman’s brigade (return for mon August, transcript 
from War Records Office) at Falmoutn 


From these we learn that General Pope had in the lat- 
ter part of August, available for the defense of Washi 
Dy OTE TINS OF a denen ed ere eae 
General Pope also says in the Century: 


The corps of General F. J. Porter consisted of ten thousand men, and was by 
deliberate 


far the finestif not the best in the Army. He had made very short and 

marches from Frederi „and his advance division, mainly of the 
Army, under Sykes, arrived at Warrenton Junction by II o'clock 

on the morning of the 27th, Morell's division of the same corps arriving later 

in the same day. 

The reverse of this is the truth. The Fifth Corps (General Fitz-John 
Porter’s) marched from Harrison’s Landing lat 7 p. m. 14, and 
although, as General Halleck states in his letter of August 26, the 
movement ‘‘was greatly 

DELAYED BY STORMS,” 

he and his troops were engaged night and day, marching, embarking, 
and disembarking, and on ships packed like herrings. On the night of 
August 27 it reached Warrenton Junction, after a very hot march of 
from 12 to 18 miles, without food or water. In this connection I quote 
from the paper of General Weld, a gallant officer of Porter’s corps, 
read before the Massachusetts Historical Society in Boston April 16, 
1877: 

His [Porter’s] previous record was so honorable and so well known, that even 
his accusers did not venture toattackit. Thee: energy and zeal dis- 
ewport News and in 

them from 
No complaint or 
fault is found with him 8 ining Pope, which he 1 5 


he Republic. 
General Pope also says in the Century: 


At dark on the 27th, Hooker informed me that his ammunition was nearly 
exhausted. * * * In ce of Hooker's report and the weakness of 


on 
gust 25). * * © It was possible, however (for Jackson), to mass his whole 
JC ͤ Cokoman oot ices Clio een aaa 


fought a severe battle that afternoon, and was almost out of amm Jack- 
225 babi — ** — —— thas — pases the — al 5 
thin p 
his whole force at Manassas J ), I sent the orders above to 
General Porter. He neither obeyed them nor attem to obey them, but af- 
rward gave as a reason for not doing so that his men were tired, the was 
too dark to march, there was a wago on the road toward 


EVERY ESSENTIAL STATEMENT 


in this extract from the Century article is so manifestly an afterthought 
that General Pope must have been reduced to the hardihood of cy Atal 
tion before he could venture to put them forward seriously. It is es- 
tablished beyond the possibility of controversy that he no knowl- 
edge of Hooker being short of ammunition until long after he had dis- 
patched the order to Porter. It is worthy of notice just here, that at 
9.30 p. m., two and a half hours after the date of the order to Porter, 
General Pope sent orders to McDowell and Reno to march to Manassas 
Junction, and to Kearny to march to Bristoe Station, and in none of 
these orders did he refer to Hooker being short of ammunition, although 
in two of them he dwelt specially on Hooker having had a severe 
fight. 
At 6.05 a. m. on the 28th General Pope wrote to General Porter: 
HEADQUARTERS Errore * VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 1862—6.05a. m. 

— — 


GEXERAL: Major-General Pope 


directs me to say that General Hooker re- 
ports his ammunition exhausted. * * * 


This is the first allusion we can find to this subject in General Pope’s 
correspondence, and when taken in connection with other facts it is fair 
to presume that it was about this time that he first learned of Hooker’s 
want of ammunition. This shows that it could not have been one of 
the reasons for his order to Porter, which was written twelve hours 

So much for the first portion of the extract. : 

As to the second, I can only say that no one has ever attributed to 
General Pope such a lack of ordinary intelligence as is involved in its 
statement. 

Surprising and astonishing as it may appear, I stand here to-day as 
the champion of John Pope the general, to defend him against the im- 
putations and di ent of John Pope the pamphleteer. John 
Eos the pamphleteer may, possibly, have imagined that so skillful 

sapaian a soldier as Stonewall Jackson could have been guilty of 
the folly, after having succeeded in all that could be accomplished at 
Manassas Junction, and having established himself in comparative 
proximity to his supporting column under Longstreet, of deliberately 
and voluntarily placing Pope’s army between himself and his support; 
of his own choice isolating his command, and in its exposed condition 
inviting its destruction by an onslaught of the combined forces of his 
opponent. Against John Pope the pamphleteer I oppose John Pope 
the general, as he appears in the official records, from which we learn 
that John Pope the general, up to 9 o'clock p. m. of August 27, had 
never exhibited such a lack of judgment and perception as John Pope 
the pamphleteer now attributes to him. At 6.30 p. m. August 27 
John Pope the general, in an order to General Porter, said: 

The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must 
drive him from and clear the country between that place and Gaines- 
ville, where McDowell is. 

At 9 o’clock p. m. of the same day, in an order to McDowell, he 
said: 


If you will move promptly and rapidly at the earliest dawn of day upon Ma- 
nassas Junction we shall bag the whole crowd. 

In asimultaneousorder to Kearny we find the same idea in the words: 

I want you here at day-dawn, if possible, and we shall bag the whole crowd. 


And at the same time Reno is admonished: 
u are io [in moving on Manassas Junction] we shall 

— mee 

It will be noticed that in none of these orders does John Pope the 
general, intimate that he entertains the idea that Jackson is to be caught 
at Manassas Junction, as John Pope the pamphleteer would have us 
believe hedid, but that the conception, perception, and intention of John 
Pope the general, as indicated in his orders, was only to pursuea flying 
enemy and capture (bag) him somewhere before he reached Thorough- 
fare Gap as he ‘‘ retired along the railroad.” 

John Pope the pamphleteer says: 

The distance [from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station] was 9 miles along 
the railroad track, with a wago: on each side of it most of the way. 


The error in the distance at 9 instead of 10 miles is not im- 
t, but it is well known to all soldiers of either army who served 

in the locality referred to that the road was single and was crossed by 
the railroad several times in its tortuous course; nor is there any excuse 
for General Pope’s statement in the January Century that— 

The railroad track itself was clear and entirely practicable for the march of 
infantry, 

We have shown that the proof was positive that trains were passing 
back and forth until 4 o’clock on the morning of the 28th. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. VIELE. Iwill yield to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
WHEELER] ten minutes of the time to which I shall be entitled here- 


Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will prove what 
he said he would in reply to my question—outside, of course, of Porter’s 
own evidence, 

Mr. WHEELER. I have proved it by Pope; that is enough. 

Mr. BRUMM. You have not done it as yet. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes, I have; you did not listen. I read the 


evidence, 

Mr. BRUMM. From the record? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; from the record. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, I shall ask after a while to look at it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire in closing to say that the attitude of men 
from the South on this subject has been one I have heard commented 
on. I think that I know the feelings which control their action in this 
case, and I am sure they will pardon an attempt on my part to give 
them expression. I beg you will not misunderstand the attitude of 

EX-CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS 
who vote for this bill; do not misinterpret our interest in this case. The 
necessity for our action would not exist were it not that some of the 
opponents to the bill still appeal to a character of party passion which 


has long since been repudiated by Republicans who are most esteemed 
by their political adherents. I regret and deplore the efforts to degrade 
a judicial question to a 
sibility of the position 


conflict, but we are free from the respon- 
ese gentlemen have voluntarily assumed, and 
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no taunts from mistaken zealots can drive us from a plain and unques- 
tioned duty. 

We advocate and support this bill because we see in it the only means 
to repair a cruel wrong; to atone for gross, though perhaps uninten- 
tional, injustice; to relieve a gallant soldier and honorable gentleman 
from a grievous martyrdom, long and nobly endured. As soldiers, we are 
bound to spare no effort to relieve this brave commander from unmerited 

i ; as men, we feel called upon to do all in our power to succor the 
weak and suffering; as gentlemen, we are obliged to do frankly and fear- 
lessly what we conceive to be honorable and right; as servants of the peo- 
ple, we must strive to secure this tardy justice to one who so ably served 
them; and as citizens of this great Republic, it is our duty and our pride 
to cherish and defend its honor, and we therefore seek to efface this blot 
upon the fair fame of our country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Alabama 
has occupied only five minutes of the time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. VIELE]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my re- 
marks, I desire to say that the material I have before me is much 
greater than I can compress into the time allowed me; and for that 
reason shall ask the courtesy and indulgence of my colleagues on the 
committee and other members of the House to e, me to pursue my 
argument without interruption until I have finished it; then, if any 
time should remain to me, or if any gentleman will yield me further 
time, I will gladly answer such questions as may be put to me, to the 
best of my ability. 

I will state, Mr. Chairman, that the honorable gentlemen from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. CAREY], my colleague on the committee, has yielded me 
the remainder of his time, thirty-five minutes, which I desire first to 
occupy. He is now out of his seat, though he was here a moment ago; 
but that is the arrangement; so that I desire to proceed without break 
at the end of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, or perhaps I should say if the 
court please,” the supreme court-martial of the United States is now 
in session. We are engaged in rewriting history. It may be said that 
history, if wrong, should be rewritten. Let it be granted. But it 
should be rewritten at a time, upon evidence, and under circumstances 
that will be likely to assure greater and not less correctness. 

Almost a quarter of a century has elapsed since the facts in this case 
were judicially investigated. The dust of years has gathered in the 
chambers of memory; boys have become men, men of middle age have 
become old, and many of them have passed on since then to— 

The undiscover'd country, from whose bourn 
No traveler returns. 

Most of the conspicuous figures of that period who were connected 
with theevents which led to Fitz-John Porter’s conviction and dismissal 
have passed away, Halleck, who convened the court; Hunter, who 
presided; Garfield, who gave to the evidence his clear, strong, logical 
mind, and Lincoln, who approved the finding and sentence of the court, 
have all gone over to the majority. McDowell and McClellan, Hooker 
and Heintzelman, Burnside and Birney, Kearny and Reno and Grover, 
and hundreds of others, are no longer here to correct errors of fact or 
false constructions of evidence. At this distance of time and in this 
absence of witnesses we ought to proceed with the greatest caution in 
reversing their work. 4 

General Fitz-John Porter, a colonel in the regular Army and major- 
general of volunteers, was, during the months of November and De- 
cember, 1862, and January, 1863, fully, fairly, and patiently tried by 
a general court-martial, and, after every possible opportunity for de- 
fense, was convicted of disobedience of three several important and ex- 
plicit orders from his commanding general, also of three separate specifi- 
cations of misbehavior in the presence of the enemy, and wassentenced to 
be dishonorably dismissed from the service and disqualified for holding 
any office of profit or trust under the United States. The sentence was 
approved and executed. The latter part of the sentence has been re- 
moved by the exercise of the pardoning power. This bill is a legislative 
declaration of innocence. 

I have no personal feeling in this cause, and no political bias, except 
in so far as the great names of Stanton, Garfield, and Lincoln would 
make me cautious to cast no shadow upon their probity or their integ- 
rity. This isa bill to set aside the finding and sentence of the highest 
court-martial ever assembled in this country, regularly constituted, 
convened by competent authority, bound by the sanction of a solemn 
oath, hearing and seeing the living witnesses, and assisted by the ablest 
counsel for the accused. The proceedings were reviewed by the able 
Judge-Advocate-General, approved and confirmed by the President, and 
carried duly into execution. Such a sentence, so approved, so exe- 
euted, is beyond appeal. It is res adjudicata for alltime. The Presi- 
dent can not revoke it; the Supreme Court can not set it aside. He 
must be legislated into a pardon by the law-making power. 
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It is at least an open question whether this bill as it stands will not 
also give him pay from the day of his dismissal. The bill provides— 

That said Fitz-John Porter shall receive no pay, compensation, or allowance 
whatsoever prior to his appointment under this act, 

That is to say he shall not receive the compensation prior to his ap- 
pointment, but it does not say that after his appointment he shall not 
receive full compensation covering the period prior to his appointment. 
If this proviso is intended in good faith to exelude compensation cov- 
ering the time prior to his appointment it should say so in unambigu- 
ous langnage. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill— 

First. Because I do not believe that Congress has constitutional power 
to reverse the finding of a general court-martial when it has been con- 
firmed by the President of the United States and carried into execution 
by his order. The reasons for deciding that neither the President nor 
Congress can annul or set aside the final judicial judgment of a court- 
martial are given by Attorney-General Brewster in opinions of March 
15, 1882, and June 23, 1884, from which last opinion are quoted extracts 
as follows: 

A court-martial is to be respected in its judgments the same as any other court. 
Its findings, when rendered and approved according to the due forms of that 
law which creates it, are to be treated as would be the final jud nts of a court 
of final jurisdiction in the law. * * * Such a judgment the President has no 
power to review and annul or set aside. 

[See cited in the opinion of March 15, 1882, President Hayes’s mes- 
sage of June 5, 1879; Dynes vs. Hooper, 20 Howard, 65; Ex parte Reed, 
100 U. S. Rep., 13; Attorney-General’s Opinions, volume 6, pages 370 
and 507 (Cushing), volume 6, pages 170 and 274 ( and Nelson, 
volume 10, page 64, and volume 11, page 19 (Bates). 

Second. I do not believe that this House is qualified or fitted to review 
the findingofa judicial tribunal. It has none of the attributes of a court. 
It has none of the temper of a court. It has none of the sanctions of a 
court. It has none of the instrumentalities of acourt. If courts-mar- 
tial are a part of the judicial system, then this proposed action is usurpa- 
tion of judicial powers. If they belong to the executive department 
as appurtenant to the Government and discipline of the Army, then it 
is usurpation of executive powers. In either case it is usurpation. 

It is suggested that the United States, represented in Congress, has 
fall power to remit a judgmentin its favor. If it were a matter of civil 
damage, that perhaps would be true. But this is something more. It 
involves the reversal of a final verdict, involving only a question of 
guilt or innocence, and upon that I submit that none but a tribunal 
equipped to investigate that question can pass. It is not within the 
scope of legislative action. 

Third. I am opposed to this bill because it is an invasion of the ap- 
pointing power vested by the Constitution solely in the President. 

If the President would be under obligation to regard the provisions 
of this bill, should it become law, then it would be tantamount to a 
legislative appointment—a violation of both the letter and spirit of 
the Constitution. 

If he would not be bound to regard it as law, then it would be advice 
only—both an impertinence and a nullity. 

If this can be done in one instance it can be done in all, and all the 
Legislature has to do is by act of Congress to abolish all offices, and 
then by another act create them, directing how they shall be filled, 
leaving to the Executive only the choice whether they shall remain 
vacant or be filled as dictated. We are therefore reduced to this dilemma: 
The bill in question is either advice or law. If it is advice, it is use- 
less and without force; if it is law, it is usurpation of the executive 
prerogative. In either case it is inadvisable. 

It is of no consequence that the present incumbent is willing to waive 
his prerogative, and to accept Congressional advice. The office is greater 
than the officer, and we have no right to degrade the former because the 
latter does not insist upon his rights. 

Let us suppose for a moment that this House were in political accord 
with the Senate, and the Senate should to-morrow pass & bill increasing 
the number of Supreme Court judges to thirteen, and should designate 
four well-known Republican jurists to fill the four additional seats, so 
as to secure the political balance of that court for a long term of years, 
will it be contended that such an act would not be a trespass upon the 
prerogative of the Executive? But it would be no more so in principle 
than is this bill. : 

Fourth. I am opposed to the passage of this bill because I am pro- 
foundly convinced that the court-martial arrived at a just conclusion, 
under circumstances when both sides of the case were fully represented, 
at the only time when they were so represented; that their verdict was 
righteous and their sentence merciful. 

It must be remembered that Fitz-John Porter does not stand before 
us with the presumption of innocence in his favor, as would be the case of 
a person standing before a jury at nisi prius. It is res adjudicata. He 
comes with the verdict of a competent court against him, and the pre- 
sumption is in favor of the rightfulness of the decision of the court, and 


The very statement of the proposition would seem to be sufficient to not in favorof the innocence of theaccused. This is a point that seems 

to have been steadily overlooked in the argument on this question. 
Before proceeding further with this branch of the subject I will givea 

hurried history of the military situation at that time. After the seven 


show its impropriety. Not only that, he is to be rewarded, to be put 
back at the head of the list of colonels with rank the same as if he 
had not been dismissed. 
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days’ fighting around Richmond, General McClellan had changed the 
base of his operations from the Chickahominy to the James River, resting 
his right at Harrison’s Landing on the river. General Pope had just 


been summoned from the West, where he had si his skill with 
marked success as a military man and soldier on several important oc- 
casions, and was intrusted with the command of an army then being 
formed from the corps of Generals Fremont, Banks, and McDowell, to 
be known as the Army of Virginia“ and consist of some thirty-odd 
thousand men. The purpose of this organization was, in the first place, 
to cover the approaches to Washington, and, secondly, to demonstrate 
in favor of McClellan in the direction of Richmond. General Pope as- 
sumed command of this consolidated force in the latter days of June, 
1862, and his first step was to unite the force under him and move for- 
ward, with his right at Sperryville, while McDowell’s corps was moved 
forward to Waterloo Bridge, the whole force being along the line and 
in front of the Rappahannock. 

Now from this time on, the whole purpose of the Government at Wash- 
ington was to consolidate the Army of the Potomac with the Army of 
Virginia. Howshoulditbedone? Towithdraw Pope from his position 
on the Rappahannock in order to form a junction with the army operat- 
ing on the James River was impossible, because it would have left the 
national capital uncovered. McClellan was then calling for re-enforce- 
ments, his first call being for one hundred thousand men, which was 
subsequently modified by a call for fifty thousand; but as his ultima- 
tum, he said, he could not advance on Richmond with less than thirty- 
five thousand men. The Secretary of War looked over the entire field 
endeavoring to find from what point he could gather these re-enforce- 
ments to send McClellan, and finally it was determined that there was 
no other resource than to unite the two armies, that of the Potomac 
and of the Army of Virginia, in front of Washington and upon the line 
of the Rap ock. 

Upon the 3d of August, 1862, McClellan was directed to withdraw 
immediately the Army of the Potomac from its position on the James 
and interpose it between Washington and Richmond. This movement 
began on the 18thof August. Porter's corps, or one of his divisions, I 
believe, was the first to embark, and Heintzelman’s, Reno’s, and one or 
two other divisions were transferred from the James to the Army of 
Vigne pee to the operations about to be referred to. 

who was then the General - in- Chief of all the armies, directed 
General Pope to cling to the line of the Rap He telegraphed 
him again and again, ‘‘If you can but hold on until the 25th we shall 
re-enforce you all you need.“ Again he telegraphed on the 26th to 
Pope ordering him to hold every inch of ground and fight like the 
devil.” And, Mr. Chairman, Pope did fight like the devil, for he was 
always ready for a fight. So Pope with his army held his position on 
the line of the Rappahannock, with his left at the fords above Fred- 
ericksburg, where he was joined by Porter’s divisions. This was the sit- 
uation on the night of the 26th,when Pope ordered Porter’s command 
to join him the next day. 

Up to this time he had been under the direct command of the Gen- 
eral-in-Chief. On the morning of the 27th General Porter with his 
command arrived at Warrenton Junction and reported to Pope; but 
meanwhile, on the 13th of August, General Lee cut himself loose from 
Richmond, leaving it with only one army eo or rather one division, 
that of D. H. Hill, and leaving it for McClellan to work his will with 
as he would, or „ swung out into Virginia, concentrating his 
force at Gordonsville, with Jackson in advance and Longstreet follow- 
ing Jackson, and by the 18th of August the whole confederate army 
was reunited opposite the Federal army on the Rappahanock with the 
design of crushing the small army op to him before a junction of 
the Union armies could be effected, and then pushing on to Washington. 

A fortunate rise in the river prevented him from making his contem- 
plated movement upon Pope to crush him before the troops from the 
Army of the Potomaccould reachhim. But the rise in the river which 
saved Pope, temporarily separated one division of Lee’s army from his 
command. At the suggestion of Jackson upon the 25th, Jackson was 
to make his contemplated move around the right of the Federal Army 
by way of Jefferson to Salem and Rectortown to Gainesville, plunge 
down through the gap on Pope's right and rear, cut his line of communi- 
at capture his supplies, and get between him and the national cap- 
ital. 

With some reluctance, as I understand, General Lee assented to this 
arrangement. On the 25th Jackson marched from Jefferson to Salem. 
On the next day, the 26th, he struck out from Salem by way of White 
Plains and by Thoroughfare Gap to Gainesville, through Gainesville to 
Catlett's and Bristoe. A little after dark, having marched 30 miles with- 
out rest, he struck Pope’s communications in rear and captured two 
trains of cars. And before midnight Stuart and Trimble were at Ma- 
nassas Junction, 36 miles and more from where they had started in the 
morning. That shows what generals can do when they are in earnest. 
That was what the men we regarded ason the wrong sideand supporting 
a bad cause could accomplish when they were commanded by a general 
who was determined to accomplish the p he had in view. 


Jackson struck the railroad on the Digas of the 26th in theneighbor- 
Broad Run, which comes down 
Pope found his telegraph com- 


hood of Kettle Run, a little tributary o 
between Bristoe and Catlett’s Station. 


$ 
munications cut and thought it was Jeb Stuart raiding in his rear. 
He put some regiments on flat cars and ran them down there, to find 
General Ewell with an entire division. Immediately old fighting Joe 
Hooker with his division was sent down; and on the afternoon of the 
27th the battle raged, until three hundred of Hooker’s men lay dead or 
wounded on the field. i 
Where at this time was Porter? He had just reported to General 
Pope that forenoon at Warrenton Junction. ‘The first order that cuts 
any figure in this case is the order of the evening of the 27th, 6.30 p. m. 
It has been claimed that this order was an entirely unimportant, imma- 
terial order. Now, letusseeastothat. Asthegentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] has very properly said, orders are always given with 
& purpose. ‘ 
General Pope and his subordinate officers met that evening and talked 
over the situation, and orders for the operations of next morning were 
issued. What was the situation? Jackson was upon the railroad be- 
tween Bristoe and Manassas and at Manassas; McDowell and Reno and 
Sigel were west of Gainesville, between Jackson and Thoroughfare Gap, 
the only road by which Longstreet could come to his succor. Porter 
was at Warrenton Junction, 9 miles from Hooker’s battlefield. Hooker 
was at Bristoe late in the evening. i 
Now, what was the purpose of the orders for the next day? To con- 
centrate Pope’s army on the two sides of Jackson, one half on the north 
and west, the other on the south and west, and to pen Jackson between 
these two armies, McDowell, Reno, and Sigel coming from the direc- 
tion of Gainesville, and Porter, Kearny, and Hooker coming from the 
west, with Banks in their rear. With this purpose Pope issued his 
orders. The first order to Fitz-John Porter is as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6,30 p. m. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER, Warrenton Junction: } 
GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock lo- 


been driven back, butis retiring —— railroad. Ie must drive 3 
nassas,and clear the country between that place and Gainesville, where McDowell 
is. If Morell has not joined you, send him word to push forward immediately; 
also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all speed to — ye place at 
Warrenton Junction. It is necessary on all accounts that you should be here by day- 
light. Isend an officer with this teh who will conduct you to this place. 
Be sure to send word to Banks, who is on the road from Fayetteville, probably 
in the direction of Bealeton. Say to Banks, also, that he had best run k the 
railroad trains to this side of Cedar Run. If he is not with you, write him to 
that effect. 
By command of General Pope: 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


What was he wanted for? Stonewall Jackson, one of the most brill- 
iant generals this century has produced since Napoleon, was in Pope’s 
rear, and had been fighting Hooker’s division, which that evenin 
lost three hundred men killed and wounded. The battle was to be re- 
newed in the morning, and as Heintzelman swears, he had informed 
Pope before dark that Hooker’s division was out of ammunition—that 
there were not more than five rounds to each man—there was an emer- 
gency. Stonewall Jackson was between the upper and nether mill- 
stones. He could not retreat westward, because McDowell, Reno, and 
Sigel were on that side; nor in the direction cf Warrenton Junction, 
because Porter, Hooker, Kearny, and Banks were there. Which way 
was he to go? Pope figured out the situation, and thought the only 
way Jackson could escape was to turn his right and move to the south 
of the Orange and Alexandria Railroad, The object of Pope was to 
concentrate these three army corps upon him at daylight before he could 
get away. Here is the order to General Kearny, dated at 9 p. m.: 


HEADQUARTERS, BRISTOE, August 27, 1862—9 p. m. 

Major-General KEARNY : 

At the earliestblush of dawn push forward with your command with all speed to this 

. You can not be more than 3 or 4 miles distant, Jackson, A. P. Hill, and 

well are in front of us. Hooker has had a severe fight with them . McDowell 
marches upon Manassas Junction from Gainesville to-morrow at da $ Sano pe 
the same place at the same hour. I want you here at day-dawn, if we 
shall bag the whole crowd. Be prompt and expeditous,and never min n 
trains or roads till this affair is over. Lieutenant Brooks will deliver you 
communication. He has one for General Reno and one for Gene McDowell. 
Please have these dispatches sent forward instantly by a trusty staff officer, who 
will be sure to deliver them without fail,and make him bring back a receipt to 
you before daylight. Lieutenant Brooks will remain with you and bring you 
to rs camp. Use the cavalry Isend you to escort your staff officer to McDowell 
and Reno, 5 

JNO. POPE, 

Major-General, Commanding. 


Not only that, but at 9 p. m., this to Major-General McDowell: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—9 p.m. 
Major-General MCDOWELL: 

Al daylight to-morrow morning march rapidly on Manassas Junction with your 
whole force, resting your right on the Manassas Gap Railroad, throwing your left well 
to the east. Jackson, Ewell, and A. P. Hill are between Gainesville and Manassas 
Junction. We hada severe fight with them to-day, driving them back several 
miles along the railroad. If you will march promptly and rapidly at the earliest 
dawn of day upon Manassas Junction we shall bag the whole crowd. I have 
directed Reno to march from Greenwich at the same hour upon Manassas Junction, 
and Kearny, who is in his rear, to march on Bristoe at daybreak. Be expeditious, 
andthe day is our own. 

JNO. POPE. 


Major-General, Commanding. 
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Here was a strategic combination, three army corps concentrating upon 
a single point, to surround Jackson at daylight before he could get 
away, and the whole key of the situation was in the hands of Fitz-John 
Porter at Warrenton Junction. Therefore General Pope gave him this 
order: 
Major-General PORTER: 


Start at 1 o'clock to-night, and come forward with your whole corps, or with 
so much as is with you, so as to be here at daylight to-morrow morning. It is 
of the last importance that you should be here at daylight. 


That was the tenor of the dispatch. General Pope knew that every- 
thing depended upon absolute promptness. Warrenton Junction is 9 
miles from Bristoe Station. The intervening space is a broad, open, 
pine plain—Manassas plain. I see gentlemen sitting around me who 
have marched over it again and again, and who know its character. 
It was an open pine plain, with no fences or obstructions of any kind, 
with the exception of one or two small streams; and roads everywhere. 
What did Porter do? He received this imperative order to start at 1 
o’clock. General Sykes and General Morell, his division commanders, 
and General Butterfield, one of his brigade commanders, were in the 
tent with him. Holding the dispatch in his hand, he said, ‘‘Gentle- 
men, there is something for you to sleep on.“ They stepped out ot 
the lighted tent into the star ens The night appeared to be dark, 
and somebody said that it would not be ible to marchat 1o’clock. 
Then, after a little conversation, in which General Sykes swears posi- 
tively the tenor of the order was never mentioned—nothing except 
that it was an order to marchat1 o’clock, nothing about the imperative 
terms of the order—Porter said, “Very well, we will march at 3 
o’clock.’’ Now the evidence is that they did not march at 30’clock. The 
reveille was sounded at 3 o clock, but it was broad daylight, and the sun 
was up, before they were well upon the road. It was alf past 10 be- 
fore they reached Bristoe Station; it was half past 2 in the afternoon, 
as testified by one of the brigade commanders, before their rear reached 
Bistoe, and of course by that time Jackson was far away. 

What are the excuses offered for Porter’s disobedience of this order? 
First, that the night was dark and that hecould not march. Yet that 
very night, and at that very hour, Stonewall Jackson, having burned 
our supplies at X marched two of his divisions to Centreville 
and a third, Taliaferro’s, marched by the Sudley road to the old Bull 
Run battle-ground, nearly 9 miles, and bivouacked next morning at 
Sudley Ford. In fact, the whole rebel army marched that night. The 
same night McDowell was on the march; part of Reno’s division was on 
the march. I believe every division of the Union Army, except Porter’s, 
was on the march during some part of that night. But Porter could not 
march! Worse than that, he never attempted to march. Why, if the 
night was dark so that his progress would be impeded, what ought he 
to have done? The point of the order given him by General Pope was 
that he should be at Bristoe Stationatdaylight. Therefore, ifthe night 
was dark, instead of starting later than the hour indicated in the order, 
he should have started earlier. He should have said, ‘‘Gentlemen, we 
are to be at Bristoe Station at daylight. I do not know what it means, 
but there must be some emergency, or the commanding general would 
not have given this order; so you had better get ready to start right 
away, because the night is dark, and if there should be ns on the 
road it will take us longer than if the circumstances were favorable.“ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. May I interrupt the gentleman a 
moment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman forgets that a big 
thunder-shower was manufactured in this House two years ago as an ad- 
ditional excuse for Porter’s failure to obey that order. [Laughter on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We will let that thunder-shower pass over for the 
present. I will go on in spite of the rain. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Curchrox] whether that thunder-storm was ever heard of before 
it appeared in this House two years ago? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe not. I believe the gentleman from 
rapa cin [ Mr. Browy] i is right about that; that was home-made 

under. 

The next excuse is that Porter’s troops were fatigued with their day’s 
march. They were the freshest troops in the Army. Sykes's division 
had been in camp since the forenoon, and Morell’s division had mostly 
arrived before sundown. But even if they had been tired, even tired 
troops must march in an emergency. The third excuse is that there 
were wagons on the road. The officer who brought the order swears 
that he passed the last wagon at Catlett’s Station, and as the wagons 
were going in the same direction, he would not have encountered them 
before daylight. The excuse is a paltry one. It is one that no soldier 
who was in earnest ought to have made. If wagons were in the road 
he should have put them out of the road. Porter was found guilty of 
disobedience of the order to march at 1 o’clock. 

EVENTS OF AUGUST 29, 
On the morning of the 29th, at 3a. m., General Pope sends this order: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a, m. 

GENERAL: McDowell has intercepted the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 

diately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker march to attack the 


enemy’s rear at early dawn. Major-General Pope directs you lo move Vide ayo 
treville at the first dawn of on, with your whole command, leaving your trains to fol- 
low. I is very important tha Seoul DERRI DEN ORN PAID DANG in the morn- 
ing. A severe ‘st iy to take place, and your presence is necessary. 
Jam, gene very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

eee ee 

Nel a — 
Major-General Porter. ` 

The purpose of the campaign of the 29th was to hem Jackson in be- 
tween Gainesville and Centreville before Longstreet should arrive. 
Heintzelman and Reno ordered forward in pursuit; Reynolds and Sigel 
on the south to attack at dawn; Porter ordered to close the gap on the 
west. 

“A severe engagement is likely to take place,” General Pope says. 
Did Porter obey that order, as a good soldier should; and if not, why 
not? Iwill answer that question. By the testimony it appears that 
that order reached Porter between daylight and sunrise. It was day- 
light at 4 in the morning, and the sun rose at 5.26. That order reached 
Porter between daylight and sunrise, yet at 7 o'clock he was still in his 
quarters back in front of Bristoe Station. At 6 o'clock that morning 
he was writing a dispatch, which I will presently read. 

I may as well here as anywhere allude to 


PORTER'S ANIMUS TOWARD POPE. 

When he was ordered to join Pope he telegraphed on August 26 to 
General Burnside, telling him of his movements, and added, In- 
form McClellan, that I may know that I am doing right.“ He wanted 
to know whether he was doing right in obeying an order from his supe- 
rior officer to report to his commanding general! He had been ordered 
to join General Pope, yet he wanted McCletlan to tell him whether he 
was doing right or not! 

Immediately after joining Pope at Warrenton Junction, on the 27th 
of August, Porter telegraphed to General Burnside as follows: 


+ * è Everything here is at sizes and sevens, and I find I am fo take care of 
— wi suer eee Our! aae of communication has taken care of itself in com- 
ance “aa No guard accompanyiug trains and small ones 


on ate same afternoon, before receiving the order to march to 
455 he telegraphed to Burnside: 
AvGusr 27, 1862—4 p. m. 
GENERAL BUENSIDE: * I hear that th Lopo ti ruch de- 
EN TD: 7 5 pris ey [Pope's moos) a are m i 
Bull Run, and I 
days, if sir 
verse ratio.” 


pane .soe 5 * 

The next morning after his leisurely arrival at Bristoe Station, he tel - 
egraphs: 

All that talk about taking Jackson, Ko., was bosh. * The story of Mo- 
Dowell having cut off Lou was without foundation. z „expect the next 
thing will be a raid on our rear by Longstreet, who was ‘* cut q 

On the morning of the 29th, at about 3 a. m., Porter was ordered to 
move on Centreville “at the first dawn of day. 55 The sun rose that 
e ee eee At 6 o’clock, as I have said, Porter was still in his 

uarters, engaged in writing the following loyal dispatch to General 


8 Z 
Bristor, 29—6 a. m. 
To General BURNSIDE: Š z 


Heintzelman eae Reno are at Centreville, whee they abc yesterday, 
and Pope went to Centreville with the last hwo asa wd, at the time not 
knowing where was the enemy, and when Sigel was fighting within 8 miles of him 
and within sight. Comment is unnecessary. I hope Mac. is working and 
will soon get us out of this. (Volume 1. — 

I have been assured by a gentleman, a resident of this city, then com- 
manding a regiment of Kearny’s division, that General Birney, then 
commanding a brigade of Kearny’s division, heard Porter say on the 
morning of the 28th that he would not put his corps into battle to be 
slaughtered for such d—d fool as John Pope.“ 

Again, on August 29, Porter, in reply to an inquiry from Col, T. C. 
H. Smith, ordnance officer, whether he had received his ammunition, 
said that it was going where it belonged;’’ that it was ton the road 
to Alexandria, where we are all going. That meant: We are not 
going to use any ammunition here; we are not going to have any fight- 
ing. It is all going where it belongs—where McClellan is.” 

(See also testimony of Surgeon William L. Faxon, Thirty-second Mas- 
sachusetts, proceedings of board, page 844.) He says: 

As I crossed the run [at Bristoe] I heard General Porter make this remark: 
“ Go tell Morell to halt his division. I don't care a damn if I don't get there.“ 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima question ? 
Did not this same Surgeon Faxon, who heard that wonderfal remark, 
describe the man who made it as wearing a major-general’s uniform; 
and was it not proven that General Porter, at that time, never had 
worn a major-general’s uniform, and had not one with him at all? 
That all appears in the evidence. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It may beso. I will allow the gentleman to an- 


swer that question in his own time. 
This fairly exhibits the spirit of dislike, distrust, contempt, and in- 
subordination which Porter indulged toward Pope. 


Nor was he alone 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1515 


init. McClellan appears to have been in sympathy with Porter. At 
3,30 p. m., August 29, he telegraphed Halleck: 
Iam clear that one of two courses must be adopted. First, to concentrate all 


to 
our available forces and n with Pope, and second, to leave 
So gut oul of bs agape, DESA DRO using all our means to make i 


And again, to Halleck: 
Tha in the ions made as I them. To frankly, 
and the — — a rrr it, appears Soe x eect absence oe, N 
It is in the light of this spirit of insubordination that we must in- 
terpret Porter’s conduct on the 28th and 29th of August, 1862. 
The second order on the 29th to Porter was brought by General Gib- 
bon in person, and delivered at the Weir house. 
It was as follows: e — 
DQUARTERS ARMY 2 4 — 1862, 
Push forward with corps and King’s division, which will take with 
upon Gainesoille. I am following the enemy dows tha Weacarton SADRE 
u 


expeditious or we will lose m JOHN POP 
Major-General, e 


How came Gibbon to bring this order? There are gentlemen here 
who were with Gibbon the night before at Groveton. Coming down the 
Warrenton pike from the west a little before dusk, leading MeDowell's 
corps, being ordered to move on Centreville, Gibbon ran into the right 
of Stonewall Jackson’s command. A fierce action ensued, in which 
Gibbon lost several hundred men. 

Mr. BRAGG. Seven hundred and seventy out of his four regiments. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman is correct. He was 
and knows. After the fight was over, General King, at 1 o’clock that 
night, withdrew the corps from the Warrenton pike, near Groveton, 
and came down to Manassas Junction. Gibbon, who had made the 
fight, knew that this had opened the door for Longstreet to join Jack- 
son, the very thing he knew General Pope did not wish to happen. 
General Gibbon mounted his horse and rode with all speed by way of 
Manassas Junction to Centreville—with such speed that he broke down 
his horse and had re a ere eee 8 due Kings 
a conference with Pope; explain situation; explained s 
withdrawal from the Warrenton pike, and how the door had been opened 
for Longstreet. General Pope gave him theorder to Porter which 
I have just read : 


Push forward with your ef > and — 1 2 division, which you will take with 
ou, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton pike. 
e expeditious, or we will lose much. 


Gibbon with that order galloped at full speed, met Porter about 8 
o’clock a. m. at the Weir house, near Manassas Junction, and delivered 
the order to Porter. At that time Porter had left his bivouac near Bris- 
toe. The head of Sykes’s division was at the station, right where the 
cars were burned, as witnesses have testified. The head of Morell’s 
division had just got up to the turning point where the Gainesville road 
turns from the Bristoe Station road, abouta mile west from Manassas. 
Immediately orders were sent back to halt the column. Sykes was 
already halted. Morell, I think, was halted also. To save the time 
of countermarching Sykes’s division, Morell was ordered to proceed 
at once on the Gainesville road and Sykes to follow. The march pro- 
ceeds for about 4 miles, when they arrive at a small stream, or rather 
the bed of a stream, known as Dawkin’s Branch. It was now about 11 
o'clock in the morning. Porter’s corps consisted of Morell’s division, 
Sykes’s division of regulars, Piatt’s brigade, and thirty-six pieces of ar- 
tillery. Arriving at Dawkin’s Branch, thecolumn halted. ht there 
they met a horseman, who had just come from Gainesville over the road, 
and reported the road clear, but the enemy’s skirmishers at Gainegville. 
A conference took place. Some skirmishers were sent forward across 
the branch. A few scattering shots were fired from along the woods, 
perhaps a thousand yards in advance of Porter’s head of column. War- 
ren closed up his brigade en masse on the left of the road. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman explain what 
is the distance from Gainesville to Dawkin’s Branch? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About 5 miles. Morell deployed Griffin's bri- 
gade to the right of the road. Warren, as I have said, was massed on 
the left. Two companies were deployed at the front as skirmishers. 
Porter and Morell had been there about halfan hour deliberating what 
further they would do when General Mc Dowell came to the front of the 
column bearing an order he had just received from General Pope— 
which order, by the way, Porter had already received. Thatorder was 
as follows, known as the joint order: 


[General Orders, No. 5.] 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRG 
Centreville, ‘August 29, 1862, 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER : 

You will please move forward with your joi: ward Gainesville. I 
sent Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. Heintzel- 
man, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must be not 
far from Gainesville. I desire as soon as communication is established 
barat knee brash ee eee, It may be necessary to fall 
back behind Bull Run, at Centreville, to-night. I presume it will be so on ac- 
count of our supplies. I have sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and 


none to interfere in any way with the movements of McDowell’s except 
what I sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his ition on 
the Warrenton pike until the troops from here should fall upon enemy's 


flank and rear. I donot even know Ricketts’s position, as I havenot been able 
to find out where General McDowell was until a late hour this morning. Gen- 


eral M will take immediate steps to communicate with General Rick- 
3 him to rejoin the other divisions of his e e herp 
e. If any advantages are to be gained by departing from this 
order it will not bestrictly carried out. One thing must be had in view, that the 
troops must occupy a position from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or b 
morning. indications arethat the whole force of the enemy ismoving in 
direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or next day. 
2 own headquarters will be for the present with Heintzelman's corps or at 
k JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding, 
The disobedience of this order was the second specification of the first 


charge. 

Now, right here is about the only time I wish to refer at all to this 
map. Here [illustrating] is Warrentown pike, extending in a south- 
westerly direction from Centreville to Gainesville. Here is the Alex- 
andriaand Railroad; this is the Manassas Gap Railroad, extend- 
ing northwesterly from Manassas to Gainesville. They form a junction 
here at Gainesville, at an acute angle. Here were Heintzelman and 
Reno, moving g upon the Warrenton pike from Centreville westward, 
Here was Fitz-John Porter, half way between Manassas and Gaines- 
ville, facing northwesterly. Jackson’s line extended in a southwesterly 
direction from Sudley Ford tothe turnpike westof Groveton. Here were 
the Union forces fronting them. Here were Reno, Hooker, and Sigel 
on the Union right, and Reynolds on the extreme left, at the Lewis 
house. Here was Morell, at Dawkin’s Branch. Here was Sykes, 
stretched along the road back to Bethlehem church. Here was McDow- 
ell, extending along the road back toward Manassas; and Ricketts was 
off here extending back toward Bristoe. That was the situation at 11 
o'clock. Now, what was the object of General Pope? It was to have 
General Porter advance upon this Gainesville road until his right had 
reached out and hands with Reynolds, who was here between 
the Lewis house and Groveton [illustrating]. Now, what was in front 
of him? So far as he knew, nothing in the world but skirmishers. 
General Warren, a good friend of Porter’s, testified as follows, on page 
83 of volume 2 of the proceedings of the Schofield board: 


Q. So far as you know was there an enemy in that position at that time? 

A. We pokes see as far as the woods allowed us. Wecould see them along the 
edges of the woods. There was no knowing whether they were in force or not. 
We should have had to make a demonst n to find out what it was, I know 
very often we did not see the enemy's line of battle when it was very heavy, 

* * * * * — * 


Q. You did not know what force of the enemy was in your front? 


eaan s military maneuver no man is justified in 
es of the occasion. If he does not know what force is in 
make an effort to develop it. 

That is what I say; that is what it seems to me every soldier ought 
to say—if you do not know what force is in your front you ought to 
make a movement to develop the enemy’s force and find out. 

But I must press on, as I see my time is short. 

Porter had been advised by the 3 a. m. order that a battle was ex- 
ps; that Hooker and Kearny were to attack; that Sigel was on their 

eft to extend the line. He knew the p of his march on Gaines- 

ville was to unite his right with Reynolds’s left—that his order was 
to advance until communication was established. He was to fight if 
need be. This communication was not established. No bona fide at- 
tempt was made to establish it. 

After the brief interview (not exceeding fifteen minutes) between 
Porter and McDowell, in which McDowell said, Put your troops in 
here, and I will take mine and go to the right,’’ Porter, instead of 
remaining at the front at Dawkin’s Branch, left the head of his column, 
went 25 miles to the rear, lay down in the shade by Bethlehem church, 
and remained there until dark. He never visited the head of his col- 
umn again that day until it was dark. I defy refutation of this state- 
ment. 

I say, then, that this absolute absence of vigor, this complete lack 
of attempt to carry out his order, his retirement from the head of his 
column to Bethelehem church, where he could neither see nor hear 
nor know what was going on, his inaction while the sounds of battle 
were constantly throbbing in his ears, can only be explained upon the 
hypothesis of a want of good faith, a purpose to let Pope get out of 

scrape’? as best he could. Thus far, from the moment he joined 
Pope, he had not promptly and in a soldierly manner obeyed one soli- 
tary order that he had received from his commander. 

He had acted upon the order to march to Bristoe in his own time ani 
in his own manner. When he received the order to march on Centre- 
ville *‘at the first dawn of day“ to take part in a battle, he was an 
hour after sunrise still in his tent writing captious dispatches and 
wishing that Mac will soon get us out of this.“ 

When, at 9 a. m., he is ordered to fill his cartridge-boxes he says, 
indifferently, to Colonel Smith, that the ammunition ‘‘ was where it be- 
longed; it was on its way to Alexandria, where we are all going.“ 
At Dawkin’s Branch he said, we can’t goin there anywhere with- 
out getting into a fight.“ 

His whole demeanor manifested the most utter want of earnestness 
or desire for the success of the army. His whole correspondence with 
Burnside showed that he did not regard that as his army; that he wanted 


ing upon 
his front 
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to be away from it; that he had a mosthearty dislike forits commander; 
that he looked to Mac’? as his patron, monitor, and favorite. What 
attempt did he make to cross over to Sigel? If any gentleman can tell 
me of any I shall be glad. I am told that Griffin moved his brigade 
six hundred yards to the right. So he did. He deployed this brigade, 
a magnificent brigade, and moved to the right until the head of column 
reached some pine bushes, when somebody said, ‘‘ You can not get 
through there, and immediately he halted his column, faced about, 
and went into the brush at Dawkin’s Branch. That was the only at- 
tempt to connect with the right. 

Porter’s process of reasoning was a simple one. If Pope gains the 
prestige of a victory, then Pope will command the united armies. If 
Pope is beaten, then the army must fall back within the lines of Wash- 
ington, Pope will be a failure, and ‘‘McClellan’s star“ will shine out 
once more, 

His reasoning was not only simple, it was sound, as the sequel too 
surely proved. 

He was found guilty of disobedience to the“ joint order; but thus 
far he could make a show of excuse for his disobedience: he was out 
of the presence of his commander; the discretion allowed to a corps com- 
8 obstacles in the way of a strict obedience, and other excuses. 

ut 
THE 4.30 ORDER 
changed all this. It was given on the very field of battle. It was 
given by his immediate commander under circumstances when the su- 
bordinate had but one duty, and that was to obey at once, fully, and 
with all his energy. 

That order was as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 


August 29—4. 30 p. m. 
Major-General PORTER: 
Your line of march brings you in on the enemy'srightflank. Idesire youto push 
rd into action at once on the enemy's flank, and, if possible, on his rear, 
eeping your right in communication with General Reynolds. The enemy is 
maed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you engage 
their flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your batteries, keeping well closed to your 
right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do so to your right and 
rear, so asto keep you in close communication with the right wing, 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


All that afternoon the roar of battle was sounding in his ears, or at 
least it would have been had he not been 2} miles from the head of his 
own column. 

Here was an imperative order, an order to attack. It admitted of no 
misconstruction. There was no discretion. If a battle was raging, 
there was no recourse but to obey at once. 

McDowell says, speaking of the time he was conferring with Porter, 
before 12 o’clock: 


The sound of battle, which seemed to be at its height on our right toward 
Groveton. (G. C. M., 83 [85}.) 


* 
Q. Was or not the battle raging at that time? 
A. The battle was raging on our right. That is, if you regard that road from 
Bethlehem church to Gainesville to be substantially northwest, the batile was 
raging to the right and east of that line. (G. C. M. [86] 85.) 


If no battle was raging, it was equally imperative. 

A new excuse must be found. It was found. 

The excuse was that the order was received too late for execution. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, how much of my time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-five minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I find I must hurry on. 

The order was dispatched from Stone house at 4.30. It was borne 
by Capt. Douglas Pope, a staff officer. The distance to Bethlehem 
church was just 5 miles. He swears he believes he delivered it by 5 
o'clock. (G. C. M., page 60.) The course of subsequent events shows 


that it must have been delivered as early as 5.30. les Duffer, or- 
derly, says about 5.30, (G. C. M., page 201). Archelaus Dyer, First 
Ohio, puts it at 5.15. (Board proceedings, 1097. 


page : 

Warren’s dispatch, dated at 5.45 (Board proceeding, page 81), which 
says, ‘‘I met then an orderly from General Porter to General Morell, 
saying he must push on and press the enemy,’’ shows that the order 
must have been received by 5.30. 

There is no doubt whatever that the order General Warren speaks of, 
which had already reached him before 5,45, was the very order sent to 
Morell to make the attack in obedience to the 4.30 order. Warren 
says: 


4 5.45 p. m. August 29, 1862, I received an order to go to the support of Morell. 
fa 


about and did so. 

The sun set that evening at 6.36 o'clock. When the order was re- 
ceived the sun was an hour high. This was 5.45. Already the order 
had reached Porter at Bethlehem church; already it had been carried 
2 miles to the front, and had reached the front before sunset that 
night at 6.36, fully an hour before sunset. 

Mr. BRAGG. Permit me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Colonel Locke went forward with the order that he 
received—that 4.30 order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand all about that. 


Mr. BRAGG. That 4.30 order, as subsequent dispatches brought by 
General McDowell himself at West Point dated at 6.30 showed, that 
order had not been received by Porter at all. 

Allow me to say the testimony shows that two witnesses stated sub- 
3 they did not know anything about the time they delivered 
the order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With all due respect to the gallant commander 
of the Iron Brigade, and we love him for the enemies he has made 
[laughter and applause], I want to say there were three orders to 
attack that went to Morell that afternoon. First, the written order of 
General Porter to push out two regiments supported by two others to 
attack the party with the section of artillery in front. That was late 
in the afternoon. What did General Porter then suppose was in his 
front? He says the party with a section of artillery in front.“ 

General Morell says nothing was ever done under that order. The 
next order was a verbal one carried by Colonel Locke to General Morell 
to make preparation for attack. That was followed up by a written 
order, carried by an orderly, to attack. 

It was a written order. It was not a verbal order. He could not read 
a verbal order. It was the written order carried by an orderly when 
there was a full hour before sunset. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman should read the documents before him. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihave read three thousand pages of this evidence, 
and I think I know what I am talking about all the time. Morell 
was already deployed, or partly so. The skirmishers were already out 
and in contact with the enemy. Warren was massed on the left of 
the road behind the branch. ‘The batteries, or some of them, were al- 
ready in position to cover the advance. Wilcox, of Longstreet’s corps, 
with his division, had been already withdrawn from Longstreet’s right 
to the Warrenton pike, and, together with Hood and Kemper, was 
pressing down upon Pope’s left to crush it back with the last fierce 
charge of the day, forcing the battle until 9 o’clock that night. Where 
was Porter then? What was he doing? And only echo answers, 
where! How did he receive this order to attack? Reclining upon the 
ground back of Bethlehem church, 2} miles from the front of his col- 
umn. Sykes was with him, the commander of the regular division, 
the finest divisionin the Army. Did he inform Sykes that he was 
ordered to attack? Not at all. Did he direct him to prepare his divis- 
ion to advance? Did he cause the assembly to be sounded? Did he 
do anything to indicate that he intended to attempt to obey the order? 

ai Sykes, before the court-martial, testified as follows (page 
178): 


Q. Do you know the officer who on the 29th of August bore to General Porter 
the order of which you have spoken? 

A. Ido not. 

Q. Do you know whether you saw him when he first arrived, or wasit on the 
second arrival ? 

A. I think it was on his first arrival. General Porter and I were seated to- 
gether at the time. 

Q. Was there any action taken or any order issued immediately on the receipt 
of the message which that officer bore? 

A. I think that some aids-de-camp of General Porter were sent out. 
not positive on that point; but I think Captain Monteith was sent out. 

Q. Did General Porter make known to you the character of that order? 

A. He did not. 

Q. Did he read it in your presence? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Did you see any order delivered to him by this messenger? 

A. I saw a communication delivered to him. I do not know whether it was 
this order or not. 

Q. How long did you remain with General Porter on that occasion after the 
receipt of this order? 

A. I continued with him from that time all night. 

a: You had then, as I understand you to say, no knowledge that a positive 
order had been given by General Pope on that afternoon for General Porter to 
attack the enemy on the right flank? 

A. I had no such knowledge. 


Porter rides to the front, and that is the end of it. ‘‘It was quite 
dark.“ Yes; it was very dark then in more senses than one. He was 
justly convicted of disobedience to the 4.30 order to attack. 

Next came the following peremptory order, which shows how Pope 
regarded Porter’s conduct: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


In the Field, near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER: 

GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiy- 
. Sphere you will acknowledge, you will march your command to the field of 
battle of to-day and report to me in person fororders, You are to understand that 
you are expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on the field 
within three hours after tts reception, or after daybreak to-morrow morning. 

JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


Tam 


(Received August 30, 3.30 a, m.) 

The tone of this order is such as to be insulting in the higest degree 
to a faithful and subordinate officer. 

He might as well have said in so many words, Von have been in- 
subordinate; now you must obey l”? 

We know that before sending this order Pope had been inclined to 
order the arrest of Porter for his failure to attack, but had been dis- 
suaded. ‘‘ What will you say of the 30th,” Ihave been asked. On the 
30th Porter was under the immediate eye of Pope. He was stung, evi- 
dently, by the order, its tone of reprimand and distrust. And that day 


he had no choice but fight, and the old Fifth Corps fought as it always 
fought when it had achance, with heroic valor. 


But the desperate valor 
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with which that noble corps fought on the 30th can have nothing to do 
with the conduct of its commander on the 27th, 28th, and 29th of Au- 
gust. 
Pity that so much sacrifice should have been required and so much 
precious blood wasted to repair the insubordination of the day before. 
Such were the events which gave rise to 


THE COURT-MARTIAL 


and dismissal of General Porter. 

That court convened on the 27th of November, 1862. It sat for forty- 
five days. It was the most elaborate military trial the country ever 
witnessed. 

The court itself was composed of distinguished officers, The fol- 
lowing was the detail for the court: 

Maj. Gen. D. Hunter, United States Volunteers. 


Maj. Gen. E. A. Hitchcock, United States Volunteers, 


Brig. Gen. Rufus King, United States Volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. B. M. Prentiss, United States Volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. James B. Ricketts, United States Volunteers, 

Brig. Gen. Silas Casey, United States Volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. James A. Garfield, United States Volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. N. B. Buford, United States Volunteers. 

Bvt. Brig. Gen. W. W. Morris, United States Army. 

Col. J. Holt, Judge-Ad vocate-General, United State Army, jndge-advocate and 
recorder of the court. 

On the 10th day of January, 1863, the court rendered its verdict. It 
found him guilty of three specifications under each of two charges. The 
merciful sentence was that he should be cashiered. On the 13th the 
findings were transmitted to the Secretary of War to be laid before 
President Lincoln. On the 19th the review of the Judge-Advocate- 
General was laid before the President. On the 21st the President ap- 
proved ’’ and confirmed the sentence and carried it into execution. That 
should have been final. In any other government it would have been 
final. 

Of the thousands of officers and soldiers who have been condemned 
by courts-martial this case alone is selected fora legislative acquittal— 
to be legislated into innocence by act of Congress. 

However Porter may have lacked in energy on the 27th, 28th, and 
29th of August, 1862, he has not lacked in energy since in his efforts to 
secure the reversal of the verdict of the court; immediately commenced 
his appeals for a rehearing: 

. Appeal to Grant as Secretary of War, 1866. 
Appeal to Grant as General, in 1867. 
Appeal to Grant as President, in 1869. 
Appeal to Grant as President, in 1874. 
Appeal to President Hayes, in 1878. 


ORDER FOR THE SCHOFIELD BOARD, 


Three military gentlemen were invited tocompile statements, that 
the President may be informed of the facts.” It was not a court-mar- 
tial; not a court of inquiry. 

As to the want of power of this board see minority report, page 3: 


Not one sentence of the so-called testimony taken before the Schofield board 
could ever be used as evidence before any court of law or equity in the land. 
That board had no legal existence; they were bound by no oath of office. The 
hearing was ex parte; there was no process of su na for witnesses; no fund 


to pay their ex ; no person officially with the duty of 
the verdict of the court. No lawful oath was or could be to wit- 
alty could be imposed for false swearing. 


perfectly understood this. On page 5 ef the proceedings of the 
board, the president of the board says: = 

“There is one other matter in regard to which the board would like to hear 
what counsel have to say ; that is in regard to receiving testimony in a case like 
this, this being a board having eee under the law; no power to sum- 
mon witnesses or to administer * 

Mr. Bullett, of counsel for petitioner, said: 

It is true that the board have no power to administer oaths as far as we can as- 
certain. * * * Asamatter of course many persons may be influenced by the 
aya 3 this is not a judicial proceeding; hence the question of perjury might 
not apply.’ 

On page 6 of the proceedings (Ex. Doc. 37, part 2, Forty-sixth Congress, first 
session, page 68), the recorder says: 

“Tf the board please, I su that the administration of an even by an 
officer competent to administer oaths, would give no increased ity to state- 
ments that may be made here, but it might influence some in the manner in 
which they would give their statements. Of course we know that that 
which is said here is not in any legal sense evidence, but merely statements,” 


March 19, 1879, the Schofield board made its report; but so deeply 
grounded was the confidence of the American people in the court that 
originally tried him and the President who approved its findings that 
the report made no perceptible change in the popular conviction that 
Porter had been justly convicted and dismissed. 

The defense made before this board was identical with that made be- 
fore the court-martial. 

As the board themselves say in their report: 

The recent testimony of confederate officers hardly adds anything to the con- 
clusiveness of that proof, but rather diminishes its force, by showing that one di- 
vision (Anderson’s) did not arrive until the next morning; while the informa- 


tion in their possession at that time required the Union officers fo assume that 
that division as well as the others had arrived on the 29th, 


The report of the board is a most ex 


NES 


one. It not only 


traordinary 
absolutely aequits Porter, not only finds him perfectly free of all blame 
or fault, but it exhausts the vocabulary of eulogy and praise to heap 
the most fulsome panegyric pon him. 
board is a correct judgment in the case, 


If the report of the Schofiel 


then the court-martial was a hideous conspiracy, to which the General- 
in-Chief, the War Secretary, the Judge-Advocate-General, and the great 
and tender-hearted Lincoln were all parties, to sacrifice Porter as a 
scapegoat for the failure of a campaign then already retrieved. It 
was not until after it became known that General Grant had espoused 
Porter’s cause, and written to President Arthur to that effect, about 
December 22, 1881, that the people who had never studied the case 
for themselves, and who depended upon others for their opinions, 
began to think that the court-martial might have erred in its judg- 
ment. So long as Garfield lived Porter remained quiet. But scarcely 
had the last painful breath departed from his anguish-racked body 
when Porter commenced his advances upon the Arthuradministration. 
He knew perfectly well the reverence in which the whole Northern 
people held the great names of Stanton, Garfield, and Lincoln, and the 
only possible way to counteract the mighty weight of these names was 
to throw into the opposite scale a name as great as or even greater than 
these, the name of Grant. 

Garfield was but lately dead. His long and terrible suffering and 
most pathetic death had made all hearts tender. It was a time for ef- 
facing all the scars of war. Four times already Porter had appealed 
to Grant—in 1866 and 1867, when Grant was General and Secretary of 
War respectively; to these appeals Grant had turned a deaf ear. Once 
more, in 1869, when Grant was President and Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army and Navy—when his power, backed by an overwhelming 
majority in Congress, was almost unlimited—Porter pressed his ap- 
peal. We must presume that the President, as he hi has declared, 
gave it careful attention. Again he declined to take any action. At 
this time the newly discovered evidence of Lee and Longstreet was laid 
before the President. 

Once more in 1874, while General Grant was still President, Porter 
made one more appeal, at this time presenting the additional evidence 
of Hood, Wilcox, Early, Owens, and Robertson, covering substantially 
all the ground covered by the board of review, yet without effect. 

It was at this time that General Pope wrote to President Grant, 
among other things saying: 

As I do not wish even to seem to consent toany additional misconception con- 
cerning me or my action in this case, I beg (if you have not bere done so) 
that you will yourself, Mr. President, examine as fully into the question as you 
think justice or mercy demands. 

To this, under date of May 9, 1874, General Grant replied as fol- 
lows: 


looking upon the whole trial as one great impo: „an 80 to 
the Army and Navy. When General Porter's subsequent defense was published 
I a copy of it and read it with care and attention determined if he had been 
wronged and I could right him I would do so. My conclusion was that no new 
—— were developed that could be fairly considered, and that it was of doubtful 
legality whether by mere authority of the ive a rehearing could be given. 
ours, Y, 
U. S, GRANT, 
General JoHN POPE, 
United Army. 


oo 3, board proceedings, page 1094.) 

resident Grant’s term of office expired March 4, 1877. 
March 9, 1 General Porter made an appeal to President Hayes. 
The result was that on the 12th of April the order was issued conven- 
ing the “‘Schofield consisting of General J. M. Schofield, Gen- 
eral A. H. Terry, and Col. George W. Getty: certainly not more dis- 
tinguished officers than com the court-martial. 

They were appointed by the President on his own motion, without 
any authority of law. 

On March 19, 1879, the board made its report. It was an astonish- 
ing document—elaborate, ingenious, the thoroughly partisan plea of an 
advocate rather than the impartial and candid summing of a judge. 

Of all the able and accomplished attorneys who have been employed 
and paid by Porter in this case, not one has ever made a plea so extray- 
agant, so partisan, so one-sided. 

But the great mass of the people, as I have already said, continued 
to believe that Porter was righteously stripped of the dignities and 
honors which his country had bestowed upon him. But when, near 
the beginning of 1882, it became known that our greatest soldier, he 
who had been our first in war and first in peace, had brought his 
powerful advocacy to Porter’s cause, many who had neither the time 
nor the means of examining for themselves yielded their long-settled 
convictions. . 

We now find attached to and made a part of the majority report in 
this case a letter written by General Grant under date of November 23, 
1882, directed to General Porter, in which he exonerates him from all 
blame. This letter being thus made a part and parcel of the majority, 
report, it becomes ent and important, as we honor the names of 
Lincoln and Garfield equally with that of Grant, that we should under- 
stand the reason and the basis of this great change—for the opinion of 
no man of this generation is entitled to more careful consideration and 
more profound respect at our hands than the opinion of General Grant. 

But when we further consider that for nineteen years Grant himself 
believed Porter guilty as „and that too after being four times 
appealed to, and after reading Porter’s defense with care and atten- 
tion,“ and when we find in the letter embodied in the majority report 
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the reasons alleged for his change of belief, it behooves us to examine 
those reasons with great care. 

No man’s opinion is worth more than his reasons are worth. And 
this is true of the greatest as well as of the humblest. No man is equally 
great in all directions, and we have been sadly reminded of this truth 
since the last argument of this cause. Iam convinced that this change 
in General Grant’s expressed opinion was due to errors and influences 
easily traced. 

I hold in my hand a pamphlet entitled, General Grant’s Unpub- 
lished Correspondence in the Case of General Fitz-John Porter.“ This 
pepe presumably and unquestionably has been printed since the 

of General Grant by the authority of Porter himself. It em- 
braces a correspondence extending from September, 1866, to July, 
1884, and covers the four rejected appeals of 1866, 1867, 1869, and 
1874. During all this long period and down to December, 1881, Gen- 
eral Grant firmly believed Porter to be guilty. If he had continued 
to believe the facts to be as he had previously understood them, he 
would have continued to believe him guilty to the day of his death. 
Were those facts as he had understood them or weretheynot? These 
nineteen years of firm belief of the great general should not go for noth- 
ing, especially when during most of this time he was under official re- 
sponsibility in the matter. \ 

These letters are an exceedingly valuable contribution to the litera- 
ture of the case. By their light we are able to understand, I think, in 
what manner and by what process and by what extent of actual study 
the change was wrought. The first of these letters, which are signifi- 
cant, is that on page 7, from Porter to Grant. 

New YORK, September 17, 1881. 
DEAR GENERAL: e Swe that 22 8 and emg tay ex 
Syne L bave alwe ys eaan we to N ei Amend Taan not halptak- 
ing them to heart. as I am willing to acknowledge that it would be a matter of 
wonder if you did not entertain opinions adverse to me, considering the light 
under which you may have ex them, * * * 
Believe me, very respectfully yours, 


General U. S. Grant, Long Branch, N. J. 
To which General Grant replied: 
New York, September 27, 1881. 


Dear GENERAL: Your letter of the 17th of September was handed me at Long 
Branch the day after the death of the President. Since that time I have had no 
opportunity of seeing you, and hence have deferred writing until this time. 

or a few pA I will be so busily employed that I am not able now to appoint 
a time for the conference which you desire to have with me, but as soon as I can 
fix a day I will take great pleasure in doing so, and will hear what you have to 
say in regard to the matter alluded to in your letter, and will endeavor to listen 
without prejudice, and if convinced that I am wrong in former opinions enter- 
tained and, possibly, expressed, I would be willing to correct them. 

Very truly, yours, 


General F. J, PORTER, 119 Liberty Street, New Tork. 


This fixes the fact that up to September 27, 1881, three years after the 
Schofield board, General Grant had not changed his opinion. 
He writes again under date— 


F. J. PORTER. 


U. S. GRANT. 


New York, October 31, 1881. 
D GENERAL: Sin letter to I have been so busy with correspond- 
ARAA Calata anah Gary tha I have Mae house able todediguaies. partionlar time 
to 
if you will call any day, however, at my office, 90 Broadway, about 11 o’clock, I 
will give you the interview desired, and will keep persons —.— coming in m 
office during the time you are with me. 
Very truly, yours, 
U. S. GRANT. 
General F. J. PORTER. 

Up to October 31 he had no time even for an interview. Nothing had 
occurred to change his mind. 

Congress was about to meet. Porter was anxious to have General 
Grant’s decision atan early day, as upon it depended whether his renewed 
appeal should be made through the President or direct to Congress. He 
therefore sent the following note: 

New YORK, December 1, 1881. 
GENERAL: I would be glad of an interview with you to-day, if agreeable, or 
to-morrow, if more convenient to you. 
Yours, truly, 
General U. S. Grant. 

This note was returned, indorsed as follows (December 1, 1881): 

I will be glad to see you at any time you may call, but your papers I carried to 
my house to go over carefully, but as to yet I have had company every evening 
at the examined them sufi- 


only time I am there—so I have not yet 
ciently to say anything. I think Ican safely say 


ome assy wg from me in obtaining reli: from the odium your 

cramintag the papers before me—w ich I will do within a few days, if I have to 
shut myself up for the purpose—if my judgment convinces me that you have 
been wronged, I will so. 


* U.S. GRANT. 

The interview did not take place, Porter preferring to wait till the 

This is the language of Porter’s pamphlet. 

From this letter it will be observed that General Grant had been so 
occupied that he had been able to give little or no attention to the pa- 
pers sent him by Porter. Yet his mind, by some means, has reached 
a point where he is able to say, I think I can safely say, however, that 
you will not meet with opposition from me in obtaining relief, &e. 

Before this, in chronological order, should come in two letters which 


F. J. PORTER. 


for some occult reason have been taken out of their proper order and 
placed at the end of the pamphlet. They are important as showing 
what new documents, what new evidence were furnished General Grant 
for his information. 

The first one is dated four days after General Grant’s letter of October 
1 when Grant had not had time to examine the papers, and is as fol- 

ows: 
New YORK, November 4, 1881. 

Dear GENERAL: If, after 2 have read the report of the board and my letter 
to General Cox, you should need any further light or information or proof to 
sustain anything put forth by the board or by me, I shall be very glad to give 
it. SONON I saw plainly that your impressions of the facts in the case were 
incorrect, and I am anxious that you should see the facts in their true light, and 
the more so as the matter was once in your hands to act upon, but you did not 
act upon, I presume, because of such impressions mron expressed yesterday. 

I will try to present my case to you clearly and dispassionately, believing that 
you will receive them as dispassionately and free from prejudice, and with as 
great a desire to undo any wrong unintentionally done as you would have done 
right in the first case. 

y statement sent to you yesterday was mainly written in 1863, added to as time 
sustained my views by pronis, and but slightly altered by my counsel for pres- 
entation to the Schofield board, The foot-notes were added after the adjourn- 
ment of the board, and when the Senate was printing the proceedings. = 

Respectfully yours, 
F. J. PORTER. 


From this we see that up to yesterday (November 3) Grant's im- 
pressions of the facts of the case were incorrect.“ We also see the subtle 
appeal to his feelings, because ‘‘the matter was once in your hands to 
act upon, but you did not act.“ It also shows the papers furnished by 
Porter. They were the report of the board,” my letter to General 
Cox,” my statement sent you yesterday, mainly written in 1863,” 
the foot-notes added after the adjournment of the board.” 

The following comes immediately after the last, without date, and 
seems to be a postscript to it. (Date would be November 4.) 


GENERAL U.S. GnANT: Linclose a copy of my defense before the court-martial, 
written by Mr. Eames and prepared from the imperfect evidence of fact on the 
record, but at that time—with the obstacles thrown in the way of getting evi- 
dence—all the evidence I could bring forward. I is substantially the same argu- 
ment as now made, 

Yours, respectfully, 
F. J. PORTER. 

So that by Porter’s own admission the case made to General Grant 
was substantially the same“ that was made before the court-martial 
in 1863. No more, no less, in substance. 

We may also see what he did not have: 

New York, December 23,1831, 


Dran Sin: * è Iwill be pleased if you will send me a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the board, as published by the Senate. 
Truly yours, 


General F. J. PORTER, New York. 
It would seem that he did not have the proceedings of the board, 
which contained the evidence in the case. 
The next letter (but dated the day before) is to President Arthur, and 
shows the amount of time given to the study of the case: 
New YORK, December 22, 1881. 


Dear Sim: At the request of General Fitz-John Porter I have recently re- 
viewed his trial and the testimony furnished before the Schofield court of in- 
qui held in 1879, giving to the three full days of careful reading and 

eration, and much thought in the interveningtime. The reading of the 
whole of this record has thoroughly convinced me that for these nineteen years 
I have been doing a gallant and efficient soldier a very great injustice in thought, 
and sometimes in speec h, 


Iam, very truly, yours, 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 


I desire to make only one comment upon this correspondence, 

It is admitted that the argument made to Grant in 1881 was sub- 
stantially the same as made to Garfield as a member of the court, who 
was solemnly sworn to try the case without fear, favor, affection, or 
hope of reward,“ in 1863. 

Grant gave to the case three days—at least all the time he could give 
to it in three full days.“ 

Garfield give to it forty-five full days. 

Grant had only one side presented to him. 

Garfield had both sides, on the facts, but argument only for the de- 
fense. 

Garfield had all the living witnesses before him. He looked into 
their eyes, witnessed their bearing, heard the tones of their voice, saw 
them under the fire of cross-examination. 

Grant had none of these. 

Garfield added to the honor and chivalry of the soldier the intellectual 
discipline, the logical mind, the keen discrimination of the trained 
lawyer. 

Grant, with that kind-hearted imity which in his later years 
made him desire the good-will of every heart that had in any way been 
wounded by the unhappy strife of war, and feeling that when he had 
this man absolutely in his hands he had been wholly deaf to his appeal, 
was unquestionably disposed to place the most optimistic construction 
upon every act and apparent neglect of duty. 

Grant had before him everything that would exculpate, nothing that 
would condemn. 

Butin the letter which forms a part of the majority report General 


U. S. GRANT. 


* s * * 


U. S. GRANT. 
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Grant has given us for himself the reasons for his changeof mind. This 
letter, as embodied in the bears date November 3, 1883. In the 
pamphlet of General Porter it is dated November 23. I shall incor- 
porate only a portion of it in my remarks: 

New Yor, November 3, 1883. 


Then, too, your serv! 
at the beginning ae and as commander of 


the officers in the East 


too, 
posed as the one which tried you was. age 
of the members of that er I knew 1 and had 2 confidence 
their judgment and justice. I supposed you had shared in feeling 5 — 
Pope, and while not more guilty than others, you were unfortunate in being 
placed in a 9 where specifications could be made showing this hostility. 
After the close of the war, when I was requested to read ie new ew defenses È 


raa it with the feeling above described. At the same time 
arnished ae 8 the po- 
first of the pre- 


repared—or fi by General Po) pe cis This 
sit ions of the two armies eee as shown by 
sented by Mr. Lord, of San Francisco, from whom I copied the arti 3 
case, and did not indicate the presence of any other force than Jackson's. ‘hen, 
too, it a ed that you had actually T 


gation, should 3 vindiente vou sa be sustained, 
ean ability of his coll 
for myself, my belief was 
fought between General 
son, commanding the ao forces; |2] that tha right witha pe at pap adaki 
flank of Jackso’ 


battle was 


more thousand men, S eee cee 
where you could easily si into ki is Barot. proar Dek you 3 an order on, and 
about 5 or 5.30 o'clock, wh obey because of clouds of dust in 


r front, which yon Pek cond dey indented an enemy in superior force 
e vou 8 E get beaten while youstood idl 3 
ing an arm to help him. With t E a without a doubt as 
to the correctness of it, I condemned 
3 the 2 9 Sought on the 


— on a full onan of the — 
of August; t your corps, commanded din a 
ot thet e 4.30 ‘onder ofthe day 

3 — or had cau- 


me) 8 tage than any other 
id not reach you ERSTE ore co 1 
tioned yone ait AAT sore AICA DEITAR oe: B VORA PA sek 
pe ha 101 you on an except 

such circumstan: bed, and that inany event you must be 

to fall back behind Bull Run that night, where it would be 

to receive supplies; that from 11 o'i by a force of 
twice your own number, of whose presence you had n while General Pope 
did not know of it. 
* s $ $ * G $ 


Your knowledge of this fact, as well as of the fact that you had another force, 
quite double yours, in addition in your front, would have been sufficient justifi- 
cation for your not attacking, even if the order had been received in time. Of 
course this would not apply if a battle had been raging between Jackson and 


Pope. At the hour you received the order all was 5 quiet. A 


Faithfully yours, — 


General F. J. PORTER. 
General Grant says he condemned Porter because he believed four 


things: 

1. That a great battle was fought on the 29th of August, 1862. 

2. That Porter stood with a corps of twelve thousand or more men 
across the enemy’s right flank. 

3. That he received an order to attack which he failed to obey. 

4. That he allowed Pope to get beaten while he stood idly looking on. 

Believing this, he for nineteen years condemned Porter 

If these suppositions were correct Grant would still have condemned 


him. 

1. I think that I have already shown that Porter did stand with a 

corps of twelve thousand or more men across the enemy’s right flank. 
2. That he received an order to attack which he could have obeyed, 
and ought to have obeyed, but did not obey. 

3. That he allowed Pope to get beaten, and that too on the portion of 
the battlefield nearest Porter’s troops, while he stood (or rather lay) 
idly looking on. 

But he says: “I find that the battle was fought on the 30th of 
August. 

Again he says: Of course this would not apply if a battle had been 
raging between Jackson and Pope.” 

So that now the issue is distinctly raised, both by the letter of Gen- 
eral Grant and by the report of the Schofield board, whether there was 


A RATTLE ON AUGUST 29 AT GROVETON. 


General Grant says in his letter that until 1881 * * * mybe- 
lief was that on the 29th of August, 1862, a great battle was fought.” 
Now, here is an amazing that for nineteen years the General of 
the Army should have believed that a great battle was fought, when, 
in point of Si, no battle was fought. And this great battle is made to 
disa: from history in the interest of the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 


ppear 
[Applause | 
t says in the majority 
apply if a battle had been raging. $ 


Of course this would not 
ence the battle must not rage! 


One of the great battles of the war must be wiped out to afford an ex- 
euse for Porter’s not obeying a peremptory order to attack. 

It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that it is about time that this great 
historical question were settled and determined, 

Since the last discussion of this bill in this House the publication of 
the Official Record of the War of the Rebellion has covered the epoch 
Yrom August 27 to September 30, and we are permitted access to the 
official reports of the officers who commanded the troops on both sides 
upon August 29. 

I propose that, so far as in me lies, this question shall be settled, that 
it shall be settled now and settled forever. And if any gentleman of 
this House shall vote for this bill—shall vote that Porter was not under 
obligation to obey an imperative order to attack—it shall not be upon 
the false and flimsy ground that there was no battle upon the 29th of 
A 

ore entering upon a discussion of the facets, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call attention to some general features of battles 

The greatness of a battle depends upon several tuings: 


1. The magnitude of the forces engaged; 

2. The duration of the conflict; 

3. The energy or fierceness of the eollision; 
4. The losses of life and force; and 

5. The decisive character of the result. 


There are battles, and then there are battles. There are battles that are 
toa finish, and then there are battles thatare not toafinish. The battle 
of August 29 was of the latter class; so were the first two days at Gettys- 
burg, and the first day at Shiloh. No battle lasts, as a rule, with con- 
tinuous fury along the whole line all day long. That would not be 
possible; flesh and blood could not stand it. 

In the late war it was my lot to share in some of the larger engage- 
ments, including Fredericksburg, Vicksburg, Wilderness, Spottsylvania, 
and P I never knew a battle that was not made up of a series 
eee eee honn and on different parts of the line with 


the most decisive battle yet fought upon this continent was 
Pria pepene yet the first signal gun was fired after 1 
Ger, and after an artillery duel of about an hour the infantry ad- 
vanced to the assault, 
In two hours the battle was practically o 
I know there are soldiers here who were Se thak hatiie. Do not un- 
derstand me tosay that there was not fighting in the morning; that there 
was not fighting after Pickett’s division was repulsed. There was 
fighting all day, but the decisive battle was between 1 and 3 o’clock. 
At Fredericksburg the battle commenced in the early morning by 
Franklin’s attack on the left, was followed by Hooker on the extreme 
right and Sumner in the center, and was renewed at wide intervals of 
time and space, until the final “assault by Humphrey's division was 
made after dark. 
The same is true of the battle of the Wilderness. I think it can be 
said that at no one time were all the forces on either side en 
I propose to apply these usual and recognized tests to the action of 
the 29th of August to determine whether a battle, in the proper sense 
of that word, was fought on that day. The sources of information 
upon which Ishall rely are the official reports of the commanding officers 
on either side, in most cases made immediately or very soon there- 
after. These reports, with the possible exception of General Pope’s, 
were made without any reference to Porter’s case. 


ORGANIZATION OF POPE'S ARMY. 


Divisions, 
Schenck. 
A) Cee DOB ok ek er eee Schurz. 
Milroy. 
Hooker. 
Senne — Kearny. 
2.) MeDowelle cote 55 8 | Reynolds. 
4. Reno’ — 
— a ee tevens. 
Porter’ = { Morell 
5. E o A et me i ee oe ore 
Piatt's brigade. 
All the following extracts exce; eign oy first are from the official reports 
embraced in part 2, volume 12, War of the Rebellion, published by 


the War Department, and relate exclusively to the battle of the 29th, 
unless otherwise shown upon their face. 


HEADQUARTERS, FIELD 
Near Va.—5 A xt 30, 1862. 
Maj. EW: ear Groveton, Va.—5 a. m., Sy toe 


HALLECK, 
General-in-C hief, United Slates Army: 
We t a terrific battle here yesterday with the combined forces of the 
enemy, which lasted with 5 3 
The enemy is still in our fron pat tee ly used up. We lost not less than eight 


thousand men killed and wo 
JOHN POPE, Major-General. 


(Page 388, board proceedings.) 
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[Report of Maj. Gen. John Pope, U. S. Army, of the operations of the Army of 
Virginia June 26-September 2, with orders and correspondence. } 


A 65 HEADQUARTERS ARMY or Vymena, September 3, 1862. 


Heintzelman marched early from Centreville toward Gainesville, closely fol- 
lowed by Reno. 

Meantime, shortly after daylight, Sigel, and Reynolds's division of Me- 
Dowell’s corps, had become engaged with the enemy, who was brought to a- 
stand, and he was soon joined by Heintzelman and Reno, and the whole line 
became actively en; Porter marched as directed, followed by King’s 
division, which was by this time joined by Ricketts’s division, which had been 
forced back from Thoroughfare Gap by the heavy forces of the enemy advanc- 
ing to support Jackson. 

soon as I found that the enemy had been brought to a halt and was being 

bh come attacked ane Warrenton turnpike I sent orders to McDowell to 

vance rapidly on our left and attack the 3 on his flank, extending his 

right to meet Reynolds's left, and to Fitz-John Porter to keep the right well 

closed on McDowell's left and to attack the way in flank and rear while he 

This would have made the line of battle of McDowelland 

right angles to that of the other forces engaged. The action a — 

furiously all day, McDowell, although previously in rear of Porter, bringing his 

— corps on the field in the afternoon and taking a conspicuous part in that 
s operations, 

o my surprise and disappointment I received late in the afternoon from Por- 
ter anote saying that his advance had met the enemy on the flank in some force, 
and he was retiring upon Manassas Junction, without attacking the enemy 
or coming to the assistance of our other forces, although they were en 
in a furious action only 2 miles distant and in full ngof him. A portion 
of his force fell back toward Manassas,and he remained, as he afterward in- 
formed me, where he was, looking at the enemy during the whole of the after- 
noon of Friday and of Friday night passing down in plain view to re-en- 
force the troops under Jackson without an effort to prevent it or to assist us. 
One, at least, of his brigades, under General Griffin, got around to Centreville 
and remained there during the whole of the next dax's battle without coming 
on the field, though in full view of it, while General Griffin himself spent the 
day in making ill-na’ strictures upon the eral commanding [see paper 
marked D] the action in the presence of a pro: ous assem b) X 

Darkness closed the action on Friday, the enemy being driven back from his 


ition by Heintzelman’s corps and Reno, concluded by a furious attack alo 
e turn by King’s division, of McDowell’s corps, leaving his dead and 
wound don the field. = x 4 à X 


me for 
ttle of 


had 
y he did not is yet unexplained. 


[Report of Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel, United States Army, commanding First Corps, 
Army of Virginia, of operations along the Ra nnock and the battles of 
Groveton and Bull Run.] 


HEADQUARTERS First Corps, ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Fort De Kalb, Va., September 16, 1862. 

* * $ s * $ = 

On the night of August 28, when the First Corps was encamped on the heights 
south of Young’s Branch, near Bull Run, I received orders to “attack the enemy 
vigorously ” the next morning. I 3 made the necessary preparations 
at night and formed in order of battle at daybreak, paving: ascerta: that the 
enemy was in considerable force beyond Young’s Branch, in sight of the hills 
we ee His left wing rested on Ca Creek, front toward Centre- 


mtreville-Gainesville road. Gen 
oy his division on the right of Gainesville road, and bya change of direc- 
tion the left to come into position parallel with the Sudley Springs road. 
General Milroy, with his brigade and one battery, was directed to form the cen- 
ter, and to e on of an elevation in front of the so-called “stone 
house,” at the 13 of the Gainesville and Sudley Springs roads. General 
Schenck, with his division, forming our left, was ord to advance quickly to 
an adjoining range of hills, and to plant his batteries on these hills at an excel- 
lent range from the enemy’s position. 

In this order our whole line advanced from point to — taking advantage 
of the ground before us, until our whole line was involved in a most vehement 
artillery and infantry contest. In the course of about four hours, from 6.30 to 
10.30 o'clock in the morning, our whole infantry force and nearly all our batter- 
ies were e with the enemy, Generals Milroy and Schurz advancing 1 
mile and General Schenck 2 miles from their original — — 

At this time (10.30 o’clock) the enemy threw fo 


to de 


ov wering numbers, exhausted by fatigue, and weakened by losses, I or- 
aerate one battery of reserve to take position on their left, posted two pieces 
of artillery under Lieutenant Blume, of Schirmer's battery, pen — y the 
Fo opposite the 
righi These piecesopened 
fire with 


the enemy, who tried to turn our extreme left. 

At this critical moment, when the enemy had almost outflanked us on both 
wings, and she eee against 
arrived on the field of battle, and deployed by 5 on our right, 

e 


Jine, from 
2 At z o'clock in the afternoon Genera Hocker's troops arrived on the field of 


battle, and were immediately ordered forward by their noble commander to par- 
ticipate in the battle. One brigade, under Colonel Carr, received reared my 
request, to relieve the regiments of General Schurz’s division, which had main- 
tained their ground against repeated attacks, but were now worn outand nearly 
without ammunition. Other regiments were sent forward to relieve Brigadier- 
General Milroy, whose brigade had valiantly disputed the ground against greatly 
superior numbers for eight hours, 
= s +% s = * * 


During two hours, from 4 to 6 p. m., strong cannonading and musketry con- 
tinued on our center and right, where General Kearny made a successful effort 
against the extreme left of the enemy’s lines. 

At 6.15 o'clock Brigadier-General King's division of Major-General McDow- 
ell’s corps arrived behind our front, and advanced on the Gainesvilleturnpike. I 
do not know the real result of this movement, but from the weakness of the en- 
emy’s cannonade and the gradually decreasing musketry in the direction of 
General Kearny’s attack. I received the impression that the enemy’s resistance 
was broken, and that victory was on our side; and so it was. We had won the 
field of battle, and our army rested near the dead and wounded who had so glo- 
riously defended the good cause of this country. (Pages 266, 267.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. R. C. Schenck, commanding first division.) 


WasntscTon, D. C., September 17, 1862, 

* s + * * * * 

On Friday morning early the engagement was commenced by General Milroy 
on our right, in which we soon took part, and a rapid artillery fire ensued from 
both sides. * Milroy in the mean while had deployed to the right of the 
road, and soon became engaged with the enemy. Our division was advanced 
until we reached the edge of the woods and halted. In front of us was an open 
space (which also extended to the right of the road and to our right) beyond which 
was another wood. We remained here nearly an hour, the firing in the mean- 
while becoming heavy on the right. The enemy had a battery very advanta- 
geously placed on a high ridge behind the woodsin front of Milroy, on the right 
ofthe road. It was admirably served and entirely concealed. Our tion be- 
coming known, their fire was directed toward us. The general determined, 
therefore, to advance, and so pushed on across the open space in front and took 
position in the woods beyond. We here discovered that we were on the battle- 
ground of the night before, and found the hospital of Gibbon's de, who had 
engaged theenemy. The battery of the enemy still continued. We had no ar- 
tillery. De Beck's and Schirmer’s ammunition having given out, and Buell's 
battery, which had reported, after a hot contest with the enemy (who had every 
advantage in tion and range), was compelled to retire. 

It was now determined to flank the battery and capture it, and for this pur- 
pose General Schenck ordered one of his aids to reconnoiter the position. Be- 
fore he returned, however, we were requested by General Milroy to assist him, 
as he was ag heavily pressed. General Stahel was immediately ordered to 
proceed with his brigada to Milroy’s support. Itwas about this time (1 or 2 
o'clock) that a line of skirmishers were observed approaching us from the rear. 
They proved to be of General Reynolds's division. We communicated with 
General Reynolds at once, who took his position on our left, and at General 
Schenck’s suggestion he sent a battery to ourright in the woods forthe pu 
of flanking the enemy's. They secured a position, and were engaged with him 
about an hour, but with what result we were not informed. General Reynolds 
now sent us word that he had discovered the enemy bearing down upon his left 
in heavy columns, and that he intended to fall back to the first woods behind 
the cleared space, and had already put his troops in motion. We therefore ac- 
commodated ourselves to his movement. (Page 280.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. Carl Schurz, United States Army, commanding Third Di- 
vision, of the battles of Groveton and Bull Run.) 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD DIVISION, 
Camp near Minor’s Hill, September 15, 1862. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the following report concerning the 
part taken by the division under my command in the battles of the 29th and 
30th of August: 

On the evening of the 28th of August my division was encamped south of the 
turnpike leading from Centreville to Gainesville, near Mrs. Henry’s farm. On 
the 29th, a little after 5 o'clock a. m., you ordered me to cross the turnpike, to 
deploy my division north of it, and to attack the forces of the enem 5 
to be concealed in the woods immediately in my front, my division forming the 
right wing of your army corps. I pushed my left wing rapidly forward 
into the long stretch of woods before me, and found myself obliged to extend 
iy line considerably in order to establish the connection with General Milroy, 
which, however, was soon effected. 

Hardly had this been done when the fire commenced near the point where 
General Milroy’s right touched my left. I placed the battery of the second 
brigade upon an elevation 3 about 600 or 700 yards behind the point 
where that brigade had ente the woods a little to the left, so as to protect the 
retreat of the regiments composing the left wing, in case they should be forced 
to fall back. The battery of the first brigade remained for the same purpose on 
high poaa behind the woods in which Colonel Schimmelfennig was engaged, 
covering my right. When the fire of the skirmishers been going on alittle 
while two prisoners were brought to me, sent by Colonel Schimmelfennig, who 
stated that there was a very large force of the enemy rats and Jackson's di- 
visions) immediately in my front, and about the same time one of Colonel Schim- 
melfennig’s aides informed me that heavy columnsof koopa were seen moving 
on my right flank, and that it could not be distinguis! whether they were 
Union troops or rebels. I then withdrew the reserve regiment of the second 
brigade (the Fifty-fourth New York) from the woods, so as to have it at my dis- 
posal in au emergency, and ordered Colonel Schimmelfennig to form one of his 
regiments front toward the right and to send out skirmishers in that direction, 
so as to ascertain the true condition of tnings there. 

Meanwhile the fire in front had extended along the whole line and become 
very lively, my regiments pushing the enemy vigorously before them about 
one-half mile. The discha: of musketry increased in rapidity and volume 
as we advanced, and it soon e evident that the enemy was throwing heavy 
masses against us. About that time General Steinwehr brought the Twenty- 
ninth New York, under Colonel Soest, to my =e and formed it in line of 
battle on the edge of the roads behind a fence. en received information that 
the columns which had appeared on my right, and which really seemed to have 
belonged to the enemy, had 2 n in the woods without making 
any demonstration, and also that General earny's troops were coming up in 
my rear. Thus reassured about the safety of my right, and ex g more se- 
rious business in the center, I sent the Fifty-fourth New York forward again, 
with the order to fill up the gap between my two brigades occasioned by the ex- 
tension of my line toward General Milroy’s right. The Twenty-ninth New York 
remained in reserve. 

Immediately afterward the enemy began to press my center so severely that 
it gave way; but we soon rallied it again, and after a sharp contest reoccupied 
the gro previously taken from the enemy. It was about 10 o'clock a. m. 
when an officer announced to me that General Kearny had arrived on the bat- 
tlefield and desired to see me. General Kearny requested me to shorten my 


front and condense my line by drawing my right nearer to the left, so as to make 
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room for him on the right. I gave gs Ashar to Colonel Schimmelfennig ac- 
cordingly. A short time afterward I vered that two small regiments sent 
to my support had slipped in between my two brigades, and were occupying 
part of my line inthe woods. General 1 just moving up his troops 
on my right when the enemy made another furious charge upon my center. 
The two regiments above mentioned, as well as the Fifty-fourth New York, 
broke and were thrown out of the woods in disorder. 
+ * ay * * * — 
The Twenty-ninth New York and the Fifty-fourth New York had just re-en- 
tered the woods when one of your aides presented to me for perusal a letter 
which you had addressed to General Kearny, requesting him toattack at once 
with his whole force, as the rebel General Longstreet who was expected to re-en- 
force the enemy during the day had not yet arrived upon the battlefield, and we 
might hope to yas decisive advantage before his arrival. I then ordered a gen- 
eral advance of my whole line, which was executed with great gallantry, the en- 
emy yielding everywhere before us, 
* * * * * * * 
Now the whole line advanced with great alacrity, and we succeeded in driving 
the enemy away from his aoe position behind the embankment, which then 
fell into our hands on my left also. £ 
While this was going on I heard from time to time very heavy firing on my 
left, where General Milroy stood. The sound of the musketry was swaying 
forward and backward, indicating that the fight was carried on with alternate 
success. The connection of my left with General Milroy's right was lost, and 
I found my left uncovered. However, we succeeded in holding the ition of 
the railroad embankment along my whole front against the repeated attacks of 
the enemy until about 2 o'clock p. m., when my troops, who had started at 5 
o'clock in the morning, mostly without breakfast, had m under fire for eight 
hours, had been decimated by enormous losses, and had exhausted nearly all 
their ammunition, were relieved by a number of regiments kindly sent by 
General Hooker for that purpose. re-enforcements ved in my front 
between land 2 o'clock. According to your order, I withdrew my regiments, 
one after another, as their places were filled by those of General Hooker, Thus 
the ion of that portion of the woods which my division had taken and 
held was in good order delivered to the troops that relieved me. * * * Ex- 
hausted and worn down as my men were my division was unable to take part 
in the action after 2 o'clock p. m., nor was I called upon to do so. 


[Report of Brig. Gen. Robert H. Milroy, United States Army, commanding in- 
a brigade, First Corps, Army of Virginia, of operations A 13- 
81. 


HEADQUARTERS INDEPENDENT BRIGAD) 
Near Fort Ethan Allen, Virginia, September 12, 1862, 
* . s = 


$ * s 

On the following morning (the 29th), at daylight, I was ordered to proceed in 

search of the rebels, and had not proceeded more 500 yards when we were 

greeted by a few straggling shots from the woods in front. We were now at 

the creek, and I had just sent forward my skirmishers, when I received orders 

to halt 1 55 the men have breakfast. 
com e. 


mediately ordered up 6 


ts, 


General Schenck's division was off to my left and that of General Schurz to 
my right. After passing a piece of woods I turned to the right, where the rebels 
had a battery that gave us a great deal of trouble. I bro forward one of my 
batteries to reply to it, and soon after heard a tremendous fire of small-arms, 
and knew that General Schurz was e Apr an to my right in an extensive 
forest. I sent two of my regiments, the Eighty-second Ohio, Colonel Cantwell, 
and the Fifth Virginia, Colonel Zeigler, to General Schurz’s assistance. They 
were to attack the enemy's right flank, and I held my other two regiments in 
reserve for a time. 

The two regiments sent to Shurz were soon hotly engaged, the enemy being 
behind a railroad embankment, which afforded them an excellent breastwork. 

The railroad had to be approached from the cleared und on our side 

through a strip of thick timber from 100 to 500 in width. I had intended, 
with the two regiments held in reserve (the md and Third Virginia Regi- 
ments), to charge the rebel battery, which was buta short distance from us over 
the top ofa hill to our left, but while maki my arrangements to do this I ob- 
served that my two a engaged were driven back out of the woods 
by the terrible fire of the rebels, 
I then saw the brave Colonels Cantwell and Zeigler struggling to rally their 
broken regiments on the rear of the forest out of which th been ven, 
and sent two of my aids to assist them and assure them of ediate support. 
They soon rallied their men and charged again and again up to the R 
but were driven back each time with great loss. I then sent the Second Virginia 
to their support, directing it to approach the railroad at the point on the left of 
my other regiments, where the woods ended, but they were met by such a de- 
structive fire from a large rebel force that they were soon wn into confu- 
sion and fell back in disorder. The enemy now came on in overwhelming num- 
bers. General Carl Schurz had been obliged to retire with his two brigades an 
hour before, and then the whole rebel force was turned 9 brigade, and 
my brave lads were dashed back before the storm of bullets like chaff before 
the tempest. I then ordered my reserve battery into position a short distance 
in the rear, and when five guns had got into tion one of the wheel horses 
was shot dead, but I ordered it to unlimber w they were, and the six guns 
mowed the rebels with grape and canister with fine effect. 

My reserved regiment, the Third Virginia, now opened with telling effect. 
Colonel Cantwell, of the Eighty-second Ohio, was shot through the brain and 
instantly killed while trying to rally his regiment during the thickest of the fight. 

While the storm was raging the fiercest, General Stahel came to me re- 
ported that he had been sent by General Schenck to support me, and inquired 
where he should place his brigade. I told him on my left, and helpsupportmy 
battery. He then returned to his brigade, and soon after being attacked from 
another quarter, I did not see him during the day. I was left wholly un- 
supported, except by a portion of a Pennsylvania regiment, which I found on 
the field, and stood by me bravely during the next hour or two. I then rallied 
my reserved regiment and broken ean wong in the woods near my Larane a 
and sent out a sog party of skirmishers to Lies thom enemy at bay, while 
Snoer ated went forward without arms to get off as many of our and 
wounded as possible. I maintained my ground, s g. and occasionally 
firing by battalion during the greater part of the afternoon. 

Toward evening General Grover came up with his New England brigade. I 
saw him forming a line to attack the rebel stronghold in the same place I had 
been all day, and advised him to form line more to the left, and charge bayonets 
on arriving at the railroad „which his brigade executed with such telling 


XVII——96 


effect as to drive the rebels in clouds before their bayonets. Meanwhile I had 
gathered the remnant of my brigade, ready to take advantage of any oppor- 
tunity to assist him. I soon discovered a large number of rebels fleeing before 
the left flank of Grover's brigade. They over an open ce some 500 
yards in width in frontof my reserved regiment, which I ordered to fire onthem 
which they did, accelerating their speed and discomfiture so much that I ordered 
a My regiment immediately dashed out of the woods we were in down 
across the meadows in front of us after the retreating foe, but before their ar- 
riving at the other side of the meadow the retreating column received a heavy 
sapport from the railroad below them, and, soon rallying, came surging back, 
driving before their immense columns Grover's brigade and my handful of men. 

An hour before the charge I had sent one of my aids back after a fresh bat- 
tery—the ammunition of both my batteries having given out—which arriving 
as our boys were being driven back I immediately ordered them into position 
and commenced pouring a steady fire of grape and canister into the advancing 
columns of the enemy. The first discharge discomposed them a little, but the 
immense surging.mass behind pressed them onus. I held on until they were 
within 100 yards of us,and having but a handful of men tosupport the battery, 
ordered it to retire, which was executed with the loss of one gun. Ithen rallied 
the shattered remnant of my brigade, which had been rallied by my aids and 
its officers, and encamped some three-quarters of a mile to the rear, 


[Reports of Maj. Gen. Irvin McDowell, United States Army, commanding Third 
Corps, Army of Virginia, of operations August 7-September 2. } 


WasutxGron, D. C., November 6, 1862, 
* * * * * * * 

Early in the morning of the 29th General Sigel, who had come up the night 
before from near Manassas, and who was on Reynold’s right, made demonstra- 
tions against the enemy, who seemed to be on the north of us. I directed Rey- 
noldsto support General Sigel on the left in the movements he might make, and 
then ed to join Generals King's and Ricketts's divisions. 

At Manassas I found Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter's corps coming up, and soon 
after, in answer partly to a message of mine, I received your order of the 29th 
from Centreville, addressed ser to General Porter and myself. In compli- 
ance wiih it, King's and Ricketts's divisions were di „as soon as they 
could be p! on the road from Manassas Junction to Gainesville, which runs 
nearly west, to follow in the rear and close to General Porter's corps. Both 
these divisions had been on foot night and day for several days past, had 
marched the most of the night before, and were separated from their baggage 
and subsistence. They moved forward, however, cheerfully. The column com- 
ing to a halt, I rode forward and found General Porter at the head of his 1 7 — 
ona 3 eminence; in front was an open piece of ground, and beyond it the 
woods skirting the Warrenton road, down which, as we could see from the dust 
above the trees, the enemy was moving from Gainesville upon Groveton, where 
the battle was now going on. 

Just before en Cenaa Porter I received a note from General Buford, 
commanding caval e, who was on our then left and front, acquaintin, 
me with the stren of the enemy, which he had seen as they passed throug! 
Gainesville, then moving down the road. It consisted of seventeen regiments, 
one battery, and five hundred cavalry. As this was an inferior force to General 
Porter's, I decided for him to throw himself at once on the enemy’s flank, and 
as the head of my column was some 3 miles back, near the Sudley Springs road, 
a 5 E 3 north on that road upon the field where the battle was 

en a eig 

Generals Seymour and Jackson led theircbrigades in advance, but notwith- 
standing all the steadiness and courage of the men they were compelled, by the 
— of so artillery and infantry on their front and left, to resume their 

former position. 

Immediately on my arrival with King’s division I directed it to move forward 
and take place on the left of Reynolds's, then still engaged on the left of Sigel's 
corps, and some of the brigades went forward to do so, when I received your in- 
structions to order the division over to the north of the turnpike to sopporta 
line held by Reno, which had been hotly engaged all day, and the division was 
recalled and brought back to the Sudley Springs road for this co re 

One of the brigades—Patrick’s—having received an order, as he informed me, 
direct from your headquarters, to move across the field, became separated from 
the division, and though he moved at the quickest pace, was not able to rejoin 
until late that — 1 5 

About the time the division arrived at the crossing of the Sudley Springs and 
Warrenton turnpike I received word from you that the enemy were falling back, 
and to send the division right up the turnpike after them. It was now near 
dusk, and though the men had been on foot since 1 o'clock in the morning they 
moved forward with Sepa pope enthusiasm. They were led gallantly up the 
road by Brigadier-Ge: Hatch, who, trusting to find the enemy in retreat as 
he was told, and hoping to turn their retreat into a flight, took the men torward, 
his own and Doubleday’s brigades and Gerrish’s battery of howitzers, with Pat- 
rick’s brigade in reserve, with an impetuosity akin to rashness. The attack 
was severe, both on the enemy and our men. 

About the same time an attack was made by Bayard’s cavalry, on the left of 
ee on the enemy south of the road, in which Seymour's squadron suffered 
severely. These were the finishing strokes of the day, which we could now 
safely claim as ours, (Pages 337,338,and 339.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. John P. Hatch, United States Army, commanding first 
(King's) division, of the battles of Groyeton and Bull Run.) 


CAMP NEAR FREDERICK, MD., Seplember 13, 1802. 


CAPTAIN: I have the honor to submit the following report of the movements 
of the first division, Third Corps, temporarily under my command during parts 
of the 29th and 30th days of August: 

Late on the afternoon of the 29th ultimo I was ordered by General McDowell 
in person (who was at the time stationed near the stone house on the turnpike 
from Gainesville to 8 to move the division on the Gainesville road 
in pursuit of the enemy, who, he informed me, were retreating. Gibbon's bri- 

e had been detached tosupport some batteries, With the three other brigades 
of the division and Gerrish's battery of howitzers, I procceded with all the 
5 hoping, by harassing the enemy’s rear, to turn their retreat into 
a row 

After marching about three-quarters of a mile the Second Regiment of United 
States ooters was deployed to the front as skirmishers, the column con- 
tinuing up the road in by pri The advance almost immediately became 
warmly engaged on the leftof the road. Two howitzers were then placed in posi- 
tion, one on each side of the road, and Doubleday’s brigade was deployed to the 
front, on the left of the road, and moved up to the supper of theskirmishers. We 
were met by a force e Sy three brigades of infantry, one of which was 
posted in the woods on the left, parallel to and about an ei hth of a mile from 
the road. The two other brigades were drawn up in line of battle, one on each 
side of the road, These were in turn supported by a large portion of the rebel 
forces, estimated by a prisoner, who was taken to their rear, at about thirty 
thousand men, drawn up in successive lines, extending 1} miles to the rear. 
Doubleday's = moved to the front under a very heavy fire, which they gal- 
lantly sustained; but the firing continuing very heavy, Hatch's brigade, com- 
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of 
General Doubleday. Patrick’s 
a position on the opposite side 
one, being in 
Night had now come on, our loss had been severe, and the enem: 
apenas : 5 . 
forced to give the order for a retreat. The retreat was executed in good order, 
the attempt of the enemy to follow being defeated by afew well-directed volleys 
from Pat 's brigade. (Page 367.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday.] 
NOVEMBER 2, 1862. 
— s * $ * * * 


At 1a, m. on the 29th the division moved on the road to Manassas Junction, 
order of General King, reaching the Junction at 7 a. m., having made a march 
about 8 miles. After a short which scarcely availed to our weary 
and battle-worn soldiers, my b le, together with the rest of the division, re- 
turned on the Centreville road again to a point about a mile east of the battle- 
field of the night before. 
Here Jackson's army was drawn up to dispute the — 7 Washington. 
King's division was poren on the leftof General McDowell’s line of battle. We 
remained in this tion for two or three zona aen an order came for Hatch’s 
and my toattack the enemy’s right, it being represented that his whole 
line wasin confusion, and that it was only necessary for us to move forward 
to render rout complete and capture a large number of fugitives. Under 
impression we advanced to the attack at the double-quick step, my bi le 
. — the way, accompanied by Captain Gerrish's battery. As we the 
crest of a hill the battery opened on the enemy, but without mueh effect, owing 
to their being well sheltered. 

I have learned subsequently, from prisoners taken in the action, that we did 
not encounter Jackson's force at all. It was Longstreet’s d which had 
just come up, after having been delayed on its route from Thoro Gap b; 

wn up in three ranks, the front rank kn: 
ing, the rebels poured in an incessant fire, their line not only confronting ours, 
but enveloping us on each flank. As their brigades came up one after another, 
while we received no re-enforcement, the contest soon became very unequal, 
and after reforming several times we were obliged to fall back, the enemy fol- 
lowing, until checked by a daring charge of the Harris Light Cavalry, which 
ended the contest for the night. Pages 269 and 270.) 


[Report of Col. Thomas F. McCoy, 8 and seventh Pennsylvania In- 
$ OCTOBER 8, 1862. 
$ s = = * * — 


At the dawn of the next morning (the 29th) we NN upon the road to 
Manassas, where we arrived before noon, and unex y found it in the 
session of our army. Aftertwo or three hours’ rest the line of march was 
for another battlefield, the battle then raging with great fury near the old Bull 
Run battle-ground. At the close of the day we arrived upon the und, the 
battle still in progress, the rebels being strongly pressed and yielding ground. 
The regiment, in connection with those composing the bivouacked on 
the field while the balls and shells of the enemy were still g over and 
around them. 

a)" after daylight the next morning (30th) the regiment was in line. (Page 


[Report of General J. F. Reynolds, commander of third division.) 
= + Came NEAR Munson’s MLL, Va. September 5, 1862, 


I then returned to my own division, which I reached at daylight on the morn- 
ing of the 28th [29th]; closed up with General Sigel’s command on the old 
battlefield of Bull Run, General Sigel reported the enemy in his immediate 
front, and requested my co-operation with him in an attack upon his position. 
I accordingly formed my division on the left of General Sigel’s corps, next to the 
division o! meral Schenck. General McDowell the command at day- 
light, and directed my co-operation with General Sigel. 

The sight of the enemy's position could be discerned upon the heights above 
Groveton, on the right of the pike. The division advanced over the ground to 
roveton, crossed the pike, and came gal- 


left across pike, 
re-enforcements were sent for by General Sigel for the right of his line, under 


Later in the day General Po) 
the attack on the enemy an 
rected to threaten the enemy’s right and rear, which it 


heavy fire of artillery from the ridge to the left of thepike. Gen: Seymour 
and Jackson led their brigades in advance, but notwithstanding all the steadiness 
and cou shown by the men they were compelled to fall before the heavy 


engaged the en- 
action was continued with it until dark 


Report of Brig. Gen. Geo G. Meade, United States Army, commanding first 
i bai e, of operations 2 21 to September 4, including battles of Groveton 
and Bull Run.] 
HEADQUARTERS Finsr BRIGADE, REYNOLDs's Dryrsrox, P. R. V. C. 
Camp near Munson's Hill, Va., September 5, 
Carratn: I have to submit the following report of the operations of my com- 
mand sinee leaving Fredericksburg on the night of August 21: A 


On the 29th the brigade was formed in line of battle on the left of Sigel’s co: 
and directed tomove on Gainesville. Sigel, having found the enemy on 
front on the other side of the Warrenton pike, engaged them along whole 
line, and the de moved up on his left until it crossed the Warrenton pike 
within a half mile of Groveton, at which point Cooper's battery was established 


on the ridge, with the Fourth, Seventh, and Eighth regiments to support him, 
ica Third being posted along the pike and the Rifles sent up the e as skir- 
mishers. 


The enemy, perceiving this disposition, brought several batteries to bear on 
s, who, being short of ammunition, was withdrawn, and Ransom's was 
about be substituted, when it was ascertained that Schenck’s division of 
Sigel's corps, which had been on ourright, was withdrawn, and at the same time 
the enemy’s infantry were ey opice in our front in such force as required the 
withdrawal of the brigade to the other side ot the Warrenton pike, wherea 
tion was taken on the plateau near what is known as the Lewis House, w. 


eading to it. This ition was held until 


ks Groveton and the pike 1 
ascertaining that the attack of a portion 


overloo 
dark, when, 


the 
sition occupied by the rest of the division. 
brigade 


On the morning of the 30th the (Pages 397 and 398.) 


pes Bat of Maj. Gen. Samuel P. Heintzelman, United States Army, commanding 
Corps, Army of the Potomac, of o August 14-September 2, in- 
autoe engagement at Kettle Run and battles of Groveton, Bull Run, and 

Chantilly.] 

Hans. DEFENSES OF WASHINGTON SOUTH OF THE POTOMAC, 
Arlington, Va., October 21, 1802. 
s $ * è $ * * 

At 10 a. m. I reached the field of battle, a mile from stone bridge, on the War- 
renton turnpike. General Kearny's Sen bee eee to the right and 
front. I learned that General Sigel was in of the troops then engaged 
and called on him, 

At II a. m. the head of Hooker's division arrived; General Reno an hour 
later. At the request of General Sigel I ordered General Hooker to place one 
of his brigades at General Sigel's disposal to re-enforce a portion of his line then 
hard pressed. General Grover reported, and before long became enga, „ and 
was afterward SEPSA by the whole division. General Pope arrived between 
1 and 2 p. m. The enemy were driven back a short distance toward Sudley 
church, where they made another stand, and 5 a portion ot our line 
back. All this time General Kearny’s division held its position on our extreme 
right. Several orders were sent to him to advance, but he did not move until 

er the troops on his left had been forced back, which was near 6p. m, He 
now advan and reported that he wasdrivingtheenemy. This was not, how- 
ever, until after the renewed heavy musketry fire on our center had driven 
General Hooker's troops and those he was sent to support back. They were 
greatly outnumbered, and had behaved with exceeding gallantry. 

It was on this occasion that General Grover’s brigade made the most gallant 
and determined bayonet charge of the war. He broke two of the enemy’s lines, 
but was finally repulsed the overwhelming numbers in the rebel third line. 
It was a hand-to-hand conflict, using the bayonet and the butt of the musket. In 
this fierce encounter, of not over twenty minutes’ duration, the Second New 
Hampshire, Colonel Marston, suffered the most. The First, Eleventh, and Six- 
teenth Massachusetts and A Pennsylvania were engaged. The loss 
of this brigade, numbering less n two thousand present, was a total of four 
hundred and eighty-four, nearly all killed and wounded. 
eral Grover's 1 

Had General Kearny ed the enemy earlier, it might have enabled us to 
have held our center and have saved some of this heavy loss. Kearny on the 
right, with General Stevens and our artillery, drove the enemy out of the woods 
the temporarily ocoupied. The firing continued until some time after 
dark, and when it ceased we remained in possession of the battlefield. During 
the night, however, our troops again fell back from the woods that had been so 
obstinately disputed all the afternoon, (Pages 412, 413.) 


port of Brig. Gen. Philip Kearny, United States Army, commanding first 
Os division, of the battles of Groveton and Bull Run.] 


Hepqrs. FIRST DIVISION, THIRD Corps, ARMY OF THE POTOMAC, 
Centreville, Va., August 31, 1802. 
COLONEL: I report the part taken by “y division in the battles of the two 


I refer you to Gen- 


right wing, m: 6 
gude, in “fist tx General Robinson, first brigade, on his right, partly in line 


that purpose General Robinson, with his 
3 Colonel Hays; the One hundred aud fifth 


General 

the main battle being shortly after driven back and out of the woods, my de- 
tachment, thus exposed, so considerably in front of all others, both flanks in air, 
was obl to cease to advance, and confine themselves to holding their own. 
At5 o'clock, thinking—though at the risk of exposing my fighting line to being 
enfiladed—that I might drive the enemy by an unexpected attack through the 
woods, I brought up additionally the most of Birney’s regiments—the Fourth 
Maine, Colonel W. rand Lieutenant-Colonel Carver; the Fortieth New York, 
Colonel Egan; First New York, Major Burt, and One hundred and first New 
York, Lientenant-Colonel Gesner—and changed front to the left, to sweep with 
a rush the first line of the enemy. This was most successful. The enemy rolled 
up on his own right. It presaged a victory for us all. Still our force was too 
light. The enemy brought up rapidly heavy reserves, so that our farther prog- 
ress was impeded. General Stevens came up lantly in action to support us, 
but did not have the numbers. (Pages 415, 416. 


[Reports of Brig. Gen. John C. Robinson, United States Army, commanding First 
— ot engagement at Kettle Run and battles of Groveton, Bull Run, and 
Chantilly. 

HEADQUARTERS ROBINSON'S BRIGADE., 
À Centreville, Va., August 31, 1802. 

Caprats: I have the honor to submit the following report of the operations 
of my brigade yesterday and day before: 

On Friday morning I was ordered to support Colonel Poe's brigade and te de- 
velop his line of battle to the right. After crossing Bull Run I moved forward 
in two lines—the first com of the Twentieth Indiana and One hundred and 
fifth Pennsylvania, and the second of the Sixty-third Pennsylvania and five com- 
panies of the Thirtieth Ohio, which were temporarily ed to my command. 

Arriving on the ground assigned me, I remained for a considerable time ex- 

ton heavy artillery fire, after which I took up my position on high ground 

er to the right. I was soon afterdirected by Major-General Kearny, com- 
manding division, to move to the support of Poe’s left, when I formed the bixty- 
third and One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania in line of battle on the Leesburg 
road, holding the Twentieth Indiana and Ohio battalion in reserve. At this 
time there was a heavy musketry fire to our leſt and front, and I was directed 
to move forward through the woods to turn the enemy and cut off his retreat 
through the cut. On arriving on the ground with the Sixty-third and 

One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania, Twentieth Indiana, and Third Michigan, 

I found the railroad already occupied by our own troops and the cornfield in 

front filled with the enemy. I then deployed the Sixty-third and One hundred 

and 


fifth Pennsylvania along the railroad to the right of the troops in position, 


reserve, and throwing skirmishers 
T ts on my left gave way and passed 
rapidly to the rear out of the woods, my left entirely exposed. 
As rapidly as possible I moved my command to left deserted 


nd, but before my troops coul fairly into position Iwas y 
Ey a superior force that had su in the road, 
t wing, forming my line of battle at 
the progress of the enemy. At this 
and turned over to me his Fourth 


and rear. Our men now gained steadily on the enemy, and were drivin: 

before them until he brought fresh masses of troops ( 

brigades), when, with ammunition nearly expended, we 
posi (Pages 421, 422.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. Cuvier Grover, United States Army, einer oe g first bri- 
gade, of engagement at Kettle Run and battles of Groveton and Bull Run. ] 


kable precision al the lin ee e 

fell with remar] e ion alon; e of the ut fortu no 

damage. i rafi Nos ord jor-Gen- 
ral S w were engaging 

8 received 2 him I threw forward the First Massachusetts Volun- 

teers to eppo his line, while my remaining four regiments were drawn 8 — 


lay an 
open field was entered, and from one of it gradually fell off in a toa 
9 — through which ran a railroad pae tea kaniin Beyond this ess salt 


and here occurred a 
onets and clubbed 
cks, others struck 


ng of our U 


* of 
back, first to the embankment and then to our first position, behind which we 


rallied to our colors. 


In this fierce encounter of not more than twenty minutes’ duration our loss 
was as follows: 


Twenty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers 


Though forced to retire from the field by the immensely superior numbers of 


the enemy, sup; by artillery and by the natural strength of his position, 
men never fought more gallantly or efficiently. (Pages 438, 439.) Y 


(Eeport of Brig. Gen. Nelson Taylor, United States Army, —— — 
brigade, of engagement at Kettle Run and battles of Groveton and Bull Run.] 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND BRIGADE, Hooxer’s DIVISION, 
: Camp near Fort Lyon, Virginia, September 8, 1862. 

CAPTAIN: I have the honor to submit the following report of the movements 
and services rendered by the brigade from the 26th ultimo to the 3d instant in- 
cua 2 s * * * $ * 

The next morning (29th) the march was resumed, passing through Centreville. 
We arrived on the batile-groand about 2 p. m. 

i * * * * * * 

Having everything in readiness I gave the order to advance, The line had ad- 
‘vanced but a few steps when the left was struck with such violence by a regi- 
ment (which continued the line to the left) which had broken, that the Second 
Excelsior Regiment, which was on the left of the b; line, was almost car- 
ried away with it. Seeing the confusion, I rode y to this of the line, 
accompanied Ly my two aids, Lieutenants Tremain and Dwi and endeav- 
ored to stay this disgraceful retreat, but it was in vain; the could not be 


h my line fect] panic-stricken, breaking and 
y 
— enemy seeing this charged 


ever, soon firing. 
hor then commenced takin 
an 


t 

which was done in as good order as could be, 
this occasion was not as large as I had reason to apprehend, yet it was consider- 
able. (Pages 444 and 445.) 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Seventieth New York Infantry, of engage- 
ment at Kettle Run and battles of Groveton and Bull Run.] 
Hanks. First REGT., EXCELSIOR Bric. (SECOND), 
HooKer's Dry. (SECOND), THIRD Army Corrs, 
Camp near Fort Lyon, Virginia, September 4, 1802. 

compliance with orders from bi e headquarters I have 
the honor to report the part taken by this ent in the recent battles at Bristoe 
Station, on the 27th, and Bull Run, on Friday and Saturday, August 29 and 30: 


+ * + * ~ * * 
Left Union Mills A 29, at 3 a. m., reaching Centreville before9a,m., when 


ugust 
we ascertained the enemy had e a stand beyond Bull Run. Our division 
was early ordered forward, reaching the field about noon, The first and third 


{Report of Capt. Charles L. V. 


LIEUTENANT: In 


were e the Excelsior (second) being held in reserve. Twice 

our tion was changed, soon bringing us within suppo g ce. The 
raged fearfully, the enemy making a desperate stand, never flinching. 

His artillery worked splendidly, exerting us to hold him in check, It soon be- 


came necessary to fo our brigade. Forming in line of battle facing a Jo: 
wood, the Third Regiment on the extreme right, this command directly on their 
left and on the right of the other regiments of the brigade, with three regiments 
numbering twenty-four hundred strong immediately on the left of our brigade, 
we moved cautiously and saadu uo the wood to relieve a force already en- 
enemy, who was behind and holding a railway. 
desi ed when the rebels, with a mur- 
bya fire, ke through the brigade in front, 
on our line of e, at the same time skillfully turning 
the brigade on our left from the wood, our men never 
til Colonel Taylor saw it would be madness to expose his com- 
of a desperate and much larger foe. As it was, we held 
our ground until many of our mounted officers were d from their horses 
and our colors within the enemy's grasp. Still undaunted, Colonel Taylor ral- 
lied his little force at the edge of the wood that he might send skirmishers back 
to protect the hag dg, Sickel wounded comrades, never leaving the field until 
the skirmishers had twice driven in and orders arrived from General 
Hooker for us to retire. We passed the night on the top of a hill in the rear of 
a reserve battery. (Pages 446 and 447.) 


[Report of Capt. H. J. Bliss, commanding Seventy-second New York Infantry.] 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD REGIMENT, 
Camp near Spring Hill, September 7, 1862, - 

I have the honor to rt that the Third Excelsior, of your brigade, undermy 
command, on the 29th of August took the position assigned on the right of the 
brigade line, and advanced into the ber, where a portion of our forces were 
already ed with the enemy. My instructions were to halt behind the line 
engaged, and when their ammunition was exhausted take their place. I ad- 
vanced skirmishers covering my whole front to this line and dressed my regi- 
ment accurately on the brigade line. Our position was hardly taken when the 
line of troops in our front, belonging to regiments never before under fire, gave 
way under a dashing attempt ofthe enemy to turn the leſt of our line. Gradually 
the left gave way, — hand-to-hand for life and their colors, until the 
line was broken up to the of my command, rendered almost powerless by 
influence presence of the disorganized troops breaking through my line 
and . firing until the enemy were actually in our ranks in over- 
We fell back 300 yards to the edge of the timber and again 
and advanced skirmishers forward to the line we had justleft. The 
enemy had also fallen and seemed unwilling to improve his temporary 
advan! By order I withdrew mr skirmishers and subsequentiy t ook 

position for the night with the brigade. (Pages 451, 452.) 


Paspor of — 5 Joseph B. yrds sneer 3 1 Infantry, 5 third 
e, o 7 ugust 15-30, including engagement at Kettle Ru 
and battles of Groveton and Bull Run.) = 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, Hooker's DIVISION, 
Camp near Fort Lyon, Va., September 6, 1862. 
„ * > * 


derous 
ſorein 


* * * 


At 2 o'clock Friday morning, August 29, I received orders to march at 3 a. m. 
and suppor General Kearny, who wasin pursuit of the enemy. A march of 
10 miles brought us to the Bull Run battlefield. About II a, m. was ordered into 
position to support a ry in front of the woods, where the enemy was en- 
gaged with General Sigel's troops. Remaining about one hour in that position, 
was ordered to send into the woods and relieve two regiments of General Sigel’s 
corps. I sent in the Sixth and Seventh New Jersey Volunteers. Afterward re- 
ceived orders to take the balance of the brigade into the woods, which I did at 
about 2 p. m. Here I at once engaged the enemy and fought him for a space of 
two hours, holding my position untilourammunition wasallexpended. About 
4 o'clock we were relieved by General Reno and Colonel Taylor, but did not 
reach the skirt of the woods before a retreat was made and the woods occupied 
by the enemy. When I arrived out of the woodsI was ordered to march about 
half a mile to the rear and bivouac for the night. (Pages 454, 455.) 


[Report of Lieut. Col. William J. Sewell, Fifth New Jersey Infantry, of engage- 
ment at Kettle Run, and battles of Groveton and Bull Run.] 


HEADQUARTERS Firrn New JERSEY VOLUNTEERS, 
Camp near Alexandria, Va., September 5, 1862. 
* * * * * * * 
Sır: I have the honor to make the follow report of the part taken by the 
iment under my command at the battle of Bull Run [Groveton], August 29: 
received orders to deploy my right wing asskirmishers in front of the brigade 
in an wood. As soon as the line advanced to where the line of another di- 
vision ‘viously been, firing commenced on both sides, continuing up to the 
time that the brigade was relieved. I was soon obli torelieve myright with 
my left wing, the former having emptied their cartridge-boxes, containing sixty 
rounds. The menthusrelieved I posted in the rear of the line of battle to prevent 
stragglers from 5 The brigade having been relieved by General 
Reno's brigade while I was forming the regiment, this last brigade fell back in 
disorder. I endeavored to stop them, but finding that the enemy were almost up 
to my line, deployed in the rear, and now being formed, having divided their cart- 
ridges equally, I saw that it was time for me to take care of my own command. 
A part of the Eighth New Jersey, with their colors, formed on my left. The 
enemy having turned the left flank of the line of battle, came out in the open 
field on my left, and immediately after I received their fire from the front, which 
I returned, driving them from our immediate vicinity, and then marched to po- 
sition on the right of the first line of the brigade, my resting on the railroad. 
in this manner, I was soon entangled in a dense wood, which re- 
tarded my progress, it being almost im le. I was obliged to halt several 
form the regiment. Skirm in advance reporting the enemy in 
my immediate vicinity, the Second New York and One hun and fifteenth 
Pennsylvania, on my left, soon became engaged, Finding it impossible to push 
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“= way through the woods in son ea like order, I threw one company to the 


of the railroad an ` one across the track. Three companies immediately 
opened a flank flre on the enemy, who were using the high embankment of the 
railroad as a breastwork. After a few volleys the enemy gave way, when I or- 
fered a charge up the railroad. The regiment advan on the double-quick, 
the enemy running before us. 

At this point I took one prisoner, who was not able to keep up with his com- 
rades. Halting in an open field, on the brow of a hill, the enemy in sight on 
my left and front, the ent rested until the rest of the brigade came up. 
The infantry did not n become engaged. 

Later in the day I was ordered to picket a road 2 miles to the left. While 
performing this duty the regiment captured twenty-three prisoners. 


In this en ment the officers and men of the regiment, without any excep- 
tions, behaved with great gallantry. All seemed to be actuated with the same 
spirit, and that was to fight. 


[Report of General R. E. Lee, C. S. A.] 
JUNE 8, 1863, 
* > * * * * 

Generals Jones and Wilcox bivouacked that night east of the mountain, and 
on the morning of the 29th the whole command resumed the march, the sound 
of cannon at Manassas announcing that Jackson was already engaged. Long- 
street entered the turnpike near Gainesville, and moving down toward Grove- 
ton, the head of his column came upon the fi_ld in rear of the enemy’s left, 
which had already opened with artillery upon Jackson’s right, as previously de- 
scribed. He immediately placed some of his batteries in position, but before 
he could eomplete his dispositions to attack the enemy withdrew, not, how- 
ever, without loss from our artillery. Longstreet took ition on the right of 
Jackson, Hvod’s two brigades, supported by Evans, being deployed across the 
turnpike and at right angles to it. These troops were supported on the left by 
three brigades under General Wilcox and by a like force on the t under 
General Kemper. D. R. Jones's divisi n formed the extreme right of the line. 
resting on the Manassas Gap Railroad. The cavalry guarded our right and 
left flanks, that on the right being under General Stuart in person. 

After the arrival of Longstreet the enemy changed his tion and nto 
concentrate op ite Jackson’s left, opening a brisk fire, which was 
responded to with effect by some of General A. P. Hill's batteries. Colonel Wal- 
ton pl of his artillery upon a commanding position between the lines 
of Generals Jackson and Longstreet by order of the latter and engaged the 
enemy vigorously for several hours. Soon afterward General Stuart reported 
the approach of a force from the direction of Bristoe Station, threatening 
Longstreet's right. The brigades under General Wilcox were sent to re-enforce 
General Jones, but no serious attack was made, and after firing a few shots the 
enemy withdrew. While this demonstration was being made on our right a 
J force advan to assail the left of Jackson's position, occupied by the 
division of General A. P. Hill. The attack was received by his troops with their 
accustomed steadiness and the battle raged with great fury. The enemy was 
repeatedly repulsed, but again pressed on to the attack with fresh troo Once 
he succeeded in penetrating an interval between General Gregg’s brigade, on the 
extreme left, and thatof General Thomas, but was quickly driven back with t 
slaughter by the Fourteenth South Carolina Regiment, then in reserve, and the 
Forty-ninth Georgia, of Thomas’s brigade, 

The contest was close and obstinate, the combatantssometimes delivering their 
fire at ten paces. General Gregg, who was most exposed, was re-enforced by 
Hays's brigade, under Colonel Forno, and successfully and lantly resisted the 
attacks of the enemy until, the ammunition of his bi e being exhausted and 
all his field officers but two killed or wounded, it was relieved, after several hours 
of severe fighting, by Early’s brigade and the N Louisiana t. 
General Early drove the enemy back with peed A oss, and pursued t 200 
yards beyond the line of battle, when he was ed to the position on the rail- 
road whece Thomas, Pender, and Archer had firmly held their ground against 


every attack, While the battle was 8 leſt General Lo t 
ordered Hood and Evans to advance, but before the order could be obe Hood 
was himself attacked, and his command at once became warmly en Gen- 
eral Wilcox was recalled from the right and ordered to advance on Hood's left, 


and one of Kemper’s brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved forward on his 
right. The enemy was repulsed by Hood after a severe contest and fell back, 
closely followed by our troops. 

The battle continued until 9 p. m., the enemy 8 he reached a 
strong position, which he held with a large force. The ‘kness of the night 
put a stop to the engagement, and our troops remained in their advanced — 
tion until early next morning, when they were withdrawn to their first line. 
One piece of artillery, several stands of colors, and a number of prisoners were 
captured, 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF NORTHEASTERN VIRGINIA 
Chantilly, Va., September 3, 1802. 

Mr. Presipent; My letter of the goth ultimo will have informed your ex- 
cellency of the progress of this army to that date. Gene arr aga divis- 
ion, having arrived th 1 was formed in order of battle on the right 
of Gene Jackson, who had been en with the enemy since morning re- 
sisting an attack commenced on the 28th. The enemy on the latter day was 
vigorously repulsed, leaving his numerous dead and wounded on the field. His 
attack on the morning of the 29th was feeble, but became warmer in the after- 
noon, when he was again repulsed by both wings of the army, his loss on this 
day,as stated in his published report, herewith inclosed, amounting to eight 
thousand killed and wounded. ( 559.) 


poyo of Lieut. Gen. James Longstreet, C. S. 
of operations August 16-September 2, includi. 


Army, commanding First Corps, 
ng 
nassas, Ko.] 


battles of Groveton and 


HEADQUARTERS, NEAR WINCHESTER, VA., October 10,1862. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the following report of the operations 
of my command in the late campaign A ¥ t N 

Early on the 29th the columns were united and the advance to join General 
Jackson was resumed. The noise of battle was heard before we reached Gaines- 
ville. The march was quickened to the extentof our ae The excitement 
of battle seemed to give new life and strength to our jaded men, and the head of 
my column soon reached a position in rear of the enemy's left flank and within 
easy cannon-shot. On approaching the field some of Brigadier-General Hood’s 
batteries were ordered into ition, and his division was deployed on the right 
and left of the turnpike at rightangles with it, and suppo by Brigadier-Gen- 
eral Evans's brigade. Before these batteries could open the enemy discovered 
our movements and withdrew his left. Another batt (Captain Stribling’s) 
was placed upona commanding poles to my right, which played upon the rear 
of the enemy’s left and drove him entirely from that part of the field. He 
changed his front rapidly, so as to meet the advance of Hood and Evans. Three 
* under General Wilcox, were thrown forward to the support of the left, 
an nalian others, under General Kemper, to the support of the right, of these 
co > 


General D. R, Jones’s division was placed upon the Manassas Gap Railroad 
to the right and en échelon with re; to the three last brigades. Colonel Wal- 
ton placed his batteries in a commanding position between my line and that of 
General Jackson, and en: the enemy for several hours in a severe and suc- 
cessful artillery duel. Ata hour in the day Major-General Stuart reported 
the approach of the enemy in heavy columnsagainst my extreme right. I withe 
drew General Wilcox, with his three brigades, from the left and placed his com- 
mand in position to support Jones in case of an attack against my right. After 
some few shots the enemy withdrew his forces, moving them around toward 
his front, and about 4 o'clock in the afternoon began to press forward inst 
General oe ee Wilcox’s brigades were moved back to their former 

tion, and H s two brigades, supported by Evans, were quickly pressed 
orward to the attack. At the same time Wilcox's three bri aon made a like 
advance, as also Hunton's bri: e, of Kemper’s command, These movements 
were executed with commendable zeal and ability. 

Hood, supported by Evans, made a gallant attack, driving the enemy back 
until 9 o’clock at night. One piece of artillery, several regimental standards, 
and a number of p: ners were taken, The enemy’s entire force was found to 
be directly in my front, and in so strong a position that it was not deemed 
advisable to move on against his immediate front; so the troops were quietly 
withdrawn at 1 o'clock the following morning. The wheels of the captured 
piece were cut down and it was left on the ground. 

The enemy seized that opportunity to claim a victory, and the Federal com- 
mander was so imprudent as to ay — his Government by telegraph tidings 
to that effect. After withdrawing from the attack my troops were placed in the 
line first occupied and in the original order. (Pages 564, 565.) 


[Report of Maj. Gen. David R. Jones, C. S. Army, commanding division, of op- 
erations August 15-September 2.] 
RICHMOND, VA., December 8, 1862. 
Mason: I have the honor to submit the following report of the movements 
of my division and of the partis performed in the engagements of the campai; 
in Northern Virginia and Maryland. Serious illness and absence from the field 
has delayed its appearance til now. A 8 5 
Crossing the ene River, I reached Thoroughfare Gap on the 28th, 
and under orders m General 8 sent forward the Ninth Georgia 
ment, Anderson's brigade, into the Gap, following it with my whole di- 


vision. 
* 


* * * * * 


Appearances indicating his retreat, I advanced my command and bivouacked 
beyond the Gap 9 the enemy. The intense darkness and igno- 
rance of ‘the fords over the e in my front prevented pursuit. 


* 

Early on the morning of the 29th I took up the line of march in the direction 
of the old battl und of Manassas, whence sper i firing was heard. Arriving 
on the ground ut noon, my command was joned on the extreme right of 
our whole line, and during the balance of the day was subjected to shelling, re- 
* but few casualties, 

On the morning of the 30th sups alterations were made in the disposition of 
my command, throwing it more forward and to the right, the battle mean while 
raging fiercely on the left. (Page 579.) 

[Reports of Brig. Gen. Cadmus M. Wilcox, C. S. Army, commanding division, of 
skirmish at Kelly’s Ford and battle of Manassas. ] > 


HEADQUARTERS ANDERSON’s DIVISION, 
i ies October 11. 1802. 


* > * 
Early the following mornin our march was resumed, and the command re- 
joined at 9.20 a. m. the remainder of the division at the intersection of the two 
roads leading from the gaps above mentioned. Pursuing our line of march 
together with the division, we passed by Gainesville, and advancing some 3 
miles beyond, my three brigades were formed in line of battle on the left and 
at right angles to the turnpike. Having advanced near three-fourths of a mile, 
we were then halted. The enemy was in our front and not far distant. Several 
of our batteries were placed in position on a commanding eminence to the left 
ofthe turnpike. A cannonading ensued and continued for an hour or two, to 
which the enemy’s artillery replied. 

At 4.30 RIP: m. the three b les were moved across to the right of the 
turnpikea mile or more to the Manassas Gap Railroad. ile here musketry 
was to our left on the turnpike. This firing continued with more or less 
vivacity till sundown. Now the command was ordered back to the turnpike 
and forward on this to the support of General Hood, who had become engaged 
with the enemy and had driven him back some distance, inflicting severe Joss 
upon him, being checked in his successes by the darkness of the night. After 
reaching General Hood's position but little musketry was heard; all soon be- 
came quiet. Our pickets were thrown out to the front. The enemy's camp fires 
soon became visible, extending far off to our left, front, and right. Remaining 
in this posson till 12 o’clock at night, the troops were withdrawn three-fourths 
of a mile to the rear and bivouacked, pickets being left to guard our front. 


(Page 598.) 


[Report of Brig. Gen. John B. Hood, C. S. Sig commanding division, of opera- 
tions August 22-31, including Freeman's Ford, Groveton, and Manassas. } 


Division HEADQUARTERS, September 27, 1802. 
* . * * - $ 


After a spirited little engagemedt with them by General D. R. Jones’s troops, 

on the renine of the 28th instant, our forces were able to bivouac for the night 

on e Gap. 

he next morning at daylight the march was agained resumed, with this di- 
vision in the advance, Lieutenant-Colonel Upton, of the Fifth Texas, in com- 
mand of a party of select Texan riflemen, constituting the advance guard. 
Coming up with the rear guard of the enemy before sunrise, this gallant and 
distinguished officer drove them before him so rapidly that halts would have 
to be made for the troops in rear to rest. 

Early in the day we came up with the main body of the enemy on the plains 
of en g General Jackson's forces. Disposition of the troops be- 
ing made, the Texas brigade advanced in line of battle down and on the imme- 
diate right of the pike leading to the stone 5 Colonel Law's brigade 
on the left. Arriving on a line with the line of e established by General 
Jackson, the division was halted by order of the eral commanding. 

About 4 o’clock in the afternoon the enemy e a fierce attack — — General 
Jackson, his noble troops holding their ground with their usual gallantry. At 
sunset an order came to me from the commanding general to move forwardand 
attack the enemy. Before, however, this division could come to attention it 
was attacked, and I instantly ordered the two brigades to move for ward an 
charge the enemy, which they did most gallantly, asring them in confusion in 
front of them. Colonel Law’s brigade, being en th a v heavy force 
of the enemy, captured one piece of artillery, stand of colors, and one 
hundred prisoners, and the Texas brigade three stand of colors. Itsoon became 
so very dark that it was impossible to pursue the enemy any farther. 

At 12 o'clock at night orders came to retake our position on the right of Gen- 


1886. 
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eral Jackson, in which we remained until 4 o’clock the next afternoon, August 
30, when the battle of the plains of commenced, (Page 605.) 


[Report of Col. P. F. Stevens, commanding Evans's Brigade.] 


Hogrs. HOLCOMBE LEGION, SOUTH CAROLINA VOLS 
2 > „ Near Winchester, Va., October 13, 1802. 


* 

On August 29, after a fatiguing day’s march, my regiment, with the rest of the 
brigade, was put in line of battle in support of 8 Hood's brigade. The 
line was scarcely formed when the order was given, Forward.” The ob- 
security of the hour caused me to separate from the brigade; but I moved for- 
ward until within a few yards of the enemy’s camp-fires. I was met by a mes- 
senger, who assured me that the camp was already occupied by a Texas regi- 
ment. Halting, I sent a messenger to report to General Evans. (Page 630.) 


[Report of Lieut. Gen. Thomas J. Jackson, C. S. Army, commanding Second 

Corps, of operations August 15-September 3.) 

Hoagrs, SECOND Cores, ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA 

April 27, 1863. 
GENERAL: I have the honor herewith to submit to you a report of the opera- 
tions of my command from iy 15 to September 5, 1862, embracing the sev- 
eral engagements of Manassas Junction, Bristoe Station, Ox Hill, and so much 
of the battle of Groveton (on August 28, 29, and 30) as was fought by the troops 
under my command: 
* * * * * * * 


The next morning (29th) I found that he had abandoned the ground occupied 
as the battlefield the evening before and had moved farther to the east and to 
my left, placing himself between my command and the Federal capital. My 
troops on this day were distributed along and in the vicinity of the cut of an 
unfinished railroad (intended as a part of the track to connect the Manassas 
road directly with Alexandria), stretching from the Warrenton turnpike in the 
direction of Sudley’s mill. It was mainly along the excavation of this unfin- 
ished road that my line of battle was formed on the 29th—Jackson's division, 
under Brigadier-Gencral Starke, on the right, Ewell's division, under Brigadier- 
General Lawton, in the center, and Hill's division on the left. 

In the morning, about 10 o'clock, the Federal artillery opened with spirit and 
animation i our right, which was soon replied to by the batteries of P. e, 
Carpenter, ment, Bi enbrough, and Latimer, under Major IL. M.] Shu- 
maker, This lasted for some time, when the enemy moved around more to our 
left to another point of attack. His next effort was directed against our left. 
This was vigorously repulsed by the battcries of Braxton, Crenshaw, and Pe- 


gram. : 

About 2 P: m. the Federal infantry in large forceadvanced to the attack of our 
left, ocoupied by the division of General Hill. It pressed forward, in defiance 
of our fatal and destructive fire, with great determination, a portion of it cross- 
ing a deep cut in the railroad track and penetrating in heavy force an interval 
of nearly 175 yards, which separated the right of G s from the left of 
Thomas’s brigade. For a short time Gregg's brigade, on the extreme left, was 
isolated from the main body of the command; but the Fourteenth South 
lina Regiment, then in reserve, with the Forty-ninth Georgia, left of Colonel 
Thomas, attacked the exultant enemy with vigor and drove them back across 
the railroad track with greatslaughter. General McGowan reports that the op- 
p sing forces at one time delivered their volleys into each other at the distance 
of 10 paces, Assault after assault was made on the left, exhibiting on the part 
of the enemy great pertinacity and determination, but every advance was most 
successfully and gallantly driven back. 

General Hill reports that six separate and distinct assaults were thus met and 
repulsed by his division, assisted by Haxs's brigade, Colonel Forno commanding. 

y this time the brigade of General Gregg, which from its position on the ex- 

treme left.was most exposed to the enemy’s attack, had nearly expended its 
ammunition. It had suffered severely in its men, and all its field officers ex- 
cept two were killed or wounded. About 4 o'clock it had been assisted by 
Hays's brigade (Colonel Forno). It was now retired to the rearto take some re- 
pose after seven hours of severe service, and General Early’s brigade, of Ewell's 
division, with the Eighth Louisiana Regiment, took its place. On reaching his 
position General Karly found that the enemy had obtained possession of the 
railroad and a piece of wood in front, there being at this point adeep cut, which 
furnished a strong defense. Moving through a field he advanced upon en- 
emy, drove them from the wood and railroad cut with great slaughter, and fol- 
lowed in pursuit some 200 yards; the Thirteenth Georgia at the same time ad- 
vanced to the railroad and crossed with Early's brigade. (Pages 645 and 616.) 


{Report of Maj. Gen. Ambrose P. Hill, commanding second division, of opera- 
tions August 20 to September 2.) 


HEADQUARTERS LIGHT DIVISION. 
Camp Gregg, Virginia, February 25, 1863. 
* * a * * * * 

Friday morning, in accordance with orders from General Jackson, I oceupied 
the line of the unfinished railroad, my extreme left resting near Sudley Ford, 
my right near the point where the strikes the open field, Gregy, Field, and 
‘Thomas in the front line, Gregg on the left, and Field on the right, with Branch. 
Pender, and Archer as Apport: My batteries were in the open field in rear of 
the e the nature o. — position being such as to preclude the effective 
use of much artillery. The evident intention of the enemy this day was to turn 
our left and overwhelm Jackson's corps before Lo: came up, and to ac- 
complish this the most persistent and furious onsets were made by column after 
column of infantry, accompanied by numerous batteries of artillery. Soon my 
reserves were all in. and up to 6 o'clock my division, assisted by the Louisiana 
ase pron of General earns commanded oj forgery Forno, with a heroic courage 
and obstinacy almost beyond parallel, met and repulsed six distinct and 
e 1 assaults, a portion of the time the majority of the men being without 
aca’ ge. 

The replyof the gallant G to a message of mine is worthy of note: “Tell 
General Hill that my ammunition is exhausted, but that I will hold my posi- 
tion with the bayonet.” The enemy eters for a last and determined at- 
tempt. Their serried masses, overwhelming superiority of numbers, and bold 
bearing made the chances of victory to tremble iu the balance: my own division 
exhausted by seven hours’ unremitted fighting, hardly one round per man re- 
maining, and weakened in all things save its unconquerable spirt. Casting 
about for help, fortunately it was here reported to me that the brigades of Gen- 
erals Lawton and Early were near by, and sending to them they promptly 
moved to my front at the most opportune moment, and this last charge met the 
same disastrous fate that had befallen those preceding. Having received an 
order from General Jackson to endeavor to avoid a general engagement, my 
commanders of brigados contented themselves with repulsing the enemy and 
following them up but a few hundred yaris. 


During the night of the 29th my brigades were engaged in refilling cartri 
5 putting themselves in condition for the morrow’s t. 


boxes and 
(Pages 670, 


[Report of Brig. Gen. Samuel el S. Army, commanding Gregg's 
e. 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND BRIGADE, A. P. HILL'S LIGHT DIVISION. 
Camp Gregg, Virginia, February 9, 1363. 
* * * * * * * 

We slept upon our arms near Ewell's battlefield, and the next morning at 
early dawn returned near the position first taken “p by us the evening before 
and were placed in line of battle on the extreme left of the whole comman: 
near rpin Run, Weoccupied a small, rocky, wooded knoll, having a rail- 
road excavstion bending around the east and north fronts and a cleared field 
on the northwest, This position was slightly in advance of the general line, 
and besides being on the extreme left, was considered important because of the 
Sudley Ford awe, j which it commanded. Our line made an obtuse angle, point- 
ing toward the enemy, one side of which ran nearly parallel with the railroad 
cut and the other along the fence bordering the cleared field before spoken of. 
Within these con limits was the little tongue of w d which we occu- 


the utmost 8 
were relieved and shi: 


at I would not be able, if it were necessary, to state all the movements which 

were made, I can only advert to the positions of the respective regiments at 

one or two important junctures during the day. 
> * * * * * * 

It was now 4 p. m., and there was no abatement in the fury of the assaults, 

when the b: es of Generals Branch and Early, having been sent to our as- 

sistance, came in most opportunely and gallantly. After these re-enforcements 


had arrived and to the front General Gregg collected the remnant of his 
regiments, and, ng them in line bebind the troops now engaged, ve them 
instructions to lie down, and if our friends were overpowe and had to fall 


back over them to wait until the enemy was very near, then rise and drive them 
back at the point of the bayonet. The men all lay down as instructed, resolved 
as the last resort to try the virtue of the cold steel, but happily the necessity 
did not arise. The enemy were finally driven back at all points, and night 
2 = us occupying the identical spot which we were orde. to hold in 

e morning. 

We slept on the field of battle and remained in position all the next day, while 
the great battle of the Second Manassas was ing on our right. The en- 
emy made several aot e advance, but the admirable practice of Captain 
Melntosh's battery kept them nd musket-range, scattering them with shot 
and shell every time they moved forward. Some few men were wounded by 
shell, but we were not very actively en on that day. 

Hn the 29th, was the glorious but bloody day for the brigade. (Pages 
680, 081. 


Report of Brig. Gen. James J. Archer, Confederate States army, commanding 
brigade, of operations August 24-September 2.) 
HEADQUARTERS ARCHER'S BRIGADE, 
Camp Gregg, near Fredericksburg, Va., March 1, 1863. 


Mason: I have the honor to present the following report of the operations of 
my brigade in the series of battles from Warrenton Springs Ford to Shepherds- 
town, inclusive: 1 1 5 


* * 

About 4p. m., during an interval of the assaults of the enemy, General Pender 
sent his aid-de-camp, requesting me to relieve him, and with the consent of 
General Hill, who was near me at the time, I immediately marched down and 
filed to the right into the railroad cut. As my leading files entered the railroad 
cut I perceived the enemy advancing up it from the left into the wood. Unwill- 
ing to commence the fight until my troops were in position, I did not call their 
attention to the enemy until half of my last regiment (Colonel Turney’s, First 
Tennessee) had entered the cut. I then pointed out the enemy on the left and 
ordered that regiment to fire, which it did with great effect, The first fire of 
this regiment was instantly answered by a furious assault apan my whole front, 

At this time ay own brigade was the only one in sight alon, e whole line, 
but for twenty minutes or more it firmly and gallantly resisted the attack and 
maintained its position until other troops came on my right and left in time to 
save me from being flanked. Soon after the arrival of these fresh troops we 
cha and drove the enemy back several hundred yards, and then quietly re- 
turned to our position. In a few minutes fresh forces of the enemy arrived and 
attacked us as vigorously asthe first. They were as firmly resisted and as gal- 
lantly repelled by another charge. At this second charge many of my men 
were out of ammunition, and with empty rifles I did not average over 
two tothe man. A third assault was met and repu in the same 
manner, my brigade cha upon the enemy with loud cheers and driving 
them back with their empty rifles. 

It was after sunset when we resumed our position, and we la: 
that night with a strong picket in front to prevent surprise. 


[Report of Maj. Gen. James E. B. Stuart, C. S. Army, commanding cavalry of tho 
Army of Northern Virginia, of operations August 16 to September 2.) 


Hoqrs. Stuart's Cay. Drv., ARMY or N. VA., 
February 28, 1863, 
GENERAL: I have the honor to furnish the following summary of events in 
which my command participated immediately preceding and subsequent to the 
second battle of Manassas, or, as it should be more properly termed, the battleof 
Groveton Heights, August 30, 1862; 


The next morning (29th), in pursuance of General Jackson's wishes, I set out 
again to endeavor to establish communication with Longstreet, from whom he 
had received a favorable report the night before. Just after leaving the Sudley 
road my party was fired on from the woods bordering the road, which was in 
rear of Jackson's lines and which the enemy had penetrated with small force, it 
was afterward ascertained, and captured some stragglers. They were between 
General Jackson and his ge at Sudley. 

I immediately sent to or [W.] Patrick, whose six companies of cavalry 
were near Sudley, to interpose in defense of the baggage and use all the means 
at hand for its protection, and ordered the baggaye at once to start for Aldie. 
General Jackson, also being notified of this movement in his rear, sent back in- 
fantry to clear the woods. Captain Pelham, always at the right place at the 
right time, unlimbered his battery and soon dispersed that portion in the woods, 
Major Patrick was attacked later, but he repulsed the enemy with consider- 
able loss, though not without loss to us, for the gallant major, himself setting 
the example to his men, was mortally wounded. He lived long enough to wit- 
ness the triumph of our arms, and expi thus in the arms of victory. The 
sacri was noble, but the loss to us irreparable. 

I met with the head of General Longstreet's column between Hay Market and 


upon our arms 
e 699, 700.) 


* * + 
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Gainesville, general General J: 
son's paa 3 the enemy's. I then pound Ses cavalry through the column, 
ut, and one having been 
position, which 


induced 
who with his was sent 


the enemy in 


Rosser’s regiment was en- 
with the enem lett of the road and Robertson’s vedettes had found 
3 a ; . we direction ni arnaga Station coward Sudley. 

e prolongation o eof march wou vo passed my position, 
which was a bpd Reo one for artillery as well as observation, an: 
street in flank. I waited his approach long enough to ascertain that there was at 
least an army corps, at the same time keep detachments of ca’ 
brush down the road from the direction of Gainesville, so as to 
enemy—a ruse which Porter's report shows was successful—and 
commanding general, then opposite me on the turnpike, that 
and rear were seriously threatened, and of the — to us of the ridge I 
then held. Immediately upon receipt of that intelligence Jenkins's, Kemper's, 
and D. R. Jones's brigades and several picces of artillery were ordered to me 
by General Longstreet, and, being pi in position fronting Bristoe, awaited 
the enemy’s advance. After 3 few shots with pieces, this corps 
withdrew toward leaving ery and supports to hold the position 
until night. (Pages 735,736, 

From these official reports I gather the following facts as to 


THE FORCES ENGAGED, 

the duration of the battle, the character of the conflict, and the losses 
in men: 

First. At the battle of Groveton, August 29, 1862, we have seen from 
the official reports that there were engaged: j 

1. Uxton. 

1. Sigel’s entire corps, three divisions, all day. 

2. Reno’s, small division, Ninth Corps, from 10 o’clock. 

3. Heintzelman’s two divisions, from about 10 o’clock. 

4. McDowell’s corps, two divisions, during evening. 

Total, four corps, eight divisions. 

2, CONFEDERATES. ” 

General T. J. Jackson’s corps: General Taliaferro’s division, General 
A. P. Hill’s division, General Ewell’s (Lawton’s) division, all day. 

General James Longstreet’s corps: General Wilcox’s division, General 
Hood’s division, General Kemper’s division, (Hunton’s brigade), last 
part of day. z 

General Jones ing Porter. 

Total, two corps, six divisions, 

DURATION OF CONFLICT. 

Second. The time en : 

General Pope says it“ lasted with continuous fury from daylight 
until after dark.” ‘‘ Shortly after daylight Sigel and Reynolds’s divi- 


sions of McDowell’s corps had become engaged. Darkness closed 
the action on Friday.“ 
General Sigelsays: ‘‘ Formed in order of battle at daybreak.” From 


6.30 to 10.30 in the morning our whole infantry force and nearly all 
our batteries were engaged. At 10.30 the enemy threw forward large 
masses of infantry.” *‘ Major-General Kearny arrived on the field of 
battle and deployed by the Sudley Springs road on our right.” ‘‘General 


Reno’s troops came to our support by the Gainesville turnpike.” The 
contest began with renewed vigor and vehemence, the enemy attackin 
furiously along the wholeline.’”’ ‘‘ At2o’clockin the'afternoon Gen 


Hooker’s troops arrived on the field of battle, and were immediately 


ordered forward by their noble commander into battle. During two 
hours, from 4 to 6 p. m., strong cannonading and musketry continued 
on our center and right. ‘‘At6.15 Brigadier-General King’s division 


of Major-General McDowell’s corps arrived behind our front and ad- 
vanced on the Gainesville pike.” * 

Schenck says: On Friday morning early the engagement was com- 
menced by General Milroy on our right, in which we soon took part. 
t We remained here nearly an hour, the firing in the mean while be- 
coming heavy on the right.“ 

Schurz says: On the 29th, a little after 5 o clock a. m., you ordered 
me to cross the turnpike, to deploy my division north of it, and attack 
the forces of theenemy.’’ ‘‘ Meanwhile the fire in front had extended 
along the whole line and become very lively.“ It was about 10 a. 
m., when an officer announced to me that General Kearny had arrived 
on the battlefield.” My troops, who had started at 5 o’clock in the 
morning, mostly without breakfast, had been under fire foreight hours.” 
**Re-enforcements arrived in my front between 1 and 2 o’clock.” 
Worn down as my men were, my division was unable to take part in 
the action after 2 o’clock p. m.“ 

Milroy says: The following morning, the 29th, at daylight I was 
ordered to proceed in search of the rebels... The enemy now [p. m.] 
came on in overwhelming numbers. General Carl Schurz had been 
obliged to retire with his two b es an hour before.“ When the 
storm was raging fiercest General Stahel came to me and reported,’’ &c. 
5 evening General Grover came up with his New England bri- 

e. 

McDowell says: ‘‘I received your instructions to order the division 
over to the north of the turnpike to support the line held by 
which had been hotly all day. It was now near dusk, and 
though the men had now on foot since 1 o’clock in the morning, 
they moved forward with the greatest enthusiasm,” 


Hatch says: Late on the afternoon of the 29th I was ordered by 
General McDowell in person to move the division on the Gainesville 
road in pursuit of the enemy, & . The struggle, lasting some three- 
quarters of an hour, was a desperate one. Night had now come on.“ 

Colonel McCoy, commanding first brigade, Ricketts’s division, says: 
At the dawn of the next morning, the 29th, we were again upon the 
road to Massassas.’’ At the close of the day we arrived upon the 
ground, the battle still in progress. Bivouacked on the field, while 
= balls and shells of the enemy were still flying over and around 
them. 

Reynolds says: The action was continued with it until dark by 
Meade’s brigade.” 

Heintzelman says: At 10 a. m. I reached the field of battle.” At 
11 the head of Hooker’s division arrived; General Reno an hour later.” 
General Grover reported, and before long became engaged. The 
firing continued until some time after dark.“ 

Kearny says: ‘‘During the first hours of the combat General Birney 
pushed Ke. In the early afternoon General Pope’s order, per 
General Roberts, was to send a pretty strong force diagonally to the 
front, Kc. “AtSo’clock * * I brought up the most of Birney’s 
regiments * * * tosweep with a rush the enemy’s first line. 

Grover says: “Arrived on the battlefield about 9 a. m. The bat- 
tle had already commenced.” At 3 p. m. I received an order to ad- 
vance in line of battle.“ 

Carr says: About 11 a. m., ordered into position. Received or- 
ders to take balance of brigade into woods, which I did about 2 p. m.; 
here I engaged the enemy and fought him for a space of two hours.” 
About 4 o'clock we were relieved by General Reno.“ 

Either there is a vast amount of lying in these reports, or else Pope 
was about right when in his dispatch to Halleck, written during that 
night and sent at 5 o’clock next morning, he said the battle ‘Tasted 
with continuous fury from daylight until after dark. 

I will now introduce some witnesses whom our friends on the other 
side will scarcely dispute, because they are certainly disinterested wit- 
nesses so far as this question is concerned. 

R. E. Lee says: On the morning of the 29th the whole command 
resumed the march, the sound of cannon announcing that Jackson was 
already engaged. Engaged the enemy vigorously for several hours. 
The battle continued until 9 p. m.“ 

Longstreet says: The noise of battle was heard before we reached 
Gainesville. Hood, supported by Evans, made a gallantattack, driving 
the enemy back until 9 o’clock at night.“ 

Hood says: About 4 o’clock in the afternoon, the enemy made a 
fierce attack on General Jackson. It soon became so dark that it was 
impossible to pursue the enemy farther.” 

Jackson says: About 10 o'clock the Federal artillery opened. 
About 2 o’clock the Federal infantry advanced.“ 

Hill says: Up to 6 o’clock my division * * had met and re- 
pulsed six distinct and separate assaults.” 

McGowan says: We stood and fought with intervals of cessation 
from 8 o’clock in the morning until dark.“ 

THIRD. AS TO THE CHARACTER OF THE BATTLE. 

Lee says: The battle raged with great fury.“ The enemy was 
1 but again pressed on to the attack with fresh troops. 
sf contest was close and obstinate.” The enemy was repulsed by 
Hood after a severe contest.“ 

Jackson says: It [Federal infantry] pressed forward in defiance of 
our fatal and destructive fire with great determination.“ Assault 
afterassault was made. Six separate and distinctassaults were thus 
met and repulsed.’’ 

A. P. Hill says: The enemy prepared for a last and determined at- 
sm Their serried masses, overwhelming superiority of numbers, 
and bold bearing made the chances of victory to tremble in the balance. 
My own division, exhausted by seven hours’ unremitted fighting.“ 

McGowan says: We repulsed many successive charges; I believe 
seven. 

Archer says: ‘‘ The first fire of this regiment was answered by a furi- 
ous assault on my whole front. 

General Pope says: We fought a terrific battle.’’ ‘‘ Lasted with 
continuous fury. The action raged furiously all day.“ 

General Sigel says: The contest began with renewed vigor and ve- 
hemence, the enemy attacking furiously along the whole line.” 

General Schurz says: ‘‘ The enemy made another furious charge upon 
my center.“ I then ordered a general advance of my whole line, 
which was executed with great gallantry.” 

General Milroy says: ‘‘ My brave lads were dashed back before the 
storm of bullets like chaff before the tempest.” 

General McDowell says: The attack was severe both on the enemy 
and on our men. 


General Hatch says: Thes * * * wasa desperate one, 


truggle 
being in many instances a hand-to-hand conflict.“ 
Colonel McCoy says: ‘‘The battle then raging with great fury.“ 
The rebels being strongly pressed and yielding ground.’ 
Reynolds says: ‘‘Compelled to fall back before the heavy fire of ar- 
tillery and musketry which met them.” 


1886. 


General Meade says: The renewed heavy musketry fire on our cen- 
ter had driven General Hooker’s troops. 
. The most gallant and determined bayonet charge 
war. 
Kearny says: ‘‘General Robinson drove forward for several hundred 
a a a pC penis pn tan 


Robinson says: ‘‘My regiments which were suffering from a terrific 
fire of musketry and the og here ey 

Grover says: ‘‘ An obstinate hand-to-hand conflict with bayonets and 
clubbed muskets.” ‘‘ Met a terrific fire from a second line, which in 
gait broke.“ 4 = 

ptain Young says: The battle raged fearfully, enemy making 
a desperate stand, never flinching.” ; 

If this engagement is to be judged by the desperate and unflinching 
character of the conflict, which delivers and withstands seven successive 
assaults, which empties cartridge-boxes of 60 rounds of cartridge, then 
this was a great battle. 

FOURTH. LOSSES IN THE BATTLE OF AUGUST 29, 1862. 
Return of casualties in the Union forces, commanded by Maj. Gen. John 
Pope during the operations August 16-September 2, 1862, inclusive. 


Command. 8 

i 

< 

Army of 8, 
Arm; 4, 
Ninth Army Co: 1.5 


This includes all the fighting on the Rappahannock, the battles at 
Catlett's 25th, Kettle Run 26th and 27th, Manassas 26th and 27th, Bull 
Run Bridge 27th, Thoroughfare Gap and Gibbon’s fight 28th, Groveton 
29th, Bull Run 30th, and Chantilly September 1, and nearly one-half 
that entire loss was on the 29th, at Groveton. 

I believe that it is demonstrable that one-half of this entire loss oc- 
3 525 

e igel’s corps was two thousand and eighty- near! 

all upon the 29th. The loss of McDowell’s * 
hundred and sixty-nine, of which fully one-half was on the 29th. The 
loss of Heintzelman’s corps was two thousand two hundred and thirty- 
eight, by far the greater part on the 29th. The total loss of Porter’s 
corps was two thousand one hundred and fifty-one, all but three on 
the 30th. The total loss of Sykes’s division during entire period, nine 
hundred and eighteen, of which four hundred and twelve was from 
Warren’s little brigade, leaving five hundred and six for the rest of the 
division, including three batteries. Morell's loss, one thousand two 
hundred and thirty-three, of which five hundred and seventy-six was 
in Roberts’s brigade; five hundred and ninety in Butterfield’s e. 

These figures are taken from the official reports of The War of the 


The loss of the 29th could not have fallen short of six thousand killed 
and wounded. 


` Schurz says: My troops * * had beendecimated by enormous 
osses. 

Milroy says: I rallied the shattered remnant of my brigade.” 

Hatch (King's division) says: Our loss had been severe. 

Hein’ says: The loss of this brigade (Grover’s), numbering 
less than two thousand present, was a total of four hundred and eighty- 
four, nearly all killed and wounded.“ 

Robertson says: ‘‘ Our loss in this action was severe, embracing some 
of our best officers. The enemy’s loss must have been very great. 

General R. E. Lee says: Our loss was severe in this en t. 
His (Pope’s) loss on this day (29th), as stated in his publi report 
herewith inclosed, amounting to eight thousand killed and wounded.” 


SUMMARY. 
From these official des raters the forces engaged on the 
29th consisted of eight divisions of the Union Army and six divisions 


of the confederate army, comprising the best fighting material of both 
armies (if Porter's corps be excepted). If the divisions be estimated 
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at five thousand each only, that would make forty thousand on the 
Union side and thirty thousand on the confederate side. In fact Jack- 
son alone had twenty-two thousand men. 
the commanding generals sisted FFF 
such ge as Jackson, Long- 
street, McDowell, Hooker, and Kearney. The battle continued from 
sunrise until after dark. It ‘‘raged with continuous fury.“ The losses 
were not less than six thousand on the Union side, and Generals Hooker 
and Kearney, two good fighters, estimated that the confederate loss 
was greater. And yet the Schofield board and General Grant base the 
reversal of the finding of the court-martial upon the supposed fact that 
there was no battle upon the 29th. 

I have recently read the Personal Memoirs of General Grant, includ- 
ing his history of the so-called Mexican war, and his account of certain 
so-called battles. It has been considered something of a war; yet 
the losses in battle of General Scott from Vera Cruz to the city of Mexico, 
and, I believe, in that entire war, were less than the losses of the Union 
Army on the 29th of August, 1862. 

There has been an impression abroad that there was a battle fought 
at Bunker Hill in 1775. Yet the American losses on that day in killed, 
wounded, and missing were only four hundred and fifty-two—less than 
the loss in Grover’s Brigade alone on the 29th in a single charge. 

There has been a popular superstition abroad that a battle“ was 
fought at Bull Run on the 21st of August, 1861, under the command of 
Beauregard on the one side and McDowell on the other. Yet the entire 
loss of the Union Army on that day was but two thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty-two, of which about one thousand wasin prisoners, or, in 
other words, the killed and wounded were about one-third the killed 
and wounded on the 29th of August, 1862. And yet, in the face of 
these well-known and incontrovertible facts, the defense and restora- 
tion of Fitz-John Porter is made to hinge upon the claim that there 
was no battle upon the 29th of August, 1862. 

I do not believe that in all the history of civil or military trials so 
astounding Joa eee. was ever before advanced. There are proba- 
bly living y forty thousand men who took part in that battle. 

We shall next be told that there was no civil war; that there was 
a “labor riot in Gettysburg, a strike“ at Vicksburg, and the sher- 
iff’s posse succeeded in arresting the rioters at Appomattox. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] I am about ready to believe with the Berkeleian 
philosophy, that there is no external world, and therefore no history; 
that life and so-called events are simply a series of internal impres- 
sions, with no corresponding external phenomena. [Laughter.] The 
keystone of the arch of Porter’s defense having fallen, the whole arch 
tumbles about the heads of those who support it. [Continued ap- 


plause. ] 
FIFTH. DID PORTER KNOW THERE WAS A BATTLE? 


If he did he was not to blame for it. He stopped just as far from it 
as he could, and then went 2} miles from the head of his own column, 
back behind a hill, and laid down in the woods, 5 miles from the main 


General Porter reported to General McDowell his views and inten- 
tions in the following dispatches: 
Generals McDowELL and KING: 


i 
f 
3 
3 
R 
85 
i 
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F. J. PORTER, Major-General, 


GENERAL MCDOWELL or KrsG: I bave been wandering over the woods and 
failed to get a communication to you. Tell how matters go with you. The 
enemy is in strong force in front of me, and I wish to know your designs for to- 
night. If left to me, I shall have to retire for food and water, which I can not 
get here. How the battle? It seems to go to ourrear. The enemy are 


getting to our 
F. J. PORTER, 
Major-General Volunteers. 


GENERAL MCDOWELL: The firing on my right has so fur retired that, as I can 
not advance and have failed to get over to you except by the route taken by 
King, I shall withdraw to Manassas. If you have anything to communicate, 

Ihave sent many messengers to you and General Sigel and get 


F. J. PORTER, 
(Report Schofield board, volume 12, page 2, War of Rebellion.) 


McDowell’s testimony (page 85, G. C. M.): 
Was or not the battle raging at that time? [while Porter and McDowell were 
ther at Dawkin’s Branch about 12 m.]. 
The battle was raging on our right. 
Col. E. G. Marshall, who was one of Porter’s chief witnesses both on 
the court-martial and before the board and who commanded Porter’s 
skirmish line that day, testified before the court as follows: 


About udge 
of the result of the Fema between the force of the couor and General Pope’s 
n Pope's left and the enemy's right during the greatest 
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part of the day about 2 miles off, perhaps „ to our front and 


right. The enemy set up their cheering, and ap to be charging and driv- 
ing us, so that nota man of my command but what was certain that General 
Pope’s army was being driven from the field. 

He goes on to describe how he could distinguish the enemy’s yell 
when they are successful,“ which he describes as ‘‘a continual yell- 
ing.“ I presume that may bring it vividly to the minds and memory 
of many of us. 

5 Porter knew there was a battle, and fully believed it was going against 
‘ope. 
WIEN DID LONGSTREET ARRIVE, 
and was his whole corps present? 

General D. R. Jones had forced the passage of Thoroughfare Gap on 
the night of the 28th and bivouacked beyond [east of] the gap.” 
Jones led the advance on the 29th. He says he arrived on the ground 
‘about noon.““ 

Col. P. F. Stevens, commanding Evans’s brigade, Hood’s division 
(which came up next after Jones), says: On August 29, after a fa- 
tiguing day’s march, my regiment, with the rest of the brigade, was 


put in line of battle to support Hood’s brigade. The line was scarcely 
formed when the order was given, ‘forward.’ The obscurity of the 
hour caused me to separate from the brigade.” So it must have been 


quite late when Evans's brigade arrived. 

William M. Owen (adjutant, Washington Artillery): Marched to 
Groveton at the head of the column, directly after the escort of Lee 
and Longstreet. Reached the battlefield at 11.30 a. m.” (Schofield 
board, page 552.) 

At noon on the 29th, the two batteries in reserve, having halted near the village 
of Gainesville, 3 miles from field, on the Warrenton and Centreville turnpike, 
were ordered forward by General Longstreet to engage the enemy, thenin our 
front and near the village of Groveton, Captains Miller and Squires at once 
proceeded to the position indicated by the general and opened fire upon the 
enemy’s batteries.“ (Major Walton, commanding Washington Artillery, vol- 
ume 12, page 2, page 571.) 

We may also approximate the arrival of Lee and Longstreet from J. 
E. B. Stuart’s report (War of Rebellion, volume 12, part 2, page 740), 
as follows: 


Friday, August 29, as General Stuart rode forward toward Groveton, about 10 
n. m., he found that the enemy’ssharpshooters had penetrated the w , goin 
toward the ambulances and train, threatening to cutthem off. He at once di- 
rected Captain (now Major) Pelham, of the Stuart Horse Artillery, who was near 
by, to shell the woods and gather up all the e around the train and drive 
back the enemy. Notifying General Jackson in the mean time of what was 
transpiring, he also ordered the quartermaster to move the train toward Aldie, 
and sent an order to Major Patrick to keep his battalion of cavalry between the 
enemy and the baggage train, a duty which he faithfully discharged, receiving a 
mortal wound just as po ager eect and successfully 9 a large force of the 

n 


g to cross the run. General Stuart also sent to Colonel- 


Sang aight of Friday, August 29,General Stuart was 2 miles east of General 
Longstreet’s command. 

The attack was made on Jackson's train about 10 a. m.“ near Sud- 
ley Ford. Stuart remained there until the attack was repulsed; rode 
toward Hay Market. Stuartmet Lee and Longstreet between Hay Mar- 
ket and Gainesville. After leaving Sudley he must have ridden with 
his column at least 6 miles. He met Lee and Longstreet at the head 
of their column, communicated the situation, then passed his cavalry 
division—about two thousand cavalry—through the column, and went 
to the right toward Manassas. 

This would give us this time-table; Attack on train, 10 a. m.; re- 
pulsed in, say, one-half hour, 10.30 a. m.; ride to Hay Market, 6 miles, 
say, one hour, 11.30 a. m.; interview with Lee and passing a division of 
cavalry through column, one hour, 12.30 p. m. (see Longstreet in Feb- 
ruary Century); march of Longstreet’s infantry from point where Stu- 
art met him to point where line was formed, at Pageland lane, 34 miles, 
one and one-half hours, 2 p. m. 

General Thomas L. Rosser swears (Schofield board, page 1073): 

Longstreet’s command was coming in a very forced and disordered march 
from the direction of Thoroughfare Gap, moving rapidly and straggling badly. 

How long would it require to close up in mass and deploy into line 
of battle say twenty-four thousand troops, coming in a very forced and 
disordered march, straggling badly?” I apprehend that four divisions 
of infantry, with artillery, ammunition trains, and other impedimenta, 
would occupy not less than from two to two and one-half hours in clos- 
ing up and getting into line of battle. That would bring us to 4 p, m. 
or 4.30 p. m. 

Colonel Marshall, in his testimony before the court, swore that Long- 
street’s force continued to come down all day; in fact, until 1 o’clock 
at night.” 


From all this I draw the conclusion that Lee, personally, arrived at 
Gainesville, 3 miles from the battle, at about noon; that by 1 o’clock 
the Washington Artillery (at the head of the column) reached the vicin- 
ity of Jackson's right, near Pageland lane; that by 2 o’clock the head 
of Longstreet’s infantry began to go into line on the turnpike; that they 
were arriving all the afternoon; that Evans’s brigade of Hood’s division 
did not arrive until near night; that Longstreet’s forces continued to 
arrive through the night; that the only force of Longstreet’s troops 
within 2 miles of Porter up to 4.30 was D. R. Jones’s and a small force 
of cavalry; that if Porter had moved promptly on arriving at Dawkin’s 
Branch he could have seized the Monroe Hill and prevented the union 
of Lee and Jackson that afternoon. 

The troops which Porter first encountered in front of Dawkin’s Branch 
and near the Randall house were no part of Longstreet’s command, 
but were two regiments of Jubal A. Early’s brigade of Ewell’s division 
of Jackson's corps. 

Early, in his letter to Porter, under date of February 23, 1874 (pro- 
ceedings Schofield board, Senate Ex. Doc. 37, Forty-sixth Congress, 
page 553), says: . 


(See also testimony of General Early, Schofield board, page 810 [850.]) 


Now, we know that there was no other force ‘‘ coming from the di- 
rection of Manassas” that day on that road but Porter's command. 
The only force in front of him then on his arrivalat his most advanced 
point was two regiments of Early’s brigade and the cavalry outposts. 
If he had promptly deployed a brigade, supported by another, instead 
of halting at Dawkin’s Branch, he ought to have had possession of the 
Hampton Cole and Britt’s ridge in thirty minutes, He would then 
have been in communication with Reynolds’s left, and if forced to fall 
back would have fallen back to his right, and reunited Pope’s army. 
This was his order. This order he disobeyed. The result was the 
crushing repulse of Reynolds and Hatch that evening between sundown 
and 9 o’clock. 

I think that I have demonstrated, if anything in human history is 
capable of demonstration, that ; 


THERE WAS A GREAT BATTLE UPON THE 29TH; 


that Porter knew it from the sounds of battle; that he fully believed 
that the battle was going against Pope and the Union Army; that he 
did stand from noon until 9 o’clock at night, when the battle ceased, 
across the right flank of the enemy—first of Jackson (Early’s brigade), 
and later, after the middle of theafternoon, D. R. Jones, of Longstreet 
(with twelve thousand or more men); that he did not attack—that he 
did not even demonstrate with any force or vigor; that he never at- 
tempted to advance his line across Dawkin’s Branch; that he made no 
energetic attempt ofany kind to communicate with Pope’s right wing; 
that during most of this time he was more than two miles from the head 
of his own troops, exhibiting the least possible concern as to what was 
the fate of the day, except he had a constantly recurring desire to 
withdraw to Manassas. Manassas was toward Alexandria, and at Alex- 
andria was McClellan. At Groveton was the battle, and in the battle 
was Pope. 

But where did General Grant get his idea that there was no battle on 
the 29th? Not from the official reports, manifestly. He appears never 
to have read them; they are not mentioned among his three days’ read- 
ing. Not from the evidence taken before the court-martial. It no- 
where appears that he read that, Not from the evidence taken before 
the Schofield board. He asked for that in his letter of December 23, 
1881, after he had announced his decision. He did have Schofield’s re- 
port, and in that report we find the following: 

The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter’s conduct was evi- 
dently based upon 1 7 d erroneous impressions, not only respecting what that 
conduct really was and the orders under which he was acting, but also respect- 
ing all the circumstances under which he acted. Especially was this true in re- 
spect to the character of the battle of the 29th of August, 


* * * * * 

The reports of the 29th and those of the 30th of August have somehow been 
strangely confounded with each other. Even the confederate reports have, -ince 
the termination of the war, been similarly misconstrued. Those of the 30th have 
been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious battle was 
going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th. The fierce and 
gallant struggle of his own troops on the 30th has thus been used to sustain the 
original error under which he was condemned. General Porter was, in effect, 
condemned for not having taken any part in hisown battle. Such was the error 
upon which General Porter was pronounced guilty of the most shameful crime 
known among soldiers. We believe not one among all the gallant soldiers on 
that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation than he. 


It was from this report that General Grant drew his facts, a most 
unsafe source from which to derive facts. That report was made ex- 


pressly to acqnit. If the facts did not fit that end, then so much the 
worse for the facts. 


Now what was the origin of and how much was there of this 


1886. 
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ALLEGED CONFUSION OF THE 20 rn WITH THE 30TH? 


The facts are simplyas follows: After Porter made his appeal to Presi- 
dent Grant in 1869 General McDowell obtained from the confederate 
archives in charge of the War Department extracts from the official 
reports of Longstreet, Stuart, and Jackson, and sent them in the form 
of printed slips to General Pope, then in command of the Department 
of the Lakes. General Pope was preparing a reply to Porter’s state- 
ment under the title of A brief view, and as he designed using some 
of the extracts, he forwarded them to General Ed. Schriver, Inspector- 
General, and confidential secretary to the Secretary of War, with the 
request that he would verify the extracts as true extracts from the offi- 
cial reports in question for the operations of the 29th August, 1862. 
General Schriver replied under date of 7th January, 1870, saying: 

I am now able to inelose the printed extracts from the rebel commanders’ re- 
ports of engagements certified to by the Adjutant-General., 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to correct him? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. The certificate that was appended to that circular 
which was made by the Adjutant-General did not have any heading. 
McDowell placed upon it a heading, ‘‘Operations 29th day of Au- 
gust.” So that your witnesses certified to a falsehood, and distributed 
it over the United States as evidence by which to convict. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was certified by the Adjutant-General to bea 
correct copy of the records on file in the War De ent. 

One of these extracts was a brief portion of the report of General T. J. 
Jackson, which was supposed to relate to the charge of General Grover’s 
brigade on the afternoon of the 29th, but which, upon the publication 
of the entire report subsequently, proved to relate to the charge of But- 
terfield’s brigade over the same ground on the 30th. The extract was 
as follows: 

After some desultory skirmishing and heavy cannonading during the day, the 


Federal infantry, about 4 o'clock in the evening, moved from undercover of the 


wood and advanced in several lines, first engaging the right, but soon extend- 


ing its attack to the center and left. In a few moments our entire line was en- 

gaged in a fierce and sanguinary struggle with the enemy. Asone line was re- 

pu another took its place and pressed forward as if determined by force of 

numbers and fury of assault to drive us from our positions. So impetuous and 

well sustained were these onsets as to induce me to send to the commandi 

9 for re-enforcements, but the timely and gallant advance of Gene: 
ngstreet on the right relieved my troops from the pressure of overwhelming 


als gave way before our troops, fell back in disorder, and fled precipitately, 
5 their dead and wounded on the field. During their retreat the — T 86 
opened with destructive power upon the fugitive masses. The infantry fo: 
lowed until darkness put an end to the pursuit. 

The similarity of the assaults upon Jackson’s line upon the afternoons 
of the 29th and 30th as to time, place, and character of the assault is ex- 
ceedingly remarkable. The first was made by Hooker’s troops, the one 
on the 30th was made by Porter’s troops. This error made by the Adju- 
tant-General in regard to this one brief extract was and is the only con- 
fusion“ that has ever arisen at any time in regard to the battles of the 
29th and 30th of August, 1862. I boldly challenge the denial or refu- 
tation of this statement. 

The Schofield report clearly carries the implication that this confu- 
sion in some way affected the judgment of the court-martial. But when 
it is considered that at the time of General Porter’s conviction and sen- 
tence nothing whatever was known of the confederate reports, and that 
this error did not occur until seven years afterward, and was imme- 
diately corrected, it will be seen how preposterous and how false to fact 
this supposition is. 

As General Grant himself says, his remarks as to Porter’s justifica- 
tion“ would not apply if a battle had been raging between Jackson 
and Pope.“ 

I HAVE PROVED THAT A BATTLE WAS RAGING, 
and therefore by his own judgment his statements do not apply. 

The four conditions on which General Grant says he condemned Por- 
ter are shown to have existed. They were proved before the court- 
martial to have existed. 

Not lightly, not impulsively, not from prejudice, not malignantly 
did such men as Hunter and Hitchcock and Garfield cast the ballots 
that under any other government in the world would have condemned 
Porter to death. Not heedlessly nor callously did the great and kind- 
hearted Lincoln put his approval to the sentence. 

Since this case was last before Congress, Hon. Leonard Swett, one of 
President Lincoln’s most intimate friends, sent to the Chicago Tribune 
an account of an interview which he had with Mr. Lincoln when the 
case of General Fitz-John Porter was before him for the approval of 
the court-martial’s verdict. The President pointed to a pile of manu- 
scripts lying on the table, with the remark that that was the record of 
the case, adding: Lou know that if I know anything it is what evi- 
dence tends to prove and when a thing is proved. I have read every 
word in that record, and I tell you Fitz-John Porter is guilty and 
ought to be shot.” 

Not lightly did Abraham Lincoln condemn any man to disgrace and 
obloquy, and least of all one whom but shortly before he had promoted 
to a major-general for his services at Malvern Hill. 


Garfield condemned him. He of the full-orbed brain and tender 
spirit, he whose strong and logical-mind went to the bottom of every 
question which duty called him to investigate and understand. He 
condemned him upon the court-martial. Himself a soldier, with all 
the high sense of honor of a soldier, knowing well the duty of asoldier, 
after seeing the witnesses face to face, after seeing and hearing the ac- 
cused, and all that he had to urge in extenuation or defense, he voted 
for his conviction. Year after year went by, Porter made appeal after 
appeal; he brought forward his so-called new evidence from confeder- 
ate sources; but 

GARFIELD SAW NO REASON TO CHANGE HIS JUDGMENT 

of the case. When the Schofield board met, he watched the evidence 
with all the keenness and penetration of his trained and acute intellect, 
bat he saw no cause to believe that the court-martial had erred. In 
February, 1880, just a few months before his nomination to the Presi- 
dency, he wrote to his friend, General J. D. Cox: 

I have been so stung by the decision of the Schofield board that it is very hard 
to trust my own mind to speak of it as it appeared to me. 

Mr. Chairman, the argument is almost closed. The die is cast, the tale 
is almost told. The decree of the highest military tribunal ever assem- 
bled upon this continent, and the executed order of the martyr President, 
are about to be sponged out. I apprehend, judging the future by the 
past, that neither argument nor evidence will change the result. Though 
Hunter, and Hitchcock, and Garfield, and Lincoln were to come forth from 
their charnel house and again declare him guilty.“ I am persuaded that 
it would change no vote on the other side of this House. Those are not 
the names you conjure with. Though the thousands slain, who fell by 
reason of Porter’s blind prejudice, his unſaithfulness to his country’s 
trust, and his insubordination to the superior whom his Government had 
placed over him, were to come forth from their resting place on yonder 
heights at Arlington and file in ghostly procession before you, and with 
the stony lips of death pronounce him guilty of their sacrifice, and! plead 
trumpet-tongued against the deep dumnation of their taking off,’’ this 
bill would still bepassed. Thefiat has gone forth that Fitz-John Porter 
must be vindicated.“ 

Ah! gentlemen, you may pass this bill. ou may affix the stigma of 
imbecility or malignity to the court that tried him. You may restore 
him to the rolls of that Army made illustrious by deeds of immortal 
valor and purest patriotism. You may elevate him over the heads of 
all the gray-haired veteran officers who never swerved from the line of 
patriotic devotion and loyal obedience. You may erase the word ‘‘guilty’’ 
where Garfield wrote it, and inscribe in its place the words not guilty.“ 
Where Lincoln wrote approved, you may wipe off the word and write 
over it “disapproved,” but it is beyond your power to vindicate Fitz- 
John Porter. This is not the forum nor these the voices that have the 
power to change 

THE VERDICT OF HISTORY. 

God forbid, Mr. Chairman, that I, orany of us, should stand here 
against an act of justice, or of mercy even, from any bitterness of a 
past strife, or worse yet, from any excess of party zeal. If I am con- 
scious of my own motives, neither of these does move me. I have given 
to the consideration of this case long and careful study, and all the 
power of analysis and all the maturity of judgment of which I am pos- 
sessed. In the light of that study and that analysis of evidence, I see 
as in a vision the events of that long sultry August afternoon. Istand 
at the head of Porter’s column while within cannon-range tlie dusty- 
gray column of the enemy presses eagerly down across his front upon 
the worn-out and shattered battalions of the Union army. I hear 
the summons of the cannon—the same that Longstreet’s men heard— 
calling him to the glorious fray for the cause of Union, liberty, and 
law. I see the reeling, wavering lines as they advance or recede with 
the ever-fluctuating tide of batte. I hear the shrill, far-reaching yells 
of the enemy as they sweep down upon our lines, and the old glory“ 
of the Union goes down before the resistless sweep. 

It would seem as if every drop of blood in his veins, every sentiment 
of honor, truth, and loyalty should have impelled him with resistless 
power to the field of battle. But no! In listless ease, careless of the 
fate of his commander, his comrades, and his country, he listens to the 
receding roar of the conflict, and proposes to retire to Manassas with- 
out lifting hand or foot for the rescue. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not for me to judge for others, not for me to say 
how others shall cast their votes; but as for myself, when the roll shall 
be called which shall decide whether the word approved“ where it 
was written by the hand of Lincoln shall be sponged off, my answer 
must be, no. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 

ield me additional time. I will give it back if I have to buy it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. NEGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. BRAGG. Has the gentleman any additional time to yield? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman has thirty minutes, and I will 
take what I need, no more. : 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from Mich- 
igan will occupy the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
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Mr. CUTCHEON resumed and concluded his remarks. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. EDEN having taken the 
chair as pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of ..... hasing bad onder 
consideration the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

REVISION OF CUSTOMS LAWS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a revision of the 
customs laws, and transmitting the opinion of certain manufacturers 
and merchants in connection therewith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROADS THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 5868) to authorize the construction and operation of rail- 
roads through the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second 
5 to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. PLUMB 

until Friday next, on account of important business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syarpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 637) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 


‘A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PERKINS. Lask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I think we might as well have the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour having arrived under the 
order heretofore made, the House takes a recess until 7 o’clock this 


evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 REREN m. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, there was probably a misapprehension as 
tothe time when the recess should The order of the House 
was to take a recess until 7 o’clock. In order to give gentlemen who 
desired to take part in the proceedings of this evening an 
to be present I move that we take another recess for half an hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly took a recess 
until half past 7 p. m. 

AFTER RECESS, 

iat ge ee ee eee d ar rx soll, ap called the 
House to order, and directed the reading of the following communica- 
ation: 
Hon. Jonx B. ans A 

Clerk House of Representatives : 
Hon. J R. Eves t. 
— Cang ani on. Jonx o preside as Speaker pro tempore dur- 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order for the 
evening session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ay on Tuesday, 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG. 3 Mr. Speaker, that broad is the road that 
leads to death, and thousands travel together there, while wisdom 
shows a narrow path, with here and there a traveler. For the benefit 
of those few who have been willing to gather here to-night to listen 
to the discussion in this case I now move that the House resolve itself 
baie ap of the Whole House for the further consideration of the 

order. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Virginia BRADY] is 
entitled to the floor. * * J 


Mr. BRADY. The discussion of the bill under consideration has 
taken quite a wide range. We have heard much of the confederate sol- 
dier and of the Union soldier and of General Grant; and following the 
example of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK], who has devoted 
a considerable portion of the time allotted to him to an able and inter- 
esting discussion with reference to his own position as to the politics of 
Tennessee, I trust the House will indulge me in making some personal 
See and some comments with regard to matters in the State of 

irginia. 

Mr. Chairman, a member of Congress who, for any purpose, would 
knowingly make false statements is an unfit representative of the peo- 
ple, an „6. 8 
honest and respectable members of his own party. This House is not 
the place for the blatant demagogue, nor is it the proper arena for the 
exhibition of the wily contortionist. The characteristic Bourbon poli- 
tic'an is so accustomed on the stump in Virginia to misleading and mis- 
informing the people, and itis so natural for him to traduce his political 
opponents, that in any presence he is out of his sphere unless he wildly 
mens in bitter invective and clap-trap. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my earnest desire, so long as I remain a member 
of this body, that in all my actions, in all I say, and in all my inter- 
course with my fellow-members I shall not, under any circumstances, 
forget the honor, the courtesy, the high duties, and great responsibili- 
ties belonging to my position. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE], in discussing the 
report from the Committee on Naval Affairs made to the House on 
Friday, January 22, concerning the erasure of certain inscriptions from 
the dry-dock engine at the Norfolk navy-yard, made a number of state- 
ments which are not true. The gentleman appointed to succeed Mr. 
Lyons was not selected after a competitive examination as stated. The 
truth is that a Mr. Corwine was, without said examination, 9 
vice Lyons, removed. He held the position ſour months, and not being 
qualified to perform the duties thereof, he was succeeded by Mr. Carr, 
another Democrat, who now holds the office. 

The facts are that Corwine, Democrat, incompetent, was appointed 
in place of Lyons, Republican, competent and twenty-three years’ ex- 
perience, and four months thereafter Corwine was displaced and an- 
other Democrat of Baltimore, Md., given the position, which he holds 
at the present time. It appears that no Democrat in Virginia could be 
found qualified to discharge the responsible duties of the position held 
so long by Mr. Lyons. 

In reference to the cruel statement that Mr. Lyons was dismissed for 
‘‘ beastly intoxication,” I have to say that I have known this worthy 
gentleman intimately for twenty years. It is now nearly ten months 
since he was removed from the office he held so long and discharged the 
duties thereof so faithfully, as I know from the splendid testimonials 
he has from a number of the most prominent and distinguished officers, 
line and os of the Navy, and never before has such a reason been as- 
signed for his dismissal. If it were true the Democrats would have 
long ago proclaimed it, and I am confident that the accusation can not 
be sustained. Itisdenied by the present Chief of the Bureau of Steam- 
Engineering, as appears by the following letter: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STEAM-ENGINEERING, 
Washington, January 28, isse. 


23, 1885. Mr. Corwine’s 
successor, Was appointed August 27, 1 V 


There is no record in this bureau relating to intoxication on the part of Mr. 


L 
Very truly, yours, CHAS. H. LORING. 
Hon. J. D. BRADY, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr, Lyons wasremoved April 27, 1885, and a few days thereafter Chief 
Engineer Hibbert, in charge of the steam-engineering department of the 
Norfolk navy-yard, gave him the following letter: 

NORFOLK Navy-Yarp, VIRGINIA, May 4, 1888. 

DEAR sm: Although — — the circumstances which terminate our official 

connection, I take pleasure in testifying to the marked mechanical and execu- 

tive ability which has been exhibited by you in all the varying duties of the ma- 

chine department of this yard during the period in which we have been asso- 

In seeking elsewhere for another field of duty I heartily com- 

mend you to the favorable consideration of all with whom you may have to do, 
with an earnest wish that every success may your efforts. 

Truly, yours, 


WILLIAA H. LYONS, — Va. 


It was stated upon the floor of the House that this gentleman held a 
bomb-proof position throughout the war and rendered no service to the 
Government. I hold in my hand a copy of the Daily Transcript, pub- 
lished in Portsmouth, Va., in May, 1861. The leading editorial de- 
nounces the Union Army in Virginia as the Coming of the invaders.” 

In another editorial Mr. Lincoln is denounced as a traitor to the 
country; and I find on the list published in this same paper the name 
of this same man Mr. Lyons as having voted against the ordinance of 
secession. : 

From thissame paper, the Portsmouth Transcript of August 5, 1861, 
I find that this sameman Lyons was arrested and confined in jail for 
uttering treasonable sentiments to the Southern confederacy. 


S. D.HIBBERT, 
Chief Engineer, United States Navy. 
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atin ge, ar 


Sm: it our letter of the 12th inst., 


= ratory and 

aag aap pena barea eo bees 

SOR AYO SOAU Tieto Songen or paaken 

threaten ether personal or tical, OW ni 
ici pate in them nor do I wish to Iatrud intrude myself vol 

o 

from me. Shouldhe wish rg 55 facts from me in your case they will be cheerfully 

8 you are at liberty to refer him to me. 

This letter addressed to yourself may answer your purpose, 


Very respectfully, non 
W. II. Lyons, Esq., ELLES. 
Superintendent of Machinery, Navy-Yard, Norfolk. 
J also invite attention to the 28 18 of the late Major-Gen- 
eral Wool, of the United States Army, to Mr. Lyons: 


Troy, N. V., eee 
err eee eee 
nſormation furnished m. 


tion tothet in the spring of isis by you of tie intended 
AUKAI of the OnO stekuier MOROSA On cer ADILA OT war, at that time in 
Ham Roads. The information was written on cloth, as 


E Oe 


Gol. "E; J. 5. Oraa aid at that time, is now at Detroit. 
spe sai JOHN E. WOOL, V. S. A. 
W. H. Lyons, 
United Sales Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Va. 


And I also ask special attention to the following letter from Commo- 
dore Livingston, commandant of the navy-yard, to Rear-Admiral Jo- 
Reme showing the character of Mr. Lyons’s services during the 

te war: 

UNITED STATES ap No NORFOLK, August 31, 1863. 


I kn e 
no know 
1 valuable 3 
onroe concerning the M. ac before her movement to 
sels in the James . He is very attentive to his duties and 
C than in 
work is spoken of well by the officers who have been here,and 
— 72 * work. Such a man is valuable to the Government. 
t effort on the of some liticians to have this 
man removed. y. Iknownot. His eaten eter, 
andi I . er his services have been worth Pawnee the Governm: 


has 
been a — if satisfactory, you will use your valuable influence to have jus- 
I si opr 9 obedient servan 
am, sir, very y, your 
232 ; o. W. LIVINGSTON, 
Rear-Admiral Josern SITH, 4 > 
Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, Washington, D. C. 


I now introduce in the order following letters from Chief Engi 
Robie and Dade, late Chief of Bureau Shock, Chief Stewart, 
Rear-Admiral Davis, Rear-Admiral Cooper, Chief Melville, 
Williamson, and Winans, Captain Glassin, and the present Rear-Admiral 
Livingston, all showing the splendid record, character, and standing of 
Mr. Lyons, who has been so outrageously traduced: 


Cuter ENGINEER’s Navy-Y. 
New York, June 20, 
e I have a letter stating that you are about to be suspended unless 
can prove that your services in the navy-yard have been of importance dur- 
rine warand since that time. 
rob ome cide a intend yt ok Saha son the war in the Dicta- 
massive machinery and in fitting rafts 


. 

8 casure in, ying that —— 
SES eas — then, while I as Ait pig mig ene in charge of the 
ee Msi aad in th e discharge of all the 
With best wishes, I ami yours, truly, $ 


Mr. WILLTIAx H. Lxoxs, 
Superintendent of ‘Machinery, Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Va. 


NAvyY-YArRD, NORFOLK, January 26, 1881. 
Mr. W. H. Lyons, su superintendent of machinery at this yard, has been 
ployed in the bureau of steam engi: cane under m3 here Sor ninatesa years, AONDA 
ears of which time his condact my observation, and I can say that 
e performed his duties faithfully and abl: 


: Mr. W. H. Lyons is hereby reinstated as tendent of machinery at 
Norfolk laiat co ccsecmenoumed iaer nrk bon maag ienin ee eaa rga ha 


4th instani and earnestly recommended” by yourself, the same 
to date ener the 122 * 
Respectfully, 


W. H. SHOCK, Chief of Bureau. 
Commodore J. B. CREIGĦTOX, U. 
Commandant — TA Vage, Va. 


Cuter ESGINEER'’s OFFICE, NAvy-YARD, 
Norfolk, Va., June 14, 1872. 

Sin: It affords me much pleasure to state that since I have been on duty at 
this dl bag (the past three years) the intelligence, ability, attention, and care 
bestowed in the conduct of the workand the mechanical knowledge displayed 
La? bse merit and receive my strongest approbation. 

oping you may retain for many years the position you now so ably fill, 
I am, yours, respectfully, 
assy H. H, STEWART, 


Chief Engineer, U. S. N. 
W. H. Lyoss, 
Master Machinist, Nury-Turd. Norfolk, Va. 


Unsrrep STATES Nayy-Yarp, NORFOLK, VA., May 31, 1872. 


Sr: I leave to say to the Department that Mr. William H. Lyons, the 
master of this yard, has always commanded my highest and 
confidence both officially and privately, and . ——— him to its 
most favorable consideration. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your sees Davis’ 
Rear-Admiral, Commanding Nary-Yard and Station, 


Norfolk, Va. 
Hon. Gro. M. Ronrsox, 
Secretary of the Navy, 
avy Department, Washinglon, D. C. 


EXECUTIVE OrFicer’s OFFICE, NAVY-YARD, 
Portsmouth, Va., May 31, 1872. 


Dear Sm: In compliance with your request of this date, it affords me great 
pleasure to certify to your strict attention to your duties as master machinist of 
this yard. Your gentlemanly conduct and ilingness at all times to act in con- 

2 the authorities of the yard has made you many friends among the ofi- 


— viy respectfully, 
H. COOPER, 
Outta t United States Navy. 
Wirtiiam H. Lxoxs, mg 
Master Machinist, Navy-Yard, Norfotk, Va. 


UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP LANCASTER, 
Off Norfolk, Va., September 8, 1869. 
Dear Sie: I wasa = surprised this morning to hear of yourintended change 
in office if possible. The service you have rendered the Government as master 
machinist of the Norfolk navy-yard should be better recompensed than an ap- 
ater pene in the revenue service as youspeak of. I amsure no master machin- 


of any of our can turn out as much, and done in as good manner, as I 
have seen turned out under your su: ision, I have been here as chief of three 
different ships and have — — one forall ot them. One, the Penobscot, in 


thorough repairs at Washington, was unable to go 
sea until you laid your nr Seo e upon her, 

But if you are still determined upon going into the revenue service, you have 
my best wishes for your success, and I know the Government could not confer 
ana tment upon a more deserving and competent engineer. 

have the honor, sir, to be, yours, truly, 
GEO. H. MELVILLE, 


First Assistant Engineer, U. S. N. 
Mr. W. H. Lxoxs. 
S. S. R. R. Cuvier, 
Gosport NavyYaud, Virginia, March 29, 1865. 
Sm: Having been personally and professionall uainted with you as the 
master machinist of navy- I take * iaaa in bearing testimony 
to your moral character and qualifications (professionally) to — —— or 
conduct the machine business in all its brane: 
Hoping to hear of your future success and happiness, I remain, 


Yours, truly, 
J. D. WILLIAMSON, 
Acting Chief Engineer, U. &. Navy. 
Wurm H. Lyoss, 
Master „ Gosport Navy-Yard, 


U. S. S. SHENANDOAH, Gosport Navy-Yard, November 21, 1864. 


leave to tender you ro Rec for the manner and dispatch you 
the repairs on th 


Aer ch Eng U. & N. 
W = 8 
M., Gosport Nary- Tard. 


Orrice NORTH ATLANTIC — 
United States Navy-Yard, Norfolk, December 5, 
Dran Sm: Permit me to introduce to you Mr. W. H. Lyons, the neki ma- 
chinist at this gas, 


be, 
y, your obedient servant, 
Ah J. GLASSIN 
nder United States Navy. 
9 . of TA, ATA ding th 
An 
Military District of Virginia and ‘North Carolina, 
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New York, April 24, 1888. 
My Dear Sin: Ihave received yours of the 20th instant. Its contents brought 


to mind many things of the past; but so many years have gone by that my 
memory is much shaken, for you must remember that I am now an old man. 
Therefore I wish you would write me again, and let me know what became of 
you after I left the yard and what you have been doing since and how now em- 
ployed. I well remember how much your patriotism, some? and industry did 
to help the Government when enemies were numerous an friends few. I do 
not believe that a letter to the Secretary of the Navy would aid you as much as 
a general one “to whom it may concern.” However, write me again, and we 
will see what can be done for you. I am glad to hear from yoa, and that you 
are among the livin p and, 1 hope, prosperous and happy. 


Yours, res; y: 
JNO. W. LIVINGSTON, 
Rear-Admiral United States Navy. 
W.H. Lyoss, Navy-Yard, Norfolk. 


The gentleman also states that “‘during Arthur’s administration the 
postmaster at Portsmouth, who was a Union soldier, twice wounded 
and twice promoted for gallantry, was removed at the dictation of 
WILLIAM MAHONE.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the other side of the House loudly cheered and laughed 
over this wonderful sally of their champion. I declare to the House 
that the statement is not true. The postmaster at Portsmouth was not 
removed. So says the First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF FIRST Assistant POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1888. 
My Dear SIR: In reply to your letter of this date I would state that the com- 
mission of the postmaster at Portsmouth, Va., will expire on June 20, 1888. 
Mr, Staples served his full term of four years. 
Yours, very truly, 
A. E. STEVENSON. 
Hon. James D. Brapy, House. 


Posr-Orricn DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 27,1886, 
DEAR Sin: In reply to your verbal inquiries of this date I to submit the 
following statements: First, the commission of Robert G. Staples as postmas- 
terat Portsmouth, Va., expired Jan 26, 1884; second, Ambrose II. Lindsay 
was appointed as Staples's successor June 20, 1884; third, the cause of such 
change was the expiration of the commission of said Staples; fourth, the name 
of the present postmaster at Portsmouth is Ambrose H. Lindsay. 


Very respectfully, 
A. E. STEVENSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-G 
Hon. J. D. BRADY, 
House of Representatives. 

He was not a Union soldier, twice wounded and twice promoted 
for gallantry.” 

This postmaster, although an active sympathizer with the Bourbon 
Democratic party of Virginia and a bitter opponent of the Republican 
administration, was permitted under the administration of President 
Arthur toserve out his full term. He was never wounded”? or“ pro- 
moted for gallantry.” 

The gentleman has gratuitously introduced the name of WILLIAM 
MAHONE into this debate. Mr. Speaker, the name Mahone ” in my 
State makes the average Bourbon Democrat foam and splutter. It 
frightens the Democratic bossesand strikes terror into the hearts of their 
clans. We had a mild exhibition of the effect of that name in this 
House the other day. 

With regard to the Federal patronage in Virginia under President 
Arthur's administration, no man in public life has been more unjustly 
assailed than General MAHONE. Lassert that during his whole term as 
Senator no person holding a Federal Presidential office has been removed 
therefrom upon his recommendation or suggestion. The gentleman’s 
party now have the books. Let him examine the record and contradict 
me if he can. I also ask the gentleman to name the Union soldiers and 
sailors who have been removed from office in Virginia by General MA- 
HONE. He can not show a single instance, except one, where a Union 
soldier was appointed to a minor office held by a Union sailor, and very 
soon after this change the Union sailor was given another position. 

As the gentleman has not confined himself to the question embraced 
in the committee’s report, and explored the Post-Office Department in 
search of ammunition with which to kill MAHONE and fire the Demo- 
cratic heart, I will call his attention to three removals of ex-Union 
soldiers, not embraced in the long list I propose to give of those dis- 
missed from the navy-yard. I refer to Col. H. de B. Clay, the depart- 
ment commander of the Grand Army of the Republic of Virginia, who 
was removed as collectorof customs at West Point, and Baker P. Lee, 
ex-confederate, appointed; to Col. J. B. Raulston, who was removed 
from the position of collector of internal revenue; and to Mr. Spencer, 
who for many years, under the gentleman’s own eye, was a faithful and 
competent deputy collector of customs at Richmond. Col. Clay and 
Mr. Spencer, as prominent Grand Army men, interested themselves in 
the good work of raising funds for the establishment of a home at 
Richmond, Va., for disabled and poor ex-confederates, and they were 
both rewarded by being kicked out of the little positions they held un- 
der the Government they fought to save by the influence of the mem- 
ber from the Richmond district and his fellow-Democrats. 

The gentleman has presumed to introduce the great name of General 
Grant in this discussion. He ad that MAHONE, Mosby, and Long- 
street were the friends of General Grant, that he was their friend, that 


the great confederate leaders and their followers have accepted the re- 
sults of the war in good faith, that they are now Republi and that 
the Republican party will not allow any man, be he high or low in its 
councils, to violate the law of the land which gives the preference in 
Government employment to the Union soldiers disabled in the service 
of their country. What is that law? 

Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service by 
reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line of 
duty, shall be eet for appointment to civil offices, provided they are found 
to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties 
of such offices, 

Does the gentleman believe if that great hero General Grant were 
alive that he would approve of the discharge from the Norfolk navy- 
yard of one-armed, wounded, disabled veterans of his own army inorder 
to make room for rampant Democratic ‘‘offensive’’ partisans who were 
in the confederate service during the war? Ah, Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman even goes to the bedside of the dying leader at Mount Mc- 
Gregor and he draws patrioticinspiration therefrom. I would suggest 
it would have been better for him to have turned his attention to his 
own party friends and his own party’s organ at his home during the 
dying days of General Grant, for in the Richmond Dispatch (the Sun- 
day issue) at that time conspicuously appeared a communication charg- 
ing General Grant with feigning sickness. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
it does not become the gentleman to refer to General Grant in order to 
bolster up the cause he represents in this House, for General Grant has 
forcibly condemned that cause in Virginia, as will appear by the letter 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New York, October 4, 1881. 


Dear Sie: Your letter of the 10th of September was duly received, but not 
answered at that time because of my absence from the city, I was busy on my 
return, and have only just come across your letter again, Asa rule Iam averse 
to taking any part in political matters outside of the State in which I reside, ex- 
cept where they become national in their character. I do regard the present 
contest in Virginia as being national, and therefore justifying me and all other 
lovers of their conn. without regard to section, in expressing an opinion, 
In conversations on the subject I have oj ly and frequently expressed my 
hale with General Manone and the usters, so-called, in their present 
con 

I have never been a sympathizer with repudiation in any form, but in the 
peeo instance the virtue claimed by the Democracy of the State of Virginia 

regard as all assumed. They have had control of the State for quite a number 
of years, and as I understand the polities of the State, they notonly have made 
no effort to pay the interest upon their State debt, but they have prohibited 
taxation beyond a certain percentage, which looks to a determination to pay no 
part, principal or interest. In other words, while they are in favor of acknowl- 
edging the whole debt, principal and interest, they are opposed to paying any 
part of either. Hence, on this point between the two, I much prefer those who 
are willing to acknowledge as much of the debt as they think they can pay, and 
who want to bind themselves to provide for the interest and the acknowledged 
principal when it becomes due, 

But in this contest there is a much more important issue at stake. I re; 
the success of what is called the Readjusters as working the emancipation of all 
the voters of the State, and when that is secured, it is a matter of much less dif- 
ference which 8 It is patent to my mind that at present and ſor 
some years back, while there is an acknowledgment of the right of the colored 
citizen to vote, there is a determination that his vote shall not decide the success 
of a political party. When this freedom of the ballot is given to all legal voters 
Virginia will be in a condition to invite immi ion of ple who will add 
greatly to the resources as well as to the population of the State. The interests 
of all citizens will then become so great that no fear need be entertained of bad 
government, no matter which political party may have the ascendency. 


Truly, y 
5 U. s. GRANT. 
Col. James D. BRADY, 
Chairman Republican State Executive Committee. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, were it not for the patriotism and valor 
of the Union soldiers“ the house of our fathers’? would have been de- 
stroyed, and the gentleman would not to-day be a member of the Con- 
gress of these United States. 

We of the victorious side cordially welcome them back to the old 
home which we preserved and saved for them. We greally rejoice over 
their return; they are equals in the nation’s councils, and we are glad 
of their determination to stay, but they must not forget that we are 
still a part of the household, and have some rights which we propose 
to properly assert in our fathers’ house.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I have no respect for that sickly sentimentality which 
gives credence to the assertion that because we on this side of the 
House demand fair treatment, justice, and enforcement of the law for 
Union soldiers we have raised the sectional ery. Perish the thought 
that a majority of the American people will ever regard the demand in 
Congress for the enforcement of the just and legal rights of the men 
who saved the nation as unpatriotic or impolitic. 

Another statement of the gentleman is not true. That is his refer- 
ence to the circular ‘* bearing the name of WILLIAM MANONE as chair- 
man and JAMES D. BRADY as secretary.“ 

Mr. Chairman, I never held such a position, political or otherwise, in 
connection with General MAHONE, and no such circular as described was 
ever issued either by General MAHONEormyself. Every circular issued 
during the political campaigns in Virginia by General MAHONE or my- 
self was published and distributed, and I here again challenge him to 
produce any such circular., 

Mr. Chairman, in regard to the resolutions of inquiry introduced in 
the House of Representatives by the honorable gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], calling on the Secretary of the Navy for information 
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concerning the removal of certain Union warinscriptions from the dry- 
dock engine and from cannons, and the dismissal of honorably dis- 
charged Union soldiers and sailors, in violation of the United States 
Revised Statutes, at the Norfolk navy-yard, I desire to state that I 
never saw said resolutions before they were introduced and read in this 
Honse. I had nothing to do with their preparation or introduction, 
and I am not responsible for bringing the matters therein referred to 
before the House. The subject is, nevertheless, before Congress, and 
in the discharge of a duty I feel that I owe to my comrades of the late 
war, and with the desire of perpetuating the honorable mementoes and 
glorious memories of their heroic and successful le for the main- 
tenance of this great nation I propose to give astatement of such facts 
bearing u the subject as are within my own knowledge and have 
been furnished me by men of high character and standing. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a political question, nor is it a question of 
party patronage at the Norfolk navy-yard or elsewhere in Virginia. It 
is not whether Democrats or Republicans should fill the offices under 
the General Government at the Norfolk navy-yard, but it is the great, 
the all-important question of good faith on the part of this nation to 
its noble defenders. True, the Democratic party and its ‘‘committee 
on spoils” of the old Commonwealth have had full and complete sway 
over the Federal offices in our State since the advent of the present ad- 
ministration, and it can not be denied that gaing the past nine months 
all the collectors of internal revenue, the United States marshals, dis- 
trict attorneys, hundreds of postmasters, deputy collectors, clerks, in- 
spectors, gaugers, messengers, mail-agents, storekeepers, watchmen, and 
other faithful public servants of the Government have been uncere- 
moniously dismissed by the present reform“ administration and the 
vacancies thus created filled by the appointment of active Democrats 
of no experience whatever in the public service. Yet I will not com- 
plain of or tarry upon this theme, so prolific of valuable information 
for the honest civil-service reformers. I come direct to the subject 
under consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, in June last I addressed a letter to a United States 
Senator of the North, which was published in many ne pers of the 
country, and in said letter I made the following declaration, which I 
believe I can prove to the satisfaction of any honest court or jury in 
the land, namely: 

The climax of persecution for opinion’s sake is that of the Bourbon Democracy 
at the Norfolk navy-yard during the months of March, April, and May. I ven- 

rti since the foundatio: 

time no such ow us proseri m has been practiced toward m. ies, 
laborers, clerks,and writers. Valuable information and services to the Govern- 
ment immediately after the reoccupation of the navy after its abandon- 
ment by the confederates, gallant services in the Union Army and Navy during 
the rebellion, honorable wounds received upon the battlefields in tha deapueate 
suko Tor the maintenance of the Union, years of experience in the various 
ical branches, bodily injuries received by mechanics and laborers in the 
rformance of Government work, old, skilled, and valuable mechanics and la- 


rers, all are cruelly disregarded, all shamefully fo: n, all willfully ignored 
in order to make places for hungry and thirsty 6 


The men employed at the Norfolk navy-yard, with but few excep- 
tions, on account of their long and faithful services, their character and 
standing, their superior fitness, their meritorious conduct, felt secure 
in their places, and as a class had little to do with politics and were 
indifferent as to the political influences at Washington, because nearly 
all of them were appointed upon the recommendation of United States 
naval officers in c of the different departments. Within three 
months after the inauguration of the t administration sixty-two 
of these faithful and experienced officials were removed. Here are the 
names and a brief statement of the record of some of the Union soldiers 
and sailors and loyal citizens who have been dismissed from the Gov- 
ernment service at that navy-yard since the 4th of March last, in vio- 
ation of the following United States revised statutes: 


the 
officers in charge with reference to skill and efficiency, an: . — regard 0 


Src. 1545. Salaries shall not be paid to any employésin any of the navy-yards 
except those who are designa in the estimates. All other persons re- 
sno or agin compensation for the time during which they may be actu- 

y employed. 

SEC, 1546, No officer or employé of the Government shall require or est 
any workingman in any prick as to contribute or pay any money for political 
purposes, nor shall any workingman be removed or discharged for political 
opinion; and any officer or employé of the Government who offend 
„ ons of this section shall be dismissed from the service of the 
ates. 


A. J. Hopkins, engine tender, bureau of construction and repairs, 
appointed in 1869, upon the recommendation of Naval Constructor 
Webb; was in 1861 arrested at Portsmouth, Va., and confined in Libby 
prison for his loyalty to the Government; served in the Union Navy 
during the rebellion; sixteen years’ experience in the yard; an honored 
and respected citizen; removed May 4 last, and Virginius Freeman, of 


the confederate navy, appointed. This Mr. Freeman was in the Union 
Navy before the war, which he left to join the confederate cause. 

W. N. Eaton, store clerk, bureau of steam engineering, appointed 
in 1870 upon the recommendation of Chief Engineer Newell, United 
States Navy; ex-Union officer; served gallantly during the war, and has 
a splendid record; twenty years’ experience and constant employment 
in a clerical capacity at the navy-yard; was removed May 29, 1885, 
and William Easby appointed. 

S. B. Kenney, store clerk, bureau of yards and docks, appointed in 
1870 upon the recommendation of Civil Engineer Speer, United States 
Navy; ex-Union officer in the United States Navy, serving faithfully 
during the whole of the late war; twenty years’ constant employment 
and experience in clerical duties at the yard; was removed May 7, 1885, 
and E. A. Butt appointed. 

Charles M. Clark, civil engineer’s clerk, bureau of yards and docks, 
appointed in 1870 upon the recommendation of Civil Engineer Speer; 
was taken prisoner and confined in Libby prison while attending Union 
wounded on the battlefield at first Bull Run; served in the Union Army; 
one of the most competent clerks in the Government service; was re- 
moved May 7, 1885, and J. B. King, ex-confederate soldier, appointed. 

Peter Oakes, foreman of labdérers, bureau of construction and re- 
pairs, appointed in 1873 upon the recommendation of Rear-Admiral 
Cooper, United States Navy; ex-officer of the Union Army; served gal- 
lantly in a New York regiment during the war; wounded three times; 
entering the service as a private and coming out at the end of the war 
as captain of his company; one of the most worthy, competent, and re- 
liable officials in the public service; was removed April 27, 1885, and 
John Castin, with no experience, appointed. 

W. H. Ryder, leading man of riggers, bureau of equipment and re- 
cruiting, appointed in 1877 by the Secretary of the Navy; served in 
the Union Army during the war; has a good record as a soldier; one 
of the best and most experienced riggers; was removed April 27, 1885, 
and J. W. Thompson, ex-confederate, appointed. 

J. E. Stokes, an ex-Union soldier, an old man employed as a laborer, 
removed April 29, 1885, and James Elam appointed. 

Hamilton Hodges, ex-Union sailor, serving during the whole of the 
war; he was for twelve years employed as a hostler, having charge of 
the Government horses, bureau of yards and docks; a most industrious, 
reliable, and qnalified laborer; was removed June 3, 1885, and Sylvester 
Wood, ex-confederate, appointed in his place. 

I. N. C. Cole, clerk bureau of equipment and recruiting; served in 
the Union Army during the war in a New Jersey regiment; was re- 
moved in May, 1885, and R. H. Hamilton appointed in his place. 

William H. King, special laborer, appointed in 1878 upon the recom- 
mendation of Chief Engineer Darby, United States Navy; son of the late 
Chief Engineer King, United States Navy, one of the few Virginia naval 
officers who remained loyal to the Government during the war; a most 
worthy young man; the main support of his mother, the widow of the 
late SeT Engineer King; was removed June 6 last, and Albert Perry, 
appoin 

C. H. Sturtevant, chief engineer’s clerk, bureau of steam engineer- 
ing; appointed in 1870 upon the recommendation of Chief Engineer 
Newell, United States Navy; asplendid clerk and a most accomplished 
gentleman; he and his whole family were conspicuously loyal to the 
Government during the war, and in consequence thereof were most 
bitterly and cruelly persecuted; was removed May 11, 1885, and In- 
man Payne, ex-confederate soldier, appointed. 

L. J. Smith, foreman bureau of yards and docks, appointed in 1871 
upon the recommendation of Civil Engineer Speer, United States Navy; 
one of the most skillful mechanics in the country; removed May 21, 
1885, and D. Brownley, ex-confederate, appointed. 

J. J. Buchanan, store clerk, bureau of construction and repairs; 
appointed in 1870 on the recommendation of Naval Constructor Webb; 
served in our Navy during the war; an old, faithful, and qualified em- 
ployé of the Navy; thirty years’ service in Navy; was removed May 


x. | 29, 1885, and C. B. Page, ex-confederate, appointed. 


Job P. Manning, writer, bureau of construction and repairs, em- 
ployed in the navy-yard since his boyhood days—1863; his father for 
many years before the war was clerk atthe navy-yard, and he remained 
loyal to the Government. Young Manning was one of the most effi- 
cient clerks in the service; was removed May 18, 1885, and W. H. 
Peters, ex-confederate, appointed. 

John J. Curran, foreman of painters, bureau of construction and re- 
pairs, learned his trade in the navy-yard, and is universally regarded 
as a master of his business, He and all his family were loyal to the 
Government during the war; was removed May 27, 1885, and George 
Church, ex-confederate, appointed. 

William F. Smith, foreman of shipwrights, bureau of construction 
and repairs; appointed in 1872 upon the recommendation of the Chief 
Naval Constructor; one of the most skillful and experienced ship-build- 
ers in the country; has freqently had charge of the construction depart- 
ment of the navy- ; rendered faithful and valuable services to the 
Government during the war; was removed April 24, 1885, and H. M. 
Hope, ex-confederate, appointed. 

James Dunn, leading block-maker, appointed in 1877 by Naval Con- 
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structor Webb; loyal tothe Governmentduring the war; an an experienced 
and valuable mechanic; had grown gray in the service of the Navy De- 
partment; was removed April 25, 1885, and Washington Rue, ex-con- 
federate, appointed. 

A. C. Fuller, lost an arm in Union Army; removed as laborer in 
paint-shop. 

R. H. McLean, for fifteen years foreman of boat-builders, and who, in 
the position, gained a national reputation among the officers of the 


P J. Durham, for nearly twenty years foreman and quarterman of 
ship-joiners. 

Joseph Knapp, for ten years foreman of spar-makers. 

Nelson Proctor, ex-Union soldier, foreman of laborers, bureau of 
yards and docks. 

William R. ter, foreman of painters, and ex-Union soldiers. 

William Silloway, leading gas-fitter, and ex-Union soldier. 

John Milan, for fifteen years foreman of calkers, and ex-Union sol- 
dier. 

Frank Craig, for fifteen years employed as machinist and writer; ex- 
Union sailor. 

Samuel Brown, laborer, and ex-Unidn soldier. 

J. Hammond, ordnance officer's clerk, and ex-Union naval service. 

J. W. Fauth, master plumber, and Unionist. 

W. 8. Wallace, leading slater for ten years. 

Charles Stanley, leading sawyer ſor many years; ex-Union soldier. 

J. W. McDonough, fifteen years foreman of molders. 

James Wilson, ten years foreman of pattern-makers. 

Thomas Howe, for more than sixteen years foreman of boiler-makers. 

John V. Schooler, writer, and ex-Union soldier. 

James E. Fuller, captain of ship-keepers, ex-Union Army. 

All loyal to the Government during the war, have since the 4th of 
March last been removed, and the places thus made vacant, in most in- 
stances, given to those who served in the confederate army or navy. 

Mr. Chairman, it appears that Commodore Truxton, the naval officer 
assigned by Secretary Whitney to the command of the navy-yard at 
Norfolk, soon after assuming charge, issued an order removing a certain 
plate from the dry-dock engine upon which was the following inscrip- 
tion: 


Destroyed by the rebels in 1862. 
Rebuilt by U. S. Government in 1863. 
J. W. Livingston, Commandant. 


W. H. Lyons, Sup’t of Machinery. 


The plate containing the foregoing inscription, placed there by orders 
of Rear-Admiral Smith, Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, remained 
on the dry-dock engine from 1863 until said removal by Commodore 
Truxton, which action aroused the old Union and loyal sentiments of 
Mr. Lyons, and making some unfavorable comments thereon, he was 
shortly thereafter dismissed, as I have shown by the official records. 

Iam sure, Mr. Chairman, ‘that no denial will be made of the fact that 
the inscription above referred to, which for nearly twenty years re- 
mained upon the dry-dock engine at the Norfolk navy-yard, was re- 
moved therefrom very soon after the coming into power of the present 
Democraticadministration. I know that it has been removed. A pet- 
tifogging statement has been made that the dry-dock at the Norfolk navy- 
yard was not destroyed. Everybody knows that an effort was made to 
completely destroy the dry-dock; and if the efforts were not successful, 
it is certain that the dry-dock was rendered unfit for use and that the 
dry-dock engine upon which this inscription was borne was destroyed. 
The official records of the Navy Department show this to be true. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, given the names, the services, and the records 
of those honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who, in violation of 
law, have been dismissed from the Government service at the Norfolk 
navy-yard under the present Democratic administration. 

Mr. Chairman, the propositions involved in this matter are simple 
and plain. 

First. Shall the inscriptions of the patriotic and heroic deeds of the 
soldiers and sailors of the Union Army upon the public works and 

roperty and monuments belonging to the Government be obliterated 
by the present Democraticadministration without protestin the Ameri- 
can Congress on the part of those who represent the loyal sentiment of 
the country? 

Second. Shall wounded and disabled ex-Union soldiers and sailors 
with honorable records, long and faithful services to the Government, 
be unceremoniously dismissed by a Democratic administration, in plain 
violation of law, in order to make place for enced, unrecon- 
structed ex-confederate Bourbon Democrats, without an earnest protest 
on the part of their comrades who served with them, who fought with 
them in the dark days of their country’s trials and dangers? 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to no man who fought on the Union side dur- 
ing the late war in kindly feelings toward the ex-confederate soldiers, 
and upon this point I need only refer to my public acts during the past 
twenty years. An examination of the public records of the country 
and of the newspapers of my own State during this long period will 
show that in season and sometimes out of season I have always come to 
the front and defended the confederate soldiers against unjust assaults 


and untruthful accusations. My first act in Congress was to introduce 
a bill removing all political disability: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Jannary 6, 1836. 
Read twice, referred to the Committee —_ the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
Mr. Brapy introduced the following bill; 


A bill for the 9 — all disabilities im by the ee amendment 


the Constitution of United Sta 
Co., fas all disabilities imposed Sey rah ne — of the four- 
. —— ent to the Co Constitution of the U, persons who 
—— engaged in the 


insurrection or rebellion against he Unt United St States, or given 
aid or comfort to the enemies thereof, be, and hereby, removed. 

Ten years ago, nearly, Federal Memorial Day, May 30, 1876, I deliv- 
ered the address at the Yorktown (Va.) National Cemetery i in mse 
to the invitation of the Grand Army of the Republic of Virginia. I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to be read an extract from that ad- 
dress, as published in the Norfolk (Va.) Landmark, June 1, 1876. 

Iam not unmindful that I speak upon Virginia soil, nor do I forget the side 
that her brave sons espoused during the late war. To my mind indeed is it 
to realize the fact that Bd aren te 3 did so much to make the Union ne 
beloved at home and respected abroad, should have fought so hard to destro; 
that same Union. But the war is over, the confederate cause is dead, the ho South 
erners have retarned to the homes of their fa there to remain; and we of 
the victorious side, instead of censuring or condemning them, should weleome 
them back, extending the right hand of fellowship, and ask them that as we for- 
get, that they forget the bitterness of the past and to unite with us in every 
pn effort to benefit our country. 

e war has demoralized and corrupted our people, North and South, to an 
3 extent, and in my judgment the salvation of our country depends 
upon the purification of our governments, national, State, and local. This is a 
most difficult undertaking, and it requires the combined wisdom and skill of 

our best statesmen to accomplish the task. We who wore the blue have only 
feelings of kindness and words of praise for those who wore the gray. The her- 
culean works of valor and gallantry 1 by the ragged, sore- ‘oot, half-fed 
Southern soldiers upon many of the battlefields ofthe war have justly 
won for them the respect and admiration of the civilized world, and most as- 
suredly we their brothers, Americans, should be and we are proud of such deeds 
jroo’ o! e noble men. All that we ask of those who wore the gray is to feel 

act to us as we feel and act toward them. Let us, soldiers of the 
confederate armies, be friends. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are my sentiments now, and I have ever been 
for cordially extending to the ex-confederate soldiers all rights and priv- 
ileges guaranteed by law under our Government to all its citizens, but 
when I know that my wounded and disabled comrades of the Union 
Army have been dismissed from Federal employment, when I know 
that skillful mechanics and hard-working laborers, those who have suf- 
fered indescribable persecution on account of their loyalty and devotion 
to their country, are shamefully proscribed and deprived of the work 
they so much need to enable them to obtain bread for their wives and 
little ones—and all this under the Government they saved—in order that 
ex-confederates may be given the preference in employment, I hang 
my head in sorrow, and ask myself, can it be true that the Union side 
was triumphant in the late war? In all fairness and candor I submit 
to the calm, the unprejudiced judgment of ex-confederates on the floor 
of Congress that in employment under the Federal Government disabled 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, being qualified, are entitled to the prefer- 
ence. It is the law of the land, and the repeated declaration of almost 
every national convention of both the great political parties since the 
close of the war. 

Mr. Chairman, there are two classes in my State, both of which are 
despised and traduced with a malignity and ferociousness which is in- 
describable, and can not be imagined by the intelligent and patriotic 
people of the North. I have the great honor of belonging to one of 
these classes. I am a Virginian who was loyal to my country during 
the late war. I fought in the Union Army from Bull Run to Appo- 
mattox. 

This fact to-day in my State, more than twenty years after the ter- 
mination of the war, is regarded as the most heinous of crimes and 
offenses against Virginia and Virginians, and which will never be, I 
fear, forgotten or forgiven ; certainly not by the party which at present 
dominates the State. The men who fought the hardest, who Pid the 
most for the destruction of the Union, who yet glory in the confeder- 
ate cause, and who bitterly hate those Southern men who were loyal 
to the Union during .the war, are to-day the heroes, the patriots, the 
leaders in Virginia of the Bourbon Democracy. 

There is the other class, which, if it were possible, are more despised 
than that to which I belong. It is composed of ex-confederates, now 
numbering, Iam happy to say, more than fifty thousand brave and true 
men, those who have accepted the results of the war for the Union in 
good faith and have identified themselves with the Republican party. 
They are most shamefully, most cruelly denounced as outcasts“ and 
t‘ deserters,” and their alleged “‘ treason’? to the confederate cause since 
the end of the war is made more than odious. Proclamations of out- 


Union an 


lawry are issued against both classes, and only a few days ago one of 
the leading Democratic newspapers of the State editorially announced 
that we deserved to be lynched. 

Mr. Chairman, my position in this matter shall not be misunderstood. 
I speak plainly, in order that there may be no misconstruction or mis- 
representation of myremarks. Idonot censure the people of Virginia. 
The Bourbon Democracy and the people of Virginia are not, thank God, 
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one and the same. I do censure, I do condemn that intolerant party 
at present ruling and ruining Virginia, because it believes in, teaches, 
and puts into practice the horrible doctrine of hatred and ill-will to- 
ward every one who dares to differ with it; because under its baneful 
edicts many of Virginia’s brightest intellects, many of her most renowned 
soldiers and distinguished citizens, many of her most prosperous mer- 
chants and successful bankers, many of her most industrious mechanics 
and thrifty farmers—no matter how pure and honorable their charac- 
ter—since their identification with the Republican party have been 
shamefully traduced, maliciously slandered, willfully misrepresented, 
and most ou ly ostracised; because it approves of the removal 
of honorable Union war inscriptions at the Norfolk navy-yard and 
elsewhere, while it labors hard to perpetuate the memory and deeds of 
the confederate cause, and because it boldly defends and upholds the 
violators of the law giving the preference to ex-Union soldiers and sail- 
ors in employment under the General Government. 

Mr. i unfortunately for the peace, happiness, and prosperity 
of the people of Virginia and for the country, this bitter, unrecon- 
structed Bourbon Democratic party now governs theold Commonwealth; 
and, supported as it is by the power of the present Democratic admin- 
istration, it publicly boasts, through its ne and its leaders, of 
the recently acquired right to tear down Union war inscriptions and 
to dismiss from the United States Government workshops honorably 
discharged Union soldiers and sailors. I fear that the loyal men of the 
nation will, when it is too late, realize the full extent of the power 
and influence under the Government of this this most in- 
sidious, party, under the influences of which Old Virginia—the home 
of Washington, Jefferson, Henry, Madison, and Monroe—is surely, 
alas! sadly, taking its position backward in the Union of States. It 
has driven from her borders thousands of the hardy, industrious, and 
enterprising sons of the North and millions of dollars of capital. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRADY. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understand the gentleman to say that certain me- 
morials inscribed upon the engine of the dry-dock in the Norfolk navy- 
yard had been removed. What I want to know is whether that is the 
memorial that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] stated here 
the other day had removed and the removal of which I under- 
stood the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] to deny? 

Mr. BRADY. It is the same, sir. I do not think that will be denied. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr, Chairman, I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the time until after 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] shall have spoken. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. i I yield ten minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, there does not seem 
to be any one to whom I can yield the time just given me by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [laughter], so I must endeavor to utilize it 
ae Thad no expectation of making any remarks upon the pending 

I would be glad if the proposition before us were to forgive, to 
out the record that Fitz-John Porter has made. If rey 3 ing bill 
were one extending amnesty to him I should be glad to vote for it, be- 
cause I believe that he has suffered perhaps far beyond what he should 
have suffered for the crimes he committed against his country. Iam 
not one of those who place him inthe catalogue of traitors. I believe, 
as I think most of the people of this country believe, that on that occa- 
sion he was moved and instigated by a spirit of insubordination, which 
led him into doing that which perhaps in a month, yea, perhaps in a 
day, he regretted. 

If Fitz-John Porter is innocent of any offense against his country, as 
some profess to believe, then he is the most unfortunate of men. Ido 
not believe he was a coward, but if not a coward then he was willfully 
disobedient from the very moment he came under the orders of General 
Pope until the 30th day of August, when the tragedy ended. On the 
27th day of August, two days before the first battle was fought, we find 
him carping and complaining, criticisingand finding fault with his com- 
mander-in-chief. And yet I am free to say, sir, that if we could separate 
what General Porter did from what he had previously said, if we could 
consider his action alone and not his words, we might induce ourselves 
to believe that he was not guilty of any offense against his country. 
Gentlemen sneer when we say that General Porter was disloyal to his 
commander, as if that had nothing to do with fealty to country. 

They make a wide distinction, and I concede that there may be a 
great distinction, between the two cases in general; but when a com- 
mander in the field orders a subordinate officer to do a certain duty in 
a perilous hour, then that subordinate can not be disloyal to his com- 
mander without being at the same time disloyal to his country. There 
can be no distinction in such a case as that. An officer must either do 
his duty as ordered, or he must be regarded as disloyal to his for 
the time being. The fact that the commanding general does not hap- 


pen to suit him has nothing to do with the question. If he thinks 
that the commander has less brains than himself, that is no reason why 
he should fail to exercise all his own capacity in defending the flag un- 
der which heserves. If his commander be weak and lacking in capac- 


ity, the obligation is all the greater upon the subordinate to bring to 
bear, for the benefit of his flag, all the ability and all the valor which 
he possesses. 
Now, sir, on the 27th of August we find General Porter writing let- 
ters, complaining and criticising what had been done and what wasabout 
to be done, telling how little was known about the situation, and at 
the same time exposing how little he knew about the situation him- 
self. The very first order he received from his new commander he dis- 
obeyed. For that disobedience, which is practically admitted, a great 
variety of excuses were offered two years ago in this Chamber. It was 
stated here by one gentleman at least that a terrific thunder-storm, 
amoun almost to a cyclone, prevented his moving as ordered; but 
now that terrific thunder-storm has declined toa mist. According to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. HAYNES] who opens the case 
for General Porter, that terrible thunder-storm has shriveled into a 
mist, and if the real truth had been stated it would have dwindled to 
agentledew. [Laughter.] There was absolutely no storm that night. 
No man who was in that army, no man who marched either toward 
the enemy or from the enemy on that occasion, dare stand up in this 
and say that there was a storm. But it seemed to be necessary 
two years ago that a thunder-storm should be manufactured here in or- 
der to excuse Fitz-John Porter and acquit him of his offense against his 
country and his kind. 
It is said pied, es stupidity on the part of General Pope; that 
his idea of ‘bagging at that time was ridiculous. Because 
Jackson was not bagged, because what Pope had determined to do 


was not done, tlemen say, Oh, that was so stupid; it was so far 
beyond the possibilities.“ But Fitz-John Porter was nine miles away 
in the hour when the ‘‘ ing’? was to be accomplished; he was nine 


miles from the t where he was expected to be; and when Porter 
finally reached point the enemy which was expected to be there 
had gone, and how could he be “‘bagged?’’ Because there was a fail- 
ure under these circumstances no inference can be drawn that if the 
orders of General Pope had been obeyed success would not have crowned 
the effort. But whether failure orsuccess follow, the duty of the soldier 
in the hour a battle is pending is to obey. 

But Porter, instead of being at the point designated at daylight, 
was not there until 10 o’clock. That is failure No. 1 to obey orders. 
Then came the great misfortune that befell our arms, growing, as I be- 
lieve, out of the failure of Porter to obey orders on the 29th. I refer 
to the orders sent to Porter personally and the joint order sent to him 
and General McDowell. 

Arriving at Dawkin’s Branch, where he should have prepared for 
battle on the 29th day of August, Porter then and there made manifest 
to all the world a purpose on his part not to fight the enemy. And 
here is where the gentleman from Alabama makes his great mistake. 
His whole argument to-day, which was able, was based on the sup- 
position that General Porter was in the presence, and believed he was 
in the presence, of twenty-five thousand of theenemy. Hence the gen- 
tleman argues it would have been a piece of hardihood, it would have 
been a waste of men and material—mere recklessness—to make an at- 
tack upon an enemy thus numerous. Now, I undertake to say that 
there is not a particle of evidence anywhere in the case going to show 
that General Porter at the time he halted his command at Dawkin’s 
Branch had any knowledge whatever of the number of the enemy in 
his front—not one scintilla of evidence. 

Mr. WHEELER. You were an officer in the Army ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Les, in the Army; but not an ofi- 
cer. 

Mr. WHEELER. And do you say it is possible for a military com- 
mander to be in the presence of twenty-five thousand of the enemy 
without it? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not say that. I do not say a 
general can be in the presence of the enemy and not know there is an 
enemy. But I say it is a very easy thing, and a very common thing, 
to be in the presence of an enemy and not know the number of that 
enemy. I think that is the case almost every time a battle is fought. 
But I say now that it matters nothing whether that army was com- 
posed of twenty-five thousand men or twenty-five men. The obliga- 
tion or duty resting upon Fitz-John Porter was just as strong as if 
he had believed the number of the enemy to be exactly that which he 
himself commanded. In fact I believe, and I think you yourself be- 
lieve, that the duty was even greater, the responsibility of obeying 
the order rose even higher if he knew that the enemy consisted of 
twenty-five thousand men, because then it was all the more important 
he should hold those twenty-five thousand men so that they could not 
be hurled against the army of Pope, then ina deadly conflict with Gen- 
eral Jackson. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will you be kind enough to read anything from 
the record showing that General Pope ordered Porter to make an attack 
upon any troops in front of him prior to 4.30 in the afternoon? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That, with all deference to the gen- 
tleman, is simply a quibble. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I assert that no such order was ever given, and I 
call upon you to read it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Well, I am not here to read orders. 
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I have ten minutes of time which I can not use to hunt orders read here 


already a dozen times over. I know that Porter was ordered there for 
the purpose of attacking the enemy. He was ordered in the first place 
to move to Gainesville. 

Mr. WHEELER. Toward Gainesville. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But was never ordered to stop at 
all until he had made connection with the other portions of the army. 
Neither of those things had been accomplished up to the time he made 
his halt at Dawkin’s Branch. 

Mr. WHEELER. Do you assert that by moving farther forward to- 
ward Gainesville he would have made connection with troops on his 
right? I assert—I assert confidently—that to have gone beyond where 
he was would have placed him farther from any connection with any 
troops on his right. z 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Farther from the connection with 
Union forces, but nearer the enemy. And if you say he had an alter- 
native—if you say he might have obeyed one order or the other, that 
is, join with our forces or proceed toward Gainesville—if you make this 
distinction, then all he had to do was to move on toward Gainesville 
and he would have struck the enemy. If you say the first order should 
have been followed, then he did not go far enough to the right to join 
himself with our forces, and so did not obey the order. 

Mr. WHEELER. But the only order he ever received directed him 
to march toward Gainesville. If he had moved to the right, he would 
have been disobeying that order, and would have placed himself where 
Longstreet could have advanced on that road and flanked Pope. In 
that case Porter would have been arrested most certainly, as he ought 
to have been. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pe Ivania. It makes little difference to me, 
sir—it should have made little difference to General Porter—whether 
he construed the order as a command to him to move on toward Gaines- 
ville until he struck the enemy or to go far enough to the right to con- 
nect with the other Union forces. He did neither, and the only excuse 
that the gentleman now offers in his behalf is that in his front stood 
the enemy, twenty-five thousand strong, and for that reason he is to be 
excused for not fighting. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me make one single statement. When Por- 
ter reached Dawkin’s Branch he met McDowell. McDowell swears he 
took command, and said: I will take my troops (eighteen thousand 
men) and make a connection, and you remain here.“ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is an entire misapprehension 
of the situation. General McDowell turned back and leit the road 
upon which the troops of General Porter were distributed, took a road 
to the right hand, and that evening engaged with the enemy on Por- 
ter’s right, and General Porter was left to exercise his own volition— 
to fight or not to fight, as he saw fit, and he saw fit not to fight. 

But to return. The gentleman’s whole argument this morning was 
based on the assumption that twenty-five thousand were known by 
Porter to be in his front. Whether he knew that or not makes little 
difference; but I say there is no evidence of it. He had learned that 
Longstreet’s advanced pickets were only at Gainesville, 4 miles away, 
when he himself had position at Dawkin’s Branch. 

Mr. WHEELER. He had the statement that seventeen regiments 
had passed through Gainesville at 9.45 that morning. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I beg your pardon. General Por- 
ter had no such information at that time. It was obtained afterward, 
as he himself said. Among all those who have argued: this case no 
one but the gentleman claims that Porter had knowledge there were 
seventeen regiments in his front at that time. 

But no matter. If he had such knowledge, the duty was actually 
upon him to make an attack upon that twenty-five thousand men; to 
do what he could to defeat them, or to hold them to their position and 
prevent Longstreet from sending brigade after brigade to Jackson to as- 
sist him in his resistance of the assault which was being made on Jack- 
son’s line. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I will now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, through the kindness of my friend 
from Kansas Iam unexpectedly permitted to say a few words in justi- 
fication of the vote I expect to cast on the pending bill. I do not in- 
tend to comment upon the evidence before the court-martial which con- 
victed Fitz-John Porter, nor upon the evidence claimed to have been 
subsequently discovered and presented to the commission which sought 
to vindicate him. Only thase who have carefully and intelligently 
studied the whole record are competent to review it and present it be- 
fore Congress. 

But there are certain present surroundings of this case in this pres- 
ence which can be understood and commented upon without a knowl- 
edge of the minute evidence presented to the court-martial. Fitz-John 
Porter was a soldier by profession; of his own free choice he had se- 
lected the tribunal which tried him. In becoming a soldier, adopting 
that profession for his life-work, he had deliberately chosen the 
tribunal which should try him for any military offense, the court- 
martial provided by the statute, and ordered by competent authority. 
The same tribunal which tries the soldier in the ranks, the subordi- 
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nate or the higher officer, was the tribunal which he chose before 
which he went, and by which he was, more than twenty years ago, 
convicted of grave crimes, and by reason of that conviction ceased to 
be an officer in the Army of the United States. 

This proceeding is an appeal from the court of his own choice to the 
political judgment of this legislative body. Ostensibly, the purpose of 
this appeal is to restore Fitz-John Porter to the rolls of the Army and 
to the salary and emoluments attached to that position when he shall 
be placed on the retired-list. It is declared, however, that the real pur- 
pose of this movement is to vindicate a long-suffering soldier, to take 
away from him the stigma of having failed in the hour of the nation’s 
n to lift off his shoulders the burden he has so unjustly borne for so 
many years. 

I desire to say to gentlemen on both sides of this House that this is 
not the tribunal to relieve Fitz-John Porter from the stigma and stain 
of the verdict which sent him di out of the Army. The great 
body of Union soldiers from the Atlantic to the Pacific have long since 
made up their verdict against Fitz-John Porter, and no action of Con- 
gress can recall or change that verdict. Every Congress that sees this 
matter discussed in this House but strengthens the conviction of that 
army to which he ought to look for vindication and a reversal of their 
judgment against him. Instead of standing better before the Ameri- 
can people by this proceeding, no day passes in Congress, with this 
matter discussed and the discussion going out to the great body of men 
who represented that army of which he was an officer, without a firmer, 
a stronger, and a deeper feeling in favor of the verdict of the court-, 
martial which convicted him. If it is for vindication, if it is for the 
purpose of rewriting the history of the country, silence would better 
become him and his friends. 

Congress can not vindicate him. The bill for his relief comes before 
the House, and it is decided by a divided vote, because men on both 
sides differ, and you call this a vindication, a vindication by a political 
body dividing largely on political lines. 

It is such a vindication as no professional soldier ought to ask, and 
therefore such as no Congress ought to attempt to make. 

There are some peculiar surroundings, Mr. Chairman, of this case. 
We are recalling a matter of discipline in the Union Army, a matter in 
which the great body of the American ros adhering to the Union 
cause were at one time deeply and vitally in The men who 
fought under the same colors as did Fitz-John Porter were the men 
most deeply interested in the success of their cause and in the disci- 
pline of their Army. 

To-day the tribunal to which Fitz-John Porter appeals is a tribunal 
composed not only of men who served in the Union Army and the repre- 
sentatives of those who sustained them at home, but it is a tribunal com- 

largely of men who were engaged in disciplining anotherarmy, men 
whodid notadhere to the Union cause, and the representatives of men not 
then represented in the Union; and he and his friends expect that such 
a tribunal, and a bill carried by the votes of the men who were not in- 
terested in good discipline in the Union Army, is going to vindicate him 
before the great body of the American people. Better go down to his- 
tory without any attempt to rewrite the history of this matter to fit a 
single case, the case of a man whose interests are no higher than the 
interests of the private soldier in the ranks; better let future genera- 
tions rewrite and reread the history of this time when free from per- 
sonal feelings, when free from passion, when free from political bias 
Porter may hope to have a fair and candid judgment. Itis only by 
such a judgment that he can hope to have his name and fame relieved 
from the stigma which now rests upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, in this attempt to rewrite history and correct its judg- 
ments there is more of politics than men are willing toadmit. In 1862, 
1863, and 1864, there wasa divided political conviction in the North in 
regard to the way and manner of prosecuting and conducting the war; 
the Government, the party in power attempting to prosecute it in a 
certain way, the party out of power were demanding the prosecution 
in another way, and Fitz-John Porter represented that other way. For 
twenty years that other way has been in disgrace among the American 
people, a confessed fault if not a crime; and this action to my mind is 
but an attempt, at this late day, to change the verdict of the people, 
and to declare by this vote that he and his confederates represented the 
true spirit and the true judgment as to how the war should be prose- 
cuted. It is an attempt to justify the action of those whom we were in 
the habit of characterizing in the North as hostile to the success of the 
Union arms. It is a revival by Porter and his friends of the old con- 
test between the friends and advocates of a vigorous prosecution of the 
war and the advocates of compromise—an affirmative vote on this bill 
is to be the vindication of the compromisers as well as of Fitz-John 
Porter. 

I heard the question asked here to-night: ‘‘ Were you ever in the pres- 
ence of an army and did not know it?“ Ihave been in the immediate 


prenos of forty thousand men for nearly the whole day, and did not 
ow it, and not only I, but so gallant and able a soldier as General 
Sherman did not know it. 

All day on the 5th of April, 1862, the Union Army lay in the im- 
mediate presence of the confederate army without knowledge that an 
enemy was near except a small reconnoitering force. 
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Mr. BRAGG. May I interupt the gentleman? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me ask if General Sherman has not certified ina 
book which he published, and General Grant indorsed the same, and 
General Prentiss approved the same, that the army at Shiloh was not 
surprised ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is very great difference between 
being in the presence of an army and being surprised, between not bein 
surprised and not expecting an engagement. There is a very mark 
difference between being rised and knowing that an enemy is very 
near. General Grant, by a dispatch on the night of the 5th day of April, 
stated that a reconnoitering force of the enemy had attacked two of his 
regiments, but he had no idea that a general en ent was to be 
brought on. But he added that he was pre 1 prepared, it was 
not a surprise to him. I happened to be there. Whether they were 
surprised or not I do not know; but I do know, by written statements 
made at the time, that they did not expect a general ment; and 
I do know, by the line of battle, arranged not with reference to fighting, 
but with reference to health, that they did not expect a battle on that 
day. 
Mr. Chairman, when General Pope came from the West he came from 
an army whose great battles were always victories, whose every cam- 
paign resulted in penetrating deeper into the enemy's country. He 
came to an equally gallant army, but whose commanding officers had 
never seemed to know how to fight a battle out. He came, as I believe, 
to predetermined defeat, as every other man who came from that vic- 
torious Western army would have come at that time coming to the 
Potomac; and yet we in a political body, largely divided by political 
affiliations, are asked to vindicate a man aiding and intending to aid in 
the defeat—are asked by our vote to add something to or take some- 
thing from his record. Why from the close of the war down to the 
present day there has not been a year in my judgment that some friend 
or attorney of Fitz-John Porter has not presented to the American peo- 
ple some new argument in favor of his acquittal. 

Maps have been reconstructed, history rewritten, social and political 
influence brought to bear, while year by year the American people have 
been educated upon this question. In the Forty-eighth Congress day 
after day day this matter was discussed and rediscussed. In this Con- 
gress a week of valuable time before a body that has no power to vin- 
dicate a man is consumed; and we are going to divide and vote, 
on one side and part on the other, and use of political majorities 
made up of a reunion of all the forces on both sides of the conflict we 
are going to say by that majority that Fitz-John Porter is vindicated 
and justified! 

It is not wise to forget whence comes the vote which is to vindicate 
Porter and restore him to the rolls of the Army, for the fiat has gone 
forth that he is to be so restored, for in eee these things we 
shall know how to value the vindication. 

Out upon any such vindication, upon any such justification. This is 
not the tribunal of American judgment; this is not the tribunal which 
has it in its power to change any single letter of the record, that has it 
in its power to take away from the purest and best of the American 
people, its Army that wore the bine, the conviction that Fitz-John 
Porter deliberately, knowingly, and willfully sacrificed General Pope 
when he might have saved a battle and won victory for the Union 
arms. 

T am satisfied with the verdict of the court-martial and with the ver- 
dict of the great body of the Union Army, and shall express that satis- 
faction by the vote which I intend to east upon the pending bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not being a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs I had not expected to engage in this discussion, and until this 
evening I had no thought or purpose of adding to what I said in the 
Forty-eighth Congress concerning this case. But at that time I gave 
to the bill then presented to us for our consideration some thought, 
some investigation, some careful consideration, and I desire briefly to- 
night to emphasize and only emphasize what I had then oceasion to say. 

For more than twenty years it has stood recorded that in an hour of 
the country’s extremity and peril Fitz-John Porter was guilty of in- 
subordination and disobedience of orders; and d all these 
the loyal, patriotic heart of this country has indorsed and approved that 
record. Itso approves it now, and asks that in the vans sk are yet 
to come it may stand as the recorded judgment of the American le. 

Why ought it to be stricken down? What evidence is tend to 
us for our consideration? What evidence has been adduced that is cal- 
culated to convince any man that the verdict then recorded by that dis- 
tinguished court-martial was erroneous and wrong? ‘True, it has been 
criticised; true, supplications and petitions have been ted; true, a 
military commission reviewed the evidence subsequen y, years after that 
trial and that investigation; a commission that had no power to execute 
its decrees; a commission that had no power to administer a legal oath; 
a commission that had no power to command the presence of a witness; 
a commission constituted and composed of three officers to review the 


XVII——97 


proceedings of a court-martial legally constituted and authorized under 
the laws of the land sitting for forty-five days patiently, impartially, 
and conscientiously endeavoring to ascertain and determine the facts. 

I have heard it said upon this floor that that is not such a court as is 
recognized by or known to our Constitution. And yet members here 
know that quite recently the Supreme Court of the nation in review- 
ing the celebrated case of Paymaster Smith has recognized and affirmed 
the constitutionality and legality of military courts-martial, and it has 
declared the law to be that these officers may not only be tried and 
court-martialed for offenses committed by them in their military ca- 
pacity, but they may be court-martialed and tried for offenses coni- 
mitted in a civil capacity if as a matter of fact they are officers repre- 
senting the Government of the United States. 

We all know how important it is, if we desire to ascertain the truth, 
that a matter shall be investigated when it is fresh in the minds and 
recollections of the people. As lawyers we all know how important it 
is, if we are defending criminals, to indulge in delay and procrastination. 
We know that delay is the essence of our defense, and if we can secure 
continuances until witnesses are dead; if we can secure delays until 
facts are forgotten; if we can secure continuances until public interest 
has rn Y or has lost knowledge of the case, then we hope to se- 
cure acquittals for our clients. And it has occurred to me that is the 
essence of this supplication and of this petition that is presented to the 
American Congress in the name of Fitz- John Porter. When that dis- 
tinguished court-martial sat for forty-five days and heard the witnesses 
tendered in defense of Fitz-John Porter, as well as those brought by 
the Government to confront him with his deeds, all knew the circum- 
stances; the facts were fresh. 

General Porter knew whether it rained on that night ornot. Gen- 
eral Porter knew w er the roads were passable on that night or not. 
General Porter knew whether his troops were in condition to be marched 
that night or not. General Porter knew whether he received these or- 
ders or not. General Porter knew whether he had moved with expe- 
dition and promptness or not. General Porter knew, and so did the 
country, where the position of these confederate forces was on that day. 
And now, after more than twenty years from the happening of those 
events, he comes to Congress to say that that court-martial so patiently 
investigating these facts knew nothing of them, and were in error. 

Is not that, Mr. Chairman, a remarkable proposition? Iremember 
that in the Forty-eighth Congress a distinguished gentleman from New 
York who had charge of this bill said that we, as members of Con- 
gress, were not competent to consider the facts; that we, as members, 
could not investigate the testimony and determine whether Fitz-John 
Porter was innocent or guilty. And yet, with that remarkable decla- 
ration made here to this House, he pressed upon our attention and our 
consideration a bill something like the one we are considering to-night. 
I think it isa remarkable thing in the history of legislative bodies that 
a man should come before Congress pressing for its consideration such 
a bill, and yet declaring when so tendering it that that body was not 
competent to give it an intelligent investigation. 

Appeals are made on this floor to us in the name of General Grant; 
5 m is meee 8155 aſter he wet given to is. salget laborious, careful, 
and tho investigation he changed his conclusions. 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, to express my appreciation of one fact in 
connection with this discussion, and that is that it has converted almost 
all of the Representatives upon the other side of this Chamber into 
friends of General Grant; and let me say that that better becomes 
them than the defamation and slander which for years were uttered 
and expressed against the head and heart of that distinguished states- 
man and patriotic soldier. But let me suggest to them also that for 
eight years General Grant had resting upon his shoulders an official 
oath and official responsibility; for eight years he was the Chief 
Executive of this nation. During those eight years General Fitz- 
John Porter knocked at the doors of the Presidential mansion asking 
that this case of his should be reviewed and reconsidered, and dur- 
ing all that period when General Grant, as President of the United 
States, had resting upon him the same obligations that rest upon us here 
to observe and maintain the Constitution and respect the laws, he turned 
a deaf ear to those solicitations and said: My duty is plain; my duty 
is to stand by that court-martial which considered all the evidence and 
all the facts in an im ial manner and declared that you were guilty 
as charged in the ictment.’’ Afterward when official responsibil- 
ity ceased and official cares were laid aside, when General Grant had 
gone into a different atmosphere and had resting upon him only the sim- 


ple responsibility of a private citizen, he allowed the avenues to his heart 
to be opened, and he listened to the supplications and importunities of 
this unfortunate man. And because General Grant did that we are 


almost with sacrilege because we do not set aside the oath of 

official responsibility that is imposed upon us as representatives of the 
American people, and say that we will vindicate, or attempt to vindi- 
cate, this man. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Did not General Grant say that the reason he did 
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not act in the case while he was General of the Army was that he had 
been deceived regarding the facts by papers and maps laid before him 
by General Pope? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will answer that by asking another question 
whether General Grant did not say, when he was President, that he 


had given to all the papers in this case most careful consideration, and 
that he saw no occasion fora review of the proceedings of the judgment 
of the court? That was the declaration of General Grant as President 
of this nation. That was the declaration of the Chief Executive, who 
had the power and the responsibility resting upon him under the law. 
That, sir, should be the declaration of this American Congress. Let us 
as citizens listen to these importunities if we will, but as a legislative 
body let us not tear down the safeguards that have been established for 
the administration of military justice, and attempt, as has been sug- 
gested here, to rewrite history, and in fact to cover with calumny those 
who sat upon that important military tribunal. 

Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes allowed me here I shall not attempt 
to review the evidence in this case. In the time at my command I 
should be unable to particularize as I would like to do. But I remem- 
ber that in the last Congress I heard it stated on the floor of this Cham- 
ber that General Fitz-John Porter would not have been a good soldier 
if he had not burned with contempt of General Pope. That, sir, was a 
most extraordinary statement. What had General Pope done? Had 
he wronged Fitz-John Porter? Had he been disloyal to his country? 
Had he been unfaithful in its hour of peril and extremity? Had he ex- 
hibited cowardice or insubordination upon the field of battle? Who 
was General Pope? He was an officer distinguished for his services in 
the Army of the United States, a man educated and graduated at the 
expense of the Government, one who had rendered good service to his 
country in the Mexican war, one who had already rendered great serv- 
icein the war of therebellion. He had come from the West, where vic- 
tories had been wrenched from the enemy by impetuosity and daring, 
and when he assumed command of the armies in Virginia the prayers of 
the loyal people of all this nation sustained him. At that time from 
every patriotic hearth-stone in the land pleadings went up to the God of 
battles that victory might perch upon the banners of the Union armies 
in Virginia, and it was hoped that General Pope, by his and 
genius, might reunite into one great and irresistible whole those broken 
battalions and organizations. Such was General Pope, and such was 
the task imposed upon him; and yet it was stated upon the floor of this 
Chamber that if Fitz-John Porter had not burned with contempt for 
General Pope he would not have been a good soldier! 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, that shows the animus which moved Fitz-John 
Porter at that time. That in my judgment is the secret of the delay, 
the insubordination, the disobedience for which he was tried and con- 
victed in those long days in 1862. It has been said by way of excuse 
that the night was wet; yet itis known to all who have participated in 
this discussion that on that night soldiers slept in the field without cover 
and without shelter. It has been said that General Porter's troops were 
weary and exhausted and that they marched as far as possible under 
the circumstances; and yet it is known that they moved on that occa- 
sion only from 6 to 9 miles, while the enemy, the men who were fight- 
ing to overthrow the Government, marched in the same time some 30 
miles. It is said that the roads were blockaded so that his march would 
have been impeded; yet ithas been testified by his own officers that, if 
ordered to do so, they could have removed all the impedimenta in an 
hour and a half. It has been said that he conld not move; yet it has 
been shown. by his officers that had they been so commanded they could 
have put their troops into position and respected the orders of their 
superior officers. 

Mr. BRAGG, What officer ever testified to that? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not reviewed the testimony for two years, 
and I will not attempt now to give the officer’s nime—— +» 

. Mr. BRAGG. There is no such officer. 

Mr. PERKINS. But I will satisfy the gentleman to-morrow, if he 
so desires, that there was such testimony given before the court-mar- 
tial by one of Porter’s subordinate officers. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; you are mistaken. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam reviewing this testimony as I remember it 
from an investigation that I gave to it two years ago. 

Mr. BRAGG. You may have read General Logan’s speech. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not expect to engage in this discussion until 
a few moments ago, and therefore I am not prepared to enter into ref- 
erences to the evidence. 

These facts confront us; and should they be ignored, should they be 
set aside, that the importunities, the supplications of this unfortunate 
man may be heeded by us? Ihave the honor to represent in part on 
this floor a State which made more sacrifices for the Union in propor- 
tion to its population than any other State. I have the honor to rep- 
resent in part a State that has to-day more ex-soldiers of the Union in 
proportion to population than any other State of this nation. And 
the judgment of that people—not actuated by personal considerations, 
not actuated by feelings ofanimosity, not actuated, I hope, by feelings 
of improper prejudice—the judgment of that people is that instead of 
having cause for complaint, instead of having cause to condemn the ac- 
tion of the court-martial which tried him, Fitz-John Porter has cause 


for congratulation to-day that he is suffered to live and enjoy the priv- 
ileges of an American citizen. 

Mr. PETERS. I yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. HANBACK]. 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party never did 
and never will buildaschool-house. Upon the wheel of progress it has 
been a constant air-brake with ‘‘ Pan-Electric’’ attachment. [Laugh- 
ter.] Proſessing to be the friend of the poor and the humble, it has 
never wiped from off the brow of labor one drop of sweat. There is in 
this House at this very moment a bill presented by the leader of this 
party which, if it shall become a law, will send men away from their 
shops broken in hope; will send women with their little children into 
the streets, to land finally in the poor-house and thence in the grave. 
In this land, in all lands, it has always shouted, ‘‘ Give us Barabbas! ” 
It is not strange to-night that itshould be in favor of the failure whose 
name is now being pressed upon the House and upon the American 
people in connection with this bill, because the worst portion of this 
party that remained in the North constantly voted that the effort to 
preserve the Union was a continuous failure. 

The better part of the Democratic party, believing twenty-five years 
ago to be oppressed, went out and attempted to destroy this country 
the land of our fathers. But the other part remained at home, and as 
an organization (it is as an organization I speak of it, not of individual 
members)—as an organization it protested by all the power of its might 
in its conventions, by the voice of its leaders, against the effort to unite 
this distracted country. 

To it drafts were odious. No matter if the house of the fathers was 
burning, it songht to hinder men from carrying buckets of water to 
put out the fire. Itshouted through its press that war was murder, 
and denounced the great and successful commanders as butchers. 

It is not strange, therefore, that a solid array of votes from that part 
will be given on Thursday next in favor of one of the most pronoun 
failures of the war—not only a failure, buta man who knew better and 
who failed of his duty. 

Five weeks ago, with seven other gentlemen, I took the cars here 
and went to Manassas Junction for the first time. Carriages awaited 
us, and we rode out upon the Gainesville road to Bethlehem church, 
now destroyed save the few bricks that mark its place. I saw where 
this man, whose restoration to the Army is now advocated, Jay all the 
livelong day on the 29th of August—lay in the hearing of a terrific bat- 
tle—lay in the hearing of the roar of musketry and the thunder of ar- 
tillery—lay almost in hearing of the cheers and shouts of the enemies 
of his country as they swept forward like a besom of destruction over 
the sons of America fighting for their country—lay under a fly,” not 
content with the shade—lay quiet there all day, with the head of his 
column at Dawkin’s Branch, with his skirmishers a mile beyond. 

During all that day he rested, for there is nothing to show that he 
rode to his skirmish line, so far in advance of the head of his column. 
How did he know that an enemy lay before him? Did he advance his 
line? Did he fire a shot from all his artillery? Did he order an ad- 
vance to feel the forcein his front? No, he rested. Iam against a man 
who rests in battle, save and except it be the company cook, whose right 
to go to the rear in the hour of battle was never questioned, but whose 
valor was commended as he crept with painful effort to the skirmish 
line with a great vessel of hot coffee. 

A beautiful country it was in which to fight a battle—hills, dales, 
and groves of woods. We drove by where the skirmishers were to 
where, a mile beyond, at Leechman’s house, Longstreet planted his 
first batteries. We drove from there to Groveton, and looked over that 
field of former strife where so many died on the 29th. We drove far- 
ther on, over to the railroad cut and the railroad embankment where 
Stonewall Jackson held the day not only on the 29th but on the 30th, and 
where thousands and thousands of men were sacrificed because Porter 
was resting in sound of the guns, their loved ones weeping to-night in 
all quarters of the Union with homes darkened by a despair unspeak- 
able, Rachels mourning and refusing to be comforted, and all in that 
this man failed of his duty. Against the vote which a majority of 
this House will give I enter my solemn protest in the name of the 
widows and orphans ofthe war. I protest in the name of the maimed; 
in the name of all who suffered in the years succeeding Fitz-John 
Porter’s treasonable delay, I protest. And in the name of the soldiers 
of the Union who still live, I protest against his rehabiliment in loyal 
clothing. 

I han no time to enter into this discussion. I am sick of the dis- 
cussion. Talk about men marching in night and rain! Ihavemarched 
at night when I could not see my horse’s ears, and so has the distin- 
guished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], because it happens 
that once upon a time, in the darkest kind of a night, he captured a 
train in which were my valise and my other baggage and the letters 
from my girl; and I presume he read them. [Laughter]. 

Mr. Chairman, let me read Fitz-John Porter against Fitz-John Por- 
ter. I have here, in the Century of last June, an article on the battle 
of Gaines’s Mill, in which he writes: 

The Prince de Joinville and his two nephews, the Comte de Paris and the Duc 
de Chartres, were on the field mayolar aane onmp actively en in en- 
couragi: the men, carrying 2 and performing other duties of aids. 
m 


Each of these officers was in the of flying musket-balls and was . 
283 o! 


to be struck at any moment. At one time the Comte de Paris, regardl 
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himself, begged me to send his uncle to General McClellan with a message, 
acon would at once and permanently remove him from the dangers of the bat- 
— 
My God! what a commentary that was on McClellan! I his uncle 
could get there but once he would be permanently removed = all 
danger. And this from Fitz-John Porter— 


him to be 
posed. s 
to hasten to that ones: and . re-enforcements, as our — — 


was now ent, and I asked the to 
because of speed 


the same m 
horse. He turn 


carr, 
of h 


did not leave, as I had di use all seemed favorable to us, and they 
thought I could Sik tas ink Qaenaghc or IRAT TKA geroenior metaperiaied Gen NEARTAN. 


Here is the gist of the thing: 

This shows how sudden the tide may Carn in battle, and on what little inci- 
dents success may depend, 

Why did Fitz-John Porter not think of that when he got all the 
commands he did from Pope? Should they not have been instantly 
obeyed; or, at least, should nota s promy desire have been shown? But 
really he needed no command he heard the guns. There could 
have been no stronger call to duty. Here is my friend THOMPSON, a 
noble man, an honored Representative from Ohio, who was shot on the 
29th of August. He is an honorable member of this House; and he 
was there fighting for his country, while this man, who now seeks to 
be a colonel in the army he betrayed, was 

Fitz-John Porter did not hear that battle! If Phil. Kearny, who 
died at Chantilly, had commanded that column of ten tho men 
would he have put up a fly“ and covered himself up? Would he 
have gone under the shadow of a tree? Would he have said that he 
would not go in-where McDowell commanded him to go because he 
would get into trouble? No, sir; he would have marched, as he always 
did, to the sound of the guns. When he heard the roar of the he 
would have rushed to the assistance of his comrades. He have 
marched, as he always did, to the sound of the guns. [Applause.] 

Against this man is a charge which history has planted deep-rooted 
and rock-ribbed, and which this and no other Congress can wipe ont. 
It is a damned spot, which can not be wiped out. It will live there 
forever. History will not vindicatehim. Nen will rise up in judgment 
against him in the future as they did against another man in the past 
who betrayed his country in her direst hour of distress. 

I heard a statement made to-day on this floor of a man whom we all 
know, that he regarded he had been imposed upon by his judge-ad vo- 
cate. Whowas that man? Hewas a man whose life was worth 
beyond all doubt or question. Born in poverty’s deep distress, 
ina humble home, uneducated, compelled to follow and in sore distress 
the devious ways of poverty, led by a yet loving circumstance 
to an interior town in a new State, beloved by all and honored by the 
people of his town and State for twenty-five years, and suddenly called 
to fill the highest place in all the Jand—how shall I speak of him to- 
night, who was so noble, brave, and true; of him whose heart 
beat with love of human kind—the world’s oppressed and poor; of him 
who in the midst of war's wild delirium heard the command as Moses 
did from Sinai’sawful height, heard and obeyed; and breaking in sunder 
the chains which bound ba million souls, bade the go free; 
and then in victory’s supremest hour, when all his labor had been 
molded into complete success, slain by the hand of an assassin, the 
last dastard attempt at the destruction ofthe country. Dead! No, not 
dead; for over all the world wherever liberty is loved, wherever free- 
dom's holy spell exerts her peaceful sway, wherever men are suffering 
under the oppressor’s rod, hope grows more buoyantand faith smiles tri- 
umphantat Lincoln’s name. And because he said the judgment of the 
court composed of America’s noblest sons was right, I shall vote against 
the man who faltered in the hour of his country’s need. [Applause.] 

Mr. PETERS. I will yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwould like to know whether the gentleman has any 
more time to yield. 


Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman has occupied his hour. 

Mr. PETERS. Iam not the time-keeper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill protect gentlemenin their rights. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwanttheattention of my poetical and very eloquent 
friend from if he is within hearing of me, because I would like 
to have him pick up a little information upon this question from some 
official records which I desire him to hear. 

Mr. HANBACK. Very well. 

Mr. BRAGG. I read to the gentleman now from the records: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA 9 — But Res), 


ugust 28. 18029. 50 p. m. 

Major-General Kan xX 
who always went whenever he heard the musketry firing“ 

Mr. HANBACK. Do you say that he did not? 

Mr. BRAGG. This is the gentleman who always marched to the 
sound of the guns. 

General McDowell has intercepted the retreat of the enemy— 

Mr. HANBACK. Lask the gentleman if he says General Kearny 
did not march to the sound of firing? 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido say so. 

Mr. HANBACK. Well, that is enough. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam going to read the gentleman some dispatches in 
proof of the fact that he did not. 

Mr. HANBACK. I say he did. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask the gentleman’s attention: 

General McDowell has intercepted the retreat of the enemy, and is now in front; 


Sigel on the of McDowell. Unless he can escape by passes leading to the 
north to-night he must be I desire you to move forward at | o'clock 
to-night even if you ith you not more than two thousand men, though 
I trust you will carry th partof your division. Pursue the turnpike from 


any of the of the town to guide you. Advance cautiously and drive in 
the enemy’s p isle and atearly dawn attack him vigorously. Hooker 
shall be close behind your right well in the attack. Be sure to 


JNO. POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 

The testimony of General Heintzelman, if the gentleman will take 
the trouble to examine it, will show him that General Philip Kearny 
remained in his camp until after daylight. 

Mr. HANBACK. I think General Kearny was dead at that time, 
was he not? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANBACK. I mean at the time that the testimony was given. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANBACK. And could not be present to contradict? 

Mr. BRAGG. Now, if the eloquent gentleman from Kansas will 
give me his attention a little further I will read a part of the report 
upon the battle. 

Mr. HANBACK. Not General Kearny’s. 

Mr. BRAGG. He could not make one after he was dead. Perhaps 
where you are all going you will be able to hear his report. [| Laugh- 


General Pope arrived between land2 p.m. The enemy— 

And I refer now to the operations of Grover's brigade, which the mem- 
ber from New Hampshire, a member of that brigade, testified had failed 
riie its EZAMA x read the official comments of the action— 

9 a short distance toward Sudley church, where 


they made anther stand, and sA prege ionof our line back. Ali this 
General "s keiten he its 


tion on our extreme right. Sev- 
eral orders were s to him to advance, but he did not move until after the 
troops on his left had been foreed 


back, which was near 6 o'clock p. m. 

There was the support for Grover; that gallant brigade which was 
almost annihilated. If you look further to the official records you will 
find that at the same time Porter received the dispatch to move at 1 
o’clock, 9 miles from Pope’s headquarters, General Philip Kearny was 
resting 4 miles from Pope’s headquarters, just upon his right; and 
though he received this dispatch, Move at the first blush of dawn,” 
General Kearny arrived at Bristoe after the 4-mile march an honr after 
Porter arrived after the 9-mile march. [Applause.] 

Mr. HANBACK. Well, that is all right. He was a fighter all the 
same, wasn’t he? 

Mr. BRAGG. Oh, no doubt of that. Ido not say anything against 


The CHAIRMAN. The hour during this evening has been some- | that. 


what lengthened. 

Mr. BRAGG. That will scarcely do, for the reason this debate may 
be managed so that time reserved may be carried into to-morrow’s de- 
bate. I have no objection to a member dealing out all the time which 
fairly belongs to him, but when he begins to yield time which he does 
not have I have considerable objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will try to equalize between the two 
sides before the close of the debate. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desired, before the gentleman from Vermont pro- 
ceeded, to call attention for the benefit of my eloquent and poetical 
friend from Kansas 

Mr. PETERS. This does not come out of my time. 

. Your time has already espia so far as that is con- 
cern 

Mr. PETERS. I have only yielded forty minutes. 


Mr. HANBACK. And he wasn’t court-martialed either, was he? 

Mr. BRAGG. He was not. 

Mr. PETERS. I was but a boy at the time of the battle of Bull 
Run, a beardless youth with three stripes on my arm, a mere file-closer 
in a company. I did not know much about war at that time, although 
I had been in the army from October, 1861, the beginning of the cam- 
paign in Virginia. I did not know anything about generals. I did not 

now anything about positions. I remember with what admiration 
and almost reverence I looked upon the first major-general that I ever 
saw knowing him to be such, and he was not a very large major-general 
either. I will not mention hisname. But I remember when I saw 
those two stars on his shoulder that I thought he was something of a 


I do not place my vote or my position upon this bill upon my own 
information or upon my own judgment, for the reason that at that time 
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I knew nothing of war and was young and inexperienced. But I hold 
in my hand a history written by the colonel of my regiment, a faithful 
diary kept by him of almost each day’s events, and I rest my case and 
my vote upon the record therein contained. I know that a man who 
then commanded Company A of my regiment, and who afterward com- 
manded my regiment and carried it from the time he won his promo- 
tion up to the very close of the war, a man whom I know personally, 
a man who did have judgment, a man who was the acquaintance, the 
friend, the intimate friend of those who did command corps and divis- 
ions at Bull Run—I know that so far as my vote is concerned I can 
base it upon his statement, and that I may rely upon that statement as 
being that of a mature man, a mature and military mind. His history 
was not written in the interest of Fitz-John Porter; it was not written 
in the interest of Major-General Pope; because in this little narrative 
he criticises General Pope perhaps with more severity than he does any 
other man that had connection with that battle. 

I have a great deal of charity for men who have made mistakes 
But upon this one question and this one bill I realize that I have more 
feeling and perhaps, I will frankly say, I have more prejudice than upon 
any other question that can come before this House; because upon that 
Bull Run battlefield one of the best and truest of my boyhood friends 
that went with me from college to the battlefield laid down his life; 
and as I believed then and as my regiment believed then, as I believe 
now and as my regiment believes now, he might, in all probability, have 
been living to-day if Fitz-John Porter had been where he was ordered 
to be on the morning of the 29th. 

Isay I have not the calmness and deliberation to argue or reason 
upon this proposition. I have too much feeling uponit. I have too 
much intense friendship for that boy-lieutenant who died upon that 
field of battle, as well as for the one hundred and seventy others of my 
regiment who were killed and wounded, it being the regiment that was 
upon the left of our army upon the day of the 30th. I wish I had time 
to read a little of what was written by my colonel, written down at 
the time, in to the movements that were made. Suffice it to 
say that he shows by that little record that he kept that on the 29th 
day of Au Schenck’s division was ordered to move to the right of 
the pike on which my regiment was; that Colonel McLean’s brigade, 
the Ohio brigade composed of the Seventy-third (which was my regi- 
ment), the Seventy-fifth, the Fifty-fifth, and the Twenty-fifth Ohio— 
that Schenck, with his division, of which this brigade was a part, was 
commanded to move to the right; that General McDowell and General 
Porter were coming in uponourleft. General McDowell came in upon 
our left, and his gallant boys went forward just before dark and made 
a grand charge. But Porter's corps came not. 

They say there was no fighting upon the 29th. Why, sir, can any man 
convince me that there was no fight upon the 29th? Can any man 
make me believe that my right hand is not raised? Can any man 
make me believe that Lam notliving? I say I can not argue upon this 
proposition, and I feel that intensity of emotion upon this subject that 
I can not suppress. When men say to me there was no battle on the 
29th, I know they say what they do not know to be true; and I know 
they say what the men of my regiment know to be false. 

I have, as I said, charity for a man who has done wrong. I havea 
great deal of charity for Fitz-John Porter, because of the school in 
which he was raised, not only from the time he entered West Point, 
but from the time of the beginning of the war of the rebellion up to 
the battle of Bull Run. I believe, and I say it with reverence, that 
Abraham Lincoln was ible to some extent for the disobedience 
of orders that Fitz-John Porter was guilty of on that day. 

Fitz-John Porter was an intimate friend and pet of General George 
B. McClellan, and the great-hearted Lincoln, in his desire to save the 
country, was so liberal and indulgent in his conduct toward that gen- 
eral, that Fitz-John Porter had been led to believe that General Mc- 
Clellan controlled this country, and that no man could do otherwise 
than as General McClellan desired. I believe that Fitz-John Porter 
believed firmly that whatever his conduct might be General George 
B. McClellan could shield him from the consequences of his own acts. 

Who can read the history of that time written by a member of this 
House, showing the relations that existed between General McClellan 
and the President of the United States during that period, and fail to 

ize the fact that Abraham Lincoln was entirely too lenient to- 
General McClellan, and that the very fact of his great leniency 
undermined the discipline of the Army of the Potomac? Fitz-John 
Porter, under the training and schooling of his association with McClel- 
lan, who day after day violated the orders of the President, failing to 
move upon the enemy—Fitz-John Porter, I say, realized or thought he 
realized that he was safe beneath the shadow of the wing of the man 
who was in command of that Army at that time. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not say this by way of reflection upon General McClellan, because I 
believe, with a firmness akin to the belief I have in the guilt of Fitz- 
John Porter, that McClellan as a general acting upon the defensive 
was a great general. He was not born nor educated to be an offensive 
general, but it is no fault of his that he was incapable of working out 
an offensive campaign. I say that Fitz-John Porter’s associations 
were such that he was led to believe that he could disobey the order 
of his superior officer and not be guilty of any great offense or crime. 


So, when he received these orders from General Pope, influenced as he 
was by the feeling that had existed in the Army of the Potomac under 
the command of General McClellan, he did not realize that it was his 
duty as a soldier to obey them regardless of results. 

They tell me that Fitz-John Porter had the right at the time to de- 
termine whether it was politic or prudent for him to make the attack as 
ordered. Suppose Major Peter Keenan, with his four hundred cavalry- 
men at Chancellorsville, when General Pleasanton said to him, Major, 
you must take your four hundred menand charge in the face of Jackson 
and gain me thirty minutes’ time in which to load these guns ’’—sup- 
pose Major Peter Keenan on that oceasion had answered, ‘‘ Ah, it is 
death to go in there, and I will not do it!?“ Did he say that? Ah, 
no! That gallant soldier gave the command to his four hundred men, 
Forward! and every one of those men knew as well as he knew 
that when he went forward in the face of that column he was going to 
almost certain death. Nevertheless they charged, and gained for Pleas- 
anton the thirty minutes’ time he needed; and he loaded his guns to 
the muzzle, and when Jackson had wiped away the heroic little column 
and his troo came forward again they were met with a volley of grape 
that took them off their feet, staggered their column, and I believe 
saved the Union army for that time. But, I say, suppose Major Peter 
Keenan had received the order of his ing general on that 
occasion as Fitz-John Porter received the order of General Pope and 
refused to obey as did Fitz-John Porter, he would have been tried for 
disobedience, and Hooker’s army might have been destroyed. 

Jackson’s column was one that could be met only by men who were 
prepared to stand up against it with the same persistence and energy 
and determination that urged it forward. I had the fortune, or the 
misfortune, to fight against Jackson’s columnat Chancellorsville and 
at other places, and, though only a boy at the time, I know whereof 
I speak when I say that the only way to repulse the charge of that 
column was to meet it with equal energy and equal determination 
to do or die. So I say that General Fitz-John Porter, when he re- 
ceived the order from General Pope to make an attack, was in duty 
bound as a soldier to make the attack, and by making it determine 
whether it could be successful or not. It was for Pope to consider what 
the consequences would be. If the co: uences were fatal the respon- 
sibility would rest upon General Pope and not upon General Porter. I 
think it is disclosed by the evidence, at least it is to my mind, that Fitz- 
John Porter did not really know at the time the extent of the force that 
was in front of him. But suppose he did, he had no right to believe other 
than that General Pope intended him to make that attack, even though 
he sacrificed his entire corps, in order that other portions of the army 
might be relieved and that the plan of the major-general commanding 
the army might be carried out to a successful termination. Sir, if Fitz- 
John Porter had been as good a soldier as Maj. Peter Keenan was at Chan- 
cellorsville, he would have made that attack when it was ordered with 
as much firmness and as much intensity and as much zeal, and I believe 
that if he had made an attack, as he should have done, on the 29th of 
August, my regiment would not have gone back on the 30th almost 
wholly cut to pieces, broken up, demoralized, and thrown into such a 
condition that months of recruiting were required to restore it to even 
minimum strength. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman please mention the name of his 
regiment? 

Mr. PETERS. The Seventy-third Ohio. Colonel McLean, colonel 
of one of the Ohio regiments, was the brigade commander, in General 
Schenck’s division. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I said in the beginning of my remarks that I did 
not base my vote on this question upon my own experience or knowl- 

Like every one who as a boy shouldered his musket and went 
out to fight I have an inttition upon this subject and I have great con- 
fidence in that intuition. I have also great confidence in those who 
were over me at that time, with whom I have conversed since, and whose 
a Re in relation to it, written down at the time, I have read and 
reread. 

But I base my judgment upon this bill, also upon the justice and 
completeness of the trial by court-martial. I know it is said that 
Mr. Lincoln had not time to review the finding. But, sir, any one 
who knows something about that great heart of Lincoln, and about 
his treatment of men who commanded our armies, must realize that 
every drop of blood in his veins beat in sympathy with the man who 
had suffered a misfortune. That man who could against the undi- 
vided opinion of his Cabinet place General George B. McClellan in 
command of the Army and retain him there until after Antietam 
would have done no injustice to Fitz-John Porter. The sentence of 
that court as laid before Mr. Lincoln, if I have been correctly informed, 
was something more than cashiering from the service of the United 
States; and it was the kind, grand, noble heart of Lincoln that pre- 
vented the carrying out of a sentence which, if executed according to 
the finding of the court, would have placed it outof the power of Fitz- 
John Porter to appeal to-day to the American Congress to reinstate him. 
I base my judgment upon those things which I believe were fairly and 
carefully adjudicated at the time, and upon that judgment I am will- 
ing to stand or fall. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I am going to vote against this bill. 
And I am moved to give some of my reasons for that vote, because I 
think it profitable to hold the attention of the House and of the public 
to the law and the facts which should control in the disposition of it. 

On the 10th day of January, A. D., 1863, nine general officers of the 
Urited States Army, to wit, David Hunter, E. A. Hitchcock, Rufus 
King, B. M. Prentiss, James B. Ricketts, Silas Casey, James A. Gar- 
field, N. B. Buford, and James P. Slough, sitting as a general court- 
martial, found General Fitz-John Porter guilty of certain charges and 
specifications, alleging the disobedience of certain orders, not necessary 
here to be recited, but which will be read further on; which orders 
were issued by General Pope, then commanding the Army of Virginia, 
just before and on the first day of the second battle of Ball Run. The 
trial was had under the ninth article of war, which is as follows: 


Any officer orsoldier who * * * shall disobey any lawful command of his 
superior officer, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as shall, according 
to e nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a court- 
ma s 


The court found a general verdict of guilty, and passed the following 
sentence: 

And the court do therefore sentence him, Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, of the 
United States volunteers, to be cashiered, and to be forever ualified from 
holding any office of trust or profit under the Government of the United States. 

D. HUNTER, 
Major-General, President, 
J. HOLT, Judge-Adeocate. 
In accordance with the sixty-fifth article of war the proceedings of 
this court-martial were reviewed by President Lincoln, and the follow- 
ing was the result: 

The fo ing proceedings, findings, and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Maj. Gen. Fite-John Porter are approved and confirmed; and it is ordered that 
the said Fitz-John Porter be, and hereby is, enshiered and dismissed from the 
service of the United States as a major- general of volunteers, and as colonel and 
brevet brigadier-general in the ular service of the United States, and forever 
disqualified from holding any office of trust or profit under the Government 


of the United States, 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 
JANUARY 21, 1863, 


Now, here was a conviction and a sentence by a legally constituted ju- 
dicial tribunal, which had jurisdiction of both the subject-matter and 
the person of the accused. 

This verdict and sentence were approved by the President of the 
United States, the only person who under the Jaws of the land had re- 
visory power over them. It was in every sense a judicial p 
and as such Congress has no more authority under the Constitution to 
inquire into it or set it aside, as proposed by this bill, than it has to set 
aside a decision of the courts. 

Benét, in his excellent work on military law, says: 


A court-martial is the proper and sole tribunal for the trial of military officers. 
It is a lawful tribunal, existing by the same authority that any other court ex- 
ists, and the law military is a branch of law as valid as any or, and it differs 
from the general law of the land in authority only in this—that it applies to offi- 
cers and soldiers of the Army but not to other members of the body-politic, and 
thut it is limited to breaches of military duty. 


Caleb Cushing, Attorney-General in 1854, speaking on this subject, 
says: 
The decisions of the President of the United States in cases of this sort are that 


of the ultimate judge provided by the Constitution and the laws. Like that of 
any other court in the last resort of the law, it is final as to the subject-matter. 


The Supreme Court of the United States, in Reed ex parte, 100 United 

States Reports, 13, hold the following language: 

The constitutionality of the acts of Congress touching Army and Navy courts- 
martial in this country, if there could ever have been adoubt ut it, is no lo 
an open question in this court. It is the i age enya by law and ed 
with the duty of administering justice in this class of cases. Its judgments when 
approved as required rest on the same base and are surrounded by same 
considerations which give conclusiveness to the judgments of other legal tri- 
bunals, including as well the lowest as the highest under like circumstances, 


Aud again, in Dynes vs. Hoover, 20 Howard, 81, the court says: 


If a sentence be so confirmed it becomes final, and must be executed unless the 
President pardons the offender. * * * When confirmed it is altogether be- 
poa the jurisdiction or inquiry of any civil tribunal whatever, unless it shall 

in a case in which the court not jurisdiction over the subject-matter or 
charge, or one in which, having jurisdiction, it has failed to observe the rules 
prescribed by the statute for its exercise, 


But there is no pretense that this court -martial had not jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter and of the accused; nor is there any claim that 
the proceedings were not regular in every respect, from the order con- 
vening the court to the approval by the President. Courts-martial are, 
of course, the creatures of Congress, but no more so than are all the 
courts of the United States, except alone the Supreme Court, for which 
the Constitution in terms provides. In the one case the Constitution 
says: 

Congress shall have power to make rules for the government and regulation 
of the land and naval forces. 

And under this clause it created courts-martial. 
the Constitution says: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court 


= — inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time and es- 


And under this clause the circuit and district courts, the courts of the 


In the other case 


District of Columbia and in the Territories, all have their existence by 
authority of Congress. But this gives Congress no revisory power over 
the work of courts-martial, nor over the work of any of these other 
courts, of which it is equally the creator. 

Now what would be thought by the lawyers of this House and of the 
country were a proposition to be brought in here to annul and set aside 
some judgment of a district or circuit court? There could be but one 
opinion. It would be denounced as an usurpation of judicial authority 
by the legislative branch of the Government. 1 

The alarm would at once be sounded and we should be warned of the 
dangers which all the great writers upon the Constitution have foretold 
as certain to result from the encroachment by one of the co-ordinate 
branches of our system upon the prerogatives of the other branches; and 
if, in the language of the Supreme Court in Reed ex parte, above cited 
its judgments ’’—the judgments of a court-martial—‘‘ when approved 
as required, rest upon the same base and are surrounded by the same 
considerations which give conclusiveness to the judgment of other legal 
tribunals, including as well the lowest as the highest,“ wherein is the 
proposition of this pill to annul and set aside the findings and sentence 
of this court-martial any less an attack upon the sanctity and finality 
of judicial proceedings than if it were a proposition to overhaul some 
judgment of one of the Federal courts? Wherein would the one be any 
less a case of legislative intermeddling than the other? 

But some one asks, is there no relief against the mistakes of courts- 
martial? No opportunity for newly-discovered evidence to save the 
innocent from the fate which the guilty alone should suffer? Certainly 
there is; and that relief is ample, and may be invoked at any time be- 
fore the sentence is executed. That part of the sentence which dis- 
missed General Porter from the service was executed at the time, and 
upon the authority of the Supreme Court in Dynes vs. Hoover above 
cited. is altogether beyond the jurisdiction of any civil tribunal what- 
ever.“ That part of the sentence which disqualified General Porter 
from holding office was a continuing sentence, and was, of course, at 
any time subject to remission by the President, and acting upon the 
donbts which have arisen in the case, the President has fully relieved 
General Porter from all disabilities on account of that part of the sen- 
tence; and he is to-day eligible to any office within the gift of the people 
or the President. 

Now, if the Democratic party is determined to have Fitz-John Porter 
vindicated—and I say this because an examination of the record dis- 
closes the fact that only one Democrat in both the House and Sen- 
ate voted against the bill identical with this which was passed by the 
Forty-eighth Congress, but was finally vetoed by President Arthur— 
I say if the Democracy want him vindicated let this Democratic ad- 
ministration send his name into the Senate for such office as shall satisfy 
both himself and his party, and the proposition can then be considered 
upon its merits, His dismissal from the service will be no legal bar to 
his confirmation to any office except that from which he was dismissed, 
and perhaps not from thatif a vacancy existed at the time of the appoint- 
ment and the appointment was of and for that time. But that is not 
what this bill proposes. This bill recites in the preamble the findi 
and judgment of the court-martial and the recommendation of the ad- 
visory board that that judgment be annulled and set aside, and then in 
the enacting clause authorizes the President and Senate to appoint Gen- 
eral Porter to the identical office from which he was dismissed and as 
from the date of his dismissal. Now, if the President and Senate were 
to do this is it not perfectly plain that it would annul and set aside 
the judgment of the court-martial? It is Ja maxim of law that that 
can not be legally done indirectly which can not be done directly. 

Remember that General Porter is not pardoned from that part of the 
sentence dismissing him from the service. Now, while this bill does 
not propose in terms to “annul and set aside” that part of the sentence 
by cautiously keeping that proposition out of the enacting clause, re- 
citing it only in the preamble, it does authorize the President and Senate 
to restore him to his old office as of the very date of his dismissal. If 
this be done, what has became of the sentence of dismissal? Has it still 
any force? Clearly not. It has been met face to face by the action of 
the President and ere under this bill and is destroyed. It has been 
‘annulled and set aside.“ The result is the same as though the enact- 
ing clause was to that effect. This indirection does not relieve from the 
Constitutional objection. It is none the less an attack by the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government upon the validity and finality of ajudicial 
sentence. 

Let us not forget that we are living under a government of law, and 
that that government can be best preserved by an adherence to the 
forms and requirements and limitations which the law has prescribed. 
And I repeat, if some holocaust must be made to Fitz-John Porter let 
it at least be brought within the forms of law. Let his admirers have 
him nominated tosome office, to any office, to which, under the pardon of 
the President, he is eligible, and take his chances before the Senate. 
Bat let Congress halt on the proper limit of its prerogatives. Let it 
still maintain some respect for that conclusiveness of judicial proceedings 
which the jurisprudence and the legislation of every civilized people 
on the face of the globe have always regarded as inviolable. 

This constitutional objection would be quite sufficient to determine 
my vote against this bill, even though I felt that General Porter was 
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wronged by the judgment of the court-martial. But failing, as I do, to 
find any equity in his case, and seeing, as I do, the dangers attendant 
upon the invasion of the judicial by the legislative power of our Gov- 
ernment, and seeing also the demoralizing effect which the overthrow 
of these court-martial proceedings must surely have upon the future 
discipline of the Army, like him who hath his eee I feel 
that those who may vote against this bill are at least ‘‘ thrice armed; 
armed with the highest considerations of a sound public policy; armed 
with the sanctions of the law and with even-handed justice. And now 
having done with the law, let us look a little into the facts of the case. 

To fully understand the relation of Fitz-John Porter and his command 
to General Pope and the Army of Virginia at the time of the second 
battle of Bull Run, it will be necessary to take a glance at the military 
situation as covered just before and at that time by the operations of 
both the Army of Virginia and the Army of the Potomac. 

It is matter of history how, in the early spring of 1862, the Army of 
the Potomac, General McClellan, commanding, started for Richmond by 
way of the Peninsula. It is also matter of history that the long, weary 
days of June found that patient, heroic army in a deadlock with the 
enemy in the swamps of the Chickahominy. 

During the last days of June thatseries of battles was fought which 
resulted in the disastrous retreat of the Army of the Potomac to the 
cover of the gunboats at Harrison’s Landing. 

Meantime, for the purpose of relieving the Army of the Potomac of 
its perilous situation, the Army of Virginia was organized and given to 
the command of General Pope. This command mustered about thirty- 
seven thousand men, and General Pope took personal command at War- 
renton on the 29th of July, 1862. The problem with the War De 
ment was how to get the Army of the Potomac again into the field as 
an aggressive force and at the same time prevent the capture of Wash- 
ington and the invasion of Maryland and Pennsylvania. To assume 
offensive operations again upon the Peninsula, McClellan required re- 
enforcements far beyond the power of the War Department to furnish. 

General Halleck, just then appointed General-in-Chief, went to Har- 
rison’s Landing and inspected the Army of the Potomac, and on his 
return to Washington on the 3rd of A issued an order for the 
withdrawal of that army by transports to the defenses of Washington, 
and for the re-enforcement of the Army of Virginia. The difficult and 
perilous duty was assigned to General Pope of standing between Lee's 
army and the capital until the Army of the Potomac should come up. 
It was in the nature of a forlorn hope, and General Pope asked to be 
relieved, but the authorities held him to the undertaking. General 
McClellan had all the time insisted that no part of Lee’s army could 
or should be detached for a movement on Washington while he held 
Harrison’s Landing. But it is a fact in history that on the very day 
General MeClellan received the order to evacuate Harrison’s Landing, 
August 4, Jackson was at Gordonsville, and five days later, August 9, 
which was five days before McClellan had embarked a man, he en- 
countered Pope’s army at Cedar Mountain, more that 100 miles from 
Richmond, and with his own, Ewell’s, and A. P. Hill's divisions, fought 
a severe battle, in which the confederate killed and wounded were some 
fourteen hundred. This was the first of that series of sharp encounters 
between the confederate forces and the Army of Virginia which culmi- 
nated on the 29th and 30th of August in the second battle of Bull Run. 
During these twenty eventful days the headquarters of the gallant little 
Army of Virginia were where the commander foresaw they would be, 
literally in the saddle, and the officers and men were constant in 
watching, and marching, and fighting. 

General Pope’s plan was to lie off on the flank of the enemy, for his 
greatly inferior numbers did not justify meeting him face to face, and 
by. rapid movements and unexpected attacks upon his line of march and 
his communications delay him as much as possible till the arrival of 
the transports. 

He first maintained, till no longer tenable, the line of the Rapidan; 
but was compelled on the 18th of August to fall back across the Rap- 
pahannock, meanwhile hardly a day passing in which there was not col- 
lision somewhere between the two armies. 

Now, as showi something of the character of the campaign General 
Pope was conducting, which in turn must give character to the orders 
issued during that campaign, and especially those of the 27th and 29th 
of August to Fitz-John Porter, I will here read a couple of orders from 
the General-in-Chief : 


General Porn: 

I fully approve your movement. I hope to push a part of Burnside’s forces to 
near Barnet’s Ford by to-morrow night to assist you in holding that pass. Stand 
= on the line of Rappahannock till I can help you. ght hard and aid 
will come. 

II. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chief. 


Here is another, three days later: 


WASHINGTON, August 18, 1802. 


WassrscTon, August 21, 1802. 
General Por: 

I have just sent Burnside's reply. General Cox's forces will be here to-mor- 
row and nextday. Dispute every inch of ground and fight like the devil till 
we can re-enforce you. Forty-eight hours more and we can make you strong 
enough, Don't yield an inch if you can help it. 

H. W. WALLECK, General-in-Chief. 


Theseand such as these were the orders under which General Pope was 
acting, and probably none more urgent or positive were issued during 


the late war on either side. Nor were the orders more urgent than was 
the situation. It must be admitted that both Pope’s armyand the 
capital back of it were in very great peril. August 21 Lee had his 
headquarters at Culpeper. On the 25th Jackson with his own and 
Ewell’s and A. P. Hill’s divisions crossed the Rappahannock well up 
that stream, where Pope’s extendedaline was too weak for successful 
resistance, and by a forced march on the 26th reached Bristoe Station 
at just about nightfall and captured two trains of cars. 

General Jackson in his report says they had marched 30 miles that 
day, but hearing of a supply of stores at Manassas Junction, some 
miles away, though the night was dark, he dispatched a force to capt- 
ure that , which was successfully done. 

The 27th, Hill’s and Jackson’s divisions went to Manassas Junction, 
4 miles toward Washington. Ewell's division remained at Bristoe 
Station, and toward night was attacked and driven back by General 
Pope’s advance under Hooker, coming from the direction of Warrenton 
Junction. In this encounter our loss was about three hundred. 

Now let us leave for a moment these three confederate divisions with 
their location on the evening of the 27th of August thus distinctly 
fixed, and bring General Fitz-John Porter upon the scene; for it was 
on this evening that he recieved from General Pope an important order, 
which, with others that he afterwards received, the court-martial found 
he did not obey. — 

Here a dispatch from General Halleck to General McClellan becomes 
important: 

WAsHINGTON, D. C., August 19, 1862, 
General MOOLELLAN, 
Commanding Army Potomac, Fort Monroe : 

The enemy is moving in t force across the Rapidan. It is of vital impor- 
tance that you send forw: troops as rapidly as possible, leaving the material 
which is not absolutely necessary, to follow more leisurely. We wantimmedi- 
ately all the men that can possibly be sent. 

H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chief. 

Among the orders to the corps commanders by General McClellan 
hurrying them up was the following exceptional and significant one to 
Fitz-John Porter: 


General PORTER: 


Please push off your troops without one moment’s delay. The necessity is 
very pressing—a case of life and death. What progress is made and when will 
you be through? See me before you sail. 

GEORGE B. McCLELLAN. 


This order is exceptional because no other order issued by him in the 
embarkation of his troops, which remember he was called upon on the 
4th day of August to make, approaches this in urgency of language; it 
is exceptional also because of the request see me before you sail.“ 

None of the many dispatches to his other officers contain any sim- 
ilar request. And perhaps only for Fitz-John Porter’s subsequent 
conduct it would be a circumstance too slight toattractattention. But 
in the light of that conduct it at once becomes significant as showing 
betweenthese men some matter of private or personal concernment; 
something not suitable or, at least, not desired by General McClellan 
to be communicated officially. It may have been only a matter of in- 
tense personal eee which could not give the ‘‘ good-by and God 
bless you” without at the same time a fervent grasp of the hand. 

If it were this and nothing more, it was still significant as giving 
color to what General Porter said and did afterward. Whether there 
was a meeting under this request, and, if so, what passed between 
them, there is nothing in the case toshow. General Porter embarked 
with his corps at Newport News the 21st and disembarked at Aquia 
Creek the 22d, going by rail to Falmouth, thence up the Rappahannock 
under General Burnside’s orders to join Pope’s army. 

On the 26th he received his first order from General Pope, as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS AEMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Warrenton Junction, August 26, 1862—7 o'clock p. m. 


Avevst 20, 1862—11 a, m. 


ing on the railroad. ou as speedily as possible, leaving 
— — small caval: If there are any troops below, 


comin: they should come up rapidly, leaving only a small rear rd at 
Rappahannock Station. You wit find Guisi 


ks at Fayetteville. I ap- 
E below the position of our forces, as also those of the enemy. I do not see 
ow a general r can postponed more than a day or two, 
McDowell, with own corps, Sigel's, and three brigades of Reynolds's men, 
being about thirty-four thousand, are at and immediately in front of Warrenton ; 
Reno joins him on his right and rear, with eight thousand men, at an early hour 
to-morrow; Cox, with seven thousand men, will move forward to join him in 
the afternoon of to-morrow; Banks, with six thousand men, is at Fayetteville; 
Stu: about eight thousand strong, will move forward by day after to-morrow; 
Franklin, I hope, with his corps, will by day after to-morrow night, oceupy the 
point where the Manassas Gap Railroad intersects the turnpike from Warrenton 
to Washington City; Heintzelman's corps will be held in reserve here at War- 
renton Junction until it is ascertained thatthe enemy has begun to cross Hedge- 
man's River. You will understand how necessary it is for our troops to be in 
position as soon as possible. The enemy's line extends from a point a little east 
of Warrenton Sulphur Springs around to a point a few miles north of the turn- 
pike from Sperryville to Warrenton, with his front presented to the east, and his 
trains thrown round well behind him in the direction of Little Washington and 


Maj. Gen. Frrz-Jonx Porter. 
Commanding Fifth Army Corps. 
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Here is what Porter sent to General Burnside, to whom it was his 
duty to communicate all information: 
From ADVANCE, 11.45 P. x., August 26, 
Received August 27, 1862, 
Major-General BURNSIDE: 

Have just received orders from General P. to move Sykes to-morrow to 
within two miles of Warrenton, and to call up Morell to same point, leaving the 
fords guarded by cavalry. He says the troops in rear should be brought up as 
rapidly as possible, leaving only a small rear guard at Rappahannock Station, 
and that he can not see how a general engagement can be put off more than a 
day or two. I shall move eee but the want of grain and the crag mae 4 
of receiving a supply of su will cause some delay. Please hasten 

m sent down, and inform McClellan that I may know I am doing right. 
at Fayetteville; McDowell, Sigel, and Ricketts at and — Ay 
front of Warrenton; Reno on his right; Cox joins to-morrow, Sturgis next day, 
and Franklin is expected. So says General * 

. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


On reading this dispatch from Porter to Burnside one can not help 
asking by what enchantment Fitz-John Porter felt himself so fastened 
to the fortunes of General McClellan or so controlled by his will that 
he wanted him informed that he was going to obey the order of his 
superior officer and move up his corps toward the impending battle. 
This dispatch shows another It shows that General Porter was 
questioning in his own mind if he would be doing right to obey this 
first order from General Pope. He was also questioningif he would in 
fact obey it. But it seems he concluded to do so, for he says, I shall 
move up as ordered,“ s ting at the same time causes of delay if, 
perchance, it should be thought by any one that he did not move as 
Tapay as he might. 

ying nothing more, this dispatch from Porter to Burnside shows at 
Jeast a strong anxiety not to displease McOlellan. It confesses in un- 
mistakable terms that McClellan had reason to expect something dif- 
ferent from what he was going to do. It, at least, confesses that Fitz- 
John Porter understood McClellan was expecting so ing different. 

When and where and how did Porter get that understan ? But 
he did move up as ordered;’’ and on the 27th, at night, was at War- 
renton Junction. 

Now, with Porter at Warrenton Junction, recall the fact that on that 
same night we left the confederate divisions of Jackson and Hill at 
Manassas Junction, and that of Ewell at Bristoe Station, four miles 
further down the railroad, it being nine miles still further down the track 
to Warrenton Junction, where Porter was. Recall, also, Hooker’s quite 
severe ent with Ewell at Bri just about nightfall; and 
add to the fact that that ent left Hooker about out of 
ammunition, and you have the situation under which an order was 
issued by Pope, who was with Hooker's advance, to Porter, which he 


did not obey. It is as follows: 
ARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6,30 p. m. 

GENERAL: The commanding directs that start at 1 o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or su 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Ma: and clear the country ween that place 
and Gainesville, where McDowell 
wurd immed! 
with all speed to take out piace at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary, 

ou 

dispatch who will conduct 8 to this p. sure to send word to Banks, 
from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. 
Say to Banks, also, that he had best run back the railroad trains to this side of 
Cedar Run. If he is not with you, write him to that effect. 


By command of Major-General Pope: 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES. 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Major-General F. J. PORTER, 
Warrenton Junction, 


P. S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow you 
immediately. If Banks is not at the junction instruct Colonel Cleary to run the 
trains back to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment and section of artillery 


with it. 
8 By eee of Major-General Pope: 
GEORGE D. nd Onto Nag 
Colonel and Chief of A 

Porter received this order about 9.30 the same evening. Did he obey 
it? 

The hesitation which was shown over the first order from Pope to him 
was now changed to resolution, and he deliberately decided to disobey 
it. Here is the proof: 

General Morell says, on page 138 of court-martial record: 


Q. Do you know anything of an order received by General Porter from Gen- 
eral Popeon the evening of the 27th of August? 
A. Yes, sir. I was present when he received one brought by Captain De Kay. 
Q. About what hour? 
A. About 10 o'clock. 
Q. Who else, as you recollect. was present at the time? 
A. General Sykes and General Butterfield were either present or came ina 
very few minutes aſter. I do not know which. 
Q. State what occurred at the time of the receipt of the order, or immediately 
afterward, between the accused and yourself and the other 
A. General Porter said to us that he had received this order to march at 1 
o'clock that night. Weimmediately spoke of the condition of our troops—they 
being very much fatigued—and the darkness of the night, and said that we did 
not believe we could make any better progress by attempting to start at that hour 
than if we waited until daylight. After some little conversation, General Porter 
said, Well, we will start at 3 o’clock—get ready.” I immediately left his tent 


and went back to my division and made preparations for moving. 


This shows that he decided not to start till 3 o’clock, and instead of 
reaching Bristoe at daylight he did not get there till after 10 0 clock. Of 


course for such palpable disobedience some excuse must be formulated. 
What could it be? It was that the night was dark, that a wagon-train 
was in the road and his troops needed rest. First, as to the wagon- 
train. Had the two roads on the two sides of the railroad track—for 
there was one on either side—been full of wagons his troops could have 
moved along the track, or he could have ordered them to put the wagons 
outof theroad and gonealong had he wanted to. But the fact is, there 
were no wagons in the road that night between Porter and Bristoe Sta- 

at 1 o'clock. Here is the proof of it found on page 106, court-mar- 


proceedings. 
Lieut. Col. Frederick Myers was then called by the Government and sworn, 

and examined as follows: 
By the JUDGE-ADVOCATE: 


Q. Will you state to the court in what ca; ty you served in the Army of Vir- 
a, under Major-General Pope, during its late campaign in July and August 


A. I was chief quartermaster to General McDowell. 

Q. Where were you on the night of the 27th of August last? 

A. I waswith the trains of the Army, about a mile and a half from where Gen- 
eral Hooker had his battle on the 27th. 

Q. Did you, or not, receive any instructions from General Pope on that day 
1 to your train along the road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Sta- 
tion? Ifso, state what they were. 

A. I was ordered to move the trains in rear of General Hooker. Just before 
dark General Pope with his staff rode up, and I reported to him that General 
Hooker was in action ahead of me, and asked him if I should go into park with 
my trains. He replied that I could do 80, or go on, as I thought best. 

What did you do; did you go into park, or did you continue on? 
A. I went into park, and gave directions to all the quartermasters to go into 


park. 
Q. uae 2 pte on the following morning were those trains upon that road 
put in motion 

A. The head ot the train commenced moving just at daylight. 
was the condition of the road between Warrenton Junction and Bris- 


Q. Do 
55 
Q. Did the ni 


same throughout? 
A. It was a dark night. I could not state about it, toward morning particu- 


ly. 
Q. In view of the condition of the road as you have described it, and also the 
r of the night, was or was not the movement of troops along that road 
practicable that night? 

A. I do not know of anything to hinder troops pore along the railroad 
there. There wasa road running each side of the railroad. I should think it 
rome Reve pora easy for troops to move along there, although I may be mis- 

en 


In addition to the above from the commander of the wagon-train him- 
self, hereis confirmation from Capt. Drake De Kay, Pope’s aide-de-camp, 
who carried the order to Porter, and was to conduct his column to Bris- 
toe. It may be found on page 45 court-martial record: 

By the JUDGE-ADVOCATE: 


Q. Did you remain over night, and wait until the march of General Porter's 
. the next day? 2 


A. 

Q. At what hour, in point of fact, did he move from Warrenton Junction? 

A. Ishould think the head of the column left about 4o’clock in the morning; 
Iam not positive about the hour. 

Q. At what rate did the command march after it left Warrenton Junction? 

A, I could not say at what rate. We started at or about 4 o'clock inthe morn. 
ng, and marched along quietly, without any apparent haste, meeting with noob» 
struction or detention, except that arising from the wagons we found in the road. 
The head of the column arrived at Bristoe Station about 10 o'clock, I should 


udge. 
At what point did you overtake the wagons, and how many of them do you 
12 there were? 

Ido not recollect. There was al. park of wagons near Warrenton Janc- 
tion—about half way between Catlett's Station and Warrenton Junction—which 
left for Bristoe Station at daylight. Weovertook those wagons. They were in 

k when I passed down to Warrenton Junction the previous evening; there- 
fore, I can not tell when we overtook the end of the train which I had passed near 
Catlett’s Station the evening before. 
Q. What is the meaning of the term “in park?" 
A. In camp. 
Q. Had General Porter's command marched at 1 o'clock in the morning would 
he or would he not have passed those wagons in camp? 
A. He would have passed them in camp, probably. 
Q. Was or was not the march throughout at the usual rate at which troops 


r it slow 

A. 16 3 the dod 2 which troops would move if there was no necessity for 
rapid movement, 

This must be <a as clearly showing that had Porter moved at 
1 o’clock as ordered he would have found no wagon train in the road— 
no lion in the way.“ But by his delay he did encounter the wagons 
which came back into the road at daylight. 

Now, what of the darkness of the night and the exhaustion of his 
troops? The night was undoubtedly dark and his troops had done some 
marching, but nothing like what had been done by the Army of Vir- 
ginia; nothing either like what was being done by the confederatearmy. 

Porter’s corps had lain at Harrison’s Landing since the Ist day of 
July, and had marched from Falmouth to Warrenton Junction during 
the preceding five days—not over 35 miles—an average of 7 miles per 
day. 
Sykes's division had been at Warrenton Junction since 10 o’clock a. m., 
and M s came up before dark. It was undoubtedly a pleasant 

for Porter’s command to be allowed to sleep that night till 3 
o’clock. But remember it was a time of great peril, one-half of the 
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confederate army was upon the communications of the Army of Vir- 
ginia and between Pope and Washington. What if in the morning 
Jackson should turn and fall upon Hooker, who was out of ammuni- 
tion? If, however, Jackson was between Pope and Washington, so 
Pope was between Jackson and Longstreet, and as an enterprising cap- 
tain he wanted to overtake and crush Jackson before Longstreet could 
join him. 

Remember, also, in connection with this order to march at 1 o'clock, 
that the profession of arms calls for hardships and sufferings; for 
fatiguing marches and heroic daring; for privations of every kind; for 
hunger and thirst, and in the final struggle for death itself. War is 
no holiday, and successful war was never waged by the sluggard or the 
feeblein spirit. It always calls for energy aud activity. We were told 
more than a hundred years ago that the battle is not to the strong 
alone, but to the vigilant, the active, and the brave.“ 

In determining the value of Porter’s excuse—that the night was 
dark and his troops tired—we can do no better than show what Jack- 
son’s forces did on thatsame night and the night preceding, which was 
equally dark. 

In his report of that campaign, after telling how he reached Bristoe 
Station on the night of the 26th, Jackson says, on page 643, volume 
12, part 2, War Records: 

Learning that the enemy had collected at Manassas Junction, a station about 

4 miles distant, stores of great value, I decided it important that no time should 

be lost in securing them. Notwithstanding the darkness of the night and the 

fatiguing march since dawn would be over 30 miles before reaching the junction, 

. Trimble volunteered to proceed there forthwith. * * + 

or-General Stuart, with a portion of his cavalry,was subsequently directed 

to move forward and, as ranking officer, to take command of the expedition. 

The duty was cheerfully undertaken by all who were assigned to it, and most 
promptly and successfully executed. 

Now here is a lesson in war for General Porter and his apologists. 
Thirty miles in a day and anight’s march against 35 miles in five days; 
for Porter’s men who were too tired to be called at lo’elock. But, says 
some one, this was the night before, and it might not have been as dark. 
Very well; let us see what Jackson’s forces did the next night, the very 
night Porter was ordered to move at 1 o'clock. 

General Taliaferro, commanding Jackson’s division, in his report, 
page 656, volume 12, part 2, War Records, says: 

At night (27th) Major-General Ewell, who had been fighting during the oven- 
ing at Bristoe Station— 

The fight with Hooker— 
having crossed Muddy Creek, by direction of Major-General Jackson, I moved 

division with the entire train across to the Warrenton and Alexandria turn- 
— 55 pursuing the old military road to Sudley Mill, and at daybreak halted on 
the battlefield of July 21, 1861. ` 

Here was a march of 9 or 10 miles by one division. General Early, 
who made the report of the operations of Ewell’s division, the latter 
officer having been wounded in the battle of the 28th, after speaking of 
the affair with Hooker in the evening at Bristoe Station, says: 

Shortly after dark, under orders from General Ewell, I moved to Manassas 


Junction, 
> = * $ * 


* * 

As soon as the troops of the division were supplied with provisions at Ma- 
nassas, of which they stood in great need, they were moved in the direction 
of Centreville toward Bull Run, and the several brigades bivouacked separately 
between Manassas and Bull Run.— War Records, page 710, volume 12, part 2. 

Here was the movement of another division, four miles to Manassas 
and thence on toward Centreville, probably 9 or 10 miles. 

General A. P. Hill, in his report,on page 670, War Records, volume 12, 
part 2, speaking of his crossing of the Rappahannock and the brisk en- 
gagement that attended it, says: 

At nightfall I was relieved by General Hood, and the next morning com- 
menced the flank movement to Manassas, A march of 54 miles was made in two 
days, Wednesday morning (27th), at Manassas, Branch’s brigade had a sharp 
encounter with a battery supported by the Twelfth Pennsylvania Cavalry. 
They were soon dispersed. 

* * * * $ a a 

That night about 12 o'clock the a, "524 buildings, with an immense amount of 
comm stores and about two miles of loaded freight cars, were burned, and 
at 1 o'clock I moved my division to Centreville. 

The very hour Porter was ordered to move. Thus do we see every 
division under Jackson marching as great or a greater distance that 
night than was asked of Porter. This fact alone shows the complete 
invalidity of Porter’s excuse that the night was dark. Why, here were 
the troops of the confederate army, some of them marching 30 miles in 
one day, and others 54 miles in two days, and then making these night 
marches in order to deal their blows and then elude the pursuit of their 
adversary till the reserve under Longstreet could come up. Verily, 
this was war. But Fitz-John Porter slept—‘‘slept while the enemy 
sowed tares and went his way.“ Now, let us see at just what time he 
put his column in motion under this order to move at 1 o’clock, Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Buchanan, Third Indiana Cavalry, on page 603, board 
record, says: 

Q. What conversation had you with General Porter before he started o to 


Bristoe Station? 
A. On the evening before he started somebody 

readinessto moveat3 o'clock in the morning. I wasin front of General Porter's 
headquarters at 3 o’clock in the morning, but I saw no one until after the break 
ofday. Then some one came to me and told me to let the men get their break- 
fasts and let their horses be fed. That was don ely went back 
to the place I occupied. Some time afterward, after sunrise, I saw General 
Porter. I wanted to go back to Fredericksburg to my regiment. I only had 


ve me an order to be in 


about ninety men with me, and I expected to go back the day before. I rode 
oas ri him in the woods, where he was in camp, until we got into an open 
eld. 

He asked me to send a detachmentof the command I had forward to clear the 
road toward Bristoe Station twoor three miles. This wus done. I waited some 
little time, and the infantry began to move. About that time he handed mea 
letter, and d me to give it to General Burnside, and told me I could go. 
I started toward Fredericksburg; he sent an aid after me and brought me 
back, and told me that he was apprehensive that I might be captured. He told 
me to say to General Burnside—I can not get his lan t the idea was 
Su there was no disaster that was very threatening as yet, and he hoped for 

ne best. 


He did not start till after sunrise. But let us read the letter he sent 
to Burnside, which, it seem she had written the night before. It is as 
follows: 

WARRENTON JUNCTION, August 27, 1862—4 p. m. 
General Bornsrpr, Falmauwh: 

I send you the last order from General Pope, which indicates the future as well 
asthe present. Wagons are rolling along rapidly to the rear, as if a mighty 
power was propelling them. I see no cause for alarm, though I think this or- 
der may cause it. A 

We are working now to get behind Bull Run, and, I presume, will be there in a 
few days if strategy don’t use us u The strategy is magnificent and tactics in 
the inverse proportion. I would like some of my ambulances. I would like, 
also, to be ordered to return to Fredericksburg and to push toward Hanover, or, 
with a large force to strike at Orange Court-House. I wish Sumner was at Wash- 
ington, and up near the Monocacy with good batteries. I do not doubt the enemy 
have large amounts of supplies provided for them, and I believe they have a con- 
tempt for this Army of Virginia. I wish myself away from it with all our old 
Army of the Potomac, and so do our companions, 

is wretchedly sup- 
Pope says he never could get enough. Most of this is private. 


There is no grain here to-day or anywhere, and this arm 
plied in that line. 


F. J. PORTER, 
But if you ean get me away, please do so. Make what use of this you choose, 
so it does good. FUP 


This letter was written about five hours before he received the order 
to march at 1 o'clock, and discloses very fully Porter’s animus toward 
Pope. 

It is most insubordinate in tone from beginning to end. He does not 
conceal his contempt for the Army of Virginia and for its commander. 
He freely ridicules both his strategy and tactics, wishes himself away, 
and appeals to Burnside to get him away. And then, as if fearful he may 
have gone too far, he makes it half private. This letter, when taken 
with his other of the 26th, clearly shows a disobedient and treacherous 
spirit; and when we find him paying no attention to this peremptory 
order to move at 1 o'clock, and find him not starting till r sunrise, 
past the time he was ordered to be at Bristoe, which place he did not 
reach till after 10 o’clock, and at the same time find all his excuses 
mere preteuses, can there be any doubt of his deliberate intention not 
to help Pope in his struggle with the enemy, at least not to help him 
gain a victory? 

The court-martial found him guilty of disobedience of this order. 
How could it have done otherwise? And how can any fair-minded 
man fail to say that he was, indeed, most guilty, and under the ninth 
article of war might have been legally called upon to suffer death? 
But this was only the beginning of his disobedience. Let us now fol- 
low him to the battlefield of August 29. But before doing so you 
should read the following letters to General Burnside. The first must 
have been written so soon as he arrived at Bristoe as he himself says 
his column had not then come up—and General Pope testified that it 
did not arrive till 10.45: 

BRISTOR, 9.30 a. M., August 28. 1862, 

My command will soon be up, and will at once go into position. Hooker 
drove Ewell some 3 miles, and Pope says McDowell intercepted Longstreet, so 


that without a long detour he can not join Ewell, Jackson, and A. P. Hill, who 
are, or supposed to be, at Manassas, 


I hope for the best, and my lucky star is always up about my birthday, the 
ist, and hope Me’s is up also. You will hear of us soon by way of Alexandria. 
Ever yours, 5. J. F 


General BURNSIDE, Falmouth. 

It may be matter of wonder, but not content with the foregoing he 
writes Burnside again at 1 p. m. 

The significant thing about these letters, aside from the frequent al- 
lusions to McClellan, is that feature of them which amounts to a con- 
tinued sneer at Pope and a constant longing to get back to Alexandria, 
Here is the next letter sent at once by Burnside to Halleck: 

FALMOUTH, August 29, 1862—1 p. m. 
To Maj. Gen. H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chief, and 
Maj. Gen. G. B. Met. ILL Ax. Alexandria: 
The following just received from Porter, 4 miles from Manassas, the 28th, 2 


„m.: 
y “All that talk about bagging Jackson, &c., wasbosh. That enormous gap— 
Manassas—was left open, and the enemy jumped through; and the story of Me- 
Dowell having cut off Longstreet had no good foundation. The enemy have 
destroyed all our bridges, burnt trains, &., and made this army rush back to 
look at its line of communication, and find us bare of subsistence, We are far 
from Alexandria 

Considering the importance of transportion—— 
= your supply-train of fort s is here, but I can’t find them. 

There is a report ackson is at Centreville, which you can believe or 
not. The enemy destroyed an immense amount of property at Manassas—cars 
and supplies. I expect the next thing will be a raid on our rear by way of War- 
renton by Longstreet, who was cut otf, 

F. J. PORTER, Major-General.” 


This is the latest news. 


A. E. BURNSIDE, Major-General, 
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We have seen that on the night of the 27th Jackson’s division moved 
to Groveton and took position for the impending battle. Hill went to 
Centreville to distract Pope and for the mischief he could do, Ewell 
bivouacked near Bull Run. Pope was pursuing, and on the night of 
the 28th had his headquarters at Bull Run. He had ordered McDowell 
to Gainesville and Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap, through which Long- 
street must come, for he was still beyond the Bull Run Mountains. Pope 
wanted to get hold of Jackson and crush him before Longstreet could 
come up, and at 3 o’clock in the morning of the 29th this vigilant and 
resolute commander of the Army of Virginia, who displayed an energy 
and activity in this campaign that ought to have won him the victory, 
and would had he been cordially supported, issued to General Porter 
the following order: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a, m. 

GENERAL: McDowell has intercepted the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker march to attack the 
Prt Re rearat san dawn. Major-General Pope directs you to move upon Cen- 
treville at the first dawn of day with your whole command, leaving your trains 
to follow, It is very important that you should be here ata early hour in 
0 ee A severe engagement is likely to take place, your presence 

Tam, general, Ny, i 

am, general, very respectfully, your obed 5 e D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 

Now what does Porter do? Does he obey this order? He is ordered 
to move ‘‘at the first dawn of day.“ It was sunrise A 29 at 5.26, 
and the first dawn“ more than an hour earlier. At 6 o’clock he seats 
himself to write the following letter to Burnside, saying he should be 
off in half an hour. When he did get off does not appear. And here 
again is found the same contemptuous snecr at Pope, the same apparent 
disgust at his surroundings, and the same strange turning of his heart 
in hope to McClellan: 
x BRISTOE, 6 a. m., 29th. 

GENERAL BURNSIDE: Shall be off in half an hour. Heintzelman and 
Reno at Centreville, where they marched yesterday. 

Pope went to Centreville with the last two asa y-guard, at the time not 
knowing where was the enemy and where Sigel was fighting—within 8 miles 
of him and in sight. Comment is unnecessary. * I hope Mac. is work- 
ing, son yu: soon get out of this. * Your train of forty wagons can not 

ound— 
but I expect they know what they are doing, which is more than any one here 
or anywhere knows, 7. J. 7 


Pope a little later, finding McDowell was not at Gainesville, as he 
supposed, first sent a verbal order to Porter to move on that point in- 
stead of Centreville, and then the following written order. 1t was of 
the very first importance that Gainesville should be held, as it lay on 
the line of Longstreet’s approach. 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 
Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
pike. Be expeditious, or we will lose much. 
JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Commanding. 

Maj. Gen. FITZ-JOHN PORTER, 

We have how Porter loitered on the order to move ‘‘at the first 
dawn of day,” how he took time after 6 o’clock to write the fifth libelous 
letter about his superior officer. Now let us see if he obeyed this last 
order. The court- martial said he did not. Had this order been promptly 
obeyed Porter would have intercepted Longstreet, or at least engaged 
nn somewhere on the turnpike, and have left Jackson to be dealt with 

y Pope. 

Soon after giving this order, McDowell complained to Pope about the 
detachment of King’s division, whereupon Pope issued to both Mc- 
Dowell and Porter the following joint order to move on Gainesville, 
the very key to the situation on that day. Pope had ordered McDowell 
there the day before; but finding he was not there he now tried to get 
both Porter and McDowell to march on that point: 

[General Order No. 5.] 
, HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 20, 1862, 

GENERALS MCDOWELL AND Porter: You will please move forward with your 

joint commands toward Gainesville. I sent General Porter written orders to 


that effect an hour and a half Situ ne te ack tet and Reno are moving 
now be n from Gainesville. 


own, the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall back d 
Bull Run, at Centreville, — I presume it will be so on account of our sup- 
plies. I have sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and none to interfere 
in any way with the movements of McDowell's troops, except what I sent by 
his aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his position on the Warrenton 
pike until the troops from here should fall upon the enemy's flank and rear. I 
do not even know Ricketts's position, as I have not been able to find out where 
General McDowell was until a late hour this morami General McDowell will 
take immedizte steps to communicate with General Ricketts, and instruct him 
to rejoin the other divisions of his corps as soon as practicable. If any consider- 
able advantages are to be gained by departing from this order, it will not be 
strictly carried out. One thing must be had in view, that the troops must y 
a position from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. The in- 
dications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this d mata 
pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or nextday. My own head- 
quarters will be, for the present, with Heintzelman’s corps or at th Sg 
JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, 2 
To Porter this was a repetition of the former order. It emphasized 
Pope’s wish to occupy Gainesville—to intercept and hold off Longstreet. 


McDowell, as the ranking officer, would have had command of Porter 
had they remained together; but under the discretionary clause in the 
order McDowell decided to move his corps with King’s division directly 
to Groveton, where the battle, as he says in his testimony, seemed to be 
“at its height.“ 

McDowell did this because his corps was back on the Sudley Spring 
road, behind that of Porter, and he thought he could soonest get it into 
action by moving it up that road in the direction of the fighting. 

See his testimony (page 84, court record), in which, speaking of the 
time he and Porter were together at the head of Porter’s column near 
Dawkin’s Branch, he also says: 

General Porter made a remark to me which showed me that he had no ques- 
tion but that the enemy was in his immediate front. I said to him: “You put 
your force in here, and I will take mine up the Sudley Spring road, on the left 
of the troops e at that point with the enemy,” or words tothat effect. I 
left General Porter with the belief and understanding that he would put his 
force in at that point. $ N 8 it 


Q. You have said that the accused made an observation to you which showed 
that he was satisfied that the enemy was in his immediate front; will you state 
what that observation was? 

A. Ido not know that I can repeat it exactly, and I do not know that the ac- 
cused meant exactly what the remark might seem to imply. The observation 
was to this effect—putting his hand in the direction of the dust rising above the 
roe of the trees—"* We can not go in there anywhere without getting into a 
fight. 

Q. What reply did you make to that remark? 

A. I think to this effect: * That is what we came here for,” 

Q. Were there any in the way of the advance on the part of General 
Porter’s command on the flank of the enemy? 

A. That depends upon what you would call obstacles. A wood is an obstacle, 

Q. I mean iasuperable obstacles, in a military sense. 

A. I do not think we so regarded it at that time. I did not. 

Q. Was or not the battle raging at that time? 

A. The battle was raging on our right; that is, if you regard the line of the 
road from Bethlehem church to Gainesville to be substantially northwest, the 
battle was raging to the right and east of that line at Groveton. 

0 © * * s * * 

Q. At what hour did you arrive upon the battlefield with your command and 
take in the engagement? 

A. I cannot say as to hours. 

Q. As nearly as you can? 

A. It was in the afternoon. I do not know at what time the sun set. I should 
not be able to fix the hour. It may have been 4 o'clock or 5 o'clock. 


It seems that McDowell found a way into the fight; but what of Porter? 
The fact is undisputed that his corps lay all day in the precise position 
where McDowell left it, strung along the road from Dawkin’s Branch 
back beyond Bethlehem church, with arms stacked and the men at 
rest. A couple of batteries, Hazlitt’s and Waterman’s, were posted 
at the head of the column and a couple of regiments thrown out as a 
picket. But wait, this statement is too favorable to Porter; his force 
did not all stay there; he actually ordered one brigade back to Manas- 
sas Junction. General Agie, one of Porter’s officers, on the seven 
hundred and eleventh page, record, says: 

Q: You 147 you went a mile and a half beyond Eethichem church toward 
‘A, That is my recollection. 


Q. What ald you then do? 
A. I reported to General Porter. I rode in advance of my brigade. I found 


troops occupying the road, and I got up as near as I could get and then halted 
my , and then rode forward to tell General Porter they were there. 
He said. For the present let them lie there.” 
Q did you do then individually? 
A. Well, I simply looked to see what I could see. I was a to 
off my horse 


the lay of the land, and the troops, and all that; so without getti 
I de ube watching the skirmishers, and among other 
irecti oods; about a mile be- 


this 
to 


A. I mean the cannonading that had been going on for some time on our 
righi ly in the direction of Groveton. 
Q. How long had you that canno; n 


heard nading? 
A. I don’t recollect exactly where I heard it first. My impression has been 
from Manassas to General Porter's position. 
that I did hear it, but I know I heard it all the time 


Q. What time of day was this that you reccived the order to move back with 
your command to Manassas Junction? 

A. Lhave no way of fixing the time of day. I have carried in my mind the 
im n that it was more about the middle of the day—about 1 o'clock. 

What did you do when you received that order? 

A. I sent word to General tt to move back to Manassas Junction and that 
I would join him there. 

Q. Do you know whether your order was obeyed? 

A. Yes; it was obeyed. 


With the battle raging on the right and under orders to advance, 
Porter halted, and at four shots from a gun about a mile“ away 
ordered one brigade two miles to the rear to intrench itself. 

But this was not marching on Gainsville. What was his excuse for 
not going farther? He claims that Longstreet was in his immediate 
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front; and, first, that he could not have gone farther if he had tried. He 
does not claim that he tried. And, second, that he was aiding in the 
most effectual manner possible the fortunes of the day by holding Long- 
street in his front and keeping him off from Pope. If it were true that 
with his twelve thousand men he was really holding twenty-five thou- 
sand under Longstreet, or, having taken the proper means to ascertain, 
honestly supposed he was, then under the discretionary clause in the 
order he would be justified so far as this order is concerned. But the 
infirmity of this excuse is it is not true. In the first place he took no 
means whatever to ascertain whether or not there really was a large 
force in his front. Every soldier knows that not having positive in- 
formation, the only way to ascertain the strength of the enemy is to push 
up and feel of him. 

There is no pretense that Porter did this at any time during the day. 

The only order that he issued during the entire day that gives the 
remotest hint of a purpose to advance, except one just at night, of 
which I will soon speak, is the following; and that sounds more like 
retreating than advancing: 

General MORELL: Push over to the aid of Sigel and strike in his rear. Ifyou 
reach a road up which King is moving, and he F S 
but see if you oon give bale to Sigel. If you find him retiring, move back to- 


ward > d necessity require it, and you do not hesr from me, 
paa to Centreville. Ifyou find the direct road filled, take the road via Union 


ls, which is to the right as you return. 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General, 
Look to the points of the compass. 


General Morell, a witness called by Porter himself, at the court- 
martial, on page 141, volume 1, evidently speaking of this order, says: 
After awhile I saw General McDowell and General Porter riding together. 
hey off to our into the woods toward the railroad, and after a time 
General Porter returned, and I think alone, and gave me orders to move my 
command to the right over the railroad. I started there and got one brigade, 


and I think one battery, over the railroad. through a clearing, and had 


„ passing 
got to the edge of the woods on the other side of it, when I received orders to 
return to my former position, 


I led the men back, and as the head of the column was in front of Haalitt's 
battery, which had been put in position, we received a shot from the enemy's 
artillery — —.— front of us. I got the infantry back of the batteries under 
cover of the bushes and the crest of the ridge, and posted Waterman’s battery 
on the opposite side of the Gainesville road, and we remained in that position 
most of the day. s 


„Olf to the right into the woods“ and over the rai was 
in the direction of Sigel. While McDowell was there Porter put on 
the appearance of doing something. But after he was gone the order 
was countermanded. Remember, Porter’s advance was under Morell, 
who says they remained under coverof the bushes and the crest of 
the ridge most of the day.“ Now, the truth is that until late in the 
afternoon there was nothing in Porter’s front but cavalry pickets, and 
what does infantry, when in earnest, care for cavalry? But before 
examining the evidence on this point let us for just a moment recur to 
this thrice-given order to Porter to move on Gainesville. Remember 
Porter wasat Bristoe on the morning of the 29th. From Bristoe to Ma- 
nassas Junction is short 4 miles. From the junction to the left of our 
line at Groveton, not over 5 miles, 9 in all. t camped that 
night at Thoroughfare Gap west of the mountains. Ricketts's division 
was guarding the gap and had an engagement with Longstreet's advance 
under General Jones just at night and did not retire till after dark, 
which let Jones through late that night. 

Longstreet had sent Wilcox with his own and Featherston’s and 
Pryor’s brigades to Hopewell Gap, 3 miles to the north, and they reached 
this side between 11 and 12 o'clock. All the rest of Longstreet’s corps 
slept on the other side of the mountain. (See of Lee, who was 
with Longstreet, and of Jones and Wileox, volume 12, part 2, pages 
556, 578, 598.) From Thoroughfare Gap to Groveton is strong 10 miles, 
and the brigades at Hopewell Gap nearly 2 miles farther, thus leaving 
Longstreet’s whole corps farther from the field of action than was Por- 
ter. Now, will the admirers of Fitz-John Porter, who, it must be ad- 
mitted, was every inch a soldier when he did his best, allow him to be 
outdone by treet, especially when he was ordered to move at 
the first dawn of day.“ and was told that a severe engagement was 
likely to take place?“ It may furnish Porter’s friends no explanation, 
but it should be stated that the case does not show that Longstreet be- 
fore starting that morning sat down at 6 o’clock and wrote a sneering 
letter about his commanding general. 

Do not these distances make it perfectly plain that if Porter had been 
as active as Longstreet he would have met him somewhere between 
Gainesville and Groveton? And if overpowered he could have fallen 
back upon Pope’s left, which would have brought him upon the ridge 
afterward taken by General Stuart and immediately occupied by Long- 
street’s artillery with terrible effect upon the Union line on both days 
of the battle. Or if he had failed to intercept him at the very head of 
his column he could at least have struck him on the flank as he was 
passing along the turnpike, for Porter’s road led straight to the turn- 
pike at Gainesville and again between Gainesville and Groveton. 

Had he done this at any time between 2 and 3 0’clock he would have 
prevented any effectual re- enforeement of Jackson by Longstreet. This 
he was ordered to do, but he did not do it; nor did he make any effort 
whatever to do it. 

Now, the truth is, with the exception of the three brigades under 


Jones, Longstreet did not unite with Jackson till considerably after 
noon, certainly as late as lo’clock. I do not forget the report made by 
General Buford of the seventeen regiments passing through Gaines- 
ville at 9.30 a. m. But these must have been Jones’s three brigades 
which came through the gap the night before. That Longstreet did not 
reach Jackson’s right till about 1 o’clock is shown by the following 
facts about which there seems to be no dispute: General Stuart says in 
his memorandum of facts and in his report (volume 12, part 2, pages 
736-740) that he spent the night with General Jackson near Sudley's 
mill; that in the morning about 10 o’clock an attack was made upon 
General Jackson’s baggage, which he made disposition to repulse; and 
then, in accordance with Jackson's wishes, after 10 o’clock, he started 
to find Longstreet; and, to use his exact language, he says: 


— while the column kept directly down the pike to join General Jackson's 

This report develops three important facts: 

1. The head of Longstreet’s column was west of Gainesville as late as 
about 12 0’clock, for it must have taken Stuart the best part of two hours 
to move his command the 6 or 7 miles from Sudley’s mill to this point. 

2. Longstreet went straight down the pike to Jackson’s right at 
Groveton, not toward Porter at all. 

3. Stuart went toward Manassas, right down the road toward Porter. 

Now, holding fast to these facts, let us look a little farther into 
Stuart's report: 

General Robertson, who was sent to reconnoiter farther down the road toward 
rted the enemy in his front. The prolongation of his line of 
march would have passed through my position, which was a very fine one for 


artillery, as well as observation, and struck Longstreet in flank. I waited his 


approach long enough to ascertain that there was at least an army corps, at the 


same time keeping detachments of cavalry dragging brush down the road from 
the direction of Gainesville so as to deceive the enemy—a ruse which Porter's 
report shows was successful—and notified the commanding general, then oppo- 
site me on the turnpike, that Longstreet's flank and rear were seriously threat- 
ened, and of the importance of the ridge I then held. 


Now, where was this ridge, this“ fine place for artillery and obser- 
vation?“ Remember he “ notified the commanding general opposite 
on the turnpike.“ This ridge was up near the turnpike and was really 
the key to the situation on the left on both days. It is known in the 
history of the battle as Stuart Hill,“ and was between 1 and 2 miles 
from the head of Porter’s column at Dawkin’s Branch. Now, let us 
look again into Stuart’s report: 
Immediately upon the receipt of that intelligence, Jenkins's, Kemper's, and D. 
R. Jones's brigades and several pieces of artillery were ordered to me by General 
Longstreet, and being placed in position fronting Bristoe, awaited the enemy's 


advance. After exchanging a few shots with rifle- pieces, this corps withdrew 
toward Manassas.” z 5 


The use of rifle-pieces indicates long range. These were the shots that 
fell in front of Porter when he ordered Sturgis back to Manassas to in- 
trench. Remember Sturgis says the glint of light on the gun which 
he saw through his glass was about a mile beyond;’’ and that he 
didn’t see any of the enemy at all.“ These were the shots, too, that 
fell in front of Morell when he put his men into the bushes and be- 
hind the hill. Stuart says, This corps withdrew toward Manassas 
an impression he probably got from the movement of Sturgis’s brigade 
back to Manassas, the rest of the men being hid away. Now, up to 
this time, which Sturgis says was about 1 o’clock, and which, from 
Stuart’s march from Sudley Mill to beyond Gainesville and back to that 
point, must have made it as late or later, there was no infantry in front 
of Porter, and we have no account of but four shots at him from that 
gun about a mile away. And remember that Stuart was on Long- 
street’s right flank; that it was his particular business to protect that 
flank; hence, he must be accepted as anthority upon what took place 
in Porter's front. 

Remember, also, that even Stuart’s position was not in the immediate 
front of Porter, but up opposite the turnpike” on Longstreet's right 
flank, at least a mile from him. While Stuart’s position was thus re- 
mote from Porter, he did have Robertson’s videttes in Porter’s front, 
and had Rosser’s cavalry ‘‘ dragging brush down the road from the di- 
rection of Gainesville so as to deceive the enemy” by raising a dust, 
indicating, of course, an approaching column. 

Speaking of this, Colonel Rosser says, on page 1152, board record: 

* Lo s command was co! in in a very forced and disordered march 
from direction of Thoroughfare Gap, moving rapidly and straggling badly. 
* * + When Stuart joined me he notified me that enemy was moving 
upon our right flank, and ordered me to move my command up and down 


the dusty road, and 8 and thus create a heavy dust as though troops 
were in motion. I kept this up at least four or fiye hours, 


This testimony of Rosser, who was Porter’s witness, shows two things: 
First, that there was no infantry in Porter's front and none moving 
down toward him, but that they raised a dust to make him think there 
was; and, second, it shows what an easy prey Longstreet’s straggling 
column would have been to a vigorous assault by Porter as it went hur- 
rying down the pike to Jackson. But Porter was lying in the shade 


back of Dawkin’s Branch with nothing on this road, leading straight 
up to the pike, but cavalry videttes and brash and dust. Nor was there 
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any infantry in his front till late in the day, and then only for a little 
tim 


e. 

I do not forget that Colonel Marshall, on Porter’s picket line, says he 
saw infantry in their front early in the afternoon, but attention to the 
following facts will show him mistaken as to time. That a force of in- 
fantry went down from the pike toward Porter’s front that afternoon 
is true. Some think it was Jones’s division which formed the extreme 
right of Longstreet’s line; but that can not have been, for Stuart says 
Jenkins’s brigade, which wasa part of Jones’s division, co-operated with 
the batteries on Stuart Hill in the repulse of a force coming 3 a 
cornfield late in the day, which must have been on Pope’s extreme left, 
between 1 and 2 miles from Porter’s column. Besides, Jones in his re- 
port makes no mention of any force in his front answering to the loca- 
tion of Porter’s corps. 

Whose troops, then, did go down toward Porterand at whattime and 
how long did theyremain? Lee says when Stuart reported this large 
force on his right he sent General Wilcox in that direction, and Wilcox 
in his report (volume 12, part 2, page 598, War Records) says: 

At 4.30 or 5 p. m. the three brigades were moved across to the right of the 
turnpike a mile or more to the Manassas Gap While there, musketry 
was heard to our left on the turnpike. This firing continued with more or less 
vivacity till sundown. Now the command was ordered back to the turnpike 
and forward on this to the support of General Hood, who had become engaged 
with the enemy. 

Wilcox went down ‘‘a mile or more to the Manassas Gap Railroad,“ 
just where Colonel Marshall saw the enemy, but finding nothing of a 
threatening character he went back to the support of General Hood on 
the pike. The confederate commander did not know that that force 
beyond Dawkin’s Branch was not on the war path that day; that it was 
a harmless force; that it had no fangs except the fangs of envy and 
jealousy, else he had not sent General Wilcox out to reconnoiter it; 
for Pope in his part of the field was furnishing business for them all, 
as Wilcox's quick return to the support of Hood, who had become en- 
gaged, clearly shows. 

Now, Hood commanded one of the divisions of Longstreet’s 
which Porter claims he held in his front that day and kept from at- 
tacking Pope. Wilcox commanded another. There were five brigades 
in these two divisions and eleven brigades in his whole corps = 
street’s report, volume 12, part 2, page 565, and histestimony, board rec- 
ord, page 59). Upon the authority of Wilcox’s report five of these brig- 
ades are found crowding back Pope’s left. Upon the authority of Gen- 
eral Stuart, Jenkins’s brigade of Jones’s division took a hand also; and 
it will be seen by the following reports of Lee and Longstreet that 
Evans’s and Hunton’s brigades were also „eight out of the 
eleven brigades, including also Stribling’s battery on Longstreet’s right 
and Walton’s between him and Jackson on his left, and the artillery 
also that was on Stuart Hill, which he reported as so effective, was all 
of Lo: t’s corps, and all pouring in upon Pope's left; and this is 
the way Porter kept Lo t off from Pope that day. But to these 
reports, and first that of General Lee, volume 12, part 2, page 556: 


Longstreet entered the turnpike near er moving down toward 
Groveton, the head of his column came upon the field in rear of the enemy's 
left, Which had already opened with artillery bg Jackson's right, as previ- 
ously described, He immediately placed some eries in ition, but before 


he could complete his dispositions to attack the enemy withdrew, not, how- 
ever, without loss from our artillery. Longstreet took ion on the right of 
E deployed across the 


Jackson, Hood’s two brigades, supported by Evans's, be 
turnpike and at right angles to it. troops were supported on the left by 
three b es under General Wilcox, and by a like force on the right under 
General Kemper; D. R. Jones's division formed the extreme right of the line 
resting on the Manassas Gap Railroad. * * * Colonel Walton placed a part 
of his artillery upon a commanding position between the lines of Generals Jack- 
son and Longstreet by order of the latter and engaged the enemy vigorously for 
several Fours. 


* = = 
While the battle was raging on Jackson's left General Longstreet ordered 
Hood and Evans to advance, but before the order could be obeyed Hood him- 
self was attacked and his command became warmly en k 
was recalled from the right and ordered to advance on Hood’s left, and one of 
osely fol- 


Kemper’s brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved forward on his 
enemy was repulsed by Hood, after a severe contest, and fell back 
lowed by our troops. The battle continued until 9 p. m.—the enemy retreating 
until he reached a strong position, which he held with a large force. 


Here make a note that Lee says: Moving to the sound of cannon, 
Longstreet went straight down the pike and took position on the right 
of Jackson,” which was wholly east of the pike and more two 
miles from the head of Porter’s column. Make a note, also, that Lee 
names seven brigades and Walton’s artillery and Hood’s batteries, all 


of Longstreet’s corps, astaking part against Pope in what he speaks of 
asa severe contest. Now to Longstreet's report. He says: 


Early on the 29th the columns were united and the advance to join General 
Jackson was resumed. The noise of battle was heard before we reached Gaines- 
ville. The march was quickened to the extent of our ty. Theexcitement 
of battle seemed to give new life and strength to our jaded men, and the head of 
my column soon reached a position in rear of the enemy's left flank, and within 
easy cannon-shot. On approaching the field some of Brigadier-General Hood's 
batteries were ordered into pe and his division was deployed on the right 
and left of the turnpike, at right angles with it, and sehen y by Brigadier-Gen- 
eral Evans's b e. Before these batteries could open the enemy discovered 
our movements and withdrew his left. Another battery (Captain Stril s) 
was placed upon a commanding position to my right, which played upon the 
rear of the enemy’s left and drove him entirely from that part of the field. He 
changed his front rapidly, so as to meet the vance of Hood and Evans. 


e * 


2 
The enemy about 4 o'clock in the afternoon began to press forward 

General Jackson's 

position,and Hi 


ust 
ition. Wilcox's brigades were moved back to their former 
's two brigades, supported by Evans, were quickly pressed 


forward to the attack. At the same time Wileox’s three brigades made a like 
advance, as also Hunton's brigade of Kemper's command. ‘These movements 
were executed with commendable zeal and ability. Hood, supported by Evans, 
made a gallant attack. driving the enemy back, until 9 o'clock at night. 


Thus does Longstreet corroborate Lee, and place his corps on Jack- 
son’s right, Pa aps ts at right angles across the pike, with fully one-half 
of it north of the pike, and from the very moment of its arrival engaged 
with Pope’s left. 

There must by this time be a curiosity to know whose troops were 
opposite Lon that day. They were the Pennsylvania reserves 
under the t Reynolds, who lets a flood of light on this subject in 
both his 5 and his testimony before the court-martial. It nicks 
exactly with the reports of Lee and Longstreet. His testimony (page 
166, volume 1, court record) is as follows: 

Q. Do you, or not, know where the enemy's right flank was on the afternoon 
of the 29th, say, toward sunset? 

A. I was on the extreme left of our troops, facing the enemy, and their right 
toward sunset had been extended across the pike, with fresh troops coming 
down the Warrenton ge sep but up to 12 or 1 o'clock it was not across the 
pike, and I had myself e an attack on their right with my division, but was 
obliged to change front to meet the enemy coming down the Warrenton pike. 
I was forming my troops parallel to the pike to attack the enemy’s right, but 
was obliged to change from front to rear on the right to face the troops coming 
down the bering yr That was, I suppose, as late as 1 o'clock; and they con- 
tinued to come in there till they formed and extended across the pike. 


This agrees exactly with Longstreet, who says the enemy changed 
his front rapidly so as to meet the advance of Hood and Evans.“ It 
also shows the important fact that Reynolds had formed parallel with 
the pike and was just ready to move on Jackson’s right flank when 
Longstreet came down the pike and took him in flank and rear, com- 

ing him to change front and fall back. It also shows the further 
important fact, that this was not till 1 o’clock p. m., all of which in 
turn shows that had Porter been“ itious,’’? as Pope enjoined in 
his order that morning, he would have collared Longstreet somewhere 
85 the pike and have left Reynolds free to carry out his designs upon 
ackson. 

Napoleon, when asked for the reason why he always whipped the 
Austrians, said: It was because they did not understand the value of 
five minutes of time.“ Now, who can tell what the result might have 
been had Reynolds only been given time to have got home on Jack- 
son’s flank, for he already had a battery playing upon it. But Porter 
was loafing beyond Dawkin’s Branch. It was 1 o'clock, and Longstreet 
was forming in Reynolds’sfront. Speaking of this crisis in his report, 
page 393, volume 12, part 2, War Records, Reyuolds says: 

The whole fire of the enemy was now concentrated on the extreme right of my 
division, and, unsupported there, the battery was obliged to retire with consider- 
Shia 555 in horses and men, and the division fell back to connect with 

Later in the day, General Pope K on the right from Centreville re- 
— — ele 3 t 8 which it 
ceeded to dounder a heavy fire of artillery from the ridge to the left of the pike. 

Generals Seymour and Jackson led their brigades in advance, but notwithstand- 
ing all the steadiness and courage shown by the men they were compelled to 
fall back before the Heny artillery and musketry which met them on both the 
front and left flank, and the division resumed its original position. 

Hatch’s division of McDowell’s corps was also engaged with Long- 
street on the pike that night. 

In his report (volume 12, part 2, page 367) General Hatch says: 

The struggl me th: uarters of an hour was a di rate one, 
ing in T ‘conflict. n 

No one fails to see that Reynolds, Longstreet, and Lee speak in their 
reports of the same events. Observe, also, that Reynolds fixes Long- 
street’s arrival at 1 0’clock, which, taken with Stuart’s report and mem- 
oranda that he went from Sudley's mill after 10 o’clock and met the 
head of Longstreet’s column beyond Gainesville, must make reasona- 
bly certain that he did not arrive before that time. This settles one of 
the principal disputes in the case. And the other great question of 
fact, namely, whether Longstreet's corps was on the pike and engaged 
with Pope’s left, or over in front of Porter, is equally well settled by 
the reports of Lee and Longstreet and Reynolds, coupled with the tes- 
timony of the latter before the court-martial in 1862, when the whole 
affair was fresh. 

I do not forget that the confederate officers in their testimony before 
the advisory board in 1878 put Longstreet’s arrival at an earlier hour 
and placed his corps more over toward Porter. 

But I have chosen to fasten upon and make prominent these state- 
ments in their official reports made at the time, believing that the de- 
liberate judgment of mankind will accept them as far more satisfac- 
tory than this attempt, sixteen years afterward, to bring something 
new on this subject from ont the slippery depths of recollection, upon 
the mere guess of memory.“ 

Now, before going back to Porter, just a word as to the character of 
the fighting that day further out on Pope’s right; and this for the rea- 
son that the advisory board would have it understood in their report 
that there was not much of a battle; not enough to have given Porter 
to understand as a soldier that his comrades-in-arms needed his help. 
Here is the way they attempt to smooth it over. 

The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter's conduct was eyi- 
dently based upon 5 impressions, not only respecting what that 
ene Senne Wen and the orders under which he was acting, but a respect- 


umstances under which he acted. Especially was this true in 
respect to the character of the battle on the 29th of August. That battle con- 
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sisted of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small portions of the 
opposing forces. Those combats were of short duration and were separated by 
jong intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels. Until after 6 o'clock 
only a small part of the troops on either side were e at any time during 
the afternoon. Then, about sunset, one additional division on each side was 
engaged near Groveton. The musketry of that last contest and the yells of the 
confederate troops about dark were distinctly heard by the officers of Porter's 
corpa ; but at no other time during all that afternoon was the volume of musketry 
such that it could be heard at the position of Porter's troops. No sound but that 
of artillery was heard by them during all those hours when Porter was under- 
stood by the court-martial! to have been listening to the sound of a furious bat- 
tle raging immediately to his right. And those sounds of artillery were by no 
means such as to indicate a gencral battle. 


Now, this very attempt not only shows that this board had goneinto 
the whitewashing business, but it amounts in itself toa confession that 
had there really been a battle that day on his right, as a true soldier 
he was not justified in lying by and lifting no hand to help. Hence 
the importance ofthe question, was there really a battle that day? Here 
is an extract from A. P. Hill’s report (volume 12, part 2, page 670, War 
Records): 

Friday morning (29th), in accordance with orders from General Jackson I oc- 
cupied the line of the unfinished railroad. * * * The evident intention of 
the enemy this day was to turn our left and overwhelin Jackson's corps before 
Longstreet came up; and to accomplish this the most persistent and furious on- 
sets were made by column after column of infantry accompanied by numerous 
batteries of artillery. Soon my reserves were all in, and up to 6o'clock my divis- 
ion, assisted by the Louisiana brigade commanded by Colonel Forno, with a 
heroic courage and obstinacy, had met and repulsed six distinct and separate as- 
saults, a portion of the time the majority of the men being without a cartridge. 


Surely this report of Hill sounds quite like the description of a bat- 
tle. It would seem that“ seven hours’ unremitted fighting,“ in which 
‘tall the reserves were in,” and in which ‘‘the most persistent and 
furious onsets were made by column after column of infantry, accom- 
panied by numerous batteries of artillery,” might properly enough be 
called a battle. And no old soldier will say that six separate and dis- 
tinct assaults’? might not well be spoken of by this distinguished con- 
federate leader as almost without parallel.“ One or two assaults gen- 
erally satisfies the assailants or carries the position. 

Jackson, in his report, volume 12, part 2, page 464, says: 

Thomas attacked the exultant enemy with vigor, and drove him back across 
the railroad with great slaughter. General McGowan reports that the opposing 
forces at one time delivered their volleys into each other at the distance of ten 
paces. Assault after assault was made on the left, exhibiting on the part of the 
enemy great pertinacity and determination, 

General Lee says of the fighting on his left that day: 

The contest was close and obstinate. General Gregg, who was most ex 3 
was re-enforced by Hays's brigade, and successfully and Jantly resisted the 
attack of the enemy until the ammunition of his brigade being exhausted and 
all his field officers but two killed and wounded, it was relieved after several 
hours’ severe fighting. 

This was all between Jackson’s corps and the right of Pope’s line. 

The fight between Reynolds’s and Hatch’s divisions, on Pope’s left, 
and Longstreet has already been fully described in extracts from the 
reports of those officers, Lee speaking of it as a severe contest, and 
both Lee and Longstreet saying that it lasted till 9 o’clock at — 
There can be no doubt but that all these men thought there was a bat- 
tle that day. The sound of cannon announced“ it to Lee when he 
was miles away, and Longstreet ‘‘ heard the noise of battle before he 
reached Gainesville.” Sturgis and McDowell were aware of it when 
with Porter early in the day, and even Burnside at Fredericksburg tele- 
graphed to Washington twice that day that his advance reported a bat- 
tle off to the north. In short, everybody within a radius of twenty 
miles but Fitz-John Porter thought there was a battle that day; and 
the truth is it was an obstinate and bloody one, Pope acting literally 
upon the order of the general-in-chief to ‘‘dispute every inch of ground 
and fight like the devil.“ Nor was Pope overdoing. The crisis was 
such that desperate fighting was n . The victorious army that 
had driven McClellan behind the gunboats at Harrison’s Landing was 
bearing down upon the capital. Pope, in writing Halleck of this day’s 
work, said: 


We have fought a terrific battle. * * We have lost not less than eight 
thousand men killed and wounded.—Conduet of War, supplement, part 2, page 
186. 


If further proof were requisite to show that a battle was fought on 
that 29th day of August, 1862, enough could be furnished from the 
reports of the general and field officers in both armies to fill a volume; 
but the mind intuitively shrinks from the sickening details and the 
ghastly scenes it would reveal. Besides enough has already been pro- 
duced to lay bare the sophistry of the advisory board when they try to 
excuse Porter on the ground that while he was down there in the shade 
he did not know that a battle was raging on his right. But if more 
were wanted, Fitz-John Porter himself, over his own signature, shows 
not only the fallacy but the utter falsity of this claim of the board. 
During the long hours that Porter played the truant that day he sent 
four several dispatches to McDowell and King. Here are two of them: 

GENERAL MCDOWELL OR KinG: I have been wandering over the woods and 
failed to get a communication to you. Tell how matters go with, Fos. The 
enemy is in strong force in front of me, and I wish to know your s for 


to-night. If left to me I shall have to retire for food and water, which I can 
enemy 


not get here. . the battle? It seems to go to our rear. 


F. J. PORTER, 
Major-General Volunteers. 


are getting to our le 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


GENERALS MCDOWELL AND Kise: I found it impossible to communicate b; 
crossing the woods to Groveton. The enemy are in great force on this ear | 
and as they appear to have driven our forces back, the fire of the enemy mring 
advanced and ours retired, I bave determined to witbdraw to Manassas. 

have attempted to communicate with McDowell and Sigel, but my messengers 
have run into the enemy. They have gathered artillery and cavalry and in- 
fantry, and the advancing masses of dust show the enemy coming in force. I 
am now going to the head of the column to see what is passing and how affairs 
are going, and will communicate with you. Had you not better send your 


train back? 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


Would Porter have asked how goes the battle“ unless he knew 
there was a battle? Would he have said, ‘‘As they appear to have 
driven our forces back, the firing of the enemy having advanced and ours 
retired, I have determined to withdraw to Manassas,” if he did not 
know they were fighting? = 

Thus does Porter himself show the utter unreliability of these men 
of the advisory board. But these dispatches show another thing, and 
that is, instead of advancing as ordered he was intent upon falling back. 

He says: ‘‘I shall have to retire for food and water, which I can not 
get here.“ But he did get both there, and staid all night because he 
saw it would make his treachery too plain if, under the circumstances, 
he fell back. The advancing masses of dust show the enemy coming 
in force.” But we have already seen that this was only the dust 
raised by Rosser’s cavalry dragging brush up and down the road four 
or five hours. I have determined to withdraw to Manassas.” Had 
you not better send your train back.” As much as to say, Come, Me- 
Dowell, let us get out of this.“ General Morell, at the head of the 
column, knowing the wishes of Porter, wrote him once during the day, 
I think we had better retire.” 

But Porter does not quite dare to do that unless he can get McDowell 
started also, and writes back to Morell, We can not retire while Me- 
Dowell holds out;“ and then writes McDowell that he has determined 
to withdraw to Manassas,” thus giving McDowell to understand that 
he is going to leave his flank exposed to a large force, which he tells 
McDowell is in his front. And this, not because he has been attacked 
and can not hold his ground, but because there is a cloud of dustin his 
front. Think of it; a corpscommander, with twelve thousand troops, 
about to retire from the field, because a few cavalrymen, who will have 
their practical joke, are dragging brush up and down the road. But had 
there really been a large force in Porter’s front, and he had retired, ashe 
notified McDowell he had determined to do, it would have compelled 
McDowell to retire also, And thus did Porter tell McDowell these 
sailors’ yarns in the hope that McDowell would get discouraged and join 
him in a retrograde movement. 

But McDowell still held to the enemy; and Porter, not daring to re- 
tire, and having no intention whatever to advance, was still squat in 
his skulking place down behind Dawkin’s Branch. 

Now, take the hour of 4.30p.m. This was a culminating point in the 
history of this man’s disobedience. Pope, perplexed and thus far baffled, 
but undismayed, was resolutely struggling with the whole confederate 
army in his front. McDowell’s corps was coming uponthefield. King's 
division, under Hatch, was forming for a forward movement along the 
pike. Pope knew Porter had not connected with his left. He also 
knew that had he obeyed his orders to push forward on Gainesville it 
should have brought him upon the confederate flank or rear; and he 
had heen waiting impatiently all day for Porter’s guns to announce the 
welcome intelligence that he too had found and was grappling with the 
enemy. But he waited in vain. Off in Porter's direction all was silent 
as the grave. Pope had determined to make another assault upon the 
confederate line thatnight. He determined also to make another effort 
to get help from Porter, and at 4.30 p. m. sent him the following order: 

“HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29—4.30 p. m. 


“ MAJOR-GENERAL Porter: Your line of march brings you in on the enemy's 
right flank. I desire you to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s 
flank, and, if possible on the rear, keeping your right in communication with 
General Reynolds. The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can 
be shelled out as soon as you engage their flank. Keep heavy reserves and use 
your batteries, keeping well closed to your right all the time. In case you are 
obliged to fall back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in cluse com- 
munication with the right wing. 

“JOHN POPE, 


“Major-General, Commanding," 


Now here is a peremptory order to push forward into action at 
once.“ Did he obey it? There is no pretense whatever that he did. 
What was his excuse? He claims that he did not receive tho order till 
sunset, and that it was then too late to attack. 

Certain officers of his corps and staff cautiously fix the time just 
before or about sunset.“ The sun set August 29 at 6.36, but daylight 
lingered for more than an hour afterward. Upon the authority of both 
Lee and Longstreet, the fight did not close until 9 o’clock. Hence wesee 
by Porter’s own version of the time he received the order he listened 
for two and one-half mortal hours to the struggle on his right, and made 
no move to help, though under a positive order to push forward into 
action at once. But the truth is, Porter received this 4.30 order just 
about 5 o’clock—possibly a little later. Capt. Douglass Pope, who 
delivered the order, and two orderlies who accompanied him, all swear 
that they went straight down the Sudley Springs road, between 3 and 
4 miles, and delivered this order not later than 5 o'clock. But there 
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is a piece of evidence in the case that shows conclusively that Porter 


must have had this order a considerable time before 5.45 p. m. It is 
a message from General Warren to General Sykes that afternoon. 

But before reading this message let it be understood that when 
Porter received the 4.30 order he evidently felt the necessity of making 
some show of obeying it—possibly for the moment not seeing how he 
could escape responsibility if he failed to do so. He accordingly sent 
the following order to General Morell who, remember, was at the head 
of the column, = ; 

No. 37. 


Aveust 29. 
GENERAL MORELL: I wish you to push up two ments supported wf two 
others, preceded by skirmishers, the regiments at intervals 200 „and 
attack the section of artillery opposed to you. The battle works well on our 
right, and the enemy are said to be retiring up the pike. Give the enemy a good 


shelling as our troops advance. 
Major-General, ‘ing. 


This was the artillery which Sturgis said was a mile away.“ But 
General Morell, speaking of this order in his testimony, says: 

When I received that order—the latter part says, the battle works well on 
our right; the enemy said to be retiring up the pike —I said immediately to 
the person who brought it that the order was given under a m . 
We knew the enemy were not retiring, and I eve I sent that to Gen- 
eral Porter. Iimmediately gave orders to move the whole of my division to 
the front to be in readiness to support the four regiments. While that was goin 


on I received a verbal order from Colonel Locke to make an attack. When 


The following is No. 38: 


GENERAL MORELL: Put your men in position to remain during the night, and 
have out your pickets, Put them so that they will be in a position to resist any- 
thing. Iam uta mile from you. McDowell says all goes well, and we are 
getting the best of the fight. I wish you would send me a dozen men from the 
cavalry. Keep me informed. Troops are passing up to Gainesville, pushing the 
enemy. Ricketts has gone; also King. 

F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


Under this last order Morell suspended all proceedings looking to- 
ward an attack and put the men into position for the night. It seems 
that as a part of the preparation for an attack General Warren’s bri- 
gade, of Sykes’s division, was ordered to support General Morell, and 
at some time during the movements e nent upon these various 
orders Warren sent to Sykes the following statement of what he had 
done: 

5.45 p. mM., August 29, 1802. 

GENERAL Sykes: I received an order from Mr, Cutting to advance tothe su 
port of Morell. I faced about and did so. I soon met Griffin's brigade wi 
drawing, by order of General Morell, who was not posed out, but big 1 
faced about and marched back 200 yards or so; I met then an orderly from Gen- 
eral Porter to General Morell, saying he must Bags on and — the enemy; 
that all was going well for us and he was retiring. Griffin then faced about, 
and I am following him to support General Morell, as ordered. None of the 
batteries are cl up to me. 

Respectfully, 
G. K. WARREN. 

This note from Warren was manifestly written some time after Morell 
received Order 37, to attack. It was after Colonel Locke, of Porter’s 
staff, delivered the verbal order to“ push on and press the enemy.” 
And presumably Colonel Locke did not start with the verbal order till 
Porter received the message which Morell says he sent him that the 
enemy were not retiring. And thus it would seem that three trips, of 
a mile each, were made between Porter and Morell after the receipt by 
Porter of the 4.30 order and before Warren wrote his note at 5.45, 
making it, as Douglass Pope and the two orderlies swore, about 5 
o’clock when the order was delivered. And yet the advisory board, in 
the face of this incontrovertible proof, have the effrontery to say that it 
was not received by Porter before 6.30 p. m.” 

After having thus strangely found this fact to suit Porter’s purpose 
they then excuse him by saying it was too late to attack that night. 
But there was more than two hours of daylight after Warren’s note 
was written, and more than three hours of fighting. Many a battle 
has been decided by the work of a very few minutes; but here isa man 
who makes no use of three hours; in fact, no use of the whole day. 
How unlike this was the conduct of another corps commander on an- 
other great occasion. On the day of the battle of Marengo Dessaix 
marched his troops 20 miles, and reaching the field just as the French 
on the left were falling back in confusion, he said to Napoleon: “Iam 
in season to cover your retreat.“ Napoleon replied: ‘‘ You are in sea- 
son to win a victory.“ Dessaix instantly led his corps in an impet- 
uous charge upon the enemy, in which he fell; but the pen of history 


now tells how Napoleon, with twenty thousand men, put to flight 


thirty-two thousand Austrians. 

The French people, in grateful recognition of Dessaix’s valor, have put 
his statue in the Place Dauphine, in Paris. 

When a grateful Democracy shall have put the name of Fitz-John 
Porter on the retired-list of the Army it will then be in order to build 
his monument. It should bear this inscription: ‘‘To the memory of 
the are who was ordered to attack the enemy, but instead thereof 
hid his men in the bushes and indifferently listened to the noise of a 


great battle, in which 8,000 of his companions in arms were killed and 
wounded.” 


The board, not quite satisfied with thisexcuse for Porter, invent an- 
other. It is as follows: 

It is a well-established military maxim that aco commander is not jus- 
tillable in making an apparently hopeless attack in obedience to an order 
from a superior who is not on the t, and who is evidently in error in t 
to the essential conditions upon w. ich the order is . The duty of the 
corps commander in such a case is to make not a real attack, but a strong dem- 
on: n, so as to prevent the enemy in his front from sending reinforcements 
to other parts of his line, 

It was Porter’s duty, then, to ‘‘ make a strong demonstration.“ Let 
us be thankful that in the opinion of this board it was Porter’s duty 
to have done anything that day. But instead of a strong demon- 
stration,” Porter's force was really so undemonstrative that Lee and 

t and Stuart understood it had wholly withdrawn. General 
Lee, in his report, says: 

Soon after General Stuart reported the approach of a large force from the di- 

rection of Bristoe Station. The three by es under Wilcox were sent to rein- 


force Jones, but no serious attack was made, and after firing a few shots the 
enemy withdrew. 


Here recall the fact that Wilcox in his report says he went down ‘‘a 
mile or more. Then recall the passages already read from the reports 
of Stuart and Longstreet, which show that they, too, understood that 
Porter’s force was withdrawn. Longstreet says: 


After some few shots the enemy withdrew his forces. * * * Wilcox’s bri- 
gades were moved back to their former position. 


And Stuart says: 
After exchanging a few shots with rifle pieces, this corps withdrew toward 
Manassas, 


Thus do we see that Lee, Longstreet, and Stuart all supposed Porter 
had withdrawn; and this is the way he made a strong demonstra- 
tion.“ But the board, still attempting to excuse Porter, say: 

The display of troops made by Porter earlier in the afternoon had all the de- 
sired and all possible beneficial effect, It caused Lon t's reserve division 
to be sent to his extreme right in front of Porter's position. There that division 
remained until about 6 o’clock—too late for it to take any effective part in the 
operations at other points of the line. 

This statement of the board is not only specious and misleading, but 
itis worse. It is untrue. This reserve division was under General 
Wilcox, who went down a mile or more“ towards Porter, and in his 
report says: 

Now the command was ordered back to the turnpike, and forward on this 
to the support of General Hood, who became warmly engaged with the enemy. 

General Lee says: 

; 8 Wilcox was recalled from the right and ordered to advance on Hood's 
eft. 


General Longstreet, in his report, says: 

Hood’s two brigades were pressed forward quickly to the attack, At the 
same time Wilcox's three brigades made a like advance. 

Thus is it perfectly clear that instead of being too late this re- 
serve division went forward in the advance that drove Pope's leſt back 
that night. Not only must this board stand convicted of these several 
misstatements of facts, but in their eagerness to completely vindicate 
Porter these gentlemen actually misstate the language of the 4.30 order. 
They say it was an order to attack Jackson’s right flank. The order 
says: 

Your line of march brings you on the enemy’s right flank. Push forward in- 
to action at once on the enemy’s flank, 

But the board say ‘‘it required an attack which could not be made.’ 
Why not? Stuart says: The prolongation of Porter’s line of march 
would have struck Longstreet in flank.’’ All he had to do was to “‘push 
forward ” as Pope ordered and it would have brought him into action 
on the enemy’s But he ordered Morell to put the men into 
sition for the night. He did not even make a demonstration; nota shot 
was fired under the 4.30 order; not a gun opened its mouth in threat- 
ening; he did absolutely nothing, and Longstreet, unmolested, threw 
the bulk of his corps upon Reynolds’s and King’s divisions. But enough 
concerning the inacuracies of this board. I should not have taken so 
much time in exposing some of them, only for the fact that the opinion 
of this board has proved a stumbling-block with many fair-minded 
people who have not examined the whole case. 

The report of this board has been accepted as an authoritative dis- 
position of the subject, But the fact is, the board itself had no legal 
existence whatever. It was authorized neither by the law nor the 
Constitution. It was called into being and existed wholly outside the 
law. The only warrant for its existence was the will of the President. 
It was in every sense extra-judicial; and if it administered oaths, as it 
did, the persons administering them would, under the common law, 
and under the statutes of most of the States, my own certainly, be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and the persons taking those oaths could not 
be punished for perjury under them. 2 

The President, if he wanted advice upon this subject with a view of 
exercising the pardoning power, might well enough have asked the 
opinion of these gentlemen, or the opinion of any other gentlemen. 
But that opinion when given was of no binding force upon any one, not 
even the President. It was simply advisory. Not so with the court- 
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martial, however, which was a judicial tribunal, vested with the power 
of life and death, and whose judgment was final. Had the board con- 
fined itself to its legitimate and rightful work of advising the Presi- 
dent as to the pardon of this man, no criticism could be offered. But 
instead of this, it altogether transcended the proper limit of its author- 
ity and advised that something be done that can not legally be done. 
And now, as a second false step, Congress is asked to act upon this ille- 
gitimate advice and transcend the proper limit of its authority by at- 
tempting to *‘ annul and set aside“ a judicial decree. 

Let not, then, this unauthorized and illegal, and as we have abun- 
dantly seen, unreliable opinion of this board, longer mislead any one. 
It was undoubtedly from reading the artificial and fallacious report of 
this board and the testimony taken before it which, as we have already 
seen, was brought forth from the uncertain memory of sixteen years, 
rather than from carefully reading the reports of the confederate officers 
made at the time, that the friends of this bill are provided with their 
very best argument in support of it, namely, the opinion of the late 
General Grant. They tell us here was a man who led armies and fought 
battles and won victories. Surely his opinion ought to be decisive. 
But he would never have won victories with such support as Porter 
gave to Pope that day. With that kind of help he would never have 
won Donelson, or Shiloh, or Vicksburg, or Appomattox. It will not 
be claimed that General Grant was infallible. An examination of the 
letters written in this case by this sympathetic, confiding man will show 
that he lost himself in the vicious atmosphere of the report of this board 
and of the moldy recollections of the witnesses who came beforeit. The 
name of Ulysses S. Grant has gone into history. It will always hold a 
proud place in our country’s annals, a secure place in the gratitude of 
the American people. But this will not be because of his letters in the 
Fitz-John Porter case, nor because of his relations with Ferdinand 
Ward in Wall street. It will be in spite of these things. 

Now let us return to Fitz-John Porter and hiscommand. Here was 
a corps in material and discipline considered the very best in the Army 
of the Potomac. 

It contained the troops of the regular Army. It was filled with officers 
and men both patriotic and faithful. 

Porter, told by Mr. McClellan that it was a case of life and death,“ 
had brought this corps up from Falmouth in the last seven days, count- 
ing the 29th, a distance of 51 or 52 miles; a less distance than we have 
seen that A. P. Hill moved his division in two of those seven days. 

This corps had seen no fighting since July 1; only two days less than 
two months since it had fired a gun at the enemy. We have already 
seen how the little Army of Virginia since the battle of Cedar Mount- 
ain, August 9, had been constantly rahe, me fighting, all the time 
being confronted by greatly superior numbers, And again on this 
memorable 29th of August the remnant of that army was found in 
line of battle and in deadly encounter with the enemy. But this corps 
of Porter's instead of being in line of battle and facing the enemy was 
strung along the road from Bethlehem church to Dawkin’s Branch, 
just as the column halted, the men taking their ease, and its commander 
apparently not at all stirred by the din of battle on his right, in which 
his companions in arms were falling like autumn leaves. With three 
several orders in his pocket, obedience to any one of which would have 
taken him to the assistance of the line under Pope, which he under- 
stood was being driven back, he decided without striking a single blow 
to withdraw to Manassas.” But not quite daring to do this unless 
McDowell would join him he reluctantly remained, but was careful to 
give no assistance through the long hours of that fierce contest which 
only the thick darkness of 9 o'clock at night eould subdue. Yes, ordered 
to advance, he determined to withdraw to Manassas,” and actually 
sent one brigade back, apparently not caring what disaster might over- 
take the army on the right; not caring that the capital was in danger; 
that, in fact, the hand of the assassin was atthe very throat of the State. 

Now, this was Fitz-John Porter’sconduct on the 29th of August, 1862. 
But this was not the only day of his disobedience. We have seen how, 
upon the receipt of the very first order from the commander of the 
Army of Virginia, he was in doubt whether he would obey it; and upon 
deciding to do so, asked his friend Burnside to ‘‘inform McClellan 
that he might know he was doing right.“ We have seen also how 
the order of the 27th to moveat 1 o’clocka. m. was wholly di ed. 
And, most significant of all, as the mirror in which stands reflected the 
treacherous purpose of this man, we have seen his oft-repeated expres- 
sions of contempt for Pope and the mysterious turning of his heart to 
another idol—to the man who said, See me before you sail.“ The 
board says thisconduct of Porter was ‘‘ obedient, subordinate, and faith- 
ful.” But I tell you, notwithstanding this encomium of the board; 
notwithstanding under this bill, if it should become a law, the Presi- 
dent and Senate may restore him to his original rank in the Army 
and put him on the retired-list, the impartial pen of history will write 
against the name of Fitz-John Porter the word traitor—not to the flag, 
but to his superior officer, whom he was resolved not to help win any 
victories in that campai 


pai, 
But the darkness of night had come on and the battle was fast dying operatio: 


out. General Pope had heard no sound from Porter’s guns in response 
to the 4. 30 order; and he knew that Porter must have wholly disregarded 


it, just as he had every order he had thus far sent him, excepting the 
first. Saying to himself “‘ I will see if I can get this man into action,’’ 
Pope sent him the following, which by its terms is suggestive that he 
was becoming somewhat in earnest: 
HEADQUARTEES ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
in THe FIELD NEAR BULL RUN, 
August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m. 

GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of re- 
ceiving which you will acknowledge, you will march yourcommand to the field 
of battle of to-day and report to me in person fororders. You are to understand 
that Ft are expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on 
the field within three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow 
morn 


ing. 
JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Com: ing. 


Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER. 
[Received August 30—3.30 a, m.] 


But Porter did not obey this last order. Though he went himself, 
he did not take his whole command to the field. Two brigades and 
one of his division commanders, General Morell, straggled away to Cen- 
treville, more than 6 milestothe rear. One of these brigades reached 
the field at night, just as the battle closed; but the other made no effort 
whatever to come up. Pope's force was less on the 30th by these two 
brigades, about four thousand men, than it would have been had Por- 
ter taken them along as ordered. Think of it, two whole brigades or- 
dered ap to take part in the battle, marching back 6 miles to the rear! 
Now, if Porter did not connive at this, he was clearly msible for it. 
The officers of these brigades only did what they knew Porter all the 
time wanted to do, namely, fall back, one of them testifying that he 
expected when he reached Centreville to have found Porter there. 

But Porter was on the field on the 30th and took part in the battle. 
It is said that he did well. But suppose he did; that does not help his 
former conduct. He was then under the very eye of his superior, and 
if he faltered his disobedience would be plain. 

Notwithstanding the gallant fighting of the 30th the battle was lost. 
It was fatally turned against us by the complete inactivity of Porter’s 
corps on the 29th, before the enemy was settled in his position and 
before his re-enforcements were all up. 

Porter’s failure to take four thousand of his twelve thousand men 
into action on the 30th, coupled with the fact that Lee was re-enforced 
on the morning of the 30th with Maj. Gen. R. H. Anderson’s division 
of six thousand men, and Col. S. D. Lee’s battalion of artillery (vol- 
ume 12, part 2, page 577; and part 3, page 935), made Lee relatively 
stronger by ten thousand men, not counting Colonel Lee’sartillery, than 
he was on the 29th; and this saying nothing of Lee’s further re-enforce- 
ment on the afternoon of the 30th by McLaws’s and D. H. Hills’s di- 
visions of five thousand men each, and nothing also of Franklin’s corps 
from the Army of the Potomac, which should have participated in both 
days’ fight, lost us the second battle of Bull Run. The 29th was the day 
of our j ees in that battle. That was the day when the heavy blows 
should have been struck, but on that day Fitz-John Porter, though four 
times ordered to strike, never lifted a hand. 

The second battle of Bull Run ought to have been a great Union 
victory. It would have been had Porter been zealous and active on 
the 29th; and had General Franklin gone forward with alacrity under the 
orders he received it must have resulted in the overwhelming defeat 
of the enemy. It would have been the Waterloo of the rebellion. 
There would have been no Antietam, no Gettysburg, and no river of 
blood from the Wilderness to Cold Harbor. 

Now, to properly understand the conduct of Fitz-John Porter in this 
campaign it should be studied in the light of the conduct of General 
Franklin and the commander of the Army of the Potomac. By taking 
a view of these three men in a group the motive for Porter’s lukewarm- 
ness becomes apparent. Without this his conduct, though clearly dis- 
obedient, might seem inexplicable; with it all isplain. Now, remem- 
ber that on the 3d of August General McClellan was ordered to withdraw 
the Army of the Potomac from the James for the reinforcement of the 
army under General Pope. When these armies were united who was 
to have command, Pope or McClellan? That was the question. For 
some reason never explained General Sumner’s corps was held back 
till all the other corps had come forward. Now, of all the corps com- 
manders of the Army of the Potomac at that time, if there was one who, 
like Napoleon’s marshals ‘‘always marched to the sound of the enemy’s 
guns,” it was Edwin V. Sumner. But he was kept back. We have 
already seen how not a man left Harrison’s Landing under this order 
till August 14; we have also seen Porter’s arrival at Falmouth the 
22d and his snail-like progress in connecting with Pope and his conduct 
thereafter. Now, General Franklin’s corps arrived at Alexandria the 
24th and 25th of August. On the 26th he received the following order 
(volume 12, part 3, page 676): 

Wan Department, Washington, August 26, 1862. 


Major-General FRANKL», Alexandria, Va.: 


You will march your corps by Centreville toward Warrenton, Se a | to 
General Pope in the absence of General McClellan from the immediate field of 
ns. 


H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chicf, 
On the 27th, General McClellan arrived at Alexandria and reported 
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to the General-in-Chief. On the 28th the following dispatch was sent to 
General Franklin (part 3, page 707): 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 28, 1802. 
Major-General FRANKLIN, Alexandria, Va.: 


On parting with General McClellan about 2 o'clock this morning it was under 

that you were to move your jrg y toward Manassas Junction to 

drive the enemy from the railroad. I have just learned that the general has not 

yet returned to Alexandria. If you have not received his orders act on this, 
H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chie. 


But it seems the General-in-Chief learned that Franklin had not gone 
forward as ordered, and McClellan was claiming he was not ready to go, 
whereupon Halleck sent the following to General McClellan ae 3, 


page 710): 
WaAsuincton, D. C., August 28, 1862—7.40 p. m. 
Major-General MCCLELLAN, Alexandria, Va.: 

There must be no further delay in moving Franklin’s sape toward Manassas. 
They must go to-morrow morning, ready or not ready, we delay too longto 
get ready there will be no necessity to go at all, for Pope will either be defeated 
or victorious without our aid. If there is want of wagons the men must carry 
provisions with them until the wagons can come to their relief. 


H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chief. 


The following order (part 3, page 723) speaks for itself: 
Wasurseton, D. C., August 29,1862—7.40 p. m. 

Major-General MCCLELLAN, Alexandria, Va.: 

You will immediately send construction trains and guards to repair railroad to 
Manassas; let there be no delay in this. 

I have just been told that Franklin's corps stopped at Annandale, and that he 
was this evening in Alexandria. 

This is all contrary to my orders; investigate and report the facts of this diso- 
bedience, That corps mnes pusa forward as I directed, protect the railroad, an 


open our communication 
H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chief. 


On the night of the 30th, after the battle was all over, this corps 
reached Centreville, a distance of 20 miles from Alexandria, where it 
landed five days before. Thus do we see that Franklin went to the 
relief of Pope much as Porter did. Now, without claiming that Me- 
Clellan ought to have got Porter’s corps to Falmouth in less than twenty 
days after he was ordered, and Franklin’s corps to Alexandria in less 
than twenty-three days, can there be any doubt but that if these two 
corps, after they were landed, had pressed forward with vigor to the help 
of Pope there would have been a radically different result on the plains 
of Manassas? It would have resulted in a signal victory, in a com- 
piet triumph for the Army of Virginia and its commander, and as the 

ero of the hour Pope would have had command of the Army of the 
Potomac. But instead of this the day was lost. Pope was whipped. 
He was no longer to be feared by McClellan or his friends. No one 
knew this better than McClellan himself. Porter had been the chief 
instrument of Pope’s defeat, and rumors of his infidelity had come up 
here to the capital. Whereupon McClellan, two days after the battle, 
two days after the mischief was all done, in the exercise of that mys- 
tical power which he was supposed to hold over this man, sent him 
the following fervid personal note: 5 

Wan Department, September 1, 1862—5.30 p. m. 


Lask you for my sake, that of the country, and of the old Army of the Poto- 
mac, that you and all friends will lend the fullest and most cordial co-operation 
to General Pope in all the operations now going on. 

The distresses of our country, the honor of our arms are at stake, and all de- 
pends now upon the cheerful co-operation of all in the field. This week is the 
Say the same thing to all my friends in the Arm 


crisis of our fate. of the 
Potomac, and that the last I have to make of them is that for their 
country’s sake 15 will extend to General 3 the same support they ever 
have to me. I am in charge of the defenses of Washington. Iam doing all I 
can to render your retreat safe, should that become n 8 
GEORGE B. McCLELLAN, 
Major-General, 
Major-General PORTER, 
Centreville, Commanding Fifth Corps. 


Now to understand the exact meaning of this patriotic appeal there 
should be read right between the lines of it the following dispatch of 
just three days before, sent in reply to Pope’s call for food for his army; 
and sent, too, at the very hour he was engaged in deadly conflict with 
the enemy, and while Alexandria was swarming with troops from the 
Army of the Potomac, among which was Franklin’s Corps, which, as 
we have seen, was ordered two days before that to march to the relief 
of Pope. Would that this dispatch had never been sent. Here it is. 
> ape to report of Committee on Conduct of War, part 2, page 


Avas 29, 1862—S p.m 
To COMMANDING OFFICER at Centreville: 
I have been instructed by General McClellan to inform you that he will have 
all the available wagons at Alexandria loaded with rations for your troops, and 
all of the ears also, as soon as you will send a cavalry escort to Alexandria as a 


guard to the train. 
Respectfully, 
W. B. FRANKLIN, 
Maj. Gen., Commanding Sixth Corps. 
This last dispatch shows the kind of support McClellan would have 


had Porter give to Pope had the request been before the battle. But 
the mischief was already done. Pope's fate was fixed. He was beaten, 
and was sure to be set aside. The man to lead armies is never the man 
who loses battles. On the 1st day of September the Army of Virginia 
was ordered within the fortifications about Washington, and McClellan 
set about consolidating it with the Army of the Potomac; and Pope was 
without a command. His sun had set. 


And at the same time “‘Mc- 


Clellan’s star was up’’—just as Fitz-John Porter wrote his friend Burn- 
side he hoped it would be about the 3ist.’’ It was only one day be- 
hind the time fixed by Porter’s horoscope when Burnside was to hear 
from him by way of Alexandria;’’ and like a true prophet he had done 
as little as possible to prevent the fulfillment of the prophecy. The re- 
sult was not only as Porter hoped, but as McClellan expected when he 
wrote Burnside a confidential“ note on the 20th of August, saying: 

Yesterday and to-day I have received intelligence from confidential sources 
leading me to think it probable that Halleck will not or can not out his 
8 in regard to my position as expressed to you. (Volume 12, part 2, 
page 605. 

No, he could not.“ The crisis was not then passed. The victorious 
enemy was still ive. Though McClellan was under manifest 
suspicion at the War Department of not having brought the Army of 
the Potomac to Pope’s assistance as expeditiously as he might (volume 
12, part 3, page 706), yet it could not” in that critical and perilous 
time displace him and give the command to another; and as the result 
the army under his leadership followed the enemy into Maryland. 

The stake that Porter had played for was won. He was again with 
the chief whom he loved best. Nor was McClellan ungrateful to his 
friend. 

The curious will always wonder whether it was from a sense of obli- 
gation or from purely military considerations that at the terrible battle 
of Antietam, on the 17th of September, Porter was given the post of 
honor and the place of safety. 

His corps was held all day in reserve behind the hill just in front of 
Pry’s house, where McClellan had his headquarters, and during the 
whole of that bloody struggle never fired a gun. Thus for a season 
did the guilty prosper. Buta day of reckoning was at hand. When 
the tide of war set back again to the southward this man was brought 
to justice. 

Nine general officers, among them James A. Garfield, presided over 
by the venerable David Hunter, just gone to his reward, said he was 
guilty of disobedience of orders and sentenced him to be dismissed from 
the service. The findings and sentence wereapproved by Abraham Lin- 
coln; and this man left the Army covered with the disgrace which he 
had brought upon himself. But now, after twenty-three years, it is pro- 

by the unauthorized and violent edict of Congress to annul and 
set aside ” the judgment of that court. It may be natural for those of 
you on the other side of the House, who were on the other side on the 
29th of August, 1862, to feel like helping this man now, who so effectu- 
ally helped you then. But remember that this Government is now 
yours; and just now the administration of it is yours. And, through 
your President, the command of the Army is yours. And, as swilt pun- 
ishment would have surely overtaken conduct like that of Porter in the 
army to which you then belonged, how can you consistently or safely 
make the attack contemplated by this bill upon the efficiency and good 
name of the Army whose honor is now in your keeping? 

Ask yourselves upon the other side of the House, before passing this 
bill, if you can afford to prostitute the legislative power of this Govern- 
ment to the work of overthrowing the judgment of any court whatever 
which has existence by authority of law. 

Ask yourselves if you can afford to break down the discipline of your 
Army by restoring to rank and position therein a man of whose treachery 
and disobedience nine-tenths of that Army are well convinced. But it 
may be said that this was an occurrence of the war and should be treated 
in the spirit of that general amnesty which is fast blotting out the trans- 
gressions of that period. 

Now, with the principle laid down by Montesquieu in his Spirit of 
Laws, that— 

It is not profitable for republics to deal harshly with those who may rebel 
against its authority; that it is more advisable to exceed in lenity than severity ; 
to banish but few rather than many; and to leave them their estates instead o! 
making a vast number of confiscations; that the object is not to destroy the 
rebel, but the rebellion— 
all will agree. And it is to the lasting credit of this American Repub- 
lic that, when the surrender came, blood ceased to flow. Nota po- 
litical execution followed. But this principle of Montesquieu does not 
apply to the case before us. For the man who, in the face of the world, 
stands up in battle for his flag there may be room for respect, even 
though it be the flag of rebellion. But what shall be said of the man 
who stood coolly by and gave the enemy a victory rather than help his 
superior officer whom he did not like? What shall be said of the man 
whom the slaughter of his friends did not move ? 

Were this gray-haired old man, who some think has been sufficiently 
punished already, to confess his error and ask to be relieved from a 
punishment greater than he could bear, the appeal might arouse com- 
passion, even though this body were powerless, as it is, torelieve. But 
that is not the attitude of Fitz-John Porter. He comes justifying, 
not confessing. He demands restoration to his place in the Army from 
which he claims to have been wrongfully thrust out by the unjust 
judgment of a court-martial. He does not ask mercy. He demands 
justice. But justice cries out against him. The law cries out against 
him. The Army and Navy, both officers and men, cry out against 
him. ‘The millions who upheld the flag in the late civil struggle cry 
out against him. Three hundred thousand veteran soldiers who fought 
for the preservation of the Union cry out against him. The disem- 
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bodied spirits of those who fell on the 29th of August, 1862, cry out 


against him; as 
i They wheel in airy echelon 
From pass 


and h tand p 
To form upon that bloody ground 
they ery out against him. i 
martyred Lincoln and the martyred Garfield, both of whom sat 


in judgment upon this man, and one of whom said, the case would 
have justified the sentence of death, cry out from the silent chambers 


of the dead 

In the name of government and for the sake of legislative de- 
cency let us hope that the law may not be outraged and justice mocked 
by passage of this bill, against which stands the solemn protest of 
both the living and the dead. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like for a moment to call 


attention to a statement made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


BRAdd J. That tleman read from the report of Major-General 
Hein for Sep eg as I understand, of showing that Kearny, 
on the afternoon of the 29th, was ordered to attack and failed to do so 


until after 6 o’clock. The gentleman stated—and it was true, of 
course—that General Kearny made no report after his death. But he 
did a report on the 31st of August, covering the operations of 
his division on the 29th and 30th—a report which was intended to be 
signed by him on the day of his death, and which was forwarded by 
his successor, General Birney, in this language: 

Respectfully forwarded drawn up b; late Gen. 
Philip 8 and eee ened by hima thee day of nis death. 

The report may be found on page 415, volume 12, part 2, of the 
Records of the War of the Rebellion. In this report General Kearny 
gives his own account of the matter referred to in the report of General 
Heintzelman. I read the language of General Kearny: 


Toward noon I was obliged to occupy a quarter of a mile additional on left of 
said road, from Schurz's troops being taken elsewhere. 
the first hours of combat General Birney, on tired regiments in the 


center falling back, of his own accord idly pushed across to give them a hand 
to raise ves to a renewed fight. early afternoon General Pope’s order, 
per General Roberts, was to send a pretty strong force 3 to the front 

detached for 


relieve the center in the woods from pressure, gly 
that purpose General Robinson with his ; the Sixty-third Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, Colonel Hays; the One hund and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
Captain Craig; the Twentieth Indiana, Colonel Brown; and, additionally, the 
Third Michigan Marksmen, under Colonel Champlin. General Robinson drove 
forward for several hundred ; but the center of the main battle being 
sho after driven back and out of the woods, my detachment, thus exposed so 
considerably in front of all others, both flanks in air, was obliged to cease to ad- 

themselves to holding their own. 
though at the risk of exposing my fighting line to be- 
attack 


up on hisown right. It presaged a victory for us all. Still our force was too 
light. The enemy broughs up rap so that our further prog- 
ress was impeded. 


Now, I desire merely to call attention to this in reply to what has 
been said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Braaai, who sought 
to create the impression that at that critical moment General Kearny 
failed to respond. I have read General Kearny’s own answer to the 
statement of General Heintzelman, which must have been made under 
a misapprehension of the facts. 

Mr. BRAGG. It is a fact, however, is it not, that Grover was not 
pet et ? Can there beany dispute that General Grover was not sup- 

rted? 
eres THOMPSON. I have simply called attention to General Kear- 
ny’s statement, which is a full answer to the statement made by Gen- 
eral Heintzelman in his report. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, in making my remarks to-day, 
being confined to an hour, and as the speech which I had prepared 
would have exceeded an hour in length, there were necessarily some 
parts which I could not read in full, simply stating theirsubstance. I 
now ask permission to print in full in the RECORD my speech as pre- 


The CHAIRMAN, Ifthere beno objection the leave requested will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the committce rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. EpEN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, SPRINGER reported thatthe Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRAGG (at 10 o'clock and 6 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Memorial for the relief of Mary C. 
Yuckley—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Edward Bird, of Tooele, Utah, late mate 
in the United States Navy, asking for the three months’ extra pay al- 
lowed to volunteers who served to the end of the war—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of citizens of Port Huron, Mich., fora 
constitutional amendment granting the right of suffrage to women—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Local Assembly Knights of Labor, No. 3997, Otter 
pgs eee for the passage of the bill for the restoration of wages in 
the Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Thomas D. Gilbert and 40 others, 
leading citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., for an appropriation for public 
pata at that place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

Also, petition of Hon. Dwight Butler and 110 citizens of Grand Haven, 
Mich., for an appropriation for the erection of public buildings at that 
place—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 48 citizens of Blanch, Polk 
County, Florida, and vicinity, praying for forfeiture of lands claimed 
by the Florida Railway and Navigation Company—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 52 masters of vessels in the port of 
Boston and of 82 owners of vessels in Boston, asking that masters or 
mates of American sailing vessels may be authorized to pilot their own 
vessels in the same manner as masters or mates of American steam-ves- 
sels are now authorized to do—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of J. E. West and others, asking an ap- 
propriation for a bridge over Niobrara River, Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of Louisa Chism, of 
Monroe County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition from Rev. Charles H. Regan, Roman Catholic 
priest, Dr. J. L. Harrison and 100 others, representative citizens of 
Middlesex County, Massachusetts, for scientific temperance instruction 
in the schools under control of the Federal Government, and by unan- 
imous vote the Methodist Episcopal church and Congregational Sunday 
school of Berlin join these petitioners—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Delaware County, Penn- 
sylvania, favoring early pension legislation recommended by the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Kansas, 
for the passage of the Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of citizens of Saint Louis, for the passage 
of an act granting suffrage to women to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial from Oshkosh, Wis.; and two me- 
morials from Holstein, Wis., concerning the abolition of the Presi- 
dency—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Charles Blanchard, fora pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petitions signed by many citizens, praying for the 
improvement of the thoroughfare between Townsend’s and Corson’s In- 
1 cae May County, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rs. 


By Mr. HITT: Petition of I. T. Kanode, of Ogle County, Illinois, 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of O. S. Parker, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of T. J. Middleton and others, citizens 
of Hood County, Texas, for national aid to education—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Jean Odendhal—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Joseph H. Maddox, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of John Duggan, of Nevada County, Arkan- 
sas, asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Thomas Reiling, for back pay as post- 
master at Anderson, Tex.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of A. M. Kelman and 250 others, citi- 
zens and ex-soldiers of Montgomery County, Kansas, asking for legis- 
lation in keeping with the recommendations of the natienal commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, favoring the right of way to the Winfield and Fort Smith Railway, 
and to the Parsons and Pacific Railway, through Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, petition of 736 citizens of Wellington and Sumner Counties, 
Kansas, praying for the Sea of the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
the opening of unoccupied lands to actual settlers—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of 1 > N. Tillman and others, 
citizens of Tennessee, asking relief for A. A. Strong - to the Committee 


on Claims, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to claim of Maj. W. Vedder, to ac- 
company his petition heretofore introduced—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of C. H. Boppe and others, concerning the 
abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Memorial of the citizens of Dare County, North 
Carolina, for the establishment of a light-house on Pugh’s Reef, Pam- 
lico Sound, North Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SYMES: Papers relating to the claim of James H. Wells— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill for the relief of John P. Barrett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 72 citizens of Ohio, asking an 
appropriation of $80,000 for the harbor of Ashtabula, on Lake Erie— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of the heirs of Margaret Raw- 
lings, deceased, of Fayette County, Tennessee, asking compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Robert Talley—to the same 
committee. 

es Mr. WARD: Petition of citizens of Tipton County; of William 
B. Nobles and others, of Tipton County; of Joseph B. Cheadle and oth- 
ers, of Clinton County; of James L. Richard and others, and of I. J. 
Daton and others,of Hamilton County, Indiana, asking that all Union 
soldiers be pensioned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, A. J. WARNER: Petition of John R. Hunt and 64 others, 
citizens of Quaker City, Guernsey County, Ohio, asking the of 
a bill to pay soldiers the difference between gold and green to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, er f of Franklin Sanford and 28 others, asking for certain 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes beissued, and that the 2 debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
inthe Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Seon! and Measures. 

21 oo CANNON: Petition of Thomas Lahe and 325 others, citizens 
of IIlino 

By Mr. HALL: Of C. Nicola and 100 others, citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of Thomas Clark and 112 others, citizens of Me- 
Pherson County, Kansas. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Of 68 citizens of North Carolina. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 1st instant, additional information as to the accounts 
of Alfred B. Meacham, late superintendent of Indian affairs for the 
State of Oregon; which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motion 
of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented seven petitions of local as- 
semblies of Knights of Labor of Ohio, praying for the opening of lands 
in the Indian Territory to homestead settlement, &c.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented a memorial of Local Assembly No. 3579, Knights 
of Labor, Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bills 265 and 1003, in relation to pilots; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly 2591, Knights of 
Labor, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill in to 
the wages of employés in the Government Printing Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented a petition of steamboat owners of Philadel- 
pia Pa., and a petition of steamboat owners of New Orleans, La., pray- 
ing for the passageof the bill (S. 1004) to abolish certain fees for official 
services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to ship- 
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ping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other pur- 
Which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of citizensof Faribault, Minn., 
praying for the passage of a joint resolution at the present session of 
Congress submitting to the several State Legislatures a proposition to 
so amend the national Constitution as to protect the women of all the 
States and Territories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Minneapolis and Saint Paul, 
Minn., praying for the appointment of commissioners on the pror 
the United States to confer with commissioners on the part of 
for a general reciprocity treaty and for the settlement of all questions 
at present existing between Canada and the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 387 representative citizens of 
Cass, Berrien, and Saint Joseph Counties, Michigan, and a petition of 
525 representative citizens of Hillsdale, Lenawee, and Washington 
Counties, Michigan, praying for the enactment of a law requiring scien- 
tiſie tem ce instruction in the public schools of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Academies, 
and the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part by money 
from the national Treasury; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 232 representative citizens of 
Cattaraugus County, New York; a petition of 290 representative citi- 
zens of Steuben County, New York; and a petition of 267 representa- 
tive citizens of Monroe County, New York, praying for the enactment 
of a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public 
schools of the District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Mili- 
tary and Naval Academies, and the Indian and colored schools, sup- 
ported wholly or in part by money from the national Treasury; {which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented the petition of A. Colburn & Co., John Bodine, and 
135 other merchants of New York, praying that the Secre of War be 
authorized to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the 
entire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, for a sum not 
exceeding $1,295,000, i a rightof way free of cost tothe United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Maryland, praying for the passage of a joint resolution 
submitting to the several State Legislatures a proposition to so amend 
the national Constitution as to protect the women of all the States and 
Territories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrageon equal terms with 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Elizabeth P. Hicks, praying 
for the passage of an act authorizing and directing the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the United States to place the name of her Tate husband, Adam 
Finch, on the rolls of Company K, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cav- 
alry; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented four petitions of citizens of Fairbury, Livings- 
ton County, Illinois, praying for the enactment of a law requiring scien- 
tific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in the Territories, andin the Military and Naval Academies, and 
the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part by moneys 
from the national Treasury; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Michael Hall, late a commis- 
sary-sergeant of the United States Army, having served over thirty years, 
praying to be placed on the retired-list of enlisted men by special legis- 

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of John Sorrell, of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the removal of the charge of desertion from his military record; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of a bill granting pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Franklin, Pa., praying for 
the passage of a bill to equalize pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the United States, praying 
for the taxation of all property for the support of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying Congress 
to place the coinage of silver on the same footing with the coinage of 
gold; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Rock Island County, Ili- 
nois, praying that the right of suffrage be granted to women; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (S. 41) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co., reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, Nova 
Scotia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
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ing — reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
rts thereon: 
A bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant; and 
A bill (S. 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1550) to provide for an addition 
to the United States building at Jackson, Miss.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1551) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late A. Thompson, of Roanoke County, Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1552) for the relief of Hart 
Mauson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1553) granting a pension 
to Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1554) for the relief of William 
Talbert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1555) imposing additional 
duties on merchandise the uct of countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1556) for 
the relief of the estate of Henry C. Boyd; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON Eg eguen) introduced a bill (S. 1557) for the relief 
of certain employés of the United States mint at New Orleans, La. ; 
which was was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1558) providing for the judicial ascertain- 
ment of claims against the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1559) to amend 
section 3020 of the Revised Statutes, referring to drawback duty on 
manufactured tin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1560) to reimburse Peter French for 
depredations committed by Bannock and Piute Indians; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1561) to establish an educational 
fund, and apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public 
education, and to provide for the more complete endowment and sup- 
port of colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial educa- 
tion; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill may be printed and laid upon 
the table. I desire at some opportune time to submit some remarks 


upon it. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will lie upon the table. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1562) granting arrears of pension 


to A. C. Hight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1563) granting a pension to James Mc- 
Laughlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1564) for the erection of a monument 
to the late Ulysses S. Grant; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask to have the bill read at length. It is very short, 
consisting of but five or six lines. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be erected in Washington a monument, 


najas opoe o Gay to commemorate the illustrious public services of the 
Gran 

Sxc. 2. A commission, to consist of three Senators to be inted by the Presi- 

dent of the Senate, and three members of the House of resentatives to be 


. the Speaker of the House, are authorized to contract for said 
PERA E The sum of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
. out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
this purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. I to the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
increase the amount by $100,000. I do not think $150,000 would erect 
a 3 to General Grant that the country would be satisfied 
with. 

Mr. HOAR. With the unanimous consent of the Senate I will 
amend the bill accordingly at this moment, and make the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated for the purpose $250,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
it at the present stage. ‘The bill as amended will be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1565) for the relief the legal 
sentatives of Joseph Sierra, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1566) to establish a new land district 


in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1567) regulating gas works in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
50 LOGAN on nek the he pany mre th 

Las t the paper with the bill, containing sug- 
gestions in reference to the different acts g to the subject, may 
be printed in connection with the bill,so as to go to the committee and 
* ee information. 

IDENT pro tempore. The accompanying paper will be 
printed ak the TOLA ot Gun Romaine teams IE vad aloe O to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) authorizing 
and directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain rooms which 
have been occupied by the United States courts to the city of Jackson, 
Miss. ; which was 3 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing 
and requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of 
Harlem River navigation; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That N. G. Terry have leave to withdraw from the files his petition 
and papers in respect to his claim for use in the House of Representatives, there 
having been no adverse report on the same. 


PRINTING OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer the following resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 

Resolved, That-500 additional copies of Senate bill No. 1532 be printed for the 
use of the Senate, 

This is the bill relating to interstate commerce, and the gentleman in 
charge of bills says that he is unable tosupply the call for copies of it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


REPORT ON SHIPPING INTERESTS OF GERMANY. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the of State be, and he hereby is, requested to transmit 
to the Senate a copy of a report recently received by him from Frederick Kaine, 
consul-general of the United States at Berlin, upon shipping interests of Ger- 
many. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the Calendar is in order under the eighth rule. 
The first case will be stated. 

The bill (S. 18) for therelief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the words sum of,” to strike out ‘‘ fourteen ” 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line 7, before the word hundred, to strike 
out eight“ and insert ‘‘ one;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Pearson C. Montgomery, of — State of Tennessee, the 
sum of $3,100, in full compensation for property en from him for the use of 
and used by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CON GER. I ask that the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
January 13, 1886, but before concluding— 

Mr. CONGER. That involves some questions which ought to be con- 
sidered in a longer time than under the five-minute rule, and for that 
reason I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. PIKE subsequently said: I wish to call attention to Order of 
Business 52, being the bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn., which was objected to by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] when reached. I have consulted him, 
and he is willing to allow it to remain on the Calendar as it is without 


prejudice. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 
The bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register for the steam- 


ship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md., wasannounced as next in order; 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consider- 
ation. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The bill having heretofore been read, 
the question is on the adoption of the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The amendment will be read. 


1886. 


The Cuter CLERK. The Committee on Commerce report to in- 
sert as an additional section the following: 
Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
direct the i: steam-vessel, steam-bo 


directed to authorizeand ion of said iler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
. and usual certificate issued to steam: of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pi 


not constructed of iron stamped 3 said la 
or 


the fact that said boiler, — — 5 not 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 


stam iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
et pr ler; steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
ety. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. That bill was passed Over the other day because it was 
not accompanied by a report. Has a report since been filed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not able to inform the 
Senator. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], the Chair thinks, 
filed a report. 

Mr.GORMAN. I submitted a report in accordance with the under- 
standing, but I find that the report has not yet come from the Public 
Printer. I hold in my hand, however, a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. The report has been submitted, I understand the Sen- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


ator to say? . 
Mr. GORMAN. It has been submitted. 
The PRESIDENT pro It is in the hands of the Printer. 


Mr. FRYE. That is all I desire. A report stating the facts should 
be submitted, because it is an exceptional case; and in all such cases 
of application to be removed from the general rule I think a report 
should accompany the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN HOLROYD. 

The bill (S. 94) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and admin- 
istratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, $1,000, in full con- 
sideration for the entire past and future use by the Government of the 
United States of the patented hook and eye for tackle-blocks of John 
Holroyd, if a full, sufficient, and legal transfer and license is executed 
and deposited with the Navy Department, for the Government pur- 
poses, free of all charges of royalty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JABEZ BURCHARD. 


The bill (S. 570) for the relief of Jabez Burchard was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. CAM- 
ERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, January 20, 1886, and be- 
fore concluding, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I shall have to object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

LIEUT. WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 


The bill (S. 367) authorizing the President of the United States to ap- 
int Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant- commander on the retired- 
ist of the Navy was announced as next in order. 
Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the next case 
on the Calendar will be announced. 


JAMES CLIFFORD. 

The bill (S. 738) for the relief of James Clifford was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $556.70 to James Clifford, 
of Fort Smith, Ark., for iron doors and windows furnished for the United 
States jail at Fort Smith, in the western district of Arkansas, during 
the year 1874, under employment by the jailor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. C. H. WARRENS. 
The bill (S. 1052) for the relief of Capt. C. H. Warrens was consid- 
It directs the Secretary of the 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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to pay Capt. C. H. Warrens, of the Fourteenth Infantry, 

United States Army, $621.18, to reimburse him fora like amount stolen 
from him, in quartermaster supplies, by Sergeant Bismarck, who is now 
serving a term of imprisonment for his 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there a report with that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report; it will be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me it should require some unusual state- 
ment of fact to warrant the passage of a bill of that kind, and I should 
like to hear the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. LOGAN, 
January 20, 1886: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1052) for 
Hay 9 5 — C. H. Warrens, have duly considered the same, and submit the 

It appears from the evidence submitted that Captain Warrens was, in frog! en 


quartermaster and de quartermaster at en 


at Fort Utah. 
38 miles distant, where his duties required his frequent presence. e was 
at Salt Lake City. It will be seen that 


d purchasin 
he was often necessarily aeons from Fort Dou 
Robert B. 


ese stolen 
recovered, and it is for these that Captain W. 

A court-martial was convened, and Sergeant Bismarck was found guilty of 
stealing these stores and sentenced to seven in the penitentiary. The 
board of survey entirely exonerated Captain Warrens from all blame, 

There is abundant evidence that Captain Warrens was in no way responsible 
for the loss of these stores, 

The total deficiency, as ascertained by the board of inquiry, amounted to 
$1,783.24. Of this amount $1,090.55 was ascertained to have been stolen by Ser- 
goa Bismarck. The sum of $76.51 has also been passed tothe credit of Captain 

arrens, which leaves a balance of $621.18, the amount appropriated by this bill, 
against his pay, which amount represents the value of the goods stolen but 
could not be found. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill eg to pass, wherefore they 
report S. 1052 without amendment, and recommend t it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF J. J. PULLIAM. 


The bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator withhold his objection one moment 
to allow me to state to him what the bill is? It is a very compact 
matter, and it will take but half a minute to state the facts. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the objection for the moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Whenthe bill containing some thirteen hundred or four- 
teen hundred items which passes every year for quartermaster stores 
came to the Senate last year, after passing the House of Representa- 
tives (the bill is made up in the Quartermaster’s Department and comes 
from the Treasury, I think, here, and the committee always have an ex- 
amination and a comparison of the evidence with the amounts in the 
bill), the attention of the committee was called by the Department to 
that fact that a clerical mistake had been made in the case of this man, 
and that instead of being entitled to thirteen hundred and odd dollars 
which was allowed him, he was entitled to two or three thousand dol- 
lars more; I have forgotten the exact amount. To have made the 
amendment in the Senate would have required the sending back of that 
bill to the other House for concurrence in the amendment, and involved 
perbaps the loss of the whole bill, covering some thirteen hundred 
claimants. Thereupon the committee in its report that year stated that 
this mistake had been discovered, and that it was satisfied the man 
ought to have a sum, but thought it would be unjust to the other 
claimants to send the bill back and risk its entire loss at that stage of 
the session. This bill is to correct that mistake by authorizing the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to examine and settle the account. 
That is the whole story. 

Mr. PLUMB. That ought to be stated in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It is stated in the report. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill itself ought to state that it is one of that 
class of cases, because if gone on in the ordinary way according to the 
statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that would not have been 
a part of the bill itself and therefore it would have remained upon the 
statute-book as a naked appropriation for taking wood from the estate 
during the war. I think the ill ought to be amended in such a way 
as to disclose that fact. I wish to say further that I think there has 
been a great deal of looseness about the payment of this class of claims, 
and I should be very glad to know that the last of them was di: 
of. The general talk among people who know about the situation of 
these bills is that most of this class of claimants were disloyal during 
the war, but in some way we seem to allow everybody's claim who pre- 
sents it and the proof of loyalty is always forthcoming. I think that 
hereafter we ought to stop such allowances, or at all events we ought 
to have the facts clearly stated in the bill itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 
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Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the bill. It is a five-minutes mat- 
ter, and it is a clear case of justice. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will amend the bill 

Mr. HOAR. I shall move the amendment the Senator suggests. 

Mr. PLUMB, If the Senator will prepare such an amendment it 
would be the better way to identify it as being part of the measure. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill stand over until to-morrow morning, and 
in the mean time I shall present the amendment to the Senator from 
Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued if there 
be no objection. The next case on the Calendar will be called. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like the Senate to proceed now to the con- 
sideration of the education bill, which, I hope, by taking up this morn- 
ing we may be able to get through with during the day. I ask the 
friends of the measure to stand by it until we do conclude it, if possible, 
to-night. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
the education bill, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have the Calendar a little while. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 194) 
to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 
The question is on that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The bill (S. 601) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufactur- 
ing Company, Limited, of the city of New York, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to the Sone and 
Fleming Manufacturing Company, Limited, of the city of New York, 
of $5,265.73, being the amount of drawback of duties due to them on 
certain tin cans exported by them, but which were not entered for draw- 
back within the time fixed by law. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to hear the report read. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state the point, and if the Senator shall want 
the report read afterward, very well. 

Mr. PLATT. It will do just as well to have the point stated. 

Mr. HOAR. The re was made originally by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] when a member of the Committee on Claims 
in a former Congress. 

This company were entitled to a drawback on certain oil, of which 
they were refiners and exporters. They sent their clerk to the custom- 
house in New York with the money for the payment of the drawback, 
and the clerk stole it and ran away with it. ‘The statute says that: 

Src. 3037. Whenever the exporter entering any merchandise, for the benefit 
of drawback, shall not have completed such entry, by taking the oath or giving 
the bond required by the existing laws, within the period prescribed by law, but 
pape ay eda E 
forth the cause of his omission under oath, and ac accompanied by a statement of 


the collector of all the circumstances attendin, transaction within the knowl- 
edge of such collector, if he shall be satisfied t the failure to complete the en- 
try was accidental, without any intention to evade the law or defraud the reve- 


the certificates or debentures, as the 


nue, direct the entry to be completed, and 
case may be, to issue in the same manner, as if such entry had been completed 
within the period prescribed by the existing laws of the United States. 

In this case the company had not begun the entry because the clerk 
who went down with the fees should have made the original entry, but 
we were satisfied that the case came within the spirit and of 
that section. Mr. Arthur, who was then the collector of New York, 
certified to the high character of the firm and recommended the repay- 
ment of the drawback. As soon as the firm discovered the default of 
their clerk they instantly paid their fees and made their application 
within a few weeks or months after the transaction. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is a case that peculiarly belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I do not know how it came to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know how that was, but it had been referred 
to the Committee on Claims by a former Congress. It has been here 
some years, 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he would 
have any objection to having it referred to the Committee on Finance. 

7 5 HOAR. Not the slightest in the world, if you will take charge 
of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MAURICE GRIVOT. 

The bill (S. 177) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was an- 
nounced as next in order. $ 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes 
over under the rules. . 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 
The bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
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United States steamer Tallapoosa was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. IL object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the rules. 


TRESPASSERS ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The bill (S. 1055) to amend section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States in relation to trespassers on Indian lands was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, in line 11, before the words be imprisoned,” to strike 
out and! and insert ‘‘or;’’ and in line 16, before the words be im- 
prisoned, to strike out and and insert or.“ 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill was reported from a committee of which 
I am a member and generally received my concurrence; but I call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to the clause between lines 
17 and 22, and ask him whether or not it is advisable to retain a pro- 
vision as vague and as unusual as that is: 

And the teams, an: r perso 
shall be wot ge ca del to the — — hited States 5 
ceeded against by libel in the proper court, and forfeited, one-half to the in- 
former and the other half to the United States. 

There is absolutely no limitation. A man may not have taken his 
teams in there at all; they may be elsewhere employed; but if he goes 
on an Indian reservation, whether he takes his team and wagon and 
outfit or not, then his personal property that comes within that de- 
scription is to be libeled and proceeded against for forfeiture, and one- 
half to be given to the informer and the other half to the United States. 
It appears to me that those provisions are inconsistent with the proper 

inistration of the criminal law. In the first place, there may not 
be any informer to give one-half of it to; and I should say it was un- 
usually and inordinately severe, after putting a man in prison and sub- 
jecting him to a fine to deprive him of his personal property. I sug- 
gest to the Senator whether it would not be well to leave out that 
clause. The man may have a family that need these things. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no special objection to the striking out of that 
clause in the bill. It may not be improper, if it is not unparliament- 
ary, to say that the bill was pre at the Interior Department, and 
is a bill which has the te two or three times at previous 
sessions. It is intended to meet the case of the boomers, as they 
are called, going into the Indian Territory for the purpose of taking pos- 
session of that land and holding it. Under the existing law trespassers 
upon the Indian lands can only be fined, and the leaders of those bands 
have heretofore been arrested after they had been warned and after all 
proper and reasonable means had been taken to induce them to desist, 
and the Army of the United States has been employed necessarily to 
protect that land from their invasion. They have been prosecuted 
under existing law, have been taken to court, and have been fined $1,000 
under existing law, and have the next day taken the poor debtor's oath 
and gone back and repeated this offense over and over again; and they 
exult in the fact that they are independent of theGovernment. They 
would just as lief be fined as not. They have nothing with which to 
pay the fine. Itis to meet that that the Interior Department under 
various administrations has asked this legislation, and it has passed 
the Senate from time to time in precisely this form. 

The provision to which the Senator from Kansas alludes is analogous 
to the one in section 2140 of the Revised Statutes, where people who 
take liquor onto Indian reservations are subject to a ty and their 
teams and wagons are forfeited. There is some force in the suggestion 
of the Senator that it should be confined only to the teams that are 
used for the purpose of furthering this particular object. Iam inclined 
to think with the Senator that the penalty provided in this bill will be 
sufficiently severe; and certainly the bill could be amended so that it 
should be confined to those particular teams used in taking possession. 
If the Senator will suggest such an amendment as that I shall be glad. 
If the Senator thinks, however, that it is severe enough to prevent the 
repetition of the scenes, which I know he does not approve any more 
than any other member of the committee, I shall not object. 

The bill comes to us in the form and from the source I have suggested, 
and is deemed by the administrators of the law necessary in order to 
prevent this willful defiance of existing laws in taking possession of ter- 
ritory which the laws of the land make it clear the trespassers have no 
right to. 

A. INGALLS. I move to strike out, between the word year,“ in 
line 17 and the word and ” at the close of line 21, what will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 

wagons, teams person or perso shall 
ee delivered 1s the pee ation States otic, and 5 
against by libel in l court, and forfeited, one-half to the informer and 
the other half to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


1886. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1200) to amend an act 
entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses, approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 
1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said 
first-mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing 
out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of sai 
e bee and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebt- 
edness of certain of the companies therein mentioned. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can not be considered this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the rules. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 67) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Nor that. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw any objection. 

Mr. PLATT, I wish to say a word in to this bill. As the 
Senator from Kansas suggests, it is impossible to consider the bill under 
this rule; but I gave notice the other day that I should call it up im- 
mediately after the disposition of the educational bill which is now 
under consideration; and while I have no objection to its passing into 
the Calendar under the ninth rule, I wish the Senate to understand that 
I shall as soon as I can call it up for action. 

Mr. HOAR. I had already given notice to the Senate sometime ago 
that at the close of the debate on the educational bill I should ask the 
Senate to take up and consider the bankruptcy bill. It is one which 
has been already passed by this body. But I do not wish to come in 
conflict with the bill in to the admission of Washington. There- 
fore I will waive whatever possible title I might have to ask the Senate 
to take up that bill at the close of the educational bill, and will give 
notice that at the close of the bill mentioned by the Senator from Con- 
necticut I shall ask to take up the bankruptcy bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the objec- 
tion. 

BODIES FOR DISSECTION. 


The bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science and to pre- 
ee desecration of graves was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 14 ofsection 1. aſter the word“ within,“ 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four ” and insert forty-eight;ꝰꝰ and in line 16, 
after the words he is,“ to strike out of kindred to“ and insert ‘‘a 
star by blood or marriage, or friend, of;“ so as to make the section 


wardens, sy ren be morgen aes having lawful c! 
use, 


pital, prison, a orgue, or asylum within the District of Columbia, 
may deliver to the duly au agent of any medical college or colleges in 
the said District of umbia the bodies of such deceased persous as are required 


F however, That if the deceased person. during his last 
of his own accord Spe ber to be buried; or if, w 
after his death, soy person o and 


body buried ; 
dealy died, the body shall not be so delivered, but s! 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word not, 
to strike out ‘‘exceeding’’ and insert less than two nor more than;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


That every physician or surgeon, before receiving such dead body, shall give 
to the officers surrendering the same to him a sufficient bond that each body 
shall be used only for the promotion of anatomical and surgical knowledge 
within the District of Columbia, and that after having been so used the remains 


be buried. 


thereof be decently buried; and whosoever use such body or bodies 
for any papom other than that aforesaid, or shall remove thesame beyond the 
limits of the said District of Columbia, and whoever shall sell or buy such body 


or bodies, or in y way traffic in the same, or who shall disturb or remove 
bodiesfrom graves in which they have been buried, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned for a term not less than 
two nor more than three years, at hard labor, in the District (or city) jail. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. If the report is not long I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no printed report, the Chair 
is advised. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think there is. 

Mr. PLATT. The Calendar seems to show that there is a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. VANCE, 
February 4, 1886: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred bill S. 349, 
having considered the same, report as follows: 

The object of this bill is to provide sufficient dissecting material for the medical 
colleges of the District of Columbia, and to afford better protection to the graves 
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rt made on said bill and submitted to 
for its 
e same 


of the dead from desecration. The re; 
the House of resentatives states fully the objects and the necessi 

„with which your committee agree, and herewith incorporate 
asa of their report, as follows: 

-s Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. —) entitled ‘A bill for the promotion of science, and to pre- 
vent the n of graves, having had the same under consideration, re- 
port it back with a favorable recommendation. 

“The object of the bill is twofold: First and chiefly,to provide sufficient dis- 
secting material for the medical colleges of the District of Columbia; and sec- 
Soa 98 indirectly, to afford better protection to the graves of the dead from 

esecration. 

“ Thereare now several flourishing medical schools in Washington well estab- 
lished, and one or more of them of long 8 It is known to all that such 
institutions can not be carried on or proper training for the practice of medicine 
ven without ample experience in the di ion of human 
cadaver, is recognized and approved by all, and yet public opinion as 
strongly approves and demands stringent laws for the punishment of the dese- 
cration of ves in order to procure the necessary dissecting material. Hew 
the laws of the rict are very severe, and properly so, inst the crime o 
e ee With such laws in operation and such n ties forthe schools 
of medicine, the authorities of the District are compelled either to wink at this 
offense or atthe tiene ee if not to destroy, the efficiency and success of these 
schools. Furthermore, the heads of these institutions, professors, and students 
of science are compelled to supply their admitted necessities by confederatin, 
with and employing professional grave-robbers, and constantly to incur the ris 
of detection and criminal 8 and it being known in a community that 
the trade of resurrecting ies for dissection is a common one, kindred and 
friends are frequently tortured with anxiety lest the hand of the resurrectionist 
shall remove the bodies of their dead. 

This bill is intended to relieve from such fears, to do away with the necessity 
or temptation for violating the laws, and at the same time in an open and legal 
way to provide the te dissecting material for the study and advancement 
of anatomical science in the District. A careful comparison with the statutes of 
some of the States shows its provisions to be prudently and aptly framed, and 
intended to accomplish the purpose in view in a manner as little repellant to 
public sentiment and sensibility as practicable.” 

For the above reasons your committee return said bill with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass as amended. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

C. M. & J. D. MORRISON. 

The bill (S. 353) for the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner 
of C. M. & J. D. Morrison, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $408.10 to J. 
D. Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison, of Rock- 
bridge County, Virginia, being the excess of taxes improperly and 
unlawfully collected of them for whisky distilled by them in January, 


and — be 
s 


1866. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 


The bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Itisa direction tothe Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to reopen and reconsider the claim of John M. Me- 
Clintock for the refunding of certain taxes alleged to have been im- 
properly and illegally assessed and collected, amounting to $3,600, as 
claimed by him in the papers now on file in the Treasury Department; 
and, if upon reopening and reconsidering the claim, the commissioner 
shall find these taxes, or any part thereof, to have been illegally or im- 
properly assessed and collected, he is to audit and ascertain the amount 
of taxes so illegally and improperly collected, deducting, however, any 
legal unpaid taxes which the claimant should have paid and did not 
pay, if any there shall be, under section 103 of the act of June 30, 1864. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is to pay the amount of taxes so found 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have been illegally and im- 
properly assessed and collected to John M. McClintock. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


G. W. CANDEE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 725) ſor the relief of 
Maj. G. W. Candee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the rule. 


WILLIAM H. MORGAN, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 528) for the relief of 
William H. Morgan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported adversely. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that it go over, retaining its place on the Cal- 
endar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


L. MADISON DAY. 


The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was considered as 
in Committeeof the Whole. It provides for the payment to L. Madison 
Day of $5,400, being the amount of purchase-money received by the 
United States from Day for a square of ground in the town of Hurst- 
ville, La., condemned as the property of Judah P. Benjamin, and sold 
by the United States as their own and as free from mortgage, but which 
turned out to be a mistake, and the purchaser was evicted in conse- 
quence of the enforcement of a mortgage which the Government, through 


It will go over. 


f e cys Bye tt 
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its officers, had caused to be erased and canceled by the recorder of 


mortgages, and whose genuine and proper certificate 
and cancellation of the mortgage was embodied in, as 
to, the deed given to the purchaser. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CITIZENS’ NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISVILLE. 


The bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Citizens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. I made no report in that case. The Comptroller of the 
Currency prepared the bill himself, and it was approved by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRY I. TODD. 

The bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Ken- 

tucky peni , Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

to authorize Henry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky pen- 
itentiary to institute and prosecute an action, within six months, in the 
Court of Claims, against the United States, for the recovery of the amount 
of internal-revenue taxes alleged to have been improperly collected 
from him between the years 1863 and 1868, as the duly elected and 
qualified keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary, on manufactured articles 
produced at the institution by convict labor alone, and on account of 
other operations of that institution by him under the laws of the State 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. INGALLS. Whatis probably the amount involved in this? 

Mr. BECK. The Senatorfrom Kansas will allow me to say a word. 
The bill passed the Senate at the last Congress on a full report, and 
was pe pe favorably and passed the Senate at a previous session. 
There is a report in the case, though it is not noted on the Calendar, 
adopting the report made when the bill was passed in the last Congress. 
Itis simply allowing Harry I. Todd, keeper of the Kentucky peniten- 
tiary, a State officer, as he claims, to go before the Court of Claims and 
show that he was not subject to certain internal-revenue taxes. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is reasonable. I ask how much is the amount 
probably involved in it? 

Mr. BECK. The amount involved is $35,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. What were the tax pa ts? 

Mr. BECK. On the profits of the labor in the Kentucky peniten- 
tiary. The proposition is only to allow the matter to go before the 
Court of Claims for examination. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATES OF DECEASED KICKAPOOS. 

The bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of de- 
ceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, 
was i as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. k 
Mr. MORGAN. I think this is not a bill that ought to be considered 
under the flve- minute rule. It is a bill which probably will lead to 
some discussion, or at all events it ought to be explained to the Senate. 
The chairman of the committee should have an opportunity of explain- 
ing it. I hope he will consent that the bill be made a special order for 
some day, and that he will make a motion to that effect. 

Mr. DAWES. It is a very important bill, and ought to pass, if at all, 
at avery early day. I agree with the Senator that the importance of it 
is such that it is hardly possible to expect it to go through under this 
rule; and if the Senate will aceede to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama and let it be taken up at some given time, I should prefer that 
course rather than to attempt to pass it under this rule. If it goes over 
to the other Calendar there is no knowing when we can get it up. 

Mr. INGALLS. A majority can take it up at any time. 


ing the erasure 
as annexed 


Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that; but it is pretty difficult to get 1 


one bill taken out of the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Notifa majority want to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection be made the bill goes 
over under this rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is enough. 

Mr. DAWES. Before it goes over I should like to get the Senate to 
indicate some time when they will consider it. Will the Senator from 
Alabama suggest some time? I dislike very much to let this bill slip 
away in this manner. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no measure here that is to come in conflict 
with any time that might be suggested. I would propose a week from 
to-day, 


Mr. DAWES. If the Senate will permit us to take it up a week 
from to-day immediately after 2 o’clock—— 

Mr. BLAIR. What is that? 

Mr. DAWES. I the Senator’s bill will be out of the way 
by that time. Say 2 o’clocka week from to-day, or immediately after 
the consideration of the educational bill, if it is not disposed of by that 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair does not 
see any advantage the Senator has by that over merely having it on the 
Calendar subjectto motion. Still the motion is proper. 
ows 5 It saves the effort of getting a vote of the Senate. 

t is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the bill be postponed until this day week, at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. PLATT. I object to anything which makes a special order of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion does not make the bill 
a special order. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the adoption of the motion be considered as 
making the bill a special order for that time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No bill is made a special order unless 
it is made so by a motion made under the rule as to special orders. 

Mr. INGALLS. By a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. DAWES. If Senators are not disposed to fix a time to consider 


and 
unanimously after the fullest possible 
All that will be required, I think, will be for the Senate 
to understand now what is the measure and it will pass without serious 
opposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have suggested that the chairman of the commit- 
tee ought to explain the nature of the bill and all its provisions, and 
he will not be able to do that under the five-minute rule. I do not 
care to debate the bill. I have expressed my opinions upon it hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. DAWES. Under the circumstances I prefer to let the Senate 
go on under the rule until some one raises an objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I will object to it now, then. I do not think this 
bill ought to be considered under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to to the consideration of the bill at 
this time notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate to the consideration of the bill notwith- 
standing the objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 54) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the Ter- 
ritories over the Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, in section 7 I find this language: 

And no State or Territory shall or enforce any law denying any such 
Tika within its jurisdiction the —— of law. * 

I presume that no State would enact any such legislation; but it is a 
query in my mind what effect a declaration of Congress has upon the 
power of a State to do whatever it pleases. Ido not understand that it 
is within the constitutional power of Congress to declare what a State 
shall do or what it shall not do, and I therefore move to strike out the 
words State or,“ before the word Territory,“ as, in the first place, 
nugatory; and, in the second place, as in violation of what is within the 
constitutional powers of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. Insection7, line 6, after the word no,“ itis pro- 
posed to strike out State or;’’ so as to read: 

no Territo 0¹ law den; any such Indian within 
— —— — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of line 
19, section 7: 

Without in any manner impairing or otherwise affecting the right ofany such 
ndian to tribal or other property. 

The question is sometimes raised whether an Indian by becoming a 
citizen of the United States does not lose his claim to the tribal prop- 
erty which the tribe holds in common, and this is to prevent any such 
construction as that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out, in the third line of section 9, 
the word and, between the words Chickasaws and Seminoles,’’ 
and after the word Seminoles to insert and Osages;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sxc. 9. That the provision of this act shall not extend to the reservations of 


the Cherok: Creeks, Choctaws, Sem and Osages in the In- 
dian Territory, nor pra aa of the reservations of the fatsa Haise of Mew Tork: 
Indians in the State of New York. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1559 


Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that, 

Mr. TELLER, I just want to say one word. The Osage Indians 
are a very sturdy race, and have recently taken a very advanced step 
in the cause of education by providing for the compulsory education of 
their children of school age. They made application to the Interior 
Department about a year and a half ago to be known hereafter as the 
sixth civilized tribe, and theirambition is to be so known and to be civil- 
ized. I should like to have them inserted with those tribes that we 
recognize as the civilized tribes. 

Mr. DAWES. They have adopted a written constitution and agov- 
ernment after the manner and similitude of ours. How nearly it ap- 
P but they are evidently 
as far advanced in all the stages of civilization as the other five tribes, 
and I think it commendable that they should seek to be put on the 
same footing. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make an observation before the 
amendment is adopted. This bill, judging by the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado and the Senator from Massachusetts, seems to proceed 
on the theory that only those Indians shall be treated to the luxury of 
the severalty provisions who are barbarous, and who are therefore, as 


we su; the least able to take care of themselves. Here are the 
Osage Indians, who, according to the concurrent testimony of those Sena- 
tors, are very far advanced on the road to high civilization. They have 


compulsory education; they have a largeamountof money; they have 
done a great many things, according to these statements, which would 
seem to indicate that they are proper subjects for self-government, and 
if that be the case it seems to me they are the very Indians on whom 
we should iment with these severalty provisions. 

Now, to take these shining lights among the Indians, the highest ex- 
ample of what they can do, those who have the largest amount of land, 
and who ought by all rules to set the best example as to individuality, 
and set them apart, and put them out of the pale of any provision of 
this kind, and then to take up the poor savages down in Arizona, and 
the mnd-eaters up in Washington Territory, and the Digger Indians of 
California, and all that class who are the lowest in the scale of humanity 
of any of the Indians, and require them to stand alone, to pick them 
out and say to them, root, hog, or die, with the certainty that it 
will be ‘‘die,’’ seems to me to be a refinement of cruelty which I would 
hardly have expected of my friend from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this is a very im t bill in ref- 
erence to the Indians. It has been considered, as I have already said, 
a great many times in the Senate. To the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE] more than to any other Senator is due the credit of this which 
I believe will be considered hereafter one of the wisest measures with 
reference to the Indian. I have no doubt that if it should be applied 
to what are called the five civilized tribes of Indians, it would be the 
best thing possible in its application to them. I think that the five 
tribes have arrived at a stand-still, and that that stand-still grows out 
of the character of their title, and that character of title is precisely 
the same as to the Osages. They hold in common. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
pause. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, it being now 2 o’clock, which is the bill 
(S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 


Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow me to 
finish my most ing remarks. 
F OBS SO pire yay cpg 


interesting 
Mr. BLAIR. I suppose 
deal of time, and I am desirous to finish the educational bi 


Mr. DAWES. I would say a few words only in response to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be informally laid aside. 

Mr. INGALLS. The remarks can as well be made on the educa- 
tional bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The reason this bill doesnot apply to the five tribes— 
and that is the same reason why it should not apply to the Osages—is 
that they hold an absolute patent to their lands in common, so that 
they can not be subdivided into severalty holdings; and I think that one 
of the most serious misfortunes attending the whole effort to cause the 
Indian to cease to be an Indian. It has been up toa certain stage a 
help in the advancement of these Indians, but in my opinion it has 
now reached its limits, and hereafter as they continue to hold in com- 
aon it is dificult for me tosee how much progress beyond that will be 

e. 

Certain tribes hold what may be called a treaty title and certain 
other tribes a statute title, and many occupy land simply under an ex- 
ecutive order. The application of this bill is first to those that hold 
under treaty and statute title and provides for their consent. Then a 
certain part of the bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to take 


on reservations held by executive order, just as fast and as far “ek 


as they are sufficiently advanced, and put them upon such land witha 
holding in severalty. 


— 


There is no way to apply this bill to the five tribes or the be- 
cause they hold a fee, and the present condition of public sentiment in 
those nations is such that I do not think it would be wise to agitate that 
question just at this moment; and that is the reason why the exception 
is made. It is not from the fact that we are treating the poor Indians 
outside of these reservations in one way and in a better and more favored 
way; but it is because we can not quite reach them now as they are that 
they are excepted. I trust the time is not far distant when the hold- 
ing in severalty will prevail all over this country among Indians as well 
as white men. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Corr ox in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. On what bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. T have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the bill (S. 194) 
to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly aware of that. Have I not a right 
to take the floor upon it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair has 
just taken the chair. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make e pani that the school bill is not the reg- 
ular order. It was displaced by a vote of the Senate. It has not been 
laid before the Senate, as I understand, and I do not think that it iser- 
titled to be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
understands that the school bill was before the Senate at 2 o’clock 
and is the regular order for consideration now. 

The Senator from Missouri has the floor. 


L. MADISON DAY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I happened not to be present; was unavoidably 
detained from the Senate Chamber during the morning hour, and [ 
find that Order of Business 100, the bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. 
Madison Day, was passed without any discussion in the Senate. I de- 
sire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 
It is a bill that I do not think ought to pass, and I never have thought 
so. It was passed without any attention being called to it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Let me ask the Senator to name again the 
bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill for the relief of L. Madison Day. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, When was it passed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This mo in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconside: will be en- 
tered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now yield the floor to my distinguished friend 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. [I feel grateful to my most admired colleague in the 
Senate, the brilliant luminary from the West, the most illustrious of 
all the illustrious representatives of the great State of Missouri, the pa 
gon of ability and the great pride of America on this floor. I thank 
him for his courtesy. I ‘wish farther to say that I donot desire myself 
to occupy longer time in the discussion of the educational bill. I sup- 
pose there are others who wish to address the Senate and I yield the floor, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the fee on domestic money-orders for 
sums not exceeding $5; and 

A bill (H. R. 4415) to make the allowances for clerk-hire to post- 
masters of the first and second class post-offices cover the cost of clerical 
labor in the money-order business, and for other purposes. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Committee on Education and Labor to strike out sec- 
tion 13 of the bill. 

The section was read, as follows: 

Src. 13. That there shall be appropriated and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, 
which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis 
as the moneys appropriated in the first section, which shall be known as the 
school-house fund, and which shall be paid out annually to each State and Ter- 
ritory, at the end of the year, until said sum of $2,000,000 shall be exhausted, 
and no longer, to be expended for the erection and construction of school-houses 
for the use of pupils attending the common schools in sparsely populated dis- 
tricts where the local communities shall be wag gpa le to bear the 
burdens of taxation. Such school-houses shall built accordance with 
which 5 shall be furnished free on a to bey sper 

fund toward the cost of any schoo! 
than one-half the cost thereof in any case; and the 
expenditures 


annually make full report of all from the school-house fund to the 
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The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to add to the first section of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

22 ⁵P— AOON tan PUNDON ot 
this act, and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

I do not desire to debate the amendment. I do not suppose that the 
Senator who has the bill in charge will object to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that there is any objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move, in line 4 of section 2, to strike out the words 
‘‘of the ageof ten yearsand over,“ between being? and can not, and 
to insert between the age of ten and twenty-one years; so us to read: 

That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the several 
States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of persons in 
each who, being between the age of ten and twenty-one years, can not write bears 
to the whole number of such persons in the United States, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator if he will not modify his 
amendment. The school age provided or recognized by the laws of the 
several States varies. Instead of being from ten to twenty-one years, 
the school age in some States is from six to twenty-one, in some from 
seven to twenty-one, and in some from five to twenty-one, I do not 
want to make any suggestion that would hurt the bill or lose it a vote 
under any circumstances; but I simply ask the Senator from Kansas if 
he will not modify his amendment so as to say, ‘‘the school age recog- 
nized by the laws of the several States,“ or say, between seven and 
twenty-one”? instead of between ten and twenty-one.” 

Mr. INGALLS. I used the language I have proposed because the 
census tables contain statistics of the persons who can not write in the 
several States of the Union between the ages of ten and twenty-one 
years. The object of this section is to define the basis upon which the 
distribution of the money is to be made, and my purpose is, if possible, 
to have that distribution made upon the basis of the illiteracy that it 
is proposed to cure; in other words, the remediable illiteracy. 

Every one understands that in the States lately in rebellion, who will 
obtain the greater portion of this donation from the Treasury, a very 
large proportion of the illiterates consist of those who were such at the 
close of the war, who were at that period of time beyond the school 
age, and who of course never will attend any common schools for the 
pee of Span 4 any of the benefits of the money that is to be dis- 

ursed under this bill. It is manifestly unjust that,in those States 
which contain a very large per cent. of adult illiteracy, who must al- 
ways remain illiterate, who were illiterate when the war closed, and 
were adults at that time, and who never can be made the recipients of 
the bounty of this bill, they should be used as a numerical basis in 
establishing a computation upon which this money is to be distributed. 

I assume that the Senator from New Hampshire will make no objec- 
tion to the adoption of this amendment. I presume it is an oversight, 
and that he would not be willing to have a system adopted which would 
enable the States containing this adult illiterate class to obtain an enor- 
mous disproportion of the money which would only be applied under 
the provisions of the bill itself to those persons who are of the school 
age in the different States which I have roughly assumed in my amend- 
ment to be included between the ages of ten and twenty-one years. 

Mr. PLATT. It was suggested by the Senator from Virginia to the 
Senator from Kansas whether he would not base it upon the children 
who could not write within the school ages of the several States. Take 
my own State; the school age there is from four to sixteen. It willbe 
easily seen that it would not be fair to put it upon that basis, because 
probably no children of four and five and six years could read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I took the minor premiss in my amendment from 
the age fixed by the Senator from New Hampshire himself in his bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, And the only one that can be ascertained by the 
census, 

Mr. INGALLS. And as I understand it is the only one concerning 
which there are any existing data or information obtainable from the 
national census tables. The suggestion of the Senator from Virginia 
is appropriate, and if there were any way of making the bill uniform 
in its operation and at the same time to include the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Virginia I should be very glad to have that done, 
for the purpose that I have in view is that which he intimates, and that 
is to make this benefaction, if it shall be agreed to by Congress, appli- 
cable to those who would be the beneficiaries of the common-school 
system in each of the States in the Union, and to make that class the 
basis of computation as to the amount which each of the States is to 
receive under the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion of the Senator from Virginia would be 
impracticable in actual operation. It would destroy the efficiency of 
the bill by the confusion that it would create in the effort of adminis- 
tration. The school ages vary so much in the different States that the 


lg Interior as in case of other moneys received under the provis- 


Senator will see, I think, in a moment that distribution dependent 
upon the basis of the school ages of the different States would be un- 
wise. For instance, in some States the school age is from eight to fif- 
teen, in several States it is from four or five to twenty-one, and so the 
variation in school age under the statutes of the several States is such 
as would create the utmost confusion in administration. 

In regard to the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas, if there were 
a homogeneous condition of education throughout the country and an 
equality of capacity to maintain schools it would undoubtedly be a just 
system of distribution. This matter, however, was fully discussed in 
the three weeks’ debate which we had two ago, and if the Sena- 
tor was present (he might not have been, of course) at the discussion, 
I think he will remember that it was then fully considered in debate. 

The object of the bill, the object of giving this temporary aid, is to 
place the major part of the benefaction, or contribution, or appropria- 
tion, or whatever it may be called, where there exists the greatest neces- 
sity for its use. It is, of course, well understood that the most of it—I 
believe, as near as can beascertained by calculation, about two-thirds of 
the amount that will be distributed under the bill will go into what are 
known as the Southern States. It will be seen that those who are edu- 
cable, that is, those who are within the school ages, or between the age 
of ten and twenty-one and are still likely to attend school and so get 
the advantages of education, are just about as many in one State as in 
another. There may be more in the Southern States, for the reason that 
it is quite possible, and I think is true, that population increases more 
rapidly there than in some of the Northern States, so that there may be 
a somewhat larger proportion of those who need education between the 
years during which they are likely to attend school in the South than 
in the North. But there is no substantial difference probably in that 
regard, so that upon the basis of distribution suggested by the Senator 
as much of this money in proportion to population would go to one part 
of the country as to another. 

The bill has been denounced by a great many for the reason that it 
affords an opportunity for the distribution of small sums to the North- 
ern States, who are rich, as it is said, and have need of nothing, and 
some of them perhaps, it is said by those who oppose the bill, would 
refuse to accept anything that appears like a pittance from the National 
Government, for they can educate their children themselves. Now, 
this proposition from one Senator from Kansas is a proposition to give 
to a State like Kansas, or a State like New York, or a State like Massa- 
chusetts, each of which has means of education, whose people are 
comparatively rid of this discreditable figure of illiteracy which we find 
abounding in the census—it is a proposition to give those States exactly 
the same proportion of the money distributed according to the number 
of those who are to attend school as is given to any other part of the 
country whatever. 

It is a very different and antagonistic proposition to that which the 
other Senator from Kansas has advocated, formerly at least, upon this 
floor. To adopt such a basis of distribution would of course practically 
nullify the greater purpose of the bill itself, which is to give temporary 
aid and to give it where it is now most needed. If this were a bill pro- 
viding appropriations for all time, if it were the basis upon which the 
education of the children of the country for all time was to rest, it 
would be probably the just basis of distribution, unless you had a dis- 
tribution according to population; but for a temporary use, in order 
that the mass of the money may go where there is the least ability to 
bear taxation, where schools need to be established, where the system 
itself needs as it were to be acclimated, to be introduced, established, 
its ramifications made as extensive there as they are elsewhere in the 
country, and that the population for a limited period of time may be 
educated until they can reach something like the general par of educa- 
tion throughout the country, this proposition would be a nullification 
of the terms of the bill. 

I trust that the amendment will not be pressed, and at all events if 
pressed that it may be rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 7, noes 11; 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 4, after the word being,“ it 
is proposed to strike out the words of the age of ten years and over!“ 
and insert the words between the age of ten and twenty-one years;’’ 
so as to read: 

That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the several 
States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of persons in 
each who, being between the age of ten and twenty-one years, can not write 
bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] is necessarily absent to-day. He is pairedon this bill with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr.Vest]. If my colleague were here he 


` 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1561 


would vote nay. I do not know how the Senator from Missouri 
would vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when Mr. Vest’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Vest] is necessarily detained from the Senate to-day by sickness, 
and is paired, as announced, with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE]. I am inclined to think that if my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not know how he would vote and so stated. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired on the bill and the amendment with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on political questions. He is kept away 
from the Senate to-day by illness, but he informed me the other day 
that he agreed with me generally on this bill, and believing that he 
would vote“ yea“ on this amendment, I shall vote yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. If my colleague were 
here he would vote nay.““ I do not know how the Senator from In- 
diana would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Allison, Cullom, Logan, Plumb, 
Butler, Edmunds, Maxey, Sewell, 
Chace, Frye, Morgan, Teller. 
Cockrell, Harris, Morrill, 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, 

NAYS—22. 
Berry, George, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Gray, Miller of N. V., Sabin, 

il, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Payne, Walthall, 
Conger, Jackson, Pugh, 

Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Evarts, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Beck, Fair, MePherson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mahone, Stanford, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Vance, 
Brown, Hale, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Camden, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., 9 
Cameron, Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 8 there is a provision that “a part of the 
money apportioned to each State or Territory, not exceeding one-tenth 
thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers for the com- 
mon schools, &c., but without any delegation of authority to determine 
the question of such appropriation. The governorseems to be the unit 
of power in this bill, and I presume that in the absence of any specific 
provision on the subject the governor himself would determine where 
this money should go. I do not suppose the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desired to produce that result. I think, at all events, it ought 
to be so amended that the Legislature alone should determine the di- 
version of this money for the education of teachers. I therefore move 
to add in line 3, at the beginning of section 8, the words ‘‘ by the di- 
rection of the Legislature of such State or Territory;’’ so as to read: 

That by the direction of the 8 of such State or Territory a part of 
the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not exceeding one-tenth 
thereof, may yearly be applied, &. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There does not seem to be any earthly use in putting 
in those words. This bill is the result of three months’ debate and 
careful examination and the closest possible scrutiny by the Republican 
caucus in the last Congress. They considered every line and syllable, 
every abbreviation and every punctuation point, and it was thought 
that the bill wasas sufficiently restricted and close in its provisions with 
reference to the expenditure of this money as the wit of man could make 
it. Nobody has ever understood but that this money when it had been 
paid over to the State authorities would be expended by the State au- 
thorities that control the State. There is no provision here that it 
shall be expended by the governor, or that it shall be expended by the 
Legislature, or that it shall be expended by the superintendent of pub- 
lic schools, but it is left to the free action of the State to dispose of this 
money for the year for which it has been appropriated just as it disposes 
of other money, subject to the trusts that are provided in the bill itself. 
An amendment of this sort is trifling in its character and would be of 
no earthly use other than to serve as a precedent for doing what might 
keep us at work here interminably upon equally inconsequential points, 
as I think they are. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator is going to get this bill through in 
much of a hurry he may find possibly before he gets it through that it 
may be well to yield to some sensible suggestions about its terms. 

I am not aware, in the first place, that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has stated the truth when he says that this bill in its terms was 


agreed upon by a Republican caucus. The Senator so stated, and I 
want him to have the benefit of the general knowledge of the fact that 
he made that statement. I deny it myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention was diverted; Ishould like the Senator 
from Kansas to repeat what he has just said, if he will. 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill, whether framed by a Republican caucus, 
although that is a very immaculate body, I know, or by the Committee 
on Education and Labor, still more immaculate, or by anybody else, 
is not to come into this body and to be treated like a sacred bull of 
Burmah, not to be touched by irreverent hands. If it is to become a 
law, it ought to represent the ultimate judgment of the law-making 
power, it ought to be subjected to scrutiny, and there ought to be no 
objection such as the Senator from New Hampshire has made to proper 
amendments; and he himself, except in a petulant way, has not re- 
ferred to the point which I made in regard to the propriety of this 
amendment. He simply desires to get through with the bill. I do not 
suppose that a mob in the streets of Paris ever was so anxious to get 
at the blood of a human being as the Senator from New Hampshire is 
to get this bill through, and the rationale of the two operations is about 
the same, I should think. 

I say that this bill does nowhere provide, in any specific terms or by 
any fair inference, what power in the State, if any, shall have the right 
to divert the one-tenth of this fund which goes to the several States 
for the purpose of the education of teachers. The governor certifies to 
the Secretary of the Interior what are regarded as the material facts 
upon which the apportionment is to be made, and, those facts having 
been certified, the payment of the money is mandatory; that is to say, 
he certifies it to the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury then has to pay to the properly constituted authorities of the 
State their proportion of the money going to the State. 

If we were to stop there and make no provision at all as to what 
should be done with the money, that would be all right. We should 
then give it over into the hands of the State officers, and they might de- 
posit it with their own private funds, or use it for school purposes or 
any other purposes, and our concern would be gone, But we have as- 
sumed in this bill some control over the question as to what shall be 
done with the money, and we specifically provide in section 8 that not 
exceeding one-tenth of it may yearly be diverted for the yapan of the 
education of teachers for the common schools therein. Where is the 
objection to saying that the Legislature of the State shall determine 
that diversion? If it is not to be the Legislature, then what other 

wer? 

101 am satisfied the bill will pass this body at least; but while I am 
opposed to it, if it is to pass I desire that it shall be reasonably guarded, 
and if it is to become a law that it may, at least in form, be such as 
will be no reflection upon the body that passed it. 

If, as the Senator says, this is simply nugatory, then where can be the 
objection to the amendment. It does no hurt; it makes specific that 
which he himself has not undertaken to say is now specific and certain. 
He has referred to no provision in the bill as evidencing the authority 
or power to divert this money which may be allotted to any State, and 
unless something of this kind is done one of two things will happen, 
either the individual officer to whom the money is turned over will do 
as he pleases about it, or there will be a confusion of authority, which 
will prevent anything from being done. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, in order to save 
the repetition of the same words, whether his object would not be ef- 
fected as well by inserting after the word“ may,” in line 2 of section 
8, the words in the discretion of its Legislature.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That would accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. It would save repeating the words. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. HOAR. After the word may,“ in line 2, to insert the words 
in the discretion of its Legislature.” 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas, however, has the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. That accomplishes the same purpose. I am not 
wedded to the form of words, and I did not understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts to make a verbal criticism. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I did not. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Senator from Kansas to 
say that the money would be drawn on the warrant of the governor or 
other officer. Section 4 provides that this money ‘‘shall be paid over 
to such officer as shall be authorized by the laws of the respective States 
and Territories to receive the same.“ I think the Senator is mistaken 
in his statement that it is to be drawn on the warrant of the governor 
of the State or any other officer. It is a legislative enactment that is 
provided for; butif the Senator is right, I agree with him in his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not state that it was to be drawn on the war- 
rant of the governor; I stated that it was to be drawn from the Treasury 
by warrant of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the requisition of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is to be drawn from the Treasury in that 
way, but is to be paid to the State, and it is to be paid to such officer 
or officers as the Legislature of the State shall indicate. 
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Mr. PLUMB. That is merely a deposit; that is, the money is to be 
deposited with them. The question is, viat shali be done with the 


money? We have assumed here to give di orat least to specify, 
what be done with it. All I wantto is that what is to be 
done with it shall be directed by the of the State, and not 


left to the discretion of individuals. I want the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, or of New Hampshire, or of any other State that may choose to 
divert a portion of this money, if it thinks fit to do so, to take specific 
and determinate action on that point, and not leave it to an individual 
officer of the State. 


I will modify my amendment by accepting the ion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and inserting after the word“ may,” in line2 
of section 8, the words in the discretion of its ture. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 
reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 8, line 2, after the word may,“ it is 
proposed to insert in the discretion of its Legislature; ; so as to read: 

K = oe Se satis Finks ot Sections. e 
one-tenth thereof, ma; discretion Legislat: a 
p E Ato tne edueation of tecchers for the commoei Shiite neia eat * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas Air. PLUMB] as modified. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire first of all to apo to my friend from 
Kansas, I must have said something to hurt his feelings, and our re- 
lations have been so 3 thus far that I would not have anything 
in the world to hap roduce a single disagreeable moment; I 
Sts alee E aiT ts Gp inet pantie ot existence; and so I 
apologize, and in all good nature. 

But the point he raises is not so inconsequential as in his advocacy 
of it it might seem. The of the bill is that whatever is appro- 
priated goes to the State as a State, to be appropriated by the State as 
a State in with certain restrictions and trusts which are spec- 
ified in the body of the bill. It does not undertake to say what any 
State officer shall do; it assumes no direction or control over any par- 
ticular element of the governing power of the State, but leaves the State 
as a State in her sovereignty to dispose of the fund. The Legislature 
may pooride hat hept vernor shall dispose of it, the governor may ap- 
ply it under existing laws, and the one-tenth may be appropriated in 
that way, or the one-tenth may not be appropriated in that way. The 
bill simply provides that the one-tenth may be so appropriated, thus 
liberating the fund from a trust which otherwise would apply to the 
entire amount, that it should go to the common school itself proper. 

If we are to begin by am the bill in a way that the Legislature 
shall do this part of the work of distribution; that the governor shall 
do that part of the work of distribution; that the superintendent of 
education shall do this, that, or the other, and that the county boards 
of education shall do this, and shall do that, and else, and 
thus undertake to diversify our method of control by assuming direct 
power over the various agencies of the State and to direct them how 
they shall rm their functions in the distribution of this money, 
we had better dispense with the State as an organization altogether, 
and lay our hand directly upon the individual, and thus abolish the 


entire theory upon which the bill is based. 
It is for that reason that I am opy to the amendment. If I were 
willing to do that, I should be to adopt instead of this measure 


a bill that should establish national schools out and out in the States; 
that we would control the teacher; that we would control the super- 
intendent of education; that we would control the child; that we would 
educate him, and abolish the State so far as its educational work is 
concerned. 

The bill simply passes the money to the State as a State, and she pro- 
vides her own agencies and methods of distributing it; and if she does 
not apply each year's ap iation in accordance with the trust speci- 
fied in the bill, she gets no more. Tiea I am opposed to the 
amendment because I think it is a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]? | ever 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Renae So Tte Ja lakey T Jote Srey See Tena 
the amendment as not having the slightest effect the 
ing of the bill; ich ais ean Petsadoee haro Datel thak the till IE Ahia 
uous, and that this amendment removes the ambiguity, I am perfectly 
bij eee 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam generally with the Senator from Minne- 
nueja pss SABIN], but, concurring as I do with him about this bill, 

vote 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the affirmative). I remember that 
. for an hour with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 

, and I withdraw my vote. I do not know how the Senator from 
enter “gy RA vote. I should vote yea if he were here. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not present and has not voted. 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with him generally. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question, so I shall not vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Allison, George, McMillan. Riddleberger, 
Gallonk, Aarrzs Monge aay 
Dolpa, . a want 
Eustis, Jackson, Plumb, 
Frye, Kenna, Pugh, 
NAYS—17. 
Berry, Solquitt, Hoar, Ransom, 
Blair, Conger, Miller of N. Y. A Sawyer. 
R Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Gray, Payne, 
Chage, ptor, Pike, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Stanford, 
Beck, Gorman, Vance, 
Blackburn. Hale, Miller of Cal. Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Harrison, Pa., Vest, 
Camden, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
8 Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
e, * 
Dawes, Me. herson, Sherman, 
So the amendment was to. 


Mr. MAXEY. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the first 
portion of the bill, in section 1, which reads: 


That for Sky years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 
appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, &c. 


That is mandatory; it does not e the ordinary expression in every 
other bill, ‘‘out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated,” but makes ita command, that if there be money in the Treas- 
ury at all, that money must be devoted to the payment of this claim. 
To obviate that, and to place this like other claims against thè Govern- 
ment in the event the bill should pass, I move to amend the bill by add- 
ing, in the fourth line of the first section, after the word Treasury,“ 
the words: 

Not otherwise appropriated to the current expenses of the Government, in- 
cluding interest on The. Public abe, hea amount provided by law for the sinking 
fund, and appropriations for 


So as to read: 


That for eight years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 
appropriated from the money in the Treasury not otherwise app propriated to 
— —ę— iy law for the sinkin „„ 
sions, the following sums, namely; The first year,” &c. 3 RE: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Texas that his sug- 
gestions will not in any way impair the force of this t provision. 
The language of all appropriation bills is to appropriate money not 
otherwise appropriated.’’ 

Mr. MAXEY. That expression is not in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it is not in the bill, but the require- 
ment of the bill will be asstrong, it seems to me, after the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas is adopted us it is now. I do not think he 
impairs in any way by his amendment the force of the present language 
of the bill, and I should be a him state wherein he thinks 
there is a limitation provided by his amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope tte ome Senator will take that view of the 
case. In my judgment the obligation which Congress has taken in the 
face of all the world to pay the interest on the public debt, to make 
provision by a sinking fund for the ultimate extinction of the debt it- 
— tems of the Government, and to pay the pen- 

claims, which should come in in preference to 

rem mere — ee mere shoveling out by wholesale of money 
from the without authority of the Constitution or of sound 
judgment. If this bill should become a law and the question should 
. a State could refer to the wording of this bill, 

N say, e have a prior right to walk into the Treasury, and if we 
find in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ’’—the bill does 
not say that—but ‘‘if we find in the Treasury any money, we have a 
right to a apply that money to the purposes of this bill,“ because this 
bill says there shall be annually appropriated from the money in the 

the following sums. 

I say the bill differs from every other bill that has ever been before 
Congress since I have been a member of the Senate. I say that the 
expression not otherwise appropriated ° ought to be there, and to 
make the thing beyond peradventure, I reiterate that the debts, which 
in my judgment are proper debts and ought in all conscience to take 
precedence of any appropriation whatever made by Congress, to wit, 
the current expenses of the Government, the interest on the public debt, 
for which the honor of this country is pledged, the extinguishment of 
b which is a preferred debt, and the 
pledge to pay the pensions should come in in ce to this bill, 
which makesno provision whatever thatanybody shall be provided for, 
not even the current of the Government. If money is in the 


Treasury, according to this bill, it must come out. Whether that was 


1886. 


the design, or whether it is an oversight, is not my business. I find 
the language as it is. 

I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr.ALLISON. The point I desire to make and submit to the Sena- 
tor from Texas is this: What is the force of this provision as it stands 
now? Suppose ppose there was in it no word of appropriation, suppose in- 
stead of using the words used here it said that *‘the following sums are 
hereby devoted to public education in the States, and then went on 
with the Deamon eee ee g any way alluding to the ques- 
tion of a tion, would there be an honorable obligation or would 
there not be? „ Would there 
not bo an honorable obligation then, on the part of the Government, to 
each year appropriate the sums herein prescribed? And if there was 
not money en enough in the Treasury to pay the current expenses, the-in- 
terest on the public debt, and the other items enumerated in the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, would not Congress be required to place such addi- 
tional sum in the either by bo: money or by levying 
additional taxes as would enable the Government to comply with the 
terms of the bill? In others words, I should be glad to have the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire state whether he does not regard this bill, 
without specific words of appropriation, as binding Congress and the 
Government of the United States, if these conditions are complied with, 
to devote $77,000,000 8 of aiding public schoolsin the States 
during the period mentioned in this 

T h aneng ermarnar bar topean PEE EAE in EE PNE 
if I could, that the limitation proposed by the Senator from Texas does 
not in any way impair the obligation that weshall be under to the several 
States of the Union to devote $77,000,000 in aid of public education, if 
they will comply in good faith with the terms which we have here laid 
down. When this bill passes, is it not as much of an obligation on the 
part of the General Governmentas is the obligation to pay the interest on 
the public debt or any other obligation that we have incurred, whether 
there be in this bill 3 spproprining money or promising to ap- 
propriate money? Is not the passage of the bill a promise that we will 
devote this vast of sum money tothe purpose of education, and that Con- 
gress will hereafter make the necessary appropriations to carry out the 
provisions of this bill? 

So, if I understand the bill, whether there are in it words of appro- 
ee ae suggestions of appropriation or not, if this bill we are 

d to make the app: from year to year if the States com- 
ply with ye pear the obligation of this bill. 

Mr. I hope that every member of the Senate will take 
that view of the question; but I have found by long i in life 
that when you want to make a contract the best thing to do is to make 
it at the time and insert all the terms of the contract in the agreement 
then and there made, and not supply them by argument, as the Sen- 
„5751ꝛ-2: es Lalo ited inoue eines, the ee 
strued, Aa DE COTE EA DIDON, PORE ENSS ODONIS; MA DN 
ment of the interest on the public debt, the current expenses 
Government, provision for the sinking fund to extinguish the debt 
itself, and the pensions, shall be first fulfilled and that then shall come 
the appropriation now made. 

Mr. ALLISON. But, Mr. President, that is an i 
to the Senator, that the Government of the United States will create ob- 
ligations by law and then will not fulfill those obligations by providing 
in the Treasury the money necessary for that purpose. So it seems to 
me if there be not one word in this bill said the appropria- 
tion of money, if the bill shall pass and next year there is no appropria- 
tion made to carry out its provisions, those who are interested 
in it can fairly say that we have passed a bill providing for an expendi- 
ture of money and then refused to appropriate the necessary money to 
carry out that expenditure. That is my view of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Toe [eek Rar e and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired for an hour 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were here, 
I should vote yea. I donot know how he vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANcE’s name wascalled). Ihave stated 
that my colleague [Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest]. My colleague, if here, would vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 30; as follows: 


Butler, 
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ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, M Platt. 
— — — McPherson, Poe ANE 

ibson, * u * 
Blackburn, of Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., S 
Camden, 1 Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Cameron, Perera! Arkansas, ee — 
Chace, ones of Florida, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Pe Wilson of Md. 

So the amendment was 


rejected. 

Mr. B May I have the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire for a moment, and also the attention of the Senator — 
Mississippi? I find in section 7 of this bill 6 
e eee n ed = inthe develo or eke eee 
of the school established by local ernment, and which must eventually 
be wholly tained by the States and Territories wherein they exist. 

I should be glad to know if the Senator from New Hampshire means 
by that language that the States and Territories are compelled by this 
act to keep the schools up to the standard at which they are left at the 
end of eight or ten years or whatever the time is. I should be glad 
to have the Senator from New Hampshire explain that. 

Mr. BLAIR. In reply to the Senator’ pata I say that I do not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move to strike it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s question is whetfer I understand that 
the States and Territories will necessarily be obliged to maintain their 
schools in the same condition that they are at the expiration of the 

ight years. 

. BUTLER. That seems to be the language of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; the Senator did not read the section to which 
that is introductory. This is the essential part of the section: 

TI under 
nrg E a E A 
paana OnE OE MENEE CNCR E OE percentage E its authority in 
the preceding r the maintenance of common schools, not including the 
sums expend: ats erection of school buildings. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move to strike out all from the word! that, 
in the first line, down to and including the word exist, in the sixth 
bark as those words seem to be entirely superfluous. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let section 7 begin— 

No greater 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the word that be put in after ‘‘ provided.” 
I make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ing at section 7, it is moved to strike 
out all down to and including exist, in line 6, the words stricken out 


being: 
‘That the of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but x aid for the time in development and mainte- 


So as to read: 

Sec. 7. It is hereby riated 
under this act shall rey provided ha no greater Prectitony tn ony’ one year than 
sum expended out of its own revenues or out of moneys raised under its au- 
rer nt in the preceding for the maintenance of common schools, not in- 
cluding the sums expen the erection of school buildings. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not necessary to retain the words it is hereby 
provided.“ They should be omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
just read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isuggest an amendment, to leave out the words it 
is hereby provided,’’ and let the section begin: 

That no greater part of the money appropriated. 

Mr. BUTLER. That point is well taken, and Iso modify my amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina will be so modified. The question is on the amend- 
ment as modified. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection to that amendment. It is merely 
to strike out a declaratory statement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 6, line 3, after the word common,“ I 
move to strike out the words and industrial. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be kind enough to state his amend- 
ment again? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is to strike out and industrial.“ soas to apply 
this money to the support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the Territories? The section relates to the Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. INGALLS. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. In my 
view, industrial education is the great necessity of this country. Ithink 
it is absolutely necessary to the existence of che people of the United 
States in a condition of comfort and to the economies which are going 
to control the policies of the Government and our systems of industrial 
production. There is no more important part of this bill. I regard it 
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as the mostimportant legislation and the most beneficial which has oc- 
curred in this country for many years or which will occur during the 
existence of this Congress. 

Universal education and industrial education are an absolute necessity 
to relieve the country of its pauperism, to produce comfort and abun- 
dance among all classes of people, to avoid the necessity of strikes, to 
furnish opportunities and means of labor to people who are in needy 
circumstances. The system has been adopted by foreign nations. The 
despotic governments of the world have established industrial educa- 
tion and have found it a great means of producing comfort among the 
people, of providing laborers who are at all times qualified to turn 
from one employment to another. I regard it as the most meritorious 
and beneficial feature of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was controlled in my amendment by the language 
in section 10, to which I respectfully invite the attention of the Senator 
from Florida and the Senator from New Hampshire: 

Sec. 10. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used only for common la, not sectarian in character, in the school districts 
of the several States and Territories, in such way — to provide. as near as may 


be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the children of the school age 
prescribed by the law of the State or Territory, &c. 


In order to make this bill symmetrical, in order to make it harmo- 
nious and not inconsigtent with itself, I simply moved to strike out 
that provision in section 6 to make it correspond with the declaration 
in section 10, upon which the Senator from Florida rises in a spirit of 
rebuke, and states that the industrial feature is the most important 
there is in this bill, when section 10 expressly declares that the money 
is to be used for commonschools and not for industrial schools. I sup- 
pose that I yield to no person in a recognition of the importance of in- 
dustrial schools; but this is not intended for the purpose of establish- 
ing industrial schools; it is a fund to procure the advantages of com- 
mon-school education, what is technically known as such, and I sub- 
mit that in view of the language in section 10 my amendment ought 
to be agreed to or that that section ought to be amended. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the bill was originally draughted and reported at the 
last Congress this provision with reference to industrial schools applied 
to the whole country. There was a modification during the discussion, 
and the section with regard to the distribution of moneys in the States 
was so amended as to strike out the industrial feature. It remained 
in the section which had reference to the distribution of money in the 
Territories. This consideration entered into the action of the Senate, 
that the amount of money proposed to be appropriated by this bill was 
too small for the actual necessities of the common schools themselves, 
and the amendment was therefore made so far as the schoolsin the States 
were concerned, and might very well have been extended (for there it 
is comparatively a trivial matter) to the Territories. It was for that 
reason that it seemed to me, when the Senator from Kansas made his 
suggestion in the direction of uniformity and propriety in the entire 
appropriation, that the words might as well go out in accordance with 
his motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, Congress has heretofore made appro- 
priations for the Territory of Alaska forindustrial schools. Money has 
been appropriated and is now being expended there in that way. Ithas 
been supposed that in that Territory an industrial school was perhaps 
the best and most efficient way of educating the natives’ children of the 
Territory, and the system has been commenced. Whatever would go 
to Alaska under this bill should go to these schools in accordance with 
the system already commenced and now working well there. I hope 
in regard to the Territories where some Indian schools and schools of 
other kinds might be assisted by this fund, the amendment will not be 
made. It does not apply to the States, but to the Territories, where, 
owing to the peculiar character of the people to be educated, some be- 
longing to one race and some to another, it is very desirable that they 
should have whatever facilities this bill can give them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not pass upon the resubmission of the bill to the 
Senate without observing that this provision was made for industrial 
schools in the Territories. Ido not think it can be of much impor- 
tance, unless it be in the Territory of Alaska; but, at the same time, it 
is a feature that I should have been glad to see retained in the entire 
bill. If there are those who object to striking out the words I shall 
vote to retain them, but it seemed to me it might be well enough to let 
them go with the rest. I do not think it will bea very appreciable ad- 
vantage in the Territories. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the amendment will not be adopted, and I shall 
move when the proper time arrives to insert this word industrial“ in 
the provision providing for the money to be applied for common schools 
in the States in the tenth section. 

T can see no reason why the authorities of a State should not have 
the right to appropriate this money to industrial education as a part 
of the common-school education, and I can see no reason why the peo- 
ple of the Territories should not everywhere and all the ple of the 
different States, where the States are not able to furnish it, should not 
receive aid from the General Government for that industrial education 
which is ascertained now to be a necessity for the welfare of every com- 
munity, a necessity to provide employment for them, to relieve them 
from the pauperism that is extending throughout the country, and from 


the inequalities in the distribution of labor and the productions of 
labor everywhere. 

It is an ascertained fact, by the experience of Germany and the des- 
potic governments of the world and also of France, that industrial ed- 
ucation is a necessity for the people and that it is fast doing away with 
the inequalities, the suffering, and the absolute poverty that come from 
the want of employment. People employed in our great factories—and 
factory employment is a great part of the industries of the country—are 
taught only one thing and are completely at the mercy of their em- 
ployers. Turned out of that particular employment by its stopping 
or being unremunerative, they have nothing to do and no means by 
which to earn a livelihood; but under the system of industrial educa- 
tion they are qualified for more than one employment and they are 
able to earn a subsistence for themselves and to turn from one thing 
to another. 

If we are contemplating this great subject of education, of fitting the 
people to take care of themselves and be useful factors to the State, I 
can see no reason why we should not adopt the system entirely and 
give the aid to the States, to be applied either to common-school edu- 
cation or to industrial education, for they are both practically the same 
and apply to the same classes of people. Nor can there be any reason 
why it should not be done in the Territories, As has been well ob- 
served by the Senator from Michigan, it is already a developed fact in 
the history of the country that such appropriations have done good and 
worked well in the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not understand that the question 
of industrial education is involved in this bill. The question is how 
to make a proper appropriation of this fund as between the States and 
Territories. I do not understand that under section 6 the Secretary of 
the Interior in the Territories would have the arbitrary division or al- 
lotmentof this fund. I do not understand that in any of the Territo- 
ries there are industrial schools which are maintained by public taxa- 
tion or under any uniform law of the Territory. All these industrial 
schools I suppose to be private institutions, institutions for higher ed- 
ucation; and I do not know by what rule the Secretary of the Interior 
could make an allotment in a Territory between the common schools 
and such private institutions. I do not understand that it is the in- 
tention of the law to give him the power of making an arbitrary divis- 
ion of this money between these differentschools; but his division should 
be made to the various districts or subdivisions of the Territory accord- 
ing to the number of children of school age in the Territory. 

I do not believe that this bill covers Alaska at all. I do not believe 
that Alaska is a Territory within the meaning of that word as used in 
the bill. I think the act providing a civil government for Alaska treats 
it as a district, calls it the District of Alaska. It has nota full Ter- 
ritorial government; it has no school laws; it has no common schools; 
it has nothing from which its proportion of the money to be appropri- 
ated by this bill could be determined and allotted to the Territory. The 
industrial schools in Alaska are supported in part by appropriations 
which have been recently made by Con for that purpose, but mainly 
by donations from religious bodies and from individuals. So farasap- 
propriations have been made for common-school education, they are sim- 
ply applied to schools that have been established under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, maintained by no law, the appropriation 
of the money regulated by no law; and it would be impossible to make 
any distribution of money appropriated by this act to Alaska Territory 
unless there were some arbitrary division and allotment of it by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

I say therefore that I do not think what is called the Territory of 
Alaska (which is a Territory so far as the land is concerned and in that 
sense only) is a Territory within the meaning of this section or of this 
bill. Ithink itisa district, having butanimperfect government, having 
no school system, and it ought not to be taken into consideration in the 
passage of this bill. 

I do not see how the Secretary of the Interior can make any allot- 
ment to industrial schools which are maintained by voluntary subscrip- 
tion, to schools which are not governed by the laws of the States or 
Territories, and I think the words industrial schools“ should be 
stricken out wherever they occur in this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Territory of Alaska is not included in this bill 
it certainly ought to be. I am inclined to think it is, but if it is not I 
should like to offer an amendment that it shall be. I find in the last 
two statutes making appropriations that it is spoken of as the Terri- 
tory of Alaska.“ Ishould think it would come under the term Ter- 
ritories.“ 

I want to say a word about the industrial education in the Territo- 
ries. The bill does not seem to deal with industrial schools except in 
the Territories, and there is really no industrial schools in the Terri- 
tories. Industrial schools are only valuable, as I understand, in 
crowded communities, where there is a difficulty for those who are un- 
fortunate in their poverty and in their inability to acquire trades and 
general business education. All through the Western country in the 
Territories there is no difficulty of that kind, and I do not know of any 
industrial schools in the Territories for the purpose of educating the 
tases and no provision is made for that class in this bill, as I um 
derstand it. 
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I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Terri- 
tories have very little interest in this bill, the total amount that they 
will receive is so insignificant. For instance, the Territory of Arizona 
will receive a total sum of about $72,000 during the whole life of the 
bill. The Territory of Dakota, with its great population, will only get 
$69,000; Idaho Territory, $22,000; Montana Territory, about $21,000; 
Utah Territory, $109,000; Washington Territory, $48,000; and Wyo- 
ming, $6,000. The Territories have little or no interest in this bill, for 
when you divide $48,000 into eight years’ payments it will make no con- 
siderable impression, in fact none at all, upon the educational resources 
of a Territory like Washington. 

I do not suppose there is a Territory ever so poor, unless it may be 
Arizona, that has not a better educational system than a great number 
of the old and wealthy States. I know that is the case with some of the 
Northwestern Territories, atleast. The very first thing the people who 

to those Territories do is to establish aschool system. The very first 
islature that assembled in Colorado, in the midst of civil war, with 
scarcely any women or children within the borders of the Territory, im- 
mediately passed an act establishing one of the most efficient free-school 
systems—and we have it to-day—of any Statein the Union. From the 
very beginning they provided, evenin theremoteand thinly and sparsely 
settled regions, for the free education of all the children of that section, 
and established schools in communities where you would hardly sup- 
pose a school could be maintained. 

I do not think it is necessary to keep in this bill any provision for 
industrial schools in the Territories; but I do think it was a very great 
mistake to strike out of the bill, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
says the committee did, the provision for the support of industrial 
schools in the States. I think industrial schools in very many of the 
States would, as the Senator from Florida says, be the solution of a 
very great difficulty, and especially in the crowded cities, in the great 
cities where the poor are unable to acquire the opportunities of skill 
necessary for conducting business or trade in a proper way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. CALL. If the amendment is adopted the sixth section may just 
as well be striken out entirely, because the tenth section provides for 
the distribution of money to the Territories as well as to the States. 
But I do not coneur entirely with my friend from Colorado as to the 
absence of a necessity for the application of this money to industrial 
schools in the Territories. Unquestionably it is true that the great 
amountof unoccupied land, the facility with which it may be obtained, 
the mineral resources of the Territories, and the grazing interests fur- 
nish occupation and a comfortable subsistence to the people who are 
there; but we are in a country that is increasing millions every year. We 
have now sixty millions of people. The Western Territories are being 
populated rapidly, and the proposition I make is that it is an ascertained 
fact in this new world of new industries and new economies that indus- 
trial education is an absolute necessity to accompany common-school 
education everywhere; that a man can not be a usefal citizen or factor 
in our civilization to-day without an industrial education, and that it 
is a necessity so pressing that it has been established by the despotic 
governments of the world among their people. 

In France it is said that under the system of industrial education 
established in Paris and some other parts of the Republic of France 
pauperism has diminished rapidly, until now you can scarcely find any 
family who are without the means of support; and shall we shut our 
eyes to this fact in this country with a population growing beyond all 
estimation and covering with great rapidity the Territories of the West? 

I think, therefore, sir, that the bill should distinctly ize and 
provide for the application of this money in the discretion of the State 
and the Territorial authorities, and in company with a common-school 
education, with teaching them to read and write, also teaching them 
how to make a living, the employments of the hand which will enable 
them to be factors in the production of the country; and it applies just 
as well, and it onght to be made to apply, to the Territories as to the 
States. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from 
Florida has convinced me that section 6 ought to be stricken out, as he 
suggests. The bill in its title declares the measure to be one to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools,’’ and 
section 10 declares specifically how the moneysthat are provided for in 
this bill shall be distributed in the several States and Territories. 
Therefore section 6 is entirely superfluous, unless the intention be to 
include industrial schools in the Territories in addition to common 
schools as a part of the system; and I therefore move to strike out 
section 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas to strike out section 6 of the bill, which 
includes the previous amendment offered by him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I agree with the Senator from Kansas that the sec- 
tion ought to be stricken out. There ought to be no discrimination 
in this bill between the States and Territories, some of them having 
industrial schools in addition to common schools, and others not being 
allowed to have the industrial schools. But I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to another fact in regard to the bill, which I think 


the committee ought to reconsider, even though it requires that this 
bill should be sent back to the committee. 

This bill proposes to distribute $77,000,000 among the States and 
Territories upon the basis of the illiteracy of the people over ten years 
of age in the States and Territories in 1880. The other day we had 
quite a long and earnest and important debate in the Senate upon the 
admission of Dakota into the Union, and it was then stated on all hands 
that Dakota had 400,000 population, a rich, prosperous community that 
was rapidly filling up. Now I find by going back to 1880, according 
to the table presented in the report of the committee or by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, that Dakota is credited in this bill with only 
135,177 people, in all, of whom there 4,631 that can not write. If we 
are proposing to do justice between the different States and Territories, 
why do we go back to 1880 when these Territories had very sparse pop- 
ulation, and take from them the advantage of the increase in their 
population from that time? The amount of money that would go to 
the Territory of Dakota during all this time would be $59,737 during 
the whole eight years. Alabama has only about three times the popu- 
lation that is alleged here for Dakota—about 1,250,000 people. Ala- 
bama gets under this bill for the whole time $5,370,848. 45. 

A bill was brought in the other day to admit Washington Territory 
into the Union. Washington had 75,116 people in 1880. Itis now 
claimed that there are 150,000 people in Washington Territory. The 
illiterates in that Territory, as shown in this table, are 3,850. The 
amount of money coming during the eight years to Washington Terri- 
tory, claiming now to be entitled to Statehood, is $48,186.66; and that, 
too, when Washington Territory and Dakota are now paying more 
money into the Treasury of the United States for public lands, perhaps, 
or at all events a greater number of population is going there to take 
the benefit of our homestead system, than in any of the old land States 
of the Union. 

Now I take Montana Territory. It is credited in this report with 
39,159 people and its illiteracy is 1,077, and what it would get under 
the bill is $31,151.46 for the whole time, for the entire eight years; 
not quite $4,000 a year. 

If the Senate of the United States can afford to take $77,000,000 
and distribute it among the people of the United States under this 
bill, and have the constitutional right to do it, can it not afford to take 
the time to do them justice? Can anybody defend this bill upon this 
statement? Have we the right to have these people pay their taxes, 
incur all the hardships of frontier life, start up the incipient founda- 
tions of society, including education, struggling as people never have 
to struggle in the older States for any purpose, and yet insist in the 
distribution of this money to put them back on the basis of population 
shown by the census of 1880, when their population has trebled and 
quadrupled at the time the bill ? And, mark you, for eight years 
to come this basis of distribution is to be maintained. ota may 
have a million of people at the end of eight years, Washington Territory 
may have 500,000, and Montana may have 400,000 at the end of eight 
years, and yet you go on with the distribution upon the basis of 1880. 

Mr. President, I know that whatever I say about this bill will be 
credited to an inveterate hostility against the measure; but if this bill 
is to become a law, I claim that it shall be so framed by the Senate of 
the United States as at least to show that we have some consideration 
for the principles of justice and equity in the distribution of the money. 
That is what I have to say about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in regard to the necessity or the de- 
sirableness of retaining the Territories within the scope of the bill I 
have a word to say. : 

The Territory of New Mexico is very much dependent upon outside 
help for the establishment of any system of common schools that can be 
efficient there; and I believe there is no part of the whole country where 
the rate of illiteracy is so high as it is in that Territory. There are 
peculiar circumstances in that Territory which have led the superin- 
tendent of publicinstruction and the other friends of education in that 
Territory to write with great urgency setting forth their needs and 
their anxieties that this bill become a law on account of the provision. 
that will be made for that Territory. It is very true that several of 
the other Territories will not receive e sums of money; but New 
Mexico will receive from the whole fund to be distributed between 
$700,000 and $800,000, say three-quarters of a million dollars. This 
would be to the Territory of New Mexico at least a Godsend, and there 
is no prospect of their getting efficient help from any other source 
whatever. As to the other Territories, they will receive something, 
and there is no difficulty whatever in the acceptance of the sum, how- 
ever small it may be. 

To preserve the symmetrical character of the bill, to give to all our 
population in proportion to the existing illiteracy on the basis of the 
census of 1880, which we adopt from necessity, there being no other 
basis, and which we can not reject until we take another census with- 
out occasioning great confusion, it was thought best to include these 
Territories. They are increasing rapidly in population, it is true, but 
most of the increase is from the educated people in the States and from 
the more intelligent class of foreign immigration, so that the standard of 
illiteracy in most of the Territories is low, though until perhaps re- 
cently Iowa supplanted them in that honorable distinction as having 
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the lowest rate of illiteracy of any part of the entire country. Never- 


theless these small sums which the Territories receive will help them a 
little and certainly can do no harm, while, as I said before, the itory 
of New Menno will be greatly benefited, and to it this money is almost 


e 

So far as Alaska is concerned, if it is p ly a Territory, I suppose 
it is included within the provisions of the The amount that that 
Territory will receive will be greatly beneficial to it. 
227... ĩ ͤ OORO Tan car nar pak aH 
Kansas moved, the force of the section is not so much to designate 
whether the money shall go to the industrial or the common schools 


as it is to confide the discretion of the expenditure in the Secretary of | be 


the Interior. It was thought better to leave that money to him to be 
for the cause of education in his discretion than to leave it to 
the local Legislatures and the local authorities. There is great difficulty 
in one or two of the Territories, as the Senate will perceive by a mo- 
ment’s reflection, in securing the raising and the application of the 
necessary funds for education. New Mexico and Utah might be in- 
stanced; and it is a great deal better that this section should be re- 
tained in order that its provisions may be a portion of the act, confiding 
to the discretion of the eee of the Interior the expenditure of the 
money which the Territory is to receive. 
I hope the Senator will not insist on his amendment, for in this view 
I think that he himself will admit that it is quite important that the 
section should be retained in the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs] to strike out section 6 of the 


bill.? 
The question ut, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 15. 
Mr. INGALLS. as there a quorum voting? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was not. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will not be possible to decide the question with- 
out a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is true. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Pitot hem and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] who is temporarily absent. If 
he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], but as I understand 
his views on the bill are the same as mine I will take the liberty of 
voting. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PALMER] is temporarily absent, but he is paired on political ques- 
tions with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr.RANSOM. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is paired 
with m oooga [Mr. VANCE] on party questions. 

Mr, GON GER. I said on political questions. 

Mr. RANSOM. My colleague is paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] on this question. 

Mr. CONGER. As I understand it, if my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this proposition. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Florida] is paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison Dolph. Ingalls, Plumb, 
Butler, Gray, Manderson, ner, 
Cockrell, Hale, Maxey, eller, 
Coke, Morgan, Van Wyck. 
Culloin, Hawley, Platt, 

NAYS—2. 

Dawes, Jackson, Pike, 
bern Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Brown, U Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Call, George, Mahone, ell, 

x Gibson, Miller of N. V., Walthall 
Colquitt, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Conger, Hoar, Payne, 

NOT VOTING—27. 
Aldrich, Gorman, + Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Blair, Harrison, Morrill, Vance, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vest, 
Camden, Kenna, Sabin, bicep 
Cameron, MeMillan, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, M n, wyer, Wilson of Md. 
Fair, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. BUTLER. In line 4 of section 2 I move, after the words can 
not, to insert the words read and;” so as to read: 

Being of the age of ten years and over and can not read and write. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I-wish the Senator from South Carolina would ex- 
plain how this would affect the bill as it stands. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam utterly unable to answer that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator state whether the numberof those 
jeter iy not read and write is greater or less than of those who can not 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not answer that question, but I should think 
that a man who can not read would be as illiterate as one who can not 
write, Ifyou are going at illiteracy, why not include both? 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be necessary to adopt a rule to make the com- 
putation on the basis either of those who can not read or of those who 
can not write. The enumerations are different. If those who can not 
write be adopted as the basis that means something, and the bill can 

administered on that basis; but if you put in the now pro- 
posed I do not know that the bill will amount to an g. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the class of those who can not 
write is very much larger than the class of those who can not read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not investigated that question as to whether 
there are a greater number of those who can not read or of those who 
can not write, but my off-hand opinion would be that there are a great 
many who can not read and can not write. A parrot or a monkey 
might almost write by way of imitation. 

Mr. INGALLS. According to the census of 1880 those who could 
not read were 4,923,451, and those who could not write were 6,239,958, 
making an excess of those who could not write over those who could 
not read of about a million and a quarter. Of course those who can not 
read can not write. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no classification which shows that any of 
those who can not write are included in the class who can not F 

Mr. BUTLER. * include both classes? 

Mr. INGALLS. I think they ought to be included. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to know of the Senator from South 
Carolina whether the census tables of 1880, which seem to be the basis 
of all this calculation, state separately the number of persons who can- 
not read and write. I find in one of the tables which the honorable 
chairman introduced the other day a statement of those who can not 
read and a separate statement of those who can not write. Now is there 
a table in the census returns of those who can not read and write? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that there is; and the bill should 
either say those who can not read or those who can not write; and the 
basis of those who can not write was adopted in the bill. The number 
who can not write is of course larger. understand that the census, 
as the Senator from Kansas stated, shows that the number who can not 
write is larger than the number of those who can not read. There is 
not a very substantial difference. The calculations have been made 
both ways, and it does not make very much difference which basis is 
adopted. The one that is in the bill been adopted, and there is no 
reason for changing it that I can see. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from South Carolina whether 
it really makes any difference whether the class which can not write is 
larger than the class which can not read, because the basis in the sec- 
tion is that whatever number there is of either class in a given State 
shall be the proportion that it bears to the entire numberin the United 
States. If he makes the provision so that it shall read the propor- 
tion which the whole number of persons in each State, who being of the 
age of ten years and over can not read and write, bear to the whole num- 
ber of such persons in the United States,”’ it is simply the proportion 
in a given State that it bears to the whole. I see no reason why the 
proportion of persons who can not read and write, for instance, in South 
Carolina, is not likely to be the same as to all persons in the United 
States who can not read and write, as the ms who can not read in 
South Carolina shall bear to the persons who can not read throughout 
the United States. I do not see that there is anything gained either 
the one way or the other. It is not a question of the larger class, but 
of the proportion of the class to the entire number in the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know how that is. I have not examined the 
census tables, and therefore I frankly say Iam not prepared to answer 
that point; but I think thereare many people who can write and can not 
read—who by a sort of imitation might sign their names and yet not be 
able to read or even write a syllable or letter. Therefore I think this 
bill ought to include both classes, and hence I offer theamendment. I 
have heard no good reason assigned why it should not be adopted. I 
ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BLAIR. This isavery important matter. The bill can not be 
worked if both classes be adopted as the basis. There is absolutely no 
method of ascertaining so that there can be a practical administration 
of the law if you include all persons in the country who can not read 
and write. 

This illustrates how important it may be to the friends of the prac- 
tical operation of this measure if it ever should be enacted to note these 
numerous amendmentsand their effect upon this bill. ‘Those who care 
to see the bill passed and become a law and care to see it efficient may 
as well give attention to what is going on. The Senator from South 


Carolina rises and makes a motion the effect of which he says he knows 
nothing about, pretends not to know, to insert a word which if adopted 
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would throw very great doubt upon the question whether the law can 
be administered at all. The basis of the distribution of these funds is 
the census of 1880. That census was taken; and the general ground of 
division is that ofilliteracy. ‘The census shows two classes of illiterates, 
those who can not read in one table and those who can not write in an- 
other table, and the numbers differ largely, as shown by the citation 
from the census made by the Senator from Kansas. 

That being so, it was necessary to adopt either one or the other as the 
basis of distribution, and it did not make very much difference which, 
because the relation of those who can not write in any given State or 
Territory to the whole number of those who can not write in the whole 
country as shown by the census is a definite mathematical relation, 
and it is very nearly the same as the relation which exists between 
the whole number in any given State or Territory who can not read 
and the whole number in the entire country who can not read. It is 
a definite mathematical relation, and if that be adopted the bill can be 
operative. But when you come to inserting the words read and 
write,” there is no tabulation whatever that you can refer to in order 
to see how much money is to go to this, that, or the other State. The 
Senator will find on page 345 one enumeration of those who can not 
read and another enumeration of those who can not write. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator why can he not ascertain the 
number of persons in the United States who can not read and write? 
If you can ascertain how many can not read, why can you not ascertain 
how many can not both read and write? 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The census has not shown it. There is no mathemat- 
ical tabulation of it, and there is nothing definite about it. It might 
be claimed that there were some who could write who were not able to 
read. Aman may be able to write his name and say he writes, but that 
same man may not be able to read. In various States a man, in order 
to have the qualifications of a voter—in Massachusetts, for instance— 
must be able to read. What must he be able to read? In order to be 
considered able to read in the sense of the Massachusetts law he must 
adios to read the constitution of Massachusetts or some ordinary 

The question whether a man canread and write is one of exceedingly 
dubious nature. There is no settlement of it anywhere, certainly not 
in the census, and the basis of distribution adopted in the bill is the 
census of 1880 until another census can be taken. 

In view of the confusion it would cause, I can not really think that 
the Senator should have made this motion without a design. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, while I am up I will offer another amendment. 
Section 5 provides: ? 

That the instruction in the common schools wherein these moneys shall be 
expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English 
language, arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, and such other 
branches of useful knowl as may be taught under local laws, 

I should like to ask the friends of this bill where they can find, either 
in the practices or customs of this Government or in the Constitution 
and laws, any authority for Congress to go into the common schools of 
the States and dictate what shall be taught there. If that is not tak- 
ing charge of the schools with a vengeance I should like to know what 
is; and entertaining the opinion that it does do that, I move to strike 
out section 5. I do not believe the Congress of the United States has 
any right whatever to say what shall be taught in the common schools 
of the respective States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know that it is necessary to say anything in 
opposition to an amendment like that. The bill imposes various re- 
strictions upon the expenditure of this money. It was thought that it 
should contain something definitely certain as to the character of the 
instruction to secure which this money should be expended. It says 
for the benefit of common schools, for the temporary support of common 
schools; and although one would think the inhabitant of a Northern 
State might suppose that the expression common school ” was suff- 
ciently definite, yet various persons thought there should be introduced 
into the bill something to show what a common school is; that it is a 
place where the ordinary branches of instruction that are essential to 
common life should be taught. They should be taught at all events, 
and the money should not gradually by indirection or by innocent in- 
tent come to be appropriated to the higher lines of instruction, to the 
more select schools, to which it might be applied perhaps in some of the 
States. It was the design that this money should reach the common 
people through the common schools, that in the common schools the 
common branches of study should be taught. And, so far from being 
an interference with the rights of the States, it is no more an inter- 
rence than any other restriction that is contained in the bill as to the 
manner in which the money shall be expended. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave really no desire to prolong this debate and do 


not mean to do so, but every Senator who has spoken on this floor in 
favor of this bill has disclaimed with emphasis, especially my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jackson], that there was any intention, any p 

to assume any jurisdiction whatever over the common schools of the 
States; and yet in the fifth section Congress not only assumes jurisdic- 
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tion but declares in terms what shall be taught in the common schools 
of the respective States. If that is not taking charge of them, assum- 
ing jurisdiction over them, prescribing what shall be done, then I have 
failed to understand the English language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment ot 
the Senator from South Carolina, which is tostrike outsection 5. The 
section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That the instruction in the common schools wherein there mon 
shall be expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and e 
English lan , arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, such 
other bran of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws. 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot understand, as does the Senator from South 
Carolina, that this section imposes anything upon the States. It only 
exacts compliance with this provision from them if they intend to re- 
ceive the benefit of this fund. That is all. If they do not choose to 
teach these branches in the common schools, of course they are not per- 
mitted to avail themselves of this bounty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa this question: 
Suppose they do not teach these branches after they get the money, 
what is to be done? 

Mr. ALLISON. They do not get the second installment. 

Mr. BUTLER. They get the first. 

Mr. ALLISON. They would get the first; they would start in with 
the first installment. i 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It strikes me that if the fifth section is 
taken from this bill, leaving in it a line that ought to be taken out of 
the eighth section, it destroys the whole purpose and object of the bill- 
This is intended to be an appropriation of public money by. the Gov. 
ernment of the United States for the purpose of promoting a common- 
school system; and if you take out the fifth section, in my judgment, 
this money will be carried to the States and distributed among the 
universities and the colleges, and the common schools will get none 
of it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on Mr. Butler's amendment 
to strike out section 5. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. PIKE’S name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] on all questions 
connected with this bill. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
8, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Beck, Coke Hawley, Morgan, 
Butler, Harris, Maxey,’ Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—43, 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Pugh, 
Berry, Eustis, Lagen, Ransom, 
e Evarts, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Frye, Mahone, Sabin, 
Brown, George, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Call, Gibson, Miller of N. V., Spooner, 
C y Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Colquitt, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hampton, Payne, Walthall, 
Cullom, Jackson, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

ABSENT—25. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Stanford, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Camden, Hoar, almer, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, ngalls, Pike, Vsst. 


1 

Jones of Arka 

Jones of Florida, Seach” 
McPherson, Sherman, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, I could not be more earnestly in 
favor of the measure which this bill proposes to inaugurate than I have 
been and am. Therefore I hope it will be understood that in offering 
the amendment which I propose it is in the spirit of friendship. 

It will be seen that no money is to be paid under this bill until the 
governor of a State or Territory has certified as to the school system of 
the State or Territory and certain other facts, the more important of 
which is that there is no discrimination by the system between classes. 
Now it does not seem to me that the Secretary of the Interior will be 
able to determine whether there exists any discrimination, not only 
between classes, but between the sections composing the State or Ter- 
ritory upon such a certificate so limited. 

Therefore it is that I propose in the amendment which I send to the 
desk that the governor shall furnish certain information by which not 
only will the Secretary of the Interior be able to determine as to the 
proper distribution of the money which it is proposed to contribute by 
this bill, but that the Congress of the United States may 
readily perceive whether or not the spirit and purpose of the bill are 
fully complied with. That is the object, that isthe spirit of the amend- 
ment which I wish now to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK, In section 3, line 14, it is proposed to strike out 
a after schools down to and including ‘“‘schools,” in line 15, as fol- 

WS: 

The number of white and the number of colored commen schools 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


The number of the population, white and colored, of each school district for 
each county and city, and the number of children, white and colored, of the 
school bed by this act in each such district, and the number of each 
of such atten school, the number of schools in operation in each such 
district, white and colored, the number of teachers employed, white and col- 
ored, male and female, and the average compensation paid such teachers. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ishould like to have the words proposed to 
be inserted read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again report the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Read the entire amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. So as to show how it will read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, it is read so rapidly that I 
really do not comprehend it now, but it struck me when first presented 
as an embodiment in the way of an amendment of the views that you 
yourself presented on this bill two years ago as to the distribution of 
this money among school districts so as to discriminate on account of 
color, whereas the whole object and purpose of the bill is to avoid any 
discrimination, It just struck me that way. It seems to me that 
before an amendment of that sort is passed upon at all it ought to 
be printed and laid on desks of Senators, so that they may have some 
knowledge of what they are voting upon. 

I apprehend that it means—I only apprehend it because I heard a 
discussion of it here two years ago—that this money shall be appor- 
tioned according to the illiteracy which is reported to obtain in certain 
districts of a State, for instance, without regard to the fundamental 
idea of the bill. It will be remembered possibly that I opposed that 
view two years ago. I held then, as I hold now, that the taxes which 
are levied and paid for the support of the public-school system of the 
States are mainly paid by the white people, I say that without hesi- 


tation. Therefore we ought not to consider so small a matter as a | J 


school district. A State like Virginia, for instance, that pays so many 
hundred thousand dollars for the education of children without 

to race or color, it is known pays it out of the pockets of the people of 
certain sections of that State. 

I do not want to discriminate against the colored man or against any 
school district, but I do want, if it be possible, to see that there is no 
discrimination anywhere in this bill. 

I am not sure that I am right about this amendment, but it struck 
me as sounding so much after the manner of the one that the presid- 
ing officer himself discussed here two years ago, that I would prefer to 
have it printed and understand it. I do not want to oppose it unless 
I do understand it. I do not want to vote for it without knowing what 
is in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, asking in the mean time that the amendment 
of my friend from Virginia be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Vermont also allow me to 
send two amendments to the desk to have them printed? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isuggest that the bill with the amendments already 
agreed to be inted so that we may have it to-morrow morning in its 
present condition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the bill be reprinted 
with the amendments that are adopted. Those that are offered will 
also be printed. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Vermont to allow me to offer 
an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the Senator from Vermont to withhold his 
motion for one moment. I wish to make an explanation. Yesterday 
when the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] was appealing 
to Senators on this side to know the action of the Legislature of South 
Carolina he referred to a memorial, and so did I, sent here in 1883. I 
did not intend to allude to any action of the present Legislature. 

I simply desired to make that correction, as there might be some 
misunderstanding in reference to the matter. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask leave to send up an amendment intended to be 
proposed to section 10 of the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received and 
printed. 

` EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After 25 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion ee doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journ 
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EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 17th day of February, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

William M. Campbell, of Minnesota, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota, vice Henry R. Denny, whose term 
expires February 20, 1886. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Constantinople, to fill a vacancy. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James B. Groome, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, Md., vice Edwin H. Webster, commission expired. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

I. Freeman Rasin, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs in the 
district of Baltimore, Md., vice William R. Wilmer, commission expired. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank I. Phelps, of Wisconsin, to he surveyor of customs for the port 
of La Crosse, Wis., vice William R. Finch, commission expired. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Alfred B. Judd, of Milwaukee, Wis., to be pension agent at Milwau- 
kee, Wis., vice Edward Ferguson, resigned, to take effect February 28, 
1886. 

POSTMASTERS. 

M. O. Bowdoin, at Griffin, Spaulding County, Georgia, rice Thomas 
W. Thurman, commission expi 

J. W. Renfroe, at Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia, vice W. T. B. 
Wilson, resigned. 

A. T. Bitters, at Rochester, Fulton County, Indiana, vice Kline G. 
Shryock, whose commission expires Feb 17, 1886. 

Nathaniel S. Bates, at Rensselaer, Jasper 5 Indiana, rice Hor- 
ace E. James, whose commission expires February 17, 1886. 

James J. Russell, at Muscatine, Muscatine County, Iowa, vice Ben- 
jamin Beach, commission expired. 

Frank B. Smith, at Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, rice Mar- 
shall M. Murdock, resigned. 

Charles A. White, at Gardiner, Kennebec County, Maine, whose 
commission expires February 20, 1886. 

Dennis D. Dinan, at Westborough, Worcester County, Massachusetts, 
vice Frank W. Bullard, commission expired. 

Joseph H. Wilder, at Shelburne Falls, Franklin County, Massachu- 
setts, rice John F. Severance, whose commission expires February 17, 
1886. é 
Joseph Edelbrock, at Saint Cloud, Stearns County, Minnesota, vice 
Josiah E. West, commission expired. 

Samuel E. Rigg, at Beatriee, Gage County, Nebraska, vice Jacob 
Drum, resigned. 

William J. Poulson, at Flemington, Hunterdon County, New Jer- 
sey, vice William Hill, commission expi 

Thomas J. Franisco, at Cuyhoga Falls, 
John J. Jones, commission expired. 

George Moore, at Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio, vice Frank 
O'Neal, commission expired. 

George O. Guild, at Bellows Falls, Windham County, Vermont, vice 
Quartus E. Morgan, whose commission expires February 17, 1886. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, February 17, 1886. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


George M. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Masachusetts. 


Summit County, Ohio, vice 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CONTINGENT FUND, MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a statement of the expenditure of the contingent fund 
of the military establishment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of Engineers in- 
closing reports of examination and survey with a view of connecting the 
Saugatuck River with Long Island Sound; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


1886. 
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IMPROVEMENTS OF SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting papers from the Chief of Engineers, and asking an 
appropriation for continuing examinations and surveys at the South 
Pass of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committce on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Public 
Printer, in response to a resolution of the House calling for information 
as to cost, &c., of printing the Medical and Surgical History of the Re- 
bellion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the order and find- 
ings of fact by that court in the case of John B. Reid against the United 
States, and also a letter from the assistant clerk of said court, transmit- 
ting copies of the order and findings of fact in the case of Elizabeth P. 
Dyer against the United States; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS BY INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting a report of the receipt and distribution of 
public documents on behalf of the Government by the Department of 
the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, in obedience to the rule, 
the following Senate bills; which were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred, as follows: 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 637) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 
Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 579) granting the franking privilege to Julia D. Grant—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 53) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of Cal- 
ifornia—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit a 
resolution for reference to the Committee on Printing in regard to some 
necessary printing for the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
u 


res, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
willask for objections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be empow- 
ered to print such matters before the committee on the subject of coinage and 
the silver question as the committee may deem important and desirable, 

Mr. BEACH. 
stand it. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object. 

Mr. BLAND. It is important that the committee should have au- 
thority to get this printing done as soon as ible. 

Mr. BEACH. No doubt it will keep until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 


PRINTING FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on 9 to whom was referred the following resolution 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be suthorised tobave printed 
and bound such papers and documents as it may deem necessary in connection 
with pro) tions pending before said committee 
have the same under consideration, and have instructed me to report the 
same back A the House with the following amendment: 


That the printing and binding of such papers and documents shall 
not exceed $500 in any one instance.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. On behalf of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, I ask unanimous consent to submit for present consideration 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 


This is a resolution simply for reference, as I under- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have leave to 
sit this day during the session of the House after the second morning hour. 


There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the standing and 
select committees for reports. 

TERMS OF COURT IN COLORADO. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3014) to provide for 
terms of court in Colorado; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STATES OF TEXAS, COLORADO, ETC. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendments the bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of 
Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, 
and the Territoriesof Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the amendments and accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MUSQUITO INLET. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, back the 
bill (H. R. 3258) making an appropriation for the completion of the 
light-house at Musquito Inlet, Florida, and moved that the committee 
be di from the further consideration of the same, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-STATION AT NORTHWEST SEAL ROCK, 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3231) making an appropriation for the continuation of 
the light-station at Northwest Seal Rock, coast of California, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
same and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

FOG-SIGNAL STATION AT ANGEL ISLAND. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3230) making an appropriation for the completion of the 
fog-signal station at Angel Island, California, and moved that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the farther consideration of the same, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HUNTING ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE SITE. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3259) making an appropriation for the protection of 
Hunting Island light-house site, South Carolina, and moved that the 
committee be year tes eo from the further consideration of the same, 
and that it be refi to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

JULIA D. GRANT. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 2033) granting the franking privilege to Julia D. Grant; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. i 


Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 3022, a bill (H. R. 5869) to provide 
for the acceptance by the United States of the proposed grant of the 
Tllinois and Michigan Canal, and all its appurtenances, from the State 
of Illinois, and for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi River 
Canal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. BRINEGAR. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4116) increasing the pension 
of John P. Brinegar; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FRANCIS HOPPER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pen- 
sion to John Francis Hopper; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment 
and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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SILAS S. WHITE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1398) 
granting a pension to Silas S. White; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

NIVA D. GWYNNE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension 
to Niva D. Gwynne; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the folowing titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3121) granting a pension to Joseph M. Feather; 

A bill (H. R. 4499) granting a pension to John C. White; 

A bill (H. R. 724) to place the name of John B. Ross on the pension- 


roll 

A bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of William Cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension to John H. Atchison; and 

A bill (H. R. 1424) for the relief of John H. Whitaker, guardian. 

FANNIE E. EVANS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4426) granting a 
pension to Fannie E. Evans; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. RIPLEY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5127) granting a 
a to Mary E. Ripley; which was referred to the Committee of the 

Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
LOUISE J. WEITZEL. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3601) to 
increase the pension of Louise Weitzel, widow of Godfrey Weitzel, late 
major-general of United States volunteers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISE J. M’FARLAND. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1940) 
granting a pension to Louise J. McFarland; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. + 

MARGARET A. POLAND. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension 
to Margaret A. Poland; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pasong also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1881) for the relief of Joseph 
Fisher; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 926) granting a 
pension to James Stone; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SANFORD GOIN. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported favorably a bill (H. R. 5870) granting a pension to Sanford Goin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


INCREASED PENSION FOR DEAFNESS. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 3352, a bill (H. R. 5871) granting an increase 
of the rate of pension now provided for deafness; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MURPHY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. 4491) grant- 


ing a pension to Welty M. Jonas; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittec on Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committeee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill 2 R. 5249) for the relief of Leonard King; and 

A bill (H. R. 657) granting a pension to William Randall. 


RACHAEL J. FLOYD. 


Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael 
J. Floyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

WILLIAM DALTON, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1501) referring the claim of William 
Dalton to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee of 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


R. D. BECKLEY AND LEON HOWARD. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
5872) for the relief of R. D Beckley and Leon Howard; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the following bills and petition; which were severally Jaid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 244) to provide for the payment to the legal representa- 
tives of Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, 
Fla., for the use of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 940) for the relief of John M. Higgins; and 

Petition of Jane C. Dyer, for relief on account of property destroyed 
during the late war. 

ELEANOR F. BROOKBANKS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Eleanor F. Brookbanks 
and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
e goblin Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
p a 

HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3642) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jacob Cramer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN TAGGART. 

Mr. WA of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of John Taggart; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The call of committees for reports was concluded. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 

The Committee on Commerce asks leave to hold its sessions from day to day 
during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees begins now at two minutes before 1 o’clock. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. When this hour 
closed yesterday there was pending, upon a call of the yeas and nays, 
a joint resolution from the Committee on Commerce. Is the hour of 
that committee exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER BUSINESS. 

Mr. PETERS (when the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
was called). I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 4415) 
to make the allowances for clerk-hire to postmasters of the first and sec- 
ond class post-offices cover the cost of clerical labor in the money-order 
business, and for other pu 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, & ., That from and after the Ist day of July, 1886, the allowances 
for clerk-hire made to postmasters of and second class 
Postmaster-General out of the annual s; 


the cost ofclerical labor in the money-order business; and that all laws or parts 
of laws inconsistent or in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 
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Sac, 2. That from and after the Ist day of July, 1886, the allowances for clerk- 
hire in money-order business shall not be separately made, but shall be included 
in the general allowances for clerk-hire, and shall not be given to 

the first class at the rates fied in the fourth section of the act of March 3, 
1883; and from and after the said Ist of July, 1886, compensation for clerical la- 
bor in the money-order business shall not be given, at the rates specified in 
said section, to post-offices of the second class. 


. The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of section 2 strike out the many ign se 

“Shall not be given to post-offices of the first c at the rates specified in the 
fourth section of the act of Mareh 3, 1883; and from and after the said Ist of 
July, 1886, compensation for clerical labor in the money-order business shall not 
be given, atthe rates specified in said section, to post-offices of the second class. 

And insert the following: 

“Shall be based upon, but not to exceed, the rates specified in the fourth sec- 
tion of the act of March 3, 1883; and at all money-order exchange offices which 
are now or may hereafter be established, additional allowances for clerk-hire 
pees f be made as provided in said section for international exchange offices; 
and postmasters at offices of the first and second classes shall not receive any 
compensation in addition to their salaries for the transaction of the money- 
order and postal-note business,” 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced and referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads at the instance and 
upon the recommendation of the Postmaster-General. It does not in 
any manner affect other post-offices than those of the first and second 
classes. The bill has been carefully examined by the Committee, and 
unless there are to be some questions asked in relation to it I do not de- 
sire to take up time upon it further than to state that it has the recom- 
mendation of the Postmaster-General, the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, and the Superintendent of the Money-Order De ent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
will state in a brief way what he understands to be the exact effect of 
the bill. The amendment is not readily understood upon a hasty read - 


in 

ie. ROGERS. Before the gentleman from Kansas enters upon his 
explanation of the bill I desire to make this preliminary inquiry— 
whether this is the bill reported back asa substitute for bills intro- 
duced which proposed to merge the money-order system into the other 
branches of the postal service? 

Mr. PETERS. Iwill state for the information of the gentleman from 
Arkansas that this bill covers the same object that was intended to be 
accomplished by the bill introduced by himself. 

Mr. ROGERS. In other words, as I understand, it allows postmas- 
ters in first and second class offices to utilize the entire force of their 
offices without reference to whether a particular officer belongs to the 
money-order system or to the general postal service. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, that is what this bill accomplishes. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Iwould like to ask a question with reference to the 
dompensation to be paid to these clerks. The bill seems to be very in- 
definite as to that. It refers to existing laws not set forth in the bill; 
it provides that these clerks shall not be paid according to a particular 
law. Now, I would like to know what is to be the law or rule which 
will govern the compensation to be paid. 

Mr. PETERS. Section 4 of the act of March 3, 1883, fixed the rate 
of compensation for the transaction of money-order business in post- 
offices, and provided that such compensation should be paid out of the 
fees received from the issue of money-orders and postal notes. Under 
that law the late Postmaster-General, Mr. Gresham, decided that a post- 
office clerk employed for the purpose of attending to money-order busi- 
ness could not devote any of his time to any other duties connected with 
the post-office. i 

In other words, he could only attend to the money-order office, and 
nothing else. As frequently happens, there was not sufficient work in 
the money-order office to take the time of a clerk in making up and 
issuing money-orders. It therefore required the postmaster either to 
do that work himself, or to employ a clerk to do it, whose time thus 
could not all be devoted to it. So the enforcement of this provision 
created much embarrassment in post- offices, particularly in smaller post- 
offices, where the extent of the money-order business was in very many 
instances not sufficient to occupy the whole time of a clerk, who could 
not, during any leisure, engage in any other work of the office. This 
difficulty was removed in part by the following provision inserted in 
the act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, to 
wit: 

And postmasters are authorized, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, 
to assign atany time any clerk or employé of their respective post-offices to 
duty in any branch thereof: Provided, always, That any employé shall be paid 
from money-order funds for such time as he is engaged in money-order work. 

This relieved the difficulty to some extent, but it had this great em- 
barrassment, that the Department could not depend entirely upon the 
statement of the postmaster as to how much time was occupied in issu- 
ing money-orders. The Department absolutely had of itself no criterion 
upon which to base an estimate except the statement of the postmaster 
himself. This led to, or rather was, a temptation to the postmaster to 
increase the amount of time the clerk was employed in the money- 
order business. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to do away with that temp- 
tation and to place the whole matter in the hands of the Postmaster- 
General, to allow him to state what amount postmasters shall have in 


ices of 


first and second class offices, It also gives him a basis upon which to 
fix that estimate, by stating that he shall fix it on an estimate of 3} 
cents for each money-order transaction, 1 cent for each note is- 
sued, and } of a cent for each postal note paid. So it relieves the De- 
partment of that embarrassment, and also relieves the postmaster of any 
temptation to make the time employed by his clerk in issuing money- 
orders greater than it naturally would be. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield to me? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads has well stated the merits of the pend- 
ing proposition. It has occurred to me to add one or two thoughts in 
addition to what he has already said. In the beginning of the money- 
order system it was merely experimental. It was a novel thing, and 
there was a disinclination to take hold of it because of its novelty. So 
with a view to e its adoption it was provided the scheme should 
pay for itself; that the force to be used should be paid out of the 
money-order fees. The service has gone on and grown until it has be- 
come accepted throughout the country. 

We find, however, this diffieulty attending the administration of the 
work in post- offices and the distribution of the mails under the money- 
order system: You allow agrosssum of money to the Postmaster-General 
to be apportioned among the several post- offices throughout the country 
for the compensation of clerks in those post- offices. As has been already 
stated, the Postmaster-General has ruled that the clerk employed for 
money-order purposes could not be paid out of this fand. Then fol- 
lowed the provision which my friend recites from an appropriation bill, 
that there should be allowed out of the fund for clerk-hire to the money- 
order clerk for work done not in connection with the money-order serv- 
ice, but for clerical services in addition to that service. 

But, as was stated by my friend, there was this difficulty: Take 
the postmaster at an important point; take for instance the postmaster 
at the city of Washington or at the city of New Orleans. There must 
be a roster made up for the distribution of the fund. Take the money- 
order clerks at those offices. They may be used one day so many hours 
for money-order business, and on the same day so many hours in the 
distribution of the mails. To-morrow they may be used at different 
times. Hence there is almost an utter impossibility for the postmaster 
to make out a roster showing the amount of time these clerks were used 
in the money-order business and the amount of time they were used in 
the distribution of the mails. 

The principal purpose, therefore, of this bill is to avoid that confu- 
sion by allowing postmasters a gross sum which may be used in the 
money-order business or for the distribution of the mails. This is the 
whole story; it merely simplifies the matter, and there will be no fur- 
ther pay or expense becanse of it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I examined this subject at one time and favored the 
purportof the pending measure. My memory is indistinct as to one pro- 
vision of the law, and that is how it distinguishes between first, second, 
and third class ers. Following that, I would like to know 
whether it is not necessary to extend the provisions of this bill to third- 


class ffices ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I confess I do not see any objection myself to mak- 
ing it applicable y to the third or even to the fourth in some cases. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman from Georgia will permit 
me a moment, I think I can answer the question of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The third-class post-offices do not have 
clerks assigned to them, nor the fourth-class offices, for this 

Mr. ROGERS. But they are money-order offices, are they not? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They may do a money-order business, of 
course; nearly all third-class offices do; but they do not have postal 
clerks assigned to them. They must furnish the clerical force out of 
the salary allowed to the postmaster. 

Mr. LONG. There is no allowance for clerk-hire in third-class offices 
now ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, There is not. 

Mr. PETERS. Postmasters at third or fourth class offices are allowed 
clerk-hire for distribution purposes, but not for the money-order busi- 


ness. 

Mr. ROGERS. Whatis the distinction between these classes? How 
do you determine a third-class postmaster? 

Mr. PETERS. The difference between second and third class post- 
masters is regulated by the salary received. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the salary of a third-class postmaster ? 

Mr. PETERS, It is over $1,000 and less than $2,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Kansas further 
if he is quite sure that the same rule has not been applied to third-class 
offices that has been applied to the second-class offices with reference to 
the money-order business? 

Mr. PETERS. If I understand the question of the gentleman, I think 
the rule has not been applied to third-class offices. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not for this purpose. 

Dr OCE ERY: Will the gentleman Ea UE me a mo- 
men 
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Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Clerk-hire is only allowed to postmasters of the 
third class for separating purposes. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; for distribution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This allowance is a very inconsiderable item; but 
while it does not com te the clerk for the labor performed, it is a 
small addendum to his pay. For instance, a postmaster who gets 
$1,000 a year is allowed, say, $160 for clerk-hire by reason of separating, 
star-routes, or railway crossing. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then there are no money-order clerks allowed to 
third-class offices ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no further inquiry to make, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe the bill to be a very good and wise one. It is satisfactory to 
me. 

Mr. PETERS. I move the previous question, unless some gentle- 
man desires to ask further questions upon the amendment to the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


It is proposed by the committee to strike out after the word “and,” in the 
fourth line of the bill, the following words: 
“Shall not be given to post-oftices of the first class at the rates specified in the 


fourth section of the act of March 3, 1883; and from and after the said Ist of July, 
1886, compensation for clerical labor in the money-order business not 
given, at the rates specified in said section, to post-offices of the second class.“ 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


Shall be based upon, but not to exceed, the rates specified in the fourth section 
of the act of 3. 1883; and at all money-order exchange offices which are 
now or may hereafter be established, additional allowances for clerk-hire may 
be made as provided in said section for international exchange offices ; and post- 
masters at offices of the first and second classes shall not receive any compen- 
sation in addition to their salaries for the transaction of the money-order and 
postal-note business. * 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be Lr ee and read the third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FEE ON DOMESTIC MONEY-ORDERS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the fee on domestic money- 
orders for sums not exceeding $5. This bill is on the House Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the fee for each domestic money-order not exceed- 
ing in amount $5 shall be reduced from 8 cents to 5 cents. 

EO. 2, That this act shall take effect within one month after the date of its 
approval by the President. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This bill simply reduces the fee on money- 
orders under $5 from 8 cents to 5 cents. It may be said in explanation 
that the net revenue from the money-order business amounted last year 
to one hundred and twenty-three thousand some odd hundred dollars 
over and above all ex including clerk-hire in Washington, rent 
of buildings, and other incidental expenses. This reduction therefore 
to 5 cents can be made and still leave, unless reductions are made other- 
wise, a surplus arising out of the business. It is recommended by the 
Postmaster-General, and has the unanimous support of the committee. 
I do not know that it is n to say an g further, unless some 
gentleman desires to ask a question in reference to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
whether or not the terms of the bill—I did not hear the reading of it— 
make it applicable to offices of all grades? 

Mr. W. ER, of Ohio. To all money-order offices. This applies 
only to money-orders below $5, the fee on which is now 8 cents. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman further whether or not 
the committee considered the ition as to whether the third and 
fourth class offices were sufficiently paid under the present arrange- 


ment. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This has nothing to do with the pay of 
clerks. It ng reduces the fee now paid on these money-orders. 


Mr. ROG But does not that fee form a portion of the salary of 
the office ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is so much on each order; and this bill 
does not that. ; 

Mr. ROG But does not that necessarily reduce the compensa- 
tion of the third-class ters? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No; they are not paid by a percentage on 
the amount, but so much on the orders issued. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then it does not affect their compensation. 

Mr. WARNER, ofOhio. The bill does not change the fees in any 
way. The fees of postmasters are so much for each order. I think 
there will be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS WITHIN RAILWAY LIMITS. 


The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 
Mr. McRAE called up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 129) 
to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was read, as follows: ° 

Be it enacted, &., That all homestead settlers on public lands within the rail- 
way limits restricted to less than 160 acres of Jand, who have heretofore made 
or may hereafter make the additional entry allowed either by the act approved 
March 8, 1879, or the act approved July 1, 1879, after having made final proof of 
settlement and cultivation under the original entry, shall be entitled to have the 
lands covered by the additional entry patented without any further cost or proof 
of settlement and cultivation; and in all such entries patents shall issue as soon 
as reported to and approved by the General Land Commissioner. 

Sud. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed; and this act shall take effect from and after its 
passage. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, this bill only affects such homestead 
settlers as are embraced within the limits of railroads that have re- 
ceived grants from the General Government. Under the acts of March 
3 and July 1, 1879, settlers within those limits who were restricted to 
80 acres had their rights extended to 160; but the provisos to those acts 
require an additional year’s residence and cultivation—six years in- 
stead of five, as in other cases, 

The Committee on the Public Lands have recommended the passage 
of this bill. Itsimply gives these settlers the benefits of the additional 
rights granted by these acts without additional cost or expense, as was 
evidently intended by the first acts. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the bill will be reported again. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC LAND-GRANTS. 


Mr. COBB, on behalf of the Committee on the Public Lands, called 
up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri 
and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to restore the same to settle- 
ment, and for other purposes, with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all the lands, oxceptin 
stations, heretofore granted to the Atlantic an 
an act entitled“ An act ting Jands to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” 
approved July 27, 1866, and su uent acts and joint resolutions of Congress, 
which are adjacent to and conterminous with the uncompleted portions of the 
main line of said road, embraced within both the granted and indemnity limits, 
as contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions of the said act 
of July 27, 1866, and acts and joint resolutions su nent thereto and re- 
lating to the construction of said road and tel h, be, and the same are 
hereby, declared forfeited and restored to the public domain, and made subject 
to disposal under the general laws of the United States as though said nt had 
never been made; Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited and restored 
pian — same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered sections within 
2 2. That the act of March 3, 1875, entitled An act for the relief of settlers 
within railroad limits,“ is hereby repealed. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 3 of section 1, after the words right of way,” strike out the words and 

ds for stations.“ 

In lines 20 and 21, strike out the words “the same as heretofore fixed for the 
even-numbered sections within said grant,” and insertin lieu thereof as follows: 

“ One dollar and twenty-five cents per acre: „ That nothing in this act 
shall be held to impair any right the United States may have in or to the lands 
not forfeited by this act.“ 

Strike out section 2, which is as follows: 

“ SEC, 2. That the act of March 3, 1875, entitled An act for the relief of settlers 
within railroad limits,’ is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that passed the last Congress, 
and I do not desire to take up the time of the House in discussing it 
unless gentlemen desire to have that done. The majority of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands report a bill forfeiting all the lands that are 
not conterminous with the completed road. There is a minority report 
accompanying the majority report which favors a bill providing for the 
forfeiture of the entire grant. 

This road was chartered in 1866 by an act of Congress and a grant of 
lands was made toit. The road begins, or did begin, at Springfield, 
Mo., and ran upon the latitude of 35° north tothe Pacific Ocean. The 
road was not completed within the time. There really were but 34 
miles of road completed within the time, and since that time there 
have been about 60 miles of the road completed, and the company have 
purchased another line of road which they claim as a part of this line. 
But it is not really upon the line of the road, as indicated by the act of 
Congress making the grant. The company, therefore, has totally failed 
to comply with its contract with the Government, and the Committee 
on the Publie Lands is of the opinion that a forfeiture ought to be had. 

The only reason why the entire grant is not forfeitable in the opinion 
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of the majority of the committee is founded on the act of Congress of 

1871. That act gave the company the power to mortgage its road. 

Perhaps it had that before, but the act gave the company that right, 

and gave—as the majority of the committee believe the true construc- 

tion to be—a lien upon the lands that were conterminous with the com- 
pleted road at the time of forfeiture. There is some controversy, how- 
ever, about the construction of that act. The minority of the commit- 
tee are of the opinion that the entire grant is subject to forfeiture. The 
majority of the committee think otherwise. The only controversy is as 
to whether we will forfeit the lands conterminous with the non-com- 
pleted road, or whether we will forfeit the entire grant. Were it not 
for this act that I have referred to there would be no question about the 

forfeiture of the entire grant. s 

This company, in my judgment, from the very best information that I 
can gather, really never completed but 34 miles of its road. Isaida 
moment ago that aboutG0 miles had been completed in addition to that; 
but that was done by the Saint Louis and San Francisco company. 
And I believe that to-day the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Company is 
a mere shell, a mere formality, and that there is no substance in it as is 
set out in the report; that the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé and the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco companies own and control its capital 
stock. In my judgment, from the best information I can obtain, they 
own and control not only the road-bed that is completed but the rolling- 
stock that is upon it, together with its entire machinery; and whatever 
benefit may result from this grant will not go to the original corpora- 
tion for which it was intended, but will go to foreign corporations which 
had no connection or relation whatever with the contract. The report 
is pretty long, and as it sets out all the facts, I shall not take up the 
time of the House in discussing the matter further unless some mem- 
ber desires additional information. If anybody does desire that, I shall 
take great pleasure in answering any questions that may be put; other- 
wise I shall now give way. y 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for the pending bill, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to forfeit the lands ted to the Atlanticand Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to restore the same to settle- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, C., That all the lands, excepting the right of way, heretofore 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacitic Railsoad Cospany by an act entitled “An 
act granting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific const,“ approved July 
27, 1866, and subsequent acts and joint resolutions of 8 be, and the same 
are hereby, declared forfeited and restored to the public domain, and made 
subject to disposal under the general homestead laws of the United States as 
though said grant had never been made: Provided, This act of forfeiture shall 
not affect the rights of those claiming under any mortgage made by the said 
company by virtue of the act approved April 20,1871, to so much of the lands 
granted conterminous with or appertaining to that part of said road which was 
actually constructed by the company by the 4th day of July, 1878. 

Sec. 2. That all persons who at the date of the of this act are actual 
settlers in th on any of the lands hereby forfeited, and who are other- 
wise qualified, on making due claim to such lands under the homestead, pre- 
emption, or other laws, within six months after the same shall have been de- 
clared forfeited, shall be entitled to a preference right to enter the same in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act and of the homestead, pre-emption, or 
other laws, as the case may be, and shall be rded as having ! ly settled 
upon and occupied said lands under said laws from the date of such actual set- 
tlement or occupation; and in case any such settler may not be entitled to thus 
enter or acquire such land under existing laws, he or she shall be permitted, 
within one year after the of this act, to purchase not to exceed 160 acres 
of the same, at the price of $1.25 per acre; and the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and directed to make such rules and regulations as will se- 
cure to said actual settlers the benefit of their rights under this act: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be so co: as to affect the title to any city, 


town, or village site where the same has passed to patent and been sold by the 
company. ; 


Sec, 3. That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to institute proper legal proceedings to set aside and 
cance] any mortgage or mortgages that may have been executed by said com- 
pany upon lands forfeited by this act, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the majority of the committee report in 
favor of forfeiting all the lands not conterminous with the constructed 
part of the road. The facts asreported by the majority are, I believe, 
correctly stated, and from that report we learn that, within the time 
fixed by the granting act for the completion of this road, only 34 miles 
of it were completed. Up to this time only about 100 miles have been 
built, yet this company claim a grant extending over 2,000 miles. I 
believe that the whole of this land grant ought to be forfeited. The 
reasoning of the majority of the committee shows conclusively that we 
have the power to forfeit the grant, and it appears to me that there is 
no equity at all on the part of this company. The only justification 
the majority offer for insisting that all of this grant shall not be for- 
feited is the act of April 20, 1871, the act authorizing the company to 
mortgage its road, which I now ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Char. XXXIII.—An act to enable the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company 
to mortgage its road, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, 
organized under act of Congress of July 27, 1866, is hereby authorized to make 
and issue its bonds in such form and manner, and for such sums, payable at 
such times, and bearing such rate of interest, and to dispose of them on such 
terms as its directors may deem advisable; and to secure said bonds, the said 


company may mortgage its road, equipment, lands, franchises, privileges, and 


other rights and property, subject to such terms, conditions, and limitations as 
its directors may prescribe. As proof and notice of the legal execution and effect- 
ual delivery of any mortgage hereafter made by said company, it shall be filed 
and recorded in the office of the Secre of the Interior: Provided, That if the 
company shall hereafter suffer any b of the conditions of the act above re- 
ferred to, under which it is organ the rights of those claiming under any 
mortgage made by the g: to the lands granted to it by said act shall extend 
only to so much thereof as shall be coterminous with or appertaining to that por- 
tion of said road which shall have been constructed at the time of the foreclosure 
of said mortgage. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that a proper con- 
struction of the language of that act will not extend the privileges of 
this company beyond the time fixed by the granting act. It was passed 
before the expiration of the time for the building of the road, and its 
only purpose was to give the company power to mortgage such rights 
asithad. There was no intention and no attempt to extend the time 
for the completion of it, nor to grant any other privilege except the 
power to execute a mortgage. 

It is insisted now that all the lands covered by this grant will be 
covered by the mortgage up to the time of foreclosure; but as the power 
to foreclose rests in the hands of the people who hold the mortgage, it 
may—no doubt will be postponed for all time, and in that case the rights 
of the Government can never be protected. 

Now, I insist that under this act the lien of the mortgagees has at- 
tached to the 34 miles of road completed within the prescribed time. 
The act did not contemplate extending the time, and it was the duty of 
the mo to foreclose the mortgage at that time if they were goin 
to insist upon holding the lands of the Government which were grant 
upon the conditions set forth in the granting act. So I insist that this 
substitute should be adopted, which will in effect restore to the public 
domain all the lands granted to this company except the 34 miles of 
road which was completed within the time. While but for this act Con- 
gress would have the power to forfeit that also, I concede that the act 
fixes a lien in favor of the mortgagees upon that portion of the road which 
was completed within the time, but that the lien extends no further. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the House will vote to adopt the substitute, 
and thus restore this immense body of land to the settlers in the coun- 
try through which the road runs. By a system of ingenious trading this 
company has bought other roads, and claims thatit has earned this im- 
mense grant of land, amounting to nearly 51,000,000 acres—earned it 
by the construction of about 100 miles of road! It is a case that calls 
more loudly for forfeiture than any other case within my knowledge. 
If you want to do justice to the people along the line of the road and 
to the States through which it runs, adopt this substitute. It provides 
as far as possible for the protection of the settlers along the line, and 
it does no injustice to the mort so far as the portion of the road 
completed within the prescribed time is concerned. In the third sec- 
tion there is a provision authorizing the Attorney-General to institute 
asuit to adjust the rights of the m and the United States, 
which I believe should be done. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that have 
nothing further to say at present on this bill. 

Mr. OATES. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I would like the gentleman to state the effect of the 
proviso in the act of April 20, 1871, especially the latter portion, which 
provides that the rights of those claiming under the mortgage shall be 
determined at the time of the foreclosure; that said mo: shall 
rest upon the lands conterminous with the constructed road at the time 
of the foreclosure of said mo: 

Mr. McRAE. My opinion about that act is that some man inter- 
ested in the railroad company drew it for the purpose of getting an un- 
due advantage of the Government. But the act, taken altogether, in- 
cluding its title, indicates very clearly that it was not the intention of 
Congress to extend the time for building this road until the mortgage 
should be foreclosed. In terms the act does not extend the time at all. 
It only gave the power, which these parties denied they had, to mortgage 
the land; andif they failed to build within the prescribed time, it gave 
them only the right to land conterminous with the portion of the road 
constructed within that time. The act granted no additional time; 
and a fair and just construction of it will not give the company any 
ee not conterminous with the portion of the line constructed within 

e time. 

Mr. Speaker, if a vote can be had on this matter to-day, I do not de- 
sire to say anything further. Otherwise I would like to reserve my 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit an amendment to 
the original bill. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the words to disposal,” in lines 17 and 18, and insert, to 
entry and settlement under the provisions of the homestead law by actual set- 
tlers only, as though said grant had never been made: Provided,That nothing 
in this act shall be held to impair any right the United States may have in or to 
the lands em in said grant not declared forfeited by this act.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say but a single word 
Mr. COBB. I desire to reserve a point of order on that amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] reserves 
a point of order. 
[See Appendix. 


Mr. HOLMAN addressed the House. 
The SPEAKER. The hour has expired, and under special order of 
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the House the remainder of the day will be devoted to the considera- 
tion of the Fitz-John Porter bill. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the consideration of 
the special order, the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, 


Mr. LAIRD addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire as to the allotment of time. 
About how much has been occupied on each side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer the gentleman that ac- 
cording to the way the Chair has kept the count about five hours have 
been oceupied in favor of the hill and six hours and forty minutes 
A Ee it. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is recog- 


Ar. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the measure before the committee 
is identical in all its features with an act passed in the Forty-eighth 
Congress for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. That act, however, did 
not become a law for the reason that it could not command Executive 
approval, On the 21st of July, 1884, President Arthur returned the 
bill to the House with his veto; which was as follows: 

It is apparent that should this bill rere a law it will create a new office 
which can be filled by the appointment of the particular individual whom ae 
specifies, and can not be filled other C 
precision of statement that it will creat 2 new office upon condition the 
particular person designated shall be chdsen to fill it. 

Such an act, as it seems to me, is either unn and ineffective or it in- 
volves an encroachment by the legislative branch of the Government upon the 
anthority of the Executive. As the Congress has no power under the Constitu- 
tion to nominate or appoint an officer and can not lawfully impose upon the 
President the duty of nominating or appointing to office any particular indi- 
vidual of its own ee this bi bill, if be! ean fairly be 88 us requiring the 
t the nomination, and by and with the advice and consent of 
883 ee which It authorizes, is in manifest violation of the 
Constitution. such be not its 3 We a it must be regarded asa 


mere enactment of advice and lacks in the very nature of things 
the foree of positive law and can serve or mses purpose upon the statute- 
books. 


a) val. The 
nee General 


baer wy A its j jurisdiction of the accused and of the subject of the 
3 00 the Substantial ee of all its proceedings, are matters 
which have never been brought in questio 

Its judgment, therefore, is final and pazar Er O in ea character. 

The Supreme Court of the United States recently declared that a court- 
martial such as this was is the e provided by idem clothed with the 
duty of administering justice in of cases. 

Its judgments, when LN rest on the same basis and are surrounded b: 


e conclusiveness to the judgments of paid 
legal tribunals, eee well the lowest as the highest. It follows accord- 
ingly that when a la ly constituted court-martial 


has duly declared its find- 
ings, and its sentence, and the same — EN been duly a ved, neither the 
President nor the . has any power to set them asi 

The existence of su mea pi 5 openly asserted, nor perhaps is it necessa- 
rily implied, in the i which is before me; but when its enact- 
ing clauses are in the Nentor, eee its preamble it will beseen that 
itseeks in ee ee annulment of the findings and the sentence of a 
competent cou 

This veto presents a new hase in this case. The Committee on 
Military Affairs dispose of it in three lines, as follows: 

Your committee have carefully considered the objections returned by the Pres- 
ident to the bill, and are clearly of the opinion that they are not well founded, 
and should not ‘interrupt the course of justice, 

It is unfortunate that the Committee on Military Affairs did not 
furnish the House a the reasons which led it to this conclusion. 
This committee was inted January 7, 1886, and reported January 
19, twelve days th er, The meetings of the committee could not 
have been numerous, nor the examination of the constitutional ques- 
tion very searching. The questions raised by the veto of President 
Arthur are toomomentous to be thus flippantly cast aside, too far-reach- 
ing to be wholly ignored, and I conjure the majority of this House be- 
fore passing this measure to see to it that it is not only in harmony with 
the sentiment of the American people but consonant with the Consti- 
tution of the United States, to the support of which we all stand most 
solemnly bound. 

A fall examination of this measure involves the consideration of two 
3 first, the constitutional power of Congress to do what this 

ill pro and, secondly, if the power exists, the propriety of exer- 
cising it. 1.11 it shall appear from an examination of the first proposi- 
tion that to pass this measure is to trample upon and violate the plain- 
est principle of the Constitution and unbalance the three great powers 
by which the harmony and perpetuity of our governmental system would 
be seriously impaired and ultimately destroyed, then that is the end of 
this controversy, and the consideration of thesecond proposition becomes 


wholly immaterial. Believing as I do that the provisions of this bill 
are repugnant to the Constitution of the United States, I shall content 
myself with the discussion chiefiy of this phase of the case. 

What is the case, then, with which this bill proposes to deal? On the 
10th day of January, 1863, Fitz-John Porter, by the judgment of a court- 
martial, was found guilty of—first, “‘disobedience of the lawful com- 
mands of his superior officer,” and, secondly, ‘‘ misbehavior in the face 
of the enemy.“ Whereupon he was cashiered and dismissed from the 
military service of the United States and forever disqualified from hold- 
ing any office of profit or trust under the Government thereof. On the 
21st day of January, 1863, Abraham Lincoln approved the findings of 


the court in the following terms: 

The fo ing 888 findings, and sentence in the foregoing case of M 
Gen. Fitz-John Porter are approve ‘and confirmed, and 3 that A 
said Fitz-John Porter be, and he hereby is, cashiered and dismissed from the 
service of the United States as a maj: ral of volunteers, and as colonel and 


JANUARY 21, 1863, 


or- gone 
e brigad rie in the regular service of the United States, and forever 
alii fre sored olding any office of trust or profit under the Government of 


ni 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

From the moment that judgment was approved by President Lin- 
coln, and by virtue of it, Porter ceased to be an officer of the United 
States. It is now proposed that Congress put him back in defiance of 
the judgment of this court-martial, This presents the vital question 
in the case. Where is the revisory power over the decisions of courts- 
martial lodged? Ifin Congress, then we have power to do this thing. 
If not, we can not do it. It will not be contended, I apprehend, that in 
so far as this bill attempts to exercise the pardoning power but that it 
is a bald usurpation of executive authority conferred by that provision 
of the Constitution which lodges with the President the power of grant- 
ing reprieves and pardons for offenses against the United States. In so 
far as the bill attempts to exercise the appointing power it is a flagrant 
infringement of the prerogatives both of the President and the Senate, 
upon whose joint action the Constitution has conferred the sole author- 
ity ofappointment. This bill seeks to clothe the Executive with power 
to . Fitz John Porter in defiance of the judgment of a court- mar- 


That judgment removed him; this act restores him. By authority 
of the court-martial he was dismissed; by authority of Congress he is re- 
stored. The effect of this bill is nothing more nor less than to over- 
ride, set aside, and nullify the findings and sentence of that court-mar- 
tial. If it does not do that it furnishes no relief whatever. But such 
is its avowed purpose and effect, and presents a vital legal question in 
the case. Where, then, is the revisory power over the decisions of courts- 
martial lodged? Does the Constitution of the United States confer 
upon Congress the power to set aside, modify, and annul the sentence 
of a general court-martial? If it does, we can pass thismeasure. If it 
does not, we can not. I affirm and shall undertake to demonstrate the 
truth of the proposition that the findings of a court-martial, when le- 
gally constituted and duly organized, having jurisdiction of the person 
and the subject-matter, supplemented by the approval of the proper re- 
visory power, are as conclusive and binding as the judgments of any 
civil court of original j , and that Congress has no power to 
set aside, modify, or annul them, and that the only escape for the party 
resting under the condemnation of such a tribunal is through the broad 
avenue of the pardoning power, guarded only, except in cases of im- 
peachment, by Executive discretion. 

In discussing whether Congress has the revisory power over the de- 
cisions of courts-martial a better understanding will be reached by trac- 
ing this power from its source to its final lodgment in our Constitution. 
Previous to the separation of the colonies from the mother country we 
have no difficulty in determining where the revisory power over the 
findings of courts-martial was lodged. The seventy-ninth section of 
the mutiny act of England, in force at the time the American colonies 
declared their independence, expressly authorized an appeal ftom the 
sentence of a court-martial to the court of king’s bench and common 
pleas. Under this revisory power it was repeatedly held that the ap- 
pellate court could not only arrest the judgment of a court-martial, but 
was empowered to order a new trial. After the colonies severed their 
connection with England their first care was to raise, organize, and dis- 
cipline an army, and in furtherance of which purpose the Continental 
Congress, exercising not only executive and legislative but judicial 
powers, proceeded to establish rules and articles of war. By the eight- 
eenth section of the rules and articles of war it was provided: 

That the continental general commanding in either of the American States for 
the time being shall have full Nad of appointing general gourts- martial to be 
held, and of pardoning and mitigating any punishment ordered to be inflicted 
for any of the offenses mentioned mine e aforementioned rules and articles for 
the better government of the troops, except the punishment of offenders under 
the sentence of death by a general court-martial, which he may order to be sus- 
pended until the piae of Congress can be known; which suspension, with 
the proceedings of the court-martial, he shall immedintely transmit to Congress 
for their determination, (1 Graydon's Digest, appendix, 156-157.) 

Under this section of the Articles of War for the government of the 
Continental Army it is clear that the Continental Congress so far as- 
sumed the exercise of judicial power in this regard as to make itself 
the revisory tribunal, in some cases, over the findings of courts-martial. 
A brief experience, however, was sufficient to demonstrate how utterly 
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impossible it was to maintain discipline in the Army if the judgments 
of a court-martial were to be revised and annulled by a political body 
like the American Congress; and so, in 1777, the whole revisory power 
was, by express enactment of law, conferred upon the General or Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Continental Army. Here it remained until 
the close of the Revolutionary war, when, on the 3lst of May, 1786, it 
was resolved by Congress that— 

No sentence of a general court-martial, in time of peace, extending to the loss 
of life, the dismission of a commissioned officer, or which shall, either in time of 

or war, respect a general officer, shall be carried into execution, until after 

whole proceedings shall have been transmitted to the Secretary of War, to 

be laid fore Congress for their confirmation or disapproval, and their orders 
in thesame. (l Graydon, App., 158-9.) 

Here we find the Continental Congress, in peace, assuming the revi- 
sory power over the decisions of courts- martial to the extent not only of 
confirming or disapproving its findings but to making such orders in 
the same as its judgment might dictate. Its powers were unquestioned 
and supreme and ample to accomplish what this bill proposes. 

In 1818 Attorney-General Wirt, speaking of the extent of the power 
conferred upon the Continental Congress by the act of 1786, said: 

I can not doubt that it was the intention of Congress to | in that body all 
the conciliating powers over sentences of courts-martial which they must have 
known to exist in the different branches of the Government of England. 

He further says: 
2E ꝗ ² §]ßi¹—.ß. ß. 
Republic, in relation ee parti ly. That they (the Continental Con- 
8 could have done all which the court of king's bench could have done for 

relief of the injured honor of the Army I have no doubt. (I Opinions, 237-8.) 

Previous, then, to the establishment of our present form of govern- 
ment we have no difficulty in ascertaining where the revisory power over 
the decisions of courts-martial was lodged, and the extent to which that 
power might be exercised. We shall have quite as little embarrass- 
ment, I apprehend, in determining the repository of this power and the 
limit of its exercise under the Federal Constitution. When the fathers 
took down the unseemly structure of the confederacy and reared the 
present fabric of civil government they divided it into three compart- 
ments, the legislative, the executive, and the judicial, each distinct, 

er forming one symmetrical whole. 

o the legislative department it assigned one class of duties, to the 
executive another, and to the judicial another. Among the powers 
conferred upon the legislative department by section 8, article 1 of the 
Constitution are the following, namely: 


To make rules for the government and 1 of the land and na val forces. 
To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia; and for gov- 
such parts of them as may be employed in the service of the United States. 

The power to declare war, so essential to the preservation of our Gov- 
ernment, was not only especially conferred upon Congress by the Con- 
stitution, but ample provision was made for making that power effective. 

To declare war would be brutum fulmen unless supplemented with the 
power toraise armies, and marching armies without government or disci- 
pline would overthrow the liberties of the people which they were mar- 
shalled to defend; hence Congress was enjoined by the express letter of 
the Constitution ‘‘to make rules for the regulation and government of 
the land and naval forces.’ Then, as if to place the matter beyond all 
cavil, it was further provided in the same article that Congress shall 
make all laws that may be necessary and proper for carrying into exe- 
cution the foregoing powers.“ 

It is in the execution of this authority that Congress has provided and 
established articles of war for the regulation and government of the 
land and naval forces of the United States. But rules and regulations 
for the government of the Army would be of little avail without the 
power to enforce them, and it is for the purpose of their enforcement 
that Congress has authorized courts-martial to try and punish offenders 
of military law. Whiting, in his work on the War Powers of the United 
States, well says: 

Co le m rules for rn 85 
sate e ee. 
Army by erecting military courts, which are not merely necessary and proper, 
but are the only practical means yet found for into execution the rules 
and regulations so enacted. Such courts are, ‘ore, sanctioned as positively 
as if established by express language in the Constitution. 

The authority conferred upon Congress to establish courts-martial is 
further recognized in the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which 
provides that— 

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising 
in the land or naval forces, 

Justice Swayne, speaking of this provision of the Constitution (in the 
case of Dynes ts. Hoover, 20 Howard), says: 


These provisions show that Con has the power to provide for the trial and 
mishment of military and naval offenses in the manner then and now 


prac- 

by civilized nations; and that the power to do so is given without any con- 
nection between it and the third article of the Constitution defining the judicial 
power of the United States; indeed, that the two powers are en 
pendent of each other. 


It thus appearing that Congress is clothed with power under the Con- 
stitution to establish courts-martial, it remains to be seen what, if any, 
provision has been made for a revision of its findings, and if such pro- 


y inde- 
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vision has been made, where that power resides. In the first place it 
will not be contended that this revisory power is conferred upon Con- 
gress or the judiciary by any express language of the Constitution or 
any statutory enactment. If such er resides in either of the de- 
partments it must be by implication. Unfortunately, however, for such 
a view of the case, it is expressly provided how and by whom the re- 
visory power shall be exercised. 

The thirtieth article of war provides for an appeal from a regimental 
to a general court-martial. 

By the seventy-second article of war the proceedings and sentence 
shall be laid before the President for his approval or orders in the case 
a power as broad as that exercised by the Continental Congress under 
the act of 1786. 

By the one hundred and fourth article it is provided that no sen- 
tence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until the whole 
proceedings shall have been approved by the officer ordering the court.“ 

By the one hundred and fifth article “the sentence of a court-martial 
inflicting the punishment of death shall not be carried into execution 
until it shall have been confirmed by the President.“ 

4 The one hundred and sixth article provides for a revision by the Presi- 
ent. 

The one hundred and eighth article I will give in full, as it is the 
one under which the President acted in this case: 

No sentence of a court-martial, either in time of peace or in time of war, re- 
7 a general officer, shall be carried into execution until it shall be con- 
firmed by President. 

In the light of these provisions I do not see how it can be questioned 
but that the President in this case has the sole revisory power, and 
that this attempt on the part of Congress to and readjudicate 
the matter is a bold and flagrant usurpation which, if persisted in in 
all cases, would certainly prove destructive of all military order and 
discipline. 

In this connection, beari 
the findings of poss er A ato, 
General Wirt directly in point. 

In 1818 Attorney-General Wirt said: 

3 pela wee fntendied to be eros prin ae RAG 
mation. (l Opinions, 238.) 

In 1829 Attorney-General Berrien, giving an opinion upon the same 
subject, said: 

The power now exercised by the President is the same which, in the early 
history of our Government, was exercised by the Commander-in-Chief or by 
Congress. When it is considered that he is, by the Constitution, the de 
of the — — o power, that this is co-extensive with every species of punish- 
ment, exceptonly in cases of impeachment, it can not, I think, be doubted that 
he has authority to mitigate, as well as to contirm or reject the sentence ofa gen- 
eral cou I in the exercise of the supervisory power committed to him hy 


the act for establishing rules and articles for the government of the armies ofthe 
United States. (2 Opinions, 239.) 


It seems to me, therefore, that it can not be questioned either in rea- 
son or upon authority, but that the President of the United States, in 
cases of this character, is clothed with all the powers to affirm or dis- 
approve, revise or modify, the findings of courts-martial, which were 

by the Continental Congress previous to the adoption of the 

‘ederal Constitution. The only remaining question is whether Con- 

gress has the constitutional power torevise the revision of the President; 

whether executive determination, enjoined by law, is final and con- 

clusive, or whether it is open to the everlasting bickerings of a political 

body like the American Congress. Everlasting, I say, for if this doc- 
trine is established there is and can be no end. 

Fortunately, however, in the consideration of this question we are not 
compelled to grope our way over uncertain ground and beneath unlighted 
skies, but we walk in beaten pathsillumined by theclear lightof judicial 
learning, and here I prefer to follow in the footsteps of others without 
attemptingtodirectthe way. Lieutenant Whitney, ofthe Marine Corps, 
was tried, convicted, and cashiered by a court-martial Heapplied tothe 
Secretary of the Navy ſor restoration. The Secretary of the Navy, Hon. 
David Henshaw, submitted the question of his power in the premises to 
Attorney-General Nelson, and, in reply, the Attorney-General gaid: 


The case of Lieutenant Whitney has heretofore engaged the attention of Mr. 
Crittenden, late Attorney-General, who stated the results of his examination, 
In those opinions I entirely concur as far as they relate to the character and va- 
lidity of roceedings of the court and to the harshness of the sentence pro- 
nounced by that tribunal. But I know of no revisory power by which that sen- 
tence can now be rescinded, annulled,or modified, It has been passed upon b; 
the competent authority from whose decision the law has provided no appeal. 
It must therefore forever stand as the judgment of the court. The effect of the 
jadgment, it is true, may be removed; not, however, in virtue of any authority 

reverse the court's sentence, but in the exercise of the power of appointment 
with which the Constitution has clothed the President. Nocase brought 
to my notice in which an officer once dismissed has ever been restored to the 
otherwise than by nomination by the Chief Magistrate and confirmation 
by the 5 where the grade of the appointment was within the control of 
their rere ion; and if such a case had occurred, I should not hesitate to de- 
clare it to be in direct repugnance to the Constitution and the laws and to every 
principle applicable to their just and safe construction. 

e p: of the court held in this case I do not deem it necessary to 

I have no difficulty, however, in stating that they were eee 
irregular. But still I do not perceive how those irregularities can be regarded 
as annulling the judgment pronounced. They might have been ed to as 
reasons why the revisory power, when called to act upon the P gs, should 
not have approved the finding and sentence of the court; but that approval hax 


upon the power of the President over 
I desire to quote an opinion of Attorney- 


ing been signified, they can not avail wholly to avoid everything that has been 
done. The judgment of the tribunals created by the law has been pronounced 


and carried into effect, and the officer upon whom it — was thenceforth 
unquestionably out of theservice. The judgment I hold now to be irreversible. 
If he is restored to the service, it must be through the power of appointmen 
which the President will exercise according to his own sense of the exigency o 
the case. (4 Opinions, 274.) 


In the case of Commodore Barron’s trial by court-martial it was 
sought to vitiate the proceedings upon the ground of their irregularity, 
-and the Secretary of the Navy propounded two questions to the Attor- 
ney-General, the second one of which was, What relief can now be 
given?“ and in 1843 Attorney-General Legaré said: 


T hold it to be quite unnecessary to consider the first point, because my opinion 
is very decided on the second, Commodore Barron was tried by a competent 
court. Its sentence was approved by the President at the time. It is too much 
to ask. after the whole generation who were concerned in these proceedings have 
passed away, that a solemn judicial sentence thus pronounced, thus ratified, thûs 
acquiesced in should be set aside as a mere nullity, If this precedent were set 
the Navy Department and this office would be turned into a permanent court of 
errors, to over all the cases d of since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment; for if thirty-five years be no bar, whatis? and if you can set aside a judg- 
mentof your predecessors why shall not any of your successors for fifty years 
to come set aside yours? The repose of society and the putting an end to con- 
troversy and litigation are more desirable than mere accuracy of p: ure or 
even the justice of a particular case. (4 Opinions, 171.) 


In 1854 Attorney-General Cushing had occasion to give an opinion 
on the same subject, and, after quoting with approval the decisions of 
Legaré, Crittenden, and others, said : 

It is impossible, it seems to me, to deny the soundness of these conclusions of 
my predecessors, I defer to them as precedents, and they have the approbation 
of my judgment. The decision ot the President of the United States in cases of 
this sort is that of the ultimate judge provided by the Constitution and laws. 
Like that of any other court in the last resort of law, it is final as to the subject, 
matter, (7 Opinions.) 


In 1861 Attorney-General Bates, in a case submitted to him by Presi- 
dent Lincoln, said that— 


It is beyond eee of the President to annul or revoke the sentence ofa 
court-martial wh: has been approved and executed under a former President 
is well sottled. 


Then, after quoting with approval the decisions of former Attorneys- 
General, he concludes: 


I know of no redress which is open to him except an appeal to the pardon- 
ing power, (10 Opinions, 64.) 

In 1864 Attorney-General Bates again had occasion to express an 
opinion upon this question, an in doing so used the following lan- 
guage: 

Undoubtedly the President, in passing upon the sentence of a court-martial, 
and giving to it the approval without which it cannot be executed, acts judicially. 
The whole proceeding from its inception is judicial. The trial, finding, and sen- 
tence are solemn acts of a court organized and conducted under the authority 
and according to the prescribed forms of law. It sits to upon the most sa- 
cred questions of human rights that are ever placed on trial in a court of justice, 
When the President, then, performs this duty of approving the sentence of a 
court-martial dismissing an officer, his act hasall the solemnity and significance 
of the judgment of acourtoflaw. As it has to be performed under the same sanc- 
tions, so it draws with it the same consequences. One of these consequences is, 
that where a judgment has regularly entered in acase properly within 
the judicial cognizance, from which no appeal has been provided, and it been 
followed by execution, it is final and conclusive upon party against whom it 
is entered. And this effect attaches, in my opinion, to the action of the Presi- 
dent in approving the sentence of a court-martial dism g an officer, after 
that approval has been consummated by actual dismissal. 

Undoubtedly, if the sentence should be disapproved and the action of the 
President result in establishing the innocence of the officer, all the legal conse- 
quences of such action in favor of the officer would follow. No man would 
assert the power of the Presidentto reverse his judicial decision afterward to 
the prejudice of the accused. But why should judgment be any less per- 
manent because it establishes his guilt? It must be accepted as final and con- 
clusive in the one case as in the er, because it is the judgment which the law 
authorizes to settle the ri; eontroversy, from which no appeal has been 
given. Aud it may be added that if it be open to su uent consideration and 
reversal, the same principle would entitle a dissatisfied party to demand any 
number of reconsiderationsand decisions, so that the subject would, practically, 
be open to endless controversy and litigation. (11 Opinions, 19.) 


Tn 1865 Attorney-General Speed put the whole question in a very 
clear light, as follows: 


Courts-martial are judicial tribunals, constituted by statutory authority, and 
organized in pursuance of statutory regulations for the administration of a great 
and an important department of jurisprudence, the military law (or law-mili- 
tary). They are, therefore, in the strictest sense courts of justice, having juris- 
diction of a large and in some og cae distinct community of our fellow-citi- 
zens, Courts-martial are not only legally constituted courts of justice, butalso 
courts of justice, whose judgments in cases fitted for their consideration and de- 
termination are as final, conclusive,and authoritative as those of any judicial 
tribunal of the country, In England the military courts areas free from the 
control and dictation of the sovereign as the highest civil courts of the realm. 
He may remit the punishment or order the court to sit again, but he can no 
more decree any particular alteration of their sentence than he can alter the 
judgment of a civil court or the verdict of a jury. 

In this country the ident has pewer not only to pardon persons convicted 
in military courts, but also to commute, After the sentence, however, has been 
approved and carried into effect there is no revisory power by which it can be 
rescinded, annulled, or modified. It forever stands asthe judgment of a court. 
‘These considerations appear to me to be pertinent to the present inquiry; for if 
they give a correct idea of the legal character of courts-martial, of their proceed- 
ings and jurisdiction, it would seem to be clear that when their judgments be- 
come finalities, when their proceedings have been consummated by the action 
of the competent revisory authority, the records of those proceedings should be 

rded as standing upon the same footing, so far as the parties affected and 
the community at are concerned, ns the records of the ordinary tribunals 
of civil and inal jurisdiction. (11 Opinions, 137.) 


Passing, then, from these opinions of Attorneys-General, which cer- 
tainly are entitled to respectful consideration, I desire to call attention 
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to the solemn adjudications of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which ought to be decisive of the whole matter. I will detain the com- 
mittee with only two citations. The case of Dynes rs. Hooper, 20 How- 
ard, already referred to, was an action for assault and battery and false 
imprisonment, where the plaintiff, having been tried and convicted by 
court-martial, was sentenced to imprisonment but sought to be released 
by habeas corpus. Justice Swayne, in delivering the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in that case, said: 


But the case in hand is not one of a court without jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject-matter, or that of one which has neglected the forms and rules of procedure 
enjoined for the exercise of jurisdiction. It was regularly convened. Whatever 
the sentence, it could not have been carried into exceution but by the confirma- 
tion of the President. And if a sentence be so confirmed it becomes final, and 
must be executed unless the President pardons the offender. It is in the nature 
ofan apes to the officer ordering the court, who is made by the law the arbiter 
of the lity and propriety of the court's sentence. When confirmed it is al- 
together beyond the jurisdiction or inquiry of any civil tribunal whatever un- 
less it shall be in a case in which the court had not jurisdiction over the subject- 
matter or charge, or one in which, having eee over the subject-matter, 
it has failed to observe the rules prescribed by the statute for its exercise. With 
the sentences of courts-martial which have been convened regularly and have 
proceeded legally and by which punishmentsare directed not forbidden by law. 
civil courts have nothing to do, nor are they in any 21 alterable by them. If 
it were otherwise the civil courts would virtually administer the rules and ar- 
ticles of war, irrespective of those to whom that duty and obligation has been 
confided by the laws of the United States, from whose decisions no appeal or 
jurisdiction of any kind has been given to the civil magistrate or civil courts. 


The second case to which I desire to call attention is the following: 
In 1878, Alvin R. Reed, paymaster’s clerk in the United States Navy, 
was court-martialed and sentenced to two years’ imprisonment, the loss 
of all pay, a fine of $500, and, at the expiration of the term of imprison- 
ment, to be dishonorably dismissed from the naval service of the United 
States. The sentence was duly approved by the revisory power, and, 
while in confinement under this sentence on board a naval vessel in the 
harborof Boston, Reed sued outa writ of habeas corpus and brought his 
ease before the United States circuit court for the district of Massachu- 
setts. The case was decided against him. He thereupon removed it to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and in November, 1879, Justice 
Swayne, delivering the opinion of the court, again said: 

The constitutionality of the acts of Congress touching Army and Navy courts- 
martial in this country, if there could ever have been any doubt about it, is no 
longer an open question in this court. (20 Howard. 65.) The court in this case 

jurisdiction over the person and the ease, It is the organism provided by 
law and clothed with the duty of administering justice in this class of cases, 
Having had such jurisdiction, its proceedings can not be collaterally impeached 
for any mere error or irregularity, if there were any, commi within the 
sphere of its authority. Its judgments, when 9 as required, rest on the 
same is, and aresurrounded by the same considerations which give conelu- 


sivenessto the judgments of other legal tribunals, including as well the lowest 
as the highest, under like circumstances. (Ex Reed.) 


If, upon the consideration of these authorities, the conviction obtains 
that the findings of a court-martial, where approved by the proper re- 
visory power, are as conclusive as the judgments of the highest legal 
tribunal, it can not be possible that any member of this House would 
attempt to evade the consequences of such conviction by asserting that 
Congress had the power to set aside and annul the solemn judgments 
of the judiciary. Such a position is too hazardous to be held for a sin- 
gle moment, and is easily overcome by an array of authority absolutely 
overwhelming. A single citation is sufficient to demonstrate how un- 
tenableissuch ground. In the case of The Statevs. Fleming and others, 
decided I y the supreme court of Tennessee and reported in 7 Hum- 

hrey, the facts in the case are these: The Legislature of the State of 
ee sought by legislative enactment to relieve the defendants of 
the judgment of a court pronounced against them and in favor of the 
State for violation of the liquor law. The legality of such an enact- 
ment was po upon by the supreme court of the State, and Judge 
Turley, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

The powers of the State of Tennessee are vested in legislative, executive, and 


judicial departments, each te and distinct from the other, with their power 
and duties well defined by the constitution, and by which each is kept within 
its appropriate sphere of action. The Legislature can make the law, but the 
courts must expound it and execute it, with the aid of the executive, when his 
action may become necessary for that purpose. The I lature has no power 
to interfere with the admin‘ ion of justice, either criminal or civil, in the 
courts. After conviction the governor may 3 We are therefore con- 
strained to hold that the resolution under which these defendants claim their 
discharge is void for want of power in the Legislature to pass it. 


Another case is so directly in point and emanates from so respectable 
a source that I can not refrain from a brief quotation from it. The 
supreme court of Massachusetts in 1861, in the case of Denny es. Mat- 
ton and others, held, Chief-Justice Bigelow delivering the opinion of 
the court, as follows: 


the exclusive province of courts of justice to ap; 
within their jurisdiction, and to enforce their 
and executin 
terfere with 
8 . ee It is on this principle that it 
ngs. on t. prin o tha! 
has been held that the nta new trial or direct 


exercise of judicial authority. Coke calls judgments and execu- 


e law.“ To yest in the Legislature the power to take the n 
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away or to impair their effect on the rights of parties would be to deprive the 
udiciary of its most S It could then no longer ly ad- 
udicate and determine the rights of litigants. 

The will of the Legislature would be substituted in the place of fixed rules and 
established principles, by which alone judicial tribunals can be governed. The 

wer to correct errors and to revise and reverse judgments would be trans- 

ferred to the legislative branch of the Government, even to the extent of con- 
trolling the final decrees of the tribunal of last resort. Such an exercise of au- 
thority would lead to the entire destruction of the order and harmony of our 
system of government, and to a manifest infraction of one of its fundamental 
principles. Indeed, it is difficult tosee how the Legislature could more palpably 
invade the judicial department and effectually usurp its functions, than to 
statutes which should operate to set aside or annul judgments of courts in their 
nature final and which would otherwise be conclusive on the rights of parties. 
If such was the intent of the Legislature in passing the act it can not be carried 
into ona, becanse it would operate to annul or reverse a final judgment of this 
cour 

Mr. Chairman, having thus hastily reviewed some of the authorities 
in support of the proposition that this measure is re t to the 
Constitution of the United States, I have little else to say. Indeed, if 
this position is well taken, there is nothing else to be said, for in such 
case the guilt or innocence of Fitz-John Porter becomes wholly imma- 
terial. If the legal position is impregnable, that is the end of this 
controversy, for I am reluctant to believe that we will not all bow in 
submission to the behests of the Constitution. Yet I am frank to con- 
fess, when I consider the history of this case, the pertinacity with which 
it has been prosecuted, and the section from which it receives its chief 
support, that I am apprehensive that the restraining influences of the 
Constitution will be of little avail. Of course, if there is a predeter- 
mination to override all legal and constitutional restraint and pass this 
measure at all hazards, then no barrier, however formidable, will deter 
the majority from consummating sucha purpose. You have the power 
in this House to accomplish that end. 

But let me say to you, gentlemen—let me say to the Democratic y 
North and South, the South in the lead, the North following, that if 
by the force of numbers you do this thing the country will not hold you 
guiltless. The people whom Fitz-John Porter betrayed are content 
with the verdict. Why notletit stand? Why seek to reverse it? Do 
you question the capacity or integrity of the court? Fitz-John Porter 
was tried and convicted by a military tribunal composed of gentlemen 
of exalted character and acknowledged ability. Six of the nine gen- 
erals, Hunter, Hitchcock, King, Ricketts, Casey, and Buford, were 
graduates of the Military Academy, familiar with all the details and dis- 
cipline of military life. Generals Prentiss and Slough were men of high 
civil and military renown, while General Garfield, for brilliant achieve- 
ments in the field and forum, is assigned a foremost place in the na- 
tion’s regard. 

Such was the high character of the tribunal which convicted Fitz- 
John Porter. It sat where the sound of the battle’s thunder had been 
heard, and summoned into its presence the witn chiefand subaltern, 
from that field of carnage and treachery. Itsatwithopen doors. The 
accused was present in person and by eminent counsel, among whom 
was the Hon. Reverdy Johnson. It prosecuted the investigation for 
forty-five days; examined eighteen ms on the part of the Govern- 
ment and twenty-two on behalf of the accused—forty witnesses in all. 
Among them were Tope KONITA; Heintzelman, McDowell, Park, Mor- 
row, Griffith, Reynolds, Sykes, Burnside, Buford, and George B. McClel- 
Jan. Judge Holt submitted the case without argument. The accused 
was heard at length, after which the court found Fitz-John Porter guilty 
of disobedience of the lawful commands of his superior officer and mis- 
behavior in the face of the enemy, and thereupon sentenced him to be 
dismissed from the military service of the United States and forever dis- 
qualified from holding any office of profit or trust under the Government 
thereof. The findings and sentence of the court were approved by Abra- 
ham Lincoln, whose name has become a synonym of justiceand honesty. 
But it has been said that injustice was done Fitz-John Porter and that 
the judgment of the court was swayed by the passions and prejudices 
of the hour. Sir, it is a notorious fact that a majority of that court 
were Porter’s personal friends, none hisenemies. He himself, upon his 
arraignment, declared himself content with the detail. The sentence of 
the court gives assurance of its friendship, for if Fitz-John Porter was 
guilty of one-half with which he was charged he ought to have paid the 

forfeit of his life. The blood that courses in his veins is no richer than 
that which warms the heart of the humblest subaltern, and if a private 
soldier had been guilty of what Fitz-John Porter was convicted he would 
have been shot on the field. But do you come here for an impartial 
tribunal? Is there no bias in this panel? At the risk of being charged 
with reviving the memories of the past, may I inquire if there are not 
some gentlemen in this array whose cause was directly benefited by Por- 
ter’s treachery, and if such, do you think you are or can be impartial 
judges? Do you believe the betrayer of a public trust should be tried 
by the parties who profited by the treachery? Is that your idea of an 
impartial verdict? What a travesty this is upon justice! The bene- 
ficiaries of Porter’s crime gravely sit in judgment to condemn Lincoln 
and Garfield and acquit Porter! That, too, after twenty-three years, 
nearly a quarter ofa century, has sealed the lips of witnesses and silenced 
the voice of the court. Why not let this judgment stand? Why seek 
to reverse it? 

You who are so sensitive about reviving the memories of the past, in 
the name of peace why not let this rest? I fear there is but one ex- 


planation. Not long since it was proclaimed in this Hall that the 
‘South would not be content until it had wiped from the statute-book 
all the war legislation of Abraham Lincoln.“ What was then re- 
garded as a harmless outburst of passion seems after all to have been 
a startling prophecy. The beginning of its fulfillment is at hand. 
Legislative enactment and solemn adjudication are alike marked for 


destruction. Where the work is to end Heaven only knows, It looks 
as if nothing was secure, nothing settled, 2 exempt from this 
unholy purpose of demolition. But let me say to the majority of this 
House and to the Democratic party that you are making a fearful mis- 
take in signalizing your return to national control by impeaching the 
honesty of Abraham Lincoln and reversing the judgment of James A. 
Garfield. Though theirlips are sealed be assured that the pone who 
honored them and their works living will defend them . You 
may enter judgment against them here, but it will be indignantly re- 
versed by the grand assizes of the people. I am conscious that we can 
do little else here than to protest against the passage of this measure. 
In the name of the Constitution which it overrides, of the law which 
it wantonly violates, of the good order and discipline of the Army 
which it disturbs and destroys, and in the name of the unnumbered 
dead who fell a sacrifice to the treachery of Fitz-John Porter, I pro- 
test against it. 

Mr. BURROWS, I yield fifteen minutes to Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. KELLEY addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. If it makes no difference to the gentleman I would 
be glad to have my friend from Ilinois yield to the other side at the 
present time. We have only two hours, and one hour and forty-five 
minutes of that will be claimed by the other side. We do not want, 
of course, three, four, or five speeches on the other side without one 
on this side. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I am willing to agree to anything sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Indiana, but unless there can be some 
arrangement made of that sort, I hope I will beallowed to proceed with 
my argument, i 
Mr. STEELE. I understand the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
OATES] is ready to take the floor at this time, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Illinois will give way to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman to 

in his hour. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course I would not like to lose the hour to 
which I am entitled, but if by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. STEELE. As I have said, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] is ready to go on. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. If I can be recognized at the close of 
his speech that will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ishall object to the gentleman from Michigan yield- 
ing the floor unless he now occupies his hour. That will consume all 
the time on that side belonging to the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. That being the case, I will now proceed 
with my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long does the gentleman from Michigan 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BURROWS. For thirty minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS addressed the committee. [See Appanna] 

Mr. BURROWS. How much time is remaining, Mr. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seventeen minutes remain- 


ing. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chai Ihave not prepared any speech upon this 
subject, and will not therefore undertake to discuss it according to his- 
torical precedentand military science. I propose only tostate facts with- 
in my own knowledge derived from my own observation, what I saw and 
know, together with facts established by indubitable testimony. I had 
not thought it necessary for me to say anything upon this very notable 
case, which has elicited a greater amount of discussion and interest than 
any case of the kind in modern times. But as what I know and pur- 
pose saying may contribute something to what I conceive to be just, I 
have no right to withhold it. I have no prejudice in this matter, I 
have heard that General Porter is a Democrat, but that makes no dif- 
ference with me. He is a man, and the question now to be tried is 
whether the bill we are considering is or is not a measure of justice. 
In determining such a question I do not care to know what the political 
or religious opinions of the person may be. Is the measurejust? Ob- 
serve the golden rule, which can not be too often repeated—do unto 
others as you wouldthey should do unto you. 

It was stated on yesterday by some one on this side of the Chamber 
that after the battle of Cedar Run, on the 9th of August, General Pope 
withdrew to the east side of the Rap ock River. That is a mis- 
take. He concentrated his army in the neighborhood of Culpeper Court 
House, and there remained, receiving re-enforcements until the 20th 
of August, when General Lee with a part of his army began to advance 
on him, taking him in flank, when Pope retreated to the east side of 
the river. Lee’s forces occupied the west side for a distance of 3, 4, 
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or 5 miles and Pope’s confronting on the opposite bank. Artillery 
firing across the river was continuous with short intervals for a day or 
two when on the 22d occurred the affair of Hazel River. 

A Federal brigade had the temerity to recross to our side, which Gen- 
eral Trimble with his brigade, to which I , attacked and drove 
them to the east side again with considerable loss. While these opera- 
tions were going on Gen. J. E. B. Stuart with a small portion of his com- 
mand crossed the river unobserved and penetrated to Pope's rear at 
Catlett's Station and captured his papers, his coat, and headquarters, 
which were not then in the saddle,“ and came very near taking Pope 
also. He got Pope’s papers by which General Lee learned the number 
and disposition of Pope’s forces. So soon as that information was ob- 
tained General Jackson began to extend his line to the left up the river 
in a quiet and somewhat stealthy manner, Longstreet covering the 
ground abandoned, until Jackson seemed to have withdrawn beyond 
the observation of Pope’s forces, when early on the morning of the 25th 
he crossed the river away up—I have forgotten the name of the cross- 
i marched rapidly through the country guarded by a cordon of 
cavalry on his right to cover his movement from the Federals, until he 
reached Thoroughfare Gap; passing through that he changed direction 
but continued his march until he reached Bristoe Station, which was 
about dark on the second day. In two days his men had marched a 
distance of upward of 60 miles, the greater part of the time—in fact 
from and after the forenoon of the first day—upon green corn gathered 
from the fields, and 3 apples. 

The Louisiana brigade, then I believe commanded by Hays, was the 
first, and Trimble’s the second, to reach Bristoe. The first-named 
formed along the railroad to the right, and the latter to the left of the 
station house and hotel, in which some officers were captured just as 
they sat down to a supper which Jackson and his staff appropriated. 
Three trains of cars, almost empty, were heard coming, and measures 
were speedily taken by which the first was thrown down an embank- 
ment and the other two running into this made a huge and frightful 
wreck. They were trains which had been transporting troops to Pope. 
The regiment to which I belonged was detailed to remove the wreck 
for the purpose of saving one of the engines to run down to the junction 
and haul off up toward the valley the stores we expected to capture, 
while Trimble with his other regiments proceeded toward the junction 
to capture it that night. Soon finding it impossible, without appli- 
ances, to move the wreck and save the engine, I in person informed Gen- 
eral Jackson of that fact, and he directed that we set fire to it and re- 
join our brigade, which he informed me was on its way to Manassas 
Junction. 

It was then about. an hour afterdark. We had marched upward of 
30 miles that day, but 4 miles farther we expected to draw rations. 
These, of which we weresorely in need, put renewed life and mettle in 
our heels and we made it in a little over an hour, reached the brigade 
just in time, charged and captured the place with the loss of thirteen 
men in the Twenty-first Georgia Regiment by the discharge of a bat- 
tery of seven pieces of artillery which we captured before they could be 
fired a second time. A vast quantity of stores was captured. The 
sutlers’ shops were broken andeviscerated. Fires were built and cook- 
ing and eating began. Our men were ragged and dirty; some were 
barefooted and others bareheaded. There was a sort of negro camp- 
meeting going on there, but the worshipers fled in all directions ex- 
cept that from which we were arriving. The bareheaded men who 
could not find men’s hats took the negro women’s hats, usually trimmed 
with red ribbon. At midnight to see soldiers thus attired who had 
marched 35 miles that day, dancing around the camp-fires, eating lob- 
ster salad, drinking Rhine wine and sure enough coffee with sugar 
in it,” presented a scene the ludicrousness of which can not well be de- 
scribed and was equaled only by their wonderful power of endurance 
and cheerfulness under the most trying circumstances. It was difficult 
to whip such men commanded by such generals. The next morning, 
at an early hour, we heard a train coming from the direction of Wash- 
ington. 

ee crossing Bull Run it halted, and Taylor's New Jersey brigade, 
which it had brought down, formed line of battle and marched up 
beautifully, and supposing that our movement was but a cavalry raid, 
they had come to drive us away. Trimble's brigade was lying be- 
hind the crest of a hill, eager to fire, while Stuart had his horse artil- 
lery in the old forts. When near enough we opened fire, which killed 
General Taylor and dispersed his brigade. Trimble followed them, 
capturing prisoners occasionally, to Centreville. After an hour’s rest 
we marched back to the Junction, which was 15 miles marched that 
day. We lay there and slept that night. The next morning a large 
quantity of the bacon captured had been cut into pieces of such size as 
to be carried, and the boxes of crackers and barrels of hard-tack had 
been opened and piled about so that every man as he marched between 
these piles might help himself. They did so, and many, fearing that 
rations might fall short again, helped themselves quite lavishly. When 
we marched away about every third or fourth man, in addition to his 
musket and accouterments, had a box of crackers on his shoulder, while 
each one of his messmates carried a large hunk of bacon. They did 
not wish to be reduced to green corn and apples again. 

But as the heat of the day increased these burdens grew intolerable 


and were cast down by the roadside, except what could be conveniently 
carried. We crossed Bull Run and marched out in the neighborhood 
of Centreville, wheeled to the left, recrossed Bull Run at the stone 
bridge, wheeled to the right and marched up that stream, and then to 
the left, and formed in the woods on the identical ground where Gen- 
eral McDowell began the first battle of Manassas, or Bull Run, on the 
21st of July, 1861. Our line is pretty accurately indicated by the up- 
per blue line on the map before me, running from northeast on Bull Run 
in a southwesterly direction to a point northwest of Groveton. 

General Jackson's command consisted then of three divisions—A. P. 
Hill's division; what was known as ‘‘Stonewall’’ division, which Gen- 
eral Jackson formerly commanded; and Ewell’s division—numbering 
about twenty-two thousand men present for duty. These troops, ex- 
cept two brigades, were formed in the woods on that ground, with the 
right extending near to the pike above Groveton. The two brigades 
referred to were left under the command of General Ewell at Bris- 
toe Station, where they remained and had an action with General 
Hooker, I believe, in the forenoon or about midday of the 28th, when 
he withdrew, marched across the plain, and joined the command in the 
position I have just indicated. In that position, and concealed in the 
woods, we remained for some two orthree hours. Aboutsunset I heard 
distinctly the cannonading at Thoroughfare Gap. Longstreet was driv- 
ing General Ricketts out of the Gap and securing his passage. It was 
a good many miles away. Just at that moment I saw the dust rising 
to our right and right rear. I knew not what was the cause of this, but 
felt a deep concern on account of our position, for, although I had no 
military education except what I had acquired in the army, I knew well 
that General Jackson’s movement, cutting loose from the main body 
and passing around to the rear of an army stronger than both wings of 
General Lee’s united, was a very perilous experiment, especially if at- 
tempted in the presence of an enterprising commander of the opposing 
forces. It was a piece of audacity which showed how Leeand Jackson 
esteemed Pope as a commander. 

While I was thus looking, General Jackson and General Ewell were 
sitting on their horses, unaccompanied by any staff officers, some twenty 
steps ont from the edge of the woods. They seemed to be in conversa- 
tion with each other. 

A MEMBER. What day was that? 
arene OATES. That was the evening of Thursday, the 28thof August, 

Just about this moment I saw the head of the Federal column pass- 
ing along the Gainesville pike, which is indicated on the map by that 
long line to the right. They were passing along up that pike from 
west, eastwardly toward Bull Run, That was King’s division, my 
gallant friend General BRAGG co ing, I believe, the leading bri- 
gade, known as the Iron Brigade.“ That column was passing along 
that pike in the direction of Groveton. My apprehensions were much 
increased by the appearance of that column and not knowing what was 
raising this dust in our right rear. An officer came through the woods 
from the rear and asked where General Jackson was. I pointed to him 
and he rode up; and I listened to hear whattheoflicerhadtosay, He de- 
livered his message by telling General Jackson that General Stuart sent 
his compliments and informed General Jackson that he was in position 
on his right. I then knew that the dust raised over there was Stuart's 
ca . The moment that message was delivered General Jackson 
pointed to this column, directed Ewell to advance, and darted away. 
Thereupon Taliaferro’s brignde moved up, and then two or three regi- 
ments from Lawton’sbrigade. Trimble’s was held in reserve for a time. 
Others, perhaps, might have moved forward. Looking as I stood there, 
I saw these columns of hostile men meet in the open plain. It was 
then so near dark that when they fired the flash lighted up the whole 
field, and the spurts of fire from the muzzles of their pieces presented 
a scene unsu in sublimity. 

The battle proceeded. The brigade I was in was soon ordered into 
it, passing throngh a little copse of woods which my friend General 
BRAGG well remembers, for his command had driven our left back, and 
the brigade I was in went there for the purpose of retaking it. Ad- 
yancing to the fence on the opposite side, we found his command in a 
gulley that was washed in the hillside, and there at a distance of 20 
feet from each other the fire was delivered into the opposing lines for 
half an hour or more. Then the Union line was withdrawn a short 
distance, but to indicate that they were not worsted they set up a cheer 
of triumph. We held the field. The losses were heavy for the num- 
bers engaged. Generals Ewell and Trimble were both wounded that 
night. Some one stated in this debate that Trimble was killed on the 
29th. That is a mistake; he was severely wounded, but is not dead 
yet. Henow resides in Baltimore. 

The next morning General Jackson’s troops were brought from their 
hiding place—or perhaps the movement was made during the night. 
At any rate, the next morning they occupied that unfinished railroad 
cut. At some places it was an embankment; at others it was a cut. 
That was the line from Bull Run near Sudley to the point indicated on 
the map, just above the end of that blue line nearly opposite Groveton. 
General Stark’s Louisiana brigade occupied the right and Trimble’s 
brigade was the next. I belonged to the regiment on the right of that. 
There was no engagement in the forenoon of Friday, the 29th, so faras 
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Iamaware. There was skirmishing. There was artillery firing. The 
carnage of the field the next morning was sickening. I felt nauseated, 
and leaving my superior inrank, who was incommand of the regiment, 
I rode away for the purpose of going toa farm-house and getting some 
coffee. A shell from the enemy’s battery had destroyed the coffee that 
one of my comrades was making, and I had to go into the country to get 
some. As I rode on, to our right, west from our position, I found Gen- 
eral Early, whom I knew very well, with his brigade concealed in a 
copse of woods, some 200 or 300 yards from where our right rested. 

I think in addition to his brigade the Eighth Louisiana Regiment was 
there. I spoke with him and asked him if any of our troops were be- 
yond him, and whether I would be in danger if I should g in that 
direction. He said he thought not. I rodeon. He said there were 
no other troops of our command out there, and that I might proceed in 
the direction of some houses which were in sight across a little creek. 
I rode on some little distance and turning down a steep embankment 
I found at a bold spring a number of confederate soldiers filling their 
canteens. I inquired what command they belonged to. I soon dis- 
covered among them two or three men of myacquaintance. They be- 
longed to Longstreet’s corps. I asked them where their commands 
were, and they pointed, stating that they were up in that direction, 
some half or three-quarters of a mile, in a piece of woods. That was 
the middle of the day. The position was at most not more than 1 
mile from our right, where Early was. 

A MEMBER. Was not that Jones’s division? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not remember whose commands they were, ex- 
cept that they belonged to Longstreet’s corps. After going to the house 
and getting some coffee I returned. When I reached the field, at- 
tracted by the increased volume of firing, it was 2 o’clock or therea- 
bouts. I cannot be accurate. It might have been half past 1 or 2; it 
was about 2 o’clock. 

When I reached my command an advance was being made in our im- 
mediate front. That advance was of two brigades. They came up and 
made an attack which was repulsed by Trimble and Stark’s brigades. 

A few moments afterward, perhaps half an hour, a single brigade, I 
do not know whether one of those previously engaged or another, ad- 
vanced to attack Stark. Most gallantly it came up to this embank- 
ment, and I saw the colors of the opposing forces flapping in 
the breeze while the men were fighting with clubbed muskets and 
cobble-stones, which lay there in great abundance. My regiment fired 
right oblique in aid of their Lousiana comrades, and the brigade as- 
saulting them was soon driven away, leaving a large number of killed 
and wounded behind. 

There was no other attack on that part of the line until a late hour, 
but further down on A. P. Hill's part of the line several assaults were 
made. Soon after this there was an attack made to our left on Hill 
and there was very heavy firing for the number of troops engaged. 
Having no enemy on our immediate front I went down there and stood 
on the railroad embankment and looked at that fighting. There was no 
embankment and no cut in the railroad at that point. They marched 
through the valley; a brigade at a time would march up to about the 
same point and attack one of Hill’s brigades, and when exhausted it 
would retire and another take its place. That continued for at least 
two hours, with intervals of from ten to fifteen minutes and half an hour. 

In this way there was a good deal of fighting done on the 29th. There 
was no general engagement in the sense that term is frequently used; 
that is to say, there was no marching up of a continuous line and a gen- 
eral assaulton our position. Attacks were made by detachment. Two 
brigades were as great a number of troops as assaulted our lines at any 
one time that day. A great deal of was done and there was 
3 hard fighting. Artillery firing from both sides was kept up all 

e time. 

Mr. STEELE. Would not some of these assaults on other fields be 
called battles? 

Mr. OATES. Compared with the fighting on other fields I do not 
know but they would be regarded as considerable battles. The battles 
of the Revolution and the war with Mexico were insignificant in point 
of damage done compared with many of the engagements on the 29th. 
I eee, field after the battle of the 30th and that portion of it 
where I witnessed these successive assaults on Hill’s line, and I never 
saw on any field a greater number of dead men on the same space of 
ground or dead men lying thicker than they lay there. 

I have no purpose to suppress any truth in this matter. I have my 
own convictions about it and those convictions have arisen from my 
knowledge of what Isaw, and were not derived from any testimony pre- 
sented in this case on the trial of Porter. 

It is insisted by some that Porter was a traitor and wanted the Union 
army defeated because Pope commanded it. I do not believe a word 
of that. They say that he should have pressed on under the joint or- 
der and have fought anything that he found in his front. The argu- 
eee! him assumes that if he had ſought on the 29th the result 

ve 


would been a Union victory. The opportunity ſor victory, if any 


was to be found possible, was lost when McDowell and Porter failed to 
confront and assault Longstreet at or near Gainesville on the morning 
of the 29th. The two united had over thirty thousand men, a greater 


number than Longstreet had. Pope's idea seems to have been to crush 
Jackson before Longstreet could unite with him. This was not practi- 
cable; for after sending thirty thousand against Longstreet—and a less 
number could not have kept him se from Jackson under the 
skillful direction of that greatest of generals, Robert E. Lee—Pope would 
have had but little, if any, over thirty thousand men left, and with 
that number he could not have whipped Jackson with his twenty-two 
thousand men in the strong position he had chosen. 

But had Pope reversed his strategy, or, more properly, if he had pos- 
sessed such an accomplishment, and had sent fifteen thousand men only 
to hold Jackson at bay and had concentrated his other forty-five thou- 
sand and fallen on Longstreet at Gainesville, he would have stood a 
good chance to have beaten him, and with Longstreet beaten Jackson’s 
position would have been exceedingly precarious, and with any other 
general hopeless. The science of war is to concentrate at the point of 
assault a ter number of men than your adversary has there. That 
usually wins unless the greater number are very inferior men, poorly 
disciplined, and badly handled. Whose fault was it that McDowell 
and Porter did not, on the morning of the 29th, strike Longstreet? 
Certainly not Porter’s, for McDowell ranked and commanded him, and 
after McDowell withdrew Porter was too weak to make the attack with 
any hope of success, having only between nine and ten thousand men 

resent under his command. So if any one was to blame besides Pope 
himself for the failure to attack Longstreet when there was a possi- 
bility of success, McDowell was the man and not Porter. But Porter 
was found guilty of failing to obey the 4.30 o’clock p. m. order, which 
he did not receive until a late hour; the time is uncertain, but so late 
that it was impossible for him to have marched 2} to 3 miles and have 
attacked Jackson’s right before dark, and at that hour Longstreet had 
connected his line with Jackson’s. 

But had Longstreet been ten miles away and Porter had obeyed the 
order and attacked Jackson’s right, it would not have availed, because 
Early would have formed line from Stark’s right across to the Bull Run 
Mountains, his right on a precipice at the little creek where the ground 
was so rugged that troops could not march over it in line of battle in 
the day time. From this position he could not have driven Early that 
night. In fact, however, Longstreet was there within 1 or 2 miles 
of Jackson’s right two hours before Pope wrote his 4.30 order, and had 
Porter obeyed it such obedience would inevitably have resulted in the 
destruction of his corps. 

At any time that afternoon had Porter moved to the front and at- 
tacked he would have been repulsed with very considerable loss. Noth- 
ing else would have been accomplished. Whether Porter intended it 
or not he made the best possible use of his troops, for by hanging on 
Longstreet’s flank that afternoon he kept him out of the fight which 
was waged against Jackson. Some nine thousand men were held in a 
position which kept nearly three times that number—about twenty- 
five thousand or more—out of an engagement which was going on near 
by, and was the very best possible use that could have been made of 
them; and whether Porter did it purposely or inadvertently it was good 
service and ought to weigh something in his behalf. I can not believe 
that Lo t would have remained out of the fighting going on in 
Jackson's front all that afternoon but for Porter on his flank. Lee was 
there in and was perhaps anticipating and awaiting such a 
blunder as ‘it would have been for Porter’s corps to have interposed 
between Longstreet and Jackson. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman from Al- 
abama if it is not a fact that three brigades were sent from Longstreet 
to Jackson ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes; two to attack and one in support, but just after 
dark. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman from Alabama: Is it not 
true that Hood’s two brigades attacked Reynolds as early as 1 or 2 
o'clock and drove him back? 

Mr. OATES. I have no knowledge of that. I did not see it; it may 
have been so. I do not pretend to know. It did not come within my 

observation. 

Mr. GROUT. Have you read General Reynolds’s testimony—— 

Mr. OATES. I have not. : 

Mr. GROUT. He being a witness called by Porter before the court- 
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Mr. OATES. No, sir; I have not read it. But it does not matter. 
Porter’s presence, of which Lee and Lo: t were aware, on Long- 
street’s flank manifestly kept him from sending at least part of his foree 
to assist Jackson and drive his assailants away. 

As I said before, there was no other attack upon our right until a 
late hour. About deep dusk the Federal lines moved up and assaulted 
Stark’s and Trimble’s brigades again. We were engaged the night be- 
fore and had been in that position all day, and I know I felt, in com- 
mon with the men, that we were in a very precarious condition. 

We were in fact nearly worn out, and knowing t was near 
could not help wondering why it was that relief was not sent to us. 
The impression seemed to gain ground among the men that we would 
be driven from our position, when our hearts were made glad at last by 
the arrival of Hood’s men who reached us about dark and drove the 
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enemy back and continued to drive them for an hour or more and for 
near à mile toward Bull Run, when Hood withdrew to the west side of 
Groveton for the night. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That was near 9 o'clock. 

Mr. OATES. It might have been 9 o’clock when they returned. 
Dark comes at that season of the year at a pretty late hour, and an hour 


after dark would be probably near 9o0’clock. It was quite dark at that 
time. None of Longstreet’s troops came to Jackson’s support until 
that moment that I am aware of. Then I repeat, whether it was in- 
tended or not by Porter, I think the effect was incontrovertible that his 
presence on Longstreet’s right kept Longstreet’s troops out of the en- 
gagement of the 29th. If nine thousand men can be made to keep 
twenty-five thousand of the adversaries force out of an engagement they 
are indeed well employed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But they did not succeed in that, 
for you admit that several brigades were sent to Jackson. 

Mr. OATES. Two only to fight; one in support, and that, I say, 
was at dark. 

Mr. GROUT. Only two brigades at dark, you say, attacked Pope’s 
left? Now, has the gentleman read the reports of Lee and Longstreet 
carefully? 

Mr. OATES. I have not. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will read those reports he will find 
that eight out of eleven of Longstreet’s brigades were engaged on Pope’s 
left in support of his line. 

Mr. OATES. Well, in sup; a that migt ht have been, but I speak of 
the brigades that were actually engaged, t the two brigades—Law’s and 
Hood’s Texas brigades—were the only ones actually engaged that even- 


ing. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And Wilcox’s command went to his 


support. 
Mr. VAN EATON. And did not fire a gun. I will say to the gen- 
tleman that I was in that command and know that to be a fact. 

Mr. ee of Pennsylvania. But the command went to Jackson's 


Mr. VAN EATON. But the firing had ceased before we got there. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But he left his position in front of 
Porter, nevertheless. 

Mr. OATES. Now, I have an opinion about General Porter's disobe- 
dience of orders. It seems from all I can gather there was some dis- 
obedience. General Pope did not know the true situation himself. He 
thought that Longstreet would not arrive before the 30th, perhaps the 
evening of the 30th, when Longstreet had already passed through 
Thoroughfare Gap. He thought that Jackson was in retreat and sent 
forward King’s division to intercept him in the neighborhood of Cen- 
treville. General Porter knew these facts. He had gathered from a 
courier from the front that some of Longstreet’s troops were in the neigh- 
borhood of Gainesville. He knew that there were some skirmishers 
and scouts in his front. Yet, according to the strict letter of military 
law, he should have obeyed the order and advanced, because obedience 
of orders is one of the highest duties that a soldier owes to his com- 
mander and his country’s cause. According to strict military law it 
was his duty to have advanced unless he saw and knew it would re- 
sult in destruction of his command, and from the evidence as I learn 
it he did not have sufficient information to determine that it would re- 
sult in destruction. 

But he had no confidence in General Pope—not that he was disloyal 
or desired to see victory over his countrymen. I have no idea he de- 
sired any such thing. But in doubt about what to do, and not having 
sufficient confidence in his superior, General Pope, to act upon the order, 
he hesitated and held back, and in that way, hesitating and doubting, 
he failed to obey the order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And was guilty of a military crime. 

Mr. OATES. I think that the only offense he was guilty of was 
what I state, and that the punishment he received has been greatly dis- 
proportionate to that. I think to have been relieved from his com- 
mand, to have been practically retired from his command during the 
war would, in all conscience, have been as severe a punishment as ought 
to have been inflicted upon him, and that would have been a very severe 
punishment on an ambitious officer. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understood him to say, that Pope did not under- 
stand the situation; that he thought Longstreet could not get up until 
the 30th, and that he did not understand the situation because he 
thought Jackson was retreating; that he had issued his order to Porter, 
but that Porter did know Longstreet was there; that he had come up 
with some of his soldiers, and therefore Porter hesitated. Now, the ques- 
tion I desire to ask the gentleman is this, if Porter did know that 
Pope was under a wrong impression was itnot Porter’s duty to inform 
Pope immediately of that fact, and not stay there all that day refusing 
to obey the order? 

Mr. OATES. Ifhe had any information. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understood the gentleman to say he had. 


Mr, OATES. If he had any information of an important character 
which his commanding officer did not possess, it was his duty to com- 
municate it. But it was not his duty to undertake to correct any mis- 
takes which his general had made. That would have been regarded 
as a piece of impertinence. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. y 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Am I correctin understanding the gentleman 
to say that in his opinion General Porter was guilty of a military crime, 
but that he demurs to the amount of punishment? 

Mr. OATES. I did not put it in that way, nor will I do it. 
fer to employ my own lan Ż 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is not that about it? 

Mr. OATES. No, sir. This is it: Porter, on account of a want of 
confidence in Pope—and which many others shared—on account of his 
want of confidence in Pope’s ability, and ignorance of the situation, 
Porter doubted whether he should obey the order; and therein, accord- 
ing to the strict letter of military law, he was perhaps censurable, be- 
cause the duty of a soldier is to obey orders. It is the duty of a corps 
commander, for he is next to the commanding general in importance, 
not only to obey the orders of his superior but to give hearty co-opera- 
tion in the execution of the plans of the general commanding, if known 
to him, and it is likewise the duty of such general to make known to 
his corps commander the part of the general plan he is expected to ex- 
ecute, and then in the execution of it he may exercise his discretion in 
the absence of specific orders. But when he receives such an order, as 
it must be admitted Porter received, whether it be day or night, al- 
though it may be contrary to his judgment, it is his duty to obey it 
unless he knows that it will involve his command in destruction. And 
while I believe that Porter did that which was the best, yet there is 
no evidence sufficiently showing that he disobeyed on account of his 
knowledge of the situation, and hence I can not honestly conclude that 
he was wholly guiltless. There were and are, however, many mitigat- 
ing circumstances. 

There is much allowance to be made when he is tried by an impartial 
tribunal, and all of the facts are known. I have nothing to say against 
the men whotried him. There is much allowance to be made for human 
nature. It is such, I care not whose the case may be, that if a man 
doubts and knows that the undertaking before him is perilous, he is very 
much inclined to hesitate. Now, while I think that General Porter was 
not wholly guiltless, I do not regard him as a traitor nor as guilty ofa 
crime. If he failed to obey and act with promptness upon the order of 
his superior, that, perhaps, ought to have relieved him of his command 
and sent him to the rear; but it ought not, in my judgment, to havesent 
him before a court-martial, or brought upon him the punishment that 
was inflicted. We all know that in times of war, courts-martial, com- 
posed like other courts of men, are influenced by excitement and preju- 
dices that do not influence men when they are free from such perilous 
and exciting surroundings as those under which General Porter was tried. 
It is natural, too, that when defeat has come upon an army, when acam- 
paign has resulted in failure, those who have failed should make efforts 
to discover a victim upon whom to put the responsibility. In this case, 
unfortunately for Porter, it fell upon him, and a much severer punish- 
ment was meted out to him than hedeserved. I do notregard this bill 
as wiping out thesentence ofthe courtor declaring that it was all wrong, 
for it does not propose to give him back pay. If I thought him guiltless 
of any wrong I would say give himthat. This is simply an act of jus- 
tice. The sentence of the court was too harsh, too severe. For an act 
merely censurable on account of its animus and bad example, he was 
made the victim for Pope’s defeat, a responsibility which did not attach 
to him. There may have been some political prejudices at the bottom 
of it. 

General Porter has suffered long enough—yea, too long ; and now, in 
my humble me ae is entitled to the relief which this bill proposes 
to give him, and I will cheerfully vote for it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, how much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. 5 I yield now to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WEBER. 

Mr, CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire an opportunity to say a few 
words upon this bill. 

Mr. BRAGG (to Mr. Curtry), I will give you time to-morrow. 

Mr. CURTIN. Very well. But I want to say just one word now, 
Mr. Chairman. Ido not agree with the gentleman who has just spoken 
[Mr OATES] that Fitz-John Porter disobeyed orders. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me I 
can not go into the evidence, nor have I desire to do so. Plausible ar- 
guments have been and can be made forand against. It involves days 
and weeks of patient, careful examination and study, as has been stated 
by gentlemen upon this floor, who yet point to the public sentiment 


I pre- 


and to the pEr aan of the Union soldiers upon the innocence or guilt 
of General Porter as one of the reasons for the votes which they intend 
to cast. Three thousand pages of testimony have been examined, in- 
volving weeks of study, as has been stated here, to reach conclusions, 
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and yet the two days claimed to have been devoted to the consideration 
of the case are pointed to as indicating the careful review made by Pres- 
ident Lincoln. Therefore it would seem to be more profitable to deal 
with the conclusions of the court-martial that convicted im, the board 
of officers that disagreed with such finding, the reports of the commit- 
2 and the remarks of the gentlemen who have made such careful 
study. 


The fact that his restoration will place Fitz-John Porter back upon 
the honored roll of the nation’s defenders as a colonel in the Army of 
the United States of the same grade and rank held by him at the time 
of his dismissal ” and “place him at the head of all the loyal, faithful, 
and gray-haired colonels is no argument against the bill if he was un- 
justly dismi If by reason of such injustice the loyal, faithful, 
and gray-haired colonels“ were advanced in grade, the removal of such 
injustice now will but restore them to the position from which they 
were advanced by reason of such unjust decision. If ‘‘his justification 
and vindication will be the conviction and condemnation of the court 
that tried and sentenced him,“ a failure to so justify and vindicate him 
will be the conviction and condemnation of the board which subse- 
quently acquitted him in a report which wound up by saying that— 

Porter’s faithful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon saved the 
Union Army from defeat which would otherwise have resulted that day from 
the enemy's more speedy concentration. 

If thejustification of Porter will be a reflection upon the sacred mem- 
ory of Abraham Lincoln—as is claimed by gentlemen upon this floor, 
who do not hesitate to open the tomb to bolster up their position upon 
this question—what a reflection it must be upon that other great Amer- 
ican whose proud achievements are equally the cherished legacies of 
our children. Both were distinguished leaders—grand in their re- 
spective spheres. Neither need be pulled down toexalt the other, and 
I would as unhesitatingly regard, and prefer the judgment of 
the one in civil affairsas I would that of the other in matters military. 
And it can not be construed in any sense as a reflection upon the judg- 
ment, ability, and integrity of Mr. Lincoln to claim that Grant’s great 
military experience made him a better judge of the merits of this case 
than was Mr. Lincoln. Butit has been said by way of explanation 
of General Grant’s change of sentiment that it is one of the character- 
istics of the human race to mellow and soften with age—to look more 
charitably upon our fellow-creatures, and regard more kindly the weak- 
nesses and short-comings of others as age moves upon us. I would-be 
glad to feel assured that this feelingis natural and universal. It would 
be a grand thing to know that we shall leave behind us the bitter re- 
sentments of life as we approach the portals of death. We have, to be 
sure, in favor of this theory the word of my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Hovk], but he will pardon me for saying that in his able and masterly 
speech of opposition I can find no evidence that this noble sentiment 
has yet found lodgment in his heart. 

If the gentlemen who signed the minority report upon this bill now 
pending, from which report I quote, are convinced, from careful and 
patient examination and study of the evidence on the trial before the 
court-martial and of the statements made before the Schofield board, 
the case stood substantially the same before the board that it did before 
the court, why insist upon the infallibility of the court-martial and 
pay no regard to the findings of the Schofield board, when, as these gen- 
tlemen say, the case stood substantially the same?“ That board, 
too, ‘‘was composed of some of the ablest generals and some of the 
clearest and most logical minds of their day.“ If the case stood sub- 
stantially the same, why dwell upon the assertion that the chief wit- 
nesses were not living and not accessible? If such witnesses were not 
living and not accessible at the hearing before the board, is it not fair 
to assume that this was as disadvantageous to Porter as to the Govern- 
ment? 

If it be now claimed that that board had no legal existence,“ why 
was it convened? Was Porter’s guilt or innocence to be ascertained or 
were members of the court-martial to be tried, and was the legal ex- 
istence of the board to be called in question only in the event of a find- 
ing favorable to Porter? I shall not undertake to argue the question 
of legality of that board or the constitutionality of this measure against 
those whose experience teaches them that the ingenuity of man never 
framed a law but the ingenuity of another could twist around it;“ but 
looking at it from the standpoint of the ordinary mortal, it seems cold- 
blooded to pile up the Constitution as an obstacle to a man who I be- 
lieve is seeking but simple justice and whose tireless ¢fforts wring from 
the minority committee the expression, ‘‘ We can but yield a certain 
tribute of respect to the indomitable persistence with which he has 
pursued the one object of his life for twenty-three years, Twenty-three 
years has this man been imploring and appealing for justice. Year 
after year has he come here asking for a hearing of a Congress and an 
administration opposed to him politically, not waiting until a party 
came into power with which he had political sympathy, pleading only 
to be heard and petitioning that his case be not made a party matter. 

I have not seen General Porter for nearly a quarter of a century. 
They tell me that he is a bent, bowed, decrepit man—aged prema- 
turely in the unequal struggle of one man against the unreasonable 
prejudice of a nation. I remember him only as the strong, able sol- 
dier who directed us at Gaines’s Mill, at Malvern, and in those ter- 
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rible seven days’ battles in front of Richmond, where the courage, 
fidelity, and valor of Porter and his troops saved the Union army. It 
is not Porter nor the appeal of his friends that influence my action in 
this matter. I approached the examination of this case prejudiced 
against him like thousands of others before I had fully examined it. 
My study of the case turned the bias in his favor, and I have read the 
minority report against him and listened to or read every speech thus 
far made in opposition, and I can not and will not by voting against 
this bill war against my convictions—the judgment of which may be 
assailed but their integrity never. I dare not violate a conscience 
which will always be with me. 

And I regret that upon this question I part company with many po- 
litical friends, whose motives I do not impugn, whose sincerity I do not 
question, but whose conclusions I can only explainas being based upon 
the theory that their favorable consideration will reflect upon some 
whose distinguished names are the heritage of the nation. Why need 
we consider this as a reflection upon any one? It seems to me that we 
may well and properly conclude that an unreasoning sentiment and un- 
reasonable prejudice which was prevalent in those days prevented that 
calm consideration which the spirit of our laws accords to the meanest 
criminal. Who knows but that the military necessities of the situa- 
tion required just such an arbitrary act—to sacrifice one for the good 
ofthe many. Only those who served in the Peninsula campaign can 
realize or comprehend that intense McClellanism which pervaded that 
Army of the Potomac in 1862. McClellan was our first love, whom we 
worshiped with the enthusiasm of youth and with a feeling akin to 
idolatry. 

Neither Grant nor Sherman, nor yet dashing Phil. Sheridan, with all 
their wonderful abilities and unexampled successes, held that enthusi- 
astic esteem in the hearts of their followers as did McClellan in the 
early days of the war. That feeling—that spirit of McClellanism, 
capable of being used to such great advantage, worthy and desirous if 
so used—was nevertheless a great obstacle to the success of the Army 
with another commander to lead it, and that spirit needed extinction, 
even if by arbitrary acts an innocent man should suffer. It is a cruel 
theory, but as Sherman has pithily expressed it, War is a cruelty and 
can not be refined.’’ This is not the only act of injustice and cruelty 
which the secret history of that war contains, and which for the sake 
of humanity I pray may never be exposed to public view. The path- 
way of those four years of war is strewn with blasted hopes, broken 
hearts, and wrecked humanity, because of the exercise of that arbitrary 
power so revolting and abhorrent and which only the military neces- 
sity can justify. 

But, sir, when that necessity away—as fortunately for us it 
has—leaving the blessings of the present and the hopes and anticipation 
of the future to repair and obliterate the ravages of the past, we should 
eagerly hasten to right the wrongs, so far as it is in our power, and heal 
the wounds necessarily inflicted upon friends while pursuing the foe. 
And in this case it seems to me that instead of subscribing to the doc- 
trine that Porter should have been shot, we should thank that Provi- 
dence so eloquently invoked by a gentleman on this floor that it is still 
within the power of this mighty nation to do justice to the living. 
These are a few of the reasons why I intend to vote for this bill, and 
while I shall not conceal my regret that so many of my party associ- 
ates see fit to oppose it, I do not hesitate to ‘my satisfaction 
that upon this question my judgment is in entire harmony with my 
sympathies, and the sacred memories of my comrades at Gaines’s Mill 
and Malvern are happily blended and in harmonious accord with the 
belief that my duty, measured by my oath as a member and my con- 
science as a man, demands the most earnest of my humble efforts to ob- 
tain justice for my old division and corps commander, General Fitz-John 
Porter. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration, by special order, the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


- Pending the motion to adjourn leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 
To Mr. MCADOO, for five days, on account of illness in his family. 
To Mr. Lone, for six days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. PETTIBONE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
The motion of Mr. Cox was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: J 
By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of citizens of Cassville, Huntingdon 
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County, Pennsylvania, for the increase of i and other amend- 
ments to the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: Memorial concerning the abolition of the Presi- 
dency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Dinwiddie B. Phillips, of Virginia, 
asking for the removal of his disabilities—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to theclaims of George Mark- 
ham and of J. T. Green, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Joint resolution of New York State Legisla- 
ture, requesting Congress to pass an act which shall provide for the pay- 
ment, in addition to the pensions now provided by law, of a moderate 
pension to every surviving Union soldier and sailor of the late war 
upon the basis of enlistment in the Union Army or Navy, faithful serv- 
ice, and honorable discharge therefrom—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Hiram 
D. Rogers, of Cincinnati, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Papers relating to the case of Hector F. Phelps 
and of William Wall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition from Congregational churches of Kal- 
kaska and Shelby, and Rev. J. S. Valentine, Dr. Ransom Sabine, and 
420 others, representative citizens of the ninth district of Michigan, in- 
cluding 42 clergymen, 20 physicians, 25 lawyers, 48 teachers, 192 busi- 
ness men, 77 officers of temperance and other societies, for scientific 
temperance instruction in schools under control of the Federal Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition for scientific temperance instruction 
in all schools under control of the Federal Government from Rev. L. F. 
Laine, Dr. C. P. Chamberlain, and 288 others, representative citizens 
of Steuben County, New York; the Baptist church in Hornellsville, 
and the Prattsburgh Gran to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition for the creation of a tribunal for inter- 
national arbitration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Joanna Melton and others, praying 
for a constitutional amendment providing for woman suffrage—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of S. G. Burdick and others, 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the North American Turner-Bund, 
in relation to the preservation of our national forests—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Ernest Rudolphus Knorr, praying to be placed upon 
the retired-list of the Navy as a professor of mathematics—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of John T. McNair, mayor of Cheraw, 
S. G., and 49 other citizens, praying for the improvement of the en- 
trance to Winyaw Bay and the rivers tributary to said bay—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of 205 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the increase of the duty on Sumatra tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: A volume of petitions against tariff revision 
from business men of twenty-eight States. The industrial establish- 
ments represented by these petitions give employment to 40,500 work- 
men, who at an average of only $7 per week receive $14,742,000 per 
annum in wages—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial from citizens of Spencer County, In- 
diana, praying the extension of the arrears-of-pension act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers to accompany H. R. 2545, for a pension 
to Samuel Bradford—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Lemuel B. Norton—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition from C. H. Hurlburt, Dr. E. K. Strand, 
and 374 others, representative citizens of the twelfth district of Indiana, 
including 23 cl , 6 lawyers, 6 teachers, 161 business men, and 
9 officers of tem and other societies, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all the schools under the control of the National Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Remonstrance of citizens of Pottawattamie County, 
Towa, against the passage of H. R. 659—a bill granting Honey Creek 
Lake to city of Council Bluffs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Petition of 326 residents of Vallejo and vi- 
cinity, California, against Chinese immigration and for abrogation of 
the Burlingame treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Anna M. Rohr, administratrix of F. 
G. Rohr, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Senate concurrent resolution, State of Kansas, 
asking for relief for settlers on the public lands resulting from the ac~ 
tion of Commissioner Sparks in indefinitely and indiscriminately post- 
poning the issuance of patents—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, house concurrent resolution, State of Kansas, asking appropri- 
ate legislation granting right of way to railroads across Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


for re- 


By Mr. DONNELL: Petition from E. C. Williams, Chester S. 
Tucker, M. D., and 427 others, representative citizens of Branch, Cal- 
houn, and Eaton Counties, Michigan, for scientific temperance instruc- 
tion in schools under the control of the National Government, including 
the names of 41 teachers, 23 clergymen, 26 physicians, 15 lawyers, 212 
leading business men, 26 officers of temperance and other socicties, and 
the Presbyterian church of Coldwater—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion, 

By Mr. PARKER: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of New York, 
in favor of service ions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. T. Brook and 100 others, citizens 
of Cherryville, Kans., asking for organization of the Oklahoma Terri- 
tory by appropriate legislation—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, senate concurrent resolution No. 7 of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking for legislation that will give relief to honest, bona fide settlers 
upon the public domain against the arbitrary and ruinous decisionsand 
rulings of the Commissioner of the General Land Office—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, senate concurrent resolution No. 22 of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking that legislation be had giving to the Parsons and Pacific Rail- 
way Company the right of way through the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, senate concurrent resolution No. 20 of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking for legislation giving the Winfield and Fort Smith Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Indian Territory—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PULITZER: Numerous petitions asking the passage of a 
bill for the deepening and widening of a channel of the outer bay of 
New York, to afford a depth of 30 feet at mean low tide in the most 
practicable channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of citizens of Bath, of Bangor, of Lu- 
bee, of Provincetown, of Yarmouth, of Portland, and other places, Me.; 
and of Provincetown, Mass., asking relief for the cooperage trade—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Papers relating to claim of Armalie H. Smith, 
of Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Papers relating to the claims of John Mellifent 
and Ellen Riordan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition from Rev. W. R. Moore, Dr. B. A. Skinner, 
and 222 other representative citizens of Erie County, Pennsylvania, in- 
cluding 20 clergymen, 3 physicians, 4 lawyers, 81 teachers, 84 leading 
business men, and 32 officers of temperance and other societies, for 
scientific temperance instruction in all schools under the control of the 
Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of George W. McAlpine against the passage 
of Lowell bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of John W. Gray, of Raleigh County; 
of John McCoy, of Fayette County; of Elijah Lilly, of Summers County; 
and of May Sydenstricker, of Greenbrier County, West Virginia, pray- 
ing that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of M. L. Spencer and 50 others, favoring 
woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SYMES: Papers relating to the claim of Albert G. Boone 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Peter Kelly, of Madison 
County; of John A. Smith, administrator of Rebecca Casey, deceased, 
of Hardin County; of Benjamin F, Shelby, of Hardin County; of Jesse 
R. Wright, administrator of Nancy Wright, deceased, of McNairy 
County; and of Mary A. Vernon, of Chester County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing reference of their several claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, J. R. THOMAS: Petition of Helen A. De Russey, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolution adopted by Shoemakers’ As- 
sembly No. 3567, Knights of Labor, Milwaukee, asking for the passage 
of House bill 1914 for restoration of in Government Printing 
Office paid prior to March 4, 1877—-to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of S. Kramer, for increase of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Fourteenth Corps, Army of the Cumberland, 
asking that authority be given forthe loan of regimental colors to certain 
regiments—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of J. H. Stockdale and others, citi- 
zens of Guernsey County, Ohio, asking to have pay of soldiers made 
equal to gold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jane W. Lock, of Limestone County, 
and of Claborn Evins, of Jackson County, Alabama, asking reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of the Children’s Hospital of the District of 
Columbia, praying for an appropriation of $10,000 to aid in the construc- 
tion of the west wing of the hospital—to the Committee on Appropia- 
tions. ; 
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Prayer by Bishop E. G. ANDREWS, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s p ings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the fee on domestic money-orders for 
sums not exceeding $5; and 

A bill (H. R. 4415) to make the allowance for clerk-hire to mas- 
ters of the first and second class post- offices cover the cost of clerical 
labor in the money-order business, and for other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway 
limits, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 26 ex-Union 
soldiers, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommenda- 
tions of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of M. L. Spencer and 50 other 
citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, praying for the passage of a 
joint resolution submitting to the several State Legislatures an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to protect women in the enjoyment of the 
right of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Ira Miller, late a private in the Fif- 
teenth and Seventeenth Regiments Indiana Volunteers, praying that 
he be granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Rock Bound Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, of Vinal Haven, Me., praying the passage of the bill (H. R. 
1914) relating to the wages of printers in the Government Printing 
Office; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the quarterly meeting 
of Orthodox Friends assembled at Damascus, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. 355) to promote peace among nations and for the 
creation of a tribunal for international arbitration, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of J. J. Delaney, president; W. D. 
Cash, first vice-president; E. Canals, second vice-president; George W. 
Allen, third vice-president; William Curry, and other members of the 
board of governors of the Board of Trade at Key West, Fla. The peti- 
tion is as follows: : 

The Board of Trade of the port of Key West, Fla., ‘ully asks the en- 
actment of a law viding that signal stations be establ at Point Jupiter 
gure Inlet) and Fort Jefferson, Tort Florida, to be connected with Key 

est by telegraph; looping in Sand Key light-house, which is indirect line, and 
could be arranged with very little if any extra expense. 

In our opinion this will be of great benefit to commerce, 

All vessels from the Gulf of Mexico to ports on the east coast of North Amer- 
ica and to Europe pass within signaling distance of Tortugas and Sand Key and 
nearly all steamers from the east coast of North America on their way to ports 
in the Gulf pass within signaling distance of Point Jupiter. 

These vessels after reaching Torti on their way north encounter the most 
dangerous part of the Florida reef, which continues nearly to Jupiter, and com- 
ing south pass along this line of us reefs from Jupiter to Tortugas. 

essels should be warned when entering these reefs from either station. Ke 
West is the nearest port to these points, and is connected with Cuba and Sow 
America and the mainland of Florida by cable and is a signal station, and is the 
only point from which assistance to vessels in distress on the Florida reefs can 


be s ily had, and great saving to property and oftentimes to life would result 
if ely information of vessels in distress conveyed by telegraph from these 
points, 


The petitioners therefore urge this subject upon the early considera- 
tion of Congress. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of Sigmond Roman, admin- 
istrator of A. Gugenheim, in which he states that the recent French 
and American Claims Commission expired without time for the proper 
and legal consideration of a number of claimsof great magnitude, which 
by reason of the large amount involved and the character of proof re- 
quired were necessarily crowded to the heel of the docket, and instead 
of the causes being considered on their respective merits they were dis- 
missed with a decree of a single line—that the commission was without 
jurisdiction, &c. The petitioner desires some relief, and suggests in 
his petition that perhaps the best relief would be to have the Govern- 
ments of France and the United States agree toan enlargement of the 
time. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a number of petitions quite largely signed by 
citizens of the United States, praying for the abolition of the Presidency. 
I judge from the names and the handwriting in which they are written 
that many of the signers of the petitions must be citizens of foreign 
birth; but the form of petition indicates that the gentlemen who have 


prepared it have given a great deal of thought and study to this ques- 
tion, both in the matter of history and the matter of political ac — 
phy; and they set forth the abuses which have existed, or which they 
believe exist, in the present condition of things. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by the American Woman’s 
Suffrage Asssociation held at Minneapolis, Minn., in October, 1885, 
favoring the submission to the State Legislatures of a constitutional 
amendment abolishing all political distinction on account of sex; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the local assembly of Knights 
of Labor at Winslow, N. J., and a petition of the local assembly of 
Knights of Labor at Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of a bill 
for the restoration of the rate of in the Government Printing 
Office; which were referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Philadelphia, praying for 
the passage of a bill to prohibit the employment of purse-nets or any 
other device injurious to food-fish by menhaden or other fishermen 
within 3 statute miles of the Atlantic coast; which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented the petition of John Tyler, jr., of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of a bill granting him re- 
muneration for services rendered as private secretary to the President 
of the United States from 1841 to 1845; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John Donahue, of Emmett, 
Saint Clair County, Michi praying for relief in the matter of title to 
40 acres of land patented to him by the Government of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also ted the petition of Cornelia R. Schenck, of Detroit, 
Mich., widow of Daniel F. Schenck, late captain pompo D, Fiftieth 
Regiment New York Engineer Corps, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of Labor of Cheboygan, 
Mich., praying for the establishment of a Territorial government over 
the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Lovica Haslett and 34 others, citizens 
of Capac and Port Huron, Mich., praying for the passage of a joint reso- 
lution submitting to the several States an amendment to the Consti- 
tution protecting women in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage on 
equal terms with men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented two petitions of citizens of Harper County, 
Kansas, praying for such legislation as will provide a Territorial gov- 
ernment for Indian Territory and the opening up of the surplus 
lands there for settlement; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of citizens of Faribault, Minn., pray- 
ing for the adoption of a joint resolution for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution conferring the right of suffrage on women; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution adopted by the Berks County 
Agricultural and Horticultural Society, of Reading, Pa., in favor of an 
appropriation of $500,000 for the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Philadelphia County 
Medical Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the bill now pending 
before the Senate for the restoration of the National Board of Health; 
which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented a resolution of the select and common councils. of 
Philadelphia, in favor of the removal of the walls inclosing the Brides- 
burg and Schuylkill and the naval asylum, and the replace- 
ment of iron railings therefor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Homeopathic Medical Society of 
Philadelphia County, Pennsylvania, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the National Board of Health; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pittsfield, Pa., praying the 
passage of the bill providing for teaching children the effect of artificial 
stimulants; whichwas ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of local assembly of Knights of Labor 
of Duke Centre, Pa., and a petition of local assembly of Knights of 
Labor of Mahanoy City, Pa., praying for the organization of a Territo- 
rial form of government over the Indian Territory; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the local assembly of Knights of La- 
bor of South Bethlehem, Pa., protesting against the present interpreta- 
tion of the eight-hour law as being in the interest of the capitalist and 
against the laborer, and recommending a restoration of the wages of 
the employés of the Government Printing Office to what they were 
prior to March 4, 1877; which were referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

He also presented a petition of the Steamboat Officers’ Protective As- 
sociation of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for such legislation as will place 
the Monongahela slack-water improvement under the charge of the 
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United States Government; which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of Post No. 45, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying the passage of a bill 
embodying the recommendations of the national pension committee of 
the Grand Army of the Republic in regard to pensions; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Mrs. W. F. Nugent and 28 
other ladies of Plainfield, Wis., praying for the adoption of a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
disfranchisement of any citizens on the ground of sex; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Zachariah Sibert, 
in Compan: 
praying to 


late a private 
F, One hundred and twenty-ninth Illinois Volunteers, 

ing granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on ons. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution adopted by the Master Plumb- 
ers’ Association of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against any 
change in the present lien law of the District; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the wholesale and retail 
fresh-fish dealers of the city of New York, remonstrating against the 

of the bill relating to the importing and landing of mackerel 
caught during the spawning season; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of the Print Cutters’ Union of the United 
States, praying an increase of 15 per cent. on the existing tariff on 
prints in order that their present wages may be continued; which was 
THe also presented a petition of citizens of Tin Congress 

e presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, prayi to 
protect the settlers upon the tract of land in 8 Towa called 
the ‘‘unearned land grant of the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad 
by an absolute act of forfeiture; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, presented a petition of citizens of the United 
States residents of the town of Reno, in the State of Nevada, praying 
for the passage of a joint resolution at this session of Congress submit- 
ting to the several State Legislatures a proposition toso amend the na- 
tional Constitution as to protect the women of all the States and Ter- 
ritories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage on equal terms with 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL ee a petition of Local Assembly No. 107, 
Knights of Labor, of Missouri, praying certain legislation in regard to 
the hours of labor and the compensation of employés at the Government 
Prin Office; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Delaware, praying that 
a sufficient appropriation be made to complete the improvement of the 
navigation of Indian River, in Sussex County, Delaware; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of 115 citizens of Wyoming Terri- 
tory, praying for the continued coinage of the standard silver dollar 
and for certain other financial legislation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of George M. Stearns and other 
members of the bar of Western Massachusetts, praying for the estab- 
lishing of terms of the United States courts in Springfield, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1564) for the erection of a monument 
to the late Ulysses 8. Grant, to report it favorably without amendment. 
I shall endeavor to call up the bill for action at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1101) to provide for allotments of lands in sever- 
alty to the Indians residing upon the Round Valley reservation, in the 
State of California, and granting patents therefor, and for other pur- 

reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 470) for a survey and estimate for a railroad 
from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal connecting the 
same with the Saint John’s River, for military and naval pu „sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, and moved that the bill be indefinitely 

med. 

Me GALL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report adversely on the petition of William C. Shimoneck, 
late a musician in the Third Regiment United States Infantry, asking 
that he may be retired from the service on pay, and ask that the peti- 
tion be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The ordinary entry in the Journal should be that 
the prayer of the petitioner be denied, instead of postponing the peti- 
tion, I suggest to my friend. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. - 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. 145) for the relief of James Bainter and the 
bill (S. 146) for the relief of George S. Comstock, submitted adverse 
reports thereon, and moved their indefinite postponement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Task that the two bills just reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse reports of the committee. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 211) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of Saint Louis, Mo., re- 
ported adversely thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Missions, Rey. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 1568) to authorize Com- 
mander John W. Philip, United States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher 
tendered him by the Government of the United States of Colombia; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 244) for the reliefof Mary F. Potts, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SENATE AND EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, to which was referred in executive session a letter of the Attorney- 
General, with authority to report in open session, to make a report, 
concluding with sundry resolutions, which I ask may be placed on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reports certain resolutions. Does the 
Senator desire to have them read ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen] wishes 
to give a notice in reference to the report. 

Mr. PUGH. On behalf of the minority of the committee from which 
the report has just been made, I desire to state that we knew nothing 
of the contents of the report until it was read to the committee this 
morning. The minority desire to prepare a report, in which they will 
present their views; and to enable them to do so we ask to have until 
Monday a week within which to prepare the report. We wish to have 
it now understood that the majority rt and the. resolutions accom- 
panying it will not be called up for consideration until we get leave to 
file the minority report, and that the time given us to do so is not to 
extend beyond next Monday week. 

Mr. DAWES, Can not we have the resolutions read so that everybody 
may see them in the RECORD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
for the reading of the resolutions. They will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the minority of the 
committee will be considered as granted, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there a report accompanying the resolutions? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. BUTLER. ill the report be printed? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Certainly; it will be printed under the rule. Lask 
that the report of the committee, as well as the resolutions which have 
been read, be printed in the RECORD, as it will be in demand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. F 4 ' 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. Epmunps, from the Committee on the Aone submitted the follow- 
ing report on the letter from the sear ee of the United States declin- 
ing to transmit to the Senate copies of official records and papers concerning the 
administration of the office of the district attorney of the southern district of 
athe Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred a letter from the At- 
torney-General of the United States declining to transmit to the Senate copies 
of official records and papers concerning the administration of the office of the 
district attorney of the southern district of Alabama from January 1, 1885, to 
January 25, 1886, respectfully reports: 

That on the 17th July, 1885, the President of the United States, pursuant to the 

rovisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes, pennen George M. Duskin 

rom the execution of the duties of the office of district attorney of said district 
by an order in the following words: 


ExEcUTIVE Maxstox, Washington, D. C., July 17, 1888. 


Sm: You are hereby suspended from the office of attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Alabama, in accordance with the terms of section 
1768, Revised Statutes of the United States, and subject to all provisions of law 


licable thereto. 
raat ta 2 GROVER CLEVELAND. 


The resolutions will be placed on 


To GEORGE M. Dusxrn, Esq., 
United States Attorney, ‘Mobile, Ala. 


1886. 


And on the same day, pursuant to the same statute, designated John D. Bur- 
nett to perform the duties of such suspended officer in the mean time bya letter 
of authority in the words following: 

GROVER CLEVELAND, President of the United States of America, 2 
to all who shall see presents, greeting: 

Know ye, that by virtue of the authority conferred upon the President by sec- 
tion 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, I do hereby suspend Geo 
M. Duskin, of Alabama, from the office of attorney of the United States for the 
southern district of Alabama until the end of the next session of the Senate; 
and I hereby designate John D. Burnett, of Alabama, to perform the duties of 
such suspended officer in the mean time, he being a suitable person therefor; 
subject to all provisions of law applicable thereto. 

In testimony whereof I have caused these letters to be made patent, and the 
seal of the Un States to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at the city of Washington, the 17th day of July, A. D. 
1885, and of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and tenth. 

SEAL.) GROVER CLEVELAND. 


y the President: 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Secretary of State. 
On the l4th December, 1885, the Senate then being in session, the President 
nominated the same John D. Burnett to be attorney of the United States for the 
southern district of Alabama in the place of the said Duskin, suspended, in the 
following words: 
“I nominate John D. Burnett, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Alabama, vice George M. Duskin, ae ae 
“GROVER CLEVELAND.” 


_This nomination was in due course referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
Since the of the act of 2d March, 1867, regarding the tenure of cer- 
tain civil offices,” it has been the practice of the Committee on the Judiciary 


whenever a nomination has been proposing the removal from office of one 
person and the appointment of another to address a note to the head of the De- 
partment having such matters in charge (usually the Attorney-General), asking 
that all papers and information in the possession of the Department touching 
the conduct and administration of the officer proposed to be removed and 
touching the character and conduct of the 8 proposed to be appointed be 
sent to committee for its information. is practice has asee i all admin- 
istrations been carried on with thi us approval of all the members of 
the committee, although the com tion of the committtee has been during this 

riod sometimes of one politi and sometimes of another. In no 
Tena until this time, the committee met with any delay or denial in re- 
spect of furnishing such papers and information, with a single exception, and 
in which exception the delay and suggested denial lasted for only two or three 


days. 
The committee has thus hitherto been enabled to know the character and 


character and quality r pornon eee 


on the 25th of Janu- 
ution in the following 


is, 

have been filed in the Department of anuary, A. 
D. 1885, in relation to the management and conduct of the office of district at- 
torney of the United States of the southern district of Alabama.“ 

which on the next day was adopted by the Senate without a division. 

The Attorney-General, on the Ist day of February, 1886, sent to the Senate a 
communication in the following words: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, January 28, 1888. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate of the United States: 

I acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Senate, adopted on the 25th 
instant in executive session, as follows: 

5 That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all documents and papers that have 
been filed in the Department of Justice since the Ist day of January, A. D. 1885, 
in relation to the management and conduct of the office of district attorney of 
the United States of the southern district of Alabama.” 

In response to the said resolution the President of the United States directs 
me to say that the papers which were in this Department relating to the fitness 
of John D. Burnett, recently nominated to said office, having been already sent 
to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and the papers documents which 
are mentioned in the said resolution and still remaining in the custody of this 
Department, having exclusive reference to the suspension by the President of 
George M. Duskin, the late incumbent of the office of district attorney of the 
United States for the southern district of Alabama, it is not considered that the 
public interest will be promoted by a compliance with said resolution and the 
transmission of the papers and documents therein mentioned to the Senate in 
Cn pectfull bedient t 

ery res y, your o ent servant, 
A. H. GARLAND, Atlorney-General, 


mse to the direction of the Senate that copies of 
any papers bearing on the subject within a given period of time be transmitted, 
assumes that the Attorney-General of the Uni States is the servant of the 
President, and is to give or withhold copies of documents in his office according 
to the will of the Executive and not otherwise. 

Your committee is unable to discover, either in the original act of 1789 creat- 
ing the office of Attorney-General or in the act of 1870 creating the Department 
of Justice, any provision which makes the Attorney-General of the United States 
in any sense the servant of or controlled by the Executive in the performance 
of the duties imputed to him by law or the nature of his office. It is true that 
in the creation of the De ent of State, of War, and of the Navy it was pro- 
vided in su ce that these Secretaries should form such duties as should 
from time to time be enjoined upon them by the ident, and should conduct 
the business of their Departments in such manner as the President should di- 
rect, but the committee does not think it important to the main question under 
consideration that such direction is not to be found in the statute creating the 
Department of Justice, for it is thought it must be obvious that the authority 
intrusted by the statute in these cases to the President to direct and control the 
ebene of duties was only a superintending authority to regulate the per- 

formance of the duties that the law required, and not to require the performance 
of duties that the laws had not devolved upon the heads of Departments, and 
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not to dispense with or forbid the performance of such duties according as it 
might suit the discretion or the fancy of the Executive. The Executive is bound 
by the Constitution and by his oath to take care that the laws be faithfully exe- 
cuted, and he is himself as much bound by the Sh, epee of law as the hum- 
blest officer in the service of the United States, and he can not have authority to 
undertake to 9 the laws, whether applied to his own special 
functions or those of Departments created by law, otherwise than by caus- 
ing, so far as he lawfully may and by lawful methods, the heads of Departments 
and other officers of the United States to do the duties which the law, and not 
his will, has imputed to them. 

The important question, then, is whether it is within the constitutional com- 
petence of either House of Congress to have access to the official papers and 
documents in the various public offices of the United States created by laws en- 
acted by themselves. It may be fully admitted that, except in of the 
Department of the Treasury, there is no statute which commands the head of 
any Department to transmit to either House of Congress on its demand any in- 
formation whatever concerning the administration of his Department; but the 
committee believes it to be clear that from the very nature of the powers in- 
trusted by the Consitution to the two Houses of Congress it is a 2 f inci- 
dent that either House must have at all times the right to know all that officially 
exists or takes place in any of the Departments of the Government. So per- 
fectly was this proposition understood before and at the time of the formation 
of the Consitution, that the Continental Congress, before the adoption of the pres- 
ent Constitution, in establishing a department of foreign affairs and providin; 
for a principal officer thereof, thought it fit to enact that all books, reco: an 
other papers in that office should be open to the i n of any member of 
Congress, provided that no copy should be taken of matters of secret nature 
without special leave of Congress. It was not thought necessary to enact that 
the itself should be entitled to the 3 and inspection of such 
papers, for that right was sup to exist in the ee of things; and 
when under the Constitution the De ment came to created, although the 
provision that each individual member of Congress should hage access to the 
papers was omitted (evidently for reasons that can now be q well under- 
mood) it was not thought necessary that an affirmative provision should be in- 
se giving to the Houses of Co the right to know the contents of the 
public papers and records in the public offices of the country whose laws and 
whose offices they were to assist in creating. 

It is believed that there is no instance of civilized governments having bodies 
representative of the people or of states in which the right and the power of 
those representative bodies to obtain in one form or another complete informa- 
tion as to every paper and transaction in any of the executive departments 
thereof does not exist even though such papers might relate to what is ordina- 
rily an executive function, if that function imp upon any duty or function 

the representative es. A qualification of this general right may under 
our Rete rer ae exist 3 eee re calls 1 Representat wee — 
papers relating to treaties, &c., under consideration and not yet disposed 
the President and Senate. 

‘The committee feels authorized to state, after a somewhat careful research, that 
within the fo ing limits there is scarcely in the history of this Government 
until now any instance of a refusal by a head of a Department, or even of the 
President himself, to communicate official facts and information as distinguished 
from private and unofficial papers, motions, views, reasons. and opinions, to either 
House of Congress when unconditionally demanded. Indeed the early Journals 
of the Senate show great numbers of instances of directions to the heads of De- 
prenais as of course, to furnish papers and reports upon all sorts of affairs 

th legislative and executive. 

The instances of requests to the President and commands to the heads of De- 
8 by each House of Congress from those days until now Tor papers and 

nformation on every conceivable subject of public affairs are almost innumer- 
able; for it appears to have been thought by all the Presidents who have carried 
on the Government now for almost a century that even in respect of requests to 
them, an independent and co-ordinate branch of the Government, they were 
under a constitutional duty and obligation to furnish toeither House the papers 
called for, unless, as has happened in very rare instances, when the uest was 
coupled with an appeal to the discretion of the President in respect of the dan- 
ger of publicity to send the papers if in his judgment it should not be incompat- 
ible with the public welfare. 

Even in times of the highest parir excitement and stress, as in 1826 and 1844, 
it did not seem to occur to the Chief Executive of the United States that it was 
possible that any official facts or information existing either in the Departments 
created by Jaw or within his own poon could, save as before stated, be with- 
held from either of the Houses of Congress, although such facts or information 
sometimes involved very intricate and delicate matters of foreign affairs, as well 
as sometimes the history and conduct of officers connected with the administra- 
tion of affairs. Thus in 1826, when the Senate thought fit to pass a resolution 
that in ee e the United States should be represented in the con- 
gress of Panama Senate ought to act with open doors, unless the publication 
of the documents referred to in debate would be prejudicial to existing 
tions, and that the President be uested to inform the Senate whether such ob- 
jection existed to the publication of the documents communicated by the Execu- 
tive, and, if so, to specify the parts which would for that reason be objectionable. 
The President replied that all the communications had been made to the Senate in 
confidence, and p ed to say: Believing that the established free, confiden- 
tial communication between the Executive and the Senate ought for the public 
interest to be preserved unimpaired, I deem it my indispensable duty to leave to 
the Senate itself the decision of the question involving a departure, hitherto, so 
faras I am informed, without example, from that usage, and upon the motives for 
which, not being informed of them, I do not feel myself competent to decide; 
and although in this instance there was no question in regard to the furnishing 
documents or papers and the question was merely whether the Executive was 
bound to give an opinion to the Senate in such a case, twenty out of the forty- 
four Senators present ap to have voted on the yeas and nays for the propo- 
sition that the President in such a case was bound to give such an opinion to the 
Senate. Among those twenty were Senators Benton, Cobb, Dickerson, Hayne, 
King, Macon, Randolph, Van Buren, and Woodbury, and by a vote of 27 to 16 the 
Senate declared that it had the right to publish communications so made and 
discuss the same with open doors without the consent of the President when, 
in their opinion, the public interest may require such publication and such dis- 
cussion, 


In 1842 the House of Representatives charged the select committee to inquire 
into the cause, manner, and cireumstances of the removal of one H. H. Sylves- 
ter, late a clerk in the Pension Office, with power to send for persons and papers. 
On the th of July, 1842, Mr. Garrett Davis reported to the House upon thesub- 
ject, stating that the committee had requested the Secretary to furnish for its 
use a copy of the charges against Sylvester and a copy of the order dismissing 
him an 2 see of any other papets in the Department touching his removal. 
He quotes from the response of the Secretary as follows: 

“The letter dismissing Mr. Sylvester was made a public record of the Depart- 
ment, and I therefore transmit a copy of it herewith, agreeably to your request. 
There is no other paper of the description specified in your request or relating 
to the subject on files of this Department, nor is there any in my possession 
which is not of a confidential character. The faithful of the duties 
devolving upon heads of Departments frequently renders it of essential im- 
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portance to preserve coalidentiel communications he has secelved as such and treaties and a tments necessarily involves the jurisdiction to officially know 
private honor as well as public policy forbids that a pledge thus given should be | eve: and action of the officers of the law all the facts touching their 
violated.” conduct in the possession of any Department or even in the possession of the 
Bre in the files was produced without 1 President himself. There was no need to express such a power, for it was nec- 
soon this report, and no final action was en upon the subject. re- | essarily an inherent incident to the exercise of the powers granted. 

port is so valuable as a discussion of the general questions with It be observed that in this instance the call for papers covered a 


pat- od 
that the committee think it ſit to append it to this (Appendix B). | of more than six months, during which the regular incumbent of the ne hed 
It will be seen in this instance that there was no attempt on p ocala yd been discharging its duties, and also the further period of more than six months, 
retary to deny the right of the House to have the so ap casas a tiere during which the person designated to discharge those duties on suspension of 
files of the Department, but he only put himself upon the gro! that private | the officer had been acting, and that that person is the one now proposed to be 
and confidential communications that were not on the files of the Department 1 to the place. 
ought not to be disclosed. On the 18th May, 1844, the Senate in executive ses- t will also be observed that the President has not undertaken to remove the 
sion adopted a resolution FFF p esip paargi nig commas incumbent of the office, but has only, in expressed and stated pursuance of the 
cate whether — and what sums of money had drawn from the Treasury | statutes on the subject, suspended t officer, and that the same statutes ex- 
to sar a ect the orders of the War and Navy Departments made since | pressly provide that such officer shall not be removed without the advice and 
the April of that year for 9 the military force on the frontiers of | consent of the Senate and that, if that advice and consent be not given, the in- 
Texas, &o. On 28th of same month dent Tyler sent a m to the Sen- | cumbent would (unless his regular term of office should have previously ex- 
ate stating that the Secretary had communicated the Senate ution to him. | pired) at the close of this session of the Senate be restored to the lawful right 
He then | to exercise its duties. The Senate, then, by this nomination is asked to advise 
“ While I can not recognize this call thus made on the head of the Department | and consent to the removal of the incumbent and to the appointment of the can- 
as consistent with the constitutional rights of the Senate when acting in its ex- | didate proposed for his place. In exercising its duty in respect of these ques- 
ecutive capacity, which in such case can only properly hold correspon: with | tions it is plain that the conduct and management of the incumbent is a matter 
the President of the United States, neve: less from an anxious desire to —. absolutely essential to be known to the Senate, in order that it may determine 
. as may be necessary to enable it, wi advise 


12 has in the exercise of the office under his d tion so conducted 
War and Navy ts in full answer to the resolution of the Senate.” imself as to show that he is competent and faithful. In it may be stated 
In this instance it will be seen that there is no intimation of a denial of the | with entire that even in the case of a vacancy in an office and the pro- 
right of either House of Congress in the exercise of its jurisdiction to | posed filling of such vacancy it is important for the Benate to know the previ- 
have knowledge of pares in and acts of a Department of the Government, but | ous condition and management of the office, the state of its affairs; whether 
such pa are wanted in the “executive ae ” of | there have been cases of misconduct or abuse of powers, the embezzlement of 
the Senate th — — to be called for from the President direct. It must be | money, and indeed all the circumstances bearing upon its administration, in or- 
that Presi nt Tyler was ignorant of the fact that such commands to | der that it may judge of the suitableness of appointing a particular person to 
had made by the Senate continuously from the foun- | take up its duties with reference to the difficul that may exist in its affairs, 
dation of the Government down to that time, and that those commands had been | the state of the 8 ee eee its administration, so as to 
obeyed, or else he must have supposed that an unbroken and un ©- | measure the fitness and competency of the particular can to meet the 
tice of the Senate under the Constitution for more than half a century emergencies of the case. 
under a plainly erroneous impression of its ts not only by itself, but by the It appears from the table herewith submitted (Appendix A) that out of about 
Executive ents of the Government. It would seem to be too clear for | fourteen hundred and eighty-five nominations sent to the Senate during the first 
argument whether the Senate chooses to conduct its business with closed | thirty days of this session, that is from the first Monday in December, 1885, to 
doors or open doors is a matter entirely for its consideration and can have no | the 5th of n six hundred and fort: ree were nominations of per- 
relation to the ATY apee of the Executive Departments of the Government to | sons proposed to be appointed in the place of officers Nee and proposed 


respond to its call for papers or information. to be removed (and of whom it is known that some are soldiers), and in respect 
On the 22d May of the same year the Senate, on motion of Mr. Benton, re- | of whom the action of the Senate in advising and consenting to the proposed 
quested the P. t to inform the Senate whether any engagement or agree- | appointment would effect a removal and in of whom the failure of the 


ment had taken place between the President of the United States and the presi- | Senate to advise and consent to such rem: and appointments the effect 
dent of Texas in relation to naval or military aid, or any other aid, and, if so, to | would be to restore them to the possession of their offices at the end of the ses- 
communicate all the particulars and copies of the same, if in writing, and a copy | sion except in casesin which the terms of some of them should have previously 
of all communications on the subject; which information was fi , expired. 
On 28th of May of the same year a similar resolution was passed calling for sit not desirable and necessary to the proper performance of its duties and 
a copy of the instructions given in 1829 by President Jackson through the Sec- | in every aspect of — 8 interest that the simple facts in regard to what the 
of State to the United States minister at Mexico on the subject of Texas; | conduct of these officials as well as in to what the conduct of the per- 
which was furnished, sons desi to perform their duties has been should be made known to the 
On the same 28th of May, 1844, on motion by Mr. Benton, the Senate called on | Senate? ve these suspended officials or any considerable number of them 
the President for the whole of the private letter from London, with its date, | been guilty of misconduct in office or of any personal conduct making them 
noted 1 the American See of State“ in a letter of his to the United States 3 to be longer trusted with the formance of duties imposed upon 
és d'affaires in Texas, r with the name of the writer of the private | them by jaw? If they have, it would seem to be clear that e eee pan 
letter. Which information was supplied without protest. of public interest and of public duty would require that the should be 
Numerous other instances occurred about the same time of similar requests | made known, in order that the Senate may understandingly and promptly ad- 
and similar som pilanoas too numerous indeed to justify insertion in this report. | vise their removal, and that the most scrutiny should be had in respect 
The fact that executive Journals of the Senate have only been made pub- | of selecting their successors, as well as in of providing better meansand 
lic and printed down to the year 1828, and the written Journals since that time | safeguards by legislation for administering the laws of the United States. 


are not exed, makes it difficult to find all the instances of calls on the Presi- Such information, it would seem, the Executive is determined the Senate shall 
dent and heads of Departments for information and pa) that have occurred | not for the alleged reason that it might enable the Senate to under- 
since that date, but the committee feel safe in stating the research it has | stand what circumstances connected with the faithful execution of the laws in- 


made that the course of the Government has been constant and continuousand | duced the President to exercise the discretion the statute confers upon him to 
unchanged from the beginning until now, and that, in its belief, no instance | s nd them and ask the Senate to unite with him in their removal from office. 
within the principles and limitations before stated has occurred in which calls | A similar result would follow in respect of the knowledge ofany and every step 


for official and files addressed either to the President in the form of re- | in the transactions of the Government; for instance, the President, as Com- 
quests or to heads of Departments in the form of commands which have | mander-in-Chief of the Army, has as large discretion as he hasin the suspension 
not been complied with, but it has sometimes happened where the request to | of civil officers, but on the t the Attorney-General both the 


es suggested 
the President was merely a conditional one, leaving it to his discretion whether | President and the Secretary of War would justified in refusing to either 
the papers should be communicated or not, that they have not been communi- | House of Congress copies of papes and documents relating to the adminis- 
cated. tration of the Siy oe ss of War and the disposition of the troops, &c., for the 
On the 6th of December, 1866, when there was much irritation existing be- | reason that, the being disclosed, the two Houses of Congress might be en- 
tween the Houses of Congress and the Executive, the House of Representatives | abled to comprehend the reasons and motives actuating the Executive in his 
adopted a resolution directing the Postmaster-General to communicate to the | conduct as Commander-in-Chief. 
House information of all the rs removed from office between the 28th Reduced to its opiat form the proposition would be that neither the Presi- 
of July, 1866, and said 6th of mber, together with the reasons or causes of | dent nor the head of a Department is hound to communicate any official 8 
such removals, and the names of all persons appointed in their places, Ko. This | to either House of Congress which might draw into question in the minds of its 
command was, on the 18th of February, 1567, on with by the Postmaster- | members or of the ple the wisdom or fairness of his acts. But the com- 
General withont in the least degree questioning the right of the House of Rep- | mittee is of the opinion that in matters of this nature the Senate has little con- 
x cern with the reasons or motives either of the heads of De ments or of the 
Two instances occurring during the administration of President Hayes, under | Executive, but it has large concern that its own reasons and grounds of action 
circumstances when there wo) be naturally a disposition on the part of the | should rest upon and be drawn from the solid truth. The Senate, if it does its 
Executive to stand upon his constitutional rights, may be of interest. On the | duty and preserves the independence that belongs to it, must act upon its own 
9th of January, 1879, Senate passed a resolution directing the Secretary of the | reasons and judgment and not To those of the President, however valuable 
Treasury to transmit charges on file against the supervising inspector-general | they may be. If thetruth regarding the conduct of these officials and designated 
of steamboats and the papers connected therewith; which was also promptly | persons were known, the question for the Senate would be not what were the 
com plied with. reasons or motives of the ecutive, but whether the facts themselves, as they 
At the same session a similar resolution called for papers on file in the Treas- | took place, would furnish it with sufficient reason for giving or withholding its 
ury Department “showing why Lieutenant Devereux was removed from the | advice and consent to the proposed changes. 
revenue-marine service,“ which was also complied with. Another view of the matter is not, as the committee thinks, without large im- 
But it would seem to be needless to array er precedents out of the vast mass | portance to the public interest at this time. The President, in his last annual 
that exists in the Journals of the Houses covering probably every year of the | message and in connection with the subject of promt Sag Sing ordinary adminis- 
existence of the Government. The practical construction of the Constitution | tration of the laws and the selection of public agents from the arena of mere 
in these respects by all branches of the Government for so long a period would | party politics, stated: 
seem upon acknowledged principles to settle what are the rights and powers of Lam inelined to think that there is no sentiment more general in the minds 
the two Houses of Congress in the exercise of their ve duties covering | of the people of our country than a conviction of the correctness of the principle 
every branch of the operations of the Government, and it is submitted with confi- | upon which the law enforcing civil-service reform is based. In its present con- 
dence that such rights and powers are indispensable to the discharge of their | dition the law regulates only a part of the subordinate public positions through- 


duties and do not any right of the Executive, and that it does not belong | out the country. It applies the test of fitness to ap ts for these places by 
to either heads of Departments or to the President himself to take into consid- | means of a competitive examination, and gives a discretion to the com- 
eration any supposed motives or purposes that either House may have in call- | missioners as to the character of the nation and many other matters con- 
ing for su pers, or whether their possession or knowledge of their contents | nected with its execution. Thus the rules and regulations adopted by the com- 
could be applied by either House to useful purposes. mission have much to do with the practical usefulness of the statute and with 


i 

The Constitution of the United States was adopted in the light of the well- | the results of its application. 
known history that even ministers of the English Crown were bound to lay be- “The people may well trust the commission to execute the law with perfect 
fore Parliament all papers when demanded on Spa of the instant dismissal of | fairness 26 with as little irritation as is possible. But of course no relaxation 
such ministers on refusal, through the rapid and effectual instrumentality of a | of the principle which underlies it, and no weakening of the safeguards which 
vote of wantofconfidence, And the Continental Congress had for more than ten | surround it can be ye preg ee in its administration will probably 
itself governed the country and had control of all and records, not | suggest amendment of the meth of its execution, but I venture to ae that 
by reason 7 in the Articles of Confederation, but by reason | we shall never again be remitted to the system which distributes pene pot 
the intrinsic nature of vernment. The jurisdiction of the two Houses | tions purely as rewards for partisan service. Doubts may well be entertained 
of Congress to legislate and the power to advise or withhold advice concerning ! whether our Government could survive the strain of a continuance of this sys- 
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tem, which u .. MIDDAG res an immense army of 

claimants . to la 3 siege 2 — the —— 7 — 

time of public officers n abroad the contagion 

of their eee and fl filling the air with the tumult of their discontent. 
“The allurements of an immense n of offices and places bited to 


ve 7 
uent upon our pao ana the mania for office-hol 2 
its in . — would pe: so generally that pur- 


rtof aa ipl the 32 the} oe d 
0 nciple, the ‘or u andso! 
55 a : 


would be nearly banished from the activity of our party con- 
and cause them to erate into ignoble, selfish, disgraceful strug- 
gles for the possession of o and public place. 
eee reform enforced by law came none too soon to check the prog- 
of demoralization. 
rer One of its effects, not eno regarded, is the freedom it brings to the 
eee ve and sober men who, in fear of the co 5 
and atten: an arbitrary and sudden change in all heii offices wii 
Ea E a 


discharged for 
clerk discharge 


com) 


. Thus these p! 
poopie who desire government, 
its full ad peek 2 — 5 lete good faith f those 
van can only be gai rougi com o 
having its execution in And this they will pest Ange 
This highly important an valuable official communication in a resence of 
six hundred and forty-three ions from office would seem to lead to the 
conclusion that this number of the United States selected to 
be suspended and remo had been so derelict in the performance of their 
3 or — oat aed of such personal misconduct as to put them in the ry 
‘ic servants s deserving dismissal by the President and th n- 
e of th ee e . 
think that the common sense of justice an 9 that is so much prized, as 
we believe, by the people of the that in some way 
this y of men should have an opportunity to w the substance of 
their alleged misdoings in order that they may either admit their guilt or, deny- 
7777... ANA cos oe ee tae cones TADAA ok IIS Were 
h and w an up for the mere of O their 
timate z in pont pie that ¢ 


com: 
wor! 
the 


— — and al from office others less capable 

worthy might at once receive the honors and emoluments of their 

It is known to e Senator that, so far as the Senate has had to do both with 

removals — it has fora number of years been its prac- 
r or person was pasar for oe orappointment against 

us acc has been made which would, if true, influence the 


Senate is proceeding upon a false — . in such 8 it is high 1 — 
that its course in these respects should be reversed, and that h it should 
act upon such accusations without any knowledge other crn that derived from 
ws accusers, and leave the victims of such injustice to console themselves with 

— n that all parties are now engaged in an effort to reform the Goy- 
—— 

Why should the facts, as they may appear from the papers on file, be sup- 
pressed? Is it because that, being brought to light, it would appear that malice 
and m ntation and ury are somewhat dant, or merely that faith- 
ful . competent and honorable officers have been suspended and are peoa 


in this time of suggested reform and purer methods in 
government that for the first time it is thought important that the historie and ad- 
ministrative facts relating to the official and personal conduct of officers of the 
United States should be withheld and that the administration of the Govern- 


— should 8 with a secrecy and mystery as great as in the days of the 


Tho high apes and consideration that the Senate must always have for the 
executive office would make it reluctant to adopt either theory. 


the impenetrable veil remains, and as the committee is le to su any 
other solution of the riddle, it 1 — leave it until this veil is lifted and the opera- 
tions of the Government shall own. 
In this state of things the 9 feels it to he its clear duty to report for the 
consideration of the Senate and for adoption the follo resolutio BASNI: 
a — That the foregoing report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
to n 


Pantech That the Senate hereby expresses its condemnation of the refusal of 
the Attorney-General, under whatever influence, to send to the Senate copies of 
papers called for by its resolution of the 25th of January and set forth in the re- 
port of the Committee on the Judiciary as in violation of his official duty and 
subversive of the fundamental principles of the Government and of a good ad- 
ministration thereof. 

Resolved, That it is, under these circumstances, the duty of the Senate to refuse 
its advice and consent to proposed removals of officers the documents and pa- 
pers in reference to the supposed official or personal misconduct of whom are 
withheld by the Executive orany head of a Department when deemed necessary 
by the Senate and called for in considering the matter. 

Resol That the provision of section 1754 of the Revised Statutes declaring— 

“That persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service by rea- 
nes of coe, resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line of duty 

ri ser pein for 8 to civil offices, provided they are found to pos- 
— ity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties of such 
office ought to be faithfully and fully put in execution, and that to remove, or to 
propose to remove, any such soldier w. faithfuln: competency, and charac- 
ter are above re; and to give place to another who has not rendered such 


proach 
service ia a violation of the spirit of the law aud of the practical gratitude the 
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Territories: 


people and Government of the United States owe 25 the defenders of constitu- 
— liberty and — take the Government 
of which is y submitted, 


GEO. F, EDMUNDS, 
age J. INGALLS. 

S. J. R. McMILLAN, 
GEO. 


F. HOAR. 
JAMES F. WILSON. 
WM. M. EVARTS. 
— 
APPENDIX A. 


the Senate during the thirty days of the present session, being from the 
first Monday in December, 1885, to January 5, 1836, both dates inclusive: 
Whole number of messages received during at time. V 
—— 
The judiciary: 
ener bongo of Territories... 


Appraisers of merchan: 
Surveyors of customs 
Senn 


Examiners of drugs, Za 
Naval officers of customs. 


Governors Territories 
Secretaries Territories 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads : 
Postmasters.. 


Foreign Relations: 
Secretaries of legations 


Pensions: 
Pension agents. EREE STS NO ENEE C E 6 


Grand total of suspensions 
Grand total of removal. 


APPENDIX B. 


[House Report No. 945, Twenty-seyenth second session. Removal 
from office of 8 5 To accompany Senate bill No. 549. July 
27,1842; laid upon 
Mr. Garrett Davis, from the select committee appointed on the subject, made 

the following report: 1 
The select committee charged by the House to inquire into “the cause, man- 

ner, and cireumstances of the removal of Henry H. Sylvester, late a clerk in the 

Pension Office, with power to send for persons and papers, and to report by bill, 

resolution, or otherwise,“ have performed the duties assigned to them, an 

leave to report as follows: 

Mr. Sylvester having been removed by Hon. John C. Spencer, Secretary of 
War, your committee thought it was proper to notify him of their proceed- 
ings, and therefore directed its chairman to inform him of the readiness of the 
committee to receive any communication which he might desire to make to it, 
to summon and take the testimony of any witnesses he might wish to have ex- 
amined, and to invite him to attend its meetings. In reply, the honorable Sec- 
retary informed the chairman that he did “ not desire to make any communica- 
tion 55 the committee, or to have any witnesses summoned by it, or to attend its 
meetings.“ 

The committee then made a regue in writing of the Secretary to furnish for 
its use “a copy of the charges preferred against Henry H. Sylvester; also a copy 
of the order or letter dismissing him from office, and copies of any other papers 
in the Department touching his removal.“ 

In his response the Secretary says: The letter dismissing Mr. Sylvester was 
made a public record of the Department, and I therefore transmit a copy of it 
herewith agreeably to your request. There is no other paper of ar description 

ag your request, or relating to the subject, on the files of this 
is there any in my possession which is not of a confidential char- 

On The faithful 8 of the cosine devolved upon the heads of De- 

partments frequently renders it of essential importance to preemie as confiden- 
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tial communications made and received as such, and private honor as well as 
publie policy forbids that a pledge thus given should be violated.” 


This reply of the honorable tary evinces somewhat more of interest in 
this proceeding; and, though he argues his positions with great earnestness, 
your committee are constrained to protest against them, as unjust, impolitie, 
and immoral. What are they, but that the secret c! of concealed inform- 
ers, however false and calumnious in fact, and from w ver selfish, impure, 
and dishonorable motives made, even after they have effected the nefarious 
purpose of removing a faithful officer, who, indeed, may be above all exception, 
officially and personally, are still of so important and sacred a character that 
private honor as well as public policy“ forbids that they should be revealed 
to a committee of the House, raised for the purpose of investigating the cause 
of the removal of the particular officer. 

Are we under a d tism, where the best officers of the Government are to 
be struck down—by, y know not whom, and for, they know not what? And 
does the honorable Secretary imagine that he is clothed with the authority and 
executing the functions of a Fouché? That the House of Representatives 
the grand inquest of the nation, invested by the Constitution with the power to 
impeach every officer of the Government, and consequently to supervise all 
their official acts—is to be told, by a Secretary, that the causes and information 
upon which he bases his official conduct are of too much public interest and of 
too confidential a character to be disclosed to it? And this, too, when such in- 
formation may be Leche, ite falsehood, and when this official action involves 
the oppression of a subordinate and malversation in office. The committee do 
not doubt the power and the right of Congress, and of the House of Representa- 
tives, to rend the veil that covers these transactions in the Executive Depart- 
ments, to explore their most hidden recesses, and to drag to the light, and hold 
up to the nation every such case, in all its revolting deformity of untruth, tyr- 
anny, and corruption; but it preferred the position assumed by the Secretary 
should remain undisturbed, t itsenormity might be the more striking, when 
5 : ed in connection with the facts and circumstances attending the removal 
of Sylvester. 

The Copy of the letter dismissing Sylvester, as transmitted by the Secretary of 
War to committee, is as follows: 


“War DEPARTMENT, April 9, 1842. 


“Sır: From and after the 10th instant your services as a clerk in the office of 
the Commissioner of Pensions will be dispensed with, 


“Your obedient, 
“JOHN C, SPENCER. 
“Mr, HENRY SYLVESTER.” 


The committee then proceeded to take the testimony, in vying, of sundry 
witnesses, which accompanies this report, and the substance of which is: That 
on Wednesday, the 6th of April last, a Spencer summoned Sylvester to appear 
before him, upon the cha that he , On the Monday succeeding the con- 
firmation, by the Senate, of the nomination of Powell to the coas ip to Rio 
de Janeiro, in a public company expressed his belief that the gamblers had 
bribed the Secretary of State to prosate the nomination of Powell. 

Sylvester denied the truth of this charge, and added that this imputation upon 
Mr. Webster had been the subject of general remark and conversation in this 
city. Whereupon Mr. Spencer observed to Sylvester that he had nothing fur- 


otherwise provided for, wrote a letter to Hon. Mr. Bates, of the Senate, in which 
he denied ever having made this immputation against Mr, Webster, and averrin 
that, on the contrary, he had several times, and whenever he had conve 
upon the subject, defended the Secretary of State against it. He procured writ- 
ten statements from four gentlemen, showing that such had been his excul 
tion of Mr. Webster, in conversation with them, severaly, the day preceding 
and the day when he was said to have made the charge; and he procured Mr, 
Bates to wait on Mr. Webster and present to him as well those statements as 
his own letter to Mr. Bates. Mr. Webster declined to read these papers, and ex- 
pressed his full belief in the truth of the information, which he said he had re- 
ceived, that Sylvester had made the charge against him, 

The committee have examined Sylvester, and he swears that he never made, 
nor intended to make, any such imputation against Mr. Webster, but, on the con- 
trary, upon the faith of information which he had obtained, he repeatedly, and 
whenever he spoke upon the snbject, defended him against it, and all improper 
conduct in relation to the nomination of Powell. 

William A. Williams proves that on the Sunday morning succeeding the con- 
firmation by the te of Powell he and several others were expressin their 
surprise at the nomination, and some one having remarked that Mr Webster 
knew how it was done,” Sylvester denied that Mr. Webster had anything todo 
with the nomination. 

Geo W. Crump, chief clerk in the Pension Office; John T. Cochran, a clerk 
in the War Department, and Henry M. Morfit, esq., prove, that early on the 
next day (Monday), being the day on which Sylvester was said to have used 
the language concerning Webster for which the Secretary of War had ar- 
raigned him, in separate conversations with each of them, Sylvester had ex- 
pressly exonerated and defended Mr. Webster against this charge. 

Upon a deliberate consideration of this branch of the testimony, your com- 
mittee are altogether satisfied that Sylvester was innocent of having e or in- 
dorsed the calumn . Mr. Webster. His explicit denial and the evidence 
he adduced, and j$ established reasonably the negative, ought to have satis- 
fied both Mr. Spencer and Mr. Webster that he was guiltless; and his dismissal 
by the Secretary of War, for this cause, and in the manner of it, was unjust, 
capricious, and oppressive treatment, 

As an officer, Sylvester was experienced and capable, assiduous, and faithful; 
as a man, he was modest, respectful, honorable, and moral; as a political parti- 
san, he was neither noisy, obtrusive, nor intolerant. In all these points he might 
well be held up as an example to his superiors in place. The testimony by 
which his high personal and official character is sustained is abundant and 
most satisfactory. It is given by General Eaton, a former Secretary of War; by 
General Parker, chief clerk in the War Department; by Colonel Edwards, the 
Commissioner of the Pension Bureau, and by mp, ran, Rice, and Evans, 
clerks of the War Department. These men have known Sylvester long and in- 
timately, and, at the peril of their places, in their testimony they do him jus- 
tice, though some of them seemed to feel that, for this cause, they too ht 


be victimized. They all know full well that the most perfect knowledge and 
attentive performance of the duties of their offices, the greatest fidelity to the 
Government and the country, the most respectful deportment to their superiors, 
and the utmost rectitude of conduct and character,when connected with any de- 
gree of independence of political sentiment, however quietly and unobstru- 
sively maintained, pre no assurance of continuance in place. Yourcommittee 
know no portion of the American population which is more oppressed and en- 
slaved in will and spirit than the subordinates in the Executive Departments; 
none among whom there is more mental suffering, arising from a constant drea: 

of ey ase per with the petty proscription of some small tyrant, “ clothed with 
a little brief authority.“ by which they and their families are to be deprived of 
their ba cick It was the duty of Mr. ee and would have been fis pride 
had he been animated by sentiments of justice and magnanimity, to have pro- 
tected such a subordinate as Sylvester. 

It' would seem quite improbable that the avowed cause, denied and refuted 
as it was, Spon which the two Secretaries professed to act, could have rendered 
the ire of Mr. Webster against Sylvester so implacable. He attributes the deep 
resentment of the Secretary of State to these transactions. The brother-in-law 
of Sylvester (the Hon, Mr. Hubbard, of New Hampshire) became the security 
of Mr. Webster, some few years since, to one of the banks in this city, for up- 
ward of $3,000; and during the last summer, with a view to meet a part of the 
debt, Mr. Hubbard drew upon Mr. Webster for a sum of money in favor of Syl- 
vester, and requested him to collect and apply it according to instructions. Syl- 
vester undertook this commission for his kinsman, and, by note, advised Mr. 
Webster that he held such a draft. 

In reply, the honorable Secretary of State requested to see Sylvester upon this 
subject at his office. The latter attended accordingly, and yet a second and a 
third time, before he could obtain an interview. Mr. Webster then evinced his 
displeasure by discourteous and uncivil conduct, neither responding to the or- 
dinary salutation on the part of Sylvester, nor ng him to takeaseat. Some 
time afterward Mr. Hubbard inclosed Sylvester another draft for asmallamount 
on Mr. Webster, and importuned him to collect it. Declining to expose him- 
self again to such treatment as he had previously received from Mr. Webster, 
Sylvester indorsed it and inclosed it in a note to him with a request of pay- 
ment, but never heard after of the draft or the money. Sylvester com- 
municated these facts to Mr, Hubbard; and in December last be was directed by 
him to hand Mr, Webster's note over to Mr. Morfit,an attorney, for collection, 
with a proposition that if Mr. Webster would pay $1,000 the remainder might 
run for a specified time, otherwise suit to be brought upon it. An arrangement 

was at length adjusted by which Mr. Webster was to pay $1,000 on the Ist of 
January last at the merecia. k of Boston, and he accordingly drew for 
that amount in favor of Hubbard: but he neither had nor placed any funds in 
bank to meet his paper, and at maturity it was dishonored. Sylvester says that 
pamoka freely of these matters; and of this, he doubts not, Mr. Webster was 
formed. 

But whatever other reasons may have operated in the removal of Sylvester, 
it is not to be doubted that the ordinary one of making spa for a political 
friend and partisan had its full force. His successor is Mr. F, H. Davidge, whose 
name had been before the President for an intment since the 4th of March 
1841. John B. Jones, editor of the Madisonian, proves that Mr. Davidge had 
been writing for his paper, and that some of his contributions were on hand 
when he received this appointment and were afterward inserted; but that the 
President then requested him to dispense with the further services of Mr. Davy- 
idge as a writer for the Madisonian, which he did. Here is the mode by which 
office-seekers qual themselves for places under this administration. They 
come to this city and have their names thrown before the President for an ap- 
pointment; they commence writing for the Madisonian, under his surveillance, 
and, after having gone through the proper probation and established their fitness 
for office by nee stupid pan aren the President and coarse ribaldry 
upon the majority in Congress to be published in the court journal, are duly in- 
stalled into place. Is such the for which the offices of this Government 
were created, and such the principle upon which they are to be filled? What 
becomes of the message of the President, and of his proclamation through the 
Secretary of State against the interference of all office-holders in politics? ere 
is the potency of his emphatic quotation to them forbidding active partisanship, 
“Thus far thou comest, but no further?“ Mr. Davidge entered a novice into 
the Pension Bureau, and merely ente a portion of the duties which had 
been previously done by another clerk, Evans; and the only result of his labors 
is to relieve Evans of an occasional press of business; yet he receives a salary of 
$1,400, and Evans but $1,200, It appears, also, that a son of Mr. Davidge has re- 
ceived a clerkship in one of the Departments, 

r. Madison, in his speech in the House of Representatives in 1789, on the 
power of removal from office by the President, says: The danger then con- 
sists merely in this—the President ean displace from office a man whose merits 
require that he should be continued. What will be the motives which the Pres- 
ident can feel for such abuse of his power, and the restraints to prevent it? In 
the first place he will be impeachable by this House, before the Senate, for such 
an act of malversation; for I contend the wanton removal of meritorious 
officers would subject him to im ent and removal from his own high 
place.” The committee concur fully in the soundness of Mr. Madison’s opinion 
of the responsibility of the President for such an abuse of power,and they do 
not doubt that this principle applies to all officers of Government who are in- 
vested with the discretion of removing others. They believe that the honor- 
able John C. Spencer has been guilty of this official malversation, in Se 
Sylvester, and they would not hesitate to recommend to the House to impeac 
him before the Senate, but that he is in some degree excused by similar abuses, 
which have so often occu in the administration of the executive depart- 
ment during the last thirteen years. 

But the case of Sylvester is another of the numerous instances which warn us 
of the enormity and the danger of suffering the President and his Departments 
to wield this formidable power unchecked, and without the least effective re- 
sponsibility. It, with hundreds of others of equal atrocity, cries aloud to Con- 
gress to interpose a remedy, as well to prevent a vast mass of individual oppres- 
sion, as to uphold purity in the administration of the Government and the public 
liberty. The practice of treating all the offices of this great Government as the 
spoils of victory,” and, with the rise and fall of contending parties, the ejection 
of a large multitude of experienced, honest, and capable incumbents, to make 
room for needy mercenaries, who entered the political conflict withoutany prin- 
ciple or love of country, but impelled wholly by a hope of plunder, is the great- 
est and most threatening abuse that haseverinvaded our system. It makes the 
President the great feudatory of the nation, and all offices fie/s, whose tenure is 
suit and service to h It is because all those fiefs are at his sovereign will, to 
be confirmed or granted anew after each dential election, that the whole 
country is kept perpetually convulsed by that oft-recurring and all-absorbing 
event, 

Suppose the successful candidate for this high office had as many real estates 
diffused over this Union as there are offices of Government, those estates pro- 
ducing annually a revenue equal to the salary of each office, and he had the 

wer to bestow and reclaim them at pleasure, would not the possession by the 
President, of such vast means of operating upon the will and controlling the ac- 
tions of an immense number of the people of this country, scattered everywhere 
over it, fill all with a dread apprehension of the ov w of our institutions 
and of popular liberty? The President has all this tremendous power, in fact, 
and in the much more rous form of bestowing public offices, according to 
the provisions of.the Constitution and laws, seemingly for the exclusive good 
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of the people and to conduct the necessary operations of the Government. The 
extent to which it is liable, and, in truth, has been abused, some of the most 
powerful minds which the country has ever produced have delineated with a 
vigor.and vividness that must strongly impress the most careless. 

Tn 1826 Mr. Benton made a 8 to the Senate, embracing, in this sub- 
ject, which ought to be carefu ly read by every American. In that paper we 
find this powerful passage: The King of England is the fountain of honor; 
the President of the United States is the source of patronage, He presides over 
the entire system of Federal appointments, jobs, and contracts, e has power 
over the ‘support’ of the individuals who administer the system. He makes 
and unmakes them. He chooses from the circle of his friends and supporters, 
and may dismiss them, and upon all the principles of human actions, he will 
dismiss them as often as they disappoint his expectations. There may be 
exceptions, but the truth of the general rule is proved by the exception. The 
intended check and control of the Senate, without new constitutional or statu- 
tory provisions, will cease to operate, Patronage will penetrate this body, sub- 
due its capacity of resistance, chain it to the car of power, and enable the Presi- 
dent to rule as easily and much more securely with than without the nominal 
check of the Senate, 

“Ifthe President himself was the officer of the people, elected by them and 
responsible to them, there would be less danger from this concentration of a'l 
power in his hands; but it is the business of stateswen to act upon thingsas they 
are, and not as they would wish them to be. We must look forward to the time 
when the public revenue will be doubled; when the eivil and military officers of 
the Government will be quadrupled; when itsinfluence over individuals will be 
multiplied to an indefinite extent; when the nomination of the President can 
carry any man through the Senate, and his recommendation can carry any 
measure through the two Houses of Congress; when the principle of public ac- 
tion will be open and avowed—the President wants my vote, and I want his 

tronage ; I will vote as he wishes, and he will give me the office I wish for. 
What will this be but the government of one man? And what is the govern- 
ment of one man but a monarchy? Names are nothing. The nature ofa thing 
is in its substance, and the name soon accommodates itself to the substance.“ 
“Those who make the President must ＋ him. Their political fate be- 
comes identified, and they must stand or fal ether. Right or wrong, they 
must support him,” &e. All this was prophecy then, it is now history. 

In the year 1835 Mr. Calhoun took up the subject of executive patronage gen- 
erally, and submitted to the Senate a measure for its reduction, accompanied by 
a most elaborate and able report. Upon this branch of the subject he says: 

“It is only within the last four years that removals from office have been in- 
troduced as a system; and, for the first time, an opportunity has been afforded 
of testing the tendency of the eee, and witnessing the mighty increase 
which it has given to the force of executive patronage, and the entire and fear- 
ful change, in conjunction with other causes, it is effecting in our political sys- 
tem. Nor will it require much reflection to perceive in what manner it con- 
tributes to increase so vastly the extent of executive patronage, 

So long as offices were considered as public trusts, to be conferred on the 
honest, the faithful,and capable, for the common good, and not for the benefit 
or gain of the incumbent or his party, and so long as it was the practice of the 
Government to continue in office those who faithfully performed their duties, 
its patronage, in point of fact, was limited to the mere power of nominating to 

mtal vacancies or to newly created offices, and would, of course, exercise 
but a moderate influence either over the body of the community or over the 
office-holders themselves; but when this practice was reversed—when offices, 
instead of being considered as public trusts, to be conferred on the deserving, 
were led as the spoils of victory,to be bestowed as rewards for partisan 
service—it is oe see that the certain, direct, and inevitable tendency of such 


a state of things is to convert the entire body of those in office into corrupt and 
supple instruments of power, and to raise up a host of hu , greedy, and sub- 
servient partisans, ready for every service, however base and corrupt, Werea 


premium offered for the best means of extending to the utmost the power of 
ee to destroy the love of country, and to substitute a spirit of subserv- 
ency and man-worship; to encourage vice and to discourage virtue; and, in a 
word, to prepare for the subversion of liberty and the establishment of a despot- 
ism, no scheme more perfect could be devised ; and such must be the tendency 
of the practice, with whatever intention adopted, or to whatever extent pur- 


The remedy proposed, both by Mr. Benton and Mr. Calhoun, to reduce this 
inordinate power, was to pass a law repealing the section of the act of 1820 which 
limited the appointment of certain officers to four years; and also requiring the 
President, when he removed any officer, to lay the cause of his removal, at the 
time of nominating his successor, before the Senate, 

Mr. Webster supported this measure of Mr. Calhoun's in a speech of unsur- 
passed ability, in which he said: 

“I concur with those who think that, looking to the present, and looking also 
to the future, and rding all the probabilities of what is before us, as to the 

- qualities which shall belong to those who may fill the Executive chair, it is im- 
portant to the stability of Government and the welfare of the people, that there 
should be a check to aprons of official influence and patronage. The un- 
limited power togrant office and to take it away gives a command over the hopes 
and the fears of a yast multitude of men. It is paea true that he who con- 
trols another man’s means of living controls his will. Where there are favors 
to be granted there are usually enough to solicit for them; and when favors 
once granted may be withdrawn at pleasure, there is ordinarily little securitv 
for personal independence of character. The power of giving oifice thus affects 
the fears of all who are in and the hopes of all who are out, Those who are out 
endeavor to distinguish themselves by active politica) friendship, by warm per- 
sonal devotion, by clamorous support of men in whose hands is the power of 
reward: while those who are in ordinarily take care that others shall not sur- 

them in such agent or such conduct as is most likely to secure favor. 
hey resolve not to be outdone in any of the works of partisanship. The con- 
sequence of all this is obvious. A competition ensues, not of poina labors, 
not of rough and severe toils for the public good, not of manliness, independ- 
ence, and public opine but of complaisance, of indiscriminate support of Exec- 
utive measures, of pliant subserviency, and gross adulation, All throng and 
rush together to the altar of man worship, and there they offer sacrifices and 
pour out libations till the thick fumes of their incense turn their own heads, 
and turn also the head of him who is the object of their idolatry. 

“Sir, we can not disregard our own experience. Wecan not shut our eyes 

to what is around usand upon us. Nocandid man can deny that a great,a very 
change has taken place within a few years, in the practice of the execu- 
ve government, which produced a corresponding change in our political con- 
dition. No one can deny that office of every kind is naw sought with extraordi- 
nary avidity, and that the condition, well unde to be attached to eve 
oftice. high or low, is indiscriminate support of Executive measures, and implicit 
obedience to Executive will. For these reasons, sir, I am for arresting the fur- 
ther progress of Executive patronage if we can arrest it. Iam for staying the 
further contagion of this plague.” 

This extract is fraught with momentous truths, and some of the gravest of 

them are enforced by the 8 political position of the intellectual giant who 
n 


gave them utterance. W illustrates them, not less by his own lament- 
able example than by the phic vigor with which he has stated them, who 
can refuse to give heed to the solemn lesson which they teach? 


Mr. Clay also gave the same measure his earnest support, and, in the course 
of his argument on the occasion, he said: We can now deliberately contem- 


pes the vast expansion of Executive power, under the present administration, 
ree from embarrassment. And is there any real lover of civil liberty who can 
behold it without great and just alarm? Take the doctrines of the protest and 
the Secretary's report ther, and, instead of havinga balanced Government, 
with three co-ordinate de ments, we have but one power in the State, Ac- 
cording to these papers, all officers concerned in the inistration of the laws 
are bound to obey President. His will controls every brauch of the admin- 
istration. No matter that the laws may have assigned to other officers of the 
Government specially defined duties; no matter that the theory of the Consti- 
tution and the law supposes them bound to the discharge of those duties accord- 
ing to their own 3 and under their own responsibility, and liable to 
impeachment for malfeasance; the will of the President, even in opposition to 
their own deliberate sense of their own obligations, is to prevail, and expulsion 
from office is to be the penalty of disobedience!’ 

“The basis of this overshadowing superstructure of Executive power is the 
power of dismission, which it is the object of one of the bills under considera- 
tion somewhat to regulate, but which, it is contended by the supporters of the 
Executive authority, is uncontrollable. The practical exercise of this power 
during this administration has reduced the salutary co-operation of the Senate 
as approved by the Constitution in all appointments to an idle form. What 
avail isit that the Senate shal! have passed upon a nomination if the President 
at any time thereafter, even the next day, whether the Senate be in session or 
vacation, without any known cause, may dismiss the incumbent? Let us ex» 
amine the nature of this power. It is exercised in the recesses of the Executive 
mansion, perhaps upon secret information. The accused officer is not present 
or nor confronted with the witnesses against him. and the President is 
judge, juror, and executioner. No reasons are assigned for the dismission, and 
the public is left to conjecture the cause, Is nota power so exercised essentially 
a despotic power? It is adverse to the genius of all free government, the foun- 
dation of which is responsibility. Responsibility is the vital ede of civil 
liberty, as irresponsibility is the vital principle of despotism. Free government 
can no more exist without this principle than animal life can be sustained with- 
out the presence of the atmosphere. But is not the President absolutely irre- 
sponsible in the exercise of this power? How can he be reached? By impeach- 
ment? It is a mockery.” 

How is this corrupting and tremendous power to be bridled? All the great 
men who advoca! the measure of Mr. Benton and Mr. Calhoun, whilst they 
maintained it would effect much good, conceded it would be a very inadequate 
remedy. In the opinion of your committee, a more effective one would be, for 
Congress to pass a law 8 the limitation to office under the law of 1820, 
and requiring all officers having the power to dismiss a subordinate to furnish 
each person removed from office with the cause, in writing; and also to report 
forthwith the name of the officer, and the cause of his removal, to the President; 
and that the President, at the ensuing ses<ion of Congress, report to each House 
a full list of all officers removed since the preceding session, with the causes, 
severally, of their removal; and, also, that the Senate assert and maintain its 
constitutional right to concur or to refuse to concur in the removal of eve 
officer to whose nomination it has advised and consented. As to the first branc! 
of this proposition, there can be no doubt of the power of Con: to establish 
it by law. The second section of the second article of the Constitution provides: 
But the Congress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers as 
they think proper, in the President, in the courts of law, or in the heads of De- 
partments.’ 

If Congress were to pass, as it has passed, many such laws, thus vesting the 
appointment of inferior officers, it could prescribe a particular mode for their 
removal, and any other conditions that might be thought proper. The justice 
and sound poles of thut condition is undeniable, All offices are created exclu- 
sively for the convenience and benefit of the people; and, whilst none belong 
to the incumbent, certainly none belong the incumbent of any other office. No 
removal should ever take place except when the public weal requires it; and 
whenever and wherever such is the state of the fact, there is a specific cause 
why it is so. If there be no such cause, no removal ought to be made, as, inde- 
pendent of its generally dangerous and corrupting tendency. it might be both 
unjust to the individual officer and detrimental to the public service. There 
might be no cause, and yet one might be falsely assumed; wherefore, the oflicer 
exercising this power ought to be required to set forth to the person dismissed 
the ground of the proceeding, that he, knowing its truth or its falsehood, might 
have an opportunity to arraign his superior for an abuse of power, both before 
the country and Congress. All such cases ought to be reported to Congress, that 
it might know how a power which it had authorized was executed, and that it 
might correct and punish its perversion. 

Why should there be any secrecy in these matters? Secrecy is not an ele- 
ment of our system—its great and fundamental law is patie opinion; and how 
can this be wisely and justly formed, when the facts which are necessary to en- 
lighten it are concealed as State secrets.” It is only falsehood and corruption, 
wrong and oppression, that are sought to be wrapped in darkness; the officer 
who means and acts well dreads not the sunlight! There may be rare cases 
where secrecy in the removal of public officers would promote the public good, 
but the mischief and immorality inseparable from such a system will prepon- 
derate a thousand fold. 

The clause repealing the section of the act of 1820 which limits the appoint- 
ment of certain officers to four years, it is also believed, will be of great practi- 
eal utility. All thoge officers at the termination of that period are, by operation 
of law, removed for the President, without any act on his part; and he may 
commit the greatest improprieties in filling the vacant places, without incur- 
ring any liability for the displacement of faithful public agents. This regula- 
tion swells considerably his power, as it makes a great many vacancies with 
the certainty of the returning year, and subjects the incumbents more inexora- 
bly to his will than if the exertion of the power of removal was a preliminary 
operation. Such repeal would, besides,add somewhat to the permanency and 
certainty of the tenure by which office would be held; and such tenure should 
at least be as certain and permanent as the fidelity and fitness of the officer, 

But warped from some of its most essential and fundamental principles, as our 
Government has been, by the vast accession to the power of the Executive, the 
only mode by which it can be demonarchized is to return to that great conserv- 
ative principle of the Constitution, that the President by his single action can 
not permanently and absolutely displace any officer. He is made the depository 
of the executive power, and the wi executive power of our Government—not an 
indigested and vague executive power—not that of France, or of England, of 
Russia, or of Turkey, of this age, or of any past one, but as it is defined, estab- 
lished, organized, and circumscribed by our own Constitution; and he can not, 
without usurpation, wield one particle more. Our fathers conceived and fabri- 
cated their own edifice of government; they mixed and compounded different 
principles, but they made the structure complete after itsown order. The ideas 
attached to the phrases legislative powers,” executive power,“ and “‘judicial 
power,” as u in our Constitution, are unique, and their significance is only to 
be learned correctly as they are taught in that instrument. 

There are certain powers of our Government that are purely legislative, others 
pure erecutive, and others purely judicial; and there are certain other dea 
that belong to neither of those classes ; and because they are to be exercised by 
one of the departments, or a branch thereof, does not make them legislative, 
executive, or judicial. The House of Representatives may impeach officers of 
the Government; and, when the electors fail to elect the President, is to choose 
that officer, and yet neither of these acts is of a legisiative character. The 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, is clothed with 
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and action; they would exchange the trembling uncertainty of a ceaseless dread 


of the ession of bad men for a reasonable assurance that qualifications, fidel- 
ity,and decorum in office, would enable them to maintain their places. The 
President and the Senate would become what the Constitution intended 
should be—mutual checks—and both would then be subject to a proper responsi- 
bility at the bar of 8 inion, and be required to justify every case of re- 
moval, This would be a valuable immunity to inferior officers. 

When this reform should have had time to operate, and to uce its legiti- 
mate fruits, there would not be a great many cases in which it would be neces- 
sary to exercise the power of removal. Thesubordinate being no longer subject 
to the tyrant's law—the uncontrolled will of one man—he would begin to feel 
too much security and cherish too much self-respect to play the parasite and 
the pander. Rising with the consciousness that he now belonged to the country, 

d not to his o! superior, patriotism and a sense of duty would take the 
Pp of supple hypocrisy and venal man-worship, d TINEO POR tomark 
oficial feasance, both above and below him, each o r would beasentinel 
on his associates, because he would know that he would be rewarded, and not 
dismissed and punished, for the revelation of their delinquencies. Officers ex- 
ercising the power of appointing to inferior places, not being able to reduce their 
nominees to the condition of minions, would at length — to feel the prompt- 
ings of a sense of duty and a regard for their own fame, and look for moral and 
business qualities. 

The infamous spoils system, with all its abhorrent and demoralizing concom- 
itants, would be overthrown. The Presidential election—that moral voleano 
which breaks forth periodically in its terrible eruptions, and in the intervals 
keeps the whole country heaving and tossing in wild commotion—would be 
tamed of that excited and convulsive ene which menaces the overthrow of 


federacy, which has rendered the Presidential election not the most sober, well- 
ell-purposed act which this great ple 

general and wild conflict of passion Morsay é 3 an 
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t cause should be again es- 


le were 
to business 
than now, nor were our 
the preservation of public and private virtue in Government agents. It is the 
degenerate and demoralizing " spoils principle“ which has contributed more 
than any other cause to defile our whole system, and is precipitating us so rap- 
idly upon premature decay and ruin; and we must expel it if we would save 
our free and glorious institutions. 

The present predicament of the Executive power affords no argument against 
the truth of the positions we have assumed. The President came fortuitously 
into office without a party, and not himself occupying the position of a 34.4 
leader. 8 th the e ee had elevated him to the Vice- — 
dency and that which had opposed his election, he attempted the irrational and 
napone task of building up for himself a third one. This was an im i- 
bility, because the two antagonist parties constitute the entire ple, their co- 
liesion having been established by years of affiliation upon distinct and well- 
contested systems of measures, and 3 the President himself is very far 
from being a man who, under the most favorable circumstances, could gather 
together and forma party. The gigantic executive power of the Government 
is at at this time as near an abstraction, an ideality, Wee il- 
concerted and desperate attempts to make it racticall effective, as it is possi- 
ble to be; but its very repose and inertion will cause it, when aroused and di- 
rected by a capable man, to act with renovated vigor. The present conjuncture 
is most propitious for its reduction. The relaxation of pao prejudice and in- 
tolerance in a very sensible d u calmer and more impartial view of prin- 
ciples, measures, and men, and the total inability of the present incumbent to 
interpose any obstacle, except by the exercise of the veto, all seem to allure 
Congress now to attempt this reform. 

Mr. Tyler was a member of Senate when Mr. Calhoun introduced his meas- 
ure, his name is found among the majority of that body which voted for it. 
His public position has been distinctly that of an advocate for the diminution of 
Executive se. In his address to the people of the United on entering 
upon the d arge of the duties of the Presidential office, we find the follow: 
passage : “In view of the fact, well avouched by history, that the tendency o 
all human institutions is to concentrate power in the hands of a single man, and 
that their ultimate downfall has p ed from this cause, I deem it of the most 
essential importance that a complete separation should take place between the 
sword and the purse. No matter how or where the public moneys shall be de- 
ponasi so long as the President can exert the power of appointing and remov- 

ng mmander-in-Chief 


Se mer ep incident to the Presidential office, already great, is constantly in- 
creasing. Such increase is destined to Lane pace with our popeladon, until, 
withouta figure ofspeech, an army of office-holders will overspread the land. The 


ay destined to produce a spirit of crawlin 
which, in order to uphold the hands which them, would lead 
active interference 8 State and Federal, thereby subjecting the 
course of State legislation to the dictation of the executive officer, and 
making the will of that officer absolute and supreme. I will, at a proper time, in- 
voke the action of Congress upon this subject, and shall readily acquiesce in the 
adoption of all proper measures which are calculated to arrest these evils, so full 
ofdangerintheirtendency. Iwill remove no incumbent from office who has faith- 
fully and honestly acquitted if of the duties of his office, except in such cases 
where such officers have been guilty of an active partisanship, or by secret means, 
the 8 and er pense — 5 ee has yeaa ——— influ- 
ence e pu of party, thereby bringing the patronage o e Government 
into conflict with the freedom of elections. 

In his message to Congress at the commencement of the extra session, he 
again takes up the same subject and treats it thus: The r of appointing 
to office is one of a character the most delicate and responsible. The appointing 

wer is ever more to be led into error. With anxious solicitude tose- 
ect the most trustworthy for official station, I can not be. su to possess a 
personal knowledge of the qualifications ofevery applicant. Ideem it therefore 
proper, in this most public manner, to invite, on the part of the Senate, a just 
scrutiny into the character and pretensions of every n whom I may bring 
to their notice in the regular form of a nomination for office. Unless 
Leh way trustworthy are employed in the poue 
nlarity will inevitably follow. I shall, with the greatest 
in the decision of that poar: and, regarding it as wisely 
Executive department in the oink of this delicate duty, I shall look to 
its consent and advice“ as given only in furtherance of the best interests of the 


country. I shall also, at the earliest 
such 


invite the attention of Con- 
gress to regulate and 
control the Executive power, in refere: 


to 


deeply convinced ought to be corrected. I allude to the exercise of power which 
vested in the President, of removing incumbents 
with the dominant 


press that spirit of active aon the part of holders of office, which not 

only withdraws them from the sendy and impartial disch: of their official 

duties, but exerts an undue and injurious influence over elec 

the character of the Government, uch as it exhibits the Chief 

pang a party, through his agents, in the secret plots or open workings of po- 
itical parties. 

In respect to the exercise of this power, nothing should be left to diseretion 
which may safely be regulated by law; and it is o! h importance to restrain, 
as faras ble, the stimulus of personal interests in public elections. Con- 
sidering the great increase which been made in public offices in the last 
quarter of a century, and the probability of further increase, we incur the hazard 
of witnessing violent political contests, directed too often to the single object of 
retaining 1 Crs who are in, or 3 by those who are out. Under 
the influence of these convictions, I shall cordi Pegaso in any constitutional 
measure for and, ng, restraining the power of removal.“ 
These are just and sensible views, mixed up with a fusion of fine promises, 
and the country may hope for something from Mr. Byler when he proceeds to 


redeem . 

In conformity to the opinions herein set forth, your committee ask leave to 
report the subjoined resolutions, and a bill providing for the repeal of the limi- 
tation of four years to the appointment of certain officers, by the act of Congress 
of 1820; and that, whenever an officer is dismissed, he shall be furnished, by the 
authori dismissing him, with the cause thereof, in writing; and in every case 
where the dismission may be made by any other officer or officers than the 
President, it shall be his or their duty forthwith to report to the President the 
name of the officer so removed, together with the cause of the removal; and 
the President to report to both Houses of Con: „at its next session, all such 
cases, with the cause of the removal of each o 2 

Resolved, That the Hon. John C. Spencer, ee in having removed 
Henry H. Sylvester, late a clerk in the Pension is eee 
with injustice and oppression toward the said Henry H. Sylvester, and of cul- 
pable abuse of his authority as Secretary of War. 

That both Houses of Congress, and especially the House of Represent- 
atives, as the grand inquest of the nation, have a constitutional right at all 
times to free access to the Executive Departments of the Government for the ex- 
amination of all papers therein, whether regarded by the head of the Depart- 
ment as public or as private and confidential; and, also, to copies of all such 
ee from the officer or officers having their custody, as either House may 

uire. 

ved. That the power of removal from office is not expressly conferred by 
the Constitution, but that it is incidental to and derivable from the power of 
SPODU andis consequently to be exercised by such officers and branches 
of the Government as are invested by the Constitution and laws with the power 
of appointment; that a pona of removal belongs neither to the President nor 
the Bonato exclusively, but to both conjointly, and as incidental to the se 
agency of each in appointing to office; that as the President is clothed by the 
Constitution during the recess of the Senate with the full appointing power*to 
all vacancies occurring d such recess, his appointment to continue until 
the end of the ensuing session of the Senate, so he may during such recess exer- 
cise the incidental and correlative power of removal, to have effect for the same 
time, and at the next ensuing session of the Senate it is his constitutional * to 
lay before that body the names of all officers whom he may have removed dur- 
ing its preceding vacation, together with the cause, specifically, of the removal; and 


if the Senate do at that session advise and consent to such removal the said 
officer is thereupon absolutely and eee e displaced, otherwise he is, by 
the operation of the Constitution, at the end o session, reinstated in his 


office, with all its rights and privileges; and where the President during the 
session of the Senate decides to remove an officer it is his duty under the Con- 
stitution to communicate the name of such officer to the Senate, with the spe- 
cific cause for his removal; and unless that body advise and consent to the re- 
moval of such officer no removal whatever takes place, and he continues in his 
office as though there had been no such proceeding against him. 


The undersigned, a member of the committee appointed on the case of Henry 
H. Sylvester, concurs in the report of the majority of said committee, so far as 
it isa statement of the and circumstances attending the removal of said 
Sylvester; and he also concurs in the first resolution submitted by the majority. 
But, although he finds much to approve in the residue of the report of the ma- 
jority, and with pleasure bears his testimony to the great force and ability with 
which it is drawn, he dissents from it in the main, and also from the two re- 
maining resolutions and the bill recommended by the majority to the House. 
And particularly does he dissent from the third and last resolution in the report 
of the majority ; regarding it as asserting a principle which, if carried out in 

ractice, would virtually vest the entire power of appointment to and removal 
Foo: office in the Senate, and in fact the whole executive power of the Govern- 
ment, a result which, in his belief, the framers of the Constitution never con- 
templated; which is against the contemporaneous e: ition given to that in- 
strument, and which would, in effect, constitute the ate the rand 
dictator of the Executive, and end in that concentration of power in one branch 
of the Government which the faithful and vigilant patriot has ever feared and 
sought to avoid. The undersigned might go into an elaborate argument to sus- 
tain his views in relation to the subjects submitted by the majority, but he at 
present contents himself with the simple expression of his Me peg and his dis- 
sent from that part of the report, and the resolutions, and bill of the majority, 
to which he has above referred. 

EDMUND BURKE. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1569) establishing additional 
life-saving stations on the sea and lake coasts of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Vars; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
poes referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to Abbie M. 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1572) to amend an act entitled 
An act to provide a building for the use of the United States circuit 
and district courts of the United States, the post-office, and other Gov- 
ernment offices at Williamsport, Pa.,“ and making an additional appro- 
priation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1573) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of the public building at Reading, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1574) for the relief of Snowden and Ma- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1575) fixing the positions of assistant 
astronomers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1576) for the relief of 
Col. James C. Duane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1577) to amend the third section 
of an act entitled An act to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and 
Iowa Indian reservations in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for 
other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1885; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1578) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 1579) to provide for the sup- 
pression of the traffic in ee liquors in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1580) for the relief 
of Maj. James Belger; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1581) granting a pension to Gertrude K. 
Lyford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. 
French, pensioner No. 193391; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1583) fixing compensation of United 
States marshals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. 
Schenck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1585) to compensate 
Mr. Benjamin Smith for services in the Union Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1586) granting a pension to Marie Hol- 
lander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1587) in relation to the trustees of the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to John 
C. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1589) for the relief of 
J. W. Carpenter, pay-inspector United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1590) for the relief of John Scott; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. By request I introduce a bill; Iam in no way commit- 
ted to its provisions, 

The bill (S. 1591) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize a 
retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United 
States Army who have served for a period of thirty years or upward,” 
approved February 14, 1885, so that the same shall apply to the United 
States Navy; was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. * 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1592) to change the limit of ap- 
propriation for the public building at Denver, Colo.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1593) to increase the pensions of sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who have been totally disabled; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I introduce the bill by request, but from an examina- 
tion I am satisfied it ought to pass. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1594) providing for a new basis for 
the circulation of national banks, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 


Mr. BOWEN. In introducing the bill I desire to say that it changes 
the present basis of the issue of notes to national banks, withdraws na- 
tional-bank note circulation entirely, andsubstitutes United States notes 
on a basis of gold, silver, and bonds, one-third of each, with power to 
change the bonds into gold and silver at the option of the association. 
The banks under this bill will receive $1,000 in circulation for every 
$700 of coin and bonds, and as further security for the circulation a 
statutory lien is created on the general assets of the bank. 

I will say further that the bill covers quite a number of questions, 
some of which have been discussed during the session, and that I should 
like to have the bill laid on the table, in order that at some future day 
I may call it up and by the consent of the Senate address the Senate 
on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table await- 
ing the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1595) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Sedalia, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1596) to confirm to Emile Guerin 
and Cheri P. Major title to certain lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1597) for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) accepting from 
William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant objects of value and art 
presented by various foreign governments to the late General Ulysses S. 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 

Ordered, That the tion and papers of W. H. Whiting be taken from the files 
and referred to the 9 on Milita Affairs. Sel 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Mary G. Shott be taken trom the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. MORRILL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers with Senate bill No. 719, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 

2 That the papers in the case of the American Grocer” be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 
SALE OF LIQUOR NEAR SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ioffer the following resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and it hereb: 
structed to inquire into the ex iency of providing by law against the sale, 
furnishing, or keeping of intoxicating drinks in the near vicinity of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, in the D et of Columbia, and that said committee report by bill 
or otherwise. 

Ishould like to call the attention of the Committee on Military Affairs 
specially to this subject. Anybody who drives out of this town atany 
time, or rides or walks, will find the Soldiers’ Home full of a large num- 
ber of the old, broken-down soldiers of the United States, whom we are 
trying to make happy and comfortable there, surrounded by a cordon on 
every side—I believe really on every side and on every road—of dram- 
shops, where these poor old fellows are tempted in and all their money 
gotten away from them, and they get too much stimulant and are fre- 
quently robbed on their way back. I should like to have the Military 
Committee consider (as we have in many of the States and in many 
cities in respect of public schools and other institutions) the propriety 
of seeing if we can not remove those temptations a little farther away 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved the Senale (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in said survey during the year 
ending June 30, 1885, for distribution by said superintendent, 


MICHAEL J. HEWSTON. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the bill (S. 329) to increase the pension of 
Michael J. Hewston, which was reported adversely yesterday, I think, 
or the day before, be placed upon the Calendar. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] made the report, I think. I was not in the 
Chamber at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the order 
by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and 
the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further concurrent 
or other resolutions *’ the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill 91, Order of Business 201. I beg to 


is, in- 


state to the Senate, after a service of eleven years, it is a very rare thing 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1593 


that I ask a favor of this kind. The bill is simply for the extension 
of time of a railroad which could not be built within the time pre- 
scribed by the original act on account of the stringency of the times. 
It was reported favorably by the Committee on Railroads, and at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and I am authorized by that com- 
mittee to say that the passage of the bill will be approved by it. Lask 
unanimous consent that we proceed to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of Order 
of Business 52, the bill (S. 184) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, 
of Memphis, Tenn., which is the first bill in order on the Calendar, the 
Senator from Texas moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled“ An act to grant a right of 
way for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company, and for other purposes.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. While this is no doubta very proper bill, at the same 
time 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Kansas that the motion is not debatable under the rules. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object to taking up the bill now out of order 
for reasons which I think I can state to the satisfaction of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Texas to proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 9; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope that I shall have no trouble about this mat- 
ter. Ihave already stated that the bill was reported favorably —— 

Mr. INGALLS. If this question is to be debated, it is fair that 
both sides should be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Texas that the motion is not debatable. On a division no quorum 
has voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the question 
again? Several Senators have just come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the regular order, which is 
the Calendar, the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] moves to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 91) “to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to grant a right of way for a railroad and tel ph line through the 
lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary will call the roll. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] on all questions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. VEST] is 
detained at home by illness, and will not be able to be present to-day. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 

7 Eustis, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, rge, Manderson, Sewell, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Spvoner, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, ‘Teller, 

i, Gray, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, ike, Wilson of Md, 
Conger, Kenna, Pugh, 

NAYS—13. 

Aldrich, Frye. Logan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Allison, Hale, MeMillan, 
Chace, Ioar, Morrill, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 

ABSENT—22. 
Berry, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blain, Evarts, Mahon Saulsvury, 
Bowen, Fair, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Camden, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Stauford, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Vest, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Ransom, Walthall. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled 
An act to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through 
the landsof the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes.“ 
It proposes to amend so much of section 5 of the act approved August 
2, 1882, which requires that within one year from the date of the ac- 
ceptance of this act by said company as herein provided, the said com- 
pany shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a map showing the 
definite location of its line of road and telegraph as designated in the 
first section of this act, and shall complete the said road and telegraph 
through the lands of said nations within the further period of one year,“ 
that the time within which the road and telegraph line is required to 
be completed shall be extended two years from the date of the passage 
of the present act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BERRY. I desire to make a motion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask a question for information. 

Mr. BERRY. I yield. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Did the act referred to in the bill just pabsed 
originally provide any grant of land through this territory ? 

Mr. MAXEY. No. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Nothing of that kind? 

Mr. MAXEY. Nothing. 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILROAD, 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 1484. I wish to say in regard to this matter that this 
was the first bill reported by the Committee on Railroads relative to a 
railroad in the Indian Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that on a motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill at this time 
debate is not in order. . 

Mr. BERRY. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
1484. I thought the Senator from Texas was allowed to speak on his 
motion. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair called theattention of the 
Senator from Texas in the same way. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves to proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 191, being 
Senate bill 1484, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Kansas 
and Arkansas Valley Railway to constructand operatea railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. Lask for the STA p, of the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAWES 
February 15, 1886: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 90) “to 
grant to the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway the right of way thro the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” have considered the same, and sub- 
mit the Soovin rè rt: 

In the ge by Congress on the 5th of July, 1884, of the act “to grant to the 
Gulf, Colorado aud Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes“ and also the act to pao a right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway 9 
and for other Lied Foci > Congress asserted the right to make such grant with- 
out the consent of the Indians through whose territory such railways were au- 
thorized to construct their roads. The committee, therefore, without waiving 
individual opinion upon the right of Congress to make such 1 without the 
consent of the Indians, have considered that question settled by Congress, and 
have not deemed it of any practical value to consider it here. They have con- 
sidered the question whether there is any public exigency for the construction 
of the railroad contemplated in this bill,and what are the provisions proper for 
securing to the Indians through whose territory it is to be constru such 
pte 40 5 their rights and compensation for their property taken as will be 

air and jus 

The railroad contemplated by this bill leads from Fort Smith, in the State of 
Arkansas, across a small portion of the reservation belonging to the Choctaws, 
and a considerable distance through that belonging to the Cherokees, in a north- 
westerly direction to the Southern line of Kansas, ator near Arkansas City, witha 
branch designed to make connection with existing railroads at or near Coffey- 
ville, in the State of Kansas. The length of the road from Fort Smith to the 
Kansas line, at or near Arkansas City, is 245 miles; and of the branch to Coffey- 
ville, 70 miles. The line will form a direct connection between the railroad sys- 
tem of Kansas and that of the Southwest and make a direct and shorter line from 
the headwaters of the Colorado to New Orleans and the Gulf States. These two 
systems of railway are now separated for want of this connecting link. With 
ita macht wether through line from the Upper Missouri to the Gulf would be 
completed. 

The road is proposed by an association formed under the laws of the State of 
Arkansas by responsible men, able to build the line and directly interested in 
both the upper and lower connections. Itseems to the committee to be not only a 
very important link in this great system of railways, but to bealso inthe hands 
of such responsible men as will be sure to build and run it in the manner that 
will most contribute to the advancement of the public interest, 

The committee have endeavored to guard in the best way possible the inter- 
est of all parties in the Indian Territory likely to be affected by the construction 
of this railway. The bill provides, in case of failure to make amicable settle- 
ment with any occupant of lands through which the road may pass, that the 
amount of damage shall be determined by three disinterested referees, to be ap- 
pointed, one by the President, one by the tribe to whom such occupant belongs, 
and one by the railroad company, with an appeal to the United States district 
court at Fort Smith, Ark., or at Wichita, Kans., by either party feeling ag- 
grieved by the award of the referees. 

The bill also provides for a stipulated sum of $50 per mile to be paid to the 
tribe of Indians for the right of way through their land, and the right of appeal 
to the courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Wichita, Kans., by the tribe if the shall 
not be satisfied with this sum, The bill also provides for the A Sogo of an ad- 
ditional sum of $15 per annum for each mile of railway during the continuance 
of the railway, to be paid to the tribe in conformity with treaty stipulations on 
the part of the United States, There are provisions also in the bill for proper 
police regulations and the protection of the Indians of the Territory under the 
non-intercourse laws. 

In the opinion of the committee the rights of the Indians and the public are 
as well guarded as it is ible to protect them by enactment, and the bill con- 
tains a provision that Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal 
the provisions of the bill itself. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the billin a new draught. 


Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to knowsomething more about this bill. 
It may be all right so far as the Indians are concerned, but I want to 
know whether it is right so far as the people of the United States are 
concerned. I should like to know something about the charter which 
has been granted to this railroad company. Ishould like to know how 
far the road is to extend through Government land or the land of the 
Indians. I should like to be assured that there is to be no overcapi- 
talization of this railroad company. I should like to be assured that 
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it is not to be built on bonds sold to the public by various representa- 


tions which turn out to be worth a great deal less than they have been 
represented to be. In other words, I should like to be assured that the 
Government is now, when it grants a right to a railroad, to inaugurate 
the principle that that railroad shall be built for cash or its equivalent. 
I think that three-quarters of the financial trouble which this country 
now has upon it, that three-quarters of the discontent of the laboring 
people of this country and the poor people of this country, arises from 
the way in which railroad building and construction has been managed 
in the past; and for myself I do not, as a member of the Senate, propose 
to sit and vote for any more rai charters, rights of way, or any- 
thing of the kind until I am assured that a different style of railroad 
building is to be the rule in the future from what it has been in the 


We are asked here this morning to granta right of way through Gov- 
ernment land or Indian land to a railroad company which is chartered 
by the State of Arkansas. We know nothing about that charter, noth- 
ing about the ons of it, nothing as to how it is to be built, noth- 
ing as to who is to build it, nothing as to whether it is to parallel a line 
pact perp, ee e i to beconsolidated with it. We know noth- 
ing indeed of this railroad enterprise except that it has been chartered 
by the State of Arkansas, and that we are asked to consent that it shall 
go through the Indian Territory. It may be all right; but for one I 
can not legislate without having some more information than is con- 
tained in the report of the committee or anything that has been laid 
before us. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has no doubt looked to the right 
of the Indians, but I think somebody ought to look to the rights of the 
people in connection with this road. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the questions which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] raises are pertinent questions and are proper 
to be answered, and the Committee on Indian Affairs have endeavored 
to answer them in the report which has been read at the desk. The 
Senator, of course, listened to that report, but it does not seem to have 
satisfied him. 

I would say in reference to this bill that there are two systems of 
roads, one migra fg Fort Smith, Ark., which is on the southeastern 
border of the Indian Territory, and the other on the north, stopping at 
the southern line of Kansas and the northern line of the Indian Terri- 
tory. ‘These two systems stop at these lines of the Indian Territory; 
and if this road is built a distance of two hundred and seventy-odd 
miles it will make a through line from all the northwestern region, 
reaching as far as the Upper Missouri River and from all through the 
State of Kansas through this line of two hundred and odd miles in the 
Indian Terri to connect with the southern system of roads at Fort 
Smith, Ark., which lead to New Orleans and the Gulf and all through 
that region of country. 

Upon the map it looks like a most important link of railway, and as 
affo: an o in the southern direction for all the produce of that 


vast of country. I think no one looking at the map or having 
any acquaintance with the country can doubt the importance of such a 
link. 


The committee were satisfied also of the fact that this was a corporation 
under the laws of the State of Arkansas, with which the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, whois on the committee, is more familiar than myself, 
and I leave him to state the terms of the charter. It is in the hands of 
the men who have built both ends of the line, this long system at the 
north and another mat the south. There can be no association bet- 
ter able to build this road than the association which asks this ission 
to go h the Indian Terri That they desire to build the road 
in good faith must be assumed in the absence of any suggestion to the con- 
trary, and in the fact that they are very largely investors in the roads at 
both ends of this connection, which will be vastly increased in benefit to 
them as well asin benefit to the public if this road be constructed. 

The conditions upon which it is proposed to take this right of way 
from the Indians without their consent are provided for in the bill, 
under the idea that has committed itself and has settled the 
question of the right of eminent domain as it is called, the right to take 
property for railroad from this Indian Territory, as the States 
have a right to take 
endeavor of the bill is to take care of the rights of the 
much solicitade as similar rights are taken care of in the States under 
these circumstances. In my own State care has been taken. We 
have a general railroad law there; and very much after the manner of 
taking land for railroad purposes in my own State are the provisions 
inserted in this bill for settling the to the Indians for this 
right of way, with this difference: the bill enacts that they shall have 
$50 a mile for this right of way and an annual tax of $15 a mile as 
long as the road runs. That is to make it certain that they shall have 
what in the opinion of Congress is a fair price; and then it is provided 
in the bill that if the Indians are not satisfied with this $50 a mile they 
can go to the courts and in precisely the same manner that men go to 
the courts in all the States, so far as I have been made acquainted with 
their laws, and get, if they can, a larger sum. 

Then the Indians are protected under the non-intercourse law from 
anybody on the 200-feet strip of land thus taken from entering there 


t through the ere eee ae ported 
dian as 


and erecting shops for the sale of liquor or anything of that kind. 
They preserve their police laws over whole territory. The railroad 
poopie Jare ouy aba right to use it for railroad purposes and for no 
other. 

Ifit is conceded in the outset that the Government of the United 
States has the right to take the lands for public uses of this kind, I think 
that the other provisions of the bill should be satisfactory to those who 
8 most solicitous for the welfare of the Indians and for their 
rights. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire how much of this system of railroads 
is in the State of Arkansas and how much in the State of Kansas? 

Mr. DAWES. This particular ration itself that is to construct 
this road, as I understand, begins at Fort Smith, Ark., and ends at the 
Kansas line. So this is a corporation for the purpose of building this 
road, but although a separate organization, it is in the hands and for 
the purposes of the two main lines at each end of this road; so that, as I 
understand, this corporation has no road in either of those 
States of itself, except that the corporators themselves are corporators 
in the other roads. 

Mr. PLATT. What I want to get at is this: What system does this 
belong to? I hear a great deal about railroad systems in these days. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that ought to be satisfactory. We hear about 
the Vanderbilt system, and the Wabash system, and the Gould system. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not mean by any set of railroads 
owned by any particular man or men, for I do not know who own these 
railroads. I only know or think I know that here is a great system 
of roads—I mean by that here are roads, substantial roads, lying along 
a region of country which it appears to me from the map and from a 
very little personal knowledge—not worth much to me—to be of great 
importance to the commerce of the country. That is what I meant. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make another inquiry. This report 
says: 

The line will form a direct connection between the railroad system of Kan- 
sas and that of the Southwest and make a direct and shorter line from the 
headwaters of the Colorado to New Orleans and the Gulf States. 

How much will the line be shortened over the present existing line? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam unable to state, but I should think it would be 
two or three hundred miles around that corner of the Indian Territory 
to reach from Coffeyville or Arkansas City on the line of Kansas to Fort 
Smith, Ark. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The only road covering the section of 
country contemplated by the report would be by Saint Louis and from 
Saint Louis up, and would be a very much greater distance than that 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. The building of this 
connection across the corner of the Indian Territory would shorten the 
route from the western part of Kansas and from all the Northwest to 
the mouth of the Mississippi River and all the Gulf ports several hun- 
dred miles. I have not made the calculation, but it must amount to 
from five to seven hundred miles in all. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Connecticut will give me his at- 
tention, the points on the Kansas line are as if here at my finger, and 
Fort Smith, Ark., is here [indicating]. This road proposes to go across 
3 instead of around the two sides of a right-angled tri- 
angle. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not understand from the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts how many lines are proposed to pass through the Indian Ter- 


ritory. 

Mr. DAWES. This bill has reference only to a single line with a 
branch, striking several branches of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
Fé road, which rans down through Kansas as my fingers run here 
[indicating], striking different points and running out toward the Pa- 
cific. Two of those branches of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé 
road it proposes to strike by going across this corner of the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But how many other roads are proposed through 
the Indian Territory; how many such bills are pending? 

Mr. DAWES. As to that there are a great many bills pending. I 
think there are ten or eleven bills pending. The committee have re- 
only two of them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They have not acted on the others? 

Mr. DAWES. The committee have not acted on any others. The 
committee, if I may be allowed to express the opinions of the commit- 
tee, do not propose to authorize any body of men to go through that 
Territory under the idea of a railroad w the connections are not 
such as to 3 permanently and to an appreciable extent the com- 
merce of the country; but the committee assume that Congress in the 
action taken heretofore is committed to the assertion of the power of 
eminent domain over this Territory, so that it shall not lie between great 
lines of railway reaching from the Gulf of Mexico to the great North- 
west; that where there is such a railway on both sides of this Indian 
Territory stopped by this Territory from a continuous line, the demands 
of commerce are such that it will be im ible, if it was undertaken, 
to prevent its going through this Territory; and it is wisdom on the 
part of Congress and it is prudence on the part of the Territory itself 
to see to it that such railroads are properly authorized and constructed. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not understand that from the Senator from 
Massachusetts there was any response to one portion of the suggestion 
of the Senator from Connecticut. He has answered that part relating 


to the tection of the Indians, but I did not understand—if I heard 
itI to remember it—that there was any response tothe on 
edhe itperemaulbegs pet ai wel pOr OE S gan songs rin nited 
States in the allowance of this right to this road against adding stock 
and bonds as indebtedness of the road beyond the actual cost of its con- 
struction. I did not hear whether anything was done by the commit- 
tee on that branch of the subject. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee have undertaken to protect the pub- 
lic in reference to rates, both on passengers and freights, and have made 
stipulations in the bill that the railroad is obliged to conform to, and 
have also taken care that no rights shall be vested, no property shall be 
so vested that Congress can not at all times modify and control the law; 
but as to the particular question of issuing bonds, &c., the Senator from 
Arkansas can give better than myself the exact condition of the corpo- 
ration. 


Mr. VAN WICK. I rise to offer an amendment. I move, in sec- 
tion 4, at the end of line 23, to insert: 

And provided further, That mortgages and stock issued by said com hall 
not exceed the actual cost in money of building and —— said — 7 = 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This railroad company was chartered un- 
der the general law of the State of Arkansas, under which all the roads 
constructed in the State have been built, and which has been from 
time to time amendedas seemed to be required by the best interests of 
the public at large. 

For my own self, I imagine that when bonds are to be sold by this 
company they will be on the market like other bonds, and pur- 
chasers will be required to take care of themselves as they would in 
the case of the of the bonds of any other railroad company. 

As to what amount of money will be required for the construction of 
the road, I presume no company could undertake to tell in advance. 
The gentlemen who compose this company are the large stockholders 
in the Arkansas Valley Railroad, a railroad which runs entirely across 
my State from Fort Smith down the line of the Arkansas River, to the 
Mississippi, making a connection there with links to various ports on the 
Gulf coast. Others, stockholders connected with the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fé road, which touches the northern part of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, are largely interested in an outlet for their system of railroads, 
and wish anen tire route for the commerce of that country to the mouth 
of the Mississippi River. These are chiefly interested in the completion 
of this road. 

It seems to me that Congress would act unwisely in attempting to 
hamper them in the exercise of an ordinary business discretion in ne- 
gotiating bonds and getting the money on them for the purpose of build- 
ing the road. These gentlemen may or may not have money eno adn 
their vaults to build the road without borrowing. I do not know a 
that, but they are reputable gentlemen, capitalists of high ee 
They are in no sense speculators. They are gentlemen who have been 
connected with great enterprises, and against whom and against whose 
methods there has been, so far as I know, never a word alleged. 

I know the people of my State are deeply interested in theconstruction 
of this railroad. It is not the interest of the company alone, but it is 
the interest of all the people that they shall have shorter and more di- 
rect commercial connection with the people of the Northwest than they 
are now compelled to have by going around by Saint Louis, 

It seems to me that the adoption of the amendment by the 
Senator from Nebraska would be unwise and impolitic, and so far as I 
am concerned I shall vote against it. This bill is properly guarded in 
every respect, so far as I can see, and has been carefully considered. 
The law, as I stated a while ago, of the State of Arkansas is ap- 
plicable to this charter as to all other charters obtained in that State, 
and I do not know of any particular shortcoming in the law. It cor- 
responds with the general railroad laws of other States in every partic- 
ular, so far as I know. The provisions for taking care of private prop- 
erty are carefully secured in this bill, and it seems to me there is no 
reason why the bill should not pass as it has been reported by the 

tor from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nebraska must know that the 
amendment would not accomplish any purpose such as he has in view. 
Such a provision was in the constitution, or certainly in the law, of the 
State of Texas, as it is in other States; but when the Texas Pacific 
Railway was built the contract was let to a contract company, _ 
bonds were issued for the price of the contract. I state this merel; 
current history, and I have no doubt itis true. In that way the 
was evaded by making a contract to build the road for more than it 
could be built for, but it was one of those things into which no i inguiry 
could practically be made, because the question of cost is a very in- 
definite one, and it is not everybody who will contract to build a rail- 
road. My granger friend from Nebraska would net feel himself pre- 
pared to take a 5 build four or five hundred miles of railroad 
in as many days; it requires very much capital. 


The Senator from Connecticut has some doubt about this business. 


It is very true, as he says, that there have been great evils in regard to 
the building of railroads growing out of the fact that they have been 
built in unnecessary places and bonded to an extent which was entirely 
unreasonable. Sine aes to say, generally y speaking, that the people 
whom herepresents, and not the people of the West, have had great profit 
out of that class of transactions. The people of the Western country 
have been desirous for the building of roads, but the money must nec- 
essarily come from New England and New York. ‘The people of the 
West have generally been willing to pay the price, and I can say, I think 
without any fear of successful con’ there was no particular 
modesty on the partof New England people in fixing the price for which 

they would build these railroads, and so they have put on first-mort- 
gage bonds and second-mortgage bonds and income bonds, and 

ferred stock and second-preferred stock and common stock, and so on, 

Co., in such a way that the burden on the people of the West has been 
remarkably heavy. I should have hoped that we at least might have 
been permitted to say something about that first, rather than to have 
the beneficiaries of that sort of transaction reproaching us with it. 

Seriously, Mr. President, the addition of 150 miles of railroad to the 
125,000 miles now built and in operation in the United States is not 
going to disturb the labor market a great deal, nor any other market. 
It is going to put no very great burden on any laboring man or poor 
man, but will give him a little more opportunity to labor and to get the 
money for his labor. Unless we can extend our jurisdiction pretty 
generally over the United States in such a way as to control the rail- 
road building over a very large area of country, what little we can do 
in the Indian Territory in stopping building there would not have 
very much effect either on the labor market or the market for steel or 
other railroad supplies. : 

If the Senator from Connecticut is going into the labor question on 
this bill, I hope he will not give us a homeopathic dose, but that he will 
embrace within the purview of his operations for the purpose of affect- 
ing the labor question the entire railroad system of the United States, and 
make a drive at all the railroad building everywhere to meet the views 
which he has expressed on this occasion, and not keep the Indian Ter- 
ritory as an example of what he would like to do when it will have no 
effect in the direction in which he seeks to arrive at results. 

Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, I do not want to discuss this matter on 
the question of whether New England has done this thing or that thing, 
or whether the West has done this thing or that thing. Iwanttodiscuss 
it on broader principles. I do not want to discuss it specifically with re- 
gard to any labor movement. I want the Senate for once to under- 
stand, if it is possible, that the time has come in the history of this Gov- 
ernment when it ought not to allow fictitious railroad building any 
longer, where it can control the matter. By fictitious railroad build- 
ing I mean fictitious capitalization. 

If people in my section have put bonds on the market and sold them 
and built roads after that fashion so that they have cost two or three 
times as much when they are represented by capital as they ought to 
have cost in fact, and thereby an additional burden, a triple burden, is 
laid on all the peo w of the United States, or at least all who have oc- 
casion to support and that embraces pretty much all the 
people—I am not la to defend the people of my section. 

I do, however, believe that this subject is a wider and a broader and 
a deeper subject than the Senator from Kansas seems to think itis. I 
have no desire to stop the building of a railroad in the Indian Terri- 
tory; but now when the first opportunity occurs after I haveexamined 
this question carefully, as I have through the pdst summer, I am called 
upon to act in my place as a Senator, I am desirous that the Senate 
shall stop in what it has been doing heretofore. 

We can not regulate this matter of railroad building in the States. 
If a State chooses to charter railroad companies in such a way that the 
proprietors can in building their road capitalize it for twice, three, or 
four times as much as it ought to be capitalized for, so thatif any divi- 
dends are paid they are to be paid upon a capital twice, three, or four 
times as large as the public ought to pay dividends upon—if the States 
choose to do that the Congress of the United States can not interfere. 
If it could I would be glad to extend the action of Congress over all 
the future railroad building of this country. I would be glad if it 
were in the power of Congress by an enactment which we might pass 
here to have it provided that hereafter no railroad should be capitalized 
for more than its actual fair cost to build. I believe that no measure 
would so protect the saci in their interest as such a measure. But 
we can not do it. can not interfere with railroad building in the 
States. But when werare asked to grant aright to a railroad company, 
I think it is not only our privilege but it is our duty to understand 
how that railroad is to be built, whether there is a necessity for it, 
whether it is to be built with cash or bonds and unpaid stock, and what 
is to be the probable effect upon the people who have to support that 


If I choose to y to the Senator from Kansas in the way in which 
he replied to me, I might intimate that the people of Connecticut had 
had some experience with Arkansas railroads, and that they have not 
gotten very rich out of that experience either. 

Mr. PLUMB. What railroads? 

Mr. PLATT. Arkansas railroads. But I do not wish to discuss this 
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subject in any such temper or on any such plane, I have sent to the 
Library and obtained the statutes of Arkansas. I have had but a mo- 
ment’s time to Jook at them, but I find this: I find that any number of 
persons, five or more, may associate, and as soon as stock of a thousand 
dollars per mile of the railroad intended to be built shall be subscribed 
in good faith they may organize, and then they have at some future 
time to make a certificate that they have paid in 5 per cent. of that sub- 
scription. I may be mistaken in the examination of these laws, but if 
I am not, all the cash subscription ever required of stockholders in that 
railroad is 5 per cent. upon $1,000 a mile, or $50 a mile. If I under- 
stand—and I have had but a moment’s time to examine them—the laws 
of Arkansas under which this road is to be built, the only provision for 
the payment of any money for the building of the road is $50 a mile. 
What is to be the result? Bonds are to be put on the market; pros- 
pectuses are to be issued setting forth the great advantages of this rail- 
road; capitalists are to be invoked to sell its bonds; ple will take 
them if they have not learned too dearly by the experience of the past, 
as probably they have not, at a high rate. The road will be built by 
the contractors for the bonds (except such of them as may be sold for 
cash) and for the stock of the road; and what is the inevitable result? 
That this road, in bonds, in stock, and in watered stock, will represent 
when it comes to be constructed and put in operation twice or three 
times the amounts for which it ought to have been built. 

This little road perhaps is not of much consequence; but the assent 
of the Government to that principle is of immense consequence. I have 
learned this by anfexamination during the past summer upon the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, of which the distinguished Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] is chairman, Ihave learned by that investiga- 
tion how deeply this question interests the country. Of the entire cap- 
italization of the railroads of this country it is estimated that more than 
half is fictitious. What does that mean? It means that the great rail- 
road tax which the people of this country pay from year to year and 
from day to day is double what it ought to be in this country. 

I am not standing here in any narrow sense to advocate the claims 
of labor and laboring men. I trust my reputation in the Senate is too 
well established for anybody to suppose that I am a demagogue. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend from Con- 
necticut if, in the very interesting statement he has just made, he 
means to say that the investigation of the committee of which he was 
a member showed that the capital of the railroads, the dividend-paying 
capital, was more than half fictitious, so that the railroads were earning 
a percentage upon fictitious stock equal to their actual cost? 

Mr. PLATT. The statement I made was this, and it is backed up 
in Poor’s Manual, that taking the entire capitalization, bonds and 
stock, of this country it is double—I do not speak accurately, but I 
speak in general terms—it is double the cost or the value of these 
road 


8. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understood. 

Mr. PLATT. Now let me go a little further. 
question. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator added that it followed from that state- 
ment that the burden of the people in supporting these railroads, pay- 
ing them freights and fares, was doubled. 

tis PLATT. It may not follow exactly; but if the Senator will 
take any railroad in Massachusetts and study its history, I think he 
will scarcely be able to find one in which there is not fictitious capital- 
ization, by which I mean a capitalization over and above any cost of 
the road and over and above any fair valuation of the road. It is the 
rule of railroad building and railroad operation in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator too much, but I 
wish to say that while I entirely sympathize with his general views on 
this subject, and while there never has come up a railroad charter 
through the Territories in this or the other House for the last fifteen 
years to my knowledge in which I have not endeavored to insert 
clauses, sometimes successfully and sometimes unsuccessfully, for this 
security, I think the Senator does injustice tothe railroad system of 
Massachusetts, which is very carefully guarded. There have been, es- 
pecially in one conspicuous instance and in one or two less conspicuous 
instances, cases of watering the stock of those railroads; but as a rule 
the law of railroad construction in Massachusetts has been the actual 
paying in in cash of the capital stock of the roads, secured by very 
strict legislation, the absolute sinking by the original builders of a road 
of its entire original cost, and sometimes that has been repeated more 
than once in the loss of interest before there was any dividend on stock. 

Mr. PLATT. I see that my time has almost expired, Mr. President. 
I was drawn into this discussion on the moment. I can give facts and 
statistics which are a great deal more valuable than any statements 
which I might make upon recollection. Possibly the Senator from 
Massachusetts is right, but I think he will find when he comes to ex- 
amine the statistics that in all the roads there is what is called watered 
stock. I have been drawn into this discussion without preparation and 
without thought. I have been drawn into it in this way. Here isa 
proposition to grant a railroad a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory. It is taken up ahead of a hundred other cases which are entitled 
to preference on the Calendar. I have had no opportunity to examine 
it and examine the laws of the State of Arkansas except as I coyld ex- 


I will answer that 


amine them here at my desk; but I assumeif there was any such haste 
as made it necessary to take this up when a hundred othercases stood 
ahead of it which were entitled to preference, there was at least reason 
why it should be examined somewhat carefully. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). It is the 
duty of the Chair to inform the Senator from Nebraska that the morning 
hour has expired. TheChair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 194), to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schoo 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK, If the Senator from New Hampshire will for one 
moment allow me, I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the Senate passed this morning the bill (S. 91) to amend an 
act entitled An act to grant a right of way for a railroad and tele- 
graph line through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, 
and for other purposes.“ I do it forthe purpose of having both these 
bills put on the same platform; andif this matter should have been con- 
sidered in the bill hastily passed, I desire that an opportunity shall be 
offered to consider it and apply the same principle to that as to this, 

coe PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
ai gee By the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

Mr. MAHONE. I wish to modify the amendment I offered yester- 
day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is in section 3, line 
14, to strike out all after ‘‘schools’’ down to and including the word 
schools,“ in line 15, as follows: 

The number of white and the number of colored common schools 

And to insert in lieu thereof: . 

The number of white and colored children of the school age prescribed by this 
act for each county and city as given by the census of 1880, and the number of 
children, white and colo: ofs school age attending school, the number of 
schools in operation in each e e city, white and colored, the school term 
for each class, the number of ers employed, white and colored, male and 
female, and the average compensation paid such rs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia as modified. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to have it reported again, as 
I understand it is not the same amendment which was presented yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. MAHON. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam very glad the Senator from Virginia has modified 
his amendment, as the modification relieves it of the only objection I 
had to it last night. It simply calls for matter which is available 
through the census and through the reports of the superintendents of 
education of the various States. I see no objection to the amendment 
as it is now proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call attention to the provisions of section 
6. That section is in these words: 

Sec. 6. That the money appropriated and apportioned under the 
of this act to the use of any Territory shall be lied to the use o 
and industrial schools therein by the Secretary of the Interior. 

That makes the Secretary of the Interior the sole arbiter, the only 
person qualified to ‘orm any act in regard to the distribution or use 
of this money, under which he may employ teachers; he may build 
school-houses; he may employ general agents or special agents of his 
Department. In other words, he may take all that money for any pur- 
pose which he considers germane to the educational interests of any 
Territory, and there is no power to prevent or to limit in any way the 
exercise of any discretion that he may see fit to use. I think that that 
whole section is really an anachronism; that is to say, I think the ex- 
planation of the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday showed fairly 
that the committee, if its attention had been called to it, would have 
stricken it out. It is not necessary to the purpose of the bill at all, 
because section 10, which is the one that was referred to yesterday, pro- 
vides generally for the distribution of the money in the States and Ter- 
ritories; and thesixth section ought to have been stricken out, but the 
Senate voted otherwise. I now, therefore, move an amendment in order 
to take this power away from the Secretary of the Interior and put it 
where it belongs, by striking out all the words in line 4 and inserting 


rovisions 
common 


under the direction of the Legislature thereof,“ so that the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory shall have the same power with reference to this 
money which is given by other portions of the bill to the Legislatures 
of the several States. 
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I think there can be no objection to this, because certainly it will not 
be claimed that the Secretary of the Interior ought to organize an edu- 
cational bureau for the States or the Territories in his Department and 
carry on all the minutiæ of education in these remote communities, 
without any reference to the local desire, or without any reference to 
the local authorities. 

Mr. BLAIR. This matter was debated a little yesterday, and I sup- 
posed it was settled. The vote was substantially upon the question 
whether the Secretary of the Interior should have control of the ex- 
penditure of this money within the Territories, and, as the Senator has 
said, the motion to strike out the section was decided in the negative 
by the Senate. I would restate for a moment the strong reasons, as it 
seems to me, for retaining this power in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

In the Territory of New Mexico and in the Territory of Utah it would 
be very difficult to insure the application of these funds through the 
local Legislature to the equal benefit ofcommon schools. Ifthis money 
should fall into the hands of a Mormon Legislature it is quite apparent 
that it would hardly be applied to the support of the common schools 
which are being built np in the Territory of Utah against Mormon in- 
fluence, for the purpose, so far as they may have influence, of the coun- 
teraction of the system of polygamy. I think it is true that we shall 
have to rely very largely, perhaps as largely as upon any other influ- 
ence or power whatever, on the common schools, the effect of education 
properly conducted on the rising population in the Territory of Utah, for 
the spread of a sentiment which will result in the extinction of that 
crime. 

In the Territory of New Mexico also, which will receive under this act 
between $700,000 aud $800,000 in all, there are reasons equally conclu- 
sive why the control of this money should be kept in the hands of an 
authority which sympathizes with the general purposes of this act, 
charged, of course, to carry the money to the children generally, and to 
insure to them, against any adverse influences, local or otherwise, the 
advantages of a common-school instruction. 

So far as the other Territories Wyoming, Dakota, Montana, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho—are concerned, it is not a matter of any particular 
importance, because their Legislatures would of course appropriate this 
money in substantially the same way that the Secretary of the Interior, 
would be likely to do so at least; and yet we have retained in this 
section the feature of industrial education, and if anything is to be done 
in these rising commonwealths to plant that system of instruction 
within their borders, it would be better that there should be a central 

wer here at Washington to direct the expenditure which might go 
in several of the Territories to industrial education. 

In any view of it that may be adopted it seems to me that the pre- 
vious action of the Senate is wise, and it ought not to be interfered 
with. The section should stand as it now is. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire how much of an industrial school he supposes he could establish 
in Utah with the magnificent sum of $9,942 the first year and the sec- 
ond year about $14,000? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that amount of money, properly expended, 
would do a great deal toward giving instruction in some of the indus- 
trial arts in icular schools, or possibly toward the establishment of 
a school, if there should be suitable co-operation on the part of the peo- 
ple, which the bill contemplates in all cases. That might be worth a 
great deal. A little money goes a great way sometimes. 

But that is not the point so much as it is that whatever goes to the 
Territory of Utah, whatever goes to the Territory of New Mexico, 
should go to the common school or to the industrial school if it be thought 
best; and I do not think, if we pay this over to the control of the Leg- 
islature of New Mexico, it will be of very much advantage to the com- 
mon non-sectarian schools, and it certainly would not be wise to trust 
a dollar to the expenditure of a Mormon Legislature. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that the Senator from New Hampshire is not 
as conversant with the condition of the Territoriesas he is, perhaps, with 
that of New Hampshire and some of the other sections of the country. 
As I said yesterday, there is not to my knowledge—and I have a pretty 
thorough 5 of the Western Territories und there has not been 
in that Western country an industrial school at any time; and what is 
more, there is no necessity ſor an industrial school, unless it is ſor the 
education of Indians, and I am sorry to say I do not know of any that 
are being conducted in the Territories for that purpose, to any consider- 
able extent at least, and this does not apply to that class of schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question is whether the money shall be taken out 
of the control of the Secretary of the Interior and given to the Legis- 
lature. 

Mr. TELLER. Iunderstand that, but that is one of the arguments 
the Senator uses why it ought not to be put under the control of the 
Legislature of the Territory, that the Secretary of the Interior might 
desire to establish industrial schools in the Territories. He may desire 
to do so, but he will find no money under this bill to do it if he does 
so desire, and he will find no subjects for his school. There is not any 
portion of the face of the earth that needs an industrial school so lit- 
tle as do the free Territories of the Northwest, New Mexico included. 


The people there can find enough to do. They have got a virgin land, 
they have got wealth untold in the natural advantages of the country 
and the soil, and if they desire to follow trades they do not have any 
trouble. That is not the place where you need industrial schools; you 
do not want them, can not get them under the bill, and if you had mill- 
ions of money you could not induce those people to patronize such 
schools to any considerable extent. 

Now, as I understand the purpose of this bill, if it is anything at all 
it is to stimulate and assist the struggling communities who are anx- 
ious to do more than their financial ability willadmit, and the Senator 
proposes in all these Territories that the Secretary of the Interior, if he 
sees fit, shall run one class of schools and the government of the Ter- 
ritory shall run another. Why, Mr. President, there are counties in 
these Territories that pay more money every year for the support of 
education than a whole Territory will get under this bill. It is a mere 
pittance they are getting; it amounts, as I said yesterday, practically 
to nothing. Neither does it in other sections that are not Territories. 
Take the State of Colorado. I believe the amount she will get in eight 
years would be $129,783. The first year it would be $11,798. It is 
not enough to make any perceptible difference with the educational 
facilities in that section of country. 

If this money is to beof any valueatall, the little pittance that is doled 
out must go into the treasury of the State or Territory, and the local 
authorities must controlit. If you should give a million dollarsa year 
to the Territories it might be used under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior to some advantage, though I do not believe it would. 
I do not believe it could be possibly by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior with the discretion and with the judgment that it would be used 
by the Territorial authorities of these Territories; and it seems to me 
that nobody ought to object to the Territorial Legislature determining 
as to the disposition of this money. Let them determine it through 
their executive officers appointed for the purpose. s 

I do not know that you should make a bad rule for all the Territo- 
ries simply because there is a condition of affairs in Utah that may be 
objectionable. Iknow one thing; I know thatin Utah they have main- 
tained schools for many years and that they pay a large amount of 
money for them. I have no doubtthey teach the Mormon doctrines in 
their schools. I think the prevailing doctrine would be likely to be 
taught in any community where nine-tenths of the people worshipped 
in one manner. I think if nine-tenths of a community were Episco- 
palians or Methodists or Baptists or Quakers there would be teachers 
in the schools of those denominations, and there would be a Quaker ed- 
ucation or a Baptist education, whichever denomination predominated 
to such a great extent. It is not unusual; it is notastonishing; and if 
they do take in some heresies with their education it is better they 
should have it with those heresies, which they would get anyhow, than 
not to have the education at all. The attempt, then, to have the Sec- 
retary of the Interior distribute this money as he may, in some other 
method than that agreeable to the people of the Territory, will be 
simply to throw it away. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has spoken in so many directions and so 
little to the point of the amendment that I feel almost the necessity of 
saying a word to recall the Senate to the real issue, which is simply 
whether the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute these amounts in 
the Territories in his discretion or whether the Legislatures of the 
Territories shall perform that function. 

The Senator says he has no doubt that if it goes to the Legislature of 
the Territory of Utah it will go to give instruction to Mormonism. 
The whole amount that will be contributed to the enlargement of the 
borders of that institution, according to the Senator’s suggestion, if his 
desire is to be complied with, in the course of the next eight years 
would be $109,363.10. If the Secretary of the Interior distributes that 
money it will go to the maintenance of a system of schools under what 
are known as Gentile influences, which Congregational, Presbyterian, 
Methodist, Baptist, Catholic religious societies are assisting in main- 
taining in that Territory. It will have alittle tendency to break down 
the institution known as Mormonism, so far as it has any influence at all. 

In the Territory of New Mexico, to which I have already alluded as 
one that will receive under the provisions of this bill between seven and 
eight hundred thousand dollars—$708,220.88, to be accurate—it has 
been a matter of complaint for many years on the part of the superin- 
tendent of education and those interested in the establishment of the 
common schools proper, not connected with or under the influence of 
any religious organization or any sectarian institution, that it was im- 
possible to maintain the common schools by the local action. If this 
amendment should prevail between seven and eight hundred thousand 
dollars would be substantially placed at the disposal of those who main- 
tain a certain class of religious schools, when section 2 of the bill pro- 
hibits the payment of any of this money to the maintenanceof schools 
of a sectarian character. To give control of the fund that goes to New 
Mexico to anybody likely to take it save the Secretary of the Interior, 
would be to appropriate that amount to the maintenance, in practice at 
least, of sectarian schools. 

I have received many letters and strong representations from that 
Territory from time to time, the most recent of which is a letter that 
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T will now read, written to me by the superintendent of schools of one 
of the counties of the Territory. 


Las Veeas, N. MEX., January 13, 1886. 


throw some ton the condition of the newiy U public 
Is of country and 1 in the passage of your educational bill, for which 
we all so heartily pray. Our school population is quite large, but thinly distrib- 
uted over a large area of country, and not being a State, the lands set apart for 
school are of no use to us at present, hence the great disadvantage 
under w. we now labor. Again hoping your educational bill may become 


law during this 
sir, your obedient servant, 


I am, hono: 
W. G. KOOGLER, 
Superintendent 


Hon. Hexry W. BLAIR, of Schools, 
United States 


Senator. 

I hope that this section may not be changed. I care very little about 
the word ‘‘industrial,’’ as I said yesterday, but the power should re- 
main with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator who has this bill in and who is 
the father of it, announces unequivocally that the purpose of this bill 
is to maintain in certain portions of the country sectarian schools. I 
am astonished at that, for I had supposed the bill proceeded upon an 
entirely different idea. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have made no statement of that kind. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly the Senator did. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator misunderstood me. I said the amount 
provided for Utah would go to the system of common schools, to the 
maintenance of which various religious societies made contributions. 

Mr. TELLER. The honorable Senator knows very well that the 
schools to which he referred are sectarian schools. They are church 
schools supported by the churches and not bylaw. He now 
that the Secre of the Interior shall appropriate this money in Utah 
for the purpose of supporting schools which he knows that at least nine- 
tenths of the children will not attend. He proposes also that in the 
Territory of New Mexico, where it happens that the great bulk of the 
people are Roman Catholics, other schools shall be there maintained of 
the same character, I suppose. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is laboring under a mistake. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not laboring under any mistake. That is the 
logic of the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator 

Mr. TELLER. Idecline to be interrupted. TheSenator has had a 
great deal of time and he can speak again after I conclude. 

That is the logic of the Senator’s position, that the Territory of New 
Mexico is not to have charge of this fund, that it is to be taken in charge 
by somebody outside of the Territory, because the Territory of New 
Mexico, controlled by a certain class of religionists, is not capable and 
competent to take charge of the educational interests in that Territory. 

Mr. President, I am free to admit that in the Territory of New Mexico, 
settled largely by people of the Latin race, people who have not such 
a love for learning and for liberty as the Anglo-Saxon, there has been 
very little done in the way of education; but I had supposed that this 
bill was for the purpose of inciting and stimulating the legislative de- 
partment of that Territory to do better and greater things in the cause 
of education; but now, if I understand the Senator aright—and I am 
bound to suppose that he means just what he says—these schools are 
to be outside of that authority, there are to be two of schools 
in the Territory of New Mexico, two systems in the Territory of Utah, 
two systems in the Territory of Montana, in Idaho, and in other re- 
gions, if the Secretary of the Interior is not satisfied with the manage- 
ment and the condition of the publie schools. We have the power, 
undoubtedly, to do that. I have no doubt we could establish separate 
national schools in all the Territories. Nobody doubts that. What- 
ever may be the power in the States, we may do it in the Territories; 
but is it wise to do it? Certainly not with the pittance that this bill 


ves. 

I think these States and Territories should be put on an equal footing. 
If you trust the States you ought to trust the Territories. They are 
but embryo States, and it will not do to say that the class of people in 
charge and control, a religious body in either or in all the Territories, 
will not carry out the act in good faith. You might say the same thing 
of peoplein other sections of thecountry. Ithas been doubted whether 
it will be carried ont in good faith inothersections. The Senator pro- 
ceeds upon the theory, as I understand, and so do all the friends of the 
bill, that you must trust the people and must submit to them and de- 
pend upon their honesty to carry out the provisions of this law. I am 
in favor of applying to the Territories exactly the same rule which is ap- 
plied to the States. They are but embryo States, soon to be States in 
fact, and most of them are as well governed and as well managed and 
the people as capable of good and great things as they are in the States. 
They are not dependencies of ours, to be treated as Great Britain treats 
her dependencies. They are part and parcel of our own people, with 
the same aspirations, the same hopes, and the same influences dictating 
and guiding them, and I think, if I except New Mexico, there can be 
no complaint made of the Territories with reference to the educational 
facilities that they are giving to their own people. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to say one word. The Senator from Colorado 


does know—I assume that he knows it because he has been Secretary 

of the Interior—that there are two classes of schools in Utah and New 

Mexico to-day, and he undoubtedly does know that if this matter is 
placed in the hands of the Legislatures of these two Territories all that 
goes to Utah will go to Mormonism, and all or probably all that goes 
to New Mexico will reach the parochial instead of the common schools 
by indirection. I undertake to say that it is no disparagement of the 
inhabitants of the Territories, no mi tation of the general wish 

of the population in the Territories, those two at least, that this money 

should be used in such a way as to promote the cause of non-sectarian 

common schools. If this section stands as it is, that result will be at- 
tained. Ifthe money is put in the hands of the local Legislature, it is 

very certain what the result will be in a portion of the Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not suppose there would be the slightest ob- 
jection to this amendment, and it seems to me now that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has obscured his usual good judgment by his 
determination to keep this bill exactly as it came from the committee, 
in some way committing himself to its terms without due regard, I 
think, for its substance. Ido not believe that anybody would ever 
have seriously proposed that the entire subject of education in a Terri- 
tory should be committed to the Secretary of the Interior. 

The Senator makes some point about Utah and about New Mexico. 
I think the point in regard to New Mexico is entirely wide of the mark. 
But take Utah. Should Dakota, with one-half a million people, with 
fully 600,000, be punished because of the delinquency of the people of 
Utah? How about the Territory of Washington with 150,000 people, 
and the Territories of Wyoming and Montana, and so on? It seems to 
me that the Territory of Washington ought to appeal to my friend, be- 
cause in Washington they have female suffrage; and does he want to 
take away from the virtuousand recently enfranchised women of Wash- 
ington ‘Territory the right to control the common-school system of that 

t area? 

Mr. President, there is no limit on the power of the Secretary of the 
Interior under this provision. It may be used—I do not say that it 
would be so, but it might be used—for very improper purposes in con- 
nection with the administration of affairsin a Territory. It might be 
made, in the hands of an indifferent or ee Secretary of the 
Interior, a very powerful political weapon. is to limit the exer- 
cise of his discretion? How many superintendents may he appoint for 
schools? How many special 1 How many books of a certain 
kind may he buy? There is lutely no limit to what he can do 
under the provision of this section, and I appeal to the Senators on the 
Democratic side of this Chamber who are actively aiding the passage of 
this bill because its passage gives to their States great sums beyond the 
proportion which they pay into the national Treasury in the shape of 
taxes, if they want a power of this kind committed to the Secretary of 
the Interior, whether he be a Democrat or whether he be a Republican. 

If the people of the Territory of Dakota can be trusted to vote money 
to be paid by the tax-payers, who elect the Legislature, for the purposes 
of schools as well as for all other p of government—if they can 
be trusted in fact with all or nearly all the great functions of legisla- 
tion, why can they not be trusted to expend the little pittance they 
will get—only a few thousand dollars a year—a mere bagatelle com- 
pared with that which the Legislature levies on the people of that Ter- 
ritory for the same purpose? Take even Utah. So long as we commit 
to the people of Utah the power of local self-government, the erection 
and care and maintenance of schools, and the levy of taxes for all other 
purposes connected with that government, except payment of the Fed- 
eral officials, why can we not trust them also with the expenditure of 
a small sum of money annually to be derived from the national Treas- 
ury for the purposes of education? 

Mr. President, if there is to be an exception made, why not say that 
we except Utah and provide some other method of distribution in re- 
gard to that Territory? Why take these great commonwealths of Da- 
kota and Montana and Washi and New Mexico, having popu- 
lation enough to be admitted to this floor and being equipped in all 
essential particulars as well for the rmance of the functions of 
self-government as the people of any State in this Union, and say that 
they shall not have the same control over money that comes from the 
Federal that Louisiana and Arkansas and Alabama and 
Indiana have; but that in their case it shall be committed to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who may build school-houses and employ 
teachers and buy school-books and intrude his personality into every 
single thing that concerns the schools, notwithstanding the fact that a 
portion of them may be kept up by taxes levied by the people of the 
Territories themselves? 

If anything were lacking to show that there is some undercurrent, 
some hidden purpose in connection with this bill, if it does not make 
itself apparent on the face of it it is the strenuous advocacy by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire of this most us provision. Nothing 


could be more insulting to the people of these Territories than this pro- 
vision, nothing could be wider apart from that which is due to them, 
and nothing could be a more unusual and unwise deposit of power than 
to give to the Secretary of the Interior this authority to intrude him- 
self into the affairs of these different commonwealths in regard to this 
sacred cause of education without any attempt to limit his discretion. 
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The time has been when if a provision of this kind appeared in a bill 
proposed for action here every Senator who sat on one side of the Cham- 
ber would haye said that it was simply intended fora political purpose, 
and was done for the purpose of putting the Territories of the United 
States into direct relations with the party then controlling the Govern- 
ment. It would have been said freely that such was the purpose and 
that it could have been the only purpose for inserting such a provision 
as that in this or any other bill. I make no such charge; but I say that 
the fact that these words are here, and that the suggestion that the Legis- 
latures of these Territories shall have power to control this money is re- 
sisted by the putative father of this bill, is to my mind abundant 
evidence that he has something concealed which, if it were known, 
would make the bill a little less ble than it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
propos, by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

r. DOLPH. I have not been present during all the debate on this 
bill, but if there have been no amendments made to it, I do not see how 
this amendment helps it very much. 

If Senators will refer to the last clause of section 4, they will find 
that it is provided that this money ‘‘shall be paid over to such officers 
as shall be authorized by the laws of the respective States and Terri- 
tories to receive the same.“ There is an express provision as to what 
shall be done with this money when it is drawn from the Treasury, an 
express provision that it shall be paid over to the officer of the State or 
Territory who is charged with the disbursement of funds for the sup- 
port of schools. 

Then when we come to section 6, and in contradiction of the provision 
which I have quoted from section 4, section 6 provides that this fund 
shall be applied to the use of common and industrial schools“ in the 
Territories by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Then we come to section 10, and we find a provision that the fund 
shall be used only for common schools, not sectarian in character, in 
the school districts of the several States and Territories.“ 

Then, passing to section 11, we find that it is provided that no sec- 
ond or subsequent allotment shall be made under this act to any State 
or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall first 
file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, 
giving a detailed account of the payments or disbursements made of the 
school fand apportioned to his State or Territory and received by the 
State or Territorial treasurer or officer under this act. 

Taking all four of these sections together, each one contradicts the 
other as to the manner in which the fund shall be disbursed. Nowthe 
Senator from Kansas p to make a new provision contradicting all 
these others, proposing that this fund in the Territories shall be ap- 
plied under the direction of the Legislature, so that if that should be 
incorporated in this bill and the bill should become a law we shall have 
a provision that this money shall be paid over to the officer in the Ter- 
ritory charged with the disbursement of school funds, the treasurer or 
school superintendent, and then we shall have another provision that 
in the Territories it shall be disbursed by the Legislature, then another 
provision that the governor shall make a report of the manner in which 
the funds have been disbursed which have been turned over by the 
General Government to the Territorial treasurer or superintendent of 
schools or other officer charged with the disbursement of school funds! 
So it seems to me that instead of making this bill harmonious, it is 
made still more contradictory by this amendment. 

It seems to me that we must either leave this fund appropriated for 
the Territories to be disbursed by the Territorial officers elected and 
qualified for that purpose or it must be disbursed by the Secretary of 
the Interior. Both can not doit. It ought to be disbursed the same 
as the fund is required to be disbursed in the States. Itought to be 
apportioned between the various counties of the State or Territory and 
between the various school districts in the county in accordance with 
the number of children of school age in those districts and in those 
counties. There is no other satisfactory rule for the disbursement of 
this money which can be adopted which can be enforced by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior or by Congress after the bill is 

But I do not see any provision in the bill that is adapted for that pur- 
pose. Suppose this money is to be disbursed in the Territories by the 
Secretary of the Interior and to be divided between common schools and 
industrial schools. As I said yesterday, so far as I know industrial 
schools are not established and maintained under any general law pro- 
viding for their maintenance and their support. How is the Secretary 
of the Interior to divide this fand between common schools and indus- 
trial schools? Is his decision not to be subject to review or is his appor- 
tionment not to be controlled by law? Is it to be arbitrary, according 
to his own discretion? May he give 99 cents on every dollar of money 
appropriated for a Territory to industrial schools and the balance to 
common schools? 

I can not see how such a method can be put in force, how it is prac- 
ticable to make a division of this fund under any such loose provision as 
that. I think the money which is appropriated should be appropriated 
to the States and Territories in accordance with some rule to be pre- 
scribed in the act itself; it should be apportioned between the various 
counties and school districts in accordance with some rule to be pre- 
scribed in the act, and not according to the discretion of any executive 


officer. There ought to be a suitable provision in the bill for retaining 
any future installments of the money proposed to be appropriated in 
case there is a failure to divide the money and to expend it according 
to the provisions of the bill. 

In regard to Alaska Territory, as I said yesterday, I do not think that 
Alaska is a Territory within the meaning of this act. I see the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] present, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, who reported the Alaska bill of last year; and as 
I recollect, either in the report or in his remarks, he said, We have not 
called this a Territory; we have called it a District,’’ and the sugges- 
tion was made that it would not come within the category of the other 
Territories of the United States. If it is intended that the bill shall 
apply to Alaska, I think there ought to be aspecial provision for it, and 
in due time I shall offer an amendment for that purpose, making it ap- 
plicable to Alaska. Then the proportion which Alaska receives ought 
to be disbursed by the Secre of the Interior, and it ought to be dis- 
bursed for industrial schools, use those are the principal schools 
that are in force there, and it ought to be disbursed in the same manner 
as other appropriations which have been made for schools in Alaska or 
which shall hereafter be made for that purpose; and Alaska ought to be 
made an exception to the States and all the other Territories. As I 
said, when the opportunity comes I shall offer an amendment to that 
effect in regard to Alaska Territory. 

So far as the pending amendment is concerned, it only seems to me to 
put another contradictory statement in the bill by providing that the 
Legislature shall determine the expenditure of this money, whereas in 
another portion of the bill it is provided that it shall be paid over to 
the Territorial officers appointed by law. 

Mr. PLUMB. As I understand the position of the Senator from Ore- 
gon, I think he is entirely wide of the mark. Section 4 provides for 
the deposit of this money. It does not provide for its expenditure at 
all. Section 6 poraa that the money shall be actually applied by 
the Secretary of the Interior. Whether he shall confide it to the offi- 
cers of the Territory with whom the money may be deposited or other- 
wise is one of those things that he himself may probably decide; but 
there is nowhere any provision authorizing any officer of a Territory to 
expend this money except it may be directed by the Legislature of the 
State or Territory. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would it be any more an application of the money 
for the Secretary of the Interior to pay it over to the Territorial treas- 
urer than it would be an application of the money for the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay it over to the treasurer of a State authorized to re- 
ceive it? Is what is intended in section 6 by the application of this 
money to the schools by the Secretary of the Interior simply that it 
shall be paid over to an officer of the State? I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that I understand the purpose of the 
Senator’s question; but in section 6 the Secretary is directed to apply 
the money to the use of the common and industrial schools. ‘That is 
an absolute provision which gives him control of the money, in the 
school-house, if necessary, in the detailed expenditure of it for all the 
purposes of schools. Is not that so? 

Mr.DOLPH. That is so; but could he control that detailed expend- 
iture of money after he had paid it over under another section to the 
treasurer of the Territory, after it had out of his power? 

Mr. PLUMB. But suppose he should refuse to apply it to industrial 
schools. Section 10 does not provide for industrial schools at all. Sup- 
pose the Secretary of the Interior simply says then, I will exercise 
that power about which there can be no controversy whatever; it is 
my right to apply it to industrial schools; I shall not give it to the com- 
mon schools of Dakota, but I shall give it to a superintendent whom I 
shall employ, and a teacher whom I shall employ, and I will provide 
industrial-school houses, and so on, and set up agencies of my own in 
those Territories;’’ what would prevent his doing that? 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me, perhaps I have not 
made myself plain as I had intended to do. Section 4 provides that 
the Secretary of the Interior shall pay over this money. He does not 
control the distribution of it. He simply makes requisition on the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who draws his warrant on the Treasury, and 
receives the money, and the Secretary of the Interior pays it over to 
such officers as shall be authorized by the laws of the respective 
States and Territories to receive the same.“ Then the money isout of 
his possession. It is beyond his control if he complies with this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. Who does control it? That is the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. It will be controlled by the State or Territory. 

Mr. TELLER. Through its Legislature, would it not? The details 
under the bill are to be directed by the Legislature. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; they are either already provided or will here- 
after be provided. 

Mr. TELLER. Then what is the objection to having this contra- 
dictory provision stricken out of section 4 and put in words which shall 
express the idea the Senator from Oregon seems to be in favor of? 

Mr. DOLPH. The two sections are entirely contradictory. One or 
the other should go entirely out of the bill. The Senate has voted 


down the amendment to strike out section 6. I suppose, therefore, that 
it has determined, if it does not reconsider that vote, that this money 
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shall be expended under the discretion of the of the Interior. 
If that is the purpose, the latter clause of section 4 ought to be stricken 
out, ar ages as I say, it is contradictory, flatly so, of the provision in 
section 6. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is true the Senate voted that they would not strike. 
out that section, but that is no reason why the section itself should not 
be amended so as to be in harmony with the general idea of the bill. The 
Senator from New Hampshire says that it is the affirmative purpose of 
himself, as the author and finisher of this measure, to have this money 
controlled by the Secretary of the Interior whenever in his judgment 
he thinks it can be properly applied in the Territories. That is the issue 
Imeet. Heexplainedat great length why it might not be proper insome 
cases to commit the expenditure of this money to the Legislature of a Ter- 
ritory. I say as against the commission of this authority to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; that is, as between him and the Legislature of any 
Territory, Iam in favor of the Legislature that has charge of this matter 
under the laws of the Territory. 

Therefore I think this section should be amended in such a way that 
there may be the same system, the same power of control, the same dis- 
cretion in regard to a matter in which those people are far more inter- 
ested than the Secretary of the Interior and which is committed to the 
people of the several States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask to have it reported again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 6, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
the words by the Secretary of the Interior and insert under the 
direction of the Legislature thereof; so as to read: 


The question is on the adoption of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. In section 2, line 3, after the word persons, I 
move to insert ‘‘including Indians.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senator whether there is any such 
enumeration of Indians as it would be n to have? 

Mr. TELLER. I donot think there would be any trouble in finding 
out how many Indians could read and write. 

Mr. BLAIR. , Suppose you say Indians, the number of which shall 
be ascertained in some way. There is no enumeration of them, is 
there? Is there such an enumeration in the census as would be neces- 

7 

Mr. TELLER. When the amendment is reported I will state how 
it can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘persons,’’ 
it is moved to insert “including Indians;’’ so as to read: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


including Indians, in each who, being of the age of ten A ise and over, can not 
i rs to the whole number of such persons in the United States; such 
i e according to the census of 1880. 


Mr. TELLER. In reply to the Senator from New Hampshire, I will 
say that there will be no practical difficulty in determining the number 
of Indians who can read and write. The census very likely would 
not show that, but there is a fair presumption that none of them can 
read and write. However, the Department is in possession of such 
data that there would be no difficulty in selecting them through the 
names of those who are attending the schools. I think there would be 
no practical difficulty in carrying out the provision. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator understand that action in regard to 
the Indian population in the language he proposes in his amendment, 
would occasion no confusion in the general distribution based per cap- 
ita or upon the illiteracy as shown by the census? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think it would occasion any trouble at all. 
I think that the Indians ought to be included in the provisions of the 
bill, andI have moved the amendment with a view of subsequently 
amending the bill so as to include the Indian Territory. TheSenator 
from Oregon has indicated his intention to make the bill include Alaska. 
There would be no trouble in determining the number of people in 
Alaska who can not read or write, for it is the whole body of the In- 
dian population there. 

Mr. BLAIR. What about the number of the various tribes ? 

Mr. TELLER. There is a census of the tribes, and if the Depart- 
ment should proceed upon the theory that every Indian of ten years or 
upward was ignorant of the art ot writing and reading it would not 
be far out of the way; it would be an inconsequential error. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it would not occasion any difficulty or technical 
obstruction in administration there would be no objection to the amend- 
ment, so far as I am concerned. I should be glad to see the Indian 
population in the Indian Territory and elsewhere included, but I should 
not like to have anything incorporated in the bill that is going to in- 
terfere with the general basis of distribution, so that it could be said 


that the amount due to any State or to the States generally could not 
be definitely ascertained, and therefore the bill would be inoperative. 
I think the Senator should put his amendment in such a form as would 
obviate a difficulty of that kind, andif he will do so for one I shall be 
very glad to assent to it. 

1 1 I do not believe there is any practical difficulty in 
it at 

Mr. BLAIR. It can easily be obviated by drawing such an amend- 
ment as I have su I 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think it necessary, and I do not see how I 
me et pea an amendment more comprehensive than the one I have 
olle 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado for 
information if the United States does not make provision for the edu- 
cation of Indians under United States authority, and is it not a fact 
that the Indians within the limits of the States in their tribal relations 
are not under the jurisdiction of the States? If those questions are 
to be answered, as I suppose they ought to be answered, how can the 
States or the Territories undertake to dispose of this money in educat- 
ing the Indians ? 

Mr. ALLISON (in his seat). We educate them specially. 

I hear a Senator say in an undertone, ‘* We educate 

I deny it. 

How is that? 

We do not do that, 
We pretend to do it. 

Mr. TELLER, We pretend to.“ That is the word to apply. 

Mr. GEORGE. But is not the subject of Indian education under the 
control of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. It is under the control of the United States. This 
is not the occasion for me to go very extensively into the question of 
how far the Government of the United States has done its duty with ref- 
erence to the Indians. 

Mr. HAWLEY, May Inotask the Senator whether the United States 
has not failed as badly in teaching the Indians as the States have failed 
in teaching the white people? The theory of the bill is that the States 
have failed in teaching their own white people. 

Mr. TELLER. So far as that is concerned there is not a State or Ter- 
ritory, New Mexico and Utah not excepted, but what has done its duty 
better by its people than the United States has done its duty, if it isa 
duty at all, to educate the Indian children. 

Mr. GEORGE. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not my fault. I am talking as loud as I can. 
I will repeat what I said for the benefit of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish you would, because I should like to hear what 
you are saying. 

Mr. TELLER. I say it is true that the Government of the United 
States pretends to educate the Indian children, but there is not a State 
or Territory (including New Mexico and Utah, which have perhaps 
the poorest educational facilities of all) but what has furnished to its 
people better educational facilities than the Government of the United 

tates has furnished to the class that it pretends to educate. 

I understand the objection made by the Senator from Mississippi is 
that the State has no control over the education of Indians, and there- 
fore the Indians ought in no wise to be included in this estimate. It 
is true the States do not have such a control, and yet by the provisions 
of the bill if the Indians choose to avail themselves of the privilege 
all the schools of the States must be open to the Indians, If the In- 
dians living in the vicinity of a white school choose to go to the white 
school and the people of the State or Territory accept a dollar of this 
money then they can not shut their doors against the Indian children. 
And that is the place to give the Indian children an education. If you 
could put the Indian population of school age side by side with an 
equal number of white boys and white girls for a year you would ac- 
complish much more in the way of their education than you will in 
many years by the system we pursue. 

The great obstacle to the education of the Indian is the fact that he 
does not speak our lan . The Indian children who come in con- 
tact with white children readily learn the English language. 

I do not know that any of the States accepting this appropriation 
would refuse, but I think they would be compelled, if the Indians were 
in their neighborhood, to open their school doors to them; and when 
we are adopting a system here of stimulating and urging on the school 
system of the States and Territories I do not see why we should leave 
a very large class of people entirely beyond the pale of the law. 

That is one of the objections I have had tothe bill. As I said to the 
Senator from New Hampshire in the beginning, the bill ought to have 
contained a systematic provision for the education of the Indians. On 
account of the sporadic way in which we make appropriations here and 
there and now and then for the Indians, with a few in school to-day, 
a few more to-morrow, and less the next day, the money has been 
largely wasted and thrown away. The appropriation of a million dol- 
lars has done but very little in that way; and although there has been 
some progress in the last four or five years and a great number of In- 
dians Sate been put in schools who were not in schools before, there 
has been but very little done compared with what ought to be done by 


them specially.” 
Mr. GEORGE. 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
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the General Government with reference to the education of the In- 


dians. 

I should like to have offered to the bill a provision that I refrained 
from offering because the Senator who has it in charge thought it would 
injure the bill, and I have no disposition to injure the bill, arnt I 
am free to say that I think it is a very crude and unsatisfactory bill. 
I am not at all satisfied with its provisions; I am not at all satisfied 
with the scheme. It seems to me that the bill has been thrown to- 
gether in a disjointed and inharmonious way; there is no harmony in 
the several provisions, and I do not believe that it will accomplish quite 
as much as it ought for the money that is to be expended. I regret 
that the Senator who has it in charge seems determined that nobody 
shall be heard, that he seems to think the wisdom of this body must 
reside in the Committee on Education and Labor, and resents the 
attempt to do what I think would improve the bill from time to time, 
as if it was an attack upon the bill itself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not now a member of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, but I desire to say on behalf of that committee that 
the bill as now reported from them is not the bill originally framed by 
that committee, but it is the bill framed by them, reported to the Sen- 
ate, and by the Senate amended and Ts not that a fact? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said that the bill as it now appears, from the re- 
port of the committee, is not the bill originally framed by the commit- 
tee, but it is the bill as reported by the committee and amended and 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. It represents the best that the Senate could do after 
three weeks of hard i in the Forty-eighth Congress. It is the best 
that the ablest and most enlightened and best educated gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber not upon the Committee on Education and 
Labor could do, and the best that could be done by the Democratic 
side of the Chamber. I presume it is a crude bill, but notwithstand- 
ing it wan 55 best the Senate was able to accomplish after three weeks 
of r. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire the Senator from New Hampshire to answer 
if it is not the fact that the bill as now reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor is in the exact shape in which the bill was 
passed by the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, except as to the words in the thirteenth 
section, which were stricken out, and the amendment which has just 
been adopted. This was as well as the Senate could do. But it ought 
to be taken into account always that the Senator from Colorado was 
not a member of the Forty-eighth Congress, and it may still be an ex- 
ceedingly crude bill. No such bill as this could have gone through 
when he was a member of Congress ! 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, it was my misfortune to be out of the Senate 
when this remarkable production was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was the misfortune of the Senate, not of the Sena- 
tor. The Senator is too modest altogether. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
fi 


oor. 
Mr. TELLER. It was my misfortune not to be a member of the 
Senate when this wonderful bill was passed. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield in a moment. I have never been a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Education and Labor, but this is a question 
that I have gre some little attention to. I spent some of the best 
years of my life as a public teacher. I have had considerable experi- 
ence in the matter of education, common-school and otherwise. I 
thought I knew something about the educational systems of the differ- 
ent States. I had made some suggestions from time to time with ref- 
erence to this subject in another department of the Government, and I 
thought I could properly, without hurting the feelings of the sensitive 
members of that committee, criticise a bill which they now disclaim 
having any responsibility for. They now say it is not their bill, that 
it is somebody else’s bill, and its paternity they are prepared now to 
deny. I do not very much wonder that they do not want to father the 
bill. Isaid before that it was crude and unsatisfactory to the friends 
of the cause of public education. I do not believe that on this side of 
the Chamber or on the other asingle member of this body can be found 
who will say that it is satisfactory to him in its details. 

If the Senate had botched the bill, if I may use the term, in the last 
Congress, of which I had the misfortune not to be a member, why 
should not the committee, when the bill went back to them again, have 
put it in a proper shape? Why do we organize committees? Is it so 
essential that $77,000,000 must be taken out of the public Treasury, 
that a bill ill-prepared to accomplish the purpose for which we can 
alone be justified in passing it comes here because they say they can 
not pass any other bill? I did not suppose that a committee gov- 
erned themselves by what they might be able to get the Senate to pass. 
I supposed that the bill was sent to the committee to be perfected and 
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put in shape to accomplish an end, and if it does not accomplish the 


end (and the members of the committee are now p to admit 
that it does not fully), they ought not to have brought it here. Now 
I will answer the question of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire Pacha that the bill now before the Senate is 
in many particulars materially different from the bill as re re- 
ported from the committee. The amendments made in the Senate 
were, as stated yesterday by the chairman, in pursuance of a decision in 
the Republican caucus. The amendments made in the Senate were 
made against the vote of members of the committee on this side of the 
Chamber, but the bill as it passed the Senate with those amendments 
was not so variant from the structure of the original bill in principle 
and in substance but that I felt bound to accept it and to vote for i 
asI did. However, there was a very great difference between the bi 
reported by the committee and the bill which passed the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator from Alabama wanted to ask 
a question. I do not object to the interruption, however. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If it does not interrupt the Senator 
from Colorado, I should like to ask him a question in regard to his pro- 
posed amendment, prefacing that with a statement. As a member of 
the Committee on Education and Labor which has prepared this bill, 
for one I do not object to the Senator from Colorado or any other Sen- 
ator offering all the amendments and suggestions which may-occur to 
him for the benefit of the bill. There is no pride on my pari that the 
bill shall not be changed. The bill met with my gen approval as 
it came from the committee, and it has not been so materially altered 
by amendments in the Senate but that it still meets with my approval. 
I think the Senator from Colorado is mistaken when he says that the 
bill in its present form, or in the form which it is likely to come to, 
does not meet with the general approval of the educational people of 
the whole country. So far as I have been able to learn I think it does 
meet with their approval. It is possible that there may be inaccura- 
cies in it, and that in some of its details it may not be as perfect as it 
should be. Nevertheless, I believe it will go very far toward produc- 
ing the results which have been sought for by this appropriation of 
$77,000,000. 

As to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, I fail 
to see wherein he expects to improve the bill by the adoption of the 
amendment. Perhaps I do not understand fully his purpose in offering 
the amendment, but if it be to bring about a condition of affairs under 
the bill by which a larger percentage of the money shall go to the va- 
rious Territories, then I think his amendment instead of securing that 
object will defeat it and will send less money to the Territories than 
would go there if the bill were left in its present shape. May Task the 
Senator if that was his object ? 

Mr. TELLER. That was not my object, Mr. President. 
now 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator will tell us what the 
object of his amendment is I then may be able to reply to him. I have 
misconcei ved the object. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that it is absolutely necessary that 
the Senator should reply to my statement. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. As a member of the Senate and as a 
member of the committee that presented the bill I suppose I have a 
perfect right to defend the bill; and I have also, I presume, a perfect 
right to ask the Senator the object of his amendment or what his reasons 
are for offering it. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. Now, when we get down to the fact, it 
is exactly as I stated it to be. The bill now before the Senate is sub- 
stantially the bill reported by the committee. Whether it is right or 
whether it is wrong, the committee sent it here and said, This is the 
bill we want you to pass. This is the bill that they have so sturdily 
resisted any attempt to amend, upon the theory that the bill was as 
perfect as it could be made, I suppose. 

The Senator from New York wishes to know whether I want to help 
the Territories, whether I want to get more money for the Territories. 
Tam free to say that I have not any interest in the Territories whatever 
with reference to this bill; and so far as the State that I represent in 
part on this floor is concerned you may strike it out of the bill, if you 
choose, and I shall not change my vote on the bill nor my opinion of 
the bill. Colorado is not asking any assistance from the General Gov- 
ernment for her schools. If we vote this money, we vote it because 
there is in this country a class of people who are uneducated and the 
States declare that they are unable to educate them. Whether we be- 
lieve that is a fair statement or whether we do not, the fact remains 
that States fail to educate their children, and because they do not pro- 
vide school facilities for all their children we have proposed for the last 
four or five years in some way to grant national aid temporarily forthe 
purpose of inciting and encouraging the States. It was proposed, when 
I was a member of this body before, that it should be done by donating 
the proceeds of the public lands and that certain moneys arising from 
other sources should be given for this purpose. For that I voted, and 
that I supported not only with my vote but with my voice. 

I want to vote for a bill that will accomplish the purpose, for two 
reasons. The first is that I hold it is not proper to vote out a great 
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be accomplished. I want the money which is voted for the support of 
common schools in this country to support the common schools; and I 
think we have a right to insist that a bill 2 here shall be so per- 
fect that at least there is a fair presumption the good sought by 
the appropriation will be obtained. 

Now I shall answer a little further. I proposed this amendment, as I 
said, to be followed, if agreed to, by others. We havea Territory called 
the Indian Territory. We have thousands of Indian children there who 
are not having an opportunity presented to them for an education by 
the Indians, who probably, in some of the tribes, are abundantly able 
to educate their children. We are not having it done by the Govern- 
ment. I knowof butonesingle tribe that has made suitable and proper 
preparation for the education of its children, and certainly nobody will 
pretend that the Government of the United States has done anything 
of that kind in this country. 

I believe that this bill ought to go back to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, and that the committee ought to go to work and put 
these disjointed sections in harmony one with another. Here we find 
that the Secretary of the Interior is in one instance to distribute the 
money and in another the State is to distribute it. We find that this 
is for the support of non-sectarian schools, and then the chairman rises 
and tells us that it is the purpose and object of a provision of the bill 
to use it for sectarian schools in at least two of the great Territories of 
the country. I do not propose myself to vote a dollar for any sectarian 
school, although it may be a school of the faith in which I was brought 
up and educated. I propose to vote any amount of money that may be 
fairly and honestly expended, as far as the wealth and condition of the 
country will justify it, in supporting a publiccommon school where all 
the children will have the same opportunity of getting an education in 
the rudimentary branches. 

If this amendment is accepted I propose to follow it by others. I do 
not know that itis very material to thesubsequentamendments whether 
this amendment is adopted or not. You may leave out the Indian 
Territory with its large number of people, and you may assert that 
they are better able to educate their children than the people of Lou- 
isiana, or Mississippi, or Arkansas, or Colorado, if you choose. I do 
not believe it; and I do not see why the Committee on Education and 
Labor did not include all classes and all kinds of people who live in 
this country. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I shall be very glad 
to join hands with the Senator from Colorado in perfecting this very 
imperfect and disjointed bill, as he calls it; but it seems to me, if this 
amendment is adopted, it will be still more disjointed and imperfect 
than it now is. 

The bill did not undertake to deal with the difficult question of the 
education of Indian children. That has been provided for, and is being 

rovided for, from year to year by special laws, and special schools 
ve been established for them. It has not been left for the Territorial 
governments, or any of the State governments even, to do that work. 
It has been provided for by liberal appropriations in the past; and while 
much of the work may not have been successful, yet I believe there is 
a great advance for good in the education of the Indians of our common 
country. Therefore it was left out. 

If the object of the Senator from Colorado in adding the words ‘‘and 
Indians“ was thereby to bring a larger proportion of the amount of 
money to the Territories and then to impose upon them the duty of 
educating the Indian children found within their borders—if it would 

roduce that result and itshould be thought wise that the education of 
dian children should be committed to the Territorial authorities in 
each Territory and that the Federal Government should give up any 
direct control or action upon that matter, I might be disposed to go 
with him; but if this amendment is adopted it will result in giving a 
less amount of money to each Territory in which the Indians are found 
than will go to it under the bill as it now stands. Certainly I suppose 
that the Senator from Colorado does not desire to produce any such re- 
sult as that. 

This apportionment is to be made under the census of 1880, and the 
money is to be apportioned in the proportion which the whole number 
of persons in any State or Territory over ten years old who can not write 
bears to those over the age of ten who can not write in the whole coun- 
try. While the census of 1880 may show ina general way the number 
of Indians in any particular State or Territory, it does not show, I think, 
nor does it attempt toshow at all, how many of them can not read or write. 
Therefore, if an apportionment comes, for instance, to the Territory of 
Utah and the Indiansare added, and they are 250,000, the number of peo- 
plein that Territory who can not write area fixed number under the cen- 
sus of 1880, and that number will not be at all increased by the num- 
ber of Indians being added to the whole number of Therefore 
the amount of money coming to Utah under the bill, if the amendment 
is added, would be d materially instead of being increased, un- 
less you provide in the bill that the whole number of Indians shall be 
held to be illiterate or that they shall all be held to be unable to write. 

If such an amendment as that were added to it, then of course it 
would increase the amount of money which would go to the Territory 
of Utah, which I have taken as an illustration; but if left as it is now 
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amount of money in a case where it is doubtful whether the object will | proposed, it certainly would result in decreasing the amount of money 


which would come to any particular Territory or State in which the 
Indians are enumerated. So I think it is much better to leave the sec- 
tion upon that question as it now stands. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator from New York in this mat- 
ter. Lam not quite certain that his premises are correct when he states 
that the Indians who can not write are not enumerated in the census 
tables. If he is correct in that, then certainly if the amendment is 
adopted the Territories will get less money. I am not certain about 
that; butif they are included and the money is apportioned upon them, 
then there will be some obligation upon the Territory or State to inter- 
fere and take the management of the Indian schools upon themselves. 
The Government of the United States will be carrying on schools, and 
the general superintendent of Indian schools will have one set of schools 
or one policy in teaching the Indians, while the State or Territory will 
have its own policy and its own method; and when compulsory educa- 
tion, if that bill should pass, shall apply to the Indians in a Territory 
or a State and not be the policy of the State itself, or if the school age 
adopted by the United States as applicable to the Indians shall differ 
fon that adopted under the State laws, there is confusion, conflict, 

riction. 

I think that inasmuch as the United States takes upon itself the 
work of educating the Indians in another system, it is not quite well 
for us also to undertake to get the United States into this system with 
these appropriations. The United States will excuse itself from appro- 
priations for the Indian under the Indian schools of which they have 
control themselves just to the extent that they contribute here, or the 
attempt will be made, and those not earnest and sincere and li in 
the appropriations for Indian schools will find an excuse and shelter 
themselves under the claim that under this bill we are providing for 
Indian children, when in point of fact nothing substantial will come of 
it to the Indian. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator a question about this bill? 
The bill provides that money shall be apportioned and shall be also ap- 
plied without distinction of color. Does he understand that the In- 
dians would be entitled to be considered in the application of this fand 
in the States? Take Kansas and North Carolina, where there are still 
a good many Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the Senator alludes to Indians who are 
members of tribes and under the supervision of an t on a reserva- 
tion. Ishould not think so. I should think it would be a very bad 
feature of this bill if it attempted to aid education in the State to the 
extent of interfering with the policy now adopted by the Government 
toward the Indians. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Then as color is the only question, and there shall 
be no distinction made on account of color, and illiteracy is the basis 
on which we make the appropriation, and also the school age is the basis 
on which we make the dispensation of the money, would not the State 
of North Carolina, for instance, be entitled to draw for the Indians 
within her borders, although she might not apply a dollar of the fund 
to their education ? 

Mr. DAWES. I donot know as to that. Iam looking at the policy 
of undertaking in this way to eke out by interference and by friction 
and by diversion the system of educating the Indian. The Indian is 
unlike the colored youth and the white youth, and his education must 
be altogether from a different standpoint. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Indian was a colored man; I thought 
he was very much like a colored man. That is my idea about it. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Colored man” is in some sense a technical term. 
It has its meaning in laws and in our legislation. It never occurred 
to me until the Senator undertook by an amendment to make it appli- 
cable to the Indian that anybody would have thought that term in- 
cluded Indians on the reservations, who are treated to that extent as 
outside of the territorial limits of the State in which the reservation is 
situated for all purposes, and you must have special legislation to make 
the crimes act applicable to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no census whatever of Indians which throws 
any light upon their condition of illiteracy. They are taken by num- 
bers and by sex. There are no data which could assist in the distribu- 
tion of money for them under the provisions of the bill. The bill does 
not provide that every person of color in the States and Territories shall 
have any benefit under the act. The bill provides that the money shall 
be paid out in the States and Territories upon the basis of illiteracy 
as shown by the census of 1880, and that census shows illiteracy with- 
out any reference whatever to the Indians. The illiteracy shown is 
the basis of this distribution, so that the question does not arise at all as 
to the Indians within the States, and they are not in any way included. 

The whole Indian question is entirely outside of this bill. No State 
is entitled to have counted in its number of illiterates the Indians that 
may exist in that State, because the bill provides that it is the illiteracy 
as shown by the census, which is simply that of the white man and of 
the black man and of the intermediate shade, those being the only classes 
of population, as I understand, that enter into the census. 

If the Indian was taken into account in the census of the several 
States as a colored man, and his illiteracy was taken account of, then 


there is no difficulty whatever—he is already included; but I do not un- 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1603 


derstand that to be so, for here are the tables of the Indian census, and 


they relate only, as I said before, to population and sex. 

Mr. TELLER. If this amendment should be adopted I stated that 
I intended to follow it with others. Ithink the bill would need a fur- 
ther amendment in order to make it practicable to carry itout. Ishonld 
provide some method perhaps by which there would be no trouble in de- 
termining what Indians could read or write. 

Now I wish to say a word in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes]. My proposition did not go at all to interfering with 
the Government of the United States in its lame and weak efforts at 
the education of Indians. I no not believe that the States would be 
willing to assume that responsibility, and I doubt very much whether 
the States and Territories would do it any more efficiently than the 
Government of the United States, although they could not well do it 
much worse. It was not for the purpose of interfering with the Gov- 
ernment schools. The Senator can rest assured that neither the States 
nor Territories will rush to educate the Indians; they will let the Goy- 
ernment do it, if it wants to do it. But I said that if a State did ac- 
cept this appropriation, then their doors must necessarily be opened if 
the Indian saw fit to avail himself of common-school education in that 
State. 

I understand that in the State of New York the common-school sys- 
tem applies to Indians just as well as to white people; that they have 
all the benefits of it; that they are enumerated. As I recollect after 
having been away from there a good many years (but that was the fact 
years ago as I recollect), the Indians have the opportunity of attending 
school, and they are enumerated in the list to determine the amount 
of money to be apportioned to a district, and in regard to everything, 
the same as white people, and the schools are open to them. I do not 
know that the Government is doing anything specially with reference 
to that class of Indians now. 

As I said before, I want to amend the bill if I can so that it may 
be applied to the Indian Territory. If this amendment is adopted and 
another one, the bill will still require probably another amendment 
before that can be done. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt that if there are Indians in any 
State or Territory who have separated from tribal organizations and are 
leading the habits of civilized life their children could go into schools 
where colored or white children go. There are such Indians in Mas- 
sachusetts. They have been there for two hundred years. They do 
not belong to any existing tribal organization now. They attend the 
schools wherever they are established in the neighborhood. 

Mr. GEORGE. They are taxed, too. 

Mr. DAWES. They are citizens of the United States and of Massa- 
chusetts, and they are treated in all respectsassuch. They are measured 
solely by their capacity, their moral capacity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to add one other amendment to the bill, and 
I think perhaps the Committee on Education and Labor will not object 
to this one. In section 14 it is provided: 

That the Secre of the Interior shall be charged with the practical admin- 
istration of this act in the Territories, through the Commissioner of Education, 
who shall report annually to Congress its practical operation, &c, 

It is a little doubtful whether it is meant that the Commissioner of 
Education or the Secretary of the Interior shall report, In proper ad- 
ministration the report should come from the Secretary and not from 
the Commissioner. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will read the whole section he will see 
that there is no doubt. 

Beginning in line 6, the section reads: 

Which report sball be transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, 
accompanying the report of his Department. 

Showing that it is the Commissioner of Education who is expected to 
make this report, through the Secretary of the Interior, who transmits 
it to Con; with the other papers accompanying his own report. 

Mr. TELLER. I will ask the Senator if it is proposed that the Com- 
missioner of Education shall also report to Congress? The ordinary 
method is that the head of the Department makes the report to Con- 
gress and the subordinates report to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam exceedingly obliged to the Senator for the infor- 
mation. It is well that those who have not had the opportunity to be 
trained in all the schools of Government office should occasionally re- 
ceive instruction upon doubtful and abstruse questions of practice like 
that. The entire fourteenth section reads as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical admin- 
istration of this actin the Territories, through the Commissioner of Education, 
whoshall report annually to Congress its practical operation, and briefiy the con- 
dition of common and industrial education as affected thereby throughout the 
country, which report shall be transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the 
And the power to alter, 


Interior, the report of his De t. 
* 5 act is bersby, „„ 
If there are any amendments that ought to be made in that section 
I have no objection to them, but I will take this occasion to say to the 
Senator— 
Mr. TELLER, I shall not take the time of the Senate in replying 


to the courteous and Senator-like remarks of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, but will proceed to offer my amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator was interrupting me, I will say. 

Mr. TELLER. I decline to yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
floor, 

Mr. TELLER. I decline to yield to a Senator who attempts to be- 


little everything that anybody tries to do in reference to the bill, upon 
the theory that nobody knows anything about the bill but the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call the Senator to order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will reduce his point of order to writing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to have any controversy with the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I propose to amend the bill so that it 
shall be in proper form if I can. The bill provides now that the Com- 
missioner of Education shall report to Congress, and then it also pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior shall be his messenger to bring 
the report to Congress. In line 4 of section 14, after the word ‘‘re- 
port,“ I propose to strike out the words ‘‘annually to Congress. It 
will then read: 

Through the Commissioner of Education, who shall report its practical opera- 
tion, ant briefly the condition of common and industrial education as affected 
thereby, &. 

Mr. BLAIR, Will the Senator state his amendment again? I pre- 
sume there is no objection to it, but I should be glad to have him state 
it. I wish to understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported by 
the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 14, line 4, after the word report,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ annually to Congress, so as to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical adminis- 
tration of his act in the Territories, through the Commissioner of Education, 
who shall report its practical operation, &. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to that; at least none on my part. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isan amendment to the pending amendment in or- 


der? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentof the Senatorfrom 
Colorado will be considered as agreed to if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the amendment, but I desire to 
move to strike out section 14 down to and including the word ‘‘and,’”’ 
after “Department,” in line 8. We have already provided that these 
funds distributed in the Territories shall be practically applied as they 
are in the several States, and therefore this whole provision should go 


out. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the logical result of the action of the Senate 
upon section 6. There is no objection to the amendment. Of course 
it improves the bill, and it should be s 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad that the Senator from New Hampshire 
agrees with me on that point. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is not aware of the amiable nature of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. When he is met with anything of a 
like spirit, he is the most docile creature in the world. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I have observed. I ask that that amendment 
may be agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is pro to strike out all of section 14 down 
to and including the word ‘‘and,’’ in line 8, so that the section, if 
amended, would read: 

The power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not any provision for a report to Congress now 
left? I should like to know before that amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. The section applies to what he shall do with reference 
to the Territories, the Senator will observe. It does not affect the gen- 
eral duty of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose at the moment the Chair was announcing that 
the amendment was adopted. I suppose the Chair will consider it as still 
pending if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Massachusetts after the amendment had been agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose at the time it was announced, intending to 
speak to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.» The question may be considered as 
still open and the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is pending. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire whether it is the purpose of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to propose and the Senator from New Hampshire to con- 
sent toanamendment which strikes out the provision that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall make a report as to the effect of this bill on common- 
school education throughout the country—whether that report is now 
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to be dispensed with? It does not relate to the Territories alone; it 
relates to the whole tion of the bill. It seems to me there should 
be somewhere—there is probably elsewhere in the bill—a provision for 
an annual report to Congress of the whole matter of the operation of 
this measure. f 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that section 14 is intended to 
apply to the Territories, and then it adds a little suggestion that the 
Commissioner of Education shall make a report briefly, asthe bill might 
affect the condition of education thronghout the country. I think an 
ordinary Commissioner of Education will be able to state that in his 
report without ial authority from Congress. 
r. HOAR. Is that covered by the general law in regard to the 
Commissioner of Education? 
Mr. ALLISON. What I desire is to place this provision on the same 
footing as all other provisions of the bill, whatever they may be. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
to if there be no objection. The amendment is a to. 
Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment, and desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 
Src. —. That the money that shall be appropriated in pursuance of this act 
for the purposes of education in the Territories shall be W according 
to a census that shall be taken in each of the organized Territories at the ex- 


pense of the United States and under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior on or before the Ist day of June, 1885. 


Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday, when the Senator from Indiana who is 
the chairman of the Committee on Territories was absent, I called the 
attention of the Senate to the condition of the bill and to its effects 
upon the new Territories. I will just repeat the remarks which I made 
yesterday, which are pretty concise: 

Now I find by going back to 1880, according to the table presented 
in the report of the committee or by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that Dakota is credited in this bill with only 135,177 people, in all of 
whom there are 4,631 that can not write. If we are proposing to do jus- 
tice between the different States and Territories, why do we go back to 
1880, when these Territories had very sparse population, and take from 
them the advantage of the increase in their population from that time? 
The amount of money that would go to the Territory of Dakota during 
all this time would be $59,737 daring the wholeeight years. Alabama 
has only about three times the population that is alleged here for Da- 
kota, about 1,250,000 people. Alabama gets under this bill for the 
whole time $5,370,848. 45. 

A bill was brought in the other day to admit Washington Territory 
into the Union. Washington had 75,116 people in 1839. It is now 
claimed that there are 150,000 people in Washington Territory. The 
illiterates in that Territory, as shown in this table, are 3,850. The 
amount of money coming during the eight years to Washington Terri- 
tory, claiming now to be entitled to Statehood, is $48,186.66; and that, 
too, when Washington Territory and Dakota are now paying more 
money into the Treasury of the United States for public lands, perhaps, 
or at all events a greater number of population is going there to take 
the benefit of our homestead system, than in any of the old land States 
of the Union. 

Now I take Montana Territory. It is credited in this report with 
39,159 people and its illiteracy is 1,077, and what it would get under 
the bill is $31,151.46 for the whole time, for the entire eight years, not 
quite $4,000 a year. 

That is a very great injustice to those people. I am not their cham- 
pion on the floor by any means, but I have not any doubt at all that 
the Senator from Indiana will be ready to claim for that body of or- 
ganized Territories what is just in comparison with the people of the 
other parts of the United States. Commencing in 1880, we are six 
years advanced beyond that period, and during that time Dakota has 
added to her population, so that she now has—I can not recall the pre- 


cise figures 

Mr. HARRISON. Five hundred thousand, in round numbers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Dakota has, in round numbers, a population of 
500,000. That isa tremendous increase. In eight years more she will 

robably have a million people, having a population as large as Ala- 
Tana and though her illiteracy would not be as great as that of Ala- 
bama, because of her not having any negroes there, and especially 
because she has not got any there over twenty-one years of age who 
can not get the benefits of this system, Dakota would go on under this 
basis, according to the census of 1880, and would run until 1894, four 
years md the next decennial census, as the bill is framed, and dur- 
ing all the life of the bill, unless it is afterward altered or amended in 
some way, Dakota would be drawing money on the basis of her popula- 
tion in 1880. 

Now, Iclaim that that is an injustice which this bill ought not to 
inflict. 

I am aware, Mr. President, yes, too sadly aware, that the money 
which would thus come from the people of Dakota goes to the people 
of the recent slave-holding States. I know that I yield for my State 
a very decided advantage in the proposition which I present here to- 
day; but, sir, if I am compelled to legislate on asubject like this, I am 
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not here for the purpose of legislating for one State or one section of 
the country by way of discrimination against another. I can not con- 
tent myself with legislation of that sort, whatever other gentlemen 
may do. Before I could support any feature of this bill, or have the 
slightest degree of respect for it, I must understand that there is some 
principle of justice in the bill, and that it is not a mere grab for one 
section of the country against another. 

The committee have not considered this question; they could not have 
considered it; neither did the Senate when the bill was before us two 
years ago consider this question. It is an open question, and the Sen- 
ate ought to do justice to those people. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator from Alabama is clearly right 
in saying that the bill as itstands perpetrates a gross injustice upon the 
people of the Territories, and not only upon the people of the Territo- 
ries, but upon the people of some of the new Western States that arein- 
creasing in population with enormous rapidity. I had myself noted 
upon a copy of the bill which I have before me an amendment which I 
shall offer presently, though it was not intended to supersede the amend- 
ment ofthe Senator from Alabama, providing that the census of 1880, 
which is declared by the bill to be the basis upon which the whole ap- 
portionment for the eight years is to take place, shall yield to the re- 
turns of the census of 1890 when they come in. 

It will be noticed that the bill can hardly go into effect for a year. 
If it should pass the other House at this session of Congress, and the 
appropriation called for for the first year should be made in one of our 
next annual appropriation bills, it would not take effect or become 
available till the 1st of July. 

Then there is another provision in the first section of the bill that 
no money shall be paid toa State, or any officer thereof, until the Leg- 
islature of the State shall, by bill orresolution, accept the provisions of 
this act.’ It may very well be, it probably will be, that some of the 
State Legislatures will not assemble next winter; and there, if I may 
digress a moment, I want to suggest what seems to me to be an uncer- 
tainty in the bill. 

Suppose it should be true that the Legislature of some State either 
does not meet in regular session or the governor does not convene it in 
extra session, so that it does not pass a resolution or bill accepting the 
provisions of this act next winter, the first year of this appropriation 
rolls around and whatever is not expended I suppose would go back 
into the Treasury of the United States as an unexpended appropriation, 
and in that case the State that did not act within the first year would 
lose the benefit of the appropriation. It would necessarily do so unless 
the Legislature was called together by the governor to take action upon 
the matter at an early day. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless Congress remedied it. t 

Mr. HARRISON. Unless that should be remedied; but now, before 
the passage of the bill, is the time to remedy it, if there is anything in 
the suggestion which I make. 

But the point I was proceeding to make is this: This bill can not 
take effect fora year, because it is not likely that the Legislatures that as- 
semble next winter, as the Legislature of Indiana doesin January, would 
be called together in special session toact upon thismeasure. Therefore 
the apportionment would not begin until a year from this time. That 
would make it 1887, so that only three years would remain until we 
entered upon the work of taking the census of 1890, and five years of 
the time covered by the bill would be after 1890. Yet, according to 
the terms of the bill, we are proceeding upon the basis of the census of 
1880. 

It seems to me that as soon as the returns are received at the Depart- 
ment of the Interior in such shape as to be made a basis of distribution 
we should abandon the census of 1880 and take up the returns of illit- 
eracy for 1890. In that way States such as Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, 
and other States on the frontier, that are increasing enormously in pop- 
ulation, would get the benefit of that increase; they would get the 
benefit at least of the latest tables of illiteracy in those States. As to 
the Territory of Dakota, the Territory of Washington, and indeed as 
to all our Territories, the basis of the census of 1880 is utterly unfair. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my friend from Indiana if while 
those States are to be increasing in population from 1880 to 1890 they 
will not be diminishing all the time in the proportion of their illiteracy 
to the illiteracy of the whole country ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Possibly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not mean to oppose the point the Senator is making, 
but there may be some injustice after the census of 1890 is taken which 
ought to be remedied by having that operate as soon as it taken, in the 
particular illustration which he makes, which is probably an illustra- 
tion of States that will get less and not more under the distribution. 

Mr. HARRISON. I agree that we can not say that an increase of 
population implies a proportionate increase in illiteracy. It may be 
the reverse. But at all events the basis adopted here is an uncertain 
one; it does not represent the actual basis. If in fact the proportion 
of illiteracy is diminished, then the injustice would be on one side; if 
it is increased, it would be on the other. 

So it seems to me we should pass from the census of 1880 to that of 
1890 at the earliest possible moment, and I think it is fair that there 
should be in the Territories a census. In the case of Dakota a census 
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was taken this last year. I think it embraces these returns; and I am 
of the opinion that the Secretary of the Interior as to that Territory, 
if the bill did not confine it to the census of 1880, would have before 
him the facts upon which that might be determined. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
for information? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has studied all about the population 
of the Northwest very much more than I have, I know. I have 
informed, and I suppose it is correct, that there is a large influx of 
population into the Northwest from abroad, from Germany and other 
states of Europe where English is not spoken. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true. : 

Mr, MORGAN. This bill requires that persons shall be taught in 
the English language. Isuppose the illiteracy which is mentioned here 
means of course illiteracy in respect to the English language. So I 
would take it thatthe large number of persons coming from Germany, 
for instance, would most of them come as persons who are not English- 
speaking people and would have to be taught. They can write, but 
they can not write in English; they can not speak in English. 

Mr. HARRISON, I have no doubt what the Senator says is true, 
yet the 3 coming from European countries is very largely from 
the north of Europe, from countries where the people have had the ad- 
van of instruction, of course in their own tongue, and I do not su 
pose they would be classed as illiterates. I do not understand the bill 
to mean that one shall be able to read and write in the English tongue. 
I do not think the census tables are made up upon that basis. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know how they are made up; I inquired 
for information about it. 

Mr. HARRISON. But it is clear, I think, that however the propor- 
tion might be maintained in the Territories with the increase of popu- 
lation, there would be a large increase of illiterates. What the propor- 
tion would be as to the whole population of the United States of course 
no one can tell; but it seems to me that we are taking too remote a 
basis or estimate for the Territories, whose conditions as to population 
are changing with such amazing rapidity. 

I do not see any objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama; on the other hand, I think it enables us to distribute the 
fund to the Territories upon a more equal basis than the bill provides. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, the bill reported from the committee is 
not, I think, properly subject to the criticisms which have been made 
upon it. It is a bill which necessarily establishes proportions, and ap- 
propriates the money according to a proportion between the illi 
of a locality and the whole. Some basis must have been taken, and the 
only possible basis before the bill was reported was the last census. 

It is impossible under the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama 
to fix that proportion. A census yet to be taken in the future may vary 
it entirely. Of what necessity is it? This law will always be within 
the control of Congress. When the fact is developed that the propor- 
tion does injustice to any locality, what is the difficulty in the next Con- 
gress or in any Congress establishing another basis for ascertaining what 
is the proportion of illiteracy between one part of the country and an- 
other? The bill is not an iron one that can not be changed, but must 
always be within the power of every succeeding Congress to alter it. 

Therefore it appears to me that the suggestion is entirely an imma- 
terial one and will not produce any substantial effect. 

Mr. TELLER. At the risk of bringing down upon myself the con- 
demnation of some member of the committee—not that I care anything 
about it; I rather like to see the courtesies and deceneies of the Senate 
maintained myself—I will venture to suggest that several of the States 
under a United States law have recently taken a census. The act pro- 
viding for the census of 1880 contained a provision that in 1885 such of 
the States as saw fit to take a census might do so, and that one-half of 
the expense should be paid by the General Government. Certainly 
several of the States have taken acensus of that character. It seems 
if this provision was not limited to the census of 1880 the Secretary of 
the Interior would have some discretion to accept the last census. For 
instance Kansas, I understand, has taken a census, Colorado has taken 
a census, and other States have taken a census. 

Mr. INGALLS. In Kansas a census is taken every year in March. 

Mr. TELLER. In Kansas a census is taken every year in March, 
the Senator says. 

Mr. DAWES. A census is taken every five years in Massachusetts. 

Mr. TELLER. A census was taken in 1885 in Massachusetts. A 
great number of States availed themselves of that provision in the act 
for taking the census of 1880 that they might take a census in five years 
and the Government would pay one-half the expense. 

Mr.CALL. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make a sug- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to my honorable friend from Colorado that al- 
though there might have been twelve or fifteen or twenty States which 
had taken a census, you could not from that fix the proportion unless 
you took the census of those States as the basis for the whole, and the 
census of 1880, which extends to all the States, is the only practical 
basis for the ascertainment in all the States and Territories. 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not know how many of the States did take a 
census last year. It may be that it is not practicable; but I think 
myself the suggestion made by the Senator from Alabama is proper, 
and I am in favor of hisamendment 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from Alabama, 
upon reflection, whether the expense of such a census as he provides for 
here would not in the Territories equal or very nearly equal the amount 
of the appropriation in the bill for their benefit, and whether his 
amendment might not be so modified as to allow the Secretary of the 
Interior to act upon the school reports, such reports and information 
as is furnished by the Territorial authorities from time to time. I 
think a census of Dakota would cost as much as the Senator stated a 
moment ago would be apportioned to that Territory, certainly more 
than for the first year on the basis of the census of 1880. 

Mr. MORGAN. In proposing the amendment the thought had oc- 
curred to me that is suggested by the Senator from Indiana, and I sup- 
posed the words school census“ would probably reach it, which the 
Secretary could obtain through the legislative authorities. I grant 
that it will be an expensive business, and the only apology I should 
have for that view of the case is that this is a very expensive proceed- 
ing we are in, and we have stricken out of the bill $2,000,000 for the 
building of school-houses, as originally provided in the bill passed by 
the Senate before, and I suppose we might take that as a sort of con- 
. fund out of which we could provide for the persons who would 
suffer otherwise under the bill. 

I do not want to increase the expenses of the Government, and I am 
quite willing to to any modification of the amendment by which 
it can be ascertained what is the present basis of illiteracy in the Ter- 
ritories or what if will be at the time the bill goes into effect. 

The Senator from Florida I haveno doubt understands this bill better 
than I do, but I have had a great misunderstanding of it if I have not 
rightly understood that the bill upon the basis of the number of 
illiterates that were found in the States over ten years of age at the date 
of the census that is the basis of the proportion. You ascertain, in 
order to determine the amount of money that is to be paid to any State 
or Territory, the number of persons over ten years of age who were illit- 
erate at that time, and that is the basis of the proportion to the whole 
fund. There is where the difficulty comes in. Dakota had only about 
150,000 people in 1880, and now she has 500,000; so that the basis of 
illiteracy in reference to Dakota which was established in 1880 would 
be a great injustice to her now. Assuming that the same proportion 
exists in to her 500,000 population that existed in 1880 in re- 
spect of her 150,000, still we should find that Dakota was behind some 
300 per cent. probably in the amount of money that we are awarding 
to her under this bill. 

As I observed yesterday, if the Senate has got the power to pass this 
enormous bill it ought to have the measure consistent; its committee 
ought to be willing to take pains to consider it; and I am quite dissat- 
isfied with the statement made here to-day by Senators in which they 
seem rather to boast themselves that they did not bring in a bill that 
agreed with their own convictions as Senators, but they pie, ned ina 
bill that was passed by the Senate two years ago as their guide. We 
want the enlightened opinion, the intelligent action of the committee 
on the bill upon its merits, without reference to how the Senate might 
have voted heretofore. Ishall not say much, or anything indeed, about 
sending it back to the committee, for fear it might be understood that 
that was my method of trying to defeat it; but what has been said about 
the true features of this bill has been said very mildly. The Senate 
has purged out some of them after great and laborious effort and long 
debate. But I believe if I was on that committee I could not justify 
myself after all that has occurred here in not asking that this bill should 
be recommitted. At all events, I am trying to do what I can to get 
the injustice out of it. 

Mr. CALL. I think the point is so clear that there ought not to be 
any difficulty here. The bill provides: 

Src. 2. That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of per- 
sons in each who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not write, bears to 
the whole number of such persons in the United States, 

If we are to take the census of Dakota we are to establish that pro- 
portion by the census, whether it be a school census or a State census 
of that Territory, for the whole United States; and the simple question 
presented by this amendment is whether it is right to take a census of a 
single Territory and make that the proportion for the whole country, 
or whether it is better to take the census of the whole United States, 
although it may have been several years past and may do injustice to 
some locality. There can be no question between those two proposi- 
tions, that the only approximate basis that would be correct would be 
the last census of the whole United States, 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama and the observations made by the Senator from 
Indiana are based upon an entire misapprehension of the objects and 
the purposes of this bill. It is not intended for the free Territories of 
the Northwest. It is not intended for the States of the North and the 
West. They spurn it. I know, sir, I voice the Republicans, the peo- 
ple of the State of Kansas, when I say that they spurn indignantly and 
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with contempt any assumption that they desire a donation from the na- 
tional Treasury for the purpose of conducting the system of common 
schools within their borders. 

Sir, the State of Kansas since 1861, amid all the perils and privations 
of her career during the period of the war, with less than 100,000 people 
when that war broke ont and having sent more soldiers into the Union 
armies than she had voters when the war was declared, and notwith- 
standing all the subsequent privations of the frontier, droughts, locusts, 
perils of all descriptions, out of her scanty resources has expended more 
than $30,000,000 down to this last year of our Lord for the support and 
maintenance of common schools within her borders. And I am fatigued 
with the assumption that the Senator from New Hampshireso often pre- 
sents and that others who advocate this bill so often present, that the 
people of the North and the West, that the people of Dakota or Montana 
or any of the other great Territories that are being filled up by immigra- 
tion from the Northern and Western States, demand a donation from the 
national Treasury or ask any portion of this $77,000,000, either by way 
of bribe or by way of alms, to induce them to take care of the matter of 
education within their own borders. 

Let us be just about this matter; let us drop disguises, let us come 
down to the basis of common sense and common justice, and do not in- 
sult the people of the Northern States, do not insult Massachusetts and 
New Hampshire and New York and Illinois and Wisconsin and Kan- 
sas and Nebraska and Iowa and Dakota and Montana by declaring that 
they want any portion of this donation of $77,000,000 for the purpose 
of taking care of the common-school system within their borders. We 
do not want it. f 

Sir, this bill is essentially dishonest, and under section 2, upon the 
basis of distribution that is proposed, the States which will take money 
under this bill are actuated by precisely the same spirit that would in- 
duce a man to pick a pocket or to rob a graveyard. When the States to 
whom this donation is te be given propose to ask us to vote $77,000,000 
to be distributed upon the basis of illiteracy, to be determined by ascer- 
taining the number of pore within their limits above the age of ten 
years who can neither read nor write, that is essentially dishonest. It 
is an act of grand of the Treasury of the United States. They 
do not intend to take that money for the purpose of educating those 
people upon whose illiteracy 8 it. Let there be no misunder- 
standing about this matter. en the States of the South, for whom 
this money is intended, come here and ask that they shall obtain it, and 
that the basis of distribution shall be the number of illiterates above the 
age of ten years without any maximum, they know perfectly well, and 
the country knows, that they are obtaining that money under false pre- 
tenses. This isa bill intended for the support of the system 
of common schools in this country. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. INGALLS. With pleasure. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to say to the Senator who is making that sweep- 
ing ion as to the South that the State of Texas does not ask and 
has not asked for this money, and as represented on the floor of the 
Senate she will not vote for the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the tor from Kansas allow me to call at- 
tention to a telegram which I received yesterday from the governor of 
Alabama? 


To Jons F. MORGAN, 
U. & 8., Washington, D. C. : 
I see no authority in the Constitution for the propositions of the Blair bill, and 
am opposed to this insidious effort to transfer to the Federal Government the 
power to control and education within the States, I indorse your op- 
position to this bill and believe the people of this State do. 
E. A. O'NEAL, Governor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
ask the Senator from Texas what the amount of the school fund in that 
State is derived from the large territory of that State which almost all 
the other States furnished troops to acquire for Texas, save and except 
possibly Kansas and a few others? 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Virginia will allow the 
answer to that question to be ed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to answer that single question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to have an answer. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is not a bit of territory in the State of Texas 
that was ever acquired by the exertion of any one State of this Union; 
it all belonged to Texas when that State was admitted into the Union, 
and belongs to it yet. Her school fund is her own property, not em- 
bracing a dollar of money derived from the United States. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. How much is it? 

Mr. MAXEY. It is very large, and I hope it will be larger. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 2 of this bill says: 


That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the several 
States and Territories in that ion which the whole number of persons in 
each who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not write, bears to the 
whole number of such persons in the United States; com shall be 
made according to the census of 1880, 


I moved yesterday to amend that section by providing that the basis 
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of distribution should be ascertained by computing the number of such 
persons between the ages of ten and twenty-one years in each State 
and Territory, for the reason that I desired that this money should be 
distributed upon the basis of those persons who being unable to read 
and write were to receive the benefit of it. That amendment was re- 
jected by a vote, I believe, of 17 to 23; and that was a declaration of the 
purpose and the intention of those who are promoting this bill, and 
that is to obtain for the States of the South a vastly greater proportion 
of this money than they are by any reason or by any equity entitled to. 

Who is responsible for the illiteracy in the South of those people who 
are above the school age? I have heard this measure spoken of as an 
act of restitution, a contribution to the national conscience fund, as if 
the North, in overcoming the South and in securing the freedom of the 
slave and enfranchising the freedmen, was thereby compelled by virtue 
of that fact to bear the entire burden of educating them up to the con- 
dition where they would be properly competent and qualified to exer- 
cise the suffrage. Very good; admit that. What part or lot has that 
great class of illiterates who are above the school who were in that 
condition at the time enfranchisement was d „in this matter? 

Why should the United States of America, why should the people of 
the North, why should the people of Kansas be called upon, in addi- 
tion to paying $3,000,000 this last year to educate their own illiterates 
between the ages of ten and twenty-one, to contribute of their hard- 
earned resources money to the South, not to educate those between the 
ages of ten and twenty-one, but to educate those who are far beyond the 
age of maturity and who were illiterates when the war closed? Whois 
responsible for that vast illiterate class above the school agein the South? 
I know, sir, that by the laws of those States they were forbidden to 
read and write. It was madea penalty subject to fine and imprison- 
ment to teach one of those wretched and helpless creatures to read the 
Bible, which taught him the means of salvation; and yet we are in 
1886 to be asked under the second section of this bill to contribute from 
the national Treasury this vast sum of $77,000,000, to be disbursed 
mainly in the Southern States, for the purpose of educating the illiter- 
ates, and the basis of distribution is not illiterates of the school age, but 
illiterates of every age, and I venture to say that one-half of all those 
persons above the age of ten years who can not read and write are also 
above the age of twenty-one years. 

Now, sir, is there justice in that? If this is proposed as an act of 

i restitution, if we are called upon to make this contribution by 
reason of having enfranchised the slave, is that a reasonable basis of 
computation ? 

Therefore, Mr. President, so far as the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Alabama is concerned, I see no reason why it should be 
adopted. It is inconsistent with the theory and purpose of the bill, 
and I am very sure that for myself and my associates from the North 
and from the East and from the West I speak their sentiments when I 
say that none of them desire any portion of this contribution. It is 
not made because they need it; it is not made because they have asked 
for it; and if I could have my own views about this matter I 
would have the State that I t left out of this bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. President, this is about the most op- 
portune time since the consideration of this bill began to have it under- 
stood that Kansas and Alabama and Texas are against it. 

We passed this bill two years ago in the Senate, and it went to the 
House of Representatives. That was some three months before the 
Congress adjourned at that long session. The bill became very promi- 
nent in the party politics of the South in the canvass before the suc- 
ceeding election in November, and I heard of gentlemen in the State of 
Virginia who approved it denouncing a Republican Senate for not hav- 
ing passed it in time for the House of Representatives to have duly con- 
sidered it. They were all in favor of it, though I believe mine was the 
only vote from that State which was given for it. 

Now, the Senator from Alabama has spoken here the better part of 
two days in opposition to this bill. We know his reasons against it. 
It has been under consideration twice before this, and at this time he 
asks, not that we shall consider what he has said and possibly be in- 
fluenced in our votes by what he has given us as constitutional law, 
but that there shall be another census, or that the bill shall be recom- 
mitted. I want to fasten the bility of delay where it properly be- 
belongs. Ido not want another canvass of falsehood and deception on 
this bill. Here is the place to have it understood. Three months this 
bill was pending in the House of Representatives before adjournment, 
after it had passed the Senate, and the objection of one single man de- 
feated it, and that man himself never asserted that he had made the 
objection, and never denied it when the allegation was made and the 
man was present who heard him make the objection. 

I can understand why the Senator from Kansas should oppose the 
bill, and should oppose it on the ground that his State does not want it. 
They do not need it. They look upon it as a gratuity, and they are so 


rich that they repel it. I can understand why the Senator from Ala- 
bama does not want it for his State. I can understand perfectly well 
why some States are benefited by their own illiteracy. I can under- 
stand why Texas does not wantit. She, like Kansas, does not need it, 
because she has a territory there that she uses for the purposes of public 
education that the very States in distress gave to her and gave liberty 
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to the people of the State. They do not want it; but were they in the 

condition of Virginia, they would. I am not ashamed to say here on 

behalf of as good a people as inhabit the State of Texas or of 

eee yap; we am he it, and we think that is due to us‘to 
ve it. 

I shall not go into a discussion of the war question as to who freed 
the slave; I am glad he is free; but being free, I ask the gentlemen 
here and elsewhere who considered that it was one of their duties un- 
der a higher law to free him, whether it is not one of their duties to 
come to the rescue of an impoverished people who accept the situation 
and desire that the freedmen shall be educated. [Manifestations of 
applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Persons in the galleries are warned 
that no sign of approbation or disapprobation is allowed by the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I only intended to make these few observa- 
tions. I want the responsibility of the defeat of this bill, if it shall 
be defeated, fastened exactly where it belongs. I want no more 
tion about this bill. When it is amended to suit Senators on the floor, 
or a majority of them, I think we should have a vote upon it. I rep- 
resent a State that has as much illiteracy in proportion to its popula- 
tion as any other, I suppose, in the Union, except perha 
that had more slaves. I represent a State that has a large number of 
white children who can not read and write. The Senator from Kansas 
refers to the fact that le were kept in slavery there and forbidden 
to read until they could not even understand the mysterious problem 
of the soul’s salvation. 

I can recollect, sir, when the public officers were not allowed even to 
distribute there the mails that contained an abolition paper. I grant 
that is true. But if he will have the same consideration, the same 
pious consideration, if I may so express it, for the white children there 
who can not read and write and the colored children there who can not 
read and write he will take from this public Treasury this surplus of 

about which we have heard so much in political campaigns, and 
utilize it for that and g religious and Christian purpose of 
enabling them all to read the Holy Bible. You can not appropriate it 
toany nobler purpose. I have heard that it ought to be put in circula- 
tion. T have heard that it ought to be distributed, becacee that would 
relieve the pressure and oppression of the publicin debt. Can you give 
it out to any grander or holier purpose than to educate these same child- 
ren to read that same Bible, which teaches us the mysterious doctrine 
of salvation? 

That is the only answer I propose to make to the Senator from Kan- 
sas. I am that he is not to even that small por- 


sorry 
tion of this fund which would go to his State, and reproaches us who | sought 


ee chance a I know, is capable of drawing the distinction be- 

tween Kansas after a war and Virginia after a war, and if he shall take 
32 — 8 g 
a donation, not asking a asking Congress to W. 
think is within its . the Constitution, and which I believe 
it owes to our 

Mr.COKE. Mr. President, the bill before the Senate is exactly the 
same that passed this body by more than a two-thirds vote two years ago. 
It went to the House of Representatives and was never reached on the 
Calendar. When it was under consideration in the Senate I gave fall 
expression to my views in opposition to it in the long and exhaustive 
debate which then occurred. Not intending to repeat arguments then 

I rise now to declare my continued and unabated opposition to 
it, and to enter now, asI did then, . its pas- 
sage; ſor in my judgment it is the most pernicious bill introduced into 
either House of Congress since the war, whether viewed with reference 
to the powers of Congress under the Constitution to pass such a bill, or 
to its expediency as a measure of policy. 

As a precedent, it will be as utterly destructive of the limitations of 
the Constitution upon Congressional power, adopted for the preserva- 
tion of the liberties of the people and the right of local self- 
in the States, as if two-thirds of the provisions of the Constitution had 
been eliminated in a convention of the States. ‘The powers of taxation, 
which necessarily are unlimited except by the purposes defined in the 
Constitution, to accomplish which taxes may be levied, have, in order 
to justify this bill, been enlarged and expanded until the discretion of 
Congress is their sole boundary, while the power of 
to be without limit or bounds, with the si exception that the object 
shall be the welfare, and of this Congress is to be the sole and 
exclusive judge. Unlimited power in Congress to tax, with un- 
VVVCCCCCVFCCFbCCCCC biria HIN ana tris boen 
ing to the opinionof Justice in ous Topeka case, reported 
in 20 Wallace, is the very definition of despotism. 

Says that great judge, speaking as the organ of the Supreme Court of 
the United States: 

It may well be doubted, if a man is to hold all he is accustomed to call his 
own, all in which he has placed his and the security of which is es- 


sential to that piness, under the — dominion of others, 
not wiser that this power should be exercised pany Rese man N otek tra ak 


theory of our Government, State and national 
posit of power anywhere. 
Congress, say the advocates of this bill, is the sole judge of what the 
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“ general welfare“ requires, and the discretion of Congress is the sole 
limit of the power of Congress to tax the people and appropriate money 
to promote the general welfare.” 

This proposition, if true, places every dollar's worth of property in 
this country under the dominion of Congress, without a single limita- 
tion upon the power of Congress to tax it not self-imposed, and the 
truth and correctness of that proposition the advocates of this bill find 
themselves compelled to main sin in order to justify the bill. Judge 
Miller, in the opinion I have just read from, discussing and denying the 
unlimited power of taxation and appropriation, said: 

It must be coneeded that there are such rights in every free government be- 
yond the control of the state. A government which recognized no such rights, 


hich held the lives, the , and pro; 
to the absolute disposition an unlimi 


rty of its citizens subject at all times 
control of even the most democratic 


depositary of power, is, after all, but a despotism. It is true it is a despotism of 
the many, of majority, if you choose to call it so, but it isnone the less ades- 


At the close of the war, when the blood of the victorious North was 
hot from recent conflict, when the surging passions of men rather than 
cool judgment dictated the policy of the hour, what would have been 
the fate of the South unprotected by the guarantees of the Constitntion 
which this bill proposes to strike down and nullify? A sectional ma- 
jority in Congress, with power to tax at will and appropriate at will 
upon its own decision of the requirements of the general welfare,” 
could constitutionally have taxed the people of the Seuth until they 

3 e dollar's worth of property they possessed in the 
world if argument in support of this bill is 3 It was then 
that the South felt felt the value and wisdom of our noble Constitution, 
for it sheltered us from the storm. 

The strong can always take care of themselves, while constitutions 
and laws are necessary for the protection of the weak against the ag- 
gressions of the powerful. Unlimited, uncontrolled Congressional 
power means the domination of the weaker by the stronger sections of 
the Union. It was against this condition that the framers of our Con- 
stitution sought most sedulously to provide in the enumeration of 
powers granted to the Federal Government and in the reservation of 
other powers to the States and the people, thereby intending and hop- 
ing to secure equality, independence, and security to all the States and 
sections alike, whether weak and insignificant or strong and powerful. 

The public law of Europe which holds firmly the balance of power, 
under which feeble and insignificant states re in perfect security 
against their more d. ee neighbors, was worked ont and formulated 

centuries of struggle, rivers of blood, and the expenditure of 
count millions of treasure. The wise men who framed our Consti- 
tution, utilizing this experience, by n system of checks and balances 
to accomplish the same results in a written Constitution for the 
States of our Union, covering more territory and a greater diversity of 
soil, climate, production, interests, and population than the states of 


It is not claimed that the power to pass this bill is conferred by any 
of the amendments to the Constitution adopted since the war. The 
present distinguished Attorney-General, two years ago a member of 
this body and the leader of the debate in behalf of this bill, expressly 
disclaimed the derivation of the power from these amendments or either 
of them. So we must test the powers of Congress in this regard by the 
Constitution as it came from the hands of the fathers. 

This bill, if passed, will establish a construction of the Constitution 
which utterly destroys the constitutional balance of power between the 
States and sections of this Union, and invests with unlimited and un- 
controlled power a Congressional majority, which the universal history 
of all the ages shows will be used by the stronger for the oppression 
and despoiling of the weaker sections of the country. The power to 
tax is the power to destroy, says Chief-Justice Marshall in a memor- 
able case. This great power rests in the hands of Congress, as hereto- 
fore understood, subject to certain well-defined limitations in the Con- 
stitution, which the theory of this bill utterly ignores and which its 
influence as a precedent will utterly destroy, leaving in the hands of 
the majority in the unlimited and uncontrolled power to be 
wielded, whether under the influence of passion and excitement or of 
greed and avarice, for the most destructive purposes. 

The right of local self-government, so dear to the people of all the 
States and so fully guaranteed by the Constitution, and esperially the 
ninth and tenth amendments thereto, if this bill becomes a law, based as 
it is on the theory that Congress may doall things not prohibited i in the 
Constitution eraio by the general welfare and is the exclusive judge 
of what the general welfare does require, will have received a blow 
from which there is no recovery. For what local rights have the States 
or people if not that of controlling the education of their children? Hear 
what Mr. Madison says on this subject. I read again a portion of the 
extract from one of Mr. Madison's speeches heretofore read in this de- 
bate, and will add that all the research of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. JACKSON] in his able argument on this bill has failed to discover 
any retraction or modification of what he here says: 

There are consequences— 

Says Mr. Madison— 


still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly from the doctrine combated, 
must either be admitted, or the doctrine must be given up. If Congress can em- 
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ploy money indefinitely to the general welfare, and are the sole and supreme 
2 of the general welfare, they may take the care of religion into their own 

ands; they may appoint teachers in every State, county, and parish, and pay 
them out of their public Treasury; they may take into their own hands the edu- 
cation of children, establishing in like manner schools throughout the Union; 
they may assume the provision for the poor; they may undertake the regula- 
tion of all roads other than roads; in short, everything, from the highest 
object of State legislation down to the most minute oe fe of police, would be 
thrown under the power of Congress; for every object I have mentioned would 
admit of the application of money, and might be called, if Conrgess pleased, 
provisions for the general welfare. 

The passage of this bill is an affirmation in the most solemn official 
form that every subject of state concern, in the language of Mr. Madison, 
from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress,“ if Con- 
gress should deem it proper to exercise the jurisdiction. For it can not 
be denied that the argument which sustains this bill will equally well 
sustain any other assertion of jurisdiction over any of the local affairs 
of the States. 

In order to justify themselves the Democrats who support this bill 
in this Chamber assert that while Congress has no power or jurisdic- 
tion over the common schools of the States, in which I concur most 
heartily with them, that still Congress has the power to levy and col- 
lect taxes from the people for the purpose of expending the money upon 
common schools in the States, confessedly beyond the jurisdiction of 
Congress. In other words, that Congress is not confined to the execu- 
tion of its constitutional powers in levying taxes and appropriating the 
money, but that objects outside of and beyond the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress may be specially provided for by taxation and appropriation when 
the general welfare requires it. We are not dealing with a surplus in 
our Treasury, for if we will pay all the bonds subject to call we not 
only have not a dollar of surplus, but lack millions of dollars of hav- 
ing enough to pay them. So the precedents relied on to establish the 
power of Congress to appropriate money in the Treasury wherever and 
whenever the general welfare requires it, and which, in my judgment, 
signally fails to establish that power over money already in the Treas- 
ury, are not in point with or applicable to this bill. 

‘The proposition here is not to apply money in the Treasury or to get 
rid of a surplus, but it is to lay additional taxes on the people to raise 
money first and then to appropriate it—the levy of the tax, as wellas 
the appropriation, being to promote objects outside of and beyond the 
jurisdiction of Congress. I deny the power of Con to appropriate 
money already in the Treasury for purposes beyond its jurisdiction, but 
if I am in error in this, which I do not for one instant believe, I can 
not be wrong when I deny the power of Congress to levy taxes upon 
the people and collect money for the purpose of expending it upon ob- 
jects outside of its powers and jurisdiction, as the common schools of 
the States are admitted by the Democratic advocates of this bill to be. 

The great power of taxation is limited, controlled, and confined by 
the grants of the Constitution, or it is unlimited except by the discre- 
tion of Congress. If the latter, then the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the opinion I have quoted, is wrong, and ours is not a free gov- 
ernment, but a despotism. Unlimited power of taxation as well as of 
appropriation is necessary to justify this bill, which dedicates $77,000,000 
yet to be raised by taxation and to be expended over a period of eight 
years, and that to an object which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
JACKSON] and his Democratic associates who support this bill admit 
is outside of and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress. 

All the arguments made and the precedents cited by the advocates 
of this bill have been directed to the point of establishing the power 
in Congress to appropriatemoney already in the Treasury—a surplus— 
for any purpose which Congress may determine that the general welfare 
requires, Noneof them touch the question of the power of Congress to 
tax the people for the purpose of placing money in the Treasury to be 
appropriated or bestowed upon objects outside of and beyond the juris- 
diction of Co 

It would seem that the mere statement of the proposition that Con- 
gress has no power to levy and collect taxes except to raise money to 
carry out and execute its constitutional powers ought to be sufficient 
without an argument to support it; and it is equally plain and clear 
that the commonschools of the States not being under the jurisdiction of 
Congress, nor their control, management, or maintenance being within 
the powers of Congress, no power resides in Congress to tax the people 
to raise money for their support, whatever may be the power of Con- 
gress over money lying unused as a surplus in the Treasury over and 
above the needs of the Government. 

I do not propose to repeat the argument made by me on this question 
when this bill was last before the Senate, but will read here one author- 
ity used by me in that debate. I allude to Cooley on Taxation, a book 
of standard authority in all our courts. 

Judge Cooley says: 

Taxes are defined as being the enforced proportional contribution of ms 


and property, levied by the authority of the State for the support of the Govern- 
nent a aaa. for all pablie needs, fails 


Again he says: 

They are the property of the citizen, demanded and received by the Govern- 
ment to be disposed of to enable it to carry into effect its mandates and to dis- 
charge its manifold functions, 
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Again he says: 

The power of taxation is an incident of sovereignty, and is coextensive with 
that of which it isan incident. Al subjects, therefore, over which the sovereign 
power of the state extends are, in its discretion, legitimate subjects of taxation; 
and _ may be carried to any extent to which the government may choose to 
carry it. 


After enumerating a number of maxims on this subject, the author 


says: 

An these maxims assume that taxation is Jaid for the purpose of obtaining a 
révenue, Within the definitions given, the burden would not be taxation, if 
revenue were not the purpose. 


What is revenue but that which is needed to carry on the Government 
and enable the Government to execute its constitutional powers? But 
again, and here is where he covers the whole question: 

In considering the legality of the purpose of any particular tax a question of 
first importance must always concern the grade Sithe government which as- 
sumes to levy it. The “ public” that is concerned in a legal sense in any matter 
of government is the public the particular government has been provided for; 
and the public purpose ” for which that government may tax is ohe which con- 
cerns its own people, and not some other people having a government of its 
own, for whose wants taxes are laid. There may, therefore, be a public pur- 
pose as regards the Federal Union which would not be such as a basis for State 
taxation, and there may be a public purpose which would uphold State taxa- 
tion, but not the taxation which its municipalities would be at liberty to vote 
and collect. The pw must in every instance pertain to the sovereignty 
with which the tax originates; it must be 55 its jurisdiction so 
as to justify its making provision for it. The rule is applicable to all the sub- 
ordinate ee ip og eee they are clothed with powers to accomplish certaiu 
objects, and for those objects they may tax, but not for others, however interest- 
ing and important, which are the proper concern of any other government or 
jursidiction, State expenses are not to be provided for by Federal taxation, nor 
Federal expenses by State taxation, because in neither case would the taxation 
be levied by the government upon whose public the burden of the expenses 
properly rests. To provide for such expenses would consequently not be a pur- 
pose in which the people taxed would in a legal sense be concerned. 


That is what Judge Cooley in his work of standard authority says 
upon the subject, and it covers this whole ground. 

The taxation which is legitimate under our Government is taxation to 
raise revenue, for what? To enable the Government to execute its con- 
stitutional powers, to exercise and perform the functions and duties of 
its jurisdiction, and to supply its needs for those purposes. Taxation to 
raise money to bestow on objectsand promote purposes outside of and be- 
yond its jurisdiction and powers would not be to raise revenue for the 
Government, and, Judge Cooley says, would not be taxation, but simply 
a taking by superior force. Therefore it is that I assert it to be an 
undeniable proposition that if Congress has the constitutional power to 
draw money from the people by taxation for the support of the common 
schools of the States, it must be because the maintenance of the com- 
mon schools of the States is a public purpose within the powers and juris- 
diction of the Government of the United States, for unless they are, no 
power resides in Congress to sustain them by taxation, and he who sup- 
ports this bill stultifies himself whenever he denies the power and 
jurisdiction of Congress over public education in the several States. 

I deny this power tothe Government of the United States. I believe 
the common schools of the States are wholly and exclusively under 
the power and jurisdiction of the several States, and, therefore, being 
outside of the jurisdiction of the National Government, that that Gov- 
ernment has no power to tax the people for their support. The Senator 
from Tennessee [ Mr. JACKSON] claims, as I do, that the common schools 
of the States are wholly within the jurisdiction of theseveral States and 
not within that of the National Government; but he says that Con- 
gress, although these schools are beyond its jurisdiction and outside of 
its powers, can tax the people to raise money for their support. Upon 
this I take issue with him, and say to him that whenever he goes out- 
side the jurisdiction and powers of Con to find objects for which 
taxation may be imposed on the people he takes off the limitations of 
the Constitution upon the taxing power, and vests in the dominant 
majority in Con an unlimited, uncontrolled, undefined power of 
taxation, which the Supreme Court of the United States has said in the 
opinion I have read from has never been confided in any free govern- 
ment to any depositary of power however democratic, not even to a ma- 
jority. 

No man has advocated this bill and no man can advocate it and justify 
it without being driven to the posna thuscondemned by the highest 
judicial authority in the world. I am not prepared to revolutionize 
this Government. I am not prepared to establish the despotism of a 
Congressional majority, and destroy the balance of power between the 
States and sections of this Union so wisely adjusted in our Constitution. 

It is considered by my Democratic friends from the South who sup- 
port this bill that it is a good thing to have the people in all the States 
of the Union taxed for the benefit of their constituents, but I beg them 
to remember that this is but the beginning of this new departure from 
constitutional methods, and that as surely as time rolls on the gen- 
eral welfare’? will levy iés tribste on their people in turn. Once es- 
tablished, this precedent will return to plague you. You had better go 
on in the good old way. Your people are struggling bravely and suc- 
cessfully with the evils of illiteracy. Their achievements have chal- 


lenged the admiration of the world, and if encouraged to rely on them- 
selves instead of asking charity from the Government will in good 
time surmount all difficulties, and be stronger, wiser, and more self- 
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reliant and self-reverent for having accomplished their own redemption 
and re-establishment. 

The plea for the passage of this bill is that the safety of the Republic 
demands that voters be educated. The Government of the United States 
has nothing to do with suffrage except to see to it that no State discrim- 
inates against any class of citizens in conferring the right of suffrage. 
The State prescribes the qualifications of voters and says who shall be 
voters and who shall not be. This is a subject wholly and confessedly 
within the jurisdiction and powers of the several States, and wholly 
outside of the jurisdiction of the National Government. Nobody de- 
nies this. My friends on this side of the Chamber who support this bill 
agree with me that publiceducation is a matter wholly within the power 
and jurisdiction of the States and wholly outside the jurisdiction of the 
General Government. When the entire subject-matter, both suffrage 
and education, are thus wholly matters of State jurisdiction and wholly 
outside of the jurisdiction of the National Government, I can not see 
how it is that the National Government is to take hold of it. 

I am here told that the general welfare ” requires that the National 
Government leave its own constitutional sphere of action and go into 
that of the States with their consent. I can not think that the gen- 
eral welfare will be promoted by a violation of the Constitution, nor can 
the States constitutionally consent to an assumption of their powers 
and duties by the National Government. The whole theory and frame- 
work of our Government is founded and built upon States possessed 
of the powers reserved to them in the Constitution and rests upon them 
as pillars, and if these pillars are to be wasted and frittered away by 
any process, the superstructure willcomedown. Anindissoluble union 
of indestructible States, indestructible even by their own consent, is 
the character of our Government. The powers of Congress can not be 
enlarged by the consent of the States, nor can those of the States be di- 
minished by the consent of Congress. An amendment to the Constitu- 
tion alone can make these changes. 

The States can not consent to a usurpation of their powers by Congress 
any more than Congress can rightfully go into the reserved domain of 
the States. The machinery of our Governments, both State and Na- 
tional, is adjusted to the Constitution and will not work without jarring 
and friction outside of it. All the powers of Congress, and no more and 
no less, and all the rights and powers of the States, and neither more 
nor less, must be exercised respectively by them in order to a harmo- 
nious working of our system. For Congress to go outside of its powers 
and jurisdiction to perform functions alloted by the Constitution to the 
States in the management or administration or maintenance of their 
common-school systems would be a violation of the rights and powers 
and duties of both the State and National Governments. What the Con- 
stitution has ordained shall be kept separate, apart, and distinct can not 
be mixed and mingled even by the joint action and consent of both Con- 
gress and the States without violence to our theory and Constitution of 
Government. j 

Theastonishing proposition isasserted by some of the advocates of this 
bill that the Government of the United States can tax the people of the 
United States to raise money to aid the common schools of the States, 
but can not follow that money and see to its administration and dis- 
bursement. It is difficult to believe that they are serious in making 
this assertion. If Congress is performing a duty in passing this bill 
the duty certainly does not end with handing the money over to the 
States. It is a continuing duty to see to it that it is supplied to the 
purpose for which it is raised. This duty implies a discretion in Con- 
gress as to the mode of administration, the agents and instrumentali- 
ties; indeed, as to the entire method and all the processes of its use, 
handling, disbursement, &c., and all these things together constitute 
the 5 current business and running of the public schools. 

The bill now before the Senate, which in my judgment concedes the 
jurisdiction and power of the National Government over the common 
schools of the States, to be taken charge of either wholly or partially, 
as Congress may determine, does in fact largely direct how these schools 
shall be administered, going so-far even as to prescribe studies to be 
taught in them. The bill exercises the powers, or many of them, over 
the schools proposed to be aided which a reader of many of the speeches 
made in advocacy of the bill is led to believe could not be claimed under 
it by the Government. 

While Democratic advocates of the bill are claiming that the Goy- 
ernment has no right or power or jurisdiction over the common schools 
under this bill, and have no power to follow the money and see to its 
application and administration, exactly the contrary is claimed by my 
Republican friends on the other side of the Chamber. I will read an 
extract from a speech of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] now in 
the chair on this bill made two years ago, which I think will not be de- 
nied to be representative of the views of his party associates on the sub- 
ject. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said: 

If the United States have the right to appropriate the money, they have the 
right to say upon what conditions the money shall be expended. If they say 
we will aid the South or the Southern States to educate their illiterate children, 
then the United States have the power and the right to set out the principles 
and conditions or limitations of that grant. The greater includes the less; and 
if the power is given to make these 3 at all, the power is also given 


to say for whose benefit the money ded, how it shall be expended, 
where and when and how apportioned, and for what pu That is as clear 


a proposition as can be shown in Euclid or any other mathematical work. 


I will also read from the debate of two years ago an extract from an 
editorial which I find in the speech of Mr. Bayard, then a member of 
the Senate, taken from a paper published in Rhode Island, of which 
Senator Anthony, of that State, then a member of this body but since 
dead, was the editor and proprietor: 


The more honest, as the more truthful way of putting it would org = be to 
say that the necessity has arisen for the exercise of ultra-constitutional but nec- 
essary authority, and that it is a logical consequence of the e! tion and 


enfranchisement of the negro, these being the inevitable results of the war of 
the rebellion. 

It is not at all irrelevant, however, to inquire whether the means will secure 
the end, The committee finds that five-twelfths of the school population of the 
country are growing up in ignorance of the English alphabet; that in 7 4 
six cities, containing a school population of over 2,000,000, over one-third of 
children never enter a school-room. New York city has 114,000 children not 
enrolled at all, and of a school population of 385,000, there is an average attend- 
ance of only 132,000. Some of our New England villages exhibit statistics which 
are simply appalling. The South excuses herself on account of emancipation 
and poverty; the North explains herself by the inundation of a foreign pore: 
lation. Whatever the causes, and they are clear enough, the facts are to be ad- 
mitted and faced. The prevailing sentiment is, that the State shall no lon 
be responsible for the education of her children, but they shall be educated by 
the National Government, the State doing so much as Congress shall require. 
This is to be understood, however, when the Federal Government undertakes 
this business, as of right and duty it has assumed, and the States have conceded 
that it has full and sovereign authority. It will be bound to look out for the 
“general welfare” in this behalf, according to its best judgment and highest 
baler The schools must conform to its idea of virtue and its standard of 

ucation, 


The Senator from Ohio is unquestionably correct in the opinion he 
expresses as to the right and power of the Government to follow and 
superintend the administration and disbursement of money it appro- 
priates, and Senator Anthony undoubtedly foreshadowed, in the well- 
considered editorial just read, what the Republican party will claim in 
respect to this subjectif the Government enters upon this career of inter- 
fering with the common schools of the States, Which construction shall 
prevail, that of the Democratic supporters of this bill, who claim that 
all the United States Government has the power to do is to hand the 
money over to the States to be controlled and ma exclusively by 
them, or that of the Republican supporters of the bill, that the passage 
of the bill would be the recognition of plenary power in the United 
States Government over the entire subject of common schools in the 
States, and enable the Government to exercise its sovereign will and 
pleasure in administering them? 

A direct antagonism on this point exists between the Democratic and 
Republican Senators who support this bill, as the debate throughout 
abundantly shows; yet both agree in pushing the bill through. This 
unsettled difference of opinion will still remain if the bill shall become 
a law, and will be the fruitful source of acrimonious and heated sectional 
discussion hereafter. That clause of the bill which retains the power 
in Congress to alter, amend, or repeal the bill will always preserve the 
subject open for debate, amendment, and agitation. It will be a con- 
stant source of irritation under the handling of demagogues, who will 
not fail to use it for all the mischief there is in it in stirring up strife 
between the colored and white people of the South. 

It will be the basis of Congressional investigations into the school 
systems of the South upon alleged discriminations against colored 
ple in the administration of the fund appropriated, charged for politi. 
cal effect. It will cause the administration of the public schools of the 
States to be a distinct issue in all political campaigns, and be the most 
potent and effective means of inciting anew and keeping alive for polit- 
ical effect race issues, now being so happily solved under State juris- 
diction. It will be a perennial source of trouble, of agitation, of un- 
rest, of irritation, and harassment throughout the South. One con- 
struction of the powers of the Government over State schools under 
Democratic administrationand anotherand different construction under 
a Republican administration will subject the education of the youth of 
the country to all the vicissitudes and changes occurring in the ups and 
downs of political warfare. 

These and many other evils are plainly to result from the of 
this bill. Besides, the relaxation of effort and interest for and in behalf 
of education among the people of the States will surely eventuate in 
the end in the assumption by the General Government of full power, 
jurisdiction, and charge of the subject of education in all the States. 

No greater misfortune, in my judgment, could befall the people of 
this country or the cause of education than would be involved in this 
result. The fund proposed in this bill is to be taxed out of the people 
and returned back tothem, less the cost of collection and return. Why 
not retain the money while they have it, and at the same time retain 
the control of their school systems as they now have them? 

Mr. President, I see only evil in this bill; and while I have not in- 
tended to go into a general discussion of its provisions as I have done 
heretofore, I could not refrain from saying this much before the vote is 
taken. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to present some amendments that I propose 
to offer to the pending bill in order that they may be printed before we 
meet again to-morrow, as Ido not see any chance of reaching them for 
consideration this afternoon. I ask that they may be read, as they are 
brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read if 
there be no objection. 
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The SECRETARY. The first proposed amendment is to add to sec- 
tion 1 the following: 


eee eee, That no money 
9 ‘until three-fourths of all the States. 


id to 
of 


by this act shall be 
5 pro 


The next proposed amendment is to add to section 2: 


5 5 and inclu the year eye and afterward according to the census of 
890: Provided, That t District of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within 
— menning of this act; and the money apportioned to said district shall be ex- 


pended annually under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in the man- 
ner provided for the expenditure of other appropriations for ed: pur- 
poses in said District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
printed if there be no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from New York to yield to me 
for a moment. I propose an amendment as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabamaand I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made if 


. As it is somewhat late, if the Senator from New 
York will yield, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

A The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York has the 
oor. 

Mr. EVARTS. If it is intended that the vote shall be taken upon 
this bill to-night I shall not occupy the time of the Senate at all, as I 
am heartily and y desirous that the bill shall be passed; but if 
itis not the intention of the Senator from New Hampshire or of the 
Senate that it should proceed to a vote, I may wish to make some re- 
marks the subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that the intimation of the Senator from New 
York that he may offer remarks upon the bill to the Senate would 
produce a general inclination to adjourn in order to have an opportu- 
nity to listen to him to-morrow. I understand, too, that there may be 
other gentlemen who desire to be heard further, and if a motion to ad- 
journ should be made I should not resist it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will theSenator yield to a motion for an executive 
session? I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 


tive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts] having the floor, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After eleven minutes t in executive 
session the doors were + mopeed; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourn 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 18th day of February, 1886. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


John Christian Franks, of Cali to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of California, whose term expires February 20, 
1886. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Charles Stackhouse, to be postmaster at Osage City, Osage County, 
Kansas, vice Jacob V. Admire, commission expired. 

Edward R. Pemberthy, to be postmaster at Houghton, Houghton 
County, Michigan, vice Frank A. Douglass, commission expired. 

William G. McCarty, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, Cole County, 
Missouri, vice Jacob Steinenger, commission ex 

John McAusland, to be at Miles City, Custer County, 
Territory of Montana, vice Newman Borchardt, commission 

John C. Collins, to be postmaster at Brockport, Monroe County, New 
York, vice Mrs. Mary E. Baker, commission expired. 

R. Chauncy Fisher, to be postmaster at White Plains, Westchester 
County, New York, vice Samuel C. Miller, whose commission will ex- 
pire February 20, 1886. 

Edward H. Freeman, to be postmaster at Binghamton, Broome 
County, New York, vice George W. Dunn, commission expired. 

Dudley 8. Nye, to be postmaster at Marietta, Washington County, 
Ohio, vice Samuel L. Grosvenor, whose commission will expire February 
28, 1886. 

Marinus W. Allen, to be postmaster at Titusville, Crawford Founty, 
Pennsylvania, vice Joseph H. Cogswell, whose commission will expire 
February 20, 1886. ‘ 

Thomas B. Coon, to be postmaster at Kilbourn City, Columbia County, 
Wisconsin, vice Jacob V. Hughes, resigned. 

James Benton, to be postmaster at Colfax, Whitman County, Wash- 
ington Territory, vice Lewis P. Berry, commission expired. 

FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

Lieut. Col. Nelson B. Sweitzer, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel, 

January 9, 1886, vice Hatch, retired from active service. 


Eighth Regiment of Oavatry. 
First Lieut. Edward E. Wood, to be captain, N 20, 1886, vice 
Farnsworth, who his line commission 
Second Lieut. John A. Johnson, to be first 8 January 20, 
1886, rice Wood, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 15, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


David R. Waters, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United States for 

the western district of Michigan. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Alexander Ferguson, to be postmaster at Palestine, Anderson County, 
Texas, vice James F. Pells, commission expired. 

John F. Walsh, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county of Rich- 
ardson and State of Nebraska. 

D. B. Hanan, to be postmaster at New Hampton, Chickasaw County, 
Iowa, vice Charles McCullow, commission expired. 

John D. Russell, to be postmaster at Sedalia, Pettis County, Missouri, 
vice Milo Blair, commission expired. 

H. E. Black, to be postmaster at Greensburg, Decatur County, Indi- 
ana, vice George H. pag commission expired. 
A 3 D. Travis, to be postmaster at Holdredge, Phelps County, 

ve! 
deanu Knapp, to be postmaster at Garrettsville, Portage County, 
io. 

James W. Talbott, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county of 
Meigs and State of Ohio. 5 7 

F. P. Thompson, to be postmaster at Eureka, Humboldt County, Cal- 
ifornia, vice Frederick Axe, commission expired. 

W. B. Burnett, to be postmaster at Athens, Clarke County, Georgia, 
vice Madison Davis, whose commission will expire February 13, 1886. 

C. W. Freeman, to be postmaster at Bolivar, Polk County, Missouri, 
the office having become Presidential. 

Frank M. Jackson, to be postmaster at Los Gatos, Santa Clara County, 
California, the office having become Presidential 

H. T. Davis, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of Orange and 
State of Texas. 

Charles C. Commerford, to be postmaster at Wateka, New Haven 
County, Connecticut, vice John W. Hill, term expired. 

Silas L. Erwin, to be postmaster at New Milford, Litchfield County, 
Connecticut, vice "David A. Baldwin, commission expired. 

R. J. Humphrey, to be postmaster at Poultney, in the county of Rut- 
land and State of Vermont. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William F. Howland, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, N. C. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 18, 1886. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Lewis L. ranger apr of Oregon, to be attorney of the United States 

for the district of Oregon. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James B. Groome, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, Md., vtee Edwin H. Webster, commission expired. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1886. 


The House met at 120’elockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CENSUS OF INDIANS IN THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sccretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the In- 
terior of an appropriation for taking a census of Indians in the United 
States; which was referred to the Comnfittee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE VACANCY. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. J. V. L. FINDLAY, of Maryland, a 
member of the Committee on Banking and Currency, to fill a vacancy. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed, under the rule, to 
call the standing and select committees for reports. 

MORRIS COUNTY RAILROAD, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public reported back 
witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4584) granting the right 
of way for railroad p th the lands of the United States 


powder depot near Dove N. J., to the Morris County Railroad Com- 
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pany; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
LAND OFFICES IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. LAFFOON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 1448, a bill (H. R. 5873) to establish two additional 
land offices in Nebraska; ‘which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 

rt, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 1448) was laid on the table. 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, reported, as a 
substitute for the bills H. R. 70, 276, 378, and 1410, a ill Œ. R. 
5874) to amend the act entitled „An act to aid in the construction of 

a à railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes, approved July1, 1862; and also to alter 
and amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment 
of said gna ene act; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be pina 

And House bills 70, 276, 378, and 1410 which were severally laid on 
the table. 

“WILLIAM BRIDGES, JR. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4389) granting a 
pension to William Bri jr.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to — printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
Pee: back adversely the bill (H. R. 3461) granting a pension to Ansel 

tter; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

NOAH B. BROOKSHIRE. 

Mr. O' from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. 
Brookshire; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM TURVILLE. 

Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to 
William Turville; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

NAVIGATION AND CUSTOMS COLLECTION LAWS. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, rted back 
favorably the following resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
1 . 9 = be printed. 


of of Navigation. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOGANSPORT, IND. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back, as a substitute for H. R. 465, a bill (H. R. 5875) for the 
erection of a public building at Logansport, Ind.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill No. 465 was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with amendment the bill (S. 44) providing for the 
erection of a public bui at San Antonio, Tex.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the hole House on the state of the ea and 
the accompaning report ordered to be printed. 

DINWIDDIE B. PHILLIPS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
3 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills w the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was req 

A bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Ken- 
tucky penitentiary; 


A bill (S. . Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased; 

A bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science and to pre- 
went the desecration of graves; 

A bill (S. 353) for the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner of 
C. M. and J. D. Morrison; 

A bill (8. 491) to provide for an American register for the steamship 
Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md.; 

A bill (8. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill 8. 738) for the relief of James Clifford; 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

A bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Citizens’ National Bank, of Ky. 

A bill (S. 1052) for the relief of Capt. G. H. Warrens; and 

A bill (S. 1055) to amend section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in relation to trespassers on Indian Jands. 


LAND GRANT TO ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


TheSPEAKER. The call of committees for reports being concluded, 
the hour for the consideration of bills called up by committees now 
begins at twenty-five minutes past 12 o'clock. The Clerk will report 
the title of the pen bill, called up yesterday by the tleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cons on behalf of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to restore the same 
to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COBB. There is a question of order pending, I believe, upon an 
amendment submitted yesterday by my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] was 
occupying the floor yesterday when the hourexpired. The Chair does 
not know whether he desires to conclude his remarks at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not concluded my remarks, but Iam en- 
tirely willing that the question of order shall be decided now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Conn] will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. COBB. My point of order, Mr. Speaker, is that there is now 
pendi betore tha House & bill providing, I think, for everything con- 
tained in the amendment proposed by my colleague. This bill, which 
I hold in my hand and will send to the Chair, provides that all laws 
with reference to the disposition of our public lands, except the home- 
stead law, shall be repealed, and it especially provides that these lands 
shall not be sold at blic or private sale, but shall only be disposed of 


w may 
provoko discussion and obstruct or delay its passage Sn this or the other 
end of the Capitol. 

I may state further that this House at the last session of Congress 
passed a bill in substance the same as that which I now send to the 
Chair, and probably such a bill will be passed during this Con- 
gress. The last section, as I think the Chair will covers the propo- 
sition embraced in my colleague’s amendment; indeed, I may say that 
the whole bill affects this question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that there are pend- 
ing in the House bills i for the repeal of all laws now in force, 
with the exception of the homestead law, for the disposition of public 
lands; but I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that itis not as- 
Samon Beo D SEDAN . nang WTOS r 
the application of the provisions of the homestead law to lands here- 
tofore granted by Congress, and which may be restored to the public 
domain. The effect of my ition is not to reach the entire pub- 
lic domain, but only this particular body of land heretofore granted, 
scsi ich Ppa, WE TANAGA ke sis packbin dsseats, shad! bara. 
stored only upon the condition of being occupied as homesteads by act- 
ual settlers. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman’s proposition is cor- 
rect and this point is well taken, then it is almost impossible to submit 
an amendment to a bil! which in some form or other is not embraced 
in some proposition pending before the House. 

I admit there is a bill pending to repeal the desert-land law and the 
timber- culture law and the law—I concede all that; and 
the result necessarily will be the w remaining in force will be the 
homestead law. But there is no bill declaring that the forfeit- 
ure of a grant of public lands heretofore made the homestead law shall 
apply to it. That is the only point presented—simply as to this par- 
ticular body of land heretofore granted by that upon the dec- 
laration of forfeiture by Congress those lands shall be controlled by the 
principles of the homestead law. I think if the narrow view neces- 
sarily taken of this subject by the point of order is good, it will be al- 
most impossible to submit an amendment to the House that will not be 
subject to the same point. 

Mr. COBB. I do not so regard it. This bill now pending, and to 
which this amendment is offered, provides that these when for- 


feited, shall become a part of the public domain and be subject to the 
laws governing the public domain, and therefore the homestead, pre- 
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emption, and other laws would apply to these lands from the very mo- 
ment the forfeituretakesplace. They would apply in all cases suggested 
by the gentleman. In other words, they become a part of the public 
domain, and are governed by the rules and regulations affecting the 
public domain. The bill is this: After repealing all the provisions rel- 
ative to the construction of said railroad or telegraph line, it provides 
that all the lands granted be, and the same are hereby, restored to the 
public domain. They are made subject to disposal under the general 
laws of the United States as though said grant had never been made. 
Of course this bill, when passed, will restore these lands to the public 
domain, and they will be affected by any general law which affects other 
portions of the public domain. I think the gentleman’s point of order 
is not well taken, and I believe the point of order should be sustained. 

The SPEAKER. From such examination as the Chair has been able 
to give to the bill sent up by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] 
it appears to be a general bill, applicable to all the public lands of the 
United States, whereas the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] applies only to this particular body of lands 
heretofore granted to a railroad company. The Chair thinks the best 
test which can be applied in determining a question of this character 
is to ascertain whether or not the adoption of the amendment would ei- 
ther absolutely or substantially supersede the necessity for the passage 
of some bill which is pending. It is evident that the adoption of this 
amendment could not cover the subject embraced by the bill which the 

tleman from Indiana has sent up. The amendment would apply 
this rule only to the lands in the particular bill now under considera- 
tion and leave all the other lands of the country just as the law now 
leaves them—to be affected hereafter by the passage of the bill which 
the gentleman sent up. The Chair thinks the point of order is not well 
taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not know what the purpose of the Committee 
on the Public Lands may be; and if I can have the ear of my colleague 
I will be able to determine whether I am justified in occupying further 
the attention of the House. The question I wish to put tomy colleague 
is this, Whether it is proposed during this morning hour to put this bill 
on its passage, or is it intended to carry it over for further debate? 

Mr. COBB. I desire to put the bill on its passage. Of course that 
will depend upon the temper of the House. I conclude the provisions 
of the bill, unless some amendment is proposed, will not take up much 
of the time of the House; that is, they will not provoke discussion. In 
other words, I think we can pass the bill before the hour expires. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman intend to discuss the sub- 
stitute offered to the bill? 

Mr. COBB. That has been discussed, or it was yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is not intended to discuss this subject further 
upon the main point presented, then I will oceupy but a moment fur- 
ther to state my own position in regard to it. Ishall be brief, because 
I do not wish to embarrass the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I concurin a portion of the remarks made 
by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] on yester- 
day with regard to the importance of legislation to preserve what re- 
mains of the public domain, especially that which is fit for agricultural 

for actual settlers; in other words, to provide lands for the 

ess and homes for the homeless. But I must express my surprise 

at the extraordinary position taken by that distinguished and learned 
gentleman this morning with reference to the minority report of this 
committee and the substitute which the minority offer. The gentle- 
man certainly loses sight of a very important consideration in questions 
of this kind, to wit, the nature and character of thelaw of forfeitures. 

Let me say, too, in this connection, that while I have very little 
doubt of the pome of Congress to declare a forfeiture to the extent the 
majority of the committee has reported, or that which is tantamount 
thereto, a repeal and revocation of the grant, yet a mere forfeiture to 
the extent recommended by the minority of the committee report 
would go for naught, would have no more force or effect, in my judg- 
ment, with the learning I have as a lawyer, than to whistle against the 
wind, 

There is a question, however, of great moment in this connection, 
growing out of the peculiar phraseology of the proviso in the act of 20th 
April, 1871, authorizing this company to place a mortgage on the land 
granted. Now it may be, and in fact as the language literally imports 
is, the righ t of these mortgagees to foreclose the mortgage on the land 

ve with the road constructed at the time they see proper to 
foreclose; for the language is: 

That portion of said road which shall have been constructed at the time of the 
foreclosure of said mortgage. 


That is, it shall operate on all Iands conterminous with constructed 
roads at the time of the foreclosure of the mortgage. 
That ts a question of importance from this consideration: Now, 


when a forfeiture is declared, or a revocation of the grant, where no 
road has been constructed, and the land is thrown open to homestead 
settlement or entry under the general laws, and is taken up by home- 
stead settlers and improvements made, in course of time their rights, 
their homes may be jeopardized in consequence of the rights vested 


by this language in the bondholders under the mortgages upon these 
lands. This consideration induced me to examine this question critic- 
ally, and though I may be wrong I have reached certain conclusions. 
Forfeiture, Mr. Speaker, has a well-defined meaning. The law abhors 
forfeitures, and hence in no case will one be sustained except the right 
to it clearly exists. A forfeiture isnot like unto a judgment which re- 
sults at the end of a litigation or legal controversy. It is a common- 
law, not a statutory, method, by which a grantor of an estate upon 
condition subsequent gets the title back on account of a failure by the 
grantee to perform the condition. 

In the case of an individual grantor, all that is necessary for him to do 
to reinvest himself with the title in case of a breach of the condition is 
to go upon and claim his estate, which is called a re-entry. In the case 
of the king, under the English common law, in lieu of re-entering in 
person he had the process of office found—a sort of office judgment which 
had the effect of reinvesting the Crown with the title. But if there was 
a controversy, mark you, as to whether the grantee had performed the 
condition or the grantor had prevented full performance, then the grantor, 
whether king or peasant, was put to his suit, his action in court, for the 
recoyery of the estate. If the grantor, instead of relying upon his com- 
mon-law right of forfeiture, substitutes other remedies and reservations 
in the deed, he must rely on them and not on forfeiture. 

In the case of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad grant there are many 
conditions, and the reservations of power on the part of the Government, 
as grantor, are expressed in the twentieth section in these words: 

Congress may at any time, having due regard for the rights of said Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

Now, the only reservation which the company makes, or, in other 
words, the only limitation upon the reservation of the Government, is 
that due regard shall be had for the rights of this company. 

What, then, are the rights of this company as between it and the 
Government? At most, only to have the lands conterminous with the 
constructed and completed road. The committee concedes this to the 
company. But the act of Congress of April 20, 1871, authorized the 
Company to mortgage the lands granted to secure bonds to be issued 
and sold, and now the holders of the bonds which were thus secured 
and sold claim that they have a vested right in all the lands granted, 
and that the Government has no legal right to reclaim those lands and 
restore them to the public domain. Lee us see. The following in the 
granting act is strong language, and it is claimed with some plausi- 
bility that it constitutes an irrevocable dedication of the lands to the 
building of the road: 

The United States may do any and all acts and things which may be needful 
and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the said road, 

Said act further provides that— 

The better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the public 
interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line and 
keep the same in working order, and to secure to the Government at all times, 
ate, auc Cllr DOPA Cook teen TAS A aes tent: BASUAN due Tekan tr tas 
rights of said ‘Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Conon: add PA . or 
repeal this act. 

When we consider the entire granting act in all its parts, this lan- 
guage is but indicative of the great object which the Government de- 
sired to attain by eee oe grant. But it is manifest that it was not 
intended that the grant should be an unconditional estate in fee. Such 
a construction would be utterly inconsistent with the reservations of 
power over the lands granted. The grant was made to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad westward on the nearest practicable route along 
the thirty-fifth parallel of north latitude to the Pacific Ocean. The 
lands in the State of California, which were withdrawn in accordance 
with the map of definite location of the road, are situated north of 
thirty-five and extending to or into the thirty-eighth parallel of north 
latitude; and although a Secretary of the Interior decided that this de- 
parture from the line indicated in the deed or granting act by the grantor 
was lawful, I can not sanction such a doctrine. The proviso touching 
the bondholders, which I have just read, is not very. perspicuous in its 
lan; . The granting act is referred to, and hence the two must be 
construed and consid as different parts merely of one and the same 
act. If the company shall hereafter suffer any breach of the condi- 
tions of the (granting) act, &c., is the first proposition in the proviso, 
and, if taken literally, would imply that the grantor would commit the 
breach; whereas its true meaning, to be gathered from the whole act, is 
that if the company commits a breach of the conditions, Ke. 

Next, the proviso declares that in that event the rights of the bond- 
holders under the mortgages in respect to the lands shall extend only 
to so much thereof as shall be conterminous with or appertain to 
that part of said road which shall have been constructed. 

Then, instead of stopping here, which would have made the meaning 
beyond question, these words follow, at the time of the foreclosure of 
said mortgage; language which is utterly inconsistent with every pre- 
ceding proposition in the proviso and every reservation in the granting 
act. To hold that Congress intended just what this language literally 
imports would place it in the power of the trustees and bondholders, 
by never foreclosing their mo to annul all the reservations over 
the 2 7 5 granted and convert the grant into an absolute and uneondi- 
tional one. 
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Congrees must therefore have meant that if the company failed to 
perform the conditions, and the United States in consequence proceeded 
to take the lands from the company, the mortgagees should have aright 
to foreclose on all the lands conterminous with the constructed road. 
The object of authorizing the mortgage on the land was to raise money 
with which to construct the road; and it is therefore equitable for the 
Government to limit itself to reclaiming only the lands where no road 
has been constructed. This is, in my opinion, what was intended by 
the proviso. 

The act authorizing the company to mortgage the lands granted is so 
intimately connected with the granting act that it may be considered 
a part, a section of it. Being a part, the whole act must be construed 
so as to harmonize and furnish a field of operation for each particular 
provision, if it can be done. The reservation of a right to the Govern- 
ment to repeal the granting act, having due regard for the rights of the 
company, was known to the mortgagees when they wrote the mort- 
gages. The bondholders are chargeable with that which apppears upon 
the face of the legislative enactment which authorizes the issue of the 
bonds. Isuppose that no lawyer here will dispute this proposition. 
Then, as they had notice that the Government, while consenting that 
the lands might be mortgaged, reserved in express terms the right to 
terminate the grant whenever the company failed to comply with their 
part of the contract, therefore the bondholders and mortgagees have 
not in my opinion a vested right in any lands except such as are con- 
terminous with the road constructed and completed at the time the 
Government declares a dissolution of the contract and a resumption of 
the title to unearned lands. 

There is another consideration which tends strongly to show that such 
was the intention of Congress. Lop off the words ‘‘at the time of the 
foreclosure of said mo strike them out of the proviso as mean- 
ingless, and the lien of the bondholders under it will be identical with 
the rights of the company as against the Government as grantors, and 
harmony of the otherwise conflicting provisions of the act is secured. I 
am therefore persuaded that the words at the time of the foreclosure 
of said mortgage’’ are mere redundant words of description, and in fact 
mean at the time when the grant is terminated.“ 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another answer to the claim of the bond- 
holders. I find in the report of the committee several propositions of 
law the correctness of which I do not sanction, but I have no good 
reason to dispute their statement of the facts as found by them. I will 
therefore ask the Clerk to read a passage which I have marked on page 
4 of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


nies; and the 
ises of the com- 


and Pacific Company to mortgage its road. They the mortgages named 
to be executed, and the bonds to be issued, for the individuals composing these 
two companies owned the capital stock of the Atlantic and Pacific Com s 
ing them complete control of the latter company. They bought the 
„and now own them, and these corporations guaranteed their 

payment. They are, therefore, both debtor and itor in this transaction. 


Mr. OATES. Now, if it be true that these two corporations owned 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, they stand in the shoes of the grantees, 
and can claim no more than their assignors; and if they also caused the 
mo to be made, and are the owners of all the bonds, it is quite 
clear that theirlien upon the lands is limited to the lands conterminous 
with the completed road. They would be subrogated to the rights of 
the grantees, the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, which still 
retains a nominal existence. 

Now, the reservation to the company in the language of the twentieth 
section, “ with due to the rights of said company, means just 
what the majority of the committee in their report have conceded; 
that if there is a breach of conditions and a consequent termination or 
revocation of the grant, they should have the lands conterminous with the 
portion of road they had constructed. It can not mean anything else. 
And the fact that this road was constructed after the limitation ex- 
pressed in the grant amounts to nothing, in my judment, for the plain 
reason which I will state. Every gentleman who is acquainted with 
the horn-books of the law, who understands its elementary principles, 
knows that estates upon condition are of two kinds; an estate upon 
condition precedent, the title in which can not vest until the condition 
precedent is performed; and an estate upon condition subsequent, the 
title to which vests the moment the grant is made. In the latter case, 
although the grantee fails to perform the condition at the time and in 
the manner prescribed in the deed, that does not in itself forfeit or ter- 
minate his estate; that does not cause the title to revert to the grantor. 

The title still resides in the grantee; the estate is still his until the 
grantor acts. The right which the grantor has to re-enter in the case 
of individuals, and thereby reinvest himself with the title, is not re- 


heirs, or his successor, alone can exercise that right if he himself fails to 
do so during his existence. But suppose he never does re-enter, or, in 
the case of the Government, declare a dissolution of the contract and a 
resumption of the title—for that is the only office and effect of an act 
passed here to declare what is called in this bill a forfeiture—to rein- 
vest the Government with the title to the lands granted? Until this is 
done, where is the title to the estate? I ask any legal gentleman whether 
he will dispute the proposition that it rests and resides in the grantee? 
So long as the title rests and resides in the grantee, the estate is his 

roperty. In the case of individuals, whenever the grantor re-enters 

e is reinvested with the whole estate; and no improvements nor com- 
plication placed upon it by the grantee can prevent its reinvesting en- 
tire. 

But in the case of these peculiar grants to railroad corporations there 
is in every one of them a provision that when the conditions are per- 
formed as to certain specified sections of the grant—20, 30, or 50 miles— 
the company shall be entitled to patents for lands conterminous with 
such constructed road. This apportions the grant; so that whenever 
the Government, for a breach of condition, sees proper to declare a for- 
feiture of the grant or a resumption of title, it does so only as to that 
part where the conditions have not been performed. 

So long as the Government permits the company to go on and perform 
its conditions out of time the company has the right to the lands con- 
terminous with the conditions thus performed. 

And I say this in reply to the position of the gentleman from Indiana 
and those who have reported the substitute in this case. The right of 
this company I maintain is aright to have the lands conterminous with 
the completed road under the original act. The granting act retained 
to the Government the right, on breach of conditions by the company, 
to declare forfeiture at any time. It never was intended, in my judg- 
ment, to grant to this company the right to place mortgages on the 
lands which would extend the right of the mortgagees beyond the right 
of the company. As I may be wrong in this opinion, and if Iam wrong, 
then if these lands are thrown open to homestead entry and settlement 
it will result in great hardship to these settlers hereafter, because this 
corporation or its successor or the mo may bring suit for the re- 
covery of these lands. Therefore it had better be put in such shape as 
will settle it, so that when settlers go upon the lands and acquire homes 
there and make improvements they will have security against being 
ousted. I therefore deem it to be both cautious and wise that the House 
should adopt an amendment of the character of that which I shall offer 
at the proper time. 

A MEMBER. Offer it now. 

Mr. OATES. Very well; I will offer it now and let it be pending if 
that be deemed best. I am not aware whether it is now in order or 
not, as there is a substitute and an amendment already pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there is a substitute pending, 
and there is also pending an amendment to the text of the original bill 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. If the gen- 
tleman from Alabama proposes to amend the substitute that is in order. 

Mr. OATES. No; I propose to amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If he proposes to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana that would be in order. But an independent 
amendment to the bill itself would not now be in order. 

Mr. OATES. I will read the amendment I intend to propose as part 
of my remarks for the purpose of explaining it to the House. It is as 
follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“ Provided, That any person interested in, or injuriously affected by, the passage 
of this act, may, at any time within one year after the approval of the same, bring 
asuitin any circuit court of the United States exercising jurisdiction over the 


Territory or the district in which the subject of controve is, and all rights of ac- 
tion given hereby which are not commenced within said year shall be forever 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to add this provision at the proper time 
to the pending bill. I think it ought to be adopted for the reason that 
it opens the way to any person injuriously affected by this legislation, 
so that if these bondholders have rights they can be adjudicated in the 
courts. If this corporation has rights they will have their opportunity. 
At the same time if such rights are not brought to the attention of the 
country, if they are not enforced by bringing suits within one year, it 
is a statute of limitations which forever bars their right of action. The 
settlers and homesteaders on these lands under such provision will find 
Te under quiet titles. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When do these mortgages ex- 

ire? 

Mr. OATES. I am informed not until 1910. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In default of payment of in- 
terest can the bondholders under the terms of the mortgage bring action 
to foreclose? 

Mr. OATES. No action, I am informed, has been brought to fore- 
close under the mortgage, the interest having been paid. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there anything to pre- 
vent 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. When can they bring suit under the 
amendment? 


garded as property so far as to enable him to sell or transfer it. His Mr. OATES. They have one year. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there anything to prevent 
the bondholders under the mortgage, when the bond falls due, bringing 
suit to foreclose the mortgage? 

Mr. OATES. I think there is, after one year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Would it not only be an ac- 
tumulative remedy by which they could file a bill to quiet title? Is 
it to prevent bringing suit, when the mortgage falls due, in equity to 
have that mortgage foreclosed ? 

Mr. OATES. You mean in the event the company builds the road 
beyond the present terminal point and they enter suit to foreclose the 
mortgage upon that portion of the grant? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If Lunderstand the facts, this 
road is completed for a certain number of miles. The right of way is 
still given by this bill. It only applies to the lands beyond the point 
of present completion. ‘There is a provision in the amended act by 
which the mortgagees have a right to foreclose on such landsasare con- 
terminons to the road at the time of the foreclosure of the mortgage. 

Mr. OATES. That is in the proviso. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, will the amendment 
which you offer prevent a bondholder, at the time when his bond be- 
comes due, in case the road is operated farther out, from taking action 
to foreclose the mortgage and have the land which is then conterminous 
to the increased completed portion of the road sold subject to that mort- 

ge? I ask that for information. 

Mr. OATES. That is a feature which I have not carefully studied. 
I will only say my present impression is it will bar the action. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My idea is that if we are to 
open these lands to homestead settlement under a doubtful title it 
would be an unwise act on the part of Congress. When do I under- 
stand these mortgage bonds to be due? 

Mr. OATES, They are due in 1910. But I will say to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that my desire in offering this amendment is to 
avoid any defect in the title. I think the statute of limitations would 
protect the settlers if no suits were commenced within the one year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is the point I had in 
mind, whether the statute is suflicient to protect the homestead settler 
under the mortgage which exists, provided we throw these lands open. 


Mr. OATES. 1 think it would. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Alabama a question, 
whether this Atlantic and Pacific Company did not as a matter of fact 
construct its road to the western boundary of Missouri and several miles 
into the Territory a good many years ago? 

Mr. OATES. Les, sir; the report discloses that. 

Mr. PERKINS. And is it not a matter of history thatall or nearly 
all of the land in Missouri has been disposed of by the company, and 
that settlers have gone on it? 

Mr. OATES. I think that is set forth in the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
if by either of the bills, that of the majority or minority of the com- 
mittee, these settlers are protected in any way in their rights. 

Mr. OATES. I think so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would be glad if the gentleman from Alabama 
would point out any provision in the bill which protects them. 

Mr. OATES. ‘They are certainly protected, because the bill of the 
committee does not propose to interfere with any of the lands conter- 
minous with the completed portions of the road, 

Mr. PERKINS. Here is the language of the bill: 

Provided this act of forfeiture shall not affect the rights of those — 3 un- 
Soy ortae go mate by the said company by virtue of the act approved April 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will look at the beginning of the 
bill reported by the committee—he is reading now from the substi- 
tute—he will find that it declares a forfeiture, in my opinion I may 
be permitted to say not in proper language, but a forfeiture neverthe- 
less, which amounts to a repeal or revocation of the grant where no 
road has been built. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a question. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. ` 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If the right has not accrued to these 
bondholders by any failure on the part of the company to meet the 
payments due to them in interest or otherwise, how can any rights ac- 
crue under this act? 

Mr. OATES. The amendment which I propose gives to all persons 
who are injuriously affected the right to go into the courts. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But how can they be injuriously af- 
fected or come within the provisions of the act if this interest is paid 
and other conditions on which they hold the bonds complied with? 

Mr. OATES. If they havea vested right, of course they are protected 
and will under the amendment I offer have a right to have their rights 
passed upon and adjudged by the courts of the United States. 

. Speaker, I reserve my time. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some misunderstanding 
in the minds of gentlemen upon the other side as to the provisions of 
this bill with reference to that portion of the line within the Indian 
Territory. If I can have their attention for a few moments, I believe 


I can satisfy them upon that point. The Indian Territory is not a part 
of the public lands of the United States, and is not contemplated as 
such by the law. None of the land laws are extended over the Indian 
Territory, and therefore it is not affected by this grant. 

The third section of the act provides what is granted in the way of 
the public domain. ‘The second section grants the right of way, while 
the third section grants the lands, Now it is provided that the lands 
in the Territory and the States—thatis, the public lands—are granted. 
Under the rulings of the Departments of the Government, as well as 
the courts, the Indian Territory has been regarded as a Territory of the 
United States. It is a separate and distinct portion of the lands of the 
continent set apart for the Indians. It is held, therefore, in larger part 
by deeds and treaties, and it can not be the subject of a grant, not be- 
ing a part of the public domain. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of this business 
has expired. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. PETERS 
for fifteen days, on account of important business; and to Mr. SWIN- 
BURNE for four days, on account of sickness. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr, BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent to submit the 
report of the minority of the committee on the bill (H. R. 5874) re- 
ported to-day by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP, What time does the gentleman desire in which to file 
the report? 

Mr. BLISS. Within one week, 

Mr. CRISP. I shall have to object to that length of time, as I hope 
to get the case up on the next day when the committee is called, which 
would probably cut it off. 

Mr. BLISS, The gentleman can set the time. I think I can sub- 
mit the report on it by Saturday. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that length of time. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the gentleman from 
New York will have leave to file the views of the minority. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the consideration of 
the special order, the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The motion was agreed to. r 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to inquire of the Chair how much time each 
side of this debate has remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has computed the time up to the close 
of the debate yesterday, and finds that six hours have been consumed 
by those supporting the bill and seven hours and thirty minutes by the 
opponents of the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I believed for twenty years that 
Fitz-John Porter was a traitor and that he deserved to be hanged. I 
accepted this belief because it was the public opinion of the loyal North, 
and my whole heart was with them. Now I believe he was an honest 
man and a loyal soldier, and I reached this conclusion when it became 
my duty as his representative to examine the evidence, and I learned 
the facts. The examination was tedious. There was the testimony in 
two trials and the vast accumulations besides. Fitz-John Porter de- 
termined at the start to regain his good and all these years gath- 
ered every fact and every utterance which would recreate the 29th day 
of August, 1862, when he lost it. The case is so voluminous that I am 
not inclined to find fault with any who, exempt from this official obli- 
gation, shrink from the task of examination and have determined to 
swim with the popular current of their section. But this examination 
I have made, and I can not, as an honest man, shrink from its results, 
and I state them to-day to the committee partly to atone for the bitter 
words I have heaped upon the man whom I believed to be a traitor, and 
partly because I wish to show to those who sent me here, some of whom 
do not approve of my action, that I acted in this case not from impulse, 
but upon reason and conviction. 

First. Consider the facts in the case and the presumption to be de- 
rived from them. Look first at the facts before the 29th day of Au- 
gust, 1862. Fitz-John Porter started well. His ancestry was good. 
His father and grandfather fought in the battles of the country, and 
they created those family traditions of military honor which the son 
inherited. Starting with these traditions, he was a good boy, studious 
and dutiful; he was a good youth, and by his gentleness and his cour- 
age won popularity among his fellows, while his success in the exer- 
cises of the academy secured for him the approbation of his instructors. 
He was a good soldier, and the Mexican war soon gave him the oppor- 
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tunity to show his metal. He was in that wonderful little army which 
subdued a nation and had private soldiers who carried in their knap- 
sacks, all unknown, the stars which they afterward wore as generals. 

Yet in such an army Porter acquired conspicuous distinction. He 
was very brave and he was very prudent—a model officer. And when 
he lay in the hospital in the city of Mexico wounded in the assault, he 
solaced his confinement with the knowledge that the distant Govern- 
ment whose commission he bore recognized him as the most promis- 
ing among its younger officers. With this record he was immediately 
and naturally called to positions of highest responsibility in the warof 
the rebellion. How well he di them his opponents on this 
floor have acknowledged. The hero of the City of Mexico became the 
hero of Gaines’s Mill and Malvern Hill; and the Fifth Army as 
they rested under the Virginia sky on the 29th day of August, 1862, 
had not a private in the ranks who did not thrill with the conviction 
that his commander was the consummate flower of the American Army 
and its pride. This was the record of Fitz-John Porter up to and on 
the morning of August 29. Is there anything in it inconsistent with 
the theory of his innocence on that afternoon ? 

Now look at the facts which came after this date. On the 30th day 
of August he received an order to fight. He knew that the order was a 
blunder, and he said so; but he also knew thatit was an order which, 
under that military code which speaks to the soldier like a voice from 
Sinai, left him no discretion. Heobeyed. He led his six thousand into 
hopeless battle and held them under a leaden hail until twenty-two 
hundred lay on the ground about him. Then he thought he had lost 
all the men the order required him to lose, and he withdrew the rem- 
nant. This was the obedience and courage, on the 30th, of the man 
who on the 29th day of August was insubordinate and a coward. On 
August 31, knowing that such generalship must sink the Army of the 
Potomac, he determined to rescue his own reputation and that of his 
friends from the general wreck, and he sends, August 31, a rapid courier 
to Washington to demand of Abraham Lincoln an investigation that 
should prove his treason. 

President Lincoln on the 5th of September granted his request and 
ordered a court of inquiry. Porter did not know his request was granted. 
He first heard it sixteen years afterward, when the ä order ap- 
peared among the exhibits in his second trial. The War Department 
thought that this was not the court and this was not the time. Lee's 
victorious army was threatening Washington and they needed the most 
trustworthy soldier in the Army to guard the defenses of the capital. 
To that post of supreme importance they promptly summoned Porter, 
and the man who on the 29th day of August was a coward and a traitor 
on the 3d day of September at Arlington guarded this beleaguered city. 
Afterward they asked him to pick out his own division and his own 
commander to take them with his own old forces to Antietam. 

When that campaign of disaster was ending, when Pope had been 
superseded by McClellan and Mr. McClellan by Burnside—when the 
people, mad in their disappointment, clamored for an explanation and a 
victim—then the Department gave them Porter. Itorganized its court. 
It summoned nine officers from the smoke of battle and placed them 
under the shadow of the Department to perform their task. They hesi- 
tated to do it. They lingered for weeks until a War Secretary ever ready 
to sacrifice an individual for the nation’s life ordered them to find their 
verdict. The order was read in the morning, they found their verdict 
at noon, and in the afternoon they adjourned. Five could find a ver- 
dict. And the record tells us that one became a witness for the prose- 
cution and four received promotion two weeks afterward. Porter met 
his fate as only a brave and innocent man could. He took himself and 
his family from the public eye. He has appeared only to recall or to 
present fresh evidence of his innocence, He worked and waited. He 
never threatened and he never murmured. He trusted in the justice 
of God and man. I think he has not trusted in vain. 

At the time the verdict was given the evidence was printed and was 
read largely by the legal profession. With singular unanimity they 
condemned the result, and the great leaders of the profession, in writ- 
ing and unsolicited, expressed their opinion that the evidence did not 
sustain the verdict. Those who gave such written opinions were law- 
yers like Daniel Lord, Charles O’Conor, Benjamin F. Curtis, and Syd- 
ney Bartlett. Afterward Legislatures in many Northern States, in 
New Jersey, in Pennsylvania, in New Hampshire, in Minnesota passed 
resolutions asking for a reopening of the case; and private citizens bear- 
ing such names as Edward Everett, Robert C. Winthrop, and Amos A. 
Lawrence, without consultation with Porter, prepared and signed me- 
morials of similar purpose, which Porter with difficulty suppressed. 
Garfield himself introduced in this House a bill proposing a commission 
similar to that one which was afterward created, who should sit and 
review and report upon the new evidence, Public opinion in this de- 
mand grew irresistible, and in 1878 such a commission was created and 
acted. The conclusions of this commission, whose wording is so familiar 


to the country, reversed the findings of the first trial, and for a verdict 
of censure substituted a verdict of praise. 

General Grant accepted their conclusions and boldly declared his con- 
version; and so did the Count of Paris, the impartial historian of our 
civil war, who in his second edition erased the charges he had made in 
his first. Since that time Senates have passed this bill, and one House 


of Representatives, by a vote in which more than a score of Republican 
members who had read the evidence were forced to join. These are 
the facts after the 29th day of August, 1862, and the presumptions to 
ee drawn from them are not inconsistent with his innocence on that 

om let us look at what transpired on the 29th day of August, 1862, 
and our task is done. This is the one day in a long life—for Porter must 
be now more than sixty years old—when the man who was always 
faithful was, in a supreme moment, faithless; when the man always 
brave was 4 coward; when the man always a patriot was a traitor. 

On this day ‘Major-General Pope, in command of the Union forces in 
Virginia, was in active warfare on the field and in his dispatch box. 
He issued that afternoon an order to General Porter, dated at 4.30, 
commanding him to attack the enemy. General Porter did not attack 
the enemy. That is the charge; that is the crime if Porter committed 
one. And what is the defense? One is that the order was not deliv- 
ered in time. This seems to be complete, but Porter has always refused 
to rest his case upon it. And I refer to it now only because it capitally 
illustrates two things which the committee should keepin mind. One 
is the strange carelessness with which the court in the first trial treated 
its evidence; and the other is the great value of the new testimony 
which was presented at the second trial. 

The issue in the first trial was upon the time that the order was de- 
livered. The prosecution introduced two witnesses, who were inter- 
ested, whose words showed their views were conjectural. These two 
were the captain and his orderly, who brought the order. They testi- 
fied that the order was delivered early and in good season. The defense 
introduced five witnesses of the highest character, disinterested, un- 
impeachable, who testified that it was delivered at dusk, late, too late 
for execution. The judges chose to believe two witnesses rather than 
the five led by Major General Sykes, and found that the order was de- 
livered in time. With the same carelessness this court seems to have 
weighed its evidence all through the case. At the second trial, along 
with other new evidence, was produced (I think by General McDowell) 
a dispatch sent that day by Porter to General Pope. In this dispatch 
Porter showed his ignorance of Pope’s whereabouts and his desire to 
get that information. Porter carelessly took the dispatch and was toy- 
ing with it, when his eye read in the corner the hour when it was sent— 
half past six o’clock in the afternoon.” At that hour evidently Pope’s 
order had not come, and here was documentary evidence which con- 
firmed the oral testimony of five witnesses and established this defense. 

But upon this defense Porter refuses to rest his case. He disobeyed 
the order because it could not be executed, and because to attempt to 
execute it under the circumstances would be unsoldierly and cruel. 
Pope commanded him to attack the army of Jackson on the flank or on 
the rear. Porter could not attack the army of Jackson on the front or 
on the rear, because the army of Jackson was not before him, but the 
army of Longstreet, which had suddenly and unexpectedly appeared 
and assumed this position. Porter had ten thousand men, Longstreet 
twenty-five thousand men, and Porter could reach the flank or rear of 
Jackson only by first ing over the forces of Longstreet. 

This thing, impossible to be done, he would have attempted had Pope 
been aware of the presence of Longstreet or present to accept the re- 
sponsibility of the movement. But Pope whs ignorant of the presence 
of Longstreet—the order itself showed it—and he had only assumed the 
responsibility of an attack upon Jackson. This left the responsibility 
of decision under these new circumstances upon Porter, and he decided 
wisely not to make the attack. So plain was it that the presence of 

excused and forbade the attack, that in order to condemn 
Porter the first court had to find that Longstreet was notthere. Abun- 
dant testimony has since proved that he was. So says Lee, the com- 
mander-in-chief of the confederate forces; so says Longstreet; so, finally, 
in a late magazine, says Pope, the persistent prosecutor, himself. An 
this ends the contest. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I ask you could any case be better buttressed 
by facts and authority than Fitz-John Porter’s to-day? In his two 
trials Pope claimed that Lo t was not there, and so admitted his 
own ignorance of the circumstances of the field; then came Longstreet 
to say he was there, and the circumstances of the field were just as Porter 
claimed. And these two admissions bring the case directly within the 
Napoleonic maxim, which declares ‘‘that discretion must be assumed 
by the subordinate when the superior who issued the order is absent 
and is ignorant of the circumstances in the case. And how well this 
discretion was exercised by the subordinate is proven by the best of evi- 
dence, the statement of Lee, whocommanded the enemy's ferces: ‘‘ Por- 
ter could not flank Jackson. I suppose we would have cut Porter to 
pieces had he attempted to get at Jackson's flank.” 

In view of such facts how insignificant seems to be the hasty and im- 
perfect decision at the first trial! So imperfect, that the whole legal 
profession rose with Bartlett, O'Conor, and Lord to say that there was 
not evidence to support it. Especially how insignificant does it appear 
by the side of the decision in the second trial, where judges of highest 
rank, upon mature deliberation and full evidence, after admitted prej 
dice against the accused, declare him not alone free from t but 
worthy of commendation. How wellis Porter justified in his persist- 
ent trust in the ultimate justice of God and man, and how proud must 
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he feel—if the sorrows of so many years leave any place for pride—when 
he sees all the great generals of the civil war, with one notable and re- 
grettable exception, joining with Terry and Schofield and Grant to ac- 
claim his innocence and to lead him to their august companionship. 
This is the story of Fitz-John Porter. An old, a familiar, a wearisome 
one to us, to him it is the story of a blighted life. Let the friends of 
justice do to-day what they can to repair the wrong and so end forever, 
so far as this House is concerned, one of the strangest and saddest scenes 
in American history. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield to me a 
portion of the remainder of his time to make a request? 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave yielded the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. CURTIN, otherwise I should be very 
glad to oblige his colleague. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would ask again a moment that I may renew my 
application to print a review of thetestimony on the part of the Judge- 
Advocate-General, which was presented to President Lincoln as a part 
of my remarks on this case. 

Mr. BRAGG. And I object. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I hope no objection will be made. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chai „some one asked me for a minute—I 
think the gentleman from Ohio, General WARNER. I will yield him 
that time, and know he will occupy that minute well. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desired a moment that I 
may give a brief explanation of the vote I expect to cast on this bill. 
Iam one of those who do not believe that Fitz-John Porter did his whole 
duty at the battle of second Bull Run. But, on the other hand, I be- 
lieve that if the court which found him guilty of the charges as laid 
could assemble again, and have the evidence which now is in 
sion of the country presented to it, it would be compelled to reverse the 
verdict it once gave. For that reason I shall cast my vote for the pas- 
sage of the bill. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, we had before us a bill in the last 
Congress to restore Fitz-John Porter, and we have to-day a similar bill 
to do for him what I regarded then and regard now as a measure of jus- 
tice to an American citizen. I know the man well, sir. He was the 
first military officer of this Government who came to me in the begin- 
ning of the war, and of all the men who did come—and there were 
many—he was the most faithful, vigilant, active, and intelligent. He 
was placed on the staff of General Patterson, who commanded the Penn- 
sylvania forces down in the Valley of Virginia. 

My colleague from Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, has stated that 
in acouncil of war at Winchester Fitz-John Porter opposed an advance 
on the enemy. He was then a captain of the United States Army—that 
was all; and my col league has not read the report of General Patterson, 
who commanded that force; and has not read that President Lincoln 
said to Patterson, ‘‘You can wait for your vindication.” And the old 
man did wait—he who had been in the war of 1812 and 13, who com- 
manded an army in Mexico in the war with that country, and at an 
advanced age took part in the war which so agitated this great country 
and imperiled our Government. When that war was over thatold Irish 
hero so vindicated himself that every man in America agreed that he 
was right. 

I recommend to my colleAgue to read General Patterson’s book, and 
he will find that he acted under obedience to orders from Washington. 

My colleague from Philadelphia, my venerable colleague [Mr. KEL- 
1221. in the speech he made yesterday, denounces Fitz-John Porter as 
a traitor. Traitor, Mr. Chairman, is a terrible word to an American 
citizen. It means much. We have had few traitors in this great Gov- 
ernment of ours from the beginning of our national existence down to 
this day. They have been few, indeed. The inspiration of patriotism 
and devotion to this great Government forbid that men should be trait- 
ors; and if Fitz-Fohn Porter is a traitor I am one. [Applause.] And 
yet I gave my country the best years of my life. I knew him well, and 
his friends. And the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] de- 
nounced Fitz-John Porter in a speech so technical and trite in the dis- 
cussion of evidence that it would have been creditable in a court of 
quarter-sessions for a man who had stolen a pair of trousers or a pair of 
boots, or had violated the liquor law. [Laughter and applause. ] 

And, Mr. Chairman, he said, in his peroration, that he summoned 
from high heaven Garfield and others who are dead; he canonized as 
saints all the interested in the court-martial and condemnation 
of Fitz-John Porter—and I notice that the gentleman dealt generally 
with the dead [laughter]—that they, before the high court of heaven, 
would sustain the verdict that Fitz-John Porter was a traitor to his 
country. I want to say to the gentleman, under God I hope that Grant 
will be there, and if he is there, then there will be conflicting testimony 
on that point. [Applause and laughter.| And if he is there, I trust 
he will be permitted to cross-examine Grant, and that high court of 
heaven may be resolved into a court of quarter sessions, and the gentle- 
man can then display his ability, his wit, asa crdss-examiner, his logic, 
and his facts. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts, Horace Greeley, of 
New York, and the man who has the honor to to you now, first 
presented to the Government of the United States a review of the court- 
martial and the sentence of Fitz-John Porter. They are in their graves; 
and will you say that Horace Greeley and Henry Wilson, of Massachu- 


setts, were traitors? Who will say that? And if you say to me that 
I am atraitor, say it in the corridor and you will regretit. [Laughter 
and applause.] We presented that subject to the Government after a 
full and deliberate consideration. Our names are on record and I glory 
in the fact that my humble name is in such association. I repeat I 
glory in the fact, and that the appeal was to vindicate an American 
citizen, That is all. 

I hold in my hand Scribner, containing an article written by Gen- 
eral Pope; and I have listened to the discussion on this floor; and in 
vindication of General Pope I have heard nothing new. It is all here. 
He complains of Halleck. He complains that his counsel was not ac- 
cepted by Lincoln, who is so eulogized on this floor, and in those eu- 
logies I most heartily unite. Hecomplains of the tardiness of the officers 
who came up to him, and especially of John F. Reynolds. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Than whom there was never a more faith- 
ful soldier. 

Mr. CURTIN. Never. He was an ideal soldier, so grand and pure 
that no man can taint his memory here. We erect monuments to him 
in Pennsylvania. The men of his corps in 10-cent subscriptions made 
a fund for a bronze statue of him at Gettysburg. And the State of 
Pennsylvania has now appropriated money to put up a monument to 
his memory where he fell. And a liberal gentleman of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Temple—God bless him—subseribed $25,000 to put a bronze eques- 
trian statue of that pure soldier in the city of Philadelphia, which I 
had the honor to unveil. I cannot but express my indignation at the 
imputation that John F. Reynolds ever disobeyed an order. 

Here it all is in this article. I say to the gentleman from Michigan, 
it is all here. I do not know if he read it, but it is all in Pope’s own 
article. He says he advised the President and the Secretary of War— 
and he deals with dead men. My friend, Fitz-John Porter, lives. I 
am no longer young, but I am glad I live to vindicate him. 

My venerable colleague from Philadelphia [Mr. KELLEY ] quoted Des- 
saix, as was also done in the discussion last Congress. He has not read 
the history recently. Massena was shut up in Genoa. Dessaix was 
ordered to relieve him. Napoleon found he needed the column of Des- 
saix,and Dessaix came back to Marengo under orders. His tragic death 
rat him remarkable in history. He obeyed the order and did come 

ck. 

Disobedience of orders and acting without orders is a common oc- 
currence in all great wars, and a man is unfit to command armies who 
fails at times to exercise his judgment and discretion. It is for that 
he is put in the field and clothed with authority. It occurred very 
often in the war of the rebellion; notably my kinsman, General Gregg, 
when Hancock was hard pressed at Ream’s Station, went to the sound 
of his guns, dismounted his cavalry, and assisted in preventing what 
might have been one of the greatest disasters of the war. If he had 
lost his command, as he acted without orders, gentlemen on this floor 
might have applied their wisdom and knowledge of war to him, and 
have had him court-martialed and dismissed. 

My friend from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] has shown to the House 
that the order of which they complain arrived at 6.30. That isthe end 
ofit. The speech of the gentleman is so clear and forcible and his con- 
clusions so just and logical, that it is unnecessary for any advocate of 
this bill to go over the same ground again. One more day and Fitz- 
John Porter, as these gentlemen know, with his column resisted the 
approach on Washington with eight thousand men, not ten thousand or 
twelve thousand, as you say; and it is part of the history of that battle 
that three thousand men of that column were either killed or wounded 
in that terrible struggle. 

Mr. Chairman, I witnessed that war with intense anxiety; and for 
the State of Pennsylvania I feel, pride in all the great people of that 
State did to preserve the Government. I will astonish you, sir, and 
this House when I tell you that after the second battle of Bull Run the 
great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania put thirty-two regiments in the 
field in sixteendays. I ought, therefore, to know something about the 
war, 

I wish to God it had never occurred. I believe if that war had not 
occurred and forced on me those terrible four years I would, thanks to 
my Irish ancestry, have lived to be a hundred. [Laughter.] If I had 
been ten years older it would have killed me. But I watched the war, 
Tencouraged my ſellow- citizens engaged in its hostilities and giving their 
lives as the highest measure of their fidelity to their country. I do hate 
to hear gentlemen on this floor denouncing American soldiers as trai- 
tors or cowards. Fitz- John Porter was nota coward. Ah, no! There 
were few cowards in that war on either side. 

The newspapers were constantly clamoring ‘On to Richmond! On 
to Richmond!“ but we always found some fellows between us and 
Richmond who gave us a great deal of trouble, as the soldiers who 
fought them will tell you. [Laughter.] The war should never have 
occurred, but if did; and I now appeal to this House, Mr. Chairman, to 
have justice done to an American soldier. Admiral Byng, whoshould 
have attacked the fort of St. Philip, at Minorca, but retired in the pres- 
ence of a French superier force, was tried, convicted, and shot. But the 
ministry who made that victim were hooted and mobbed in the streets 
and turned out of power for the injustice done to that gallant man. 
History is constantly repeating itself. 


Now, Mr, Chairman, this Government at that time needed a victim, 
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and something had to be done. The disasters on the Peninsula had 
aroused the American people. McClellan was removed from the com- 
mand, and Pope was recalled from the West to take command of the 
armies, and he proclaimed himself, in brilliant and glittering rhetoric, as 
commander of the armies. Although he says in his article he did not 
use the phrase, he announced that his headquarters would be in the 
saddle, which meant an improvised saddle down here at Willard’s Ho- 
tel. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. He denies that. 

Mr. CURTIN. His order was read by everybody at the time. I 
read it myself with great satisfaction. Now, I thought, we have got the 
right men, the fighting men, the men in the saddle. Now, if there has 
been anything elucidated on this floor in the discussion of this question, 
and in the newspapers and periodicals of the day, it is the utter im- 
possibility of many of the conversations which are reported to have 
occurred with Abraham Lincoln, because, if they be true, when did he 
find time to attend to public duty? 

When men are dead, that is the time to publish conversations [laugh- 
ter]; for in these conversations men too often magnify themselves into 
consequence before the country. used to see Lincoln myself occasion- 
ally, and when I didsee him he attended promptly to the public business 
that we had under consideration and didn’t talk much about anything 
else; but it would appear now from these publications that he devoted 
mostof his time to holding conversations. [Laughter.] They are pub- 
lishing conversations with him in all parts of thecountry, and conversa- 
tions with Halleck and with Stanton. General Pope says in this arti- 
cle that he objected to the movement, did not desire the place of com- 
mander of the army, but accepted it and took the field. Sir, if there 
is anything in history that is beyond dispute, it is that that second bat- 
tle of Bull Run was simply a struggle of a confused mob, one division 
going in after another without any concert, a front five miles long, and 
such a general state of confusion as would have resulted in the capture 
of Washington if the enemy had known the real situation. 

Fortunately forthe country they didnot. Fortunately for us all they 
didnot. Fortunately for you gentlemen who come here from the South 
to represent upon this floor, your people, who are now enjoying, in 
common with us all, the blessings and the benefits of this great Govern- 
ment; fortunately for you, they did not capture Washington. When 
that confusion was passed and McClellan was called back to the com- 
mand of the Army, we obtained a success at South Mountain and a 
victory at Antietam. 

As the House will remember, it was about that time that the confer- 
ence of State governors was held at Altoona. The case for the confer- 
ence was withheld until the Army of the Potomac obtained a success. 
The most active agents in the calling of that conference were Governor 
Andrew, of Massachusetts, and Governor Morton, of Indiana, That 
conference was called to set a policy for the war and to urge its vigor- 
ous prosecution. The main question was whether the proclamation of 
freedom for the slaves should precede the Altoona conference or should 
followit. There were seventeen governors of States present. 

Before the conference it was decided that the proclamation of freedom 
should be issued, and that the war should be prosecuted vigorously, 
and that the governors would approve and support that policy, and 
they did. I do not deal with dead men or report conversations with 
dead men. [Laughter.] Of the seventeen governors there assembled 
there are thine Wik wood, Blair, and Sprague—still living besides my- 
self. Ask them, and they will tell you what we did there. We took 
that course because the war was about slavery, and the time had come 
to assert it. I hold in my hand the correspondence with Governor An- 
drew and with Governors Kirkwood and Blair, and I wantit published 
soon, because I am afraid that the other three survivors of that confer- 
encemaydie. For my own part, I do not intend to die until it is done 
[laughter] and the history of that conference known to the nation, as 
it will be soon. 3 

Now, as to Fitz-John Porter, I do not propose to go into the details 
of the case. Ishall not undertake to say just when that famous order 
was received. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] saysit 
came at half past 6, and he has no doubt investigated the facts. But, 
as I have said, I do not care to fight our battles over again. I do not 
like bloody-minded men. I never did. Fora like reason I did not 
like the commissaries or the contractors who wanted the war to go on 
because they made money out of it, and when I visited the Army I 
always hated to see, as I did see stuck up on trees, notices announcing 
‘‘embalming done at low prices.“ [Laughter.] As to these bloody- 
minded men, some of whom would wipe out everybody on this side of 
the House, these warriors who can never be appeased, they remind me 
of a noted character who lived in my town years ago. He was an old 
fellow; I think he had been a wagon-master in the Revolution; that 
was the tradition of the town. He used to tell a story of his warlike 
achievements in battle, and he told it so often that he believed it him- 
self, and when strangers would come to the little village in which we 
lived they would give Captain Curzy”’ (that was his name) a drink 
or two and get him to tell his story. The story, as he told it, was 
about like this: At the battle of Monmouth,” he would say, al- 
though in the light-horse I fought that day on foot. I slashed with 


102 


XVII 


my saber cuts one and two, and a head went off here and a limb went 
off there, until the blood actually ran into my shoes. [Laughter.] A 
pile of dead bodies surrounded me; I was excited, and I was still slash- 
ing away, when 1 felt a touch on my shoulder. I looked up and there 
was Washington! [Laughter.] Ishall never forget the solemnity of 
his appearance or the gravity of his speech. He gazed at me a moment 
without speaking, and then he said, ‘Young man, restrain your im- 
petuosity! In the name of God, do not make a slaughter-house of the 
field of battle!“ [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to remind these bloody-minded men, if 
any of them are here, that the war has been over more than twenty 
years. The war ended nearly a quarter of a century ago. Good God, 
Jet us forget it! You gentlemen of the South are back in this house 
built by your fathers; we of the North are in the same house, built by 
our fathers. It was the soldiers of the Union that maintained this 
Government that made us one again, that restored peace and concord 
and fraternity. Mr. Chairman, there is a wide difference between a 
state and a government. For example, Sweden is astate; Belgium is a 
state. Can Austria be a state? Austria is a government. She holds 
Hungary, another nation, under subjection to her government. 

But a state must be homogeneous. We are a state, if when the in- 
terests of Maine are touched the vibration is felt in California; if when 
the interests of the people of Oregon are violated it is felt in Florida. 
To be a great nation of sixty million people we must be homogeneous; 
we must be fraternal; and above all when an American citizen is pun- 
ished unjustly we must relieve him and do justice. In a former age 
when a man said, I ama Roman citizen,” an empire moved to revenge 
his ignominious death, and the nation that touched the body of a Ro- 
nian citizen was destroyed. When some years since the missionaries of 
the Cross in Africa were maltreated the Lion growled, and Great Britain 
knocked an empire to pieces and vindicated the rights of those who had 
suffered wrong. 

We, as a nation, have been constantly making apologies; but in my 
judgment the time has come when this t people should assert them- 
selves in the family of nations, when the mariner or the merchant or 
the man traveling for pleasure should be protected in any part of the 
world by the power of this great Government. Most of all, we should 
protect the honor and interests of the individual citizen of the United 
States. A man who is placed in the dock of the court of quarter ses- 
sions, accused of crime, epitomizes in himself all that there is in this 
Government, He is not to he convicted of crime without evidence. 
All the panoply of the Government, all its greatness and power, encircle 
the meanest citizen. Whether the man whose rights are in question 
be a tramp' or a man of wealth it matters not; power must be exer- 
cised legitimately. If we fail to accord justice at home, how can we 
exact it abroad? 

Gentlemen say there is no constitutional right on our part to review 
the finding of this court-martial. Sir, I am tired of that kind of talk. 
What does it mean? Does it mean that the action of a court-martial 
summoned suddenly to provide a victim for the indiscretion of the Gov- 
ernment can not be reviewed? It has been reviewed, and honorable 
men have declared their judgment in opposition to the verdict of that 
court. I have on my desk a private letter from General Schofield to a 
friend of his, in which he says that he went to the trial of this case 
before the military court of inquiry without prejudice or feeling, and 
was convinced that Fitz-John Porter had been unjustly accused. Other 
gentlemen who sat on that board have come to the same conclusion. 

But the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CorcHron] complains that 
Grant was mistaken; half his speech was occupied with an effort to 
convince this House that Grant was mistaken, if not worse. Now, if 
there has been, in the history of this great nation, a military man de- 
serving the respect and honor and gratitude of the country it is Grant. 
I am sorry he was ever President; I still more regret that he ever went 
to New York to be involved in the speculations of Wall street. For, 
mark it well, Grant during the whole war never took a place that he 
did not hold. That is his history. At Shiloh he went under the banks 
of the river, but he held the position. In the Wildnerness, when de- 
feated, he did not know it; he held the position. Wherever he went, 
whatever position he took, he held. He developed from obseure life 
into one of the greatest soldiers of the world. 

When the last court was appointed, Grant turned his attention with 
renewed interest to the case. One gentleman complains that Fitz-John 
Porterimportuned Grant. Thank God,hedid. Heimportuned differ- 
ent Presidents in succession. He knocked at the doors of this Hall. 
He demanded for himself and his children the justice due to an American 
citizen. If he importuned Grant he had the right to do so; and Grant 
yielded. Having made an investigation of the whole case, Grant de- 
clared to the American people that he had been mistaken. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. And he never took that out of the record. 

Mr. CURTIN. No; he never took it out. Why, sir, death came to 
Grant when he knew it was coming. The grim monster was feeling for 
his heart-strings day by day and hour by hour. So long as he could 
speak his voice was for his country, its perpetuity, its peace, its grand- 
eur. When he could no longer speak, his writing was all in the same 
strain. Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is not in all history a 


1618 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


death so poetically sublime as Grant’s. And he will be there to answer 
theaccusations which the gentleman said will be sustained above. Look 
out for Grant! Ihopemy friend from Michigan will get there; but look 
pe agg arn VVV 
Mr. Chairman, is my time out? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. CURTIN. Why, I thought I had only fifteen minutes alto- 
gether. Well, I do not think I need say anything more on this ues- 
tion. I will not fight the battle of Bull Run over again. It has ed 
fought so often on this floor and by some men who were not there 
E and I was not there! My enlightened friend from Nebraska 

LAIRD] was there, and has made a speech on behalf of Fitz-John 
Porter; and Mr. Ray, of New York, who was also there, but not now a 
memberof this House, made a speech on the same side in the last Con- 
gress. 

A MEMBER. And Mr. HAYNES spoke on the same side. 

Mr. CURTIN. e arg crete pe aps per pon me I heard also 

ent friend, the gallant gentleman from Indiana 
„Who was not there, and who elucidated this question on 
the map. hy, sir, whatare maps worth? Anybody can makea map. 
While my excellent friend from Indiana made a map, I would remind 
him that Grant made maps also. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield at 
this point for a question? 

Mr. CURTIN. Oh, yes; I am a yielding man. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks that 
General Grant is to be believed either on earth or in heaven. Now, I 
desire to know whether he thinks that General Grant is to be believed 
when in his letter of May 9, 1874, to General Pope he wrote: 

ose E ea ag D EOSTA GO EDR OE ae apa 


looking upon the whole trial as one of great ly so to 
the Armyand Navy. When General Porter’s su uent defense was published 
read it with care and attention, determined if he had 


I received a ors of it and 
been . Sree Sees My conclusion was that no 
new facts were devel . dered, and that it was of 
gapa legality w. er by mere authority of the — iis a rehearing could 


ven, 
Yours, truly, 
U. S. GRANT. 
General JoHN POPE, 
United States Army. 

Is Grant to be believed when he says there that he had read all the 
evidence and saw no new facts? 

Mr. CURTIN. Oh, yes; asto facts the evidence of which was then 
before him, he was familiar with them. As to the question of legality, 
why, sir, this is the grandest inquest of the American people. This is 
the great tribunal for final adjudication of such qonar. Do you say 
there is no appeal, no redress for the wrongs of an American citizen 
who has suffered as Porter has suffered? Why, sir; if a man is un- 
justly put into jail the governor or the President can pardon him. 

Grant, after the date of the letters which the gentleman hasjust read, 
examined this whole case carefully at his home when death was almost 
upon him, and Grant then said that he had been mistaken. What 
manhood! How some other men are dwarfed beside him! 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and myself can have no controversy as to General Grant. 

Mr. CURTIN. No. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Either as to his military supremacy or his abso- 
lute honesty. Iwish now—— [Cries of Go on, governor,” from the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CURTIN I understand you ectly. You said that; you 
read it before. I read it in your speec 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman has yielded to me. 

Mr. CURTIN. But not too much. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman has invoked the names of Henry 
Wilson and of Horace Greeley and of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania himself. 

Mr. CURTIN. Oh, never mind me. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Asprovingwhat? [Cries of “‘Go on, governor,” 
from the Democratic side.] I have in my hands the letter of Henry 
Wilson, and also the letter of Horace Greeley, and also the letter of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr.CURTIN. Yes; we asked re-examination. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to what 
Henry Wilson did say. 

Mr. CURTIN. I know what he said. You need not read it to me. 
I know it by heart. [Laughter andapplause.] I knowit better than 
the shorter catechism. [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the honorable gentleman permit me to read 
it? 

Mr. CURTIN. The gentleman from Michigan is a more adroit man 
than Iam. I am a plain, common-sense man, and he is a very astute 
man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The gentleman cited Henry Wilson. 

Mr. CURTIN. I cited him. Henry Wilson believed him innocent; 
and so did Horace Greeley; and so did I, too. You shook mea little 
in your speech, but not much. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Allow me to read it? 


Mr. CURTIN. Oh, no; it is all in your speech. [Laughter.] There 
is not a man in your presence 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would be glad to read it, and also to read the 
letter of Horace Greeley. 

Mr. CURTIN. There is not a man in your presence to-day who can 
notread. If there is in this House such a one let him stand up and 
say so. There is not aman up. [Great laughter and applause.] I 
remember very well in the last Congress 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman will not permit me to read what 
Mr. Wilson wrote. 

Mr. CURTIN. No;they have all read it, and if they have notas they 
can all read - they can go and read it for themselves. The gentleman in 
the last Congress si on this floor that some kind of an arrangement 
had been made with Grant; that we ought to put him through again as a 
general, and that we would sustain him. Very well, The next morn- 
ing it was not in his speech. I want tosay to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan—I need not call him my friend; I would be friends with him if I 
could—but what he said about that arrangement was not in his speech 
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Now that is all. The gentleman does 
men are to be believed, we only ask for justice to a man who was in- 


jured. 
Upder these circumstances will the gentleman 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
yield to me? 
Mr.CURTIN. What do you want me to yield for? 


We should never 


agree. You have had your speech, and it was a good one. I did not 
interrupt you. If that is not enough to satisfy the gentleman I will 
tell him that it was one of the best speeches I ever heard. He made 
the most of it. ter and applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman if he 
does not wish to yield to me. 


Mr. LAIRD. I do not think it is fair to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to be constantly interrupted. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can take care of 
himself. 

Mr. CURTIN. Iam about done. I desire todojustice to Fitz-John 
Porter. The gentleman himself says we are going to pass the bill. 
Oh, yes; we will pass it! [Applause. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to me 
for one minute? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, let me alone. 

Mr. CURTIN. One at a time. [Laughter and applause.] The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] has the floor. I have talked my 
time out; but what does the gentleman from Indiana wish to ask me. 

Mr. STEELE. It is but a word. 

Mr. BURROWS. I claim the balance of my time which I reserved. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no time left for anybody to claim. 

Mr. CURTIN. Before I resume my seat I wish to say in reference 
to my friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], and T am pleased to call him 
my friend, that in nothing which I have uttered do I wish in theslight- 
est ‘to reflect upon his try as a soldier. He was upon other 
fields and fought gallantly. Iwish to treat him with the greatest pos- 
sible respect. So, too, I wish to speak of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan. We differ on these points, and we only differ to that extent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having at all times, with a sincere belief in the 
innocency of Fitz-John Porter, whenever and wherever in my power 
advocating that justice should be done him, I make the last appeal for 
this gallant soldier, who, together with his family, have so long and 
so grievously suffered, to ‘this august tribunal, representing the grand 
inquest of the American people. 

I do this with great satisfaction, independent of your favorable offi- 
cial action, which is, I hope, to occur to-day, but from the higher and 
holier motives that I believe him innocent, and that I am thereby 
discharging a grateful duty to a gentleman who honors me with his 
friendship. 

Iam * I yield the floor. [Applause] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BRAGG. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman, I believe. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to occupy my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair state that by a general order the 
time fixed for closing this debate expires at 3 O clock to-day, when it 
is understood the ious question is to be ordered. The Chair has 
endeavored to divide the time equally between gentlemen favoring and 
those opposing the bill. In that effort to equally divide the time the 


Chair finds that the seven minutes between now and 3 o’clock belong 
to those who support the bill, and therefore the Chair recognized the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I would ask the Chair, with permission, 
whether an arrangement was not entered into between the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] and the House, the Speaker being in the 
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chair at the time, that the previous question should be ordered at 3 
o’clock and that the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill 
should have one hour thereafter? I ask whether.that arrangement is 
not on record, and how, that being the order of the House, time can 
now be taken from the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and 
yield it to the gentleman who is ordered to confine himself to the 
after the previous question is ordered? 

Mr. BRAGG. I will answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want the Chair to answer it. I addressed my in- 
quiry to the chairman and not to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no order confining me to the hour, and no 
one knows that better than the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the Chair to deny the floor to 
me for the balance of the time, five minutes, remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in response to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the Chair can not take cognizance of the ruling 
of the Speaker; but if the gentleman desires it the Chair will cause 
to be read the agreement or understanding entered into at that time. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will consume the balance of the time, and 
if I am entitled to the floor I desire to proceed now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the remaining time 
belongs to those gentlemen who support the bill, which will equalize 
the time. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen upon the other side have 
had their time. Now let me be heard. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent of the House, in the 
few minutes remaining of the gentleman from Pennsylvania’s time, to 
print in the RECORD the letter of Henry Wilson, Horace Greeley, and 
ANDREW G. CURTIN. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. CURTIN. Except as to my letter. 
ter and applause, ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. CURTIN. I promised my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
EVERHART] five minutes, which promise I had entirely forgotten. I 
hope that if will be allowed to him, although he is against the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What was the ruling of the Speaker that the 
chairman was about to have read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desired, the understanding which was reached in the 
House with reference to the debate on the bill would be read. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chai I am not surprised that a member of 
the old Fifth Army Corps should be able to cause such disturbance in the 
ranks of the enemy. - I stand here to-day, sir, representing the old Fifth 
Army Corps, and a member also of the First Army Corps, wearing upon 
my breast the badge of the old Army of the Potomac that loved Me- 
Clellan and Porter while they fought the battles of this country well 
despite Congressional influence. [Applause.] They sometimes had 
good officers; they sometimes had officers of medium capacity, and 
they sometimes had officers that would have disgraced a country mili- 
tia camp. But, sir, they fought steady and well against the flower of 
the confederate army, led by their ablest captains. Their danger was 
more from the rear than from the front, for Congressional committees 
were prowling through their camps looking for candidates for the Presi- 
dency, and interfering with all orders that their general officers issued. 
[Applause.] That condition of things existed up until the time that 
the country cried out against it and the power was given to General 
Grant to command all the armies. Then, with him at their head, the 
Army of the Potomac went forward to victory and closed the war and 
saved the Union by the surrenderat Appomattox. So have we, friends 
of Fitz-John Porter, pressed forward year after year asking that jus- 
tice bedone tohim. Partisan zeal and malicious personal motives com- 
mbined with it have prevented a fair and impartial hearing, and have 
made men fearful to vote in accordance with their judgment lest the 
long black mark should go down across their name and the curse of the 
G. O. P. be issued against them. 

But at last, like the Army of the Potomac in its campaigns, we come 
on this battlefield with the great captain, Grant, at our head, and we 
are going to win the battle. Justice is all that weask. Mr. Chair- 
man, there is no better test in the world of the honesty, the faithful- 
ness, the zeal, the ardor, and the bravery of an officer than the testi- 
mony of the men under his command. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has not the time arrived when the previous ques- 
tion was to be called? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 3 o'clock has arrived. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move thatthe committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had, according to special order, under consideration the 


Print my letter. [Laugh- 


bill (II. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, had instructed him to 
rt the same back to the House without amendment. 
Mr. BRAGG. I move the previous question on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask if amendments are now in order or 
will be at any time ? 

The SPEAKER. If the demand for the previous question is not sus- 
tained amendments will be in order. If the previous question is or- 
dered, then all amendments, under the rule, will be cut off. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask another question. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] gave notice of an amendment 
which he proposed to send up. Will that amendment be considered as 
pending? 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House the bill back to the House without amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to offer an amendment to the last clause 
of the bill if it can be permitted. Possibly the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will permit me to do so. Iask the gentleman to yield to me 
to move an amendment to the last clause of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; I yield for nothing. 

The previous question was and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs with instructions to add as the second 
section of the bill what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Andrew J. Smith, late a majo neral of the United States volun- 
srt — colonel of the Seventh Cavalry of the United States, never was conrt- 
Mwharens said Andrew J. Smith was never accused of disobedience of the 


orders of his superior officers and never turned his back n the enemy, al- 


ways marched when ordered without question as to the difficulties or dangers 


in thy ; 

8 said Andrew J. Smith never had his loyalty to his country or his 
commanding officer questioned . a continuance in service from July 1, 
1833, to May 6, 1869, through all grades from second lieutenant of the First Dra- 

neral of volunteers; 
said Andrew J. Smith received the brevet of colonel, United States 
„April 10, 1864, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Pleas- 
ant Hill, La.; of brigadier-gencral, United States Army, March 13, 1865, *‘ for gal- 
Jant and meritorious service at the battle of Tupelo, Miss.“ and of major-gen- 
eral, United States Army, March 13,1865, “ for gallant and meritorious services 
at the battle of Nashville, Tenn.;”" and 

Whereas the said Andrew J. Smith performed longer and more arduous and 
gallant services on our frontier before the late war of the Rebellion than any 
other living man. This old veteran, now full of years—three-score and ten— 
being poor, is entitled to the grateful recognition of his country. 

That the laws regulating appointments in the Army be, and they are hereby, 
suspended, and suspended only for the s of this act; and the President 
is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appoint Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States 
Ceny and a major-general of volunteers, a brigadier-general in the Army of 
the United States, thereupon to place him, the said Andrew J. Smith, upon 
the retired-list of the Army as such brigadier-general, without regard and in ad- 
dition to the number now authorized by law of said retired-list. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order on that proposition that 
it is not germane to the subject-matter of the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
makes the point of order that this proposes to instruct the committee 
to amend the bill by adding to it a subject not germane. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to be heard on the point of order. 
Notwithstanding the fact that this bill for the rehabilitation of Fitz- 
John Porter has a preamble which relates entirely to him, nevertheless, 
if it is a proper bill to be presented for the consideration of this House, 
it must be because it creates an office such as is needed for the carrying 
on of the business of the United States. And if the bill proposes to 
create one office, or rather one officer, it certainly must be in order to 
propose to double that number. 

If the Chair shall decide that the purpose of this bill is not to create 
an office which is needed to carry on the business of the United States 
Government, itcertainly exposes the character of this bill as to its con- 
stitutionality and purpose more thoroughly than any lengthy argu- 
ment can do, The pretense here is the creation of an office. I do not 
say anything about the propriety, which seems to me indefensible, of 
proposing to the Executive thatitshall create that office and put aman 
in it whom Congress has designated or he shall not haye the office at 
all. But if it be proper for this House by a bill to propose that there 
be one officer of a certain class it must be within the competency of 
this House to decide that there may be two of 4 class, or twenty, ora 
hundred; and if it be proper to do as is done in the first bill—if it be 
proper to fill that office by legislativeact, it must be equally competent 
to fill a second position created in like manner by act of Congress. 

I do not know but that the point of order will be sustained, but I 
think that the situation is very well explained by it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill under consideration is a private bill, the 
title of which is, An act for the relief of Fitz-John Porter.“ So far 
as the Chair knows, it has always been held in the House that a bill 
for the benefit of one private individual could not be amended so as to 
extend its provisions to another by an amendment offered upon the floor, 
and the present occupant of the chair has had occasion to decide very 
frequently that it is not competent to do indirectly, by recommitting 
a bill with instructions, that which could not be done directly by an 
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amendment offered by a member. The Chair thinks that the point of 
order is well taken, and that the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 


[ Mr. 7 is not in order. 
Mr. ART. Mr. Speaker, if the previous motion is with- 
drawn, I move to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that the previous motion 
was not in order. 

Mr. EVERHART. Then I move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to strike out the last line. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the bill the words “prior to his appointment under 
this act;” so that the proviso will read 

“Provided, That said FitzJohn Porter shall receive no pay, compensation, 

or allowance whatever.” 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. EvERHART; and there 
were ayes 103. , 

Before the noes were announced, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 112, nays 175, not voting 36; as follows: 


YEAS—112, 

Adams, G. E. Everhart, Lindsley, Ryan, 
Allen, C. II. Farquhar, Little. Sawyer, 
Anderson, J. A. Fleeger, Louttit, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Lyman, Sessions, 
Bingham, Funston, Markham, Smalls, 
Bound, Gallinger, McComas, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, McKinley, Steele, 
Bro T. M. Grosvenor, Millard, Stephenson. 
Brown, 0. E. Grout, Milliken Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Guenther, Moffatt, Stone, E. F, 
. EA K Strabi 

erson, orrow, Struble, 
Buck, Hepburn, Negley, Symes, 
Bunnell, erman, Melson. Taylor, E.B. 
Burrows, Hiestand, Q ve ‘Taylor, I. H. 
Butter wo Hires, Hara, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J Hiscock. O'Neill, Charles Thomas, J. R. 
Cannon, Titt, me, Thomas, 0. B. 
Caswell, Holmes, Owen, Thompson, 
Conger, Hopkins, Parker, Van Schaick, 

e Houk, Payne, Wade, 
Cutcheon, J 5 Payson, W. A 
Davenport, Johnson, F. A Perkins, Warner, William 

vis, ohnston, J.T. Peters, Weaver, A. J. 
Dingley, Kelley, Price, West, 

s Reed, T. B. White, Milo 
Dunham, La Follette, Rice, Whiting, 
Evans, vi Rowell, Woodburn. 

NAYS—I75. 

Ada J.J. Dockery, Jones, J.H. Rockwell, 
Allen, J. M. Dongherty, Jones, J. T. 
Anderson, C. M. Dowdney, King. ler, 
Baker, Dunn, Kleiner, Sayers, 
ee 

„ > Seney, 
8 Ellsberry, Lanham, our, 
Bayne, Ely, Lawler, Singleton, 

i Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Skinner, 
Belmont, Felton, Lore, Snyder, 
Bennett, Findlay, Lovering, Sowden, 
Blan „ er, Lowry, Springer, 
Bland, Foran, Mahoney, aeni 
Bliss, Ford, Martin, St. n 
Blount, Forney, Matson, Stone, W. J., or Ky. 
Bragg, Frederick, Maybury, Stone, W. J., 0. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gay, McC A rm, 
Burleigh, Geddes, McKenna, Swinburne, 
Burnes, Gibson, C. H. MeMillin, Swope, 
Bynum, Glover, McRae, ‘Tarsney, 
Cabell, Green, Merriman, Taulbee 
Campbell, Felix Green, W. J. Miller, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. Hahn, Mills, rockmorton, 
Cam k Hale, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Candler, Hall, Morgan, Eg, 
Carleton, " Morrison, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hammond, Muller, Van Eaton, 

ardy, Harmer, we Viele, 

Clements, Harris, Neal, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Hatch, Norwood, Ward, J. H. 
Collins, Hayden, Ward, T. B. 
Compton. Haynes, O’Ferrall, Warner, A. J. 
zomstock, feard, O'Neill, J.J. Weaver, J. B. 
Cowles, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Weber, 
Cox, Hen n, J. S. Peel, Wellborn, 
Crain, Henley, Perry, Wheeler, 

$ Phelps, Wilkins, 
Culberson, Hewitt, Pidcock, Willis, 
Curtin, Holman, Pindar, Wilson, 
Daniel, Howard, agan, Winans, 
Dargan, Hutton, Reid, J. W. Wise, 
Davidson, A. C. Irion, Ri n, Wolford, 
Davidson, R.H.M, James, Riggs, Worthington 
Dibble, Johnston, T, D. Robertson, 

NOT VOTING—36. 

Aiken, Croxton, Long, Reese, 
Arnot, Dawson, McAdoo, Romeis, 
Barbour, Gibson, Eustace Neece, Shaw, 
Barksdale, 4 Pettibone, Sp 5 
. — Goff, Pirce Stahlnecker, 

Brady, Henderson, T. J. Plumb, To x 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hill, Pulitzer, ner, 
Caldwell, Landes, Randall, Wait, 
Cole, Libbey, Ranney, White, A. C. 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the names of members voting. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the reading of 
the names, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, permit me to ask if the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is recorded as having voted? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] voted 
on the second call. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That gentleman and myself were paired 
on all preliminary questions in connection with the Fitz-John Porter 
ease. I was present in my seat listening to the roll-call, and on the first 
call the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] did not respond. Be- 
lieving that it were better that I should treat this as a preliminary 
question, I also failed to respond. I think that now it is but fair that 
I should be permitted to vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the name of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] should be called. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and he voted 


ay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. TURNER] is absent 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. REESE] is absent on account of the death of his father. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. Piece, until further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GROSVENOR, until further notice. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. BoxLk with Mr. Warr. If present, Mr. BOYLE would vote for 
the Fitz-John Porter bill. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. PLUMB, on political questions, until Friday next. 
On the Fitz-John Porter bill, Mr. COLE, if present, would vote for the 
bill and Mr. PLUMB against it. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. Gorr, on all political questions, until further 
notice. If present, Mr. MCADOO would vote for the Fitz-John Porter 
bill, Mr. GorF against it. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. PETTIBONE, for this day. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
on this vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with Mr. Town- 
SHEND on all political questions, but I was not paired with him upon the 
passage of the Fitz-John Porter bill. However, it apparently having 

the understanding that I was so paired, if my vote would change 
the result upon the passage of the bill I would not vote; but as it prob- 
ably will not, I wish to have my vote recorded. 

Mr. PIRCE. Mr. Speaker, my name was called, and I voted. Ihave 
since learned that I was paired. I did not know it; but if Iam paired 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The pair of the gentleman with another member 
has been announced. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent dur- 
ing the roll-call. Had I been present, I would have voted against re- 
committing this bill. 

The result of the yea-and-nay yote was then announced as above re- 


corded. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the motion which 
I made for the previous question upon the passage of the bill. I will 
renew it at the conclusion of my remarks. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] with- 
draws his motion for the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, does that require unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. No; there has been no decision on it. 

Mr. BRAGG. It requires my unanimous consent. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a serious question to ask one to discuss seriatim the 
numerous points of this case within the limited space of one hour. I 
can not doit; Ishallnotattempttodoit. Ihave given months of study 
to the consideration of this ease 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether the pre- 
vious question has not already been ordered, and whether the gentleman 
can now withdraw the call. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered on ordering the 


bill to be engrossed and read a third time. The bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. STEELE. Has not the previous question been ordered on the 
of the bill? 


The SPEAKER. It has not. The gentleman from Wisconsin de- 
manded it, but before the question was put a motion was made to re- 
commit the bill with instructions. Thegentleman from Wisconsin now 
withdraws the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRAGG, Mr. Speaker, independent of being personally upon 
that field and of marching behind the color of Fitz-John Porter on the 
29th of August, 1862, a of fighting steadily to the front, following 
that same color ee the enemy on the 30th of August independent 


of personal knowledge independent of the fact that I read day by day 
the testimony produced before the original court-martial as the pro- 
ceedings went on—I have since that time N two months to a care- 
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ful compilation of the evidence before the old court; have compared 
it with the evidence before the new court, and line by line have ab- 
stracted and analyzed it, so that I have a slight conception that I know 
what is contained in the record. And I say to you, Mr. Speaker, and 
to gentlemen of the House, that no greater disgrace has ever stained 
the pages of the history of a republic or of a despotic form of govern- 
ment than the finding and sentence against Fitz-John Porter that was 
made in accord with the demands of the Secretary of War in 1863. 
There was scarcely a principle of law or of evidence that was not vio- 
lated; and every lawyer in this country who has examined the question 
judicially has so said, and will so say down all time. 

That court sat, sir, in the midst of an excitement the like of which 
this country never before saw and I trust in God may never see again. 
Disaster attended our arms. A black pall was cast over all our people. 
The capital was in danger. Men were struggling for political prefer- 
ment in this Hall, in the streets, in the hotels, and in all the entrances 
of the public offices of this country. Each man was striving to outdo 
his neighbor in bending the pliant knee to power so that he could get 
place. Under such circumstances this court was convened—not by the 
order of the President, but by the clerk of the Secretary of War. 

Sir, there has been much said about this court. I am a man who 
deals in plain talk. I have no cant and no hypocrisy in my composi- 
tion; and I must say that it fills me with supreme disgust, when there 
is an argument as to whether the truth be on one side or the other, 
to see the Republican party running (as I haye seen boys run away 
from their mothers), and just as they are about to receive a blow cry 
out, Oh, you are going to hurt Mr. Lincoln!’ There is where the 
sneaks of your party always run. You dare not facethe truth and de- 
cide upon it as men, but you run behind Mr. Lineoln; you run behind 
the court; you run behind the Secretary of War. Why is it that you 
do this? Because you are afraid that an investigation will rustle 
some drapery that enshrouds your self-canonized saints, and when the 
drapery is pulled aside, as with the saints of old whose history we now 
read, you will find heaps of moral corruption underneath that drapery. 

Now, let us talk a little about the court and see whether it was not 
a court exactly adapted to the circumstances of the case by the mas- 
ter-hand that sought to bring about a result. Who was its president? 
You say the great General Hunter. What position did he occupy? 
He had been removed from his command in South Carolina because of 
incompetency. Removed by whom? By the man that put him as presi- 
dent of that court, todo justice. Justice? Noz; to do Stanton's bidding. 
Who wereſthe other members of the court? One of them a man who, 
as tlie report of Generul Pope himself shows, disobeyed orders and 
when he held the key to the door between Longstreet and Jackson de- 
serted the field and retired (after being ordered to hold on) without 
firing a shot; and for that reason he had been relieved from his com- 
mand. Was he not un elegant man under the direction of Mr. Stanton 
to do justice? Who was another man? A man who had fallen into dis- 
repute in Colorado and had found himself over here as military governor 
in Alexandria, and Colonel Morris was stricken off the eourt in order to 
make a place for him—to make a sure thing. Then came Buford, from 
Kentucky—not General Buford, the soldier—no, no! Then came Gen- 
eral Prentiss, whose division was surprised at Shiloh. They are all 
worthy men, to be sure; but they all occupied exactly the position that 
Mr. Stanton wanted the mento occupy that were to decide upon sacri- 
ficing the life or character of the man against whom he aimed his blow. 

Why, sir, I was told the other day that there had been no promotions 
of members of that court, and I was challenged to tell who were pro- 
moted, and that, too, by a gentleman who claims to have spent months 
in examining this case aud its surroundings. Buford was promoted 
within a very few days after the rendition of that verdict. Casey was 
promoted within a few days after the rendition of that verdict, and he, 
too, was under a cloud for a report as to allowing his division to break 
at Seven Pines. 

Mr. STEELE. General Hunter 

Mr. BRAGG. Be quiet. When that verdict was rendered General 
Hunter was restored to his command. There is his pay. [Applause. ] 
When that verdiet was rendered General King, the man who disobeyed 
the order and ran away from between Jackson and Longstreet on the 
29th of August, was restored to his command. Smith, the swift witness, 
who I am sorry to say once lived in my county, was made, at the age 
of nearly sixty, a paymaster in the Army for his testimony. Douglas 
Pope, who swore that he carried that dispatch in half an hour, when 
the next messenger who went, knowing the place, took six hours to 
deliver the dispatch, was made a captain in the regular Army. Re- 
ya and punishments followed one another very rapidly in those 


ys. 

That is the court. Those are the gentlemen whose memories you are 
afraid to disturb. What did they find? I might go further. That court 
was placed in charge of an apostate Democrat [laughter] to do the 
bidding of another apostate Democrat who was acting as Secretary of 
War. The two apostates, as apostates always do, out-Heroded Herod 


in order to get at the top of the column of the new company into which 
they were brought. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. NEGLEY. As the gentleman has defined the character of an 
ee Democrat, will he define the character of an apostate Repub- 


Mr. BRAGG. I do not yield to the gentleman. I will give you the 
character of an apostate Democrat. He is a man who cut the Democ- 
racy and went into the Republican party for an office; he then became 
a Republican saint, but I cull him an apostate Democrat. [Applause.] 

Let us go back to contemporaneous events and let me present to you 
some of the evidence in detail and give you some of the minor decisions 
upon these questions as they went along by the men who were acting 
in connection with them. 

My distinguished and eloquent friend from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] 
this morning painted the situation beautifully, both before and after the 
battle, but there were some things which he did not describe, because 
he did not know them. 

The first order that Fitz-John Porter received from John Pope was to 
move to Warrenton Junction for the purpose of moving next morning 
on Greenwich. Porter arrived in his camp at night—just at nightfall. 
General Porter, Fitz- John Porter, the coward, the laggard, the man who 
was seeking an opportunity to do what he did—what did he do? He 
dispatched two aids, Monteith and McQuaid, to ride over that country 
between daylight and dark so far as they could go, to ascertain the con- 
dition of all the roads, so he might move his command in fighting order 
on Greenwich. 

There is the man whom they say did not want to move with alacrity 
to meet the orders of John Pope. Soldier as he was, he comes for the 
first time into that part of Virginia with a body of troops, without ac- 
quaintance with the country, with no knowledge of the roads and sur- 
roundings, with no knowledge of the plan of the campaign, because 
there wasnotany plan. [Laughterand applause]. There he was, with 
a corps that loved him as children love their futher and he loved them. 
They were proud of him and he was proud of them. Without sug- 
gestion from anybody he dispatched his staff offivers at once for the 
purpose of inquiring into the condition of the country—the condition of 
the roads, so that he could handle his troops. And for what? Notto 
fight for John Pope. No, sir. No good soldier ever fought for any 
man. He did it in order that he might fight the battles of his country 
and bring back victory to its flag out of the hands of incompetency. 
[Applause. ] 

It was that night, while these men were making their reconnaissances 
and coming in, that an order came for him to move. The order was 
to move at 1. His direction, after consulting with his officers, was to 
move at 3. Why? Because by moving at 3 he had his men in hand 
to use them for a fight, whereas if he moved at midnight in a broken 
country with streams and quicksand bottoms to be crossed with his 
artillery, with roads packed and crowded by Sigel’s wagons and wag- 
ons coming in from every direction of the country, his men would 
come in, as every soldier knows, jaded and weary and unable to accom- 
plish any purpose whatever. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it not frequently the ease 

Mr. BRAGG. You had your two hours and I have only an hour. 

Mr. STEELE, We will give the gentleman all the time he wants, 

Mr. BRAGG. What did he do? .He sent a dispatch to John Pope 
informing him of the condition; that is what he did. j 

Mr. STEELE. There is no record of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, there is; and there is the reason why I knew the 
other day you had never read the evidence. [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to see the record. 

Mr. WHEELER. Page 28 of the record. 

Mr. BRAGG. John Pope so testified, that he received another note, 
and he thought one, too, explaining the circumstances. I knew you did 
not know it, but it is only a little thing. There he was. When he had 
determined, in order his commanding officer might know his position, 
he dispatched a staff officer with a note, and John Pope swears to it. 
Then, sir, when he reported himself the next morning, there you have 
John Pope’s judgment on Fitz-John Porter’s disobedience established 
by his reception of him, by his shaking him by the hand, by his dis- 
cussing the plan of the campaign (if he had one), and without onesingle 
word of passion, without a single word of complaint, and putting him 
in command of what was ized as the flower of the army. There, 
sir, is judgment number one in a court in which John Pope was sole 
presiding justice. 

John Pope remained with that corps until it went in camp at Bristoe 
and was at Sykes’s headquarters, where General Porter was. He left 
that command at Bristoe without orders to move; and now let me 
show you where this cowardly laggard Fitz-John Porter was and what 
he tried todo. At 5 o’clock that day Porter heard the firing of Gib- 
bon’s guns. He did not know that McDowell had runaway. He did 
not know that Sigel was standing aloof. He did not know that Gen- 
eral Gibbon’s pet little Iron Brigade“ was being hurled against Jack- 
son’s forces, as many as they could bring, but he supposed there was 
some order, some method in the battle,and he sent a staff officer to 
Pope. What for? To get orders to go into the fight. Pope was look- 
ing through a field-glass at the flashes of the guns and sent word to 
him,“ Tell General Porter when I want him I will send tor him.” 

Mr. STEELE. Now let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; I decline to yield. 

Mr. STEELE. In all fairness I hope the gentleman will not refuse. 

Mr. BRAGG. Not in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
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Mr. STEELE. Iyielded every time you rose to interrupt me. [Loud 
cries of Order!“ z 

Mr. BRAGG. It was said, Mr. Speaker, that that was a mere ‘‘con- 

” of a staff officer, who ought not to be believed; but, sir, when 
the board met at West Point the original letter, directed to John Pope, 
‘was produced from General Pope’s miscellanies, that was sent by Fitz- 
John Porter asking for orders, and dated it5 p. m. Pope the hero 
and McDowell the Ney of that campaign—one ran a from his com- 
mand and the other sat upon his horse looking through his glass watch- 
ing the flashes of the guns of Gibbon’s bri as we stemmed the tide 
of Jackson’s host, and Porter, chafing for the fray, burning to make 
himself the bright shining star of the war and add still greater luster 
a ha historic name of Porter, sent a dispatch for permission to go in 

e fight. 

When I want you I will send for you” was the reply he received 
from the general commanding! 

That is the traitor up till the 29th day of August. What then? 

Why, Porter actually ate his breakfast and dictated a dispatch in his 
own camp that morning. Why should he have been elsew ? The 
order for Fitz-John Porter to move was given at Centreville at 3. 30 a. 
m., and Centreville was 12 miles from Porter’s camp. There you have 
the ride of your orderly for 12 miles before an order could be delivered. 
He had been given notice not to go forward until he got orders, You 
may make it half past 5 or 6 when the order was received. His men 
were to be breakfasted and break camp. Then he put his command in 
motion, as he always did, and down he came to Manassas Junction, 
and, with the head of his column toward Centreville, looked to find the 
itinerant commander-in-chief. 

Mr. STEELE. That order was sent from the headquarters between 
Manassas and Centreville. 

Mr. BRAGG. This order is dated"3.30 a. m. at Centerville. 

Mr. STEELE. The headquarters were at Bull Run, half-way be- 
tween Manassas Junction and Centreville. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is another order altogether. That is the one 
you looked up. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But, sir, let me stop right here, for I have passed in the hurry of this 
argument a point where I have not done my friends on the other side 
justice. I desire to do it in order to show how the verdict of that court- 
martial was made to mold the public sentimentofthiscountry. There 
was taken out of the testimony an anal. 
against the defendant, and not one single word of testimony in his be- 
half was added to it, which was compiled, and printed at a Government 
press, and sent to every officer of the United States. 

Mr. STEELE. Why do you object to allowing the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to print that compilation to show what it was? 

Mr. BRAGG. It was sent all over the country indorsed ;‘‘ The pro- 
ceedings and evidence of the court that tried Fitz-John Porter;’’ and 
that was the record which General Grant read when he supposed he 
knew all about the case. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the compilation be printed so as to show whether 
that statement is true or not. 


day of August for the purpose of showing that there was a general battle. 
If he had been di to be ingenuous he would have said that the 
headings of those official re: are the casualties between the 16th 
day of August and the 2d of September. 

Nr. CUTCHEON. I have so stated. The entire number of casual - 
ties is 14,462. À 

Mr. BRAGG. But that is not the statement you made in your ar- 
gument. It is the same old story. You took a table of figures from a 
heading that covered almost a month, including all the battles of the 
Rappahannock and Cedar Mountain, and from that table you havestated 
in your speech the evidence of losses on the 29th of August. And your 
Republican constituents, who read nothing but your speech in a Repub- 
blican n per, will think that is historical evidence of the war. 

Mr. N. The figures show precisely what they apply to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I decline to be disturbed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When you make such a statement as that I should 
be allowed to make a correction. 

Mr. BRAGG. Istate what you said. I state what the figures are. 
I draw my own inferences as to your purposes, and will repeat them if 
you desire it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lonly claim you shall not cram a falsehood down 
the throat of this House. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan that the gentleman from Wisconsin is not subject to interruption 
except by his consent, and he has declined to yield. 


is of all the evidence that bore | being 


Mr. BRAGG. Iam delighted I have driven one Radical from under 
Stanton’s petticoats, so that he has come out to the front. 

When Fitz-John Porter reached Manassas and was passing on he re- 
ceived notice from Pope that he should turn back. What did General 
Pope then do? General Pope then directed the traitor, the coward, the 
laggard, to take away from McDowell the best division in the First 
Army Corps and take command of it himself. There is another judg- 
ment of John Pope on the faithful conduct and fidelity of Fitz-John 
Porter. He detached from McDowell King’s division, which in his re- 
port he said contained the flower of that corps, and gave it to Porter and 
left McDowell in di McDowell followed until he got the 
joint order, and when he got it he rode on to Porter. 

In what condition was Porter then? Why, Mr. Chairman, when 
McDowell reached Porter, Porter’s line of battle was on Dawkin’s 
Branch. His skirmishers were across Dawkin’s Branch; Butterfield, in 
command of one of his favorite brigades, was moving at the head of his 
column beyond the branch intending to form a line of battle for others 
to move up to. He saw the enemy, as the Fifth always did, and 
the sight neither frightened, sickened, nor confused hi 

His place was with his men to the front and forward. But Butter- 
field, as he tells you, riding on, when he turned about, discovered his 
brigade was gone. What had become of the brigade? He rode back, 
he tells you, in a rage to think his command had been taken away from 
him, and then he learned General McDowell, the senior officer on the 
field, had ordered his troops to be withdrawn. And upon the testimony 
of that witness this court found Fitz-John Porter guilty of not moving 
to the front, when his guilt consists in obeying the military direction 
of his superior officer. 

Mr. STEELE. There is no evidence that General McDowell gave 
any such order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I willtellyouwhere to look for it. Read the evidence 
of a Michigan captain, who tells you he heard McDowell tell him so. 

Mr. STEELE. But he swears he did not. 

Mr. BRAGG. He swears like the Italian witness on the trial of 
San Caroline; whenever he gets in a corner, he says, Non mi ri- 
cordo. 

There was the testimony of Morell’s staff and the testimony of Por- 
ter’s staff, that that advance—which my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] thought might have amounted to a success—was actually 
ing made. The struggle was going on, with the Fifth Corps and its 
commander unflinching, until this ot came, not to fight a battle, 
but to call out that he might get hurt if he went that way. That was 
the first thing McDowell always thought of, that he might get hurt. 
He thought he would go by virtue of his authority on that field, take 
King’s division away, saying, Lou remain here while I go and put 
them in there.“? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But does not the evidence show 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not yield. The galled jade winces, but I can not 
wait to hear her ery. That is the fact; for I marched in King’s divis- 
ion on that bloody day. I followed down the way McDowell said he 
was going, and he never joined his division that day or the next. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to read 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. I do not allow you to read anything. If I 
had two hours’ time I would give you all the chances you want, but I 
have not got it. 

On my march to the Henry house I saw that distinguished major- 
general riding along with a staff officer, far away from his command, 
which was being pressed into that toe battle, and when we reached 
the Henry house we could not find him to report to and did not know 
where the balance of his division was, and neither did he. And yet, 
to show how evenly justice was meted out in those days, while Porter 
was being tried by court-martial, McDowell had a court of inquiry. 
That court of inquiry found that he was guilty of opening the gap be- 
tween Longstreet and Jackson, so that the responsibility for the failure 
of the campaign rested upon him, but, like the country justice in the 
story, they said that in consideration of the strong recommendations of 
his friend John Pope they would excuse him! [Laughter.] That 
was their decision, and there comes in the milk in the cocoanut.’’ 

Pope, McDowell, Benny Roberts, Paymaster Smith, Douglas Pope, 
were all moving on that court-martial. The conviction of McDowell 
would have destroyed the mainspring of the case. In order to clear 
McDowell, they allowed him to give evidence of his heroic conduct on 
the 30th, which was a myth. W Porter was on trial and his coun- 
sel asked the court to consider what his action was the day before and 
the day after the 29th, in order that his true animus might appear, 
My Lord Chief-Justice Holt said, ‘‘No! such a thing never was heard 
of.“ Yet in the adjoining court it was heard of, and a man was cleared 
there in order that he might come into the next room and give testi- 
mony against his comrade, his superior in every particular and in every 
high quality which makes a soldier with which God Almighty hasever 
endowed humanity. That is the justice that is talked about here. 


Perhaps you may think that King ran away. 

Mr. STEELE. He belonged to your division. You should know 
more about that than we do. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, King ran away and we had to follow him, but 
we did not follow him until John Gibbon, with four regiments, left 
upon the field seven hundred and seventy-seven men out of eighteen 
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hundred, to test, not their loyalty to Pope—for he was an object of de- 
rision to every man in the command—bnt to show our devotion and 
loyalty to our Government and to teach the gentlemen on the other 
side who had so often boasted that one man of theirs could whip three 
of ours, that, whether that was so as a rule or not, the “‘ black hats 
of the West could not be driven by any men in any such proportion. 
(Applause. 

Mr. § er, I have given to the House different verdicts of Pope 
upon Porter. Let me now give one more verdict of Pope upon Porter. 
When we fell back in total rout at Centreville on Sunday morning after 
that battle, when neither Pope nor McDowell knew anything about 
the military organization, for Pope telegraphed to Halleck, as you will 
see in his official report, that he had not lost a gun nor a wagon, and 
Halleck at the other end of the line responded, ‘* You have done glori- 
ously, and the country is in arms to congratulate you and receive you 
on your victorious return from the second Bull Run” [laughter]—in 
that situation there was needed a military mind, a man who could in- 
spire confidence in the troops. The situation required a man who, if 
two regiments were marching by different roads to a junction, could 
tell something about where the roads would join, and the Army had 
not had such a man in that campaign up to that time. In looking 
about for a man to take command of the mob in that exigency Fitz- 
John Porter was selected by General Pope and given the post of honor, 
the command of the rear-guard, to protect those military scalawags on 
their trip to Washington to enter complaint, as it proved, against him. 

The only organized body of forces that amounted to anything like a 
division or corps was the old Fifth Corps, with all its banners tattered 
and torn, with its ranks thinned, but with its survivors still inspired 
with love for their commander and for their country. Just think of it, 
Brother STEELE, that Pope in that trying hour, when everything turned 
on alacrity and judgment, should have given control of his army toa 
coward, a laggard, and a traitor, a man in whom his countrymen put no 
trust! Oh, shame on you, men! The day will come when.the history 
of the warshall be written long after us, when the d old party that 
you are trying to keep from going to pieces shall be forgotten, except 
to be execrated, and when your sons will blush to think that you were 
Porter’s foes. [Derisive laughter and cheers on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, there is one more judgment on Porter that I want to 
call attention to. Abraham Lincoln placed Fitz-John Porter in com- 
mand of the defenses of Washington. What a traitor Lincoln was! 
He placed Porter in command of the defenses of the national capital. 
What did he do with Pope? What did he do with McDowell ? 

Mr. STEELE. Where was McClellan ? 

Mr. LAWLER. At the head of the Army. 

Mr. BRAGG, Pope was sent to fight the Indians in Minnesota; Mo- 
Dowell was sent to the rear,and neither of them ever commanded a 
soldier again during the war. 

Occupying that position, did not those two men occupy a position that 
should call on their utmost zeal and their most intense forgetfulness to 
bring about a verdict that should blacken somebody else’s character? 
There is Mr. Lincoln’s judgment upon the men—Porter in the defenses 
of Washington, Porter commanding the reserve and re-enforcing the 
lines of Antietam; Pope and McDowell, rejected as worthless vessels, 
were sent to the rear, to spend their time writing dispatches and arti- 
cles addressed to the commissaries and sutlers of the Army. And 


there is where they belonged. 
Still, it said we can not u: the verdict of a court-martial. Upon 
that subject I desire to my views distinctly and unmistakably. 


The power to control the Army rests absolutely in time of peace in the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army of the United States, except where 
there is some prohibition of positive law; in time of war the maxim 
Inter arma silent leges prevails; and civil law does not affect or control 
him. So that all the power of the military establishment, except as 
regulated by law, rests in the President of the United States. Show 
me any provision of law that prevents the President, when he sees in- 
ustice being done to one of his officers, from sending a board of inquiry 
to examine into the facts; show me any law but one—and that was 
passed for the Porter case. But for that law the President could have 
restored Porter of his own free will. 

But, sir, gentlemen tell me that in this Republic Congress, the source 
of the law-making power, having exclusive authority to make rules for 
the government of the Army, may not make a law affecting the judg- 
ment of acourt-martial. Why, sir, has not Congress power to discharge 
the judgment even of a civil court? If not, why do men come here 
and ask to be relieved from the operations of judgments? Congress has 
no power to discharge a judgment between two private individuals, for 
that would interfere with a provision designed to protect the rights of 
persons under the Constitution, but when the judgment runs for the 
benefit of the United States we represent the United States; we are the 
attorneys in fact of the people, and we may cancel any judgment the 
United States have recovered. There is no power on earth to interfere 
with us; there is no Jaw that can be cited to tie our hands, 

One thing further. Cowardly shame seeks silence; conscious inno- 
cence is always bold. From the hour of the rendition of that verdict 
up to the Fiera time Fitz-John Porter has persisted unalterably and 
firmly in declaring that he was innocent both in thought and deed. 


a two-thirds majority in both branches against men thinking like 
him, he Keps his petition there. It was upon adversely by Gen- 
eral Schofield, as Secre of War. He continued to it through 
the military channel until Rutherford B. Hayes, acting President of 
the United States [laughter and applause on the Democratic side], 
directed a board to be convened; and upon that board he placed the 
man who, when he was under political pressure as a blican Secre- 
tary of War, had refused to actin the case. Upon that he placed 
a volunteer officer who had pronounced his judgment that Porter ought 
to be shot. Upon that board he placed another regular Army officer 
whose convictions upon the testimony that he had seen were open and 
announced in favor of the declaration of Porter’s guilt. 

But, as I said, innocence is always bold. Porter went before that 
board. All he asked was a careful analysis of the evidence and an un- 
derstanding of the situation. That board reversed the previous judg- 
ment and found in his favor. They found that instead of ever qnvel- 
oping Jackson’s flank, as represented in the old map, which was pro- 
duced and sworn to before the previous court-martial, Porter’s corps 
was more than 3 miles from there, and the ground where it had been 
supposed Porter was in a position from which he could have rolled up 
Jackson like a scroll was in fact occupied by Lon And that 
judgment was transmitted by a Republican President to Congress for 
its action in the premises, then for the first time Fitz-John Porter 
came to Congress. 

At this point I ought not to omit a reply to an oft-repeated question, 
„How did Porter know Longstreet was there?” Well, if Pope had 
been in Porter's place he would not have known it until a dozen or more 
regiments had been i and even then he would have wondered 
whether it was not somebody else. I will tell you how Porter knew it. 
Porter first received a message from a countryman, who came through 
the lines, that Longstreet’s skirmishers were coming forward to that 
branch. He subsequently captured some prisoners, and upon exami- 
nation he found they belonged to 8 He received a 
dispatch from Buford, handed him by McDowell, that Buford had seen 
seventeen regiments pass a point within 8 miles distant about an hour 
and a half or two hours before. 

His skirmish line, under the command of an officer of the regular 
Army then commanding the Thirteenth New York, reported Longstreet 
in front; and General Porter knew Longstreet well enough to know 
that he did not go wandering around the country like Pope, but always 
went in state [laughter], supported by his whole retinue! When we 
struck Longstreet’s forces, or Jackson's, or Lee's, we knew who was 
there. We knew we were fighting a battle with men who went to do 
battle in a condition to do battle; that we were not fighting stragglers. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to read three lines? 

Mr. BRAGG. No; you can read all you like when you go home to- 
night. [Laughter.] 

ut we are told certain brigades were thrown insupport. If the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Vermont wants to find out the position of 
those 571 and how they were moved, he will find that the support 
of which he talks was so placed in the rear and opposite the center be- 
tween Jackson and Longstreet that it served as a support for Longstreet, 
if he was pressed, and that if the enemy left his front it could be handled 
to support Jackson's right. The troops were changed and put in posi- 
tion, so the machine was ready to be handled to take the enemy if he 
came in front or the other way by reverse action and gobble him up. 
He will find that to be the condition of the troops if he will look at 
Longstreet’s map, in which he lays down his own line with every bri- 
gade he had and the exact position of the supporting troops. 

Now about the battle on the night of the 29th. On the 29th Mc- 
Dowell was there with the same insane mania Pope had, that the enemy 
heard those two gentlemen were there and was running away. [Laugh- 
ter and applause]. That commenced in the afternoon of the 29th—that 
they were running away. About sundown of the 29th they ordered a 
portion of McDowell’s division—he was not with it—Hatch had it— 
McDowell was not there—it would have taken a piece of artillery to 
fire a long way to reach where he was. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE rose. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is my hour out? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. BRAGG. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihavetormented my friends enough on the other side, 
and I now say in conclusion that I can not leave this debate without 
congratulating the country there are men who, acknowledging them- 
selves to be Republicans in good standing, yet do not feel they are polit- 
ically di if they have the honesty to declare their sentiments by 
their votes. Would to God there was more freedom of conscience al- 
lowed in that ; we should have vastly more votes. [Applause, ] 
As that party is to run on the Fitz-John Porter bill, it will not do for 
too many of you too come over, or the Black Eagle of the West may 
think he is losing some of his support. [Groans on the lican 
side.] Iam glad to hear you groan, for it is evidence there is a little 
bitof lifeleftin you. [Laughterand applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Groans always proceed from some suffering body. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] They are no evidence of a happy spirit, of a happy frame of 
mind, or of content, but of a cramp in the bowels, either mental or 
physical, and the record here proves it. [Laughter and applause.] I 
now demand the previous question. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the court will preserve its dignity. [Cries 
of Oh!” on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. STEELE. I demand the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 


Mr. BRAGG. I hope the yeas and nays will be ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to have permission to print Griffin’s 
and Sykes’s testimony. [Cries of Regular order!” ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a- question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bkacc]—— 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan states that he rises 
to a question of personal privilege, and he is now stating it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] in 
the course of his remarks referred to the table printed by me in the 
RECORD of this morning with respect to the losses in the battle of Bull 
Run or Groveton, and me, as I understand him, with the pur- 
pose of misleading the readers of my remarks into believing the entire 
footing of the table showed the losses on the 29th of August, 1862. At 
that time I asked him to yield to me for a moment, which he declined 
to do. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ves, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask now as a matter of personal privilege, and 
here now in this presence where the statement was made, to refer to 
that table in order to correct what I consider to be a misstatement in 
reference tomy remarks. I ask it as a matter of personal privilege. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan states he understood 
the gentleman from Wisconsin to attribute to him an improper purpose, 
that is, to mislead the readers of his remarks. If that is the correct 
understanding of the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin the 
Chair thinks a question of privilege is involved. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No such remark was made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The table in question is headed Returns of 
casualties in the Union forces’? —— 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Before the gentleman can have the right to raise 
the question of privilege as to a matter said about him on the floor the 
fact that such an expression was used must beascertained. There was 
no remark made about his purpose at all, as I understand it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And on that I call for the reading of the notes of 
the Official Reporter. The gentleman from Wisconsin referred to the 
table printed by me—— 

Mr. BRAGG. I did not refer to the table that was printed, for I did 
not know that it was printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin did refer to some table which had been used in the remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan. The Chair does not know whether 
this is the table or not. 

Mr. BRAGG. I did not know that he had printed such a table. I 
referred to what I understood him to read on the floor. Of course I do 
not know what he has got printed. The last Congress shows many 
things said by the gentleman on the floor that were not printed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Am I permitted to proceed? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not yet decide whether the gentle- 
man has stated a matter of personal privilege or not. The Chair un- 
derstands the gentleman from Wisconsin to say that he does not know 
that he referred to the table to which the gentleman from Michigan 
now alludes, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Official Reporter’s notes will decide. 

Mr. BRAGG. I did not know that you had printed a speech. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You referred to a table of casualties teat I had 
used in my argument. 

Mr. BRAGG I referred to a speech that you would print and that 
your constituents would read and which would be published in your 
country newspaper, and that it would pass for the history of this case; 
that is the substance and almost the language I used. 

Mr. BRUMM. You stated that the gentleman had published a list 
of the losses during that whole campaign and fixed it all as of the 29th 
of August. 

Mr. BRAGG. You have been showing your teeth here for the last 
few days, and the gentleman has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. BRUMM. You distinctly made that statement on the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Am I permitted to proceed? 


The SPEAKER. Before the Chair can decide whether a question of 
personal privilege is involved or not it will be necessary to know what 
the gentleman from Wisconsin actually said. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I demand the reading of the Reporter’s notes. 

5 The Chair will cause it to be written out and have 
it 8 

Mr. BRAGG. I have not been guilty of a breach of the privileges 
of the House. The taking of this vote can not be delayed in this way. 
If I have been guilty of a breach of the privileges of the House, and 
the words have been taken down, they will be considered at the proper 
time; but calling the previous question and taking the vote can not be 
Guarea by a man rising here and asking that certain things shall be 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is no such claim made. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such claim made, and if it were made 
it would have been necessary to take the words down at the moment. 

The gentleman from Michigan rises to a question of personal privilege, 
and says that the gentleman from Wisconsin, in his remarks, has ques- 
tioned his motives; or, in other words, attributed improper motives in 
the use of the table in question. This is not a question affecting the 
dignity of the House itself or the integrity of its proceedings, but it is 
a question of personal privilege made by the gentleman from Michigan. 
Now, of course the Chair can not determine whether any question of 
3 privilege is involved unless he can ascertain exactly what was 
sai 


Mr. CUTCHEON. And I have asked for the reading of the Report- 
er’s notes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read what was said. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Now, to show you that the animus of the partisan Republican has not yet died 
out, let me state that the gentleman from Michi Or. CuTcHEON] took the 
report of the battle of Bull Run and read from the official records the number 
of killed and wounded upon the 29th day of August for the pu of showing 
that there was a general battle. If he had been disposed to be ingenuous he 
would have said that the headings of those official reports are the casualties be- 
tween the 16th day of August and the 2d of September. 

Mr. Curcuron. I have sostated. The entire number of casualties is 14,462. 

Mr. Brace. I do not yield. It is the same old story. You took a table of 
figures from a heading that covered almost a month, including all the battles of 
the Rappahannock and Cedar Mountain, and from that table zon have pub- 
lished in your speech the evidence of losses on the 29th day of August. And 

our Republican constituents, who read nothing but your speech in a Repub- 

ican newspaper, will think tbat is historical evidence of the war. 

Mr. Corchzox. The figures show precisely what they apply to. 

Mr, BraGG. I decline to be disturbed. 

Mr. N. When you make such a statement as that I should be al- 
lowed to make a correction. 

Mr. BRAGG. I state what you said. I state what the figures are. I draw my 
own inferences as to your purposes, and will repeat them if you desire it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I only claim you shall not cram a falsehood down the throat 
of this House. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Michigan that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is not subject to interruption except by his consent, 
and he has declined to yield. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam delighted to have driven that Radical from under Stanton's 
petticoats, so that he has come out to the front. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I think that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. BRAGG], in the portion of his remarks 
where he intimated that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] 
had been disingenuous, and afterward spoke of that gentleman’s ‘‘pur- 
pose, did create a case which gave the gentleman from Michigan a 
right to rise to a question of privilege; and when the gentleman from 
Michigan is done with that, I think his own re mark about the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] ‘‘cramming falsehood down the 
throat of the House” will justify the gentleman from Wisconsin in 
rising to a question of privilege. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. All right. Let him rise. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to settle this matter by 
arbitration. I have not called upon anybody but the Speaker of this 
House to settle it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the remark made by the 


“| gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] in reference to the gentleman 


from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] might, without any strained construc- 
tion, be understood as attributing to the gentleman from Michigan a 
disposition not to be ingenuous in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me say to the Speaker that there is a participle 
there which I did not use, because I did not know the heading was 
printed. [Cries of Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

I will give you [addressing Mr. CUTCHEON ] cause for personal explan- 
ation if you will let me speak a minute nuw. The gentleman from 
Michigan stated in his speech that Fitz-John Porter was lying down 2} 
miles from the head of his column. There is no such evidence in the 
record. [Renewed cries of Regular order!’’ on the Republican side.] 

TheSPEAKER. It is not in order at this time to discuss what the 
gentleman from Michigan or any other gentleman has said during the 
progress of the debate. The only matter now before the House is the 
question of privilege raised by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTCHEON], and that gentleman, the Chair thinks, has aright to make 
astatement as to what his tables show. Thatistheextentof the privi- 
lege. The merits of the bill are not now before the House for discus- 
sion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Thanks. The table in question to which the 
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gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] referred is headed as follows: 


Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the recapitulation of the 


Return of casualties in the Union forces, commanded by Maj. Gen. | names be dispensed with. 


John Pope, during the operations August 16-September 2, 1862, in- 
clusive.“ I will not read the names of the different corps, but the 
aggregate is 14,462. That is followed by this statement, which was 
a part of my speech as delivered: 

This includes all the fighting on the Rappahannock, the battles at Catlett's 
Sth, Kettle Run 26th and 27th, Manassas 26th and 27th, Bull Run Bridge 27th 
Thoroughfare Gap and Gibbon's fight 28th, Groveton 29th, Bull Run 30th, and 
Sesame September 1, and nearly one-half that entire loss was on the 29th, at 

Jroveton, 
1 roe mid that it is demonstrable that one-half of this entire loss occurred upon 

e 


Mr. BRAGG. That is the printed speech. It was not delivered in 
that p [Renewed cries of Regular order!“ on the Republican 
side. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and there were— 


yeas 171, nays 113, not voting 39; as follows: 


passed. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the names of members voting on the pas- 


sage of the bill. 


YEAS—171. 
Adams, J, J. Dibble, Jones, J. H. Rockwell, 
Allen, J. M. kery, Jones, J. T. Rogers, 
Anderson, C. M. Dougherty, Kleiner, Sadler, 
Baker, Dowdney, Laffoon, Sayers, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Laird, Seney, 
Barnes, en, Lanham, Seymour, 
Barry, Ehħiredge, Lawler, Singleton, 
Bayne, Ellsberry, Le Fevre, Skinner, 

eh, Ely, re, Snyder, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Lovering, Sowden, 
Bennett, Findlay, Lowry, Springer, 
Blan 5 Fisher, Mahoney, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, Foran, Martin, Stewart, Charles 
Bliss, Ford, Matson, St. Martin 
Blount, Forney, Maybury, Stone, W. J. of Ky. 
Bragg, Frederick, M ry, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, McMillin, Storm, 

in WC. geddes, McRae, Swinburne, 
Burleigh. Gibson, C. H. Merriman, Swope, 
Burnes, Green, R. S. Miller, Tursney, 
Bynum, Green, W. J. Mills, Taulbee. 

bell, Hahn, Mitchell, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Morgan, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. E. all, Morrison, 1 É 
Campell, T,J. Halsell, Muller, Tucker, 
Candler, Hammond, Murphy, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Harmer, Neal, iele, 
Catchings, Harris, Norwood, Wadsworth, 

- Clardy, Hatch, tes, Ward, J. H. 
Clements, Hayden, O’Ferrall, Ward, T. 

b, Haynes, O'Hara, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, H O'Neill, J.J. Weaver, J.B. 
Compton, Hem bin, Outhwaite, eber, 

m 4 Henderson, J. S. eel, Wellborn, 
Cowles, Henley, Perry, Wheeler, 
Orain, Herbert, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Crisp, Hewitt, idcock, Willis, 
9 1 4 eee ns 

urtin, oward, eagan nans, 
Daniel, Hutton, Reid J. W. Wise, 
Dargan, Irion, Rie n, Wolford. 
Davidson, A. C. James, Riggs, Worthington, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Johnston, T. D. Robertson, 

NAYS—IL1. 

Adams, G. E. Farquhar, Lindsley, Rowell, 
Allen, C. H. Fleeger, Little, Ryan, 
Anderson, J. A, Fuller, Loutti t, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Funston, Lyman, Scranton, 
Bingham, Gallinger, Markham, Sessions, 
Bound. Gilfillan, McComas, Smalls, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McKenna, Spooner, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, McKinley, Steele, 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Millard, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Hanback, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Henderson, D.B. Moffat, Stone, E. F. 
Buchanan, Henderson, T. J. Morrill, Strait 
Buck, Hepburn, Morrow, Strubie 
Bunnell, Herman Negley, Symes, 
Burrows, Hiestand, Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Butterworth Hires, O'Donnell, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach, 
Cannon, Hitt, Osborne, Thomas, J. R. 
Caswell, Holmes, Owen, Thomas, O. B. 
Conger, Hopkins, Parker, ‘Thompson, 
Cooper, ouk, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Payson, Wakefield 
Davenport, Johnson, F, A Perkins, Warner, William 
Davis, Johnston, J. T. Peters, Weaver, A.J. 
Dingley, Kelley, Pirce, West, 

roy. Ketcham, Price, White, Milo 
Dunham, La Follette, Reed, T. B. Whiting, 
Evans, Lehlbach, ice, W urn, 
Everhart, 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Aiken, Dawson, Long. Scott, 
Arnot, Felton, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Barbour, Gibson, Eustace Neece, Spriggs, 
Barksdale, Glass, Pettibone, Townshend, 
Boyle, Glover, Plumb, rigg, 
Brady, r Pulitzer, Turner, 
Caldwell, Hill, Randall Wade, 
Cole, King, Ranney, alt, 

x, Landes, White, A.C. 
Croxton, Libbey, Romeis, 

So the bill was 


Mr. DUNHAM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the names. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of my colleagues 
Mr. AnNor aud Mr. Spriaas, I desire to say that Mr. ARNOT is at home 
sick, unable to attend the sessions of the House. If he were present, he 
would vote ay“ on the passage of this bill. Mr. SPRIGGS is unavoid- 
ably absent, having gone to attend the funeral of Governor Seymour. 
If he were present, he also would vote “ay.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Kine with Mr. WADE, upon all political questions, for the rest of 
this day. 

Mr. Boor; of Pennsylvania, with Mr. FELTON, of California, on this 
vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Upon the latter motion a division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 6. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TIMOTHY J. 
CAMPBELL] moves that the House do now adjourn. Pending that mo- 
tion the Chair will lay before the House certain personal requests. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Bounp, until the 22d instant, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. EDEN, for ten days. 

To Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, until Thursday next, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. Burrows, from to-morrow until Wednesday next. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to have printed in the 
RECORD some remarks on the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, 

Mr. STEELE and others objected; but the objection of Mr. STEELE 
was afterward withdrawn. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Other gentlemen have objected. The gentleman 
from Illinois objects. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; andaccordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, J. A. ANDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Mary 
Clark—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of Williamsport Assembly Knights 
of Labor, praying that the Oklahoma country may be opened up for 
homestead settlement—to the Committee on the Territortes. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 401 representative citizens of Michi- 
gan, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools supported by 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. y 

Also, petition of C. H. Osborn and others, and of Jasper White and 
others, against the suspension of silver coinage—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of 239 soldiers and 326 citizens of Han- 
cock County, Indiana, asking Congress to grant a pension to all soldiers 
who served in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.  ' 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of F. H. Nichols, 
of Forsyth County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claims of Jane E, Simes, 
of Norah Walsh, and of John Kane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Anna E. Smith, of Adams County, * 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of 230 representative citizens of Centre, 
Pa., for scientific temperance instruction in all schools supported by 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Four petitions of citizens of North and South 
Carolina, for the improvement of the Waccamaw River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. E. Hardwick and others, and of W. F. Dargan 
and others, for the improvement of Winyaw Bay and the rivers tribu- 
tary thereto—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition for amendment of patent laws from 
citizens of Yates County, New York—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: A bill making appropriations to continue 
the work on the Cahawba River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of Paul T. Bowen and others, committee 
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of District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, asking that public 
buildings, museums, and libraries be opened on Sundays, and 
eveni to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3368, Knights 
of Labor, and of citizens of Hurricane Island, Me., for passage of bill 
prohibiting employment of convict labor on Government work, &c.—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of T. J. Southard and 80 others, of Richmond, Me., for 
improvement of Kennebec River between Augusta and the lower end 
of Perkins’s Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. H. Kimball and 150 others, of Bath, Me., for im- 

vement of Kennebec River between Augusta and lower end of Per- 
’s Island—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of John A. Staley and 180 citizens of Ne- 
braska, asking passage of increase pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of W. Atlee Burpee & Co., of 
Philadel the of the Senate bill doubling rates of 
postage on deeds—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Berks County Agricultural and Horticultural 
Society, of Pennsylvania, requesting an appropriation of $500,000 for 
the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia—to the 88 on Agricult- 
ure 


Also, memorial of the Master Plumbers and Gas- fitters“ Protective As- 
sociation of the District of Columbia, against any change in the pres- 
ent lien law of the District—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of M. N. Strickling, of Blairstown, 
Iowa, for relief as postmaster—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of Frank Kennedy and others, 
for the establishment of a marine hospital at Point Pleasant, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAHN: Papers in the case of Myra Clark Gaines, to accom- 
pany House bill—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of R. Lon Lowndes, for lock in Mos- 
quito Creek, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from D. G. Scott, of Dubuque, 
Towa, in relation to providing for better security for depositors in na- 
tional banks—to the Committee on ing and Currency. 

Also, papers supporting H. R. 5829 in favor of Mena Holmes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Papers relating to the claim of S. E. D. Parker 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to the claim of Crawford Brown— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers in the case of James Mann—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of John R. McFee and 312 others, for an 
appropriation to complete the improvement of Indian River, Sussex 
County, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of Cass County, Iowa, concern- 
ing the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Westernport, 
Mad., for the organization of Oklahoma Territory, &c.—to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Montgomery County, Maryland, asking 
for constitutional amendment in favor of woman suffrage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Lavinia Robinson, for a mother’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, e of Theodore Munger, of Detroit, Mich., for the allow- 
ance of ty for improvement in the manufacture of sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of William Wilson and others, of 
George E. Weeks and others, of E. Stone and others, and of P. G. Brad- 
street and others, for the improvement of the Kennebec River between 
Augusta and the lower end of Perkins's Island—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of C. Co for pay as postmaster at 
Lockport, Tex.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers relating to the claim of John W. Dear— 
to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of James L. Webb and 312 other citi- 
zens, for the improvement of Bayou Cassity, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRILL: House concurrent resolution of the Kansas Legis- 
lature, 5 sale of Fort Dodge military reservation to the Com- 
mittee on Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of sundry citizens of Illinois, for a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Alton, I1l.—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
By Mr. MORROW: Petition of George A. Norton, assistant quarter- 
master, for relief—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Memorial of Scott County (Iowa) bar, for in- 


crease of United States circuit judges’ salaries—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON; Petition of George W. Smith and others, for addi- 
tional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL; Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, favoring the passage of the Dingley shipping bill and the 
bill of Senator FRYE upon the same subject to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Maj. Frank Backof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of 8. C. Crane, for an appropriation to 
make good the readjusted back salaries of postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of citizens of Columbia, S. C., for the im- 
provement of Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, and its tributary rivers— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of John C. Strain, late r at Cross Hill, S. C., 
for the passage of a joint resolution for relief of postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Alexander Baker, of Juneau, Wis., in 
favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 958, to increase the pensions of 
Union soldiers who have lost one eye—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, petition of August Hanstead and 63 others, asking for the leg- 
islation recommended by the national pension committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of James H. Work and others, regard- 
ing the appointment of a commission on fisheries—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of masters and ship-owners of Harring- 
ton, Me., for relief to the cooperage trade—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of George M. Stearns and others, of 
the bar of Western Massachusetts, for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Springfield, Mass.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, Memorial of citizens of Adams, Mass., concerning the abolition 
of the Presidency—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SKINNER. Memorial of J. W. Saunders and 139 others, ask- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of navigation of Bogue Sound 
from Beaufort to Swansborough, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of C. W. Ganther, of Detroit, Mich., 
asking that fresh and frozen fish be placed on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of Ruby Gale and 50 others, citizens of 
Faribault, Minn., praying for the amendmentof the Constitution grant- 
ing to women the right of suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papérs relating to the claim of John W. 
Rosaman, of Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of members of Post No. 63, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wisconsin; and of 200 members of Grand 
Army of the Republic of Elroy, Wis., praying for the passage of a 
bill embracing the recommendations of the national pension commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers in the claim of Rebecca E. Jackson, 
of Amite County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of William Jenkins, of Amite County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Papers relating to the claim of John Bradley 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of James Clark, Edward 
Speirs, and 100 others, indorsing the recommendation of the national 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Bar Association of Kansas City, Mo., favoring 
increase of United States district judges’ salaries to $5,000 per year— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of W. D. Clark and 100 0 
asking for the passage of the Oklahoma bill introduced by Hon. J. B. 
WEAVER—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WELLBORN; Papers in the case of A. B. Norton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of 262 representative citizens of 
Minnesota, for scientific temperance instruction inall schools supported 
by the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WINANS; Petition of 420 representative citizens of the sixth 
district of Michigan, for scientific temperance instruction in schools 
supported by the General Government—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 


two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
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as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Leong iho ae and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, ts, and Measures: 

By Mr MILLS: Of citizens of Texas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of L. H. Owen and 15 others, citizens of Canton, 


Kans. 
By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Of Dr. W. P. Brooks and 50 others, of 
Helena, Nebr. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 19, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

James G. Farr, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 

COPIES OF REVISED STATUTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin; 
communication from the Secretary of State; which was read, pe pred 
to lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
State has the honor toinform the Senate thatits Library 


The of 
will be rale with 40 copies of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
5 with the request contained in the Senate’s resolution of the 15th in- 


T. F. BAYARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 18, 1886. 


SESSION LAWS OF ARIZONA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
secretary of Arizona, inclosing, as required by law, a copy of the session 
laws of that Territory for the year 1885; which was referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Territories. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions passed at a mass 
meeting of citizens of Damascus, Ohio, in favor of the instruction of 
children in regard to the effects of intoxicants upon the human system; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Chesterfield monthly 
meeting of Friends, State of Ohio, praying the passage of the bill (S. 
355) to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for 
international arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Ironclad Assembly of Knights of 
Labor, No. 4261, of Ironton, Ohio, praying the passage of the bill for 
the restoration of wages in the Government Printing Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ü ask leave to present two papers, the affidavit of 
Anson H. Weed, of Vermont, and the certificate of Dr. L. M. Bing- 
ham, of Burlington, Vt., in support of the pension claim of Sarah J. 
Foy, now before the Committee on Pensions. I move the reference of 
the papers to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of James S. Furniss, of Bur- 
lington, Vt., late a private in the Seventy-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of workingmen of 
New York and Brooklyn who are or have been in the employ of the 
Government, praying for an adjudication of certain claims arising under 
the eight-hour law; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of citizens of Benton County, Ar- 
kansas, 8 the opening to settlement of the Oklahoma lands 
Pes Indian erritory; which was referred to the Committee on In- 


Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill for the benefit of the 
shipping interests of the country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of A. M. Frew and 120 
other citizens of Washington, Iowa, praying for the opening of the 
Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory to settlement; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Buena Vista Grange No. 
544, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jasper County, Iowa, favoring the con- 
tinued coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on 


ce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition praying for the enactment of 
a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools 
of the District of Columbia, and in the Mili and Naval Academies, 


the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part by money 
from the national Treasury. This petition is signed by 22 clergymen, 
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20 physicians, 13 lawyers, 47 teachers, 154 business men, and 32 offi- 


cers of temperance and other societies, having the signatures of 288 
representative citizens. The committee having reported the bill, I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and they were 

poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1032) to refund duties upon goods on shipboard when the 
tariff act of March 3, 1883, went into effect; 

A bill (S. 459) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to overrule 
and reverse the decisions of all inferior officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in respect to all matters of account; 

A bill (S. 558) torefund internal-revenue taxes in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 956) #r the relief of Thomas C. Killie. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iamalso directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 395) to admit free of duty a certain set 
of altars for the Catholic church of St. John the Evangelist, in the 
parish of La Fayette, Louisiana, to report it adversely on the unani- 
mous agreement that the Senate committee can not report a tariff bill, 
and on the agreement of several members of the committee that it 
would not be judicious to report it any way. I move that the bill be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 449) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said 
company, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed also by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 559) for the relief of George F. Roberts, 
administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Brothers, and others, to ask to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. HOAR. There is an enormous burden upon the Committee on 
Claims and a number of cases which have been referred to that com- 
mittee the Senator himself has desired to have referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. I think before making these new references the Sena- 
tor should state to the Senate, so that the Committee on Claims them- 
selves may know, What is the character of the claim, so as to see whether 
it comes within their jurisdiction. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator will be satisfied that the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Claims. Senate bill 559 is to pay a 
claim for leakage of distilled spirits as long ago as 1864. I presume the 
Senator will agree that the Committee on Claims has jurisdiction of that 
bill. Senate bill 449 is in relation to the Freedman's Savings Bank. 

Mr. HOAR. Not long since the Committee on Claims reported a bill 
to repay to a person the amount of drawback where, by the dishonesty 
of his clerk, the fees had not been paid, although the clerk had been 
sent with the fees to the custom-house to make the entry, and the Sen- 
ator thought that that bill ought to be considered by the Committee on 
Finance and objected to the consideration by the Senate of the report of 
the Committee on Claims. Ifa claim growing out of the collection of 
the revenues of the country or of the enforcement illegally or improp- 
erly of taxes belongs to the Committeee on Finance, I do not see why a 
claim to revise the matter of allowance for the leakage of whisky should 
not go there. Certainly the members of that committee, as far as we 
know them, are amply competent to deal with that general subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill to which the Senator refers will receive 
early attention. Upon the reading of it at the desk it struck me as 
being a bill that should be taken charge of by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the distinction in principle between that bill 
and the one just sent back from the Committee on Finance for reference 
to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. MORRILL. A claim that is twenty years old ought to be in- 
vestigated by the Committee on Claims undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Then aclaim growing out of the administration of the 
revenue laws which is fifteen years old belongs to the Committee on 
Finance, and one twenty years old belongs to the Committee on Claims. 
Is that the idea? I should like to have some principle stated by that 
committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall satisfy the Senator on that point. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Committee on Finance will be 

i from the further consideration of the bill and it will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims if there is no other motion made. 
That change of reference will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1118) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 950) to authorize suits to be brought in 
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the Court of Claims for money paid and expenses incurred on account 
of Tice meters, to report it adversely and ask to have it placed upon the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking as- 
sociations to increase their capital stock and to change their names or 
locations, to report it favorably. If the Senate will consent to hear the 
reading of this bill it will be seen that its passage will save us the trouble 
of passing on a great many individual bills. The inquiry isoften made 
why we do not report a general bill on the subject, instead of reporting 
individual cases, I have two bills now that I shall report adversely if 
we can pass this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. MORRILL). We can not pass it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont ask 
for the consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. MORRILL. My colleague objects to its consideration now, and 
I shall therefore let it go over. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 634) relating to sales for taxes in the 
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1380) regulating the sale of distilled and fermented liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1422) to amend the law relating to the 
bonds of executors in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1130) to exempt from taxation all property held by the trustees of the 
Corcoran Gallery of Art, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1129) to exempt from taxation all property held by the trustees of the 
Louise Home, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 984) to regulate the foreclosure of mortgages 
and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 495) changing the name of the Real Es- 
tate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and for other 
seis reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
defini 


Ca 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1598) to annex a certain strip of 
land therein named to the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phœnix 
National Bank, of the City of New York; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce a bill by request. From explanations 
made to me I think the subject certainly deserves investigation and 
some species of remedy. It applies in substance to the hours letter- 
carriers in the large cities are obliged to do duty, which seem to be in 
excess of what human nature in some instances can endure. I hope, 
therefore, the bill will receive the careful investigation of the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

The bill (S. 1600) to amend section 3738 of the Revised Statutes rel- 
ative to the eight-hour law was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1601) to 
provide for the settlement of certain Cherokee claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1602) to provide for 
holding terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the eastern district of Michigan at East Saginaw, in said district; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1603) to protect 
certain purchasers of lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1604) to authorize the location of a 
branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors in the State of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 738) for the 
relief of James Clifford. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to inform the 
Senate the aggregate amount of United States notes redeemed, as required sf 
the resumption act, so called, for and during each fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1879, and ending June 30, vi and also a like statement for the period beginnin: 


January 1, 1879, and ending June 30, 1879, and for the period beginning Jul 
1885, and ending December 31, 1885. t r in 8 


THE KILLING OF CAPTAIN CRAWFORD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I rise to offer a resolution, and after it shall have 
been read at the desk I shall ask that the Senate take action upon it. 
But before such action by the Senate I desire to submit a few reinarks 
with reference to the subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of State and the Secretary of War be directed to 
inquire and report to the Senate the facts pertaining to the killing of Capt. Em- 
met Crawford, of the United States Army, said to have been slain on or about 
January 10, 1886, by the troops of the Republic of Mexico or by the troops of 
the states of Chihuahua and Sonora, in the Republic of Mexico; also to report 
what steps are being taken for the punishment by the Mexican vernment of 
those guilty of the alleged outrage; whether reparation and indemnity should 
not be made to those who suffered, and ample and full explanation and apology 
should not be rendered for this apparently gross insult to our arms, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senate to consider the resolution at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to remark to my friend from Nobraska 
that it has always been the course of the Senate in such cuses about for- 
eign affairs that might involve difficulty to send such resolutions to 
the Committee on Foreign Kelations, who can confer informally with 
the President and Secretary of State and ascertain in what form the 
matter should be put, if itis necessary to put it at all. I hope, therefore, 
my friend will consent to the resolution being referred to that com- 
mittee. à 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishall notobject to that reference, but before 
the resolution is referred— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being objected to, it 

over until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Nebraska ought to be allowed to 
make any remarks he desires before the reference is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly there is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There heing no objection, the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. MANDERS N. I believe it to be due to the relatives of this 
dead soldier, many of whom reside in the State in which I live, due to 
the Senate of the United States, and to the country, that some of the 
facts connected with this killing should be made public prior to any 
investigation by either the War Department, the Department of State, 
and perhaps before consideration by the Committee of the Senate on 
Foreign Relations. 

I have before me a treaty made in 1882 between the United States 
and the Republic of Mexico. It was signed upon the 29th day of July, 
1882. I will read a part of it, so that the matter may be fully under- 
stood: 


Memorandum of an agreement entered into in behalf of their respective gov- 
ernments, by Frederick T. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State of the United 
States of America, and Matias Romero, envoy extraordinary and minister 
pico tentiary of the Republic of Mexico, providing for the reciprocal cross- 
ng of the international boundary line by the troo 
ments in pursuit of savage Indians, under the 

AETICLE I. 
It is agreed that the regular federal troops of the two republics may recipro- 
cally cross the boundary line of the two countries, when they are in close pur- 
suit of a band of savage Indians, upon the conditions stated in the following ar- 


ticles: 
Anrticie II. 

The reciprocal crossing agreed upon in Article I shall only occur in the un- 
populated or desert parts of said boundary line. Forthe purposes of this agree- 
ment the unpopulated or desert parts are defined to be all those points which 
are at least two leagues distant from any encampment or town of either country. 

I then pass to Articles VI and VII of the agreement and read as fol- 
lows: 


of the respective govern- 
tions hereinafter stated. 


ARTICLE VI. 


The abuses which may be committed of Be forces which cross into the terri- 
tory of the other nation shall be punished by the government to which the 
forces belong, according to the gravity of the offense and in conformity to its 
laws,as if the abuses had been committed in its own territory, the said govern- 
ment being further under obligation to withdraw the guilty parties from the 


frontier. 
ARTICLE VII. 

In the cases of offenses which may be committed by the inhabitants of the one 
country against the fore forces which may be within its limits, the govern- 
ment of said count only be responsible to the government of the other 
for denial of j Ustice Ia the ponishanent of the guilty. 


This treaty, thus entered into in 1882, by repeated agreements of the 
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two governments, has been continued year after year, and the last agree- 
ment, made in the year 1885, extended its provisions to November 1, 
1886. 

In accordance with the terms of the treaty between the two repub- 
lics, Captain Crawford, in charge of about two hundred men and in pur- 
suit of hostile Apache Indians, crossed into the State of Sonora some 
time in December, 1885. I understand that his troop was composed 
of about fifty white men and about one hundred and fifty Indian scouts, 
enlisted by our Government and wearing not the garb of Indians but 
the uniform of the United States Army. 

These men early in January were in hot pursuit of the hostile Apaches. 
They reached a point near Nacori, in the State of Sonora. I have be- 
fore me, and propose to read for the information of the Senate, a part of 
the report of Lieut. Marion P. Maus, who succeeded to the command 
of the troops after the killing of Captain Crawford, and I submit that 
this report shows a condition of affairs that reflects most severely upon 
whoever was in charge, or whoever directed the action of the Mexican 
forces by whom Captain Crawford’s command was attacked. ‘This is 
the official report of Lieutenant Maus, made to General Crook and 
ee the 2lst day of January, 1886. He writes from camp near Nacori, 

mora: 


n attack, had placed their 
ing posit 


This preparation having been made, an attack was ordered upon the 
hostile camp of Indians. They were driven from it, and pursuit was 
made for several hours after they had fled from their camp. At night- 
fall our troops went into camp, and I take up the account of Lieuten- 
ant Maus at that point: 


At Gaslight the next morning—Monday, the 10th instant—the camp was 
alarm: loud cries from some of the scouts, followed immediately by ashower 
of bullets into our camp. I, with Lieutenant . te and Mr. Horn, ran forward 
to stop it, as it was sup to be an attack by Captain Davis’s scouts through 
mistake. It was soon discovered, however, that the attacking party was a 
force of Mexican soldiers from Chihuahua, numbering, as I afterward ascer- 
tained from them, one hundred and fifty-four. They wore no uniform. 

I su they were Nationals. Although we tried in every way, waving 
handkerchiefs and calling out in Spanish who we were, they continueda sharp 


fire for about fifteen minutes. It then seemed that we had made them under- 
stand that we were American soldiers and friends. A ofthem a ed, 
and Captain Crawford and I went out about 50 from our position in the 


open and talked with them, They did notstop moving. Itold them in n- 
that we were American soldiers; called attention to our dress, and said we 
would not fire. They answered they would not fire, but all the time moved 
toward a hill a short distance away, a little higher than our position, with some 
scattering oak wood. 

Captain Crawford then ordered me to go back and insure no more firing. I 
started back when again a volley was fired. Of course we all sought shelter, 
Iam sure they knew who we were perfectly well at this time. Lieutenant 
Shipp and Mr. Horn were also shou! atanother polat, telling whom we were; 
that all was right. Mr. Horn speaks Spanish very well. 

When I = I saw the captain gg ba the rocks, with a wound in his 
head and some of his brains upon the rocks. has all oceurred in two minutes, 
He was said to be waving his handkerchief when shot. Mr. Horn was also 
Sede at the same time, in the left arm, slightly. It is remarkable no others 
were 

There can be no mistake; these men knew they were firing at American sol- 


diers. 

At this time I took command, and endeavored by all means to prevent more 
firing. I do not believe the scouts fired more than was necessary to keep the 
Mexicans away. After about half an hour longer firing ceased and an answer 
to our cries came from the Mexicans, 

Isent Mr. Horn to go out and talk with one of them who advanced, and I soon 
followed him to a point some three hundred yardsaway. I had atalk with the 
man in command, their captain having been killed. I was told by many they 
were sure we were hostiles; that they took our trail for a hostile train, and, it be- 
ing dark, they could not tell. They seemed very sincere in their regrets, and 
signed a paper stating it was alla mistake, &. They asked me for horses to take 
their wounded away,and wanted rations. I promised to do what I could, and 
also promised, as they requested, to send the doctor to dress the wounded. 

The result of this unfortunate affair was a loss to us of Ca 


Afterward he goes on to say that it being demanded that he should 


furnish to the Mexican troops certain pack-trains, mules, &c., with 
which they could move their wounded, he went to see them, being as- 
sured that all was right, and proceeds: 

I was assured that all was right, and finally went over asmall hill a few yards 
farther, when I was surroun by these men, a hard-looking crowd. They 
were armed with rifles, carrying a cartridge much like 
our brass cartridges, Their manner was threatening; the made many demands, 
said I had no authority in Mexico, and asked me to produce my papers. Ican 
not now explain all their questions. I had no papers to show them. Captain 
Crawford had left all behind with the train. ey asked me for six mules to 
take their wounded. I did not expect to getaway. But I told them that, on 
my word of honor, I would send them if they would let me go back. They re- 
fused to take the ponies, as they said they were worthless. The Indians were 
shouting and stripping at the time fora fight. I was then permitted to go. 


He then went back to camp and sent the necessary aid. 

I think it will be ascertained that there was another motive for this 
attack upon our arms of the soldiers of the states of Chihuahua and 
Sonora. The Mexican Government offered some years ago, and I be- 
lieve the law is still operative, $400 for the scalp of every hostile In- 
dian taken in the states of Sonora and Chihuahua or upon our southern 


border. I take it that the scalp of the enlisted Indian serving under 
the United States flag would probably bring as much money to the 
captors from the authorities of Sonora and Chihuahua as the scalp of 
any hostile Apache; and from private advices I have received from that 
section I believe this was one of the motives of these Mexicans, whether 
they were national soldiers or troops of the two states named, in com- 
mitting this terrible outrage. 

This matter should receive full investigation. It is due to the family 
of this deceased soldier, a man who stood as high as any other man in 
the Army of the United States. I knew him years ago when he served 
under General Crook in the brilliant campaign made by that gallant 
officer against the hostile Sioux in Northern Nebraska, and I do not 
wonder that his old commander speaks of him in warm terms of praise 
in the order lately issued by him having reference to his brave conduct 
and heroic death. He closes his tribute to the lamented Crawford by 
saying: 

Brave as a lion, tender and gentle as a woman; always averse to alluding to 
his own achievements, temperate, noble, and wise—he was during life an honor 
to his profession, and by his death is an example to his comrades. 

Mr. President, I hope this matter will be very fully investigated and 
that reparation will be forced if necessary from the Mexican Govern- 
ment, if it be a party to or countenanced this crime, to the family of 
Captain Crawford. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Nebraska move 
the reference of the resolution? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to remark that it isa subject which 
certainly ought to be carefully investigated, but I think we are bound 
to assume at this present moment that the President and Secretary of 
State are not slumbering over this subject, but are making careful in- 
vestigations to bring the Mexican Government to punish whatever of 
wrong (as it appears there was a good deal) was done. I certainly 
shall hope so, and can not doubt that that is the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. On the 2d of February the Committee on Claims 
reported adversely on the petition of Margaret Kennedy, executrix of 
John Kennedy, deceased, praying compensation for damages done to 
property of the decedent by the military forces during the late war. 
Since then additional evidence has been obtained, and I desire to have 
the additional evidence, together with the original petition, resubmitted 
to the Committee on Claims, and therefore I ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider the action heretofore taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of ret Kennedy for relief. 
That order will be made if there be no objection, and the papers, with 
the additional evidence now presented, will be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. : 

SILVER DEPOSITS AT SUBTREASURIES. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I move to take up the resolution I offered some time 


ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 168, 
being the resolution submitted by him on the 8th instant, instructing 
the Committee on Finance to inquire into certain transactions of the 
assistant treasurer at New Orleans relating to the deposit of standard 
dollars, &e. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and are hereby, instructed to in- 
= First. Whether it has been the custom for the assistant treasurer at New 

rleans to receive deposits of standard silver dollars from shippers of said coin 
and to issue to their correspondents at New Orleans receipts subject to count, 
and to issue silver certificates after the count of said dollars so deposited has 
been made; and whether said custom, if it has prevailed, has been changed by 
the instructions of the Treasurer of the United States, and the reasons therefor; 
also, whether the said custom is now in force as regards any subtreasury of 
the United States. Second. Whether there has been, and is now, an adequate 
clerical force at the subtreasury at New Orleans to perform the duties of that 
office, so that holders desiring to deposit standard silver dollars, under the au- 
thority of law, may deposit them and receive therefor certificates without delay, 
and if such clerical force is insufficient, to report to the Senate what increase of 
said force should be made to secure a prompt execution of the law. That said 
committee are hereby authorized tosend for persons and papers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the resolution submitted and printed, but it has not 
et been offered formally. The attention of the Senator from Colorado 
Ar TELLER] is called to the amendment submitted by him aud or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to have the amendment read. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The amendment will be read. 
The Carer CLERK. The amendment is to add to the resolution 


inquire of concerning alleged defaleation in the 
subtreasury at New Orleans mentioned in ©. N. Jordan, 
a to Senator CALL, by him to the Senate on 
the 9th instant, and whether such defalcation was in any conn with 
of silver dollars for silver 
amendment was agreed to. 


‘The resolution as amended was agreed to, 
LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no unfinished business in the 
meringue, The first bill in order will be stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to proceed to the consideration of the sey- 
eralty bill, which was partially considered the other morning, Senate 


bill 54. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 54) 
to provide for theallotmentof lands in severalty to Indians on the vari- 
ous reservations and to extend the protection of the lawsof the United 
States and the Territories over the Indi and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro ag ees The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 9, line 3, after the word t Chicka- 
saws,” it is to strike out the word and, and after the word 
‘Seminoles’? to insert and Osages;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That the provisions of this act shall not extend to the reservations of 
the Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Seminoles, and Osages in the 
Indian Territory, nor to any of the reservations of the Seneca Nation of New 
York Indians in the State of New York. 


Mr. DAWES. I thought that amendment was adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that amendment was accepted by the 
committee. If not, it ought to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
as agreed to if there be no objection. The Secretary has no note of its 
having been voted on heretofore. It is now to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Icall the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to what I think to be acontradiction between sections 1 and 2. Section 
1 provides 

That in all cases where any tribes or bands of Indians have been or shall here- 

their either virtue of 


In section 2 it is provided that this provision in regard to ordering 
lands to be divided in severalty shall apply to any reservations created 
for their use either by treaty stipulations or by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress or executive order.“ I should like to have an explanation of 
that. 


Mr. DAWES. That change in the phraseology was adopted after de- 
liberation, and I think Ican satisfy the Senator why. Section 1 provides 
for the issuing of a tribal patent in cases where the Indians hold their 
title by. treaty or statute title. It was not supposed by the committee 
possible or wise to include in that provision reservations made by ex- 
ecutive order. Reservations by executive order are in the nature of 
things temporary, and they include sometimes vast tracts of lands which 
there is no propriety in giving a tribe any tribal patent for. But when 
you come to the second section, it proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to take individual Indians as well those upon the treaty 
and statute reservations as those upon reservations established by ex- 
ecutive order, and set them out upon land in severalty just as fast in 
his opinion as these individual Indians are competent and desire to take 
this land and support themselves. 

An executive-order reservation is public land set apart temporarily 
for an Indian reservation; and, if upon such a reservation there are In- 
dians so far advanced in civilization as in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Interior to be able to support themselves upon land in severalty, 
he is authorized by the second section to take them upon this public 
land and give them their 160 acres in severalty. That is why the au- 
thority in the second section is broader than that in the first section. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that the statement of the case made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts indicates clearly that this distine- 
tion should not exist. If there is any purpose in connection with the 
awarding of land in severalty it is to enable and in fact to require the 
Indian to make a living u that land and to make his home there. 
Now, to put him upon Lak -witoh hues been uekagact by exaentivensdan 
and which the Senator from Massachusetts says furnishes only a tem- 


autho: 
tions in favor of the tribe or tribes, band or bands, of 
under treaty 
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sare fy mabeg ade wage him to go on that land to make a home, 
uild a house, the land, cultivate it, and yet provide no means of 
giving him title, is to put him in the way of not only a very great dis- 
appointment but of a very injustice. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me call the Senator's attention. Imisunderstand 
this bill, if when the Indian is put on lands in severalty under the 
second section he does not get a patent. Under a uent 
the bill the United States is to give him a patent, by which the United 
States covenants to hold for him for twenty-five years in trust this par- 
ticular 160 acres, and at the end of twenty-five years to give him or his 
heirs a patent in fee. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not seem to me that that applies. If it does, 
it is a ratification now, by act of Congress, of all the acts of the Execu- 
tive in setting aside by order the bounds of Indian reservations. This 
is doing hap-hazard what I think ought not to be done except after the 
utmost consideration, I know of several reservations which haye been 
set apart by executive order which I think ought not to be parceled 
out among the Indians now occupying the lands. One of them which 
I have in my mind is the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation, in the 
Indian Territory. It is true that the President is sup to have 
some discretion lodged with him under this bill; butit will be observed 
that it is a very wide one. If the land is fit for agriculture or for graz- 
ing it is to be parceled out. That practically describes every single 
reservation set apart by executive order in the United States. The 
President may, if he finds that the land is fit for grazing, set it apart 
for the Indians, as well as land fit for agriculture. We shall then have 
the spectacle of Indians being allotted a small quantity of land upon 
which they are expected to make a living and on which it is impossi- 
ble that they shall make a living. There would be no sense in allotting 
to an Indian grazing land with a view to his making a living upon it, 
because he would not have enough, under the provisions of this bill, 
to make a living upon. He can not live on 160 acres or 240 acres of land 
suitable only for grazing. ‘Thus we should be confronted with the same 
difficulty we are confronted with now in regard to some Indians who 
have located on reservations on the northern line of the country, where 
there chan? eee yey: Indians will ever make asingle effective 


step . 
This question was di at the last session of Congress under a 


they are not fit ſor any human ee ear least to the extent of fur- 

ishing a livelihood for any consi number of people. I shall 
move re to strike out the words ‘‘or executive order setting apart 
the same for their use,” in section 2, lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas has failed to understand 
the scope of this bill. It puts in the power of the President and the 
Secretary of the Interior in reference to the executive-order reserva- 
tions simply this: 


shall be such as to encourage an allotmentof lands in severalty to 
the members of said tribe, or any of them, would be for the best interests of said 
Indians, to cause said reservation, or such parts thereof as in his opinion are suit- 
able and advantageous for agricultural or grazing purposes, to be surveyed, or ro- 
surveyed if necessary. 

And then it prescribes that he may allot to such Indian 160 acres 
and hold in trust for him for twenty-five years that particular 160 acres. 
It applies, to begin with, only to such lands as are in his opinion suit- 
able. = 

Mr. PLUMB. For what? . 

Mr. DAWES. For agricultural or grazing to which he pro- 
poses to put the Indian whom he finds to have been so far advanced in 
civilization as to give reasonable hope that he can maintain himself upon 
that land. athe on in the bill it also authorizes the Secretary of the 
Interior to take upall three of these classes of reservations, the treaty res- 
ervation, the statute reservation, and the executive-order reservation, 
and by negotiation or otherwise to reduce the limits and open up to 
the public all those parts of those reservations not necessary for the 
purpose of maintaining upon the reservation such of these Indians as 
in his opinion he can not wisely put out upon the land. It does not 
consolidate or fix in a statute at all the present limits of any executive- 
order reservation; it leaves them just where they were before; but it 
clothes the Secretary of the Interior with a power he has not had to in- 
dividualize all Indians as fast as he can, to treat them not as tribes but 
as individuals as fast as it is possible, in the progress of their develop- 
ment. s 

If this language is stricken out, then we shall have one process of 
dealing with the Indians upon treaty and statute reservations, and an- 
other process of dealing with those upon executive-order reservations. 
If it is stricken out, you can not take a ian upon an execu- 
tive-order reservation and put him out in severalty. You must con- 


fine this whole process to those few reservations that are held by treaty 


of | 
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and by statute, but all that vast number of Indians, three-fourths of 
them all, or half of them at least, who are now upon executive-order 
reservations will be without the benefits of this statute. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a question, if he will consent. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. T recall to his mind the fact that simply for 
purposes of protecting the Sioux Indians from the sale of liquor in close 
proximity to their reservation there was laid out in the State of Ne- 
braska, contiguous to and immediately south of the Sioux reservation, a 
strip of land 10 miles long and 5 miles wide. The Senator is familiar 
with thatfact. Lask him whether he thinks that strip of land laid out 
simply by executive order for that eee the pro- 
visions of this bill and be occupied in severalty by the Sioux tribe? 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly not; and as I understand it under the 
letter it does not apply to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does it in spirit? 

Mr. DAWES. It is only Indians that are occupying the land, and 
therefore no Indians cecupying that little strip. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there are some Indians on that strip. 

Mr. DAWES. It is only such Indians as in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary are so far advanced as to maintain themselves, and it is only 
such land as the Secretary of the Interior in his opinion finds proper 
to place those Indians upon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Would the Senator from Massachusetts have 
any objection to excepting that strip of land by specific language? 

Mr. DAWES. Not theslightest if thereisany apprehension that it 
could apply, because I understand, just as the Senator does, that that 
is a mere police regulation, 5 not the slightest idea of grasp- 
ing in it into executive-order reservations. 

I supposed that the bill would make a very great advance in the re- 
duction of all reservations, treaty, statute, and executive-order reser- 
vations, because for the first time it clothes our officials with power to | se 
take up each one of these reservations, and, in the light of the present 
day, and of the present condition of the Indians and of the soil, to cut 
it down to present necessities. All that, by the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, will be stricken out of this bill, and this will be 
a bill only to treat with the Indians upon the treaty and statute reser- 
vations. I trust, therefore, that the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The SECRETARY. Ta arte 2, line 4, after the word Congress, 
it is proposed to strike out or executive order setting apart the same 

for their use. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question as to what he understands to be the effect of the second sec- 
tion, whether it is to give the Indian tribe the title to the whole execu- 
tive-order reservation they occupy? 

Mr. DAWES. The change of phraseology between the first and sec- 
ond sections was for the very purpose of excluding the conclusion sug- 
gested by the Senator. If the present language of the bill is main- 
tained, the tribal title will apply only to treaty and statute reservations 
and will not extend to any executive-order reservation. There will 
not be any authority, as I understand the bill, and I think it is clear, 
in TROET AO pR O AOT ENOLA patent to any executive- 
order reservation, but there will be authority to take individual In- 
dians in such cases and give them 160 acres each with a qualified patent. 

Mr. TELLER. And throw the rest open to settlement. 

Mr. DAWES. And throw the rest open to settlement just as fast as 
the Secretary of the Interior shall be able to do that consistent with the 
needs of the Indians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to strike out the words or grazing,” 
in line 8 of section 2. 

There is no use in giving power to the President which he can not ex- 
ercise in a beneficial way; and he can not locate Indians on grazing land 
in such a way as to enable them to become self-supporting. It must 
be agricultural land, on which they can raise a crop. 

While, of course, I do not want to come between the Senator from 
Massachusetts and his greatsolicitude about the I do not want 
that we shall go on in the way we have heretofore, locating them on 
reservations where they can not earn a living, and therefore I think if 
we are to deposit them in some place where we expect them to stay and 
make homes we should put them on land where they can make a sup- 


port. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB „in section 2, line 8, after the 
word agricultural,“ to strike out or 

Mr, DAWES. If the Indian can not be made to support himself on | 8 
the grazing land, then the Secretary of the Interior will not plant him 
on it. But there is a great extent of territory, half of which is grazing 
land and part of which is agricultural land; and a wise arrangement 
of this matter would be to give the Indians who have an inclination to 
raise cattle a small portion of agricultural land and a larger portion of 


grazing land connected with it, sufficient for each Indian not only to 
maintain himself but to encourage him and his family to make them- 
selves independent. ‘That manner of ing the Indian is provided 
for in several bills that have passed here without objection, and it has 
been considered in the administration of affairs at the Indian Bureau 
as a very marked and wise provision. 

Now, if you are going to confine the Indian to farming only, you 
cripple and you destroy the opportunity of the Indian on very many 
reservations. You take that vast reservation upon the British border 
of 30,000 square miles, and the last report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs says there are but ten acres of it all under cultivation. 
There can not be up there much farming in the ordinary sense of the 
word, but it is a magnificent grazing country, and a small portion of 
the rivers reaching up among the valleys and the mountains for grazing 
purposes may be a very valuable acquisition for the Indian. Butif 
this is to be confined to farming lands suited for what are ordinaril 
called agricultural purposes it will cripple the honest and earnest 
forts of oie eee oe Rae ee the past administration of Indian af- 
fairs in trying to lift the Indian up to take care of himself and lift off 
from this Government the great 8 of more than $5,000,000 every 
8 whee 
of the Senator from sage ee (Mr. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. I invite the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to section 11 of this bill. It appears to me to be inconsistent 
and superfluous. The first clause declares— 


Sec. 11. That the provisions of this act, except those relating to the issue of 
tribal patents, shall not extend to any tribe of Indians as such until the consent 
of two-thirds of the male members twenty-one years of age shall be first had and 


„ is on the amendment 


The second clause continues 
e may. in his discretion, make allotment of land in 
to any one or more Indians, members of a 
tribe or mays the request of such Indian or Indians, irrespective of the ac- 
tion of such tribe or band; and when allotment of land shall be made to any 
Indian the head of a family, allotment shall be made to to the members of such fam- 
ily as hereinbefore vided in cases where division is made among the mem- 
bers of an entire or band, 

All that is contained in the proviso extending from line 5 to line 13 
is already provided for; that is tosay, under section 2 individual mem- 
bers can be provided for by the action of the President; and therefore, 
when you declare in the first clause that nothing shall be done except in 
pursuance of the consent of two-thirds of the members of the tribe, and 
then afterward assert that any individual member, and so on up to the 
entire number, may do exactly as the President sees fit, it seems to me 
the section is inconsistent, and I suggest to the Senator to omit that 
clause from the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it is not essential to the operation of 
the bill that that clause should remain; but the meaning of it is per- 
fectly plain to me. When it provides that the whole tribe shall not be 
under this bill, except with its consent, and goes on further to declare 
that notwithstanding that provision, that prohibition, that limitation 
shall not go to the extent of preventing the President from taking in- 
dividual members of that tribe and giving them lands in severalty, it 
is plain that the object of the proviso is to save to individual members 
of the tribe the operations of the first and second sections. The first 
and second sections do provide just what is in the proviso. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will permit me one moment there. 
This does not refer to the first section. This expressly excludes the first 
section by its terms. The first section relates to the issue of a tribal 
patent; therefore the first h of this section has no reference 
whatever to section 1; this relates solely to section 2, which refers to 
the issue of patents in severalty to individual Indians who may wish to 
withdraw from the tribe. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator fails to observe that section 2 embraces 
the treaty titles, the statute titles, and the execntive-order reservation 
titles; and therefore any prohibition contained in the first part of that 
section might be construed as applying to executive-order reservation 
Indians were it not for the proviso; but the bill would work without 
that, and I am so anxious to get the real issue here, which is to clothe 
the Secretary of the Interior with power to individualize all the Indians, 
ee lc e e eee to that effect I shall not 

pose it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it had betterbeamended. Imovetoamend 
the bill by striking ont section 11. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief 5 25 read as follows: 


irrespective 
such tribe or band; and when allotment of ‘an be made 
to any Indian the head of a family. allotment shall be made to the members of 
such family as hereinbefore provided in cases where division is made among 
the members of an entire tribe or band. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. MAXEY. In section 7, beginning with the word and ” on line 
8, I move to strike out from that word and“ down to the words 
United States, in line 19, and ask that the words be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out in section 7, after the 
word law,“ in line 8, all down to and including the words United 
States, in line 19, at the end of the section, as follows: 

And every Indian born within the territorial limits of the United States to 


whom allotments shall have been made under the 
every Indian born within the territorial limits of the United States who has vol- 
— waif taken up, within said limits, his residence separate and apart from any 
tribe of Indians therein, and has adopted the habits of civilized life, ishereby de- 
clared to be a citizen of the United States, and is entitled to all the rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities of such citizens, whether said Indian has been or not, by 
birth or otherwise, a member of any tribe of Indians within the territorial limits 
of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. There has been an amendment added to that clause 
since the print of the bill. Perhaps the Senator would like to have that 
included, if it is in order. 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not know what the amendment is. 

Mr. DAWES. There has been an amendment to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment already made will 
be read. . 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to hear it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment was to add to the section: 

Without in any manner impairing or otherwise affecting the right of any such 
Indian to tribal or any other property. 

Mr. MAXEY. That does not change the point I wish to make. The 
lines I propose to strike out will inaugurate a new policy in this Gov- 
ernment. I wish to say in the beginning that no man is more in favor 
of the general doctrine of placing the lands for the Indians in separate 

and giving to each head of a family and each single man who 
desires to work for himself a home of his own. I believe in that prin- 
ciple because it is the way to start a people in the direction of civiliza- 
tion. I believe that is a wise policy. But here before this new policy 
has been tested, before we can see what is to be the practical effect ot 
the policy, whether the Indians will be benefited or injured by that 
policy, we propose to make them citizens of the United States. 

In my opinion that is a dangerous starting-course; and so regarding 
it, as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs I reserved the right 
to object to it. Let us endeavor to see what we can do with these In- 
dians by giving them separate homes; let us see what we can do when 
we destroy the old aboriginal idea of chiefship, and make every man 
among the Indians understand that he is to obey the laws of the land 
like other people; that he is to make his living like other people; that 
he can no longer depend upon this Government to support him in idle- 
ness; that the system of herding Indians on reservations to lie idle and 
be provided for by the Government is to cease, and that each individ- 
ual Indian is to be required, like any other human being, to earn his 
living by the sweat of his face. Let us try that policy. This bill in- 
augurates that policy. This bill has passed the Senate twice, I believe, 
under the leadership of my colleague [Mr. COKE], inaugurating that 
policy; but the bill which we passed heretofore did not contain this pro- 
vision; it is a new provision. Now, to show that it is not well guarded, 
let me read the bill, for I think this applies to Indians on the reserva- 
tions, and to them alone. You will find by the ninth section 

That the vision of this act shall not extend to the reservations of the 
Cherokees, reeks. Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Seminoles, in the Indian Terri- 
tory, nor toany of the reservations of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians 
in the State of New York. 

If thereareany Indians in this broad land who are capable of citizen- 
ship they are excluded by the terms of the bill. We take men who 
have no knowledge of our language, no knowledge whatever of our laws, 
and we confer upon those men suddenly, and without preparation, the 
highest boon that can be conferred on mortal man, that of American 
citizenship. 

Mr. President, we have had enough, in recent days, of trouble in this 
country on such matters. Let us get through with what we have already 
in that way. We are doing our very best to benefit the colored race who 
have been made citizens of the country; and those who are most deeply in- 
terested in the success of that movement are doing all they can do with 
their means to make them qualified for the exercise of the rights of citi- 
zenship. Butherethese people, not knowing our language, never having 
associated with our white people, never having had opportunity of see- 
ing how civilized people conduct their affairs and organize society, are 
proposed to be made in one day citizens of the United States in case they 
live on aseparatetract of land. Why, Mr. President, by the very theory 
of our Constitution a person born abroad and coming here, no matter 
how educated that man may be, must pass a specified time (five years 
as now fixed by law) before he is entitled to the rights of citizenship, 
But here are people who but a few years ago were wild tribes roaming 
upon the prairies, in raiding upon the settlements of the white 
people with the to wk and scalping-knife; we have gathered them 
up into reservations; and now, because we put them on separate tracts 
of land, we are to say to them, ‘‘ You may become citizens of the United 
States. It is too soon. Ido not say, and I do not wish to be under- 
stood as saying, that the time may not come when I would favor the 
extension of citizenship to them; but I want first to educate them up 
to that standard. 


rovisions of this act, and 


I agree with what was said by the Senator from Massachusetts in this 
regard. You must begin the civilization and education of the Indian, 
as was said once by a distinguished citizen of the United States, one 
who understood him as well as any man ever did, the Senator who oc- 
cupies the chair [Mr. SHERMAN], by first making him learn how to 
raise stock. You must follow the old rule that is laid down by the 
Bible. Let him begin by raising stock; begin by herding. After a 
while he will be prepared to go to farming; then after a while he will 
be prepared to go into mechanical pursuits, and so on step 2 
Educate the Indians in that way in the practical affairs of liſe while 
their children are being educated in schools and prepared, and thus you 
have a preparation made ſor this great boon of, American citizenship. 
Being deeply impressed with that, I oppose this provision of the bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts knows the Indians pretty well, and 
I know them very well. If there are any who are qualified for citizen- 
ship it would be the very ones who are not made citizens by this bill, 
the five civilized tribes, as they are called, and the Seneca Nation of 
New York. I am not acquainted with the latter, but with the five 
civilized tribes I am; and if any Indians are fitted for citizenship they 
have been for years, many of them for 3 years; indeed the tribal re- 
lation in some instances was broken up longer ago than that. They 
have been raising stock, have been farming, have homes, each one for 
himself. They have no chiefship. They elect their legislature and 
their governor, and every one has to provide for himself by his own in- 
dustry. That is their system. They have been going on in that way, 
and they are doing well. They are having schools, they are hay- 
ing high schools, neighborhood schools, and various graded Is. In 
that way they are endeavoring to prepare the rising generation for citi- 
zenship. 

When we were out in the Indian Territory last summer they showed 
us in that very connection that when they shall be brought into the 
Union as citizens they desire to understand our laws, to speak our lan- 
guage, and to live on terms of equality in all matters relating to the 
country. They told us that a large portion of their people did not 
understand our language, and therefore they were not prepared for this. 
They are right in that, in my opinion, and for that reason I have moved 
to strike out these words. I think the words ought not to be there, 
and have not been in any similar bill heretofore. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the attention of the Senate can be drawn to 
this ameudment and that it understands what is proposed in the billif 
the amendment shall not prevail. It is to make citizens of the United 
States of those Indians and those only who have taken allotments under 
this bill, and those born within the United States who have taken up 
their residence separate and apart from any tribe of Indians therein and 
have adopted the habits of civilized life. Such a is the Indian 
whom it is proposed to make a citizen of the United States; and we do 
it in order to encourage any Indian who has started upon the life of a 
civilized man and is making the effort to be one of the body-politic in 
which he lives, giving the encouragement that if he so maintains him- 
self he shall be a citizen of the United States. 

We have declared in a constitutional amendment that every man born 
within the territorial limits of the United States thereby becomes a citi- 
zen of the United States. The Supreme Court has said that an Indian 
tribe on a reservation is outside, for these p of the territorial 
limits of the United States; but without criticising that decision, the 
policy of the United States has been ever since the adoption of that 
amendment to the Constitution to take every man born within the limits 
of the United States and clothe him with United States citizenship, 
giving him all the advantages of the protection of our laws and an ap- 
peal to our courts for his protection, whether he has adopted the mode 
and manner of civilized life or not. He may bea poor African; though 
born within the limits of the United States, he may in all things else 
be like an African born on the coast of Africa; he may have no one of 
what we may deem to be the qualificationsof citizenship except the fact 
that he is a man and has in him that out of which a man can be made; 
but before he has acquired these qualifications, the Constitution of the 
United States says that if he has been born within the limits of the 
United States, without regard to his condition of life, he shall be a 
citizen. 

In the case of an Indian who has left his tribe, turned his back upon 
the savage life, has adopted the modes and habits of civilized life, is in 
all respects like one of us, why shall he not be a citizen of the United 
States, while the poor and degraded and ignorant African, with no bet- 
ter qualifications than if he were imported from the Congo coast, merely 
because he is born here, may be a citizen? I do not see the reason for 
the distinction. I think it is safe to say that every Indian who has 
adopted our mode of life and lives among us as we live can be a citizen 
of the United States. It is safe; and it is time when we have extended 
the protection of citizenship to everybody else that we extend it to such 
an Indian. 

The Senator from Texas says itis a new policy. He is quite mis- 
taken. For fifty years we have provided in treaty and in statute that 
every Indian who took an allotment of land should thereby become a 
citizen of the United States. Weso providedin all those treaties which 
were made in 1867 by the commission then sent out, beginning with 
the Sioux treaty; and the provision in the Sioux treaty runs through 
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them all. After having provided for Indians taking land in severalty, 
that treaty says: 

And any Indian or Indians receiving a patent for land under the foregoing 
poreon shall thereby and from thenceforth become and be a citizen of the 

nited States, and be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of such citi- 
zens, and shall at the same time retain all his rights to benefits accruing to In- 
dians under this treaty, A 

Very many Indians under all those treaties made that year have taken 
lands in severalty and are by virtue of those provisions to-day citizens 
of the United States. Can any one tell us any good reason why if they 
should be citizensof the United States Indians taking land in severalty 
under this bill should not be? And then, sir, the same provision was 
made long ago in the treaties of 1817 and 1835 with the Cherokees, and 
in 1820, 1825, and 1830 with the Choctaws (7 Stat., 159, 211, 236, 335, 
483, 488; Wilson vs. Wall, 6 Wallace, 83; Opinion of Attorney-General 
Taney, 2 Opinions of Attorneys-General, 462); in 1855 with the Wyan- 
dotts (10 Stat., 1159; Karrahoo rs. Adams, 1 Dillon, 344, 346; Gray, rs. 
Coffman, 3 Dillon, 393; Hicks vs. Butrick, 3 Dillon, 413); in 1861 and in 
March, 1866, with the Pottawatomies (12 Stat., 1192; 14 Stat., 763); in 
1862 with the Ottawas (12 Stat., 1237) and the Kickapoos (13 Stat., 
624); and acts of Congress of March 3, 1839, chapter 83, section 7, con- 
cerning the Brothertown Indians, and of March 3, 1843, chapter101, sec- 
tion 7, August 6, 1846, chapter 88, and March 3, 1865, chapter 127, section 
4, concerning the Stockbridge Indians (5 Stat., 351, 647; 9 Stat., 55; 13 
Stat., 562). See also treaties with the Stockbridge Indians in 1848 and 
1856 (9 Stat., 955; 11 Stat., 667; 7 Opinions of Attorneys-General, 746). 

Running through all these treaties and statutes are provisions that 
Indians taking land under them shall thereby become citizens of the 
United States; so if this provision be stricken out of this bill we shall 
have two classes of Indians occupying land in all respects in the same 
manner, holding thesame title, occupying the same position in the com- 
munity, part of whom are citizens of the United States and part of 
whom are not. I fail to see why a distinction should be made against 
an Indian who has, in the language of this bill, taken upon himself all 
the attributes of a citizen, who is living the life of a citizen, who is cer- 
tainly as intelligent, as capable mentally and morally as a vast body of 
our citizens are to discharge any of the duties incumbent upon a citi- 
zen of the United States and not incumbent upon him as an individual 
resident of the United States, if there are any other duties devolving upon 
a man as a citizen of the United States that do not devolve upon any resi- 
dent of the United States while here. If there are any such duties I do not 
know what they are; I know there are privileges of citizenship, but the 
duties required at the hands of a citizen of the United States by thelawsof 
the United States are required also at the hands of every resident of the 
United States while here, but a resident of the United States not a citizen 
has no standing in our courts. This gives the Indian holding land in sev- 
eralty a place in the United States courts to vindicate his right to his 
land and protect himself in the enjoyment of his land. He is a differ- 
ent orderof being, holds a different status in the United States from the 
Indian living with a tribe; and the Indian who has taken land in sey- 
eralty under the statutes and treaties that I have cited holds a differ- 
ent status from the white man or the colored man. The colored man 
was aslave but yesterday; he has been made to-day by a constitutional 
amendment a citizen of the United States, and not only a citizen of the 
United States but a citizen of the State in which he lives. This bill 
does not undertake to make an Indian the citizen of any State, but it 
gives him citizenship of the United States and a status in the courts of 
the United States. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I send to the desk and request to have 
read the address of J. L. McDonald, a Choctaw. I ask for the reading 
of the part I have marked with pencil. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper sent up by the Senator 
from Rhode Island will be read if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


An address from a delegation of Choctaw Indians to Congress in 1825. 


J. L. McDonald, a Choctaw and the writer of the subjoined address, was when 

uite a youth adopted into the family of Hon. Thomas L. McKinny, at that time 
chief of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Under the instruction of Rev. Dr. Car- 
nahan, afterward president of Princeton College, his rare intellectual powers 
developed in so marked a d e that Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of War, pro 
that he be made a lawyer. This suggestion was acted upon, and in half the 
usual time devoted to the 3 this proſession he had mastered it and was 
qualified for the bar. At this crisis in his history a letter came from ae popie 
telling him “he had one of two things to do—either throw away all that 
lon; to the white race and turn Indian, or quit being Indian and turn white 
man. The first you can do; the last it is not in your power to do. The white 
man will never permit the Indian to come into close fellowship with him or 
share his prerogatives or advantages.” 

From this moment Mr. McDonald was oppressed by the d tism of his des- 
tiny, and when subsequently during the practice of his profession in Mississippi 
his overtures of marriage were scornfully rejected by a townswoman he felt 
social ostracism to be so hopeless and complete that he ended his unfortunate 


e. 
It was during a brief visit to the Choctaw country that he was chosen by his 
tribe to accompany a delegation of the chiefs to Washington, whose course heso 


eloquently pleads below. 
WASHINGTON, February 18, 1825. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


this country, we feel ourselves . alike by duty and by inclination to ad- 
The Indians are o Soa of increasing 
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benevolent exertions have been and continue to be made to improve and civilize 
them. Under such circumstances we can not refrain from giving an expression 
of our feelings with regard to our condition and prospects. -You are an assembly 
which we have been taught to consider the most august in the world, and into 
whose hands are committed the destinies of our people. To whom, then, could 
we more properly address ourselves on the great points connected with our 


happiness and 5 

ur good father the President has spoken to you and requested you to adopt 
some measures to improve the condition of the Indian race, He has recom- 
mended that all the Indians east of the Mississippi be persuaded to remove and 
establish themselves to the west, that acertain form of government be provided 
for them, and that the land to which they may remove be secured to them for- 
ever. 

Of the policy and practicability of the measure we will not now express a de- 
cided opinion; time alone can determine. Of the motives which prompted the 
recommendation we entertain noquestion. The opinion exp by the Pres- 
ident that under no pretense should the Indians be forcibly removed from the 
lands which they occupy gives us an assurance that his feelings are truly T- 
nal toward us. That opinion accords with the sentiment entertained by all 
just and reflecting men, and can not, therefore, fail to La responded to by your 
honorable body. 

We have ng J been sensible of our weakness. and we know that should the 
Government of the United States rise in hostility against us we must inevitably 
be exterminated or driven to the West. We know that the extensive country 
which you now possess once belonged to our forefathers. We have heard that 
from a small beginning yon have grown to be a great and powerful people, and 
that as you advanced we receded, as you flourished we decayed. We have n 
tempted to ask, Why should this be so? Has the Great Spirit frowned upon 
His red children that they should thus have withered in your presence? Let we 
have been told from the book that He loves all His children alike and that 
His greatest attribute is that of infinite mercy. This we are most willing to be- 
lieve, and believing we are led to the natural conclusion that forsome great end 
only known to Himself He has permitted us to melt before you, butthatthe time 
must come when His interposing hand will be outstretched in our behalf and we 
be made to become like white men. 

We rejoice to think that that period is approaching. The voice of the Presi- 
dent, the sentiments of philanthropy which seem to pervade the people, the 
schools and religious institutions which have been established among us—all 
give us the consoling assurance that we are not doomed toextinction. We have 
become sensible that one great reason of the power and 88 with which 
our white brothers are so eminently favored has been the general diffusion of 
literature and the arts of civilized life among them. You have institutions to 
promote and disseminate the knowled of every branch of science; you have 
a government, and you have laws all ‘nded upon those principles of liberty 
and equality which have ever been dent to us; for in all our vicissitudes of for- 
tune, and notwithstanding the constant and gradual diminution of ournumbers, 
we have never been theslaves of any power, and we trust in the Great Spirit we 
never shall be. The theory of your Government is: justice and faith to all 
men. You will not submit to injury from . because it is powerful, nor 
will you oppras another because it is weak. Impressed with that persuasion, 
we are confident that our rights will be respected. 

We have but small tracts of territory remaining and our numbers are compar- 
atively few. The majority of those east of the Mississippi are turning their at- 
tention to pice ape are settling themselves, and would in time become usefal 
citizens. We admit at the same time that a large number still continue a wan- 
dering life, are wretched and ded. These it would give us pleasure to see 
settled west of the Mississippi. It would be better for them and better forthose 
who remain. But you can not persuade all to remove. The gradual operation 
of the law which you may enact with regard to this subject would probably ef- 
fect much. But there are those whom the strongest inducements could scareel 

rsuade to leave the land which contains the bones of their fathers, and whic 

been rendered dear to them by the recollections of youth. The important 
question then presents itself, what will you do with those that remain? What 
measures will you adopt to improve their condition, to promote their happi- 
ness? It is this great point to which our address is intended principally to direct 
your attention. 

As connected with the subject and with the question just proposed, we are con- 
strained to say that in several of the Southern States we are denied privilegesto 
which as members of the human family we are of right entitled. However 
qualified by education we may be, we are neither permitted to hold offices nor 
to give our testimony in courts of justice, although our dearest rights may be 
ut stake. Can this beacorrectpolicy? Is it just? Is it humane? When schools 
are multiplying among us, when we have made liberal appropriations of money 
for the education of our children, when we are forsaking the chase and turned 
our attention to agriculture, and are becoming an orderly and social people, does 
it comport with an enlightened and liberal policy to continue the imposition of 
those degrading restrictions upon us? Should not inducements be held forth to 
our young men to qualify themselves to become useful citizens of your Republic? 
Should not the portals of honorable distinction be thrown open to them aswell 
as to their white brothers? But the subject is a painful one, and we will dismiss 
it. The mist of prejudice is gradually vanishing before the light of reason and 
enlarged sentiments of philanthropy n to prevail. We leave the issue of 
the question to your wisdom and to the liberality of the South. 

In conclusion, we would express the earnest hope that the result of your de- 
liberations respecting our unfortunate race may such as to durable 
benefits to them and lasting credit in the eyes of posterity to yourselves, 


R fully submitted by 
5 MOOSHULATUBBEE, his + mark, 
CoL = 


T 
RED FORT, his + mark, 
NITTUCKACHEE, his ＋ mark. 
J. L. McDONALD, 
Interpreted and the signing witnessed by me, 
JOHN PITCHLYNN, 


United States Interpreter for the Choctatcs, 


Mr. CHACE. That memorial is dated in 1825. I think it bears in 
itself internal evidence that the writer of such a document was surely 
fit to enjoy the rights and privileges of citizenship. 

I confess that I am at a loss to understand how gentlemen reconcile 
to themselves and to their own sense of right and justice that anoma- 
lous condition that the people of the United States have occupied so long 
toward the Indian tribes. How with our system of laws, based as it is 
upon the Declaration of Independence, which announces that all men 
are created equal,” that they are endowed “with certain inalienable 
rights, that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, 
this people can go on generation after generation holding in subjection 
this dful of a race of men, possessing as I hold within themselves 
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elements which might under proper cultivation go to make up the very 
best class of citizens, I am at a loss to understand. 

As this memorial says, our Government is based upon the immutable 
principles of justice; but how are we meting it out? Let us not forget 
that the great sin of slavery had to be washed out in a sea of blood and 
at the cost of untold treasure; and I take this opportunity to declare 
here my solemn belief that unless the American people amend their 
wrongful course against the red man the nation will be punished again 
for its sin in this regard. 

There are some two hundred and sixty-five thousand Indians in this 
country. Surely this is a very small morsel to be assimilated among 
the sixty millions, guarded and protected as the process would be under 
the eleventh section of this bill, which it is proposed to strikeout. The 
provisions are very ample. These Indians are not to receive the rights 
of citizenship until they shall have settled themselves upon their al- 
lotted land, until they shall have separated themselves from their tribal 
relations, until they shall have taken up their residence separate and 
apart from the tribe and adopted the habits of civilized life, 

What greater tee can we have of their fitness for citizenship 
than that? And what malign prejudices, what influence is it, what 
strange, peculiar influence is it, which can operate upon the mind of 
any gentleman to prevent him from supporting such a provision as 
that? As the Senator from Massachusetts has said, it is no new pro- 
vision. It is simply providing that this shall apply to all those Indians 
now who shall take the precautionary steps here provided. 

We are receiving by immigration into this country each year from 
three hundred and fifty thousand to seven hundred thousand immi- 
grants from foreignlands. We apply to them no such conditions prec- 
edent to citizenship. Those men come from any country save one or 
two; they land on our shores and declare their intention of becoming 
citizens. We do not ask whether their previous condition in life has 
fitted them for the rights of citizenship. Here we have a race of people 
who occupied this country before we came here, who possess under our 
declaration these rights now; and upon what principle do we debar 
them from their exercise? 

Again, on thescore of economy we have gone on year after year spend- 
ing millions fighting the Indian; we are spending every year hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to educate him. We find that this policy has 
not been a success. We seem to forget the one vital and important 
point, and that is that in order to be rid of this problem, in order that 
it may be settled, we must put it in the way to settle itself, and it can 
only settle itself by giving the Indian that greatest and best, yes, the 
only weapon of defense, the ballot, with the rights of citizenshi ip, the 
right to sue and defend in the courts. 

Iclaim, then, thaton thescoreof justice, on the score of constitutional 
obligation, on the score of our obligations to humanity, and on the score 
of economy as a matter of finance, and as the only and quickest 
method of settling this vexed problem of the Indian, we must make 
such a provision as this. 7 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts has 
referred to various treaties, beginning with the treaty of 1825 with the 
Choctaws providing that they might be citizens. Now, the factis within 
the knowledge of the Senator from Massachusetts that from 1825, at 
which time they were east of the Mississippi River, up to the present 
time they have never yet divided their lands in severalty. Why? 
They fear becoming citizens of the United States; and why? Because 
if their country is inhabited by citizens of the United States, if they be- 
come citizens of the United States, then the Territory within which 
they will live will be governed by Congress, and finally their Territory 
will be taken into the Union as a State, and the citizens of all other 
States will have the privileges and immunities of citizens of the several 
States; and they believe (and they talk so in their councils everywhere) 
that when thus their country is opened under the Constitution to settle- 
ment by citizens of the United States they will be eee despoiled 
of theircountry. The Seminoles, Creeks, and Cherokees, which are re- 
garded as among the most enlightened of all the Indian nations, have 
never yet availed themselves of the privilege of citizenship by dividing 
their lands in severalty. 

So much for that. I come now to the claim that the fourteenth 
amendment makes all Indians citizens. If that made them all citizens 
it would make them citizens i tive of whether they were in a 
tribe or out of a tribe, whether they held their land in severalty or alto- 
gether, or had no land at all. If the fourteenth amendment made 
every one born within the limits of the United States a citizen, that 
would settle the question without the slightest regard to whether he 
held land in severalty or not. But the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of Elk rs. Wilkins, in 112 United States Reports, 
has settled that question and settled it conclusively. I read from the 
syllabus, and only regret that I have not time to read the whole opin- 
ion, which was well considered and elaborate. 


An Indian, born a member of one of the Indian tribes within the United paren 
which still exists and is recognized as a tribe by the Government of the Unit: 
himself from his tribe and taken =P his 
of a State, but who has not been naturalized, 
or taxed, or ized as a citizen, either by the United States or by the State, 
is not a citizen of the United States within meaning of the first section of the 
fourteenth article of amendment of the Constitution, 
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A petition alleging that the 3 is an Indian, and was born within the 
United States, and has severed his tribal relation to the Indian tribes, and fully 
and completely surrendered himself to the jurisdiction of the United game cen 
still so continues subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, and is a 

fide resident of the State of Nebraska and city of Omaha, does not show that he 
is a citizen of the United States under the fourteenth article of amendment of 
the Constitution. (Elk vs. Wilkins, 112 U.S. Reports, page 94.) 


It comes back at last to the proposition which I made as to this new 
departure, for that is what it is. Weare told that the privilege was given 
to Indians to become citizens by severing their lands sixty years ago; and 
how many in the length and breadth of this great country since 1825 to 
the present time have ever availed themselves of that privilege? Inthe 
five civilized tribes, the most enlightened of all the Indians, not one has 
ever availed himself of this privilege; but you pass them all by, you pass 
by the Indians best qualified to become citizens, specially except them out 
of the operation of this bill, and make the Indian who but afew years ago 
with the scalping-knife and the tomahawk was attacking the people on 
the frontier, by the simple act of taking a piece of land in severalty a 
citizen of the United States, withont any knowledge of our laws; and 
you say that is the rule. 

If that is the rule, amend the naturalization lawsas to the wild, sav- 
age negro that the Senator spoke of who was brought from Africa to 
this land. Can he become a citizen of the United States under tho 
statutes as they now exist to-day? Look at your Chinamen; are they 
not specially excepted from the naturalization laws ? 

The policy of the United States Government when they liberated the 
slaves was first to make them citi and in order to protect that cit- 
izenship to give them the right of voting and holding office. That was 
it, and why? Decause they were not isolated, they were not dissoci- 
ated, they were not separated from the white citizens of this country; 
but they were mixed among them, they were our neighbors. As long 
as we and our descendants of the white race shall live in this country, 
just that long will the colored man and his descendants live in this 
country, and their fortunes, their destinies will run side by side with 
ours. 

Whether it was wise to begin at once, as we did, or to make them 
undergo a probation, isa question in the past not now necessary to be 
discussed. That was the policy, that these people being made free 
should be intrusted with the rights of citizenship for protection, and 
to-day throughout all the country where the great mass of these people 
live the Ne gation of those States are doing all in their power to edu- 
cate the colored people and make them qualified for citizenship. You 
may say what you please about the people of the South, they have 
common sense, and their common sense teaches them that so long as 
the colored people live among them the better educated the colored 
man is the more he himself, the better citizen he makes, and 
the better it will be for both colored and white. Therefore it is that 
under the constitution and it is a constitutional provision in my State 
we have conceded to the colored child his pro rata of the school fund pre- 
cisely asthe white child, no difference whatever. We educate the differ- 
ent races in se te schools, but all the advantages of that magnificent 
school fund which the white child has the colored child alike has. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The hourof 
2 o’clock has arrived, and the Chair must lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. DAWES. Let the Senator from Texas complete his remarks, 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to finish what I was going on to say. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not ob- 
ject to the Senator from Texas completing his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Texas be allowed to complete 
his remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR, I object, unless we can have some understanding as to 
the length of time, for it is very desirable to complete the education 
bill, if possible, to-day. Of course I would not object to any such time 
as five or ten minutes. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want no more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be Jaid before the Senate, 
and then it may be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam obliged to the Senator from New Hampshire 
for his courtesy, and I assure him that I will not trespass upon it. 

The decision of the case to which I have referred, of Elk vs. Wilkins, 
gives a very correct and a very interesting history of all the efforts to 
make citizens out of an unprepared people like the Indians. The court 
lays down the proposition distinctly that alt! h born within the lim- 
its of the United States, when a member of a tribe, an Indian does not 
thereby become a natural-born citizen of the United States, and that 
by some process either of naturalization or act of Congress he has to be- 
come a citizen. Thatis the proposition laid down by the Supreme 
Court; but the point which I make—and I beg Senators to pay some 
to it—is that you must take these people by the hand and build 
up step by step. You can not build Indian civilization up by 
beginning at the top of the ascent and building downward. Youmust 
begin at the bottomand build upward. If you ever havea ent 
Indian civilization, I believe the true policy will be to divide their 


them 
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land in severalty. That I believe to be right. Teach them to rely 
upon their own exertions for a living like white people. Teach them 
that they must be amenable to the laws like white people and colored 
people are, and that the United States have determined that from this 
point henceforth and forever the labor of the white man and the col- 
ored man shall not be made tributary to the support and maintenance 
of the Indian in idleness, but that the Indian must be prepared to go 
on under great sacrifices and secure his living by his own exertions. 

Begin there and bring him along step by step and you will prepare 
him, and I hope in not a very great length of time, for citizenship. 
There are Indians now in the schools; those children are being taught 
the English language. They do not teach them the Indian tongue. 
They say they want to prepare the children so that they can talk the 
white man’s language, read the white man’s books, study the white 
man’s laws, and in the great battle of life be able to protect themselves. 
But so long as they can not do that, so long as they speak a different 
tongue, so long as they do not know our laws, so long as they are left 
in that helpless condition they are not prepared for citizenship. They 
are not like the colored man, I beg to say. The colored man speaks the 
English tongue. Many of us were born and reared with colored people 
from childhood up, and all understand the same language; everybody of 
our race can understand what they mean; they speak the English lan- 
guage, and therefore they were in a condition at the very beginni 
far as that was concerned, to be prepared for citizenship, and they 
associated all their lifetime with white people, had seen their manners, 
habits, customs, and their methods of carrying on their courts and their 
civil affairs; but these people have not had any of those privileges, and 
yet you propose to place upon them without preparation the great toga 
of American citizenship ! 

Mr. President, I have spoken earnestly about this because I believe 
in the policy of the bill with this exception. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As I expect to be absent on the next two leg- 
islative days, when the bill may be concluded, I desire to ask action on 
an amendment. if I can have unanimous consent. It is agreed to by 
the Senator in charge of the bill, and it will take buta moment, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to present for consideration an amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the amendment will not lead to de- 
bate, and I consent to action upon it with that understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of section 9: 

Nor to that strip of territory in the State of ponens adjoining the Sioux 
reservation on the „added by executive order, which shall be withheld 
from Indian settlement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to this amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. Let the words“ which shall be withheld from Indian 
settlement“ be stricken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to e amendment as modified, 

The amendment was 

Mr. MAXEY. What 5 ‘of the amendment I offered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatis pending. This was done by 
unanimous consent. The Chair will take this opportunity to lay be- 
fore the Senate a communication from the Attorney-General. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of 
the 16th instant, a statement of the number of suits in the United 
States courts in the eastern district of Virginia; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I ask the Senator from New Han ire to yield 
to me fora moment. I ask leave at this time to m the Select 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Fines of Congress 
the bill (S. 61) authorizing the construction of a building for the accom- 
modation of the Congressional Library. It is the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and is reported from the 
committee without amendment. Lask that it be put on the Calendar, 
and give notice that at as early a day as possible I shall call it up and 
see what we can do toward removing the disgrace on the country grow- 
ing out of the failure to furnish accommodations for the Library of 


ngress. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be now proceeded with. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. 8 to add as a new section the following: 

Sec. —. That the money that shall be appropriated in pursuance of this act 
for the purposes of education in the Territories shall be apportioned according 
to a census that shall be taken in each of the organized tories at the ex- 
pense of the United States and under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior on or before the Ist day of June, 1888. 

Mr. BLAIR. On the pending question the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts] has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York yield tome? I 
was unavoidably detained from the Senate this morning when resolu- 
tions were in order, and I ask that the resolution which I send to the 
desk be read and printed and to lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects. The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] has the floor on 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS. Before opening any remarks I may offer to-day, I 
beg to send to the Chair an amendment to be read for information to 
the bill now pending. It is an amendment to be added to line 18 of 
section 1 as it has been already amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add to section 1 as amended: 

And if any State by its Legislature shall decline or relinquish its share or re: 
portion under this bill, or any portion thereof, the sum so relinquished sha 
to increase the amount for distribution among the other States and the Territo- 
ries as herein provided. 

Mr. EVARTS. This amendment, as I have proposed it, I think 
meets with the concurrence of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to it, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. EVARTS. As might be inferred, Mr. President, from an ob- 
servation I made yesterday upon taking the floor, I am heartily in favor 
of the passage of this bill, and I desire to place no impediment, even by 
consumption of time in addressing the Senate, in the way of its passage. 
But for some reasons I have thought that it was hardly suitable, from 
certain relations I have held to the subject in my capacity as a citizen 
to this topic, to let the occasion pass without saying something affirma- 
tively in favor of the bill. 

It will have been noticed in the earlier discussions of this bill, at pre- 
vious sessions of the Senate as well as now, that the trustees of the Pea- 
body fund had brought to the attention of the two Houses of Congress, 
by a memorial pre by that body, a report of a committee that 
had investigated the whole subject and had produced with some form 
and precision the conclusions, both in matter of constitutional law and 
of the public interests that should govern this subject. That report, 
prepared by a very eminent citizen, experienced in public affairs and 
universally respected in the State of Virginia, Mr. Stuart, received a 
careful examination from the Chief-J' ustice of the United States and 
myself in the preparation of that paper; and as it presents as its con- 
clusion the aflirmance on my part o the correctness of those opinions 
in matter of law and of the great public interests that are involved, it 
is quite suitable, it seems to me, that I should now in this place and 
with such authority as I may command, by a vote which I possess in 
the Senate, avow an adherence and maintenance of and adefense against 
all imputations upon those principles which have been or are to be 
presented here. 

The wise benevolence of a very distinguished business man, wholly 
unconnected with politics but by the large interests and varied expe- 
rience concerning them in all matters interesting to the United States— 
I mean the late Mr. Peabody—had at the very outset of the process of 
reconstruction, seen that education, education first and last, education 
universal, education under difficulties, education where it was most in- 
dispensable, was the first step toward a rearrangementof the ordinary 
working of the suffrage and of all the movements of political society that 
were necessary in consequence of the change, so deep, so wide,so thor- 
ough, that had been accomplished by the transactions and the determi- 
nation of the civil war. Out of his private fortune, and with a contribu- 
tion seemingly but trivial toward so great a labor and to aid so great a 
result, he undertook to apply what was a princely donation to the very 
purpose and end that is comprised and is to be accomplished by this bill. 
There was placed at the disposal of his trustees an income at first of a 
million dollars and afterward of an additional million; and that was, as 
we conceived in our application and our estimate of the service that was 
to be furnished by its use, nothing but as it were a diffusive stimulant 
that in this great but inert mass could be moved on all that were con- 
cerned, on scholars,on teachers, on public men, on statesmen, on States 
themselves—an element stimulant to activity and encouraging, that 
should show lightwould come adequate to aitase itself through theim- 
mense darkness. 

Fortunate we were in securing as a general an one of the best in- 

ted and one of the most even-tempered agents of this benefaction, 
the late Dr. Sears, who was through many years of his life spared to 
this service. He had gained throughout the South, from those in offi- 
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cial life and in all classes of society, in all instructors, whether in official 
positions or in the ordinary employments of that function, and with 
scholars as well and the masses of the people, an absolute confidence 
equivalent in the service of this great benefaction of Mr. Peabody to 
what his own munificence had attracted from their homage. 

Soon it became evident that there was no limit to the benefits which 
might be accomplished by the methods that Mr. Peabody had placed at 
our service except the poverty of that fund; that if there had been at 
our disposal even large revenues they could have been used at the initial 
stage, and then in progress as the appetite was fed for knowledge and 
the appreciation of its benefits in the largest considerations that can 
affect any community that looks at it. There was no limit whatever 
in the benefits that we could apply if we could have had an enlarge- 
ment of funds that more truly would meet the vastness of the receptive 
power of the mass to be enlightened. 

As then this matter went on, we saw not only a manifestation of 
hunger and thirst for knowledge on the part of the ignorant masses, 
but of zeal, of favor, of activity on the part of those who did not need 
to share in its bounty except in their perception of the general advan- 
tage that would flow from its diffusion; and as we were satisfied not 
only of a positive but a permanent purpose on the part of the people 
of the South to seek for and supply their needs out of this source of 
bounty and of light, so all communities recognized the fact that any 
interception, any interruption, any perversion not only of the funds 
that we distributed but of all that were called forth in aid, in supply, 
in support of this movement were thoroughly, were carefully looked 
at in communities to which our attention was directed. 

It was early a conclusion on the part of the members of this trust 
that there was no fair reason to doubt that if, from whatever source, 
thereshould be placed aid at theservice of those States who were plunged 
into a burden of education and were in the midst of the direst neces- 
sity of education, it would be nursed, would be cherished, would be 
developed, would be faithfully applied. I desire, therefore, here upon 
this point, to say that I have no misgivings as to the fidelity of the ap- 
plication in the States that in consequence of the results of the war are 
needing more immediately and more painfully aids in diffused educa- 
tion; that I haveno lack of confidence, no distrust as to there being any 
perversion of the funds that are to be placed at their disposal. 

Having this view and there being before the Senate a bill that had 
been prepared at previous sessions of Congress, had passed through re- 
view here, and had received the assent of a great majority of the Sena- 
tors on each side in political opinions, and it having now and again been 
reviewed, presented to the Senate, submitted to amendments, now sub- 
ject to amendments, I can not but say distinctly that I regard this bill 
as upon the same basis of wisdom and of charity that directed the be- 
nevolent mind of Mr. Peabody in the devotion of his ſortune to this great 
object. My experience—and in that I express the united opinion of 
every member of that trust—induces me to feel that the moneys which 
shall be devoted under this bill will reap the results and benefits for the 
communities in which they are to be used that have been derived under 
the somewhat trivial means that we could command in their aid. 

If that be so, then I have no occasion to consider here any question 
but that of constitutional power and of the wisdom of the distribution 
of the fund that is provided in the bill, I do not propose to enter any 
large province of constitutional discussion. As I have watched the 
debate I have thought that, in the objections which have been made 
on the other side of this Chamber, the discrimination of what is there 
regarded as constitutional and that which is objected to as extra-con- 
stitutional is upon a very narrow line of division. Iam not one of those 
who attribute to the preamble of the Constitution any affirmative source 
of means, or of powers, or of methods; but as I believe the fathers of 
the Constitution who framed the preamble, and those who discussed it 
upon one side and the other at different stages of constitutional progress 
as the matter came under debate, all agreed that it was a grave, de- 
liberate, well-measured, comprehensive preamble, and that it was not 
meant for rhetoric, but was meant for the introduction of the Govern- 
ment that they were founding, and which they described as a consti- 
tution; that it was to show that that constitution was proposed by its 
means and through its methods to accomplish what were conceived great 
and controlling p 

Let us look for a moment at this brief and yet this simple preamble 
and see whether in the history of any great transactions of our race 
there has been more compressed and more carefully weighed and 
weighted in and with meaning than this preamble. What is the mo- 
tive and what the object of all this transaction that was to make a new 
nation, that was to make a new government? It was not in any one of 
its elements, in any one of its words, connected with a trivial, or a tem- 
porary, or a limited subject of consideration: 

1 of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, es- 
tabl justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense 
promote the general welfare, and secure EAR phi ie of liberty to ourselves and 


oar postery, ao ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of 
erica, ? 


Before you proceed into the clauses and set forms of the Constitution 
you are in advance p: to meet in every part of it a full, complete 
appreciation of that object and purpose that led to the subsequent por- 
tions named in the Constitution. You do not expect to find any- 


thing therein that is conducive to anything less important than those 
great purposes. You do not expect to find inside of the clauses of the 
Constitution anything that is calculated to pervert or to frustrate any 
of those great propositions. 

While, then, I agree that whatever follows in the articles and clauses 
of the Constitution we can not its area or deny the force of any 
of its restrictions, yet we have a right to understand that all the clauses 
and all the restrictions are supposed by the framers of this Constitution 
to point one way, and that way is that pointed out in the preamble. 
Then, as I think, the general constitutional opinion is, and should be, 
that although this preamble can not enlarge the means that are placed 
at the disposal of the Government, although it can not disparage or 
pervert any of the restrictions contained in it, yet we are able to say 
that whatever is found in the Constitution, from one end of it to the 
other, in regard to all the means that are put at the disposal of the Gov- 
ernment, there is a right to use them in the manner of the preamble, 
and that in regard to the methods by which they are to be exercised 
those means are not to be reduced in their methods, except in what is 
in methods denied to the powers. 

This is the sole topic, as I understand, of constitutional debate upon 
the other side. Itis supposed that this bill would not be any violation 
of the constitutional powers on the subject if this measure were con- 
fined to the proceeds of public lands, either under the first gifts of the 
original States or as they have been acquired by conquest and treaty 
since that time. I do not wish to misrepresent the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan], but I understand that if this fund now existed 
and could be reached by the sales of public lands, not only that source 
of means to be used, but the objects to which it was to be applied (I 
do not refer now to methods and precise qualifications or arrange- 
ments), would meet with his approval. That I may not be misunder- 
stood, and that I may do him justice in this behalf, I ask attention to 
a portion of the Senator’s remarks as reported in the RECORD on page 
1341, in the second column: 

Mr. CALL, I ask the Senator if he has not introduced a bill here and voted 
for it donating a considerable sum of money to a college or university in Ala- 
bama for vie pega, tee buildings which were destroyed during the war? 

Mr. MorGax. The Senator has got a great many vain imaginations about 
me, Mr. President. No, I did not. I introduced a bill, voted for it, and carried 
it too, to apply the public lands, a trust fund in our hands, for that purpose; and 
I promise the Senator, if he will do me the honor to listen to me when I come 


to that branch of the subject, to convince him I think that we have power to do 
that, and in doing it we do not transgress any feature of the Constitution. 


And on page 1433, in the second column, the Senator from Alabama, 
speaking of the property in public lands, proceeds to say: 

This ownership of the soil is property of the United States which the Consti- 
tution expressly empowers Congress to of, Itis property to which there 
is annexed a use, by contract, which Congress should respect far more than it 
has done, That use could not be better executed than to apply the lands or their 
proceeds to the education of the people, nor can better agents be found than the 
States, to all of whom, as States, the beneficial interest in the lands is expressly 
sna pps be nein not to the people of the different States, but reserved to the 

As the Senator from Alabama not only in his discussion of this sub- 
ject but on all occasions when legal distinctions are drawn purposes 
to speak with precision and force I wish to ask the attention of the 
Senate very briefly to this discrimination that is made between the pub- 
lic lands as an estate in the United States and a trust impressed upon 
it as property and ownership, and what I shall present as the true view, 
as I regard it, of the clause respecting taxation, if we are to apply to 
constitutions the strict notions of law, sometimes not inapplicable but 
always valuable, if they proceed upon the general wisdom of the law 
rather than mere technicalities, as upon this distinction that is attempted 
to be made between an estate, as he says, in the lands upon which a 
trust is imposed, and the power of taxation. 

In my judgment all constitutional lawyers ought to agree that all 
the powers named in the clauses of the Constitution are what are called 
by lawyers, if we are to speak thus precisely, trust powers. There is 
no power here that is for the benefit of anybody except the beneficiaries 
of the Constitution, the same people who framed the Constitution, for 
whom it was made, by whom it is conducted, and for whom all these 
trust powers are created; and they are defrauded when any one of those 
trust powers is withheld from the exigencies that might be met from 
an exercise of those powers. 

Where shall we find any closer or more definite proposition in regard 
to the trusts imposed upon the public lands, upon this property which 
the United States holds in estate and subject to trust, than that which 
is included in the various clauses, perhaps with some variation, that 
have been quoted in the different instruments which have created, if 
you please, this trust estate? Is there anything anywhere in them 
but what amounts to this, and to nothing more, that they are so held 
or they are so vested for the common benefit of all the States? Then 
the learned Senator from Alabama finds in thatestate and in that trust 
a right to take those lands in the form that they shall be liquidated 
into money to accomplish the end—not only a constitutional power but 
a beneficial use, too much, too often neglected; and that he would favor 
in having the application made. Let me ask attention to the trust 


wer that is found in taxation, and see what its terms are, and what 
its proper construction should be: 
The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 
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excises, to 


y the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States. 


We will take this by the strict constructions of the lawyers, and we 
have a trust power. ‘The power is unlimited, except as to the subjects 
to be resorted to for revenue and the methods there described; but the 
amounts derived by those methods are raised only for one purpose under 
a trust power, the large scale of governmental application to this trust 
power that is thus described, and that trust power is“ to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States.“ 

Now, can the learned Senator, can any of the ingenious lawyers on 
the other side, draw a distinction in regard to the terms of the trust, be- 
tween that laid on the estate of Jand for the common benefit and that 
laid upon this power for raising the revenues of the Government, to use 
them not for the common benefit of the United States but ‘‘for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of the United States?“ I, myself, can 
draw no such distinction. I am willing that the old debate should be 
renewed as to strict construction; I am willing that the people should 
think that nothing can be done at the right time and in the right way, 
and leave everything to be rectified and redressed by neglects, and done 
then by powers and means that sacrifice and ruin while at the same 
time they accomplish a final result. 

I should like to know how and why this Government escapes from its 
obligation under this Constitution to apply the efficacy and the means 
provided by this trust power to the general welfare as well as to the 
common defense of the United States. I can not think that if this mat- 
ter were subject to judicial construction any court or any forensic de- 
bater could make a point as to the difference between common bene- 
fit”? and general welfare,“ except it must be in favor of the taxing 
clause rather than of the estate furnished by the Jand investments. 

Mr. President, I have said all I desire to say upon that subject, for 
I believe both in the observations of the Senator from Alabama and of 
the two Senators from Texas, the constitutional propositions are lim- 
ited to that discrimination, and the whole play and force of the argu- 
ment is made to apply only to that discrimination. 

Now, is there anything latitudinarian in that treatment of the trust 
and of the power that is given in order tosustain and execute the trust? 
What was the power of taxation given for in any of its parts, in any of 
its applications, in any of its results? What was it deposited in the 
Congress of the United States for, except that its means, its resources, 
its faculties, its revenues should all be used to pay the debts—that was 
for the past—and for the common defense and general welfare, for all 
future debts would arise undoubtedly as a part of common defense and 
general welfare. 

Where, then, do we find a right to withdraw from an application of 
these proceeds of taxation and employment of these revenues thus de- 
rived, if it be true in the opinions of the Senate, in the opinions of the 
public, in the needs of the people, that this very situation in the affairs 
of this nation is the one that most needs to be cared for in reference to the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States? Is it to 
build a fort in Boston Harbor or in the New York Narrows; is it to open 
by the jetties the flow of the mouths of the Mississippi River? Is that 
more instant, is that more national, is that more necessary, is that more 
universal than this which we need to provide for the situation produced 
by the greatest transaction that has happened in civilization, the changed 
condition of the people of this country? 

Tagree that if Senators on this side and on the other think that the 
object is not a good one, that it does not come within general welfare, 
they should discard this measure that is for their action. Taking the 
bill by and large, through and through, with all the defects that may 
be imputed to it by any one, and with the shortcomings that all will 
lament, not in the frame of the bill but in the efficacy of any measure 
they can adopt which will adequately provide and accomplish speedily, 

remptorily, and conclusively all the results that we would like, does 
it not conduce to the purpose of this clause of the Constitution? If 
gentlemen are ready to say that this nation does confront now both a 
public necessity and a public duty in this provision for the pu 
that this bill proposes, then the ‘‘ ands’? and the ‘‘ifs’”’ and the “‘ buts’’ 
must all disappear. If it is constitutional and if it is necessary it is 
inexorable in its demands, it must be met by the best means, by the 
best wisdom, by the best cautions and adaptations that can be resorted 
to; but never turn from a defect that you can not supply because you 
omit the whole necessity and leave this mass of ignorance that this bill 
is pro to penetrate and permeate and animate with knowledge 
and with life in all the interest of the United States—let such vote for 
this bill. 

I believe even a narrower constitutional proposition has been raised, 
and that is that it might be within the constitutional power after money 
had been raised by taxation and was lying in the Treasury, that then 
it would not be unconstitutional to devote it; but that to devote the 
unreceived and uncollected and unlevied revenues that are accessible 
under this trust power would be unconstitutional. In other words, if 
the $77,000,000 were at our disposal for the draft to draw out from the 

the means, that might be constitutional, because that would 
be an application of property the whole of italready reduced to 
sion; but that if we provide that the revenues as they shall occur shall 


furnish sufficient means for the timely and appropriate and ‘adequate 
use, that would be unconstitutional because that is exerting the taxing 
power beyond the means. 

Well, Mr. President, it is constitutional to devote the last dollar in 
the Treasury to the purposes of this bil!, and then it is constitutional 
by yournext taxation to raise the money that is necessary to supply the 
void which hasthusbeen created. Idonot know of any court of equity 
that I have known, open to the large consideration of trust obligations, 
which would draw a distinction of that kind. But whenever the sub- 
ject of taxation comes up and the means thus sought to be made and 
the applications are thought to be beyond the purposes to which they 
should be usefully or can be constitutionally applied, we are always 
alarmed by the enormous stretch and reach and authority of this prin- 
ciple, this faculty of taxation. 

Did not the framers of this Constitution know what the power to tax 
meant? Where did they re the protection of themselves and their 
posterity in the enjoyment of liberty that it was proposed to defend and 
perpetuate by this Constitution? Where did they rest it? They rested 
itin the representation proceeding from the people that were to be taxed. 
That is the constitutional limitation upon excess of taxation, upon ex- 
haustive taxation, upon any of the encroachments upon liberty and 
happiness through the processes of taxation. When they gave the tax- 
ing powers under the Constitution they were not carelessly deposited, 
they were not carelessly left open. They knew that the power to tax 
was the power to destroy. They knew it as well as one of their great 
contemporaries, the great Chief-Justice of the United States, knew it 
when he said that the power to create is the power to preserve, and the 
power to tax is the power to destroy. There you have it all over your 
Constitution; and whom are you going to destroy? Youare to destroy 
the interests of the people of the United States, all of whom furnish 
the basis of suffrage out of which your power is to come. ‘There are 
reasons enough why public men are es to diminution of authority 
by rivalries of every kind, whether they are true to their duties to the 
Government and to the people or not, but no man needs ever to fear the 
exercise of the taxing power unless it has been for measures and with 
results that are not for the benefit of the people in their own intelli- 
gence of what they regard as their interests. 7 

Now, then, in a word, Mr. President, I confront this immense, this 
dangerous, this growing, this threatening mass of ignorance. I finda 
deliberate, a concerted, a thoughtful, a valuable measure. I might 
have preferred this or that means; I might have liked to look in the 
face the very situation that has been produced by the transaction of 
the war-and apply the abundant resources of a renovated and restored 
Constitution and people to scatter now with as large and liberal a hand 
as was the power with which it asserted itself to produce that result, 
also for the common defense and the general welfare. : 

If it be that in constitutional view an equal and general distribution 
upon some great basis that shall apply to all the States of the Union 
is a better method for securing the result of its becoming a law and 
being usefal, or if it be that not on constitutional grounds the support 
of the representatives of the people of the United States in the two 
Houses of Congress finds it more in accordance with their public duty 
as representatives that this shall be the area upon which revenue is to 
be raised, and this the area upon which it is to be distributed and em- 
ployed, then I am for a measure that can constitutionally and by ade- 
quate support in the two Houses of Congress be made an operative 
measure, rather than to criticise a dead, inanimate, exhausted, frus- 
trated measure which has failed of passage perhaps by my endeavor 
to make some wounds in this mantle of charity that is extended now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, Iam one of many millions of Amer- 
ican people to regret that one of our greatest American lawyers, soon 
after his advent into the Senate, has found it necessary, in order to sup- 
port a measure to which his affection seems to be strongly drawn, to 
declare in favor of the absolutism of Congress. That Senator has de- 
clared here to-day that after all there is really no restraint in the Con- 
stitution upon the power of taxation as it shall be voted by the two 
Houses of Congress except the trust that the people are expected to re- 
pose and will repose in their representatives. The honorable Senator 
with a very fine hand has chiseled away upon the distinctions between 
the powers of Congress and the rights of the people, until he has merged 
them into one beautiful, symmetrical nonentity. The distinctions are 
now broken down by this honorable artist in the constitutional law, and 
hereatter the Congress of the United States has but one question to ask 
itself, Do we determine in our supreme will that the measure proposed 
is for the general welfare? Upon that we vote ay.“ Do we determine 
that in support of that measure we shall tax the people? The vote is 
“ay.” Do we determine, if we choose to doit, that we shall vote to tax 
the people unto destruction? The vote is ay.“ And these three prop- 
ositions are the summary, the substance, the full effect of the statement 
made by the honorable Senator from New York here to-day as to the 
absolutism of Congress. 

I for one, sir, dread the absolutism of any legislative power. I have 
seen it exerted in Great Britain through history, now for many years, 
where they profess to have a constitution not all written, but so estab- 
lished in the traditions of that country and by declarations of their Par- 
liament as that it is scarcely to be mistaken. But the power of the Par- 
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liament has been increasing from year to year, and especially in the 
house of commons, where the people have a representation direct from 
themselves, until the house of commons has seized almost every power 
in the British Government and has almost exterminated a great and splen- 
did people just across the channel. Great Britain is to-day writhing in 
anguish in reference to her public affairs, and the wisest men in all that 
great realm are confased almost into inanity by the terrible problem 
which they are trying to unsolve, every particle of which has grown out 
of this doctrine that the honorable Senator from New York advocates on 
this floor to-day, the absolutism of the legislative power. 

Ireland to-day would have been a prosperous and beautiful land, 
and those patriotic sons who have been driven from her green isle to 
seek a refuge in this country, without property and in humiliation and 
in the face even of social ostracism—those brave men would to-day have 
been noble subjects of the British Kingdom but for the fact that the 
Parliament of Great Britain, ing to itself from time to time this 
power of absolutism over their destinies, has crushed them and ruined 
them, I am afraid, beyond recovery. 

The Senator has conceded in favor of the rights of the people that they 
shall at least have a representation. What becomes of the people in the 
Territories of the United States and in that vast region of country 
which was a Territory where they have no representation that is en- 
titled to vote in either of these Houses? If the power of Congress is an 
absolute power of taxation according to its will and its discretion, what 
is to prevent the Congress of the United States from taxing the people 
in the Territories without representation and in the exercise of its abso- 
lute power? Nothing. 

The Senator also undertook to illustrate his argument in favor of this 
power of Congress to tax the people at its will and pleasure for such 
purposes as it might determine were within the general welfare by at- 
tempting to draw a comparison or analogy or some strength from a posi- 
tion which I took upon the floor with respect to the public lands in 
favor of the power of Congress to tax the people at its will and to exe- 
cute what he called a power held in trust. The honorable Senator has 
not forgotten, though he may not care to remember and recall the fact, 
that the Constitution of the United States came from the people and 
not from the States; that the lands which were transferred to the pos- 
session of the Government and to its control and ownership sub modo 
and subject to a trust came from the States and not from the people. 
Renay if the honorable Senator will consult the source of those powers 
he will be able to discriminate more clearly between the value of those 
powers that are derived from the people and the value of the rights of 
property which come from the States, 

When the convention which adopted the Constitution of the United 
States was about to adjourn, a resolution was adopted, after a good deal 
of debate, that that Constitution should be submitted to the people of 
the several States in their conventions. Theyall had Legislatures, and 
a proposition was made in the convention that this Constitution should 
be ratified or rejected by the Legislatures of the different States. The 
convention refused to take that course. Hence it was that the Legis- 
lature in each of the thirteen States provided for the organization of a 
convention to be chosen by the People, and that convention, after being 
thus endowed with power by the Legislature to act in an organic and 
legal form as the representative of the people of the respective States, 
ratified this Constitution, and never went back to the Legislature with 
it to see whether the Legislature would approve it or not. So that in 
every source of authority this Constitution came fresh from the people 
without the intervention of any State Legislature or the State in its or- 
ganic form in any manner whatsoever. Then the ers that are lodged 
in this Constitution came from the people of the United Statesand not 
from the States, and when those people put limitations, if they did put 
any at all after all in this Coustitution, it was for the preservation of 
their individual liberties man by man, and not State by. State. 

When the Congress of the United States undertakes to tax the hum- 
blest citizen of this country for the purpose of raising revenue for any 
cause whatsoever, that citizen has thrown around him in the Consti- 
tution of the United States the personal guarantees operating not in be- 
half of his State, but in behalf of himself as an American citizen, that 
Congress shall not exercise that power over him. In that fact comes 
the great strength and beauty and nobility of that character which we 
call American citizenship. Yes, sir; the American citizen in the Con- 
stitution of our country is protected even more than the American 
State, and almost every guarantee in this Constitution has its opera- 
tion upon the citizen. Of what is he a citizen? Of his State and also 
of the United States. He holds a relation of allegiance both to that 
government which we call his State and to this Government which we 
call the United States—a double allegiance. s 

His State represents him in certain functions. This Government 
represents him in certain other functions. His State tries him for his 
life if he commits a murder; his State protects his property by its im- 
mediate agents thrown around him. The Government of the United 
States protects him abroad and protects him in any State that he may 
visit, 17 him in all the rights guaranteed to every citizen of the 
United States. But the two governments in their effect and in their 
relation and their operation on citizens of the United States and citizens 
of the State operate by different machinery for different purposes to ac- 
complish different ends. He has the benefit of two governments. 
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Now, here is a citizen of the United States, properly so called, amen- 
able to the laws of the United States, to its customs laws, to its inter- 
nal-revenue Jaws, to its laws for the collection of any tax that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States imposes. His State can not interfere to 
protect him, his State can not say a word about the operation or the ex- 
ecution of those laws. Whom is he leſt to? To his own representatives 
from his own State? They may not have the power to protect him or 
the will to doit. Have we put that citizen of the United States in such 
an unfortunate and unprotected category as that he has no power left 
to him to protect himself with, except the mercy of people who reside 
in other States and represent other communities? Certainly not. 

Suppose that we should determine that for the benefit of the general 
welfare of this country we should enrich and strengthen the great com- 
mercial mart and metropolis of this country by giving to it two-thirds 
of the revenues of the United States for its own private advantage, the 
city of New York; we have the right to do it because we say that is for 
the general welfare—no limitation in behalf of the people against that 
outrageous appropriation and diversion of money to private purposes or 
to local municipal purposes. What is a man in Alabama or Arizona or 
Alaska or California to do in a case of that kind? Must he appeal to 
the representatives of other States, including the honorable Senator 
with his great powers who wants this act wewillsay? No, sir; 
he can go to the body of the written Constitution of the United States, 
and he can say to Con In the name of the Constitution and of 
God also, whom you have consulted and addressed when you swore be- 
fore Him that you would maintain it, do not allow the Congress of the 
United States to vote that the general welfare of the country requires 
that two-thirds of the revenues which are received through New York 
shall be retained there for the benefit of the municipal government, and 
that that revenue shall be collected from all the quarters of the coun- 
try.” 

No, Mr. President, no matter what gloss may be put upon this sub- 
ject, there is no such absurdity as that in this instrument. The Ameri- 
can people were never blind enough to intrust into the hands of any 
parliamentary body all their liberties to that extent. These men when 
they ordained this Constitution and voted for it in these conventions, 
were fresh from the battlefields of the Revolution, and they knew that 
those battles were fought because of the power of taxation exercised 
over them by Great Britain who claimed the right to tax them. And 
yet the honorable Senator is unable to find in his metaphysical disquisi- 
tion upon wordsin this Constitution that that great hope of the people 
of this country embodied in this instrument that they should herea 
be protected against the tyranny of taxation, was all lost in the fact 
that they confided everything into the hands of their representatives, 
and that without restraint! 

The honorable Senator refers to the case of the opening of the mouth 
of the Mississippi and other expenditures by the Congress of the United 
States in opening harbors and rivers, and still others in respect of the 
building of forts. The honorable Senator knows that the power under 
which Congress has always claimed the right to open the rivers and the 
harbors is the commerce clause in the Constitution, where an express 
power is given to regulate commerce. I do not believe that thatis the 
source, but I believe it comes from the fact that the States themselves 
when they came into the Union by unanimous consent yielded up in 
favor of the people of all the States into the hands of the United States 
the right of navigation in the navigable waters, and that the United 
States having thus acquired the right to control navigation in the navi- 
gable waters become correspondingly in duty bound to protect the navi- 
gation and to see that it is kept free. 

But whether it comes from the commerce clause, or whether it comes 
from the navigation cession made by the States to the Federal Union, 
still in neither case is there the slightest analogy between that express 
power conferred upon Congress to make these appropriations and that 
broad power claimed here to exercise an absolute discretion not only as 
to the amount of taxation but also as to the fleld of taxation. The dis- 
tinctions are too plain. We have fancied that we had seen them here 
for many, many years before the arrival of the honorable Senator from 
New York, and our fathers who made this Constitution had fancied that 
they saw them before that honorable Senator was born. These dis- 
tinctions are not to be thus blended by the art of debate or of argu- 
mentation. 

I observed, however, that the Senator from New York in his discus- 
sion this morning omitted to throw any weight at least in his argu- 
ment upon this lan ‘f the general welfare of the United States.“ 
That is in the body of the Constitution, whereas in the preamble of the 
Constitution the language is, promote the general welfare.“ That 
means, of course, the general welfare of the people; but when they came 
to putting a restraint and a limitation upon the taxing power in the 
Constitution they limited Congress to the right to levy taxes for the 
common defense, the payment of the publie debt, and the general wel- 
fare of the United States. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the distinction between the citi- 
zenship of a man of the State and of the United States. Need I call its 
attention to the distinction between the States of the American Union 
considered as such and the United States Government? We have now 
thirty-eight organized State governments in the Union, and we have 
got one United States Government. When the power of taxation was 
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iven here the term United States, for the benefit of the United 

tates,” meant for the benefit of the Government of the United States 
as contradistinguished from the government of theStates. When you 
come to tax the people to promote the welfare of the Government of 
the United States, you have limitations upon you. You look at the 
powers of the Government of the United States; you ascertain what 
they include and what they exclude; and whatever power you find in- 
cluded in the Government of the United States by an express grant, or 
by a necessary implication from a grant contained in this instrument, 
you can tax for that object; but you can not tax for the general welfare 
of the government of the States. 

I deny the power of as gee to tax for the general welfare of the gov- 
ernment of the States. eny the power of Congress to tax for the 
general welfare of the people considered merely as people, except in 
their relations to the Government of the United States. Ascitizensofthe 
United States, connected by allegiance with that Government, the Con- 
gress of the United States has the right to tax the country for their benefit, 
provided in doing so it exercises a governmental power, not one assumed, 
not a new creation, not something that springs like Minerva from the 
brain of Jupiter in an instant of time and in full splendor. Sir, our fa- 
thers did not make this Government to meet the fancies and the isms and 
the new ideas that might arise from time to time and might be supposed 
to create necessities for the intervention of law in order to promote the 
general welfare of the people. Our pedple then and now were and are 
able to take care of their private welfare; and the welfare of the peo- 
ple of the United States to-day aggregated in this enormous display of 
wealth and prosperity is the result of the toiling millions who have 
been free from the taxing powers of Congress, and Congress has been re- 
strained from invading their rights. 

I will not protract this argument. I had supposed that I was done 
with it, and I would not have risen to-day at all upon this question but 
for the fact that the honorable Senator from New York did me the honor 
to refer to me in the debate and to call in question some of the posi- 
tions which I had taken. 

Mr. President, I did demonstrate, I thought, not by argumentation 
of my own but by facts which I produced, by the recitals from each of 
the several deeds of cession made by the six great land States, that the 
right to the soil was transferred to the United States by these different 
States in lands that belonged tothem. Did the honorable Senator un- 
derstand me to argue that because the Governmentof the United States 
received a deed from the State of Georgia to a portion of the country 
which is included now in the Mississippi Valley, the powers of the 
General Government of the United States were thereby increased? 
Surely not. I trust that I have not stultified myself in the estimation 
of that great lawyer by taking a position of that kind. I have always 
argued that no State government and no combination of State govern- 
ments, otherwise than by an amendment of the Constitution, can con- 
fer power upon Congress. Here is the limitation of the powers of Con- 
gress; there is the charter; the States can not enlarge it or improve it, 
as I say, except by amending the Constitution. 

Now, then, if these States, in order to preserve peace among them- 
selves and to get Maryland and Delaware to consent to come into the 
Confederation: a agreed that they would yield up their lands held outside 
of their ordinary boundaries far abroad, reaching as far west as the 
Mississippi River, into the hands of Congress as a common trustee for 
the benefit of the States, and if each State in its deed of cession said 
for the benefit of the several States, the State making the grant inclu- 
sive, and if Congress accepted the trust in that way, and if the agents 
of the States came into Congress, so that there might be no mistake 
about it, and yielded the trust openly into the hands of Congress in 
session, and then attached to this land the trust and use that it was to 
be for the benefit of the several States, can anybody discern in that 

grant any analogy at all in relation to the grant of powers by the peo- 
pe ple of the United States in their varions conventions with which legis- 
tion, as I said, had nothing to do, to the Government of the United 
States putting restraints upon States and upon government also as they 
went along? No, sir; the analogy is impossible; and the resort of the 
honorable Senator from New York to that supposed analogy, it occurs 
to me, only shows that even with his vast ability he had not discovered 
an argument that he thought was even plausible to maintain the posi- 
tion here to-day. That came from the States not as a power, but it 
came from the States as a grant of land subject to conditions. I grant 
you that the conditions have not always been complied with; Congress 
has abused them. 

The honorable Senator from Tennessee the other day called our at- 
tention to the fact that after money was collected into the Treasury 
Congress might go on and appropiate it to improper purposes and no 
court might have the power to restrainit. Thatistrue. Wecan abuse 
our trust every day if we choose to do it, without mal nsi- 
bility to the law; but that does not argue that we have the right to do 
it. The honorable Senator from Tennessee may justify himself accord- 
ing to his opinion in doing what he deems proper; my oath will justify 
me or require me, according to my opinion, in voting it; but 
that does not increase the power or the right, because we have the power 
m to p Appropriat property. The honorable Senator from New York 
seems to take the same line of argumentation, as though it derived some 


strength from the admirable manner in which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee had handled this question; but the argument is utterly falla- 
cious. It will not do to say that because we have money in the Treas- 
ury, therefore we have unlimited power over that money. That is not 
safe to the people of the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will allow me to say that that was not 


my proposition. I stated a proposition that I understood to come from 
the other side—I did not impute it to the Senator from Alabama—that 
I understood a distinction wus taken also that if the money were in the 
Treasury, then there was a constitutional power to apply it in this way, 
but that it would not do to rest upon taxation in future as constitu- 
tional to furnish means. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
same view with the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not at all. I did not discuss that subject except in 
that way 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon of the Senator from New York, and 
address my argument to the Senator from Tennessee as long as he has 
home a tp that absurd position, as the Senator from New York now 


I thought he took the 


DTA 5 ACKSON. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JACKSON. It was not my proposition. 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I think I am the parent of this bill, and I do 
not know my own child. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JACKSON. Listen to what the Senator says. 
RECORD: 


What money there is now in the Treasury, béing the property of the United 
3 you may divert or apply to any purpose not forbidden by the Constitu- 
tion. 


Mr. MORGAN. Read a little further, please. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. Read a little further. 

Mr. JACKSON. I continue to read the Senator’s words: 

If the purpose to which you a itis unwise or unauthorized, still you hay 
the power to so apply it in the 9 of a political power which no Toes pits 
n question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Then I go still further and say that in this 
case ‘‘ might does not make right. Oh, yes; you have the power; cer- 
tainly you have the power. We have great powers in this Congress. 
Sometimes I dread to think of the powers we possess; and when I do 
think over them seriously, I always feel as if I wanted to put constraint 
upon the hands of myself and my friends in the exereise of them. We 
have great powers here. For God's sake do not let us abuse them merely 
for the gratification of ourselves or our friends. We can take the money 
out of the Treasury, whatever surplus there may be in it, and we can 
give it to the Kingdom of Congo in Africa if we choose and nobody can 
hold us to account for it; but when the people come to think of the pur- 
poses for which it was taxed out of them, they will either wonder at our 
stupidity or our infidelity to ourvaths, one of the two, and I do not like 
to be put in either category myself. Ishould like to go back to the peo- 
ple I have the honor to represent, every time, and say: I have tried to 
appropriate all the money that I voted to appropriate to some distinct 
governmental purpose, not to find a new one not recognized by the Con- 
stitution and hatch upsomething in my imagination or in the supposed 
benevolence of my great and magnanimous heart to give away to one 
man what another poor, honest, laboring man toils for and starves his 
family perhaps to aceumulate.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have expressly stated the limitations 
within which I propose to conduct the debate on constitutional proposi- 
tions, and I discarded all generalization growing out of the declarations 
of the preamble, except as pointing and describing what the Constitu- 
tion and the results of it were proposed. I then said that nothing 
could be imported from those general terms to increase the means of gov- 
ernment that were placed at the disposal of the government thus created, 
and that nothing could be drawn from them to extinguish or disparage 
the denials of methods which were framed into the Constitution, and then 
I undertook to display what I regarded as the Senator’s argument with- 
in the province of legal construction and interpretation and applica- 
tion, and that is that when the United States had any estate in the 
land, either included in the first great gifts or in subsequent acquisi- 
tions, it was within the common benefit to apply the proceeds of that 
land to the purposes of this bill, if you please, or the uses of education, 
not that we approve of this bill or of these uses, but that that was nota 
perversion of a trust, which was imposed upon that estate, because it 
was in the common benefit. 

I then laid down two legal propositions—that a trust power was to 
be construed upon the same principles asa trust estate, and that as this 
trust power was described itself in the clause of the Constitution to be 
wholly for the purpose of paying the debts and providing for the com- 
mon defense and the general welfare, as those were the strict terms of 
the trust power, if the Senator thought and argued that an application 
to education was within a common benefit to come out of the trust 
then an application to education to come out of the trust power of taxa- 
tion under the description of general welfare also could have its origin. 


It was the proposition 


I read from the 
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But I have not undertaken to give any latitude to my constitutional 
opinions in regard to what the limitations or the restrictions in the Con- 
‘stitution are. Those who think that this is not within the general 
welfare must condemn it. If they think it is within the general wel- 
fare, it is as much within it under the taxing power as it is under any 
of the other enabling clauses of the Constitution. 

The Senator from Alabama has been polite enough to say that other 
constitutional arguments and other constitutional debaters had been pre- 
sented in this Senate before I became a member of it. Perhaps the 
Senator will allow me to say that I also had studied and debated these 
constitutional principles in another foram, more accurate perhaps than 
that which is pursued here. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Constitution was made for the 
people, and not the people for the Constitution. 

Government is a thing of to-day, and notof yesterday. Weall listen 
to the disquisitions of the political archeologists with undissembled 
rapture. These subtle explorations into the subterranean recesses of 
the Constitution and the inner consciousness of its founders have an 
indescribable delight to those who look o Time’s dark backward and 
abyss” for information as to what should be done in the emergencies 
that confront us to-day. It is like turning from Pennsylvania avenue 
into the buried streets of Herculaneum and Pompeii to ascertain what 
were the opinions of the politicians of Romeas to the continued coinage 
of the silver dollar and the reform of the civil service. 

Mr. President, whatever may be said about theconstitutional powers 
of Congress upon this subject, it is proper to premise that there are but 
two methods of interpretation of that venerable instrument. One is 
that of the doctrinaire who regards government as a scientific problem 
in which all details are to be subordinated to a general principle in the 

light of strict construction. The other is that of the practical politician, 
who recognizes that in the changing processes of a nation’s life the ap- 
plication of predetermined and preconceived theories and ideas is im- 
practicable, and that he is wisest who adapts himself to measures that 
are momentarily fitting, leaving all questionsof consistency, subject to 
the consideration of the public good, to take care of themselves. I be- 
long to the latter class; and, sir, the history of constitutional construc- 
tion shows that the Constitution has been always so interpreted as to 
render effectual the will of a majority of the people; and whenever it 
has ceased to measure the purpose and determinations of a majority of 
the people it has beenamended; and in the greatest debate of all, when 
peaceful contention was ended, it was amended by the sword. But, 
sir, with to the subject which we are now considering, whether 
from the standpoint of strict construction or of liberal interpretation of 
the principles of the Constitution, it has never been contended from 
the foundation of the Government down to this present time that pop- 
ular education was either directly or indirectly under the control of 
the General Government or subjected to its supervision. 

The practical question that confronts us here is whether or not, ad- 
mitting that this constitutional power exists, a necessity has been shown 
that requires it to be evoked and demands that it shall be exercised. 

Popular education may have suffered from not being under the con- 
trol of the General Government; something of precision, of force, and 
something of en may have been lost; but on the other hand the 
advantages gained have been immeasurable. It has been broader and 
freer; it has been applied more directly to the necessities and wants of 
the people in their various localities, and it has drawn its power from 
broader and more enduring sources, so that at last it has come that 
this system of public-school education has become imbedded in the 
convictions of the people as a permanent and constantly increasing fic- 
tor and element in the national life. Its right to exist is nowhere se- 
riously questioned. If it ever had enemies, they have been converted 
into friends, or they havedisappeared. Religious prejudice, that at one 
time was thought likely to assail it, has become one of its strongest safe- 
guards. The most violent sectionalism and fanaticism has never dared 
to assail it. And we may confidently assume that if left to the opera- 
tion of those great agencies that have hitherto controlled it it will 
broaden and widen in its application and continue in| the future, as it 
has been in the past, the most beneficent and most powerful element 
in our national growth and development. 

Sir, I do not regard this matter precisely as some of those who ad vo- 
cate this bill are inclined to do. The difference between those States 
that now especially require assistance from the national Treasury and 
those that have from their own energies conducted this system to such 
a magnificent conclusion is fundamental. The Southern States saw fit 
to build theirsociety upon a differenttheory. They did not believe in 
the education of the masses of the people; they did not believe in free 
labor; they constructed the fabric of their civilization, such as it was, 
upon an entirely different basis. The system of free public-school ed- 
ae as such had its distinctive origin in the North and in New Eng- 
and. 

The forty thousand English exiles who came from Great Britain be- 
tween 1620 and 1650 brought with them to America the elements of a 
civilization the most rapacious, the most arrogant, and the most relent- 
less ever known in the history of colonization. They brought hither 
political ideas of inconceivable energy—sel f- ent, liberty of con- 
science, and universal education. Under them the free-school system 


was early established and widely disseminated. For a space, battling 
with savages, poverty, and winter, they lin upon the coast, amid 
the gloomy forests and upon the sterile declivities of the stony hills of 
Massachusetts, wrestinga scanty subsistence from the stingy soil and the 
stormy sea. Extending their wealth and widening their power, they 
turned their faces westward, and in two centuries the column has 
marched across the continent, subduing it by peaceful domination. De- 
seending the slopes of the Allezhanies, spreading over the vast alluvial 
valleys of the Ohio, the Mississippi, and the Missouri, scaling the Rocky 
Mountains, building States, constructing cities, railroads, tranquil insti- 
tutions, and organizing civilization, it now panses on the coast of the 
Pacific, gazing northward and gazing southward, and meditating new 
conquests from the equator to the poles. 

While that population remained homogeneous, one result of univer- 
sal education was the selection of the highest representative men in the 
various communities as political leaders; and thus the civilization of 
the North impressed itself with prodigious power upon the New World. 
But it was not until the invasion of foreign elements began that the 
tremendous assimilating power of the common-school system became 
apparent. While the population remained homogeneous the problem 
was simple; but with the influx of the Germans, the Scandinavians, 
and the Irish it became complicated. Detached communities, sur- 
rounded by jealous and to some extent unfriendly populations, were 
liable to grow up in permanent alienation from cur system. Here the 
common-school system developed unsuspected powers, and by cducating 
together the children of immigrants and natives within the limits of 
its operation overcame the fatalities of race and the obstacles of in- 
stinct and blended them in the succeeding generation into the great 
mass of American citizenship. 

And, sir, to come down one step further, to the common-school sys- 
tem and its operation in the great free communities of the North, more 
than to all other influences combined, is to be attributed that pervad- 
ing, steadfast, unrelenting devotion to free government and fidelity to 
free institutions, to liberty of conscience, and to universal education 
that made the Northinvincible in that great struggle that created those 
impregnable bul warks of civilization against which the passionate valor 
of the South dashed itself in vain. ~* 

And, sir, it is due to the prevalence of the common-school system, 
unaided by governmental intervention, gaining its force from those in- 
terior influences, by the exercise of which nations as well as men be- 
come great and strong, that since the war closed, upon the ruins of 
that civilization in the South, has been erected, so far as it has proceeded, 
that tranquil and orderly fabric of industrial activity and reasonable 
policies, rich in every element of present prosperity, but far richer in 
every prophecy of future greatness, opulence, and renown. And, sir, 
it is to the influence of thatsystem, upon the original purposes and de- 
signs of its authors, that we are to look, if we are to ever attain to the 
complete rehabilitation of the Union, with all its members in har- 
monious accord, the harsh and baleful contentions of the past forming 
the bond of stronger and more enduring alliance in the future. 

Now, sir, these great results having been thus reached, admitting that 
the Constitution contains this dormant and hitherto unexerted power, 
conceding that within the general-welfare clause or in any other clause 
that the widest latitudinarian may claim can throw open its avenues 
and gates wide enough to admit the power of Congress to do what it 
pleases, admitting that this is strictly within the province of the Con- 
stitution, the practical question is before us, what necessity exists to 
call it into exercise? Why should it be evoked? Why should wein- 
troduce a new element into this great system approved by the stupend- 
ous results which have been achieved under it, and attempt the novel, 
doubtful, questionable, and untried experiment of turning over the com- 
mon-school system of the nation into the custody of the General Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. President, the South is unjust to itself. One of the most painful 
indications, one of the most distressing symptoms in the South is its 
want of self-reliance, its disposition in every calamity, in every disaster, 
whether great or trivial, instead of relying upon itself and learning the 
lesson that they who would have wings must tempt the abyss, to call 
upon the National Government or upon the charity of the people for 
assistance, The South has yet to learn the lesson of self-reliance. This 
is the secret prescription that makes States and their citizens robust, 
powerful, and enduring. 

There is too much disposition to dwell upon the impoverishment of 
theSouth. The South was not impoverished by the war; it was enriched 
by the war. When the slaves wereenfranchised the white men of the 
South were emancipated; and it is not well to argue here that because 
the ownership of four millions of men was transferred from their mas- 
ters to themselves they became less valuable to the State. Sir, a free- 
man is better than a slave; and no matter how degraded, no matter 
how ignorant, no matter how helpless were the emancipated freedmen, 
they were better free than when they wereslaves. They have not been 
deported; they are there; their labor is there; their muscle is there; 
their experience is there; their earnings are there; and it is a strange 
basis upon which to establish this claim for relief that four millions of 
slaves were translated into free American citizens. 

Icame across a day or two since, in the columns of a Democratic news- 
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paper entirely friendly to the South, an editorial, from which I will 
read a brief extract as bearing upon this subject. Speaking of the pe- 
riod that has transpired since the war, this article proceeds: 

The outcome has been the recuperation of the South. Interrupted channels 
of traffic have been repaired and re-established. Where, on account of chan; 
eonditions, former prosperity in the old direction has not been regained, a ten- 
fold measure of prosperity in another has been achieved. Poverty led to indi- 
vidual enterprise and the stress of necessity has created an industrial feeling 
unknown in former times. The inexhaustible resources of a rich domain, for- 
merly for the most part unheeded, were eagerly scanned and estimated in the 
hope of Copeman Bop: Capital was invited, wealth was developed, and manu- 
factures arose. that, at a little more than twenty years after the war, we find 
a people without complaint as to their condition, animated by common senti- 
ments as to frugality and industry, and hopeful as to their future prospects. 

In some things the new South is greatly the gainer compared with the South 
that was. Instead of depending, as formerly, on the production of one or two 
staples, diversified production has become the rule. It is a remarkable fact that 
even in the special cases which were supposed to depend wholly on slave labor 
the result of the changed conditions is a greatly increased uction. A few 

res will indicate more clearly the progress to which we have referred. 
he assessed value of property 


That is, in the South 
has increased 8900, 000, 000 since 1879. 

Seven years. 

In the e 11,000 miles of new railway have been built, involving an 
expenditure of nearly $500,000,000. Cotton-mills have doubled in number and 
capacity during the last five years, and are still rapidly increasing. Inthe same 
time the cottonseed-oil mills have quadrupled in number, and employ now a 
capital of $11,000,000. The increased production of iron aud coal has more than 
doubled. In a word, the march of Spey gee is in every direction and material 
p in the South is advancing with rapid strides, In this prosperity all 
classes of the people share, and even the old: lave population is manifesting a 
vast gain in industry and thrift. 

Do the men of the South deny that ti; statement is true? Will any 
Senator from any Southern State rise in his place and declare that it is 
false? Is there any Senator who will admit that the condition of the 
South is not immeasurably better than it was before the war, or who 
will claim that in the increase of material advantages, in wealth, and 
in assurances for the future that statement is exaggerated? If not 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If it came down to mere matter of public 
revenues I say that we are not in as good a condition as we were in be- 
fore the war, and yet I do not wish to affect the results of the war. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is not the case, if the South is not worse than 
it was before the war, if its material progress is constantly upward and 
onward, upon what ground, consistent with self-respect, consistent with 
duty to the other States in the Union, can be based this continuons 
clamor and uproar and importunity for assistance from the national 
Treasury upon the theory of the impoverishment of the South? Is it 
in uence of the action of the Government in frecing and enfran- 
chising the slaves? Sir, that problem has given grave thought to wiser 
men. My view of this subject is necessarily casual and superficial; but 
I see no occasion for discouragement or despondency about the condi- 
tion of the negro race in the Southern States. On the contrary it is 
my deliberate judgment, in the light of such history as I have been able 
to peruse, that there is nothingin the history of civilization which com- 
pares with the advance made by the African race in the last two cen- 
turies on this continent. 

Itis not just that they should be measured by competition with their 
Anglo-Saxon oppressors. They should be contrasted with their ances- 
tors and their contemporaries in the Dark Continent; in the tropical 
wildernesses where the negro race stillswarms in amazing fecundity and 
unexampled degradation—the lowest in the scale of humanity. The 
character of the aboriginal negro is compounded of instincts at once 
puerile and ferocious; of grotesque vanity and squalid superstition; of 
virtues and vices that appear equally destitute of moral qualities, form- 
8 that the conscience of civilized nations has hitherto 
scarcely revolted against treating them with continued denial of jus- 
tice and making them the unwilling victims of indolence and cupidity. 
Their political society in Africa is only an incoherent aggregation of 
hostile tribes; their religion an infamous and bloody idolatry. They 
have neither history nor literature nor laws, and are scarcely distin- 
guishable in their habits and traits from the beasts that perish. 

But in contrast with this revolting picture look upon the four millions 
of Africans upon this continent. They have become Christians. Their 
souls—and the soul of man is hospitable to great thoughts—their souls 
have risen to the sublimest conceptions which humanity is capable of 
entertaining—one invisible, supreme, and eternal God, the immortality 
of the soul and its conscious existence beyond the grave. In their 
political condition they have advanced, feebly and with halting steps, 
it may be, but they have advanced to the high plane of American citi- 
zenship with reasonable and adequate ideas and conceptions of what 
that implies. Forcenturies they endured unexampled oppression with 
uncomplaining patience; and if during the war that was waged to rivet 
more firmly the chains that bound them there were instances where 
the negroes in the South committed outrages upon the women and 

i who were left to their charge, or destroyed or plundered the 
property that was confided to their care, while their masters were ab- 
sent waging battle to reduce them toa profounder and more hopeless sub- 
jection and servitude, history does not record that fact. And since the 
war closed, having been elevated to citizenship, they have conducted 
themselves with an orderly and tranquil dignity that has justified the an- 


ticipation of those who declared that God had made of one blood all the 
nations of the earth, and has been the amazement and the admiration of 
the civilized world. They have acquired property; they have builded ` 
homes; they have established permanent domestic relations; they have 
deposited their savings in the banks; they have gathered about the 
schoolmaster; they have studied the Bible, and they can be safely left 
alone to work out their destiny under the influences that have operated 
to make all other members of our political society patriotic, intelligent, 
and happy. There is ample ground to warrant the expectation that 
the African race upon the American continent is destined hereafter to 
act no unimportant part in the great drama of our civilization. 

Therefore, Mr. President, admitting that the constitutional power ex- 
ists, which I do not dispute, admitting that we have the right to ap- 
propriate this money from the Treasury, which I do not deny, I con- 
tend that there is nothing in the condition of the South, their resources, 
the relations of the enfranchised slaves, that renders it necessary to call 
this great power into activity, to subvert the principle and practice of 
the public-school system, and to impose this enormous burden under 
false pretenses upon the finances of the nation, 

It has sometimes been intimated that, having produced this condition 
of affairs in the South, the people of the North were unwilling to con- 
tribute to its alleviation. Sir, that stigma does not rest upon me. No 
one will make greater concessions, go farther and stay longer, than I 
will in the exercise of any constitutional power to relieve distress or 
promote the public welfare in any portion of our common country. I 
have not heard the representative of any Southern State make any other 
claim than this, not that they could not educate the Anglo-Saxon, not 
that they could not take care of their white illiterates, but that in con- 
se juence of the resulta of the war they had been subjected to great ad- 
ditional burdens which the North ought in justice and equity to share. 

If that be the object. and purpose of this bill, then let it be soamended 
and framed. If there be any State that, in consequence of impover- 
ished resources, of decrease of tax -paying capacity, of excessive illiteracy 
between the ages ot six and twenty-one years, is unable to provideschools, 
tv hire teachers, to erect school-houses and furnish apparatus, let this be 
declared, and no Senator will vote with wider liberality than I to alle- 
viate the distress. 

If this measure ean be so modified, as I understand the Senator from 
lowa [Mr. ALLISON] proposes, to provide for liberal appropriations from 
the ‘Treasury to support colored schools for children within the pre- 
scribed school ages of the States where they are established, it will be 
a pleasure and a duty to contribute to that result. But unless some 
such method as that can be adopted, unless the false pretenses upon 
which it is supported are abandoned, unless those who are now endeavor- 
ing to promote it relinquish the idea that pecuniary assistance is de- 
manded or will be accented by any portion of this country north of the 
Potomac and the Ohio Rivers, Where the free-school system has been 
fur so many generations successfully maintained by self-imposed tax- 
ation, I shall continue to oppose it. But let me not be misunderstood. 
It is not from hostility nor indifference; but because of my conviction 
that there is one duty alone that rests upon us—the obligation to give 
assistance for the purposes for which aid is n , and not upon the 
injurious pretension that the great States of the North and West, un- 
able or unwilling longer to maintain their public-school system, are 
asking alms from the national Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have taken no share in the general de- 
bate upon this bill, either at the present session or when it passed dur- 
ing the last Congress. My silence is not due to any indifference to the 
great object which is intended to be accomplished, or to any want of 
approbation of the particular method or scheme which is devised here. 
I think there is no single object in public life dearer to me, nostronger 
object of personal desire, than the establishment of a perfect system of 
common-school education over the entire country. But I rise now only 
to correct a misapprehension of the Senator from Kansas who has just 
addressed the Senate. 

I have been familiar from the beginning with this effort for anational 
system of education; I drew the first bill ever proposed, and the first 
bill which ever passed either branch of Congress, some ten or fifteen 
years ago. It was the same bill which, with some changes, I afterward 
introduced in the Senate, and which passed here. That proposition 
never came from the wish, the demand, or the request of the people of 
the South. When it first passed the House of Representatives, in the 
year 1872 or 1873, but three Southern Democratic votes, I think, were 
recorded in its favor. The proposition came from a Northern Repre- 
sentative, was devised by a Northern Representative, was supported 
almost exclusively by Northern Representatives, and was supported all 
over the North by the press, by religious bodies, by educational bodies 
that voiced the sentiment and the wish of the people of the North. Its 
acceptance at the South, with that portion of the South now dominant, 
has been the result of a gradual growth of public sentiment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. My atten- 
tion was diverted a moment ago when the Senator made a statement in 
reference to the vote on the first bill of this character in the other 
House. 

Mr. HOAR. Upon the first bill, according to my recollection, there 
were but three Southern Democratic votes cast in favor of it—Mr. Gol- 
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laday, of Tennessee, and two gentlemen from the State of Kentucky; 
one of them, I believe, was Mr. Standiford. 
` Mr. GEORGE. In what year was that? 
Mr. HOAR. In 1872 or 1873, I think. It seems to me that the 
honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], to whose eloquent ap- 
I listened with admiration, with a large portion of which I most 
eartily and entirely concur, errs in another opinion, which pervades 
his entire speech. It is that Northern States are taxing themselves to 
yield to a demand, or that Southern States are making a demand. This 
bill proceeds upon the d that in a nation in the government of 
which every citizen has an equal share, where the vote of the negro 
on the plantation in Arkansas or Mississippi equals the vote of the mer- 
chant prince in Boston or New York in regard to the measures and 
policies upon which the value of the property and the security of the 
business of the latter is dependent, the education of that citizen, taking 
that ys part in the government of the Republic, is as much the con- 
cern of the merchant prince as it is of the near cir, evden negro on 
the plantation. There is not an interest in which the le of Mas- 
sachusetts or the people of Kansas are concerned which is to be affected 
by the voice of the American peoplein regard to which it is possible to 
draw a distinction between the influence and the power of the illiterate 
pa in Louisiana and the illiterate person in Massachusetts. Itis 
use we are one, itis because their society is our society, it is be- 
cause their interest is our interest, it is because in the sublime triumph 
which ended in 1865 it was determined that hereafter and forever this 
was to be a nation and not an tion of warring and conflicting 
communities held together by a feeble band, that we have a right to 
demand that the national resources shall be poured out to their fullest 
extent to secure for every American citizen that intelligence which is 
necessary to the common benefit and interest of all. 

The honorable Senator from Kansas said yesterday or the day before, 
and repeated it several times, that this bill was an undertaking to ap- 
peal to the liberality or the generosity or the justice of the American 
Con on false and that a State that would accept it would 
pe actuated by the same spirit which would pick a pocket or rob a 


Mr. INGALLS. Or rob a graveyard. 

Mr. HOAR. Or roba graveyard; and the Senator supported that 
proposition by reference to a scheme upon which by this bill the money 
which is to be raised is to be distributed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 21 referred to. 

Mr. HOAR. If I can find the language of the Senator I should like 
to read it. He said: 

Sir, this bill is essentially dishonest, and under section 2 upon the basis of dis- 
tribution that is 8 the States which will take money under this bill are 


ly the same spirit that would induce a man to pick a ket 
When the States to whom this donation $ * 


er read nor write, that Sopa. dishonest. 
of the United States. They do not 
intend to take that money for the purpose of educating those people upon whose 
eens ag obtain it. Let there be no misunderstanding about this matter. 
When States of the South, for whom this money is intended, come here and 
ask that they shall obtain it, and that the basis of ibution shall be the num- 
ber of illiterates above the of ten years without any maximum, they know 
perfectly well, and the — 8 knows, that they are obtaining that money un- 
der false pretenses. 
= — 

That amendment 

Speaking of his own amendment 
was rejected by a vote, I believe, of 17 to 23; and that was a declaration of the 
purpose and the intention of those who are promoting this bill, and that is to 
obtain for the States of the South a vastly greater proportion of this money 
than they are by any reason or any equity entitled to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator ought not to do me an injustice by 
withholding the statement of the ground on which I made that declara- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought I had stated it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course I adhere to my language, but the Sena- 
tor, by reading extracts detached from the remainder, does me an in- 
justice. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let me read further. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not ask the Senator to read all of it, but the 
few lines which he read fail to state the reason I gave for my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. That is whatI wascomingto. I understand the reason 
for the Senator’s statement. He states that the South are engaged ina 
fraudulent combination to get much more than their proportionate share 
of this fund. The Senator bases it upon a provision of the bill that the 
distribution is to be made on the basis of the illiteracy over ten years of 
age, of persons from ten years to ninety, and he says that the just propo- 

sition, which would reduce them more nearly to their proper share, 
would be to base it upon the illiteracy of those persons between ten 
years and twenty-one. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes; of school age. 

Mr. HOAR. Persons of school age. 

Mr. INGALLS. Persons who would receive the benefit of the money. 

Mr. HOAR. Persons who would receive the benefit of the money. 
Now, let us see. I have taken the two States of Massachusetts and 
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Mississippi from the census, which, I suppose, furnish a perfectly fair 
test and sample of the whole thing. Massachusetts the whole num- 
ber of illiterates over ten years of age is 92,980. I ought to say that 
we stand at the head of all communities on the face of the earth in 
regard to the natives, but these illiterates are made up chiefly of foreign 
residents in Massachusetts who have moved there. The number of il- 
literates in Massachusetts over ten years of age, let me repeat, is 92,980. 
The number of illiterates in Mississippi over ten years of age is 373,201. 
So on the basis of the bill Mississippi gets four times as much as Mas- 
sachusetts, with which Massachusetts is entirely content. 

Now the number of illiterates in Massachusetts over twenty-one is 
83,891. Subtracting that from the whole number, the number of illit- 
erates in Massachusetts between ten and twenty-one, which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas would take as a basis, is 9,089; whereas the number 
of illiterates over twenty-one in Mississippi is 235,911, which deducted 
from 373,201 leaves 138,290; so that under the basis p by the 
Senator from Kansas the State of Mississippi, which is trying to cheat 
the United States by false pretenses, would get fifteen times as much as 
Massachusetts, whereas under the basis proposed by the bill she gets 
four times as much. 

Mr. INGALLS. Nothing lies like figures. 

Mr. HOAR. I think sometimes people lie under mistakes from not 
having read their figures before they make their 

Mr. President, I sympathize with the feeling of the Senator from 
Kansas in regard to the present and the future condition of the black 
race, but I look at this thing asa practical question. Ido not care 
whether Mississippi or South Carolina or any other State is to blame 
for not educating or providing for her blacks. I believe that unless the 
United States Government helps do this thing it will not be done, or if 
it be done at all it will be done in the far distant future. I believe if 
the United States Government helps do this thing it will be done; and 
believing that its accomplishment is a local, individual, State concern 
to the people of Massachusetts, as much as it is to the people of any 
other State, that the people of every American State who are to share 
in American citizenship and American Government should be able to 
take an intelligent share in thatcitizenship, Iam willing, and the people 
whom I represent and whose opinions and views I know, are willing, 
that the United States Government shall make this gift from the public 
Treasury; and I should be quite inclined to consent, if it were necessary, 
even to the larger proportion which unwittingly the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Kansas proposed should be given to the le 
of the South and the smaller proportion to the people of the State I 
represent. š 

The people of the South, the white Democrats of the South, have sins 
enough to answer for, before the war, and during the war, and since the 
war. Ijoin my honorable friend from Kansas in hating as the worst 
of crimes the suppression of the vote which honestly belongs to a portion 
of the people in some parts of the country. But I think that people, 
whatever may have been their faults, are not to be justly taunted either 
with seeking by dishonest and false pretense to obtain money by this 
bill from the national Treasury, or with having uttered in the ear of 
the nation a pusillanimous cry for help. This measure is of Northern 
origin, it is of Northern construction, it is of Northern support, it is of 
Northern desire, and it rests upon t constitutional doctrine which 
has been dear to the heart of the le of the North since the Consti- 
tution went into effect, that in matters which affect nationality or 
citizenship the people of the United States are one, that The eye can 
not say unto the hand, I have no need of thee; nor again the head to 
the feet, I have no need of you.“ x 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to report 
at this time from the Committee on the Judiciary three bills for the re- 
moval of political disabilities, which have been considerably delayed 
on account of the delay in getting information from the Departments, 
and in respect of one of whom the gentleman concerned is a very aged 
man, and he wishes when his time comes to leave this world in perfect 
peace with the United States. I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
submit these reports at this time, and I ask for their present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
leave to submit several reports from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the title of the first bill reported will 
be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities 
of Alexander P. Stewart, of La Fayette County, Mississippi. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? > 

Mr. BLAIR. Are they likely to take any time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not any time at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state that it appears in this case, as in the 
two others which I shall submit, that there are regular and respectful 
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tions and that these gentlemen are not indebted to the United 
tates; so they come within the rule. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report House bill No. 3827 of thesame character. 

The bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
L. Rosser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the 
Senators present voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present one other report of a similar character, 
House bill No. 4409. - 

The bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. 
Butler, of Missouri, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the afirmative). 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WILSON] is entitled tothe floor. Does the Senator from Kentucky rise 
to the bill which has just been passed? 

Mr. BECK. I only rose to ask if that is the last bill of that char- 
acter now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These are the only three that have 
been presented. 

Mr. BECK. I voted for them all, as I always do, and I only rose to 
say that Ido not knowany smaller business for the Senate of the United 
States to be engaged in now than in peddling out bills for the removal 
of disabilities. I have endeavored for years to have a general bill 

so that this thing should not be done. While I vote for each 
one I do not know that I can express my idea on the subject of the 
smallness of the business of peddling them out now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has passed. The Senator 
from Maryland is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I think the Senator from Kentucky does the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and the Senate greatinjustice. He is entitled 
to his opinion, and the rest of us are entitled to ours. All that the 
United States asks of any person now, arespectable and a good citizen, 
to relieve him from the penalty that the Constitution has im upon 
him for violating his oath, and deserting the Constitution that he 
sworn to support, and making war against the United States is, that he 
shall present a respectful petition showing that he is ready to give up 
fighting the United States any longer and has paid the debts that he 
owes to the United States for moneys that he received in his official 
character. If the Senator thinks that is peddling out the removal of 
disabilities, he is entitled to his opinion. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland has the 
floor. Does he yield further? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President. 

Mr. BECK. One moment, if I may be allowed. Twelve years ago 
the House of Representatives, then having a three-fourths Republican 
majority, passed a bill under the lead of a former Representative from 
Tennessee, Mr. Maynard, removing all disabilities. Before that time 
the Senate had done it, but it never was done at the same timein both 
Houses. It may be a gratification to the Senator from Vermont, after 
both the Senate and the House have come to an agreement to remove 
all disabilities, now to be peddling out separate relief bills. If so, in 
the present condition of the Senate I can not prevent him from being 
so gratified. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


money to be expended within the States for purposes outside of Federal 
control, and lying exclusively within the reserved rights and duties of 
the States. 

Right here, in the first attempt to appropriate out of the national 
Cireng money raised by taxation for the maintenance of publicschools, 
witha disclaimer on the of the friends of the bill of any desire 
or power to shape or control State school systems, we find the baldest 
attempts to dictate to the States how those systems shall be ordered 
and ted. It first provides that so many millions of dollars shall 
be distributed among the States for the support of common schools upon 
the basis of illiteracy. If it stopped there it would be such a law as 
its advocates alone claim the power to enact. But the bill further pro- 
ceeds to prescribe a course of studies as a condition precedent to the en- 
joyment of its bounty. It is perfectly manifest that if we have the 
right to prescribe one course of study of the simplest kind we have the 
right in like manner to enforce another of a still higher grade; or, in 
other words, we can take of that entire branch of school legis- 
lation, giving the State the alternative of conforming to our will or of 
losing all claim to her share of such apportionment. 

Another section provides that unless a State raises by home taxation 
as much money as her apportionment under the law would give her 
she shall forfeit the difference between the amount she does raise and 
the amount of her apportionment. Thus, she must adapt her legisla- 
tion to this bill in the exercise of her sovereign right of taxation or pay 
the penalty of disobedience. 

Another section forbids the spending of any of the money allotted to 
a State toward building school-houses. It makes the erection of more 
school-houses absolutely necessary to the full fruition of this money in 
many of the States, but im upon such States the necessity of fur- 
ther State taxation for such new school-houses or makes them forfeit 
all right to any share of this common fund. 

Another section provides that no money shall be paid out to any State 
which shall not have provided a system of free common schools for all 
its children of school age, without distinction of race or color, either in 
the raising or in the distributing of school revenues, or in the school 
facilities afforded. Several States, as their laws now stand, must report 
systems in a greater or less degree not conformable to this requirement, 
Such States, then, must forfeit all claim to any share of this fund, whilst 
bearing their full share of the burdens of taxation, or hasten to con- 
form their laws to the dictation of Congress. 

Now, let us not be told that Congress does not actually establish any 
school'system in a State by direct and positive legislation, but only en- 
acts conditions precedent which we must conform to if we desire to reap 
any benefit from this legislation. Such a law, it is plain, will provea 
direct and powerful agency toward States in such law-making 
as Congress chooses to impose upon them. It will be an entering wedge 
to the control of State systems of education, to be driven home by the 
prew influences of great and much-coveted largesses on the one 

d and of heavy punishments by way of forfeitures on the other. 
If it were in the power of a State to escape taxation while rejecting 
all benefit from such a law there would be but little practical hard- 
ship. Butshe must pay her quota of taxation, while if she does not 
bow the knee to Federal dictation like a whipped child she is driven 
away from the table and is not permitted to partake of the feast. 

If the representatives of the States and people once succumb to this 
species of legislation, then indeed will our States and people lie pros- 
trate at the feet of Federal power. This Government can tax the peo- 
ple ad libitum—$70,000,000 per annum, if they choose, instead of an 
average of $7,000,000 for school purposes; and then debar any State 
from the enjoyment of any share of this enormous burden until she 
complies with any conditions Congress sees fit toimpose. If we can 
donate public money for schools, prescribing rules to which States must 
accede by corresponding legislation, what is to hinder Co from 
appropriating money to improve the road systems of the States, with 
like provisions for forfeitures upon the non-compliance with prescribed 
conditions? Andso with the police systems and other great branches 


.| of the State’s legislative powers. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 

tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
of common schools, . 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, Ido not propose to make 
u speech on this bill; but since it offers a goodly sum of to my 
State for school purposes, I wish very briefly to make known the rea- 
sons why I can not vote to receive it. 

I believe it is usual, when one is invited to a feast, to give his excuses 
why he can not partake of the proffered hospitality. Every one who 
has spoken in favor of this measure—at least on this side of the House 
has distinctly stated that all the power claimed for Congress is to ap- 
propriate money forthe benefit of schools within the States, all the time 
most emphatically disclaiming all right to control by legislation their 
school systems, which are conceded to be exclusively within the sphere 
of State action. I shall view the question entirely in the light of such 
concessions, without committing myself to the power of appropriation 


thusclaimed. Conceding, then, for thesake of the argument, the power 
thus claimed, the measure before us forcibly demonstrates the dangers 
and abuses likely to result from an attempt by Congress to appropriate 


Sir, such legislation as the bill before us initiates is nothing but the 
beginning of a system which would enable the General Government, 
by tempting gifts on the one hand and crushing forfeitures on the other, 
to briog the States into the most disgraceful of all subjections, based 
in equal degrees upon the ignoble motives of greed and fear. 
` The simple truth must be, Mr. President, and common sense so de- 
clares, that when subjects like education, internal police, and road sys- 
tems are clearly committed to the States their jurisdiction over such 
matters is conclusive, and Congress has nothing whatever to do with 
them. Being reserved to the States, it is their business not only to 
legislate on such subjects but to support them by all needful taxation. 
If Congress has the power to aid in their support, we have just as much 
power to support them altogether; and all experience teaches that the 
power which supports will control. 

I have not the slightest idea that the support supplied by this bill 
will end with the eight years. The State systems—especially in the 
South—will be enlarged and made more costly by your gifts; so thatat 
the end of that term of years their proportions will have outgrown the 
ability of the States to manage, and especially will have outrun their 
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disposition to maintain, after they have leaned so long upon a more 
powerful arm. The eight years will not have materially reduced the 
mass of illiteracy; and rather than surrender the benefits gained, by re- 
committing the school systems entirely to feeble and inadequate hands, 
the same order of things will be continued, with extended control on 
the part of Co and increased subserviency on the part of the 
States, all of which will end in a grand national scheme of education, 
with a great central bureau at Washington supervising and directing 
every detail of common-school education throughout the country. 

Sir, there is no safety to our institutions but in confining both the 
General Government and the States within their legitimate powers and 
duties, both as to appropriations and legislation. Let the States be 
never so jealous and ed, power will always be tending from the 
many to the few. But if the States come and beseech the General Gov- 
ernment to assume their proper functions and to bear their burdens, 
and to overshadow them with its powers in matters with which it was 
never intended to interfere, and which it can notin any wise deal with- 
out the State’s consent, then, indeed, will the march of empire toward 
this capital be fearfully accelerated. 

Let Congress, under the assumed or real power of appropriating the 
public money toward other purposes than those growing out of their 
enumerated powers, strive to stamp out cattle plagues or alleviate the 
destitution of storm or plague stricken people either at home or abroad, 
or erect a grand national university in this beautiful city; for such mat- 
ters are either occasional and evanescentin their character, or may be re- 
ferred to other grants of power to Congress, and are not important to 
be controlled by the States, in order to preserve their dignity and their 
rightful status in our dual of government; but let us keep our 
hands away from our State school systems, for which we have not and 
never claimed the power to legislate, and even now disclaim such power, 
while all the while we are insiduously imposing the heavy hand of 
power on them and are treacherously bringing gifts, in return for which 
we demand that they shall conform their legislation to our will or lose 
all benefit of the taxation, the burden of which they have helped to 
bear. 

While I would not and do not battle for the rights of the States to 
render them powerful and aggressive as against the General Govern- 
ment, I do most anxiously and most earnestly beseech that all their 
plain and undisputed rights and jurisdiction shall be most sacredly 
guarded, as the only security we have on earth to be at once free and 
the citizens of an almost illimitable empire. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, in view of the full and exhaustive 
discussion of this bill, I have no wish to delay the action of theSenate 
by prolonging the debate, and will therefore content myself by putting 
upon record, without argument or elaboration, some of the reasons which 
will control my vote. 

Believing as I do, and as I think has been clearly shown by the ar- 
guments and authorities cited by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN] and the two Senators from Texas, that Congress has no power 
under the Constitution to levy and collect taxes and appropriate the 
money so collected to this purely State purpose of maintaining a system 
of common schools, I shall record my vote against the passage of the 
bill. 

But if it was free from all constitutional objection I should still oppose 
it, for the reason that the money to be appropriated for this purpose, 
whether taken from the treasury of the several States or from the Fed- 
eral Treasury, is drawn by taxation from the pockets of the people of 
the several States and Territories. And as the people have to pay these 
$77,000,000, it becomes a matter of interest to them to ascertain the 
method by which it can be paid with the least inconvenience and injury 
to themselves. 

If collected under the direct-tax system of the States every dollar 
drawn from their earnings would go into the Treasury less the small 
commission for collection. And they would get the benefit of all that 
they were compelled to pay—each citizen having contributed in propor- 
tion to his wealth and his ability to pay. Not so, however, under the 
Federal system of taxation; about two-thirds of our Federal revenues 
being collected under our tariff laws, in the practical operations of which, 
to get $1 into the Treasury they are compelled to pay many dollars in 
the way of bounty to the protected home manufacturers, and the poorest 
man often compelled to pay as much.as the most wealthy. 

Therefore, on the score of economy as well as of right, I would leave 
the matter of common-school education to the States, where it properly, 
legitimately, and exclusively belongs. 

I will not consent that the people of Tennessee shall be taxed to edu- 
cate the children of Massachusetts or Louisiana. Nor would I consent 
to tax the people of Massachusetts or Louisiana to educate the children 
of Tennessee. Nor do I wish to consult either the representatives or 
people of other States as to how much the people of Tennessee shall be 
taxed to pos 3 rd their own domestic institutions, educational or others, 
Nor do I to be consulted or in any manner interfere with the ad- 
ministration of the domestic affairs of any State other than my own. 
Nor would I ever consent to see the strong hand of Federal power ex- 
tended into any State for the purpose of controlling or in any manner 
interfering with its domestic affairs. 

Each State is the best judge of its own educational necessities, and 
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the extent to which it is able to meet them, and should be left free to 
determine for itself, and to provide for these necessities in its own way. 
And even though it may not be able to provide for them as fully as it 
may desire, is it for that reason, to assume the rôle of mendicant and 
ask alms at the hands of its more fortunate neighbors? If so, let it beg 
in the ordinary way, and not through the coercive power of the revenue 
laws of the United States. 

Those of us who oppose this bill can well afford to rest the case upon 
the arguments and authorities already referred to. That it will pass 
the Senate, however, is a foregone conclusion. I seein it seventy-seven 
millions of reasons why it will pass. 

Mr. MAXEY. I give notice now that when the bill is reported to 
the Senate I shall offer in the Senate the same amendment which I of- 
fered in Committee of the Whole, proposing to add after the word 
Treasury in the fourth line of the first section the words not oth- 
erwise appropriated,” &c. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Was not that amendment passed npon? 

Mr. MAXEY. It will not take me three minutes to state what I 
wish to say. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Was not that amendment passed upon; and, 
if so, can it be offered again just as it was before? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the amend- 
ment has been upon in committee, and that it can be renewed 
in the Senate. i 

Mr. MAXEY. I have a right to renew it in the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to hear what occurred in 
committee, because I prefer to have it stated here. Was not the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas offered beſore and passed upon in the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
floor. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will now give my reasons for renewing the amend- 
ment in the Senate. When the amendment was offered in Committee 
of the Whole I stated that I was not prepared to say whether the usual 
words, not otherwise appropriated,” had been left out by accident or 
design. I afterward heard the statement made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, which I will read, and I now think it was not done 
byaccident. Last Wednesday evening he said, as printed in the RECORD 
of February 18, page 1513: 

This bill is the result of three months’ debate and careful examination, and 
the closest possible scrutiny by the Republican caucus in the last Congress. 
They considered every line and syllable, every abbreviation and every punctua- 
tion point, and it was thought that the bill was as sufficiently restricted and close 
in its provisions with reference to the cxpenditure of this money as the wit of 
man could make it. 

Now, I am satisfied that those words were left out with a design, and 
for this purpose: The argument has been made on this floor that no dol- 
lar can be placed in the Treasury by taxation except to carry out one of 
the enumerated powers in the Constitution, but that after the money 
gets into the Treasury, then, under the general-welfare clause of the 
Constitution, it can be paid out without the slightest regard to the enu- 
merated powers. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is this an amendment that has been acted 
upon ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not desire to be interrupted. 

- Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If it is an amendment that has been acted 
upon in Committee of the Whole I have a right, or any other Senator 
has a right, to ask that it shall be printed anew and laid upon the desks 
of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask now that it shall be printed anew 
before it is acted upon. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ishould be glad to go on with what I have to say. 
r The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has the 

oor. 

Mr. MAXEY. As the bill now stands it reads, There shall be an- 
nually appropriated from the money in the the following 
sums. That language would possibly give ground for the most falla- 
cious argument that was ever offered on the floor of any legislative body; 
but to put the words in which I offered to put in, ‘‘ not otherwise ap- 
propriated.“ and especially excepting out the class of debt to which I 
referred, the current expenses of the Government, the interest on the 
publicdebt, the sinking fund, and the large amount which we have agreed 
to vote for pensions, then this would not go out of the Treasury, but 
would have to be collected by taxation, and away would go that argu- 
ment. 

The Senator from Iowa, in the short discussion he had upon that 
point, admitted the proposition that if we passed this bill the money 
would have to be raised by taxation if necessary, or even by a loan if 
necessary, in order to comply with it, and thus that argument passed 
by the board. 

Therefore I say that when we go before the country on this bill the 
bill should state the truth. It should say that what we design and 
intend if the bill passes is that the people of this country are to be 
taxed to carry it out, and if that be true, then those who have made 
this argument concede themselves that the money has to be raised by 
taxation; that there being no grant of power in the Constitution to 
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authorize that taxation, we have no right to make it. It is for that 
reason that I make the proposition to amend the first section of the 
bill as I have indicated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn to Monday next. 

Several Senators. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say Tuesday. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to have an 
amendment reprinted? 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask that the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas shall be reprinted, if it is to be reoffered, so that we may 
know exactly what we are doing with amendments to this bill. I be- 
lieve that that is a request which is usually granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has not yet 
offered his amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
menced his remarks. 

Mr. MAXEY. I gave notice that when the bill passed into the Sen- 
ate I should offer it. That is according to the rules of the Senate, and 
it is what I propose to do. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to have it printed. I know what 
the amendment is, but it is better to have it on the desks of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas in- 
sist on his motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to withhold his motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withhold the motion for the purpose of allow- 
ing the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer some amendments intended to be proposed to 
the bill so that they may be printed before the next meeting of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the proposed 
amendments will be received and printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to allow me to 
make an inquiry of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withhold the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR, I was unable to hear the Senator from Texas. I ask 
the attention of the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
appeals to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I was able to hear very little of what 
the Senator from Texas either said or read. I gathered that he inferred 
that there was some indirection or some sleight-of-hand work with ref- 
erence to the first section of the bill. I was not aware of any; and I 
am sure I can not make any statement without knowing precisely what 
he said. There is no objection to the Senator offering any amend- 
ment, whether it has been passed upon already ornot. I have no desire 
whatever to prevent any amendment being offered. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator belongs to the sanhedrim, and I do not 
belong to that body. 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will change my motion, at the request of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and move that when the Senate ad- 
journ hay, be be to meet on Tuesday next. The Senate appreciate the 
reason for that. If we meet on Monday we shall immediately adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
125) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After thirty-fivé minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


I understood him to offer it before he com- 


The question is on the motion of the 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations received the 18th day of February, 1886. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Pay Inspector Richard Washington, to be a pay director in the Navy, 
from “the 5th February, 1886, vice —— Russell, retired. 
Pa. Francis H. Swan, to be pay inspector in the Na , from 
the 5th February, 1886, vice Washington, promoted. 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Lawrence . Boggs, to be a paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 28th January, 1886, vice McConnell, retired. 
Lieut. Samuel W. B. Diehl, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 9th January, 1886, vice Wood, 


Navy, from the 9th January, 1886, vice Diehl, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles J. Train, to be a commander in the Navy, 
from the 17th January, 1886, rice Hayward, deceased. 

Lieut. Frederick W. Crocker, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886, vice Train, promoted. 

Lieut. Reginald F. Nicholson, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886, vice Crocker, promoted. 

Ensign James C. Gillmore, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886, vice Nicholson, junior grade, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. Robert M. Berry, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 4th February, 1886, rice Cutts, deceased. 

Lieut. Edmund B. Underwood, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 4th February, 1886, vice Berry, promoted. 

Ensign Louis W. Piepmeyer, to be a lieutenant, janior grade, in the 
Navy, aro the 4th February, 1886, vice Underwood, junior grade, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 20th January, 1886, vice Hadden, deceased. 

Ensign Benjamin Tappan, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 20th January, 1886, rice Lemly, junior grade, pro- 
moted. 

Executive nominations received the 19th day of February, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Charles B. Harmon, of Maine, to be marshal of the United States, 
for the district of Maine, vice George D. Bisbee, whose term expires Feb- 
ruary 20, 1886. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Benjamin M. Blackburn, to bepostmasterat Madison, Morgan County, 
Georgia, vice David S. Johnston, failed to qualify and not commissioned. 

Lewis H. Mills, to be postmaster at Carthage, Jefferson County, New 
York, vice Lloyd G. Chase, commission expired. 

WITHDRAWAL. 
Nomination withdrawn the 19th day of February, 1886. 

Christopher Franks, to be marshal of the United States for the dis- 
trict of California. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 17, 1886. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF DAKOTA. 
Maris Taylor, of Yankton, Dak., to be surveyor-general of Dakota. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Leigh O. Knapp, of Raton, Colfax County, New Mexico, to be re- 
ceiver of public moneys at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

Downer T. Bramble, of Yankton, Dak., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Water- 
town, Dak. 

POSTMASTERS, 

W. B. Colston, to be postmaster at Martinsburg, in the county of 
Berkeley and State of West Virginia. 

Newton S. Barus, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 19, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

William M. Campbell, of Minnesota, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota. 

John Christian Frank, of California, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of California. 

ARMY. 

First Lieut. Thomas C. Davenport, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant Fourth Artillery. 

First Lieut. Joseph 3 of the Fourth Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant Ninth Cavalry. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 19, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

COPIES OF REVISED STATUTES FOR LIBRARY. : 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of State, reporting that, in compliance with the resolution 
of the House of January 26, 1886, 100 copies of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States and of the Supplement thereto will be furnished the 
1 the House; which was referred to the Committee on the 

rary. 
FEEBLE-MINDED CHILDREN OF THE DISTRICT. 
SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 


The SP Secretary 
Ensign Lovell K. Reynolds, to be a lientenant, junior grade, in the | of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of the Interior 
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of appropriations for the education of the feeble-minded children of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1885, and June 
30, 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAWS OF ARIZONA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of the session laws of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona for the year 1885; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 


PETER MACK ET AL. VS, UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of orders and findings 
of fact in that court in the case of Peter Mack et al. vs. the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; which were read twice, referred to the committees 
named, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Ken- 
are D iy penitentiary—to the Committee on Claims. 

ill (8. 94) for for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science and to prevent 
the desecration of graves—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

A bill (S. 353) for the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner of 
C. M. & J. D. Morrison—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. spite to provide for an American register for the steamship 
Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Select Committee on Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

A bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the Cit- 
izens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

A bill (8. 4032 for the relief of Capt. C. H. Warrens—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1055) to amend section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in relation to trespassers on Indian lands to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

JAMES CLIFFORD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 738) for the 
relief of James Clifford; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent to put that bill upon its 
passage at this time. I will state that the same bill, verbatim et literatim, 
has been reported from the Committee on Claims and is now pending on 
the Calendar. It is a very meritorious measure, and I think will be 

without objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of this bill. The bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the sum of $576.70 shall be paid to James We 


Fort Smith, Ark. , out of any money in the not otherwise appropriated. 
in pay ment for iron doors and windows furnished for the United jail at 
Fort Smith, in the western of Ar! „during the year 1874, under em- 


ployment by the jailer, 


55 Is there ohjection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire if this bill has been considered 
by a committee of the House? 

Mr. ROGERS. It has; and it has been reported both this session 
and last session. I think this is the fourth time this bill has been re- 
rted by a committee of this House, and it is now on the Calendar. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will give a 


brief explanation of the bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould like to hear an explanation, reserving the 
right to object. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] re- 
serves the right to object. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ido not think that is regular. I have no 
objection to the bill being considered, but I do not wish to have its 
consideration rest on the ability of the gentleman in charge of it to 
convince one man in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. In 1874 there were imprisoned in the jail at my town, 
the Federal jail, under the exclusive control of the Federal Government, 
and belonging to the Government, about one hundred prisoners, and 
they were still coming in, the court at Fort Smith being the court which 
exercises jurisdiction over the Indian Territory. The marshal of the 
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district was at that time absent with a batch of prisoners to be confined 
at Detroit, Mich. In his absence it became necessary, by reason of want 
of space in the single room in which these prisoners were confined, to 
make some changes in another room adjoining and to strengthen both 
rooms, that the prisoners might be safely kept. The jailer in charge 
employed this man, whose personal integrity and character I have pleas- 
ure in vouching for, in doing this work, including the making and hang- 
ing of some iron doors and windows for the jail. This old man, in the 
utmost innocence and good faith, went forward and did this work. It 
turned out the jailer had no authority to make the contract, and when 
the account for the work was referred to the Department of Justice it 
declined to order the claim to be paid, as there was no authority for do- 
ing the work. Itaccepted the work, and to my personal knowledge, up 
to the hour I left home, the Government was enjoying the benefit of 
that work. The old man was driven to bring his case to Congress, and 
has been here since 1874 asking for the payment of this claim. 

It has been reported upon favorably by every committee of both Houses 
of Congress, I believe, from that time till the present, yet it has never 
been reached upon the Calendar. The correctness of the claim is sworn 
to by the marshal and by the jailer who employed Mr. Clifford to do this 
work; it is certified to by the Federal judge now presiding over that 
court—a gentleman who was once a member of this body, and who 
says the work was absolutely n in order to safely keep these 
prisoners, and resulted economically to the Government by dispensing 
with guards that had been previously necessary for the safe-keeping of 
the prisoners. The Government has enjoyed the benefits of the work 
from that day to this. In my judgment, no more honest and straight- 
forward claim was ever presented to Congress than this little claim due 
to an old man now past seventy years of age, and who has been knock- 
ing wry doors of Congress since 1874 to get payment for his labor and 
material. 

A MEMBER. What is the amount? 

Mr. ROGERS. A little over $500. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the Committee of the Whole 
House will be discharged from the further consideration of House bill 
No. 75, providing for the payment of this claim, and the bill will be 
laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. KELLEY. With entire respect to the House and all its mem 
bers, I renew my request to incorporate in my remarks on the bill dis- 
posed of yesterday for the relief of Fitz-John Porter the review of the 
testimony, which I propose to substitute fora review of my own. I 
ask leave to print it in connection with my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
asks unanimous consent to incorporate in his remarks on the bill for the 
relief of Fitz-John Porter a review of the testimony by Judge-Advocate- 
General Holt. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, the war being over, the tide of battle 
having moved away, I am in favor of general amnesty; and therefore 
Jam entirely willing that the gentleman should print all he desires. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the leave requested by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be granted. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask permission to print inthe RECORD a review 
of Judge Holt’s paper. 

The SPEAKER. By whom? 

Mr. WHEELER. I have prepared it myself. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD a review of the paper which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylyania has obtained leave to print. 

Mr. STEELE, I object. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MAYBURY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for ten days. 

JOSEPH FRANCIS. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration a joint resolution (H. Res, 125) which has been reported 
favorably by the Committee on Commerce. I ask that it may be read 
subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
iu Congress assembled, That in view of = life-long services to humanity and to 
his country of the now venerable J «tpn anny in the construction and per- 
fection of aay oe appliances by wh thousands of lives have been 
petty den the thanks oi be, and are —— y, tendered to Joseph Francis; 
and that the President of the United States is hereby au to cause to be 


thorized 
repared a gold medal, with a suitable eo to be presented to Mr, Fran- 
Sis. in recognition of — 


ol his eminent services, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration of this resolution, 
and proceeding to its consideration? 

Mr. COX. I would like to know what will be the effect of the pas- 
sage of this resolution—whether it confers any privileges or emolu- 
ments. 

Mr. HEWITT. No privileges follow a vote of thanks by 
except to an officer of the Army or Navy. Therefore Mr. Francis will 
take nothing by the passage of this resolution beyond securing a rec- 
oghition of services which, according to the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Commerce, should be recognized in this way. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Can we have the report read? 

Mr. HEWITT. It may be read if the gentleman so desires. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr] whether this resolution proposes to give to Mr. 
Francis the credit of having invented the surf-boat ? 

Mr. HEWITT. It does not. The resolution does not pass on that 
question. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a question upon which there is some dispute, 
and one in which a gentleman of my district has an interest. There- 
fore I could not allow this resolution to go through without objection 
if it embraced anything of that kind. 

Mr. HEWITT. It does not. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and 
the House proceeded to consider the same. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


and was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint reso- 


lution. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I supposed that the gentleman from New 


York was about to have the report read in his time. 
Mr. HEWITT. There is a report which can be read. I supposed 
the House was quite content to vote, and therefore I did not ask to have 


it read. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I asked to have the report read, and the 


gentleman assented. I supposed it would be read in his time. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Intron) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred the memorials of the 
New York Chamber of Commerce and the American Institute of New York, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

The joint resolutions offered by the committee propose nothing more than the 
recognition by the Government of the United States of the eminent services ren- 
dered by Mr. Joseph Francis to the cause of humanity by furnishing an avenue 
of escape from a watery ve to the thousands of unfortunate beings who are 
yearly cast away on the shores of the oceans and great lakes. 

Previous to the invention of the liſe- saving appliances of Mr. Francis the wreck 
of a vessel on thestorm-swept shores of the sea was certain death to allor nearly 
all on board. In early life his attention was attracted to the great loss of lifeand 

perty along the Atlantic coast. His heart was moved to sympathy for the 
s number of helpless beings who were yearly swept away, and his active 
pos set to work to provide some means by which they might be transported 
n safety from the vessel to the shore. Encouraged by the partial success of his 
early efforts, he persevered in making improvement after improvement, until 
his inventive genius culminated in the construction of the first perfect life-car 
in the year 1818. It was not, however, until January, ! that an oppor- 
tunity to test the efficiency of his iuvention. At that time “the British ship Ayr- 
shire. ving become disabled, was driven on shore at Squan Beach during a 
ic snow-storm, She had two hundred and one souls on board, and after 
per ap beach lay there stranded, the sea breaking over her and the surf 
rolling in so high thatit was impossible for any boat to reach her.“ 

Through the instrumentality of the mortar and line a hawser was stretched 
from the shore to the ship, and along this passway the life-car made frequent 
trips, until two hundred out of the two hundred and one persons on board were 
carried over the boiling surf in safety to the land. 

This successful experiment at once brought Mr. Francis and his life-car into 

inence before the civilized world. Everywhere, except in his own coun- 
ry, his services in the cause of humanity were fitly recognized; and now, in the 
eighty-fifth year of his age, as the last honor which is to crown his well t life, 
he asks his own Government to award him a suitable testimonial of his worth 
and life-long devotion to the welfare of his fellow-man. In this request he is 
sustained by the American Institute of New York and by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, both of which bodies have memorialized “the 
Congress of the United States to take such action in tion of the great serv- 
ices to the country and to humanity of Joseph Francis as in its wisdom it may 
deem most fitting and proper.” 

Mr. Francis asks no pension or pecuniary reward, but simply some acknow- 
ledgment from the Government of his native country of his honorable life and 

ent services in the cause of humanity. - 

In view of these facts the Committee on Commerce beg leave to report the ac- 
companying joint resolution, and recommend its adoption. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I will have to object to the consideration 
of this joint resolution at the present time, and I will briefly state the 
reasons—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that the resolution is now under consideration, the question 
being on its passage, it having been already ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

7 7 SCOTT. Then I will make a brief explanation of my objection 

i 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable. 

Mr. SCOTT. The question as to who originated or conceived the 
idea of the life-saving boat was between Mr. Joseph Francis and Capt. 
Douglas Otti of the United States Revenue Marine. Some fifteen 
years ago the 


of the United States voted to Captain Ottinger, 


as a reward for the invention and origination of the life-boat, the sum 
of $10,000, which was a voluntary contribution on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to Captain Ottinger, made entirely with- 
out his solicitation. 

Now, sir, this resolution is introduced here in behalf of Mr. Francis, 
and as a reward for the same invention. 

Captain Ottinger is a man of over ninety years of age; he has served 
his country faithfully, and he has had the credit of inventing the-life- 
boat, which invention has been acknowledged by the Congress of the 
United States by making, as I have said, a voluntary contribution to 
him of $10,000. 

That is the correct history of the life-boat up to date, and now, with- 
out giving Captain Ottinger an opportunity of being heard, this resolu- 
tion is brought in from the Committee on Commerce and reported here 
to this House for its passage—a resolution which, if adopted, takes the 
credit of this invention away from the man to whom it properly be- 
longs and gives it to another. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Committee on Commerce had given the inventor 
of this life-boat an opportunity to come before them and to have pre- 
sented his claim for the credit of the invention I should have raised no 
objection to the consideration of the matter now. Because he has not 
had an opportunity to be heard I am compelled to offer my objection, 
and I hope (and if in order I shall make the motion to recommit it) 
that it will be recommitted to the Committee on Commerce for further 
consideration. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania un- 
fortunately misapprehends the natureand scopeof this resolution. The 
origin of this resolution, let me state to him, is a petition from the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York and from the Amer- 
ican Institute of the City of New York, both institutions of the most 
reputable character and of the highest standing throughout the nation, 
that the services of Joseph Francis be i 

The petitions do not pretend to pass judgment upon the services o. 
any other man; and if the gentleman to whom the member from Penn- 
sylvania has referred has already received from Congress recognition 
and a gift of $10,000, this fact certainly should interpose no objection 
to a simple recognition of the services rendered by another man, which 
are in no way in denial or contravention of the claim of the pers.n to 
whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania refers. 

The name of Joseph Francis, Mr. Speaker, in the State of New York 
and among mercantile men throughout this country isa household word. 
In the year 1844 it happened that I myself experienced the horrors of a 
shipwreck. My own attention was directed therefore to all appliances 
for the saving of life from shipwreck, and I recall as though it were 
but yesterday the intense interest with which the people of the city 
of New York waited for news of the British ship Ayrshire, which had 
been disabled and driven ashore on Squan Beach in a terrific storm in 
January, 1850. Under such circumstances human life had always per- 
ished. It was in such a shipwreck that Margaret Fuller went down, 
and mankind was deprived of one of the most brilliant characters it 
had ever produced. But in 1850 Joseph Francis had perfected his life- 
boat and furnished the Government at his own charge with all of the 
appliances needed for making the necessary tests, by means of which 
a bawser was thrown to the Ayrshire, the life-car was connected with 
the ship, and two hundred out of the two hundred and one lives ex- 
posed to peril were saved. 

It was, Mr. Speaker, the first instance in the history of shipwreck 
that suchathing had been accomplished. Mr. Francis received a perfect 
ovation. I remember well going to him myself and thanking him from 
the bottom of my heart for this great and humane invention. From 
that hour shipwrecks lost very much of their terror upon our American 
coast. Mr. Francis went with his invention to Europe and wasgreeted 
with honors wherever he went ; England, France, Russia, all received 
him with welcome and commendation, accepting his inventions and ac- 
knowledging their worth to humanity. But from his own country 
alone he has never received official recognition. Now in his old age, 
and he is eighty-five years of age, he comes here not of his own motion, 
but on a request of two great commercial bodies of this country, and 
asks that this simple and well-deserved tribute be granted to him. He 
does not want to deprive of his full share of credit any other man who 
is entitled to it. I do not want to take away one single item of credit 
that may justly belong to the officer to whom my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania refers. But as to the merits of Joseph Francis, there is no word 
of mine that can enhance them, and if they were personally known to 
this House as they are to me and my constituents, certainly no objec- 
tion would have been raised on this floor to the passage of this resolu- 
tion. - 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House 
to one more fact. Mr. Francis’s whole life has been devoted to the 
construction of life-saving machines. There has not been a movement 
made, either on this continent or in Europe, for the past twenty-five 
years, in connection with this subject, that Mr. Francis has not been 
perfectly conversant with. As I said in the remarks I have just made, 
when the question as to who was the inventor of the surf-boat was 
made, it was sent to the Congress of the United States to decide as to 
who was that inventor. Mr. Francis then had full opportunity to ap- 


1648 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


ee Pe ß ⁊ð ß ete ye eee 


FEBRUARY 19, 


pear before the committees of this House and put in his claim. He did 
not do so. He made no such claim, but he showed the Congress of the 
United States to pass a bill, as I have stated, contributing $10,000 to the 
man who had invented the surf-boat. 

Sir, the $10,000 the Congress of the United States donated to that old 
man was nothing to him in comparison to the reputation he wanted to 
leave to his children, that he had invented the surf-boat by which all 
these lives had been saved and by which all the lives in the future 
will be saved. 

But the passage of this joint resolution robs that old man of the credit 
to which he is entitled and puts it into the hands of one who was not 
the inventor and whom the Congress of the United States has decided 
was not the inventor. 

Mr. HEWITT. Will my friend from Pennsylvania kindly state 
whose life-boat it was that saved two hundred out of two hundred and 
one lives on the ship Ayrshire in the year 1850, the first time that ever 
the life-car was used for such purpose? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the question. 

Mr. HEWITT. Who built that car? 

Mr. SCOTT. In one minute. 

Mr. HEWITT. Who furnished it? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill answer your question if you will wait one minute. 
I would not leave that question to the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of New York, or to any other commercial body, It is a question 
that must be submitted and decided by proof and by evidence, and not 
by an ex conclusion such as your committee or your commercial 
bodies in the city of New York arrived at. 

Mr. HEWITT. My friend does not answer my question. Who built 
the liſe- car? Who furnished the life- car that saved two hundred out of 
the two hundred and one lives on the ship Ayrshire in 1850? 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend from New York will pardon me fora 
moment to make an inquiry. As I understand it this joint resolution 
does not refer to the discoverer of the surf-boat. 

Mr. HEWITT. I have already stated, in answer to the question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it does not pretend to determine the 

uestion of invention, but simply recognizes the services that Mr. 
Francis has rendered to humanity in connection with life-saving inven- 


tions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And does not refer specifically as to who made the 
invention ? 

Mr. HEWITT. Not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ibegpardon. The report of this committee absolutely 
specifies and ore what this joint resolution is for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwould like to have the joint resolution read again. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the joint resolution will 
be again read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. WITT. I think it will be apparent to every member of the 
Honse that the joint resolution does not enter into the question of title 
at all to any cular invention. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Will the gentleman from New York pardon me for 
a moment? Is there anything in the report which alludes to it? 

Mr. HEWITT. Nothing so far as I can understand the report. It 
speaks of this invention of Mr. Francis as having been used in 1850. 
It was so used. It does notrefer to any other invention. If any other 
was then used I never heard of it; and if so this does not refer to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It refers to the life-car. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, to the life-car and not to the surf-boat. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will raise no objection to the passage of the joint reso- 
Iution if the life-car is not in the report. If the report of the commit- 
tee does not expressly give to Mr. Francis, and say so, the reputation of 
being the inventor of the life-car, then I withdraw all objection to it. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘There is nothing in the joint resolution upon which 
we have to vote that relates to it. As the subject must be understood 
by all members I will now demand the previous question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will make the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit is pending. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Do we vote on the report or on the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is on the mo- 
tion to recommit the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAMMOND, The final vote will be on theeresolution ? 

; 5 The final vote will be on the passage of the reso- 
ution, 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, there were— 
ayes 56, noes 76. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 
. The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 


: CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to ask a change of reference of 


` 


the bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of the officers of the Government. 

That bill has been referred to the Committee on Claims. The same 
bill is before the Committee on Public Lands of the House, which twice 
passed upon it in former Congresses. I desire a change of the reference, 
so that the bill shall go to that committee. 


The SPEAKER. ‘To what subject does the bill relate? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It relates to the matter of a patent for 
public lands. 

The SPEAKER. 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


PROPERTY TAKEN BY FEDERAL ARMS, . 


Mr. GEDDES. I rise to make a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. I am directed by the committee to report back 
with an adverse recommendation the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, to report at the earliest date practicable 
the names of all persons whose property was taken possession of in Louisiana 
by the Federal authorities during the late war between the States, the amount 
of rents collected from said property, and the disposition made of said rents by 
the Government, including all such information relating to the following-named 
persons: Mayronne Brothers, plantation in Saint Charles Parish; heirs of Trasi- 
mond Landry, plantation in Ascension Parish; I. and S. Ellis, plantation in Terre 
Bonne Parish; J. R. Groves, property in New Orleans; S. W. and B. S. Story, 
property in New Orleans; R. H, Short, property in New Orleans ; heirs of P, A. 

tost, plantation in Saint Charles Parish; heirs of Samuel Jamison, New Orleans; 

Wid. B. Bragg, plantation in La Fourche Parish; C. F. Caruthers; heirs of 
Adam Giftin, property in New Orleans; Duncan F, Kenna, plantation in Ascen- 
sion Parish, and one hundred others. 

The resolution was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF POSTAL CLERKS. 


Mr. BURROWS. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
accompanying resolution, have had the same under consideration, and report 
the same back to the House with an amendment, and as amended recommend 
that the resolution be paaa 

“ Whereas the act of March 3, 1835, appropriated the sum of $1,682,300 for the 
payment of railway postal clerks for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886; and 

* Whereas $81,300 of such appropriation was made for the purpose of enabling 
the Postmaster-General to pay the 1 clerks of class 4 and 5 the sum and sal- 
ary of $1,200 and $1,400 respectively for the year ending June 30,1886: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, directed to 
inform this House what portion of the said sum of $81,300 has been used for the 
purpose aforesaid; and if no portion of said sum has been so 1 5 why the 
same has been withheld, and whether any portion of said sum has been 
for other purposes.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was toinsert, after 
the word whereas,“ where it occurs the second time, the words ‘‘it 
is alleged that, so that it will read, whereas it is alleged that $81,- 
300,” &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will now call the 
standing and select committees for reports on bills of a private nature. 


WILLIAM E. HARDY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5259) granting 
a ion to William E. Hardy; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 2255) for the relief of the Beaufort Mounted Guards, 
and moved that the committee be from the further consid- 
eration of the same, and that it be refe to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BANGS, BROWNELL & CO, 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1034) for the relief of 
Bangs, Brownell & Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims 

also reported back the bill (H. R. 1926) for the payment of the funeral 


If there be no objection the change of reference 
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expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle, and moved that the committtee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Frances H. Plum- 
mer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM MORIIISER. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 604, a bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of 
William Morhiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 604 was laid on the table. 


GEORGE T. DUDLEY. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1503) for the relief of 
George T. Dudley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill 15 R. 4470) for the relief of David L. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 4878) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Leebrick; 

A bill (H. R. 1450) for the relief of Charles B. Signor; 

A bill (H. R. 5148) to compensate Mrs. Benjamin Smith for services 
in the Union Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 980) for the relief of Robert Carter. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4457) to pay William H. Willoughby the sum of $337.50; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 89) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Peter Nolan. 

ASA FAULKNER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the memorial of Asa Faulkner and others, of Tennessee, asking 
compensation for the value of a cotton factory and materials destroyed 
by military orders; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
5 3 of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private 

endar. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, is not the regular order the disposition 
first of the business that has come over unfinished from last Friday? 

The SPEAKER. That will come up immediately after the rising of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the 
chair. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 822) for 
the relief of William H. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress „That the ry of the Treasury be, and he is 


assembled, 
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise gg) yoy to pay William H. Wheeler, of Warren County, Kentucky, 
the sum of .50, for quartermaster’s stores furnished the United States Army 
in the year 1862, and used by said Army. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment which 
Isend to the desk to be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the words six hundred and thirty-three dollars and fifty cents,” in lines 
6 and 7, insert the words in standard silver dollars.“ 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I will preface what I have to say onthe 
subject under consideration by expressing my regret that gentlemen rep- 
resenting my own political faith have seen proper to anticipate our party 
opponents in their criticisms of the first Democratic President and Sec- 
retaryof the Treasury who have occupied those positions in the past 
twenty-five years. And I desire further to say, in justice to a large ma- 
jority of the gentlemen who differ with me politically, and who repre- 
sent their party in both branches of Congress, that I do not believe they 
would so far ignore facts as to intimate that ‘‘the organizations of 
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wealth have succeeded in alarming the President and Secretary of the 
Treasury, as they have done in several previous administrations.” 

If the language employed in this connection means anything at all it 
must be construed to mean that the President and Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are under the influence of capitalists, whose interests are supposed 
to be antagonistic to those of the productive classes and wage-workers. 
What facts susceptible of such construction have been submitted in 
proof of the charges or insinuations uttered? They seem to me to rest 
only upon the bare, unsupported statements of those who promulgated 
them. Have the President and Secretary of the Treasury in any re- 
spect violated the law as it exists to-day? Have they not conformed 
to its very letter? Can we not concede to them as much honesty and 
integrity in the views they entertain upon this subject as we claim for 
ourselves, and can we not presume them to be as desirous as we our- 
selves are of doing what is for the best interests of the people? It is 
true that they have recommended the suspension of the coinage of the 
silver dollar under the provisions of the act of 1878, but can any one 
say that such recommendations may not ultimately prove to be as wise 
and as well calculated to promote the public good as its continued 
coinage has been shown by practical experience to have been of doubt- 
ful advantage ? 

The charge has been made that the Secretary of the Treasury is inim- 
ical to silver, for the reason, it is alleged, that he has not paid out sil- 
ver in the Treasury for the retirement of Government bonds. Let us 
see how far this theory accords with the process of redemption. The 
Government provides three grades of money, all of equal purchasing 
power in the market. To maintain this equality is one of the duties of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Let us suppose I have $10,000 of Gov- 
ernment bonds. Iam required, when they are called, to present them 
for redemption at the Treasury of the United States in Washington. I 
am not paid for them in money, but I receive a check, say upon the sub- 
treasury in New York, or upon some other United States depository 
where the money of the Government is kept. This check does not de- 
scribe the kind of money I shall receive; it simply calls for $10,000. 
It is optional with me to demand either gold, silver, or paper. But if, 
under instructions of the Secretary of the Treasury, the disbursing 
officers are commanded upon the face of the check to pay me in silver, 
would I not have a right to infer that the Government was endeavoring 
to force upon me a coin which intrinsically did not represent $10,000 
in trne money? By arbitrarily compelling me to take silver, when 
under existing laws gold, silver, and United States notes are understood 
and declared to be of equal value, and so treated in all payments by 
the Treasury, would not such aetion on the part of the Secretary of 
the Treasury tend to discredit silver, and would he not be derelict in 
his duty, which requires him to do all that it is in his power to do to 
maintain the three kinds of money ona parity? The Treasury De 
ment has not discriminated against silver, as it would have done had 
such a policy been pursued; but on the contrary the Secretary has en- 
deavored to uphold it by refusing to arbitrarily compel those who do 
not want it to take it, and for which there is no law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I care nothing about those who hold the present 
bonded obligations of the Government, or what they are paid in; this 
is a question entirely foreign to the subject we are discussing; but Ido 
care about the honor and credit and good name of the country. We all 
know that a nation’s credit rests entirely upon a strict and honest ful- 
fillment of its promises. The power of the Government is supreme. 
It can repudiate all its outstanding obligations, if it so desires, and 
there is no remedy for those who may be injured by the act save that 
which Congress may provide as a remedy for any injustice that may 
have been done. Inasmuch as a citizen can not sue the Governmentas 
he can his fellow-citizen to obtain justice, it devolves upon us, the rep- 
resentatives of the people, to fulfill to the minutest detail the pledges 
and promises made in its behalf. Any other policy than this must re- 
sult not only in the demoralization of national credit, but in inculcat- 
ing in our people a debased standard of morality which can not but 
result in the injury of all. 

Con in the year 1878 passed a law over the veto of the President 
of the United States which, I think, practical experience has since dem- 
onstrated was in violation of economic principles, and the aim of which 
was to do something beyond the power of Congress to do. This law 
provided that the mints of the Government should coin and the financial 
officers of the Government should issue and maintain in circulation a 
coin known as the standard dollar, purporting to contain silver of the 
value of 100 cents, whereas the fact is universally known that its metal- 
lic value to-day is less than So cents of its ſuce value. And now because 
these gentlemen, charged under the law with the duty of carrying out 
this Utopian financial idea, realize that it is impossible for them to ac- 
complish all that was intended, although having faithfully executed 
the provisions of the law, they are now held responsible by the authors 
of the act of 1878 for the want of confidence on the part of the people 
in and the non-circulation of this coin. 

Sir, with as much propriety might those who by their votes in 1861 
authorized the issue of the first greenback, the purchasing power of 
which subsequently declined to about 40 per cent. of its face value, 
have held that the officers of the Government whose duty it was to 
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Secretary of the Treasury are less intelligent than they are; that all 
the virtue and patriotism in the party is embodied in themselves or 
those who think as they do, and that those who differ from them are 
actuated by sordid and mercenary motives? 

The question is so closely allied to that principle of good government 
which involves our national honor that its discussion should not only 
be conducted with fairness but with the most liberal deference to the 
opinions of others. It must be presumed that all are equally sincere 
in their desire to reach a satisfactory solution of our troubles, and cer- 
tainly it is the honest opinion of that by the continued coinage 
of the standard silver dollar we are drifting into the evils inevitably 
resulting from the excessive supply of an inferior quality of money. 
The ablest advocates of bim ism and the use of silver by inter- 
national accord throughout the civilized world have for at least two 
years past strongly urged the suspension of coinage by the United States 
as in their judgment the only practical means to that end. Gresham’s 
theory that poor money will run out good money can hardly be disputed 
in this age; experience has fully demonstrated its truth. 

And, sir, I make bold to state another theory, that if there bein cir- 
culation a good dollar and a poor dollar the rich man will always get 
the good dollar and the poor man the poor dollar. If public policy re- 
quires that all dollars should be poor in order to rob the creditor class 
of our people in favor of the debtor I appeal to this House to in some 
way protect the man who earns his bread and supports his family by his 
daily labor, and when he asks for bread not to give himastone. How 
this can be done in any better way than by giving the rich and poor 
alike a good dollar I do not know; but protect, in God’s name, the poor 
man. ‘The rich man can take care ofhimself. Heneedsnosympathy, 
nor is he entitled to any. 

Gentlemen believing that a silver dollar of 412} grains is the equiva- 
lent of a gold dollar can undoubtedly accomplish this. They are pro- 
lific in theories; practical experience has no attractions for them. 

WHAT CONSTITUTES TRUE MONEY? 

Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor tostate briefly what, in my judgment, 
true money is; for I hold we can never solve the question we are now 
considering until we first reach a correct conclusion in this respect. 
Probably no one principle of government has been so liberally discussed 
as that which pertains to money; and yet, if we may judge by the di- 
versity of opinions maintained not only in thiscountry, but in the world, 
by gentlemen equally intelligent, and, I hope, equally honest and desi- 
rous of arriving at such a solution of the problem as shall prove to be 
for the best interests of the people, we are no nearer a correct under- 
standing of what true money really is than were those who lived in the 
time of Aristotle. That eminent philosopher, writing three centuries 
before Christ, reveals the existence of a controversy even in that day 
when he asks, ‘‘ Is not money an imaginary wealth, its value wholly in 
law? If the government which admits it into circulation changes, where 
is its real value?” 

There are those sitting around me who, notwithstanding the lapse of 
two thousand years between that and this, have not advanced a 
single step from this theory. And in distinct opposition to the view 
thus expressed a learned Chinese statesman and author, May Twan 
Lin, in the thirteenth century of our own era, in describing money as 
a measure of value for all commodities, declared that it should have 
an intrinsic metallic worth corresponding to the nominal indicated by 
the legend at which the coin is brought into circulation.’’ Here we 
are met by the opposing views of two men of almost equal eminence 
in their respective countries, and though they differ so widely upon the 
question of what constitutes true money both theories have their ear- 
nest advocates in the discussions of the present time. 

What, then, 9 Is it a representative of value made so 
by law? Is its value upon desire, or has it an intrinsic value of 
its own? If, by intelligent deductions from the experience of those 
who have preceded us in past ages, the nations of the world, or the 
people even of our own country, could to-day meet together upon some 
common ground of understanding as to what true money is, the solu- 
tion of the question would be far less difficult. 

All civilized and semi-civilized people, embracing as well the nations 
of the East, have at some period of their history employed some two or 
more of four kinds of metals as money, namely, gold, silver, copper, 
and iron. I eliminate from this list the conch shells and wampum of 
the savages; and I state it also as a proposition that such nations and 
peoples, as they have advanced in intelligence and wealth, have marked 
their growth and development by a desire to improve their money and 
better adapt it to meet the demands of an advanced civilization. 

In discussing this question I donot propose to consider paper money, 
even when redeemable in coin, much less fiat paper money, but to con- 
fine myself to metallic money exclusively. per money first origi- 
nated in China prior to the thirteenth century of our own era, and the 


definition given to it then is I think applicable to-day. It wasknown 


as the of money,“ and that is the name under which it 

goes to-day in China. It was used asa means of economically trans- 

ting specie, and in the nature of a receipt for tea, salt, and temporarily 
cing accounts. 

History, as have said, records the use of four metals as money, namely, 
gold, silver, iron, and copper. But the issue has ually narrowed, 
until to-day it is useless to deny that an ible conflict for the de- 
termination of the question What is true money? and based upon the 
Darwinian theory of the survival of the fittest, is being waged between 
gold and silver. This conflict is not incident alone to this century; it 
has apparently prevailed throughout all she ye At no period of the 
world’s history can it be shown that gold silver have been of equal 
value, or that any ratio fixed by law for the purpose of establishing a 
relative value in the form of metallic money been accepted by the 
world in its transactions in gold and silver bullion. 

Gold has always been the most valuable metal, and in the nature of 
things must always be so. In the early dawn of civilization this conflict 
was between copper and sil ver, and copper had to succumb; then between 
silver and gold, and in every instance gold as a metal established its 
superiority and became at last the only standard with those nations 
and peoples who first had favored silver and then bimetallism. Such 
is the history of the world, as I understand it, in connection with 
metallic money. We may by legislation endeavor to overcome this 
economic law, but in my judgment we shall never succeed in so doing. 

Entertaining the convictions I do in regard to gold, I nevertheless 
realize how easy it is to be mistaken, however honest one may be. I 
also recognize the fact that we are to-day on a bimetallic basis, with a 
silver circulation of about $203,000,000, not including fractional silver 
pieces. If in the future it shall be demonstrated that a gold standard 
is better for us, the present amount of silver in circulation would not 
necessarily entail a loss so serious as to materially affect us as a nation. 
If, on the other hand, bimetallism should become the standard of the 
world, we would then be in harmony with that theory; and should this 
fact become established, we could then renew the coinage of our silver 
dollars. It is because I recognize these possibilities that I am in favor 
of bimetallism at the present time, although I am a believer in the 
superiority of gold as a standard of value. 

Therefore I believe it is the best policy and in the line of our inter- 
ests to place ourselves in such a position, not only with respect to our- 
selves of to-day, but with respect to those who come after us, that at 
the least possible pecuniary sacrifice to our people the nation may 
adopt such a policy as practical experience may prove to be for our 
highest and best interests as a peo For this reason, sir, I favor bi- 
metallism as the best policy for usto adhere to at this time, and neither 
gold nor silver monometallism, provided the further coinage of the 
standard silver dollarcan be regulated by the requirements of trade and 
the expressed will of the people, and not through the operations of an 
arbitrary law. 

I have no fear that our present gold dollar, our unit of value of 25.8 
grains, nine-tenths fine, can not be in the future always exchanged for 
our silver dollar of 412} grains, worth to-day less than 80 cents; and 
I do believe that if we continue the coinage of our present silver dol- 
lar beyond the amount which the people want, no power under heaven 
except the fact that the Government or some one will give you a gold 
dollar in exchange for it will maintain its purchasing power, not only 
in our own country but in the markets of the world; and without this 
convertibility of the silver dollar, if silver should ever become your 
only standard, its purchasing power will simply be the value of the 
silver bullion in it, 

It is for this reason, sir, that I say ‘‘ let the people decide the ques- 
tion.’’ They are the most interested init; they are eventually to lose 
or gain by its proper solution, and ought toand do know what they do 
or do not want. 

Gentlemen differing with me on the subject of unlimited coinage 
start out with the proposition that the present standard silver dollar of 
412} grains is true money, whereas in intrinsic value it represents less 
than 80 cents of the money of the world. The same gentlemen insist 
that the fiat power of the Government makes it equal in value to our 
present gold dollar. Must they not present the same argument if the 
20 per cent. deficiency of to-day shall in a few years become 50 per cent. 
through the decline in the value of the metal? They will not permit 
us to turn back and demonstrate the truth or falsity of their position. 
They simply tell us that it isthe poor man’smoney. Ican only reply 
that in my judgment it will be poor enough, indeed, when the Govern- 
ment, after stamping upon its face the statement that it is a dollar, will 
not give you a gold dollar for it. 

Sir, no gold monometallist denies that the purchasing power of the 
present standard silver dollar of 412} grains is to-day equal to a gold 
dollar, but we do deny, sir, that this state of affairs grows out of the fact 
that the Government has stamped it a dollar and makes it a legal 
tender as such. This condition of affairs arises solely from the fact 
that the Government receives it as the equivalent of a gold dollar; and 
if the Government should stamp 412} grains of copper and receive it as 
the equivalent of a gold dollar, its purchasing power would equal the 
present gold or silver dollar so long as we are on a bimetallic basis. 
But, sir, if silver monometallism should become our standard, the pur- 
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chasing power of the silver dollar of to-day will eventually fall to the 
value of the metal in it; and such would be the case if our present silver 
dollar was of copper or of iron, measured as they then would be by a 


But gentlemen assert that the Government will always be able to 
redeem it. This may be so, and I admit that so long as the work of 


ing bonds. They seem to repudiate the 
theory that ‘‘a public debt is a public blessing,’’ and yet they propose 
that our bonded debt may be in: if necessary, to the end that a 
debased currency shall be forced upon the people who do not want it, 
Is there any consistency in such reasoning ? 

Again I ask, what is true money? Isitcredit? Isit faith? Is it 
atoken? Does it or should it possess an intrinsic value of its own, so 
that when received or paid for labor or commodities a just and equi- 
table return may berealized and all risk of loss growing out of such ex- 
change of values eliminated? To my mind the proposition is so simple 
that Ican not comprehend the difference of opinions of gentlemen much 
more learned than Iam. True money, sir, is not credit; it is not faith; 
nor does it derive its value from desire alone; nor is it a token. A rep- 
resentative of money may derive its fiat worth from law, but a higher 
law, one beyond the scope of any legislative power the world has ever 
known, will determine its pi ing power, and the sooner we recog- 
nize this fact and shape our policy in conformity to this economiclaw, 
the sooner will we, in my judgment, arrive at a true solution of this 
question. 

We know that nature has established laws immutable in the phys- 
ical world, and as these laws are developed and understood by man, and 
the nearer he is brought into harmony with them, the greater is his 
development and the more is his welfare promoted. True money that 
will stand, as it has been said, the ordeal of fire; that money which 
is based upon and which derives its value from a fixed standard sup- 
ported by the natural law of supply and demand, that money which is 
the least susceptible to fluctuations in value, not only in this century, 
but for all time to come, must be the world’s money of the future. 

In my judgment, the metal which conforms to this standard can not 
be other than gold produced by manual labor. Therefore, in my opin- 
ion, the world’s money must represent within itself an element of man- 
ual labor of average uniformity of value, whether performed by Roman 
slaves in the mines of the Roman Empire, by the Spaniards in the mines 
of Peru or of Mexico, or by our own people in the gulches of Califor- 
nia. Furthermore, I can not but be impressed with the idea, though 
it may be an illusion, that a fixed amount of manual labor which is 
engaged in producing a metal to be used as money, and which man- 
kind requires to lessen their labor and to meet the general necessities 
of life, is the only true re tative of exchangeable values. The 
more unchangeable and uniform the metal employed as the represent- 
ative of the manual labor of the character described, whether it be 
of this century or of past centuries, the better it is adapted for ex- 
C of other labor and other values throughout the world. 

Gold to-day represents, has always represented, and, I believe, always 
will represent a greater and more unchangeable amount of manual labor 
performed than silver, and in a smaller compass than is possible in any 
other metal that can be used as money. It is better suited, under the 
operation of natural laws, for the purposes for which it is used than any 
other metal; and possessing these characteristics, both natural and 
economic, it is better dere. for the exchange of other labor and com- 
modities in the larger transactions of our commercial and financial life 
than silver can ever possibly become. 

In using the word labor“ I have prefixed the word manual, for I 
desire to make a distinction between purely manual labor as a basis of 
ex le value and that class of labor which is supplemented by 
the ingenuity of man; for I claim that the economic law governing the 
production of gold is not the same as that which applies to silver. If it 
were possible for men to create true money, then indeed would we have 
discovered the philosopher’s stone. ‘‘In the sweat of thy face shalt 
thou eat bread” is as true to-day as when first uttered centuries ago. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I will close what I have tosay in regard to 
true money with what seems to me to be a perfectly plain illustration. 
The economic laws governing its movement should be identical in their 
character with those natural laws which control the tides of the ocean. 
It should freely flow into and out of the nations of the world, under the 
operation of the law of supply and demand, just as the vacuum caused 
by the ebb-tide on one shore must, in the nature of things, be filled by 
the returning waters of the flood-tide from the opposite shore. Further- 
more, the money employed in this service should be strictly uniform in 
density, purity, and metallic value. It should be as unvarying in its 
qualities as the imperial gallon, which is the world’s basis of standard 
measure of capacity for all not sold by heaped measure, and which 


was originally determined by weighing in air 10 pounds avoirdupois of 
distilled water at a temperature of 62 degrees Fahrenheit’s thermome- 
ter, with the barometer at 30 inches. 


In my judgment we mightas well assume that different nations should 
at their use waters of varying qualities of density and purity 
for the determination of the standard gallon, and attempt to maintain 
strict uniformity in liquid measurement in trade and commerce as to 
hope to preserve a fixedness of true metallic values in money nominally 
representing acertain aggregation of units but in fact possessed of vary- 
ing degrees of intrinsic worth and representing various and widely 
varying amounts and kinds of labor. When we shall have reached this 
degree of uniformity in relation to the money of the world we will have 
a money which under the operation of both natural and economic laws 
will best fulfill not only our own requirements as a nation but the re- 
quirements of every other nation of the world. 

SUBSIDIARY MONEY. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that all nations have 
maintained at least two classes or grades of metallic money; one for their 
larger transactions, and ized in the foreign exchanges as the 
money of the world, and another for their subsidiary or smaller ex- 
changes of value in dealings within themselves. 

It appears to me to be in accordance with the principles of economic 
law that a metal to meet the requirements of one purpose is not neces- 
sarily that which is best adapted for the other, a that confusion and 
instability in commercial transactions must follow among any people 
who adopt such metals as a double standard. 

In my judgment the violation of this law by European nations work- 
ing under the Latin Union is one of the causes of the difficulties under 
which they are now laboring, and to a like origin I think we can trace 
the difficulties under which we in this country are likewise laboring 
to-day. But is there not a law which has governed the use of metallic 
money for limited transactions as well as the use of a different metal 
for the larger commercial and foreign exchanges? The economic laws 
governing a subsidiary coinage, and those governing the money of the 
world, are not, in my judgment, the same; or at any rate they are only 
relatively the same. I do not deem it necessary, therefore, that the 
same economic law should be applied to a metal used in subsidiary 
coinage as that which applies to the world’s money, or for the larger 
transactions of the people as distinguished from their smaller trans- 
actions. I think that experience and history teach us that it is not 
necessary. 

The subsidiary coin of a people need not necessarily represent an in- 
trinsic metallic value equal to the value for which it is proposed to be 
exchanged, and although the nearer it approaches to a true representa- 
tion of manual labor, the more desirable it is. Its value or purchasing 
power is more dependent upon its volume, and upon the farrowhether 
it is issued in excess of or fails to meet the requirements of the people 
for their smaller exchanges, than upon its intrinsic value, if money 
poemasi inherentvalue. Consequently, whatever metal may be nsed 
or this purpose should be so divisible that its units of metallic value 
can be subdivided into fractional parts in conformity to the prices of 
labor, and not so cumbersome as to cause inconvenience to those who 
have to use it. Itshould bea legal tender toa limited extent, approx- 
imating, relatively, to the maximum values for which it is to be ex- 
changed. It should not be redeemable by the government issuing it, 
until abrasion has affected it; for if redeemable at the national treasuries 
the volume in circulation would no longer be governed by the require- 
ments of the people and the uses for which it was intended, but on the 
contrary, when the demand for money used in larger transactions be- 
came less than the amount needed by the country in the ordinary con- 
duct of business, the subsidiary coinage would be converted by the 
holders in order to meet this demand. ‘ 

The holder of subsidiary money should always be able to convert it 
under the laws of supply and demand alone, into the world’s standard, 
the reasons for such convertibility existing only in the fact that those 
who give you the world’s money for it can use it to meet their own 
wants or the wants of others, and strictly within the bounds of trade. 
In other words, the Government provides various grades of money for 
the convenience of its people. That which is purely subsidiary in its 

r is especially designed for use within the country where it is 
issued. It should be in constant circulation among the people, and 
under no possible condition of affairs should its intrinsic value be such 
that it could be exported from the country where it is used. Such a 
ire will then meet the requirements for which it is intended to be 
utili 

It is upon this theory that the copper cash of China fills all the re- 
quirements of the Chinese people, but it would not meet the wants of 
European nations or the United States, where labor and prices are so 
mnch higher than in China, as the cash of China would be too cumber- 
some. And yet a subsidiary coinage ing the same character- 
istics as the Chinese copper cash, which is about the equivalent of one- 
fifteenth part of one of our cents, is as n to us as the copper cash 
is to the Chinese people. If, then, I ask, sir, what metal is bestadapted 
for our subsidiary purposes, the answer must, I think, be silver. 

There is nothing more important, Mr. Chairman, tothe wage-worker 
and those who live on fixed incomes than steady employment, uni- 
formity in the price of wages and in the price of commodities and the 
necessaries of life for the support of both classes. A sudden influx of 
even true money will, it is well known, affect all values; and until 
such influx can be provided for through investment, and values can 
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readjust themselves upon a normal basis, fluctuations not only in the 

rice of all commodities but in the value of money itself must be the 
inevitable result. But where this influx consists either wholly orin part 
of fiat money, as contrasted with the money of the world, and is issued 
in excess of the requirements for which it is especially created, the fluctu- 
ation in the value of such money, measuring as it does other values, 
causes greater disturbance and unsettles the values of commercial trans- 
actions throughout the country to a more extended degree than if the 
excess or influx consists of true money. Such would be the condition 
of affairs if subsidiary money should be issued in excess of the natural 
requirements of trade. 

There appears to be an economic law which adjusts itself to all people 
similarly situated, and which governs the subsidiary coinage of nations 
and the amount that can be so used, and Iam led to this conclusion by 
an investigation into the subsidiary coinage of England, France, Ger- 
many, and the United States. If we attempt to divide what may be 
properly designated the money used for the smaller transactions of Great 
Britain, France, Germany, and the United States from the world’s money 
we can not but be impressed by the figures and the results as shown by 
statistics. Thesubsidiary coi of England consists entirely of silver, 
there being no bank notes under the denomination of $25, and the highest 
denomination of silver is practically a half-crown, equivalent to about 
50 cents in our money. 

We find by a report of Mr. Freemantle, superintendent of the Eng- 
lish mint, that this subsidiary coinage in 1885 amounted to $96,731, 420. 
If divided pro rata among the estimated population of Great Britain, it 
gives a per capita circulation of $2.68. Although the subsidiary coinage 
of England is of less metallic value than our own, and although it is 
only a legal tender to the amount of $10, yet it is atall times exchange- 
able for its equivalent in gold. This arises from the simple fact that 
it is not issued in excess of the requirements of trade, and therefore no 
distinction is made in its value. When we come to the United States 
we find an economic law which appears to govern our subsidiary coin- 
age. 

And, farther, we have to recognize the fact that our present standard 
dollar is also in its effect a subsidiary coin, and used in the smaller 
exchanges of our internal affairs. We are also compelled to treat the 
one and two dollar bills as used in a similar capacity. We find by the 
report of the Director of the Mint that— 


The total coinage of silver dollars on July 1, 1885, was- 8203, 884, 381 
Fractional su ver < 25-3 co acnic sees te cncussenenes 4, 939, 820 


From ines we should deduct silver certifi- 

cates, for which the United States held an 

equivalent amount of silver, of the de- 

nomination of $10, and which are not 

used strictly for subsidiary Fee aad 323, 140 
Fractional es held by the Treasury and 


not in eireulationn a e ES 1, 236, 899 
1171, 560, 039 
Leaving te of actual silver in circulation of... 107, 264, 162 


If we add 't to this United States and national-bank notes 
outstanding as of October 31, 1885, of the denomination 
, dc eee 46, 711, 593 


Wo haro a O Ol -sarean cee 153, 875, 755 


which may properly be considered as our subsidiary coinage; and if this 
is divided pro rata among a 
circulation of $2.69, or a difference between England and the United 
States of only 1 cent per ed These are not the results of legisla- 
tion, but the operation of economic laws left to themselves. 

As to Germany, we find from a report of 2 committee of the House 
of Commons on the cause of the depreciation of silver, page 26 of a paper 
put in by Mr. Peitsch in regard to Germany's subsidiary coinage, that 
the amount per capita is 10s., or about $2.40, on an estimated popula- 


ulation of 57,000,000 it shows a per capita |- 


tion of 42,000,000. Undoubtedly the fact that the old one-thaler piece, 
a coin which has not been entirely withdrawn from circulation in Ger- 
many, and recoined as provided for under existing laws, has had some 
effect on the subsidiary coin now in use; but with the thaler yet in use, 
an apparent difference of only 28 cents per capita is shown to exist be- 
tween Germany, England, and the United States. 

When we come to France the same difficulty confronts us with refer- 
ence to the five-frane piece, as that which exists in Germany with re- 
spect to the thaler. The amount of subsidiary and copper coins now 
in circulation in France, including her dependencies, is equivalent to 
eight francs or about $1.60 per capita, or five of silver and three of cop- 
per. Whatever deficit may appear in the subsidiary coinage of France 
is undoubtedly supplemented by the circulation of five-franc pieces. 
But it is reasonable to suppose that their requirements do not vary ma- 
terially from what is shown to be the requirements of Great Britain, 
Germany, and the United States, although prices in France, as com- 
pared with the United States, may have some effect on the volume re- 
quired. 

Now, sir, I affirm unhesitatingly that our silver dollar, whether con- 
taining 412} grains of silver or of an increased weight (although it is 
too cumbersome for such uses, as has been demonstrated in England 
by its equivalent, the crown piece), can only be a subsidiary coin in 
this country; and if coined and putinto circulation to meet the require- 
ments of a higher plane of commercial transactions, it will, from its very 
nature and characteristics, if issued in quantities sufficient to meet the 
requirements for which it is issued, so affect our subsidiary coinage as 
to unsettle and demoralizeit. In other words, when the present silver 
dollar, issued in amounts to meet requirements not only as subsidiary 
metallic money, but as money required for the higher exchange of values, 
is in excess of or short of the requirements of either, such a state of 
affairs must necessarily unsettle and confuse all the smaller exchanges 
of our country. 

If the statements I have given are based upon correct data, and I 
have endeavored to have them so, it certainly reveals a remarkable uni- 
formity in the per capita requirements of the four nations named, with- 
out the aid of the Latin Union to regulate the subject, and when left 
to the natural laws of supply and demand. 

These figures would lead us to believe that this country can use, pro- 
vided paper money does not enter to interfere with the circulation, 
about one hundred and sixty millions of dollars ofsilver for absolutely 
subsidiary purposes, and no more, in coin subdivided into fractions of 
a dollar which are the most convenient in size for the uses for which 
they are intended. 

THE EXAMPLE OF FRANCE. 


The advocates of a bimetallic standard, or perhaps I may more prop- 
erly say those who favor silver monometallism, are disposed to point to 
France as a model of all that is perfect in her methods of finance. But 
they do not always tell us that France, together with the other nations 
of the Latin Union, has, since the year 1876, stopped the coinage of 
five-franc pieces, which in our money is the equivalent of the silver 
dollar. There is no one problem po, Sete France and the states of 
the Latin Union to-day more important or more difficult of solution 
than that which pertains to their silver coinage. The arguments sub- 
mitted by gentlemen who urge the continued coinage of silver dollars 
are usually based upon the condition of affairs in France. They point 

First, to the amount of silver in circulation. 

Second, to her metallic wealth in both silver and gold. 

Third, to her per capita circulation in gold, silver, and paper, 

Fourth, to the wealth of the French people as a nation. 

Fifth, that we as a nation are so deficient in money to meet our re- 
quirements that the continued coinage of silver is a necessity. 

Now, while they do not directly make the assertion, they at least leave 
the impression that the apparent prosperity of France arises from the 
money it is claimed she and es y from the freedom with 
which silver has been coined and circulated in that country. In this 
connection I desire to submit the following statement from figures fur- 
nished by the Director of the Mint for 1884, showing the total as well 
as the per capita circulation of France, England, Germany, Holland, and 
the United States: 


Table showing the total paper and specie circulated in France, Great Britain, Germany, the United States, and Holland. 
From the Report of the Director of the Mint for 1884.] 


Per capita, 
Estimated 7 
Nations. population. Date. Paper. Gold. Silver. Total. k 9 n 
a1 £18 
— W | & 
37, 672, O48 | 1881 $548, 061, 912 $848, 000, 000 $596, 900, 000 $1, 990, 961, 912 $14 55 838 30 $52 85 
35, 246, 562 1881 197, 818, 139 583, 500, 000 95, 000, 000 876,318. 139 5 61 1925 24 86 
45, 235, 061 | 1880 279, 578, 023 334, 420, 000 211, 480, 000 825, 473, 023 6 18 1206 18 24 
50, 155,783 | 1880 873. 426, 755 610, 500, 000 262, 000, 000 1,745, 926,755 | 17 41 | 19 39 | 36 80 
4,172,921 | 1883 78, 847, 949 28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 163, 847, 949 14 10 20 37 H47 
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From this table it will beseen that France alone of the nations named 
had a larger alleged circulation per capita in gold, silver, and paper 
than the United States, being $52.85 as against $36.80 for the United 
States, $24.86 for England, $18.24 for Germany, and $34.47 for Holland. 
It will also be observed by this table that France had a metallic cir- 
culation of $135,000, 000 in excess of the combined metallic circulation of 
Germany, England, Holland, and the UnitedStates. It alsoshowsthat 
France had an alleged metallic circulation nearly three times that of 
England, being $1,611,000,000, as against England’s $696,814,668; 
about twice that of the United States, which was $820,998,837; three 
times that of Germany, which was $545,900,000, notwithstanding 
France's comparatively recent alleged payment of about $1,000,000, 000 
of gold to Germany to liquidate her war indemnity, and which gentle- 
men refer to with so much pride when quoting France. 

But assuming these figures to be correct, will any gentleman claim 
that even then there is a deficiency of money in this country? We 
had, by this table, over twice the money incirculation that they had in 
England, and the aggregate value of the imports and the exports of En- 
gland alone for the year 1884 was $3,338,351,608, or the equivalent of 
$92.82 per capita of her population, and we know that her per capita cir- 
culation of $24.86 was ample to meet the requirements of this immense 
traffic, and it is a well-known fact that the rates charged for the use 
of money in England are lower than those of any other country in the 
world. Therefore I claim, sir, that the gentlemen who base their ar- 
guments on the continued coinage of our present silver dollar on the 
ground that we require more money have no just grounds for their 
arguments if practical experience and not theory is to be our guide. 

But, sir, I claim thatif France is any example for us to follow as to 
her per capita circulation in 1834, and that if all her money is true 
money, when you come to consider the different methods in which busi- 
ness is conducted and the way money is used in this country and in 
France, we have to-day a per capita circulation equivalent to double 
that of France, and competent judges estimate it at the equivalent of 
five times that of France. Ninety per cent. of our entire metallic and 
paper money is either in active circulation or on deposit in the finan- 
cial institutions of the country, at all times available to those who re- 
quire it and can give satisfactory security for it when loaned. 

Our system of checks, used by all classes of our community, and 
which is practically unknown in France, or used omy to a very limited 
extent, more than doubles the volume of our available money. This, 
together with the further well-known fact that a large proportion of 
the metallic money of France is in the money-drawers of the people in- 
stead of in the Bank of France or its branches, the only banking insti- 
tutions of that country, and thereby withdrawn from active circulation, 
I think corroborates my statement. 

Sir Robert Peel, in discussing the comparative wealth of France and 
England in 1840, said: 


In England one person in five spendsall his income or his earnings; in France 


there is scarcely one in forty who does the same; the other thirty-nine make 
savings. 

These habits of thrift and economy are what form the secret of the 
wealth of the French people, whatever it may be, and not their metal- 
lic money, and especially not their silver circulation. 

Mr. Chairman, no man, I care not who lie is or what his professions 
may be, takes a greater interest in the welfare of the laboring man than 
Ido. I have been associated with them all my life; they want to get 
all they can for the labor they give in return, andit is rightand just that 
they should have a liberal return for what they do, to build up and to 
more this country what it is and what I hope they will make it in the 

ature. 

But, sir, glittering generalities and doubtful theories will not alone 
give the laboring man what he requires to meet his necessities. The man 
who by his brains, capital, and energy, finds steady employment for the 
wage-worker, at just wages that will enable him to support his family 
and lay aside something for a rainy day, isthe true and best friend of 
the man who lives by his labor. Hearing so much as I have aboutsil- 
ver being the poor man’s money, and France so often quoted as a model 
for us to follow in connection with silver coinage, my faith in my own 
convictions in regard to this subject, that our presentsilver dollar was 
not the poor man’s dollar, but a fraud and acheat, became shaken; for 
if it was going to help the poor man, and I could be convinced of the 
fact, then I would most heartily adopt the views of those with whom 
I now differ. 

France and Belgium are the two principal nations of the Latin Union, 
and France to-day has a larger silver circulation than all the rest of the 
European nations and the United States combined. [If silver, therefore, 
is the poor man’s money, and as France has the most of it in rirenla- 
tion, the status of the wage worker in France should prove thc ‘rath 
or falsity of this proposition. England beinga gold country, withonly 
a subsidary coinage of silver, and the seacoasts of those countries being 
only some 40 miles apart, and the relative conditions of the two coun- 
tries being as nearly the same as you can find two peoples, it occurred 
to me to compare the condition of labor in England with that of France 
and‘ Belgium, and I submit the following table of the comparative rate 
of wages paid in England with those paid in France and Belgium, 
which are silver countries. 


Statement showing the average rates of wages paid per week in France and 
Belgium, as compared with the rates for similar work in England in the 
year 1884. 
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Saddle and 5 51 560| 687 20 52 22 68 
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Number of trades, 19. Average per cent, paid in England over France, 22 41; 
average per cent, paid in Eugland over France and Belgium, 27.44. 

It will be seen from this table, carefully compiled by an expert stat- 
istician from official and other trustworthy sources, that the average 
rates of weekly wages paid in various partsof England in the year 1884 
to persons employed in nineteen trades or occupations exceeded the 
average rates paid in France during the same year in the same trades 
22.41 per cent., and exceeded the average rates paid in the same pur- 
suits throughout France and Belgium 29.49 per cent. In other words, 
for every $1 paid on an average to nineteen different mechanics or 
laborers in France $1.22;4); was paid in England, and for every $1 
paid on an average throughout France and Belgium $1.27} was paid 
in England. 

I assert that France, notwithstanding her reputed wealth, is to-day in 
a more wretched condition both financially and commercially than any 
other of the great nations of the world. It is well known that her pop- 
ulation has increased in a smaller ratio than that of any other European 
country of the first rank, and yet her labor is more poorly paid, although 
she is without a growing population for which to find employment. 
Quite recently the public announcement was made that the crown jew- 
els of France are to be sold and the proceeds invested for the mainte- 
nance of the poor of that country. I could cite other facts of equal 
significance if I had the time to do so. . 

WHAT IS THE TRUE MONEY OF FRANCE? 

Now, sir, is it not pertinent to inquire whether the policy of France 
in connection with her metallic money has always been such as to en- 
able her people to best meet their requirements at the period of their 
greatest necessities. At the beginning of the war in which the third 
Napoleon engaged with Germany, the French nation, in order to raise 
the money with which to carry on that war, was compelled to negotiate 
al 5 in London through the American banking house of J. S. Morgan 
Again, at the termination of the war with Germany, when the French 
Government appealed to the patriotism of the people, and their loan was 
taken partly at home and partly abroad, how, and in what form, was 
the money derived from this loan paidtoGermany? The German Em- 
pire was unwilling to take silver; it demanded gold. Can any one tell 
the amount of sacrifice and loss to which the French nation submitted 
by that transaction because of the fact that of their accumulated wealth 
of ages in metallic money, so large a portion of it was concentrated in 
asilvercurrency, which, when measured by the world’s standard, would 
st ph show a loss of from 20 to 30 per cent. as compared with its fiat 
valre? 

Aud now let us look at the true condition of France in 1874. Bya 
report of M. Leon Say, who had been charged by the French Govern- 
ment with the duty of preparing a report on the payment of the war 
indemnity and the exchange operations to which it gave rise, we find 
the following: When the preliminaries of peace were signed at Ver- 
sailles, February 26, 1871, no mention was made of the kind of money 
in which the indemnity was to be paid. In the supplementary con- 
vention «t Ferriere, March 11, the exchange was fixed at 3 frances and 
75 centimes per thaler, and 2 francs and 15 centimes per German florin. 
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The definite treaty of peace, at Frankfort May 10, stipulated 
the different kinds of paper eae Bat would be received in payment; but 
with the 5 of thalers and florins, no exchange was fixed, and 
the English, Dutch, and othernon-German paper given in payment was 
to he converted into German money by Prussia at the cost of the French 
Government, which was only credited with the sum actually realized 
after the deduction of exchange and commissions. 

The indemnity, including interest at 5 per cent., amounted to $1,060, - 
209,015. After crediting ce with the value of certain railways in 
‘Alsace and Loraine, the amount of indemnity due Germany was $998,- 
132,093, which was paid by the French Government as follows: 


Frances. Dollars, 
Notes of the Bank of NESE „„ 125, 000, 000 2, 000, 000 
French gold Coin . 273, 008, 058 54, 600, 622 
French silver coin 239, 291, 875 47, 858, 375 
German notes and 105, 039, 045 21, 007, 809 
Bills in thalers 2. 485, 513, 721 497, 062, 745 
Frankfort florins... 235, 128, 152 47, 025, 631 
Marks banco . 265, 216, 990 53, 043, 
Reichmarks ... 79, 072, 309 15, 814, 462 
Dutch florins .. 250, 540, 821 
Belgium florins. 295, 704, 546 
Pounds sterling 
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It will be seen from the foregoing that out of this immense sum of 
money paid to Germany, France used of her own metallic money only 
$47,858,375 of silver, and $54,600,611 of gold, and $25,000,000 of the 
notes of the bank of France. Almost every nation of Europe was called 
upon in some form or other for metallic or paper money with which to 
enable her to pay this indemnity. And while she was thus engaged 
in scouring other countries for bankers’ exchange to enable her to pay 
the debt in the form exacted by Germany, the effect of her own financial 
disturbances was apparent every day in the prices of French commodi- 
ties interchangeable for the commodities of other nations. 

I would ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the foregoing statement as to 
how the French indemnity was paid to Germany would not lead one 
to doubt that France really park the metallic circulation claimed 
for her. But admitting ra the sake of argument that she did have in 
1874, and that she now has, in circulation the large amount of metallic 
money shown by the tables, did not there exist some good reason why 
she was forced to appeal to other nations to assist her in her time of 
need, when she apparently three times as much metallic 
money as the nations which had to call on? Would not one natur- 
ally infer that either = did not possess the amount of metallic money 
that it was claimed sh , or, that having it, it was not true 
money, or of a quality that could be made available in meeting her ob- 
gliations? 

At the date she paid the last of the indemnity to Germany, namely, 
in September, 1873, the five-franc oe was not equivalent to its nom- 
inal value in gold, measured by a bullion standard; and in the follow- 
ing year it showed a greater depreciation; and, sir, it is well under- 
stood that had she in 1874 attempted to convert her silver into gold, 
silver would have shown a greater depreciation than it did show at that 
time. And if misfortune ever again comes to France, and the conquerer 
stands upon her soil demanding gold, and she is compelled to convert 
her silver into the money of the world in order to meet her necessities, 
she will have to submit to a loss arising from her silver. Even grant- 
ing that the price of silver bullion in the future should show no decline 
below the figures of to-day that loss would amount to the sum of over 
$160,000,000, 

fe thousand millions in gold asalleged, they will til insist that France 
one thousand millions in gold asalleged, they will still insist that France 
did pay the money. This claim can not be denied; but the manner in 
which its payment was rendered possible affords an interesting subject 
of inquiry, and one which will demonstrate beyond a question of doubt 
the correctness of my argument, that the metallic money of France was 
not used for this purpose. not a large and intelligent proportion 
of the French people recognized the fact that the true wealth of France 
did not consist in her silver coinage as available money France could 
not have met that indemnity. This class had invested largely in the 
securities 6f other nations. It is estimated by competent judges that 
the of such investments in 1874 amounted to 81, 000, 000, 000. 
More or less of these large foreign holdings were disposed of in the coun- 
tries in which they were issued, and, being converted into the money of 
the world, the sum realized was paid over to their Government by the 
French people, who took the French rentes in return, thus enabling 
France not only to pay the indemnity, but to maintain her metallic cir- 
culation. But if the French people who held these foreign securities 
had held French silver in lieu of them the results would have been en- 
tirely different. 

Now, sir, if I am correct in my conclusions, is this a country for us 
to follow? Is it one that gentlemen who believe in bimetallism anda 
silver standard would hold up to us as one that is best adapted not only 
for our wants and necessities of to-day, but for the possible contingen- 
cies that may meet us as a people in the future? If the gentlemen 


favoring bimetallism or a continued coinage of the present silver dollar 
have any basis for their arguments at all, it is that we have not suffi- 
cient money in the gay to meet our requirements and necessities. 
I am sure, sir, that the fi, I have given will demonstrate that we 
are at least as well off y in this respect as England. If we are to 
judge from practical e we are in a better condition than France; 

and if we have to-day all the money that our necessities demand, this 

ent falls to the ground. 

But the advocates of silver say, Why should we care for England, 
Germany, and France. They have only existed as nations about a 
thousand years; we a little over a century. We can learn nothing from 
England, but much from France; England can not affect us. Oh, no, 
ait V to us; we are not t u 

. nor can they affect our financial interests.“ 
PEA the little bell rings in the Bank of England in Threadneedle 
street, London, its echo starts the money markets of the world! The 
results of the policy ofthe Bank of England may not directly reach the 
prairies of Texas or the mountains of Missouri; fortunately, they are in 
the interior of our continent; but our great money centers, located as 
they are upon our defenseless are exposed to such influences; 


393 
but if affected injuriously, in time the oscillations in New York, Bos- 


ton, and Philadelphia will be vibrations on the plains of Texas and in 


967 | the State of Missouri, and from these their people will suffer to a greater 


or less degree. 
WILL TIE CONTINUED COINAGE OF SILVER BENEFIT THE COUNTRY? 

And now let me ask would an increase of our money from the de- 
gree of sufficiency which has been shown to exist result ina more active 
development of the business of the country? I claim that it would not. 
In my judgment the effect would be directly the opposite. There would, 
on the contrary, beatendency toward a demoralization of business. Sup- 
pose the business interests of the country were suffering from a deficiency 
of money; unquestionably, as soon as this deficiency was supplied 
there would bea revival in trade. But if the volume of money now 
is in excess of normal requirements, increasing our circulation with a 
debased coin can not possibly be of any permanent value to us; it might 
result in a fictitious increase of values, but the inevitable reaction 
would follow and in the end the people would be the sufferers. 

But may I ask whether gold is not now gradually disappearing from 
circulation in this cSuntry, arising, first, from the fact of the great un- 
certainty as to its future status; secondly, from the 1 paper circu- 
lation now in existence, and, thirdly, from the fear of silver monomet- 
alism, for if we ever come to silver monometalism our paper circulation 
will not be redeemable in gold, but in silver. A few years ago gold 
was in circulation everywhere. It was within sight every day. On 
January 1, however, out of about $550,000,000 in the country, only 
about half the gold coin could be found either in the banks or in the 
Treasury. The question is, Where has it gone? Some will claim that 
it has gone into the arts, but my belief is that it is being hoarded by 
the people who know its real value. 

That we have an abundance of money in the country for our present 
needs is practically demonstrated by the fact that millions are lying 
idle to-day with no prospect of early employment. Meanwhile silver 
is depreciating in value. If the future status of this metal could be 
foreseen, the principal element of uncertainty would be eliminated. 
Or if we could judge of the future valuation of silver by its past his- 
tory in the money transactions of the world, one of the difficulties 
under which we labor would be removed. But it may be that silver 
is now undergoing a change, the results of which the wisest of us can 
not foresee. It is this dangerous uncertainty that has precipitated our 
present complications, 

It is true that from 1834 to 1873, a period of thirty-nine years, 4123 
grains of silver, the weight of our standard dollar, did not fall below 
the value ofa gold dollar. In fact, from 1834 to 1873 a silver dollar of 
this weight commanded a premium of from .2 to as high as 4.6 premium. 
In 1873 the value of the Sis was 101.46 cents, but in the succeeding 
year, 1874, it fell to 98.86, and has steadily declined from year to year 
until in 1885 its metallic value as ae with gold was less than 80 
cents. Now I ask if there is any gentleman in this House who cansay 
that this decline is going stop or that silver will appreciate in valuo 
from this time forward? this question can not be answered under- 
standingly one way or the prions what does ordinary prudence and com- 
mon sense dictate as the best policy ſor us to pursue? It is, inmyjudg- 
ment, sir, to stop where we are until the future enlightens us asto what 
is our best policy. 

We stand to-day among the first nations of the earth in credit; our 
3 per cent. extended Government bonds, redeemable at the pleasure of 
the Government, command a premium, and we could to-day I believe 
fund the entire bonded indebtedness of the Government into a bond 
payable in fifty or one hundred years at 2} per cent. and they would 
be taken at par and perhaps above par, while English consols, practi- 


cally irredeemable, paying 3 per cent., command in London 1005. 
Our credit, sir, is too high; our good faith and honor, not only with our 
own people but with the people and nations of all the world, too sacred 
and valuable for us to continue a policy which our own better judg- 
ment tells us, and which the experiences and misfortunes of other people 
and nations confirm, can only end in ruin and disaster. 

Although, sir, under the act of 1878 the Government has put its 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1655 


stamp upon 412} grains of silver, calling it a dollar, and is under no 


legal obligation to redeem it in the future, yet, sir, the day will come, 
if the coinage of the present silver dollar is continued until the amount 
reaches a sum in excess of that which the country needs, when the 
sentiment of justice and fair and honest dealing among our people will 
compel your Government to redeem these dollars, not at their metal- 
lic value to day, based on 412} of silver worth 80 cents in gold, 
but at 100 cents in gold; for we do this we can never be 
otherwise than as a people who have repudiated their just obligations. 
This fact is illustrated more emphatically by the sentiment of our peo- 
ple in connection with the trade-dollar of to-day, which contains more 
pure silver than the standard dollar. 

But, sir, many of the speeches made upon this subject appear to be 
in the form of appealsin favor of the debtorclass of our people. Now, 
sir, we are not all paupers, nor are we all debtors. The great mass of 
the people are neither debtors nor creditors in the sense in which these 
terms have been used, but a very large proportion of them have their 
small earnings deposited in the savings-banks of the country to provide 
for their old age or when sickness shall overtake them or those depend- 
ent upon them. 

By the report of the Secretary of the Treasury the bonded debt of 
the United States on July 1, 1885, amounted to $1,324,229,150. Of this 
debt there were held by the savings-banks, national banks, State banks, 
and trust companies (not including life insurance and other labor as- 
sociations) $664,395,676, or a little over 50 per cent. of the entire debt 
of the United States. 

From the report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, we find the gross amount of deposits in the 
savings-banks of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, District of Columbia, Ohio, Indiana, Minnesota, and Cali- 
fornia to be $1,095,172,147, deposited by 3,015,151 individuals, which 
shows an average amount to each depositor of $356.56. 

It is well known that savings-banks are not institutions for profit, but 
are simply conducted in the interest of the laboring classes. It is prac- 
tically the same with a large amount of Government bonds held by life 
insurance companies, which it is not necessary for me to discuss here, 
as the subject is understood by every intelligent man. The small in- 
terest this class of our community receives on such savings, as well as 
the payments eventually to be made on life-insurance policies in the in- 
terests of those who are endeavoring to avoid leaving those dependent 
upon them to the cold charities of the world, are based to a large extent 
upon Government bonds. Capitalists as a rule are not Jarge holders of 
Government bonds. They can do better with their money than buy- 
ing bonds at 124 bearing only 4 per cent. interest. 

At the time of the passage of the act of 1878, the value of silver bull- 
ion per ounce was 52,°,, and the metallic value of our silver dollar was 
89.30 cents, measured by a gold standard. To-day the metallic value 
of our silver dollar is 79.21 cents, showing a depreciation of 10.9 per 
cent. in seven years. But this depreciation has notinured to the ben- 
efit of the debtor class. They can not avail themselves of it as longas 
the present silver dollar can be exchanged for a gold dollar. Their 
only hope, therefore, is to demonetize gold, leaving silver as the only 
standard; then not only creditors, but millions of our wage-workers and 
producing classes will be defrauded out of their just dues and hard earn- 
ings 20 per cent. if not more, if silvershould further depreciate, regard- 
less of the value of the silver dollar at the time the liability was created. 

Is there any justice in this policy? If there is (and I fuil to see it), 
would it not be more manly and more honest to pass a bankrupt law 
permitting solvent and insolvent debtors to settle their debts at say 50, 
75, or 80 cents on the dollar, than to attempt indirectly to accomplish 
the same ends by a debased currency? Such a policy would at least 
permit the honest portion of our people to pay their just debts and not 
force upon them involuntary repudiation. 

Sir, I think I know something about the wage-workers of this conn- 
try. One fact in connection with them is conspicuous: whatever the con- 
dition or the necessities of a laboring man may be he will never, as a 
rule, take the bread from or in any way interfere with his co-worker. 
They are always found standing shoulder to shoulder together, andany 
policy that will rob one, although that one may be a citizen of New 
York, will incur the disapproval of another, though he may be a citizen 
of Pennsylvania or any other State. 


WHAT IS THE TRUE POLICY OF THE SOUTH AND SOUTHWEST? 


Mr. Chairman, let us look at this question from a Southern and South- 
western standpoint only. I will endeavor to imagine that I am repre- 
senting a constituency in that section and that I desire to do conscien- 
tiously what I believe will in theend prove to be for their best interests, 
regardless of all personal considerations. What do the people of the 
South and Southwest want? The arguments of the gentlemen from 
those sections are based upon the theory that they require more money. 

I have endeavored to show that wealready have in this country all the 
money that the legitimate needs of the country demand; that in fact 
money is now the cheapest commodity we have, even when compared 
with the prices at which other commodities of the country are selling. 
If money was scarce, this state of affairs could not exist, for it would 


command a higher rate of interest than it does to-day. The Southand 
Southwest want railroads; they want their coal and iron fields developed; 
they want the great natural advantages they for manufacturing 
developed, their naturally productive soil cultivated, and of which prob- 
ably not one-eighth is now under cultivation. To accomplish this 
capital is necessary, and not money in the sense in which they confound 
the two words. Will an unlimited coinage of silver, which is not true 
money, supply their wants in this respect; and willthe South and South- 
west realize their expectations from such policy? 

I say, sir, they will not; but the effect will be to check the influx of 
capital to these sections, which would go there if all the money of the 
country was money and there was no doubt or shadow of doubt as 
to its future intrinsic value. If I have to-day $10,000 of silver which 
is on a parity with $10,000 of gold, however anxious I may be to loan 
it, even at a low rate of interest, I will not loan it if there is any un- 
certainty as to whether I am to receive in return when due anything 
less than its value when I parted with.it. If there is any probability 
of my being forced to take a depreciated currency, nominally worth 
$10,000, but intrinsically worth only $8,000, I know I will be better 
off if I hold my gold and lose my interest than to loan it subject to 
such a contingency. It is this great fear hanging over the country to- 
day, which, in my judgment, has done more to bring about the present 

ion in business than any other one fact. 

The capital of this country is idle because the people owning it realize 
the great uncertainty of the future, in connection with the money of 
the country. The paramount interest of the debtor, if he is an honest 
debtor and proposes to pay his just obligations, is to hire his money at 
the lowest possible rates of interest. The rates at which money is being 
loaned in the United States to-day, are lower than they have ever been 
in the history of the country. As soon as this money becomes depre- 
ciated, its ultimate value uncertain, although it may be fiat money, the 
rates of interest will immediately advance. The uncertainty of those 
who are willing to loan it under such a condition of afflürs, will cause 
them to demand a higher rate of interest for this debased money than 
they otherwise would, to protect themselves as a guarantee against any 
possible further depreciation in it when paid, and the debtor class of 
the country will be the greatest sufferers thereby. 

It is claimed that the prices of our cotton, our corn, our wheat, and 
our hog products of to-day are caused by the deficit in the amount of 
our money. Sucha proposition is so absurd that I can not comprehend 
why any gentleman possessing ordinary intelligence would in this House 
make such an assertion. He must either be ignorant of the first prin- 
ciples governing the price of these commodities, or else he is endeavor- 
ing from personal or some other motive to mislead the constituency he 
is sent here to Pe Spt and serve. The price of our cotton, our grain, 
our wheat, and all other products is fixed and determined, not by the 
amount of money we have in this country, but by the price that foreign 
nations will pay us for the surplus which it is necessary for us to ship 
out of the country in order to find a market for it, and the money of the 
United States has nothing more to do with it than the money of any 
other nation in the world. We do not and we can not consume all of 
the products I have mentioned, and the export prices of our surplus fixes 
and determines the home prices of what we do consume; and these 
prices are to-day and always will be measured by a gold standard, what- 
ever our standard may be. Sir, I beg the pardon of this House for oc- 
cupying their time in refuting such a ridiculous proposition. 

And now, sir, I desire to touch upon another phase of this subject. 
Any ordinary merchant or business man understands that if he can pur- 
chase and pay for any commodity produced by human labor so as to 
absolutely control it he canfictitiously appreciate the apparent value of 
such commodity. The difficulty arises when he wishes to dispose of it 
and to find those who will buy it. On what theory of sound economy 
and practical common sense can you ask this Government to become, 
if I may use the expression, the bull ” of the world for the apprecia- 
tion of silver? We know that its ultimate intrinsic value can only be 
determined by supply and demand. Why should we assume to appre- 
preciate silver any more than to appreciate wheat, copper, or iron? 
‘What is the relative production of the silver mines of this country a3 
compared with all other products? 

Many of those who are most strenuously advocating the continued 
coinage of our silver dollar do not believe in the theory of protection; 
yet it is claimed by other advocates of the measure that we should 
especially protect our silver industries because this country is the largest 

roducer of that metal. The total amount of silver produced in the 

nited States in 1885 was estimated to be $46,489,930, an amount which 
hardly equals the value of the petroleum product of a little corner of 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

From the best estimates that can be made from the census of 1880 the 
valuation of all the products of this country is as follows: 


Total value of manufactures ---------------------- $5, 369, 000, 000 
Cereals and Sane il a E Eee SS 2, 139, 000, 000 
Wool (AD ae en PR OPER Re TE 100, 000, 000 
Butcher meats and other articles not included else- 

where (estimated) anaana nema a 400, 000, 000 
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Now, sir, the economic question involved in this discussion is simply 
this: Is the production of this fifty millions of silver in the country of 
such paramount importance to us as a people as to influence our judg- 
ment in arriving at a true and correct solution of the question of what 
is true money when we know that to a greater or less extent, whether 
we solve it wisely or unwisely, the larger proportion of the remaining 
products of the country, amounting to $7,950,000,000, will be affected 
thereby? 

And now I will ask the Clerk to read that which I send to his 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to regulate the coinage of the standard silver dollar. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and e Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress „That all that part of section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character,” approved February 28, 1878, which reads as follows: 
And the of the is authorized and directed to om, 
from time to time, silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than 
$2,000,000 worth per month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month, and cause 
the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars; and 
a sum sufficient to carry out the foregoing provision of this act is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. And 
an fain or seigniorage arising from this coinage shall be accounted for and 
paid nto the Treasury as provided under existing laws relative to the subsidi- 
ary coinage: Provided, Tunt the amount of money at any one time invested in 
such silver bullion, exclusive of such resulting coin, shall not exceed $5,000,000,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 

Src, 2. That whenever the standard silver dollars now in the Treasury of the 
United States shall, by payments in due course of law, have been reduced in 


tary 
rected to coin, in the month next following, stan 
bring the said fund up to the sum of $20,000,000; and in every month thereafter 
the of the . is hereby authorized and directed to coin as many 
standard silver dollars as shall be necessary to restore the said fund to the sum 
of $20,000,000, pr6viding it shall have been reduced below that amount in the 
month immediate y preceding. 

Sec. 3. That the tary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pur- 
chase from time to time silver bullion at the market price thereof im such quan- 
tities as shall enable him to carry out the provisions of the 8 sections; 
and a sum sufficient to carry out the foregoing provisions of this act and to pay 
the expenses of the coinage herein autho: is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and any gain or seignior- 
age arising from this coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury 
as provided under existing laws relative to the subsidiary coinage. 


Mr.SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, my convictions in regard to this whole 
subject are based upon the facts or assumed facts to which I have called 
the attention of the committee. The opinions I entertain upon the 
question are derived in part from practical experience and observation, 
but they are also confirmed by what I understand to be the experience 
of other nations who now or at some period of their history have been 
similarly situated. The provisions embodied in the bill just read are 
so simple andso free from ambiguity that the weakest intellect can com- 
prehend them. The measure does not demonetize silver; it does not 
provide for a stoppage of the coinage of the silver dollar, nor change in 
any manner its weight or fineness; in fact it raises the maximum of its 
coinage from $4,000,000 per month, as limited by the act of 1878, to a 
possible twenty millions per month, if the mints of the Government can 
coin so much, and if the people of the country want it coined. 

Why, then, can not any gentleman on this floor who believes in a 
bimetallic standard or who favors the continued coinage of the silver 
dollar vote for it? Will his vote in its favor in any way conflict with 
his past record? I fail to see that it will. If so, I would be glad to hear 
the reasons for such an opinion. It is true it leaves the whole question 
of the future coinage of the silver dollar to the people. Are we afraid 
to trust them? Are they not better judges of what they want and do 
not want than we are? Or are three hundred and twenty-five gentle- 
men on this floor better able to solve this problem than the people 
themselves? 

Let us briefly consider the results of the passage of such a bill froma 
bimetallic standpoint, and let us see whether it is not more likely in 
the future to establish bimetallism as the standard of the values of the 
world than the law which now governs our silver coinage. If such a 
standard can ever be adopted, will enforced silver coinage on our part 
result in compelling England and Germany to adopt bimetallism, or in- 
duce France and the Latin Union to renew that which they have now 
stopped, the coinage of their five-franc pieces? Most assuredly it would 
not, but it would have directly the opposite effect, for such a policy on 
our part, if continued indefinitely, will sooner or later bring us to a 
silver standard, and no living man or set of men can determine when 
the last dollar that will produce this result may be coined. 

It will come, sir, like a thief in the night, when least expected, pre- 
cipitated, undoubtedly, by some convulsion of trade, which no law can 
anticipate; and when that day comes, and we require every dollar of 
money we can control to save our people from bankruptcy and ruin, 
nearly the entire mass of our gold coin, amounting to $600,000,000, will 
not only be driven from circulation, but out of the country into those 
countries where gold is the standard, thereby strengthening them in 
the position they now occupy, leaving us to receive silver for what we 
export, and pay such nations in gold for what we import. 

But suppose we change the existing law, compulsory in its nature, 


and relegate the whole question to the people, as provided for in the 
bill, leaving the people’s wants to be met by the law of supply and de- 
mand, and eke as this bill does, for giving them all they want, 
what possible objection can there be to such modification of existing 
laws? We have now coined about $203,000,000 of the standard dol- 
lars, and faith in the value of the t silver dollar now coined, 
would return. If they ever can find a resting place in the confidence 
of the people, such a policy would secure that result, and in the near 
or distant future, when the country requires more silver, and can ab- 
sorb it, the provisions of this act would furnish it for them. 

Would not such a policy place us in the strongest possible position 
for the accomplishment of the best resultsin the future? Would it not 
leave us in the position of a discreet and wise general who, hoping for 
victory, does not overlook the necessity of providing for a line of retreat 
in case of disaster? For, sir, if in the future we should become loaded 
down with silver coinage, as France and the other States of the Latin 
Union are to-day, and have to retreat, it will be at a sacrifice and loss to 
the people of this country for which years of labor will not compensate. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I can not but call the attention 
of the gentlemen of this House to what they know so well, that our very 
existence as a nation was based on concession and compromise. The 
past history of our legislation tells us that where great national inter- 
ests have been involved, our best and ablest statesmen of all parties have 
sought by conciliation and compromise to harmonize conflicting interests, 
and teaches us that there is not and that there can never be any ques- 
tion or sectional interest which our good sense can notsettle in such man- 
ner as will mete out justice and equity to all. 

Realizing as I do the difference of opinion on the partof gentlemen of 
this House upon this subject, and conceding to all who differ with me 
as much honesty of purpose and the ion of an equal desire to do 
only what shall result in the advancement of the best interests of the 
country as I claim for myself, I have endeavored, in the preparation of 
this bill, to so frame it that however different our views might be, it 
would afford a common ground for us to stand upon, and one which, 
in my judgment, will give satisfaction, as a fair compromise measure, to 
the people, whatever their individual opinions may be. Our duty to 
our country demands this. 

[During the course of the foregoing speech the following proceedings 
occurred: 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. REED of Maine. Mr. Chairman, what is 
the business before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
sent up an amendment to the pending bill, and, as the Chair understands, 
is speaking to his amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the amendment been read? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does it refer to the silver question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again reported. 

The Clerk again read the amendment as above printed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ah! Iseeitisentirely pertinent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, is it in order for the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill to accept the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman. I trust that these interruptions are not 
to be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s hour has expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] be ex- 
tended twenty minutes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. TUCKER, and other mem- 
bers objected. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, on any other day than private bill 
day I would make no objection, but I must object to time being con- 
sumed on this day in the discussion of the silver question. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat fatigued, and if Ican 
have unanimous consent to print the remainder of my remarks I shall 
be content. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to oppose the amendment of 
fered by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
to pay this little claim in silver. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we can vote that down. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. The party for whose relief this bill is reported suf- 
fered his loss twenty years ago. He was a loyal man and furnished 
this property to the Government. The claim is a small one, and, as we 
never report interest, he can have only the value of the property at the 
time he parted with it; yet gentlemen now propose to pay this claim 
in silver. I am opposed to that. As long as I hear so much said in 
favor of paying the bonds of the Government in gold, I, as a member of 
the Committee on War Claims, shall resist all these efforts of the gold 
men to pay these little claims that are reported from time to time in 
silver. [Applause.] 

Not only so; I have another reason for addressing the House at this 
particular time. The gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. Scorr] is 
a distinguished member of the Coinage Committee. That Committee 
has reported a bill the consideration of which will, I have no doubt, 
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consume much of the valuable time of the House. This fact I recog- 
nize, that when that bill comes up for discussion the gentleman will 
have the right of way on this floor as against me and others not mem- 
bers of that committee who entertain opposite convictions upon that 
subject. Is it to be wondered at then that I, as a member of the War 
Claims Committee, entitled to this day for the passage of our few little 
bills for the relief of suffering poor men and poor women, should op- 
pose the consumption of time by a one, two, or three hours’ speech in 
favor of gold in order that the bonds of the country shall be paid in 
1d? 

. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I think that after these remarks 
perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] will be willing 
to withdraw his amendment. . 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. I do not give my 
consent to the withdrawal of the amendment, and I do not yield the 
floor for any purpose. [Laughter.] I propose to vindicate the pay- 
ment of small claims precisely in the same way that the bonds of this 
country are to be paid. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is all right, but, Mr. Chairman, I would sug- 
gest 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, then, let me alone. [Laughter.] Before I 
get through I will prove that it is right. I do not ask any concession 
from any man unless I convince his judgment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I donotdiffer with the gentleman on that question; 
at least I do not think we shall differ. 

Mr. GEDDES. Yon certainly will not differ with me by the time I 
get through. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire, however, Mr. Chairman, that business 
should be considered in the line for which this day is set apart. 

Mr. GEDDES. It is directly in the line of business that I am now 
at work. But I want to state that the only business of this country is 
not railroading or bondholding. The poor man has some rights that 
we ought to recognize. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his able report to 
the present Congress, in reviewing the legislation of Congress under Re- 
publican rule, says: 

To many our 3 well seem satisfactory, although in fact ever 
since the war it been intolerably abridged by an unwise financial policy. 

I pro to vindicate the correctness of this assertion and point out 
some of the evils resulting from it, and by the light of that experience 
avoid the line of financial policy so prejudicial to our prosperity. 

It is susceptible of the clearest proof that the financial policy of the 
Republican party from 1865 to the last exercise of power has been fall 
of evil, and that continually. Its legislation has been in the highest 
degree burdensome and oppressive upon the many in the plain, direct 
interest of the few. The leaders of that party have with unvarying 
and ceaseless activity, at times openly and at other times secretly, 
sought to establish and firmly fasten upon the people of this country a 
moneyed oligarchy. Whether these efforts will prove successful or not 
must be settled in the near future. The power of the people to pro- 
tect themselves in the presence and under the various appliances and 
multiplied influences of concentrated wealth often appears doubtfal. 
Whether they can establish their proper influence in the affairs of this 
nation is the overshadowing question to be determined. The people 
have endured patiently and with long suffering an ‘* unwise financial 
policy” and an unjust, unequal, and burdensome scheme of taxation. 
As wisely stated by the Secretary of the Treasury in his report: 

Both are legacies of the war. They are unaccountable except by the light of 
events which afforded their origin and their excuse. 

A free people can not be enslaved ina day. The evils imposed have 
been gradual. The power behind the throne of the Republican party 
has always been the same. Sometimes it has appeared in disguise, 
seeking to hide its real purpose, but sooner or later the crushing, grind- 
ing influence of its acts disclosed its real character. 

k some of its footsteps from the year 1865. At the close of our 
Jate war the business interests of the country were highly prosperous. 
Every laborer in the land was in great demand, and his services in 
every department of employment very remunerative, Every branch 
of productive capital was active and profitable. In all the workshops 
and mines, on all the farms and in all the stores the active capital in- 
vested and the men employed worked harmoniously together, produc- 
ing generalcontentment. No financial depression, no business distress, 
no fears of impending bankruptcy were seen or felt in all the land. 

All this was chan by the policy forced upon the country at the 
instance and in the interest of that kind of capital owned by the few, 
non-productive to allexceptitsowners. This capital must not be con- 
founded with capital invested and used in all the various industries of 
the country. 

During the long years since the war a moneyed class has been created 
by legislation and from time to time encouraged until it has become a 
fearful moneyed power in the land. It has been gradually eating up 
the substance that rightfully belonged to labor. 

This species of capital has from the beginning been championed by 
the Republican party. Legislation in its interest produced the most 
appalling condition of things, disastrous to the best business interests 
of the country. ptey the most startling spread throughout the 


country. Suffering and pauperism everywhere prevailed. In this 
government of the people a million of men willing and anxious to work 
were thrown out of employment. The workshops, stores, and mines 
were closed. Money-lending and bond-holding alone were profitable. 
In their interest this widespread ruin was wrought. 

This greedy and relentless form of wealth demanded special legisla- 
tion and secured it. It was secured in defiance of the rights of the 
humble and unprotected laborer. It was obtained regardless of the 
bankruptcy and ruin thereby entailed upon the useful and productive 
capital invested in manufacturing, mining, farming, and other indus- 
tries. All of these higher and better interests were forced to yield to 
this exacting, overreaching, insatiate money power. Step by step it 
marched toward the seat of power, on which it now seeks to be 
nently enthrened. Its bold, grasping nature has been seen and felt, 
and the warning sounded; but under different guises it has secured its 
present hold upon the vitals of this nation. Without any just claims 
to commend it, by the sheer force of its strength this bond-holding in- 
terest has been the dictator of the policy of the Republican party, un- 
til it now seeks a lease of permanent power. 

It does not share the burdens of government. It builds no school- 
houses, court-houses, orphans’ or soldiers’ homes, or asylums of any 
kind for the unfortunate. It erects no cottages as homes for laborers, 
takes no part in the public improvement of highways or other burdens 
of government. Productive capital and the toiling masses must unite 
to maintain schools, improve highways, erect buildings for the unfort- 
unate, and carry on the Government, and allow this favored form of 
capital to remain idle, reaping where it has notsown. This unconscion- 
able form of capital accepts the benefits and enjoyment of the blessings 
of government provided by productive capital and labor as it accepts 
the dews, rain, and sunshine of Heaven, considering them a kind of 
birthright due from useful capital and industry. How was this brought 
about? A brief glance at the history and workings of the financial 
policy and legislation of the Republican party will answer my present 
purpose. 

At the close of the war in 1865 we had a currency circulation of about 
$1,200,000,000, on which was based all the values of property of every 
description. Peace opened up immense demand in the South for our 
currency, which naturally affected the volume of circulation in the 
North. But notwithstanding the demand and necessity for this eireu- 
lation, the contrary policy of contracting the circulating medium was 
commenced and produced its inevitable results, great shrinkage in val- 
ues, depression in business, and general bankruptcy. From that time 
the people have been grossly robbed in the interest of this growing, 
greedy, and overawing money power. 

In March, 1869, the Republican party, with entire control of the Gov- 
ernment, made the 5-20 bonds payable in coin, when by the contract 
under which they were issued they were payable in currency except the 
interest. That act—a single turn of the extortioner’s wheel—gave the 
bondholders $600,000,000 of the people’s money. This was done not 
only in violation of the contract authorizing these bonds, but it was in 
violation of the platform on which that party secured a new lease of 
power. 

In the year 1868 great fears were entertained by the people that the 
Republican leaders would yield to the persistent clamors of the bond- 
holding class, and therefore in conventions obtained solemn pledges 
that so great a wrong should not be done. The irae convention of 
1868 pledged the Republican party that the bond should be paid as the 
contract provided. Many State conventions that year felt compelled 
to give the people the same pledge. Senator SHERMAN, under the in- 
fluence of the pure atmosphere of his Mansfield home, in 1868 wrote 
the following letter, which for the period of that campaign gave great 
encouragement to the people, expressing as it did the generul senti- 
ment of the people of both political parties: 

Dear SIR: I was pleased to receive your letter. My personal interests are the 
same as yours, but like you I do not intend to be influenced by them. My con- 
struction of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite sure an 
impartial court would aflirm it if the case could be tried before a court. I send 
you my views as fully stated ina speech. Your idea is that we propose to repu- 
dinte or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the principal in legul-tenders. 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the same 
kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by law Iam 
right; if it is to be tested by Jay Cooke’s advertisement Iam wrong. I hate re- 
pudiation or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from doing what 
is right by fear of undeserved epithets. 

If under the law as it stands the holders of the five-twenties can only be paid 
— gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. If the bond- 


er can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he is a repudi- 
ator and extortioner to demand money more valuable than he gave. 


Truly, yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN. 


Mr. Chairman, when the new Republican administration entered upon 
its duties all pledges to the people were repudiated by the act of 1869 
to enable the bondholder to become a repudiator and extortioner’’ by 
demanding and receiving money for them contrary to the terms of his 
contract. Is it possible to conceive of a more bold, destructive, and in- 
iquitous scheme than this piece of legislation? It was bold, because it 
was in direct violation of the most solemn pledges given the people of 
the country. It was destructive, because it increased the burdens of 
productive capital and labor by unjust retroactive legislation. It was 
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uitous, because it was giving more than the original contract pro- 
VFC 
was offered to the public for this flagrant violation of 


What apology 

the rights of the people? What reason could be ed for thus in- 

the burdens resting upon them? The law of 1869 is entitled 
“An act to sustain the national credit.“ Here we have a just and 
honest motive—a patriotic sentiment—held up to the gaze of an 
honest people to mislead and deceive them. Is it possible that what 
Senator Sherman stigmatized as repudiation and extortion could so soon 
become essential to the national credit? 

When Moses, the leader of God’s chosen people through the wilder- 
ness, held up the rod that all who looked upon it might be healed of 
the ts bite and live none looked in vain, but all who trusted 
and looked were saved. But the Republican leaders by this title hold- 
ing it up for us to look at simply sought to deceive, mislead, and mock 
the burdened, suffering le. The bite of the fiery t continued 
and increased. If any individual should be overwhelmed with debt, 
but still hoping and struggling to pay it, and should by a new contract 
swell his indebtedness in that way, his family and friends would not 
believe it was done to ‘‘sustain’’ his credit. ey a political party 
in that way long deceive a free, intelligent people. 

On the 14th day of July, 1870, another act was passed to authorize 
the —— of the national debt, in which the pledge of the United 
States to pay the debt in coin was renewed. It was provided in that 
act that bonds issued under its provisions should be redeemable in 
coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870, which would be in gold 
dollars consisting of 25.8 grains of standard gold or in silver dollars of 
412) grains of standard silver. The present gold and silver coin of the 
country are both of the standard value prescribed by that law. This 
generous act of the Government in making the bonds, originally payable 
in greenbacks, the same currency paid the soldier for his services, pay- 
able in coin should have been considered a full compensation for the 
patriotism manifested in buying the bonds for from 40 to 50 cents on 
the dollar in coin. 

To this point in the struggle the bondholder fought, openly insisting 
that it was lly understood that the bonds of the United States 
should be redeemed in coin, and that the agents of the Government had 
so represented in offi them for sale. As soon as their claim was 
submitted to by Republican legislation it operated to stimulate the 
bondholder’s love of gain, so that he at once conceived it possible to 
convert this new contract for payment in coin into a contract for gold 
alone. How is this new scheme to be accomplished? They could not 
hope to again successfully a bs gt to the patriotism of the people. Sil- 
ver was known to be a popular coin with the people. It has existed as 
ae coin from the earliest dawn of civilization, and in our own country 

in the Constitution by the founders of the Government. 
ed 1794 no change had been made in the amountof pure silver con- 
stituting the standard silverdollar. It was for about forty years of our 
history immediately prior to 1873 at a premium from 1 to 5 per cent. 
above gold. 

Mr. Chairman, it is now a matter of that by an unaccounta- 
ble inadvertence or clandestine act the law of 1873 operated to demon- 
etize silver. Congress created a commission to revise the statutes, pro- 
viding for a codification and rearrangement of existing Jaws without 
any authority to devise new legislation. The laws thus revised make 
a large volume, which in 1874 was adopted by Congress without read- 
ing on the assurance of the commissioners that no new legislation had 
been introduced. 

It was not generally known until 1876 that the section demonetizing 
silver had been introduced. The section is in the following words: 

The silver coin of the United States shall be a legal tender at their nominal 
value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

On the 14th of April, 1874, it certainly could not have been known 
by the then members of this House that thesilver dollar was not a legal 
coin, for on that day Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, offered the follow- 

ing resolution, which was voted upon: 

That from and after 5 of 8 1874. 1 and silver 
coin of the United States be a legal tender payment of any debt 
thereafter con 

This action of this House at that date recognized silver as possessing | w. 
by law the full legal-tender quality, and no voice was raised or hint 
given that silver had been demonetized. Thus we find that the repre- 
sentatives of the people, watchfully guarding their interests, had no 
knowledge or suspicion that eed: tenders me coins could no longer be 
struck at the mints. 

President Grant had no knowledge or suspicion that silver had been 
demonetized as late as January 14, 1875. In his message to Congress 
of that date announcing his approval of the resumption act he uses the 
following language: 
thal fixed by law for final epocte resumption to coin the alive 
act the business of the country. 

Thereupon the President recommended the establishment of one or 
more new mints at either Chicago, Omaha, or Saint Louis. 

As late as the 30th of March, 1876, the subject of the 
under discussion in the Senate, and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that 


od probably beyond 
ver necessary to trans- 


date shows that it was not then known by the most vigilant men of 
that body. The following from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that 
date proves it: 


Mr. Cosxiixe. Willthe Senator allow me to ask him or some other Senator 
a question? Is ittrue that there is now by law no American dollar; and, if so, is 
it true that the effect of this bill is to be to make half-dollars and quarter-dol lars 
the only silver coin which can be used as a legal tender? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the Senator from New York that since the law of 

1853 the use of the silver whole dollar has been discontinued and none has been 
issued. That has been so since 1853. 

Mr. Conkiina. Is there power to issue it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no power and has been none. 

3 Bocey. The power to issue existed from 1553 to 1873, but since there has 
n no power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There has been no silver dollar issued since 1853, and m 3 
pression is that the law of 1853 did not confer the power, but the law of cut 
off the power, in my judgment, if it exist 

Mr. Joxxs, of Nevada. The law of 1853 authorized the coinage of the silver 
dollar, and it was never demonetized until 1873, but it needed no Jaw to prevent 
people from coining such a dollar for use in business when there was another 


dollar to be got 3 or 4 cent. cheaper. The le did in 1853, and up to 1873, 
have an option that if gold should become dearer they could fall back on the 
silver dollar. In 1873 that privilege was taken away. 

Mr. having quoted this discussion in the Senate precisely 


as it occurred, it is due to Senator SHERMAN to say that he subsequently 
acknowledged the error under which he labored. In his biography, on 
page 209, I find this statement by the author: 

Mr. SHERMAN acknowledges an error he made in saying the dollar had not 
been issued since 1853. Official reports rated that large quantities were issued 
from 1870 to 1873, when it was demon 

The five years following this legislation proved the most disastrous 
to business and Jabor ever known in this country. The shrinkage in 
values, the general depression in business of all kinds, and the wide- - 
spread bankruptcy that followed alarmed and affected every commu- 
nity. The working classes suffered severely. Their condition excited 
general sympathy, but they were not the only sufferers. The manu- 
facturer and all who had money invested in business shared in the losses 
and suffering. Reliable statistics show that during that period of five 
years shrinkage in values occurred causing failures aggregating over 
$100,000, 000. 

This was the natural and inevitable result of the financial policy of 
the times. Manufacturing and other business enterprises had been 
commenced on a different basis. It is impossible to strike down one- 
half the circulating medium of the country without producing disas- 
trous results. 

By the legislation of 1873 the American dollar was driven out of ex- 
istence and the purpose and policy announced to the commercial world 
that the silver dollar should no longer be received in payment of bonds 
or constitute any part of the legal-tender currency of the United States. 
It placed us before the civilized world precisely where we would be by 
the unconditional suspension of silver coinage now. It is now urged 
that to suspend it now would produce a business millennium. Did it 
then? Let the gloomy years of dullness and stagnation in business of 
all kinds that continued until the restoration of silver coinage in 1878 
answer the question. 

It is trae Republican leaders try to hide the evil influences of their 
class legislation by referring to the wonderful increase in the aggregate 
wealth of the country, and itis claimed that $30,000,000,000 have been 
added during the last twenty years. The fallacy of such an argument 
is manifest. This increase in wealth would bea great blessing if it 
was found distributed among the masses in some proportion to their in- 
dustry and frugality, but the exact reverse is true. It is found con- 
centrated in the hands of the few in whose interest legislation has been 
secured. 

The immense advantages afforded the laboring classes in this coun- 
try by the soil, climate, and variety of employment have to some ex- 
tent neutralized the evil effects of injurious legislation. This is no 
apology for the wrong done. The privileges and blessings enjoyed have 
been in defiance of vicious 3 A wise thinker on political 
economy a hundred years ago the principle found in our na- 
tional legislation and its ee effect as ſollows: 


fered to exert i freedom and security is so bey Shen’ a principle that > 
is 3 . without any assistance not only on g on societ; 

2 but of . or pos rtinent obstruct: ios 
Wik pa the olly of human laws too cumber its operations. 


Like the unknown principle of animal life itt frequently restores health and 
vigor to the constitution in spite not only of the disease 7 of the absurd pre- 
scription of the doctor. Wealth of Nations, book ii, page 1 

Mr. Chairman, the five years of financial suffering ee aroused 
the people of the country to demand the legislation of 1878, requiring 
the coinage of silver dollars not less than two nor more than four mill- 
ions per month. 

Was this demand of the people wise? It was conceded that the im- 
mediate effect was to aid the resumption of specie payment which fol- 
lowed in 1879. 

In referring to this legislation restoring the silver dollar Hon. W. M. 
EVARTS, former Secretary of State and now a Senator from New York, 
at the international monetary conference, said: 


FS Ah thie eee eee that as there never had been a 
history w. both silver and gold had not been and been used 


necessary 
as money; as there had never been atime in history when their united strength 
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was more than ad te for the unfolding progress of society, so above all 
ihings af this age and in the actual circumstances of the world was this true. 

Senator SHERMAN, in aspeech made in 1876 on the subject of the legal 
tender of silver coin, said: 

The utter ruin that would come to mankind, especially to Depoo nations 
by the demonetization of silvey, can not be estimated by us. e one-half of 
the solid money of the world out of existence, take the sole standard of more 
than two-thirds of the human race, reduce it to a base metal and the effect upon 
the commerce of the world would be incalculable. It can not be done; it will 
not be done. There is nodanger of it. 

These two metals have traveled side by side fromthe beginning of time. The 
records of human history do not go back to a time where they did not move to- 
2 They have ed in value, sometimes one and sometimes the other 

ing her; but they have gone on, gold the money of the rich, silver the 
money of the poor; the one to measure uired wealth, the other to measure 
the daly necessities of life; and, sir, no act of Parliament, although it may disturb 
for a moment the relation of these two metals to each other, nothing but the act 
of God can destroy the use of both of them by mankind. 

The most distinguished economists and financiers of Europe and 
America favor the adoption and maintenance of the bimetallic monetary 
system. Baron de Rothschild, of Paris, used on a recent occasion the 
following language: 

The twolegal moneys, goldand silver, ought to be maintained. The twometals 
constitute together the parapet ee of the world. They were united by 
a tie of a certain degree of elast , but which was indissoluble. To rate 
them would be impossible under pain of falling into a commercial chaos of which 
the consequences would be incalculable. The more there was of the precious 
metals gold and silver the better, for the more labor was developed. 

Ex-Senator Thurman, of Ohio, as a member of the commission, before 
the international convention said: 

Ibelieve that bimetallism will ultimately prevail, for I can not see how the vast 
structure of credit, the most 5 feature of modern industry and com- 
merce, can be supported on a gold basis alone; with both metals its base has 
often been found too narrow, but with one it would be positively unsafe. 


What was the practical effect of the act of 1878 requiring the coinage 
of silver as stated? Had that legislation the tendency or effect to drive 
gold from the country? Did it have the effect to flood this country 
with silver from abroad to the exclusion ofgold? On the contrary; soon 
after the passage of the act of 1878 the business interests of the country 
revived, the demand for labor and the price of wages increased. Man- 
ufacturing and mining companies furnished remunerative employment 
for workmen, and the farmers of the country found a market for all 
their products. 

Gold, instead of leaving us, flowed more abundantly into the country. 
The Comptroller of the Currency in his report for 1881 gives us the facts 
that from the date of the restoration of silver in 1878 to November 1, 
1881, the imports of gold exceeded the exports of gold $197,000,000. I 
put the statement in this form to show the feeling in the commercial 
Worle ininediatay following the popular demand for the restoration of 
silver. : 

Next let us look at the entire period from 1878 to 1885, inclusive, and 
we find statistics furnished by the Director of the Mint show that dur- 
ing the period we imported $301,025,100 in gold and exported $113,- 
744, 843 in gold, making our importation of gold during that period $187,- 
280,257 more than we exported from the country. If we look to the 
last fiscal year separately we find we imported $26,691,696 in gold and 
exported $8,477,843 in gold, making $18,213,853 more in gold flowing 
into the country than went out. 

Concurrently with this historical conduct of the business men of the 
world in relation to gold, how do they regard silver? During the same 
period we exported $173,145,209 in silver and imported $103,914,843 
in silver, making $31,769,745 exported in silver more than we imported. 
Looking at the last fiscal year separately to see whether any change has 
occurred to alarm or discourage us we find $16,550, 953 in silver imported 
and $33,753,633 in silver exported, making $17,202,680 of silver ex- 
ported in excess of the amount flowing into our country. 

If human experience is worth anything we must consider it settled 
that the coinage of the standard silver dollars, as at present limited, 
has not driven gold from the country or flooded us with an excess of sil- 
ver. 

A persistent, and in some cases unfair, effort has been made to preju- 
dice the people against the coinage of silver. The amount of silver in 
the Treasury compared with the amount in circulation has been grossly 
exaggerated. The proceedings of the American Bankers’ Association 
will be found to illustrate the kind of efforts made to forestall and mis- 
lead public sentiment in regard to silver. The last convention, which 
was heldin Chicago September last, published quite a volume of es- 
says, and in the one on page 53 will be found this statement: 


With two hundred millions of these fiat dollars in the Treasury being trans- 
from place to place for want of room, and another one hundred milli 


on 
Pr which silver certificates of deposit are floating about the country, it must be 


evident the people have no use for it in such unreasonable, inconvenient, and 
unprofitable proportion. 

Mr. Chairman, this statement is remarkable in view of facts and fig- 
ures within the reach of all. The monthly statements from the Treas- 
ury furnish information showing that at the time this essay was delivered 
the standard silver dollars and bullion in the Treasury amounted to 
only seventy-six million beyond what was needed to redeem the certifi- 
cates, and the report of the Treasurer for December 31, 1885, shows 
rai a silver in the Treasury in excess of that held for certifi- 
ca 


There is another significant fact bearing upon the question of the 
effect of the restoration of silver in 1878 showing that business men and 
holders of gold did not fear the present limited coinage of silver. Be- 
tween September 18, 1880, and January, 1885, an order of the Treasury 
Department authorized the a a silver certificates for gold coin 
or gold bullion deposited with the Government. This right was with- 
drawn and all further exchange prohibited since January last. During 
the time such exchange was permitted the amount of gold that flowed 
into the Treasury in exchange for silver certificates is stated in the last 
report of the Treasurer, on page 24, as follows: 

The issue of silver certificates by Treasury officers in the South and West for 
gold coin deposited with the assistant treasurer in New York under depart- 
mental cireular of September 18. 1880, was discontinued ig January last. The 
amount which has been issued in this manner to the date named was $80,730,500. 

What rational financial objection can be urged against the continu- 
ance of this privilege granted the people of exchanging gold for silver 
to the extent of all the silver coined under the act of 1878? 

Mr. Chairman, I this as a struggle between the debtor and 
creditor classes, Speedy and inevitable financial ruin would result 
from limiting the quantity of legal money and conſining it to gold. It 
would almost double the amount of the debts of the country. Mort- 
gages given and debts contracted under the present coinage laws would, 
after the adoption of the single gold-currency policy, be so largely in- 
creased as to produce widespread distress. Stability and safety in our 
currency are indispensable to our prosperity. Values fixed upon one 
basis, and then suddenly unsettling those values, must produce unjust 
and disastrous results. The financial prospects and happiness of the 
debtor class should not be thus assailed by our legislation. 

We have about $250,000, 000 of silver and $550,000,000 of gold in this 
country. Is it possible that our silver is an enemy to our growth, 
prosperity, and greatness? Is it an alarming inflation of the currency 
of the country? I find these questions triumphantly answered by the 
condition of our country in 1866, and a fact in regard to it by Senator 
SHERMAN in the United States Senate on April 6, 1866, as follows: 

Here is a significant fact that when gold was 280 our currency was $550,000,000, 
and now when our currency is over $700,000,000 gold is 130, and is going down 
and down, and no power in this world can prevent its going down, 

Mr. Chairman, this fact proves that the value of gold fell from 280 to 
130 under the influence of an increase in the currency to about the 
difference in amount between our gold and silver circulation now. It 
is now proposed to reverse that order of things. 

Mr. Chairman, if the national, State, municipal, individual, and 
every form of indebtedness must be paid in gold, its enhanced value and 
purchasing power would make it a hard money indeed; hard to be ob- 
tained, hard upon the producing and laboring classes, and falling with 
crushing weight upon all except the moneyed class. 

This favored class would have their wealth greatly increased at the 

and suffering of the producing and laboring classes. In propor- 
tion to the increase in the value of money the wages of labor would be 
decreased. The bonds of the Government payable in 1892 and 1907, 
instead of being as at present at a premium of 12 and 24 per cent. re- 
spectively, would advance to double that premium. 

The national debt in 1865 amounted to $2,756,000,000. It now 
amounts to 81,843, 713,715.80. Although in the twenty years we have 
reduced the principal to the present amount and have paid $1,900,000,- 
000 in interest on the debt, the balance is still as large and as hard to 
be paid, if we estimate it by the chief products of human labor in our 
country. It should not be still further increased as a burden upon the 

le. 

The Democratic party, after a struggle of twenty years, not only 
elected but inaugurated a President. He holds the reins of Govern- 
ment in the interestsof the people. The vicious financial policy of the 
Republican leaders, the reckless extravagance in every department of 
the Government, and the heavy burdens imposed upon the people by 
an unjust, unequal, and iniquitous tariff law secured the popular ver- 
dict in favor of reform in all of them. 

Our pledges must be keptinviolate. The cardinal and time-honored 
principles of the party—dear to the fathers in the earlier days of the 
Republic—must be adhered to with unfaltering firmness. Then our 
land will be filled with peace and safety, honesty and happiness, with 
such unequaled privileges, social, political, secular, and religious, as no 
other people ever enjoyed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, why can not we go on with 
the private bills? 

Mr. GEDDES. I am on private bills. - 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It seems to me the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GEDDES] is guilty of the inconsistency which he charges upon the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. Why should he take up time in this dis- 
cussion when almost all of us, I think, are decidedly dissatisfied that pri- 
vate bill day should be consumed in this way ? 

Mr. GEDDES. I suppose you are, for you have only heard thegold 
side. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, 


„The gold side!“ I am as much dissatis- 


fied with the time being taken up on that side as the other; and I say 
the example of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in this respect ought 
not to be imitated. 
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Mr. GEDDES. Why did you not make your objection earlier? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, you did! Then you did not get it in very well. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Pretty well, I thought. 

Mr. GEDDES. No doubt you did the best you could; but you were 
overruled. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I was. 

Mr. GEDDES. And are likely to be overruled again. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suspect I am likely to be; but I want to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the gentleman from Ohio, 
while claiming to object to the introduction of this question by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I hope this does not come out of my 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GEDDES. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 

Mr. GEDDES resumed his remarks but was interrupted by 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, who said: Mr, Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania offered a proposition and then spoke against 
it; and now the gentleman from Ohio is following in the same line 
making a speech against the proposition. I insist that some member 
in favor of the amendment should take the floor. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. GEDDES proceeded with his remarks for some time, when 

Mr. REED, of Maine, said: Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. My point is that the gentleman from Ohio is 
not addressing himself to the amendment before the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, I am doing the best I can. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ihave nodoubtheis. I agree with the gen- 
tleman about that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GEDDES. I presume | am not doing quite so well in your esti- 
mation as the gentleman who just preceded me. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not do him the honor to listen to him, 
so I do not know whether the gentleman from Ohio is doing better or 
worse. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the Chair hold that it is in order to 
consume the time of the House in this way? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, we shall see whether gentlemen can get silver 
off the floor when they did not get gold off. That is the question now. 
There may be some point enforced in favor of getting silver off the floor 
that we could not discover as against gold. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, in the proposition I make I 
have no reference to the views which the gentleman from Ohio may pos- 
sibly be presenting to this House. I have not listened to him nor did 
I listen to the views of the gentleman who preceded him. But I do 
feel—in common, I think, with the majority of the members of this 

_House—that the use of this day for the purpose of general debate as if 
we were in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union is not 
exactly in accordance with our rules; and I desire to ascertain from the 
ruling of the Chair whether such is the fact. If this proceeding be in 
accordance with the rules, I have nothing more to say; the gentleman 
from Ohio will then proceed in his right, and other gentlemen will do 
the same; but I think there ought first to be an adjudication from the 
Chair that such proceeding is suitable and proper. If it is, none of us 
have any right to complain. If it is not, the gentleman from Ohio will 
have no right to complain. I make the point of order, not in any in- 
vidious spirit toward him or any of the propositions which he is ad- 
vancing or thinks he is advancing. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I agree with the gentleman from Maine 
in his general view; but inasmuch as there has been a made on 
one side of this question, I submit that my colleague [Mr. GEDDES] 
ought to be permitted to make his speech in reply. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But, Mr. Chairman, we have had no end of 
speeches on what I assume to be the other side,“ from information 
we have had by remarks made here, not from anything that I have 
heard to-day. We have had no end of speeches upon both sides; but 
I think that the majority have been on the side that is being supported 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GEDDES. By way of apology, I will ask whether the gentle- 
man from Maine heard my statement that the speech of the gentleman 
who preceded me was made by a member of the Coinage Committee, 
which committee will have the right of way on the floor when its bill 
comes up, so that I would not be able to get the floor on this subject 
as against him. He now comes in and tries to consume our private 
bill day by devoting it to a discussion of the gold question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And you, in order to rectify the evil, propose 
to take another hour away from private bills in order to discuss silver 


coinage. 

Mr. GEDDES. I will take care of private bills, and the House will 
be satisfied with my action. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


When any member desires to or deliver any matter to the House, he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to Mr. Speaker,“ and on being recog- 
nized may address the House from any place on the floor or from the Clerk's 
desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Isubmitto the gentleman from Ohio that to 
an amendment to pay a particular thing insilver the remarks he is now 
making are notin order. 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes, they are strictly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when the bill under 
consideration was read the gentleman from Pennsylvania rose and ad- 
dressed the Chair and asked for recognition. No gentleman of the War 
Claims Committee and no other gentleman addressed the Chair at the 
time. The Chair i the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and he 
first read and then sent to the Clerk’s desk an amendment to the bill 
under consideration. The Clerk will report that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill, after the word “ cents,” in line 7, by inserting the words “in 
standard silver dollars.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. After the gentleman from Pennsylvania had been 
recognized the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] and the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] asked the Chair a question as to what 
was under discussion. ‘The Chair will have the notes of that portion of 
to-day’s proceedings read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the 
interruption I made, that coming into the Hall without knowing what 
was going on, I inquired what it was. I was not aware of the condi- 
tion of affairs when I made the request. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desireto make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read what occurred during 
the course of the of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] when the question was raised. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. DusHAmM. What is the business before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] sont u 
amendment to the pending bill, as the Chairman understands, and is spea! 
to his amendment, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the amendment been read? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does it refer to the silver question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be n reported. 

The Clerk in read the amendment as above printed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ah! I see it is entirely pertinent. [Laughter.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state these proceedings occurred 
during the hour occupied by the gentleman from Pennsylvania: No 
point of order was raised by any member of the committee. After his 
hour expired the Chair recognized the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GEDDES], the chairman of the Committee on War Claims. 

The gentleman from Maine now submits the point of order that the 
gentleman from Ohio is not confining himself to the subject under con- 
sideration. So far as the gentleman has proceeded the Chair will state 
that a part of his remarksare certainly pertinent to the question under 
consideration. The gentleman in his opening remarks referred to the 
pending bill and stated his reasons for opposing the amendment. Sub- 
sequently the Chair thinks that the gentleman has not been strictly 
within the rule. The Chair can only state, as has been stated by occu- 
pants of the chair repeatedly before, that he hopes in the time allotted 
to the gentleman he will confine himself to the rules of the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Permit me one word. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not in order to move that the committee rise? 

Mr. GEDDES. This discussion is not, of course, to come out of my 


time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. It is not in order to move that 
the committee rise, as the gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And he can not be taken off the floor for 
any such purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; not without his consent. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire tostate to the House, because I think 
it only fair to myself I should do so, that the observation I made in re- 
gard to the pertinency of the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to the subject under discussion was made without having heard 
what his remarks were, except they seemed to be on the silver question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the gold standard. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not at all. I did not recognize him person- 
ally, and it was fifteen minutes after that before I had any information 
of the side upon which he was. I think it fair tostate that to the House. 
Iam not trying to make fish of one and flesh of the other, but 1 did 
sympathize fully with the opening remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
about taking up the time of the House in such discussion. I really 


an 
ing 


hope, and beg leave to express that hope, he may continue in that vein. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, no one can more earnestly desire 
than I do that all discussion here shall be in accord with the letter 
and spirit of the rules and relate to the subject at the time actually 
under consideration. This discussion of silver out of place began on a 
bill on another subject, of which I had charge. Whether appropriate 
or not, it began on an amendment technically in order, and on this side 
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of the House. Next followed the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMEs] 
in a speech alike irrelevant, but greatl to the gratification of our friends 
now complaining on the other side of the House. That was no 
more in order than the other. It was followed by another, and still 
another, and to-day the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scort], act- 
ing as the other gentlemen had done, offered an amendment, which is 
pm as much in order to a private as it would be if offered to a public 

ill. He then took the floor in his own right on his amendment, being 
at least technically in order under the rules of the House, and his speech 
was to the amendment he had offered, and was justified by what had 
gone before. 

While I deprecate this character of discussion, I know of no method 
under the rulés to prevent it; and unless gentlemen will themselves, 
under what I believe to be the spirit of the rules, confine their discus- 
sions strictly to the subject-matter under consideration, I suppose this 
character of debate will go further. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, just one word. The discus- 
sion to which the gentleman from Illinois calls our attention was a dis- 
cussion which took place in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, where, as I understand, greater latitude of debate 
has always been allowed. In that committee it has always been allow- 
able, at the discretion of the member occupying the floor, to discuss any 
subject relating to the state of the Union without question. But this 
is a Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, which, as I under- 
siad it, is quite a different committee from that to which I have re- 

erred 


Mr. MORRISON. Both are alike irrelevant and opposed to the spirit 
of the rule which requires members to speak to the subject-matter un- 
der consideration. ‘The silver-coinage discussion in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union in the past few weeks as 
well as in this committee to-day has all been on or toamendments pro- 
posing to pay particular allowances in silver. The amendments were, 
of course, offered for the sole purpose of taking advantage of the rule 
and thus enable gentlemen to make speeches upon this particular sub- 


ject. Such amendments are in order to the same extent on private or 


public bills in Committee of the Whole or out of it. Both are against 
the spirit of the rule, I very much desire that the House will come to 
so consider it and that the practice will go into disuse. 

Mr. BLAND. Permit me, Mr. i , to make one or two sug- 
gestions in this connection. 

I suppose that inasmuch as this discussion has begun we will save 
time by allowing the gentleman from Ohio to conclude his speech; but 
I do hope that this House will have some respect for the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, inasmuch as the gentlemen com- 

ng that committee up to this day have refrained from participat- 
ing in the debate upon this subject. 

There was no understanding that any member of the committee, nor 
was there any expectation that any one of the members of the commit- 
tee, would speak upon this question until the subject was before the 
House regularly in a measure to be presented by that committee; and 
inasmuch as this subject, as is apparent to everybody present, will be 

i from time to time in this irregular way, I desire when the 
committee rises to-day to ask instructions of the House to set aside a 
day for the consideration of a bill which will be reported by that com- 
mittee, so that the House can discuss it until it thinks it has exhausted 
the subject. We can go on then with the other business which needs 
attention without the interjection of an irrelevant subject, and until 
that is done the House must see that nothing else can be done. 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Permit me a moment. 

Mr. GEDDES. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the gentleman from Missouri infers from any- 

thing I have said that the discussion is to go on as it has heretofore been 
going on and without objection, he misunderstood me. It will not pro- 
ceed in this irregular way without objection. Of course there should 
be no objection to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] continuing 
his speech. 
Mr. BLAND. No, I did not mean that. What I meant was that 
the gentleman from Illinois nor any other gentleman on the floor can 
control this subject. It can only be controlled by the House itself set- 
ting a day for the consideration of a bill reported from the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, so as to permit, in its proper place 
and in a proper way, the discussion of this whole question. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I want to put myself on record as 
being in earnest sympathy with gentlemen who had been endeavoring 
to take me off the floor. EA They observed (as I understood 
the earnest sympathy of my good friend from Maine at the opening of 
my remarks to mean) that the time of the committee which reports 
these private claims was being taken up by members of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and noticing that, I intended to 
make the issue and to emphasize it as strongly as I could, whether 
when private bill day is taken from us it must always be for gold. That 
is my attitude, and I will, as far as within my power, adhere to the 


point. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow 
a question? 


Mr. GEDDES. I can not yield now. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Iam a member of the Committee on 
War Claims—— . 

Mr. GEDDES. If in what I say I do not make the matter about 
which you desire information perfectly clear, then I will cheerfully yield 
to the gentleman for any question he may wish to ask. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Justonequestion: Whether you wrote 
that speech after the remarks about gold had been made or before? 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, sir, I did it before. [Laughter.] That gold 
speech was not written to-day, since this question came up, I can tell 
the gentleman. It was read from manuscript, as I shall read the most 
of mine. Let us be fair to each other. 

[Mr. GEDDES concluded his remarks, as above printed. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, and Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, ob- 


jected. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move as an amendment to the 
amendment what I send to the desk. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is not my amendment withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand I have the right to withdrawit. I stated 
that I withdrew it. I then understood some gentleman objected and 
that the Chair decided I could not withdraw the amendment because 
objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to ask 
unanimons consent to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did withdraw it. I did not ask any unanimous con- 
sent; I had a right to withdraw it. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state he misapprehended the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The Chair asked consent 
for the withdrawal of the amendment, because he was under the im- 
pression that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had asked it. There 
having been no vote on the amendment, the gentleman has the right to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] to offer an amendment. The amendment 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following words: Or in such lawful money as William H. Wheeler 
may demand.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that can not be offered 
as an amendment to the amendment which has been withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will offer my amendment then as 
an amendment to the bill. I do not want to take up the time of the 
committee now in discussing these questions. I believe the days set 
apart for private legislation should be devoted to that purpose. And 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] has attempted a de- 
fense of the administration, and as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GEDDES] has shown to this House and the country, so far as his 
may be read, that the Democratic party, as led by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is not to be trusted, I do not think they require an answer 
from our side. If one has bolstered up the administration the other 
has assailed it. 

Since the gentleman from Ohio has sought to cast reflections on the 
Republican party on account of the debt that is piled up, I will say to 
him if he and his party had been as anxious to keep down the debt as 
the Republican party was, and had stood by the Government as the 
Republican party did, this debt would not have been piled mountain 
high to be paid in gold or greenbacks. 

Now I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on Mr. HAMMOND’s motion, there were 
ayes 29, noes 54. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALSELL, I ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House With a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the report on the bill read. 

The report (by Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 822) for 
or relief of — H. Wheeler, have examined the same, and submit the fol- 

0 ng re : 

This claim is for corn and fodder taken by the Union Army from the claimant, 
at or near Bowling Green, Ky., in the year 1862. > 

The claim was duly presented to the Quartermaster-General for settlement, 
and was referred by the Quartermaster-General to an agent for investigation 
and report. On Novembr 22, 1881, the agent submitted a report recommending 
that claimant be paid the sum of $633.50. General James A. Ekin, deputy quar- 
termaster-general, United States Army, indorsed the agent's report as follows: 

“The proof supplied appears to be of areliable nature, and the claim, to a cer- 
tain extent, is no doubt meritorious. The estimate made by the investigating 
agent of corn and fodder taken in this instance, as a result of his investigation, 
is considered reasonable and just—placing its valuation at $633.50 unpaid for— 
and which sum he recommends be allowed claimant in full of claim. I concur 
in the agent’s recommendation. Claimant was loyal.“ 

The case was considered Se: ber 9, 1882, and no allowance recommended 
by the Quartermaster-General. 

The loyalty of the claimant and the taking of the property and its value are 
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ven to the satisfaction of the committee; and they report back the bill with 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the friends of this bill whether this 


claim was not rejected by the and if not rejected 
how it to come here for allowance? 
Mr. HA L. It was rejected by the -General. 


Quartermaster 
Pina SPRINGER. On what ground? The report does not disclose 
t. 

Mr. HALSELL. It was rejected on the ground that the Quarter- 
master-General was not satisfied as to the loyalty of the claimant, and 
now this report shows there is not any question about it at all. Iwill 
say I have gone through the papers, every solitary one of them, myself. 
And I know this old gentleman; he lives in my town, and I have known 
him all my life. There is not a scintilla of proof to the contrary of his 
loyalty, but on the other hand there is an abundance of affirmative 
proof by his neighbors that he is a man of as good loyalty as any man 
in Kentucky. The bill is all right. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pa 

Mr. WOLFORD. move that the committee rise, so that action 
may be taken on the bills which have been reported and are before the 
House, before we forget all about them. 

The question being taken on Mr. WoLFORD’s motion, there were 
ayes 44, noes 58. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


JOHN A. COAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4412) 
for the relief of John A. Coan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ro- 
Kentucky, the sum of 


County, „in 


F 
u com for two horses, saddles, and bridles taken from him by the 
United forces in Louisiana. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. KLEINER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of John A. 
Coan, report as follows: 

That is a claim for two horses, 5 bridles taken from the claim- 
. AET of the United States in Louisiana during the late war. Claim 
stated a . 

It appears from the proof submitted that the claimant filed his claim with the 
. and that officer submitted a report thereon, which is as 

follows: 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. G, August 4, 1808. 
rn: I have the honor to forward with report the claim of John A. Coan, Oin- 
cinnati, Ohio, late Government lessce of lands in Louisiana, for horses and bridles 
($368) taken at Natchez, Miss., in July 1864,by order of General M. Brayman, 
commanding at 

There seems to be evidence of the seizure and impressment ofthe horses, and 
that claimant was a lessee of plantations under the policy adopted by the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore entitled to be protected. 

it is an irregular claim, in that no olie of the Quartermaster’s Department 
appears to have rted, accounted for, or receipted for the property, and one 
which a not of July 4, 1864, does not apply, the transaction having occurred 

n a rebel 


istrict, A 
I am of opinion that the tion of claimant as a lessee seems to require the 
Government to extend to indemnity in this matter, asis customary in cases 
where horses are taken from soldiers, officers, or persons employed by the Gov- 
ernment in connection with milita: eee tr respectfully submit the 
case to the honorable Secretary for decision whether it shall be made an ex- 
ceptional case and referred to the Auditor with recommendation for settlement, 
I have the honor to be, very y, your N t Da 
* 


Quartermaster- General, Brevet Major-General. 
Hon. Epwry M. STANTOX, 
Secretary 


* 
of War, Washington, D. C. 

The case was referred the War Department to the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, and that officer decided that the accounting officers could not pay the 
claim, being prohibited by the act of March 3, 1871. 

Your committee think the claim is fully substantiated by the evidence, and 
that the amount charged is a fair price; they therefore report herewith a bill, 
and recommend its passage. 


Mr. KLEINER. As is recited in the report of the Committee on 
War Claims, the only reason given by the Quartermaster-General for 
refusing payment was that this claim originated in an insurrectionary 
district or a State lately in rebellion; but there is abundant proof that 
Mr. Coan was a loyal man. There is abundant proof too that he was 
a citizen of Cincinnati at the time he went to Mississippi in the latter 
part of 1863, and in accordance with the rules that obtained at that 
time leased from the Government through the regularly authorized 
Government agents certain plantations, seven in number. 

On account of the difficulties surrounding him and the dangers from 
confederate forces and guerrillas in the vicinity in which these planta- 
tions were located he was compelled to keep his stores, his horses and 
mules, in fact everything except the manual labor employed on the 

lantations, in the city of Natchez under the surveillance of the United 

tates forces. In 1864 General Brayman had command of that portion 
of the State of Mississippi. He found himself surrounded by guer- 
rillas and confederate cavalry, and having nothing with which todefend 
himself and his post save infantry, he ordered the adjutant-general, 
a Townsend,to go out and seize horses, mules, or any kind of ani- 
upon which he could mount a certain portion of his command. 


Mr. KL Yes, sir; and it was absolutely necessary for the 
use of the Government at the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then of course the bill is and ought to pass. 

Mr. KLEINER. No question at all was about the seizure or 
about the value of the property. The only objection made to the claim 
was that the property was seized in an 83 that, 
therefore, there was no provision of law under which it could be paid. 

Mr. BEACH. Can the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. KLEINER] in- 
form us when this claimant first presented his claim ? 

Mr, KLEINER. He presented it immediately. 

Mr. BEACH. In what year? 

Mr. KLEINER. In 1864. The property was seized in July, 1864, 
and he immediately presented his claim, and has been diligently seek- 
ing its payment ever since, He never got a voucher for it, nor did any- 
body else get a voucher at that time in such a case. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iwas about to ask the gentleman whether 
this party ever got any voucher from the quartermaster for this prop- 
erty 


Mr. KLEINER. He never did. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why? 

Mr. KLEINER. I will state to the committee that there is an affi- 
davit, or certificate, of General Brayman, who ordered this seizure, in 
which he states that immediately after the seizure was made and when 
the cavalry had gone out into the country, he was relieved from com- 
mand there before he could order vouchers to be given or payments 
made, and was sent away and never returned to that post again. 

There is also in the case a statement from General Grant. His let- 
ter is furnished to the committee by the War Department. He there 
states that there were no questions raised as to the seizure of this prop- 
erty, or as to its value, and that the reason no vouchers were given for 
this or any of the seizures made at that time was that the officer then 
in charge at the post was almost immediately removed. General Grant 
states further that the seizure was a military necessity. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Itake it that there were many other seize- 
ures made in the same way under the same order and by the same com- 
mander at that time, were there not? 

Mr. KLEINER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do you know what has become of those 
claims ? 

Mr. KLEINER. I do not. This is the only claim under considera- 
tion at this time. We have not yet reached the others. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
seemed to assume a while ago that if these horses were used for the pur- 
poses of the Government, then this claim was necessarily good. On 
that theory any seizure of property for Government use would serve as 
the basis of a good claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. My friend misapprehends my position. It is 
clear on the face of the report in this case that the property was taken 
for the use of the Government, and if the seizure been made in a 
loyal State, and the property had been so taken and applied to Govern- 
e use, it would have been a case for adjustment under the 4th of 

uly act, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then the claim rests upon two things. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon three. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Upon three, but chiefly upon two things: 
First, that this property was seized and appropriated for the use of the 
„ and second, that the property wus owned by a man Who 
was 5 

Mr. KLEINER. Les; he was a loyal man. He was a citizen of Ohio, 
and was in fact at that time a lessee and agent of the Government. 
No question has been made as to his loyalty. 

Mr. PERKINS. Did the Quartermaster’s Department in its investi- 
gation ascertain the value of this property ? 

Mr. KLEINER, Yes, sir; the Quartermaster’s Department investi- 
gated the matter and it recommended an allowance of $350, but it did 
not authorize the payment of the claim for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the Quartermaster’s Department found that 
the property was of that value? 

Mr. KLEINER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Clearly such a claim could not be paid under the 
law as it stood at that time. 

Mr. KLEINER. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid aside 
to be to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The motion was agreed to. 


1886. 
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D. E. DOWNING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 832) 
ſor the relief of D. E. Downing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. di- 
rected to pay D. E. Do of Mo 


paid. 
Mr. PERRY. I ask that the report in this case, which briefly states 
the facts, be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think it necessary for us to consume time 
in the reading of the report on a bill that allows only $130. The time 
which would be consumed in the reading of the report is of more value 
than the amount proposed to be appropriated. As a committee of this 
House has recommended the passage of this bill, and as the amount is 
so small that it would be within the ordinary jurisdiction of a justice 
of the peace, I think we may as well accept the finding of the commit- 
tee and pass the bill without further time. 

Mr. PERRY. I move, then, that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STORM. Let us hear the report. The amount is small, but the 
principle involved may be large. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not think the whole report need be read. 
The bill proposes simply to pay this man the amount of three quarter- 
master’s vouchers which were intrusted to a member of Congress and 
lost. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. STORM. Then the member ought to pay the amount. 

The report (by Mr. PERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 832) for 
ue ‘areca of D. E. Downing, have had the same under consideration, and report 
as follows: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report of the Committee on War Claims No. 2443, second session Forty-eighth 
9 are in substance as follows: 


uartermaster’s vouchers, one for 
$87.50, to be accounted for in the June report of 1562, and one for 400 pounds of 
and be accounted 


youchers to Louisville, Ky., and presented them to the quartermaster’s depart- 
e quartermaster at Louisville examined them and 
but that he had no money to pay them; 
on. C. W. Milliken some time in August, 
1874, for 9 to the Quartermaster-General for 2 that Hon. C. 
W. Milliken lost or mislaid the said vouchers; and that for said vouchers he has 
received no compensation whatever.” 

This petition is accompanied by an affidavit from Hon. C. W. Milliken that the 
said vouchers were delivered to him and that he lost or misp! them. 

Your committee, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, report back the 
bill and recommend its passage. 

The question being taken on the motion that the bill be laid aside to 


be favorably reported to the House, it was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. There being now on the table as unfinished busi- 
ness several bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House last 
Friday, and as it is now nearly 4 o’clock, I move that the committee 
rise. 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 62. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted, and I think we had better 
have tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman demand tellers? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. We could pass two more bills in the 
time which will be consumed by this count. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are more bills now pending in the House, 
coming over from last Friday, than we can dispose of during the rest 
of the day. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rules, ordered tellers, and appointed Mr. 
SPRINGER and Mr. JOHNSTON of Indiana. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 


So the motion of Mr. SPRINGER was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House, 
having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had directed him 
to report sundry bills with the recommendation that they do pass. 

JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill pend- 

E bpi not disposed of, having been reported from the Committee of the 
ole House on last Friday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the motion made last 
Friday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs with instructions. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair directed me to put the proposed in- 
structions in writing, and I have done so. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs with in- 
structions to ascertain and report whether a retiring-board of the United States 
Army, organized under the 5 act of August vestigate 


nof 


ly retired from th 
one year’s pay and allowance, and whether this finding of the retirin; is 
shall ascertain and report to 


House whether the findings and recommendations of retiring- have not 
equal force and effect as the findings and recommendations of courts-martial, 
and whether Congress has the right to review such findings and recommenda- 
tions after they have been approved by the President and set them aside, as is 
proposed in the pending bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that several bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that a demand for the previous question is pending; and the mo- 
tion to recommit is not debatable except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. The gentleman has got in one speech in 
the paper which has just been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to show that these bills are substantially 
the same as the Fitz-John Porter bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. Thequestion is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois to recommit the bill with the instruc- 
tions just read. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon ordering the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, as the previous question 
has just been ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not on the passage of the bill? I understood it 
was on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

The SPEAKER. That was done last Friday. The demand for the 
previous question on the passage of the bill was made at that time, 
and pending that the gentleman from Illinois moved to recommit. 
The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 11 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that these gentlemen do not want to go on 
the record on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The ayes have it; and the 
bill is passed. È 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division on the question of the passage 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman demand a 
division. The gentleman now states, as the Chair understands, that 
he demanded a division before the result was announced. The Chair 
always accepts a statement of that character. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not demand a division before the Speaker 
announced the result, because I did not know that both sides of the 
question had been taken. When I heard the Chair announce that the 
bill had passed I then demanded a division, because I had not heard 
both sides of the question put. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair thinks the demand was too late. 
The vote taken was merely viva voce, and the Chair announced that 
“ the ayes seemed to have it.“ Thereupon the gentleman from Ili- 
nois demanded the yeas and nays, which were refused by the House, 
and then the Chair announced the result upon the viva voce vote. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
bill, and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division on the motion to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 11. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order of no quorum having been made, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BRAGG. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 44. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar without amendment, were severally or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they 
were accordingly read the third time, and $ 

A bill (H. R. 3428) for the relief of V. F. Gorrisen; 

A bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; 
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A bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; 

A bill H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 
A bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of John A. Coan; and 
A bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of J. E. Downing. 


BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were e to, and 
the bills as amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a 
ae candy and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 


sa Ee 68) for the relief of William P. Chambliss; 
4 bill (H. R. 899) ſor the relief of A. S. Bloom; and 
A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. Me- 
Millin, deceased. 
JOHN HATFIELD, DECEASED. 


The bill (H. R. 212) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield was reported 
back from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
together with the bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Hatfield, deceased, with the recommendation that the House 
bill be laid on the table and the Senate bill be 

The House bill was laid on the table, and the Senate bill was or- 
dered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WOLFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. 68) for the relief of William P. Chambliss was and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

29 latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. 3428) for the relief of V. F. Gorrisen was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. HALSELL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
other bills were ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HAMMOND. It has been usual, during the long session of Con- 
gress to adjourn over for Washington’s birthday. At any rate the De- 
ents will be closed that day, and as Tuesday will be Cabinet day 
it will in any event be impossible to do any departmental business until 
Wednesday next if it be not done to-morrow. Therefore I move when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
FREE COINAGE OF SILVER, 


Mr. BLAND. I ask by unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution for t consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as ations: 


Resoived, That on Tuesday, the 2d of March next, after the morning hour for 
the 9 of bills, the — shall proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 5690, for the free coinage of silver, and other purposes, and that the same 
shall be so considered from day to a until e of, not to interfere with 
general appropriation and revenue bills or to prevent the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures ng g any morning hour when said Commit- 
tee may called from calling up said bill, 


Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his 
objection until I can make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is insisted upon, and the resolution 
is not before the House. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask by unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference. 

Mr, BEACH. I object. 

EXPLANATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say that if I had been present yes- 

terday when the vote was taken I would have voted for the Fitz-John 
Porter bill as it passed the House. 
CALL OF STATES. 

Mr. PERKINS. As we have agreed to adjourn over until Tuesday 
next I hope by unanimous consent it will be agreed that on Tuesday 
the States and Territories will be called for the introduction of bills 
for reference. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We have adjourned over Monday and we 
may as well adjourn the business of Monday. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at twenty-two minutes to 5 o’clock p. 
m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) resumed its session. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the special order 
fixed for Friday evening sessions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the order under which the 
House assembles to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m., at which even! sessions private bills reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions; and bills re- 


ported from the Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only, be 
considered. 


FRANCIS H. KIRMAYER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1083) 
granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to inerease the pension of Francis H. Kirmayer, late of 
Company G, Fifty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, to $72 a month. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Isuppose the reports in all of these cases, although 
they may not be read, will be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. That order will be made. 

The report (by Mr. LovVERING) is as follows: 


Francis H. Kirmayer was a sergeant in baa ny G, Fifty-fourth Ohio Volun- 
teers. He enlisted February 15, 1864, and was d May 24, 1365, for wounds 
received at Nickajack Creek, Geo eorgia, by the bursting of 3 which resulted 
in amputation of left leg above the knee; the same shell wounded the right 
knee-joint, breaking off a piece ~ the tibia, ‘and at the same time threw him into 
the air several feet; that when he dropped to the ground he injured his back 
and head severely, and never has recovered from the effects of the same; he 
also received a bullet wound in the right thigh and another in the abdomen 
from spent balls. 

This soldier was first pensioned from discharge to June sia, gat at $8 per 
month, increased to $15 from June 6, 1866, to $18 from June 8, 1 


$24 from June 
4, 1874, and $30 from March 3, 1883, for ion of left bovis Bort above the knee. 
"He filed an application for increase increase of disability 


of right leg 5 . him Helpless a and unfit for perform- 
mgen any labor, has to be dressed and undressed, and has not been able to take care 
imself unaided since he was shot, and that he is entitled to the rate provided 
by law for persons who require aid and attendance. This application was re- 
jected September 15, 1884, on the ground “ that he was receiving the full amount 
of pension to which he is entitled; the evidence not showing that 
helplessness that would entitle him to $50 per month.” An appeal was 
from the finding of the Pension Commissioner, and on the 1th day of March, 
1885, the ee of the Interior reaffirmed the rejection of the Pension De- 
partmen 
The evidence in the case all shows that the 9 is N greatly disabled 
and does require the aid and assistance of another pe 
e O. Pratt and Lewis 8. ow he ha testify they haves ows claimant for the 
ten years; that they know he has not performed any manual labor during 
raced time, — d. that he needs the aid and attendance of another person more or 
jess frequen’ 
Dr. Pratt 3 supplements his affidavit as above by saying he re- 
quires assistance in dressing at all times and can never be better; the evidence 


nas the woun 


of these physicians is co rated by Bri O’Brien and Marie Allendorf that 
he needs lar aid and attendance and t they have assisted him 
1884. sa of examining surgeons at Taunton who last — him April 
say: 


Left femuramputated at middle third; good stump. A large cicatrix on inside 
of right knee shows extensive wound and ‘ulceration, cicatrix drawn, and smooth, 
knee weak, sometimes giving out suddenly (on one occasion caused him to chop 
off his left thumb ; says he suffers pain and weakness in back in consequence 
of injury receiy ‘at time of woun We think he should be rated, (1) loss of 

Ungh, pres present; (2) wound of right knee, yey: (3) injury to back, 0, * 

rom the statement of facts set forth in this claim, whi e the evidence does not 
show conclusively that this soldier is in that state of absolute helplessness requir- 
ing the constant care and attendance of another person, still it does show that 

ithouta certain amountof assistance he would be unable to get around and do 
for himself, being able to walk with the use of cane or crutch, and partly care for 
himself, The evidence shows that he is liable to sudden vertigo ı npon stooping, 
owing to swollen temporal veins, the result of the injury to his h 

His condition is such that his disabilities would entitle him to an advance 
upon his present rating of $30 per month, and still they are not of that extreme 
nature as to entitle him to the full amount, $50, allowed to those whoare utterly 
inen tated from helping themselves, and a obliged to have constant and 
r r care and attendance of ä 

your committee therefore recommend the passage of the 1 bill 
as amended, by striking out the words “seventy-two” in last line and substi- 
tuting therefor the word * ' forty.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY B. CARLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1106) 
granting a pension to Mary B. Carll. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the fion-roll the pone of Mary B. Carll, 
widow of Erastus B. 1, late a lieu tof Company —, Second nent 

of Massachusetts Volunteers, subject to the pears ay Aer} limitations of the 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) is as follows: 


Mary B. Carll is the widow of W 4 B. Carll, late first lieutenant Company 
F, Second Massachusetts Infantry. He May 24,1861, and was discharged 
May 30,1864. He died November 9, 1878. 

It is not shown that the soldier ever made application in his life. 


At the time 
of his death he left claimant, and a family of 


ve small children, all under thir- 
teen years of age. She applied for pension January 27, 1879, which was aby meer 
3 9, 1882, on the ground that soldier's death was not due to his military 


The evidence in the case shows that the soldier was in health, sound, 
and robust at time of enlistment; that he contracted malarial disease in the 


are ane and that ever thereafter he suffered from it down to the day of his death, 


illiam Cogswell, colonel of Second Massachusetts Volunteers, testifies: 
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“Soldier was in health when he entered service, and in feeble health 
when cee resi ve no doubt he contracted malaria in the service.“ 

George W. Morse, first lieutenant Company J, Second Massachusetts, testifies 
to his general good health at enlistment, and that during the e part of his 
service he seemed to be breaking down in health. 

©. C. L. Moore, of Malden, Mass., testifies: 

„That he knew soldier before the war. He was then in robust health, able- 
bodied ; he resided at my father’s house fortwo years, 1858-59; never knew of his 
being sick orcomplaining. I next saw him in August, 1864; he was ina car with 
me, He had chan so much I would not have recognized him had he not 
spoken to me and told me who he was. His voice was very weak, and he seemed 
to bea ged man. I obtained employment for him in one of the storehouses 
in the navy-yard at Charlestown under my charge. He was run down in health, 
and while he remained in the yard he was a constant sufferer from what he said 


was ison. He ap stupid a great part of the time; his mind 
at times seemed to wander; he had but vas little strength, and if he sat 3 
he would be apt to fall asleep. He was a man of mo 


character, te 

ate, and industrious, He worked under me up to the time he was taken illy with 
his Jast sickness,” 

Mary Galvin and Hugh McKenna, neighbors, testify that from his discharge 
to his — he complained of and was always suffering from malarial poisoning. 

Dr. J. McDonald, of Boston, Mass., family physician, and whe ¢ attended 
soldier in tie last sickness, testifies 

He had uent attacks of intermittent malarial chills, chronic enlargement 

of liver and spleen, great debility, extreme emaciation, cough, and night sweats" 
During the pes months I attended him previous to his death the above symp- 
toms constantly increased, until four days previous to his death pleuro-pneu- 


monis su ae hastened a result wh ich, even without the latter disease, 
would oa 3 in the course of a few weeks. The acute attack in this 
case was y, if not wholly, by the previous exhausted condition of 


patient. In am decidealy'of the opinion that the essential cause of death was the 
chronic diseases contracted in the Arm, and I am led to this conclu- 
sion by the fact that the pneumonia was so sli ae se it would not have occurred 
were it not for the condition of his system the wasting effects of the ma- 
larial hepatic and previous lung disease which DA so invaded his system.” 
Your committee are of the opinion the case is clearly (Ny — and that the re- 
jection by the Pension Department was pe urely technical. They therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill with the following amendment; In- 
sert the leiter F” in the sixth line, after the word Company.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JESSE B. SCUDDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 421) 
granting a pension to Jesse B. Scudder. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jesse B. Scudder, of Industry, 
III. and aay i a pension at the rate of $8 per month from the 6th day of June, 


1865, to the present time, and to continue at the same rate, unless increased. 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) is as follows: 


Jesse B. Scudder enlisted August 11, 1862, at Industry, III., in 8 T 

Seventy-eighth Illinois Infantry, and was honorably eô, 1865, 

nited States baptar ae at Quino „II., on pera tie of anabiiltics, which 
disability is recited in h ng one-half. The Adjutant-General's 
report shows that Scudder was on m duty y fines his ihe 9 from the time of en- 
Jistment until October 18, 1864. he was leftsick at Chatta: 
Tenn., and the record shows him Zet in in the ——— until his di 

A certificate of disability, eae June 6, 1865, by D. G. Brinton, su n United 
States Volunteers, in of United States espital at Quincy, III., certifies 
said Scudder is incapable of performing the duties of a soldier because of ob- 
scure injury to the spine. It seems that the hospital record of said regiment is 
not on file and has not been preserved; consequently the cause of his sickness 
while in the hospital does not appear of record. The above facts are in the Ad- 
jutant-General's report. 

It appears from the evidence that in October, 1864, while Scudder was sick in 
the hospital at Chattanooga, poni he was panie a furlough, and on October 
31, 1864, was on his way home, al 3 a f other sick soldiers, under the 
charge ‘of William H. ithens, assistant surgeon of the said regiment. That at 
or near La Fayette, Ind., the train upon the railroad ppon which said soldiers 
were traveling collided with another train anda large number of the soldiers 
aboard were killed, anda large number of the remainder were crippled and in- 

ured in various ways by reason of said collision. 

William H. Githens testifies that he was the assistant su of the Seventy- 
eighth Illinois iment; that he was inc of the ee soldiers at 
the time of the collision near La bayette, 1 ber 31, 1864, and took care of 
the wounded; but he has no distinct recollection of treating or caring for Jesse 
B. Scudder, but that he believes he was injured, as very few escaped in the first 


nooga, 


passenger „but to what extent is unable to say. 
It is proven that Scudder was in the first passenger coach mentioned by Dr. 
Githens, The evidence clearly shows that said Scudder, soon after the said col- 


lision, reached his 


home injured in the back, for oe he was treated by Dr. 
Duncan; that he was shorti 


able to return to his regiment, which he did, and 
the records of the Adiutant-General's Office show that he was sick in the hospi- 
tal until he was discharged. The evidence fully establishes the fact that he was 

* a sound and healthy man at the time he enlisted. 
It is also fully established by the evidence that said Scudder never has recov- 
ered from ii injuries to hisback. Thisis established by the evidence of several 


ihe S on of of then ment he was in the line of his duty, and if injured with- 
out fa should be entitled, in equity at least, to his pension. 
poi 105 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out of said bill all after the words “Industry, Illinois,“ and insert “of 
Company I, Faget eee, Illinois Regiment, and pay him a pension subject to 
the Suna and itations of the pension laws.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
NATHAN HILDEBRANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4586) 
for the relief of Nathan Hildebrant. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan Hildebrant, late of Company 
A, Thirty-first Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) is as follows: 


The claimant, Nathan Hildabrant, late private of Company A, Thirty-first 
Regiment of New Jersey Volunteers, filed his application for pension Decem- 
31, 1879, alleging disability from disease of the spine and kidneys, the result of 
an injury to his back ed ory while he was d ed, with other members of his 
company, to unload in and supplies at Belle P. Va., in January 
or February, 1883. The application was rejected March I on the ground 
that there was no record at the War Department showing t ant was in- 

ured in service. The testimony in this case is voluminous, and comes from the 
citizens of claimant’s neighborhood, who testify from personal knowledge 
of the claimant. It is already proven that claimant, at the time of and porto to 
his enlistment, was a sound, able-bodied man and free from any disabil 
ticularly disease of spine and kidneys, and four of his comrades testify that 
injury was received as alleged, and that claimant was sent to y tontit fie hos- 
ital for treatment, and afterward on his return to the company was cared for 
these same and other comrades, doing but little duty and treated in camp. 
The surgeon of the regiment was unable to give any testimony because no rec- 
ords of treatment were in existence. 

The physicians who have treated claimant since return from service testify to 
attacks of cerebro-spinal meningitis, the result of the injury to his see and 
back, from which he never entirely recovered,and has become epenn y para- 
an in his limbs and back ; that he isa 9 from his injuries, and 

disease grows gradually worse, and that he is totally incapacitated from 
performing any manual labor. 

The testimony given by claimant’s neighbors shows claimant to be eee 
broken down in health and totally Meyer ayy for labor, and that he has been 
so since his return from the service; that he is confined to his house for days 
and weeks at a time, and is almost a ‘walking skeleton, — emaciated in form 
and obliged to use a cane constant! a meritorious case, and your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Amend the bill by striking out the letter “e,” in the name of the applicant, 
and inserting a;“ so it read: Hildabrant.’ 


The amendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1508) 
for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, N to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus A. Hamilton, formerly of 
Company K, First Regiment Nom Jersey Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Pipcock) is as follows: 


Marcus A. Hamilton, late of Company K. First Repas New Jersey e . 
Volunteers, filed his application for pension November 3, 1879, allegin, 
ity from TT neces left leg and hip received about December 15, 1864, sd Peters- 
burg, y ve ‘falling ses him in . for which he was 
treated 8 ee from duty by regimen urgeons. The testimony 
of claimant's neighbors shows him ta have crane psi J sound at the time of 
his enlistment and free from the disability claimed for. It is also ven by Tar 
of his comrades that he received the varies to left leg and hip while in the lin 
of duty at the time and place and in the manneralleged. 

Several ph ns who have treated the claimant since his return from the 
=e testify that the fall of the horse com the sciatic ef as well as 

the ligaments and soft parts, and as to their having treated claimant for chronic 
sciatica and other 8 troubles from this injury by cupping, blistering, 
and internal treatment, and that he suffers constantly from pains in his left leg 
and hip, and the disability is permanent and one which renders him unable to 
perform manual labor at least one-half his time. It is also shown that sinco 
di claimant has suffered continuously from his injuries and largely in- 
ca tated for work. 
= on committee deem this a worthy case and recommend the passage of the 

ill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FANNY COLLINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3516) 
granting a pension to Fanny Collins. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. Fecht widow of Louis Col- 
lins, deceased, late a private in Company H, Fifty-eighth Regiment United 
States Colored Troops. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcocx) is as follows: 


Lewis Collins, the husband of claimant, was enrolled as mares in Company 
H, 6 5 United States Colored Troops, April m 1864, and 
Natchez, Miss., May 9, 1864, of small-pox. The t, his widow, 
i acorn lication for ion November 23, 1878 and it was rejected June 19. 
1879, on the N that the soldi fatal disease, -pox, Was 1 
in the service and line of duty. 
The records of the S neral show that the soldier entered regimental 
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— and died in small-pox 3 8 „May pie 
e soldier on m 


The ny filed shows the claimant to have been formerly a slave and 

Ha. r that they had no children and she has not mar- 

ce his death; that the soldier home in good health; that the claim- 

ant — — espe oh on him for support, and that she is very poor and in every 
way 

The rejection of the claim was based on an opinion by the medical reviewer, 
who reported as follows: 

“E April 27, 1884; died May 8,1864; eleven daysafter enlistment * * * 
allow only ten days for period of incubation and it gives but one day for develop- 
ment of 9 and death. Disease must have prior to enlistment. 

‘The muster-roll showing the soldier as a member of said . 
two months prior to alleged enlistment, and the testimony that, prior to his en- 
try in the service, soldier was in good, sound, physical health, yont a 
consider that his service as a member of said company to alleged 
enlistment or jo’ and that the disease of 8 
— te the service and line of duty, and therefore recommend the passage of 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL C. PECK, JR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4131) 
for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subj bject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel C. Peck, jr., of Plainfield, 
N. J., late captain of — — A, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Vol 
said pension to begin from the date of his filing claim numbered 464249 
nsion ce, 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) is as follows: 
‘The claimant, Samuel C. Peck, jr., enlisted September 17, 1861, as gins lieuten- 
antin Company F, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and October 24, 
1863, was a to captain of Company A of the same regiment. He was 
8 


discharged June 29, 1864, on tender of resignation, accompanied by surgeon’ 
certiticate of disability. — re his 3 for pension ag pa ot 6, 1852, 


alleging Cane from an injury toboth ankles, the result of a fall while with 
his meer fon line of duty at Drury’s Bluff, Virginia, in May, 1864, and No- 
vember 27, 1883; his application was . — on the ground that the disability 


existed in right ankle at the time of and prior to enlistment. 
The claimant admits that he bad a — 


tracted the 3 by falling 
was carried 


alle to the rear; that it was some weeks before his return 
from the hospita to his company, and that he tried to do duty, but his ankles 
gave out, he was honorably d Other officers of the regiment also 


ischarged. 
testify ralleged. aa. sprained both his ankles at the time and place and in the 
manner 
The 9 — 9 — g the certificate of disability on which he was discharged 
stated that he found 8 ofthe aniclejoint, and it: bones, of 
and it was n 
farniahed — 


ment made by the m in g certificate lity was incorrect, 
and that 6 Tajury to both Sac mp received in oe line of duty; besides, he 
had been in service at the time of —— ua disability nearly three 
years, and aheuid be considered, by recent ruling of the Pension Office, as sound 
at date of enlistment. 

The testimony presented as to claimant's condition since discharge shows that 
he has been, since his discharge, a constant sufferer from his injuries, and in a 
larga measure incapacitated for work. 

our committee think that the mere opinion of the ph: 
hurriedly and 83 should — * — 
to soundness at date ent, and passage 
the ry with the re ahes amendment: Striking out, after the word “ volun- 
teers,” 1 — — . begin from the date of his flling claim 
numbered 464249 in the Pension Office.” 


The 3 was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


AURELIA F. ROBBINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1024) 
granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins. 
The bill is as follows: 


Bet Co., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month, from and after the 


the name of Aurelia F. Robbins, dependent sister of the late 
Priel Roubins of the Second Maine Battery. R 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) is as follows: 
Aurelia F. Robbins is the daughter of Daniel Robbins, a private in Company 
B, Second Paus, First mier eee —— taine Light Artillery Volunteers. He 
‘or disab! 


was discharged * pensioned, and died May 6, 1873. 
The soldier's 5 o N To R in] 1865. Some 


indefinitely stated as Maine“ (no com: yor ‘The latter claim ay 
pears noo bavo paon roae 8 a — 1 The for- 
t of fhe soldiers, e . was over the age of sixteen 

er. 


The papers mmittee show that there were two Daniel Rob- 


theson, brother of claimant, was in a Massachusetts 
which is not known, and was supposed to have been 


t condition is most pi 


mise — 
destitute, a town r, 
life. She has no n 


inclusive, and insert “at 
oom from and after the this act.” Strike out all 
Seed ans oe ee E 
e ins, a p) e in Com n tery), 

Maine Light Artillery.” x sig 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA RODGERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4224) 
for the relief of Amanda Rodgers. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the —— be, and he is mag mex H au- 
thorized and directed to place on the he name of Amanda gers, 
widow of Matthew B. gers, late T msssls “Fires Regiment United States 
Dragoons, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think we had better have the report read in that 
case. 

Mr. BRADY. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent, by 
reason of the absence of the gentleman having charge of these two bills, 
this one and number 1345, immediately following it upon the Calendar, 
that they be passed over informally for the present, retaining their 
place on the Calendar. I speak for the committee in this regard. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not wish the bill number 1345 passed over. 

Mr. BRADY. Very well. I did not know the gentleman was here 
when I made the request; but I ask that the bill now before us be 
passed over informally owing to the absence of the gentleman having 

of it. 

Mr. SWOPE. I hope the bill will be laid aside. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over inſormally, to re- 
tain its place upon the Calendar. 


NATHANIEL H. BLAKELY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1345) 
granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely. 
The bill is as follows: 


Bett r , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su ara to the provisions 
and limitations of the n laws, the name ot Nathaniel H. Blakely, former! 
= Sonan F, Third t Missouri Mounted Volunteers, in the war wii 


The report (by Mr. A. C. WHITE) is as follows: 


Nathaniel H. Blakely was a private in sear ig’ i H, Third Regiment Missouri 
Mounted Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. He was enlisted April 27, 1847, 
and mustered out with his — October 19, 1848, at Independence, Mo. The 
rolls of the com noe Laas to A 31, 1848, are not on file in 

keiy alleges in his affidavit that at 


or four weeks, His eye was sound Pani sent him 
rag tha eel ital. Since that attack, and in consequence thereof, he has totally 
lost the sight of his left fog 
J Robertson and G. D. fg 9 of Worth Count 


lames A. 
souri, testify that they knew Nathaniel H „and that the loss of je lett 
eye was caused by exposure whilein the iine of di uty at or near Taos, N. Mex., 
in the winter of 1847 or 1848. affiants state that— 

“They knew the said soldier before he enlisted atthe time he enlisted, and 


he was d 


that at the time 
claimant was in sound health 


treated him. He does not know whether they are living or dead. 

William Prewitt and Jesse ee pag Š mae known claimant since 1839, 
make oath as to his loyalty 8 

. A. M. Dockery has raphin — for fifteen years, and 

knows him to be — honorable, and reliable. 

In view of all these facts your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

DAVID ©. PAULLUS. 


The next 5 bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 19) 
for the of David C. Paullus. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it en V 5 
3 provisions and 


limitations of the 8 laws, ag ey name of pee k O. . iate a private in 
Company D, Second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, 


1886. 
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The report (by Mr. BRADY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19) granting 
a pension to David C. Paullus, submit the following report: 
is bill passed this House by a vote at the last Congress, The 
Committee on Pensions at the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress made a 
3 report on this bill, which is adopted by this committee, and reads as 
follows; 

“In the Pension Office the claim of David C. Paullus stands rejected ‘because 
the records of the War Department do not show the existence of the alleged dis- 
ability in the service,’ the soldier having claimed his because of rupture 
incurred while on the march from Vera Cruz to San Juan, Mexico, in 1848. But 
after 55 the evidence the committee are of the opinion thatsaid Paullusis 
oeus entitl a a pension, and report back the bill with the recommendation 

$ it pass, namely : 

Bs il enactet, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ee h to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Da O. Paullus, late a private in 
Company D, Second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers in the war with Mexico. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
MILTON R. MUZZY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2549) 
granting a pension to Milton R. Muzzy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton R. Muzzy, late a sergeant of 
Company K, Third United States Art „and grant him a pension of Sa 
month, commencing with the date of his d from said artillery, 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid aside 

to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. PRICE. I object. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BRADY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 2549, have 
considered the same, and report as follows: 

Milton R. Muzzy entered the United States Army as a private in January, 
1830, and served almost continuously until June 21, 1841, when he was discharged 
a sergeant of Com y K, Third Artillery. 

During the Florida war, in the latter part of the year 1838, at Fort Lauderdale, 
near the mouth of New River, he was detailed with others to unload commis- 
e. While so en- 

© steam to the yawl, in 
full in the breast, knocking 


paralyzed, a 
ury received. He is not able to move or help himself, and is 
no 


Fourth Artillery; February 11, 1838, a 
and June 21, 1811, a sergeant of Company K, Third U 

Your committee report the bill without amendment, wi! 
tion that it do pass, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I want to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that that bill carries arrearages back to 1841. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BRADY. . I propose to amend the bill so that the pension shall 
take effect from the passage of the act. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Allright. I have no objection to 


that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest that according to the report this 
applicant, if entitled to anything, is entitled to much more than $8 a 
month. The bill somewhat inconsistently puts him on the pension-roll 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law and yet 
fixes the pension. I think weshould strike out the one provision or the 
other. It appears to me that portion of the bill which fixes the pen- 
sion should be eliminated. 


i the recommenda- 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. BRADY. Ihave no objection to accepting that am ent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the billas now proposed to 
be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Milton R. Muzzy, late a sergeant of Company K, Third 
United States Artillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Brapy]. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH STOCKSDALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4022) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Stocksdale, widow of 


eee ec deceased, late of the Thirty-sixth Maryland Militia, war ot 


The report (by Mr. BRADY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 4022) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll name of Eliza- 
beth Stocksdale, widow of Aaron Stocksdale, deceased, a soldier in the war of 
181214, have duly considered the same, and report: 

The evidence in the case shows that Aaron Stocksdale served as a private in 
Capt. Eli Stocksdale’s company, 8 Maryland Volunteers, in the war 
of 181214; that during said service said Aaron Stocksdale was called home by 
the illness of his mother, and that on her recovery he returned to his company, 
and served until the close of said war. It also further shows that the said Eliz- 
abeth Stocksdale intermarried with the said Aaron on the 12th day of May, ame, 
and lived with him as his wife until his death, which occurred on the 1st day 
October, 1867, since which time she bas remained, and still is,a widow, and has 
always been loyal to the Government of the United States. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


KATE AMANN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 441) 
granting a pension to Kate Amann. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate Amann, widow of Philip 
ore late a private in Company D, Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 

unteers. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 441, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

A similar bill having passed this committee and the House in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and not having been reached in the Senate, your committee adopt the 
report of this committee of the pag Sm gs Con, as follows: 

That Kate Amann is the widow of Philip Amann, who was a private in Com- 
pany D, Seventy-fifth ent Pennsylvania Volunteers, and who was dis- 

from the service February 25, on account of two = wounds 
received at the second Bull Run battle, August 30,1862, one ball having passed 
through the right leg, the other through the right foot.’ That he was pensioned 
on account of said wounds to date from the time of his discharge, and continued 
to receive a pension until the time of his death, November 15, 1880, which oc- 
curred in the following manner: 

The evidence shows the fact that, while engaged with others working ina 
stone-yard, the derrick used by them for movie and hoisting stone feli on the 
said Amann, crushing him to death. This accident occurred through no fault 
nor by any negligence on the part of the said Amann, And in the opinion of 

our committee, had it not been for his disabled condition caused by his wounds 

e would have been enabled to escape the injury which resulted in his death; 
that those who were engaged with him at the time of his death, and who were 
exposed to the 7 2 — n as great a degree as the said Amann was, did escape 
death by reason of the fact that they the full use of their limbs. Your 
committee further find that the said Amann was a sober and industrious man, 
of moral character. 

“That the claimant, Kate Amann, is in reduced circumstances, supporting 
herself and family by washing and such other hard labor as she can get to do. 

In consideration of all the facts, the committee recommend the passage of 
the accompanying bill.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fayorable 
recommendation. 
SAMUEL HANSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3100) 
granting a pension to Samuel Hanson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel nson, late a private in 
Company D, Thirty-fourth ent of lowa Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
sie prance a pension to Samuel Hanson, submit the gre iy rt: 
soldier enlisted January 16,1864, in Company D, Thirty- Regiment 
Towa Volunteers, and was mustered out with his company August 15,1865, In 
1870 he applied fora pension, alleging disability from lung e that in March, 
1864, at Little Rock, Ark., he was attacked with lung fever from exposure while in 
service, which seriously affected his lungs, and from which he never recovered. 
s report shows that he was left sick at Little Rock March 
23, n-General's report shows that he was admitted to general 
hospital at Little March 22, 1864, for treatment for ** pleuro-pneumonia,” 
and returned to duty April 11, 1864. 
Riley Jessup, late captain of Company D, in affidavit made September 23, 1870, 


“At Little Rock, March, 1864, while in line of duty claimant was attacked 
lung fever, brought on by exposure in the service; said disease affected h 
lungs, and that they continued affected until discharge; that his lungs were not 
affected at the time of enlistment or prior to said attack of lung fever; that 
claimant was of good habits while in the service, and in affiant’s opinion the 
disease was the result of unavoidable exposure.“ 

Dr. D. A. Hoffman states: 

“ Claimant was examined by me before he enlisted, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether he was a sound man de Se That at that time he was not 
affected with any disease of the lungs. On his return from the service, imme- 
diately after his discharge, I treated him for disease of the lungs, which was the 
result of acute inflammation of the lungs, contracted while he was in service. I 
have treated him for the said disease at various times since September, 1865, to 
the present time (December, 1870), and his disease still continues," 

The testimony is ample and yee ees that his disease has continued ever 
since, except that Dr. Huntsman, of Oskaloosa, the examining surgeon, said in 
1872 that he found no disease of the lungs. A few months later another exam- 
ining surgeon says: 


on shows, in the upper poan of the left lung, cavernous rále; res- 
on and voice amphoric; dulin 
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A few months later Dr. W. S. Orr, examining surgeon at Ottumwa, reports 
him totally incapacitated from obtaining a sustenance by manual labor, and 
sas the disability is probably peroane 

t would seem as though nothing was wanting to establish a case in the Pen- 
sion Department, but two examiners were sent out and a mass of contra- 
dictory evidence was su itted, and the case was finally rejected on the und 
that claimant's lungs were affected when he went into serv: If the evidence 
submitted by the s; ial examiners proves anything, it proves that the soldier 
was a weak man, physically unfit for the service, when he was accepted; that he 
was a hale, man after his discharge, working at heavy work in a stone- 
quarry and receiving full wages; that he was before enlistment a sound, 
goung man of excellent habits, and at the same time a confirmed drunkard ; 

1e had a severe consumptiye cough; and by other witnesses equally reliable it 
is proven that he never had the least symptoms of anything being the matter 
with his lungs prior to his going into the Army; that he was uently em- 
loyed to chop wood and split rails, and was noted asa first-rate wood-chopper.” 
he Commissioner of Pensions in 1878 was evidently bewildered by this mass 
of contradictory evidence, for in a letter to claimant's agent he says: 

“The invalid pension claim No. 162081, of Samuel Hanson, was rejected Sep- 
tember 16, 1875, upon competent evidence (medical and lay) elicited by special ex- 
aminations, showing that the alleged disease was not duc to the service; in other 
words, that his! were diseased at the time he enlisted, and that the principal 
cause of his disability was due to an attack of lung fever since his discharge. It 
is proper to add that an examination made March 2, 1872, fails to discover any 
disease of the lungs.” 

This is certainly being equal to the occasion. The disability existed before 
enlistment, the disability was caused by lung fever after enlistment, and finally 
the disability never existed at all. 

The simple facts seem to be that some two months after enlistment the soldier 
had an acute attack of lung fever, from which he has never recovered, and that 
he is now totally incapacitated from performing manual labor. By the passage 
of this bill his few remaining years will be made comparatively comfortable. He 
loses the twenty years of arrears to which he seems to have been as clearly en- 
titled as his more fortunate comrades who received them. Believing that sim- 
ple justice requires that the Government should care for this soldier, your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of this bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


DANIEL B. RANDALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4591) 
granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel B. Randall, late of Com- 
pany A, One hundred and second Illinois Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4501) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall, submit the following report: 

Your committee find that claimant enlisted in Company A, One hundred 
and second Illinois Volunteers, July 28, 1862, and was discharged June 6, 1865. 
On the 18th of July, 1879, he applied for pension, alleging that while in line of 
duty returning from hospital to join his regiment he fell, striking his right side 
on a stump, uring his ribs, which caused epilepsy.” 

Claimant, in his affidavit, says: 

I was on my way from a hospital in Jeffersonville, Ind., with a squad of con- 
valescents belonging to different regiments, and on their way to join their com- 
mands, there being mr one from my regiment, a member of Company A, by 
the name of Doggett, who died within a month or two after at Gallatin, Tenn, 
I do not remember the namesof any of the persons belonging to the squad or 
the organizations to which they belo: as they were allstrangerstome. The 
only treatment that I received while in the service was occasional bleeding by 
the assistant surgeon, Dr. Hamilton, who, I have been informed by comrades, 
died shortly after the close of the war.” 

His family physician and three of his neighbors, who are reported as bearing 
excellent reputations, testify fully as to his soundness at enlistment, and speak 
of such an intimate acquaintance with him that it would seem to have been im- 
pron for him to be affected witha disease of that character without their hav- 

n 


1 of it. 
is captain testifies that— 

“ Claimant was away at hospital and returned between 26th of berand 
15th of November, 1862. Several men were left sick at Frankfort, Ky., October 


26,1862, when the regiment moved to Bowling Green and thence to Scottville, 
Tenn. Upon the arrival of these men to join their companies this accident was 
reported. Further I do not know, except that said Randall did suffer from fre- 

uent fits of epilepsy from that time until his d He could have been 
discharged at any time after his sickness, but he would not make application 
for such discharge.” 

The evidence of continuance of the disease from d tothe present time 
is abundant and conclusive. The case was rejected in the Pension Office on the 

und of “No record or other satisfactory evidence that alleged disability (in- 
fon to side and resultin; epilepsy) was received while in line of i, Y This is 
strict correct, There is no evidence to show that claimant was in line of duty 
when he received the fall. He gives good reasons for his inability to prove this, 
i.e., the fact that the squad of men under his charge was made up from different 
commands, and that he can not remember their names. Every old soldier can 
appreciate this reason. 
ut it is shown by overwhelming testimony that he was a sound, vigorous, 

healthy man of thirty years of age when he cnlisted; that he afterward Secure 
subject to fits of epil , which continued during the remainder of his service 
(more than two years), and that he has been thus afflicted ever since. That he 
was a brave and gallant soldier is proven by the fact that though afflicted with 
this terrible malady he refused to accept a discharge and served until the ex- 

iration of his term of service ns n non-commissioned officer of his company. 

‘he absolute proof of the fall is lacking, and it is not shown that it was received 
in line of duty, though that 8 committee feel can be fairly assumed, for the 
proof is overwhelming that he incurred a terrible disease in the service, from 
which he still suffers, 

Your committee feel that this is a ease ay deserving the action of Congress, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
WILLIS W. FINK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4572) 
granting a pension to Willis W. Fink. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willis W. Fink, late of Company 
D, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
a granting a pension to Willis W. Fink, submit the following report: 

We find that claimant enlisted August 1, 1861, in, and was d Se 
ber 25, 1865, from, Company D, Forty-fourth Minois Volunteers; that in 1 
applied for a pension, alleging that on the 24th day of June, 1864, at Mariet 
Ga., while assisting to carry a log on top of the 5 were 
upon by the enemy, causing the men to let go the 9 Nae the heavy weight 
came on him, by which he received a rupture of the left groin.” This was re- 
fected on the ground ef no record and no testimony of eye-witnesses showing 
when, where, and under what circumstances it occurred, 

Three comrades testify that claimant received an injury on the day and in the 
manner claimed by him. The regimental surgeon testifies that he examined 
him June 27, 1864: 

That claimant came to him complaining of pain in his 7 fg groin, and said 
the pain was aggravated by any exertion. Said he had felt the pain at the time 
and since a heavy lift on a log that they were placing on the breastworks that 
day. I exami the groin and found a tumor, showing to me a disposition to 
hernia, and I put him off duty.” 

There is no evidence of medical treatment after service, but an abundance of 
lay testimony that the rupture existed in serviceand at time of discharge. The 
examining su n in 1851, and a board of examining surgeons in 1884, describe 
the hernia. The latter say: 

We find oblique inguinal hernia of right side, with opening that is diMcult 
to retain with a truss.” à 

The case seems a very strongone. The proof is not positive, for no one saw 
him in a nude state the instant before the injury and immediate! after, but 
there can be no question that he was injured at the time he claims. Hewasthen 
on his fourth year in the service, and it is owing: Soon toe that he had suffered 
all that time from rupture without its bein own in his company. That it 
existed at time of discharge is admitted by the De 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


tem- 
he 


ent, 


ROBERT MORAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5551) 
for the relief of Robert Moran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed fo increase the pension paid to Robert Moran, late lieu- 
snara eioun of the Second Regiment of West Virginia Volunteers, to $5 per 
mon 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. BRADY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4120) 
for the relief of Robert Moran, submit the following report: 

Your committee find that Robert Moran was licutenant-colonel of the Second 
West Virginia Volunteers. Was mustered July 4, 1861, and was discharged May 
19, 1882. In 1876 he applied for a pension for asthma, which was allowed, and he 
received $15 per month from arge until 1880, and since that date $30 per 
month, This bill asks that he be paid the difference between $15 and $30 from 
the date of his discharge till 1880. As the rating seems to have been made in 
aceordance with existing laws and the reports of the examining surgeons, your 
committee see no reason why the bill should not pass in its present form, But 
the evidence discloses the fact that he has been a great sufferer formany years; 
that at times he needs the aid and attention of another person, and that at no 
time is it safe for him to be left alone. 

The examining surgeon at Columbus, Nebr., in his report dated February 21, 


883, says: 

“The disability is permanent in this d „and probably will grow worse as 
claimant por older. He is growing feebler every year. He does require the 
regular aid and attendance of another person, as contemplated in your instruc- 
tions to surgeons (as I understand the ructions). It is a fact, however, that 
after he is washed, dressed, and has his meals he is itted to go around the 
streets in fair weather without the actual presence of another person, though a 
pe apace of espionage is big 94 up constantly over him, Iam sure, were you tosee 

e man, you would not think the rating too high; further, I believe, though I 
am not sure of it, that incipient phthisis is developi: His nutrition is very 
bad, and, from his statements, I think he must be helpless at times.“ 

The Department can g no increase between $30, the rate for total inability 
to perform any manual labor, and $50, the rate where the constant aid and atten- 
tion is required. His condition is much worse than that of a n simply un- 
able to perform manual labor. He says for twenty years he has not been able 
to sleep all night ina bed. His sufferings are terrible. Believing that, while 
the relle asked for by this bill can not be properly granted, he ought to have a 
higher rating of pension than he is now receiving, your committee recommend 
the passage of the accompanying substitute for bill H. R, 4120, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BRADY. I think, if there be no objection, we may take a vote 
on the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. There are objections. I shall object so fiir as record- 
ing my vote is concerned. I want to vote against that proposition, but 
I shall not object to the extent of breaking up this session. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LIZZIE KENAMORE. ; 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4112) 
granting a pension to Lizzie Kenamore, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. MORRILL, I ask that this bill be laid aside for the present, 


1886. 
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holding its place on the Calendar. There is a strong probability that 
if it has not already passed the Pension Department it will do so soon. 
There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 


MARY M. GALLEYAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 3941) 
granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. alleyan, widow of Joseph 
B. Galleyan, late of Company G, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3941) 
granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan, submit the following report: 

Your committee find that claimant is the widow of Joseph S. Galleyan, late a 
private of Company G, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers. This soldier died No- 
vember 2, 1878, of chronic diarrhea. The evidence shows that he was drafted 
January, 1865, and discharged July, 1865. The widow applied for pension in 
June, 1877, which was rejected, though no reasen is given. The hospital record 
shows that the soldier was admitted July 3, 1865, with diarrhea, Samuel Reb- 
stock testifies: 

“The soldier was first taken with diarrhea about the 28th of April, which 
stuck to and disabled him until the time of his d I lived within half a 
mile of said Galleyan after his 8 in February, 1866, during which 
= me I was intimately acquainted with and he was never free from 
rhea.’ 


Dr. Samuel W. Gould says he treated him from August, 1888, till July, 1870, 


for the same disease, 
Dr. John M. Rochhold testifies that he had been acquainted with him for 
about one year before his death; that he attended him at the time of his death, 


and that the immediate cause of his death was chronic hea; it must 
have existed for a long time prior to his uaintance with him. 

The widow declares her inability to furnish further evidence. The incurrence 
of the disease in the service seems to be fully established; that it existed Feb- 
ruary, 1866, and — 2 — 1808, and continued until his death is also clearly 
shown; that he died from the effects of that disease is proven. The reasonable 
conclusion is that his death was (caused by the disability incurred in service, 
and your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM G. SCHOONOZER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3390) 
to place the name of William G. Schoonozer on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William G. Schoonozer, father of 
James C. Schoonozer, late of Company E, One hundred and fourth Illinois, who 
died of wounds at Chattanooga on the 27th day of June, 1864, in general hospital, 
ward numbered 6, * 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3390) 
3 piani the name of William G. Schoonozer on the pension-roll, submit the fol- 

owing report: 

We find that claimant is the father of James C, Schoonozer, of company, E, 
One hundredth and fourth Illinois Volunteers; that the soldier died the 
effects of wounds received in battle, and that his mother was allowed a pension 
until her death in September, 1878. The father’sclaim was rejected on the ground 
that he was able tosupport himself. The evidence shows that after the death of 
the mother, and about 1851, claimant sold his little farm, receiving therefor $300; 
that after erecting a stone to her grave and paying doctors’ bills he had $150; that 
he was well, active, and strong for one of (then seventy-one years), and 
could earn 81 per day at light work. The l examiner in his report made 
December 4, 1882, and from which the above statement of evidence is obtained, 
sums up his findings as follows: 

It is my opinion, from observation and the testimony obtained in the case, 
that the following facts exist: (1) That claimant isthe father of James C. Schoon- 
ozer, Who was a private in Company E, One hundred and fourth Illinois Volun- 
teers; that said James C. Schoonozer was wounded while in the service and 
line of duty, and died from the effects of said wound. (2) That claimant was par- 
tially dependent on said soldier for support at the date of said soldier's enlist 
ment. That claimant is and has been since the death of his wife (the mother 
of soldier, who died September, 1878, and who drew pension as dependent 
mother) able to and has supported himself by manual labor.” 

The old man is now seventy-six years of age. His only son fills a soldier's 

ve. He fell in battle with his face toward the enemy. Will the Congress of 
the United States refuse to pension this father use he is able to support 
himself by manual labor at the ripe old age of seventy-six years? 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bil 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


N. M. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 737) 
granting a pension to N. M. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of N. M. Miller, late of Company B, 
Ninety-first Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8 pension to N. M. Miller, submit the following report: 

We find that claimant enlisted August 16, 1802, in the Ninetx- first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, and was d May 26,1865. June, 1880, he filed ap- 

lication for a pension, alleging heart disease, June 1, 188, the claim was re- 
jected on the ground that there was “no record of heart disease, nor evidence 
of medical treatment in service. The evidence is insufficient to show the same 
due tothe service.” The evidence in this case seems to prove conclusively—it 
having been thoroughly investigated by special examiners of the Pension De- 
partment—that claimant was a strong, robust man at time of enlistment. That 
about August 1,1864, he wasadmitted to the hospital at Marietta, Ga., with epis- 


taxis; that healso had scurvy and chronic diarrhea; that he continued to suffer 
from these diseases, and especially from epistaxis, very e until his dis- 
charge; that he complained also of heart disease in the spring of 1865. He was 
a practicing physician before he entered the service, and at one time in the serv- 
ice had charge of the regimental hospital. It seems to be well established that 
he had heart disease and that it has continued ever since, 

The evidence shows that he was a good soldier. The difficulty in the Pension 
Department seems to have been to decide as to the cause of the heart disease. 
The evidence shows that claimant was addicted to the use of alcoholic drinks, 
and the medical referee, it seems, was unable to decide whether the heart dis- 
ease was the result of that habit or of the scurvy and epistaxis and the resultant 
impoverishment of the blood. In submitting the case to the medical refereethe 
examiner says: 

“He used to drink. He is now of excellent reputation and high professional 
standing. He has practiced since 1058, and hence can furnish no medical evi- 
dence as to treatment. For that reason the disease of heart can not be proven 
as an independent disability.” 

A number of his uaintances, including Hon. B. W. PER: a member of 
this Congress, testify that he is a man of high er, unquestionable verac- 
ity, and of standing in his profession. It is not ble for him to prove 
that heart disease was not the result of the use of alcohol, but it is more reason- 
able to that three years of exposure and p, a want of proper 
diet, and the deprivations incident to a soldier's life in the field, resulting in 
seurvy and chronic diarrhea, ca the disability from which he now suffers, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTIN KIRK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 1396) to 
pension Martin Kirk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin Kirk, late a private in Com- 
pany E, Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1396) to pension Martin Kirk, submit the following re; s 

We find that claimant enlisted August 19, 1863, and was discharged July 17, 
1865. July, 1877, he applied for a pension, alleging “that on the 30th of Septem- 
ber he contracted a fever; that he was salivated from mercurial treatment while 
under treatment for fever, which resulted in cough,” Ke. This was rejected on 
the ground of no record and inability to furnish evidence of commanding officer 


or surgeon. The records of the company show for September and October that 
he was absent sick in Polk County, but do not state disease, The claimant 
says: 

The o 


n of my sickness, for which I Herpes e for a pension, was 
from a spell of sickness contracted in the fall of while on ascout in the coun- 
ties of Laclede and Webster, Missouri. I was brought from off the scout to 
Marshfield, Mo., where I lay sick with a fever for three or four weeks. After I 
was able to get up I found myself salivated from me: treatment. Being 
in this condition, I was detailed immediately after this sickness on the Shel 
raid; was on the raid three weeks, exposed dayand night. Itruined my heal 
and brought on a permanent disease, which has produced a continuous cough 
and a spitting of corrupt matter and blood.” 

Dr. S. H. Headin, whose reputation is vouched for “as the very best,” testifies 
that he treated the soldier in October, 1863, for congestion of the liver, caused 
from — in camp life. = 

R. M. Johnson, one of his comrades, swears that claimant was very sick in 
September and October at Marshfield, Mo., and that he was never able after- 
ward to do active duty and frequently not able to 7 any duty at all. 
James Bouldin, another comrade, testifies to the same facts, 

Thomas B. Evans, a citizen of Polk County, a member of same company, says 
claimant was very sick with fever at Marshfield, mber and October, 1863, 
and that he was never able for active duty afte . 

John A. Callahan, a citizen of Marshfield, testifies that he has known claimant 
since 1857; that he knows of his being sick at Marshfield; that he has not been 


well since; staid with him two days in 1865 and he was then spitting blood. 
Has known him ever since, and that he has been troubled with cough and 
spitting of blood and corruption ever since, 

Two other witnesses testify to having known him since discha and describe 
his condition the same as the Jast witness His family physician and eight 
others testify to his good health before enlistment, The examining surgeon at 
5 o., November 28, 1881, reports him totally and permanently dis- 
al š 


The examining board at the same place, November 29, 1882, report: 
“Applicant is feeble, emaciated, shrunken muscles and flabby; has chronic 


pharyngitis and some cough, Has rotten teeth and ulce spongy, rotten 
goms skin harsh and dry, Is debilitated, and walks with canes; disability 


The evidence seems clear and straightforward. Five witnesses swear posi- 
tively to the origin of the disease. These witnesses testify from personal knowl- 
edge to its continuance; the examining surgeons report as tohis present condi- 
tion. 3 is shown to throw a cloud on any of the evidence offered, but 
the absence of a hospital record and of the evidence of the surgeon of the regi- 
ment was fatal to the case. Your committee find few cases referred to them with 
evidence so clear and conclusive. That the disease originated in the service, 
has continued ever „and now exists, seem to be proven. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4580) 
to grant a pension to William Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place the name of William Taylor, late a private in Company B, 
First iment of Nebraska Militia, on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pension, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4580) 
to gent a pension to William Taylor, submit the following report: 

We find that claimant was a meber of Company B, First Nebraska Militia; 


enlisted August 13, 1864, and discharged February 13, 1865. This organization 
was under the command of an officer of the United States Volunteers, and co- 
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operated with the United States forces, and was paid b 

ment. He filed his application, alleging that at ‘Grand 

vember 30, 1864, he was injured by his horse on him, dislocati his 

?:! genkey 4 opal enn neem pee 

was y on un t was section 

Th ptaii e th tal e 2 to the facts 
he captain of the e regimen: as e 

ysician oa 5 him at 


the General Govern- 
d, Nebr., about No- 


in the case. treated 


has been to t ms agrea mi- 
litiamen when wounded or eared in 8 duty when their o —— 
under the command of a United States Army officer. This is wn to be the 
fact in this case. 
Your committee recommend the of the bill with an amendment strik- 
ing out the word “ volunteers,” in fifth line, and ee word “ militia.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee, striking out the 
word volunteers,“ in the fifth line, and inserting the word ‘‘ militia,” 


was agreed to 
There being no obj the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with recommendation that it do pass, 


J. W. BENNETT. 
The next business on the gone vate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 746) 
granting a pension to J. W. mett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of J. W. Bennett, 


late an ensign in the United States Navy, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 746) 
granting a to J. W. submit the owing report: 
We find J. W. Bonnat was appointed an acti in the Navy Feb- 


ensign 
ruary 20, 1865, and n the Savannah from that date to March 13, 1865; on 
the Currituck from March 1 44.1838 75 July 27, 1 the Nansemond from 
orably discharged October 1, 1805 was granted lea ve of absence. 


Claimant in his 


Ẹ 


men, 
cou — 


g Ensign Boivie that the rupture ex- 


it at time « of discharge, about the middle of 
3 


amining board at Mount Vernon, Mo., report, December 22, 1883, that there is a 
direct hernia of left side. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, the title of the bill was amended so as 
to read, granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett,“ and a like amend- 
. was made in the name where it occurs in the body of the bill. 

no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ouse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS 8. OWENS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4579) 

granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. Owens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, &., That the ey. of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Thomas S. Owens, late a private 
in Company A, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteers, to $24 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The 85888 on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 4579) 

granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. Owens, submit the following re- 


rt: 
Pro find that claimant enlisted in Company A, First Nebraska Cavalry, No- 


1 


vember 17, 1862, and was discharged July 1, 1866. He applied for a Jan- 
uary 23, 1880 x allegin chronic diarrhea, and resulting yp rae fits, heart palpi- 
tation, and rte digestion, Th This was allowed for chronic diarrhea, but the ped 


stated were not admitted as results of chronic diarrhea. There seems 
to 5 been a difference of opinion in the board of medical referees on this 
TD. T. B. Hood says: 
I claim that the irritation 8 mucous membrane of the 8 from chronic 
and sufficient cause to produce th — Prey convul- 
functional disease of heart and ind on.” 
to work and is penniless, being helped by the county 
to support his wife and five children. e served nearly four years, and when 
good medical authority holds that the diseases for which he claims can 
properly be said to be the result of the disease admitted to 


have been contracted 


. the service, it would seem that the soldier ought to have the benefit of the 
loubt. 
Your committee recommend the of the bill 3 amendment strik- 
ing out all after the word “ directed,” in fourth line, and inserting the words 
to increase the pension of Thomas 8. Owens, late a private in Company A, 
First Nebraska Veteran Volunteers, to $24 per month.” 


The amendments reported by the committee as set forth in the last 


paragraph of the report were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 


reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
M. 8. TOWNE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4370) 
granting a pension to M. S. Towne. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of M.S. Towne, late a private in Company 
H, One hundred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


3 8 on e Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4370) 
K a BF e to M eee 8. doene, submit the following report: 

e fied F 0 
One hundred and Torte third Po, Pennsylvania a promo! to lieu- 
tenant July 12,1864, and was mustered out November 4, 1865. Decem 
he filled application for pension, alleging piles and and varicose ve 
rejected October 2 1885, on the ground of no and inability 

service. His long service of ove ree years woul 
render any proof of prior soundness eee claimant has shown by 
nine witn whe of whom are naps as of good reputation, that he was 
sound and well at time ofenlistment and for nearly two years thereafter. Claim- 
mar t es ‘has he contracted voricose veins in the campaign of the Wilder- 
and that they were much increased Dr subsequent service; that he can 
— urnish the evidence of a commissioned officer, as his company lost their 
officers, and the sergeant was taken prisoner; that he can not furnish the = 
testimony of the —— us he never went to 1 He does, however. 
prove by medical evidence that he was treated i y after d aan 
until 1883, by four different physi whose'reputations are vouched for as 
; that the pies resulted in fistula, for which surgical operations were per- 
formed in 1877 and again in 1879. 

The board of medical examiners at Princeton, Mo., July 22, 1885, report him 
one-half disabled. There seems but one thing Jacking in this case, and that 
is evidence of actual incurrence the service. It is shown conclusively that 
he was free from the disease at enlistment and for nearly two years thereafter; 
that he was suffering from the disabilities at time of discharge, and that they 
have continued eversince, Diseases of this character are of slow development, 
At first the inconvenience and suffering from them is slight, and does not dis- 
able the soldier from the discharge of his duties. They . — eee have 
existed for weeks and months without requiring medical atte: Aner a 

examination of the case your committee conclude that! “ee is 5 proper one 
ſor ae * aR afford the asked-for relief, and they therefore recommend the 
passage 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported * the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. B. ALFERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3945) 
for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 8 That the Secretary of the Interior ia hereby authorized and 
directed to to Mrs. B. Alfers (his mother) the pension allowed to James R., 
minor chil of Antoine Brentano, late a sergeant of Company B., Thirteenth 
Kansas Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers, submit the following report 

We find that claimant is the mother of James R. Brentano, ‘minor child of 
Antoine Brentano, late a sergeantof Com Thin . Thirteenth Kansas Volunteers. 
Antoine Brentano enlisted in me — irteenth Kansas 9 — 
tember 1, 1862, and was discharged J 26, 1865. He died January 22 
His widow, now Mrs. B. Alfers, patter a February 4, 1871, without paving 
made any a — ie for a pension. In 1881 an application was made fora 

on for Een R. Brentano, the only child ca a minor) of James R. Bren- 

The evidence being satisfactory that the death of the soldier was the re- 

sult tot disabilities contracted in the service the pension was allowed and a cer- 

tificate was issued for a pension to cease December 22, 1882, the date at which 
the minor arrived at the of sixteen years. A few months before the certifi- 

cate was issued James R. Brentano met T with an accident which resulted in his 


death. 

This bill asks that the pension allowed to the minor be paid to his mother, 
who is his sole heir. This would seem to be but simple j The papers in 
the case show that the evidence was filed some time before the death of the 
child, and pan gerne action been taken in the ent the money would 

before his death, and in that event the mother would have re- 
nefit of it. A pension to a minor is for his support and education. 
This mother had kindly provided for all his wants, and ha n to the expense 
of supporting and IAN him till his sudden death deprived her of her shild. 
Technically she is not entitled to pene) rosy but every principle of justice and 
by ha demands that it should be pai 
our committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ALBERT L. ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3530) 
granting a pension to Albert L. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ect to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert L. Aien who was wounded 
while serving as a special agent of the Quartermaster's Office. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report in that 
case, It appears to have something to do with the Quartermaster’s Of- 


fice. 


currence in the seem to 
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The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
= granting a pension to Albert L. Allen, submit the 8 

The evidence on file in this case shows the following facts: t during the 
war claimant was a Government agent, under the direction of Lyne S. Metcalfe, 
then in charge of Government stores at the Saint Louis depot; that he was or- 
dered to and took charge of the quartermaster’s stores, then embarked on the 
Government transport steamer Venice, and conducted the same from Saint Louis 
to Johnsonville, on the Tennessee River, in Tennessee; that while returning 
from said duty, 3 on board at Johnsonville a detachment of troops 
commanded by one L 


manently disabled. 
ried off as prisoners, but the su 
be removed, whereupon General Forrest paroled him. Claimant was neglected 
for five days, and 9 with his wounds undressed, until they became of- 
n disabled ever since. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARTHA A. SILKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4101) 
for the relief of Martha A. Silkey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, G., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Martha A. Silkey, 
widow of William Silkey, d late a private in Company B, Sixty-fifth 
Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, who, with his company, was e Sa 
rtion of the command of the rebel General Sterling Price al Carrollton, Mo. 
r 17,1864, and he, with five others of the command so tured, was shot 
and killed by said forces in retaliation, as it was claimed, for the killing of 
two rebel soldiers by a squad of the same command to which said Silkey be- 
longed, said Silkey at the time being in the service of the United States, at the 
time of his capture en d in the defense of a Federal cman ame at Carroll- 
ton aforesaid; and her for a pension, No. 177193, paving ected 
the Pension De; ent for reasons stated in the opinion of t 
said pension to be subject to the provisions and lim 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4101) 


Commissioner; 
ions of the pension laws, 


granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey, submit the follow: report: 
We find that Martha A. Silkey is the widow of William Silkey, private of 
Company B, Sixty-fifth Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia, y stated, tho 


evidence is as follows: This soldier was captured, with his com „October 
17, 1864, by a portion of the command under the rebel General Sterlin Price 

and whilea 5 was shot, as it was claimed, in retaliation for the Lilling ot 
two rebel soldiers by a squad of the same command to which Silkey belonged. 
His widow filed a claim for pension July = As the soldier belonged to one 
of the classes of organizations specified in the third ph of section 4693, Re- 
vised Statutes, the claim was not valid unless prosecu to a successful issue 
prior to July 4, 1874. This was not entirely done, though the material portion 
of the evidence was filed before 1871. 

It would seem that there can be no question as to the duty of Co in this 
case, and your committee therefore recommend the of the bill, with the 
amendment striking out that portion after the word tia,” in seventh line, 
and before the word “subject,” in the twentieth line. 


The committee recommended the amendment of the bill by striking 
out all after the word militia,’ in the seventh line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET CALLANAN. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4134) for 
the relief of Margaret Callanan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Callanan, of See county of Essex, in 
the State of New Jersey, ow of Eugene Callahan, s private in Company 
F. of the Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, and to hera ion at 
the rate of $8 per month, and the Sorana provided for minor children under 


sixteen of age, from and after of March, A. D. 
the death of her said husband. : 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid eee was referred the bill (H. R. 4134) 
for the relief of Margaret Callanan, submit the following report : 

The claimant asks pension on account of the death of her husband, who was 
a porns in Sape F, Second ent New Jersey Volunteers, 

e Pension Office rejected the m on the ground that the disease of which 


` he died did not o te in the service and line of duty. 
The soldier ol 


that the soldier on his arrival home had a bad cou: 
Dr. Lyman M. Crane testifies that he was first 
1864, and found him very ill with in! 


States Army previous to getting his furlough. p 
sician at Newark, N. J., requested me to make afidavit to his condition and 
send it on, which I did accordingly.” 


1864, the date of 


The doctor's conclusion seems positive; and your committee are of the 
ion that this is a deserving claim, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, does that bill carry 


gig back to 1864? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the bill to be read again, so 
that the gentleman may judge for himself. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that bill by strik- 
ing out eight, before the word dollars,“ and inserting the word 
ae twelve. ” 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to that. I prefer to 
have the pension granted subject to the conditions and limitations of 
the pension laws. Then if the widows’ pension bill does not become 
a law this lady will get the same as any other widow, and that is all 
she ought to have. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand, then, that the amendment is with- 
drawn. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to offer another amendment. I move 
to strike out all after that portion of the bill completing the fact of 
putting this widow upon the ion-roll subject to the pension laws, 
and I will ask the Clerk to read the bill so amended, in order that we 
may hear how it reads. 2 

The Clerk read the bill as above printed down to and ineluding the 
words New Jersey Volunteers,“ in the eighth line. 

Mr. GIBSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in connection with my amend- 
ment I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that the bill 
in its present form presents another instance where it is sought to take 
a particular case out of its general class. The bill in its present form 
would carry the arrearages back in this one case, although we have re- 
fused to do that in thousands of other cases. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] 
will allow me to state that when the committee agreed to report this 
bill they instructed the gentleman who was to make the report to re- 
port it with such an amendment as the gentleman from West Virginia 
now proposes, but through some misunderstanding the amendment was 
not reported with the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Well, if there is a mistake, let that 
portion of the bill be stricken out, and there will be no objection to the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRADY. Will this affect the question of granting pensions to 
the children? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The general law provides for pen- 
sions to the children under a certain age. There is no necessity for 
specifying the children in the bill. 

Mr. LOVERING. There seems to be a discrepancy in regard to the 
name, which in one place is Callahan“ and in another “ Callanan.““ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman who introduced the bill has al- 
ready advised the Chair that the name is properly Callanan,” and 
unless there be objection the bill be amended so that the name will 
read in that way wherever it occurs. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from West Virginia to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ volunteers,” in line 8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN D. JAMES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3753) 
granting a pension to John D. James. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John D. James, late a private in 
Company H, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Artillery Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. N. 
3753) granting a pension to John D. James, submit the following report: 

John D. James, late private Company H. Third Regiment, Pennsylvania Ar- 
tillery, filed his bey acer for pension March 29, 1882, alleging ility from 
wound received at Baltimore pike, Maryland, June 30, 1863, by his 
and by such fall the hammer of his revolver penetrated his spine 

ury. The aor was ected May 23, 1835, on the ground 

rd of alleged injury. e claimant proved that prior to 
3 of enlistment he was in good sound health and was free from injury to 
spine. 

The reports from Surgeon-General show that he entered Sutterlie General 
Hospi ism, case-book 
8 —— headache, and considerable pains in side and limbs, and after 


Au report him absent, sick in United States general hospital at Chester, 

to mber 31, 1863, January and February, 1864, and discharged for disabil- 
ity at W. „D. C., January 16, 1864, the nature of „and 
the ental h records noton file, 


Dr. F. J. Bancroft, the surgeon of the ent, testifies that claimant was a 
sound man prior to his enlistment; thathe w him before his enlistmentinto 
the and examined him at the time of his enlistment, and found no weak- 
ness of the spine existed at thattime. He Sgr Anon gored od hg tne en 
him for injury to spine during term of service. t expressed his inability 
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to furnish the testimony of the officers or comrades of his company, because he 
has never been able to ascertain their whereabouts; that the captain, he has 
been informed, is dead, and his comrades so scattered about that it is impossible 
to find them ; that one is in Germany, but though having written him repeat- 
edly has never heard from him. 

It is shown that since his discharge claimant has been a constant sufferer from 
spinal derangement and unable to perform — but light labor, and laid 
up with illness resulting from derangement of the spine a considerable part of 
the time, and in the enjoyment of v. poor health, and incapacitated for even 
light labor fully one-half the time. ‘The medical evidence filed shows frequent 
treatment since discharge for spinal derangement, and the examining surgeon, 
in reporting claimant two-thirds incapacitated for manual labor, says: 

“T find there has been an injury at about the eleventh do: vertebra, and 
quite tender for about 6 inches, and remember him being in county hospital for 
several months in 1878 with trouble in his back. He says he is able to lifta 
pail of water without causing pain in the back.“ 

Your committee believe this to be a deserving case, and though claimant has 
been unable to prove it, from the evidence presented and hospital records are 
of the opinion that the injury to spine was contracted, as alleged, in the service 
and line of duty, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM DERMODY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1505) 
granting a pension to William Dermody. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Dermody, late a private in 
Company E, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Infantry, and in Company H, Seventh 
Regiment New Jersey Infantry, at the rate of $ per month, to date from the 

day of July, 1885. 

Mr. WINANS. I move to amend this bill by striking out the clause 
which carries arrearages. I think the instructions of the House com- 
mittee to the gentleman who reported the bill provided for this amend- 
ment, and it was omitted by inadvertence. Iremember distinctly such 
was the instraction of the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. That is the fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill strike ont the words “at the rate of $$ per month, to date 
from the 23d day of July, 1885.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill was introduced by myself; and if there 
ever was a case in which arrears ought to be granted, this is one. The 
man was wounded within 50 yards of camp on his return to duty from 
a visit to his home. The case was rejected by the Pension Office, and, 
on appeal, by the Secretary of the Interior, on the ground that the man 
did not ve his injury in the line of duty. There is no question 
about the receipt of the injury; there is no question that the man was 
in the service at the time the injury was received. If it be the settled 

licy of the committee and of the House to t no arrears in any case, 
Pshall not oppose the amendment; but acti a rule applied to this case 
certainly works gross hardship to a faithful soldier, e application 
was rejected at the Pension Office on the merest technicality. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Did thisman file his claim soon enough 
to come in under the arrearage act? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He did. 

Mr. WOLFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Was the application in this case filed at the Pen- 
sion Office in season to have entitled the applicant to arrears if the pen- 
sion had been granted? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As I have just stated in reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana, it was. There is no trouble on that score. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Can the gentleman state the precise date of the 
filing of the application? 

Mr. BUC AN. I can not give the exact date; but I know it was 
filed within the time. I repeat, ever, that if it is the settled policy 
to grant no arrears in any case I shall not oppose the amendment; but 
if there ever was a case where arrears ought to be granted this is un- 
doubtedly such a case. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 


of the right thigh, received at nton, N. J., July 26, 
f one of the Invalid Corps, who was whipping a drummer 


ice at Washington, D. G., and had arrived at Trenton, N. J., for final di: f 
and also that claimant was wounded in the right thigh by one of the Invalid 


Corps on the date mentioned, as alleged. William Ramage, captain of Company 
D, of same regiment, testifies as being an eye-witness to wounding, and to pick- 
ing claimant up and sending him to his home in a wagon. 

ylvester W. Nafew, the captain of claimant's com y, testifies that about 
July 22, 1865, the arrived in Trenton, N. J., for being paid off and dis- 
cha „ and on n of their arrival he gave claimant permission to 

nd the night with 5 in said city, to report at 9 a. m. the next day; 
that next mo: as abaut eee RO and Fanta tek 
barracks, near Y, where 3 and just as he was ui 
entering camp he saw a drunken soldier of the Invalid Co; beating and kick - 
ing a little drummer boy named William Murphy, of the Sixth New 9 
the public road, and thereby greatly endangering the limbs and life of said 5 


that said claimant rushed to the rescue of said boy, when said drunken soldier 
drew a revolver and shot claimant in the right thigh, wounding him severely; 
that claimant was put in a wagon and sent to his own home and there 
for said disability, afflant thinks, by the surgeon or assistant surgeon of the regi- 
ment; claimant was a soldier and not addicted to intemperance or 
other bad habits, and that when disabled as aforesaid he was still in service and 
in the line of his duty. 

Dr. Richard R. Rogers testifies that about July 21, 1865, he was called to attend 
the — for a gunshot wound of right leg, for which attended him about 
one week. 


The application for pension was rejected on the ground that the wounds were 
not received in the line of duty. 

The Pension Oftice, your committee think, were in error in their decision in 
this case, because the soldier had permission to leave camp, and was on his re- 
turn and almost if not quite in camp, and therefore should be considered in the 
line of his duty, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. WOLFORD. In my humble opinion, if there ever was a casein 
which justice, humanity, and a proper regard for the honor of the conn- 
try demanded that the soldier should receive arrears of pension, this is 
such a case. The decision given at the Pension Office in this case, under 
which this application was there rejected, has now, as I understand, 
been reversed. The decision was to the effect that a soldier having been 
on leave of absence and returning to his command—doing the very thing 
that he agreed to do—is not a soldier in the line of his duty. There is 
no evidence in this case that the soldier did not return at the time ap- 
pointed. There is no evidence that he did not do everything which a 
true and faithful soldier ought to do. At the time he received this in- 
jury he was simply obeying the highest impulse of humanity and man- 
hood. Finding a drunken soldier chastising unmercifully a boy, hein- 
terposed, as any one with the instincts of a man ought to have done; 
and because he thus interposed he was shot and wounded. Being thus 
disabled for life, his health ruined in the cause of his country, when he 
was exercising the highest and noblest 1 of human nature, he 
goes to the Pension Office for a ion, and is told upon a technicality 
that he was not strictly in the line of duty. Surely in such a ruling 
there is no latitude allowed in construing the term “line of duty.“ 
Surely it is a very short and circumscri line of duty“ that does 
not take in such circumstances as those surrounding this case. 

Having been rejected at the Pension Office, the man now comes to 
the Congress of the United States. I will venture the assertion that 
there is no man in this House to-night who will not say, speaking hon- 
estly from his heart, that this man ought to have had a pension granted 
by the Department. It is no fault of his that he did not get it there. 

There is no act of limitation passed by Congress that would bave de- 
barred him—for I inquired into that particularly—from his pension if 
he had received one dollar. But they say you can not do it here. 
Why not? 

-Mr. MORRILL. I understood you a moment ago to say that the 
decision had been reversed at the Pension Office. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes; I understood that it had been reversed at the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then why not take it back to the Pension Office? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Because it is here now and before, you gentlemen 
of Congress who ought to dispose of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for the 
remarks he is making in behalf of this soldier. If he will permit me, 
I would state that as I understand the subsequent decision of the Pen- 
sion Office it does notaffect this particular class of cases. I have thought 
that perhaps it would be well again to ask the Secretary to take up 
this case, but on reading that subsequent ruling I became satisfied it 
did not reach this case at all. 

Now the Commissioner has had it before him twice, and the decision 
has been that this man was not wounded in the line of duty. Accord- 
ing to my idea the soldier is in the line of duty from the moment he is 
recruited until he is di „unless when he is trying to desert. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I ask the attention of the gentlemen present for 
afew moments only. Surely the Congress of the United States is not 
to act in such way as to deprive a manof his rights. Surely no ruling 
can be accepted which will operate so as to prevent men from doing 
their duty Now the country promised this man when he went into 
the Army that if he was injured while in the Army he should be pro- 
vided for. If he was wounded the law said that he should be pensioned. 
If he were killed it provided that his widow and children should be 
pensioned. Upon the faith of that pledge these brave soldiers went into 
the Army and risked everything for the country. They went into battle 
and took the chances of wounds and death. They confronted all the 
consequences which might come upon them. Now can we, who are en- 
joying the blessings of the peace which followed the war, a peace 
brought about by the noble exertions of these men, forget our pledges 
and our promises, made not only by implication but by express enact- 
ment of law? Can we answer those promises by saying, No, my son; 
it is true you did your duty; it is true you did it nobly; it is true you 
did everything that ought to have been done; itis true you have shown 
yourself to be a man; when the drunken soldier was chastising a boy 
you interfered and were ruined—that may all be true, but because 
of a mere technicality of the Pension Office you are deprived of your 
right to the pension which the law promised yon.“ 


But this case is not now before the Pension Office. It is not where 


a technicality can strike down this man's rights. It is here where it 
ought to be, before the Congress of the United States, which represents 
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the t people that said to that man, You shall be vindicated; you 
shall be made whole; you shall as far as this Government goes in its 
benignity be sustained; you shall have compensation for the lack of 
strength, for the lack of manhood, for being crippled; you shall be 
compensated for that.’’ 

Are we to be told that the Congress of the United States is to stand 
back and say, I can not do this?” Why can not you doit? ap- 

l to you gentlemen by every consideration of reason, of equity, of 
aw, why can not we do it? Why should we not do justice to this 
man? Why not do justice to the citizen who believed in your prom- 
ises when he went out to fight in behalf of his country? 

It is said there are cases where heretofore we have refused arrears. 
Yes, gentlemen, that is so; but when you did it you did wrong. For I 
assert here now there is no principle by which discrimination can be 
made between an act passed by Congress and a decision by a commis- 
sioner appointed by act of Congress. The Commissioner of Pensions 
is nothing more than your agent to carry out the law which you 
enacted. You can not tell me that he can give arrears of pension and 
yet that you can not do the same thing yourselves by passing an act 
for that purpose, To say that this Congress can not do what it has 
provided by law that its nt can do is not founded upon any prin- 
ciple of law or equity. It is all wrong. 

Now, I in the last Congress, and I repeat it here to-night, 
that every time this Congress refuses to pension a wounded soldier 
from the time he was wounded it fails to fulfill the promise which 
was made when all these soldiers were enlisted and went into the 
Army. Whenever Congress fails to carry the pension back to the time 
the soldier was wounded it fails to meet the pledges of the people. It 
is repudiation, and repudiation toward the very men who risked every 
thing to save the Union. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am loath to have the committee detained 
longer upon the consideration of this case 

Mr. WOLFORD. I yield. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The facts are laid before the committee, and 
while we are doing justice to this man, for God’s sake do not let us 
forget those that are farther down on the list. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I certainly have no desire to detain the committee, 
1 wanted to present my views, and having done so I now yield the 

oor. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Do I understand that the gentle- 
man from New Jersey accepts the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. WIN ans]. 

Mr: PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this bill correctly 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michigan would leave 
it somewhat imperfect in form, unless it carried the additional clause 

roviding that the pension shall be granted under the provisions and 
imitations of the pension law. 

Mr. WINANS. That will be the effect. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the bill as it will read if 
amended. 

The bill was again read as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me take a moment to state that the reason 
the rate was fixed in the bill is this: because of the injury to this man’s 
limb, which left it in a crippled condition, he received asecond injury, 
which resulted in the amputation of the limb. There is abundant 
testimony to show that the subsequent injury was the result of the lack 
of the free use of the crippled limb; and I doubt very much whether 
any board of surgeons would be able to rate him or decide properly 
upon the merits of the case in the absence of the crippled limb. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, Let me ask if the purpose is to fix the 


rate — 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The man is on crutches now, and has been for 
fifteen Pe to my certain knowledge. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The object is, as I understand it, to 
fix the rate at $8 a month rather than have an examination and a rating 
by a board of surgeons, on account of the absence of the limb? 

Mr. BUCHAN. On account of the absence of anything to ex- 
amine, we would, of course, rather have the higher rate, $25; but, as I 
have said, there is a difficulty in the way. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from New Jersey 
to accept the amendment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I donot know what the gentleman understands. 
I do not accept the amendment unless, by the votes of gentlemen pres- 
ent, I am required to do so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say, then, that I am in favor of all the 
pension propositions that have come before us to-night; but I think it 
will be very unwise to depart from a well-established precedent and 
allow arrears in any case like this. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, if there is any ques- 
tion about b. the well-established precedents in regard to this 
class of legislation I must object, and ask leave of the committee to 
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say a word or two, and hope the committee will bear with me in view 
of the fact that I have never up to this time—the third session of my 
service in Con made any factious opposition to the passage of any 
pension bill. But we have düties which we must perform toward our 
constituents who are not soldiers as well as to our constituents who 
have been soldiers. That duty, Mr. Chairman, is to guard not only 
the public Treasury, but to observe the laws as they are fixed upon the 
statute-books, and the peage that we have made to our constituents 
to that extent; to do right between the pensioners too, as well as to 
make the law our rule of action to apply to all alike. Now,here is a 
case, let gentlemen say what they please about it, that is not only not 
doubtful as to its status, but it doesnot even come within the settled 
principle of the law which we have made applicable to all other sol- 
diers throughout the country. Here is a case that can not pass a p 
son through the office of the Commissioner of Pensions. Here is a 
case that the party does not dare to appeal to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, or if it was appealed to him who is made the tribunal of appeal 
in such cases, was there rejected because it does not come within the 
general Jaw. Nowthey come forward and not only ask Congress to dis- 
regard the judicial action of the officers created by law to pass upon 
the case, but they ask us to disregard all the settled precedents of the 
House and the established law, and say to this man whose case has been 
rejected by an officer created by law to pass upon it that he must not 
only be put upon the pension-roll, but shall have special privileges in 
his case which have been granted to no other soldier in this land. I 
ask gentlemen if they expect to establish such a precedent here? They 
must know the result will be to create opposition to this of pen- 
sions and break down thousands of worthy claims while fighting over 
these unworthy ones. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to vote understandingly on the pees on and 
I would like some information from the gentleman from New Jersey. 
This man, as I understand, was nota soldier at the time. He had been 
mustered out of the service. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Not at all. He had not yet received his dis- 
charge, for the discharges of that regiment I personally know were de- 
livered to that regiment at Trenton. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It appears from the that the 

ent was mustered out of service at Washi n and been or- 
dered to Trenton to receive their final discharge. I say that in a case 
of that sort things should not be pushed too for. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I will say that the Pension Office, which is in 
the habit of raising every technical objection it can, never made that 
objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The billas amended was laid aside tobe reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

AMANDA HOUSELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3546) 
granting a pension to Amanda Housell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su’ to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda Housell (together with her 
minor children), widow of John M. Housell, late a private in pany K, First 
Regiment Maryland Infantry Volunteers, to date September 1, 1865. 


The bill was reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions with the 
following amendment: 

At the end of the bill strike out the words to date from September 1, 1865," 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) is as follows: 


all treatment; 


The records of Lickle Sew ooo Virginia, show that he was discharged from the 
service Au; 4, 1865, an: 
since whic! 

The claimant, believing her husband to be dead, filed a claim for pension as 
widow April 9, 1881, and the claim was rejected on the ground “that there is no 
record at the biter (anes a of the date and cause of death of soldier, and the 
claimant has dec’ her inability to prove the same.“ 

In transmitting the case to the honorable Secretary of the Interior on an ap- 
peal of the case by the claimant's attorney, the Commissioner of Pensions uses 
the followin; rap tows -a 3 

Whether his death was actually caused by the disease contracted in the serv- 
ice, or by events not due to his service, is a question that can not be determined 
by the facts before us, 

The Commissioner has no authority under the law to presume a result; he 
must decide questions on the facts presented, andin this instance it is clear that 
the soldier's death can not be definitely charged to the service. The case seems 
185 cision onto of consideration by Congress with a view to special legislation to 

ve title. 

The Secretary of the Interior sustained the action of the Commissioner of 
Pensions in rejecting the claim, and in his opinion uses the following lan; : 

“The 5 that the soldier is dead: is very A poor and the presumption 
that he died from chronic diarrhea and shortly after is also t. The 
Department concurs in the opinion expre in your report, quoted above thet 
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ou have no authority under the law to grant a pension in this case; and further 


Department concurs with you in the opinion that the case seems worthy of 
special legislation.” 

The testimony in this case shows that the soldier prior to his fl. st enlistment 
was in good sound health and free from disease of chronic diarrhea, and that 
said disease tracted in the service, and at the time of his had 
assumed a malignant form, and bears out the opinion of the honorable Secre- 

of the Interior that he died shortly after d from said disease. 
our committee deem this a meritorious case, and recommend the passage of 
the bill with the amendment, striking out after word 8 line 8, 
the words to date from September first, eighteen hundred and sixty-five.” 


‘The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. ROSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1504) 
granting a pension to John W. Rose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In this case I feel bound to say there is an ad- 
verse report. The bill was reported without my knowledge and I would 
like it to be passed over informally, without losing its place on the 
Calendar, until I can procure additional testimony. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RICHARD GEAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3921) 
granting a pension to Richard Gear. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Gear, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Twen Iowa Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the 
pension heretofore allowed him, as specified in pension 275893. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let the rt be read. 
The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 


3921) 5 the same due consideration, 
That Richard Gear, late a 

is now drawing a $21 n month for disease of the eyes, said disabil- 

ity sne the result of fever, wi 

1863, wh 


“Slightophthalmia; no fi unctivitis; no evidence of severe 
inflammation or granulation of lids; noadhesion of iris; pupils y dilated; 
refracting media clearand a littlemyopic; retins and choroid show no evidence 
ofany in matory trouble; vascular supply reduced one-half; disk depressed ; 
gra white atrophy; depression does not indicate chronic or absolute glau- 
coma; vision apparently nothing; says be can not see light; slight degree stra- 
bismus, divergent. I think he is afflicted with ataxia, and that his loss of vision 
is a direct result, Whether the ataxia was acquired after or before he left the 
service I am unable to decide.” 

The proof upon which his present pension was granted, which was abundant 
and clear, was that while on guard duty soon after recovery from a severe fever 
he became suddenly blind, and had to be led to camp, his vision being ever after 
impaired, and his eyes more or less inflamed, and so continuing, part of the time 
troubling but little,and at other times very seriously. 

‘Two previous medical examinations find : 

Chronie nulations of both lids, and decided opacity of pupil. 

A third, by a full board, says: 

“The lids are granulated, and indicate chronicity. The eyes are blear. 
There is congestion of the conjunctiva of the ball and photophobia.” 

The Pension Office, taking the opinion of the oculist, Dr. Cruttenden, that the 
loss of vision was the result of ataxia, reject the claim because “ataxia was not 
alleged or proven to have been incurred in the service.“ 

It does not seem ble that the claimant would know or allege that ataxia 
was aresult of the fever, but he does know and allege that his present discase 
of eyes is the result of the said fever; and it seems from a comparison of the di- 
agnoses furnished by the medical examinations with that of the oculist, 
and the fact that the symptoms attending the first disability in te service were 
the same as when total blindness resulted, that the ataxia was the result of the 
fever, and the total blindness was the result of the ataxia. 

Luther Gear testifies: 

“I have lived near him and been with him since 1865 to this date (December 
15, 1883), and his eyes have been r all the time. I have nearly 
every year since, or some one else has, had to help him put in his crops. At 
times during the whole time since 1865 he has been laid up with his eyes, and in 
the six months his eyes have failed very much. He can y seeto walk 
around now, and not able to do any work.“ 

Dr. M. D. Sloan testifies, May 21, 1885: 

“About six months ago I made an examination of claimant at his request and 
found him to be totally blind in both eyes from chronic glaucoma, the pupils 
widely dilated and immovable, the cyeballs prominent, and the tension in- 
creased to T + 2. His nervous system seemed to be in a very irritable condi- 


has gradually to 
to the pension for partial disability he is clearly entitled to the increase when 
the increase of disabil 


name in alleging his 4. disability. 
The proof shows that soldier is not only blind, but utterly helpless, in ab- 
ject poverty, and rapidly failing health, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is so perfectly clear 
and presents so beautiful an opportunity for discussion for the com- 
mittee, that I think they would not be doing themselves justice to let 
the bill without some discussion. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say, with reference to this case, that the 
only reason why this soldier was not granted a ion at the Pension 
Office was simply because he did not allege in his application for pen- 


sion the scientific or technical name for the disease for which he sought 
a pension. The nature of his disease is now stated in the terms of the 
report of the expert oculist who examined him. The soldier in the 
first place made an application for a pension for inflammation of the eyes 
and was granted only $2 per month. 

On his application for an increase of pension he was sent toan expert 
oculist, who says he has gone blind from ataxia, which is a brain dis- 
ease, and consequently the disability, the inflammation of the eyes, for 
which he was given his first ion, was not the disease which made 
him totally blind. But the symptoms which he first discovered were 
the same as the symptoms of the di which finally made him blind, 
as the testimony shows; but because he did not call the disease with 
which he was afflicted ataxia the Pension Department failed to give 
him a certificate, He is now totally blind, and of course should have 
$72 a month, the same as totally blind soldiers receive. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to inquire in this case whether the 
Pension Committee have adopted any new rule or changed the rule 
which I supposed prevailed invariably in ting pensions; that is, to 
leave the rating of pensions wholly to the medical board ? 

saree CONGER. The rate for one totally blind is fixed at $72 per 
month. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The rate is fixed for the disability of total 
blindness, and that, it seems to me, is only a matter of fact, which the 
Pension board can easily determine. 

Mr. CONGER. The Pension board have determined the fact that 
he is blind; but, on the report of the expert oculist, they say that the 
disease which finally made him blind was not the disease contracted in 
the service. It has been proven conclusively to your committee that 
the same disease that he incurred in the service has made him blind. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If blindness is not the result of his services, how 
is it that he received a pension at all? 

Mr. CONGER. It is the result of his service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then why can not the Department rate him? 

Mr. CONGER. For this reason—I quote from the decision on which 
his claim for an increase was rejected—that loss of vision did not re- 
sult from the disease of the eyes for which pension was granted.“ Now 
the expert oculist says he has finally gone blind as the result of ataxia, 
which is a disease of the brain; and he had been on the pension-roll for 
alleged disability which, when making his first application for a pension, 
he called inflammation of the eyes, but the symptom was the same when 
he was first attacked as when he went blind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If blindness was not the result of injury con- 
tracted in the service, but the result of brain troubles, it seems to me 
the decision is correct. 

Mr. CONGER. But the brain trouble commenced in the service 
when the soldier became suddenly blind after a severe attack of typhoid 
fever. He recovered somewhat from that attack, but the blindness 
subsequently returned and grew worse. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, there is no question that if 
this soldier is totally blind, and has become so in consequence of his 
military service, he is entitled to $72 a month under the law as itnow 
exists. As I understand the case, then, it is simply a question of fact 
whether his total blindness was the result of his military service or 
not. There does not appear to be any question as to the fact of the 
blindness, The only point about which there can be any question is 
the cause of the blindness. Now, is there any disagreement upon that 
point between the medical board and the outside testimony ? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; there is no difference except in the manner 
in which the oculist presents the case. His diagnosis of the case is 
just the same as that of the other doctors. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But there is no question or difference be- 
tween them as to the fact of total blindness? 

Mr. CONGER. None at all. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, there is no difference of opinion 
upon the part of the medical board in relation to this case. The diffi- 
culty resulted merely from a mistake on the of the applicant in 
presenting his case. He had had a severe at of typhoid fever which 
depressed his whole nervous system, and, as a natural sequence of such 
an attack, any organ may become involved. 

In this case it produced inflammation of the eye. That inflammation 
existed at the time of the application. The claimant did not know that 
there was anything but simple inflammation, but there was conjuncti- 
val inflammation, which resulted in inflammation of the cornea. The 
brain trouble undoubtedly resulted from the depressed condition of his 
nervous system consequent upon typhoid fever, producing this ataxia 
andophthalmia. The sequence of the pathological condition is clear and 
can not be denied, and had the 1 50 given a proper definition of 
his case at the beginning or had he had when he was making his ae 

lication a physician who understood his business there never would 
ve been any dispute whatever about the case. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AARON C. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4905) 
granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, yon bug EN POENT E EIEE ODAAT author- 


ized and place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron C. Johnson, inte lieutenant-col- 
onel of the One hundred and seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteers, and now a resident 


of Linden, Dallas County, Iowa. 
The report (by Mr. ConGER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4905, 
having given the same due consideration, report: 
That Aaron C. Johnson entered the pom sy June 8, 1861, as captain Twelfth 
1 Ohio Battery, served through the entire war, being mustered out 
at the close as lieutenant-colonel of the oas hundred and seyenty-eighth Ohio 


Infantry. He filed his m for pension January 31, 1894, alleging that 
while in the line of duty, exposure at Murfreesboro h, Tenn. — the 
winter of 1864 and 1865, he contracted chronic diarrhea aud heart disease, which 
still continues, This was for chronic diarrhea because it was not ees: 


ling him at the time of medical examination, and for heart disease because it 
was due torheumatism prior to enlistment. 
Besar — seems to have been based entirely upon the following medical 


mO Chronic « diarrhea; v says he has none now. 
had metastatic rheumatism about 


chronic diarrhea 
treated him for oe same. And Dr. Harlow, of Washington Court-House, Ohio, 
who testifies that he has known him intimately for twenty-five years; that he 
was sound and healthy when he enlisted; that he returned from the war with 
chronic diarrhea and heart trouble, and that he treated him for the same at 
various Levies until about 1880 claimant moved to Towa. 

Dr. of same place, also testifies: 

“Twas uainted with peta A. C. Johnson before. — and after the war. 
I was his f physician rebellion. I was well ac- 
quainted with — at the time of rine — ead, ‘sow him to have been a 
sound and healthy man. After his return home at the close of the war I pre- 
scribed for him 8 for chronic diarrhea every summer while he remained 
in the vicinity. He also was complaining at the same time with heart trouble, 
such as palpitation and a smothe: ng sensation. For heart I gave him no treat- 
ment asI now remember.” 

O. A. Allen, M. D., W. on Court House, Ohio, testifies practically the same, 
and that he examined him for life insurance in 1865 or 1866, and that on his re- 
port the company rejected him. 

Dr. I. D. Payne, Linden, Iowa, testifies : 

“Have known claimant since September, 1880, having been his attending 
physician. Havetreated him at different times for sorone diseases that I have 
reason to believe date back many y years geor to m; treatment, Find him 
afflicted with mitral lesions of the heart- loka! Boon also has chronic d 
entery, condition existing at the time of my a acquaintance with him, 
been much of the time, on account of — dysentery, confined to his bed 
and room, never being free from rela of the disease but a short time at 
once. There has been a gradual decline in his health, on account of above dis- 
eases, since my first treatment and kno wiadige of his caneta ber, 1880,” 

With such an array of testimony as to prior soundness and constant and con- 
tinued disability since, and in view of his four full years of arduous service, it 
5 hardly ſair to ye upon ieee attack of rheumatism of thirty years ago 


the prime cause of his disabilit 
apgr committee believe him pe pA entitled to a place upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and therefore rec- 


ommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTIAN SMARZO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4903) 


granting a pension to Christian Smarzo. 


The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to wo on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and lim- 
itations of the n laws, the name of Smarzo, employé at the 
Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the report 
in that case. 
The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid es to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4903) 
3 Christian Smarzo, having given the same careful consid- 
eration, 

That 5 an — in the Quartermaster’s 
the war of the rebellion, 


ed, furloughed for three 
H 5 for pension was 


ed and mustered into the service, but he was evr pig | 
meritorious service, one that required a very high order oi 
os yotm valor. He was wounded and taken er while at his 
ver ae and as ores deserves reward as does he who fought with gun 
or peut 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill 
There being no objection, the bill was laid Gane to to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
H. W. M’DONALD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4490) 
granting a pension to H. W. McDonald. 
foye bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, G., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, athos 
eat and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 


tations of the pension laws, the name of H. W. McDonald, late of Company A, 
Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CoNGER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4490, 


having considered the same, beg leave to repo: 

That the claimant, H. W. McDonald, Aati e asa private in Company A, Fifth 
Iowa Volunteers, July 15,1861, and was discharged April 19, 1863, His applica- 
tion for was ected on the proand “ that disease of heart 
to enlistmnent.“ This theory seems to have been ney henry Ae 
ment in his 9 of disability for discharge: that he had had ©] r — yof 
the heart, of several See seen, and Dee Neen Sale A AHF mon the 
time since he enlisted” 

Claimant furnishes testimony of six le witnesses, 9 neigh- 
bors, schoolmate, comrade, and lieutenant of his company, that he was perfectly 
— and healthy prior to and at the time of enlistment. 

The certificate on which he was discharged proves conclusively the existence 

in ; continuance since is —— proven by both medical and 


o special . were sent out by the Department and 8 
Eason examined. Many of them testify positively to prior soundness ; A 
at enlistment he was a boy of seventeen, robust, full of health and vigor.’ —.— 
of them did not know his condition then, and only one a doctor, who thought 
he had prescribed for him on account of heart disease in 1861—gave any testi- 
cating existence of disease prior to enlistment, 
Capt. William Dean, who ed discharge with the statement as to prior 
bere coeds of heart disease, testifies in examination by special examiner upon this 


6 Perhaps I was a litle rough on him at that time. SS pee nes bees Pear. 
service. He been appealing to me mea hen pean rg sem ep 
active servico at t that time, and I wanted to get rid of this 


ease. We 
class of men, and I 

2 quoting further an the voluminous testimony, your committee are 

ap ited of ne oe that this explanation of Captain Dean, together 

wi the fact that ns were quite strict in those early days of the war, 
the extreme youth of the sol of the soldier, and his service of nearly two years before dis- 

are amply sufficient to overcome the Vit A of prior disease in his 
certificate of „and to warrant the relief ess which the Pen- 
sion Office, followin; the strict letter of the law, did not feel authorized to grant. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


PERRY JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4813) 
granting a pension to Perry Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereb; reef —— 9 
to place the name of Perry Johnson on the pension-roll ‘of the Uni 
the rate of $72 per month, instead of the pension now allowed and paid — 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report in that case 
be read. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4813) 

—— a pension to Perry Johnson, submit the following report: 
1 Johnson, late a private of Company C, Third Iowa Cavalry Vol- 
on-roll at the rate off 0 per month, fortotaland 
o result of left side, received at 
Ridge, Ar , 1862. This rate of $50 feos 3 was granted him March 
1, 1881. Hebe since filed two applications asking an increase to $72 per month, 
both of which have been rej on the ground that “he isnow drawing the 
highest rate to which he is entitled by law.” 
he act of June 16, 1880, i the pension of those “ utterly helpless” 
from $50 to $72 per month, was by its terms made a) 8 to those wh nat 
sons then on the roll at S0. Therefore those who might be placed on the 
that rate after that date could not receive the benefits thereof, no matter how se- 
rious their disability nor how deplorable their condition. 

As to present condition of claimant, the proofis abundant and conclusive of his 
utter helplessness, continual suffering, uiring the constant attention of 
hag E peroni is confined to his ‘all the t ; can not turn in bed without 
help; to take morphine constantly to allay pain; still carries ballin his 


The last official medical examination ordered by the Commissioner of Pen- 


“ Ball entered a Se A, anterior superior Moua: proces eee 
award, catrix 


mony indi 


unteers, is now on the] 
. — W e 


pus, seemingly 

trix on back, 8 2 inches to left of spinal column, bows, There is of lumbarand 
dorsal vertebra, constantly Contraction and adhesion of muscles 
about cicatrices aie png ‘and ae. Tit nents . whole spinal column. 


Very emaciated. rtrophied y anchylosed, tender, l, 
and istif. Right Mag’ at and entirely poser tly left lung incipien hepat- 
ization; throat inflamed and ulcerated; difficulty about lungs superinduced 


likely by eee from extensive suppuration. man 
recovery, and needs the attendance of another constantly.“ 

Your committee can see no good reason why this unfortunate man should not 
receive the same allowance as his brothers in like condition who — Ss 


be on the pension-roll at $50 on June 16, 1880, We therefore recommen: 
passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY C. SNOW. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4122) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Snow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Snow, widow of Thomas 
Snow, late a captain in the Second New Hampshire Regiment. 


no prospect of 
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The report (by Mr. HAYNES) is as follows: 
The Committce on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. N. 
= granting a pension to Mary E. gs submit eo 8 ne 
homas Snow, captain of Company F, Second E 
wa mustered June 4, 2 and ischarged for disability A perai 1862. He 


died Apal 18, 1880, and the claim of his wid ow, Mary now, for pension was 
i as of e ground that cause of officer's death Nee not due to 
e service. 


That Captain Snow lost his health in the service is established by an excep- 
tionally strong line of evidence. 

Oliver Fernald, of Great Falls, N. H.. testifies: 

“That he was ly and intimately acquainted with the above-named 
Snow; that said ne 3 employed by the Netra ora corporation [Great 
Falls Manufacturin pany] as overseer of the weavi) . 5 room; that previous 
to said Snow — À ted States service the said Fernald was super- 
and saw er almost daily, and he was a person 

health, sound, ete ust; that said Fernald never heard of said Snow 
being sick or disabled from his daily labor a day for three years previous to en- 
listment. ‘That after his return home he was entirely broken down and suffer- 
ing, as reported, with intermittent fever, ague, and chills, and chronic diarrhea; 
for a lon, time, some year or more, entirely unable to perform any manua 
labor, an from our in and conversation, and his debilitated condition, in 
my opinion he was three-fourths disabled from performing manual labor up to 
the he went to Marblehead, 1872.” 

Freeman Chick and ove II. Weymouth, both of Great Falls, strongly cor- 
roborate this testimon 

During the period coved by this testimony claimant was unable to furnish 


medical testimony, for the reason that Drs. C. F. Elliot and J, M. Buckman, who 
treated him, are But the period from 1872, N when he removed to Marble- 
head, until his death is covered by V. B. Morse, of Marblehead, whose 


reputation is bee ors to the Department as excellent,“ and who bandaged 


or less, up to Bae time of his death. The first time I was called to attend h him he 
was suff quite severely from an attack of intermittent fever associated with 
chronic diarrhea, which he alleged were contracted while in the military service 
of the United States in the line of his duty. From the time I was first called to 
see him u * the ae of his death he was a constant . 
reduced his health, until they finally caused his deai 
— For the last ei years of his life his health cone 

su form but a very ited amount of manual! labor. 
. the fact that the above diseases, which resulted in his 
death, were contracted in the Army.” 

In 5 to a subsequent letter of inquiry from claimant's attorney, he 
wrote 

x se recall at the time of his death he took a severe cold, and in his weak 
condition he was sick but a very short time with this cold, and died. I think 
that at his death the cause was reported at the time pneumonia, but I am posi- 
tive that the cause of death was due to the diseases cont: n the Army.“ 

Capt. Harrison D. F. Young and Lieut. Samuel P, Sayles, both. of the Second 
Regiment, — the perfect health of Captain Snow when he assumed com- 
a of Tis com y 12 4 June, 1861, to the incurrence of a severe dysentery on 
rst Bull Run, which’ afterward assumed a chronic form; also to 
Aiae pae symptoms: t the combined effects of which finally broke him down and 
led to his res 


3 Adjutant-General of the United States Arm =y reports the organization 
ks incomplete, but medical certificates upon which he was granted leave of 
prea a July, 1862, set forth that he was suffering with bilious diarrhea, at- 


tended with a good deal of fever. 
‘The line of evidence establishing prior soundness, incurrence of disability in 
ility in severe form until his death, 


and 8 of the disabi 
The rejection of the widow's claim was u a technicality 
ignored the sworn opinion of the repui e physician who 
tended Captain Snow —— amd in his last sickness, 
The recommend the passage of the bill. 
There being no ohjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY B. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3505) for 
the relief of Mary B. Smith. 
The bill was a as follows: 


effects of starvation while a pris- 
ville and other 9 prisons, an and to pay her a pension as 
provided by law for dependent widows an 


tring report (by Mr, O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


e Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
fort the relief of Mary B. Smith, after considering the same, submit 


R. 3505) 
e follow- 


fined at Andersonville prison, in and at n, S. C. The 
Leonard A. Smith died ects of starvation and ure suffered 
while confined in the aforesaid prisons, as shown by the following letter on file 
with applicant’s papers in the n Office: 


HOSPITAL STEAMER GEORGE LEARY, 
Port Royal Harbor, South Carolina, December 17,1864. 
: Leonard A. Smith, Seventh Wisconsin Battery Light Artillery, died 
steamer this day from the effects of starvation while a 
inclosed, He was buried at Beaufort. S. C. Was re- 
leston Harbor the 16th 8 For further par- 

ticulars address the Adjutant-General, Washington, D. C. 
Respectfully, 


ge. 
the 3 A. Smith, ſor appoi is 
the S ó of Noah Smith, who states 


. personally and 8 acquainted with Mrs. Mary B. Smith 
VFC r- 


rounded since the y: She was of three SAIE 
A. Smi and Gustavus A. Bmith allof whom 
the United States during the war of therebellion, The said son, Leonard 


A. Smith, enlisted in the Seventh Wisconsin Battery of Light Artillery Volun- 
teers as a private on or about the 12thof November, 1863; was captured during 
or just after an en ent with the enemy at or near Guntown, Miss., on or 
about the Lith sA of 1864, while acting under the lawful orders of his su- 
perior officers and in the the line of of his duty; was taken as a prisoner of war to 
Andersonville, Ga., and there starved and inhumanly treated, from the effects 
of which he became sick and died. 

The said Leonard A. Smith was received on board the hospital steamer Geo: 
Leary from the rebel authorities in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, on the 
léth day of Tosk 1864, and died on board said steamer on the 17th day of 
Decem 864, from the effects of starvation while a 8 of war, and that 
the said eller left surviving neither widow nor child, having never married; 
that he always contributed toward the support and comfort of his mother dur- 
ing his lifetime; that the said applicant and her husband own some property, 
worth in the aggregate about $0, and in their old this does not furnish 
them a support, owing to their advanced age and poor th, and they are un- 
able, in any manner whatever, from gaining their support from any personal 
efforts of their own.” 

This witness is corroborated by others. 

Your committee, in view of the fact that this aged couple furnished three sons 
to defend the country in time of its need, one of whom suffered all the horrors 
of a cruel death, should not in their old’ age be left to buffet against the cold 
winds of adversity unaided by the Government, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill, after — out all aſter the word *pension,” in line 9, and 
inserting as provided by la w for dependent widows and mothers,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last para- 
graph of the report was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. GUYSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 3205) 
granting a pension to George W. Guyse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 8 to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Guyse, late of Company 
L, First Regiment Alabama Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill wes R. 3205) 
8 pension to George W. Guyse, submit the following report 
The claimant enlisted on the 25th day of September, 1863, for one year, asa 
8 in Company L. First A Cavalry, and was discha: September 
28, 1864,and filed his application for a pension on the ground of disability in- 
curred While inthe service and in the line of duty, to wit, a gunshot wound in 
the left knee received in a skirmish with the enemy at Jackson, Tenn., on or 
about the 25th day of December, 1863, Said claim was rejected on the ground 
that there is no record of the all gunshot wound of left knee, and no satis- 
factory evidence showing the origin of said wound while in the service in the 
line of duty, and claimant declared his inability to furnish further testimony. 
Claimant alleges that at Jackson, Tenn., about December 25, 1863, he received 
a gunshot wound in left knee immediately below the knee-cap, while engaged 
in askirmish with Forrest's command, that he can not furnish the testimony 
of a commissioned officer for the reason that his captain was not in command 
when he was wounded, but was on detached service and never was in actual 
command of the company; that Lieutenant Fishback, who was in command,is 
dead, bav: ing died before claimant filed his application for t pennon; and that 
Lientenant Fiter can not be found, although he made diligent search and 
inquiry for him; and thathe is unable to furnish further testimony of comrades 


une 


or of persons who saw and 8 his wound at the date of discharge except 
David Cummings; that affiant is a cripple and extremely poor, and it is utterly 
impossible for h m to make any fi er proof of parties who saw his wounds 
at the date of his discharge. 


Isom Fleetwood, a 933 swears that on or about the 24th of December, 
1863, while engaged in battle with Forrest's command near Jackson, Tenn., the 
claimant was wounded in the left knee, and, to the best of afflant’s belief, was 
taken to a field hospital near Corinth, Miss., and treated for his wound for about 
six weeks; that he saw claimant several times while he was in the hospital, 
and examined his N and was pape when he was wounded, and knows 
that he was wounded while engaged in battle, and saw him taken off the field 
bo ah fight was going on. 

olt, another comrade, swears to substantially the same state of 


Pig 

Dr. James W. Stewart swears that he examined the claimant's wounded leg, 

naa that the wound is located in the left leg immediately below the patella, or 

it being in affiant’s opinion the result of a gunshot; ball penetrated 
e low the knee-cap, dividing the tendon that unites the patella to the tibia, and 
has destroyed the usefulness of the limb to the amount of about one-fourth of 
total disability, and that he had known claimant about one month. 

Dr. A. H. Jones swears substantially to a similar state of facts, and that he did 
not know claimant prior to the examination. 

David Cummings swears that claimant was wounded while engaged in action; 
that he mone pat his wound about the time he was discharged, and a monthor 
two afterward; there was a deep scar just below the left knee-cap, the leg above 
and below the wound being consid: ly shrunk and smaller than the rightleg; 

re was a sink, as well as he remembers, at a point where scar is located, and 
— Oe to affiant that some of the bones or tendons had been wounded, Pewee 


claimant to lim: very Dany: left leg seeming to be shorter than the right; a 
ant lived near c after he returned from the Army, and saw him very fre- 
quently. 


Dr. James W. Stewart is also the examining surgeon of the Pension Office, and 
rated applicant's disability to about $6 per month. 

It is but fair to state that there is some evidence of other parties tending to 
throw some shadow on the credibility of claimant’s testimony, and if taken alone 
might create a doubt of his right to a pension; and as we rely upon the exam- 
ination made by the medical experts, one of whom was an agent of the Govern- 
ment, we can not fail to conclude that claimant received his disability in the serv- 
ice and in the line of N and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, after 
striking out all after the word “cavalry,” in line 7. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last para- 
graph of the report was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET A. BLAKE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2021) 
granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake. 


1886. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, & ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name of 
Margaret A. Blake, widow of Geo A. H. Blake, late colonel of the First Cav- 
alry and a brevet brigadier-gene in the United States Army, and to pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 a month from and after the of this act, sub- 
ject to all the other provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report in that case be 
read. 
The report (by Mr. Swore) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2021) 
granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake, widow of Geo A. H. Blake, late 
colonel of the First Cavalry and a brevet brigadier-general in the United States 
Army, have had the same under consideration, and submit the following re- 


port: 

General George A. II. Blake was born in Pennsylvania and appointed from 
that State first lieutenant Second Dragoons, June 11, 1836; in Florida to 1841, 
and engaged in action with the Seminole Indians at Fort Welborn, Jupiter In- 
let, and other engagements; captain Second Dragoons, December 3, 1839; was 
in the Indian Territory and Texas; in the war with Mexico, and engaged in the 
battles of Cerro Gordo, defense of Pueblo, battles of Contreras, Molino del Rey, 
Chapultepec, and City of Mexico; brevet major United States Army, Au 
1847, for gallantand meritorious conduct in an affair at Saint Augustine, 

r First Dragoons, July 23, 1850; in M Texas. New Mexico, 

ifornia, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington Territory to 1861, and engaged 
the Apache and Navajo Indians; lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry, Feb- 
ruary 15,1862; engaged in the Seven Days’ fight and battle of Gaines's Mili, Vir- 
ginia (in which he was slightly wounded); chief commissary of musters, De- 
partment of Virginia, to April, 1863; chief commissary of cavalry corps. Army 
of the Potomac, to December, 1863; was present at the actions of Aldie, Middle- 
town, Upperville, and battle of Gettysburg; specialduty inthe cavalry bureau, 
Washington, D. C., to April, 1864; commandirg cavalry depot Giesboro’ Point, 
Maryland, to September 1, 1864; special iy fice February, 1865; member of a 
military commission at Washington, D. C., to March, 1866; brevet 82 
eral United States Army, March 15, 1865, for gallant and efficient services dur- 
ing the Gettysburg campaign; commanding regiment and post of Fort Van- 
eee and retired at his own request “for over forty years’ sery- 

ice,” December 15, 1870. 

Thus it will be seen that for forty years and in three wars this faithful officer 
served his country in various positions of trust and responsibility, and finally 
retired from the service full of years and honors. The claim of his widow for 
pension was rej on the ground that the “fatal disease originated subse- 
quent to his retirement.” 

Strictly construed, as the law must necessarily be by the Pension Department, 
this was bap eas 3 a correct decision for that department to make. But giving 
due weight to all the consequences and effects of a service continued for so 
many years, and in every variety of climate, from the Gulf of Mexico to the 
Pacific, and from the City of Mexico to Gettysburg, your committee are of the 
opinion that it is not proven that his death did not originate from disease con- 
tracted the service, and are dis; to give his widow the benefit of the 
doubt as to this point, and they are further of the opinion that, in view of the 
long and valuable services of General Blake, his widow, who is in impoverished 
circumstances, should have the pension asked for in the bill, and they therefore 
recommend its passage. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iwas about to ask for the reading 
of the report in this case, not, however, for the purpose of objecting to 
this bill, because I recognize the fact that those who are by profession 
and for their lives the soldiers of the country are in a different position 
from ordinary volunteers. I wish merely to say that for the future I 
mean to draw a distinction, and to make a fight against every bill that 
gives to the widow of a volunteer officer a preference over the widow of 
a private soldier. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope the gentleman will reconsider his deter- 
mination. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No, sir. Just look at the question. 
Take for instance, two brothers raised in the same town, volunteering 
in the same war. Before entering the service they marry two sisters, 
who are equally talented, equally respectable, occupying equal stations 
in society. These two brothers go into the war. One becomes an offi- 
cer; the other remains a private. The private, as everybody knows 
who has been engaged in war, has the hardesttime. These two broth- 
ers are killed; and the one sister, because her husband happened to 
have a soft place as an officer in the Army, draws two or three times as 
much pension as the other sister whose husband was in the ranks bear- 
ing all the brunt of battle. We have had instance after instance of 
that sort in this House. Such a discrimination ought to be stopped. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend the bill by striking out the words 
fixing the amount of the pension, my object being to leave the amount 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. I will 
not detain the House with any argument, but I want a vote on that 
amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 a month from 
and after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. WINANS. The adoption of that amendment would leave this 
lady to draw the same pension she now gets. 

Mr. PRICE. And I will say that is as large a sum as is now drawn 
by thousands of other women as good as she is, assuming that she is as 
good a woman as any on earth. Other women with nerves as sensitive, 
with impulses as heroic, with purposes as patriotic, are drawing no 
greater pension. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I quite agree with the genileman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE]. I think that these questions as to the rating 
of pensions ought to be left always to the law and the medical boards 
established for that purpose. We are not likely to go wrong or to do 
injustice in putting persons on the pension-roll, if we leave such ques- 
tions to be determined in that way. 


Mr. STEELE. I would remind the gentleman that the examining 


board does not have to examine widows. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that this is the case of a 
widow’s pension; but nevertheless I was referring to a principle, and a 
principle only—a principle which I believe should invariably govern 
this House in the granting of pensions—the principle of allowing pen- 
sions to be determined by the law and by the boards of examination. 
While there is no medical examination in this case, nevertheless there 
is a law governing it. The law fixes the pensions for widows of officers; 
and when widows are placed on the roll subject to the law, then, as my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] says, they go on the roll upon an 
equality with all others of like rank. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, Iobject to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin. I do not think it right in this 
particular case, nor do I believe it right in principle. We mustremem- 
ber that these professional soldiers are at all times expected to be the 
guardians of the liberties and property of the people and of the inter- 
ests of the Government. They are deprived of opportunities to 
in civil business and to make money. They have no opportunity of 
doing anything outside their military profession for the support of thei 
families. Almost every civilized country recognizes the principle of 
taking care of its professional soldiers, upon whom it must depend at 
all times. The case is not the same with volunteers. Except when 
directly engaged in war they are at liberty to carry on their private 
business. While acting as soldiers they are simply performing a part 
of their duty as citizens, and no civilized country puts them upon the 
same footing as those who make military duty the business of their 
lives. When a meritorious Army officer, after long service, leaves his 
widow without a sufficient support, I think we are violating no princi- 
ple of law or justice in giving such a woman a higher pension than we 
would give to the widow of a volunteer soldier. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Wixans] to say that if the amendment of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE] should be adopted this lady would receive the 
same pension she is now receiving. 4 

Mr. WINANS. I was mistaken about that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thought so. 

Mr. WINANS. She is now drawing no pension atall. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. She is drawing no pension, her application, as 
the reportshows, having been rejected for the reasons there stated. 

Mr. WINANS. That is true. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill will put her upon the pension-roll. 
Why should there be a rating allowed in this case when it was notal- 
lowed in the case of the man I spoke of a while ago? 

Mr. PRICE’s amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 


it do pass. 
WILLIAM PAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2070) 
granting a pension to William Paugh. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of William Paugh, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Swore) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2070) 
granting a pension to William Paugh, have examined the papers on file in the 
Pension Department, and make the following report: 

They find that the Committee on'Invalid Pensions, Forty-eighth Congress, had 
this claim before them for their consideration, and made a report thereon, which 
this committee believes to be a true presentation of the case, and which, haying 
verified by a close examination of the papers, they adopt as their own, and ask 
that it be so considered. 

“ William Paugh, the soldier above named, enlisted as a private in Company 
D, Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, September 10, 1861, and was 
honorably discharged from the service July 14, 1865, and filed his declaration for 
a pension September, 6, 1865, for disability incurred from a gunshot wound of the 
right shoulder, June 15,1864, from which he partly lost his speech and was in- 
jured in his lungs. 

“In a statement filed, the date of his injury is fixed in the spring of 1863, and 
exposure is set forth as an additional cause of his sickness. On muster- out roll, 
dated July 1,1865,the soldier is reported as ‘absent sick.“ In May and June, 
1863, he is 3 ‘absent in general hospital,’ and is reported absent sick til 
December 31,1863, The reco’ of Su n-General’s Office show that he was 
admitted to Mount Pleasant General Hospital, bse. re D. C., June 10, 1863, 
with contusion of back. They also show that he rece ved a gunshot wound, 
and was treated in field hospital Second Army Corps, Chancellorsville, Va., May 
4, 1863. That he was several times treated in the ital, and that he entered 
private hospital, Chester, Pu., September 18, 1864, with ure of the humerus, 

“Twocomrades, P. Connelly and Charles R rs, testify to his being wounded 
in the right shoulder at Bristoe Station, Va., June, 1863. They also testify to 
the soldier’s exposure at mange ait Ferry, from which claimant took cold, which 
settled on his lungs. They testify to his soundness before and his disability 
since his military service. 

Doctors Snyder and Delcamp testify to paving 
1869, 1870, 1872, for lung and bronchial troubles, an 
right shoulder. 

“Comrade Rodgers says further that while he did not see the applicant hit, 
yet says he saw him go into a severe skirmish at Bristoe Station, Va., sound and 
well, and that he saw him right afterward with the wound. 

“ The Pension Bureau rejected the claim for the reason that there wasno record 
entered of the wound, and his inability to furnish satisfactory evidence of the 
fact that the wound was received . Neither of the reasons are well 
founded. The 5 record shows that the soldier was wounded May 4, 1863. 
That June 10,1863,he was treated in the general hospital for contusion of the 


treated the soldier in 1865, 
the latter says for wound of 
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pees Se that in April, 1864,and May, 1865, he was in the hospital for fracture of 
“The difficulty has — bers happened oan oe carelessness in inserting the 


wrong date in the d e carelessness in the 
stating fully the facts concerning aR SAA akar be how 

humerus occurred Hind fs DAEA ANA tite ALIA 3 would have then ap- 
on the record that the same was caused by the explosion of a shell or 
. BB ͤ that the fajury ts 20t proven dnde- 


ac spre et 

neroa giva is that mo disability now exists as shown by the board 

of su ae Yet affidavits all go to show the con In 1865 the Sur- 

eral’s report rates him at one-half disability, and in 1880 Examining 

ridge yey in him at chree-eighths. 

2 Sd committee are of the opinion thatthe soldier is entitled to a pension and 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.” 


There being no chien, me bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommen tion that it do pass. 


E. B. SWEENY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3633) 
granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, c. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. B. Sweeny, late a member of the 
Signal Corps of the United States Army. 

The report 


(by Mr. Sworr) was read. 


POLLY HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3141) 
granting a pension to Polly Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


ee e „That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the m laws, the name of Polly Hall, mother of Amos Hall, 

late of Company G, Fourth Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. WIN Ans) was read, as follows: 


The ements on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3141) granti — to uy Hall, have had the same under consideration, 
S allowing rej 
That Polly Hall is the in 5 L. Hall, late a corporal in Company G, 
Fourth eee Michigan Volunteer 8 who enlisted May 16, 1861, for 
three years or during the war, and on the 27th day 3 1862, at the battle of 
Suen baw . Ana p eende padme pud fdr prerai 
w] e was © rea pg a apen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month until his d Ho applied foras a 
The files in the case show that shortly after his eps partially 
w worse, and finally was, April 12, 1871, sent to the 
Government ——— r the Insane, at W. m, where he died, as stated, 
February 26, 1881. 


January 9, 1882, the geen tp this — Polly Hall, N, applied for a pension 
asn dependent mother, which was rejected on the grou the insanity and 
ouas death of the soldier was not attributable to fo the wound he received in 

e service. 

Upon this question the evidence before the Pension Office, both medical and 
lay, is conflicting. On the 13th of December, 1870, the soldier in the case applied 
for an increase of 8 and it was finally referred to a examiner, 
who submitted a report February 3 1873. in 74 — he says: 

“Amos Hall for increase of aie was pensioned for gunshot 
9 of — ris! femur — i ae 3, 1802, Aer $8 per that the a he now a 

es, egal guardian, for an increase, nas e disability 
— 2 creased and has resulted in a Taon of claimant testifies 
E n, Mich., the Mt nian toa cette tenons 
very thin in flesh, and was very nervous, restless at nig 


insane and gradually 


and fits.” 

Dr. fa Reeder, nd, ex-surgeon, says: 

“He 8 in 1865; he was insane at the time; I am inclined to 
the opinion Merry cpilepey, and the insanity had its orgin in theex re and 
ere iy ee mind to which he was subjected. I have observed nothing in the 
— — ae verre or Lg paver 2 in my judgment, could produce his present 
men 


Dr. John enson, 9388 
hundred and ninety-fifth Volunteer try, sa: 
FOS See acc with Amos Hall. e 8 sent 
the Soldiers Home with a view of ascertaining whether his insanity was the 
—— of military phage I reached an affi: ve conclusion.“ 
D. S. Oliphant, M. D., testifies: 
"hat previous to his being wounded he was sound in mind and body; that 


n e Ohio, and surgeon of One 


osag to exposure after beng wounded, be three days and arad on the 
b e- leld before removal, he contracted — nay Bec was three months con- 
83 discharged with shattered intellect, and has since lapsed 


5 — a state of incurable ä — 

Dr. J. C. Stanton examined claimant June 13, 11. one ere 
and insanity, an and rated him total first grade. The motherand sister of soldier 
both testify under oath that no member of their family was ever insane to their 
2 that claimant was a man of excellent habits and 
he entered theservice. He returned home in September, L and had spasms 
from the day of his arrival, and was out of his mind much of the time; that they 
kept him at home as long as th ey could, The special examiner closes his re- 

by recommending that the pension be increased to total first grade, $31.25. 

report was not concurred in forthe reason that the medical examiners were 
Sis cha Seervive aa the entitueion that insanity was the result of his service. 
The . the ground that the death of the sol- 


dier was not traceable to received in the service. 

‘there ia po e baat that F y Hall is the mother of Amos Hall; that she 
was dependent on him for support. Her husband is dead; she has no other 
children to support her; she is now eighty-four — of ago, nee on the 


charity of friends and contributions of Grand Army of the Republ kopose 

In view of these facts, and that it is fair to presume that the suffering and ex- 
posure of the wounded soldier caused the brain fever resulting in insanity and 
death, your committee recommend the e of the bill, and that it beamended, 
in the'sixth tine, by inserting after “ Polly Hall” the word “dependent,” and the 
letter I.“ between Amos and Hall; soit will read Polly Hall, dependent 
mother of Amos L, Hall.” 


we amendment rted by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2022) 
granting a pension to Ellen M. Mitchell. 

Mr. SWOPE. My colleague [Mr. BINGHAM] who introduced this 
bill was unable to be present on account of illness, and requested that 
this bill should be informally passed over for the present, not to lose its 
place upon the Calendar; and accordingly I make that motion. 
ae CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 


STEPHEN GARDNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1184) 
granting a pension to Stephen Gardner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Gardner, late of Company 
D, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1184) 
granting a pension to Stephen Gardner, submit the following report: 

That Stephen Gardner was m into the service March 20, 1864, in Com- 
pany D, Tenth Regiment Michigan Infantry, and was at the close of 
the war, July 19,1565. He applied for a pension March 10, . alleging hernia, 

caused by a fall and being run over during a charge in the battle of Jonesbor- 
8 3 1864. His claim was rejected on the ground of no record 
of Bag yp nts and no satisfactory proof of incurrence in the service. 

Stockwell, — tp ce pd 10, 1875, that he examined Gardner 
and finds “double inguinal hernia—ri, very large, coming far down in scro- 
tum.” 

The proof as to incurrence is two comrades, John D. S — 
saw him fall and afterward procured him a truss, and 
remembers hearing Gardner complain of being hurt, and of a 8 slime 
ing a truss for him. 

Henry Wideman, late captain of Company D, states that claimant told him he 
= eS ee truss for his rupture, and that he received it by falling in a ditch 

ptem 

The case was referred for special examination, during which two witnesses 
testified they had been informed Gardner had hernia at the time he enlisted, 
— Syin reason, and because there was no record evidence, the claim was re- 
ject 

The testimony of Dr. Miles Huckins shows that Gardner was suffering from a 

ure on his return home from the Arm 
rom all the evidence in this case geri committee are inclined to believe the 
ineurrence of hernia was as stated by Gardner. He served faithfully from en- 
listment to close of the war. He was no bounty-jumper, and had no reason to 
conceal any disability existing at time of enlistmen 

His examination at time of muster disclosed no disability. He could have had 
no thought of laying the foundation of a pension at the time he says he was hurt. 
He shirked no service and kept to hospital, but made the best effort he could 
and as little complaint, an in line of duty, with onder thought of pension or 


reward until im = Sage pelled him, ten r discharge, to 
8 by pension. lun dle ty at close of war an . 
ou 


We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


MRS. ANN J. CONWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3177) 
for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Mra. Ann J. Conwell, widow of Matthew Con- 
well, late a private in Company I, First Indiana Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
sm granting a pension to Ann J. Conwell, submit the following report: 

Ann J. Conwell is the widow of Mathew | Conwell, late a private in Company 
J, First Indiana Cavalry. She asks to be placed upon the pension-rol) as his 
widow. The facts in the case, substantiated by affidavit, are peculiar, inasmuch 
as she an as the widow of two soldiers, one of whom gave up his life in 
geste other, disabled by wound and disease. 
The Bray are as fo! 5 1 Her first 


children to provide for. ed for ando tained a oath wet lih tares 
and struggled along as best she 88 ports the aid of the pension to clothe and 
feed herself and children. Finding herself unable to 3 roperly care for and brin; 
up her family, on January 5, 1867,she married ew Conwell, a pensione: 
soldier, who, though at that time suffering nes a wound and from other disa- 
bilities, was by superior skill at his trade, that of spring iter,“ able to earn 


wages. 

He had served as a private soldier in the First Indiana Cavalry, and was 
sioned upon certificate 39080, first for $2 and afterward at $i per month. As tim 
went on his disabilities increased, and finally, in 1877, he was admitted as an in. 
mate of the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, suffering from his gunshot wound 
of shoulder, asthma, and heart d me. which disease he finally died, and 
which he always claimed he contracted in the service. The death occurred 
March 30, 1882, at the Soldiers’ Home aforementioned. The certificate of death 
gives the cause, “ organic disease of the heart.” 

Her claim was rejected for the reason that the disease of which soldier died 
was not due to his military service. This widow is old, infirm, and r. She 
believes she ought to be entitled to be placed upon the roll, when the cireum- 
stances of her earlier struggles and bereavement! 

Your committee are of opinion that this is a pro; 


are considered 
per case for relief, and would 


therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


1886. 


ALONZO MAYNARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3478) 
gianting an increase of pension to Alonzo Maynard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo May: late a private in 
Company I, Eleventh Connecticut Volunteers, at the rate of per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from the passage of this 
ant. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


ynard, submit the following report: 
55 


He ty 7 for and received a pension on certificate 18040, 


r month, the reason being given that the disability from which he was 
ren ranes br DN requiring ai 
not . 
Tha evidenes in this case discloses that the man has suffered terribly ever 
since discharge from the gunshot wound to right lung, which injured his spine 
and resulted in total incapacity for any manual labor. 


E. F. Parsons, of Enfield, Conn., practicing physi testifies he has treated 
claimant at different times during the past five years (1879 to 1884); that he is 
suffering from deformity and d ility, resulting from his wounds, from rheu- 


matism, making his right arm nearly helpless; the diminution of aerating 
surface in the lungs from loss of lung tissue causes great dyspnoea on exercise, 
which, together with rheumatism of his legs and feet, cripples him to that ex- 
tent he can walk only a few rods at a time; that his disabilities render him 
practically helpless, 

Drs. Jarvis and Fuller, examining su ns at Hartford, say: 

Two balls entered near the right side of the spinal column, at the third dor- 
sal vertebra. There are four d cicatrices in this region, covering a space 
Nok corr eee of 6 inches by 4 horizontally. There are four cicatrices be- 
tween the clavicle and scapula. In front, right side, there is one large cicatrix 
on the point of the shoulder, one directly above and one below the inner half of 
the clavicle, one just to the inner side of the mamma, and one just below the 
nipple, causing much contraction of the mammary gland. The lung was ap- 
parently riddled; soldier says he was hit with bullet and buckshot.” 

R. Strickland, Enfield. Conn., examining surgeon, says September 11, 1883: 

What remains of right lung of little use for purposes of respiration ; dullness 
on percussion over wholelung; left lung nearly sound; rightarm nearly useless 
from extensive caries and loss of bone of shoulder, following the wound, 
Left arm he can use only in a very limited degree, resulting from wound: rheu- 
matism. His urine dribbles from him, being unable to retain it. He hasa 
cough, which at times is quite troublesome; yet with all these symptoms he is 
fat me eats well. He appears nearly helpiess and demands the regular aid of 
another person.” 

J. R. Lewis, examining surgeon, Rockville, Conn., October 2, 1885, says: 

“The track of the wound involves the upper right lung, and has resulted in 
suppuration and absorption of the greater portion of said lung; the upper and 
lower extremities have become dropsical, and the patient is helpless, or so 
nearly as to require the constant personal ald and attendance of another person, 
Lay burrowing abscesses frequently form upon the chest.” 

P is exhibited to the committee of this soldier show both breast and 
back views, both of which are covered with deep and long sears. The right 
shoulder is apparently several inches lower than the left, and the soldier is 
drawn out of shape. 

Your committee, after a careful consideration of all the evidence in the case, 
which is mostly professional, are of the opinion the rating of this pensioner 
should be advanced. They would therefore recommend the passage of the ne- 
companying bill as amended by substituting the word “forty,” in the seventh 
line, for the word fifty.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


AUGUSTA M. RICHARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1107) 
granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Augusta M. Rich- 
ards, a volunteer nurse in the late war, and pay her the sum of 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LoVERING) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1107, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Augusta M. Richards, of Malden, Mass., was a volunteer nurse in the hos- 
pitals of New Orleans after its capture by the Union forces, Mrs. went 
to New Orleans from the North early in 1861, and poe Dae a private school for 
young ladies, From the opening of the port by Admiral Farragut, or as soon 
thereafter as the Saint James and Saint Louis hospitals were established, her 
duties began, first by spending all the spare hours at her disposal, before and 
after school, in every kind of service in her power to render, to alleviate the 
suffering of the sick and wounded soldiers, many times furnishing food from her 
own home to those who seemed to need something more delicateand palatable 
than the hospitals afforded. During these ministrations she was stricken down 
with small-pox contracted in Saint James hospital. At this time she had apros- 
perous school, which yielded her about $150 pr month, while her daughter, who 
was with her, had a class of young ladies in music, whom she visited daily, 
which business was, by reason of the contagious disease, entirely ruined and 

anently broken up, thus cutting off theirmeansof support. This occurred 
April, 1864. Upon her recovery she resumed her work in the hospital, re- 
maining in it until the close of the war in 1865, 

She presents much evidence to corroborate the statements above made, from 
soldiers whom she had nursed and cared for; from doctors as to her incurrence 
of small-pox while engaged in the duties claimed. 

The following, from Dr, S. H. Orton, in charge Saint James Hospital: 


McDoveau U. S. A. Hosprrar (near Fort Schuyler, N. X. H.). 
September 11, 1868. 
This will certify that Mrs. Augusta M. Ri 


per month 


x while 


ichards contracted small- po 
attending the sick and wounded of the Union troops at the Saint James United 
States Army Hospital at New Orleans in May, 1864, and was under my pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1679 


fessional charge during her sickness, which was attended with great danger and 
pecuniary loss, she having been deprived of all her pupils through fear of con- 


tagion. 
e ee ag eee by ne as having been of the greatest 
service in assisting the every means in her power. 

re SAMUEL. HENRY ORTON, 


Brevet Major and Assistant United rmy, ing, 
Formerly in charge of Saint James’ United States Army Hospital, New Orleans. 


That General Banks, then in command of the department, thought highly of 


her services is shown by the following safeguard order: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE GULF, NEW ORLEANS, 
September 9, 1864. 

Mrs. Richards, 109 Coliseum street, has devoted her timeand exposed her life 
in assisting the sick and wounded men of the Army. 

She pays rent forthe houseshe occupies to the Treasury agent. She isa thor- 
oughly loyal woman, to whom the Government is indebted both for her assist- 
ance and her sacrifices, and will not be disturbed without orders from these 
headquarters. 

N. P. BANKS, 


Major-General, Commanding. 
More and specific evidence might be given to strengthen this case if necessary, 
but it would seem that sufficient had been adduced to show that this lady gave 
her services freely until prostrated bya dread disease; that upon recovery, even 
though her means of support was gone, she went on with her work until the 
last gun was fired in the great contest. For all this disinterested, noble, and 
self-sacrificing work she never received a dollar of pay from the Government. 
She isa widow, Since the war she has been supported by her son, a resident 
of New Orleans; but reverses in business have overtaken him recently and 
cut short her means for support, She has no property or income, and is, at the 
age of seventy-two, left ut means of support. 
our committee are of opinion that this lady through her services and saori- 
fices has richly earned the right to the relief she asks for the few remaining 
5 of her life. They therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying 


Mr. LOVERING. That ought to be 825 à month instead of $20; and 
I therefore move that amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the usual pension? 

Mr. LOVERING. In the case of volunteer nurses who devoted 
their time without any compensation it is $25 a month. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They should all be served alike, 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
THOMAS d. NEWMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1367) 
to place the name of Thomas G. Newman on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place the name of Thomas G. Newnam, late of Com y K. Ninth 
Missouri Regiment State Militia Cavalry, on the pension-roll, subject to the lim- 
itations and provisions of the ion laws of the United States, 

Amend the title so as to : “A bill to place the name of Thomas G. New- 
nam on the pension-roll.““ 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ee — name of Thomas G. Newman on the pension- roll, submit the 

ollowing report: 

We find that claimant enlisted April hg og in Company K, Ninth Missouri 
State Militia, and was discharged May 29,1865. He had served the year preced- 
ing in Companies A and E, Forty-sixth Missouri State Militia, He filed an ap- 
plication for pension M: 1883, alleging lung disease and sciatic rheumatism, 
which was rejected on the ground of no record and no evidence of origin and no 
medical evidence since. There is no record, for the very good reason that the 
hospital records are not on file. Claimant states that he sent Fitzgerald & Co. 
„ee for a pension in 1877, and supposed they had filed it. He further 


“That in April, 1865, while stationed at Si n, Mo., word came in that a lot 
of guerrillas were between said camp and Columbia, and that Captain Cook, of 
Company C. was after them, and that they could join him at a certain point. A 
d of fifteen men was made, claimant being one of the men. Left camp 
about 1 p. m. Sunday. An hour later it commenced raining, gently at first, but 
it increased until it got to be a steady pour, and it so continued until 4 o’clock 
p. m. next day. About dark Sunday evening they joined Captain Cook, and 
the whole command were in the saddle until 3 o'clock the next morning. Then 
took a rest, using their saddles for pillows to keep their heads out of water. 

t was — in charge of seven men by Lieutenant Hawkins, with 
orders to run down the guerrillas. They rode until about 10 o'clock a. m., when 
they discovered four men on the other side of a stream. They hailed one an- 
other, when the four men fired and retreated. They followed them several 
miles and then returned to Sturgeon, after nearly a continuous ride of twenty- 
four hours, and from that time he was never able for any kind of duty. He ap- 
plied for a furlough, and, receiving it, went to Macon City, Mo., where the regi- 
mental h uarters then were, where he met Dr. A. B. Castle, assistant surgeon 
of his regiment. 


Dr. Castle corroborates the above, in the following language, given 
under oath : 


I have the following statement to make from memoranda in my n: 
Early in April, 1865, claimant was exposed to wet and cold while on a scout in 
Boone County, Missouri, and pneumonia resulted therefrom. He made a 
bad recovery—that is, his lungs were seriously impaired, and he suffered from 
sciatic rheumatism, so that at times he could only walk with the aid of sticks. 
His health seemed utterly broken. He was examined by myself and Surg. 
J. H. Peabody, United States Army, on the 26th of May, 1565, and immediately 
ordered to Saint Louis for muster-out. Newman was king with a cane ina 
bent condition, complaining of rheumatism of the back and hips, and he had 
chronic bronchitis, which we then thought incurable. Weap ended the in- 
yasion of tubercular phthisis in the near future. 

John Jones and Philip Liley testified that he has notsince been an able-bodied 


man, 
Claimant testifies that he was treated by Dr. Smith, now dead, in 1865,and by 
Dr. „who is also dead, in 1872, 

H. J. Bates says he has known him intimately since 1875,and that he has 
seemed to be laboring under some disease of the lungs and rheumatism. 

W. C. Harland and David Galloday testify that for several years they have 
filled prescriptions for claimant for pulmonary diseases. 
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The postmaste: 
—— —— "Kansas Cl him, 
on ning sui ns, at ty, report May 16, 1883, totally dis- 
abled from lung disease and fei ry 5 . J zs 
The testimony of Dr. Castle, so clear and positive, and whose reputation is 


r at Gun City says he has known him since 1871; that he was 


has not improved since. The board of pen- 


vouched for as ought to establish the origin of the disease in the service. 
If the testimony of and Dedman could be obtained it would establish 


continuance; as it is, your committee are forced, from the evidence before them, 


to the conclusion that the soldier lost his health in the military service; that 
his disabilities have continued ever since, and that his present condition is the 
result of that servico. They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, before that I want to detain the 
committee, by its consent, some fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us vote on the amendment first. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to talk about fifteen or twenty minutes and 
then I will give way for any motion the gentleman desires to make. I 
want to use this time, Mr. Chairman, so that we will understand each 
other better than we have been doing on these pension nights ; and I 
hope I will be permitted to proceed for a few minutes. 


There is a feeling, sir—and this bill is a proper one to make the re- 
marks u and I hope I will have the attention of gentlemen, especially 
of my d from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] and my friend from 


Ohio [Mr. WARNER]—there is a feeling, I say, that we are going too 
fast on the subject of pensions. Now, it is known that I am pretty 
much in favor of pensions, and I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee for a few minutes to the ents which are very commonly 
used that we are going too fast and are about to exhaust the Treasury. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not fear that you will go too fast if 
you will but go right; that is all. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, I think we will go right if we go in the di- 
rection of granting pensions to our soldiers. 

The first thing, Mr. Chairman, to which I wish to call attention is 
that there is a feeling of dissatisfaction with a large number of thinking, 
sensible Congressmen upon the suhjeet of giving large pensions, frequent 
pensions, a great many pensions to our soldiers, although there seems 
to be a necessity for it. The soldiers of the country sorely need it. 
But there is complaint because, in the first place, as was so pertinently 
remarked in the sensible speech of my distinguished friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] the other night, one portion of the country, one region of 
the country, gets the most of these pensions, while the other portion 

ts none; and I refer now to the South, and I call the attention of my 
friends upon the other side, the South, as stated by that distinguished 
man, and he does not oppose pensions, neither does anybody on this 
floor, but while the South in her misfortune and in her struggle to re- 
instate herself against the tremendous losses of the war pays about one- 
third of the revenue collected, none of the vast amount of pensions, or 
scarcely any of it, goes to the South. Now, brethren, that is a serious 
objection. We are all united now. 

I do not feel like deserting our soldiers upon such a proposition as 
that; neither do I believe that the proposition Iam about to submit 
will break the Treasury. I think it will have a good effect and be of 
advantage to the country, and I want to talk about that a few minutes. 
It is true, and we can not help that, that most of the pensions paid out 
go to other sections of the country instead of to the South. But sup- 
pose we make a compensation for it at the start, and I believe in a 
statesman having a system about him, that two or three things come 
into e and I say now, suppose we make a compensation 
for that? Suppose, in the first place, we agree that part of the money 
may be circulated in the South. That is what is needed, and that is 
the first ground of feeling a little sore aboutit; everybody can see that 
as it is-presented. 

Well, there were some laws passed during the war that took about ten 
millions of dollars from the South and covered it into the Treasury, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States says, in a very able decision, 
that that money belongs to the citizens. Now, while we give to our 
soldiers—and I mean when I say our soldiers“ the soldiers North and 
South, for we are all one people, all Union people, there is no disunion- 
ist now in this broad land—bnut, while we give to our soldiers who live 
in one section of country that immense amount of money for pensions, 
and I want gentlemen to remark and bear in mind that the soldiers are 
not laying by money, they all put it in circulation, let us give back 
the money that belongs to our Southern friends. You all remember 
what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] so well said when argu- 
ing the silver bill, that when you cause money to circulate among the 
people it will be beneficial to all, but if you withhold the circulation 
from them it will be worse than war, pestilence, and famine. 

Now the great end of circulation, or the means of accomplishing it, is 
found in giving to the soldiers these pensions, which means not only 
comfort and ability to live—it not only means bread and sugar and 
coffee to his family, but it makes him love his country which remem- 
bers him, which gives his wife and children clothing, food, and educa- 
tion. They put this money in circulation, and it meets the demands 
of the country as a circulating medium. Again, another effect of it; 
they not only circulate the money but they are enabled to buy more 
goods. Now a great portion of the revenue we derive for the support 
of the Gevernment is from our tariff. 


If you give a poor family a hard run, and God knows that many of 
our soldiers are run, if you give them more money they will buy 
more goods, and it will add to our revenues, because a great many of 
these articles are brought from abroad. That of course brings more 
money into the . That is all rightand proper, and our breth- 
ren of the South will not grumble; but if we go on to say that these 
poor people in the South who had their money taken from them by 
military forces, taken from them not as a measure of right but as a war 
measure, shall have it repaid to them, why then you will accomplish a 
great deal in the way of equalizing this pension business. Now, restore 
to them what the Supreme Court says is their right. Give them that 
$10,000,000 while we are giving several millions to the Union soldiers; 
and I want, Mr. Chairman, to make myself perfectly clear on this sub- 


ject. I do not wish to be misunderstood. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do you expect to dispose of that 
to-night? ` 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir; and I want gentlemen to have an oppor- 
tunity of hearing me. I say while we are giving to the Union soldiers 
millions of dollars, and it will take millions of dollars to pay the pen- 
sions that we owe them, and to meet all of these demands upon the 
country will take millions of dollars—I say while we are giving them 
millions of dollars let us pay to our brethren of the South that $10,- 
000,000 that is theirs. 

Let that go to the individuals to whom it belongs and let it circulate 
in the South. That is a kind ofcompensation; but that is not an equiv- 
alent for the vast amount that the Union soldiers of the war must have. 
But if you give them $10,000,000 there and then give the many mill- 
ions that are voted to the Union soldiers it puts so much more money 
in circulation. Everybody is pleased. The North is pleased and the 
South is pleased. 

Then there is another proposition to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee. ‘ 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him with 
a question? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Ves, sir. 

Mr. PRICE. To what particular $10,000,000 do you refer as paya- 
ble to the South? 

Mr. WOLFORD. It is $10,000,000 that were collected by military 
operations in the South from the people in the South, from individuals, 
that the Supreme Court has decided belonged to the people of the South. 
That money has been covered into our Treasury. We have it. I say, 
pay that back to them. It is theirs. If it is not according to law I 
do not ask it. But if it is theirs, if they are poor crippled men that we 
wounded—and we had to wound them, there was no other way to do 
[langhter]—if ‘the men we wounded are now suffering, crippled, and 
disabled, and that money has been taken from them, I say, let it be given 
back and let it circulate in the South. 

But there is another equivalent for what we have to pay to the Union 
soldiers, and about that I want to talk a little. There is a bill to pen- 
sion the soldiers of the Mexican war; a bill to pension them for service. 
And I hope my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] will be in favor of 
that; for it is the only bill that ever has been introduced in this Con- 
gress that puts the general and the private exactly on the same foot- 
ing, that gives a pension of $8 a month to every soldier and every gen- 
eral. It levels everybody. I hope the gentleman will be in favor of 
that. A good deal of that money will circulate in the South. That 
will be an equivalent. 

The pension proposed in that bill is based upon the principle ofservice. 
I know that my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], whom 
I do not now see in his seat, is opposed to aservice pension of any kind. 
He has just one idea on this proposition. It is that a man has to be 
wounded and wounded in a certain place before he is entitled to a pen- 
sion at all [laughter]—that no other disability should entitle him toa 
pension. Iam in favor of pensioning all oursoldiersfor service. The 
first pension that was ever given in the United States was to the Revo- 
lutionary soldier for service. Again, the brave soldiers of 1812 received 
a service pension. If we give the soldiers of the Mexican war a service 
pension, it will be distributed North and South, East and West. There 
are only about six thousand of them now and it will not cost a million 
dollars a year to pension all that are now surviving. 

The Mexican veterans are nowalmost gone. They went to a foreign 
land to Bs the battles of their country; and they got for you more 
than a million of square miles of the best territory in the world. They 
got your gold and silver mines by that fighting; and all the talk you 
hear in this place about silver never would be uttered here if it had 
not been for the valor of the soldiers of the Mexican war. [Laughter.] 
It has been computed that if paid for the territory we have got and for 
the mines we have got every soldier who fought in that war would have 
twice his weight in gold. 

Sir, this is the only war in which we were ever engaged that paid us 
back anything. There was some division of sentiment about it. It 


was said by some that we had no right to invade Mexico. I thought 
differently, and went as a humble private when a boy to invade Mex- 
ico. I thought we ought to invade her, because I held to the doctrine 
that we of this country were a brotherhood; and the President of the 
United States, James K. Polk, said that our brothers since the annex- 
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ation of Texas were being murdered by Mexicans coming over the Rio 
Grande, and we were bound to defend them to the last extremity. 
And then our Government said the Mexicans were treacherous and had 
violated their treaty obligations, and were cruel to the men they had 


a, 

e said then, we will have indemnity for the past and security for 
the future. And, ah, sir, what a grab we made! [Laughter.] Did 
anybody ever see such a grab? Why, sir, almost half the territory of the 
United States is at this time ours as the consequence of that war. We 
whipped Mexico and made her acknowledge she would pay an indem- 
nity. You will say there was a kind of duress, but it was according 
to the plan of our Government, and we got the amount. 

Now, sir, are these soldiers that suffered so much hardship in that 
war—are they to be ignored? I amsuregentlemen will vote that they 
shall not be. 

Mr. PRICE. If they have not by their own act canceled the obliga- 
tion under which the Government lay to them. 

Mr. WOLFORD. How can they have done that, when, as I have 
said, every man has earned more than twice his weight in gold, if you 
count the dollars and cents they have given to the United States? You 
have taken what they got by their valor. You may call it plunder, if 

ou please, but even if you take it as plunder it is in your Treasury. 
ou have in your Treasury many millions of money as the result of 
that war, and you have many millions of swarming population inhab- 
iting that land that they got for you. And I ask you, how could they 
forfeit their title to compensation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the time for which he asked the indulgence of the House, 
fifteen minutes, has expired. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to talk a little further about that here- 
after, but I will stop right here now. But I repeat sir, they could not 

forfeit it. I know your meaning. I know you mean that the poor fel- 
lows who fought in the Mexican war and afterward happened to go 
with the South, where they lived, ought not to be pensioned. I will 
talk about that another time. I will skip it now, but before I stop I 
will say I believe they ought to be pensioned. 

Mr. PRICE. And I believe they ought not. 

Mr. WOLFORD. There is another compensation that we can make 
to the South that will help to put them on an equal footing with the 
rest of the country. We can vote for this Blair bill and help to edu- 
cate the children. A great deal of that money will go to the South; 
my own State will get some of it [laughter], and it will do a great deal 
of good in the Southern country; for if you take the poor and the lowly 
and the ignorant, that were considered once unworthy to be citizens, 
but are now citizens, and educate them, you will make them more 
eapable of voting, of thinking, of managing their affairs, and you will 
elevate them in every way. The advantage that the South will get 
from that, and also from the circulation of the money there, will help 
to compensate the people for their disadvantages in other ts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WOLFORD] has expired. 

Mr. BRADY. I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Ido not want to say another word now, but I will 
pursue this subject another time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Are you in favor of a service pension 
for Union soldiers? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir, lam. I was coming to that, but I will 
take that up on another occasion. [Laughter and applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the committee at the time the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wot- 
FORD] took the floor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WINANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, having had 
under consideration, pursuant to order, sundry bills on the Private Cal- 
endar, had instructed him to report the same back to the House with 
various recommendations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
House bill 1504, granting a pension to John W. Rose, which was passed 
over informally in Committee of the Whole, recommitted for further in- 

vestigation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar with the recommendation that 
they do pass, were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
He; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


an : 
A bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; 
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A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


H. Ri granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 
H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; 
H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus; 
H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 
H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; 
H. R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 
H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall; 
H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 
A bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of Robert Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan; 

A bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill . R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. eed to pension Martin Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 4370 ting a pension to M. S. Towne; 

A bill (H. R. ao or the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

A bill (H. R. 3921) granting a pension to Richard Gear; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill . R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W. McDonald; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to Mary E. Snow; 

A bill i granting a pension to William Paugh; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; and 

A bill (E R. 3177) for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on 
the pension-roll. 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House to 
bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 


A bill (H. R. 3 granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 
A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. 421) granting a pension to Jesse B. Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. ER, for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 2549) granting a pension to Milton R. Muzzy; 

A bill (H. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 


Owens; 
A biil (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 
A bill (H. R. 4135) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 
. R. 1505) granting a pension to William Dermody; 
A bill (H. R. —.— granting a pension to Amanda Housell; 
A bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 
. R. 3205) granting a pension to George W. Guyse; 
. R. 2021) granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake; 
R. 3141) granting a pension to Polly Hall; 
. R. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
KR. 1107) gunting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; 
. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildebrant; 
R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. Bennett; and 
R. 1367) to place Thomas G. Newman on the pension-roll. 
Mr. WINANS moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was to. 
On motion of Mr. WINANS, the House (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) adjourned until Tuesday next. 


A bill (H 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of citizens of Washington County,Georgia, 
in favor of the passage of a bill providing for national aid to the cause 
of education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Thomas H. Moreland, of Missouri, for 
pay for property taken by United States soldiers during the war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Evidence in the case of the claim of Bertha M. 
Timoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of W. A. Pattie, late postmaster at War- 
renton, Va., for difference of salary claimed to be due him—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of B. Hinchman and others, of S. Snell 
and others, of George E. Roys, and of A. K. Clark and others, of Mich- 
igan, in favor of silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Alexander Chavis, of Warren 
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County, Mississi; 
the Court of 
By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Elizabeth A. Collier, for relief—to the 
same committee. 
Also, papers sega to the claim of Hattie Lanier, administratrix of 


asking reference of war claim of Jordan Chavis to 
e the Committee on War Claims. 


Samuel B. Lanier, of 


8 
Pha ap ob “hie gait 
e of the fifth Congressional district of California, 
in gti danke of the termination of the Burlingame treaty—to the Commit- 
tee on Fo 

By Mr. TORAN: Memorial of the Cleveland Board of Trade, praying 
forspeedy completion of the Government improvements on Saint Mary’s 
River and canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of local assembly, Knights of Labor, Cleveland, Ohio, 
praying for a Territorial government for the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

3 1 of Local ered No. we 2 of Labor, 

eve) pro against the passage of the Din 0 
bill, so called —to the Committee on Commerce. ene 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Warring Wilkinson, of Colorado, and C. 
E. Moor, of Oregon, for the incorporation of the American College for 
the Blind—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of T. J. Kenary, asking increase of pen- 
non for loss of arm at shoulder-joint—to the Committee on Invalid 

eusions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of John H. Parks, of Muscogee County, 
Georgia, paing ee claim of Mary E. Hardaway, deceased, be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Talbot County, Georgia, asking for aid 
for common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition from Manchester, N. H. , concerning the 
abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the board of trustees of 
the National Homeopathic Hospital, asking aid from Congress to com- 
plete their hospital building, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. IRION: Petition of Jesse W. Pollitt, administrator to hia! 
succession of Whitty M. and Amanda Sasser, of Rapides Parish, Lo 
ana, for stores and supplies stated at $100, 498,78—to the e aa 
War Claims. 

By Mr, JACKSON: Petition of 210 soldiers and citizens of the 
twenty-fourth Con ional district of Pennsylvania, asking the ess 
sage of a pension bill as recommended by the pension committee of th 
Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
New York, for protection against fraud in the matter of royalty on 
patented machinery in general use—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of E. J. Fry and 76 others, citizens of 
Harrison County, Texas, asking a continuance of appropriation for 
deepening the channel at Sabine Pass, Texas.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. T. S. Keller, judge of court of Harrison County, 
Texas, and 19 others, in opposition to the concentration of all Govern- 
ment aid for rivers and harbors of Texas on the harbor of Galveston, 
Tex.—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of J. T. Hamm and 61 others, citizens of Van Zandt 
County, Texas, asking for adequate appropriation to secure deep water 
at Galveston, Tex.—to the same committee, 

By Mr. KLEINER: Paper relating to the claim of E. B. Bear—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Weatherford, Tex., re- 
ferring to deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of B. L. Lewis and 37 others, citizens of 
Delaware, for the completion of Government pier at Lewes, Del.—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of citizens of Steuben County, Indiana, 
asking additional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Oliver S. Mulford and 73 others, cit- 
izens of Dellsborough; of A. Owens and 463 others, citizens of Johnson 
County; of A. MeN: i. and 23 others, citizens of Owen County, and 
of Albert Patrick 138 others, citizens of Owen County, Indiana, 
asking for certain pension legislation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MULLER: Petition of George Stamp, Patrick Moore, and 
others, for payment of claims for difference o pay under the eight- 
hour law, on behalf of the Eight-Hour League—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Papers relating to the claim of R. H. Shrop- 
shire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolution of the Homeopathic Med- 
ical Society of Philadelphia County, urging an appropriation for the 
National Board of Health—to the 5 on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of George and others, for addi- 
tional pension legislation—to the Conmittes on Invalid Pensions. 


Lississippi County, Arkansas —to the same com- 
Petition signed by over 3,000 citizens of the Anti- 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of E. T. Pinner and others, for increased 
pay to soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. K. Ransom, of Bedford 
County, Tennessee, for relief—to the same committee. 

i 1 Bades of ares Davidson, of Tullahoma, Tenn., for ae 
an ustment as postmaster—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of D. C. McIver and 130 others, ex-soldiers 
and citizens of Roodhouse and vicinity, Greene County, Illinois, asking 
a pension for all who served in the Union Army—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by a meeting of citizens of Milton, III., rela- 
tive to silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of James Normanton and 50 others, mem- 
bers of the Knights of Labor Assembly No. 2591, Toledo, asking for an 
increase of wages of the printers in the Government Printing Office, and 
the ake tea of the Sore bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

tition of Labor Assembly No. 2277, of Toledo, Ohio, pra; ing 
for the passage of the Foran bill to increase the wages of employ: 
the Public Printing Office to the same committee. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of J. Harleston Redd, of Georgetown 
County, South Carolina, praying that the war claim’ of Esther Jane 
Redd, deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Olin, Ohio, praying 
for an appropriation for Ashtabula Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of John C. Bailey, for relief on pension cer- 
tificate No. 254008, for the difference between $4 per month from Au- 
gust 20, 1865, to April 3, 1883, and $10 per month—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Resolution of the Saint Paul Jobbers’ Union 
of Minnesota favoring bill of Hon. D. R. JAmeEs to remove all restric- 
tions upon commerce between States, &c.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of B. W. Herbert, of Jefferson County; 
of Benona Eckels, of William J. Grantham, of Richard Timberlake, 
of Samuel Ruckle, of Jefferson County; of Harrison J. Seibert, of James 
W. Vanmeter, of John G. Couchman, of Robert Leman, and of John 
D. Cushwa, of Berkeley County, and of Samuel B. McNemar, for Joseph 
McNemar, deceased, of Grant County, West Virginia, asking reference 
of their several claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Alfred R. Buffin, of Henrico County, Vir- 
ginia, praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, 2 that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying f for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of El Paso, Tex. 

By Mr. WADE: Of R. A. Stevens and others, of Missouri. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, February 23, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services of 
Joseph Francis was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Post No. 456, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for certain 
amendments to the pension laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 63 citizens of Pawnee County, Kan- 
sas, praying for the passage of a bill granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors of the war of the rebellion and to their widows and orphans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Kickapoo tribe of Indians, re- 
siding on their reservation in Brown County, Kansas, remonstrating 

t the passage of the bill to sell the Kickapoo reservation and to 
remove the members of the tribe into the Indian Territory south of 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Shawnee, Perry County, 


FF 


Ohio; a 

Wert, Ohio; and a petition of Local Assembly No. 2093, Knights of 
Labor, praying for the opening to settlement of lands in the Indian 
Territory; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Akron (Ohio) Trades and Labor As- 
sembly, praying for the passage of House bill 1914, relative to the res- 
toration of wages paid to employés in the Government Printing Office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of Akron (Ohio) Trades and Labor As- 
sembly, remonstrating against the passage of bills relating to pilots, 

; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ash Flat, Sharp County, 
Arkansas, praying for the passage of the educational bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE. I pan a petition of a large number of citizens of 
Callahan County, Texas, praying that abundant appropriations be made 
to insure in as short a time as possible deep water across the bar at Gal- 
veston, and for other purposes. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. also present a petition from citizens of Eastland County, 
Texas, and a petition of citizens of Falls County, Texas, of the same pur- 
port. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition from the Baptist church and the 
church of the Disciples, of Concord, Dodge County, Minnesota, and 
262 representative citizens of the first district of Minnesota, praying 
for physiological temperance instruction in the schools under the con- 
trol of the Federal Government; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ipresent a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Washington, praying for the admission of that Territory 
to the Union of States. As it is brief, I ask that it be read. 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the lative Assembly of the Territory of Washi m, 
ly represent that Washin Territory has a population of 175,000, 
capable and desirous of governing themselves; that the wealth and nati ro- 
sources of the Territory are sufficient to maintain a grand and prosperous State: 
Therefore, your memorialists do res fully urge your honorable body to admit 
the Territory of Washington to the Union of States at the earliest possible date, 
Passed the house of representatives 8 3, 1888. 
R. O. DUNBAR, Speaker of the House. 
Passed the council February 3, 1888. 


8 ne Fae B. B. DAY, President of the Council. 
yi ‘ebruary ý 
aai WATSON C. SQUIRE, Governor. 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the common council of the city 
of Portland, Oreg., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 1111) to set 
apart from the public domain, in the State of Oregon, as a public park, 
for the benefit of the people of the United States, townships 27, 28, 29, 
30, and 31, in ranges 5 and 6 east of Willamette meridian, in the State 
of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Pine Tree Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, of Lewiston, Me., praying for a restoration of the wages of 
employés at the Government Printing Office to the price paid them 
prior to March 4, 1877; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Sir. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Mrs. C. W. Wyman, pres- 
ident of the Vermont Woman § Association, and sundry other 
ladies, presidents of local associations, &c., praying for the passage of a 
joint resolution at this session submitting to the several State Legisla- 
tures a proposition to so amend the national Constitution as to protect 
women in all the States and Territories in the enjoyment of the rightof 
3 on equal terms with men. I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of John Randolph Hamilton, 
of Asheville, N. C., praying for the removal of his political disabilities; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Col. Le Grand B. Cannon, president of 
the Lake Champlain Transportation Company, and sundry other citi- 
zens of Vermont and New York, praying for the establishment of a 
breakwater at Gordon Landing, on the west shore of Grand Isle, in Lake 
Champlain, near Plattsburg; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Assembly of Knights of 
Labor No. 4900, of Maroa, III., praying for the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Whereas the problem of alleviating the distress everywhere prevalent among 
the laboring classes of the civilized world is universally considered the most 
important question of the hour—a problem that has demanded and received 
the immediate attention of the leading governments of Europe; and 

Whereas, owing to the displacement of labor by the 1 of labor- saving 
machinery and to laws which foster monopoly and divide society into two hos- 
tile classes, namely, the real rich and the real poor, tie condition of the laboring 
a 5 of this Republic is in many respects worse than in the countries of 


tition of Local Assembly No. 2482, Knights of Labor, of Van 
; 


urope—so deplorable in fact that the bureau of labor statistics of the State of 
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Illinois in its oficial report for the year 1882 declares as an in 
duction from carefully com statistics that the average earn! 

heads of families for the entire list of occupations is less than eee 
age of the cost of livi condition of hopeless destitution and relentless pov- 
road that demands the te attention of the National Government; There- 


fore, 
Be it resolved by the laboring men of America in the lodges of the Knights of Labor 

That we who labor in weather and in foul and contribute daily 
and willingly to the wealth of others and of the world are at least entitled to 
of securing food for our children, the ordinary comforts of life, 

m of shelter and repose for our declining years, 
in time of depression the General Government should make lib- 
eral ropriations of the surplus revenue for the construction of works of in- 
Pispa proha aeran and of national importance,and redistribute among the peo- 
CCC the vaults of the Treasury that have 
taken from the people by taxation on what they eat and on whatthey wear. 

That we y indorse the plan forthe construction of the Henne- 
in Canal by the General Government as an undertaking of national impor- 
— and necessity, an improvement that will not only benefit thousands of 
needy men pending the construction, but one that will furnish employment for 
all time to come to thousands engaged in a vast system of internal water traffic 
between New Orleans, Saint Paul, and New York; that will present an insur- 
mountable check to the greed of monopolies; that will give cheaper bread to 
the East and cheaper goods to the West; that will stimulate commerce, indus- 
try, and agriculture everywhere in this great Republic. 

That our Representatives in Congress are hereby urged to consider 
this and like projects, questions of paramount and immediate importance, and 
to act in accordance with the spirit of these resolutions, 

We hereby certify that the fo: ing is a correct copy of resolutions adopted 
bi the L. A. No. 4900 of the Knights of Labor of the county of Macon, and State 


Illinois, 
D. W. CRAIG, M. W. 
[u. 8.] W. A. T. NOLAND, R. 8. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 3419 of 
the Knights of Saban of Havana, III., and a petition of Local Assembly 
No. 2435 of the Knights of Labor, of Decatur, III., praying for the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. E. T. Lippincott and 41 other 
residents of Orion, Henry County, Illinois, praying for the submission 
of a constitutional amendment extending the right of suffrage to wo- 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. = 

He also presented a memorial of residents of the Cœur d' Alene min- 
ing region, in Idaho Territory, remonstrating against the annexation of 
the northern part of Idaho to Washington Territory, and praying that 
that portion of Idaho may be annexed to Montana Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented apaan of Knights of Labor of Pern, III.; apeti- 
tion of Local Assembly No. 2913, Knights of Labor, of Alton, III., 
and a petition of Golden Rule Assembly No. 1959, Knights of Labor, 
of Quincy, III., praying for the restoration of wages in the Government 
Printing Office to the price formerly paid; which were referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly of Knights of Labor 
No. 2252, of Bloomington, III.; a petition of Knox Local Assembly of 
Knights of Labor No. 2719, of Galesburg, III., and a petition of Lo- 
cal Assembly of Knights of Labor No. 3739, of Geneseo, III., praying 
for the opening to settlement of the public lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory and the organization of a Territorial form of government therein; 
which were referred to the Committe on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a communication from the Young Repub- 
lican Club of Lake, in the county of Cook, Illinois, calling attention 
to the dangers to this Government of allowing the acquisition of large 
tracts of land in this country by non-resident aliens, and insisting that 
lands in the United States should be held for American settlers. This 
I think is a very well prepared paper, and as it is brief I ask that it 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The paper was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE YOUNG REPUBLICAN CLun OF LAKE, 
February 16, 1886. 


Sır: The rapid absorption of the public domain of the United States by theae- 
quisition and occupation of a large portion of it by non-resident aliens furnishes 
occasion for much anxiety to the le. 

A few years ago the citizen settler little dificult uiring fertile and 
desirable lands for actual settlement, and there were or multitudes be- 
sides. Within a recent period the conditions have changed. quantities 
of the public lands have been acquired by non-resident aliens as individuals or 
in syndicates, and nearly all of what remains for American settlers is either 
arid or difficult of access. This condition of affairs seems to require a remedy. 
The remainder of the publie lands should be preserved from the encroachment 
of aliens whose birth and education create and foster sentiments inimical to the 
country from which they are attempting to derive wealth to maintain an aristo- 
cratic splendor in their own countries, It may happen that the nation which 
failed to conquer us with its arms may yet prevail with its treasure. 

The history of our own and of all countries, which have been conspicuous for 
the grandeur of their national life, has shown most emphatically that the public 
domain whose title is vested in and held by the Government as the visible or- 
3 of the nation, is the God-given property of the pav It can not, 

en, be alienated either by loss or misappropriation, whether by the sword or 
the money of aliens, except at imminent peril to the peace and, eventually, to the 
Nee and life of the nation. Our land in its entirety on which the nation has 
lived, fought, and bled is a sacred heritage, and is to be, we trust, tted in 
its in ty to posterity with the same unfailing care with which we hand down 
the records of the glories of the fathers of the Republic. A glorious deed and 
boy 3 upan which it was achieyed should alike be the cherished possession 
0 people. 

The . — lands have not been 


Resolved, T. 
a 
1 


in 
omes 


regarded as a source of revenue tothe Govern- 
ment, Hence, the pay of regarding the publie domain as a to be held by 
the central power for the benefit of actual settlers, who by homes on 


these lands would eventually develop deserted tracts into populous and fertile 
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States, is, we 1 — hrs enlightened policy, which accords with the instincts of na- 


tional life and tends to avert from the people of our country that economic bond- 
age in which the masses of other countries seem to be hopelessly involved. We 
can not think that the land which, if properly disposed of, would be peopled by 
a hardy and laborious race who in peace would be producers or consumers and 
in war defenders of the State, is put to purpose when controlled by aliens, 
who suffer it to remain uutilled or use it merely as a ranging-ground for cattle. 
The evil of were See ae is unquestionably great, when the land-holder is 
an American; but to what extent is it intensified when the proprietor isan alien 
imbued with many of the barbarous ideas of feudal polity? 

At its last lar meeting the Young Republicans of Lake discussed the ques- 
tion: “Resolved, That the holding of lands by aliens is detrimental to the best 
interest and welfare of the poopie of the United States; and it was decided 
unanimously in the affirmative. 

The undersigned were directed to communicate this to you. Weare informed 
that there are measures pending in Congress designed to redress these evils as 
far as ey be done by that body, having regard for vested rights and reciprocal 
treaty obligations. We ask your earnest consideration of these measures and, 
if possible, your support. As constituents, and on behalf of the Young Repub- 
lican Club of Lake, we respectfully request an expression of your opinion. 


Respectfully submitted, 1 X. 

. EDWARD MAHER, 
FRANK D. THOMASON, 
Committee representing Young Republican Club of Lake. 

To Hon. SHELBY M. OrLLOM, Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Milwaukee Local Assem- 
bly of Knights of Labor No. 3927, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the increase of the wages of printers in the Government Printing Office 
to the rate at which they were paid prior to the passage of the act of 
Congress of February 16, 1877; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

He also presented the petition of Martha A. Clark and 29 other 
ladiesof Rosendale, Wis., paring he the adoption of asixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the disfran- 
chisement of any citizen on the ground of sex; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill and 
suggesting certain amendments thereto; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the League Island Mutual Protective 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enforcement of the 
eight-hour law; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the local assembly of Knights of Labor 
of Locust Dale, Pa., praying that an increase of be granted em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 3500, 
Knights of Labor, of South Bend, Ind., praying Congress to organize a 
Territorial form of government for the Indian Territory and to open the 
unoccupied lands to settlement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Healso presented a petition of the Kokomo monthly meeting of Friends, 
Howard County, Indiana, and pastors of the different churches at that 
place, praying Congress to pass the bill (S. 355) to promote among 
nations, for the creation of a tribunal for international arbitration, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizens of Texarkana, Tex., pray- 
ing for the establishment of a Federal court at that place; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I present a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia residing on square 725. 

I take occasion on presenting their petition to allude to the fact that 
the citizens of Washington are almost remediless in to the griev- 
ances which they may suffer from time to time in this city. This peti- 
tion shows that as far back as 1878, to accommodate certain contractors, 
they were allowed to sink an alley from 10 to 12 feet below the surface 
of the adjoining lots, and that has kept a pool of refuse matter and water, 
making it dangerous to the lives of those in the neighborhood. It has 
been reported by the board of health as dangerous to the lives of the 
citizens residing in that portion of the city; and deaths have resulted 
from typhoid fever which the board of health say was a result from 
the alley being suffered to remain in this position. The petitioners 
have appealed from time to time to the District commissioners. They 
say: 

That as early as 1878 your petitioners requested the District commissioners to 
abate the nuisance; that in 1880 and 1881 the health officer officially condemned 
said alley as a nuisance injurious to the public health; that after a 8 ex- 
amination by Commisioner Morgan the commissioners promised to fix thealley, 
but Major Twining dying soon after, nothing was done. 

Your petitioners further show that during the past year the commissioners 
have permitted the erection of twenty negro tenement-houses withoutany sewer 
or means of drainage, and that all the slops and filth from the two or three hun- 
dred negroes and Italians, added to that from those already there, runs into said 
_ Stagnant pool, so that during the past summer the stench was terrible; that it 

was again condemned by the health officer, and that subsequently it became so 


bad that he made a special report to the commissioners and insisted that it 
should be abated without delay, but that nothing has been done about it to this 


y. 

Your petitioners have reason to fear still more serious results from this cause 
during the ensuing season, and more especially so if, as alleged by medical men, 
the cholera shall visit us. 


For this long time these people have been subjected to this nuisance 


which has become an outrage, because really they have no tribunal that 
they can reach and by which they can be effectively heard. They have 
no legislative power anywhere except when Congress can pause long 
enough to consider their wants and wishes. There is no government 
provided for this people, there is no right of suffrage to this people in 
regard to the lowest offices which may affect them. They are stripped 
far more even than the Mormons are, upon whom Congress seeks to 
visit its displeasure from time to time, and I do trust that this appeal 
will now be heard. 

Two distinguished Senators stated the other night ata meeting of news- 
boys that all the citizens of Washington had to do was to stretch forth 
their hands and appeal to Congress and Congress would rush in and do 
all they asked. Those statements were made in good faith, but they 
must have been rather startling when placed side by side with the ex- 
perience of the citizens of this District. They have very much more to 
do than only to appeal or mildly stretch forth their hands and ask, be- 
cause on very muny matters I think every Senator will know, if his ex- 
perience in the Senate does not go back too far, that they have petitioned 
ie after year and year after year for the same subject-matter, and they 

ve been thrust aside without any heed apparently being paid to them. 

I trust now that this request for the health of that section of the 
city will be listened to by Con: I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorialasking for light-house and fog-bell and buoys in San Juan Archipelago, 


To the honorable the United States Light-House Board: 

Your petitioners, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington in 
session assembled, would most tfully represent that the commerce of the 
district of Paget Sound is rapidly th g; that the islands in the San Juan 
Archipelago in said districtare being thickly settled; that commerce of increas- 
ing importance is carried on between said Ene of islands and points on the 
main land in said district of t Sound; o channels between and about 
said islands are rock-bound and dangerous to navigation; that the United States 
mails are now carried Seong said channels by steam twice a week and return 
that bids are now being advertised for mails over said route and 


Approved January 29, 1886. 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, Governor. 
House memorial No. 10, asking for light-house and fog-bell and buoys in San 


Juan Archipelago, filed January 29, 1885, 
à 7 N. H. OWINGS, Secretary. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of citizens of Winterset, 
Towa, in favor of so amending the Constitution of the United States as 
to protect the women of all the States and Territories in the enjoyment 
of the right of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the West Union monthly 
meeting of Friends, of Indiana, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
353 to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for 
international arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Bluff City Typographical Union, 
No. 203, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of 
an international copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present sundry petitions of citizens of Kansas, in- 
cluding two organizations of Knights of Labor, in favor of the open- 
ing of Oklahoma, in the Indian Territory, to settlement. I move that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB also,presented a petition of citizens of Eudora, Kans., 
praying for the passage of a law to carry out the recommendations of 
the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition praying for an increase of pen- 
sion to those ex-Union soldiers who have lost a leg or an arm, and the 
petition is signed by 116 who have been thus disabled. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition, very numerously signed by citi- 
zens of the State of Kansas, praying for general financial legislation, 
including the equality of the coinage of silver with that of gold, and 
other subjects. I move thatthe petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Fort Pillow Post, No. 321, 
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Grand Army of the Republic, at Topeka, Kans., praying for certain pen- 
sion legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of property-holders of Washington, D. 
C., remonstrating against the location of a street-car railway on the line 
of L street northwest; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of local assembly, Knights of Labor, at 
Wallace, Kans., and a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the 
opening of Oklahoma lands, in the Indian Territory, to settlement; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition, signed by James Pitts and Phebe R. 
Thomas, on behalf of a meeting of the religious Society of Friends, 
held at Hesper, Kans., praying for the passage of Senate bill 353, to 
promote peace among nations, for the establishment of a tribunal for 
international arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIR presented a petition of ladies of Reno, Nev., praying the 
adoption of a constitutional amendment granting the right of suffrage 
to women; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, 
two petitions of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, a petition of citizens of 
Clinton, Iowa, and one from citizens of Holyoke, Mass., all praying for 
the abolition of the Presidency. I move that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Mrs, Mary Wetherall and a 
number of citizens of Knoxville, Iowa; a petition of Mrs. Mary A. 
Davisson and a number of citizens of Winterset, Iowa; and a petition 
of Mrs. Mary J. Coggeshall, in favor of woman suffrage; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of members of the Society of 
Friends of Kokomo, Howard County, Indiana, praying for the passage 
of Senate bill 355, providing for a tribunal of international arbitration 
in order to promote peace among the nations of the earth; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Avilla, 
in Jasper County, Missouri, praying Congress that the coinage of silver 
be placed on an equality with the coinage of gold; that the coin cer- 
tificate system be continued, and so modified as to authorize their issue 
in denominations of one, two, and five dollars and upward; and that 
thesame be made lawful money and legal tender in payment of all debts, 
public and private, hereafter contracted within the United States; and 
demanding the reissue of the one and two dollar legal-tender notes, and 
that their volume be ted so as to meet the public needs; and that 
the public debt be liquidated as rapidly as the revenues of the Govern- 
ment will permit, to the end that no useless, unnecessary, or idle sur- 
plus may remain hoarded in the Treasury. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Iowa and other 
States, representing that there is in Northwestern Iowa a tract of land 
called the Unearned Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad land grant,“ 
comprising 85,457 acres of land, the greater portion of which lies in 
O’Brien County, and which lands were, some years since, declared by 
Commissioner McFarland and Secretary Teller to be public lands. 
Citizens from nearly every county in Iowa, and also from other States, 
settled upon the lands, believing the statements of those officials, and 
there remained for years, investing all their means in improving their 
homes. They earnestly request Congress to protect the hundreds of 
settlers now on those lands by an act of absolute forfeiture. As the 
bill has been reported, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANSOM presented a memorial of citizens of North Carolina, 
remonstrating against the passage of any bill preventing the catching 
of menhaden; which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. CALL. I have had a communication sent to me, being in the 
nature of a petition to the Senate, signed by J. K. Liles, of Fort Ogden, 
Fla., in reference to a resolution which was submitted by me in De- 
cember last, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The pe- 
tition states that the people of Manatee County, Florida, have been de- 
33 of their homesteads throughout the entire extent of the county 

y selections made, under the authority of the United States, of swamp 
and overflowed lands. It also states that these selections have been 
made in some cases by agents of the United States through corrupt mo- 
tives and under the influence of bribes offered to them, and it prays such 
action on the part of Congress as may protect the settlers in their home- 
steads. This petition also states that in many cases where settlers had 
lived out the term required by the homestead laws with the exception 
of a few months they have been deprived of those homesteads after 
labor put upon them by selections unlawfully made of land which was 
not swamp and overflowed, and in violation of the swamp and over- 
flowed Jand grant. 


Fort OGDEN, FLORIDA, February 12, 1888. 


Sr: Iam in receipt of a letter from S. M. Stockslager, assistant land commis- 
sioner, and he says: In reply to yours making inquiry in regard to certain 
lands claimed under the swamp grant in township 49 
township 44 south, range 20 east, Florida,“ &. 


south, range 20 east, and 


Senator, the people here never knew before that these lands were claimed 
under the swamp act, nor neither did they know until very recently that the 
Government lands on Pine Island were claimed under the same act. Weknew 
by advices from the Gainesville office that our homesteads all over the main- 
land of Manatee County were selected by the State under the swamp act, not 
even respecting the 3 homestead papers of our people, where they only 
lacked a short time of having lived out their five years, but swept the country 
7 the maps) of all the Government land there was left on the 13th of June, 


Senator, one of the best men in this country told me the other day that the 
State agent offered Mr. John Bright, of Pine Island, and others the sum of $50 
and $100 for their affidavits that Pine Island was swamp and overflowed. My 
homestead was selected by the State at the same time, and I have just come from 
Gainesville on contest business against the State; and I represented over a 
hundred settlers who were in the same fix. The Gainsville office promised me 
the appointmentgof W. H. Simmons, at Fort Ogden, as special commissioner 
to investigate our cases, but he has not received his commission yet. And 
when I was at Gainesville the land officers there said you had been raisi 
“hell” in Washington over the matter, and that it was a “ damned nuisance ;"" 
thet you had the Washington folks thinking that they, the land officers at 
Gainesville, wanted our lands. Senator, you have struck the key-note at last, 
your name is in all mouths, and what we want bap todo (and I speak the senti- 
ments of the people who sent you there and who can send you ugain) is to for- 
bid the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of any of the selections of 
June 13, 18. That office has a special commissioner, one J W. Childs, who is 
owned and controiled by Kreamer of the Okechobee Drainage Company, and 
the Florida Southern Railroad, He has turned over land to the State that was 
claimed by actual settlers that had not a foot of swamp or overflowed ground. 

Senator, I am quite a young man. and I have seen the poor settlers of this 
country who had their homes and little farms, as they thought, safe and under 
the protection of our Government, have to pay the agents of S. J. Wailes, Ham- 
ilton Disston, and the various railroads and other corporations from $2.50 to $25 
per acre for their homes. 

Senator, the day of judgment is fast approaching; the time of wrath is now at 
hand; the people in this section are raging over the wrongs they have sustained, 
and we shall from this time on hold our Senators and Representatives respousi- 
ble. 

Senator, there are numbers of people so ignorant they do not know what steps 
to take to save their homes, and they are being patented to the State, as the 
ö of Interior says, because no conflicting reports are had in that 
office. 

Senator Wilkinson Call, we demand of you to make a conflicting report in re- 
gard to the whole of the selections of June 13; 1835. 


Respectfully, 


J. K. LILES, 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of William P. Chambliss; 

A bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; 

A bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of D. E. Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. Me- 
Millin, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 899) for the relief of A. 8. Bloom; 

A bill (H. R. 110 for the relief of V. F. Gorrisen; 

A bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of John A. Coan. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

4 bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Hat- 
field, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed hy the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 1471) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army against certain soldiers, to report the bill to the Sen- 
ate favorably and recommend its passage; and I give notice that at an 
early day I shall call the bill up and ask action upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs the bill (S. 625) for the relief of Louis Garon, jr., from the 
charge of desertion. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] who introduced the bill. The committee instruct me 
to report the bill back adversely, recommending that it be indefinitely 
postponed and that the claim intended to be presented therein be not 
allowed. The general law passed on the 5th of July, 1884, affordsam- 
ple remedy for this kind of a case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I ask that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 271) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John H. Mitchell, a bill introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], have instructed me to report adversely, 
recommending that the bill be indefinitely postponed. The Secretary 
of War sent the original papers to your committee and they examined 
them, and all the letters there were letters from the claimant himself 
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and two from his brother, showing no sufficient ground for the relief 
sought. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


The motion was sproei to. 
Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | struction of its 


was referred the bill (S. 1006) for the relief of James W. Schaumburg, 
asked to be discharged from its further; consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of the heirs of John H. Shorter, asking pay for his services as lieutenant 
ofthe Fifty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry from March 
24, 1864, to July 1, 1865, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 


was to; and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the tion. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 


of George B. Proctor and others, praying pay for services as commis- 
sioned officers of the Thirth-sixth Regiment United States Colored 
Troops from April to September, 1864, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse rts thereon, which were agreed. to; 
and the bills were postponed in itely: 

A bill (S. 793) for the relief of Lewis Coon; 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of Albert P. Cunningham; and 

A bill (S. 921) to provide for the muster into service of Martin V. 
Miller as second lieutenant of Company E, Seventieth New York Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1319) to confirm entries of lands heretofore 
made under the land laws of the United States, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 588) to resume to the United States certain lands 
granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of a railroad in 
said Rate reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
698) to prevent the unlawful inclosure of public lands, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 13, being a message from the President of the 
United States transmitting a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior relative to.timber depredations upon lands reserved or pur- 
chased for military, Indian, or other purposes, &c., asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred petitions of 
citizens of Wichita and of Lecompton, Kans. praying for legislation 
ing to settlement the unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory the 
establishmentof a Territorial government therein, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the bill 
(S. 774) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter and the bill (S. 1231) 
for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Gilman; 

A bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Margaret B. Harwood; 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Miss Rebecca Miller; 

A bill (S. 683) granting a pension to Henry O. Hill; and 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline M. Putnam. 

Mr. N, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 135 for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; and 

A bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the accounts for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the 
Territory of Montana and the United States. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred a bill (S. 34) for the relief of Mrs. Sultana 8. 
Farrell, submitted an adverse report thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 

to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate 


with copies of all official co 
Pacific 


Northern 
„and conveying, or 
pany mgress to aid in the con- 
together with a statement of the a spy 
become 


of er lands which have been selected by the com and for which lists 
have been filed in the local land office and transmitted to meral Land Office 
for approval, the date when each list was received at the General Land 
and the number of acres contained in each list, the number of lists approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the date of such approval, the poten Ce of acres 
patented to said company and the dates of such os the number of acres for 
which the cost of paan aa fe has been paid by said company, the number ofacres 
for which the cost of se and listing has been paid by said company, and 
tha namber of seven toe whieh the cect enti. a bomn paid by AA 
pany, whether or not any paos are y for vey to said com , and 
whether the company has n notified of the same, and whether said company 
has at any time refused, after being notified of the approval of any certified list 
of selected lands and of the cost of the survey thereof and of the readiness to 
issue said patents, to pay the cost of said survey and patent, and ifso, when? 


HOUSE PENSION BILIS. 


A message from the House, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the following pension bills; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus; 

A bill (H. R. 421) granting a pension to Jesse B. Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 

A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; 

A bill (H. R. 1367) to place the name of Thomas G. Newnam on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William Dermody; 

A bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 2021) granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to William Paugh; 

A bill (H. R. 2549) granting a pension to Milton R. Muzzy; 

A bill (H. R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 

A bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to Polly Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 3177) for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to George W. Guyse; 

A bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
nard; 

A bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to Fannie Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Amanda Housell; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

A bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear; 

A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan; 

A bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; 

A bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 

A bill (H. R. 4122) granting a pension to E. Snow; 

A bill (H. R. 4131) for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 4135) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 

A bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to M. S. Towne; 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to A. W. McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel R. Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 

A bill (H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 
Owens; 

A bill (H. R. pres to grant a pension to William Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildebrant; 

A bill (H. R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill (H. R. 4905 ting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; and 

A bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of Robert Moran. 


[The foregoing forty-nine pension bills from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ] 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1605) to establish a quarantine 
station at the port of San Francisco; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1606) to facilitate the adminis- 
tration of the laws in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by 
its title. 


1886. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Task that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It only provides for the giving of bonds before dis- 
trict judges in the States from which appointees come, as there are no 
means of their giving their bonds in the Territory of Alaska as the law 
seems now to require. The bill should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will bereferred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. s 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of 
pension to James E. B. ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1608) for the relief 
of Robert C. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1609) to authorize the use of 
the proceeds of the sinking fund created by the act of June 8, 1878, 
known as the Thurman act, in the construction and equipment of branch 
railroad and telegraph lines; which was read ipitk ie its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1610) granting a pension to 
Margaret Houts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1611) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1612) for the re- 
lief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1613) in relation to homestead en- 
tries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Sarah 
C. Wright; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1615) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to credit the State of Kansas with certain sums for ordnance and ord- 
nance stores issued to said State, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1616) to promote the political prog- 
ress and commercial ity of the American nations; which was 
ae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ons. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1617) to incorpo- 
rate the Union P Railway Company of Washington, D.C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to John G. 
Nicholas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1619) to refer the claim of the 
State of South Carolina for rent of the State military academy at 
Charleston, S. C., to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1620) to refer the claim of the Ursuline 
nuns for compensation for the burning of their convent at Columbi 
S. C., to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 

Ordered, That the petiti 4 in the of 5 
VVV 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 

Ordered, That the in the claim of Silas F. Field be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of W. C. Dodge and others relating to an alley in 
square 725 in the city of W. n be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on the of Columbia, 

Mr. DOLPH. A few days since an adverse report was made upon 
the petition of Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, United States Army, retired, 
praying an amendment to the law in reference to grades in the mili- 
tary service. I at the time entered a motion to reconsider it, which I 
now withdraw, and ask for the following order for the withdrawal of 
papers: 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers in th f . Theo- 
8 Pony ees United States Army, be permitted ‘ate 6 the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
will be entered and the motion to reconsider will be withdrawn. 


ANDREWS’S PORTRAIT OF JEFFERSON. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed to 
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uire into the propriety and i of for the Government, 
tobe placed in the Department of State, the file tes portrait of Thomas Jeer 
son painted by E. F. Andrews. 
RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SENATE AND EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolutions; which were read: 


Whereas a majority of the Committee on the Judi: have oi and re- 
ported to the Senate and recommend the adoption of the following resolution : 

s: That the Senate hereby expresses its condemnation of the refusal 
of the Attorney-General, under whatever influence, to send to the Senate copies 
of papers called for by its resolution of the 25th of Jan and set forth in the 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary as in violation of his official duty and 
su ve of the fundamental principles of the Government and of a good ad- 


ministration thereof;“ 

And whereas the Senate, if said resolution is adopted as being true u the 
facts and as matter of law, will thereby announce the 1 a ma- 
jority of this body, without any trial according to law, thatthe Attorney-General 
of the United States is guilty of and condemned for haying willfully committed 
an offense in the conduct of his office which is in violation of his official duty 
ony is subversive of the fundamental principles of the Government of the Uni- 

Whereas the Attorney-General, if he has in fact willfully committ 


ciples of the Government of the United § 
nation of the Senate when the Senate is sitting, with the ust ice of the 
United States, as a court of impeachment to hear and decide upon articles of 
pac! mene presented by the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas it is all that the Senate has no rightful authority to cause the 
Attorney-General of the United States to be arrested, tried, and punished for a 
contempt of its authority and ty, if the Senate shall declare that such 
contempt has been committed by upon the facts stated and the averments 
made in said resolution and in the report which accompanies the same; 

Whereas the Senate would be exposed to just censure if they, in the manner 
recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary, to announce their 
judgment of condemnation against the Attorney-General of the United States 
upon an 5 that includes an offense which is punishable by impeach- 
ment; an 

‘Whereas, the Senate wouldalso be exposed to just censure if it should attempt 
to declare the Attorney-General to be in contempt of its authority, and to 
1 of condemnation against him for such contempt without having him 
notified of the charge and arraigned to answer the same at the bar of the Sen- 


ate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in- 

uire into and report upon the question whether the offense alleged against the 
norner on of the United States in said resolution is of the classof offenses 
for which the head of a Department may be impeached and removed from office, 
and whether the Senate can take jurisdiction of said alleged offense in the manner 
provided for in said resolution, and can proceed to convict and condemn the 
Attorney-General in advance of a trial for said alleged offense by a resolution 
of the Senate, there being no impeachment of said officer in the mode required 
by the Constitution. 


authority. 

3. That said committee be further instructed to inquire and report whether 
the matters stated and referred to in the manner set forth in the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary above pet constitute any crime 
or any misdemeanor in office under any law of the United States; and, if so, 
what penalty is annexed to said crime or misdemeanor, and what tribunal has 
the rightful jurisdiction to try and, on conviction, to condemn the Attorney- 
General of the United States to punishment for the same, 

4. That said committee be further instructed to consider, ascertain, and report 
whether in the conduct of the Ss Seong as stated in the resolution re- 

rted from the Committee on the Judiciary and in the accompanying report, 

e violated any and what law of the United States, and in what he has 
violated said law; and whether he has done any and what act, in conduct 
of the business of his office to which said resolution relates, that he might not 
have done in the exercise of his lawful discretion. 

5. That said committee be further instructed to inquire and report whether 
the Senate has any constitutional right or power to give its advice and consent 
to removals from office by the President, and whether, by withholding such ad- 
vice and consent, the Senate can prevent the removal of any person from office 
by the President. 

6. That said committee inquire and report whether the Senate, if a majority 
shall agree to the resolution above recited (which was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary), has the right, under the Constitution, to withhold its 
consent to the removal of persons by the President who are unfit for office, under 
the circumstances mentioned in said report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
and in the resolutions reported by said committee; and whether the Senate can 
bind its members by any declaration of the duty of the Senate, or by any rule, 
as a duty to the Senate, as the same is declared in the following resolution 
touching the powers and pepo conduct of the Senate, which was reported 
by the Committee on the ciary, namely : 

“Resolved, That it is, under these the duty of the Senate to re- 
fuse its advice and consent to proposed removals of officers the documents and 
papers in reference to the supposed official or nal misconduct of whom are 
withheld by the Executive or any head of a ö — — when deemed neces- 
sary by the Senate and called for in considering the matter.” 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolutions be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “concurrent 
or other resolutions the Calendar is in order. The first case on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] who 
reported the bill desires to be present when it is discussed. I ask that 
it may retain its place on the Calendar and go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 


no objection. 
Mr. HARRIS. The bill goes over without prejudice, I understand. 
Mr. INGALLS. Yes; it retains its place. 
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J. J. PULLIAM’S ESTATE. 


The bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and the Senate re- 
sumed its consideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read on a former 
day. Are there any amendments to be offered to it as in Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. HOAR. The report also has been read. The Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] made some objection, and I understand an amend- 
ment has been prepared to the bill which meets his approbation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The billis still open to amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. Isubmit a preamble to the bill, which relieves the 
objection which the Senator from Kansas had to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed preamble will be read 
for information only at this time. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas under the provisions of the act of June 16, 1864, certain claims were 
allowed and reported to Congress by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department in 1882 for payment, including the claim of J. J. Pulliam's es- 
tate for woud supplied to the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States 
Army; and whereas there was a mistake in the amount that should have been 
reported in favor of said Pulliam's estate, as Me nage by the report of the com- 
mittee to whom said bill was referred, made before the passage thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble submitted by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


L. MADISON DAY. 


The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 
nextin order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That goes over. 
shire [Mr. PIK E] is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the bill to go over without preju- 
dice or to be over under the rule? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 

urposes, was the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Mycolleague (i DAWES], who hasin charge the bill, 
has gone home to attend the funeral of a friend, and I should like to 
have the bill ko over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the bill goes over I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to it and to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 add the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That the President may, in his discretion, allow homestead settlement 
by citizens of the United States on each alternate quarter-section undersuch rules 
and ulations as shall secure to the Indians their allotments as herein provided 
for and a proper enforcement of the intercourse laws; and for all land so taken 


for homesteads by citizens of the United States there shall be proper compensa- 
tion made to the Indians owning such land under treaty stipulations by act of 


Congress. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed, and the bill will go over without being displaced. 
PAYMENT OF A DRAFT. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 26) relative to a certain accepted draft in 
the Department of State was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of State to deliver to the person justly entitled 
to the possession thereof one draft for the sum of $8,950, dated New 
York, August 19, 1859, and drawn by Santiago Vidaurri, governor of 
Nuevo Leon and Coahuila, by Ignacio Galindo, on J. M. Mata, Mexi- 
can minister, Washington, D. C., ahd accepted by Mata, and made pay- 
able at the Bank of the Republic, New York, the same having Bex 
deposited in the Department by error. Buta copy of the draft, with 
all the indorsements and protests, if any, thereon, shall be retained by 
the Secretary of State. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the form be changed so that it be a 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unless the Senator reporting the bill has some spe- 
cial reason why it should be retained as a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was sent in this form from the 
State Department. That was the only reason. 

a INGALLS. Then I suggest that the change in the frame be 
made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be changed into a bill. 


The Senator from New Hamp- 


The order to print will be made if 


The joint resolution was changed to a bill (S. 1621) relative to acer- 
tain accepted draft in the Department of State. 
The bill was read three times and passed. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like, if there be no objection, to call up the 
bill for the erection of a monument to the late Ulysses S. Grant. If any 
member of the Senate desires any further time I shall not press the mo- 
tion, but I sup; it will be unanimously the desire of the Senate to 
pass the bill. [A pause.] I move that the Senate take up the bill (S. 
1564) for the erection of a monument to the late Ulysses S. Grant. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt the bill will pass, but I want to say 
that I think it ought not to pass, and Iam sure that I only voice what 
I believe would be the sentiment of the great soldier whose name is 
mentioned therein, were he alive, when I say that a monument is not 
needed to perpetuate his fame, and that he would not, if he were here 
to express an opinion on the subject, desire that it should be erected. 

There is to bo erected in the city of New York, at the expense of the 
people of that city and of such other us as may contribute thereto, 
a monument over the place where the body of General Grant rests, the 
place where, according to all the testimony we have on the subject, he 
desired to be buried and where he was buried. 

If his fame rests upon any such insubstantial foundation as a monu- 
ment to cost $250,000, or any othersum, then it will perish long before 
history ceases to recount the deeds which made him famous, If he was 
the man whom we believe him to have been, and if his connection with 
the most important epoch of this country has the significance which we 
attribute to it, his fame is more secure without a monument than with it. 

Mr. President, it is no disparagement to General Grant to say that 
he was preceded by a greater man,in a measure also the creation of the 
epoch which brought General Grant his fame. Thatman was Abraham 
Lincoln. Iam not aware that Congress has paused in the transaction 
of its business or put its hand into the public Treasury to erect any 
monument to him. To do so would be unnecessary. Mr. Lincoln’s 
memory would be no more safe with a great monument than without 
one, and I take it that it isan appreciation of that fact which has in- 
duced the American people to forego the appropriation of a sum of 
money out of the national Treasury for the purpose of erecting such a 
monument. 

Similarly, I believe that the memory of General Grant is safe. He 
was as great a man in his way as Mr. Lincoln was in his, and I have no 
doubt that if he could be consulted he would ask for no better honor 
than that he might go down to posterity along with Mr. Lincoln, with 
no monument erected to him in Washington or elsewhere. 

It is easy, of course, to take the money out of the public Treasury for 
a purpose of this kind, for the gratification ofa momentary sentiment, 
and I do not speak with any disrespect of the sentiment which prompts 
this bill; but the people of this country are amply able to build amon- 
ument, and if the sentiment toward General Grant was of the kind that 
could be voiced in a monument, a monument would be built by private 
contributions. But the sentiment toward General Grant, as that to- 
ward Mr, Lincoln, is deeper, more profound, and more tender than 
could ever find expression in a law of the United States or in any mon- 
ument of marble or any other material, built here or elsewhere. I 
would not detract from his fame by doing this, but I would let the 
monument to be erected at the point where he was buried be the sin- 
gle evidence of that kind of expression of good will or good feeling or 
whatever else it may be called that he is held in by the people of the 
United States. 

No law we can pass expresses any kind of sentiment except perhaps 
the indifference that we have to a certain extent in regard to the public 
funds, as is manifested by much of the legislation that we pass here. 
Therefore this is merely idle as an expression that is in any way valu- 
able as testifying the sense of obligation or of respect or of kindliness 
of the people of the United States toward the memory of General Grant. 

We have done many things that I think were not proper to be done in 
this same direction. I might be willing to agree that we would make 
such appropriation should any member of the family of General Grant 
ever come to want; I might be willing to go further, and agree that no 
member of the family of any President of the United States should ever 
come to want; but we have come to consider the giving of money as the 
highest evidence of regard, and give money where money is not needed. 
There are obligations which can be responded to only with money, which 
this nation incurred to those who defended it in its hour of peril. The 
widows of the men whom General Grant commanded, of the men who 
made the victories of Donelson and Vicksburg and Missionary Ridge 
and the Wilderness and Appomattox possible, scattered all over this 
broad land, in the busy haunts of men, on homesteads, on the remote 
frontier, are among the people whom the Government of the United 
States owes money to and which it doles out with ascanty hand; little 
pensions of $8 a month to the widows of private soldiers whose neces- 
sities are just as great as the widows of Presidents or generals of the 
Army. We can not pause in the exercise of our ordinary duties here 


to do the graceful and the honorable and the just and the legal thing 


1886. 


for them; but if there is any proposition to vote a pension to somebody 
who does not need it, or to build a monument which is not necessary 
as the expression of the national regard, then we can stop and drop our 
Calendar and take this up to the exclusion of everything else. 

As I said, the bill will pass. I have no doubt it will. It will be- 
come a law. Iwant simply to record my protest against it, as one who, 
I thiuk, cherishes just as much the memory of General Grant as a sol- 
dier, as a statesman, and, above all, as a man as any person on this floor 
or elsewhere; and I say that that feeling which I have, and which will 
descend through my blood as it will descend through the blood of all 
the American people through all coming time, will find no fitting ex- 
pression in any monument erected by statute here or elsewhere. Gen- 
eral Grant’s monument isin the hearts of the American people. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have heard that there is in the French 
Academy a bust of the most famous dramatist of France who was not 
a member of that body in his lifetime, and under it the inscription: 
Nothing is wanting to his fame; he is wanting to ours.“ I think that 
if in future time the American citizen from any part of this country, 
from any part of the continent which may then be included within our 
borders visits the seat of Government, if he shall look in vain for an ex- 
pression of the gratitude and honor of the American people to Ulysses 
8. Grant he will repeat with sorrow and shame the sentiment of the 
French scholars, Nothing is wanting to his fame, but something is 
wanting to ours.“ 

I had not intended to speak upon this subject. I did not suppose 
that it would be necessary to urge the Senate to do what I am quite 
sure will, with the exception of my honorable friend from Kansas, be 
done by its unanimous voice. 

I appreciate the spirit and I appreciate the independence which has 
led the honorable Senator to express the sentiments which he feels. I 
am sure that he yields to no other Senator and to no other citizen in his 
reverence for the great memory which this bill is intended to honor, 
and that it is only a difference of opinion with the general mass of his 
countrymen in regard to the value and appropriateness of this particu- 
lar method alone which animates thatable and patriotic Senator. But 
it seems to me that we must take this thing as settled by the general 
judgment of mankind, that civilized nations are wanting in due and 
decent honor for their great benefactors unless by monument or stat- 
uary, or in some other public way, they put up in their public places 
the tokens of their 8 

The English and the continental cities, as every traveler knows, are 
crowded; there is not a public square in Europe from which there does 
not look down from lofty pedestal the image of some man who has done 

fighting in great wars, or who has been a public leader and bene- 
ctor in the paths of statesmanship, in administration, in peace. Na- 
eo was commemorated bya thousand monuments. The statues ot 
ellington and of Marlborough are found in almost every principal 
ay in Great Britain. 
ere we have a man to whom, with the single exception of Wash- 
ington alone in modern history, belongs the double wreath, the double 
crown of being foremost in the great war on which the life of his coun- 
try depended and foremost in the statesmanship of a great age in which 
the character and the future history of his country were alike depend- 
ent. 

General Grant also has another claim to the gratitude of this entire 
people. He represents more than any other single man, either in war 
or peace, that sublime clemency which at the close of this mighty death- 
struggle sent home restored to citizenship, to equality, to all the rights 
and privileges of an American, every one who bad espoused the con- 
quered cause. I do not think there can be found in the history of the 
world from the earliest preserved record to this hour an instance of a 
great civil strife succeeded by such asublime, noble, and magnanimous 
clemency. That, of course, like the subjugation of the rebellion, like 
the civil policy which followed the subjugation of the rebellion, was 
the act of the American people. It is not due to any one man or to any 
number of individual leaders, but none the less was President Grant its 
foremost representative and example; and it is the one thing which 
future will contemplate with admiration and regard when they 
look back to this history of ours, There have been great wars, there 
have been great civil periods, there have been great achievements on 
the field of battle and in the senate-house, and there will be other great 
wars and great acts of statesmanship and of civil administration; but 
there never has been and I do not believe that for ages to come, in the 
present condition of the civilized world, there ever will be again repeated 
such an instance of sublime, noble, and heroic magnanimity. 

Now, Mr. President, it is impossible to reward, as we should be glad 
to reward and as he deserves to be rewarded, every soldier or every offi- 
cer or every general by public commemoration, by public generosity. 
We must for these purposes select the representatives, and when the 
monument to Ulysses S. Grant is erected at the seat of the Government 
of the country, every soldier throughout the land, every Union and 
patriotic soldier, will say, That honor is mine also.“ Every citizen 
who joined in the policy of forbearance and clemency and generosity 
will say,“ In honoring him you have conferred an honor also which 
is reflected in some humble measure upon me,” 

I think there is not a private soldier within the length and breadth of 
this land who would not feel almost a sense of personal outrage and indig- 
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nity if he should miss or his neighbors or children should miss when they 
come to Washington some fitting memorial of the great President. 
There will be others, there are others now, who will deserve a place in 
that companionship. The images of other great generals of the war 
who have gone to their reward have already been erected in our chief 
squares and others will sooner or later take their place. The nation 
will—I hope it will be a long time but the nation will seek also among 
these images to erect one to manifest its honor and regard for a member 
of this body not now in his seat, who more than any other single man 
is the representative of the character of the volunteer soldier, who is 
to-day the foremost living volunteer soldier who served in this great 
struggle. I do not think when the time comes for such a memorial, 
distant as we all hope it will be, that there will be from any quarter 
of the country, North or South, the voice of any soldier raised in opposi- 
tion to that act of public gratitude. 

Mr. President, this policy, it seems to me, with due respect to my hon- 
orable friend from Kansas, must be taken as settled, as the judgment, 
the taste, the desire, the demand of the American people, as it is of all 
other peoples. We erect monuments on every great field of battle of 
the Revolution or of the late war, not because the little structure of 
stone or bronze or brass is needed that the people of the United States 
should remember Yorktown or Saratoga or Bunker Hill or Concord, but 
it is because in that way by the universal instincts of humanity these 
feelings are expressed and these feeiings are preserved to other ages. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator might as well say, or 
some other Senator might as well say, that his taste or judgment did 
not approve the funeral ceremonial, the wearing of mourning, or the 
religious service, or the dirge, or the gathering neighbors, with which 
the instincts of all civilized people mark the funeral of a friend who 
dies, A great deal can be said in the way of reason about the waste, 
that you had better have sold it for a thousand pence and given it to 
the poor, but the answer is that this is the method by which universal 
humanity seeks not to pay its debt to the dead, but to do justice to the 
sentiment and the affection of the living. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, one thing is certain, that there never 
yet was a great nation that neglected its great dead; and my opposi- 
tion to this bill, if I were to oppose it, would not be made upon the 
fact that there is to be a contribution of $250,000 in money to the eree- 
tion of a monument to honor the memory of our dead general and 
President, but that the amount is too parsimonious, too small. I think 
it is unworthy so great a nation that we should appropriate to the 
erection in the capital of a monument at an expense of not more than 
one-fourth the amount that is to be expended in our metropolitan city 
for the same purpose. I think thatitis hardly commensurate with the 
due magnificence of that memorial and tribute which we pay to Gen- 
eral Grant that we should limit the amount of the expenditure to the 
paltry quarter million dollars that is provided for in this bill. 

But there is another reason why I would object to the passage of this 
bill in its present form; and that is this: No reason can be given for 
commemorating the name of General Grant that can not be given as 
strongly why this nation should erect a suitable monument in this her 
capital city to the commemoration of the virtues and patriotism of the 
dead Lincolnalso, It is now more than twenty years since he died; and 
Congress has forgotten, although the nation may not have forgotten, this 
great duty which should be discharged ere we enter upon the commemo- 
ration of the memory of Grant. 

Lam in favor of discharging both these duties now. I think that the 
committee, instead of reporting this bill alone, should have reported 
some measure for the erection of a due memorial, a proper monument, 
to the memory of Lincoln in this city. It is true that we have one, one 
which is a discredit alike to the memory of the dead and to the generosity 
of the nation, a monument which I venture to say would not to-day as 
a work of art sell for $25if it were offered to free and open competition 
in the marts of the world. 

While I shall not oppose the passage of this bill, I hope that the com- 
mittee themselves will take into consideration the question whether it 
should not be recommitted, whether they should not provide for the 
erection of some suitable testimonial of the nation’s gratitude to these 
two great Presidents who must for all time stand upon the same high 
level which is now oceupied by the unapproachable Washington him- 
self. I hope the committee will consider this question. I hope the 
Senator who is pressing this bill will recall the virtues and the services 
of Lincoln, and himselfask that the bill be recommitted, and that some- 
thing come to the Senate and go to the House which will be, to a cer- 
tain extent at least, consonant with the wishes of the American people 
as to what should be done to give appropriate commemoration to these 
two great men. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for suggesting that the com- 
mittee will consider that matter in the same spirit that the Senator has 
manifested, of a proper memorial to Mr. Lincoln, and I think thecom- 
mittee would all be of opinion—I am sure I should—that it belittles 
both to undertake to have them united in anything which would give 
the appearance of log-rolling. Each of these things must stand as one 
single and sincere action. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be entirely indifferent as to which was done 
first, provided both were done by the present Congress. It did not 
occur to me that any mortal being would consider a proposition of 
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this kind in connection with any discreditable log-rolling. But I do 
think that the committee should consider whether the amount with 
which they propose to erect this memorial to Grant is sufficient. Is it 
suitable that the American nation in the exhibition of its gratitude by 
a demonstration of this kind should be by what is expected 
to be done in the capital of one of our States or in the metropolitan city 
of our country? It seems to me that the monument to Grant, as well 
as the monument to Lincoln—at least the monument erected herein the 
capital city, should surpass all others as a tribute of the sentiment of 


the nation at 
I did not rise to o the bill. Iam only glad that there is some 
manifestation of a ition to do something in this direction, and I 


hope, as I said before, that the committee will consider whether they 
have gone to the full extent of propriety and duty in this regard. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 


A bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of William P. Chambliss; 
A bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 
A bill 832) for the relief of D. E. Downing; 
899) for the relief of A. S. Bloom; 
4411) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; and 
4412) for the relief of John A. Coan. 
owing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; and 
A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. Me- 
Millin, deceased. 
The bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of v. F. Gorrisen was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


CONVEYANCE OF AN ALLEY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case regularly in order on 
the Calendar will be reported. 
The bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the 


alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west, between lots 6 and 7, in 
poue oe comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner 
said lots, was announced as next in o , and the Senate, as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The bill (S. 1296) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of 
the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, and for 
other p was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PL The hour of 2 o’clock has nearly arrived, and this bill 
I think will lead to debate. I think it is not the desire of the com- 
mittee to have it considered now on account of some testimony in regard 
to it that is being taken. I ask that it lie over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 
be no objection the bill will be informally passed over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

WILBUR F. STEELE. 


The bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want it to lose its place on the dar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be informally passed 
over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 
The next business on the Calendar was the concurrent resolution re- 
by Mr. Berry, from the Committee on Public Lands February 

1, 1886, against the renewal of the leases of bath-houses and hot-water 

pivilges po upon the Government lands at Hot Springs. 
ALLS. I object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made the resolution 


goes over. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask that the resolution of my colleague 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. He is not here at this 
moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection that the resolution 
referred to by the Senator from Arkansas go over without prejudice and 
retain its on the Calendar? The Chair hears none, and such is 
the order of the Senate. 

STATUES TO COLUMBUS, LA FAYETTE, AND GARFIELD. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 35) setting apart public reservations for 
statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield was announced 
as next in order. 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who 
reported that measure, left the Chamberashort time since, saying that 
he was not well enough to remain here to-day. I am quite sure 
he would wish to be heard on the resolution, and I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will go over, without losing its place on the Calendar. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 5) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage to women 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is there no report from the committee? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a very important matter, probably the most 
important on the Calendar, and it can not be suitably discussed in the 
morning hour. I shall be obliged on that account, and for no other 
reason, to ask the indulgence of the Senate that it be passed over, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the resolution 
will be informally passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. HOAR. The next measure on the Calendar has passed the Sen- 
ate several times, but it is quite im t, and I think the Senate 
would desire to have it explained, and there is not quite time for that 
before 2 o’clock perhaps. So I should like to have it go over and re- 
tain its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the next bill on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 929) for the relief 
of Albert H. Emery, be informally over, retai its place on 
the Calendar. There being no objection, the bill is informally passed 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


FRANCIS GILBEAU. 


The bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $2,600 to 
the po ik, ree resentatives of Francis Gilbeau, deceased, in full of claims 

nited States for the rent of houses belonging to Gilbeau 
and all all damages to the same, in Galveston and San Antonio, Tex., dur- 
ing the years 1865 and 1866. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MITCH- 
ELL, of Oregon, February 2, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 718) for the relief 
of Francis Gilbeau, report thereon as follows: 

The petition of t presents a claim for rent of certain buildin: a — San 
Anto 3 Galveston, Tex., occupied by the United States Army for 

ON in the years 1885 and 1 866, amounting to $3,701.65, and itemized as — 
ows: 
(1) For rent of buil and store at San Antonio, Tex., from August 

24, 1865, to December 10, 1865, at $400 per month, as per certificate of 

Capt. H. S. Chubb... « $1,432 
(2) For rent of Swelling i in San “Antonio, ex., “from October 12 to De- 

cember per month... 
o For rent of same from January 1, 1856, to August 31, 1866, at 51500 per 


onth 
O For rent ot of ‘fire-proot ‘building ‘in Galveston from June. 19, ‘1865, ‘to 
August 28, 1865, at Jeune eee by ree Atwood, assist- 


ant q —— ——' * 


Total. 


This claim has ae following legislative 3 In ie Port een Con- 

gress, first session, a bill for $2,600 was 1 — favorably from this committee; 
n the Forty-sixth’ Congress a a bil e ee both Houses of Congress, but 

owing to delay failed to receive 3 President; in the first ses- 
1 Seer ee 8 
comm: and again an e Forty-ei ngress, 
session, like action was had in the Senate. At that piy cie ës . CAMERON, then 
chairman of this committee, submitted the 8 report, Which, on a careful 
examination of the testimony submitted, your committee approves, and sub- 
— as the report of this committee in — of the bill now under considera- 

on 

Mr. Cameron’s report is as follows : 

“This claim is for the rent of certain 


— 3,701 67 


eee eee 


in = Antonio and Galveston, 


5 — 1 of the building by — of 225 e ea States 5 
or mate and necessary urposes is clearly proven, and sos racts wero 
entered into by which the clai: 9 to receive a reasonable 

“The demand for rent for the buil in San Antonio was 3 reason- 
able by a board of suryey, ing, n The claim was 

presented to the pro) a the Treasury, but was re on the ground 
that the location of iti ina Siate i in poe. and they were 
Pronina by law 3 oe It was aise Dressed to the Southern Claims 


mmission, and was rej for want of j 
“Tt ap from the certificate of Capt. 7 fb re Clubb, assistant quarter- 
master and district quartermaster, that the Uni States Government rented a 


ten-room buildi 

ee. board of survey, convened 

ay ta survey, con 

be paid for the use of the same by the United siti, recommen 
It appears from the p of a board 

officers, convened on the 28th of A 

not ‘too much’ for the use of the 


vit of A. Fretelliere shows that he, as nt of Guilbeau, agreed 
Henry 8. Clubb, assistant q ' that he (Fretelliere) was to 


ing a San Antonio of Mr, oranes — the 24th day of August, 
1365. It also 


per month, or $1,000 perannum, forthe rent of 32555 above-mentioned 


ouse of Guilbeau 
Army on the 
> 


receive 

store building. 
“A letter from General S. K. Mizner shows that a dwelli 

was occupied for military purposes by officers of the United 
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12th of October, 1865, with a 


fect understanding that a proper rent should 
be paid’ by the United States Government. 
cA. from General S. P. Heintzelman shows that the raog of 


Guilbeau was used as uarters by Shaw, and afterward by 
in like manner, and that Guilbeau was to receive $150 month rent for the 
same, and that the building was thus occupied from the bth day of May, 1866, to 
the 3ist day of Au of the same year. 

“An affidavit of A. Fretelliere, agent of Guilbeau, shows that the dwellin 
was occupied on the 12th day of ber, 1865,and from that time until the 
day of September, 1866; that $100 per month was the rent agreed upon from Oc- 
perio, „to January 1, 1886, and from that day he was to receive $150 per 
Nan affidavit of James B. Nash, agent for Guilbeau, shows that the building 
known as 1 building, 2 anok No. 10, block ao 680, in See: 
ioth day of. Jana; 1s and continued to be occupied until the 28th day of. ‘August 
1865, and it was agreed that he was to be paid punctually by the Government, 
He states, further, that he never received any rent from t overnment for the 
use of the building,and that the rent charged the Government was but little 
more than the sum he received for it immediately after the vacation of the 
same by the Government. 

“The affidavits of Messrs. William NM. Varmell and James A. McKee show 
that Guilbeau was loyal to the United States Government during the war, and 
that he was compelled to leave his home in San Antonio because of his loyalty. 

“Your committee are of opinion that $2,600 would be a fair compensation to 
make to claimant.” 

Your committee therefore report back S. bill 718 without amendment and rec- 
ommend its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the bill read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move an amendment after the word houses,“ 
in line 7, to insert the words and other buildings.“ I see by the re- 
port that there were one or two buildings that might not come within 
the phraseology of h and the committee evidently intend that 
the bill shall cover the whole case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be 5 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 7, after the word houses,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert and other buildings.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. This report, it seems to me, ought to be alittle more 
fall in some particulars in order to show the basis of thisclaim. It is 
stated here that a contract was entered into, but the report very care- 
fully fails to state with whom that contract was made. It is a very 
singular thing if this contract was made by some person authorized to 
make it (and if it was not so made, really it was no contract at all) 
that it should not be set out here, and it is equally singular that, if it 
were made by a person authorized to make it, it was not paid in the 
usual way in which claims of that kind are paid. I do not speak of it 
as impeaching the character of this claim, but it seems to me that the 
report is silent where it ought to be expressive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to know why it was not paid before. 

Mr. PLUMB, It is stated here that the officers of the Treasury De- 
partment rejected it on the ground that the location of the buildings 
was in a State actually in rebellion, and that the Southern Claims Com- 
mission rejected it for want of jurisdiction. I never heard before, I 
think, of any claim being rejected by the Southern Claims Commission 
on account of any difficulty as to jurisdiction. I thought they had 
3 of everything under the sun that had reference to the re- 

Uion. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that the 
facts in the case are contained in the report. The quartermaster of that 
department made the contract and gave a voucher according to form No. 
22, as it was called, for the rent agreed upon, after he had adjusted the 
claim by a proper reference. The reason it was not paid was that it 
was cut off by the act of February 20, 1867, which prevented the Treas- 
ury Department from paying such a claim that had originated in States 
that had been in insurrection, although it originated after hostilities 
had actually ceased. 

Mr. PLUMB, That is a very important fact, but it is not set out in 
the report. I am speaking wholly of the lack of the report; and to 
show how indistinct this is, while it is stated in the first part of the re- 

that a contract was made, and not by whom it was made, a letter 
is introduced here from General Mizner, who says this building was oc- 
cupied with a perfect understanding that a proper rent should be 
paid, which I do not think resses the idea of a contract atall. It 
seems that it was a claim really, according to General Mizner, on a 
quantum meruit. 

I do not care to object to the consideration of the bill, but it seems 
to me the report ought to have covered several points that it does notin 
order that we might know exactly the grounds on which the Commit- 
tee on Claims proceeded and the theory on which the bill was to be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
3 approved and signed the act (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph 


‘ 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Monga): 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I can not vote for this educational 
bill, I desire to vindicate the opposition that I am compelle p by my con- 
victions to make to a measure which is urged with so much zeal, sin- 
cerity, and ability on both sides of this Chamber. In doing so I shall 
not be deterred by the formidable array of so-called precedents that have 
been marshaled to support the constitutionality of the bill, or by the 
conflicting opinions of the fathers of the Constitution from giving the 
results of my own study of the question or the reasoning by which those 
results have been reached. In dealing with a question of such immense 
importance to the welfare of our country, so tremendous in its scope, 
so far-reaching in its consequences, we would be derelict to the high 
functions of American legislators were we to allow it to be decided for 
us by the real or ae analogy of the cases (trivial in importance 
when compared with this) which in our past history have from time to 
time been acted upon by Congress, and thus abdicate the right and the 
duty to scrutinize and examine each for himself the Constitution from 
which all our powers are derived. 

Precedents, however well established, the former practice of the Gov- 
ernment however uniform, opinions of constitutional lawyers however 
concurring, though they may illustrate, illuminate, and inform, can 
never deprive the people who send us here of their right to have such 
questions decided, not by precedents, practices, or opinions, but by the 
conscience and intelligence of their representatives with all the aid that 
such precedent, practice, and opinion can give. In this sense no con- 
stitutional question can be called settled against the deliberate judg- 
ment of those who are lawfully charged with its determination. 

But what are we to do in a case where there are no well-established 
precedents, where there is no uniform practice, and no consensus of au- 
thoritative opinions? Why, we can only turn to the open of the 
Constitution and there, whence all lawful authority, all legislative power 
must find its source, study its mandates, consider its restrictions, review 
its history, and commune with its spirit, and upon the judgment thus 
formed decide for ourselves for or against the constitutionality of this 
bill. I desire, sir, to make no other apology for approaching the ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of this measure, though I know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that in some respectable quarters constitutional discussion is made 
light of and treated as an outworn fashion of earlier days, something to 
make merry over, and those who indulge in it are called political archæ- 
ologists’’ and other hard names, And they are contrasted with a more 
robust school of statesmen, who are fond of posing as the representatives 


par excellence of the will of the people, their wants and their aspirations, 


which are always interpreted to suit the passing mood of such repre- 
sentatives. 

Now, Mr. President, I recognize in this Constitution the highest and 
most authoritative expression of the people's will. They, thesovereign 
people, have ordained it as the supreme law of the land, and to that 

ill so expressed I always bow in humble submission. They do not 
and never did intend that the notions or opinions of their servants 
here, however honestly they may be entertained, as to their wants or 
their welfare, shall override the plain lines of demarkation between the 
powers which they have granted and those which they have withheld. 

And now, sir, what is proposed by this bill? Nothing other or less 
than to take from the pockets of the people by taxation $77,000,000, and 
apply it, under certain conditions preseribed by Congress, to the support 
of one of the municipal institutions of the States—their school system. 
This, to my mind, is a proposition more fraught with danger to our 
system of local self-government and more menancing to the just rela- 
tions existing under the Constitution between the Federal Government 
and the States than any ever made in our history. The benevolent feat- 
ures of the bill and the respectable motives of those who advocate it do 
not allay my fears. Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes. 

It is absolutely without precedent in any proper sense of that term. 
There ought surely to be the clearestand most undeniable constitutional 
warrant for a measure so revolutionary and so radical. 

We are referred by the friends of the measure to the first clause of 
section 8 of Article I of the Constitution as conferring upon Congress 
the authority requisite to enact this bill into a law—to what has come 
to be called in this debate the general-welfare clause.” 

That clause reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have 
excises, to 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises 
throughout the United States, 

Here, it is conceded, the friends of the bill must find the constitu- 
tional warrant they seek or it can not be found at all. 

Now in examining this clause, as all other clauses of the Constitu- 
tion, in order to find what of legislative powers or governmental au- 


por to lay and collect taxes, duties, Porost and 
y the debts and provide for the common defense and — wel- 
uniform 
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thorities they confer, it must be always remembered that the Federal 
Government as established by the Constitution in its three branches, 
legislative, executive, and judicial, was made the depositary by the 
States or the people of a specially described portion only of the govern- 
mental powers previously existing in the plenary sovereignty of these 
Stutes. 

The great residuum of governmental powers not thus specially de- 
posited remained in the States and their peoples, so that it has become 
an axiom of American constitutional law that the Federal Government 
is one of enumerated and specially delegated powers, including, of course, 
those implied powers necessary to give efficiency to the others, and has 
no authority or power or jurisdiction not thus expressly conferred; while 
the State governments have a plenary sovereignty, power, and juris- 
diction except where specially restrained or limited by their constitu- 
tutions or that of the United States. It is not a waste of time to thus 
go back to the horn-books of constitutional law, because a careful 
consideration of the partition of power made between the common 
Federal Government and the States creating it will, I think, go far 
toward the solution of this question. 

The powers and jurisdictions conferred upon this common agent, the 
Federal Government, were specific and enumerated, but plenary and 
complete; they are, and were meant to be, exclusive either in grantor 
in exercise. The powers and jurisdictions withheld by the States were 
likewise full and complete, so that there was never any occasion, as there 
never was any justification, for a joint exercise of governmental func- 
tions. 

The terms in which these grants are made are general, and not particu- 
lar, and merely the subject-matter of the jurisdiction and the general 
scope of the powers is indicated, thus leaving the largest and widest dis- 
cretion in their exercise, and avoiding the danger of confining or tram- 
meling the activities and energies of the Government which the Consti- 
tution created. The power in Congress to legislate is coextensive with 
the subject of the grant, but at the same time is limited by it. 

Congress has the largest choice of means and methods when dealing 
with a subject committed to its jurisdiction, but it can not move one 
step in regard to matters and interests and concerns not committed to 
it by the Constitution. Within the domain of its granted authority it 
is all-powerful, but outside of it it is absolutely powerless. With the 
institutions of a State and the concerns of municipal government re- 
tained under State control Congress can in no wise meddle or interfere. 
Its energies are paralyzed when they are attempted to be exerted out- 
side of the scope of its delegated powers. 

No argumentis necessary to enforce these plain propositions of consti- 
tutional law. Keeping in mind then these fundamental principles, and 
alsothe whole scheme of this Governmentof enumerated powers erected 
by the Constitution and the States with their residuum of undelegated 
powers, what do we gather as the plain meaning of the grant of legisla- 
tive power contained in this eighth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution? Takeitwith what goes before and what comes after, consider 
the subject-matter of the several powers enumerated, and the language 
with which Article I is introduced, namely, ‘‘all legislative powers 
herein granted shall be vested,” &c.—language not used in introducing 
the delegation of powers to either of the othertwo branches of the Gov- 
ernment—and we get at the outset the impression of a carefully lim- 
ited and restricted investiture of legislative powers in this body called, 
Congress. There are enumerated in this eighth section sixteen distinct 
subjects of common and public interest and concern, with regard to 
which Congress is invested with legislative power, not including the tax- 
ing powerof the first clause or the supplementary and qualifying power 
in the eighteenth clause. What are they? Let me very briefly, with- 
out eee large, show what are the subjects of public concern men- 
tioned in the eighth section of the first article: 

1. To borrow money on the credit of the United States. 

2. To regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes. 

3. To establish an uniform rule of naturalization, and uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, 

4. To coin money and regulate the value thereof. 

5. To provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and 
current coin of the United States. 

6. To establish post-offices and post-roads. 

7. To promote the progress of science and useful arts by copyrights 
and patents. 

8. To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court. 

9. To define and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high 
seas and offenses against the law of nations. 

10. To declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make 
rules concerning captures on Jand and water. 

11. To raise and support armies. 

12. To provide and maintain a navy. 

13. To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces. 
$ 185 To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
nion. 

15. To provide ſor organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, 


and ſor governing such part of them as may be employed in the service 
of the United States. 

16. To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over the 
District of Columbia and ceded places. 

An examination of these sixteen subjects thus committed to the con- 
trol and charge of Congress shows them to be each and all of the utmost 
and highest importance to the well-being and general welfare of the 
people of the United States. 

It is also apparent that in regard to these sixteen subject-matters of 
legislative control it is for the best interests and happiness of the peo- 
ple that the legislative power granted should be exercised, except in the 
case of the second item in regard to borrowing money. 

Now, it is plain that the grant of power to lay and collect taxes is 
very different in its essential character from the other grants to which 
I haye alluded. That power does not of itself and by itself relate toa 
subject-matter which it is one of the interests of civilized society to 
promote and conserve. No one is made happier or better or safer or 
more comfortable by the mere fact of having money taken from him in 
the shape of taxes. The character of the power to lay and collect 
taxes differs essentially from that of all the other powers enumerated 
in this section. It is an ancillary power, not one to be exercised for 
its own sake. It is necessarily attendant on the direct and substantive 
powers and jurisdictions conferred on government. 

Ina government of limited and enum: powers it clearly can not 
be invoked for objects not within that government's jurisdiction or con- 
trol. It can not transcend the limitations upon those powers to which 
it is auxiliary and attendant. I admit that this power to lay and col- 
lect taxes for the purposes that are within the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral Government is unlimited as to amounts and as to methods, except 
in the respect expressed in the section; but I deny that it is unlimited 
as to the purposes or occasions for which and on which it may be in- 
voked. If the power to lay and collect taxes had been given without 
more, it must be conceded that it would have been subordinate to and 
attendant upon the other powers and jurisdictions conferred by the 
Constitution. 

How, then, can the scope of the power be enlarged by the words“ in 
order to provide for the general welfare of the United States, which 
are admitted on all hands to be words of qualification; that is to say, 
you may lay the tax, you may take money from the pockets of the peo- 
ple to promote any object within the jurisdiction and control of the 
Federal Government provided itis for the general welfare of the United 
States. A moral restriction, it is true, but one to be enjoined on the 
conscience of Senators and Representatives, 

And here it is well to call attention again to the fact that this quali- 
fying purpose, for which taxes may be levied and collected, is the gen- 
eral welfare of the people not of the United States nor of the States but 
of the political organism called the United States.“ 

Thesecond clause of this section granting power to borrow money ex- 
presses it to borrow money on the credit of the United States.“ That 
shows that the words United States“ without adding of America“ 
were meant to indicate the political organism known by that phrase. 

Surely here in the phraseology itself of the qualification, apart from 
the restrictions that come from the general scope and limitations of the 
Constitution taken as a whole, is avery large and important restriction 
of the universality of the phrase to provide for the general welfare.” 

But what are we to say when we find that this qualification of the 
ancillary power of taxation is interpreted to be itself a specific grant of 
an independent power, to wit, a power of appropriation without limit- 
ation, a new power invented, while the other question which I alluded 
to at the outset of my remarks had been disposed of by saying that this 
can not be interpreted to be a general grant of power to legislate for 
the general metic, but must be taken in connection with the taxing 
power. Now we have an interpretation which admits that these words 
are words of qualification, but yet contends that they do create and do 
grant aspecific power of a certain kind, to wit, a power of appropriation. 

This so-called indefinite and unlimited power of appropriation, if it 
exists, would break down every barrier that has been erected by the 
Constitution and the scheme of dual government which it creates against 
invasion of the reserved powers and autonomy of the States. If those 
subjects and those provinces of governmental power and jurisdiction 
which have been committed to the Federal Government, wide and great 
and important as they are, do not also prescribe the limitations of tha 
taxing power, which, in the of Judge Cooley, is merely an 
incident“ of them, then it was in vain that our fathers endeavored to 
form a government of limited powers. 

It was not necessary to confer a special power of appropriating the 
funds which were to be raised under the power to tax. The power to 
appropriate went with the power to levy and collect the tax, so that we 
are driven, itseems to me, to the common-sense interpretation, that tha 
words to provide for the general welfare of the United States“ are a 
qualification merely of this incidental and subordinate power of taxa- 
tion and not a specific grant of an independent power. But it is said 
that to provide for the general welfare is the declaration of a purpose as 
wide as the interests of humanity; so it would be in a government of 
unlimited powers. But in our scheme of a partition of powers between 
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the general and State governments the general welfare” that is to be 
provided for must necessarily be that portion of the general welfare”? 
which has been committed to the care of the General Government. 

You can not read this or any other clause of the Constitution except 
in the light of and in connection with all the conditions and qualifying 
restrictions that are made by its other provisions and the scheme of 
government it established. What, sir, was the great achievement of 
our fathers who framed this Government of ours if it was not that they, 
for the first time in the history of governments, laid down in advance 
by means of a written constitution the boundaries and limitations of 
the power they conferred. They knew that the heart of man was ‘‘de- 
ceitful above all things and desperately wicked,’’ and could not be 
trusted when assailed by lust of power, avarice, or ambition. Nay, 
they knew that the very virtues which find their home in the human 
breast, benevolence, patriotism, and white-robed charity, might tempt 
men to step beyond the just limits of governmental activity, unless 
they were restrained by written organic law, ordained and established 
in advance of the occasions or the exigencies that required such restraint. 

They knew full well that all the governments of the civilized world, 
whether absolute monarchies or limited monarchies or those despot- 
isms which were only tempered by assassination, professed that the 
ends of their existence were domestic tranquillity, the general welfare, 
and the maintenance of justi And they also knew full well how 
often these high ends had failed of fruition and what crimes had been 
committed in their name. They therefore proclaimed in the preamble 
of the Constitution that in order to form a more perfect union, estab- 
lish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
fense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity, they did ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.’’ In other words, this was 
their plan for securing those great ends of all civilized governments, 
ano priok had failed of realization in the other governments of the 
world. 

No words more significant or of graver import were ever penned than 
those contained in this preamble of the Constitution. They in effect 
said, all these great ends of government which all human societies seek 
to achieve but measurably fail to realize we propose to accomplish 
and make realities by creating a government of delegated and enumer- 
ated and strictly limited powers. We propose to make the experiment 
by the means and the methods and in the manner hereinafter set forth. 
We will promote and provide for“ the general welfare“ by leaving 
nothing to chance or the caprice of the moment, by declaring in writ- 
ing and by explicit language in what respect and how that general 
welfare is to be provided for and promoted. How, then, without a vio- 
lation of this manifest spirit of our Constitution, can we assert that 
this clause of the Constitution so introduced can create a power to ap- 
propriate the money of the people not only to an object not within the 
jurisdiction of the Government, but clearly and exclusively within the 
jurisdiction of the States. 

This Government, within the legitimate sphere of its action, stands 
erect, efficient, and omnipotent; its powers are plenary and complete. 
It has none that are uncertain, or are dependent on permission of prince, 
potentate, or political organism outside of itself. Its just powers can 
be asserted everywhere and against all opposition. Why then seek to 
introduce confusion and disorder into thisadmirably arranged and wisely 
constructed system of State and National Governments. Consent can 
not confer jurisdiction, and the consent of the States can not enlarge 
the constitutional scope of Federal power. There is only one way in 
which the consent of the States can be efficient for that purpose, and 
that is the way pointed out in the Constitution forits amendment. If 
the field of jurisdiction is denied to the Federal Government and re- 
tained by the States, you can not enter it by force, you can not assert 
your authority in invitum; this will be at once conceded. Then is it 
not just as much ultra vires to enter it by stealth, or by reason of the 
negligence or the passiveness of those to whom it rightfully belongs? 
` What difference in principle is there between an assertion of a right 
of control to be exercised in invitum over one of the municipal institu- 
tions of the States and the exercise of the same power under a license 
purchased from theStates? Whetheryou force your way in or buy your 
way into the prohibited domain can matter little, except that the latter 
is the more demoralizing method of the two. 

Is it to be believed that powers can come to the General Government 
as the resultof negotiation, persuasion, or bargain with the States; that 
the general-welfare clause gives a power of appropriation to Congress 
which is dormant until it is awakened and energized by negotiation 
and bargain between the States and Federal Government? 

The ment in its favor can be and has been reduced to an absurd- 
ity by pointing out the cases that must logically follow such a prec- 
edent. If in the opinion of good men here in Congress the judicial 
system of a State or States seems bad or to need improvement, all Con- 
gress would have to do would be to pass a law making an appropriation 
under the géneral-welfare clause offering to defray all the expenses of 
the judicial establishment of the States, provided the States conformed 
the appointment of their judges, the constitution of their courts, and 
the general administration of justice to the provisions prescribed by 
the law. The States are struggling with the problem of city govern- 
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ment. Could not Congress be persuaded at sometime that it was for the 
general welfare” that they should take this problem into their own 
hands by passing a law appropriating money to pay the expense of mu- 
nicipal government in whole or in part, provided the States should 
make their city charters after this fashion or that, by enlarging or dimin- 
ishing the powers of local self-government ? 

Or could it not be argued that it was for the general welfare that gov- 
ernors be elected for a longer period or that Legislatures should have less 
frequent sessions or that women should vote at all elections; if so, there 
is the power to appropriate the money on any conditions you choose to 
prescribe, and it only remains for the State to accept the offer and abdi- 
cate its functions. Can it be that our great principle of local self-gov- 
ernment, through the autonomies of the States, is e to dangers 
like these; that our Constitution, that we thought so strong in its 
limitations as well as in its power, isso weak ona single side? Did our 
fathers build less wisely than they thought, and after 5 the 
lines of demarkation between State and federal power so broad and 
clear and erecting the walls of our constitutional citadel so high and 
strong and on foundations so deep and permanent, leave wide open this 
postern door through which the enemies of local self-government with 
the banners of centralization and absolutism flaunting in the breeze 
can enter and possess themselves of our heritage? I do not believe it. 
No door was thus left open or unguarded; and I for one shall not assist 
in taking down the bars or drawing the bolts that keep it closed. 

I said, Mr. President, atthe outset that there was no precedent, prop- 
erly so called, for the legislation proposed by this bill, and I am aware 
ofnone. This bill proposes to appropriate money to defray in part the 
expenses of the educational system—a municipal institution in the 
States, an institution not only clearly outside of the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government, but exclusively within that of the States, and 
now conducted and actively managed and controlled by the States. 
Now, I have shown, if I have-shown anything, and the Senator from 
Texas and the Senator from Alabama have shown better than I, that 
the power to appropriate money raised by taxation (and which is an 
incident of the power to levy and collect the tax) can only be exercised 
for purposes within the scope of Federal jurisdiction and control, and 
then only to provide for the general welfare of the United States, and 
that there is no possible right to control or attempt to control the sub- 
jects over which the States have retained their complete authority. If 
any of the cases of appropriation by Congress under the power alleged 
to be conferred by this general-welfare clause have touched or affected 
the municipal institutions and concerns of theStates then actively man- 
aged and conducted by them, I have failed to observe it, 

I do not, in distinguishing from the present case the cases cited as 
precedents in the past history of the country, imposeon myself the task 
of finding for them constitutional warrant. I merely call attention to 
what I believe to be the fact, that they none of them involved the ap- 
propriation of money for matters, institutions, or concerns that were ex- 
elusively and actively controlled and managed by the States. 

Norg! admit that the opinions of those entitled to speak with author- 
ity are conflicting. Mr. Jefferson can be cited on both sides of this 
question, and so can Mr. Monroe, who acknowledges in his message of 
May 4, 1822, that his mind had undergone a change respecting the 
power of appropriation. And it is worthy of remark that in that mes- 
sage respecting the bill for the repair of the Cumberland road the 
burden of his argument was to show that the words ‘‘to provide for the 
common defense and general welfure’’ did not import a separate and 
independent grant of power, which, as he remarked, ‘‘ would in effect 
break down all barriers between the States and the General Government 
and consolidate the whole under the latter,“ but indicated the purpose 
for which taxes were authorized to be laid and collected. Iam content 
to rest the decision of the question on the argument made by Mr. Mad- 
ison and quoted by the Senator from Alabama—the citations from 
Judge Cooley’s work on taxation made by the Senator from Texas in 
his speech of Thursday last. To these I add the crown of Chief-Justice 
Marshall’s opinion in Gibbons rs. Ogden, which, though obiter, is never- 
theless weighty and authoritative: 


This does not interfere with the power of the States to tax for the support of 
their own governments— 


Speakingof this very elauss that Congress is authorized to levy and col- 
lect taxes, &c., to pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States— 


nor is the exercise of that power by the States an exercise of any portion of 
the power that is granted to the United States. In imposing taxes for State pur- 
poses they are not doing what Congress is empowered todo. Congress is not 
empowered to tax for those purposes which are within the exclusive province 
of the States. (Gibbons es, Ogden, 9 Wheaton, page 199.) 


Mr. President, I trust that it may not be thought presumption in me 
if I beg Senators older in experience and wiser than I to hesitate long 
before taking the first step in this new and unexplored pathway of Fed- 
eralencroachment. Down its dark vistas Isee shapes of direful portent 
and I shrink from the encounter. Over the leveled bulwarks of the 
Constitution will come thronging thick and fast the armies of central- 
ization and the enemies of local self-government. We may still find 
life worth living under the new dispensation, but we will never cease 
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to mourn the Constitution of our fathers wounded to death in the house 
of its friends. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to see the map of the United States 
painted over with one color, whether that color be a royal purple or 
socialistic red. I at least shall not assist in thus obliterating the lines 
of the States, and with them the ancient landmarks of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware a question. 
I desire to know if the Senator has expressed any opinion, or if he has 
not is he willing to express it now, as to the power of Congress to do- 
nate the public lands to the States in aid of education? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not think it worth while within the line I had 
laid down for myself to address myself to the question which has just 
been put by the Senator from Mississippi. I did not undertake to dis- 
cuss, nor do I undertake now to discuss, what particular power or leg- 
islative authority there was in Congress in the past history of our country 
to donate the proceeds of the public lands or the lands themselves—1 
do not know whether there are such grants—for the purposes of educa- 
tion. 

I was content to leave that argument and that distinction where it 
was left by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. He very fully, 
very ably, and very clearly, asI thought, did between the 

erof to deal with the public or their which 

ad been given to the United States as a political organism or 
tion by the States upon a specified and stated trust, and its power over 
money raised by taxation. Ido not think I could add an to the 
force of the argument with which he sustained the difference between 


that specific trust in regard to that of the lands ceded to the Gen- 
eral Government by the States and the trust that, as was argued by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], attaches to and is impressed 


upon all grants of power. I can only say that the argument made by 
the Senator from Alabama im me as one that was sound and 
one which did draw a distinction that was not without importance in 
its application to this matter. 

Mr. President, not in the line of an answer to the question put by the 
Senator from Mississippi, but because I omitted in the remarks which 
T made to allude to it as I intended to do, I will present now, if I may 
be permitted, certain which is used in a very able article on 
the constitutionality of this bill which I find in a New Orleans paper, 
the Daily Picayune, because the language of that writer does suggest 
an interpretation of these words which has been anxiously sought for 
by so many Senators, and in regard to the interpretation of which I 
confess there are difficulties. I say that this writer has suggested a 
reading, a gloss of that section, which is worthy of attentive considera- 
tion. He says: 

The action of the convention that planned the instrument— 


The Constitution— 


teaches the same lesson. 

August 5, 1787, the clause in question appeared as follows: The Legislature 

of the United States shall have the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
and excises.” (5 Elliott's Debates, 378.) 

August 25, 1787, Mr. Sherman moved to add to the clause: “ For the payment 
of said debts and for defraying the expenses that shall be incurred for the com- 
mon defense and fare." (Ibid., 476.) 

This addition was then deemed unnecessary; but on September 1 Mr. Brearly 
from the committee of eleven“ 

Which I believe was the committee of style— 


modified and added to it; and the subsequent committee on revision" approved 
the amendment, so that the clause now reads: To lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises [to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States). 

I read that because, apart from the interest in it as part of the his- 
tory of the formation of the Constitution, it lets us see something of 
the formative process by which this result was reached in our present 
Constitution. It also suggests, most happily I submit, to my mind at 
least, that these words should now be so interpreted and that inter- 
pretation contained in Mr. Sherman’s amendment or suggestion is to- 
day the true interpretation and the only one that is consistent with all 
the other limitations of the Constitution, its letter and its spirit. So 
then this power to lay and collect taxes means that they can be raised in 
order to defray the expenses incurred in providing for the common de- 
fense and general welfare of the United States. That seems to be the 
right, logical, and sensible construction, one that reconciles all parts of 
the Constitution to it, harmonizes the supposed conflict that has been 
alluded to in this debate, and leaves it still with the ramparts and the 
bulwarks of the Constitution unimpaired in all its pristine strength 
and vigor. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator to yield that I may make an an- 
nouncement. The Senator from n [Mr. MITCHELL] gave notice 
that at 20’clock to-day he desired to discuss the Chinese question. He 
is sick and confined to his room, and desires me to say that he will ask 
permission to address the Senate on Thursday at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it is so thoroughly understood that 
speeches made here do not convince those to whom they are nominally 
addressed, that I take it it is universally understood equally that they 
are made for the outside public. I do not think there is any other sin- 


gle thing which so — illustrates the N character of this 
body, and of the House of Representatives, as fact, equally appli- 
cable to both bodies. This is a public assize, and the legislation which 
we adopt is perhaps as nearly related to an honest, conservative, and 
permanent public opinion as though it were adopted by a mass conven- 
tion of all the people of the United States assembled for that purpose 
and haying time enough and opportunity to fairly discuss the proposi- 
tions that might he submitted. 

In addressing the Senate, therefore, upon this question I do not do so 
with the expectation of changing any votes here or of influencing in any 
way the decision of this body upon this great and very important ques- 
tion; but I do it as my justification to the people who sent me here for 
the vote I gre and who have a right to, as they will carefully, con- 
sider what I do and the reasons which I may give for my action, and 
also for the benefit of that greater public which has a claim upon each 
member of this body, no matter from what State he comes. 

In the first place this legislation is anomalous. There is no one who 
can point out a law on the statute-book which not only appropriates 
money for present expenses or for present operations or purposes and 
at the same time projects a similar expenditure into the future. When 
I speak of the future I do not speak alone of the future which is men- 
tioned in this bill, the eight years of time w. according to its terms, 
it is to cover, but I speak of the indefinite future reaching far beyond 
that, because, as has well been said here, these appropriations will not 
stop at pre years. The appetite which they will have created—an 
abnormal distension of what may be called the school systems of the 
several States, and especially of the Southern States—will not be satis- 
fied with a peremptory cutting off of the pabulum upon which they 
have been fed at the expiration of eight years; but unless the absolute 
unwisdom of the appropriation shall finally have been established, and 
unless the appetites which have been fed thereby have been gorged to 
repletion, there will be an assemblage of influence and interest repre- 
sented by caucuses, by political movements in the several States, by 
conventions, and by elections, that will have pledged members and Sen- 
ators to come here and vote to continue that which we are about, I fear 
unwisely, to begin. 

So, Mr. President, we are committing now the National Government 
to a policy which is to call upon us for expenditures for perhaps gen- 
erations to come, and expenditures which will finally be the means of 
embracing within their scope either the entire educational system of 
the States, or at least such a supervision of them as will constantly call 
for these additional appropriations. 

Who knows where this money is tocome from? The Secretary of the 
Treasury in his annual report, recently submitted to Congress, estimates 
that the requirements of the National Government, including the sink- 
ing fund, will this year exhaust the entire revenue of the Government. 
Will any one vote for this bill if by so doing he is required at the next 
moment of time to impose taxes whereby the money to be appropri- 
ated shall be levied from the people of the United States? Who so wise 
as to know or even be able to give any reasonable assurance that within 
twelve months he may not be required to impose taxes in order that 
the requirements of this bill may be met? 

We have a constantly increasing pension-roll based upon a legal ob- 
ligation assumed by the United States Government when it called into 
its service two millions of men forthenational defense. Each year the 
amount of money required to satisfy it increases. There has already 
been proposed by the other branch of Congress an increase of annual 
levy for that purpose of some six or seven million dollars, and measures 
are pending in both bodies based upon justice, demanded I might say 
by a fair consideration of that which is legally due to the men whom 
the Government invited to enlist and who on that invitation did enlist 
for the national defense, which, if carried out even partially will not 
only exhaust all existing sources of revenue, but will deprive the sink- 
ing fund ont of which the national debt is to be discharged of that which 
we have solemnly pledged by law it shall always contain. 

I know that the very magnitude of this appropriation is a recommen- 
dation. I know that a proposition to appropriate $77,000,000 is seventy- 
seven times as strong as would be a proposition to appropriate a million 
dollars. We have become so accustomed to financial operations of 
go magnitude that there is something attractive in them. We are 

ike the man who built the Union Railroad, traversing a great 
range of mountains and binding together the Atlantig and the Pacific 
by an iron rail. He never would consent to build a railroad 30 or 40 
miles long or to engage in any of the smaller transactions of life. His 
abilities, his faculties, his ambitions were all attuned to greater things. 
And so when we come to consider money matters we spurn under our 
feet sums of money that thirty years ago would have been regarded as 
of the greatest possible consequence. So, as I said, the larger the sum 
the more attractive it is and the greater the freedom with which we 
vote. So this bill 3 577,000, 000 is attractive by reason of 
its magnitude. I only wonder that the wise prevision of its framer 
not the ublican caucus but the Senator from New Hampshire—did 


not make it ten times $77,000,000, and so anticipate with confidence 
a unanimous vote in this and the other body. 
But, Mr. President, the time is coming, soon to be here, liable to 


come at any moment, when the question of an abundant revenue or of 
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a deficit is to be measured by hundreds of thousands of dollars, and he 
who would impose burdens upon the Treasury must by the same token 
impose burdens upon the tax-payers to meet them. This bill was the 
outgrowth of the demoralized condition of things which always pre- 
cedes a Presidential campaign. If there is any time in which the Con- 
gress of the United States or the people who mold public opinion are 
less qualified than at any other time for the serious concerns of gov- 
8 for that wise and careful prevision of financial affairs that 
ought always to be an accompaniment of legislation, it is that period 
which precedes a Presidential election, when issues are being made, 
when thei interests of candidates are being forwarded, and when we are 
laying plans and traps whereby we may catch our unwary adversaries. 
At that time measures for the benefit of some individual person orsome 
class of persons or some section of the country are always attractive, and 
then there is a rush pell-mell, every seeking to outrun every other 
party in devotion to that particular interest in order to get votes. This 
measure was the outgrowth of that demoralized and that demoralizing 
h immediately preceding the last Presidential election. But for 
chat! it never would have had a respectable vote in this body, and but 
for that its chances of passage would be at the minimum. 
Mr. President, I have here a statement of the taxable valuation of 
some of the Southern States for 1860 and since, which I use as an ex- 


ample. 
Assessed valuation. 
States, Year, | Population. uati rae 
703,708 | $489,319, 128 
9 
140, 424 68, 929, 685 
Horida. . cnscesaccssnsconesh snpossvossesecepessezesetes 187, 748 32, 480, 843 
269,493 | 330, 933, 308 
964,201 | 432,198. 762 
Alabama — — 996, 922 155, 582, 505 
1, 262, 505 122, 867, 228 
708, 002 435, 787, 265 
Louisan 726, 915 253, 371, 890 
939, 946 160, 162, 439 
Georgia Liisi’ ioo | 227219519 
Somes — — r 7,219, 
1,542, 180 239, 472,599 
992, 662 292, 297, 602 
North Carolinas eee esse 1.071, 361 130, 378, 622 
1,399,750 | 156, 100, 202 
1,596, 318 657, 021, 336 
rer ——————— 1, 225, 163 365, 439, 917 
1,512, 565 308, 455, 135 


Now I say, what every man knows, that I can count on the fingers of 
my two hands the members on this floor who are actually in favor of this 
measure, who will dare avow that they are for it as an original proposi- 
tion or as one that commends itself to their judgment. But one man 
says, ‘‘I made incautiously somewhere a speech in favor of it, and at a 
time when I did not consider the surroundings;“ and another man says, 
My Legislature say they want me to vote for it;“ and so on all the 
way around. If there could be some way of voting upon this measure 
without meeting these conditions it would have practically no support. 
I do not believe legislation thus enacted is likely to be wise. 

What is the justification for it? The Senator from New Hampshire 
said what I think no Southern Senator has yet said, that it was because 
the Southern States were unable themselves to meet the requirements 
of popular education within their limits. In speaking of the devasta- 
tion of the war and its result he says: 


We helped tocreate that devastation. We destroyed slavery in the 2 a 
wherein the resistance of the Southerner was just as necessary as 
ofthe Northerner. In no other way could that institution abe hme pincer 
at all; and it was destroyed for the general good, for the national good; as we 
all know, it was an institution for which the nation as a omer Piel the whole peo- 
ple, N. North as well as South, were ss nsible, 5 ished a common 


and the peoplein that, the country which particular scene 
of its devastations bei without property, paving 10 1 to reconstruct society, 
to reconstruct their Bacio anew of labor among them 


known to all z men that they have gane to 5 3 
the burdens of taxation, and yet have not reached the point of the education of 
their children as a whole, I think there is a moral obligation, I think there is a 
legal and a constitutional obli; 3 a national 8 on the part of the 

whole people to assist our friends at the South tempo: until they are fairly on 
C the great race of liſe with a Tait opportunity and a 
fair — with their brothers in other and more highly favored portions of the 
coun 

I take issue with that as a statement of a fact. I say that it is not 
a fact; and no Senator has arisen as I think on the Democratic side of 
the Chamber to say that such is the fact. Here before me sits one of 
the most enterprising and active of the business men of what is known 
as the Empire State of the South, Georgia. He has had occasion in 
the exercise of his business of ing railroads and of manufacturing 
iron and so on to put forth advertisements, prospectuses, representa- 
tions in regard to the resources of that great State, showing how invit- 
ing it was for immigration, how the laboring man was wanted there 
and how the capitalist was wanted there and everybody else was 
wanted there in order that he might make money and get great re- 
turns from having gone there. I think he would not have added to 


one of his advertisements to the people of the North or to the people 
of the Old Country we are all right here, except that if you come 
you must understand we have not money enough to educate your chil- 
dren.” Will any immigration bureau under the auspices of any State 
put forth a statement of that kind? 

On the contrary, are not the newspapers and all the public prints 
filled with statements exactly the opposite? The South is not repre- 
senting to-day its inability to carry on a system of education which 
will be broad enough and extensive enough and useful enough to 
embrace every single child of school age within its limits. Quite the 


contrary. 

A great deal has been said about the loss ofslaves. As was well said 
by my colleague, the destruction of slavery was no pecuniary loss to 
the South. The property was all there; it was simply the ownership 
that was changed. The decline in taxable valuation from 1860 to 1870 
represented everything that could possibly be said as the result of the 
devastation of war, including the removal from the tax-roll of the slaves, 
who before that time had been taxed as other property. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make an explanation? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

Mr. GEORGE. I presume that in the other Southern States, like 
it was in Mississippi before the war, slave property was not taxed by 
valuation, but taxed per capita. So the value of the slaves never went 
into the aggregate value of the taxable property of the State. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the Senator from Mississippi would be saying in 
effect that South Carolina lost by reason of the destruction of property 
during the war $300,000, 000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Idonot know that that is true in reference to Sona 
Carolina. I only speak in reference to Mississippi, and I sup 5 
applies to the other States. Other Senators can speak ſor those 

Mr. PLUMB. At all events, the taxable valuation as shown now 
represents land, houses, cattle, horses, hogs—everything of that kind 
that is property elsewhere. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will make another 
statement on that subject. Since the war taxation in the Sonth has 
been tending to include all classes of property. Before the war a great 
deal of property was never taxed at all. For instance, I can speak in 
reference to my own State. No money securities of any sort were ever 
taxed before the war in Mississippi, except securities given for money 
loaned. 

Mr. PLUMB. Remembering, as I do, the extent to which the South 
was indebted to the North about the time of the war, and what became 
of that indebtedness, I presume there was no property of that kind to 
be taxed. There had been taken out of the taxable property of the 
Southern States, and had been prior to the year 1870, all the destruc- 
tion of property accruing because of the war, including the destruction 
of slave property 3 every other thing that had tended to depreciate 
that I do not care to comment to any considerable extent 
on the fact that some of the States have shown a diminution of taxable 
valuation according to the returns between 1870 and 1880, that while 
they increase in population they decrease in taxable valuation; but I 
desire to call attention to the fact that every Southern State had more 
miles of railroad in 1880 than it had in 1870, more iron fi and 
more of all the things that go to make up wealth than they ever had 


But take it as it is now, with every single thing charged off that 
could possibly be charged to the war, the Southern States which I have 
named have a taxable valuation shown by the figures of 1880, and on 
the basis of that I say that every single one of them is able, financially 
able, to take care of and give a good, fair common-school education to 
every child of school age within its limits. 

Who is to pay this money and who is to get it? I havea table here 
which exhibits what certain States get and what they pay under this bill: 


6, 448, 482 
2, 159, 052 


— 1,801,616 
. 4,309,019 


see 1,372, 441 
2.749, 621 


577,532 
— 2,274,461 


Mr. GEORGE. What does the Senator mean by a State paying so 
much ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean that is the proportion of this $77,000,000 
which is levied upon and paid by the people of the respective States. 

Mr. GEORGE. If levied according to direct taxation by the Fed- 
eral ratio? R 

Mr. PLUMB. Collected by the Government of the United States on 
the clothing we wear, the sugar, the salt, and so on, that we eat, justas 
we pay all the national taxes that are levied. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a calculation on the basis of population? 
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Mr. PLUMB. On the basis of population by the census of 1880, in 
which I beg the Senate to bear in mind that no account is taken of the 
increase in the population since that date of the Western States, nor 
the increase yet to come; their constant increase will make them bear 
a much larger burden than is here shown. I will carry the statement 
through all the States and Territories. 


ss... 789,592 wee 5,332, 498 
25,291, 711 Pays... —. 2,117,591 


423, 060 soe 1, 057, 895 
— 865,765 


688. 420 
—. 1,811,685 


— 59.737 
wee 567,743 


21,151 


eee 


* 


72, 388 
84,000 


22,031 
91, 000 
64, 283 
167,391 


109, 363 
201,548 


— 5, 749, 121 
1, 989, Pays... 
Washington Territo: 
mated population, 
Gets. 


Pays. 


(esti- 
000) — 


—ů— — Dy OOS, 718 
armene 4,477, 286 


= 91, 978 
Pays. 244, 675 

Mr. President, when we come to levy a tax for the payment of money 
which isnot to be equally expended, there ought to be ample justification 
for such levy. I should like toask the Senator from Wisconsin if he is 
willing to levy upon the lumbermen of Wisconsin, to levy upon the wage- 
workers of that great State, the amount of money necessary to meet the 
amount they will have to pay over and above what they will get in order 
that it may be given to the Southern States? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. i £ 

Mr. BLAIR. Would there be any difference between expending 
$7 000,000 (which is the amount this bill asks for the first year and none 
is appropriated) for the common schools of the country and expending 
the same amount of money for the improvement of rivers and harbors? 
Might there not be some sort of discrimination shown as between States 
in that regard, where some States do not fare quite as well as others? 

Mr. PLUMB. That money is levied on the theory that the expendi- 
ture of it is for the benefit of the whole people, and Iam showing that 
this expenditure isnot for the benefit of the whole people. If thatis the 
theory, then I want the Senator from New Hampshire to be willing to 
have the bill amended in such a way that the money shall be paid to 
the different States according to their population, and not distributed 
according to the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. ould the Senator like to be answered now, treating 
that as a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no control over the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. He can answer it now or later, just as he pleases. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill, without trespassing much on the Senator’s time, 
just say that the theory of the bill is that illiteracy is considered as 
dangerous to the public good or general welfare as any imperfectionin 
our rivers and harbors, and it is expressly upon the ground that it isa 
national and general evil that calls for a remedy by contributions from 
the national finances that the bill is pressed upon the Senate. The 
contribution of the country for the improvement of our rivers and har- 
bors is for the general good. There are many States which will not draw 
a single dollar of that expenditure probably or but a very small amount; 
and that tax is paid cheerfully by all. It is the opinion of those who 
favor this measure that general ignorance is as dangerous to one portion 
of the country as another, and that it equally calls for a national con- 
tribution for a remedy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I shall show—at least I have already demon- 
strated to my own satisfaction by the investigation which I have given 
to this subject—that the theory on which this bill proceeds, as stated 


48.188 
210, 000 


——— 


— 3 ——ͤ—.— 


by the Senator from New Hampshire, is absolutely untrue; that there 
is not a single Southern State but that is just as able to educate to the 
extent, of giving a reasonable common-school education to its school 
children as any Northern State is. 

The State of New Hampshire pays $485,787 of this expenditure and 
gets $177,216. I imagine that even the astute and eloquent Senator 
from New Hampshire will have some little trouble in justifying his 
advocacy of this bill, which levies $300,000 net off the wage-workers of 
that State to give to people who do not need it. I will take one or two 
further samples. 

New York gets $2,721,066, and pays $7,116,019; North Carolina gets 
the snug sum of $5,749,121, and pays $1,959,650; South Carolina gets 
$4,582,792, and pays $1,393,807; Tennessee gets $5,089,262, and pays 
$2,159,302; Virginia gets $5,332,498, and pays $2,117,591; Wisconsin 
gets $688,420, and pays $1,841,695. 

There should be justification for this inequality. It is not to be done 
by argument. It must be demonstrated. I do not care whether the 
measure is constitutional or not; it is enough to say that it is not a wise 
expenditure of public money. I can say on the construetion of the Con- 
stitution, however, that if this be constitutional, then hereafter there 
are no States except as they exist in the imagination, because they have 
no function which can not be absorbed at the will of the National Gov- 
ernment. If this is constitutional, then it is constitutional to abrogate 
the States, because if we can devote money to the public schools of the 
different States, and follow it too, as the Senator from Maryland well 
said on Friday, for the purpose of seeing that it is properly expended, 
nominate to them the system of schools which they shall carry on, pro- 
vide that they shall not build school-houses with it—if we can limit 
the expenditure, then we may go further and seize the entire system 
and put it into bonds under control here at Washington. It may be con- 


ooo | Stitutional, but I do not think that is wise. But it is enough for me 


to know, for the purpose of the vote I shall give, that it is an unwise 
and unwarranted expenditure of the public money. 

But, Mr. President, the theory upon which this bill is founded fails 
on the Senator’s own statement of its purpose. I read again from his 
speech. I take it no one will question his authority to speak for the 
bill. His theory is that as we freed the slave, as we thereby launched 
upon the Southern States a great mass of ignorant people, we are under 
obligation to remove that ignorance by appropriations from the Na- 
tional Treasury. In his speech made on the 16th of February the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire said: 

It has been stated in the speech of the Senator from Tennessee 
son] this afternoon that there are about four million children in the Southern 
States who are not enrolled at all, who are not attending school at all, and we by 


this bill make no provision for this vast uncultivated class who are outside the 
present operations of the common-school system. 


(Mr. Jack- 


Is that lifting the burdens of the war from these people when we leave 
outside the four million children who are not now enrolled? The very 
class that he uses for the purpose of getting us to make this appropria- 
tion are not to benefit a dollar by it. No, sir; the blacks whom we 
freed, the ignorant people whom we left on the hands of the Southern 
States as freedmen, are not to have it. They are not embraced within 
the terms of this bill; it is for somebody else, and thus, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire is authorized to speak for this bill, the very founda- 
tion disappears from under it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator, but I do not 
think he understands me in what I have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. The general fact was stated by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. JACKSON] that only about one-third the children of the 
South are enrolled. There are, speaking in round numbers, about six 
million children there within the school ages who should be educated; 
only about one-third of them are enrolled. Those who are enrolled are 
the ones that are presumed to attend school. Those who are not en- 
rolled are not for the time being attending school. I stated that the 
amount of money proposed by this bill to be distributed 5 the 
country would give to the South only the means of extending the length 
of the schools which now exist 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not yield to the Senator to make another speech 
in my time. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to make my point, as I was 
making it briefly. The money thus paid out would simply be suffi- 
cient to extend existing schools to what would seem to be only a rea- 
sonable period—that is, six months. Of course, when it comes to be 
applied it will be used with the other public funds of the State in estab- 
lishing schools where they do not exist, but in so far as other schools 
are established the length of the whole school period must be shortened, 
The point I was making was that this appropriation, which is being 
talked about as so enormous, is very far short of the amount that is 
really necessary in proportion to the evil that exists. 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, the people of the Southern States, like 
the people of the Northern States, not only assess their own property 
but impose their own taxes. The Senator, for the purpose of showing 
the necessity of this appropriation, published certain tables in that 
number of the RECORD which he had all to himself. I quoted the tax- 
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able property of some of the Southern States. The States which I 
quoted I only used as samples. I did not select them. They 
fairly represent the whole. South Carolina, with a taxable valuation 
in 1880 of $133,000,000, paid $440,000 for school purposes. The South- 
ern States, too, have cheaper State and local government than the North- 
ern States. In the South the county is the unit of local government. 
There are no such subdivisions as are known in the North. In the 
State of Kansas, which is a fair sample of the Northern States, there 
are subdivisions within the counties having taxable power, the road 
district, the school district, the township, the town, and the city, every 
one of them having independent taxing power and every one of them 
supreme within a limit fixed by the Legislature, and not a narrow 
limit neither in regard to levying taxes for the purposes for which these 
different subdivisions of the municipality are created. 

I asked the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY ] what per cent. was 

id in the State of Arkansas. He said that they pay for all p 

te, county, and school purposes, outside of the great cities, 12 mills 
on the dollar. 

Mr. BLAIR. What State is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. Arkansas. Is it true then that the Southern States 
require the levying of taxes on the North to help them? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? 

Mr. PLUMB. Notatall; Iam speaking of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Arkansas would do well to study 
the teachings of the census on that same point. I will, however, take 
occasion to reply later. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam quoting the Senator from Arkansas who sits in 
front of me. He said to me yesterday, and I made a memorandum of 
it, that the entire levy of taxes in that State, except in the cities, did 
not exceed 12 mills. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is $2.12 on the hundred dollars. 

Mr. BERRY. In speaking to the Senator from Kansas yesterday I 
had reference to the counties particularly in my locality, in the north- 
ern part of the State. I stated to him that in other sections of the 
State, especially in the cities, the taxes were higher on account of the 
county debts that had been entailed upon them and that they were 
still owing. 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not differ from my statement at all. I 
stated that outside of the cities the gross levy for all purposes in the 
State of Arkansas is 12 mills. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is $2.12. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask any Senator on this floor whether that is the 
fall tax-paying capacity of the State of Arkansas? Of that only five 
mills are levied for school purposes, and the balance for other county 
and State purposes. TheState of Kansas in 1870, with a taxable valua- 
tion of $92,000,000, levied $672,000 for schools, while the State of South 
Carolina with $133,000,000 of taxable valuation, more than 50 per 
cent. greater, the same year levied 50 per cent. less for school purposes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator from Kansas does not wish 
to be interrupted by me, but I should like to correct him in regard to 
his own State. 

Mr. PLUMB. I decline to yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. He not only had two days of time but one entire number of 
the RECORD to make his speech in. When I have gone as far as he has 
then I shall yield to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the Senator might like to be accurate abont 
his own State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr.PLUMB. South Carolina in 1877 levied only $282, 451 for school 
purposes. The State of Louisiana, with a population in 1860 of 708,000, 
with an assessed valuation of $435,000,000, levied $726,000. In 1870, 
with an assessed valuation of $253,000,000, it levied $456,000. All the 
States of the South without exception levy from one-quarter to one- 
half what is levied for similar purposes according to the taxable valu- 
ation by the Northern States. When the war was over, and five years 
after the war closed, there was not one of all the States which I have 
named that had not a taxable valuation largely in excess of the State 
of Kansas. What was the difference against them in that year com- 
pared with that State? They had been through the war for four years, 
they had the same rich soil they had had before, the same climate, the 
same great forests of timber, the same mines of coal and iron, the same 
navigable water open all the year round, and they were naturally fa- 
vored above all othersections of the United States. Was that worse to 
start with than comparatively nothing? 

Yet the State of since that time has appropriated more than 
four times more in proportion to its population, and havin also 
to its wealth, than any Southern State has appropriated, and it has done 
it not upon the basis of inherited wealth; it has done it upon wealth 
which it has created meanwhile. In 1861, at the close of the Territorial 
period, the State of Kansas, emerging from its own war only to enter into 
another one, expended $1,700 for school p In 1862, in the midst 
of that great struggle, it increased the appropriation to $11,000, in 1863 
to $26,000, in 1864 to $84,000, and in 1865 to $137,000. 

Now, suppose that the State of Kansas and those Southern States 
commenced without property at the close of the war, with nothing but 
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population, and let us see what the difference is. Since 1865 the State 
of has appropriated for common schools more than $29,000,000, 
and every dollar that it has appropriated has proved an attraction for 
the State to all the people of the United States seeking homes, and it 
has thereby added year by year to its population and wealth according 
to its expenditure for this great and noble purpose. Thirty million 
dollars in thirty years, and an expenditure for the last year of nearly 
$3,000,000! Talk about alevy of 12 mills! What the people of Kan- 
sas have asked is not what they would like to pay, not alone either 
what they were able to pay, but what the situation demanded of them. 
A little hamlet to-day rises on what was yesterday a naked and unoc- 
cupied plain, and under the law of that State where there is a school 
district containing twelve children the electors (and that embraces in 
that State for all school purposes women as well as men) get together 
in school meeting, patterned after the town meeting of New England, 
where every man and every woman votes, and levy a tax for the pu: 

of building a school-house, and if the taxable valuation is not sufficient 
for that purpose they pledge the future by the issue of bonds in order 
that there may be no delay in beginning the education of their children. 
And then follow adequate levies for the payment of teachers and other 


expenses. i 

The school-house is the principal object around which the settlement 
centers. The one thing which the man who settles on the Kansas soil 
will not be without is the facility for schooling his children, and where 
the school-house is planted, where the spirit exists to erect and main- 
tain it, other spirits of the same kind, other ambitious, energetic, 
forceful, intelligent people come, and the hamlet of to-day is the or- 
ganized county of to-morrow; and swift after this population come 
railroads. It is the sign by which the people of Kansas have conquered; 
and what they have done is not single and alone to them. While they 
have been doing this Nebraska has been doing the same thing. Dakota, 
Colorado, all the Western States and Territories are engaged in the 
same work in the same way by means of the same self-sacrifice. 

A levy of 12 mills is more than the average in the country districts of 
the South for all purposes. While in Alabama afew years ago, talking 
with one of the keenest, wisest men of business of that State, he said 
to me that the only drawback was the rate of taxation. When I asked 
him what it was, he said,“ Well, it is 1 per cent., but I think we can 
get it down to about 8 mills. He had spoken kindly of Kansas, about 
its growth, its enterprise, and so on. When I told him that our people 
levied sometimes 2} and sometimes even as much as 5 percent. inasingle 
year for school purposes alone, such was their determination to have 
educational facilities, to have all the appliances of a highly ordered gov- 
ernment, he was amazed. 

The spirit which shirks the payment of taxes, of the imposition of 
necessary burdens, never builds school-houses or railroads. I know 
there may be, as there often is, such a thing as overtaxation, but there 
is also that which ‘‘withholdeth more than is meet and it tendeth to 
poverty.“ One of the results of low taxes in the South is lack of in- 
terest in public affairs. Why is it that our census tables and election 
returns show that less votes are cast in proportion in most of the elec- 
tion districts of the South than in those of the North? Why is it that 
there is lack of interest in county affairs, including schools? It is be- 
cause the one aspiration, the one determination, is that the government 
shall be cheap, and so long as it is cheap the electors and property- 
owners are satisfied and take no furtherinterest. The interest is pro- 
portioned to the stake. Levy taxes upon men, and they will promptly 
go to the polls and vote for the men who are toexpendthem. Levy 
taxes for the maintenance of schools, the building of bridges, court- 
houses, and all the appliances and protection of a well-ordered govern- 
ment, and the people will take good care that their judgment goes along 
with their money. 

It is a grace of this kind that the South needs. If it should be seized 
with the enterprise to create schools, build good roads, and generally 
to bring together what the Northern people are accustomed to and which 
they will not be without, it would divert largely the stream of emigra- 
tion which flows so full to the West and which shuns the South like a 
plague-spot. d 

The taxes in no Southern State, as I said, average half what they do 
in the Northern States. I leave out the cities, I take the country dis- 
tricts. If the State of Louisiana, or the State of South Carolina, or 
Alabama, or any other State levied taxes as they are levied in the North- 
ern States, there would be a school fund ample for all the purposes of 
the education of every single person of school age within the limits of 
those States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator stated a little while ago that the State 
of Kansas paid a school tax of 5 per cent. upon its property. I desire 
to know whether all the property in Kansas is taxed or whether only 
a portion of it is taxed for that purpose? Does the Senator mean to 
say that on all the wealth of Kansas 5 per cent. is levied? 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean to say that it has been often levied, and that 
the only exception to the rule of constitutional taxation upon all prop- 
erty there is the exemption of $200 of personal property to the head of 
every family. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Everything else is taxed? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ev else is taxed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the taxation according to the actual value of the 

roperty ? 
5 Mr. PLUMB, It is a valuation which is required to be uniform. I 
do not think it extends in every case to the actual value of the property; 
that is, to its selling value, but I presume the same rule applies there 
as elsewhere; the people their own property, and the rule of law 
is that it shall be taxed at its actual value in cash. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say that the property of 
Kansas would sell for the amount at which it is assessed or for more? 

Mr. PLUMB. It would probably sell for its assessed value—possibly 
for more. I do not mean to say that all property bears 5 percent. tax 
every year; what I mean to say is that the amount is graded not ac- 
cording to what would ordinarily be called the ability to pay, but ac- 
cording to the necessity which exists of having schools, and that the 
question of rate is not allowed to stand between the settler there and 
the school facilities which he regards as material for his children. It 
may be 5 per cent., it may be 2 per cent., it may be 1 per cent. In 
the city in which I live the school-tax alone is 1 per cent. In some of 
the country districts it is a great deal more. Of course it varies, and 
as the population becomes more dense the tax becomes less; but I will 
venture to say that there is not a school district in that State in which 
it is as low as it is in the State of Arkansas to-day, according to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas—5 mills. It is oftener over 1 per 
cent. than under, and it is now lower in all the older settled portions 
of the State than it has been. 

A false impression has been created as to the question of taxation for 
school purposes in Kansas and elsewhere. I see that the Commissioner 
of Education gives utterance to it in his report for 188384. Speaking 
of the school system of Kansas he says: 

The public schools are ted from the proceeds of all lands granted by 
re 8 Ps aa including 500,000 acres given to new States under act of Sep- 
e | 1841— 

That is not very material, but I can state for his benefit that not one 

acre of that land goes into the school fand— 


and also sections 16 and 36 in e township, granted by act of January 29, 
1861; from estates of those dying without heir or will; from per cent, as 
may be granted by on the sale of lands in the State— 


That is the 5 per cent.— 
from a yearly tax of 1 mill on $1; and from an annual fee of $50 paid by every 
insurance company doing business in the State. 

He states that as the sum of all the sums paid in Kansas for school 
purposes, when it was but a small fraction. As I said, the tax for 
school purposes in that State amounted last year to nearly $3,000,000, 
with a school population of about 460,000. The entire amount realized 
as income on the fund granted by the United States Government and 
including all the escheats and the fines and forfeitures in the State 
which go into the school fund only furnished 80 cents on the scholar. 
The balance was appropriated and paid by the people themselves by 
direct taxation levied upon their property. 

I have here a table showing the amount that has been granted to 
every State in the Union for school purposes. 


Statement of grants to States and reservations to Territories for school pur- 


Dates of grants. 


March 3, 1803. 
068 | Abril 1s 1818; 
March 6. 1820. 
March 2. 1819. 
3. 1803; May 19, 
1852; Mareh 3, 1857. 
April 21, 1806; February 
June 23, 1888. 
une 
Do. 
503 | March 3,1845. 


Californie ...<rcnecorsescosees soaséòisocsssooosoocinso 6,719,324 | Act March 3, 1853, 
Minnesota. 2,969,990 | February 26, 1857. 
Oregon... 3,329,706 | February 14, 1859. 
Kansas... 2, 801, 306 | January 29, 1861. 
Nevada, 3, 985, 428 21, 
Nebraska 2,702,044 | April 19, 1864. 
Colorado.. — 3,715, 555 3, ‘ 
Washington Territory. 2, 488,675 | March 2 
New Mexico Territory. . . 4, 809, 868 Se ber 9, 1880; July 
Utah Territory... 3,003, 613 | September 9, 1850. 
Dakota Territory. 5,366,451 | March 2, 1861. 
5,112,035 ary 28, 
4,050,347 | May 26, 1864. 
3,068,231 | March 3, 1863. 
8, 480,281 | July 25, 1868. 


67,893, 919 


No grants to Indian and Alaska Territories. 


Lands in sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in Territories not granted, but re- 


se: è 
Lands in place and indemnity for deficiencies in sections and townships, un- 
der acts of May 20, 1826, and February 26, 1859, included in above statement. 


Something has been said about the question of the school fund arising 
out of the appropriation of sections 16 and 36. Every State admitted 
into the Union since 1846 has had sections 16 and 36. The States ad- 
mitted prior to that time had one section to each township. 

So the newer States, like Kansasand Nebraska, are not the only ones 
that have had lands for school purposes. Mississippi had 837,584 acres. 

Mr. FRYE. For common schools? 

Mr. PLUMB. For common schools. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make an explanation 
there? I do not want to interrupt him unless it is agreeable to him. 

Mr. PLUMB. All right. 

M. GEORGE. I desire to make a statement in reference to the six- 
teenth sections in Mississippi. Under the law of the State and of Con- 
gress the sixteenth sections were leased for ninety-nine years. Nearly 
all the sixteenth sections were leased before the war, and where the 
title had vested and the money had been loaned, in nearly every in- 
stance the fund was lost by the general insolvency arising from the war. 
That is the fact about it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have said nothing about what has become of these 
lands. I have no doubt that, like the fund which was given to States 
under the act of 1837, much of it has been misappropriated and lost. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was not misappropriated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, lost, then, by misadventure. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was sold, and the money loaned to good and sol- 
vent men at the time they borrowed it; but when pay-day came they 
were nearly all bankrupt. 

Mr. PLUMB. Some of the Southern States have had besides swamp 
land and indemnity for swamp lands, and those swamp lands, as weall 
know now, were largely good agricultural lands. They were granted 
to the several States upon the theory that they not only needed recla- 
mation, but that the States themselves stood ready with money to re- 
claim them, That reclamation never has been made, and the lands 
have been used for the purpose of swelling the revenues of the sev- 
eral States. I do not speak of this to complain of it, but I speak of it 
simply as showing that those States have had benefits from the na- 
tional Treasury which more than equal those which have been had by 
the Western States. 

Alabama has had already, or is in process of now getting, 479,500acres; 
Arkansas, 8,652,000; Florida, 15,656,000acres; and Ihavea letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, in which he says that the claim of Florida 
adds to that by nearly 3,000,000 acres, amounting to about 18,000,000 
acres for the State of Florida. Illinois has 3,000,000; Indiana, 1,000, - 
000; Iowa, 3,000,000; Louisiana, under the act of 1849, has 10,817,- 
000, and under the act of 1850 543,000 acres; Mississippi, 3,070,000 
acres; Missouri, 4,719,000 acres; and so on. 

In addition to that those States had their distributive shares each of 
them of the fand of 1837. ‘That table is contained in the speech of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and if there is no objection I will incor- 
porate it into mine only for the purpose of showing that there is no 
foundation for the charge that the Western States admitted since 1846 
have had any advantage from the national Treasury or from the com- 
mon fund, either in lands or money, that all the Southern States have 
not equally had. 


Statement respecting the surplus revenue deposit of 1837, and the educational 
use made by each State receiving a part thereof. 


Names of States receiving parts of the deposit. 


88888882225 
388828882333 
8888888 


BEES 
È 


88888822 
28828883888 


B 
888 
88888888 888888 88828 


Bjr 
2 
£ 
2 
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The fact is in the race for appropriations I think the general result 
is a pretty even divide. 

Mr. President, it is not money that the Southern States lack, it is 
the spirit to do the work and to make the necessary sacrifice. You 
may give them from the national Treasury not only $77,000,000, but 
ten times seventy-seven million, and every dollar you give them 
will be not a help to education, but actually a disaster toit. Money 
does not educate people. Education is born of the determination to 
know, of that keen instinct quick to discern the advantage of know- 
ing, followed by thedetermination to put forth every effort and to use 
every appliance in order that the requisition may be made. Is the 
native sitting under the bread-fruit tree of the equatorial region, who 
has only to open his mouth and it is filled, thereby stimulated to exer- 
tion? Will the South hanging upon the national Treasury fund for 
school purposes, and justifying itself by the claim that the North owes 
this money to it because slavery was abolished, and that therefore you 
are getting your own, be likely to be stimulated to the effort without 
which there can be no effective education ? 

No, Mr. President, the passage of this bill and the distribution of this 
money is a serious blow to the educational system of theSouth. What 
it needs is the stimulus of self-help; and in the four or five years last 
past, during which time I have given attention to this subject, I am 

lad to say that the South is increasing year by year its expenditures 
for school purposes, and the cause of education has been sensibly quick- 
ened. If let alone and allowed to stand upon its own resources and not 
encouraged to believe that it can hang like a leech upon the national 
Treasury it will continue to increase the scope and efficiency of its sys- 
tem, stimulated by a rising appreciation of the necessity of education 
for all its people, and as it widens the foundation of the structure, as it 
adds school-house by school-house, teacher by teacher, out of the money 
that it has earned, and which it must earn before it can pay, it will find 
that a structure thus built will be enduring to the end, and will not 
be shaken by storms or undermined by neglect; and it is only such a 
system as thit which can be of any value to the South or to anybody 
else. 


There are places in the State of Massachusetts where there are more 
illiterates than there are in the State of Kansas, and places in the State 
of Massachusetts where there are more illiterates than there are in certain 
places in the Southern States. Kansas has a less proportion of illiter- 
ates than Massachusetts by more than 60 per cent. That does not nec- 
essarily mean that the great body of the people of Kansas are more in- 
telligent than those of Massachusetts. There is a certain amount of 
illiteracy that can not be removed. The millennium will not come this 
year. There will always be people who can not read and write. There 
is a certain amount of froth upon the surface of every great swiftly- 
flowing river. The illiteracy prevailing in usetts can not be 
materially reduced by levying taxes, just as it can not be considerably 
reduced in Kansas. In other words, both States havesubstantially got 
to the maximum of what money will do. The illiteracy is one of im- 
portation, and not of local origin. 

So in the South there is the illiteracy which the war found there, the 
black people of the age of fifty, sixty, seventy-five, and even a hundred 
years. No amount of money will ever remove that. It is not intended 
while they are used as the basis of this distribution that they shall ever 
have any of the benefit of it. But as these are eliminated from time 
to time, and as the people down there are inspired by their appreciation 
of the need of universal education, not only as a good in itself, but as 
a means to pecuniary prosperity, all other kinds of illiteracy will dis- 
appear as well. 

I am glad to bear testimony to the courageous men on the other side 
of this Chamber who put aside as unworthy of them that portion of this 
fund which goes to their States. Look at Alabama, for instance, lying 
between two great systems of navigable waters. ‘There is more coaland 
more iron in the space of 125 miles between the upper waters of the 
‘Tennessee, flowing into the Ohio, and the waters of the Big Warrior, 
leading into the Gulf of Mexico, than there is in the entire State of 
Pennsylvania. The taxable values of that State are increasing by more 
than $7,000,000 each year. Every year it is more and more becoming 
a great factorin the iron production of this country, and every year the 
people of that great State are pluming themselves on the fact that they 
are running a race with Pennsylvania in the production of iron and coal. 

More favorably located than Pennsylvania, with water courses open 
all the year round that touch the borders of their great iron and coal 
production, do they want money out of the national Treasury? Are 
they willing while they make advertisement to the people of the world 
of their richness in all material resources, of their energy and their am- 
bition, that it shall be accompanied by a statement that ‘‘ while weare 
thus rich, the people that come within our borders must be prepared 
either to educate their own children or to join us in a raid upon the 
Treasury of the United States because we have not got the money to 
do it ourselves?“ 

I know the people of that State do not want it. I know the people 
of Georgia do not want it. I know that those people left to themselves, 
away from the devices of politics and politicians, putting aside with the 
contempt which it deserves this talk about the debt of the North tothe 
South, will always say they do not want it; and I prophesy that if this 


bill does not become a law in this Congress it will never receive one- 
third of the votes of this body in any other Congress. 

If I believed the South was engaged in a vain struggle, liable to be 
ingulfed under the ignorance of its population, that it had exhausted 
every resource which a spirited people could put forth for the purpose 
of meeting it, then I should say not only appropriate this money for 
eight years, but I should say, considering these people as absolutely de- 
pendent, let us adopt a system not for to-day nor for eight years to 
come, but for all the coming time, to meet that poverty which can not 
supply means of education—than which no poverty can be more abject. 

A people who have got railroads, whohave gotrich and fertile lands, 
ina favorableclimate, near to markets, can never be so poor that they can 
not take from their labor enough to educate their children and leave 
them an abundance with which to fill their stomachs and clothe their 
backs. Poverty of that sort is not the poverty of inability but that of 
sloth. The people of Kansas, who have taxed themselves, who have 
mortgaged the future, who have borne every burden willingly in order 
that their children might have a better education than they themselves 
had, ought not to be levied upon to make up for the sloth and indiffer- 
ence of a ple who are not willing to tax themselves in order that 
they may have equal advantages. 

When there is a flood on the Lower Mississippi Congress is appealed 
to and responds in generous appropriations; but there have been mis- 
fortunes to the people of Kansas and Nebraska far more devastating 
than any flood that ever overflowed the banks of the Mississippi River; 
and yet picking up fresh courage from every new misfortune, asking 
nothing from any one but simply planting their feet more firmly upon 
the ground, addressing themselves to the great problem before them 
with more zeal and earnestness and determination they have sur- 
mounted every misfortune, It was because they had the spirit of de- 
termination, because they had courage, because they had industry that 
they succeeded, and without these there can be no education, there can 
be no civilization; and donations bring neither education nor civiliza- 
tion. 

Task Northern Senators if they will vote to tax the many small farms, 
the many shops and forges already bearing the largest proportionate 
burden of taxation imposed, as they always do, the money necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this bill? If they do, let them consider well 
of their reasons. And why levy a great burden on the Territories de- 
nied admission as States, struggling with all the adverse circumstances 
attending new and frontier settlements? Is it manly thus to impose 
on them? Let not this injustice be done in the sacred name of educa- 
tion. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there is nothing that affords a greater 
contrast than the plain, simple fact when contrasted with declarations 
of theory and opinion. There have been grave questions made in regard 
to this bill, and an examination of the merits of the people of the re- 
spective States and sections has been largely entered upon. It has been 
said that the illiteracy in some portions of the country is due to the 
fault of the people there; that there is abundant ability, taxable sources 
of revenue, to sustain a proper system of publie instruction throughout 
the States where it prevails. 

Suppose we leave that subject for one moment and consider that the 
United States collected from the people of the Southern States, where 
the greatest need for aid to education exists, between sixty and seventy 
million dollars without authority of law and paid it into the Treasury 
of the United States, and that it still remains there, the property ofthe 
people from whom it was taken. Whatis the result and what the ob- 
ligation of that fact? What matters it what superiority there may or 
may not be in different portions of this country, if that fact be true, 
and if there is illiteracy and there is a need of education, what is the 
constitutional objection, or the moral objection, or the political objec- 
tion to the payment of that money, unlawfully in the T of the 
United States and taken from the people of these Southern States? 
But we have grave constitutional arguments here to show that while 
that money did get into the Treasury by the operations of the Govern- 
ment, that while it got there by the exercise of the constitutional pow- 
ers of the Government, although unlawfully exerted, yet there is no 
constitutional power to pay it out, even for purposes which concern the 
people of all the States. 

I think that fact is a sufficient answer to the Senator from Kansas 
and to his objections to this bill, that here isa large sum of money taken 
from the people of the States where illiteracy most prevails, at a time 
when their industries were disordered, when there was no power to re- 
suscitate all the various sources from which industry derives its support, 
while there was no power to direct efficiently the labor of the country, 
and still held by the national 5 

But it is not necessary to enter into a discussion of the questions 
raised by the Senator from Kansas. It is idle to deny the fact that a 
great war had destroyed the relations of society, the relations of in- 
dustry; that it had destroyed the values of property, and that those 
people have not yet recovered from that war. Be the fact what it may 
in to the superior economies of the people of Kansas or any other 
State it does not touch the question that the result of the great civil 
war left the Southern people and the Southern States with disordered 
industry, with landed property which had no convertible value in 
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money, and that its effects still remain; and that no people, either in 
Kansas or anywhere else in the world, have ever striven with more 
economy, with more industry, nor appropriated their means with more 
liberality to the great burden of education that came upon them from 
these circumstances. 

The figures which the Senator from New Hampshire has furnished 
and has had printed in the RECORD abundantly evidence that fact; 
they abundantly establish the present needs of the country, the fact 
that there is an increasing illiteracy throughout the country, the fact 
that there is a necessity for a greater application of money than can be 
obtained from the taxable resources of the people of these States, and 
it is with that question and its consequences that we are called upon 
to-day to deal. 

How do we approach that question? We find the gravest constitu- 
tional objections urged against this bill. Senators can find in this 
simple appropriation of money not so great as the sum belonging to 
them in the Treasury to be accepted or rejected by the States at their 
will, to be pa eg? through their own State officers, and with the re- 
quirement only of a condition applicable to all appropriations and 
grants of public money, that it shall be applied to the purpose for which 
it is intended. They find in this simple fact a grave constitutional ob- 
jection, that it interferes with the autonomy of the States, that it isde- 
structive of their sovereign power of legislation, that itinvades the bar- 
rier interposed by the Constitution between State and Federal power, 
that although money was appropriated to purchase Louisiana and a 
part of Texas, although the people were taxed to buy Alaska, and 
although neither of these acts is pretended to be within the specific 
grants of power, for which alone under the argument of the objectors 
to this bill, money can be appropriated, yet no power can be found 
to apply the money realized from taxes in aid of education even with 
the consent of the States where it is to be expended. 

Nothing, I think, will more clearly establish how futile these ideas 
are than the fact that it has been regarded as a proper subject of State 
and Federal power that a State might cede its territory to the United 
States. The State of Texas ceded to the United States for a consider- 
ation paid in money enough empire to make two or three States. The 
power was found in the Constitution for that, and where was it found? 
Can it be said that the right of a State and the Federal Government to 
make a compact by which the territory of the State is surrendered to 
be held at the discretion of the National Government is less dangerous 
to State autonomy than the power to accept a gift? There is no dis- 
cretion or limitation either upon the State or upon the Government of 
the United States. Ifthey may cede their territory by a compact and 
it be accepted, they may extinguish the State government entirely. If 
there is a power for a part there is a power for the whole, and it will 
not do to construe the Constitution upon any such narrow and imprac- 
ticable ideas as these. 

Time and again the power of a State and the Federal Government to 
make a compact by which the State ceded her territory to the United 
States has been ized and aflirmed, and it creates no apprehension 
and no alarm; but manifestly I reiterate such a power may be so used 
as to be absolutely destructive of the theory of an indestructible State. 

How, then, shall we construe the Constitution? Simply by the prop- 
osition that it contains two great principles, the one of national govern- 
ment and national authority and the other of State authority, and that 
neither can as a matter of power interfere with the other. This con- 
struction of the Constitution has prevailed throughout the whole history 
of this Government. None other is practicable. 

We find as the result of this that the public domain of the United States, 
estimated to be 1,849,000,000 acres, cost for the purchase $322,049, 000, 
paid by the Government of the United States out of the taxable reve- 
nues of the country, paid by taxes imposed upon the people of the 
United States under the powers of the Constitution. 

COST PER ACRE OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN—PURCHASE AND CESSIONS. 

The entire public domain contained (estimated) cessions, 259,171,787 acres; 
2 1. 8 total, 1. 82,310,987 acres; cost, 888,157, 389.98, which 
eee 881.987, 389.98; contained 1.593, 139. 200 acres; cost 5ᷣ cents per 


acre. 

Louisiana purchase—cost, $27,267,621.98; contained 756,961,250 acres; cost 3} 
cents per acre. 
East and West Florida, from Spain—cost, $6,489,768; contained 37,931,520 acres; 


W igor bom) acre, 
Mi „. upe Hidalgo cost, $15,000,000; contained 334,443,520acres; cost 
4} cents per acre, 

purchase, 1850 — cost $16,000,000; contained 65,130,880 acres; cost 24,4 


Texas 
— acre. 

Mexico, Gadsden purchase, 1853—cost $10,000,000; contained 29,142,400 acres; 
cost Aay cents per acre. 

A from Russia, 1867—cost, $7,200,000; contained 369,529,600 acres; cost 
II cents per acre, 

ate cessions, from Georgia—cost, $6,200,000; contained 56,689,920 acres; cost 

10}? cents per acre. 

United States has disposed of (estimated) 547,754,483.88 acres of public do- 
main, exclusive of Tennessee, and received therefor, net, $200,702,849.11, or 
nearly cents per acre. 

The domain contains (estimated) 1,852,310,987 acres, and cost for pur- 
chase, Indians, survey, and disposition, $322,049,595.96, or about 17} cents per 
acre. 


We find that vast portions of this money have passed by donation ac- 
cepted. by the States to all of the States, and the distinction that can 


be drawn between the injury to the States in accepting the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands and the public lands themselves and the 
injury that will result from accepting the money derived directly by 
taxes manifestly has no foundation either in reason or in the experience 
of the country. I think that is a satisfactory reply. Three hundred 
and more million dollars of the taxes on the people of this country have 
been expended in the purchase of the public domain, and it has been 
appropriated in this form for educational pares in every State in the 
nion, the State of Kansas receiving nearly 3,000,000 acres of this 
public land, worth at least $10 per acre, or about $28,000,000 of this 
public money, and all of the States receiving their 5 per cent., as they 
are to-day receiving it, of the proceeds of the sales of public lands. The 
State of Kansas receiving in money from this source $346,318.24. 


Statement of the grants to States and reservations to Territories Jor school 
purposes. 


States and Territories. 


SECTION 16. 


704,488 | March 3, 1803. 

650,317 | April 19, 1816. 

985,066 | April 18, 1818. 

1,199,139 | March 6, 1820. 
902,774 | March 2, 1819. 
837,584 | March 3, 1808; May 19, 
1852; March 3, 1857. 
786, O44 Apel 21,1806; February 
5, 1843. 
1,067,397 | June 23, 1836. 

886, 460 Do. 

908,503 | March 3, 1845. 

905, 144 Do. 

958,619 August 6, 1846. 

SECTIONS 16 AND 36, 

California. . 6,719,324 | Act March 3,1853. 
Minnesota. 2,969,990 | February 26, 1857. 
Oregon... 3. 329, 706 | February 14, 1859, 
Kansas. 2. 801,306 | January 29, 1861. 
Nevada.. 8,985, 428 | March 21, 1864. 
Nebraska 2, 702, 044 | April 19, 1864. 
Colorado 3,715, 555 arch 3, 1875. 
Washington Territory. 2, 488, 675 | March 2, 1883. 
New Mexico Territory. 4,309, 368 1 9, 1850; July 
Utah Territory. 8,003,613 | September 9, 1850. 
Dakota Territory. 5,366,451 | March 2, 1861. 
Montana Territory. 5,112,035 | February 28, 1861. 
Arizona Territory... 4,050, 347 | May 26, 1864. 
Idaho Territory 8,068, 231 | March 3, 1863. 
Wyoming Territory. 3,480, 281 | July 25, 1868. 


67, 808, 919 


No grants to Indian and Alaska Territories, 
Lands in sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in Territories not granted, but 


reserved. 
Lands in place and 8 for deficiencies in sections and townships, 
under acts of May 20,1826, and February 26, 1859, included in above statement. 


The following statement shows the number of acres granted to the 
States and reserved in the Territories of Washington, New Mexico, and 
Utah, for university purposes, by acts of Congress, the dates of which 
are given in proper column: 


Grants and reservations for universities. 


Under what acts. 


À 


April 21,1792; March 3, 1803. 
A 19, 1810; March 26, 1804. 
en 26,1804; April 18, 1818. 
February 17,1818; March 6, 1820. 
April 20, 1818; March 2, 1819. 

h3, 1803; February 20,1819, 
April 21,1806; March 3, 1811; 

h 3. 1827. 
June 23, 1836. 
Do. 


March 3, 1845. 
Do 


August 6,1816: December 15,1881. 

March 3,1883. 

March 2, 1861; February 26, 1857; 
July 8, 1870. 

February 8 March 2, 1801. 


BB 


23222823 8888883 8882228 


3.1875. > 
July 17,1854; March 14, 1864. 
July 22, 1854. 
February 21,1855. 


BRSSSESS BERERSS SSS 


lands in the Territories not granted, but reserved, 
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TWO, THREE, AND FIVE PER CENT. FUNDS. 


Statement of the amounts which have accrued to the following-named States 
on account of the 2, 3, and 5 per cent. upon the net proceeds of the sales 
of public lands to June 30, 1882, inclusive. 


3 per cent. 5 per cent. 


2,844, 225 98 


816,295 23 | 3,672,548 55 


Why shall we argue upon these questions and find constitutional dif- 
ficulties, firsttoward paying back the money unlawfully collected from 
the people of the Southern States and now in the Treasury, for an ob- 
ject common to all for a benefit that will result to every State and to 
all the people of the UnitedStates. Second, why shall we find objec- 
tions to giving the money in aid of education, when we find that the 
same money invested in the $300,000,000 of public land has been paid 
out toan extenttwice as greatasthe whole amount provided to be paid 
in the bill? 

Sir, this bill is but a small proportion of the amount that has been 
appropriated continuously and without objection with the consent of 
every State and of the people by the United States to the cause of edu- 
cation. It seems strange to me, with this continuous experience on the 
part of the Government, renewed Congress after Congress, this appro- 
priation of a sum of money much larger in the aggregate than that now 
proposed to be expended, that we should still find these urgent consti- 
tutional objections to this act so common in the history of the Govern- 
ment and attempt to justify it by a distinction between taxes now to 
be levied and taxes levied in the past and then invested in public lands 
and then applied to the purposes of education. 

We still apply the 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands paid in the Treasury every year to this benefit, accepted by 
the States and received by them. If it is unconstitutional to appro- 
priate money out of the Treasury to the cause of education because it 
is not provided for in the Constitution, there is not one of the appro- 
priations of the 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands that is not equally within the constitutional inhibition. 

But I do not found my support of the bill upon any question of res- 
titution to the people of the Southern States or of justice or injustice 
to this or that section of the Union—not because of the war or the results 
of the war. To-day, standing as a Senator here, I propose to legislate 
for the present and the future. The past is irrevocable. To my mind 
we stand to-day in a new generation and with new surroundings. We 
have a new world and new economies, and we have but two great guid- 
ing stars and principles to control us in the exercise of the powers con- 
ferred upon us, and thatis the preservation of the National Government 
and the preservation of the States in their respective spheres of action. 

I recognize the power to aid States and the power of the States to aid 
the National Government as within the sphere of constitutional power, 
and I ask the Senators who have made their arguments here denying 
it, I ask those who have quoted from Judge Cooley in regard to the 
power of the Federal and State Governments, and from Judge Marshall 
to the effect that the General Government can not tax for an object of 
State power and the State government can not tax for an objectof Fed- 
eral power, how is it that they pay year after year the loans made by 
the different States in aid of the General Government during the late 
civil war and the money expended by the States for the suppression of 
Indian hostilities? 

These are each powers not enumerated in the specific grants. The 
States are not charged with the common defense. The Federal Gov- 
ernment is charged with the power and duty of defending each State 
from war and invasion. How, then, can you recognize its power to tax 
its people for this Federal duty, and appropriate money to pay them for 
exercising an unconstitutional and prohibited power? Consent, you 
say, can not give power or jurisdiction. 

How is it, if it be unconstitutional for the National Government to 
aid the States by an y Sf pa of money, that from the very be- 
ginning of the history of this Government the States have been paid by 
the National Government the money that they had used and expended 
and loaned in the suppression of Indian hostilities and later in the civil 
war in the equipment of troops and the general expenditures for the 
maintenance of the war? 


There is no ground of argument or of reason in the proposition that 
there is anything in the Federal Constitution that prohibits a State or 
withholds power from us to aid the States in a lawful and proper way 
with their consent. The Constitution has prohibited any invasion of 
their sovereignty, and assuredly it would not be Jawful for the General 
Government to exercise any power which it possessed to the destruction 
of the proper sovereignty of the States, nor would it be on the part of 
the States to exercise any authority to the destruction of any of the 
powers intrusted to the National Government. That is the only dis- 
tinction which has guided the Government in the exercise of its powers, 
and the only reasonable one which can guide it. 

But I said that we stood now with new surroundings, and what are 
those? We have no census and no statistical tables which can tell us 
the number of unemployed people in the United States. We have no 
means of knowing what the extent of want, what the extent of poverty, 
what the extent of suffering in this country is; but we know that North 
and South there is a want of employment for the people of the country; 
that agriculture alone is open to great masses of people. We find in the 
statistical reports even of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, where 
labor is more equally divided and distributed, where education and in- 
dustrial education is more general than anywhere else, that by thesta- 
tistics of Massachusetts even there there is a necessity for industrial 
education; that there is a necessity for education among some classes 
of the people greater than their system provides. Even there less than 
50 per cent. of their people are employed; the remainder have no em- 
ployment and are not producers. 

We are confronted with the proposition that with the labor-saving 
machinery that has been invented, that with the great corporations 
and the great increase of corporate power everywhere in the country, 
there is a necessity for something that will distribute labor, for some- 
thing that will diversify labor, for something that will enable the whole 
people of the country torelieve themselves from their present condition 
of poverty and of want. We find that we are in an age when the com- 
munications of the country are so rapid and quick, when by the tele- 
graph the speed of lightning is given to thought and all nations and 
peoples are placed in direct and immediate communication, the power 
of combination is associating the laboring people of the world every- 
where until they can dictate to the communities and to the sources of 
employment the terms of their employment. 

I regard it as a favorable and an auspicious feature in the economy 
of this time, but it must be accompanied with education. It is a fear- 
ful power which takes the attribute that has hitherto belonged to gov- 
ernment and givesit to an associated body of men federated throughout 
the world the power of directing the actions of large bodies of people. 
It is necessary, in my opinion, for the comfort of the laboring people, 
for their protection against want and suffering; but it must be accompa- 
nied with education, it must be accompanied with the power to diver- 
sify employment, it must be accompanied with that kind of education 
which will enable every man to be an independent factor and laborer 
in the community; and when the law of a relentless competition shall 
have made one employment unprofitable, when he or she may not be 
able to obtain employment there, they must be so educated that they 
can turn their attention to some other employment fitted for them and 
labor in that. 

Therefore I recognize in the present condition of things a necessity 
for aid from the General Government wherever a State may be found 
that is not able to afford education to her people, and I do not regard 
it with any apprehension that it shall be upon such terms not interfer- 
ing with the internal autonomy of the State, not interfering with her 
power to control education, but that it shall be upon such reasonable 
terms to be accepted by the State as will require that education shall 
be provided with the means furnished for the purpose by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

It has been that this is a local interest, that this is a necessity 
for that community and for none other. I do not take such a view of 
the case. I consider that if there be any State within this Union now 
or hereafter that from any cause shall be so crippled in its resources that 
it can not perform for her people the functions which were retained and 
reserved in her constitution, to aid that State with a gift of the public 
money would be in the interest and for the benefit of every other State 
of the United States and for every other people in the United States. 

I believe it is just as legitimate and as clearly wise as it was for the 
States of the Union in the late war to loan their money to equip troops, 
to expend their taxes in the maintenance of the Union, or as it was for 
the States to have organized troops and suppressed the Indian hostili- 
ties, and then to ask the Government of the United States that they 
should be reimbursed for that money. I can see no difference between 
the two propositions, except that here it is proposed to give this money, 
and it finds its justification in fact so far as the Southern States are con- 
cerned in the fact that the Government holds $77,000,000 of their money, 
though I do not need that. I am prepared to vote as a Senator money 
to aid them wherever it is necessary to maintain the existence of aState 
government, wherever her people are without the means to maintain 
that autonomy, and if it be necessary to loan money with her consent, 
to give money to rehabilitate that State and that people, I shall find 
no constitutional objections toward doing it. 
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But we are told that there must be self-reliance in the people, and 
that it is the want of self-reliance in these great communities of South- 
ern States that has caused this lack of education. The contrast be- 
tween the State of Kansas and other Western States and the Southern 
States has no foundation in reason. They were the centers of a large 
and prosperous emigration. They were the centers to which a popula- 
tion was crowding; with land suitable for the production of cereals 
ready at once to be converted into profitable agriculture; while the 
agriculture of the Southern States, with a peculiar population, was one 
that drove away this vast tide of emigration. 

Pour into the Southern States the same emigration and the same peo- 
ple and you will find that there is no peculiarity in the soil there, or 
in the climate there, or in the surroundings there which will prevent 
the same people upon the soil of the Southern States, under the same 
circumstances, from producing the same results. But puta few of them 
there in the midst of a different population, accustomed to other proc- 
esses of labor, themselves to be educated not only in the habits of free 
labor and free industry, but in the economies that are necessary, and 
put them in the midst of a population that have to be taught every- 
thing, and you will find as great a difference with the people of Kansas 
situated as the Southern people are as you will find between them there 
at this time and those in the free States. 

But how is this donation of money going to affect the self-reliance of 
the people? I venture to affirm that the Southern people have been 
taxed to the utmost limits of possible payment. The values there are 
not convertible values, The railroads built there are built with foreign 
capital, under conditions of exemption from taxation for many years. 
In a great many if not in all cases every inducement has been held out 
to capital. The land is not a convertible asset. It is taxed far beyond 
its convertible value, for that is almost absolutely nothing. The whole 
amount of taxation is paid out of the labor of the people. It is not 
paid out of value which can be converted; it is paid out of the annual 
agricultural labor of the country, which is the sole resource of the 
people. 

If this donation of money shall destroy the self-reliance of the peo- 
ple, how has it been that those 3,000,000 acres nearly of public land do- 
nated to the people of Kansas and this 5 per cent. upon the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, equal in value to thirty millions of dollars 
in the State of Kansas, has not destroyed their self-reliance? I hold 
in my hand the table of the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands or the surplus money in the Treasury which has been 
the foundation of the great systems of education in many of the West- 
ern and Northern States, 

Why has not that destroyed the self-reliance of the people? Mr. 
President, there is no foundation for that proposition. Unquestionably, 
to sustain these people entirely from the national Treasury would be 
unwise and absurd, but a moderate appropriation to be invested prop- 
erly in the encouragement of education, in the establishment of schools 
everywhere, in maintaining teachers for a limited time, could have no 
permanent effect upon the self-reliance of the people. 

There are tasks too great to be accomplished by an impoverished peo- 
ple, and this danger is pressing upon us. A hundred million people will 
soon be here. They will need employment and they will need educa- 
tion of the head and the hand. They will need that which every des- 
potic government has already undertaken because of the necessity to 
provide employment for the le. Sir, thisis a necessity which will 
admit of no denial and no delay. Ignorance, the lack of employment, 
the want of capacity to earn a living will crush a stronger government 
than any that has ever existed in the world. The associations of labor 
which are everywhere the story of their wrongs and sufferings, 
the want of employment, the lack of compensation, the stern oppression 
which they feel, evidences, I think, toevery enlightened statesman that 
there must be some other, some wider, some more efficient education 
than that now existing; and I can see no impropriety in the National 
Government, which has expended the proceeds of the public lands to an 
extent twice or three times greater than the appropriation asked for 
here—I can see no objection to Government aid in the midst of this 
necessity, with the increasing illiteracy in the South unfitting the people 
for the duties of citizenship or for the employments of life except the 
single one of an imperfect agriculture, the single one of an agriculture 
notin accordance with the spirit of the age, with the intelligence of the 

confined to one or two staples alone, and with the utter impossi- 
bility within this generation of that ignorance being relieved. 

Sir, I am in favor of appropriating money to the fall extent of $60,- 
000,000 or $70,000,000 improperly taken from the Southern States, and 
now held in the Treasury, for this purpose of general education, of in- 
dustrial education, and I find no difficulty whatever in any of the pro- 
visions of the Constitution in giving to it my support. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think there are $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 
now held in the Treasury that had been taxed ont of the people of the 
South, I suppose outof the cotton tax. Is that what the Senator from 
Florida referred to? 

Mr. CALL. I do not say that that justifies it in your view or in any- 
body’s view. I would not give that for my justification. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think that money is in the Treasury. That 
money doubtless has been long ago expended for the general welfare, 
and the Senator bars himself from making any reclamation upon that 


fund by announcing that the Congress has a perfect right to tax Sou 

North, East, or West for the general welfare. 9 
lected and long ago expended for the general welfare, and therefore I 
can not see how the Senator can get into his heart or mind to make 
another raid upon the Treasury to get that money out after it has been 
. having once been collected and expended ſor the general wel- 

e. 

Ido not think that the South will ever assert any claim to that $60,000,- 
000 or $70,000,000 on any account; but if it should ever assert a claim, 
it will be certain, I think, to try to pay the money back into the hands 
of the men who put it into the Treasury, and not to divert it to some 
other purpose. If the people of the South have been required to pay 
$60,000,000 or $70,000,000 cotton tax unconstitutionally into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, it is the plain duty of the Government of the 
United States to refund that money to the people who paid it, and not 
to take the money, and by some cy pres or eleemosynary arrangement 
transfer it to other people to benefit them. We have no claim to this 
$77,000,000 based upon that ground. 

There are about $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 in the Treasury which 
were collected, I believe, by the confiscation of property or property 
which was seized in the name of the United States in the hands of own- 
ers and supposed to be confiscated. Perhaps it was not confiscated. 
The persons from whom that money was taken, the persons whose cot- 
ton was taken and the cotton sold under proceedings of confiscation and 
placed in the Treasury would have 4 clear right individually to go upon 
the Treasury of the United States and to ask us to vote the money back 
to them in the event that the Government of the United States had no 
right to take it. But in that case also the money ought to go back to 
the hands of the people from whom the cotton was taken, and not take 
their money and convert it into a general fund for the education of 
somebody else. That is not the proper way to treat claimants against 
the Government of the United States. 

There are a great many honest and just claims against the Govern- 
mentof the United States now being pressed here, We voted on some 
to-day; a great many are to be voted upon; many millions of dollars 
have been voted, but we never once thought that because that money 
had found its way into the of the United States, or because 
the Government of the United States was indebted to those people, 
therefore we had the right to take the funds which we found there and 
appropriate them to any purpose that we saw proper. We pay the 
money back to the men who suffered, to the men who put it in the 
Treasury, and it would be just as bold a tion and as great a 
robbery for the Government of the United States to take a private citi- 
zen’s money and give it to another manas it would be to take that $60,- 
000,000 or $70,000,000 that the people of the South have paid, people 
I will say of the Gulf States, and pay it for the education of people in 
the Middle States. 

That is all the reply I propose to make to the Senator from Florida 
about this matter, but while I am on my feet I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this statement made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire on the 17th of this month: 

_ Legislature of Alabama, the Senator's own Legislature, has done it unani- 
mously. 

That is to say, instructed the Senators from that State to vote for this 
bill. It struck me with a i ges deal of astonishment that a Senator 
should make a statement of that kind on this floor which at the mo- 
ment I was un to answer. I knew I had never received any 
such instruction, nor had I ever heard of it; but the Senator of course 
knows more about the business of my people than I do myself. He 
doubtless understands not only the business but the necessities and the 
welfare and all that belongs to the people of Alabama better than I do. 
And there is one great consolation to me in this new style of legisla- 
tion that we are starting on, and that is that the people of Alabama 
after all will have the benefit of the talent and the industry and the 
benevolence of the Senator from New Hampshire in the management 
of their local affairs. That, sir, is a boon which I could scarcely reject 
without being guilty even of impropriety, to say nothing of impolite- 
ness, 

Now, let us see what the Legislature of Alabama has actually done. 
I read from a dispatch in a paper published in Montgomery, which re- 
ferred to a statement made by my colleague that he was voting in obe- 
dience to the instructions of his State on this bill, which proceeds to say: 


At its session of 1882-83 the Alabama Legislature adopted the following joint 
memorial asking aid from the Federal Government for educational purposes: 

That the Senators and Representatives in Con from this State be re- 
quested to secure the of a bill granting aid to education in the several 
States on the basis of illiteracy, the amount so appropriated to be applied by the 
several States through their superintendents of education. 

Approved December 11, 1882.“ 

That is all my State has ever done, memorialized Congress asking 
that the Senators should advocate bills here for aid to education to be 
paid to the cause of education through the State superintendents. The 
Senator from Florida asks me if that is not this bill. I do not know 
that it is. I rather think it is not. I proceed with the editorial of this 
paper: 

There is a wide difference between “requesting” and “instructing” Sena- 
tors, which no one understands better than Mr. Pugh, and he must therefore 


have been ignorant as to the exact wording of the resolution, We publish it, 
therefore, that he may again read it and refresh his memory. 
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Now, the Blair bill, as it is called, was passed two years ago by the 
Senate by an immense majority, a four-fifths majority, and it was a 
subject of discussion two years ago in Alabama in the elections to the 
Legislature, Congress, &c. I did not participate in the discussion at 
all. I was there and made some speeches in the State, but I never 
alluded to the Blair bill. The Legislature met last winter a year ago, 
beg aanp Legislature that re-elected my colleague to the Senate. Says 

paper: 

There was an effort made in the last Legislature to passa resolution indorsing 
the Blair bill and instructing the Alabama Senators to vote for it— 

I was not there at all— 


A Democratic caucus of members of both houses was called for that poaae 
But the caucus was a failure. Lessthan a dozen members, all told, of the house 
and senate were present, and it was Major Wodawell, of ho got up, and. 
picking up the speaker's gavel, rapped the little crowd to o and ‘announced 
with a pleased and humorous expression on his benevolent face, “ Gentlemen 
this thing is a failure, and is declared adjourned sine die.” This was the end of 
a efforts during the session to get up a sentiment in favor of the Blair 

That is the whole story about this affair in my State, and here I stand 
alarmed at the idea that my Legislature had actually instructed me to 
vote for the Blair bill and never had the grace to communicate the in- 
structions to me. I was very much more alarmed when I looked over 
the Senate files and found Senate bill 2642, introduced by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] by request, the first section of which 
I will read. I was really alarmed that perhaps my Legislature might 
have instructed me to vote for this bill of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, which has relation to a kindred subject. 

A bill granting lands to aid in the establishment of an endowment for savings, to 
promote thrift and to assist the people to preserve themselves from sinking into 
or remaining in the dangerous anea degraded hand-to-mouth condition of ab- 
solute and direct dependence upen current wages, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o, 
America in Congress assembled, That upon the conditions hereinafter stated, an 
for the purpose of aiding in the establishment of an endowment for savings (to 

ote thrift and assist citizens of the United States to preserve themselves 
rom sinking into or remaining in the dangerous and degraded hand-to-mouth 
condition of absolute and direct dependence upon current wages), there is hereby 
to the People’s Real Estate Tontine, a society or company now engaged 
n accumulating and administering such an endowment, the right to take and 
hold, for the purpose ofsuch endowment, sections of the public lands not other- 
wise d of or reserved or held by valid pre-emption or homestead right at 
the time of such taking, to the amount of one such section for every hundred 
dollars received by said company in subscriptions to its tontine year-funds, but 
not to exceed 1,000,000 acres in all; and whenever and as often as the said 
company shall prove to the Secretary of the Interior that it has in fact received 
subscriptions to its year-funds to the amount of $100, the said shall cause 
ts to be iss to said company for one such section, to be by 
eee from among lands actually worth at the time at least the minimum 
ing price, and as nearly adjacent as may be to the sections, iſ any, theretoſore 
granted to said company under this act. 

I notice that that billis now before the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont is impatient, but I am 
not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very patient indeed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has not been in the Senate all day and 
he is excusable for his impatience. 

I find that that same bill has been introduced again and I call atten- 
tion to it now for two purposes. One is that I do not want the Legis- 
lature of Alabama to instruct me to vote for that wild measure of agrari- 
anism and communism, which is only of a piece with the bill which the 
honorable Senator is advocating here to-day. I am against all such 
measures. I am for trying to hold down the legislation of this country 
to reasonable and proper bounds. I am trying to keep it in the range 
of those objects and purposes which our fathers had in view when they 
adopted the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Alabama has concluded. I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
cration of executive business. After thirty-seven minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 37 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Nominations received the 23d day of February, 1886. 
CONSUL. 
John Woessner, of Texas, now vice-consul at Saltillo, to be consul 
of the United States at that place. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Charles F. Wikins, of Minnesota, to be register of the land office at 
Benson, Minn., vice Darwin S. Hall, commission expired. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Nominations confirmed February 23, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Charles B. Harmon, of Maine, to be marshal of the United Statas for 
the district of Maine. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Alfred B. Judd, of Milwaukee, Wis., to be pension agent at Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
“TUESDAY, February 23, 1886. 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


BUILDING FOR PRINTING AND ENGRAVING BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of . 
the Treasury, transmittinga letter from the Chief of the Bureau of Print- 
ing and Engraving recommending the passage of a bill to condemn lot 
12 of square 231, Washington city, for the purpose of erecting a build- 
ing for the use of that bureau; which was referred tothe Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBSISTENCE OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Commissionerof Indian 
Affairs, showing diversions, for subsi of Indians, of surplus appro- 
priations authorized by the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1885; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SURVEY OF PASCAGOULA RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, with reports 
from Maj. A. N. Damrell of a survey and examinationof the Pasca- 

River, Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF FORT BRADY, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers in relation to 
Senate bill 753 for the sale of Fort Brady, Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF WACISSA RIVER, FLORIDA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Maj. A. N. Damrell, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of an examination of Wacissa River, Florida; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DUNHAM, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. ADAMS, of New York, until Tuesday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. N 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds, upon examination, that the bill 
(H. R. 2200) granting a pamon to William Gilmore and the bill (H. 
R. 2763) for the relief of Hiram Haskell were improperly referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. If there be no objection House 
bill No. 2200 will be referred to the Committee on Pensions and House 
bill No. 2763 to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent to report back for immediate 
consideration, from the Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests, the bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register for the 
steamship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md. This bill is identical 
with a bill already reported by this committee, and its early passage 
is a matter of importance. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

Mr. BEACH. There is no use wasting time reading the bill. I 
shall object to the consideration at present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] ob- 
jects. 

Mr. DUNN. Task the gentleman to allow me to make a statement 
before he insists on his objection. 

Mr. BEACH. I understand that quite a number of members have 
what they conceive to be im t bills and resolutions, which they 
desire to introduce simply for reference. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that a call of the States may be had at this time. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

SITTINGS OF COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations the following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations and its subcommittees have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House for the present session. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the standing and 
select committees for reports. 


PAYMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a joint resolution (H. R. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the 
‘Treasury on the public debt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, the minority of the committee desire 
to file their views upon the joint resolution just reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
asks unanimous consent to submit the views of the minority upon this 
joint resolution, to be printed with the report of the majority. If there 
be no objection leave will be given. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Appropriations was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1524) making an appropriation for the purchase of a work 
entitled“ Port charges and requirements on vessels in the various ports 
of the world, with tables of moneys, weights, and measures of all na- 
tions, and a telegraphic code for masters, owners, and ship-brokers, by 
Theodore Hunter and Jarvis Patten,” for the use of United States con- 
suls that are stationed at seaports, and, through said consuls, for con- 
sultation of American ship-masters visiting those ports; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2492) to regulate crim- 
inal procedure in cases of crimes punishable by loss of life or liberty; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 76) relating to glaim 
agents and attorneys in pension cases; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4841) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2434) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts 
of the State of T. and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2462) to create the judicial district of Northern Texas 
and Indian Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 5119) to create a judicial district in the State of Texas, to 
be known as Red River judicial district, and providing for appointment 
of officers thereof. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to 
the construction of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis 
Railroad Company over the Tennessee River; which was referred to the 
set Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
j CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4108) for the relief of captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam- 
vessels; and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

: ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, rted back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1018) for the erection of 
beacon lights on islands in Moosehead Lake, Maine; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS, AGRICULTURAL BUREAU. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Com- 
missioner of 1 dee wien to transfer certain appropriations. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the reference of this bill to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does it provide for an appropriation? 

Mr. HATCH. It does not; but simply for the transfer of appropri- 
ations already made. 


The SPEAKER. If it provides for the expenditure of money al- 
ready bf eee it must go, under the rule, to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
e = the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. = 

UNITED STATES BARRACKS, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to transfer the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La. 
to the Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechanical 
College at said place for educational purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MOSES n. WALKER. 

Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Military A ffuirs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1802) for the re- 
lief of Moses B. Walker; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH LINE, ETC., FLORIDA. 


Mr. VIELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4626) for the construc- 
tion of a military telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, 
Florida, and the establishment of a signal station; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND MEN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1171) to amend 
an act entitled An act to provide for the muster and pay of certain 
officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces,“ approved June 3, 
1884; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

VOLUNTEER REGIMENTS IN THE TERRITORIES, 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the 
views of the minority of said committee upon the bill (H. R. 5867) au- 
thorizing the raising of two regiments in the Territories; which was 
ordered to be printed to accompany the report of the committee. 


MONOPOLY OF TELEGRAPHIC FACILITIES. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back with an amendment a resolution directing 
an inquiry by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Rc a !s whether 
additional legislation is needed to prevent a monopoly of telegraphic 
facilities, and authorizing the committee in making such investigation 
to incur an expenditure not exceeding $1,500, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund; and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mitee on Accounts. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

POSTAL NOTES. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4677, a bill (H. 
R. 5878) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to modify the money-order 
system, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1883; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 4677 was laid on the table. 


KICKAPOO RESERVATION IN KANSAS. 


Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 699, a bill (H. R. 5879) to provide for the 
sale and allotmentof lands of the Kickapoo reservation in Kansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 699 was laid on the table. 

ERIE AND OSWEGO CANALS. 

Mr. WEBER, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1577) for the 
permanent improvement of the Erie and Oswego canals and to secure 
the freedom of the same to the commerce of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, W. VA. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and K 2645 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2642 
appropriating the sum of $52,000 for the ent and improvement 
of the United States Government building at Charleston, W. Va.; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Patents, rted back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4594) for the relief of John R. Har- 
rington; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying re- 

port, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN N. SMITH. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Patents, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3126) for the relief of 
Stephen N. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; and 
the same were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
ports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of James Moss; and 

A bill (H. R. 3911) granting a pension to John A. Dean. 


MRS. ELIZABETH STEWART. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5253) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. LOGAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5000) to 
place the name of John W. Logan on the pension-roll; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. FLINT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5323) 
granting a pension to George W. Flint; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. THORNTON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5252) 
granting a pension to John W. Thornton; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM CHRISTY. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ss engi 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5024) granting a 
on to William Christy; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whee House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
DR. WILLIAM H. SHEFFIELD. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension 
to Dr. William H. Sheffield; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 

report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1987) granting a pension to Henry Lichty; 
A bill (H. R. 2094) granting a pension to William R. Weimer; 
A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension to Marion Clark; and 

A bill (H. R. 1991 anina a pension to Mary Ann Wesner. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4397) to pension Julia 8 Which was 
jaid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5714) for the relief of 
Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of the estate of William 
Perine, deceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

CONFERRING JURISDICTION ON COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1357) authorizing 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine certain claims; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ILLEGAL TONNAGE DUES. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 


\ 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 4583) authorizing the Secretary of the 
ey to make finaladjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship 

es, from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues; which was 
ee to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SURVIVORS OF THE ARCTIC STEAMER JEANNETTE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1659) for the relief of the survivors 
of the exploring steamer Jeannette and the widows and children of 
those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the 
Arctic seas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF THE JEANNETTE SURVIVORS, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2112) to reimburse the officers and crew of the 
United States Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette for the loss of bag- 
gage and personal effects; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TALBERT. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3475) for the relief of William 
Talbert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying sh ordered to 
be printed. 

ALEXANDER GOBLE. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2176) for the relief of Alexander Goble; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. A. EASTEN. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of W. A. Easten; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS B. MOORE. 


Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 107) for the relief of 
Elias B. Moore; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

DR. W. S. HOSACK. 

Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 2175) for the relief of Dr. W. S. Hosack. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be 
placed upon the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report will be printed. 

STEAMSHIP OZAMA. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with a favorable recom- 
mendation the bill (H. R. 5219) to provide for an American register for 
the steamship Ozama; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
ship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
eompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2013) for the relief of Myron E. Dun- 
lap; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CINNABAR AND CLARKE’S FORK RAILROAD. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Tei, reported, as a 
substitute ſor the bills H. R. 2881 and 3756, a bill (H. R. 5880) ee 
ing a right of way to the Cinnabar and Clarke’s Fork Railroad Co my 
pany; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bills 2881 and 3756 laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule begins at five minutes before 1 o’clock. 


IDAHO AND WASHINGTON TERRITORIES, 
Mr. SPRINGER (when the Committee on the Territories was called). 


back 
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I call up for presen 
tion of the Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That all of that portion of Idaho Territory north of the fol- 
lowing boundary line, to wit, commencing at a point in the middle of the main 
channel of Snake River due west of the headwaters of Rabbit Creek; thence 


t consideration the bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a por- 


due east to the headwaters of Rabbit Creek; thence down the middle of said 
Rabbit Creek to its junction with Salmon River; thence up the middle of said 
Salmon River to the junction of Horse Creek; thence up the middle of said Horse 
Creek to the junction of the East Fork of said creek; thence up the middle of 
said East Fork of Horse Creek to the crest of the Bitter Root range of mountains, 
be, and is hereby, detached from Idaho Territory and is hereby annexed to 
Washington Territory: Provided, That the people of that portion of Hagens Ter- 
from the payment of their just portion of the bonded indebtedness of Idaho Ter- 
ritory; and in ascertaining such bonded indebtedness there shall be deducted 
therefrom the amount of money in the Territorial treasury at the time of the 
passage of this act: And urther, That the auditor of each county wholly 
or partially within such portion ll, as such indebtedness may become due and 
payable, draw his warrant or warrants on the treasurer of his county,in favor 
of the treasurer of the Territory of Idaho, for such proportion of such indebted- 
ness as the assessed valuation of the property therein then bear to the 

valuation of all the property of said Territory and said detached por- 


Sec, 2. That within sixty days after the passage of this act the Territorial auditor 
of W. n Territory and the Territorial 8 and Territorial treasurer 
of Idaho Territory shall meet at the offices of the Territorial comptroller and Ter- 
ritorial treasurer of Idaho Territory, at Boisé City, and shall ascertain and deter- 
mine from the booksand records of said offices the exact amount of said bonded in- 
debtedness und the time when the same or any and every portion thereofshall be- 
come due, and after deducting therefrom the amount of money found to have been 
in the treasury at the time of the passage ofthis act, to fix the several proportions 
justly due and to become due from the several counties and portions of counties 
detached from Idaho and attached to Washington Territory as provided in sec- 
tion | of this act. They shall also in like manner apportion the cost of keeping 
the Territorial prisoners under sentence and in prison at the date of the passage 
of this act, at the present cost rate of keeping the same, to the expiration of their 
several eps of sentence; and the Territorial comptroller and Territorial treas- 
urer of Idaho, on the first day ofeach month, shall make out an itemized bill of 
the cost of keeping said portion of prisoners, and shall certify to the correctness 
thereof and forward the same to the auditorof ee Territory, who shall 
draw his warrant on the Territorial treasurer of Washington Territory in favor 
of the Territorial treasurer of Idaho Territory for the amount thereof, not to 
ex the cost rate of r and keeping said proportion of prisoners at 


the date of the act. 

Src, 3. That insane persons who at the date of the passage of this act are 
accredited to that portion of Idaho Territory which ishereby annexed to Wash- 
ington Territory, and who are at that time being cared for at the expense of 
Idaho Territory, shall be transferred to the hospital for the insane of Washing- 


ton Territorry. 
Sec. 4. That from and after the of this act the government of the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho shall continue unimpaired, with the boundaries of said Territory 
as provided; and preparatory to the holding of the next general 
el the governor, secretary, chief-justice, president of the council, and 
f of the house of representatives of said Territory, or a majority of them, 
shall subdivide the Territory into the requisite number of legislative districts ot 
convenient size, to be composed of single counties or of several adjoining coun- 
ties, so as to apportion, as nearly as practicable, the representation in each 
branch of the ve Assembly among the different districts acco: to 
lation : ded, That until otherwise provided by law, the legislative dis- 
cts of that portion annexed to Washington Territory by this act shall be and 
remain as now fixed by law, and the number of the members barns gree the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory is hereby to fifteen 
members of the counciland twenty-nine members of the house of representatives. 
Sre.5. That until otherwise provided by law, the jud of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Idaho shall subdivide said Territory into as many judicial dis- 
trictsas there are eae of said court, and shall in like manner Lop pe said judges 
severally thereto,and designate the places therein for the holding of courts for the 
trial of causes and the transaction of business arising therein: led, That all 
that portion of Idaho Territory annexed to Washington Territory by this act 
shall form and constitute the fifth judicial district of Washington Territory until 
otherwise provided by the ive Assembly of Washington Territory; and 
there shall be appointed t for, by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the onal associate justice of the 


$ 
roceedings, and matters pending in the 
p of this act, arising 


of Washin; Territory and the district court for the fifth district of said Ter- 
3 shall be the successors of said arene and district courts of Idaho; and 
all the records, indictments, and proceedings relating thereto s be 
transferred said supreme and district courts of Washington Territory, re- 


who shall be in ed shall be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and required to continue to exercise and per- 
form the duties of their respective offices as officers of said Territory of Wash- 
i until they or others shall be duly elected or appointed and qualified to 
fill their places in the manner provided | by the laws in force in Wi m Ter- 
ritory, or until their offices shall be abolished: Provided, That from and after 
the passage of this act the laws of Idaho shall cease to be in force in the district 
hereby annexed to Washington Territory, and the laws in force in Washington 
Territory are hereby exten over the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply provides that a small 
strip of territory now constituting a part of the Territory of Idaho, and 
extending northward and dividing Washington Territory from Montana, 
shall be detached from Idaho and annexed to Washington Territory. 
The reason for this measure grows out of the physical condition of the 


country. It is simply the adoption of a natural boundary as against an 


artificial one. The present boundary is artificial. The northern part 
of Idaho, and indeed the main part of the State, is an almost impass- 
able mountain barrier. There is no road through this region—only a 
trail by which pack trains may be conducted. The people in that por- 
tion of Idaho called the Pan Handle desire to be annexed to Washing- 
ton Territory because of mope geographical convenience. In order 
to get to the capital of Idaho those people living in the Pan Handle 
must travel from 400 to 600 miles by a circuitous route. 

In the last election for Delegates from the Territory of Idaho both par- 
ties made this question of the annexation of the Pan Handle to Wash- 
ington Territory an issue in their party platform, each side of course 
desiring to get the votes of that portion of the Territory for. their re- 
spective candidates, and each of the candidates before the people for the 
office of Delegate pledged himself, in pursuance of the platform of his 
respective convention, to use his influence in Congress for the purpose 
of securing the annexation of that part of Idaho to Washington Terri- 
tory. 

The Territory of Washington has also memorialized Congress for the 
purpose of having that — of the Territory of Idaho known as the 
Pan Handle annexed to Washington Territory. Idaho, in its Territorial 
Legislature in 1884-85, also memorialized Congress for the purpose of 
having this portion of Idaho annexed to Washington Territory. There 
is, therefore, concurrence of sentiment of the Territories of Idaho and 
Washington, and of the Delegates from those Territories on this floor, 
asking that this annexation be made. 

This bill provides simply forthe necessary details of that annexation— 
the division of the debt, the distribution of the care of the insane, and 
the redistricting of the Territories which will be requisite in conse- 
quence of this change. ‘There is nothing in the bill that is not neces- 
sary to carry out the object of the annexation. 

I will say in answer to an inquiry of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
SINGLETON], who sits near me, that the Delegates on this floor from 
Idaho and Washington have both introduced bills substantially the 
same as that now pending. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. One Territory wants to get rid of this por- 
tion and the other Territory wants to get it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the result. 

Mr. Bh Soma, of Ohio. Then I think their wishes ought to be 
gratified. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But there is another feature of the case to which 
I desire to call the attention of the House before this bill is acted upon. 
Although the people of these Territories with such unparalleled una- 
nimity at the time of the election desired this annexation to take place, 
it has come to my knowledge and the knowledge of the Committee on 
the Territories since this bill was reported that a large portion of the 
people in the middle of Idaho and some in that part of the Pan Handle 
proposed to be detached have recently changed their minds, and wish 
the present boundaries of their Territories to continue. I have not 
thought that this opinion unofficially expressed by petitions should in 
this case have any weight with this House. Ifthe people of Idaho have 
made an agreement, with a full knowledge of the facts, for the purpose 
of accommodating that portion of the Territory remote from the seat 
of government, and have pledged their faith to have this annexation 
carried out, I think it is too late now for them to retract, after both 
parties have gone before the people at a ular election upon this sol- 
emn pledge in their respective platforms. I believe in the ethics of that 
good man mentioned in the Scriptures who, though he promised to his 
hurt, still kept his promise . That is what these people should do. 
If they have promised to their hurt (and I donot believe they have) they 
should keep their promise. That promise is carried out in this bill. 
The change will certainly conduce to the convenience of that portion 
of Idaho that is to be annexed to Washington Territory. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HILL], the chairman 
of our committee, who desires to make a statement. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, for the information of the 
House, that when this bill was pending before the Committee on the 
Territories all the information that the committee had was to the effect 
that there was a unanimous sentiment in the Territory of Idaho in favor 
of this annexation scheme. Acting under that impression, and having 
before us bills introduced by the Delegates from Washington and Idaho 
both providing for the same object, and also a memorial from the Legis- 
latures of the respective Territories passed some years ago asking for the 
same thing, the Committee on the Territories had no alternative but to 
present a unanimous report to the House in favor of the passage of this 
bill. Butsince that report has been made information has come to me, 
which I believe to be reliable, that this public sentiment in the Terri- 
tory of Idaho was worked up by local politicians for the purpose of 
carrying a Territorial election. For instance, two years ago the Repub- 
licans elected a Delegate to Congress from that Democratic Territory, 
because the Democrats of the Pan Handle, so called, voted forthe Re- 
publican candidate, and the Republicans of the southern portion of 
Idaho, while opposed to this annexation scheme, told their Delegate, 
for the purpose of securing the Democratic votes, to go and pledge him- 
self for it anyhow; and by that trick he was elected. Last fall the 
Democrats were determined not to be beaten by that game, and so both 
candidates were instructed by the people of Southern Idaho to pledge 
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themselves for this annexation in order to redraw the lines in 
Northern Idaho. It was a dishonest scheme on the part of both of them, 
and there was no feeling init. They do not want that country an- 
nexed, as I believe. 

Now, that is all there is of it. I propose, Mr. Speaker, so fur as Iam 
concerned now, to let the House have this opinion and to throw the re- 
sponsibility of severing and dismembering this Territory on the Dele- 
gate from that Territory and on the Delegate from the Territory of 


Washington. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will now yield the floor to the Delegate from 
Washington Territory [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, Istand in the presence of this House, 
in the presence of the people I represent, and in the presence of the peuple 
of Idaho, and assume all the responsibility attaching to the favorable 
consideration of this measure. Istand here prepared to assert that ever 
since the organization of the Territory of Idaho, in its present form and 
shape, by the organization of the Territory of Montana in 1864 there 
has been a very deep-seated, widespread, and oft-expressed desire on 
the part of the people of North Idaho for the favorable consideration of 
a measure of this kind. The period of which I speak extends over 
nearly twenty-two years, during all of which time there never has been 
an expression made in the political conventions of either of the Terri- 
tories of Idaho or Washington relating to this subject which did not 
declare unequivocally in favor of the passage of such a measure. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in order that we may understand just how much 
of a dishonest scheme this measure embodies, I desire to read from a 
memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho Territory, passed no 
longer ago than the session of 188485, which voices the sentiment of 
the people of the Pan Handle on this proposition. I may state, in 
connection with this memorial, that the nine members of the Territo- 
rial Legislature representing the Pan Handle of Idaho voted unan- 
imously for its adoption. I would not take up the time of the House 
in discussing the subject at any length were it not for the effort which 
has evidently been made to create the impression that there is some 
dishonest scheme in connection with this measure. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Washington Territory will under- 
stand that I do not impute that to any Delegate or Member of this House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not understand that the gentleman did, asa 
matter of course. I desire to place the memorial before the House as 
showing the sentiment of the people of Idaho, and not with any hos- 
tile feeling toward the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

This is council joint memorial No. 2, headed annexing Idaho, Nez 
Percés, Shoshone, and Kootenai Counties to Washington Territory. 

the honorable the Senate and House of R-. 8 of the 
js — — nial: 


ists, the council and house of representatives of the in serge 
1 present that all of that — 


Your memorial 


range 
ofmountains; thence ina general northerly course mens, Sp summit of the Bitter 
Root range of mountains to the thirty-ninth meridian line west longitude from 
Wash: n, D. C.; thence north along said meridian to the forty-ninth parallel 
of latitude; thence west along said parallel to the western boundary line of Idaho 
2 and thence southerly along said western boundary line to the place 
o! nning. 

And we would further ask that in the event of the disintegration of the part 
of Idaho Territory mentioned, the common debt be adj and provision 
made for the support of such convicts as are now inthe Territorial penitentiary, 
and for the support of the persons adjudged insane in said counties of Idaho, 
Kootenai, Shoshone, and Nez Percés. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, &. 


This is the language of the people of the Territory of Idaho asking 
this measure of justice at the hands of the American Congress. 

Let us see whether the people of Northern Idaho do not desire the 
favorable consideration of this measure. When Mr. Singeiser, an ex- 
Delegate in this House, was a candidate before the people, it was gen- 
erally understood and intimated that he had pledged himself in these 
northern counties to labor diligently and assiduously for the passage of 
this measure. His opponent was understood to be determined to an- 


tagonize any such efforts. The result was that Mr. Singeiser got all 


but about 400 votes in that portion of the Territory out of an aggre- 
gate of 1,600 or 1,800. 
That was in the campaign of 1882. Mr. Singeiser did not receive any 


such vote in this portion of the Territory'when before the people as a can- 
didate at the last i election for the reason that his efforts 
in the matter of annexation had not been during his term in Congress 
commensurate with his to the people of North Idaho. ‘This 
is the second memorial, Mr. Speaker, which has passed the Territorial 
Legislature of Idaho. Only three or four years after the Territory was 
so irregularly shaped by the carving out of it of the Territory of Mon- 
tana a similar request was made of Congress. During the campaign of 
1884, in the platforms of both of the political parties of Idaho and 
Washi there was a declaration in favor of this measure. There 
has never been an ion of public sentiment, in or out of political 
conventions, or in or out of the Territorial Legislatures of either of these 
Territories, adverse to the favorable consideration of this measure. 

There is an impassable range of mountains known as the Salmon 
River range, which entirely isolates and cuts off this portion of Idaho 
from the southern portion of the Territory. I am actuated by no other 
consideration in the world in my advocacy of this measure except a de- 
sire to meet the wishes of the people who have been cut off from all 
communication and association with their fellows commercially, geo- 
graphically, socially, and politically for more than twenty years, and who 
have been for so many years insisting on favorable action on a measure of 
the character of the one now ing, as well as to represent the intelli- 
gently wishes of who sent me here. I would be 
recreant to the pledges made to the people whom I have the honor to 
represent on this floor did I not denounce with all the power I can com- 
mand any suggestion, come from whatever source it may, that there 
is anything dishonest, directly or indirectly, in connection with this 
measure. 

It simply declares the will of the people. It seems to me we are as- 
sembled here for the p of the will of the people when 
we can ascertain just what that willis. How any one can suggest a bet- 
ter idea of ascertaining the wishes of these e than through the ex- 
pression of the people’s representatives it is difficult for me to under- 
stand, and, so far as this measure is concerned, I have given you that 
expression in the memorial which I have read. A similar memorial 
was passed by the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory in 
1873 and was presented to this House. 

I amaware, Mr. Speaker, thatany ition for the benefit of Idaho 
Territory or for the benefit of Washington Territory which might be 
suggested for the consideration of this House would arouse opposition 
from some source or other. Unanimity upon any proposition is of course 
impossible. If a bill were pending before this House to organize a Ter- 
ritory of Utopia, full of all the bright dreams of perfection and glory 
which could emanate from the brain of the most talented theorist, some- 
body most likely would rise to object. As indicative of the capacity of 
the average human being to object to a given ition, whether good 
or bad, I recall a suggestion made by a member of this House some years 
ago in response tosome untenable objection to the pending proposition, 
that if the objectors on that occasion had „ Christ de- 
LLanch ar Bermon on the Mount they w have objected to it. 

ughter. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the unanimous and overwhelming sentiment 
in Idaho Territory as well as in Washington Territory in favor of this 
measure, itseems to me that there ought to be no doubt whatever as to 
what the action of this House should be. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How many voters are in the portion of 
Idaho that it is proposed to annex to Washington Territory? 

Mr. VOORHEES. About 2,788, making, on the basis of 4.7 which 
has been for some years past the ratio of population to vote in Wash- 
ington Territory, a population of 13,103. These figures relate to the 4th 
day of November, 1884. The increase in population has been large 
since that date. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there any question as to the fact that the 
people living in this portion of Idaho desire to be attached to Washing- 
ton Territory? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is absolutely no question as to that in my 
opinion. I have had that pee presented to me in such varied 
shapes that I can not ibly think there is any difference of opinion 
in reference to it either in Washington or Idaho Territory. 5 

There are one or two amendments which I desire to move to the bill 
at the proper time, embodying no new legislation, but merely correct- 
ing one or two minor errors. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman for that purpose in a 
moment, but for the present I wish to yield to the Delegate from Idaho 
[Mr. HAILey]. 

Mr. HAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but little on this ques- 
tion. This Pan Handle of Idaho, about which there has been so much 
talk, has been a bone of contention for the last twenty years. A large 
majority of the people living in that portion of the Territory have wanted 
annexation to Washington Territory. There is no doubt about that 
fact in my mind. The people of the southern portion of Idaho, how- 
ever, have objected to it until the last twoyears. Upto thattimetheir 
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objection was a serious one. Three years ago last fall the people of the 
north were so embittered against the people of the south because they 


could not be annexed that both political in these northern coun- 
ties refused to participate in the Territorial conventions. ‘They called 
an independent convention for the purpose of nominating a man torun 
on the annexation question with a view of sending him to Washington 
city to work for the annexation of those counties to Washington Ter- 
ritory whether he was elected or not. But the Republican candidate 
was a little sharper than the Democratic candidate, and he rushed up 
north and pledged himself to go for annexation, and they took him as 
their candidate with the understanding down south, I am told by good 
authority, that he did not intend to work very hard for it. [Laughter.] 

However, he secured almost the unanimous vote of these northern 
counties, and was elected. But although he was elected, he did not 
secure their annexation. At the recent election, or rather at the con- 
ventions which preceded the election, the Republicans placed a section 
in their platform pledging their party to do all in their power to secure 
the annexation, and their Delegate also was pledged to do whatever was 
in his power, if elected, to annex these northern counties to Washing- 
ton Territory. The Democratic party took the matter under advise- 
ment, talked it over, and after some consideration of the subject, con- 
cluded that they also would put the same plank in their platform, or 
substantially the same thing, favoring this annexation. I gave them 
due notice that if that Spx was inserted in the platform and they 
nominated me, that if elected I would try to give this portion of the 
Territory away to Washington Territory. 

I now propose to good the pledges made by my party and my- 
self by trying to have annexed to Washington Territory. They 
have expressed a desire to go to Washington, and I do not propose to 
keep them from going; they have been very troublesome. I hope the 
bill will pass to annex them to Washington Territory, because we can 
get along very well without them. It has been clearly understood for 
years that the people of those counties themselves wanted to be annexed 
to Washington Territory. The Legislature in 1885 passed a memorial 
requesting that these counties be annexed to Washington Territory, 
but with the proviso that they should pay their portion of the debt of 
the Territory just as this bill provides. 

Now at this late date some of these northern counties, I understand, 
are kicking about it when they find that they can really be annexed to 
Washington Territory, and they do not want it near so bad as they 
thought they did. Some of them say they prefer to go to Montana Ter- 
ritory, and for that reason they in here and oppose the age of 
the bill which proposes to give to them the very thing they have been 
mos Ar for so many years, and I therefore insist upon the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman from Idaho yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. HAILEY. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. In the time away back when they had poli- 
tics in Northern Idaho, what was ordinarily the result when they took 
sufficient interest in elections to vote their sentiments? 

Mr. HAILEY. It was, in the early days, Democratic by a small 
majority. That was before this question arose—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But not since? 

Mr. HAILEY. No, sir, not recently; that is to say, in the last few 
years. Three years ago, the election before the last, the Republican 
candidate got about fourteen hundred majority. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. That is on account of having adopted a Terri- 
torial annexation platform. 

Mr. HAILEY. Two years ago the Republican candidate got several 
hundred majority, because most of them did not believe that I was in 
earnest when I stated that I was going to give these counties away as 
they had been insisting upon for so long; and I want to say now that I 
am going to keep my 5 

Mr. VOORHEES, Will the gentleman from Idaho permit me to 
answer the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. HAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I willanswer the question by saying that the only 
politics in these northern counties of Idaho, and it has been unani- 
mous for twenty years, is in favor of this annexation. That has been 
the only question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But on a straight party ticket? 

Mr. HAILEY, On a straight party ticket the parties are about 
evenly divided in this portion of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman from 
Montana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
to yield the floor to the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield ten minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from Montana, if the gentleman from Idaho has concluded. 

Mr. HAILEY. I have concluded what I desired to say. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a few remarks upon 
the proposition embraced in this bill, not with a view of interfering 
with the desire of the people of Idaho in disposing of that portion of 
their territory embraced within what is called the Pan Handle, but 
for the purpose of presenting some considerations which would seem 


to demand that all that portion of the Pan Handle north of the forty- 
seventh parallel should be annexed to the Territory of Montana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana will please suspend 
until order is restored on the floor. 

Mr. TOOLE. As was suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, the only information which 
came to that committee upon this subject before their report was made 
to the House was to the effect that the people of Idaho Territory, 
without reference to party, desired that all that portion of Idaho which 
has been referred to as the Pan Handle should be annexed to Washing- 
ton Territory. Acting upon that information, and that information 
only, the bill now before the House was reported back unanimously 
recommending its passage. It is only fair to the House that they should 
be fully advised of the present desire of the people of that portion of 
the Pan Handle lying north of the forty-seventh parallel, as expressed 
by them since the committee had the same under consideration. 

The citizens of that country residing within the district known as the 
Cœur d'Alene Mining Company, which is north of the forty-seventh 
parallel, have recently held public meetings and demonstrations for the 
express purpose of considering the propriety and desirability of being 
annexed to Washington Territory, and after full and free discussion 
there was but one sentiment, and that was to be annexed to the Terri- 
tory of Montana. The meeting held for that purpose at Murray, in the 
Territory of Idaho, formulated and submitted to me a memorial to be 
presented to Congress asking the annexation to Montana instead of to 
Washington Territory. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
who has charge of this bill, has stated to the House that the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Idaho in several joint memorials have 
asked the annexation of this portion of Idaho to Washington Territory, 
and that both political parties of the Territory have embraced in their 
late platforms a plank which committed them to this action, and that 
they are now bound by it. He seems to present this matter to the House 
as if the action of the Legislative Assembly and of the several conven- 
tions was a contract, and that the parties interested were estopped from 
ever changing their minds in this respect. If there was an element of 
consideration or mutuality involved in it, then I submit that the Ter- 
ritory of Washington ought to be remitted to a court of equity to com- 
pel its specific performance. 

It sometimes happens that declarations are put into platforms for ul- 
terior purposes and without any purpose of carrying them into execu- 
tion. I do not say that this was the case at the time the resolutions 
referred to by the gentleman from Illinois were adopted, but that this 
thing does sometimes occur. I recall the fact that the two great polit- 
ical parties of this country in their late national conventions inserted a 
plank in their several platforms which provided that all appointments 
in the Territories should be made from actual residents therein; and 
yet, in the light of subsequent events, it will not be contended by the 
most punctilious political observer that they ever meant what they said. 
And, if there is any imputation in this pe feds of trifling with more 
than a million people in the Territories, it applies with equal force to 
the present and preceding administrations; but there is nothing in anal- 
ogies, nor do I cite this as such, The proposition under considera- 
tion is simply this: That since the last conventions referred to by the 
gentleman from Illinois were held, and within the last two weeks, the 
people of the Coeur d’Alene country, who ought to be consulted, have 
held public meetings for the sole purpose of giving expression to their 
views upon this question of annexation, and have said that it is their 
unanimous desire to beannexed tothe Territory of Montana. I present 
a memorial from those people to Congress upon this subject and ask that 
it be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the memorial. 

Mr. SPRINGER (interrupting the reading). The gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. Toor] advises me that he prefers to occupy the time 
which can be allowed him in making his remarks in addition to what 
is contained in the petition, and I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
mainder of it be printed in the RECORD as part of the gentleman’s re- 
marks. 

There was no objection. 

The petition in full is as follows: 


A petition to the Congress of the United States. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


At a mass meeting of the people of the Cœur d' Alene e region (at which 
all classes and localities in that region were fully represented) held at Murray, 
Shoshone County, Idaho, on February 6, 1886, to consider the whole question 
of annexation, it was resolved that all of the material interests of the people of 
Idaho, living north of the forty seventh degree of north latitude, require that 
the territory north of such parallel shall be annexed to the Territory of Mon- 
tana, and the undersigned were appointed a committee to briefly present to 
your honorable bodies the reasons why we desire to become a portion of Mon- 
tana, and why we object to being annexed to Washington Territory. 
Pursuant to such resolution the following is respectfully submitted: 
North of the Salmon River Mountains Idaho consists of a series of mount- 
ain basins, separated by mountain spurs, which branch off from the Bitter Root 
and run to the west, gradually diminishing in altitude until they end in 


range 
the rolling prairie ion of tern Oregon and Washington. The Bitter Root 


range itself breaks down in its course to the north and ends on the shores of 
Lake Pend d'Oreille. From the Salmon River Mountains to the northern bound- 
ary of the United States Idaho is divided into two great hydrographic sections. 
The southernmost section, lying south of the forty-seventh parallel of north lati- 
tude, and embracing an area of about 13,000 square miles, is drained by Snake 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1709 


River, a navigable stream, on which the agricultural products of Eastern Oregon 
and Washington and the adjacent sections in Idaho are ried to market; 
while north of the forty-seventh parallel (which falls on mountain spur 
which lies between the headwaters of the Clearwater and Saint Joseph Rivers, 
known as the Clearwater divide) the country, embracing an area of about 6,500 
square miles, has a lake drainage only, with no navigable stream, and must 
always depend upon railway transportation alone. 

The Clearwater divide se tes the northern section from the southern as 
completely asthe Salmon River range separates Northern from Southern Idaho. 
Every economical and political reason which demands that Northern Idaho 
shall be separated from Southern Idaho, and that the territory lying between 
the forty-seventh parallel and the Salmon River Mountains shall be annexed to 
Washington, tpg Petar resp that the territory lying north of that parallel 
shall be annexed to Montana. There is not now nor can there ever be any busi- 
ness or commercial relations between the two sections. The mountain barrier 
on which the forty-seventh parallel falls has been and is a fatal bar to all inter- 
communication. 

We hold the people of Washington Territory in high esteem. We feel flattered 
by their intelligent desire to embrace within its limits this rich and growing 
section, but after full consideration we are persuaded that all of our material in- 
terests will be best promoted by annexation to Montana. Shoshone County is 
one of the most populous and casts the largest vote of any county in Idaho, 
Nineteen-twentieths of its population live north of the forty-seventh parallel. 
Murray, the county seat of the county, is within 8 miles of the Montana line, 
and the whole of the mining ion drained by the Cœur d'Alene and Saint 
Joseph Rivers lies within 25 miles of that line. From Murray through the 
Thompson Falls Pass in the Bitter Root Mountains (over which a standard- 
gauge railroad can be constructed on easy grade) lies the natural thoroughfare 
over which our people now largely receive their supplies from the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad in Montana, less than 30 miles distant. Probably a majority of 
our people are from Montana. Our business interests and commercial rela- 
tions are principally with that Territory, and from the nature of our leading in- 
dustries must become more and more so in the future. 

Sooner or later Montana and Washington will become States in the Union. 
How soon the wisdom of Congress must decide. When they are so admitted it 
will be all-important that they shall severally have homogeneous populations 
with substantially similar interests, so that their general legislation may be ap- 
plied without discrimination to all their industrial classes, While the section 
of Idaho north of the forty-seventh parallel contains large tracts of fertile agri- 
cultural land, its leading interest is and always must be that of mining for the 
useful and precious metals. On the other hand, Washington Territory is pre- 
eminently an agricultural and grazing country. Asa part of Washington our 
interests would be at the mercy of a Legislature in which the non-mining inter- 
ests would have absolute control. Such 8 legislation as an agricultural 
community demands would certainly be injurious and perhaps ruinous to the 
prosperity of a mining ion. Even where hostile legislation is withheld, or 
defeated after strenuous effort, its possibility is a standing menace, sowing dis- 
cord among the people, frequently giving rise to permanent antipathies, and 
sometimes to blistering hates, wh cause resort to political and legislative 
methods which soa the suffrage and debauch the publie conscience. This 
is the lesson which the experience of the Pacific coast for more than thirty 

years 3 has taught its people. We have seen and felt it too often not to have 
earn 

The people of Washington would doubtless try to be just to us; but they would 
find it ere eee t, if not impossible, to be so without in their judgment 
being unjust to themselves. This would be especially true in all matters of fiscal 
U ion and laws for the collection of debts. In several of the Pacific coast 
States and Territories this irrepressible conflict between the two interests has 
been sought to be appeased by special legislation. An inspection of their statute- 
books will show that in the matters which most concern the daily business of 
the people it might almost be said that each county had a separate code of 
laws. Special legislation, however, can offer only a partial solution of the diffi- 
culty, and owing to the extravagance and corruption which it engenders it has 
deservedly become odious to the people. Even special } ation might be de- 
nied us,as to our knowledge it has been denied in other Territories. If not de- 
nied by the Legislature, it would probably be prohibited by any State constitu- 
tion which tawas jeep would be likely to 8 or Congress to accept. 

On the other hand as an integral part of Montana our interests will be in thor- 
ough harmony with those of the rest of the Territory, in which neither the min- 
ing nor any other one interest exerts a controlling influence; where special leg- 
is not required, and where general 8 is compelled to i eee 
the average interests of all of the eading industries. ermore, Montana 
already has a full code of mining laws and fiscal laws which carefully protect 


the mining ini from the burden of unjust taxation, while Washington has 
(so far as we can 3 no mining legislation whatever, and the general 
terms in which its laws relating te the raising of revenue are couched would 


impose a ruinous taxation upon our interests. In the interregum between our 
severance from Idaho and the passage of legislation 1 by our condition 
by the Legislature of Washington we will subj to the most us 
hardships, and when the time shall arrive when such legislation will possi- 
ble, we will be confronted by opposing and perhaps hostileinterests absolutely 
dominating the Territory. 

Again, Montana pooma a Territorial judic trained in the rules 
and principles relating to mining controversies, while Washington one des- 
titute of this know! During the continuance of the Territorial condition 
of the two Territories, as a part of Montana we will have the benefit of its 
trained judges, while as a part of Washington all of the delicate questions relat- 
ing to mining titles will have to be upon bya bench absolutely ignorant 
of the first principles of mining law. If both Territories shall be admitted as 
States into the Union, Montana will select the jud, of its courts of or! 1 
and appellate jurisdiction from its large number of able lawyers versed in all 
of the intricacies of mining law, while the 7 phone court of Washington will 
necessarily be composed of men ignorant of this law and whose deliberations 
will result in hit-or-miss ” decisions that will unsettle all of our titles and im- 
pose a fatal bar upon our p 

In conclusion we say that the sentiment of our ple is a unit in favor of our 
8 from Idaho and practically unanimous in favor of annexation to Mon- 

ana, 

Your petitioners therefore most earnestly pray that so much of the Territory 
of Idaho as lies north of the Toriy tevenn degree of north latitude may be de- 
tached from Idaho and annexed to Montana. And your petitioners will ever 


ray. 

das THOS. T. SINGLETON. 
RICHARD A. POMEROY. 
WM. H. CLAGETT. 
ALEX. E. MAYHEW. 
W. C. HUMAN. 
WARREN HUSSEY. 
ALBERT ALLEN. 

Mr. TOOLE. From this memorial it appears that the people of the 
Cœur d' Alene country have no disposition to interfere with the annexa- 


tion of that portion of Idaho to Washington Territory which lies south 
of the forty-seventh parallel. But they insist that all of that portion 


of it oceupied by them and lying north of the forty-seventh parallel 
shall be annexed to the Territory of Montana. Their reasons for this 
are potential and in my judgment ought to be controlling. While there 
is some agricultural land embraced within this p of the Pan Han- 
dle it is essentially a mining country, while Washington Territory is 
essentially an agricultural country. 

While Montana has great diversified interests, embracing agriculture, 
stock-raising, and mining pursuits, the dominant interest of the Ter- 
ritory is that of mining, so it will be seen that there would be a com- 
munity of interests between the people of the Territory of Montana 
and that portion of the Pan Handle lying north of the forty-seventh 
parallel. Their interests and pursuits are identical, and the past leg- 
islation of the Territory of Montana, while not discriminating against 
other industries, has been liberal in promoting its mining interests. 
Its mines are exempt from taxation, its judges are conversant with 
mining laws, and these considerations are among others which invite 
the people of that portion of the Pan Handle to connect themselves 
with the Territory of Montana. 

The people who reside in that country are largely Montanians; they 
left us in pursuit of fortunes, but, warm in their attachments and 
strong in their rig they have expressed the desire to return. The 
information which I have from Montana justifies me in saying that the 
people of that Territory are willing and anxions to receive the proposed 
addition of territory and population and will welcome their return 
with open arms. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. StRUBLE]. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment sent up by the gentleman from 
Montana has not yet been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not yielded for the offering of an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that this question, as 
may be understood from the report of the subcommittee to which it was 
assigned, was most fully investigated with reference to all the questions 
which are supposed to have a bearing upon the main question involved 
in the bill. And I desire to say that the subcommittee was unanimous 
in its view, after a full consideration of all these questions, that this an- 
peanon to Washington Territory should be made as is proposed in the 

ill. 

Not only is that the case, but the gentlemen of the committee unan- 
imously agreed to the report of the subcommittee, and in harmony with 
that action this bill has been reported to the House. As the chairman 
of the committee has disclosed upon the floor, it seems that he has re- 
ceived some protestations from gentlemen residing out there against this 
movement. I confess that his statements were as new to me as they 
were undoubtedly to the members of this House. They seem to be 
based on individual letters from gentlemen residing in that Territory. 
But, as against these, there are the resolutions which were read by the 
Delegate from Washington Territory and the statements made by the 
Delegate from Idaho Territory, and I think the evidence is conclusive 
that the people, or a great majority of the people, of these two Territo- 
ries desire this change. 

Ihave no doubt all politicians out there have schemes, and I haveno 
doubt there may have been practices out there to be condemned in the 
interest of good morals. But the fact is, all the political scheming in 
which these gentlemen have engaged has not been sufficient to raise the 
mountains that stand there as natural barriers against the people of the 
north in their intercourse with the major part of that Territory of Idaho, 
They are hemmed in by these mountains, and nothing can change the 
physical conditions in that regard. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, in view of the unanimous report of the 
subcommittee, in view of the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Territories, and the harmony there has been on the subject on the part 
both of Democrats and Republicans, this bill ought to receive the sanc- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall yield in a moment to the Delegate from 
Washington Territory [Mr. VOORHEES]. But in reference to the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TooLE] that certain 
persons residing in the Pan Handle of Idaho had changed their minds 
and now desired to be annexed to Montana Territory, I have this to say. 
Of course there are some persons residing in the Pan Handle of Idaho 
who prefer to be attached to the Territory of Montana, so that they can 
by means of the Northern Pacific Railroad cross the Bitter Root ran, 
of mountains and get into Montana perhaps more easily than they could 
get into the capital of Washington Territory. But the pepe in that 
region, through their representatives in the Legislature of Idaho, have 
unanimously united in a vote in favor of this bill, so that we have the 
official expression of the people in that region through their representa- 
tives in their own Legislature in favor of the passage of the bill now 
before the House, and I maintain that such official expression of views 
by the people, through the members of their Legislature, after a popu- 
lar vote, ought not to be set aside by resolutions of irresponsible town 
meetings. I yield now to the gentleman from Washington, who desires 
to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 


FE an — lt weg ee ok Br een ele 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 18, page 4, strike out “ twenty-nine” and insert “ thirty.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. The object of the amendment, as I understand it, 
is to give to the Territory annexed a member of the Legislature. 
Mr. VOORHEES. It is designed to conform to the districts as or- 
ganized. That is all. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I offer also another amendment, 
which is simply designed to pefect the bill. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Add, as section 9, the 8 
“That the Cœur d'Alene land ict within that portion of Idaho Territory 
hereby annexed to Washington Territory shall constitute the Cœur d'Alene 
land district of Washington Territory; and all that portion of Idaho Terri- 
tory hereby annexed to Washington Territory which is not embraced within 
the limits of the Cœur d'Alene land district shall constitute the Lewiston land 
district of Washington Territory.” 
Mr. VOORHEES. That provision simply continues, under the new 
order of things, the organization which exists at present. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question. 
Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my amendment consid- 


ered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as 
the Chair understood, did not yield to the gentleman [Mr. TooLE] to 
offer an amendment, but only for some remarks. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] now demands the previous question upon the 
pending amendment and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment last offered was then agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been already ordered, 
but the hour for the consideration of bills has expired. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 738) for the re- 
lief of James Clifford; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now proceed to the 
consideration of business on the House Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The first businesson the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3) to pre- 
yent the claim of the war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and 
acts amendatory thereof, by the United States, as set-off against States 
haying claims against the General Government. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, one of my colleagues who desired 
to engage in the debate on that bill is absent on account of illness, and 
it has been agreed that, if there be no objection, this bill shall be passed 
over for the present, I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be passed over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It w not lose its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION. 


‘The next business on the House Calendar was the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 108) authorizing the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment to loan the North, Central, and South American Exposition at 
New Orleans certain articles for exhibit. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] to lay the joint resolution and 
the pending amendment on thetable. On that the yeas and nays have 
been demanded and that demand is pending. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and, 40 
members voting in favor thereof, the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the joint resolution 
read, and also the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the joint resolution and the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, & e., That it is desirable, in any way consistent with existing laws, 
and without risk Loe bod cama pee ap gd expense tothe National Treasury, 
to encourage the effort being m: or the development of industry and com- 
mercial relations by the North, Central, and South American Exposition at New 
Orleans, and it be, and is hereby, approved that the heads of the several Execu- 
tive Departments shall, in whatever respect they may in their judgment see con- 
venient and „loan any articles or material suitable to such purpose: Pro- 
vided, such loan be m: entirely at the expense and on the responsibility 
of said American tion, and shall not be of material needed for use in either 

rtment and I not in any way interrupt the daily routine of duty or order 
in any branch of the Government, 

Amendment: “Provided further, That before either Of the heads of the Execu- 
tive De ents loan to said American Exposition any article or materjal em- 


braced in this resolution, said American Exposition, or some one as principal for 
it, shall execute and deliver to the head of such Executive Department a good and 
sufficient bond, ofapproved security, in such sum as the head of such Executive 
ent may approve, conditioned for the proper care and safe and prompt 

sa . specified in 


return of such or material at a time to the bond.“ 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 112, not 
voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—135. 
Adams, G. E. Davenport. Holman, Reed, T. B. 
‘Allen, 6. II Davidson, A.C, Holmes, ce, 
Allen, J. M. Dockery, Hopkins, Romeis, 
Arnot, Y, Houk, Rowell, 
Baker, Eldredge, J m, Sawyer, 
Ballentine, Ely, Johnston, J. T. Scott, 

h, Evans, ones, J. II. Scranton, 
Bennett, Everhart, Kelley Sessions, 
Bingham, La Follette, Sowden, 
Bland, Felton, " Spooner, 
Blount, Findlay, Springer, 
Bound, er, Lawler, Steele, 
Boyle, Fleeger, Lindsey, Stephenson, 

s Foran, Lyman, t, 
Brown, C. E. Ford. Markham, Struble, 
Brown, W. W. Frederick, McAdoo, Swope, 

uc! 3 Fuller, Symes, 
R Funston, Merriman, Taylor, E.B. 
Bunnell, Gallinger, Millard, Taylor, J. M 
urleigh, Geddes, Milliken, Thomas, O. B. 
Burrows. G Mills, Thompson, 
Campbell, J. M. Goff, Moffatt, Tucker, 
Cannon, Hale, O'Donnell, ‘Turner, 
Carleton, Hall, O Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Hammond, re, Wait, 
Cobb, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wakefield, 
Conger, Hayden, nyson, Ward, J. H 
Cooper, Hepburn, Peel, Ward, T.B. 
Cowles, Herbert, Phelps. Weaver, A. J. 
x, Herman, ideock, 
Croxton, Hewitt, Pindar, White, A. C. 
Culberson, Hiestand, 7 White, Milo 
Cutchéon, Hiscock, Price, inans. 
Daniel, Hitt, 3 
NAYS—12. 
Atkinson, Gro Mitchell, Spri 
Hahn, Morgan, Stahinceker, 
Blanchard, Harmer, Morrill, Stewart, Charles 
Bliss, H Mo: 8 St. Martin 
Brady, Heard Morrow, Stone, W. J. of Ky. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hemphill, Mopy Storm, 
Breckinridge, WOP Henderson, D. B. Neal, Swinburne, 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, J.S. Neece, Tarsney, 
Brumm, eee: T. J. Negiey, — heii eh 
Bynum, 4 elson, omas, J. 
Cabell, Howard, Norwood, Throckmorton, 
Can Tillman, 
Clements, Johnson, F. A. O'Neill, Charles ‘Townshend, 
Cole, Johnston, T. D, Owen, Trigg, 
Crain, Jones, J. T. Perry, Viele, 
Crisp, Ling, Plumb, Wade, 
De dson, R. H. M. tastes — Wane ad 
v es, arner, 
Dibble, h Robertson, Warner, William 
Dingley, Little, Rockwell, Wellborn, 
Dougherty, re, Ropers, Wheeler, 
Dunn, Louttit, ler, Wilkins, 
ut, Martin, Sayers, Willis, 
Forney, Matson, Shaw, Wilson, 
Gay, McCreary, Singleton, Wise, 
Gibson, C. H. McKenna, Skinner, Wolf 
Gilfillan. MeMillin, Smalls, Woodburn, 
Green, W. Rae, Snyder, Worth s 
NOT VOTING—%%. 
Adams, J. J. Compton, Hutton, 
Aiken, James, Pettibone, 
Anderson, C. M. Curtin, K Pulitzer, 
Anderson, J. A. Davis, Kleiner, 
Barbour, Da Fevre, Reid, J. W. 
2 eee 4 Ri 
ng, EES, 
Ba; Eden, Lovering, Ryan, 
Beimont, EL Lowry, Seney, 
Boutelle, Gibson, Eustace 7 Seymour, 
Burnes. Glover, — eb Ste J. W. 
Butterworth, Green, R. S. McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Miller, Stone, W. J., of Ma. 
Campbell, Felix Guenther, Muller, ul 
Campbell, Halsell, Hara, ‘Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, 5 O'Neill, J.J. Van ick, 
Cas x nes, ker, Weaver, J. B. 
Clardy, Henley, eber, 
Co Perkins, Whiting. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. EDEN, during the week. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BAYNE, until further notice. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MAYBURY, until the 29th instant. 
The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. 
LE FEVRE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
. DOWDNEY with Mr. LIBBEY. 
. DAWSON with Mr. HANBACK. 
. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. PAYNE. 
. MULLER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
. LOVERING with Mr. Lona. 
. REESE with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. LAFFOON. I desire to state that my colleague, Judge HAL- 
SELL, is confined to his room by sickness. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
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LAND GRANT TO ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The next unfinished business on the House Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company in aid of the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER. The pending question is on an amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the words to disposal,” in the seventeenth and eighteenth 
lines, and insert: 

“To entry and settlement under the provisions of the homestead laws by actual 
settlers only, as though said grant had never been made: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall be held to impair any right the United States may have in or to 
the lands embraced in said grant not declared forfeited by this act.“ 


Mr. COBB. That last clause of the amendment, beginning with the 
word provided,“ is in the bill and ought not to be repeated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That clause is in the bill, but is embraced within 
the portion which my amendment strikes out; and it is reinserted by 
the amendment, the object being to preserve the connection. 

Mr. COBB. The same language is in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN ] proposes to strike ont the language of the bill 
after certain words and to insert what has been read, the language to 
be inserted including a part of what is already in the bill; but if the 
amendment be adopted the language will be included but once. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My only object was to preserve the connection of 
the language; and that is the effect, as my colleague will see if he ex- 
amines the amendment carefully. The amendment differs from the 
provision of the bill in this respect only: the amendment proposes to 
apply to these lands the principle of the homestead law, instead of al- 
lowing them to be sold at $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I will only say that I hope this amend- 
ment will not be adopted. If such a provision be inserted in the bill, 
it will merely provoke discussion, and in the end, I think, kill the bill. 
While I do not charge that to be the object of my colleague, yet it is 
very clear that if any proposition of this kind be inserted controversy 
between the two Houses will necessarily arise, and the bill probably be 
defeated in the Senate. For this reason I am opposed to the amend- 
ment; and I trust the House will not adopt such a proposition, as it did 
on a previous bill of this nature. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are not both the Senate and the House committed 
to the policy of disposing of the public lands under the homestead laws, 
and are not both of the great political parties of the country committed 
to the same policy? 

Mr. COBB. My colleague asks mea question whether I do not under- 
stand the Senate wishes to pass such a measure. Now, I understand the 
Senate is willing to vote forameasure, buta measure with other things 
attached to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate sent this bill back at the last session. 

Mr. COBB. Yes; the Senate sent this bill back at the last session, 
but with an amendment that no one in this House would vote for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was there any amendment to the homestead law ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes; they amended the homestead law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The principle of the homestead law was substan- 
tially included. 

Mr. COBB. In connection with what we sent they sent back other 
propositions we could not vote for, and which they knew we could not 
vote for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But can this House afford to go back of the prin- 
ciple of the homestead law ? 

Mr. COBB. We are notgoing back of the principle of the homestead 
law. We havea bill pending, and the committee has considered it, 
for the purpose of repealing the timber-culture law and the pre-emption 
law. We will bring it before the House, and if the House will pass 
it, it will prevent any of the public lands being disposed of except for 
homestead purposes. I hope this House will be disposed to let it pass 
and become a law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us send this bill to the Senate in favor of home- 
steaders. The other law has not yet been passed. 

Mr. COBB. That is the very point. Iam willing todo that. Iam 
as anxious about the homestead law as my colleague, and I have done 
as much as he ever did to preserve for homestead purposes the public 
lands of the United States. Here are lands belonging to railroad cor- 
porations, and Iam trying to wrest them from the grip of these railroad 
corporations. I know there will be obstructions placed in the way; 
but I appeal to the House again to let the bill pass. I reserve the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment to the amendment was again read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 44. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The remaining amendments of the committee, heretofore published, 
were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now recurs on the substitute for the 


PET amended proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 


Mr. PERKINS. Is debate exhausted on the pending bill and sub- 
stitute? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The previous question has not been 
demanded. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam willing to yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 
How many minutes does he desire? 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to take the floor for the purpose of opposing 
the gentleman’s substitute. 

sp oe sine ge The gentleman from Arkansas is first entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the bill reported by the majority of the 
Committee on the Public Lands seeks to forfeit only that part of the 
lands granted the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company which are 
not conterminous with any portion of the constructed road. That will 
give to the railroad company all the lands along the line of the road, 
whether constructed or purchased by it, and will forfeit to the Gov- 
ernment those in the Mohave Desert and which are of little or no value 
as compared with the other lands. Here is where the Government no 
doubt was most anxious to get a road when the grant was made. If 
you permit this corporation bya system of trading and mortgaging with 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé and the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railroad Companies to acquire title to all of these lands without 
complying with the conditions of the grant, leave the road uncompleted, 
and give the company for so small a part performance all that is of any 
real value to it, then you have saved nothing for the people of the coun- 
try by the act of forfeiture; for if the legal argument advanced by the 
honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] last week be correct, 
then the title to all these lands will be clouded until the mortgages are 
foreclosed, and some of them are not due until 1922 and others until 
1910. Shall we leave the title thus clouded? 

The substitute I offer seeks to forfeit all the lands not conterminous 
with any portion of the road constructed within the time provided by 
the grant, which was July 4,1878. I understand only 34 miles of the 
road were completed within this time, and under the argument pre- 
sented by the majority of the committee I insist upon the exercise of 
all the power vested in Congress. The committee in the report un- 
dertake to justify themselves in going beyond that by the act passed 
April 20, 1871, to enable the company to mortgage its road and lands. 

Mr.COBB. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow mea moment 
I will make a correction. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that but 34 miles 
of the road were completed. They had completed 125 miles within the 
time fixed by the act, That includes that portion of the road in Mis- 
souri and 34 miles in the Indian Territory ranning to Venita, making 
125 in all. Now he proposes, as I understand it, by his substitute to 
forfeit all the lands, including that in Missouri along the completed 
portion of the road. 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir; I propose forfeiting none of the lands conter- 
minous with the road which was constructed within the time—that is, 
before July 4, 1878. , 

Mr. COBB. Then it would not make much difference. The num- 
ber of miles completed was 125 within the time fixed by the act making 
the grant. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know how much was completed. I made the 
statement upon information received from the chairman of the com- 
mittee and supposed it wasaccurate. ButIstand corrected now. How- 
ever, it does not matter whether it was 34 miles or 125 miles completed. 
All of the lands conterminous with the constructed road—that is, con- 
structed within the time fixed by the law—are lost to the Government 
and pass to the company or its mortgagees under the act ef April 20, 1871. 

Now I hold that, inasmuch as this act does not pretend to grant ad- 
ditional rights to the company, the mortgage thus authorized only car- 
ries a lien to such rights as the company held. The mortgage was nec- 
essarily subject to all the conditions of the granting act. So far from 
enlarging the rights of the company, I think the language used clearly 
limited the rights of the mortgagees to the lands conterminous with road 
constructed within time or at the time of foreclosure if made before the 
time for completion expired. This is to my mind the only just con- 
struction of which it is susceptible. As to the power of Congress to 
declare this forfeiture, I refer to the able argument of the chairman of 
the committee in his report upon this bill. I agree fully with him 
until we come to the act of April 20,1871. Then who can tell what 
the courts will decide about that act? If I am correct, we have saved 
homes for millions of our people. If not, we have lost nothing. Shall 
we anticipate what the decision of the courts will be, or shall we do 
what we think is right toward the people and leave the courts to con- 
strue the laws? 

If the argument of the gentleman who represents the company be 
correct, and it possibly may be, then it may be 1922 before a foreclosure 
of the mortgage. Shall we wait until then before we force a judicial 
construction of the act, and during all of that time have all of this 
great body of land tied up and withheld from settlement? This is nec- 
essarily the case unless Congress provides some way to test the validity 
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of the mortgage as to the lands forfeited. Will you restore the lands 
to the public domain and open them to settlers, to have them and their 
children annoyed by these bondholders, or will you declare the forfeit- 
ure and L pose at once to adjust the differences between the Govern- 


ment and the bondholders? 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that it is the duty of Congress in behalf of the 
people to declare this grant forfeited as between the Government and 
the railroad company, and if the mort have rights, as they doubt- 
less have, then it is within their province, if they so desire, to go into 
court and adjust them. No act of ours will or can in the least preju- 
dice their rights. But you can not protect the people without an act 
of forfeiture, and the protection only goes to the extent of the forfeiture. 
There is but one safe course, and that is to adopt the substitute or 
some similar measure. Will not the company get all the lands it is en- 
titled to under the substitute, if that be adopted? The settlers will be 

rotected as far as they can be protected by legislative enactment, but 
if they can be protected further, in God’s name let us protect them. 

No one here will go further in any effort to protect them than I will. 
I am not willing that this corporation should take shelter under them. 
Let us not lose sight of the rights of the thousands of homeless families 
of our country while we are protecting the few settlers who have been 
duped by this company. I say we should then take back that which 
belongs to us. 

Mr. COBB. 
ment 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. I understand this act does not grant an acre of land with- 
in the Indian Territory to this company. I think there is no question 
of that. I have looked it up very carefully, and that is my conviction. 
Now, that being so, I take it that the substitute does not cover anything 
more than the bill does. 

Mr. McRAE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. COBB. I assert, as a fair proposition, that the act incorporating 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company does not grant a single acre 
of that portion of the lands within the Indian Territory. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think you are correct in that. 

Mr. COBB. Because it is nota Territory of the United States, nor is 
it a State. The Territory never has been regarded in the light of a 
Territory of the United States. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think there is no doubt of that. 

Mr. COBB. Then practically, as I understand it, the substitute does 
not cover any more than the original bill, except as to some details you 
go into with regard to the protection of settlers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And as to the portion completed after 1878. 

Mr. MCRAE. It affects that. 

Mr. COBB. That does not matter. It does not cover an inch of 
ground more than the bill of the committee. 

To explain now: There were only 34 miles of the road completed at 
the time the whole road should have been running under the act of in- 
corporation. Now, the gentleman from Arkansas pr to give to 
this company all of the lands that it has earned, the language of 
railroad men, by completing the 34 miles. If they run into the Indian 
Territory, and no grant being made in that Territory, it can not involve 
any additional land, and hence it makes no difference as between that 
provision and the bill of the committee. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let me ask a question. Iunderstand the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public 5 to say that if by any 
construction there was a grant made in the Indian Territory the pres- 
ent bill forfeits that t? 

Mr. COBB. No, Idid not say that; but that there was no grant; 
because it was beyond the power of Congress to make the grant and it 
has been so held by the Interior Department as well as by It 
has been held that this is not a Territory within the construction of the 
word as generally employed, but that it is a portion of our territory set 
apart for a ific purpose; that is to say, for the Indian tribes, and the 
most of the in the Territory is owned by the Indians by deeds and 
treaties. They have titles to it, which are vested in four great tribes 
of Indians. It is, in other words, an Indian reservation. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But what does the gentleman do with the 

of the act itself, which says it shall take effect on the extin- 
ent of the Indian title? 

Mr. COBB. Thatrefers to other small 
tions lying beyond. It was so und 
wise by the company till a year or two ago. 

Mr. AVER, of Iowa. But in point of fact the company does claim 
it and has issued mortgages on it? 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. They have not done so? I am glad to hear 
that. 

Mr. COBB. They put up a claim five or six years ago and discussed 
the question before Commissioner Williamson. He decided there was 
no grant in the Indian Territory, not even a right of way. But they 
went on, and in order to cover that section of the road treated with the 
Indians and got the right of way from them under the act of Congress. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That is very important information, which 
the House will be glad to have. 


If my colleague on the committee will allow me a mo- 


tions of the Indian reserva- 
and was never claimed other- 


Mr. COBB. You will find it in the report pretty fully discussed. 

Mr. PEEL. I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. MCRAE] if his substi- 
tute forfeits any lands ofthe grant east of the Indian Territory; in other 
words, between cee and the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not know where the lands are precisely. But 
the substitute bill seeks to forfeit all the lands where the road has not 
been constructed within the time fixed by the granting act. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to this statement in his report in connection with his statement 
here to-day when he says there is very little difference between the sub- 
stitute and the bill proposed by the committee. On page 5 of the re- 
port he uses this language: 

They therefore, both debtor and creditor in this transaction. And they 
are now only oe such parte of said road as suits their selfish desires, in 
securing such parts of the land grant as may be conterminous therewith at the 
date of the declaration of forfeiture by the Government. Since entering into 
ay tripartite agreement they have completed 559 miles of the Western Divis- 
Now, I think that agreement referred to was entered into after the 
time fixed by the original granting act had expired; and the gentleman 
says himself 559 miles of road have been completed and are claimed by 
these companies since that time. My impression is that the company 
has reported this amount of road constructed, but in fact some of it was 
purchased for the purpose of earning this grant. 

As I started to say a moment ago, the facts connected with this case 
call more loudly for a forfeiture than in any case I have been led to ex- 
amine. This company of themselves have constructed almost noth- 
ing. They have taken other roads, bought them, paid little or nothing 
upon them, given mortgages upon the land grants and the roads so 
purchased to secure the payments roads already in operation and con- 
structed with the aid of subsidies from the Government. These are 
ae ae Se ee 

They are thus extending their lines wherever they want them with- 
out any reference to the location provided for the charter of this road, 
and as the chairman of the committee in his able argument in this re- 
port says, they keep up a nominal existence merely so as to enable 
these two corporations to secure the benefit of the land grant to the ex- 
tent they desire under the act authorizing the mortgage, and not for a 
bona fide purpose. There is nota solitary condition of the granting 
act that was carried out. They did not commence work on, and com- 
plete, the first section as the act required, nor within the time speci- 
fied. They did not complete any of the sections, nor whole road, as 
was required, nor within the ified time. They have done as nearly 
nothing of what was required of them as was possible for them to do 
and claim to have done anything. There is noend tothe bonds issued 
and the mortgages executed by it. 

Now, if section 2 of the substitute does not protect the settlers, let 
some gentleman who will propose something better on this subject, I 
do not care for the phraseol I want both the Government and 
settlers protested, and I ap; to this House to preserve these lands 
tr the generations who are to come after us. Are we not pledged to 

0 80? 

My substitute provides for the forfeiture of all the lands not earned 
within the time, and then for a judicial p which will adjust 
the difference between the United States and the mortgagees. 

While this road in 1871 claimed it did not have the power to mort- 
gage and asked Congress ot Fores it to do so, there was in fact a mort- 
gage on a of it executed two years before it discovered that it did 
not have the power. 

There is no question in my mind that the act of April 20, 1871, was 
surreptitiously through Congress with its deceptive title for the 
purpose of obtaining an unfair advantage and securing additional hold 
upon these lands. construing acts the courts may look to the title 
in arriving at the intention of the law-making power. If this convic- 
tion forces itself upon the mind of Con; as it appears to have done 
upon the majority of the Public Lands Committee, these reasons are 
doubly strong why we should take hold of this matter and settle it at 
once. Do not let it go to 1922. Ifthe billproposed by the committee 
is passed, this adjustment may not be made till the last of these mort- 

become dueand mo: see fit to foreclose. If default should 

made, there isno probability of a foreclosure, because the mortgagees 

make more by refusing to act, and the probability is that they will wait 
as long as they can. 

Mr. COBB. But we forfeit all the lands that are not conterminous 
with the completed road. 

Mr. McRAE. That are not conterminous with the road completed 
now; that is all they intended to ay e for along time. They are 
not expecting to complete their road through the desert lands. They 
say it will not pay them to do so. You give them all they care for at 
present - the cream of the grant—and yet leave an immense gap uncom- 
pleted. I say enter; take back the whole estate granted that it is possi- 
ble for us to get. 

Mr. COBB. We save 28,000,000 of acres. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, of desert lands, and give the company nearly as 
much of the very best land by the side of these roads that they did not 


construct at all—roads constructed by aid of other land grants and with- 
out this grant. The Government expected a road to be constructed 
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along the line of the thirty-fifth parallel, and did not expect the com- 
pany to purchase one on the thirty-fifth parallel. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think that if the provisions of this 
substitute are understood they will not meet the approval or the con- 
science of this House. The gentleman suggests that the second section 
of the substitute is designed to protect settlers in their interests. I 
see no protection tothem inits provisions. Instead of that, it author- 
izes and directs the representative of the Government to institute pro- 
ceedings to carry into effect the forfeiture that is declared by the bill. 
What will be the effect? I do not care, for the purposes of this dis- 
cussion, whether these mortgagees have a valid mortgage or not, whether 
it can be sustained and maintained in court or not; but it is of impor- 
tance to this House, and of importance to thousands of people in South- 
west Missouri, whether this substitute shall be adopted and enacted 
into law or not. This road was constructed to the western boundary of 
Missouri years ago, and has been constracted 34 miles into the Indian 
Territory. Along the line of the road the lands have been sold; the 
company has parted with its title, and settlers have purchased and oc- 
cupy the lands. 

Mr. MCRAE, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McRAE. Wasnotthis part of the road which you refer to con- 
structed within the prescribed time? 

Mr. PERKINS. But your substitute, if I understand its provisions, 
proposes to forfeit the entire grant of this railroad company. 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no. Lou do not understand it. It proposes only 
to forfeit that part of the grant where the road was not constructed within 
the time prescribed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it is well, Mr. Speaker, that there should 
be no uncertainty or ambiguity. As I was suggesting, the lands along 
the line of this road in Southwestern Missouri have passed into the 
possession of settlers; homes are there; the people have occupied and 
cultivated the lands for years; they have invested their money and 
have rested, as they supposed, in perfect security in the titles they 

Now, as I understand the provisions of this substitute, all 
thatis to be disturbed, and the representative of the Government is au- 
thorized to institute actions in court to adjust the titles. What would 
be the effect of that? It would precipitate contests upon these settlers. 
The settler would be compelled to go to the local Jand offices for the 
purpose of securing a title from the Government—a title which he now 
has, unless it is disturbed by act of Congress—a title which is satis- 
factory, and which secures the settlers in their possessions. But declare 
an entire forfeiture of these lands and impose upon these people the 
necessity of going into local tribunals or local land offices to secure new 
titles, and you impose upon them a hardship indeed. 

Others may come in and institute contests with them; others may 
move upon the same lands that are now occupied and thus precipitate 
contests about titles which will send the settlers from the local land 
offices to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and thence to the 
Secretary of the Interior—contests attended with costs, attended with 
delay, attended with uncertainty, attended with hardships, for which, 
in my judgment, there is no occasion or justification. If this railroad 
company has an unearned grant of land, let us forfeit it and restore it 
to the Government; but let us act in moderation and deal in justice 
with existing rights. While taking from the company lands not earned, 
do not let us take from the people the homes they possess and for years 
have beautified with their industry and toil. In our zeal to strikea 
land-grant railroad company, do not let us, without cause or justifica- 
tion, imperil the homes of all Southwestern Missouri. 

The people are not asking that the title to the lands originally granted 
to this company and parted with by the company to settlers shall he 
disturbed; but, if I understand the scope of this substitute, it would 
disturb those titles as well as others. 

Now, as to the effect of this bill on the lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory, as suggested by the chairman of the committee, it is questionable 
whether the company has any grant there or not. Those are not public 
lands; they are not open to settlement; people are not authorized to go 
in and settle upon those lands or to make homes there; the company 
has made no disposition of them, except as they may be affected by the 
mortgage which has been executed, the provisions of which have been 
discussed. But so far as the road has been constructed, so far as the 
lands have passed from the Government to the company along the fin- 
ished and completed line, it seems to me there ought not to be any dis- 
position on the part of this House to declare a forfeiture and to put in 
jeopardy the homes of the people. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize with my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. MoRA®] so far as his amendment is concerned, but I 
am very well satisfied, as a legal proposition, that under the act of 
1871 to which he has referred we can not forfeit the lands that are con- 
terminous with the completed road; in other words, that the mortgages 
have a subsisting lien for the moneys that they have advanced upon 
the mortgage, a lien which must be satisfied before anything can come 
to the Government from a forfeiture; and when that lien is satisfied I 
do not believe there would be anything left. So that this question is, 
perhaps, more a question of principle than a practical question, 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to my colleague, I think this 
bill ought to pass as the committee have reported it. It is the same 
bill that passed here two years ago. It was fully considered then by 
the House; the committee have given it careful consideration now; the 
majority of the committee favor the bill in this form, and I think it 
ought to pass. I do not think any objection ought to be raised against 
the bill as reported by the committee. I do not wish to take up the 
time of the House. If any gentleman desires to ask any questions in 
regard to the provisions of the bill, I shall take pleasure in answering 
them if I can; butif there is no such desire, I shall move the previous 
question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman [Mr. Conn] allow me three 
minutes to saya fow words in reference to the third section of this sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. COBB. Ves, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed especially to the third 
section of this substitute, which provides that the Attorney-General 
is authorized and directed to institute proper legal proceedings to set 
aside and cancel any mortgage or mortgages that may have been exe- 
cuted by said company upon the lands forfeited by this act.” If any 
mo have been executed by the railroad company which cover 
the lands forfeited by this act, those mortgages cover other lands as well 
as those forfeited; they cover the road-bed, the depots, and the rolling- 
stock of the railroad company. Now, what would be the effect of a pro- 
ceeding by the Attorney-General to bringa mortgagee into courtand have 
his mortgage canceled when a part of that mortgage was good and a part 
bad? I do not see that we ought to require such a proceeding to be 
brought in the courts. The courts can not decide the question properly. 
If the railroad companies think they have mortgages upon these lands, 
let them at their own expense p in the courts to foreclose their 
mortgates and see whether they can perfect their title. 

Mr: McRAE. It is not their interest to foreclose, because the longer 
they wait the more they get. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If they do not go into court and foreclose their 
mortgages, I do not see that the Attorney-General should go into court 
to have a portion of the mortgage declared invalid. 

Mr. RANNEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. RANNEY. The principal of the mortgage not being due and 
the interest being regularly paid, how can the mortgage be foreclosed 
until it expires ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no desire to facilitate or hurry up these 
foreclosure proceedings. If the Government of the United States has 
declared the lands forfeited and has given deeds for them to its citizens, 
who have gone on the lands and perfected their title, I want their title 
to stand in the courts as against any mortgage the railroad company 
may have upon these lands. I think the patents to the settlers will 
stand good for their protectlon. 

Mr. RANNEY. I understand that the mortgage of 1871 was given 
under express authority granted by Congress. ‘This beingso, I wish to 
know whether we can disturb that vested right on the assumption, as 
one gentleman has stated, that the act was procured from Congress by 
fraud. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will propound that question to 
the Committee on Public Lands, they will answer that they have con- 
sidered it and in consequence of their decision have reported this bill 
to forfeit the lands to the United States. The judgment of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands in this House, as expressed in their report 
and in this proposition to forfeit those lands, is that the Government 
can withdraw any title that it may have given, if it ever did give 
any. 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman being a good lawyer, and it appear- 
ing that the mortgage was given under the authority of a special act of 
Congress, I wanted to know his opinion, as I esteem it valuable, whether 
Con can now destroy that vested right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question of vested rights has been settled by 
the reports of the Committee on Public Lands upon this subject. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not agree to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman does not agree with the commit- 
tee, then of course he will vote against this bill. But I have not been 
impressed with the argument which claims for these vast railroad cor- 
porations vested rights to the public domain. I think the people have 
some vested rights; and their representatives are here now to assert 
those vested rights, and to claim this public domain for actual set- 
tlers. 

Mr. RANNEY. But third parties have an interest in the lands. 

Mr. COBB. Lagree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.SPRINGER] 
that the people have vested rights; and I think in some cases corpora- 
tions also have such rights. In this case I believe they have rights 
under the law which the gentleman had not perhaps looked into. Now, 
here is the law passed in 1871. I think it very likely its passage through 
this House may have been secured in the mannerstated by my colleague 
on the committee. That act, however, had a purpose, and that purpose 
has been accomplished, and we can not gainsay it. Let me read a pro- 
vision of that act. After reciting some of the facts and giving the power 
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this land grant, together with the road-bed, &c., of the com- 
pany, the act continues: 


claiming under any m 
by said act shall extend to so much thereofas 


appertaining to that part of said road which shail have been constructed at the 
e of the foreclosure of said mortgage. 


Now, I submit, taking the whole legislation together, the true con- 
struction of this language is at the time of forfeiture;’’ otherwise, as 
my colleague on the committee has said, the grant under this provision 
might stand for a hundred years if foreclosure should not be made. 
Taking the whole legislation together—the original act in connection 
with this act of 1871, a portion of which I have read—I think there is 
clearly reserved to the Government of the United States a right to for- 
feit these lands, but only such lands as lie non-conterminous with the 
completed road. This is, I think, the true construction; and it was 
the construction of the majority of the committee. If this be the cor- 
rect constru our act of forfeiture can not go further. I would be 
glad to forfeit all these lands if we had the power to do so. 

This company has all the way along made breaches of the conditions 
upon which the grant was made. It will never complete this road. I 
am satisfied beyond all doubt that to-day the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company owns none of this road from ning to end, but it is 
all owned by the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company 
and the Saint Louis and San Francisco Company. All of this road that 
they ever intend to complete has been completed, and I would be glad 
to forfeit every inch of the lands granted if I believed that in legal con- 
templation it could be done. But my opinion is that we have not the 
legal power to carry our forfeiture so far; that all we can do is to take 
the lands non-conterminous with the completed road. This the bill pro- 
poses todo. The substitute proposes in terms to go somewhat further; 
but practically I do not think it does so, because, as I have said, no 
grant of lands in the Indian Territory was ever made to this railroad 
corporation. In view of the construction heretofore adopted by the 
courts as to the Indian Territory, I think the third section of the act is 
very clear. It says: 


That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company, its successors and assigns, for the pe of aiding in the construc- 
tion of said railroad and telegraph line to the fic coast,and to secure the 
safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and pub- 
lic stores over the route of said line of railway and its branches, every alternate 
section of public land,” &o. 


Now the Indian Territory is not construed to be ‘ public land, and 
never was so considered either by the Interior Department or the 
courts. The Interior Department, as I have already said, has decided 
in an able opinion that not an inch of the lands lying within the limits 
of the Indian Territory was granted by this act, because such lands are 
not embraced in any organized Territory of the United States or in 
any State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Indiana [Mr. Cops] will allow 
me to say that the title of the Cherokee Nation is a title in fee-simple 
by the express terms of the act of Congress which gave it to them, and 
by the act such title is to remain in that nation so long as that Indian 
tribe shall occupy the land or until the tribe shall me extinct, 
Under these conditions the duration of the grant is likely to be indefi- 


nite. 

Mr. COBB. They have power under this act to make contracts with 
the Indians subject to the control of the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Interior. In pursuance of that act they did 
make some sort of agreement with the chiefs of the four nations through 
whose lands this road passes in reference to the right of way, thereby ad- 
mitting they had no title to these lands, and that on the contrary the 
Jands were owned by these four nations of Indians. Those Indian na- 
tions, as they are called, own these lands in the Indian Territory by ab- 
solute treaty, which even the Congress of the United States could not, 
if it would, violate. If, therefore, the Congress of the United States 
made this grant with the intention of giving these lands in the Indian 
Territory to this road it could not do so, because the United States did 
not own the lands at the time of the grant. Some of the lands, it is 
true, in the Indian Territory, are not thus owned under treaty stipula- 
tions by the Indians, but the greater portion are set apart by Congress 
for a specific and they are net regarded as any portion of the 
public lands of the United States. Nor are these lands regarded as ter- 
ritory in the meaning of the law. So the courts of the United States 
and so the Department of the Interior have decided time and again. 

I now demand the previous question on the substitute and ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MoRAE's substitute was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
ing en „it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of asking a question. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] either offered or gave notice he would offer an amendment that 
would cover the troublesome law question as to the rights of the bond- 
holders under the peculiar language of the amended act. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decided the amendment was not then 


in order under the rules of the House, there being at that time several 
amendments proposed by the committee and an amendment to one of 
those amendments offered by the gentleman from Indiana. The gen- 
senan from Alabama did not at a subsequent stage reoffer his amend- 
men S : 

Mr. HOLMAN. My understanding was that the gentleman’s amend- 
ment applied to the substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understood it was intended 
to apply to the original bill. 

Mr. COBB, I think the gentleman is mistaken. I understood the 
gentleman from Alabama directed his remarks to the substitute of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. Ido not think he intended to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu Imay probably be mistaken. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama at the close of his 
remarks proposed to offer an amendment, which the Chair decided not 
to be in order. Thereupon the gentleman himself read the amendment 
for the information of the House. It was never pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the Clerk possession of 
the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the amendment was not in 
order, and it was not afterward renewed. 

The bill was a 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that he had approved and signed, February 20, an act (H. 
R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting 
officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


SATURDAY SESSIONS FOR DEBATE ONLY. 

Mr. MORRISON, Lask by unanimous consent that Saturday of each 
week until further order of the House be set apart for debate only, no 
business to be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and pe were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, C. M. ANDERSON; Petition of M. L. Brown, George W. Swa- 
dener, and 100 others, praying for the ge of a bill embodying the 
recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the Steam Gauge and Lantern Com- 
pany of Rochester, N. Y., in favor of reciprocity treaty with Mexico— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of James W. Sanford for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of 23 clergymen, 8 physicians, 2 lawyers, 
47 teachers, 86 business men, and 26 officers of temperance and other 
societies, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under con- 
trol of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr.C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim of George 
W. Yackley, of Madison County, Alabama—to the Committee on War 
Claims. . 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of R. B. Church, M. D., Rev. George 
C. Foley, and 900 others, representative citizens of Lycoming, McKean, 
Sullivan, and Tioga Counties, Pennsylvania, asking for scientific tem- 
perance instruction in all the schools under control of the Federal Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition asking the continued coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of John S. Gibson and others, and of G. A. Hunt and 
others, against the suspension ofsilver coinage—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Standerline and others against the suspen- 
sion of silver coinage—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the case of William 
H. Weghaman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of Clark W. Cottrell of Philo, III., for 
removal of charge of desertion against him from Company E, One hun- 
dred and thirteenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Two petitions of ex-soldiers of Michigan, ask- 
ing for the passage of pension laws as recommended by the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition from the ninth district of Michigan from 127 repre- 
sentative citizens, among these 12 clergymen, 8 pliysicians, 4 lawyers, 
13 teachers, 62 business men, 30 officers of temperance and other soci- 
eties, for scientific temperance instruction in public schools under con- 
trol of the National Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of W. R. Riley; of J. C. Yost, ad- 
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ministrator of the estate of the late Benedict Yost; of John H. Mc- 
oen administrator of the estate of Robert McChesney, and of John 
H. McChesney, severally for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Isaac S. Smith, of Chattooga 
County; of Samuel 8. Davidson and of Cora A. Hudgins, of Chattooga 
County, Georgia, asking reference of their several claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLE: Appeal of Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum, for an increase 
of appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of William Murray and others, citizens 
of Boston, Mass., asking for the passage of an act demonetizing gold, 
&c.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of A. D. Thomas and others, for the repeal of the 
Comstock act ’?—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Three petitions of vessel-owners and citizens, 
for continuous life-saving service at the port of Grand Hayen, Mich., 
during the whole year—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Des Moines and Knox- 
ville, Iowa, praying for a constitutional amendment granting suf- 
i ri tata on equal terms with men—to the Committee on the 

u 


lation rec- 
ommended by pension committee of the Gran the Repub- 
lic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of the quarterly meeting of Friends in North 
Carolina, requesting the of Senate bill 355 to promote peace 
among nations—to the Committee on the Judi ` 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition from citizens of rt, Tex., in rela- 
tion to iy pal napa at Aransas Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of the channel between 
Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico—to the same committee. 

Also, petition from citizens of Myersville, Tex., in relation to deep 
water on the coast of Texas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Memorial of the bar of Texarkana, Ark., and 
Texarkana, Tex., prepared by T. E. Webber, E. F. Friedell, O. D. Scott, 
Charles S. Todd, and J. T. Vaughn, asking that terms of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States shall be held at Texarkana, Ark.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of J. A. Sprague, relative to post- 
masters’ salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of Pine Tree Assembly, No. 4318, rela- 
tive to interpretation of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of T. R. Simonton and 100 others, of Camden, Me., 
protesting 2 wring a commission looking to the admission of Canadian 
fish free of duty. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of citizens of Greenwood, Steuben 
Coity; New York, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Bronson, Levy County, Florida, in ref- 
erence to entrance to Cumberland Sound—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of merchants and citizens of Cedar Keys in reference 
to entrance to Cumberland Sound—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Rev. R. W. Moore, C. C. Johnson, 
M. D., and 529 others, representative citizens of the second district of 
Michigan, and the Con tional and Methodist Episcopal churches 
of Morenci, Mich., for scientific temperance instruction in all the 
schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, petition of several citizens of Pontiac, Mich., favoring a bill to 
increase the pension of Lewis G. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition and papers of John Lyon, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of pearl-button makers for relief to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Charles E. Nordstrom, relative to the reorganiza- 
tion of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Rev. William White Bronson, J. N. 
Richards, M. D., and 165 others, representative citizens of Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under 
control of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of citizens of Cedar County, of Clinton 
County, of Bremer County, of Grundy County, of Hardin County, of 
Iowa County, of James County, of Benton County, of Johnston County, 
of Tama County, of Butler County, and of Linn County, Iowa, to cre- 
ate a new division in the northern judicial district of lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORAN: Resolutions of Local Assembly No. 2013, Knights 
of Labor, Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Ding- 
ley pilotage bill, so called—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of citizens of Guttenburg, Iowa, con- 
cerning the office of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Richard F. Gaines, of Lauderdale County; 
of Prudence M. Kerin, formerly Crews, widow of Gideon P. Crews, de- 
ceased; and of Byron Hoover, of Gibson County, Tennessee, asking ref- 


Also, etition of citizens of Towa, praying for r 1 
Army 


erence of their war claims to the Court of Claims to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Joseph Speidel & Co. and others, whole- 
sale grocers of Wheeling, W. Va., relative to the change of duties on 
foreign sugars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.GROUT: Petition of Ezekiel Mullen and others, for increase 
of pensions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition relative to tariffon marble—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Coweta County, Georgia, ask- 
ing for aid to common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of B. F. Miller, intendant, and 34 
others, citizens of Lancaster, S. C., praying for the improvement of the 
entrance to Winyaw Bay and rivers tributary thereto—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of J. A. Farris and 125 others, soldiers 
now residing in Mount Ayr, Iowa, asking for additional legislation on 
the subject of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of W. W. Masman and others, members of the bar of 

County, Iowa, asking that the salaries of the district judges of 
the United States be increased—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cornelia T. Dodel, praying that the right of suf- 

be granted women—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers of Matthew E. Jackson, of Decatur County, 
Indiana, ace, Sra an honorable discharge from the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of H. C. Jay and others, citizens of Boone 
and Greene Counties, Iowa, asking that a pension be granted to Eliza- 
beth Luce, widow of John W. Luce, late a private in Company E, 
First Ohio Light 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John L. Swartz and 201 others, ex-soldiers and citi- 
zens of Iowa Falls, Iowa, praying for the passage of the bill recom- 
mended by the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of W. W. Olmstead and 149 others, ex-soldiers and citi- 
zens of Winnebago County, Iowa, praying the passage of a bill placing 
soldiers on an equality with the holders of United States bonds—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition from Rey. L. Jean and 236 others, representative citi- 
zens of Boone, Cerro Gordo, Hamilton, and Hardin Counties, Iowa, for 
scientific temperance instruction in all schools under control of the 
National Government; the Congregational church in Mason City; also 
urges the passage of such a law—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Kane County, IIlinois, 
to open Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of John Plumer, Howard Crawford, Fred. Adgate, and 
others; of G. B. Reed, G. W. Smith, R. MeEgan, and 20 others; of A. 
Nolting, S. J.Gifford, N. C. Banks, and 25 others; and of G. B. Reed, 
A. McConnell, Charles Warford, and 20 others, for a law putting oleo- 
margarine, butterine, and all imitations of and substitutes for butter 
undercontrol of the Internal Revenue Department, with a tax sufficient 
to defray the expenses of enforcing the lay to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph C. Hodges—- 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of 305 citizens of Darlington, Pa., and 
vicinity, asking for the of the pension bill recommended by the 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of bill for the relief of Rebecca Spence and 
Matilda Spence—to the same committee. 

Also, evidence in support of claim for the relief of Willie Gilmore— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of certain citizens, asking for passage of the bill for re- 
lief of Jacob Holder—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of 202 anaes citizensof 
Park and Warren Counties, Indiana, for scientific temperance instruc- 
tion in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr, J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Gregg County, Texas, 
for appropriation to continue work to open the channel at Sabine Pass— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from citizens of Panola County, Texas, in favor of con- 
tinuing appropriations for deep water at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial of ex-soldiers of Posey County, and of 
Gilson County, Indiana, for a uniform pension to the Union soldiers of 
the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of Mrs. William H. Beach, Emma 
C. Bascom, Mrs. T. B. Raymer, and Mrs. C. H. Rich, officers of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wisconsin, praying that the 
Constitution be so amended as to give all citizens equal rights under 
the law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Capt. George B. Sweet and 100 others, 
ex-soldiers, for the parogo of the pension bill pro; by the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Somervell County, Texas, 
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relative to deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of the Lake Pilots’ Aid Association, of 
Chicago, III., asking for the relief of captains, pilots, mates, and engi- 
neers of steam-vessels as provided in Senate bill 298—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers to accompany H. R. 2561 for a public build- 
ing at Sha News, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groun 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of N. D. Creamer, A. J. Gaskins, M. D., 
and 103 others, citizens of Clinton County, Ohio, and 14 officers of tem- 
perance and other societies, for scientific temperance instructions in all 
schools under control of the National Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of Typographical Union of Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, protesting against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill now ing in the Senate—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of Nebraska City city council, board of trade, and 
of the county commissioners of Otoe County, Nebraska, in reference to 
the improvement of the Missouri River at said city—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of C. W. Wood, of Montgomery County, 
Maryland, for supplies or stores taken for the use of the Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON; Petition of Rufus C. Carpenter and 83 others, citi- 
zens of Putnam County, Indiana, asking for certain pension legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Austin County, Texas, and 
of citizens of Fayette County, Texas, for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Luling, Caldwell County, Texas, in 
reference to improvementof harbors on the Texas coast—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Hon. Ira F. Collins and 160 others, 
of Sabetta, Kans., asking that a special act be passed granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of the Saint Louis Live Stock Ex- 
change, to extend civil jurisdiction of the United States in the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mr. Washburn and officers of the Humane Society, 
against free pasturage on public lands and branding of cattle—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition praying for the speedy enactment of all 
legislation necessary to put in force the reciprocity treaty with Mex- 
ico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Gustav Schleiter, for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition foropening of the Red Lake reservation— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, concerning the regulation of interstate commerce, and ap- 
proving of the main features of the bill reported by Senator CULLOM—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, statement ofa committee representing those engaged in the mar- 
ble industry, in reference to the duties on marble and asking for the 
protection of that industry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of merchants of Saint Louis, favor- 
ing Mexican reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PERRY: Memorial of Isaac K. James, praying reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of W. H. Porter and 200 other ex-sol- 
diers of Labette County, Kansas, asking for legislation giving to all hon- 
orably discharged Union soldiers and officers of the late war who served 
sixty days or more a pension, and for other legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ane J. Sener and others, citizens of Coffeyville, 
Kans., "asking for legislation granting to the Kansas and Arkansas Rail- 
road Company. the ent of way through Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian ° Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the State board of agriculture of Kansas, asking 
for legislation making the Bureau of Agriculture a department of the 
Government with a practical agriculturist for secretary—to-the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the board of supervisors of Saint Croix 
County, Wisconsin, ing Congress to enact a law prohibiting rail- 
roads from charging a greater price for a short thana long haul—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. P. Neeld, of Tennessee, for 
readjustment of salary as postmaster—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Joseph J. Anderson, of Marshall County, Tennessee, 
asking. reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of John C. Hesley and 87 others, of Pitts- 
field, III., praying for the enactment of a law relative to oleomargarine, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


Also, petition of John S. Roy, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Knights of Labor, Quincy, III., asking passage of 
House bill 1914—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claims of B. Mills Parrish 
and of Prairie County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of V. Dollen and 46 others, citizens of 
Put in- Bay Island, Ottawa County, Ohio, against any action involving a 
renewal or extension of what is known as the treaty of Washington— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Henry Moyle and others, of Augusta, 
Butler County, Kansas, for opening the Indian Territory to white set- 
tlers—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of George W. Igg and others, of Douglass, Kans., for the 
opening of the Indian Territory to white settlement—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Remonstrance of Union Assembly, No. 233, 
Knights of Labor, Olyphant, Pa., against the passage of the pilotage 
bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Henry Baldwin and 40 others, citizens 
of Wood County, Ohio, for certain pension legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial from Bridgeport, Conn., concerning 
the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the 5 udiciary. 

o Mr. SKINNER: Testimony in relation to claim of II. W. Styron 
(H. R. 1743)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of citizens of Georgetown, S. C., asking 
for the improvement of the entrance to Winyaw Bay, South Carolina— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the town council of Beaufort, S. C., for the erec- 
tion of custom-house and post-office at Beaufort, S. C. to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Memorial of Manchester, Philbrick & Co., 
Church E. Gates & Co., P. William Ebling, and others, merchants, of 
New York, requesting that the Secretary of War be authorized to con- 
tract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of 
improving Harlem River, New York, forasum not ex $1,295,000, 
including the right of way free of cost to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Louis J. Ramsey and 300 other sol- 
diers, citizens of Howard County, Indiana, asking for service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Hackett, Friends Church; Rev. Robert Me- 
Cune, Congregational; Rev. G. G. Huddren, Methodist; Rev. W. A. 
Hyle, Union Mission; Rev. N. C. Smith, Baptist; and Rev. E. L. Fra- 
zier, Campbellite, representing a membership of 1,283, asking favorable 
action on Senate bill 355, promoting peace among nations—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of C. A. Edgar, M. D., 
Rev. G. W. Ferrill, M. D., and 286 others, representative citizens of 
Jasper, Cedar, and Dade Counties, Missouri, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of J. B. Hunter and 51 others, of De- 
troit, Mich. ; of T. O. 2 and 97 others, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of S. 
S. Patten and 67 others, of New Orleans, La.; of John Barry and 49 
others, of Muskegon, Mich.; of John Agry and 120 others, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; of Peter Gilespie and 14 others, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of C. 
M. Errett and 14 others, of Marquette, Mich.; of D. A. Black and 29 
others, of Detroit, Mich. ; of Joseph P. Reid and 95 others, of La Crosse, 
Wis.; of M. O. Michiels and 89 others, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of W. A. 
Case and 92 others, of Buffalo, N. Y.; of B. D. Howey and 53 others, 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; of A. J. Ways and 50 others, of Portland, Oreg. ; 
of S. Hones and 36 others, of Boston, Mass.; of William Byrne and 51 
others, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of D. C. Byers and 52 others, and Capt. 
John T. Springer and 51 others, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of D. R. Stuble- 
field and 106 others, of Nashville, Tenn.; of J. P. Hathaway and 25 
others, of Arkansas; of H. C. Davis and 49 others, of Sault de St. 
Marie, Mich.; of H. E. Davidson and 44 others, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
of J. H. Ollum and 66 others, of Belpre, Ohio; of John Hughes and 
26 others, of Louisville, Ky.; of W. H. Andrews and 50 others, of Gal- 
veston, Tex.; of T. M. Harman and 57 others, of Nashville, Tenn.; of 
John T. Cartwright and 122 others, of Nashville, Tenn. ; of 256 citizens 
of Saint Louis, Mo.; of 119 citizens of New York, and of 232 citizens of ; 
Portland, Me., asking the passage of House bill "4108, for the relief of 
captains, ‘pilots, engineers, and mates of steam yessels—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, petition of 232 representative citizens of the eighth district of 
Michigan, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under con- 
trol of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 


Also, petition of John H. Savage and others, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of the nineteenth dis- 
trick of Ohio, praying for an appropriation of $80,000 for Ashtabula 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of R. A. Cleaves, executor of John 
D. Cleaves, deceased; of Mrs. Mary Maples, administratrix of Josiah 
Maples, deceased; and of Jane E. Taylor, administratrix of H. S. Tay- 
lor, deceased, of Fayette County; of William R. and John Parham, ex- 
ecutors of John Parham, sr., deceased, of Saint Francis and Fayette 
Counties; of Virginia, W. S., Ambrose E. Green, and Mary Anderson, 
heirs of Dr. Alfred L. Green, of Fayette County; and of Charlotte A., 
Mary, and J. D. Swinebroad, heirs of G. W. Swinebroad; of John S. 
Norment, and of William Nicholls, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, 
asking severally that their war claims be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Daniel J. Wells, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of 75 citizens of Hillsborough, Ver- 
non County, Wisconsin, praying the passage of a bill embodying the 
recommendations of the national pension committeeof the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, Illi- 
nois, praying for the passage of the bill embodying the recommendations 
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Thomas Douglass for honorable 
di charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Max Grossman and others, of Milwaukee, praying 
for the abolition of the Presidency; and of Albert Dudley and others, 
of Milwaukee, for the same—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Milwaukee, for restoration of 
wages in Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Memorial of 36 citizens of New Ulm, Minn., 
concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of James Belger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER.: Petition of William McFarland and 63 
others, of J. A. Bostick and 44 others, and of U. V. McKim and 49 óth- 
ers, citizens of Cambridge, Ohio, asking for the passage of a law to pay 
soldiers difference between gold and greenbacks—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of A. D. Stricker, of Kansas, and 
50 others, praying for the organization of the Oklahoma Territory—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition of citizens of Cedar Hill, Tex., for 
3 water at Galveston, Tex. — to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS. 

Also, petition from citizens of Dallas County, Texas, for an adequate 
appropriation for the removal of the bar at the mouth of Sabine Pass, 
Texas—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tarrant County, Texas, for the improve- 
ment of Sabine Pass bar, at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Italy, Tex., for unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Joseph A. Clark, of Madison County; 
of Elisha Stogsdill, of James P. Stuly, and of Sarah A. Wood, of Jack- 
son County, and of John J. Turrentine, administrator, of Limestone 
County, Alabama, asking severally the reference of their war claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Dr. M. G. Ripley, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., and 536 others (337 women and 200 men), in favor of a sixteenth 
amendment, giving suffrage to women—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Louisville, Ky., 
asking for the enlargement of the Signal Service—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Louisville Board of Trade, asking free navigation 
of the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of William B. McCreary, George H. Du- 
rand, and 36 others, citizens of Flint, Mich., to amend the Constitution 
o 3 give women equal rights with men to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. A 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of H. E. Parker and 160 others, 
citizens of Galesburg, Ill., for the opening of Oklahoma land for set- 
tlers—to the Committee on the Territories. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there beissued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the were presented and severally referred to the Committee 


on Coinage, Weights, and Measures : 

By Mr. BYNUM: Of 40 citizens of Shelby County, Indiana. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Montague, Mich. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of G. W. Chamberlin and 58 others, citizens of 
Fayette County, Iowa. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of J. M. Robey and others, of Harrison County, West 


Virginia. 


By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Of Lyman A. Powers, of Fenimore, Wis., 
and 150 others. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Ofcitizens of Jack County and of Brown County, 
Texas. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Of sundry citizens of Richview, III., and of 
Pueblo, Colo. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of L. C. North and 90 others, citizens of Elk 
County, and of W. K. Lackey and 70 others, citizens of Labette County, 
Kansas. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of citizens of Chautauqua County, New York. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of 188 citizens of Collin and Grayson 
Counties, Texas. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Of citizens of Tipton County, Indiana. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of P. Hotte and 45 others, of Illinois; of 
H. Ingersoll and 50 others, of Maine; of John Watson and 125 others, 
of Illinois, and of R. W. Carson and 60 others, of Iowa. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of New York steam- 
vessel owners, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish 
certain fees for official services to American vessels and to amend the 
laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of the State’s Charities Aid Associa- 
tion of New York, praying for the of a bill to establish a postal 
savings depository as a branch of the Post-Office Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. f 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Mary J. Cogge- 
shall, president of the Polk County Woman’s Suffrage Association, and 
15 other citizens, of Des Moines, Iowa, and the petition of Mrs. Mary 
Wetherall, president of the Marion County (Iowa) Woman’s Suffrage 
Association, and other citizens, of Knoxville, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of a joint resolution at the present session of Congress submit- 
ting to the several State Legislatures a proposition to soamend the na- 
tional Constitution as to protect the women of all the States and Ter- 
ritories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage on equal terms with 
men; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Cornish & Co. and other 
citizens of Osage, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law requiring 
all imitations of butter and cheese manufactured or sold in the United 
States or used on the table of public eating-houses to be labeled with 
a United States stamp; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted by the 
Walla Walla Board, of Tradeof Washington Territory, protestingagainst 
the forfeiture of the land grant to aid in the construction of the Cascade 
Branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad. It is not lengthy, and as it 
relates to a very important matter, I desire to have it appear in the REC- 
ORD. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Preamble and resolutions against the forfeiture of the land grant to aid in con- 
struction of the Cascade Branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 


Whereas that portion of the United States known as Eastern Washington and 
Northern Idaho and Nort ern Oregon, and which is locally called the In- 
land Empire, contains about 100,000 inhabitants whose chief occupation is the 
production of wheat; 

Whereas during the present harvest year there was produced in this Inland 
Empire over 400,000 tons, or over 12,000,000 bushels of wheat, of which over 10,- 
000,000 bushels were for export; 

Whereas nine-tenths of the surplus product of this Inland Empire is com- 
eae to seek market over the railroad constructed and operated by the Oregon 

tailway and Navigation Company on the south side of the Columbia River, 
which company 8 $6 a ton, or 18 cents a bushel, for transporting wheat 
from Walla Walla to Portland, a distance of 245 miles; 

Whereas the Columbia River, by reason of great natural obstructions to nay- 
igation at the Cascades and The Dalles, is not now an available route to market; 

Whereas the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has constructed all but 75 
miles of the mountain portion of a railroad between Pasco, a point on its main 
line in Eastern Washington within 20 miles of the Oregon State line, over the 

> e Mountains to Tacoma, on Puget Sound, has let the contract for building 
a tunnel nearly 2 miles long on this Cascade division, and is prosecuting the 
work of completing this road, which will give the producers and other inhab- 
itants of the Inland Empire the benefits which flow from competing railroads 
and markets; 

Whereas Congress agreed to give the Northern Pacific Railroad Company a 
specified amount of land for each mile of railroad built by it between Lake Su- 
perior and Puget Sound; 

Whereas that corporation has constructed all but 75 miles of the great trans- 
continental line it undertook to build, and has operated the constructed portion 
in the interest of the people, as is evinced by its charging only $8 per ton, or 
24 cents per bushel, for transporting wheai from Wallula Junction toSaint Paul, 
a distance of 1,698 miles, through what afew years ago was a wilderness, thus 
making it possible for producers within reach of its road to obtain 8 cents more 
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per bushel for their wheat than it is possible 9 dependent on the 


Railway and Navigation Company an 
hereas we that the material prosperity of the Inland Empire, par- 


of Eastern Washington and Northern I 


ern Pacific, a road we ecessary for our future prosperity, 
would be hindered and delayed by a forfeiture of the land grant to the com- 


Pane it That the Walla Walla Board of Trade implores Co not to 
forfeit the grant for the Cascade Branch and to confirm the title of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company to the land along the completed portions of its 


Resolved, That Hon. CHARLES S. VOORHEES, Delegate to Congress from Wash- 
ington Territory, and the Senators and Representatives from Oregon be, and 
they are hereby, requested to exert their influence to prevent the of 
the land t for the Cascade Branch of the Northern Pacific. 

Resol That the president and secretary forward authenticated copies of 
this preamble and resolutions to Delegate VOORHEES, the Oregon delegation, 
the ident of the Senate, and Speaker of the House. 

Passed the Walla Walla Board of Trade February 12, 1888. 


H. P. ISAACS, President. 
H. D. CHAPMAN, Secretary. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill and 
suggesting certain amendments thereto; which was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Montrose, Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a joint resolution sub- 
mitting anamendment to the Constitution of the United States, giving 
the right of suffrage to women; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Westmoreland, Greene, and 
Fayette Counties, Pennsylvania; a petition of citizens of Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania; a petition of 902 citizens of Lycoming, McKean, Sulli- 
van, and Tioga Counties, Pennsylvania; a petition of citizens of Elk, 
Clin: Mifflin, and Union Counties, and a petition of 234 citizens of 
Centre County, Pennsylvania, praying the enactment of a law requir- 
ing scientific tem ce instruction in the public schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury; which where ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, pra for the passage of the bill to regulate commerce, re- 
ported by the Select Committee on Interstate Commerce with certain 
amendments; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Loca] Assembly No. 3794, Knights 
of Labor, of Tuscola, III.; and a petition of Local Assembly No. 3538, 
Knights of Labor, of Streator, III., praying for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of citizens of Bad Axe, Mich., 
praying the ge of Senate bill No. 927, increasing the pension of 
soldiers who have lost an arm ora leg; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Battle Creek Local Assembly of 
Knights of Labor, Michigan, praying thata Territorial form of govern- 
ment be established over the Indian Territory, and that the unoccu- 
pied lands therein may be opened to homestead settlement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Muskegon, Mich., pray- 
ing for the passage of a joint resolution submitting to the several State 
Legislatures a proposition to so amend the national Constitution as to 
protect the women of all the States and Territories in the enjoyment 
of the right of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present certain resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr., in the nature of a petition, and al- 
though addressed to myself they are evidently designed for the Senate, 
having reference to the extension of the time for the payment of the 
debt of the Union Pacific Railway Company. I move that the resolu- 
tions lie on the table, the bill on the subject having been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of Post No. 51, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Raymond, Rock County, New Hampshire. The petition- 
ers ‘‘earnestly but respectfully pray your honorable body to passat the 
earliest practicable day a bill embodying the recommendations of the 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic as set forth in 
its recent communication to your honorable body. We ask you to pass 
it from the consideration of the following facts, which we believe to be 
true: First, because the private soldier of the United States Army is the 
peer of this world; second, they are the mainstay of the Government; 
third, they only ask the true principles carried out, or Sings Lise 
Democrat, or Republican, or honesty, or equal justice; fourth, they have 
made all the of the United States of America; fifth, they have 
made all the of the United States of America; sixth, they 
made all the Presidents and all other officers of the United States of 
America; seventh, and they let their enemies live; wherefore we ask, 
desire, and pray your honorable body to pass it, and that they have their 
highest po A bhe title, and the highest rate of general pension paid 
them by the Congress of the United States of America.“ 


Attest: 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
— eye was to. 75 e 
5 ALLS. present a petition, y many mutable 

householders in this city, residing in the immediate 5 of 
the operating machinery and engines of the United States Electric Light- 
ing Company, complaining of the injury to health and property by the 
nuisance created by that machinery, which the petitioners believe to 
have been located there without permissionof law. They ask for legis- 
lation that will relieve them from theinjuries under which they suffer. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of a committee appointed by 
a convention held on the 4th of November, 1885, at Darien, Ga., relat- 
ing to the improvement of the Altamaha River and its branches. As 
the petition is of some length I desire to refer in a condensed form to 
the points made in it. 

The petitioners state that the water ways to be improved run through 
and are used by twenty-two of the counties of the State. The great 
Altamaha River, and the Ocmulgee, the Oconee, the Ohoopee, which 
are navigable branches of the river, are the water way really for twen- 
ty-two counties in the State. At a good stage of water the Ocmulgee 
is navigable for 250 miles, the Oconee, taking in its windings, for about 
225 miles, and the Ohoopee for nearly the same distance, making over 
600 miles that by p improvement would be made navigable, count- 
ing the Ocmulgee and its branches. 

There are some shoals and sand-bars that at stages of low water inter- 
fere with and even stop the navigation. The petitioners want a survey 
of the entrance of the harbor at Doboy Sound, so that it may be im- 
proved and cleared ont until it will accommodate the commerce of the 
rivers already mentioned. They hope to get 17 feet of water at the bar 
without a very heavy appropriation. They say there are 100,000,000 
feet of lumber shipped annually from the port, 200,000 bushels of rice, 
besides considerable quantities of wool, nayal stores, cotton, and other 
farm products. The tonnage engaged in the carrying trade is 100,000 
tons. From Lumber City, a town upon the river, the shipmentsof cot- 
ton and other products amount to 20,000 tons annually, besides large 
amounts shipped from Hawkinsville on the Ocmulgee and Dublin on 
the Oconee. There are vast forests of pine timber up along the rivers, 
and vessels from almost every port in civilized world come there to 
get timber for masts and Thereare thirty-eight mills in constant 
operation sawing timber along the line of the rivers, the rivers being 
the only means of transportation for nearly all of them. 

There were fifty-eight turpentine distilleries at the beginning of the 
present year in full operation along the line of the Altamaha and its 
tributaries. Cotton, fruits, root-plants, &c., grow in great abundance. 


The great want is t tion. There is a swamp from a mile to a 
mile and a quarter wide alonga t portion of the river, that abounds 
in the hard woods of various kinds that are very valuable, and the peti- 


tioners believe that the proper cleaning ont of the river would drain a 
large portion of it as an incident to the improvement. 

Their estimates show that there are $75,000,000 worth of naval stores 
and timber in easy reach of the Altamaha, ,000,000 in reach of the 
Ocmulgee, and $50,000,000 in reach of the Oconee, and a large number 
adjacent to the Ohoopee River, it being one of the finest forests proba- 
bly on any continent or in any country. 

The prayer of the petitioners is for the general improvement of the 
river by the Government. The petition represents 200,000 people oc- 
cupying 13,000 square miles of territory, who are in a great measure 
dependent upon the Altamaha for transportation. 

I present the petition and commend its objects to the attention of the 
Senate. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Geneseo and 
Braidwood, III., praying for the passage of a bill opening the Oklahoma 
lands in the Indian Territory to settlement; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Lincoln, Maroa, 
and Havana, III., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago Typographical Union, 
remonstrating against any change in the international copyright laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Orion, III., praying for the 
adoption of a joint resolution submitting to the several State Legisla- 
tures a proposition to amend the national Constitution so as to protect 
women in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Maine, praying that Lieu- 
tenant Greely be placed on the retired-list of the Army with the rank 
of colonel; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Golden Rule Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, of Quincy, III., favoring the restoration of wages at 
the Government Printing Office to the rate formerly paid; which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, 
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praying for the passage of the bill to increase the pensions of soldiers’ 
widows; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 453) to for- 
feit the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same 
to settlement, and for other purposes; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 738) for the relief of James Clifford; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported a joint 
resolution (S. R. 47) to forward a copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD to each of our legations abroad; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported a joint 
resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing Rear-Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson to 
accept a medal conferred him by the King of Sweden and Norway; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the decompanying papers may be printed as 
a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 127) for the relief of H. K. Belding, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 433) to provide for the payment to the legal representatives of 
Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Fla., for 
the use of the Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 492) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della 
Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
918) for the relief of Charles A. Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens, 
2 an adverse report thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of E. H. Brodie, ordnance sergeant, retired, 
United States Army, of Astoria, Oreg., praying for the passage of a bill 
awarding him a certificate of merit for distinguished bravery and good 
conduct at the battle of Cerro Gordo, submitted an adverse rt 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 204) granting a pension to Frank Gray, to re- 
port it adversely. I ask that it may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill making an appropriation of $25,000 for the purchase 
of a site in the city of Tokio, Japan, for a legation and ministerial resi- 
dence in that city, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of State; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 501) for the relief of Charles W. Foulke, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1310) for the relief of William Tabb, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 1404) to authorize the 
acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 406 
of the city of Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Office De- 

ent building and to provide accommodations for the city post- 
office, heretofore reported by him. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1622) to establish 
a postal savings depository as a branch of the Post-Office Department; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1623) for the relief 
of Maria Black; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1624) for the relief of Ger- 
son Freidenheit; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Re- 
becca Hollingsworth Humphreys; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1626) gran a pension to John 
Reed, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. 
Miles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1628) for the relief of the estate of 
Edwin E. Saunders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1629) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. 
Chandler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1631) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph F. Bean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1632) granting a pension to Luke B. 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1633) to provide for a building for 
the use of the post-office and the superintendent’s office, and other 
civil offices at Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask that it be 
printed and laid upon the table in order that I may call it up for 
action to-morrow. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 49) authorizing the loan of obsolete or 
practically useless instruments of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to 
colleges, &c., was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1888. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


by the Senate (the 5 Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted 15,000 additional copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
for the year 1885; of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 
SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. On the 18th instant I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the Senate passed the bill (S. 91) to amend an 
act entitled An act to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph 
line through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of In- 
dians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for 
other purposes.“ I now ask the consent of the Senate to withdraw 
that motion. I suppose the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] who 
had the measure specially in charge and whose section of country the 
bill will reach understood my motive in entering the motion to recon- 
sider at that time. I felt that it might possibly be unjust if any new 
principle were introduced by the Senate on any bill that was then or 
h might be under consideration that should not be applied to 
that bill which had already passed the Senate; but upon an examina- 
tion of the matter I find that the bill was in the shape, as stated by the 
Senator from Texas, in which the original measure was passed some four 
years ago, after due consideration and deliberation; and the bill when 
reached in the Senate for action a few days ago was simply to extend 
the time for the completion of the road. The Senator from Texas feels 
that it would be unjust to that road to hold it in suspense at this time, 
and I have come to the same conclusion and ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection the motion 
to reconsider is withdrawn; and the bill stands passed. 


PEARSON ©. MONTGOMERY. 


The PRESIDENT pro 28 If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the Calendar is now in order. The first case on 
the Calendar will be announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. i 
L. MADISON DAY. 

The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 
the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 54) to provide for the 

allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, 
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and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] not 
being present, I suggest that that bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over without prejudice. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS, 


The bill (S. 1296) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption 
of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber culture, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can hardly be considered in the morning 
hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over 
to the Calendar under Rule IX. 


WILBUR F. STEELE. 


The bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele was next in order 
on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 
ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the concurrent resolution re- 
ported by Mr. Berry, from the Committee on Public Lands, February 
1, 1886, relative to bath-house and hot-water privileges on the Govern- 
ment lands at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read at length. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. There 
is no report accompanying it. X 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the resolution 

over. 

60 le. BERRY. I move to consider it, notwithstanding the objection. 

I see no reason why it should not be considered now and finally dis- 
of. It is a unanimous report from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution notwith- 
standing the objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I know the motion is not debatable, but my col- 
league [Mr. PLUMB], the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
is unavoidably absent to-day, and I know that he desires to be present 
when the discussion occurs, 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. With that understanding I have no ob- 
jection to the resolution going over without prejudice. TheSenator’s 
colleague united in making the report; it was a unanimous report from 
the committee; but if the Senator from Kansas who is absent desires to 
be present when the resolution is considered, I consent to its going 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
prejudice, 

STATUES TO COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND GARFIELD. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 35) setting apart public reservations for 
statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] who 
reported that bill desires to be present when it is considered. t it 
go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 


The resolution goes over without 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 5) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage to women 
was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. [object to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the joint resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice? 

TR EAE pro tempore. It will go over to the Calendar under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from New Hampshire suppose that 
that measure can be properly considered during the morning hour on 
any day? 

Mr. BLAIR. Very likely not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why not let it take its place under Rule IX? 
It can be called up by a majority at any time they desire. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is, I suppose, really no objection to that dispo- 
sition of it, but I should like to say at this time—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to say that the friends of the measure 
desire to call it up for consideration as early as may be, and to have a 
vote upon it, and have it settled. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was read in full on a pre- 
vious day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think that bill can be considered under the 
five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. HOAR. That bill has passed the Senate two or three times. I 
suggest to the Senator from Tennessee to let the report be read. I 
think a five-minute discussion under Rule VIII will probably answer 
the purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill involves some tolerably important ques- 
tions and a large amount. I have no desire to debate it, and I have no 
disposition, if the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to proceed with 
it, to postpone its consideration; but I doubt very much whether we 
ought to undertake to consider a bill such as that under the five-min- 
ute rule. I shall not object, though, with a view of carrying it over, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator made, I think, a favorable report himself 
once upon the bill. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Toa given extent the Senator from Massachusetts 
is right. Ithought that there was an allowance which ought to be made, 
but one very much less, my recollection is, than the amount now re- 
ported or the amount claimed. That is my recollection of the history 
of the case. : 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], whose 
constituent I think Mr. Emery now is, is quite well informed about the 
bill. Though I am entirely prepared to discuss it myself, I would sug- 
gest that it go over till to-morrow without prejudice, as the Senator 
from Connecticut is not in his seat now, and then the Senator from Ten- 
nessee can determine whether he would like to have it taken out of 
this Calendar or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am satisfied to take that course. Let the bill go 
over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. . 

FRANCES E. STEWART. 


The bill (S. 257) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix 
of Michael S. Stewart, deceased, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar, and was read by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill just read was reported favorably at the last 
Congress. It had been several times reported favorably from the Senate 
Committee on Claims, and I think it passed the Senate at the last Con- 
gress. A bill for the relief of the same party, and the same bill sub- 
stantially, appropriating the same amount, has the House at the 
present session of Congress, has been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and it is Order of Business 182. I move, therefore, 
to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
substitute the House bill in the place of the Senate bill, and to take ita 
place on the Calendar. If there be no objection that course will be 

ursued. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator ask unanimous consent to proceed 
to the consideration of the House bill. It will not do to substitute it, 
because it would then be an amendment of the Senate bill, and would 
have to go back to the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that, and 
treats the request as simply to substitute the House bill to this place 
on the Calendar, not a substitute by way of amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ah! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House 
bill will be taken up. 

The bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, adminis- 
tratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased, 
$3,160.50, in full of all balances due the estate of Michael S. Stewart, 
deceased, growing out of a contract made on or about the 10th of De- 
cember, 1864, between Michael S. Stewart and Capt. George B. Hib- 
bard, then assistant quartermaster at Nashville, Tenn., by which Stew- 
art agreed to cut and deliver 10,000 cords of wood at the Cumberland 
River for the use of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 257, of a corresponding 
character, will be indefinitely postponed. 


THOMAS MILLER. 


The bill (S. 23) giving a military record to Thomas Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It requires the Secretary of 
War to enter on the rolls of Company M, Eighth Regiment Tennessee 
Cavalry Volunteers, the name of Thomas Miller, as duly mustered into 
the United States service on the 27th day of August, 1863, and to com- 
plete his military record as follows: 
25, 1863, while in the line of duty.“ 


Killed by the enemy November 


3 š 


e 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Mr. INGALLS. HastheSenator from New Jersey considered whether 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sec- 
retary of the Navy, and fixing the salary of the same, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that that may for to-day retain its place and be 


over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 


prejudice, if there be no objection, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
MILITARY INSTRUCTORS FOR COREA. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 28) authorizing the President of the United 
States to grant permission to one or more officers of the Army to accept 
tem service under the Government of Corea, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President to grant permis- 
sion to one or more officers of the United States Army to accept posi- 
tions under the Government of Corea to instruct and drill its troops, 
but the officers who may be granted leave under this authority shall 
not receive any pay or allowances from the United States during their 
absence from duty with their regiments or corps. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the frame of that be changed so that 
it will read a bill” instead of a joint resolution.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
change the joint resolution so as to convert it into a bill. Is there ob- 
8 The Chair hears none, and the joint resolution will be changed 
to a bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
February 3, 1886: 


The Committee on eroen 4 Affairs, to whom was referred the following com- 
munication from the then President, with the 3 letter from the 
Secretary of State of that date, have considered the sume, and respectfully re- 


port: 

The following are the papers referred to as received by the committee from 
the then President and Secretary of State, and which the committee beg to make 
a part of their report: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State in regard 
to the desire of the Government of Corea to obtain the services of one or more 
officers of the United States as military instructors in that countfy, and recom- 
mend the adoption of a joint resolution authorizing such officers as may be con- 
veniently spared, and who may be selected for that duty, to proceed to Corea for 


the purpose indicated. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXxcuTive MANSION, 

Washington, January 30, 1883. 
To the President: 

It appears from a dispatch addressed to this Department by Mr. Lucius II. 
Foote, the accredited diplomatic representative of this Government to that of 
Corea,and which was received shortly after his arrival at Seoul, that the ttov- 
ernment of Corea was extremely anxious to procure the services of an Ameri- 
can military officer to instruct and drill its troo 

In disputches of September 3 and 17 last, Mr. Foote again recurs to this subject, 
and urges the importance of our 3 the request of His ageya Bes ov- 
ernment as a means of strengthening our influence in that peninsular kingdom. 
All expenses in coming.“ says Mr. Foote, “ will be paid, and a fair „com- 
mensurate with the importance of the position, will be paid.” 

The su was N submitted to the Secretary of War for his consid- 
eration, with a request that if it were possible to meet the wishes of the Corean 
Government in the premises, the step was thought to be a wise one, and would 
result beneficially to the United States in many ways. 

Mr, Lincoln’s reply of the 24th ultimo stated that it was not unlikely that one 
or more competent officers could be selected for such a duty, although their ab- 
sence would entail additional duties upon others, there being no provision in 
regard to officers ot the line of the Army for replacing those absent from their 
proper stations; but.“ observes Mr. Lincoln, * I have the honor to invite your 
attention to the last paragraph of section 9 of the first article of the Constitution, 
which provides that ‘no person holding any office of profit or trust under them 
[the United States} shall, without the consent of Congress, accept of any present, 
roa ani office, or title of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or foreign 

te. 


Mr. Lincoln then alludes to the request of the Corean Government, which em- 
braced not only the holding of an office under that government, but the giving 
by it of some emolument to the officer, and adds that, indeed, if it were other- 
wise it would probably be difficult to find an officer who would be willing to 
undertake the duty. But before any such officer could be sent the necessary 
authorization of Congress must be obtained. 

I therefore suggested to Mr. Lincoln, in a letter of the 12th instant, the pro- 
poe of his making the required application; but at his instance I have thus 
rought the matter to your attention, and do recommend that Congress be re- 
quested to grant the necessary permission to one or more officers of the United 
States Army to proceed to Corea and take temporary service under the govern- 
ment of that country as herein indicated. 

I am persuaded that such a step will be Hon preg gratifying to that govern- 
ment and increase the friendly feeling toward the United States which animates 
the Government of Corea, 

Respectfully submitted, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, January 29, 1885. 

For the reasons set forth by the Secretary of State, the committee report the 
accompanying joint resolution, authorizing the President to grant permission 
to one or more officers of the Army to accept temporary service under the Gov- 
ernment of Corea, for the purposes indicated in the foregoing comm n 
of the honorable Secretary, and recommend the passage of the joint resolution, 


Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend by adding the following proviso: 


Provided, That no leave of absence granted to any officer under the authority 
of this act shall extend for over three years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


under the Constitution these detached officers would be permitted to re- 
ceive any compensation from the Government of Corea without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are precedents for this. We have sent officers 
to some of the South American states. 

The bill (S. 1634) authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant permission to one or more officers of the Army to accept tempo- 
rary service under the Government of Corea was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam inclined to think this bill ought to be amended. 
The provision of the Constitution is very clear: 

No person holding any office of profit or trust under them— 

The United States— 
shall, without the consent of Congress, accept of any present, emolument, office, 
or title, of any kiud whatever, from any king, prince, or foreign state, 

It is obvious that under the provision of the Constitution these offi- 
cers who are detached can not, without violating their oaths of office, 
accept any compensation for this duty that thev are authorized and ex- 
pected to perform. I would suggest that the Senator from New Jersey 
prepare an amendment that will permit them to receive compensation 
for the service rendered to the Government of Corea, and that mean- 
while the bill be passed over temporarily for that purpose, and the next 
bill considered. It can be done in a very few moments. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over for the 
present, and the vote ordering it to a third reading will be reconsidered, 

Mr. INGALLS. It can all be done by unanimous consent. 


PLANTS AND SHRUBS FOR PENSION BUILDING. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply 
plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension Building was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with Order of Business 130, be- 
ing the resolution reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] from 
the Committee on Foreign Kelations in relation to fishing rights? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been made a special order. 

Mr. HALE. What became of Order of Business 130? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed it is already 
a special order. It is at the head of the Calendar as a special order, but 
the time for which it was assigned as a special order has passed by. 

Mr. HALE. It does not lose its place? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was made a special order, but retained its place 
on the Calendar. It is only a question of how we shall conduct the 
business, 

Mr. HALE. My colleague being absent, I desire it to retainits place 
and to be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It retains its place, but having been 
made a special order, it is not read on this call of the Calendar. It will 
remain in the position it is now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me that would probably be the cor- 
rect way. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply 
plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension Building was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INCREASE OF CAPITAL AND CHANGE OF LOCATION, NATIONAL BANKS, 


Senate bill No. 1365 was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MORRILL, I ask unanimous consent now to take up Order of 
Business 228, being the bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking as- 
sociations to increase their capital stock and to change their names or 
locations, If this bill can have consideration it will save the necessity 
of considering several private bills both of the House and the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hear the first section read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

That any national banking association may, with the approval of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, by the vote of shareholders owning two-thirds of the 
stock of the association, increase its capital stock, in accordance with existin 
laws, to any sum approved by the said Comptroller, notwithstanding the limit 
fixed in its original articles of association and determined by said Comptroller; 
and no increase of the 8 stock of any national banking association, either 
within or beyond the limit fixed in its original articles of association, 
made except in the manner herein provided. 

Mr. BECK. I thought that was to be done with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I was not aware that the House bill 
contained a provision for the Comptroller of the Currency surpervising 
the matter. I think it onght to be so amended as to require the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL. That amendment was made to one bill that we 
passed—a private bill. 
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Mr. BECK. I think it would be well to make the general bill sub- 
6. MORRILL 

Mr. MO. I think it was the general opinion of the Commit- 
tee on Finance that that amendment should be made in a bill that was 
reported for asingle bank. 

Mr. HOAR. The Comptroller of the Currency is left with the very 
much more an rang: power of approving the fixing of the capital stock, 


approving, I think, the reduction of the capital stock in certain cases, 
Why should he not have this much less important power of approving 
a change of name and location? 

Mr. BECK. The head of the Department is the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He, of course, would not act without consultation with the 
Comptroller of the Currency. We generally prefer to deal with the head 
of a Department rather than the head of one of its bureaus. 

Mr. INGALLS. The first section, if I understood it correctly, refers 
to the increase of capital stock. 

Mr, HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa or the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, does not the present law give the Comptroller of 
the Currency the control when a bank is originally established of the 
question of the validity of all its proceedings; and then if the capital 
stock is subsequently increased or diminished by the vote of the stock- 
holders, is not the Comptroller of the Currency the officer who deals 
with all these questions? The matter has come up hastily. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law a national bank has absolute 
authority to reduce its circulation and its capital stock without the in- 
tervention of the Comptroller of the Currency; but the Comptroller of 
the Currency under existing law can not authorize the increase of the 
capital stock. We have in special cases increased the capital stock by 
special law. f 

Mr. INGALLS. The language of this bill would seem to imply that 
the determination was originally with the Comptroller, the language 


Notwithstan the limit fixed in its original articles of association and de- 
termined by said ptroller. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. A national bank seeking to organize 
fixes its own capital, and when the Comptroller of the Currency author- 
izes the establishment of that bank that fixes the capital. 

Mr. HOAR. But when they reduce, if they to reduce after- 
ward, unless I am mistaken they have got to get the approbation of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law of 1874 covers that case; and my recollec- 
tion is that a national bank can reduce its capital. I know it can re- 
duce its circulation without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The reduction of capital has to have the consent of the 
Comptroller and of the Secretary. It seems to me all these discretions 
should be in one officer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to the fact 
that if this amendment is made, it should be made in several sections. 

Mr, ALLISON. It should run through the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. This modification can not be made intelligently in 
this way; and if the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky is to 
prevail the bill should have more careful consideration than can be 
given to it now. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that the second section of this bill 
confers & v i power. It authorizes a change of location 
without any limitation—a of location from one State to another, 
from one city to another, upona vote of two-thirds of the capital stock. 
It seems to me that that power ought not to be vested in any propor- 
tion of the stock. A stockholder who has become associated in a bank- 
ing institution located at Indianapolis ought not to have the institu- 
tion with which he is connected as a stockholder transferred to New 
York without unanimous consent. It seems to me also that it intro- 
duces some complications as to the rights and liabilities of those who 
are dealing with a bank in a given location where their notes mature 
and may be protested, a question whether it carries the place of pay- 
ment of those obligations to the bank to another location. I call the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on Finance; it seems to 
me that it is a very broad and rather unwise power to confer. 

Mr. HOAR. I find on looking at the Revised Statutes that I was 
right in my recollection unless the law has been changed since the stat- 
utes were revised. Section 5142 provides that— 

Any association formed under this title may, by its articles of association, pro- 
vide for an increase of its capital from time to time. 

Then— - 

No increase of capital shall be valid until the whole amount of such increase 
is paid in, and notice thereof has been transmitted to the Comptroller of the Our- 


rency and his certificate obtained speci ing the amount of such increase of ca: 
tal stock, with his approval thereof. y 5 


Then section 5143 provides for a reduction of the capital stock by a 
vote of two-thirds of the shareholders, but no such reduction shall be 
made ‘‘until the amount of the proposed reduction has been His ah 
to the Comptroller of the Currency and his approval thereof ob ed.” 

It seems to me that if the Comptroller is to supervise the original 
formation of the association and give his assent to its going into oper- 
ation, and if he has the control of the increase or reduction of capital 
stock, all these smaller, less important, matters connected with the 


banking business should be under the same jurisdiction. You have 
now one officer supervising the bank for one purpose, and another for 


another. 
Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. BA mn in thechair). Mr. President, I think that 
the Senator from Kentucky is mistaken about the necessity of amending 


this bill by transferring the power conferred by it to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and perhaps he will on reflection see that there are reasons 
why it should not be done. 

In the first place, the banking law has conferred very large and exten- 
sive powers on the Comptroller of the Currency as distinguished from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The Comptroller of the Currency is un- 
der the most rigid responsibility. He holds a peculiar office, is bound 
to give bond; and in many cases he exercises large powers. Then, be- 
sides, he can not be interested in a national bank; he can not by possi- 
bility under the law have any interest which would affect his mind in 
dealing with any bank. He can not hold a share of bank stock. The 
law is framed on the idea that the Comptroller of the Currency should 
do all theexecutive duties and performall acts connected with the Gov- 
ernment’s relation to the banks except a very few that are necessarily 
conferred upon the head of the Department. 

There are certain greater questions that are left to the Secretary of 
the Treasury as the head of the Department; for instance the power of 
appointment, also the amount of the currency and the like; but all 
subordinate powers in regard to the management of the banks are left 
with the Comptroller of the Currency, and they ought to be so left. 
We ought always to havea man in that office equal to the powers to be 
performed by that office, and it seems to me now that to turn over 
these powers to the Secretary of the Treasury might create embarrass- 
ment. For instance the Secretary of the Treasury is nota bonded offi- 
cer; he may be the owner of bank stock; he may be interested in the 
management of banks; and therefore he ought not to be trusted with 


these powers. They were purposely given to an officer who is sepa- 
rated from all possibility of interest in order that he might be armed 
with very and extensive powers. 


I think the bill is defective in one or two particulars, because it does 
not limit the bounds within which a removal may be made. Accord- 
ing to the broad language of the bill, a bank may be removed, as my 
friend from Indiana suggested, from Indianapolis to New York or from 
New York to San Francisco. That is not the purpose of the bill, and 
no Comptroller probably would authorize such a removal. There- 
fore it may be said that I am crea a fanciful danger where there 
is noreal danger. That may betrue; but still the law itself ought to 
contain some boundaries upon the limits of the discretion of the 
Comptroller. The removal ought not to be beyond the limits of the 
State very clearly, and perhaps it quent not to be beyond the limits of 
the county where a is located; I do not know but that would be 
proper. But all the powers conferred ought to be conferred, I think, 
upon the Comptroller of the Currency, rather than upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury. That was the view taken by the House of Represent- 
atives and I think that is the view with which this bill was recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I believe it would be an inconvenience and a detriment to the public 
service to have the of the Treasury always called upon to pass 
upon the reasons for removing a bank from one town to another town, 
or for authorizing the increase of a bank’s capital stock $100,000 or 
$50,000. ‘These are matters of detail. They are not matters of very 
great importance. They are matters that involve no great responsi- 
bility, because as banking is free and anybody may start a new bank 
with any amecuntof capital, it certainly is no great power simply to give 
an existing bank the privilege of increasing its stock. 

Mr. BECK. I thought until I heard the bill read that the powers 
conferred by it were vested in the Secretary ofthe The Senate 
has always thought it best to deal with the heads of the Departments 
so as to secure accountability and responsibility for whatever may hap- 
pen in the management of affairs under the control of the Department. 
While the Comptroller of the Currency has very great powers, and, as 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] properly suggests, ought to be 
entirely disinterested in the affairs of national banks, and the law pre- 
sumes and provides that he is and shall be, I regret to say that in my 
experience and observation I have not found that to be the fact; there- 
fore I desire that we shall have a Cabinet officer, the head of a great 
Department, responsible to us, one with whom we can deal directly 
and who can be held responsible by us for any violation of the trusts 
E peg in him. I have a case in my mind to which my attention was 

ed the other day which perhaps influences me somewhat in my 
desire to place this responsibility on the Secretary rather than on the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

A national bank in Southwestern Kentucky located at Henderson, 
in one of the large tobaceo-producing districts, whose business is mostly 
with men who ship tobacco to Berlin, London, Paris, and elsewhere in 
Europe, and consequently deal largely in sterling exchange, had been 
in the habit for years of transacting its business through the Bank of 
America in New York. That is a State bank, one of the oldest, strongest, 
and best in the country. When the report of the bank in Kentucky 


was made to the Comptroller at the close of last year showing that about 
$38,000—more than one-tenth of its capital—was in the Bank of Amer- 


1886. 
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ica, being the balance received from sterling exchange for of 
tobacco which their customers had shi to foreign countries, the bank 
was advised by the Comptroller of the ncy in an official letter that 


it had no at to have that much money or credit for it there because 
the Bank of America was a State bank. He said that it would have 
had credit for the amount in its settlement if the Bank of America had 
been a national bank. He referred to section 5200 of the Revised Stat- 
utes in support of that decision, no word of which gives color of au- 
thority for such ruling. I will read it: 
Sec. 5200. The total liabilities to any association, of any person, or of any com- 
or firm for money borrowed, including, in the liabilities ofa 
liabilities of the several members thereof, shall at no time 
part of the amount of the capital stock of such association 
actually paid in. But the discount of bills of exchange drawn in good faith 
against actually existing values, and the discount of commercial or business 
paper actually owned by the person negotiating the same, shall not be consid- 
ered as money borrowed. 

It was so plain that those foreign bills of exchange which 8 
through the Bank of America in payment for tobacco sent to Europe 
were in no sense a loan and were not money borrowed by the Bank of 
America, which, by the way, was only a corporation, as national banks 
are corporations, that I at once presented the case to the Comptroller, 
and protested against the decision or order issued from his office. He 
assured me that Mr. Knox had so ruled and Mr. Cannon had always so 
ruled, and he was bound to follow the precedents. Thus the Bank of 
America, New York, the Northern Bank of Kentucky, and the best State 
banks in the country are sought to be ruled out and not to be allowed 
to transact business on a large scale with the Western banks or Western 
producers of exports, and have been quietly discriminated against by 
the Comptroller of the Currency so far as I can see only because he 
sought to force by his decisions all that important class of business into 
the national banks. One e e the moment he resigned became 
the president of a national bank which he had aided in its competition 
for business with the Bank of America by that character of ruling. 
Another is to be the vice-president of a national bank, so we are advi 
and it is said that he has now left his place in the hands of a deputy 
for the purpose of taking that position. 

When I submitted the question to the Secretary of the Treasury, he 
at once said, That ruling is all wrong in my opinion;’’ and I have re- 
ceived just this moment, since this bill came up, the following from 
the present acting Comptroller, Mr. Snyder, who, by the way, is a very 
able young man: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THR CURRENCY. 
Washington, February 24, 1880. 
Sin: Referring to our conversation of yesterday morning, I would say that I 
have since received a legal opinion which reverses toa certain extent the former 
ruling of this office as regards section 5200 R. S. I hope you will therefore write 


to your Henderson friends that their business s with the Bank of Amer- 
ica, New York, will not be disturbed or interfered with by the Comptroller. 


Respectfully, yours, 
V. P. SNYDER, Deputy j 

Hon. James B. BECK, ih apen, 

United States Senale, dc, 

Up to this time it seems to me that the struggle of the Comptrollers 
of the Currency has been to drive out of business not only the Bank of 
America, but to drive out all the great State banks of New York, and 
the banks of the West as well, such as the Northern Bank of Kentucky 
at Lexington, the Bank of Louisville, and every other bank that is not 
a national bank, and force every national bank in the West to have its 
co; ndence and large transactions alone with national banks, in plain 
violation of law, as I understand it. I do not propose, therefore, if I can 
help it, to allow that officer to have the authority proposed to be con- 
ferred on him by this bill. I propose to lodge it in the responsible head 
of the De t. All who have occupied that position, as far as I 
know, have been the advocates, if not the agents, of the national banks 
while here, and have accepted employment from them as though it was 
a reward for what they had done while in official position; they certainly 
enter their service the very moment they quit our employ. If we are 
going to enlarge the exercise of power in regard to national banks I 
want it authorized by the Secretary of the Treasury, and not by an irre- 
sponsible subordinate. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, the case the Senator from Kentucky 
has been discussing is obviously not the case before the Senate, and I 
think that he himself would admit that it would be very bad policy for 
the Comptroller of the Currency to allow a national bank to make de- 

its in all the State banks, many of which are very feeble institutions, 
t would be altogether too broad to admit of that as a general rule. 

I hope that the Senator from Kentucky will allow this bill to pass. 
I think it can hardly be improved. If anamendment should be made 
on the second page, in line 3 of section 2, after the words carried on,” 
by inserting ‘‘from one place to another in the same county if there 
is a disposition to adopt suchan amendment as that, I see no objection 
to it. I will move that as an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. After the words carried on,” in section 2, line 3, 
I move to insert from one place to another in the same county.“ 

Mr. HOAR. I would t to the Senator from Vermont whether 


it would not be better to have that limitation not to depend upon coun- 
ties. For instance, one of the last cases that happened in my own State 


(and the Senator 5 it), was a change from over a county 
line from one town to an adjoining town. It seems to me that to say 


‘tin the same State to any distance within 30 miles,“ or any limit of 
distance, would be better than the county. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that instead of the Senator’s amendment the 
following words be inserted: 

To any other place within the same State not more than 30 miles distant. 

Mr. MORRILL. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to insert after the words carried on,“ in 
line 3 of section 2, the words: 

To any other place within the same State not more than 30 miles distant. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
as thus modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. BECK. Does the first section remain as reported ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first section remains as reported. 

Mr. BECK. I move to strike out ‘‘ Comptroller of the Currency“ 
and insert Secretary of the Treasury.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to strike out, in line 4 of section 1, ‘‘Comp- 
troller of the Currency ”’ and insert Secretary of the Treasury.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that will not be done because it will re- 
quire the bill to be throughout from beginning to end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now I move that the bill (S. 1365) to authorize 
the increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Shakopee, 
Minn., be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask leave to make a report out of order, I 
am instructed by the Committee on Finance, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000, to 
report it adversely. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY INSTRUCTORS FOR COREA. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senate now to take up the bill which was 
passed over temporarily for the purpose of amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will resume the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1634) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to grant permission to one or more 
ofticers of the Army to accept temporary service under the Government 
of Corea. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend by adding to the second section the 
following: 

But may accept such compensation for theirservices as may be allowed by the 
Government of Corea, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. f 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed ſor a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific 
coast and to restore the same to settlement, and for other papon, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SETTLERS WITHIN NORTHERN KANSAS GRANT. 


The bill (S. 333) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands an 
the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

For the purpose of reimbursing persons, and the grantees, heirs, and 
devisees of who, under the homestead, pre-emption, or other 
laws, settled upon or purchased lands within the grant made by the act 
for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of 
the Northern Kansas Railroad and Telegraph,“ approved July 23, 1866, 
and to whom patents have been issued therefor, but against which per- 


sons, or their grantees, heirs, or devisees, decrees have been rendered by 
the United States circuit court on account of the priority of the grant 
made in the act of July 23, 1866, the bill appropriates „000, or so 


much thereof as shall be required for the said pu 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to - 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
pu ”a ved March 3, 1885, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that bill go over without prejudice. My colleague 
[Mr. Dawes], who is absent, has charge of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the next four bills on the Calendar, which were 
reported by my colleague from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also 


go over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 150) to quiet 
title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, 
and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. —1 for the relief of John Hollins McBlair; and 
A bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Hat- 
field, deceased. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the educational bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from New Hampshire desires to oc- 
cupy the time between now and 2 o’clock himself, of course there can 
be no objection to proceeding to the consideration of the educational 
bill; but one or two Senators who desire to participate in the debate 
supposed it would not come up before 2 o’clock and have departed and 
will not return until that time. I therefore suggest, unless the Sen- 
ator desires to go on himself, that we proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood there were gentlemen who would like to 
speak at 20’clock or later. I desired to submit a few observations my- 
self, and thought perhaps I could nearly complete them by that time. 
I do not wish to interfere with the consideration of the Calendar if 
gentlemen are anxious to go on with it; butif they are not, I should be 
glad to proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to point out to the Senator from Kansas 
that five bills have been passed over on the Calendar in a row in con- 
sequence of the absence of my colleague, who I suppose will be here 
to-morrow; and the next bills all down the same page of the Calendar, 
with perhaps one exception, are important public bills which will be 
pretty sure to meet objection to being considered in this way. There- 
fore we shall bably take up the next twenty minutes by reading 
their titles and objecting, without anything else. If the Senator from 
New Hampshire will takeupthe time by his speech, I think we shall 
save in the end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. INGALLS. The understanding being that no vote is to be taken 
on any proposition before 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and tem support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before proceeding to other matters that 
seem to me of some consequence, I wish to advert to a trifling occur- 
rence of last evening at the close of the debate, in which the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] assumed to criticise me with some little 
verbal severity, which is so foreign to his nature that I know it was simply 
verbal, in regard to an expression which I had used in my remarks the 
other day touching the sentiment of his own people as exhibited by an 
utterance or a resolution of the Legislature of his State. He quotes 
my expression, but makes a wrongful application of it. 

He assumes that I had stated, which I did not state and which the 
RECORD which he examined shows that I did not state for he quoted it 
with such verbal accuracy as to show that he had referred to it—he as- 
sumes that I stated that he had been instructed by his Legislature unan- 
imously. An examination of the RECORD reveals nothing of the kind. 
I said nothing of the kind; I had nothing of the sort in my mind; and 
the Senator neither heard nor read in the RECORD in my remarks any- 
thing which really justified him in giving or endeavoring to give to the 
country the impression that I had in any wise misrepresented the action 
of his State. 

His colleague used in his remarks an expression indicating that the 
Legislature had given instructions to the Senators. I used no such re- 
mark and I had no such impression; but the Legislature of his State, so 
far as I know—and in mystatement I relied upon information received 
from a Senator of his own State—did when this bill was pending be- 
fore, or a short time before it was considered, give a unanimous in- 


dorsement to the principles of the bill and to the bill itself so far as all 
its essential features are concerned, and in fact in everything except 
that they expressed a desire that the distribution should be made 
through the superintendents of the States. In the discussion of the 
bill which preceded its final passage, it was objected by representatives 
of the Southern States that it would be better that this money should 
be appropriated directly to the States and all interference with its man- 
agement after it became a portion of the funds of the State should be 
dispensed with, and therefore that the National Government ought not 
to assume to give directions to the State superintendent or to any other 
State officer, and the bill was passed free from that object ion accordingly. 

The Senator then on giving utterance to his sentiment of hostil- 
ity to the common schools as a system by premising some matters with 
reference to a bill that I had the honor to introduce to the Senate, twice 
introduced by request—a bill drawn by a gentleman living in the city of 
New York, a gentleman who is clerk or secretary of the Civil Service 
Commission, as I understand, a gentleman of character and of educa- 
tion and many accomplishments, who has a project of securing trifling 
national legislation the purpose of which is to enable poorer people 
connected with some association with which he is himself connected, I 
suppose, to invest their funds in the national lands. He asks by his 
bill that an amount of national land not exceeding 1,000,000 acres may 
be acquired by the savings of these industrious people, and this invest- 
ment he considers as perhaps safer than almost any other form in which 
their savings can be placed. Therefore he would like that legislation. 
I introduced the bill, and it was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, just exactly as other Senators introduce bills; and simply be- 
cause it had a little phraseology in it which is not exactly in conso- 
nance with the best formula of legislation, it seems to have attracted the 
attention of the Senator from Alabama, and of others. But the bill it- 
self is an exceedingly innocent bill, as [should judge, and for a praise- 
worthy object. After denouncing this as a wild, agrarian measure, and 
endeavoring to associate my name with it in an offensive way some- 
what, he goes on to denounce this bill, the object of which is the estab- 
lishment of common-schools as a like wild and agrarian bill. 

This is all a very trifling matter. I simply allude to it for the rea- 
son that the Senator thought it was worth while to waste considerable 
time upon it, and make this explanation that the real facts may be un- 
derstood by the Senate. Of course it is all of very slight consequence. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] who is not in his seat to- 
day made a strong and somewhat extraordinary speech against this 
bill before the Senate yesterday afternoon. The animus of that address, 
which was to the country rather than to the Senate, as the Senator him- 
self stated in his opening remarks, was so extraordinary that I must 
confess that if I occupied the standpoint from which he looks at this 
measure I should be among its violent opponents. He seems to feel 
that in some way the citizenship in the Southern States at the present 
time, the American people, so far as they live in the Southern States, 
ought to be visited with the consequences of an order of things that 
was destroyed by the war, and that what ever of guilt there may have 
been in the establishment of the institution of slavery, whatever thero 
may have been anywhere either upon the whole nation or upon any sec- 
tion of it, these people still in the Southern States should be held re- 
sponsible for it and suffer to the uttermost all the consequences that 
can be made to flow from it. 

I have no such animus; neither do I undertake to claim that I am 
the special friend of any section of the country. I would be glad for 
the general good that sound principles of legislation should be adopted 
and made applicable everywhere; and in urging the adoption of this 
measure, I believe it to be for the general good that education should 
become general and illiteracy should be reduced to the lowest minimum 
possible. It isas much my concern in New Hampshire whether illiter- 
acy in Alabama or Louisiana or Texas or any other State controls the 
choice of a President as it is the matter of the inhabitants of that State. 
It is as much my concern whether the unity and perpetuity of this Gov- 
ernment be preserved as it is that of any other citizen whatever; and 
it is as important that I should contribute all my means to the educa- 
tion of the children on the borders of the country as it is that I should 
assist in the education of those who control its great centers. It is for 
such reasons, and only for reasons of this kind, that this measure can 
be justified. 

Men who look upon it from the standpoint of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, men who are controlled to-day by thesame prejudices that hurried 
us to the war and which must cease if there is ever to be any permanent 
peace, can not of course appreciate a measure of this kind. They do 
well to give utterance to their sentiments; but I do not believe that, 
either North or South, they represent one-tenth of the American popu- 
lation. I believe that the people desire that the whole country should 
participate in the benefits which are to be derived from the national 
revenue and that those conditions be established every where which are 
indispensable to the universal good of our people. 

It is of very little use to denounce those who may be in need from 
any cause whatever in any section of the country. That is no way to 
eure the evil. Suppose by reason of the violent opposition which is 
made directly and indirectly to the of this bill, that it be de- 


feated; what is the prospect of any alleviation resulting from that fate 


— 
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of this bill to the great evil which we all concede and which we all de- 
sire to remove? Will it stimulate the people of the South who are 
already bending under more burdens than they can bear, when they 
have already done their uttermost to remove this evil? In the school 
districts throughout the Southern country the people have for years 
been looking anxiously for this assistance to add a little to their short 
terms of school. Will it encourage them in their poverty to find that 
the great North which they look upon as having given them their lib- 
erty and who pledged themselves in platforms, in messages, and in the 
utterances of conventions to assist in their education—will it encourage 
them to greater efforts if you defeat this bill? What tendency has it 
to remove the evil? What tendency to stimulate to greater exertions 
those who are suffering from it can it have to destroy their strong and 
reasonable hope of generous aid? 

Is it any discredit to the Southern country or any other portion of 
the world that it is in need of charitable assistance? Is it any en- 
couragement to them to deprive them of that which might satisfy their 
necessity? The benevolent institutions, the religious organizations, 
and benevolent individuals of the North have already deposited in the 
Southern land $25,000,000 in aid of the establishment of schools; and 
to-day the colored man in the South is better cared for by reason of 
Northern benevolence in this regard than is the white child in the mat- 
ter of education. Has anybody ever thought of blaming the South 
with its reception of the income of the Peabody fund, or of the Slater 
fund, or of the $25,000,000 that the religious denominations of the North 
have expended in that section of our country? 

And, further, has the distribution of this money resulted at all in 
any lack of the necessary self-help? On the contrary all statistics and 
all statements of intelligent observers prove that a very powerful stim- 
ulus has been given to the cause of education by these very means, 
Consider that the common school was not indigenous to the South. 
Until within a very few years it was a hostile institution to their system 
of labor, and their laws were against it; and the common white people 
as well as the colored people shared in the inimical effect of those laws 
and in the dominance of what was then the aristocratic power in the 
Southern States. 

Only twenty years since the common school was legalized; it is less 
than twenty years since it was actually legalized in the Southern States. 
As a legal institution it only to exist with any efficiency from 
about the year 1868. Since that time, it has become, as I expressed it 
the other day, acclimated; it has been established as a system in every 
Southern State. The carpet-bag governments did this good to the South 
if nothing else. They gave that people systems of common schools; 
and as those governments passed away and the control of that portion 
of the country was once more taken into the hands of the white and 
educated element, they retained those systems; they have enlarged 
them; they have improved them; and the management of those sys- 
tems has fallen into the hands of the very best men of the South, the 
religious, the upright, the educated men, men who manage these school 
funds such as the Southern States have raised as intelligently and ap- 
ply them as economically and as usefully as the like amount of money 
is applied in any portion of our country. 

this help has had the effect to establish and to stimulate, to in- 
crease the forces of the common-school system in the South. Now, if 
we are to judge at all by experience, giving them more help, the exhi- 
bition of a friendly and neighborly and national feeling on the part of 
the General Government, giving them more money to enlarge these 
institutions, must have the like effect. 

Why, sir, it seems to be held by some of my friends on this side of 
the Chamber as a reason for withholding this money that the influence 
of Southern society is opposed to its reception. ‘‘If they do not want 
it, let them go without it,“ gentlemen say. These men, as I believe, 
represent mathematically and influentially but a trifling portion of the 
Southern people. But suppose that that were the general sentiment of 
the South, is that any reason why we should withhold our hands? 
Does it not, on the contrary, establish by irrefragable proof a still 
stronger necessity of giving this help, of establishing in some way the 
school? Those who do not understand its work and its good influences 
might naturally, considering former prejudices and conditions, be op- 

to it; but when they become acquainted with the practical work- 
ing of the institution, then, as we see already demonstrated in the ex- 
perience of the past ten years, they are likely to become more and more 
attached to it and to fasten their hopes, as numbers of people do every- 
where, on the efficiency of a system of proper common-school educa- 
tion. 

So far then, if there were an unwillingness to receive this money and 
to apply it properly, from that constituting any real reason of opposi- 
tion to the bill, it establishes in a still stronger sense the necessity of 
the distribution and proper application of this money from the national 
Treasury. 

The Senator from Kansas alluded to the fact that immigration is not 
as general to the South as it ought to be, and he strangely opposed the 
passage of this bill because there are no common schools, and the fact 
that there were no efficient common schools as a rule in the Southern 
States is objected to by the intelligent immigrants from the North and 
from foreign lands. The very reason that he gives for opposing this 
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bill is the strongest possible reason for the passage of the bill. Give 
the South common schools, and the Northern immigrant would often 
go there in preference to the prairies of the West. Nothing has arrested 
the development of the South like the fact that these schools do not 
exist there. We all remember how soon after the close of the war the 
mass of Northern feeling and spirit was turned toward the South. The 
war was over; the cause of the war was destroyed. 

There was never, so far as I know, on the part of the North one single 
particle of that feeling which we may term personal hostility toward 
the South. We fought the South for the common good; and so far as 
I know, certainly so far as I was myself concerned, without the slight- 
est feeling of personal hostility to any man or any body of men who 
lived there. We believed their course was destructive to the national 
welfare, that the Union ought not to be dissolved, that slavery should 
be destroyed; and we fought in God’s name to accomplish all of those 
purposes; and when they were accomplished we looked upon the South- 
ern people as our brethren as much as we ever did before, and more so, 
because she was to have a future that was homogeneous with our own, 
and the great cause of difference between the sections was passing away, 
and the whole Republic seemed likely for the future to be really inde- 
pendent and free. 

So the feeling turned, as I said, to the South in all kindliness and 
with an anxiety on the part of ourimmigrant 8 to settle in that 
portion of the country. But what did the Northern men find there? 
Accustomed to common schools, and understanding that the primal 
necessity in the raising of a family was to educate the child, the father 
found no school for his child; he found hostility to the school system, 
the teacher often abused, the school-house often burned, and persecu- 
tion toward that system which alone, by permeating the entire popu- 
lation, could create real freedom, and he got away and staid away, and 
he has remained away, and he will remain away, and so will the intel- 
ligent immigrant from abroad avoid that country, blessed as it is by 
nature with everything that makes it desirable as a home, the loveliest, 
most fertile, and desirable region of the entire country. So I say that 
immigration will forever remain away from the South until she has 
such opportunities for the education of the children of the immigrant 
as are to be found in other parts of the country. 

The Senator from Kansas dwells very much upon his table, which he 
produced here, by which he endeavored to show to the country how 
enormously disproportionate are the benefits that are to be received 
from this bill if it shall become a law. He reads to us his table in 
which he says, Alabama, for instance, gets out of this fund of $77,000,000 
for the whole eight years $5,370,848, and she pays $1,767,507; Cali- 
fornia gets $662,051, and pays $1,210,571; and so he goes through with 
all the States and calls attention with great vigor to theaccount which 
I shall be obliged to render to my constituents for advocating the pas- 
sage of this bill. He says New Hampshire gets $177,216 and pays 
$485,787, and he appeals to me to know whether I can settle this account 
with the producing laborers of my own State. His table, as he says, is 
based upon population, and he assumes that the burden of Federal tax- 
ation, the collection of Federal revenue, falls upon the people of the 
country per capita, as though the whole were raised by a direct tax and 
raised also as a direct tax on the individual men, women, and children 
alike. 

If this were so it would still be the better thing to pass this bill, 
and I believe that for the general good the people of New Hampshire 
would be willing to pay thedifference beyond what they receive—a peo- 
ple frugal and hardy and not wealthy, but a people patriotic and intelli- 
gent, and knowing that the common school is the only bond of union 
and peace to the whole country in future time. And he is but a poor 
student of history or human nature who believes that the perpetuity of 
this country, its freedom from wars, such as we have seen in our own 
day and generation, can be preserved unless we make our institutions 
and the condition of our people homogeneous and intelligent, and who 
does not recognize the common school as the only instrumentality by 
which that can be accomplished. So, as a matter of dollars and cents, 
it is cheaper for New Hampshire to pay, not this difference which the 
Senator speaks of, but ten times that difference in order that we may be 
preserved from the consequences of ignorance, which is the essence of 
slavery, and thus secure immunity from future wars. 

But, sir, the Senator is all wrong as to the basisof his table. Taxa- 
tion is not raised, as he well knows and as the Senate well knows, or at 
least should understand on second thonght, in any such way. The 
Federal revenues come in an altogether different way; they do not come 
out of the poor people of this country. Myself and the Senator, the 
school of politics to which we belong, the faith which the Republican 
party professes is entirely in the contrary direction. By the method 
which we employ Federal taxation needs to be large in order to conduce 
to agreat extent tothe good of the laboring people of the country. 

We believe in the protectivesystem. We have established it and we 
have enforced it as against all comers, and our Democratic friends have 
assisted us to such an extent that for many years it has been the law 
of the land, and I trust in God it may remain so for all time. By virtue 
of that system of taxation which is levied upon the luxuries and not 
upon the necessaries of life, the national is almost the only tax which 
comes out of the pockets of the wealthy and not out of the pockets of 
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png, het By that taxation we raise almost two hundred millions of 
the little morethan three hundred millions of annual national revenue. 

On this point—for I consider it a vital one, as I wish to combat some- 
thing of the other heresies in the Senator’s which should be re- 
plied to—I wish to insert a table from the page of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year 1885, which shows the 
sources of national revenue. 

From customs, to which I have just been alluding, we receive $181,- 
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That comprises the whole; and I appeal to any Senator who may think 
as the Senator from Kansas d not now being in his seat—if there 
is a dollar of that taxation going into the Federal Treasury which comes 
out of the pockets of the poor if republican theories as to the effect of 
customs taxation are correct. No, sir. I look upon our system of Fed- 
eral taxation as a benefit to the poor. It is one great means, and the 
only great all- com ending means that we now have of fastening 
where it belongs the great burden of society upon its accumulated 
wealth and taxing those accumulations and applying them to the great 
ends which are for the general good. Can there be any more righteous 
thing to do than by this form of taxation to place the burden of the 
education of the child of the poor man upon the accumulated wealth of 
the rich man which he has been able under the laws of the land to gather 
for himself largely from the muscle and brain of the industrious poor? 
That is our theory. You may call it a leveling theory, but it is the 
theory upon which this bill and republican pana, 8 are built. 

There is other matter that I wish to notice in the speech of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas. The bill calls for asmall amount yearly. 
We ought to consider that every year the question of the further appro- 
priation is suhject to the action of Congress, subject, if you please, to the 
action of the Senate, which is Republican at present and likely to be 
so, I trust, for a long time to come; and if it is found that the appro- 
priation of any given year is not properly applied or that it does not 
do the amount of good which is necessary in order to justify a still fur- 
ther appropriation—if that is found to be so, by the express terms of 
this bill itself the appropriation is to cease. 

Take our river and ‘bor appropriation. It is not likely for the 
years to come to average less than from twelve to fifteen million dol- 
Jars a year. In the next ten years we are likely to expend from one 
hundred and twenty to one hundred and fifty million dollarsin that di- 
rection alone. This bill, subject to all these contingencies and con- 
ditions, proposes to give at the uttermost the amount of $77,000,000, 
and for a cause and to remove a necessity vastly more pressing and dan- 
gerous to the American people than impediment to navigation. 

The Senator might just as well endeavor to excite the hostility of the 
people of my State against the river and harbor bill by showing that 
the people of New Hampshire, who never have had money enough out 
of it to pay the ordinary candy bills of the children of the State—and 
the river and harbor bill is very important to himself and to the States 
of the great West generally—as to undertake to excite a like hostility 
against this. The people of New Hampshire in either case are broad 
enough and patriotic enough to contribute from their earnings, if it 
came from their earnings, so much as is indispensable for the general 
national good. Wherever they put their blood they are ready to put 
their money. 

The Senator himself is a strong advocate of a measure which I believe 
to be just and to which his party is committed as it is to this measure. 
He says we ought tocontribute to-day, we ought to enact proper legis- 
lation and to make the consequent appropriation to pay the arrears of 
pensions, which have lately been computed at over $300,000,000, ap- 


proaching four times the amount that is proposed by this bill; and no 
computation can make the sum that will be called for less than $225,- 
000,000 or $250,000,000. He proposes that without any hesitation, and 
that taxation comes out of the poor, if any taxation comes from that 
class of our fellow-men. 

So I might speak of other pension legislation of which I am an ad- 
vocate as well as himself. I believe that in the case of every Union sol- 
dier, every man who rendered good service to his country who is now 
in need of assistance from any source, whether it be from charity or from 
his relatives or from the poor-rates of the country, it is the duty of this 
nation, which exists because he fought for it, to supply him with an 
honorable support to the extent of his necessity. We passed a bill of 
that kind in the last Congress and sent it to the House of Representa- 
tives where it died, and we prided ourselves somewhat in our appeals 
to the people of this country, to the soldiers of this country and their 
friends, that we had passed so li so just, and as I believe so wise 
a measure; but it was to take from the funds of this country enormously 
bone the amount called for by this bill for the support of common 


The Senator alluded to this bill as having grown out of that feverish 
condition of the party mind which precedes a Presidential election. 
Sir, that is not the case. The ideas of this bill have been pending in 
the northern a poruon of this country for the last twenty years. Grant 
recommended these eo rsa pra Hayes recommended these appro- 
priations. Garfield delivered the noblest utterance in his first and only 
m in favor of these appropriations. The Republican platform 
for at least two campaigns has contained this same proposition, Federal 
aid to common schools wherever it is necessary. 

It is not a new idea. True it is we passed this bill immediately 
preceding the last Presidential election. We parea it in April. In 
all its essential features we wrote this bill for Federal aid wherever it 
was ni into our platform the following June and appealed to the 
people, on the strength of that provision, for their support, and we re- 
ceived many votes by it. I think, sir, that even if it had grown out 
of a ſeverish condition“ of the mind it would still be our duty 
to keep our plighted faith to the public. I do not understand because 
we have made promises to the American people of what we would do 
that we made them in a base barter for votes—that when the time 
comes to perform them we are therefore excused and called upon to 
demonstrate our own corruption and make good the allegations of the 
Senator from Kansas. I am for keeping the faith of parties as I would 
keep the national faith, for this is a government of parties, and only 
as parties are to be depended upon to keep their promises and redeem 
their pledges can we expect the nation which is controlled by a dom- 
inant party to preserve its honor under the management of that party. 

The question is not between the men who on the one side and the 
other fought the war; the question is not between them at all, and no 
sophistry can conceal the real issue which is between the American na- 
tion and the American child. If the Senator from Alabama who rises 
here and thanks God that he is not to be bribed in this way has any 
children of his own to be properly educated, and if others who following 
him denounce the constitutionality of this bill, or for any reason what- 
ever opposeit, arejustified, nevertheless the Republican and the Northern 
man and the American citizen who believes that by reason of their op- 
position justifies the rejection of this bill has misconceived the true is- 
sue—he has madeamistake. The real issue, as I said before, is between 
the nation and the child, and for one I am not willing to stand here and 
say that the son of a confederate officer or soldier shall not be educated 
as well as the child of his former slave. Give them both equal privi- 
leges in the direction of education, give them both the same chance to 
prepare for the future of American citizenship. 

I do not know but that it was unfortunate that the discussion of this 
bill immediately followed the appeals that were made to prejudice both 
North and South during the discussion of the Dakota bill. Ithought 
our Southern friends might well have exhibited a different spirit, and 
if I were called upon to judge I would justify something of the feel- 
ing that has been exhibited on this side of the Chamber when I re- 
member the spirit in which that bill was met. But my friend from 
Kansas ought to remember that the very gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber who opposed the Dakota bill so violently are the men 


who oppose the education bill in the same spirit and, in fact, with still 


stronger expression of virulence and hate. And is the fact that these 
men oppose the Dakota bill and likewise oppose this bill any reason why 
those who made war upon them in the former discussion should shake 
hands with them at the present time, and that they should unite ina 
common effort to defeat this measure? One would have inferred that 
the contrary would have been the caseif it had not been otherwise illus- 
trated on this floor. 

Mr. President, I wish to call a little closer the attention of the Sen- 
ate to what has been done with reference to this bill and the general 


propositions which pervade it hitherto by the North—and by the 
North” I mean the Republican party. I read now from the Repub- 
lican platform adopted at Chicago in 1884. In the eleventh section of 
the platform are to be found these words. Among other clauses pledg- 
ing the party to various measures which were supposed to be in the 
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interest of the working people of this country and in other directions, 
a sound currency and the like, are these words: 
We favor the establishment of * * * a wise and judicious system of gen- 


eral education by adequate appropriation from the national revenues wherever 
the same is needed. 


In another section of the same platform is a pledge to pass whatsoever 
legislation is necessary to the assistance of the white Republicans in the 
South in the attainment and the enjoymentof all their rights and priv- 
ileges, civil and political. If there is anything essential as a primary 
condition to the development and the enjoyment of the rights of Amer- 
ican citizenship at the South, and especially, I may say, of the Repub- 
licans at the South, it is the common school, which will give to every 
individual who receives its benefits that sense of manhood and that in- 
telligence which will make him, knowing his rights, dare to maintain 
them, and he will maintain them; and it is only the man who has that 
quality of mind and that quality of body who is likely to defend the 
rights conferred upon him by the Declaration and by the principles of 
the Republican party. 

The Republican platform of 1880, as I recollect it, contained a like 
provision. I will take the liberty of reading to the Senate a few utter- 
ances of the party and of its representative men upon this very subject. 
In the Republican platform of 1880 we took this position: 

The work of popular education is one left to the care of the several States, but 
it is the duty of the National Government to aid that work to the extent of its 
constitutional power. The in ce of the nation is but the aggregate of 


telligen: 
the intelligence in the several States,and the destiny of the nation must be 
guided, not by the genius of any one State, but by the aggregate genius of all. 


And from the call of the national committee as adopted in the call 
of the Republican State convention in Maine to choose delegates to 
Chicago in the convention held in 1884 I find this: 


Without regard to past political differences, who are in favor of elevating and 
dignifying American labor, protecting and extending home industries, ving 
free popular education to the masses of the people, securing free suffrage an 
an honest counting of ballots. 


As I said earlier, in the platform is laid down the language which I 
have read. These utterances of which I now speak were in the June 
following the passage of this bill in the Senate on April, 1884. I will 
read now from the message of President Garfield, in which he said—and 
I ask the Senate to remember that it was President Garfield who said 
this—we would do well to listen to this voice from the tombs: 


But the danger which arises from ignorance in the voter can not be denied. 
It covers a ficid far wider than thatof negro suffrage, and the present condition 
of the race. It is a danger that lurks and hides in the sources and fountains 
of power in ev State. We have no standard by which to measure the disas- 
ter that may be brought upon us by ignorance and vice in the citizen when 
joined to corruption and fraud in the 5 

The voters of the Union who make and unmake constitutions, and upon whose 
will hang the destinies of our governments, can transmit their supreme au- 
thority to no successors save the coming generation of voters, who are the sole 
heirs of sovereign power. If that generation comes to its inheritance blinded 
by nD haan and corrupted by vice, the fall of the Republic will be certain and 
remediless. 

The census has already sounded the alarm in the appalling figures which mark 
wer) dangerously high the tide ef illiteracy has risen among our voters and their 

ren, 

To the South this question is of supreme importance, but the responsibility 
for the existence of slavery did not rest upon the South alone. The nation itself 
is responsible for the extension of the suffrage, and is under special obligations 
to aid in removing the illiteracy which it has added to the voting population. 
For the North and South alike there is but one remedy. All the constitutional 
power of the nation and of the States and all the volunteer forces of eet meio 
po pa be summoned to meet this danger by the strong influence of versal 

ucation. 


However feverish may have been the feeling which led to the utter- 
ance of these sentiments, scattered over along period of time, it survives 
until the present time, and whatever be the fate of this measure the 
evil will exist and will increase and this sentiment will survive and 
increase until by some like measure the evil is diminished and de- 
stroyed, and it will never become anobsolete issue, never an issue which 
we can avoid or evade until it is settled either by the ruin of our coun- 
try or by its extinction in the complete establishment everywhere of 
the common 

I have here utterances of President Hayes, President Grant, and Chief- 
Justice Waite. Perhaps I ought to put into these remarks various ci- 
tations from the fathers of the Republic, from Horace Mann and other 
educators and statesmen of the past. I have here the report of the 
trustees of the Peabody educational fund, a report discussing the same 
questions, citing the fathers, Jefferson, Adams, Washington, of course, 
Madison, Monroe, all to the same general effect; and whatever may 
have been the earlier views of some of these men in regard to the con- 
stitutional power of educating the people for the general welfare, their 
later and riper views were in favor of the full extent of the power which 
we claim and of its immediate and general exercise. I read from page 
4 of the report of the trustees of the Peabody fund: 


Washington, in his farewell address, condenses into two short sentences an 
admonition which should never be forgotten by the American ple. Pro- 
mote, then,” says he, as an object of primary impo: tions for the 
general diffusion of knowl . In proportion as the structure of a govern- 
— gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion should be 
enlightened. 


The writings of John Adams are replete with expressions of his estimate of 
the value of popular education as the safeguard of free institutions, 
2 * * * * * $ 

In a letter to Mr. Yancey, dated January 6, 1816, Mr. Jefferson says: “Ifa 
nation to be ignorant and free in a state of civilization, it expects what 
never will be. The functionaries of every government have ities to 
command at will the liberty and property of their constituents. ere is no 
safe deposit for them but with the people themselves; nor can they be safe with 
them without information. Where the pressis free, and every man able to read, 
all is safe. In another letter to Governor Nicholas, dated aoa 2. 1816, speaking 
of his system of elementary education, he says: My ity for that divis- 
ion is not founded in view of education solely, but infinitely more as ameans 
of the better administration of our Government and the eternal preservation of 
its republican principles.” 

s $ * * $ $ * 

Mr. Madison, who has been called the father of our Federal Constitution, and 
who certainly contributed as much as any other man in framing its provisions, 
was equally emphatic in the expression of his opinions of the value of popular 
education. In aletterto William T. Barry, of Kentucky, dated August 4, 1826, he 
says: “A popular government without popular information, or the means of ac- 
quiring it, fe baka prologue to a farce or tragedy, or perhaps both. Knowledge 
will forever govern ignorance, and a people who mean to be their own governors 
must arm themselves with the power which knowledge gives.“ In another let- 
ter, to Littleton D. Teakle, of Maryland, Mr. Madison says: The best service 
that can be rendered to a country, next to that of giving it liberty, isin diffusing 
the mental improvement essential to the preservation and enjoyment of the 
blessing. 

Quotations of a similar character, from the writings of the statesmen and sages 
of the earliest days of the Republic, might be indefinitely multiplied, but your 
committee will content themselves with adding a single extract from the in- 
a address of President Monroe, delivered on the 4th of March, 1817. 

the ple of the United States been educated in different principles, had 
they been as intelligent, less independent, or less virtuous, can it be believed 
that we should have maintained the same steady and consistent career, or been 
blessed with the same success? While, then, the constituent body retains its 
resent sound and healthful state all will be safe. Itisonly when the people 
8 ignorant and corrupt, when they degenerate into a populace, that they 
become incapable of exercising sovereignty. Usurpation isan easy attainment, 
anda soon found, The people themselves become the willing instru- 
ments of their own debasement and ruin. Let us look to the t cause, and 
endeavor to preserve it in full force. Let us, by all and constitutional 
measures, promote intelligence among the people as the best means of preserv- 
ing our liberties. 


Speaking more particularly of the Southern condition, that body of 
great men, the trustees of the Peabody fund, more cognizant probably 
with the real Southern status at that time than anybody else, say, 
speaking especially of the colored people: 


We are thus compelled to face the fact that more than half a million of voters, 
scattered over half the Union, from illiteracy are notoriously incompetent to the 
intelligent discharge of the public duties intrusted to them. This large class of 
uneducated voters, it must remembered, are not merely citizens and voters 
of the States in which they re pe tale reside: they are also citizens of the 
United States. The power which they wield and the influence which they exert 
is not merely local: it is coextensive with the Union. Their votes may decide 
the issues of peace or war; they may control Presidential elections and give 
shape to the policy of the nation; they are entitled to cipate in the election 
of dent and Vice-President, of members of the House of nie erating yas. 
and of the State Legislatures which choose Senators of the United States; they 
elect governors and legislators of their respective States, and in many States, 
judges, clerks, sheriffs, supervisors, magistrates, and almost every officer in- 
trusted with the administration of POON affairs; they are themselves eligible 
to all positions of honor, trust, and emolument, and legally competent to net 
as judges or to sit as jurors in cases involving the most sacred rights of life, 
liberty, and property. 


As I do not mean to occupy the time of the Senate unduly, I shall 
omit further extracts from the report, but I do wish to read from an 
address delivered by Horace Mann the following, given at page 8: 


The illustrious and ane band who framed the Constitution of the Union 
n, 


Washington, „Adams, Jefferson, Madison—who adjusted all the prin- 
— which it contains by the line and the plummet, and weighed the words 
which describe them in scales so nice as to tremble beneath the dust of the bal- 
ance, expended the energies of their mighty minds to perfect an instrument 
which, before half a century had passed away, was doomed to be administered, 
controlled, expounded, by men unable to read and write. The power of Con- 
gress over all the pa social and economical interests of this vast country ; the 
orbits in which the States are to move around the central body in the sys- 
tem: the functions of the Executive, who holds in his hand the Army and the 
Navy, manages all diplomatic relations with foreign powers, and can involve 
the country at any time in the horrors of war; and that grand poising gor 
the supreme judiciary, appointed to be the presiding intelligence over the sys- 
tem, to harmonize its motions and to hold its attracting and diverging tenden- 
dies in equilibrium—all this splendid structure, the vastest and nicest ever de- 
vised by mortals, is under the control of men who are incapable of reading one 
word of the language which describes its framework and defines its objects and 
its guards, incapable of reading one word of contemporaneous exposition, of an- 
tecedent history, or of subsequent development, and therefore make it include 
anything or exclude anything, as their blind passions may dictate. Phaeton 
was less a fool when he mounted the chariot to drive the horses of the sun than 
ourselves, if we expect to reach the zenith of prosperity and happiness under 
such guidance. 


These seem commonplaces, and yet they are denied on the floor of the 
Senate, and it is necessary even here to revert to first principles. 

There has been perhaps already a sufficiency of evidence of fact as 
bearing upon the contributions of the General Government in the form 
of public lands and otherwise to the maintenance of school systems in 
the States, and I shall not take the time of the Senate avy further in 
that direction. 

I wish to add to the great Republican authorities and the great na- 
tional authorities of earlier times from which I have cited a few contem- 
porary names of men who were in this Chamber during the last discus- 
sion upon this bill. The present Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Lamar, 
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and Attorney-General Garland, as all will remember, made eloquent 
and exceedingly able speeches in support of the bill, dealing to some 
extent with the constitutional questions involved and also dealing with 
the actual necessity, conceding and claiming the power and the duty 
of the Government to make these appropriations and the necessity that 
exists for their use. 

I should like to read, and will read to the Senate, a line from the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Lamar, showing that in his 
new position and as the man who will have a revision of the expendi- 
ture of this fand in connection with Congress, he still retains his interest 
in this great measure and desires its enactment intoalaw. Hesaysin 
his report to the present Congress, page 85, under the caption of Edu- 
cation: 

The report of the Commissioner of Education is an instructive and interesting 
document. I have been unable, for want of time, to present even a brief of the 
views and recommendations th: set forth, the greater part of which meet 


my concurrence, especially his renewed invocation of Federal aid to insure ad- 
equate provision for the instruction of the freedmen of the South, and also his 


recommendation that some measure of Federal aid be extended to public pri- 
mary education, based on the number of illiteratesin the various States as shown 
by Tenth Census, 


This is not the only time that the voice of a Secretary of the Interior 
has been raised in behalf of this or a like measure. It was donein the 
reports of the formerSecretary of the Interior, the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]; and if there was a word of unpleasantness between us 
the other day T desire again to apologize, if it be n „because I 
know his goodness of heart and my own hasty temper, and perhaps I 
was provoked; I desire to do him the justice to say that no man ever 
gave forth nobler utterances in favor of national aid to universal edu- 
cation. He was among the earliest men who advocated substantial re- 
lief to the South in the discussion in the Forty-sixth Congress when 
the Morrill bill was passed, for, I think, the third time by the Senate. 
I will ask the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] if it was not the 
third time? 

Mr. MORRILL. A similar bill, 

Mr. BLAIR. A similar bill, but what was known as the Morrill 
measure, and a measure whose feature I mean, if I have it in my power 
to help it, shall become the law of the land. In that discussion the 
only objection made to the bill on this side of the Chamber was that it 
did not give enough. Its was the establishment of a fund that 
would gradually accumulate and in all future time, while not controll- 
ing or dominating over the schools of the country would yet give a little 
to their support, and especially of the industrial feature, the colleges of 
agriculture and of the bee arts. The objection, as I said, made to 
the bill was that it did not meet the existing emergency, and that there 
should be something ee for temporary aid, but the principle was 
right, and every constitutional principle involved in this bill was in that. 
The theory of that measure concerning the machinery, asit was called, 
was more generally acceptable to both sides of the Chamber than to my 
own individual mind, and it commanded almost the universal support 
of both sides of the Chamber. 

But, as I said, some objected to it that it did not give enough, and 
the fact that there is an immediate emergency was the origin of this bill, 
which pro to make for the time being a much more liberal contri- 
bution. In that debate the Senator from Colorado by his remarks first 
attracted my attention to the necessity of a much greater contribution 
or appropriation than that bill provided. He passed from the Sen- 
ate. I remained in it, and by the action of the Senate was placed upon 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and we set about fashioning 
the various bills, notable among which was the bill of Senator LOGAN, 
of Illinois, which provided for an appropriation of eighty millions an- 
nually, and was a just recognition of the great necessity—combining 
the same idea into the one that we thought would be acceptable to the 
Senate, and we reported such a bill to that Congress, both branches of 
which were Republican and the Executive the same. 

That bill was not this bill in all its features. It was a bill which 
provided that there should be more, not of Federal supervision, but of 
actual Federal control. It provided that there should be appointed in 
every State a Federal commissioner from among the citizens of the 
State, nominated by the President and eee by the Senate, and 
that he in connection with the superintendent of public instruction for 
the State should decide where the money should go and how it should 
be distributed and divided, each having a veto upon the other, and 
there being no money save so far as they agreed; but it was opposed on 
this side of the Chamber as containing a feature of interference with 
the local schools, for the State rights people are not all of them sitting 
opposite to us. The bill could not command the full support of the 
Republican side of the Chamber, and though I pressed it with all the 
urgency of which I was capable, it was found impossible to secure for 
it consideration during that Congress, when we had the power to make 
the bill and to make the law as we might see fit, having the control of 
every department of the Government. 

In the next Congress, the Forty-eighth, the evil remaining and in- 
creasing, and the necessity being as great or greater than ever, it was 
thought that in some way the situation must be met, and this bill, 
adopting the machinery of the Morrill bill for distribution, was brought 
into the Senate and was argued three weeks in the Senate and passed 


by a three-fourths vote of the Senate; and as passed by the Senate after 
that three-fourths vote it was in substance made a leading feature of 
the Republican Presidential platform adopted in the June following, 
and as so passed it was brought by your committee to the Senate in the 
present Congress; and the bill that we started with and are dealing with 
8 the bill thus perfected by the action of the Senate in the Forty-eighth ` 

m; e 

I have previously spoken upon the real inadequacy, though it would 
do an immense good, of the amount of the appropriation which is here 
proposed; but at this time at least I shall not dwell longer upon that 
point. I wish, however, in passing, to ask those who dwell upon the 
enormous amount of this contribution to consider that in the year 1836 
we took from the national Treasury at one time $28,000,000 and dis- 
tributed it to the States ina single year. All this bill calls for now is 
$7,000,000; and we took 828,000, 000 at a time when the valuation of 
this country was not more than one-fourth what it is to-day, and when 
the population was not more than 16,000,000, whereas it is now 60,000,- 
000. Under those circumstances we took from the national Treasury 
and poured into the treasury of the States $28,000,000. It wasan ex- 
travagance beyond that which we propose at the present time more than 
tenfold in amount, as [ doubt not any one will find who takes care to 
work out its mathematical proportions from the data I have stated. 

That money you say was wasted, some of it. Some of it was wasted. 
How was it wasted? By the expenditure of the principal in most cases 
in the cause of education, and instead of appearing to-day in many of 
theStates in the form of a permanent fund the interest whereon is availa- 
ble to educate the children, it went into the brain and heart and soul of 
the children at the time, making the very best form of investment, so 
that that generation rose to a greater height of intelligence and of pros- 
perity, and our country to-day is stronger and grander because the 
whole was spent, ‘‘ wasted,’’ as itis expressed by some, instead of being 
invested in a permanent fund. 

But that was not the case with all of it. In nearlyevery one of the 
States a portion of that money still survives, appropriated in the form 
of annual interest to the cause of common-school education. But did 
it ever do any harm to education? Were the States of the North by 
this contribution from the national Treasury induced to neglect their 
schools? Did they become “‘ leeches’? upon the public Treasury? Have 
they been any less liberal and generous in submitting to personal taxa- 
tion in the maintenanceof their schools and their other institutions by 
reason of that contribution from the national funds? Sir, on the con- 
trary common schools never were encouraged at the North as they have 
been during the last forty or fifty years. The institution is stronger and 
more beneficent to-day than ever before. I believe one of the fathers 
says that heasks only for the lamp of ience as a guide for his foot- 
steps. If experience is to be our guide, we ought to have made these 
contributions years ago and to have made them longer still. So long 
as the evil continues we ought to meet it with the appropriate remedy. 

It has been charged upon our friends of the South that because there 
was slavery and because there was war, therefore they should take care 
of all the consequences resulting therefrom and should educate their 
own children; that for the reason that they have done so much of evil 
they should make the necessary sacrifice to rescue themselves regard- 
less of their ability to do it. I think it is due to history to say that it 
was not the North alone that put down the rebellion and destroyed the 
institution of slavery. If the thing is to be measured upon that theory 
even, it is a fact that may be well stated here on the floor of the Senate 
that the Southern States gave us over four hundred thousand of the men 
enlisted into the Union Army. 

I have here a table which I will have printed in full, but I shall read 
what it contains with reference to the contribution of Union troops 
from Southern States. Maryland gave us 46,638; West Virginia, 32,- 
068; Missouri, 109,111; Kentucky, 75,760; Tennessee, 31,092; Arkan- 
sas, 8,289; North Carolina, 3,156; Alabama, 2,576; Florida, 1,290; 
Louisiana, 5,224; Mississippi, 545, and Texas, 1,965, making an aggre- 
gate of white soldiers from the slave States actually in the rebellion 
(for I think Missouri might as well be classed that way) of 317,714 men. 
In addition to those, there were mustered into service 99,327 colored 
troops, and it is estimated that beyond this number there were actually 
in the service another 100,000 of colored troops, making the whole 
number of colored troops actually in the service not far from 200,000. 
Reduced to three years’ service, there were enlisted into the war onthe 
side of the Union arms 2,320,369 men, including negroes. Ofthis num- 
ber very nearly or quite half a million were from the slave States, 80 
that they contributed of their blood and something of their money to 
the maintenance of the cause of the Union. 

But we are dealing with the great masses of the Southern people, 
who were always for the Union, and for the children of those men who 
were always for the Union. I do not think Iam in danger of any con- 


tradiction even on this floor, where there are witnesses who could con- 
tradict me if I were under a mistake, when I say that had the masses 
of the Southern people been educated they never would have rebelled. 
It would have been impossible for three hundred thousand men to have 
instituted that great war which came so near destroying the Govern- 
ment y this educational bill had been passed and applied ten years be 
fore the war. 
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The table in fall is as follows: 
Showing the troops mustered into the Union service during the war. 


2 2 
Aggregate — 
| 233 
La a 

States and Territories 42 gs 222 

H © = 85 * 

12 32 | 2 | 883 

fod ig A 5 28 8 
73.587 70,107 56,776 
35, 897 33, 987 30, 849 
22.074 _ 33,288 29, 068 
Massachusetts.. 139,05 146,730 124,104 
Rhode Island... 18, 898 23, 236 17, 866 
Connecticut. 44,797 55, 864 50, 623 
New York... 507,148 | 448,850 392, 270 
New Jersey. 92, 820 76, 814 57, 908 
Pennsylvania 385,369 | 337,936 265,517 
Dela 13, 935 12, 284 10, 322 
70, 965 46, 638 41, 275 
34,463 | 32,068 27,714 
13,973 | 16,534 11, 506 
313, 180 240,514 
196, 363 153, 576 
259, 092 214, 133 
87, 364 80, LIL 
91,327 79, 260 
24,020 19, 693 
76, 242 68, 630 
109, 111 |... 86, 530 
75,760 70, 832 
20, 149 18,706 
31, 092 |. 26, 3% 
8, 289 |. 7,836 
3,156 |. 156 
15,72 |. 15,725 
1,080 | 1,080 
1,810 1,773 
964 | 964 
3,157 2,175 
4, 903 3, 697 
206 206 
6.501 4.432 
2,576 |.. 1,611 
1,290 1,290 
5, 224 4,654 
545 56 
Tex: 1,965 1,632 
Indian Nation „sss. 3, 530 s| 3,530 
Colored troops * t... 99, 887 — 90, 434 
e eee 2,763, 670 2, 778, 30 86,724 2, 865,028 | 2,320,359 


Colored troops o ized at various stations in the States in rebellion, em- 
bracing all not speni cally credited to States, aud which can not be so assigned. 
+ Revised [30 Enr. Div., A. G. O., 1886), 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 9, 1880. 

I wish to discuss now one feature of the bill which has been criticised 
in the press by prominent individuals who have at heart the general 
cause which the bill seeks to promote, and, if I may, to defend it against 
some nace: but mistaken attacks. I think in the feature to which 
I now allude the bill is right. It is not as it is for want of sufficient 
consideration. If the committee are wrong, they are wrong after long 
study and deep reflection. 

It has been claimed and all concede that the best test or measure 
for the distribution of the money in the first instance as between the 
States is according to the illiteracy shown by the census of 1880. In 
fact there seems to be no other reliable and just test that you can find. 
I think it will be conceded that the true test of distribution as between 
the States would be made up of two complex propositions or ratios, It 
should depend upon the actual necessity for education in the different 
States and the power to bear taxation in the State to relieve that neces- 
sity. These two ideas combined, if they were data by which they could 
be measured and multiplied into each other, would give the true ratio 
of distribution between the States. z . 

But there is not in the census, there is nowhere any measure of the 
capacity of the several States to bear taxation for the support of com- 
mon schools that seems to be entirely satisfactory. The property in all 
but three of the Southern States has been diminished in value very 
largely during the last ten years. Eliminate all about freeing the 
slaves, commence with the census of 1870 and compare the condition of 
the Northern and the Southern States as in 1870 with their condition 
in 1880, and we find that there has been a diminution of valuation for 
taxable p in the Southern States of over $400,000,000. That 
indicates, of course, a lack of prosperity, inactivity in business, want of 
the proper diversification of occupations, a lack of ready money and of 
those available sources of taxation which are to be found in all North- 
ern States where there are bondsand currency and money in the pockets 
of the people, personal property easily to be disposed of, taxable, and 
si va oe means of supporting the public necessities easily to be 
obtained. 

In the South personal property is comparatively scarce, hardly to be 


found, and but a small amount to be taxed. Real estate has to sub- | n 


mit to the chief burden of taxation, and real estate is depreciating as 
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a rule rather than increasing in value. There are localities to be sure 
where Northern capital has planted itself, where railroads are being 
constructed by Northern capital, exempt, as the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] said yesterday, from taxation, not available for the means 
of the education of the people as yet. Real estate is depreciating, the 
very last source of getting ready money, because you can not sell that 
to raise the money to pay the taxes, which is the main resource they 
have upon which to exist. I do not speak of limited “localities; I 
speak of that portion of our country as a whole as its condition is re- 
vealed to us in the light of the figures of the census. 

Now, a country devastated by war must supply itself with dwellings, 
with roads and bridges, with public structures, and everything that is 
necessary first to exist. A man must eat before he can read; he must 
supply himself with food and clothing and shelter before he is able to 
educate himself or his children either in the common school or the uni- 
versity. Itisjustso with the Southern people. They are obliged to-day 
to apply their revenues more largely, from such taxation as they can 
submit to, first to these primary necessities and what they have left 
over they apply to the schools. Their relative capacity by the figures 
of the census to bear taxation would seem to be indicated by the valu- 
ation, and yet that would not be the truth in regard to their relative 
capacities to bear taxation for the purpose of maintaining schools, be- 
cause schools have to be deferred to the necessities of life, as I said be- 
fore. What is true of an individual is true of an aggregation of indi- 
viduals; that is to say, of society as a whole. 

We come back to the point, what shall be the proper measure of dis- 
tribution as between the States? The actual illiteracy as shown by the 
census was adopted as the only available practicable basis of the com- 
putation of distribution, and I do not know of anybody who finds an 
fault with that. In the number of illiterates is included, of course, 
over the school age who can not read or write, as well as those who are 
within the school age who can not read or write. They are a portion 
of the illiterates, and combined with those who can not read or write 
between ten years and twenty-one, the aggregate is made up of the en- 
tire illiterate population of the whole country. That is the basis of 
distribution, and it is according to it that you get the money to the 
State; but when you get into the State how is the money to be used? 
Here is the vital question to which I ask the attention of Senators who 
are interested in the matter at all. 

The money is in the State; it goes there by virtue of a rule of dis- 
tribution which is the best we can find, but is it to be applied to the 
very individuals who have been counted in making up this basis of 
distribution? Are we to take the illiterate of twenty-one, twenty-five, 
forty, seventy-five, one hundred years of age and und e to educate 
him in the common school? Manifestly that is impracticable. As a 
measure of necessity it is well that they should be included, for it is 
the best we can take; but when we come to the application of the fund 
in the State itself it becomes an impossibility at once. Anybody sees 
that. I do not allude to any distinctions of color here, because there 
are no distinctions of color in the appropriation; by a provision in the 
bill there shall be none. Shall we set upa distinction of color in favor 
of the black child when we object to our friends on the other side who 
take a different view of this matter setting up a like distinction in 
favor of the white man? No, sir; the whole theory of the bill (and any 
other would be anti-republican) is that there shall be no discrimina- 
tion as to color. ; 

Under what rule shall we apply the money when we come to dis- 
tribute it in the State? Is there any other than this: That from the 
combination of the fund that we give with the appropriation of the 
State herself all the children throughout the State of school age shall 
receive a like sum, or a sum which shall produce an equality of privi- 
lege? Itmay be that in some localities one dollar will buy more of edu- 
cation than it will in others, but the whole sum which goes to the State 
shall be used economically and wisely, so as to give to all children of 
school age, irrespective of and without distinction of color, an equality of 
common-school education. 

Can there be any other wiser, more just rule of distribution than 
that, and can there be any other possible? Consider how itis. This 
country is not all through alike. The necessity is greater in some por- 
tions than in others. The States are not all through alike. There is 
more of living education in one part of Georgia than in another. Some 
portions of Georgia are in comparatively slight if in any want of assist- 
ance from the public Treasury, and in other portions of that State the 
money would go to the white child, rather than to'the colored child, 
very likely; and so it may be generally thoughout the South. Ido 
not know how that may be. I do not think it will be so to any ex- 
tent—at least if we can trust the testimony of those who do know—I do 
not know that it is to such an extent as some of us would naturally ap- 
prehend who have the sympathy and feelings of Northern men; but 
assuming that it is so, what does the bill provide? 

It provides that, however they appropriate their own funds, discrimi- 
nating if they see fit, if they do discriminate, this national money shall 
so go as to produce an equality of schooling, and the colored boy shall 
get not quite as much but twenty times as much in any locality if it be 

5 order to give him as good a chance as his white brother 
has; and if at the end ef one year it does not appear to have been done, 
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it is in the power of Congress to withhold furtherappropriations. That 
is the theory of the bill. 
It has been claimed by some that by reason of the fact that the col- 


ored man is more generally illiterate and enters more largely in pro- 
portion to entire numbers in the ratio of distribution in the States, 
therefore his child should have a larger proportion of this money. 
That would be true if he is discriminated inst, and the bill pro- 
vides that the money shall be all used for colored children if it be nec- 
essary to give colored children as good a chance as the white children 
have. In other words, the money is all to be expended as one sum 
from whatever source it comes, whether from the nation or from the 
State, and the State gives an account of the way it is divided, and if 


she does show a discrimination as to color, then she has no right to a | good. 


further contribution or appropriation under the bill. There can not 
be any theory any more just, it seems to me, than that. These re- 
marks apply to the moneys expended for instruction. The bill pro- 
vides that the State shall herself furnish the necessary funds for the 
erection of houses, and the appropriations under this act go to the act- 
ual running expenses of the schools. 

We ought not to ask for a discrimination when we deny to others the 
right to make it. This is said very largely in reply to an article from 
Judge Tourgee, who is a strong friend of national aid to education, a 
man of great ability who has written a work on the subject, but who, 
notwithstanding that, finds it necessary in a ne article, which 
I find has been distributed very generally among Senators, to criticise 
this bill and myself as one who is interested in it with some acrimony 
and I thiuk with some injustice and lack of proper thought upon all the 
difficulties of the situation, The bill is capable, I imagine, of defense 
against such assaults. If we had nothing to do but to write just what 
we want we could suit ourselves. But we have to choose between such 
a bill as can become a law and the continued sacrifice of the American 
child, All sections and all parties must yield something if anything 
is to be done and we are to repair the wrongful neglect of the last twenty 


years. 

Now, sir, let us look at this a little further. I say that it is of more 
consequence to the black child that the white child shall be educated 
than it is that his black associate shall be educated. Whence came the 
outrages which we call the ku-klux outrages during the period of re- 
construction? Who trated them upon the negro? Was it the 
educated white man? No, but it was his instrument, the ignorant and 
degraded white man. It is his child that the child of the negro must 
live with for all future time; for, whether it be for better or for worse, 
the destiny of these people is one. It is as impossible to think of elim- 
inating the colored element from the eee of this country as it is 
to segregate the waters of the flowing Mississippi river or of the great 
oceansofthe world. They are there, and they willstay there; and while 
the white man must live with the colored man, the colored man must 
live with the white man, and we are undertaking to-day so to legislate 
as to establish an equality of condition between them. The reason why 
the colored man has suffered in association with the white population is 
because the white population is ignorant, because the influences which 
brought on the war still to some extent dominate over that white pop- 
ulation. 

The only way they can be removed is by the effect of universal edu- 
cation, and it is more important for the black child that his two white 
brothers be educated, be refined by a higher form of civilization, be 
taught to respect his rights, than it is that his own colored brother 
shall receive the bounty of the nation and the consequent benefits of 
the common schools. 

We but half perceive our duty when we say we discharge it by edu- 
cating the colored man. We fail in our purpose, we are in hostility 
to his true interests when we say we will assume his education and let 
the white child remain as he is, if the Southern white population see fit 
that he shall do so. If the sentiments of the le Senator from 
Alabama are to prevail, if the common school is a wild and agrarian ” 
institution, and society is to frown upon the white child, he stands no 
good chance of receiving an education from the people of the South 
themselves. Thank God, the Senator does not represent the people of 
the South. 

Suppose we carry the idea a little further and undertake by appro- 
priations to educate the colored man; we say we will give him enough 
to take care of him in school for eight years, and you white folks take 
care of yourselves and your on children. The colored men possess not 
over $5 per capita ih taxable property to-day. In the next decadethey 
will not accumulate an average of more than $200 per family, and a fam- 
ily which has not more than that amount of property has as a rule no 
homestead except it may be as a lessee. They have no power to sub- 
mit to taxation for the establishment of the institutions which are in- 
dispensable to their own good, and at the end of eight years the col- 
ored people down there, if they are cast upon their own resources wholly 
with reference to education, will be without ability much further to 
educate themselves. 

Meanwhile we shall have said to the South, We propose to assume 
the duty, as it is a duty, to educate those colored men for eight years. 
You put your money into the education of your own children; the col- 
ored man is our ward; we will take care of him.“ At the end of eight 


years we draw away our support from the colored man and he is as de- 
pendent as ever; meanwhile we shall have educated the Southern white 
people by our own example and our own precept in the idea that they 
are not responsible for their colored brother, but that the nation is, and 
we shall have made him a permanent ward of the nation as the Indian 
is, and more dependent upon the nation for help. 

Any common-school bill which undertakes to separate these two races 
from each other when by the ordinance of God they must live together 
and to manage the one as an element independent of the other is a de- 
lusion and a snare. We can not doit. The bill had better fail. I 
should like to see this bill pass, but I do not want to see any perma- 
nent injury inflicted upon my country in the attempt to accomplish a 
No, sir, we can not establish that discrimination in regard to 
color when we deny to those who think differently from us the right 
to make the same. The bill wisely provides in the tenth section that 
the moneys given under the provisions of this act shall be appropriated 
and used for the maintenance of the common schools and shall be so 
distributed in the several districts of the States and Territories wherein 
the fand is expended as to secure an equalization of schooling priv- 
ileges to every child irrespective of race or color. I wish the precise 
words of the section itself to go into the Rxconp. The language is: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used only 
for common schools, not sectarian in r. in the school districts of the sev- 
eral States and Territories, in such way as to provide, as near as may be, for the 
equalization of school privileges to all the children of the school age prescribed 
by the law of the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall be made, 


thereby giving to each child, without distinction of race or color, an equal oppor- 
tunity for education, 


The presiding officer for the time being (Mr. HARRISON in the 
chair) will recognize that as his own „some of it, at least. 

I am sorry that I do not see present in the Chamber at this time the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I should be glad 
if he were present, but, as he is absent, I call to the attention of the 
Senate this extract, which I read from the Sunday Herald of this city: 

Senator Hawley administers a damaging blow to the Blair educational bill, 
with its $77,000,000 D attached. The blow is none the less telling be- 
cause it appears in the Senator's newspaper, the Hartford Courant, the organ of 
the Connecticut Republicans. The money is to be distributed under the pro- 
visions of the bill in proportion to illiteracy, and this is the result figured up by 
the Senator’s newspaper: 

“If two States get each, say, the same large slice on the first year, and if one 
State squanders the money and teaches nobody, and the other State really does 
encourage education and ns the good work of instructing, then at the sec- 
ond distribution the State which has n the good work will get less money 
to carry it on with, while the State which has gone backward will geteven more 
than at first. This is 3 payinga premium for delay, malfeasance, and neg- 
lect of work. The less got for the money the more money to be got for that. 


Then the editor of the Herald goes on to say that there is some- 
thing radically wrong about a bill under which such results are possi- 
ble.“ Really one would think so if it is true. If true, this would indeed 
be a ‘‘ damaging blow” from the Senator from Connecticut. I wish he 
were present that he could make the explanation. I can not believe 
that he is responsible for the article in the paper. If he is, it is written 
under a very great misapprehension as to the provisions of the bill. 
There is nothing of the kind in the bill, and any one who says there is 
anything of this sort in the bill I wish would point out the section and 
the clause wherein it is to be found. The bill expressly provides on 
that point, as the Senator Kow for he must have read it. I donot 
undertake to hold him responsible for the utterances of this paper be- 
cause I do not know that he has any connection with it. I only call 
attention to it because it goes to the public as though it were Benator 
HAWLEY who was misrepresenting the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is the first time I have heard an intelligent 
gentleman express the opinion that I am responsible for every para- 
graph in a paper about 350 miles off, that I have not written a word 
for in many months. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not said that 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me a moment. Its general character and 
pu I am in a sense responsible for, because my views harmonize 
with their and theirs with mine; but particular expressions and argu- 
ments, &c., I have no more to do with than the Senator has with some 
little matters around his barn in New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam more than gratified at the disclaimer of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam probably worse opposed to the bill than my 

r is. 
1 Nir. BLAIR. I can understand that, and the Senator has a right to 
oppose the bill in that way; as an honorable man he is entitled to oppose 
it; and yet this goes to the people of the country through a paper that 
they generally understand to give utterance to hissentiments, and other 
papers quote itasa “‘damaging blow ” from the Senator. Now that the 
Senator has made a disclaimer which is consonant with truth and with 


honor, I have no more to say about it. The bill has been misrepresented 


in many directions; sometimes honestly, perhaps always so; but for the 
benefit of those who may have been misled by this utterance I wish to 
say that the bill expressly provides that in case of any malappropriation 
by any State it shall receive no further appropriation until it has made 
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good the deficiency, so that if it is possible for the terms of a bill to be 
well guarded they would seem to be in this case. 

An article was sent to mein order to make me feel happy, I suppose, 
from the New York Star, said to be written by an eminent constitu- 
tional lawyer, in which the writer says that the constitutional argu- 
ment, at least the one that I made, in support of the bill, is a droll 
one. It is a pretty good one, and if it affords anybody any amusement, 
that is all right. The article has been circulated evidently, because I 
think the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN] made its 
ideas the basis of his reply tothe Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 
I observe that it is signed G. T. C.,“ from which I infer, as some- 
body stated, it was produced by an eminent Democratic lawyer. 

I wish only to say in reply that whoever reads the article will find 
that the proposition which he sets up in reply to the constitutional ar- 
gument in support of the bill is that it is not necessary that people 
shall be educated in order to be sufficiently intelligent to discharge 
the duties of citizenship. He goes on to say that we all know that 
Tom, Dick, and Harry get along very well and make money although 
they can not sign their names, but have to make a mark and all that 
sort of thing. That is the spirit of the article. If we are laboring 
under a mistake, and if our fathers were laboring under a mistake when 
they asserted that the general intelligence of the people is necessary to 
perpetuate the republican form of government, then the writer is cor- 
rect; but the fact comes to us that intelligence is a necessity, and the 
national Constitution provides for the existence of a national govern- 
ment republican in form, and it thereby provides for general intelli- 
gence. If, I say, he is right in his proposition that intelligence is not 
necessary, then those who hold the contrary are wrong and the argument 
falls; but it is necessary, like the Senator from Alabama, to resort to 
a warfare upon common schools in order to make out the proposition 
that this bill is unconstitutional. 

I have here a mass of matter from very intelligent Southern gentle- 
men, evidently so, in the higher walks of life, patriots, educated citi- 
zens, which I should be glad to give the Senate as bearing upon the 
question whether the Southern people to-day are anxious for the pas- 
sage of the bill. I am held to pretty strict rules abont having matter 
printed without being read, and if I am liable to be trespassing upon 
the indulgence of the Senate in asking to have what might be a column 
and a half in the Record printed I will not do so. [A pause.] I will 
assume that there is no objection, and that I may put in a little of this 
matter to save the time of the Senate so as to call the attention of 
those to it who may look at the RECORD to-morrow: 


DALuas, TEX., November 17, 1888. 

Dran Stn: Senator MoxGan and his following do not I assure you, in all 
truth and soberness,” express the feeling of the people of the South upon your 
educational biil, nor of one-eighth of them. You will find in the inel edi- 
torial of the New Orleans Times-Democrat a truthful expression of that opinion, 
The opposition to it here, as elsewhere, is found in a very narrow tangent of 
free-traders, and for the reason that to the extent that bill would disburse Gov- 
ernment money to that extent would import duties be n 7 

Were the millions of public funds annually squandered upon rivers and har- 
bors expended upon educating the people what an enlightened nation would 
this be in a few years! Are you sure that even Congressmen have opened their 
eyes upon the grand ſuct railways have well-nigh nullified water transportation? 
Twenty years ago there were thirty steamboats upon Western rivers to one now, 
Save for the accommodation and uses of vessels plying to foreign ports our har- 
bors have become nearly useless, 

I once laughed at the definition of water by an old toper: It was created for 
the purpose of making cropsand weakening whisky.” I have learned to take 
it more seriously. ` 

Please accept thisas a hearty indorsement of your measure by a Jeffersonian 
Democrat, The et saci of the Union is in the education of the people. 


Yours, ly, 
TAS = H. C. STEVENSON. 
Senator BLAin, Washington. 


[Editorial referred to in the foregoing letter.] 
THE BLAIR EDUCATIONAL BILL. 


The argument of Senator MORGAN, of Alabama, on the Blair educational bill 
is a narrow view of the subject that has called forth little applause or approval 
in the South. Mr. MORGAN is one of those strict constructionists who haul in the 
Constitution against every public measure of . who con- 
sider its principal to prevent any good act being done by the Gov- 
ernment. Under their view the rivers and harbors of the country can not be 
improved; must remain forever closed to commerce, 3 the people of the 
interior without access to market, because a strict or rather forced construction 
of the Constitution ents it. It is useless to appeal to them to show that 
commerce requires this, that the whole popa will be benefited. No ap of 
any kind can move these gentlemen, who find the Constitution op; to the 
best interests of the people; an obstacle to every act of improvement, to every 
advantage or benefit, 

In this educational matter, the opposition made to this tender of assistance 
that will wipe away the greatest incubus to the South, illiteracy, is far less ex- 
eusable than opposition to river or harbor improvement. Mr. MoRGaN, when he 
speaks of the virtue and happiness of the people of the back woods, is not speak- 
ing for the Southern people if he means by this that they prefer illiteracy, be- 
lieve that “ignorance is bliss,” and would welcome the condition of civilization 

revailing in Greenland and the interior of Africa, where people are contented 

use they know no better. The South is asearnestand warm an advocate of 
education as any section of the country. The most eminent educators who have 
visited it say that it is more aroused on this yot than any other, and fully ap- 
preciating the evils lowing from illiteracy, it is willing to do anything 2 its 
power to crush it out. 

Here the difficulties come in, difficulties created by war, bad government, and 
by this illiteracy itself. The South is not in a financial condition to educate all 
its illiterates. Most of the Southern States have made extraordinary efforts in 
this direction, have taxed themselves heavily to maintain their schools, more 
heavily,in proportion to wealth, than even New England, but experience shows 
that it is impossible to make any but the slightest impression upon the great 
mass of illiteracy. The Southern States at bestcan but take care of some of the 


outh growing up and prevent an increase in illiteracy. Nothing whatever is 
ing done toward redeeming the adult illiterates. The most optimistic of the 
Southern educators can not hope under the exciting condition of affairs to make 
much impression on these. The wealth of the South—which under unfavorable 
educational conditions advances far slower than it otherwise would—will not for 
many years be t enough to provide for the millions who can not read and 
write. We see it doomed to this dark future for half a century to come. Man- 
ufactures languish, for they can never thrive except with education, as the illit- 
erate is never a good workman or mechanic; and even agriculture is backward 
and slow, as it must always be when the laborer is absolutely illiterate, and 
thousands of the small farmers are unable to learn the progress and advance 
the world is making in farming. N 

Nothing bnt outside aid and assistance will preventthis, will give us hope for 
the future. We recognize the benefits that have accrued from the generosity 
of philanthropists both North and South; but these donations, although gen- 
erous, have been as a drop in the bucket, so sinali compared with the hereulean 
task ahead that, even with their assistance, this half century of blackness and 
illiteracy ahead will be reduced but a very few years. In this almost hopeless 
educational condition there comes to us the very aid and assistance we needin 
the Blair bill. 

This measure might be called a bill to destroy illiteracy in the South. It is a 
generous offer on the part of the North to assist us in our present dilemma, and 
can not be refused unless we believe that there is some virtue in illiteracy. It 
contains two excellent provisions—first, dividing the appropriation, not in ae- 
cordance with population but by illiteracy ; secondly, in stimulating the Southern 
States to vote liberal appropriations for their public schools, the assistance of 
the National Government being based on the idea that these States are in favor 
of education and willing to pay for it. 

Does it not sound like the height of madness to refuse such an offer, such an 
opportunity as this, by calling up that skeleton of a strict construction of the 
Constitution which confronts and opposes every project of national benefit and 
improvement. We do not believe that Senator MORGAN hus the support of his 
own State or any other portion of the South in his opposition to this project of 
national aid to education. If Congress has the right to improve our rivers, if it 
can protect us from epidemics, has it not the right, is it not its duty to save and 

rotect us from the most dangerous enemy our Constitution and our civilization 
i threatened with—ignorance, illiteracy ?—New Orleans Times-Democrat, 


Newserry Covert House, S. C., January 8, 1886. 


Hownorep Sm: Accept from a true daughter of Carolina her heartfelt grati- 
tnde for your earnest and persistent effurts in pressing upon the attention of 
Congress your educational bill, and most sincerely do | pray for your success. 

Atthe request of our State superintendent of education, Colonel Coward, I 
presented a petition to the citizens of this town for their signatures, asking Fed- 
eral nid to publie schools. My petition was filled from the ker to the baker, 
The list was complete. I sent it to Col, D. Wyatt Aiken during the session of 
Con and he answered that he placed it on file, but gave cold comfort re- 
sanding tes measure. I fear he is not in accord with popular education, and 
trust ee be placed in a position where his influence will militate against 
the Blair bi 

We are poor, notwithstanding our solons’ pride and prejudice, and we need 
help even more than our colored people, who are greatly assisted by societies 
and Northern friends in all educational work. I am perfectly willing that this 
should be so, and while they also reap a harvest of benefits from Federal aid, 
we, the white and needy, may also glean the fields of learning. 

I am greatly interested in the common-school system of our State, and have 
used voice and pen in its advancement and betterment, but though taxes are 
paid and all efforts made to sustain the schools, we are unable to keep them 
open but for a little time; hence my desire to see your bill safely through, for 
with this great aid we can then see our way clear. 

Pray pardon the liberty of this communication, but I can not refrain from 
showing you that the great wish of all true friends of progress and enlighten- 
ing influences are with you in this struggle for the masses, notwithstandin 

ogue or politician, and the people pray for your success and their reli 
ith sentiments of high esteem, I am, 3 sympath 


RS. MARY A. EVANS, 
Senator BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 


NEWBERRY, S. C., January 15, 1888. 


Hoxonꝝp Sin: my sincere thanks for your k ind and courteous leiter 
of 12th instant, and, believe me, the hope therein expressed—that the schoo! bill 
may pass the House this session of Congress—finds an echo in my heart and 
that of many thousands in South Carolina, 

This subject has been discussed in all its phases by press and politicians—its 
constitutionality, its expediency, &. The former isa question upon which in- 
dividual opinions differ, and is one of little value. Suflicient to say, that minds 
of great judicial acumen have no doubt about its constitutionality. With uni- 
versal suffrage it becomes us of the South as a body-politic to watch that can- 
cer, illiteracy. Onlyan intelligent people remains a free people, and that which 
lessens illiteracy, wherever done, acerues to the good of all. 

The school system of South Carolina is as good as any other, but weneed money 
to make it asuccess. We pay a large tax in proportion to income, yetthe amount 
is inadequate to meet the demand. It is the duty of the Government to help us 
educate the colored man from an overfiowing Treasury. We are ; the war 
dealt hardly with us, Lands weredevastated, homes destroyed. d like Damo- 
cles’s sword, hanging over our citizens’ heads, public-school fi all gone; 
yet South Carolina bravely put her shoulder to the wheel and began the 
struggle to educate an illiterate generation and a letterless race, But the bur- 
den is too heavy and we call for help. It has been heard. Will it be heeded? 
It is not a matter of charity that the South and the negro ask. It is a claim 
founded on justice to us and due the negro by the nation, else he must be left 
in the darkness of an ignorance only less abject than his former condition. 

Will Con: heed this call for help? The necessity of the South has aroused 
publicsentiment on this vital question of educating the masses, Will the nation 
turn aside her ears to the oily pas who, knowing that ignorance hoisted 
theminto ition, would fain keep the shackels of ignorance on a free pous by 

utting aside this subject year after year? Let wily men take heed, ecessity 

nos at constitutions and threatens if not heard. 

ugh the medium of the press public . i n has been moided to a great 
extent to the proper understanding of the Blair bill. The fears of the people, 
who sigh at m radical rule, was aroused by wrong-headed men; 
but when it was understood that the funds for educational purposes would be 
made supplementary to the State school funds objection vanished like mist before 
the sun. In my owntown one hundred and twenty names of prominent citizens 
were signed to a petition asking national aid to education. This in the face ofa 
pronounced opinion that not three could be found tosign it. During the session 
of the South Carolina Legislature a bitter fight was waged against free tuition in 
the South Carolina University by a few would-be solons who 2 an they rep- 
eaters peapa The bill was defeated by a 3 to 1 vote, and the yell of de- 
light which burst forth from the sympathetic spectators and students awoke 
from their Rip Van Winkle sleep of twenty years the wise men who would — 
the wheels of progress, and taught them that old ideas had grown obsolete an 
new laws are required to meet the exigencies of advancing civilization. 

That gallant son of South Carolina, Wann HAamrTox, who was as unflinching 
in battle as he is unswerving in principle, recognized this fact from the very 
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beginning, and none dare doubt his loyalty to his State because he asks of the 
nation aid to assist in educating the poor of the South, 
You have my authority to use, if you choose, in debate orelsewhere, anything 
I may write. I have no fear of successful contradiction relative to this subject. 
Iam to the manner born, a South Carolinian by birth and principle. All I own 
and all I love are here, I' have shared the sorrows of my beloved State and I 
now rejoice in her redemption from misrule, and believe that aid to assist her in 
her struggle with the problem of which you can form buta faint idea from your 
standpoint will solve the matter to the nation’s satisfaction. 
The new South, with new ideas and leaders of progress who will bring their 
rty into harmony with the progressive tendencies of the ple, has risen 
e ashes, and among the names on this roll of honor will be found South 
ina. : 
With high esteem, yours, 


Senator BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 


MARY A. EVANS. 


Rocky Port, N. C., February 20, 1886, 
Dear Sin: You are entirely correct in declaring upon the floor of the Senate 
that the people of the Southern States are in favor of the Blair educational bill. 
It is more a eeann universally popular in the South than any motion that 
has been before Congress since the late war. The tide rises higher and higher, 
stronger and stronger, the more it is understood, and now tens to over- 
whelm, in its onward and upward course, any public servantor public man who 


opposes this d measure of deliverance of our Southern Pe from the 
burdens and gers of ignorance, In our State the question above party 
politics, and all parties favor it, Our Legislature indorsed ita year by nearlya 


unanimous vote. The people demanded this expression, and since then the 
great measure has a stronger support than ever before. Of course there are 
some old fogies and mummies in this State, as there are in all the Southern States, 
who oppose this as they do 5 of progress and of development and 
recuperation, but they are of that deluded, impracticable, obsolete class who 


eee away, and are being swallowed up by the on „ upward, swee: 
ing demands and necessities of the times. Please do not tire nor relax your able 
efforts until your bill has triumphantly passed both Houses of Congress and 
. u law. É 
Yours, truly, 
S. S. SATCHWELL, M. D. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate. 


NEWBERRY, S. C., February 17,1886. 

DEAR Sm: I would be under great obligation to you for a copy of your edu- 
cational bill, together with a copy of your address in explanation of it. I am a 
warm advocate of the measure—have defended it in the press in the past and 
wish to do so again, I therefore desire to have the bill before me. Iam quite 
disgusted atso much opposition to it on the part of Southern Congressmen, and 
can not but suspect that a very considerable part of this is from opposition tothe 
education of the colored me at all. The deplorable state of ignorance pre- 
vailing ina partof the South, among whites as well as negroes, can hardly 
be exaggerated, Senator MORGAN to the contrary notwithstanding. Our only 
hope for improvement depends on the * schools; but these, to a very large 
extent, are extremely inefficient, with 


ittle nore of improvement for want of 
a Kou bill offers us a partial remedy, at least, and I trust the prospect of 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. Henry W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate, Washington. 


GREENSBOROUGH, ALA., February 10, 1888. 


B. O. DUNCAN, 


Hon. Hesry W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Dran Smm: With the hope that ys will treat this letter in the same spirit with 
which it is written, the writer in his most humble condition in life presumes to 


drop you a few lines, as he thinks, of encouragement. 
In the black belt of Alabama, far from you, the cries and 7 of a few, yes 
few, made few by the vast clouds of ignorance, are ascending to high Heaven 


ther, the one God, to assist you in your noble work. 
that you have the assistance of one of the noblest sons of Ala- 
bama, Hon. Jau L. Pue, If he continues to assist in this noble work he will 
receive the plaudits of the best people of Alabama, 2 

There is too much ignorance in this land, Constitution or no Constitution; this 
cloud which is threatening our institutions must be swept away. 

Senator, stop fora moment. Look at the black belt of Klarara Ignorant 
and poor American citizens with that they can not use—the ballot. 
If they could, I fear the safety of the country, and yet I am colored. What 
mustbe done?, We must be educated! Who is to doit? We are notable. The 
resources of the State are not sufficient. Private contributions will not suffice. 


asking the one 
I thank 


sufficient number of eed any one any more proof? If so, let them 
comeinto this country, see for themselves, then your labor willbe light. 
I pay for your success, 
ours, respectfully, 


I withhold the name at the request of the writer. 
[Editorial from the Birmingham ‘Se Ala., Saturday, February 


SENATOR MORGAN ON EDUCATION. 


Whatever may be said of Senator MorGAn and his views on the Blair educa- 
tion bill, it must be admitted his speech on Thursday against the bill was an 
able presentation of his side of the question. 

The distinguished Senator does not an nize the bill thistime altogether on 
the ground of its unconstitutionality, but he lays down the principle that 
the Government has no right to tax one man to educate the children of another 
man; not only this, but the Senator intimated that the best people in the United 
States were uneducated backw. en. He did not say it in so many words, 
but we are bound to infer from the press reports of his speech that the Senator 
doubts the wisdom of educating the masses of the people. 

If this is the Senator's position, and the Age trusts it has not misinterpreted 
him as much as it regrets his position, he may at least have the consolation of 
knowing that he is in such good company as the philosopher, Herbert Spencer, 
and the economist, Bastiat—a school of thinkers who limit government strictly 
to the administration of justice. But the Senator is not only antagonizing the 


accepted policy of the American le as declared in their State constitutions 
and . in op A8 this bill he is also an izing the will of 


the jority of the ple of his own State and that of the ple of the 
United States education may be wrong; the bestand happiest people 
may be those who live in the backwoods; but the great body of the American 
people think otherwise, and they will not tolerate such views. It is too late to 


attempt to undo what has already been done by the National Government and 
the State governments for the cause of popular education, and all talk in this 
direction is a mere idle waste of time and talent, 

The Senator's chief ground of objection to the Blair bill is, as he conceives it, 
its unconstitutionality. We would like to know of the distinguished Senator 
upon what ground he can justify the giving away of 78,659,439 acres of the public 
lands by the Federal Government for educational pu „and wherein con- 
sists the difference in giving money and giving which are to be converted 
into money. We would also like to know by what constitutional authority the 
United States made an appropriation for the building of the West Point and 
Annapolis Academies, and annually appropriates money for their support. We 
know the Senator makes a broad distinction between moneys derived from tax- 
ation and moneys derived from the sales of public lands, but no special fund from 
the sales of lands is set aside for the sup of these institutions. The money is 
appropriated from the general funds derived from taxation, if we are not greatl 
mistaken, If it is constitutional to appropriate money for the education of psd 
diers and sailors why is it not also constitutional to appropriate money to edu- 
cate citizens, voters? 

And what about the surplus the Federal Government in 1836 divided out 
among the States, most of which as in Alabama has been devoted to school pur- 
posees If Senator MoRGaN is right the State had no authority to use this fund 

or educational purposes. 

But why argue the question with the distinguished Senator when he strikes 
at the very foundation of the common-school 5 of the country. If he does 
not believe the Federal Government has the t to appropriate money derived 
from taxation to school A apih syanga for precisely the same reason he denies the 
right of the State to do the same thing. The Senator does not believe it right 
to vote away the money of one man to educate the child of another man. By 

rity of e the Senator must also he does not believe the country 
the right to take the taxes of the citizen living in its northern end to help 
build a bridge for the citizen living in its southern end, a part of the country 
which the north countyman never travels and never e ts to; and that the 
Federal Government has no right to take the taxes paid by the citizens of Cal- 
ifornia to help improve the Tennessee River, a river which thousands of them 
never will see nor derive any direct benefit from. 

Senator MORGAN is perfectly sincere in his views on public education, but he 

is acentury and a behind the age in which he lives. 


[From the Philadelphia American, February 20, 1886.) 
WEEKLY NOTES. 


no money to pay an assistant, The school is cut down to two months. It 
does such little good that we are discou. to see no other school but it. We 
have a right school-house for this part of the country. Three Friends 


ready to teach in, but they can ek we u teacher 
by themselves, There are one hundred children that might be in school, but 
not half of them can pay. Some of the parents are widow women, and have 
nothing to buy books. thee know of any fund or individual who might 
aid us to books, or to pay for those who can't their tuition. It's a good 
neighborhood, but people do not lay by anything for school purposes because 
os know not the good of education * * * The colored people don't run 
their school in winter, as they can’t get clothes to wear,” 2 = 


This simple picture, drawn without art, and not intended for any but private 
Seer f is, it must be confessed, very sorry. The locality she describes is an 
upland county, and the conditions of life there are not so prosperous that much 
could for education; but yet it is evident that better work than this 
will have to be done if the new South is to from the grasp of illiteracy, 
and the conviction must be newly enforced that there must be aid from the na- 
tional hand. Perhaps there never was in all history a more absurd and unrea- 
sonable situation than this in the United States in reference to Southern educa- 
tion. It reminds one as nearly as possible of the Spanish king, who roasted 
before his own palace fire, eee plenty of grandces were standing 
about his chair, the one designated by the court etiquette to withdraw him was 
unfortunately absent. Here is the great need of school work; here is the weak- 
ness of the local and State funds; and here, too, is the abundant strength of tho 
national Treasury. Yet it seems to be the idea of some people that the court 
etiquette forbids the nation to help the States, even under such circumstances! 

+ > s > * * — 
Amire Crry, LA., February 12, 1888. 

DEAR Sm: * * * Born and reared in Virginia, having spent near a half 
century in t and Lou and been 1 in many of the 
important events of the past, I can fully understand and comprehend the im- 
portance of your “educational bill,” and without any stretch of fancy can see 
the social and political advantages that would flow from its adoption. Let the 
Government extend its fostering hand to raise the people from an ignorant to 
an intelligent existence, and not only will the happiness of the people be as- 
sured, but the bands that unite the different sections will be strengthened and 
the prosperity and advancement of the nation be placed upon a sure foundation. 


Yours, most respectfully, 


Hon. Hexry W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate, Washinglon, 
{Extracts from an address delivered by Col. William II. Garland before the 
Educational Society of Tangipahoa Parish, Louisiana, on January 30, 1886.] 


The number of voters in this judicial district, and the number that can not write, ar- 


WM. H. GARLAND. 


ranged by par. and color, 

White.’ Colored. Total. 

ad ad ad 

Parishes. 5 F 4 2 

2 7 — |o 9 82 

8 5 3 5 8 3 5 E 

ah en eee eo) ije 

Washington. 6 25 sa| 44 192 38 218 48, 407 
Saint Tammany . 815| 258 1.73 613] 2 138| 420 751| 622 
Livi 2 À 860 187 | 1,047 671 189 19 168 690 357 
Tangipahoa . 1,291 | 781 | 2075 1.04 197| 80 704 1,174 901 
E SE | 3,604 | 1,780 | 5,386 | 2,824 | 780 | 275 | 1,487 | 3,099 | 2,287 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1733 


By these figures the grave and important fact is set forth that, of the male 
poems of the State over twenty-one years of age, 49.7 per cent., or nearly one- 
f, can not write, and that in this judicial district 43 per cent. of the voters can 
not write. In contemplating these facts the mind shudders at the danger that 
surrounds us; for history shows that Ignorance and vice are twin sisters, In 
England, in 1872, out of 147,073 commitments for crime, 49,345 could neither read 
nor write, 92,123 could read and write imperfectly, 4,892 could read and write 
well, and but 223 had received a good education, The statistics of the city of 
New York show that nearly one-half of the expenses of the city are incurred on 
necount of crime. In New Orleans, in 1885, there were 17,435 arrests made by 
the police; of these there were 11,161 who could read and write, and 6,274, or 
over one-third who could not read or write, and the statistics of every country 
show similar facts. 

With the knowledge gathered from the experience of the past, that in every 
age and clime the vicious and unprincipled man is ever playing upon the pas- 
sions and credulity of the ignorant, it becomes the duty of every one who loves 
his country, who res the improvement of his race, and seeks his own safety 
and happiness, to put forth his whole en to fit the people for an intelligent 

rformance of their duty. The verdict of the civilized world is that this can 

st bedone by a wise and judicioussystem of public education. Pressed down 
by the results of the late war,the Southern people have not been able to carry 
out the necessary measures for the education of the amie which their judgment 
and feelings prompted; but with returning prosperity the necessity of educating 
the masses is pressing itself on the public attention, and this society is organized 
to aid in building up a public sentiment that shall demand of every legislative 
body that it shall lend its aid in breaking the chains of ignorance and fitting 
every man for an intelligent discharge of his whole — É 

The day has passed when men can fold their arms and stand idly by, the time 
has come when each one must mingle his voice with his fellow-man's, ta demand 
that every legislative body must do its Whole duty. That the police juries should 
be reminded that they are the local | tures of the „that their duties 
are not bounded to the preservation of roads and bridges, and the payment of 
jurors and the feeding of prisoners; that a broader, a higher duty is theirs; that 
the improvement and happiness of the rising generation is theirs; that the high 
road to knowledge and virtue should be opened to every child. Oh! how sad 

ws the heart when it reflects that in the t year, in this parish, $1,800 was 
levied to pay the expenses of juries and $873.45 was paid for feeding 8 
while but 8800 was 5 towards educating over three thousand children 
of ps parish, and that, for the present year, as yet no appropriation has been 
made. 

The neglect to meet the br to the children of the parish is not so much the 
fault of the goe jury as it is of the people themselves. A cry should go up 
from eve reside in the parish, and demand of the police jury, the local legis- 
lature of the pacs; an 3 that would aid in building up an efficient 
system of public education. Let this public sentiment gather strength from 
day to day, until it knocks at your State and national legislative halls, and de- 
mands from them that which every child in the land has a right to—an educa- 
tion that will fit him for an intelligent discharge of his duties to his fellow-man, 
his country, and his God. 

Will you enlist in a cause so glorious? Will you gather around your country's 
altar, and give a portion of your time to rousing the public mind to the necessity 
of energetic action in so important a work? I plead with you, not for myself, 
for ere the seed of the Blair bill” shall have bloomed and blossomed the tongue 


stron 
shoul 


t snapsthe chain and the soul sinks, sinks 
hen when the wailing cry of anguish shall 


in the dark pit of endless misery ! 
earts in- 


come up from that dark pit, with what trembling anxiety will your 
quire, “ The wailing of whose child is that?” 

“Why thus sinks his soul in wretchedness and misery?” Then to your 
stricken heart will come the answer. It is because the light of knowledge has 
never wakened his mind to thought and action; it is because the yearnings of 
his soul were never pointed to the life beyond the skies. When this fleeting life 
shall have ended, and the spirit walks the court of heaven, and the book of life 
is opened, and Almighty God shall demand of you, where are the jewels I 
gave you in trust” oh. may you not have to answer they are broken to pieces, 
they are trampled in dust.” 

Kouse then ourselves to your duty, and lend your aid to build up a temple 
whose spires shall catch the first 9 of the morning, and around whose dome 
the glory of the setting sun shall linger as the light-house fire, to point you and 
your children to the path that leads to a higher a brighter existence, 

The honorable Senator from Alabama, who seems to think that it is 
indispensable that he should kick at me every time he gets upon his 
feet, has received a good deal of attention from his Southern friends 
since he made his famous constitutional argument that common schools 
are a damage to the country and therefore itis unconstitutional to sup- 
port them, and I should be willing to read a little while, weary as I am, 
and still more weary as I know the Senate is. I suppose all that sort 
of matter, however, is too much of a personal nature, and a man ought 
to get above it and stay above it, and I will dismiss it. If the bill can 
not pass without being settled.on questions of that kind, let the bill go. 

I wish to say a word to thesenior Senator from Kansas Er. INGALLS] 
who denounced this bill with a luxuriance and vehemence of rhetoric 
worthy of himself. That is all I can say in regard to that. I would 
remind him, however, of the bill that he has introduced at this very ses- 
sion in favor of a national university, which has incorporated in it a 
great many ideas that it would be well I think to extend to the main- 
tenance of the common schools of the country. Every State is to be 
represented in that national university, and it is a good thing. The 
bill has gone to a subcommittee of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, every member of which is the peer of the Senator himself, and 
I hope they will very soon report it tothe Senate favorably. I indorse 
the whole of it in its principles and much of itin its details, and I hope 
the bill will pass. I commend to him, however, the question whether 
it is not just as well on the whole to be willing to take care of the 
masses of society as to establish, at the vast expense which he proposes, 
a national university. 


We have given already 80,000,000 acres of public lands to schools, 
agricultural colleges, and seminaries. The proceeds of those lands have 
gone. Of the public lands which we have given, that is the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections, vast masses still remain, wisely held as they 
are by States for that accretion of value which comes from surrounding 
improvements, so that the school funds of some of the Western States 
where they have wisely reserved their lands from sale seem likely to be, 
I might say enormous in the future from the subsequent sales of those 
public lands. Nobody is sorry for that. I am only sorry that New 
Hampshire has not had her share of it, but she is glad that those who 
have it may keep it. 

We have given 5 per cent. of the cash sales of the public lands, and 
that amounts now to about $9,000,000. We gave, under the act of 1836, 
as has been often stated, $28,000,000 for the same purpose. By a sub- 
sequent distribution in 1841 we gave almost $700,000 more. By the 
distribution of the $28,000,000 we gave per capita to the people of the 
country at that time almost $2, while the amount which we propose to 
give by this bill will be less than 12 cents per capita the first year. As 
the aggregate for eight years, considering the increase of population to 
come during that period, it will be not over $1.20, or an average of 15 
cents yearly percapita. That is the extent of the proposed contribution 
under the provisions of this bill. 

As I said earlier, private charity has given to the South already 
$25,000, 000, as religious organizations compute the amount. The Pea- 
body fund is $3,000,000, I think. I will ask the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] if that is the amount. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is $2,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Two million dollars, the interest of which is given 
annually? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Slater fund is $1,000,000, the interest of which is 
given annually in the South. There is at least one man, recently de- 
ceased, whose private fortune would triple the whole sum which we 
propose to give in the course of eight years for the extinction of this ter- 
rific evil. I do not makeany allusions to the munificence of gentlemen 
who are upon this floor, but in view of what private individuals can do 
and have done who should have no more vivid sense of the necessities 
of the hour than the rest of us possess, we, the enlightened legislators 
of the country, to whose care the interests of the country are eonfided, 
it does seem to me under these circumstances, ought to be willing to 
give this real pittance, for it is but a pittanceafter all, to the extinc- 
tion of this great wrong and source of danger to our institutions, 

I have here the voice of New England, or at least of Boston, our met- 
ropolitan city, upon this subject, being short articles from the Journal 
and the Traveller, which I shall take the liberty of incorporating with 
my remarks, if there be no objection: 

{Editorial from the Boston Journal, February 18, 1886.] 
NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION, 


It seems to us that the objection made in some quarters to the Blair education 
bill—that it puts a premium upon State inefficiency and n nce by basing 
the allotment upon illiteracy—is not a candid one. It is said that to give the 
larger part of the appropriation to States where the common schools are so in- 
adequate that illiteracy abounds is to insure the continuance of State inefficiency, 
and that, in order to get a larger slice of the fund, the people of certain States 
will diminish rather than increase their own educational endeavors. We do 
not apprehend any danger of this sort. We have not so poor an opinion of any 
State in this Union as to believe that its people would deliberately cultivate 
illiteracy and diminish educational influences in order that a few thousand dol- 
lars more might be drawn from the national ry. 

Moreover, these objectors apparently overlook that clause of the bill which 
provides that States whose appropriations for educational purposes do not reach 
a certain ratio of the aid to be extended from the national are to be cut 
off alto er from the benefits of the appropriation, as is the case also with any 
State which may misapply any portion of the fund, - 

The true way of stating the case is that illiteracy is a disease, the continuance 
of which menaces the well-being of the whole body-politic. National aid is the 
proposed remedy. If there is any better or more natural course to r- 
tion the remedy in ratio to the extent of the disease, we do not know w is. 
The object being to rid the country of illiteracy, the rational course would seem 
to be to put forth the greatest exertions wherever illiteracy is greatest. It is not 
the States where illiteracy is small and the public school system most developed 
which stand in need of aid, but the States which, with more or less of well-meant 
endeavor, and as we believe with an increasing earnestness of pu are con- 
tending with long arrears of ignorance. Their task is too great for them, un- 
assisted, 

As the security of all our institutions depends ultimately upon an intelligent 
ballot, it is not only, inour jpdement, proper that the nation should aid the States 
in reducing this mass of illiteracy, but it isan urgent and pressing necessity that 
it should do so. This is not to say that the Blair bill is an ideal measure, or 
that it is free from all objections, but that national aid in some form is needed, 
at wee at once, and that when bestowed it must be in ratio to the evil to 

reached. 


[Editorial from the Boston Traveller, February 18, 1835.] 


THE EVIL OF ILLITERACY. 


The Southern Senators who follow the lead of Senator Mongax, of Alabama, 
in opposing the educational bill now before the Senate would probably not 
regard that measure so unconstitutional were the moneys appropriated by 
the bill to be expended by the local authorities of the States receiving them 
without restriction as to their methods of such expenditure. Beyond ques- 
tion the South is making great progress in the cause of education, The State 
and school officers, almost without an exception, state that they can do no 
more at present. They admit their increasing prosperity; they point, as they 
may well do, to the rapid increase in their school funds, amounting, as the 
tables show, to something over $2,000,009 since 1882; but over against these 
facts they call to mind the continued depression of all valuations in their 
midst, the long prostration of business, their want of school accomm tions 
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and of trained teachers, and, above all, the burden of illiteracy which rests 
apan them, and they declare that this illite can not be overcome by means 
of the State and local funds as rapidly as the interests of the particular States 
involved and of the entire nation demand. 

The figures here given speak eloquently of the needs of the South, and of what 
must be done if the nation is to overcome one of the most deadly foes of the na- 
tional life in the form of Southern illiteracy. It is hardly ible to prevent 
the reg er, that it is not so much a scrupulous regard for the Constitution that 
lies at the root of Southern opposition to national appropriation for education as 
it is the desire which exists in some quarters to keep the masses of the Southern 
por Ílliterate, that their votes may be the -better controlled by the few. The 

literate black voter of the South has the ballot but in name, Its power is ex- 
ercised by the educated white, and it has come to pass that one white Southern 
vote is equal to two Northern ones, 

That there should be some Southern whites greedy of power who prefer that 
blacks should be kept illiterate is not strange, and is riley Sprache 
sented in the Uni States Senate. The duty of the nation, however, is clear. 
Illiteracy, wherever found, is a menace to the national life, and it is simply pro- 

to attack and overcome this evil. The Blair bill meets with some oppo- 
sition in the North as well as South, but the opponents are short-sighted, even 
when basing their ition on economical grounds. True economy demands 
the building of the I-house and the establishment of the school, since on 
these the safety and perpetuity of our institutions depend. 


I wish to state the actual taxation of all the States by groups of the 
Union, and I ask attention to these figures because they are from the 
census, and they contradict the assertions which have been made in this 
Chamber: New England, $1.58 out of every $100 of valuation; the 
Middle States, $1.82; the Southern States, $1.58; the Western States, 
$2.08 on every $100, and the Territories, $2.06 on the $100. I have 
explained already the reasons why for the South $1.58 on the $100 
is vastly more than the same taxation in New England upon $100. 
We of New England can better bear the taxation of $5 per $100 than 
the South as a whole can bear the taxation of $1.58 on the $100 of val- 
uation. I take another list of figures, the money raised by actual tax- 
ation of these several groups which make up the country. The fol- 
lowing percen are applied to the uses of schools: In the New 
England States of the whole amount raised by taxation 20.2 per cent. 
goes to the schools, or about one-fifth; in the Middle States 19} per 
cent. goes to the schools; in the Southern States 20.1 goes to schools; 
in the Western States 26.6 goes to schools, and in the Territories 22.1 
goes to schools, 

I have here, and I will give to the Senate, a short calculation bearing 
upon the relative burdens by the cities. The Southern taxation comes 
from poor men and from homesteads, as there is so little floating money 
there and taxes are ex ly hard to pay. Table 19 of the tables 
which were printed in the commencement of this discussion, shows in 
the calculation of cities the following: New York city, taxation $2.58 
on the $100; New Orleans, $2.64 on the $100; Philadelphia, $2.05 on 
the $100; Nashville, $3 on the $100; Boston, $1.24 on the $100; Mem- 
phis, $1.79 on the $100; Cincinnati, $2.91 on the $100; Charleston, $3.10 
on the $100; Little Rock, $3.85 on the $100, while Savannah pays $2.93 
on the $100. From this table Southern taxation in the cities would 
seem to be higher than that in the Northern States. 

The only Southern States that have increased in valuation since 1870, 
as shown by the census of 1880, are North Carolina, Texas, and Georgia. 
In North Carolina there has been an increase of $25,000,000 valuation, 
in Texas of $170,000,000, in Georgia of $12,000,000, making an aggre- 
gate increase in those three States of $207,000,000, while the loss in the 
other ten Southern States is $411,475,090. This, remember, is after 
the slaves had disap as an element of valuation in both 
they having been liberated before the census of 1870. Take now the 
valuation per capita of the different groups of our country. In New 
England the valuation is $661 to each individual; in the Western States 
it is $334; in the Middle States $473; in the Territories $211, while in 
the Southern States it is $155. 

We all understand ho taxation oppresses a poor people. As I said 
earlier, the colored population does not average over $5 per capita of 
valuation, although their increase during the last decade in population 
is 35 per cent., some 7 or 8 per cent. more rapid than the increase of 
the white population in the same locality. The net loss, taking the 
whole of the Southern States together, in valuation during ten years is 
$202,868,844, while the increase in population was 4,006,982, or a net 
wet of 8 per cent. of valuation and an increase of 30 per cent. of popu- 
lation. 

What I said before I find many Senators have not read, and I would 
have done better to have made my speech and taken two days to make 
it instead of allowing so much of it to be printed in hope of saving time. 
In that I have shown that at present only about one-third ofthe 
Southern school children are in school, while two-thirds of the North- 
ern children are enrolled. The average number in attendance in both 
cases is much less than the number enrolled. If in the Southern States 
school privileges are provided to the same extent that we have them in 
the Northern States after having provided the plant, the school-house, 
and the educated teacher, it would require of this, if I recollect aright, 
an expenditure of over $30,000,000, after having supplied, as I say, the 
pay the mills wherein to grind out education as we have done in the 

orth. Then there should be annually expended in the South over 
$34,000,000 at the same ratio of expenditure which we have at the 
North. Their actual diture is only some $16,000,000 for the pur- 
_ of construction of school-houses, wages of teachers, and everything 


Mr. President, the subject is of course interminable, and I have no 
right to trespass longer upon the attention of the Senate, but in con- 
clusion I wish to say just a few words. 

The bill represents the result of the effort, concession, and matured 
judgment of those who, with differences of opinion as to the details of 
it, have felt forced to agree upon some remedy for the emergency now 
threatening the general welfare. The bill may not be the best that 
inspiration would produce, but it represents the best that the Senate, a 
continuing body, has been able to agree upon after deep consideration 
in the last Congress, by a mutual compromise of conflicting views cx- 
tending now from the close of the war to the present time. 

Probably no great measure applicable like this to a situation so com- 
plex that all efforts at legislation would fail if at the same time that 
situation was not so terrible to the patriotic mind, was ever satisfactory 
in all its details to allits supporters; but in this case I think the Senate 
will have cause for co; tulation that its deliberations have produced 
a measure which, while reasonably adequate in the remedy proposed 
for the evil, is not lavish, and at the same time the period over which 
the expenditure is to be extended is such that its operation can be ar- 
rested before great loss to the public Treasury, m teresa the results of 
the small annual expenditure should not be sa tory. 

It is a measure, sir, which, while liberal to sections, is yet as neces- 
sary to the good of the whole as for those localities where the evil is 
specially destructive. The national life-blood circulates in all parts of 
the body politic, and it matters not where the tooth of poison penetrates 
to its vital flow. 

The nation has but one heart as it has but one destiny, and he is no 
American whose sympathy is bounded by the lines of his State or whose 
prejudices would forever dwell ups tbe calamities and wrongs of the 
past. It was Cain who denied that he was his brother’s keeper, and 
that was six thousand years ago. 

If we must refer to the past let us recall more glorious memories, 
and the tender associations of other days when the North and the 
South stood shoulder to shoulder against the mightiest earthly forces 
in defense of the principles of human li and established this great 
nation upon the e foundations of intelligence, justice, and law. 

Whatever may have occurred since those earlier days to excite sec- 
tional animosity, the fact of our unity and of our common destiny is 
now as fixed as fate, and our future as a nation will be what we make 
it as a nation. What shall become of the colored race in our country 
is a great question. What shall become of the white race in our coun- 
try is a greater question. What shall become of both races in their 
mutual relations is the greatest question of all. No one can answer 
either of the first two until he can answer the last; and neither of those 
questions can be answered save in recognition of the divine truth that 
God hath made of one blood all the nations of the earth.’’ There 
may be a happy and prosperous future for our children and for their 
descendants generation after generation. If so, intelligence and virtue 
must be universally diffused ty the ministrations of religion and the 
sweet influences of the common school. Fifteen hundred millions of 
men are watching our example and their destiny waits on ours. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, so much has been said upon the 
measure now before the Senate, it has been so thoroughly discussed 
both in its constitutional aspects and in its relations to the people of 
the section from which I come, that I feel some hesitation now in ad- 
dressing the Senate upon the subject. 

The people of Mississippi, however, are interested in this measure, 
The house of representatives of that State, now in session, has sent a 
request to my colleague and myself to support the pending bill. Some 
things have been said during the discussion, and especially on this side 
of the Chamber, by those with whom I am accustomed to act and with 
whose views on constitutional law I am generally in accord, which 
seem to demand from me at least an explanation of the reasons which 
control me in supporting this measure. 

And in the outset, Mr. President, I desire to submit that I do not 
appear, nor does the State of Mississippi through her Senators here ap- 
pear, as a suppliant for the of this measure. On the contrary, 
the State of Mississippi and her representatives here have all along been 
accustomed to regard this measure and similar ones which have been 
offered in this body as an offering on the part of the North. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire at some time in this debate to put on record a 
very brief message of General Grant, dated the 30th of March, 1870, at 
the time when this movement fora grant of this kind communi- 
cating to Congress the adoption of the fifteenth amendment. I think 
it very likely that my honorable friend from Mississippi would like to 
have that read as a part of his argument on the very point he is making. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should be very glad to have it read. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is agreeable to him I willsend it to the desk to be 
read now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be very glad to have it read. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read the Secretary of State’s com- 
munication, but only President Grant’s. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and ITouse of Representatives: 
It is unusual to notify the two Houses of b of the ml- 
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day. 
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By such ä the benefits contemplated by this amendment to the 


U. S. GRANT. 

Exxcurrvx Mansion, March 30, 1870. 

Mr. HOAR. Isimply desire to add that that message was followed 
by President. Grant in his message in December, 1872, just 
after his re-election, by an urgent. recommendation of a liberal grant 
from the public Treasury for the common schools throughout the coun- 


ir. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts for making this contribution to the discussion 
of this question. 

I was going on to say when interrupted that the State of Mississippi 
and her Senators are not here as suppliants for the national bounty, 
that we have all along regarded this measure and similar ones which 
have this body as generous offerings on the part of the Northern 
States to aid the Southern States in removing that very great 
which exists there now arising from the illiteracy of a portion of their 
people. 

I find myself placed by this offer, the white people of Mississippi 
also find themselves placed in this condition: We have in that State a 
majority of about 180,000 colored people. Here is an offer made, as 
we understand it, by the generous e of the North to aid us in edu- 
cating them. Are we to reject it? mfessedly we are unable to edu- 
cate them as we ought. Then the question presents itself to us, my 
colleague and myself and others representing States in a similar posi- 
tion, are we to reject this offer? It is in that attitude alone that I will 
consider the question. 

The views and the wishes of the people of Mississippi of all classes 
and of all colors have been very distinctly made known on this subject. 
I know of a few, and afew only, who reject this offer. I do not know 
of asingle colored man in the State of Mississippi who does not ardently 
wish that this measure should pass. 

When such a measure is proposed, I am bound to consider what might 
be the peculiar views and wishes of the colored people of the South 
upon the question. I represent on this floor, as I have stated, a ma- 
jority of colored people. It is as much my duty to represent their inter- 
ests, to promote their welfare, to advance them so far as constitutional 
power is vested in me to advance them, as itis to advance the interests 
and the welfare of the white people. 

Now, sir, as I have just said, there is not, as I believe, a colored man 
in the State of Mississippi who is not ardently in favor of this bill; and 
if I should undertake to present some of the arguments which acolored 
man in the State of Mississippi would present in favor of the passage of 
this bill I would suppose that he would say something like this: That 
when the war ended he found himself enfranchised, made a citizen of 
the United States, clothed with the rights, responsibilities, and duties 
of citizenship; he was made a voter; he was made a part of the govern- 
mental machinery not only of the State of Mississippi but of the 
country at large. When these came to him he found himself ut- 
terly incapable of discharging these duties and these responsibilities. 
He would point to the long history of himself and his race in this coun- 
try as a slave. He would say during all that time no man of my race, 
no man of my color, was allowed to read or write; that in all the States 
in which we have lived it was a part of the institution of slavery, recog- 


nized so by everybody, that the slave should not be educated. He 
would plead this as an excuse for his ignorance and an excuse for his 
incapacity to discharge the great duties and the high responsibilities 
which had been placed upon him by the act of the Federal Government. 

Then, sir, he might truthfully say this: When the time came when 
he was first called upon to vote in the State of Mississippi he voted 
under a law which proscribed many of the most intelligent white people 


of that State. In my ignorance I was warned by a law of Congress 
proscribing those who were disfranchised by the reconstruction laws not 
to consult them, and as they had opposed my enfranchisement I did 
not feel di to consult them.“ That being thus situated, being 
thus suddenly called upon to discharge the high duties of citizenship, 
ignorant of the constitution of the State, ignorant of the Constitution 
of the United States, ignorant of all statecraft, he was obliged to resort 
to what help he could find; he was obliged to rely upon somebody. I 
found in the State of Mississippi at that time men who were strangers, 
men who came from thatsection of the country which gave me freedom. 
Ignorant myself, weak myself, unable to comprehend the great prob- 
lems which were submitted to me for solution, I applied to them. I 
gave them my unreserved support. I concurred in electing to the Leg- 
islature of Mississippi and to the constitutional convention of Missis- 
sippi men who framed the constitution and who framed laws about 
which I knew nothing. He would then point to the history of the 


that | legislation of that State during that period and show that the taxes of 


that State had been raised in the course of four or five years more than 
1,400 cent.; that he was urged by his friends to go for high taxa- 
tion; he was advised that if taxes were imposed upon land at a high 
rate the owners would be compelled to surrender it and that he would 
thus have an opportunity to get it. He would point to the fact, that 
within the short period of five years 6,500,000 acres of private property 
in land were sold for taxes to the State, because there were no private 

white or colored, who were able to buyit for the taxes due on it. 

He would point also to the further fact that taxes were levied for the 
purpose, as it was said, of educating the people of Mississippi; he 
would show that during that period the fund was so manipulated that 
only about 25 or 30 cents in the dollar actually collected from the tax- 
payer ever went for the purpose of education. He would point to 
the further fact that in his ignorance and weakness he was made a tool 
by which this onerous taxation should be so diverted to the advance- 
ment of private individuals, of adventurers, that more money was ac- 
tually appropriated out of the treasury of Mississippi in a period of five 
years for the purpose of supporting a partisan newspaper than there was 
for the purpose of education. He would say also that when funds had 
been raised for education, instead of being carefully and economically 
disposed of, in many instances the fund was appropriated in buying at 
extravagant rates, in order to enrich officials and their friends, expensive 
furniture for school-houses and in paying large salaries to county su- 
perintendents and State superintendents. And after all this he would 
say this was done because I did not know how to exercise the politi- 
cal power which was vested in me; I meant to doright; I knew no bet- 
ter; I was not trained in statecraft; but I was obliged in my ignorance 
to do what no voter ought ever to do, vote at the dictation of another. 
Circumstanced as I am and as my race is in Mississippi, the great 
need for me and for mine is that we may be enabled to discharge the 
trusts and the responsibilities of citizenship properly.“ That his ma- 
terial advancement, his capacity to make money, to deal with other men 
was not equal to his necessites in life; that he was incompetent to cope 
in his dealings with and dishonest men; and he would point 
to his present poverty, and want of property, and probably say that a 
great deal of this is attributable to that. And if the argument was 
stated to him that many years ago a large donation was made to the 
State of Mississippi for the purpose of education, that many thousand 
acres of land at one time, and the sixteenth section in each township at 
another time, and a university fund at another time, he would answer: 
When these donations were made I was not a citizen, I was not a voter; 
if they were misappropriated and lost, I am not responsible for it;“ 
and then, referring to the history to which I have just alluded, he would 
add thatevery educational fund which had been donated in recent times 
by Congress to the State of Mississippi had also been lost. There was 
the agricultural school fund, which cameto the State of Mississippi dur- 
ing the unhappy era of reconstruction, amounting to about $200,000, 
every single dollar of which had been applied during that era to other 
purposes than education, and that taxation in Mississippi to-day, taken 
every year from the hard earnings of the people, is necessary to pay the 
interest on that fund. He could say the same thing as to taxation in 
reference to the Chickasaw school fund, which was lost during the war, 
and the same thing in reference to the university fund. All of these 
grand donations,“ he would say, have been nothing to us; they have 
been lost, and without our fault.“ 

So, Mr. President, whatever may be said about donations of school 
funds to the State of Mississippi, it can not be charged to the colored 
man that they are lost. Nor do I think that the white people there 
can be charged with this loss, but I am speaking now simply from the 
colored man’s standpoint. 

If one of these colored men should hear that my co 


and my- 
self were opposed to this bill, and he wanted to express 


views in 


1736 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


reference to our action, he would probably say to us: Why, I was born 
in Mississippi; I was reared in Mississippi with your people and with 
you. When the war came and all the able-bodied white men of Mis- 
sissippi had left the State for the purpose of engaging in it, leaving here 
only the women and children, I and my race staid here, we cultivated 
the soil, we took care of your wives and children during that conflict, 
although we knew.that our fate as free men or slaves depended upon 
the result. You represent us as well as you do the white people of Mis- 
sissippi. Will you now resist this opportunity? Will you reject this 
offering?“ 

Mr. President, in face of an argument of that sort, an appeal of that 
sort, and other arguments relating to the interest of the white race, I 
confess that I am unable to vote against this bill if there be constitu- 
tional ground for it. Of course the most pressing necessity, the most 
exigent emergency, can never justify the exercise of a power by this 
body not granted to it by the Constitution; and, however much I might 
see the necessity of this measure, I should be compelled, as some of my 
brethren on this side of the Chamber feel compelled, to oppose it if I 
believed we did not have the constitutional power to pass it. I do not 
propose to go over that ground now; but the constitutional power of 
Congress to make this appropriation has been so vigorously assailed on 
this side of the Chamber that I feel that I am warranted, if not com- 
pelled, to make some answer. 

In the first place, without going into the argument as to the true mean- 
ing of the Constitution as an original question, I propose to go into the 
history of thiscountry, the constitutional history, for, after all, the Con- 
stitution is not the mere paper and ink with which it is written. It is 
not the mere dozen pages which you find in a book which makes what 
is the Constitution of the Union; its meaning isits life, and that mean- 
ing is to be ascertained by the constant practice of the Government 
under it. You can not make, no man can make, no nation can make, 
a written paper constitution otherwise than what the nation living un- 
der it habitually do under it, perform under it, and recognize as proper 
under it. 

Commencing at the very earliest period of our history, we find appro- 
priations made outside of the enumerated powers in the Constitution 
if we exclude the taxing power. I have a list of some to which I pro- 
pose now to callattention. 

In 1794, during the administration of George Washington, a bill was 
passed and received his signature appropriating $15,000 for the support 
of refu, from the Island of San Domingo. Mr. Madison was a mem- 
ber of Congress at the time. He opposed it upon the same ground that 
Senators oppose this bill, that itwas not within the enumerated powers 
of the Constitution to make this appropriation, but Congress by a very 
decided majority the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it disturb my friend from Mississippi forme 
to ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I infer from the Senator’s last remark that he pro- 
poses to refer to various acts of Congress as probably putting a construc- 
tion upon the constitutional powers of Congress. The question I want 
to ask him is this: Would he as a judge sitting upon the bench look at 
the express literalism of a power of attorney from a principal to an 
agent to determine what the powers of the agent were, or would he 
look to the acts of the agent under the power of attorney ? 

Mr. GEORGE, If the principal for a long series of years upon a 
doubtful clause in the power knew that the agent had done thus and 
so, and acquiesced in and ratified the agent’s action, I would look at 
that acquiescence and that ratification as a construction of the power 
of attorney, and that is undoubted law. 

There is a series of acts to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate, in which appropriations made by Congress, commencing in the 
year 1801 and up to the present time, by which millions of dollars have 
been appropriated out of the Federal Treasury in aid of American sea- 
men in foreign countries. Commencing under Jefferson in 1801, going 
through every President from that time down, these appropriations 
have been made of large amounts in aid of American seamen in foreign 
countries. Where is the power to do that under the construction placed 
upon the Constitution by my friend from Tennessee? Will he answer? 
Task him now. I pause for a reply. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not responsible for it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Tennessee says he is not responsi- 
ble for it. No, he is not if he disapproves it, but the fathers of the 
Republic and all the great statesmen from them down to the present 
day are responsible, and the American people are responsible for it be- 
cause they acquiesced in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit to the Senator whether he could not find 
power to aid American seamen in foreign countries under the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign countries? 

Mr. GEORGE. I answer that Congress has the same power to reg- 
ulate commerce among the States as it has to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations. The two powers are conferred in exactly the same 
language and in the same clause of the Constitution. Does that give 
to Congress the power to take care of the agencies of commerce between 
the States? Can you take care of broken merchants, and of com- 
mercial travelers, and of the stage- drivers, and all that sort of thing be- 


cause they happen to be engaged in commerce among the States? I 
think the Senator from Alabama will have to look tosome other clause 
of the Constitution for that power. 

In 1796, under the administration of George Washington, an act was 
passed by which $4,000 was donated out of the national Treasury to 
two American citizens who had paid that sum to ransom themselves 
from the Government of Algiers, Where is your power to make that 
appropriation under the construction placed upon the Constitution by 
the Senators on this side who oppose the bill? 

Then in 1812, under James Madison, for whose memory and opinions 
the Senators who oppose this bill on this side of the Chamber have so 
much reverence, receiving his signature, an appropriation was made 
by which the President of the United States, James Madison himself, 
was directed to purchase provisions and in the name of the United 
States to give them to the Government of Venezuela to aid certain of 
its citizens who had suffered from an earthquake. Where is the power 
to make that grant under the construction placed upon the Constitu- 
tion by the Senators who oppose this bill? Madison was President 
then, and he signed the bill. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. JACK- 
SON] suggests that that comes from the earthquake power in the Con- 
stitution. [Laughter.] If we can take money out of the Treasury of 
the United States raised by taxation from the laborers of this country, 
as my friend from Alabama would say, and give it to people living in 
Venezuela, it does seem to me we might give a little of that money 
beck to the very people who paid it. 

Then in 1813 Mr. Madison signed another bill of the same character 
passed by Congress. If there is anything settled in the constitutional 
history of this country it is that the police powers of the State embrace 
everything connected with the tary condition of the people and 
their health; and yet Mr. Madison, to aid the States, not to usurp a 
power which had been reserved to them under the Constitution, signed 
a bill by which vaccine matter was to be distributed among the people. 
Where is your authority for that under your construction of the Con- 
stitution ? 

Then, sir, in 1847 ships of war were sent from the United States to 
convey provisions to the starvin, le of Ireland. Gentlemen may 
say, the Senator from Texas f r. COKE] may say, that was not 
money out of the Treasury, that was property, and Congress had au- 
thority to dispose of the property of the United States as it saw proper. 
But can two ships of war be run from the port of New York to the port 
of Dublin and return without money from the Treasury of the United 
States? 

Then in 1867 publie ships were used for the purpose of transportin, 
provisions to the Southern people who had suffered from drought; 8 
in 1871 we sent similar ships to carry provisions to the starving people 
of France and Germany. 

And then, sir, to come down to our grand Centennial Exposition of 
1876, millions of dollars were voted out of the Federal Treasury for 
that, Where is the power to do that under the specified, enumerated 
powers of the Constitution? 

And then, later than that, only a year or two ago, over a million dol- 
lars was voted out of the Federal Treasury to aid in a similar exposition 
in the city of New Orleans. Where is your power todo that under the 
narra! piacot upon the Constitution by the gentlemen who oppose 
this bill ? Congress the power to go into the show business and yet 
not power to aid in educating the peop e? 

Then I was about to say, and I believe I will say it, that there is not 
a single session of Congress in which appropriations are not habitually 
made, without objection or question on the part of anybody, which can 
have no warrant except under that construction of the Constitution 
which the friends of this bill on this side of the Chamber give to it. 
Where is tħe authority for your Agricultural Department, by which 
over a half million dollars every year is taken out of the Federal Treas- 
ury? I should like the Senator from Alabama, who made an effort to 
answer me on one point just now, to answer me on that. Where is your 
power to establish the Agricultural t, to pay these men for 
going out and getting up agricultural statistics and buying seeds and 
distribu them among the le of this country? 

Mr. MORGAN. I might equally ask the Senator where he finds the 
power in the Constitution to establish the Department of the Interior. 
There is no such d ent mentioned there. I presume the Govern- 
ment has authority to provide the n cies of government. 
I have never believed it was a constitutional appropriation to distribute 
seeds. 


Mr. GEORGE. What do you think about buying silk-worm eggs? 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not think that is, either. 
Mr. GEORGE. Iam very sorry to hear the Senator say so, because 
I remember not much more than a year ago the Senator and myself 
were engaged for a whole evening in trying to persuade this body to 
5 the appropriation for buying silk-worm eggs from $15,000 to 
0. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have been insisting on this bill also that if we in- 
tend to priate $77,000,000 for the education of the n we 
should 
as 


ucate those over twenty-one years of age. I am trying to get 
a bill as I can, 
Mr. GEORGE. I will show before I get through that the Senator 
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has changed his mind about the twenty-one years of age. I got no an- 
swer from the Senator, nor will the country accept that as an answer, to 
the question which I put to him. 

I will go a little further; and the Senator is at liberty at any time 
when I propound him questions, or any one else who occupies the op- 
posite side of this argument, to answer. Ishould be glad to have light 
from the Senator and his friends, and the country would like to have 
light; the country would like to know whether or not our yearly, I 
might{say almost daily, practice here is in violation of the Constitu- 
tion or not. 

There is the Geological Survey. Where is the power in the Consti- 
tution to expend money for that purpose? 

Then the transit of Venus. I believe we sent ships and men to the 
other side of the world to observe the transit of Venus. I suppose the 
Senator from Alabama and the other Senators who oppose this bill will 
be able to find some power in the Constitution for that. Carrying out 


the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON], made a 
little while ago, I suppose it will come from the celestial power of the 
Constitution. i 


Then we have sent out expeditions to explore the Amazon and all that 
magnificent country there, costing the Government thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars. What right under the construction of the Constitu- 
tion to which these gentlemen allude and which they insist we are bound 
by had we to send those expeditions? Whatright did we have to send 
Captain Wilkes around the globe with his ships to examine all parts of 
it? What power under the Constitution, construed asclaimed by them, 
would authorize it? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield to me a moment, if he does not 
object to an interruption? 

Mr. GEORGE. Notat all. 

Mr. GRAY. Task if the power to send Commodore Wilkes around 
the world was not a necessary incident to the power to maintain a navy; 
and whether it is possible to maintain a navy without its being exer- 
cised and having duties prescribed for the fleets which compose it, as 
much so as a naval pageant is sometimes enacted off the coast? 

Mr. GEORGE. Whataboutthe exploration of theAmazon? What 
has that to do with the Navy? Is it n to send vessels all 
around the globe for naval purposes? I should like to know whatau- 
thority you have to send an expedition to the North Pole? We did 
not send our Navy there, and yet we paid out many thousands of dol- 
lars for expeditions of that sort. 

Then, sir, we have surveyed the Nicaragua route for a canal and we 
have surveyed the Panama route, and all at the expense of the Federal 
Treasury—out of money raised by taxation. Where is your authority 
for that under the construction placed upon the Constitution by the 
Senators who oppose this bill? 

Then what about the Indians? Weare voting money to educate them 
at every session of Congress. Where is the authority under the Consti- 
tution to vote money to educate Indians which at the same time pro- 
hibits us from voting money to educate the white people and the col- 
ored people of this country? Has an Indian more interest in this coun- 
try than the posterity of the framers of the Constitution, for whose ben- 
efit they declared it was made? 

There is no power conferred by the Constitution with reference to In- 
dians at all except to regulate commerce with them. Indians are only 
mentioned in the Constitution three times; once in the clause giving 
Con, power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States and with the Indian tribes, and twice where it says that they 
shall not be counted, if they are not taxed, in making an — 
ment of representation. Will the Senators who now sit silently by, if 
they do not expressly vote for all these sums to the Indians, say that 
the power comes from the commerce clause? If it does, then under 
the same clause we shall get the power to educate all the people of this 
country, because the Constitution says Congress shall have power to 

te commerce among the States and with the Indian tribes. If 
the latter part of that confers the power on Congress to educate the In- 
dians, then the first part of it confers the power to educate the white 
and black people in the States. 

Then here is this 595 Congressional Library of ours, costing mill- 
ions and millions of dollars. I should like to know under what clause 
of the Constitution we vote money to have this e ee, under the 
construetion placed upon the Constitution by the tor from Texas, 
the Senator from Tennessee, and the Senator from Alabama. Will the 
Senators say that the Congressional Library is necessary for the Sena- 
tors and Representatives to enlighten them so that they may properly 
discharge their duties? Is that the argument the Senators will ad- 
vance? If so, I should like to know the distinction between an appro- 
priation to educate Senators and Representatives and an appropriation 
to educate their constituents. It seems to me the Constitution was not 
made alone for Senators and Representatives and for the other public 
officers about Washington, but for the people of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Mississippi if his argument on 
the Congressional Library would go so far as to claim the right to estab- 


lish a library in any other city dissociated entirely from the Congress 
of the United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Whenever a bill is brought before this body for the 
purpose of establishing a library in any other city I will answer that 


question. I am just now trying to find out from these gentlemen where 
they get the power to have it here except under the general-welfare’’ 
clause of the taxing power. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator charges on men of this generation all 
that has been done from the foundation of the Government and holds 
them ible for it. Perhaps it would be more candid in him to say 
whether he favored all these measures or would have doneitif he were 
then here. But in respect to the Library, has the Senator forgotten 
that Congress has the exclusive right to legislate for this District as the 
Legislature of Mississippi has the right to legislate for Mississippi; and 
will he deny that Mississippi or Alabama could furnish a library to the 
supreme court or a library to the Legislature ora library to a college in 
the State? 

Mr. GEORGE. Now I should like the Senator from Alabama to 
answer this question, whether the 500,000 volumes in the Congressional 
Library are necessary for the use of the people of this District? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not a constitutional question. I supposed 
that the ex-chief-justice of the supreme court of Mississippi could cer- 
tainly take a distinction between a question of policy and one of con- 
stitutional law. I had that opinion of him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very sorry to lose the good opinion of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, but I think before I get through he will find out 
that I have not got as much respect for his constitutional opinions as he 
has for mine. [ Laughter. ] 

Here is the extra pay we vote to the employés of the Senate every ses- 
sion, and the Senator from Alabama I noticed on one occasion was the 
author of the resolution for that purpose—a month's extra pay, a small 
matter it is true; but where did he get the power todo it? You donot 
owe them anything; they have served here for the pay fixed by law, and 
it is a mere gift. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to answer that? We 
have the same right to vote them extra pay when the Senate is not in 
session as we have to vote to the Senator from Mississippi or myself a 
monthly salary when the Senate is not in session. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not doubt the right of the Senate to give us 
our salary. I am claiming that they have the right and I claim that 
we have the right to vote this extra pay, but I am asking the Senator 
from Alabama to show me the clause of the Constitution which author- 
izes this extra pay. ‘That is the question before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. The clause is that which enables us to provide for 
the expenses of Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that an expense of Congress—a donation made 
after Congress adjourns? 

Mr. MORGAN. Just as much as it is to keep you on your pay dur- 
ing the vacation. 

Mr. GEORGE. We have an annual salary, and the gentleman of- 
fered a resolution here to give the men who have an annual salary an 
extra month’s pay. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ob, no; that will not do. 

Mr. GEORGE. I donot remember myself whether it applied to the 
annual salary men or to the monthly salary men; but what is the dif- 
ference? The question is whether Congress has a right to make a dona- 
tion, a benefaction, a gift. I say they have the right to do it, but I 
say you can not find it according to the theory of the Senator from Ala- 
bama and of the gentlemen who oppose this bill 

Mr. HARRIS. Does it come under the general- -welfare clause? 

Mr. GEORGE. Exactly. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I supposed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where is the authority of Congress to vote the im- 
mense sums they vote for pensions—for pensions after the service was 
rendered ? 5 

Mr. MORGAN. You find that in the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lou will not find it in the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the fourteenth. 

Mr. GEORGE. You will not find it in the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, you will. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the gentleman read from the fourteenth amend- 
ment the authority to pay pensions? I think there is something in the 
fourteenth amendment about recognizing pensions, pensions already 
granted, not pensions to be granted afterwards. There is no attempt 
in the fourteenth amendment to confer on Congress a power which it 
already possessed to grant pensions, a mere bounty of the Government, 
a gracious and beneficent bounty, a bounty in strict accord with the 
Constitution, a bounty for which I feel at liberty to vote whenever the 
proposition is made; but according to the theory upon which this bill 
is opposed, I should like to know where the authority is to grant pen- 


sions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Section 4 of the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution says: 

The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by Jaw, in- 


cluding debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for services in 
suppressing insurrection or rebellion, shall not be questioned, 


Not even questioned!“ 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘‘Debts,’’ debts already created. 

Mr. MORGAN. And pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE. Debts created for pensions and bounties. It only 
refers to debts already created. It does not confer on Congress author- 
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ity to create any more debts or give any more pensions because Con- 
gress already had that power. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him, but I 
understood that he asked a general question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course, if I am wrong I can be corrected. 

Mr. GRAY. Task the Senator from Mississippi whether he can not 
find any constitutional warrant for granting pensions or for increasing 
pensions in the to Congress of the power to raise and support 
armies; and whetherin that grant, which like all other grants of power 
carries with it in a very wide scope all that is incidental and necessary 
to perfectly execute and make efficient that power, the right to allow 
pensions is not as much a part of that power, as necessary an incident 
to it, as the right to pay the troops or provide for their maintenance 
and comfort? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is very correct if he would confine 
himself to pensions which were conferred by law as an inducement 
to enlist in the Army; but I should like to know what a pension 
granted on this day, the 24th of February, 1886, has to do with the 
supporting of an army raised in 1846 for the Mexican war or in 1861 
for the civil war? Recollect now I am not denying the power of Con- 
gress to grant pensions; I think we have ample power, but we do not 
get it from the power to raise and support armies; we do not get it, I 
mean, in this respect long years after the armies have been raised and 
disbanded; we do not get it from that power then. 

Where do you get the power to build the monument to Washington, 
that splendid shaft on the banks of the Potomac, except under the 
power to raise and appropriate money for the general welfare? There 
is no other power to pass the bill we passed yesterday to erect a mon- 
ument to that great soldier and statesman General Grant. Certainly 
that was not necessary to raise and support an army. If it be neces- 
sary to raise and support armies to erect monuments after the armies 
have been disbanded for many years, then we are bound to builda 
monument to every citizen of the United States who ever served in 
the Army either in the civil war or in any other war. It comes from 
the ower granted to raise money to provide for the general welfare; 
that is to show the people of this country that the nation honors and 
respects great and patriotic services; and that is all I claim. 

It does seem to me when we compare these transactions of the Gov- 
ernment with the theory of the Constitution advocated by the oppo- 
nents of this bill that it is a great misfortune that the people of the 
United States are not either Indians, or inhabitants of the isles of the 
sea, or of some foreign country, or possibly of some celestial planet, so 
that they might derive some benefit from the taxes which they are com- 
pelled to pay. 

Then come two or three of the greatest transactions in this country 
in which money was spent, and I should like to know where the power 
exists in the Federal Constitution, under the construction placed on it 
by the opponents of this bill, to make the purchase of Louisiana, the 
purchase of Alaska, the purchase of that magnificent domain which we 
acquired from Mexico, the purchase of Florida, the purchase under the 
Gadsden treaty of a still further strip of the Mexican territory. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will; I should like to know where it comes from. 
Mr. Jefferson did not find it. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Supreme Court of the United States did find it 
in American Insurance Company vs. Canter, reported in 3 Peters, de- 
cided at the January term, 1829. The Supreme Court declared that 
Congress has the undoubted right to acquire territory either under the 
war-making power or the treaty-making power. That decision was by 
Chief-Justice Marshall. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where did they get the money to pay for it except 
under the general-welfare clause? 

Mr. MAXEY. He puts it on the war-making power or the treaty- 
making power. 

Mr. GEORGE. How could they get the money by taxation unless 
under the general-welfure clause? 

Mr. GRAY. There was never any question or trouble about obtain- 
ing the money. The constitational warrant is clear for obtaining 
moncy to execute any grant of express power or any implied power. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no grant of power to purchase Louisiana. 

Mr. GRAY. But I understood the Senator from Texas to say that it 
had been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States that un- 
der the treaty-making power or the war-making power there was the 
right in Congress to acquire territory. If that right is established— 
and the decision of the Supreme Court establishes it—the appropria- 
tion necessarily follows. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would like to know what right the treaty-making 
power has to acquire foreign territory except for the general welfare. 
What right have you to make war except for the general welfare? It all 
comes down to that at last. There is no express limit in the Constitution 
on the power to make war, whether war should be declared only ſor the 
general welfare or at the caprice of Congress. I argued, and I think suc- 
cessfully, during the last Congress in the debate on this bill, with the 
Senator from Texas that the words general welfare’’ were to be consid- 
ered as repeated under every specific grant of the Constitution, and that 
is what is meant. 

Commencing from the earliest days of the Constitution, extending 


down to the very moment in which Iam now speaking, we find an un- 
broken series of precedents in favor of the construction the friends of 
this bill place on the Constitution, having the sanction of the ost 
names that ever adorned American history. Now, what is their value 
as a construction of the Constitution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has been so often interrupted that I 
wish he would allow me to make a little statement. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe nobody denies that this is, as to all ex- 
ternal powers, a nation. It is one among the family of nations. Ban- 
croft observes that as a nation its garment is without a seam. It may 
do all that becomes a nation. In no one of the things the Senator has 
mentioned have I seen the National Government interfering with a 
work that has been traditionally for two centuries in the hands of the 
communities and States themselves. 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not help the caso in the least. Suppose 
we are a nation. I admit we are a nation as to foreign states; but 
what powers have we asanation? Iam answering the argument made 
by Senators who sit before me. We have, according to their view, no 
other powers than those which are nominated in the Constitution, which 
created us a nation so far as we area nation. That is the argument of 
the Senators who oppose this bill. The Constitution gives the Federal 
Government powers with reference to other nations. Wecan send em- 
bassadors; we can receive embassadors sent by them; we can send con- 
suls; we can receive consuls; we can make war on them; we can make 
peace with them; we can make treaties with them; and that is all we 
can do. There is no power in the Constitution under the theory of those 
who oppose this bill—under my theory there is—no express power, no 
enumerated power, as the opponents of this bill insist, to do anything 
with foreign nations except the things which I have enumerated. 

I was going on to say something about the force of precedents. Upon 
that subject allow me to reproduce some authorities which were read 
to the Senate the other day by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACK- 
soN]; and the first one which I will read is from the great master of 
that constitutional theory upon which the opponents of this bill rest 
their case. I read from the quotation of Mr. Madison contained in the 
speech of the Senator from Tennessee: 


Can it be of less consequence that the meaning of a constitution should be fixed 
and known than that the meaning of a law should be so? Can, indeed, a law 
be fixed in its meaning and operation unless the Constitution be so? On the 
contrary, if a particular Legisla: differing in the construction of the Constitu- 
tion from a series of preceding eee pinoa to act on that difference, 
they not only introduce uncertainty and lity in the Constitution, but in 
the laws themselves, inasmuch as all laws preceding the new construction and 
inconsistent with it are not only annulled for the future, but virtually pronounced 
nullities from the beginning. Has the wisest and most conscientious 
judge ever scrupled to acquiesce in decisions in which he has been overruled by 
the matured opinions of the majority of his colleagues and subsequently to con- 
form himself thereto as to authoritative expositions of the law? And is it not 
reasonable that the same view of the offic 


sp rit of party, eager in the pu: (3 
=e some Savane object, or led away by the eloquence and address of popular 

Like the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Senator who 
sits béfore me [Mr. Coxe]— 


themselves perhaps under the influence of the same misleading causes. It was 
in conformity with the view here taken of the due to deliberate and re- 
iterated precedent that the Bank of the United States, though on the original 
question held to be unconstitutional, received the executive signature in the year 
1817. 


That is what Mr. Madison said about precedents. If you disregard 
precedents you make the Constitution uncertain and unstable. You 
have a Constitution to-day that means one thing under the lead of the 
Senator from Alabama and his associates on this side of the Chamber, 
and next year we have a Constitution that means an entirely different 
thing under the lead of some other statesmen; and what are the people 
of this country to know or believe about their Constitution if it is thus 
construed according to the whim, the caprice, or even the judgment of 
successive Congresses to make it mean one thing this year and another 
the next year? 

Here we have a set of precedents commencing with the birth of the 
Constitution, receiving the sanction of the Father of his Country, ex- 
tending all the way down from him to the very moment in which [am 
now addressing the Senate; and yet Senators say that they have a right 
to set up their private judgment, their private views of what the Con- 
stitution is, in opposition to all this line of precedents. 

There was another great man who expressed himself upon the value 
of precedents and changed his constitutional action upon them. If 
Andrew Jackson and James Madison could afford to change their origi- 
nal views about the Constitution of the United States in obedience to a 
line of precedents, in the one case not twenty years in existence and in 
the other not over thirty-five, can not Senators on this floor yield their 
views of the Constitution to the same line of precedents now prolonged 
nearly to a century ? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator yield for a moment once more? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield to the force of precedent as every man 
must do, but I call the Senator’s attention to this series of precedents: 
Every State in this Union from the inning to this day has estab- 
lished every one of its district schools and paid for every one of them. 
The United States has never created a district school or paid for one. 

Mr. GEORGE. And they donot propose to do it by this bill either. 
They only propose to aid the States; and the Government of the United 
States has been from the very beginning aiding the States to do that 
very thing, sometimes, as in this bill, by the grant of money derived if 
you please from all the sources from which money can go into the Treas- 
ury, and in other cases bya grant of lands belonging to the United States 
and money derived from the sales of those lands. 

So the precedents are with me, and I will dwell on these precedents 
a little more when I get on further, because as I am a States-rights Dem- 
ocrat, and as my consistency as‘such has been assailed on this floor, I 
mean to prove beyond controversy or cavil that I am with the fathers 
in their construction of the Constitution. 

When I was interrupted I was about to read from Andrew Jackson, 
n man who in his day occupied a proud position in this country, aman 
whose name is venerated now for his great services in peace and war 
and for his sound constitutional opinions throughout the length and 
breadth of this Union. General Jackson found it necessary to change 
his views of the Constitution in obedience to precedents. He says, re- 
ferring to the construction of the Constitution which limits the power 
8 appropriation of money to the subjects expressly enumerated in the 

nstitation: 


Then further: 


A restriction of the pona to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare” to cases which are to be provided for by the 5 of money 
would still leave within the legislative power of ng Sep all the great and most 
important measures of Government, money being the ordinary and necessary 
means of carrying them into execution. 


And farther: 


money is asked, as was formerly contended. 


And then most significantly on this point: 

That the public good and the nature of our political institutions require that 
individual differences should yield to well-settled acquiescence of the ple 
and confederated authorities in cular constructions of the Constitution on 
doubtful points. Not to co: e this much to the of 
would impair their stability and defeat the objects of Constitution itself. 

And yet Senators say, with all this longline of precedents and with all 
these great authorities enforcing the necessity of observing them, that 
they stand upon what they regard as the original and rightful construc- 
tion of the Constitution without reference to the precedents. Mr. Cal- 
houn took the same view as General Jackson, as quoted by the Senator 
from Tennessee, but I will come down nearer the present day. Gen- 
tlemen may say these are all antiquated; we have outlived the opinions 
ofthese men. Now, I will see what the statesmen of the present day 
and one of the Senators who oppose this measure say. When the edu- 
cation bill was up in the Forty-sixth Congress, third session, the senior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] made a very able and eloquent de- 
fense of that measure, and the subject of its constitutionality he dis- 
posed of in this sentence: 

5 ae power of Congress is too firmly established by precedent to be now ques- 
on 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will permit me to say that that speech 
e s in reference to the disposition of the proceeds of the public 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not quote it for the purpose of committing 
the Senator from Texas to the constitutionality of this bill. I quoted it 
to commit him to the general principle that precedent would settle the 
construction of the Constitution. I willshow before I get through that 
he did concede with reference to that bill all that is necessary to make 
this bill constitutional. 

So, sir, we have precedents from the beginning of the Government 
down to the present hourin favor of the constitutionality of this measure. 
We have the opinions of the great fathers of the Constitution, the great 
lights of the Democratic party in the olden times, and also in the pres- 
ent day in the person of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. These 
precedents establish the proposition on which this bill is based—that 
Congress may appropriate money for the general welfare without thereby 
assuming any power or jurisdiction over the subject to which the ap- 
propriation is made. That education is for the general welfare is too 
clear for argument; and this bill assumes no other power over it than 
Lies mia money to aid the States in carrying on their common 
schoo. 

[At this point the honorable Senator yielded the floor to enable the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of executive business. ] 


Mr.COKE. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield for a motion to 
journ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was not to. 

Mr. . The Senator from Mississippi is somewhat fatigued 
and has not concluded hisremarks. It being agreeable to him, if it be 
agreeable to the Senate, I will move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, let us finish this bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Now I move that the Senateadjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It cannot be done. The order is being executed. 

Several Senators. Regular order! Regular order! 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
After twelve minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5 o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received this 24th day of February, 1886. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henderson M. Jacoway, of Dardanelle, Ark., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Dardanelle, Ark., vice Zenas L. Wise, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Henry P. Grant, at Helena, Phillips County, Arkansas, vice George 


D. Jaquess, commission expired. ? 

John H. Shaffer, at Kankakee, Kankakee County, Ilinois. 

William Kaough, at Fort Wayne, Allen County, Indiana, vice F. W. 
Keil, commission expired, 

Ferdinand Van Derveer, at Hamilton, Butler County, Ohio, 
Charles E. Giffen, commission expired. ; 

Jason K. Wright, at Marinette, Marinette County, Wisconsin, vice 
Charles J. Ellis, commission expired. 


vice 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Nominations withdrawn this 24th day of February, 1886. 


Thomas Ryan, to be postmaster at Sault de St. Marie, Mich. 
James L. Arnott, at Thompsonville, Conn. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 19, 1888. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John P. Robinson, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 

trict of Alexandria, Va. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Francis S. Shields, of Louisiana, to be collector of internal revenue 

for the district of Louisiana. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John Lafabre, of Chamberlin, Dakota, to be receiver of public moneys 

at Deadwood, Dak. 3 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 

William H. Parker, of the District of Columbia, to be minister resi- 

dent and consul-general of the United States to Corea. 
CONSULS. 

Jasper Smith, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the United 
States at Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

D. J. Partello, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the United 
States at Dusseldorf. 

William J. Black, of New Castle, Del., to be consul of the United 
State at Nuremberg. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Joseph Emery, of Corvallis, Oreg., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Klamath agency in Oregon. 

Joseph B. Kinney, of Boonville, Mo., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Uintah agency, in Utah. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

William R. Brownlee, of Kingman, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Larned, Kans. 

Frank Dale, of Wichita, Kans., to be register of the land office at 
Wichita, Kans. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavatry. 
Second Lieut. John F. McBlain, to be first lieutenant, January 12, 
886. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 

— Lient. Richard H. Wilson, to be first lieutenant, January 1, 
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POSTMASTERS. 


John W. Campbell, at Glen Cove, Queens County, New York. 

Samuel M. Johnston, at Anaconda, Deer Lodge County, Territory of 
Montana. 

Peter Primean, at Lake Linden, Houghton County, Michigan. 

Otto R. Miller, at Brighton, in the county of Monroe and State of 
New York. 

David B. Dennis, at Coldwater, Branch County, Michigan. 

James Croly, at Cadillac, Wexford County, Michigan. 

Timothy D. Barron, at Saint Clair, Saint Clair County, Michigan. 

Jerome B. Joslyn, at Cambridge, Washington County, New York. 

William G. Vaughn, at New Lisbon, Columbiana County, Ohio. 

David S. Hime, at Greenville, Darke County, Ohio. 

S. S. Crawford, at Hudson, Summit County, Ohio. 

George C. Bush, at Wellington, Lorain County, Ohio. 

Alva R. Beckwith, at Jefferson, Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

Orange Pomeroy, at Chardon, Geauga County, Ohio. 

John J. Zeller, at Ottawa, Putnam County, Ohio. 

Robert O. Rote, at Geneva, Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

Abram D. Smith, at Newark, Wayne County, New York. 

Sylvester J. Heinbach, at Constantine, Saint Joseph County, Michi- 


gan. 

George D. Whittlesey, at New London, in the county of New Lon- 
don and State of Connecticut. 

Henry N. Wales, at Willimantic, in the county of Windham and State 
of Connecticut. 

Edward Mullan, at Putnam, in the county of Windham and State of 
Connecticut. 

Silas K. Montgomery, at Bristol, in the county of Hartford and State 
of Connecticut. 

Willis-B. Isbell, at Westville, in the county of New Haven and State 
of Connecticut. 

Henry A. Bills, at Winsted, in the county of Litchfield and State of 
Connecticut. 

Dan W. Gould, at Moline, Rock Island County, Illinois. 

Laura H. Webb, at Farmer City, De Witt County, Illinois. 

Thomas Philpot, at Macomb, in the county of McDonough and State 
of Illinois. 

Joseph B. Boyle, at Westminster, Carroll County, Maryland. 

John V. Lovely, at Paris, Bourbon County, Kentucky. 

Orrin Wade, at Whitinsville, Worcester County, Massachusetts. 

John H. Stratton, at Milford, Worcester County, Massachusetts. 

Alstead W. Brownell, at Wakefield, Middlesex County, Massachu- 
setts. 

L. O. Ball, at Malden, Middlesex County, Massachusetts. 

Samuel H. Spear, at Quincy, Norfolk County, Massachusetts. 

Austin G. Wheelock, at Barre, Worcester County, Massachusetts. 

Leonard B. Holland, at Walpole, in the county of Cheshire and State 
of New Hampshi 

Harry S. Parker, at Farmington, in the county of Strafford and State 
of New Hampshire. 

John W. Crosby, at Milford, in the county of Hillsboro’ and State of 
New Hampshire. 

Ringgold W. Meily, at Lima, in the county of Allen and State of Ohio. 

Joseph S. McCartney, at Garnett, Anderson County, Kansas. 

Dennison Howe, at Fairfield, Clay County, Nebraska. 

Frank H. Smith, at Sycamore, De Kalb County, Illinois. 

John B. Reid, at Greenville, Bond County, Illinois. 

Jared C. Gregory, at Madison, Dane County, Wisconsin. 

Charles C. Peck, at Middlebury, in the county of Addison and State 
of Vermont. 

John Wright, at Sedgwick, Harvey County, Kansas. 

William B. Mead, at Oberlin, Decatur County, Kansas. 

G. B. Falconer, at Minneapolis, in the county of Ottawa and State of 
Kansas. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Stephen A. Walker, of New York, to be attorney of the United States 

for the southern district of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1886. 


The House met at12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. II. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syurpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
House of the following titles, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 
Rosser; 

A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the political disabilities of Alexander 
L. Stewart, of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and 
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A bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the political disabilities of Edward G. 
W. Butler, of Mississippi. 

It also announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

A bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the 
alley 15 feet wide, running east und west between lots 6 and 7 in square 
1 comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner of said 

ots; 

A bill (S. 1564) for the ercction of a monument to the Jate Ulysses S. 
Grant; and 

A bill (S. 1621) relative to a certain accepted draft in the Department 
of State. 

DECORATION, ETC., PENSION OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of an appropriation for the completion and decoration of the Pen- 
sion Office; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GALVESTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing an opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury 
and recommending an amendment to the act authorizing the erection 
of a public building at Galveston, Tex., and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

MARINE BARRACKS, WASHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Navy 
for repairs of the barracks of the Marine Corps and the contingent ex- 
penses of the Marine Corps for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WEST for 
one week, and to Mr. BAYNE until Friday, on account of important 
business. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands to report back the 
bill (S. 150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in 
the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, and to ask its present con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that all the lands along the Des Moines River above the 
mouth of the Raccoon Fork, in the State of Iowa, referred to in the joint resolu- 
tion of March 2, 1861 (12 Statutes, 251),as certified to said State improper! 
by the Department of the Tatari as under the t of August 8, 1846, 
which were in the Harvey settlement, of y 20, 1866, as having been 
sold or otherwise disposed of by the United States, as mentioned or oe in 
the act of July 12, 1862 — Statutes, page 543), to extend the grant of 1846, and for 
which lands the State, in the Harvey settlement, and accepted by the 
De ent of the Interior after Secretary Browning's decision of y 9, 1868 
and that by such settlement Iowa, in accepting the indemnity lands as referred 
to, is estopped from all claim to the lands in place that were improperly certified 
as river land or under the act of 1846; and 

Whereas there are many settlers who, believing that the said lands were pub- 
lic lands, entered upon the same in good faith, and with the consent of the De- 
partment of the Interior, as pre-emptions and homesteads, and since so doing, 
and after receiving patents, have been held by the courts as trespassers, or that 
the lands were m settlement: fore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all the lands improperly certified to lowa by 
the Department of the Interior under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in 
the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected 
and received by the State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, aud are 
hereby declared to be, public lands of the United States: Provided, That the 
title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the State of Iowa and its 
grantees, or the United States and its gran which do not come in conflict 
with pre-emption or homestead claimants, are 
and ene Lege i 
tent, in good 
laws of the United 
to Jan 


Sec.2. That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, within ninety 
days after the passage of this act, to institute, or cause to be instituted, such suit 
or suits, either in law or sauity, or both, as may be necessary and proper to assert 
and protect the title of the United States to said lands and remove all clouds 
from its title thereto; and until such suits shall be determined, and Congress 
shall so pro no part of said lands shall be o ſor settlement or sale except 
as hereinim -= rovided. And in anysuits so instituted any person or persons 
in possession u; or claiming title to any tract or tracts of land under the United 
States involved in such suits may, at his or their expense, unite with the United 
States in the prosecution of such suits. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, a bill identical with this has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Public Lands. Accom- 
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panying that is a printed report containing the facts upon which the 
bill is based, and requiring forty-seven printed pages. The number of 
this report is 491. 

In different forms the relief which is sought by this bill has been 
before Congress since and before the Forty-third Congress, and with one 
exception there never has been an adverse report as against the inter- 
ests involved in the bill. While the facts upon which the bill is based 
are very voluminous, covering, as I have said, forty-odd printed pages, 
I think perhaps they may be concisely stated, so that the members of 
the House can understand the principles involved, and which form the 
basis of the bill, in a very few minutes. 

The amount of land involved in this bill is, in round numbers, 270,000 
acres. In 1846 an act of Congress was passed granting to the State of 
Iowa certain lands in alternate sections on either side of the Des Moines 
River for the purpose of aiding in the improvement of the navigation 
of that river. The grant was accepted by the State of Iowa on the 9th 
of January, 1847. Some time during that year the governor of the 
State appointed a commission to make selection of the lands that were 
involved in the grant, and these lands were selected, being the odd- 
numbered sections on either side of the river from its confluence with 
the Mississippi River in a northwesterly direction, and on either side 
of the river, up to about the point where the city of Des Moines is now 
located. 

The improvement of the river which was contemplated by the act of 
Congress was from the Mississippi River to the mouth of the Raccoon 
Fork, about the center of the State. The Des Moines River, I may 
say, enters into the State at its northwest corner, flows southeastwardly 
toward its southeast corner, dividing the State practically into two 
equal parts, and, as I have said, the mouth of the Raccoon Fork is about 
the center of the State. 

When the grant was made it was assumed by those who passed the 
bill, as well as by the officers of the Department of the Interior, that 
the grant of land only extended up to the mouth of the Fork, and the 
selection was made with that construction of the act in view. Ina 
few years somebody, the record is silent as to who started it, construed 
the act to mean that the State of Iowa was entitled to these alternate 
sections on either side of the river to the extreme source of the river 
to the northwest; and disputes were had before the Secretary of the 
Interior as to what the proper construction was. It finally resulted in 
an opinion of the Secretary of the Interior in 1852, Stuart, 
who held that the land extended northwardly to the northern limit of 
the State; and a certification of the land was made certifying to the 
State of Iowa these alternate sections of land on either side to the north- 
ern boundary of the State. And as the act provided the State of Iowa 
should dispose of these lands the State appointed a kind of State land 
office, and the lands were offered for sale, and large amounts of land, 
55,990 acres, were sold by the State of Iowa under this construction of 
the law. About this time the question got into the courts as to what 
the proper construction of this act was, and ina case which is known 
in this legislation as the Litchfield case the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that a proper construction of the act was that the grant 
was limited to such portions of the land as lay upon either side of the 
Des Moines River up to the mouth of the Fork, and that the State of 
Iowa took nothing beyond that point. 

But, as I have said, Mr. Speaker, the State had sold 55,000 acres of 
this land to various parties, and they were in possession and improving 
it; and hence the necessity for some kind of validating action. In 1861 
an appeal was made to Congress in behalf of the people who had thus 
bought these lands, and a joint resolution was passed by Congress vali- 
dating the title of all persons who had purchased from the State of 
Towa and stood as bona fide purchasers under this construction of the 
act of Congress making this grant. Prior to that time, I may say, a 
company was organized, known as the Des Moines River Railroad and 
Navigation Company, which, under a contract with the State of Iowa, 
and in consideration of a grant to this company by the State of such 
lands as were granted by Congress to the State, undertook the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines River. After ding some money—lI have 
forgotten the amount, butitisimmaterial here—they had proceeded with 
the work of construction, but after the Litchfield case was decided, where 
it was held that nothing passed to the State above the mouth of the Fork, 
and that the company would be limited in its claim to such lands as 
lay below the Fork, they declined to proceed any further, and a com- 
promise was entered into between the navigation company and the State 
of Iowa, by which the navigation company agreed to receive from the 
State of Iowa such lands as it received from the General Government, 
and eall everything square between them; and in 1859 or 1860 a deed 
was made by the governor of the State, pursuant to a resolution passed 
by the General Assembly of that State, making a conveyance to the 
navigation company of such lands as it took by reason of this grant, 
and work on the river was abandoned. 

Involved in this grant above the fork were two hundred and seventy- 
onc thousand and some odd hundred acres. The State had sold, as I 
have said, some 55,000 acres, leaving in round numbers about a quarter 
of a million of acres of lands which were not included within the grant, 


and therefore were treated by the Interior Departmentas public lands. 


A large number of settlers then went on those lands. The local land 
offices at Des Moines and Sioux City, holding the lands were public 
lands, recognized the entries, and the thing went along in that way. 

In 1864 Congress passed another act granting all the lands that were 
above the mouth of the Raccoon Fork to certain railroad companies, 
and it was thought that these railway companies took an interest in 
the land by reason of this act of Congress. That question got into the 
courts, and the courts in Iowa held, and afterward the decision was 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States in a case known 
as the Wolcott case, that, because the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Stuart, had made certification to these lands away back in 1851 to the 
State of Iowa, and the lands were in a condition of reservation—the 
technical term reserved“ being used—for the benefit of this Des 
Moines River improvement, that therefore the railroad companies could 
take nothing by reason of the act of Con, and that the lands still 
remained public lands. Under that decision from that time down to 
now those lands have been in that condition. The navigation com- 
pany have been claiming that under the deed which they received from 
the State of Iowa, although that deed was only a quitclaim deed in 
form, the subsequent title of the State of Iowa under the joint resolu- 
tion of 1861 inures to the navigation company. The settlers who 
have gone in upon those lands claim that because the Supreme Court 
had decided in the original case that neither the navigation company 
nor the State of Iowa could take anything above the mouth of the 
Raccoon Fork, therefore they had a right to make settlement upon the 
lands, Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill simply proposes to give parties 
who have made homestead and pre-emption filings upon these lands 
upon the assumption that they were public lands and that they had a 
right to make such filings—the object of the bill is to give those ies 
a standing in court, so that they may have the question judicially de- 
termined whether or not these are public lands subject to entry and 
homestead settlement. It does not attempt to divest anybody of any 
vested right. Indeed it would be powerless if it undertook so to do; 
but the people who are upon these lands meet with this difficulty in 
undertaking to litigate their titles. 

It is a familiar principle of real-estate law in connection with the ad- 
ministration of the public land system that there can be no valid pre- 
emption filing or valid homestead settlement upon any land that is tech- 
nically reserved“ by the Interior Department; and because this land 
was reserved by the action of the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Stuart, 
and that reservation has never been removed by the Interior cg sg 
or by any act of Congress, no valid pre-emption settlement can be made, 
none that the courts will recognize. Therefore these settlers are power- 
less when they go into court and ask for a recognition of their rights, 
and that a test may be instituted between themselves and the claimants 
under the navigation company. But an act of Congress was passed in 
1853 which provides in terms—and it is by virtue of this act that these 
pre-emptors and homesteaders may have relief—that when any land is 
in a state of reservation,“ and is entered upon in good faith by pre- 
emptors or homestead settlers, if at any time, by act of Congress or by 
action of the Secretary of the Interior, the reservation is removed, then 
these parties shall have the prior right to recognition in the Interior De- 
partment to file their claims or to perfect their filings by the subsequent 
proofs which the land laws require. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is the object of this bill. The blight of uncer- 
tainty of title has rested upon these lands ever since this contest began, 
and while there have been various cases litigated and decisions of the 
Supreme Court apparently holding that the title of the navigation 
company is good under the quitclaim deed to which I have referred, 
every case which has been decided bears upon its face the evidence that 
it was collusive; that is, that the decision was based upon an agreed 
state of facts between the attorneys, and the questions which this bill 
covers have never been really presented. 

Mr. OATES. I do not fully understand the gentleman’s statement, 
and if he will permit I wish to ask hima question. Is the purpose of 
this bill to give the settlers a standing in court to quiet their titles? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; the purpose is to give them a standing in 
court that they may perfect the titles which they claim. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not care to consume the time of the House by say- 
ing more about this bill on the present occasion; butif any gentleman 
who has listened to me desires to ask any questions I shall be very glad 
to answer them, if I can. 

Mr. LONG. Is there a minority report? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lone] I will state that this bill is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands, and that such has been the 
uniform recommendation in this House for the last five years, andalso 
in the Senate with one exception. - 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hotes], in whose district a major 
portion of these lands lie, desires to address the House brielly on this 
bill, and I now yield him ten minutes of my time. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, it is now forty years since the Gov- 
ernment made to the State of Iowa that magnificent grant of land in- 
tended to aid in the improvement of the navigation of the Des Moines 
River. It was provided by the act of August 8, 1846, that there should 
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be granted to the State of Iowa for that purpose alternate sections 5 
miles in width on each side of the Des Moines River from its mouth to 
Raccoon Fork. 

One of the primary requirements of that act was that the land should 
be used for that and no other in the words of the act, and no 
other. That act provided exactly how that grant should be given to 
the State and the conditions upon which it should be received. For 
instance, itwas provided that the lands not before conveyed or disposed 
of should be given to the Territory or State for that pi and that 
the Territory or State might sell so much of those lands as should pro- 
duce the sum of $30,000, and then the sale should cease until the gov- 
ernor of the Territory or State should certify the fact to the President 
of the United States that one-half of that sum had been expended upon 
the improvements, when lands to a like amount might be again sold. 

Now, the State of Iowa proceeded under this act to select these lands. 
It was provided in the act that the governor himself should appoint the 
agent. Hedidso. The lands were selected, and that selection was ap- 
proved. It was filed in the office of the Secretary of State. The State 
of Iowa accepted the grant; the Government of the United States ac- 
cepted it through its executive department; the matter was concluded 
and became a finality so far as that grant was concerned. JamesShields, 
the acting Commissioner of the Land Office at that time, advised the 
State of Iowa that 261,000 acres of land were so selected, and that 
this would be the number of acres that would be received under the 

t. 

Up to that time no claim had ever been made that this grant extended 
above the Raccoon Fork; that is, above the present city of Des Moines. 
More than two years had elapsed in which the State of Iowa, and like- 
wise the Government of the United States, had accepted that as the con- 
struction of the act. For more than two years it was never conceived 
that this grant extended up above the mouth of the Raccoon Fork; and 
there were various reasons why that was so. That country had been ex- 
plored but about two years. Nicollet and John C. Frémont had just 
made their exploration of the country above the Raccoon Fork. It was 
occupied by the Sacs and Foxes, and still farther up by the Sioux In- 
dians. The river was not then called the Des Moines River; above the 
Raccoon Fork it was known as the River Sioux, and above that it was 
called the Moingonan, and the East Fork was called Moingonan’s 
Brother.“ It was also called the Inyan Shasha River of the Sioux. 
The information in regard to that part of the country was so vague and 
uncertain that the name of the river was hardly definitely settled upto 
that time. 

For several years the State of Iowa pursued the improvement of this 
river in accordance with the terms of the act by a board of public works. 
After that time a company was formed called the Des Moines Naviga- 
tion Railroad Company, which, through some process I can not now ex- 
plain, procured the transfer to itself of the entire franchise and right of 
the State in these lands, and on its part to improve and perfect 
the navigation of the Des Moines River. Suffice it to say this company 
has never carried out a single requirement of that agreement. There 
never was even one certificate made by the governor to the President of 
the United States showing that one block amounting to $30,000 had 
been completed. It is true that long afterward the governor of Iowa 
made a deed for this land to this company, but the deed was without 
any warrant or authority; and certainly any deed by the governor of 
Towa to a private company or corporation must be invalid and void, 
unless made in with the terms of the grant by Congress. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And it is the fact that people went upon 
that land and established their homes—— 

Mr. HOLMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And many of them have received patents 
from the Government. 

Mr. HOLMES, Yes, sir; some of these men have received patents 
from the Government. About the year 1854 this contract was made 
with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company by which it 
took this grant and agreed to improve the river. That company has 
never finished one single dam or lock; on the contrary, it has damaged 
the river. In a report made to the senate and house of representatives 
of the State of Iowa by the commissioners appointed to examine this 
question, it is shown that the damages to the State and the people con- 
e een upon what this company has done have been greater than the 

ue of their pretended improvements. 

Mr. OATES. The grant made to the State was made only in trust? 

Mr. HOLMES. Yes, sir; in trust—not in presenti. It was only a 
conditional grant. I thank the gentleman for making the suggestion. 

I wish to say that as to the lands above the Racoon Fork it is not 
pretended that one acre of that land up to this date has ever been pat- 
ented or certified to the State of Iowa or its grantees; and this company 
can have no title. Yet they claim these lands. 

In 1860 Mr. Litchfield, a large integral portion of the company, 
brought action against the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad to determine 
the question of title, as prior to that time a grant had been made across 
the State of Iowa for four railroads. These companies were to have the 
land in alternate sections for 6 miles on each side. That grant con- 
flicted with the river grant, provided the claim that the river grant in- 
cluded the land above Racoon Fork was true. That case was tried; 


and it is the only case ever tried in which the rights of the Govern- 
ment in this matter were in the remotest manner presented or defended, 
They were in that case ably presented by Mr. Black, at that time At- 
torney-General. The t was that Mr. Litchfield and the river com- 
pany were declared to have no title in any of the lands above the Rac- 
coon Fork; that is to say, the lands now in question here. 

Mr. MILLARD. Does this bill protect those persons who have en- 
tered and paid for their lands in good faith? 

Mr. HOLMES. It does. It will be seen by the proviso that those 
who have purchased in good faith are protected. 

The whole amount of lands in controversy here is small compared 
with the amount which the company will take. After the decision in 
the Litchfield case, which was in April, 1860, the joint resolution of 
1861 was passed by Congress, providing that lands heretofore purchased 
by bona jide settlers in the State of Iowa should be released and that 
their title and claims should be made good to these lands. This com- 
pany afterward procured the of the act of 1862, in which it was 
provided that their grant should extend to the north line of the State. 
But at the same time it was provided in that act it should be subject to 
this same act of 1846, with which they never complied. 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. I think this should not be done. I do not say there 
are others who wish to speak, but for myself I should like to call the 
attention of the House to the history of the decisions to which refer- 
ence has been made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to withdrawing the demand for 
the previous question and yielding to the gentleman from New York. 
How much time does he desire? 

Mr. PARKER. I do not wish to take the gentleman’s time, but I 
take it the opposition has a right to be heard. I do not know whether 
there are others who wish to be heard, but I would like myself a little 
time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
and reserve the balance of my time, so that the gentleman from New 
York can be recognized in his own right. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, this is the old Des Moines land case 
which has been here for many years before Congress, and has been one 
of the controversies which has disturbed Congress and the politics of 
the State of Iowa for many years. I would like to know of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] whether this is the same bill which 


passed through the Senate, but failed to pass through the House, at the 
last session? 
Mr. PAYSON. It is. 


Mr. PARKER. There has been a controversy for years over this land, 
and it is claimed by those who represent the navigation company that 
the parties who have earned this land, and have the right to it as I 
believe under decisions of the court, should not have their title dis- 
turbed by legislation of this kind; that it is an attempt on the part ot 
those defeated in court under the decisions of the Supreme Court to open 
the case in Congress and give to the parties in possession of the land 
wrongfully rights they donot otherwise possess—to confirm titles where 
they have merely possession and to overrule the ordinary rights to all 
that particular property. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me for one 
moment? 

Mr, PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This bill does not confer a single right on 
anybody or determine any question of title. It does not propose to, but 
simply allows the occupants of these lands to go into the courts and liti- 
gate the case to see whether they are the rightful owners or others. 

Mr. PARKER. Why have they not the right to gointo court now? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. They claim they have. 

Mr. PARKER. They have not, because the courts have passed upon 
the question. This bill seeks to overrule the court, to change the nat- 
ural rules of law, and give these men standing in court when under the 
decisions of the court they have no standing. 8 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. No de- 
cision of a court could preclude anybody except those particular parties 
in that particular suit. That is all. This case has not been decided 
as to these parties, and this is simply an enabling act. 

Mr. PARKER. But the gentleman fails toshow why they have not 
the right to go into court now. I understand itis, as I said, a case where 
the courts have passed upon it, and now an enabling act is necessary to 
overrule the court. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. PARKER. To give them a hearing where otherwise they would 
not be entitled to a hearing. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I donot wish to anticipate the gentleman from New 
York, but will he say whether he ex during the course of his ar- 
gument to call the attention of the House to a Single case, either inthe 


Supreme Court or in any inferior court, where the rights of settlers 
under the homestead or pre-emption law have ever been passed upon? 
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Mr. PARKER. I do not know they have directly, but in effect the 
ownership of the land has been passed upon. 

Mr, PAYSON. No, sir. I will say for the information of the gentle- 
man that nosuch case has been passed upon, and to the opponentsof the 
bill I confidently assert no such case can be found. 

Mr. PARKER. Then why is it necessary to bring forward this en- 
abling act? 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will yield I will say that this land, 
by certification of Secretary Stuart, certifying to the State of Iowa the 
land above Raccoon Fork, placed it technically in what is called astate 
of reservation. That reservation has never been removed, either by the 
Interior Department or by act of Co and because the land is in 
this state of reservation the officers of this local land office are not au- 

i and refuse, to accept the filing of homestead or pre-emption 
settlers. That is the reason. It is simply that the question may be 
presented in thecourts. It is proposed to relieve these lands from res- 
ervation, declaring them to be public land so far as Congress has that 
power. That will compel the officers at Des Moines and Sioux City, 
and also at the Department of the Interior, to recognize the claims of 
settlers; and if the officers of the land office refuse, then a mandamus 
will lie under the common law to ize them. 

Mr. PARKER. Why, does not the gentleman understand that in the 
Litchfield case it was held that these lands in controversy belong to the 
navigation company? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; the Supreme Court not only did not decide 
that question, but let me say to the gentleman that it was not pre- 
sented in the Litchfield case. 

That was a contest between Litchfield on the one hand and the navi- 
gation company on the other, and the case was submitted on an agreed 
state of facts, where both agreed that the lands had been duly certified 
to the State of Iowa, that they had been duly sold by the State of Iowa, 
under the joint rules of 1861, to the navigation company; when the 
fact is the lands never were properly certified to the State of Iowa, and 
the navigation company never had become the purchaser from the State 
of Iowa for value; and because of that agreed state of facts the Supreme 
Court decided, as between Litchfield and the navigation company, that 
the title of the navigation company was valid. But that was the ex- 
tent of the decision. 

Mr. PARKER. And this bill now comes in and seeks to escape the 
effect of the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. As I said to the gentleman before, that 
question was not presented in that decision in any form. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman from New York permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMES. Was any case ever tried or decided in the United 
States courts in which the question whether the Des Moines Naviga- 
tion and Railroad Company complied with the conditions of the grant 
was raised ? 

Mr. PARKER. Iam not able to state that there was. 

Mr. HOLMES. No, sir; there never has been any such case decided. 

Mr. PARKER. My understanding of the situation is that a large 
number of people have gone upon these lands which ostensibly and ap- 
3 are under the control of this navigation company through the 

tate of Iowa, and that the owners of the land are unable even to go 
upon the premises to view them. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is en- 
tirelya mistake, The people entered upon these lands under authority 
of the Government and paid their money in many instances, took pos- 
session, and some have had them for twenty-five years from the Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. PARKER. Iwill give one single instance of the methods which 
have been adopted in reference to these lands, and I refer to a speech 
now of Senator Lapham, of New York, delivered in the last session of the 
last Congress, in which he shows the manner of some of these people. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow a suggestion? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it not true that Senator Lapham 
admitted in the course of that debate that he was practically represent- 
ing the attorneys for this navigation company ? 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. Senator Lapham stated that he represented 
the parties who represented the interests of his dead friend General 
Martindale, whose interests and whose estate had been robbed by set- 
tlers on the Des Moines lands. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. His speech was the speech of an at- 
torney of that corporation. 

Mr. PARKER. Hisspeech was aspeech delivered in his representa- 
tive capacity and on his responsibility as a Senator from the State of 
New York. In that speech he used this language: 

I was eee ee at the close of what I said the question of thecon- 
dition of these lands in the possession of settlersin the Des Moines Valley, They 
are by no manner of means the thrifty and enterprising population so elo- 

uently described by the honorable Senator from Iowa, They cultivate their 
very indifferently. The purchasers under the river thave been pay- 
ing the taxes since 1861; the seitlers pay no taxes. When General Marti: 


le 
w. case I mentioned yesterday, went to one of the occupants of a portion ot 
the land which had been conveyed to him, he entered intoa 3 him 


for the sale of the lot at a reasonable price, The occupant then said to General 
Martindale: “I have no means with which to cultivate this land, and I want 
you to make me a loan of $150 to enable me to get a team and needed farming 
mplements.”” The general very kindly and liberally made him the loan of 
$150 and entered into a contract with him for the purchase of the r In 
less than three 8 that man joined the Settlers’ Union, as it is called, the or- 
ganization to which Ishall refer by and by, and he has never refunded the mo: 

or paid a farth upon his contract, and remains in possession to this day. 

has repudiated his obligations. That, under the inspiration of this organiza- 
ite a SOA ap insect na i the occupants of those lands in that part of the 

e. 


This incident throws a light upon the whole controversy and indi- 
cates the position in which the occupants of these lands stand to the 
Des Moines River Company, and therefore I assert that this is an act 
which will tend to disturb the title of the real owners of these lands and 
which is attempting, to continue litigation, which is carried on, as I 
understand it, by subscription of the valley occupants—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Subscriptions made by farmers who 
entered, at the invitation of the Government, these lands, located upon 
them, and have sent delegations of their own class, farmers—who have 
been knocking at the doors of Congress for several years—not paid at- 
torneys, not lobbyists, but representing the men themselves who have 
been deprived of their homes; and twice before, in the Forty-fifth and 
Forty-sixth Congresses, the House put this bill through with no op- 
posing vote, except in one case two from the State of New York. That 
is all the lobby there was to get the bill through. 

Mr. PARKER. Does not the gentleman from Iowa know that *100,- 
000 was raised at one time to pay the attorneys of these far ners?“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; and my friend from New York 
does not knowit. If there has been a fund of $100,000 here it has been 
in the interest of the heirs of General Martindale, and not in the interest 
of ae farmers, who could not raise that amount of money to save their 
80 i 
Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to ask my friend from New York a question. 

Mr. PARKER. I desire to take care of one at a time. I assert in 
answer to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], I am informed 
from sources I believe that a fund of something like $100,000 was raised 
at that time, that the attorneys representing this company haunted this 
Capito] at another session of Congress, and that the contestgrew sosharp 
and severe at the close of the last Congress that the leading attorney 
representing these men went insane and died here from the disappoint- 
ment caused by Senator Lapham contesting the case and carrying it to 
a point that under the rule the bill was defeated. Is not that so? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; and I call upon the gentle- 
man to give the name of the man who said there were $100,000 here for 
that purpose. And let me tell the gentleman the man did not die in- 
sane. He died in the bath-house opposite the Riggs House taking a 
Turkish bath, and he was as sane before he entered the bath-room as 
the gentleman from New York. There has never been in either Chamber 
of the American Congress a representative of Iowa who did not stand 
up at the behest of his own conscience and the demands of the farmers 
who have been robbed of their homes to favor this legislation, and if 
there has been any fund raised here in the interest of this legislation 
it has been from sources that could afford to raise it, and the representa- 
tives of Iowa are ignorant of it, and will be pleased to have the gentle- 
man from New York give the name of his informant. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman from New York indulge me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Not at present. I can only deal with one at a time. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] misapprehends me. I 
did not state or suggest that any fund was raised to meet this contest. 
I stated what I believed to be well known, that in a previous Congress 
to meet the general contest in the courts and the expense of pressing 
through a bill here a large fund was raised, something like $100,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not the gentleman know that a member of 
this House from an Eastern State was expelled years ago for having re- 
ceived a bribe in connection with this very matter? 

Mr. PARKER. That I leave the gentleman to settle with the gen- 
tleman he attacks. I do not know his name or the circumstances. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Tell us all about the fund. 

Mr. HOLMES. How about the $1,000 that was confessed by the 
company as having been used by them for the purpose of furthering the 

of the navigation bill through Congre%? 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
sume their seats. 

Mr. PARKER. I shall not object to these interruptions, as I wish to 
convince the House there is something here that needs their attention. 

The SPEAKER. It is important to have order in the House. Gen- 
tlemen will resume their seats. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection, as I have said, to 
these interruptions, as they show to the Houss there is a controversy 
in this matter which has two sides to it. The excellent gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has put this forward here as though it 
were a railroad bill, a bill carrying the right of the committee to claim 
the attention of the House whenever it sees fit. He has reported the 
bill this morning, and places it on its immediate passage. This is a 


Gentlemen will re- 
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Senate bill. I suppose it has been considered in the committee of the 


ouse, 

Mr. PAYSON. It has, and it is unanimously reported by that com- 
mittee with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PARKER. Therefore I wished to satisfy the House there was a 
matter of here; and those who care to look the matter up 
should have an opportunity to do so, if they desire, before the vote is 
taken, The manner in which my friends from Iowa come forward in 
defense of the Des Moines settlers and the interests they represent will 
suggest there is a controversy here that really and fairly demands the 
attention of the House, 

Now, a few words as to this bill. Afterproviding that all the lands 
improperly certified—without other specification—shall be declared to 
be public lists of the United States, the bill says: 


S- ee That the claims of all persons who with intent in good faith 
to obtain e thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 
States entered or remained upon any tract of said land prior to January, 1830, 
not exceeding 160 acres, are confirmed and made valid in them, their 
heirs, or their assigns, 

That is, however they went upon these lands, and whoever those lands 
belonged to, whether they belonged to the navigation company or 
whether they belonged to the United States, if they went or remained 
upon these lands, not exceeding 160 acres, they are confirmed, and their 
title is made valid. Is this the method of those who are only seeking 
their rights in good faith? 

Again they say: 

Provided further, That the titles of all bona fide claimants under color of title 
from the State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, 
which do not come in conflict with the persons who, with intent in faith 
to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of United 
States, settled upon said lands prior to January, 1890, are confirmed and made 


Here are two classes of landholders, merely in possession, whose 
titles are to be confirmed and made valid as against the decisions of the 

so far as that can be done by this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield there a moment? 

Mr. PARKER, Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is not the gentleman himself in favor of that proviso 
which he has just read? 

Mr. PARKER. Perhaps that should be adopted if the other is. 

Mr. PAYSON. But, in any event, is not the gentleman himself in 
favor of that proviso ? 

Mr. PARKER. Iam opposed to the whole bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. PARKER. My answer covers the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will permit me a word, that pro- 
vision is intended as a confirmation of title to the grantees of the parties 
whom the gentleman from New York represents upon this floor, and it 
makes the confirmation in express terms. 

Mr. PARKER. It is not in any wise satisfactory to the grantees or 
to any of the parties who have any interest under this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON, It is satisfactory to Mr. Litchfield and his attorney, 
Mr. Martindale. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not know whether Mr. Litchfield is satisfied 
with this billor not. I never saw him. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, I can tell you that he is not. 

Mr. PARKER. But Ido know that parties who reside in my district, 
who put their money into the Des Moines River improvement, who un- 
derstood that they bought lands and paid for them, and received all 
the title that could be given, yet who, when they visit there, are not 
able to go upon their own lands on account of the rifles that are pointed 
at them—I know that they do not want this proviso, which would 
take their lands and give them to people who were at first merely squat- 
ters, who have continued in that character from that time to this, and 
to whose titles this legislation seeks to give validity as against the re- 

ted decisions of the courts. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] 
please inform the House whether the Des Moines Navigation Company, 
or the gentlemen claiming to own these lands, did ever improve the 
navigation of the Des Moines River to the extent of one foot or ever 
gave the people of Iowa one cent of real value for these lands? That 
is the real question before us and that is what this House wants to know. 

Mr. PARKER. I understand that the settlement and adjustment 
entered into by the State of Iowa recognized the fact that they had 
made improvement, so that they were entitled to be paid and were paid 
accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMES. The gentleman knows that that was without any 
action by Congress and in violation of the act of Congress. 

Mr. PARKER. Was it not done by the State of Iowa? 

Mr. HOLMES. True; but what has that to do with the action of 
Congress? 

Mr. PARKER. Are you here denouncing your own State in the 
interest of these Des Moines settlers? 

Mr. HOLMES. Our State has repeatedly asked of Congress action 
Ar this matter which would go far beyond anything contained in this 

ill. 

Mr. PARKER. Has the State of Iowa been corrupt in its action? 


Mr. HOLMES. No, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. Then stand by what it did, and do as you agreed 
to do, and not come here with a proposition based upon a-local political 
clamor and ask to have the repeated decisions of the courts overturned. 

Mr. HOLMES. If any officer of the State of Iowa, or any other per- 
son, was corrupted I do not stand by him or by that action; but I say 
again that the people of my State have repeatedly asked Congress to 
grant relief going far beyond that which is provided in this bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I have now reached a point where the 
representation of the district to which this bill relates treats the matter 
with ble and ul consideration. That is certainly some- 
thing gained. [Laughter.] This bill was sprung upon us this morn- 
ing without notice or any expectation that it would be here. The re- 
port of the committee came into my hands only three or four days ago, 
and no one had a right to expect that the bill would be up for discussion 
at this time. It covers a vast field, as every lawyer will see who gives 
the subject any attention. I have not looked at the points involved or 
refreshed my mind in regard to them for more than a year, and I have 
never before had occasion to debate them. For these reasons, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that in fairness this bill should be postponed 
until it can receive more deliberate consideration, and that we should 
not have it driven through under the previous question here this morn- 
ing when we are waiting for more important business. 

Mr. PAYSON. A single word, Mr. Speaker, with reference to tho 
statement just made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] 
as to this bill hea hastily sprung upon the House. The report was 
submitted to the House on the 13th day of February; therefore it has 
been in the hands of members for eleven days. 

As to the other point, that the State of Iowa has been acting improp- 
erly in reference to this matter, let me say that the State of Iowa has 
never, either directly,or indirectly, recognized the claims of the Des 
Moines Navigation Company to an acre of this land above the mouth 
of the Raccoon Fork. There never has been even an indirect recognition 
on the part of the State of Iowa of the Hehi of that company to an acre 
of that land above that point. In fact, the deed under which the navi- 
gation company claims is in form only a quitclaim deed, and only pur- 
ports to convey to the navigation company the lands which were granted 
to the State of Iowa, and, as I said before, the Supreme Court has de- 
cided that the lands which were granted to the State of Iowa are those 
below the forks. 

In addition to that, when the settlement known as the Harvey set- 
tlement, to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] has 
referred, was made, the claims of the navigation company never en- 
tered into consideration, directly or indirectly; and when the act of 1861 
was passed validating the titles and forbidding trespass upon these 
lands, the debates both in this House and in the Senate show that all 
the parties who were then contemplated by that validation were those 
who were purchasers from the State of Iowa to the amount of 55,000 
acres of land, upon which they were then settled. It was only when 
ingenious lawyers came into the case, and when, with the promise of a 
fee and the hope of reward, a construction was placed upon that act 
extending the terms of the deed of 1858—it was then for the first time 
that the claim was presented in behalf of the navigation company 
that they had a right to these lands above the forks, upon which settlers 
had gone, many of them holding the patents of the Government of the 
United States for twenty-five years past. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In some cases for thirty years. 

Mr. PAYSON. Some of those settlers have had the patents of this 
Government for thirty years, as I am informed by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], and, as the records in our committee-room 
show, others have had such patents for twenty-five years, and have been 
resting there in fancied security as against the claims now represented 
on this floor by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. What legislation of this kind do men want who have 
been in ion of the land and have held patents for it from the 
United States for a quarter of a century? What reason is there why 
they should want any legislation of this kind? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is easy enough to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, but to do it I shall have to sing the same old song over again. 

Mr. PARKER. I have heard it a good many times. 

Mr. PAYSON. The reason is that whenever their entries were rec- 
ognized by the local land office, the lands having been in a state of 
reservation“ under the action of the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Stuart, the courts would not recognize the right of pre-emption or home- 
stead settlement upon them, 

And the gentleman from New York knows as well as I know that 
when a patent is issued by the Secretary of the Interior and signed by 
the President in a case where those officers have no authority to act it 
is absolutely void. Every lawyer knows that in such a case the patent 
is not worth the paper on which it is written. 

Mr. PARKER. Then the very patents which you boast these men 
have held for twenty-five years are not worth the paper on which they 
are written. 

Mr. PAYSON. Theyare not. But these men being in possession of 
this land as bona fide settlers under the public-land laws, this bill will 
sweep away the cobweb which is technically in the way of their per- 
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fecting their titles, and will give them a standing which the courts will 
be bound to recognize. 

Now, if any gentleman desires to ask any question 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
some of these poor people who have had their patents for twenty-five 
years have absolutely in a state of sickness and destitution been thrown 
out in the inclement Iowa winter. They now come here and simply 
ask the privilege of going into the courts to show that they have a bona 
fide title to the lands on which they have been settled for years and 
have raised their families. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to 
yield me one minute. 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to say that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] must certainly be in error as to these people being ‘‘ thrown 
out;’’ for I am told that the Settlers’ Union prevents by force of arms 
any owner or agent of an owner from going upon those lands. 

Ar. WEAVER, of Iowa. Not at all. The Settlers’ Union is not for 
that purpose. It is simply for the purpose of having their case prop- 
erly presented to Congress and asking for relief where they have aright 
under the law to ask it. ’ 

Mr. PARKER. If that is their legitimate purpose, I must say that 
they have their case presented here with superior energy. 

Mr.STRUBLE. In the statement just made by the gentleman from 
New York as to the course of the Settlers’ Union, he is just as much 
mistaken as he was in saying that $100,000 had been raised by these 
poor fellows, who, in some cases, have had to borrow money on which 
to subsist till the next year. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman state to me the amount they did 
raise? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me say to the gentleman from 
New York, in reference to the ‘‘ energy’’ with which the case of these 
people is presented, that it is an energy which finds its birth in rea- 
sons that ought to touch the heart of every lawmaker in this Hall. 

Mr. PARKER. I have no doubt the gentleman so regards it. There 
is a home political influence behind it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Nono, sir. 5 

Mr. PARKER. Now, do not use up any more of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is used up already. You are now 


talking by the courtesy of the House, as I am. 
Mr. PARKER. Exactly; and I always receive the courtesy of the 
House. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And always will. 

Mr, PARKER. Thank you. Now, I wish merely to say one word 
more. The litigation which this bill 53 to authorize, instead of 
giving these men any rights that will be permanent or will inhere ina 
permanent title, simply places these parties where, with their attorneys 
ahead of them, they can occupy two or three years more in getting a 
case to the Supreme Court of the United States and then waiting three 
years more till the case is reached, thus giving them five or six years 
of ‘‘breathing-spell.’? In the mean time, the men who really own the 
land will be compelled to pay the taxes upon it, while these people will 
occupy the lands, have the benefit of the crops, and be able to divide the 

roceeds with their attorneys, matters going on as they have gone on. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The payment of the taxes is all that 
is done by these non-occupying claimants. Now, will the gentleman 
from New York allow me a single question? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not yield further. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is a great deal said about at- 
torneys’ fees and political influence.“ What political influence“ 
touches the gentleman from New York in this matter? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] insists 
on his right to the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
answer that question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly; I will do so with a great deal of pleasure, 
if the gentleman from Illinois will give me half a minute. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me fora ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield tothe gentleman from New York [Mr. PAR- 
KER] that he may answer the question of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON ]. 

Mr. PARKER. I will very cheerfally state in reply to my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that the parties whom I represent are 
named Chapman and reside in Morristown, in my district. They, with 
others—and they especially—put a large amount of money, under the 
laws of the United States and in accordance with the request of the 
State of Iowa, in this Des Moines River improvement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then they are moneyed men. 
par PARKER. They are constituents of mine, and I appear for 

em. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And they have political influence” 
in your district. 

Mr. PARKER. Some. [Laughter.] Al respectable men have 
political influence. 
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Will the gentleman from New York 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why did you not put that in before? 

Mr. PARKER. You kept asking questions. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Those poor Des Moines River people, have they 
influence?“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not one of those men is in my district. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] yielded 
one half minute to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER], and 
it has expired, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman did not get his half 
minute. I can certify to that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit to the rules of the House, 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pareet ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair; and 

A bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Hat- 
field, deceased. 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Military Affairs asks unani- 
mous consent to sit during the session of the House for the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEWIS J. TRASPER. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 3316) for the relief of Lewis J. 
Trasper was improperly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
It provides for removing the charge of desertion from the military rec- 
ord of a soldier, and should have been referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RETIRED-LIST, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the following resolution with a substitute therefor: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the annual appropriation for the payment of the retired-list of the 
United States Navy for the year 1885 amounted to the sum of $797,880, and 


for the fiscal year 1886 amounted to $797,880, and whereas it is alleged that quite 
a number of the officers now on the ret -list of the Na 


a full and apres gt list of officers now on the retired-list of the Nav: 
ive rank or relative rank, annual pay and allowances, and the specific 
reasons or grounds upon which they were placed upon the retired-list, 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Whereas the annual N eg pate for the payment of the retired-list of the 
United States Navy for the fiscal year 1885 amounted to the sum of $797,880, and 
for the fiscal year 1886 amounted to $797,880; 

And whereas it is alleged that a number of the officers now on the retired-list 
of the Navy were p there for reasons other than having arrived at the age 
of sixty-two years, or on account of wounds, injuries, or disabilities received or 
incurred in the line of their legitimate official duties: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of resentatives, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested, and is hereby directed, to transmit to the House of Representatives 
a full and complete list of the officers now on the retired-list of the Navy, with 
their respective rank orrelative rank, annual pay and allowances, and the spe- 

reasons or grounds upon which they were p upon the retired-list. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move the adoption of the substitute. 
The substitute was adopted; and the resolution as amended was agreed 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE SILVER QUESTION. 

Mr. JAMES. Task by unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 
providing for the consideration of House bill 5690, for the coinage of sil- 
ver and other p 
Mr. MORRISON, I demand the regular order of business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The regular order of business is the calling of stand- 
ing and select committees for reports. 


to 
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ESTATES OF DECEASED KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 710) to provide for the settlement of theestates 
of deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ANNIN. 

Mr. P from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to 
Henry Annin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PHILLIP DEVEMER. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension 
to Phillip Devemer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWARD L. HILL. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward L. Hill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN s. WOLVERTON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5336) granting a pension to ja- 
min 8. Wolverton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, 

NOAH HOFFMAN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah 
Pinan: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY B. HOLMES. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Holmes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

EMILINE CRAWFORD. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Emiline 
Crawford; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole Houseon 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. SMITH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the ion of 
George W. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 731) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Heister; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5312) granting arrears of pension to Hugh 
O'Neill; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Carter W. 
Tiller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

be printed. 
MARGARET E. COCHRAN. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Mar- 

` garet E. Cochran; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
HENRIETTA FISHER. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3954) ting a pension to Hen- 
rietta Fisher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


HENRY s. COHN. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 909, a bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief 
of Henry S. Cohn; which was read s first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 909, by unanimous consent, was laid on the table. 


SARAH ANN MURPHY. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Sarah 


Ann Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN PENNINGTON. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension 
to John Pennington; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. HUNTER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2797) granting a 
pension to John L. Hunter; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE WELLS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with'favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2791) granting an 
increase of ion to George Wells; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAYTON E. ROGERS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2804) granting a 
pension to Clayton E. FA . which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRUNER D. HYATT. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2798) granting a 
pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. LOVELL. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2802) granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Lovell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOEL D. MONROE. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief 
of Joel D. Monroe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WINANS, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2795) for the relief of William Wall; and 

A bill (H. R. 2794) for the relief of John F. Kellogg. 

HARRIET M. LARRABEE. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4516) granting a 
pension to Harriet M. Larrabee; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ZEBA S. AYER, 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5277) granting a 
pos to Zeba S. Ayer; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
ports printed, namely: 
A bill (H. R. 3451) granting a pension to Denis Carty; and 
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A bill (H. R. 4390) to pay Evelyn M. Lovejoy, widow of Daniel W. 
Lovejoy, late of Company C, Ninth Vermont Volunteers, the sum men- 
tioned. 


4 JAMES CARROLL. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4642) granting a 

ion to James Carroll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. BRIDGET SMITH. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4070) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of Patrick J. Smith; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. M’CALL. 


Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4632) granting 
ere dee eee which was referred to the i 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY HASTINGS, x 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Hastings; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

: MARGARET KEARNS. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1543) granting 
a pension to Margaret Kearns; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief 
of John Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

AGNES RENZ. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4592) gran: a 

msion to Agnes Renz; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr, PINDAR, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was di from further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1609) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

FARAN & MLEAN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1776) for the re- 
lief of Faran & McLean; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
reported, asa substitute for H. R. 148, a bill (H. R. 5883) forfeiting cer- 
tain lands granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company of Cali- 
fornia by section 18 of the act of Congtess approved July 27, A. D. 1866; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 148) was laid on the table. 

Mr. VAN EATON obtained unanimous consent to submit the views 
of the minority, to be printed with the report of the majority. 

LAND DISTRICTS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2823) to create two ad- 
ditional land districts in Dakota and to define the boundaries of the 
Deadwood district; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Mar- 


garet D. Marchand; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | Gene 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ELIAS SHEADS. 
Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5438) for the re- 
lief of Elias Sheads; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH K. GALLAGHER. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3627) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late colonel of the Eleventh Regiment 


Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. STEWART. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 4249, a bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pen- 
sion of John A. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 


with the ecm EP ing report, ordered to be printed. 
The bill (H. 4249) was laid on the table. 


SARAH M. SHEARER. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief 
of Sarah M. Shearer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 


Mr. STONE, ofKentucky, by unanimous consent, submitted the views 
of the minority of the Committee on War Claims upon the bill (II. R. 
940) for the benefit of John M. Higgins, heretofore reported by that 
committee; and they were ordered to be printed with the report of the 


majority. 
IDAHO AND WASHINGTON TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER, The hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule begins at ten minutes to 2 o’clock. When the hour expired yes- 
terday there was under consideration a bill called up by the Committee 
on Territories, the title of which will be read. 

The clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of Idaho to Washington 
Territory. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on the adoption of the second 
amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Washington Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 


The Committee on Railways and Canals was called. 

Mr. MURPHY. I am instructed by the Committee on Railways and 
Canals to call up the bill (H. R. 5869) to provide for the acceptance hy 
the United States of the proposed grant of the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, and all its appurtenances, from the State of Illinois, and for the 
construction of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal. I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of this bill, as it involves an ap- 
propriation. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill H. R. 5869, which is as follows: 


Whereas the General Assembly of the State of Illinois has passed an act pro- 
viding, among other things, that the Illinois and Michigan Canal, in said State, 
its right of way, and all „ and all right, title, and interest which 
the State may haveinany estate heretofore ceded to the State by the United 
States for canal purposes, should be ceded to the United States on the conditions 
and for the purposes named in said act; and 

Whereas said act, approved April 28, 1852, was submitted to a vote of the peo- 
ple of said State ata general election held in November, 1582, in pursuance of 
said act and as required by the constitution of said State, at which election said 
act was approved by a majority of all the votes polled at such election, and 
proclamation thereof duly made by the governor of said State; and 

hare 5 Assembly of said State has not withdrawn or revoked 
sal an 

ereas the interests of commerce require that said canal shall be owned, en- 
larged, and controlled by the Government of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate i 


and House of the United States of 
— in Congress nt ot way, and 
a 


struct a canal from llinois River, at or near the town of Hennepin, in the 
State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, at or above the mouth of Rock Ri 

in said State; and also a branch canal or feeder from said Rock River to the 
. Said canal and ch canal or feeder shall be known 


ois and Mississippi River Canal, and shall be constructed on such 
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route as has been heretofore surveyed by the Secretary of War in pursuance of 
the provisions of the act of Congress passed August 2, 1882, and entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,“ known as the Rock Island 
or Rock River route in said survey. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to secure the 
right of way — such aon and branch, to soau the title to ara lode as may 

5 y agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, 
if it can be done on seein ed ti terms; but if that shall be found impracticable, 
then the Secretary of War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district court 
of the United States for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at 
any general or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United 
States institute and carry on proceedings to con 
essary for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall 
be governed by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be ap- 
plicable to the — * of condemning private property for public use. 

uc. 4. That said canal or feeder shall be 80 feet wide at the water line and 7 
feet deep, the locks 170 feet in length and 30 feet in width, and with a capacity 
for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste-weirs, locks, lock- 
houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures that may be neces- 
sary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and branch as in 
said survey. 

S. 5. That the Secretary of War shall cause said work to be commenced as 
soon as practicable, and within six months after this act goes into effect; and 
he shall cause said work to be constructed in accordance with the provisions of 
section 4 of this act, and of 1 and substantial materials and in good, 
workmanlike manner: , That Congress may at any time regulate, fix, 
and — the tolls and charges to be imposed upon said improvement when 
completed. 

— 55 6. That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any mo: in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
priated, to carry into effect the provisions of this act relating to the canal con- 
necting the Illinois River, at or near the town of Hennepin, with the Missis- 
sippi River, at or above the mouth of Rock River. 


Mr. MURPHY addressed the committee for some time, when 

The CHAIRMAN (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) announced 
that the hour for the consideration of bills had expired, and under the 
rule the committee would now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5869) to provide for the acceptance by the United States of 
the proposed grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its ap- 
purtenances, from the State of Illinois, and for the construction of the 
Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEBATE ON COINAGE BILL. 


Mr. JAMES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures to ask unanimous consent for the consideration and adop- 
tion of the resolution which I sent to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, March 2, after the hour for the consideration of bills, 
the House proceed to the consideration of House bill No. for the coinage of 
silver, and other pu „and that said bill be consid from day to day 


until disposed of, not interfering with revenue and general appropriation bills, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make an inquiry. If that resolution is 
adopted, when that day is reached will not this order exclude all other 
8 except revenue and appropriation bills until the close of the 
session ? 

The SPEAKER. If it is called up it will. 

Mr. BURROWS. If called up it will close out all other bills during 
the session except revenue and appropriation bills. 

Mr. JAMES. It is the intention of the committee, after the discus- 
sion has gone on for some days, to give notice that the previous question 
will be moved so as to close the debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the House may not order the previous ques- 
tion. Unless the order can be limited to some time I shall have to 
object. 

Mr. JAMES. We have no objection to limiting the time if such is 
the wish of the House. It is a question which the House wants to con- 
sider. The committee have come unanimously to the conclusion that 
it is desirable to follow the course indicated inthe resolution, and have 
directed me to ask its adoption. But if the House desires to limit the 
time it can do so. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. COLE. I object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a bill for reference. I ask it at this time because a bill upona 
kindred subject, the erection of a public building, is now pending be- 
fore a committee of Congress, and I desire that this bill may be con- 
sidered at the same time, as antagonizing the propositions contained 
in the other bill. 

Mr, BEACH. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. A great many 
other gentlemen have similar bills, and we can not give consent to one 
gentleman without giving it to all. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection to the resolution 
presented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. STEELE. I shall object, Mr. Speaker, unless the time is fixed 
for closing the debate, 

Mr. JAMES. We will take one week, then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] pro- 


emn such lands as may be ne- 


poses to modify the resolution submitted by him this morning so as to 

continue the consideration of the bill in question for one week. With 

that modification of the resolution is there still objection ? 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRISON, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of bills for raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hasmronp). The House is now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering revenue bills. The 
Clerk will report the unfinished business, é 

The unfinished business was a bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the tax- 
ation of fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, this bill was called up on 
the 19th of January, if I remember rightly, and about twenty minutes 
devoted to its consideration, when an amendment was offered provid- 
ing for the payment of any tax assessed in standard silver dollars, 
That amendment was considered from time to time for a week or two, 
but nothing was said in regard to the merits of the bill. The amend- 
ment was out of order, but the point was not made, as certain gentle- 
ne 2 to submit observations upon the propriety of repealing tho 

an 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be proper for the Chair to state to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] that he himself occupied 
thirty minutes in the discussion of this bill when he had the floor be- 
fore and has but thirty minutes remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am aware of that, and I 
would not claim the attention of the House now but for the fact that 
when this bill was called up before it was in the evening, and there 
were but few members present. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House to the provisions of 
this bill, its origin and its p and to show, if I can, that the de- 
sired object can be accomplished without doing the injustice to a great 
industry which the bill will do if passed just as it is reported by the 
committee. 

I do not care to go into a discussion of the whisky business in detail 
or to give a history of distilling or to enumerate the different kinds 
and brands of whisky, nor shall I seek to entertain the House by re- 
viewing the history of revenue legislation in this country; but a few 
words with reference to the taxation of distilled spirits are absolutely 
necessary that the effect of this bill may be clearly understood. 

As you are all aware, a great part of the revenue of this nation is 
raised by a tax on distilled spirits. You are also aware that contrary 
to the usage in reference to every other article that is taxed, and con- 

to the usage of every other nation, the tax upon this article is col- 
lected before the article goes into consumption. You are also aware 
are the tax levied is 600 per cent. more than the original cost of the 
spirits. 

The amount of the tax due is determined by a gauge of the distilled 
spirits taken as soon as the spirits are drawn off from the distillery cis- 
terns. The amount ascertained to be in each barrel is taxed 90 cents 
per proof gallon. A law passed some fifteen years ago provided that 
wherever in gauging the contents of a barrel it was ascertained that 
there was more than a half-gallon in excess of the number of full gal- 
lons that fraction of a gallon should be taxed as a whole gallon, while 
if the fraction was less than half a gallon no account should be taken 
of it; in other words, it was to be exempt from taxation. 

That provision was adopted for the purpose of securing thoroughly 
fair play between the Government and the distiller. It was presumed 
that there would be about as many fractions over the half-gallon as 
under, and that therefore this arrangement would be fair to both the 
Government and the distiller. In practical experience, however, it 
was ascertained that the distiller was enabled to bring the fraction be- 
neath the half-gallon every time, and thereby to exempt the fraction 
in every case from taxation. 

You may ask, Why should the distiller not be taxed for that half- 
gallon?” So he ought, if he gets the half-gallon; so he ought, if he 
has any use of the half-gallon; so he ought, if he is able to sell the half- 
gallon; so he ought, if anything short of omnipresence could find the 
half-gallon. But the fact is that the distiller does not receive, does not 
use, does not sellthathalf-gallon. It is absolutely lost to him; and it is 
neither the plan nor the purpose of this Government, nor is it honest, 
to tax a man for that which he does not have, can not use, and can not 
sell. Such is the policy of the Government. In view of that fact the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue declined to ask Congress to provide 
for taxing that odd half-gallon for the reason that every distiller in the 
country loses much more than the half-gallon on each barrel of spirits 
he produces. In other words, when the distilled spirits are drawn off 
by a Government and put into barrels the loss by soakage and 
leakage always ex half a gallon. I have here a statement from 

rominent distillers and handlers of distilled spirits, showing that the 
oss in handling these goods, in taking them to the rectifying-house 
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and putting them upon the market, is not half a gallon, which would 
be a little more than 1 per cent. of the contents of a barrel, but is in 
fact 34 per cent. 8 

Therefore the Commissioner of Internal Revenue recoguized that it 

was not just to tax the distiller for this fraction, because it is not the 

urpose of the Government to tax him for more than he puts into the 
— 5 and is enabled to take to the warehouse and sell and deliver to 
the purchaser. Every man here must see that to tax the distiller on 
what he does not get is palpably unjust; and it is against this injustice 
that I am bearing my testimony now. I do not ask on behalf of any 
distiller in my district or in this country that he shall be exempted 
from paying tax to the last poor scruple upon every gill of distilled 
spirits which he gets and handles and controls. Recognizing the justice 
or this allowance to the distiller, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
has not asked until recently that Congress interpose any legislation 
against this allowance of the fraction of a gallon. 

Upon this subject I must necessarily repeat some things I said on a 
previous day, since a great many are here now who were not then pres- 
ent. In 1881, in what was known as the Carlisle bill, we authorized 
that which was not theretofore permitted, the drawing of distilled spirits 
in packages of 10 gallons. What has been the result? Some distillers 
have availed themselves of the opportunity to get the advantage of the 
half-gallon on that small package. While this was fuirly against the 
spirit of the law, it was not against its letter. But there has arisen 
this abuse of claiming the fraction on the 10-gallon packages, and it is 
this abuse the Internal Revenue Department seeks to correct. It does 
not seek to work an injustice; it does not seek to take away the small 
measure of justice which resulted from the passage of the law as it 
stood prior to 1881, as it has stood for fifteen years, and as it stands to- 
day. Now gentlemen will readily see that if by an amendment we 
can correct this abuse and thereby save to the distillers and those in- 
terested in every part of the country, the protection resulting from a 
just provision of law, it ought to be done. 

But some one says to me, Why is it that the Committee on Ways and 
Means has reported unanimously this bill without the amendment ?’’ 
Well, to quote Scripture, I might say to the committee, Le did run 
well; who did hinder you?’ Who knew that sucha bill was pending 
before the Ways and Means Committee? Who that was interested in 
this matter had any information about it one way or the other? No 
man on this floor interested in resisting the unjust feature of this bill— 
not intended to be unjust, of course, but none the less unjust in its 
practical operation—knew anything about this measure before it was 
reported? If to-day this bill were pending before the Ways and 
Means Committee there would be, in my humble judgment, no diffi- 
culty in reaching a just measure which would correct the abuse as I 
propose to correct it, or otherwise, and at the same time, preserve to 
the distillers the measure of justice which the law as it now stands 
secures to them. 

Let me call attention to another matter: I have been speaking of the 
effect of this bill as it relates to what is known as high-wine distillers 
In Kentucky and other localities they make what is known us Bourbon 
whisky. It is a table beverage. That kind of spirit, that is, the Bour- 
bon whisky, is prepared for market by aging; in other words, it isdrawn 
from the still, taken into the warehouse, and there, by aging, the fusel 
oil passes off and the liquor becomes what connoisseurs call mellow“ 
and full of cheer. Now in view of the fact that the distillersof Bourbon 
whisky lose largely in the process of aging, what did Congress do as a 
measure of even-handed justice? By a measure for which four out of 
every five members of the House voted it was provided that the dis- 
tillers should be allowed upon spirits stored in a distillery warehouse 
1 gallon for every sixty days up to three years, the greatest allowance 
being 7} gallons, That measure was just and right, because the distill- 
ers sustained the loss. Now the people who make high wines ask for 
a similar measure of justice, but justice in a smaller d 

I only ask in behalf of my constituents and the distillers of this coun- 
try that while correcting the abuse they do not do a great wrong to that 
industry. Iam aware there are some in the House who think it is a 

thing to kick the business whereverthere isanopportunity. This 
is a business transaction. It is the great Government of the United 
States dealing with an industry that has paid into the coffers of the 
country hundreds of millions of dollars. It isa question of dealing with 
it fairly, justly, and not having our judgments perverted or diverted by 
reason of the fact that we are dealing with distilled spirits. 

I have talked, Mr. Chairman, not with the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, but with the acting commissioner and Mr. Cushing, both re- 
liable men. They have not had time to consider the proposition I have 
submitted in reference to correcting the abuse I am speaking of, and 
which resulted from the use of the 10-gallon packages. You will ob- 
serve that the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in his 
report suggests the Government loses $200,000 a year on these frac- 
tioual half-gallons. Why, certainly, theoretically it does; and if we 
should tax them on a gallon and a half more than they get there will 
be that much additional revenue placed in the coffers of the nation, but 
it would be an unjust exaction. All I complain of is, you are taxing 
what the distiller does not get. There is not a distiller in America, I 
do not care who or where, but knows and will testify tothe House that 
he loses more than the fraction of a gallon now exempt from tax. 


To do away with this abuse I shall offer, Mr. Chairman, and shall 
consider for a momentthisamendment. Iam perfectly aware that the 
House has not had the opportunity, and probably will not have the 
opportunity, to consider this question as fully and carefully as it de- 
serves; but the amendment I offer not only puts us back to the old law, 
where there was no chance for fraud, but it goes beyond it for abundant 
security. Whereas the old law, before the distillers were permitted to 
use 10-gallon packages, authorized them to use 20-gallon 
have by this amendment remitted them to 30-gallon casks. In other 
words, in drawing off spirits that they shall not be drawn off in any 
cask or package containing less than 30 gallons. I will read the amend- 
ment. I hold in my hand the statute which provided that distilled 
spirits should be drawn off under the supervision of the ganger—that 
is, under the supervision of the Government—in packages of not less 
than 20 wine-gallons’ capacity. 3 

We subsequently modified the law with a view to promoting the 
South American trade. By the modification which was embodied in 
the Carlisle bill we authorized distillers to draw off into 10-gallon pack- 
ages. I am not clear the South American trade amounted to a great 
deal; whether it did or not Ido not know, butatall events, in orderthat 
there may be no ground for the Committee on Ways and Means to 
stand upon, in order that the abuse at which they aim in this bill may 
be corrected, and at the same time no wrong done to those engaged in 
this industry, I offer this amendment which I will read. I propose to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following. I beg the attention of gentlemen tosee whether or not, and 
I call the attention of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
to it—whether or not this does not correct the abuse, while retaining 
tothe distillers the right to which they are entitled and which they have 
been enjoying for fifteen years. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ SECTION 1. That section 5 of the act entitled an act to amend the laws in re- 
lation to internal revenue, approved May 28, 1880, be amended by striking out 


the word ‘ten,’ wherever the same occurs in said section, and inserting in lieu 
of it ‘thirty.’” 


So the section will read—and I beg the attention of the House to it: 


All distilled spirits shall be drawn from the receiving cistern into casks or 
of not less capacity than 30 wine gallons, &c. 


The law is now 10. It was, prior to the Carlisle bill, 20. I have 
made it 30, so out of abundant caution there may be no chance for any 
suggestion even of fraud on the revenue. 

This section fixes the size of the casks. What is the result? Instead 
of the bill, as proposed, compelling distillers to pay on spirits that do 
not exist in tangible shape, that they can not use, never sell; in other 
words, instead of doing these mena rank injustice, it does them justice 
while it provides for doing justice to the Government. The section 
which provides for taxing fractional parts of a gallon is section 3251 
Revised Statutes, which simply provides, in drawing off into casks or 
packages, wherever a fraction of a gallon exceeds one-half it shall be 
taxed as a whole gallon. 

Wherever the fractional part of agallon is less than one-half it shall 
be exempt from taxation. Now, there being au absolute loss to the dis- 
tillers of the fraction which 1s exempt, and I have heard no testimony 
to the contrary, it is simply absurd to say that the distiller gets a half- 
gallon of spirits upon which heevades paymentof tax. Theoretically 
he gets the fraction, practically he does not, and it is at present exempt 
from tax because he does not get it. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another amendment proposed by the distillers, 
and to which I think the consideration of the Internal Revenue De- 
partment has been called. The loss to distillers by soakage, &c., is as- 
certained to exceed 1 per cent. of the contents of each barrel. The 
amendment, and it might be more acceptable to the honorable gentlemen 
in charge of this bill, provides for allowing the exemption of fractional 
part of a gallon as now authorized by law, provided such allowance in 
no case exceeds 1 per cent. of the wine-gallon contents of the package. 

If that be more satisfactory, lam content with it. But I am here to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that an abuse against the 
spirit, not the letter ofthe law, but against its spirit, can be corrected, 
and in a very simple way, without doing a great wrong, and I hope it 
may please our friends upon the committee to adopt it. I submit to 
my honorable friend from Illinois whether or not it does not accom- 
plish precisely what he desires to accomplish, and what the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue desired to accomplish when he suggested 
the measure to the House, or rather to the committee. 

One word further, Mr. Chairman, and I will yield to my friend from 
Illinois. In talking with the Internal Revenue Department, I find that 
the complaints which have called the attention of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to the necessity for legislative action in this matter 
grew out of the use, or rather the abuse, of the 10-gallon-package sys- 
tem. Nobody, so far as I am informed, hinted that the exemption of 
a fraction under a half-gallon was unjust when applied to the barrel 
package, or that the allowance more than covered the actual loss the 
distiller sustained. Now, again let me say that I hope my honorable 
friends upon the committee will be content toaccept the remedy I pro- 
pose, which permits no injustice to the Government and accomplishes 
all that is, or at least all that is sought to be, accomplished—that is, to 


1750 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


oes i a SG Oe a A ð j ee A ee a — es 


FEBRUARY 24, 


correct an abuse. Other gentlemen desire to be heard, and therefore 
I will for the present yield the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Sympson, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had with- 
out amendments a bill and joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives of the fo! titles, oe $ 

A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administra- 
trix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds to supply plants and shrubs to fill certain 
vases in the Pension building. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, 
a bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and to change their names and locations. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was req namely: 

A bill (S. K giving a military record to Thomas Miller; 

A bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant the right of 
way for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 333) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the 
public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; and 

A bill (S. 1634) authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant permission to one or more officers of the Army to accept temporary 
service under the Government of Corea. 


TAX ON FRACTIONAL PARTS OF GALLON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read the report 
accompanying this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Under existing laws any fractional pus of a gallon of ea rits amount- 
or 


i 
oe be taxed asa gallon, 
and any fractional part of a gallon less than one-half gallon in any cask or 


would balance each other. 
In practice it has occurred that the tax-payer, to avail himself of the advan- 
used small with frac- 


which go untaxed exceed those w year, en- 
tailing a loss in the collection of this tax of a sum estimated to exceed $200,000, 
and aide much to the cost of collecting the revenue. 

To remedy these and other and to secure a better collection of the rev- 
enue, your committee report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee just 
read states with substantial accuracy the purpose of the bill under con- 
sideration. Its en sn is to compel payment at the time fixed by law, 
and at the rate fixed by law, on all distilled spirits made and removed 
or taken away from the distillery warehouse and out of the control of 
the Government by the owner. During the first six years of the exist- 
ence of this law putting a tax on distilled spirits, or from 1862 to 1868, 
in which time of six years the tax was sometimes as high as $2 and at 
others as low as 20 cents per gallon, the tax was collected directly in 
money, 

We had not then adopted the method of collecting the tax through 
the stamp system. Then the spirits were gauged, which is another 
name for measuring, the quantity ascertained, and the tax paſd at the 
rate per on or parts of a gallon fixed by the law. In 1868 the tax 
was fixed at 50 cents per gallon, and the system of collecting through 
the stamp system adopted. It being impracticable to have a stamp of 
the size of every fractional part of a gallon, it was enacted that not only 

ons but fractional parts of gallons should pay the full 50 cents tax. 
is, although complained of by the distillers, was the law, and re- 
mained in force for four years, when in 1872 the tax was raised to 70, and 
afterward to 90 cents. In 1872 it was still considered impracticable to 
provide stamps to correspond with the size of the various fractional 
parts of gallons, and it was determined to exempt from taxation parts 
of a gallon less than one-half and tax the fractional part if in excess 
of a half-gallon at the rate of a full gallon. 

When this was done it was supposed that from day to day, month to 
month, year to xn the manufacturers would, as if might happen, 
sometimes puta on more or greater than one-half gallon and some- 
times less in a cask, barrel, or other package; that the two would about 
offset or equalize each other, so that at the end of the year, or of agiven 
or stated time, the quantity taxed would be as near as might be equal 
to the whole quantity made and taken away or withdrawn from the 
warehouse by the owner. It was some considerable time before the 
violations of this law were very flagrant, but later it was discovered 
that all or nearly all the fractions were less than half-gallons and es- 
caped taxation; that this was not the result of chance, but was a con- 
trivance to avoid the payment of a legitimate tax. The Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue reports that in the last year this abuse, or, if I 


may use a stronger term, this fraud, had so grown that in the very last 
year the packages which were less than a half-gallon and escaped tax- 
ation outnumbered those which were ter and were taxed by 500,000. 
The loss of revenue to the Treasury by this failure to account for and 
pay legal taxes amounted to not less than a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars, estimated on the statement of the Commissioner. 

The gentleman from Ohio . BUTTERWORTH] tells us that these 
parts of gallons less than a half-gallon were to be left untaxed as a com- 
pensation or allowance for loss by leakage, which, he says, is inevita- 
ble; that this was only justice, for the loss far exceeded the allowance 
or amount allowed. What measure of justice was that which let one 
part of a gallon escape a tax and doubled it on the other? Any losses 
resulting to one are common to both. It was simply for purposes of 
convenience. This method was adopted, its authors supposing that it 
could and would be honestly enforeed and that the parts of gallons 
would be greater or less as might happen, and as the casks might be 
made, without any design to defraud the Government. 

Nor is the loss of revenue the only or the greatest evil that results 
from this abuse. By using smaller packages, casks, or barrels—packa- 
ges of 10 gallons’ measure—which are extensively used by many manu- 
facturers or distillers, the crafty and less scrupulous have often escaped, 
do continually avoid, the payment of taxes on the quantity of spirits 
contained in a single barrel amounting to $1.75, which the honest 
maker and the man who ee S pays his tax has to accountfor. This 
is such an advantage in favor of the unscrupulous as the upright and 
honest tax-payer can not compete with or contend against. 

This is an invitation to trickery, because the fair dealer can not be 

on equal terms in business. He must abandon distilling or resort to 
the same ingenious rascalities practiced by his rival or competitor in 
business. The result is this tax-escaping contrivance from year 
to year, and will as long as this abuse finds its indemnity in the word- 
ing or terms of the law. If one distiller puts 42 gallons in a barrel and 
pays the tax on it, another distiller who puts 10 gallons and nearly a 
half in each of four smaller barrels will e 
2 gallons untaxed, and may thus save at least $1.75, which his com- 
petitor must pay. This evil increases, too, the cost and expense of col- 
lecting the revenue, because the inducement to use smaller packages 
increases their number and adds to the labor and expense of gauging 
and inspecting. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] asks us to believe it 
unjust to tax parts of gallons because, he tells us, they do not go into 
use; that the manufacturer does not get the benefitofthem. The bill 
we are considering provides that when these high wines or spirits are 
taken from the distillery warehouse and pass from the control of the 
Government, when they go to the owner and to his own use, owner- 
ship, and control, he pays taxes on the number of gallons, of 
both whole gallons and fractional parts. He the ownership and use 
of the fractional parts of a gallon to the same extent as any other prod- 
uet ‘of his distillery. We have been told in this debate that other 
makers had an advantage over the makers of high wines or distilled 
spirits of the particular quality made by some distillers in Illinois and 
in Cincinnati—maybe elsewhere. 

It is true there is provision made for losses by leakage, but it applies 
to makers all alike. Whoever leaves distilled spirits in the distillery 
warehouses such length of time as to incurloss from evaporation or any 
of the processes by which nature lessens the quantity of distillery prod- 
ucts, has or may have an allowance for such loss. The owner who with- 
draws his produsi before there is a loss of course has no allowance, nor 
should he have any. The manufacturers for whom the gentleman from 
Ohio speaks have just the same advantages and privileges as all others; 
they should have no more. If they take out or withdraw their high 
wines immediately they have no loss and get no allowance. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not wish to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I desire to make a suggestion, if he will allow me. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does not the gentleman from Illinois know 
that the high-wines distillers get no advantage at all by keeping them; 
and if they do so they have loss in soakage, just as the Bourbon distil- 
lers; but the Bourbon distillers have to keep their spirits pte a 2 We— 
I mean the men for whom Iam i in nothing by holding on 
to them. Others do. Our loss is immediate, and we want to provide 
for it in this way. 

Mr. MORRISON. If you gain nothing by holding on, you lose noth- 
ing by letting go. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does not my friend know that the testimony 
of every distiller in the country is, that when they draw off the goods 
from the cistern, in the first instance, taking them into the warehouses, 
every barrel will entail a dead loss of half a gallon? - 

Mr. MORRISON. In justice you ought not to put it on the other 


half-gallon, should you ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. Myfriend knows every di 


distiller 

can so gauge his package that he will be simply allowed that half-gal- 

lon, and that half-gallon is exempt from taxation only because it does 

not exist; it is a loss to the distiller, to the Government, to the com- 
mercial world absolutely. That is the reason. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is not so much lost by what I believe the 
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gentleman called soakage—there is not so much lost in soakage as in 
suckage. 


[ ter. 

Mr. dee I think the suckage is nearly always lost. 

hter. 

Mr MORRISON. . The gentleman criticised the action of the Ways 
and Means Committee in reporting this bill, and referred to the fact 
that the makers in Illinois put their distilled spirits in great big honest 
barrels that contain 42 or 40 gallons, on all of which he admits, I be- 
lieve, the taxes are paid, and then proposes to prevent our respective 
friends and constituents from cheating the Government, or cheating 
each other, by making them put their goods, their distilled spirits, 
in a larger cask or a larger barrel. The Ways and Means Committee 
wanted to accommodate the trade and allow those engaged in it to choose 
for themselves the size of the cask or other vessel in which they shall 
put their wares or goods; but whatever they do put them in we want 
them to pay taxes on all of them. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is not the alleged gain on the spirits lost made up 
on the extra cost of the keg? . 

Mr. MORRISON. No. Putting the spirits into smaller casks may 
make an increased cost equal to the tax on the half-gallon, or probably 
more; but you put the spirits in the smaller cask for your own con- 
venience; and if you do that for your own convenience and your own 
profit, you ought not to take the cost of doing it out of the public Treas- 
ury. All we want and require by the bill is that those who make this 


product, upon which the Government has fixed a tax, shall pay it, and 
pay it as the law provides, when the whiskies are removed or taken 
away from the distillery warehouse. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Suppose that, owing to some law which no 
human contrivance could control, there was a loss of a gallon every 
time a barrel was drawn off, would you hold it right to tax the distiller 
for that gallon of spirits which he could not or use? 

Mr. MORRISON. I hold it right to treat all distillers alike. I want 
them all to pay their tax alike, the tax which the law provides they 
shall pay; and if these gentlemen who draw the distilled spirits off 
from the distillery into the warehouse and take it directly there—though 
in fact I think it very often takes another course, and never goes by the 
warehouse at all—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (interposing). Oh, that is a fraud, which of 
course ought to be guarded against; but I want to ask my friend 

Mr. MORRISON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that if it in any way 
occurs that these manufacturers lose in drawing off these spirits the 
loss ought not to be taxed and the law ought to provide for that, but 
we ought to have alaw applying to all alike, and not compel the honest 
men to pay and let the escape. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. Oh, there is no purpose of that kind. Now 
Iwill ask my friend to give me a categorical answer to my question. 
Suppose that in drawing off a barrel of spirits there should bea conceded 
Joss of half a gallon, will my friend hold that the Government ought to 
collect a tax upon that half-gallon ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Ifsuch a state of facts exists, bring in your bill, 
send it to the committee from which this bill comes, go there and con- 
vince these gentlemen [indicating Mr. KELLEY, Mr. and 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas] that such loss does occur, and they 
will undoubtedly report a bill providing that in such cases the distiller 
shall be allowed a half-gallon for waste. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But my friend knows that we have not 
been heard in this matter. If he will consent to recommit this bill 
and give us a hearing, and we do not satisfy the committee that we are 
right, I will withdraw all opposition. 

r. MORRISON. Oh, no. This bill only provides that all shall 
pay tax under the law as it is. Those who complain of its proposed 
modification are those who have availed themselves of all the advan- 

it affords. All do not avail themselves of this advantage, and it 
is y just to let some escape this tax because they are less scrupu- 
lous than others. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But suppose it is true that in taking these 
spirits from the cisterns to the warehouses there is an actual loss which 
can be ascertained? „ 

Mr. MORRISON. That may be true. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, if it is so, you would not want this 
bill to pass if you could provide for co existing evil and at the 
same time save that to the distillers, would you? 

Mr. MORRISON. I want this bill to pass because it pro to 
treat all alike and that all shall be treated alike. As to this loss of 
which you speak, if you want to provide for that, I have already in- 
dieated it may be taken up and considered separately. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But you do not want to do the wrong that 
this bill would do if you can avoid it? 

Mr. MORRISON. This bill is just right. It is the wrong we are 
trying to correct. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. It is not this bill which produces the loss of which 
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the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] speaks. That loss 
occurs without reference to this bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. I wish the Clerk to read to the House what the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue says upon this subject for a reply 
to the gentleman’s criticism of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TAXATION OF FRACTIONAL PARTS OF A GALLON OF DISTILLED SPIRITS, 

I desire to invite your attention to what a to be a pressing need 
for] tion taxin; 5 ofa distilled s irits. 

Under the present law any fract 
E 
of a gallon less than one SO A AT OS 
This provision was undou! made upon the assumption that in 
numbers of the ional parts of a gallon would be 
above or below a on, as t happen, and that the fractions taxed as 
full gallons would balance the fractions exempt from tax. 

But in practice this assumption has not proved to be correct. 

It is quite practicable for the distiller so to fill his packages as to have a large 
fraction less than one half-gallon in nearly every instance. 

The 5 does not omit to avail himself of this opportunity, and conse- 
quently taxable fractions, equal to or exceeding a half-gallon, occur in packa- 
ges when filled at the illery cisterns, only infrequently and by accident, 
while the untaxed fraction is of constant occurrence. 

When spirits remain in the distillery warehouse for a considerable time the 
natural changes in their volume and proof will render the size of the fraction, 
upon regauge at the time of withdrawal, a matter of chance entirely, as as- 


sumed by the statute, 

But much the portion of the spirits manufactured remains in warehouse 
for a brief period only, and very large quantities are, immediately after entry, 
removed to -houses, where the untaxed fractions are made fully ava 
able by the distiller or owner. 

It is probable that at least five hundred thousand packages contained a large, 
untaxed fraction upon removal from warehouse, during the last fiscal year, over 
and above the paakiges whose fractions, taxed and untaxed, fairly offset each 


other. 

The direct result of this practice, as it has prevailed in former years, is the loss 
ofa very appreciable amount of revenue. But du the last year a disposi- 
tion has been manifested to profit by this method of avoiding taxation to a 
greatly increased extent. ji 

The plan has been adopted at several large distilleries of substituting packages 
of 10 gallons capacity and upward in place of the spirit barrel of ordinary size, 
for the sole purpose, apparently, of obtaining the benefit of the untaxed fraction 


as frequently as possible. 

This threatens to be a matter of very serious consequence, as the profit deriva- 
ble from the fractions, especially if trebled or quadrupled, is sufficient to induce 
or to compel competitors to resort to the same Gielen: and a large part of the 
distillers of finished spirits and of high wines already declare that they shall be 
forced to adopt it. 

The tax lost thereby is but one of the evils resulting from this practice. The 
multiplication of increases the labor and ex of Favging and in- 

m and of the reports and accounts of the packages an their contents, 

ut the evil most to be deprecated is an unwholesome rivalry of this sort, which 

is found to stimulate invention and to lead continually to efforts to obtain other 

advantages, and those of a less legitimate character, in advance of competitors 

in 8 in place of the benefits from fractions in cases where the latter 
are not ayailable, 

Iam of the opinion that the practice should be checked without delay, and 
that the best remedy will be found in taxing all fractional parts of a jon of 
distilled spirits; and for this purpose I respectfully recommend that } lation 
be had which, in lieu of the present method of taxing and exempting fractions, 
shall authorize the assessment and collection monthly, in like manner as other 
taxes are and collected, of the tax upon the whole number of proof gal- 
lons, orof wine gallons when below proof, which the fractions of gallons removed 
from each distillery warehouse may aggregate. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, there are two objects to be 
attained by the of this bill. Oneis to secure to the Government 
the tax upon all spirits distilled, instead of upon a part only. The other 
is to shape the law so that it shall not benefit one class of distillers to 
the injury of others. The average price on the market of high wines is 
about $1.08 a gallon. The tax is 90 cents a gallon. The Government 
takes, then, as tax, five-sixths of the gross receipts for a gallon of high 
wines when a distiller sells it. This being so, every member of the 
Honse can see at a glance that any clause or operation of the law which 
releases some distillers from paying tax upon a part of the spirits they 
manufacture while collecting from other distillers the full tax upon all 
that they manufacture is a most unfair, unequal, and unjust exercise 
of the power of taxation. z 

The Government has no right to use its power for collecting revenue 
to build up one branch of an industry and to destroy another. This 
injustice does exist under the present law, and will exist under any 
amendment or substitute that may be offered to the present bill that 
will so it as to exempta part of the products of distillation from 
taxation. There is but one fair, equal way of doing, and that is to tax 
all fractions of a gallon as well as the whole gallon, excepting no part, 
bol making the entire quantity distilled subject to assessment and tax- 
ation. 

This is the object of the present bill. As the law now stands, if the 
fraction of a gallon in a keg or barrel or package is less than one-half, 
it pays no tax at all. If it is over one-half, it pays for a full gallon. 
There is no doubt that in framing this law the presumption was that 
there would be, in the ordinary course of business, about as many frac- 
tional gallons over one-half as under one-half, so that on an average the 
Government would neither make nor lose revenue, and would avoid the 
complications of fractional stamps. But this ption has proved 
to be untrue. Distillers, while acting under the strict letter of the law, 
have evaded the payment of the tax on nearly one-half a gallon in each 

Their packages have been constructed so as to make the frac- 
tion always a little under one-half. 

All gentlemen are not familiar with the details of the manufacture of 
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spirits, or with the different kinds of spirits manufactured. If they 
were, they would understand why these distillers who have rectifying 
establishments connected with their business are anxious to keep the 
law as it is; and would also see the advantage that the law as it now 
is gives to this class of distillers over others in the business. The dis- 
tiller who both distils and rectifies practically gets the advantage of 
the untaxed half-gallon, while the manufacturer of alcohol or cologne 
spirits, who sees his products in this shape, gets very little, if any, ad- 
vantage. Neither does the manufacturer of that class of goods which 
are aged before being sold get any advantage. 

Task the indulgence of the House fora moment while I explain these dif- 
ferent modes of manufacture and the manner of business of the trade, so 
that members may see and understand why the great rectifying districts 
that turn corn into dead-center, instantaneous, forty-rod, chain-light- 
ning, cheap whisky that is puton the market as soon as made get the 
lion’s share of the advantage of the untaxed half-gallon, and why other 
distillers can not get it; and alsothat they may understand how much 
revenue the Government loses by this half. gallon law. When the dis- 
tiller makes his product, it is in the first place drawn into a receiving 
tank or cistern. 

From this it is drawn into barrels or packages, and these are gauged 
by the Government gaugers to ascertain the amount of tax to be puid. 
The distiller can now pay the tax at once and put his goods on the mar- 
ket. Or he can put them into the distillery bonded warehouse until 
the first day of the ensuing month. If he has not paid the tax by this 
time he can bond his spirits for three years and pay the tax at any time 
within the three years. My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
talks of the loss by soakage into the barrel, &c., and insists that the dis- 
tiller ought to have the advantage of an untaxed half gullon to offset 
this loss. Why, sir, he comes from a distilling district, and he knows 
as well as I do that the inside of every package is sized, or glued, to 
aap absorption, and that practically there is no loss by it. Now 

et us see if there is any loss for which the Government has not already 
made a liberal allowance. 

If the distiller sells his wines as soon as produced the gauge made 
when they are drawn from the cistern gives the correct quantity, and 
it is upon that gauge that he pays the tax. But suppose he does not 
pat them on the market at once, but puts them in the bonded ware- 

puse? As I said before, they may lay there in bond for three years. 
There would naturally then be some loss by evaporation, leakage, &c. 
But my friend from Ohio was mistaken on one point right here, al- 
though he did not, I am sure, intend to deceive the House. When the 
spirits are taken out of the warehouse the tax is not paid upon the 
original gauge, as I understood him tosay. They are, upon applica- 
tion of the distiller, regauged, and the tax is charged upon the regauge, 
and not upon the original gauge. So that the distiller does not have 
to pay tax upon what has leaked out, or been absorbed or evaporated. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Do you say that is.so as to high wines? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I will read from the law. I refer to the 
act of May 28, 1880: 


Sec. 17. Whenever the owner of any distilled spirits shall desire to withdraw 
the same from the distillery warehouse or from a special bonded warehouse, he 
may file with the collector a notice giving a description of the packages to be 
withdrawn, and uest that the distilled spirits be regauged; and thereupon 
the collector shall direct the gauger to regauge the same, and mark upon each 
package so reganged the number of gauge or wine gallons and proof gallons 
therein contained. If upon such regauging it shall appear that there has been 
a loss of distilled spirits from any cask or package, without the fault or negli- 
gence of the distiller or owner thereof, taxes shall be collected only on the quan- 
tity of distilled spirits contained in such cask or package at the time of the with- 
drawal thereof from the distillery warehouse or special bonded warehouse: 
Provided, however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss of 

irits as aforesaid shall not exceed 1 proof gallon for two months or part thereof, 
Si cation for three and four months, 2 gallons for five and six months, 2} gallons 
for seven and eight months, BB ergs for nine and ten months, 3} gallons for 
eleven and twelve months, 4 ons for thirteen, fourteen,and fifteen months, 
4} gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen months, 5 gallons for nineteen, 
twenty, and aber ar months, 5} lons for twenty-two, twenty-three, and 
twenty-four months, 6 gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty-seven 
months, 6} gallons for twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty months, 7 gallons 
for thirty-one, thirty-two, and thirty-three months, and 71 gallons for thirty- 
four, thirty-five, and thirty-six months, 


Thus the allowance for outage runs on in proportion to the length of 
time the spirits are in bond, for three years, when it may amount to 
7% gallons, that being the maximum loss which is allowed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, will my friend 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I have so little time and so much to say 
that I must decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not want to be placed in a false light 
before the House. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The gentleman will have an opportunity 
to correct me if I am wrong. I said he had no intention of deceiving 
the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
the House. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Now, I have cited the law to show that it 
is exceedingly liberal in its allowance as to losses by leakage, &c., on 


I understand that, and I did not deceive 


distilled spirits. I now wish tocall attention to what the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue says in his last report as to the tax that spirits, 
Bourbon whiskies, and ethers actually paid during the last fiscal year. 


It will be seen that instead of their paying 90 cents per gallon on the 
quantity that actually went into the warchouse, they have paid in many 
cases as low as 80, $1, or 82 cents a gallon. This was-owing to the al- 
lowance for leakage, evaporation, &c., made under the law I have cited: 

As the foregoing tables show not only the quantity of all kinds of spirits with- 
drawn for pu and the quantity allowed for leakage, evaporation, &c., 
but also the quantity of each kind so withdrawn and so allowed, they afford the 
means of determining the actual amountof tax paid on each gallon of each kind 
of spirits produced. Computations on this basis show that the tax paid on with- 
drawal of each gallon produced was as follows: Bourbon whisky, nearly 81 cents 
per taxable gallon; rye whisky, nearly 80 cents per gallon; alcohol, 89.99 cents 
per gallon; rum, 89.23 cents per gallon; gin, 89.74 cents per galloni; high wines, 
80 61 cents per gallun; pure, neutral, or cologne spirits, 89.56 cents per gallon; 
miscellaneous, 88.34 cents per gallon, 

In other words, the allowance for leakage, waste, evaporation, &c., 
from the time the spirits were first gauged and went into the warehouse 
until they were taken out, reduced the tax from 90 cents per gallon 
upon the whole amount to 80, 81, and 82 cents upon these finer grades 
of whisky. Certainly under this showing there is no foundation for 
the claim that another half-gallon ought to be allowed in every pack- 
age to go untaxed to make up for some possible loss or waste. 

But the gentleman from Ohio proposes to remedy the injustice of the 
present law by an amendment to this bill that will leave the half-gallon 
part of the law as it now is, but will make the smallest package into 
which spirits can be drawn and gauged 30 gallons, instead of 10, as now 
provided. 

If gentlemen will recall what I have already said in describing how 
these goods are drawn from the cistern and gauged in packages they 
can see the abuse of the present law in the use of the 10-gallon pack- 
age, the loss to the Government it causes, and the advantage it gives to 
every distiller who has a rectifying establishment connected with his 
distillery. The rectifying establishment must be 600 feet from the dis- 
tillery. As the high wines are drawn off irom the receiving cistern 
they are drawn not into ordinary barrels of 40 or 50 gallons, but are 
drawn exclusively into 10-gallon packages, because only 1 half-gal- 
lon can be gained to a package. Forty-two gallons drawn into four 
10-gallon packages, I speak in round numbers, gives in each package 
10} gallons, and the distiller, on the 42 gallons, by saving the traction 
on each package, pays tax on only 40 gallons. If he had put the whole 
42 into one barrel he could only have saved paying tax on 1 half-gallon. 

You see now how useful this little joker, in the shape of a 10-gal- 
lon keg, is to the distiller who rectifies as well as distils. These 10- 
gallon packages are not commercial They are not used to 
ship spirits when put on the market, but are used solely as whisky 
ducts, to transfer the spirits from the distillery to the rectifying-house, 
and there dumping it are then taken back to the distillery and filled 
and carted over the 600 feet to the rectifying-house and dumped again, 
and so on indefinitely. Now how will the 30-gallon pa: ka e, which 
the gentleman’s amendment proposes, work? When he gave notice, in 
his remarks the other day, that he would offer an amendment, he stated 
that it would be to change the present law to what it used to be. That 
was 20 gallons instead of 10. In that way he would have reduced the 
evil just one-half. Under that amendment the distillers would use 
20-gallon kegs to carry the spirits from the distillery to the rectifying- 
house instead of 10. Iam glad to know that he has experienced a 
great change of heart since then. He now proposes to fix the limit at 
30 gallons. That is, he now pro to do away with two-thirds of 
the evil instead of one-half. Why not abolish it entirely, as this bill 
proposes, instead of tinkering with it? 

I wish tosay to you gentlemen who do not represent distilling districts 
that you have but little idea of the loss of revenue that the Govern- 
ment sustains by this half-gallon allowance. I have here a computation 
made by a distiller of my district, to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House. And I wish to say right here that all distillers are 
not in favor of this half-gallon arrangement. J represent the greatest 
distilling district in the United States or in the world. It is a distill- 
ing district which does not rectify much. During the year ending 
June 30, 1885, it manufactured 14,650,000 gallons of spirits. The first 
district of Ohio manufactured for the same time 13,000,000 gallons. 
But now look at the rectifying statistics. The Illinois district rectified 
in the same time 910,000 gallons. The Ohio district rectified 9,300,000, 
more than ten times as much. You can see where the little joker comes 
in. Let us follow this still further. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You want the little joker under your hat. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I was proceeding tg call attention to the 
computation I referred to, and by it to show what a distiller who uses 
the 10-gallon package gains in not paying tax over one who uses the 
common package or barrel of 45 ons. A house that mashes 2,000 
bushels a day, 300 days in the year, allowing 4 gallons to the bushel, 
and uses a 45-gallon package, saving the fraction of untaxed spirit on 
each package, avoids the payment thereby in round numbers of $21,000 
tax in a year. Another house using the minimum package, say 11 gal- 
lons, avoids the payment of $83,000 tax ina year. I submit the com- 
putation in detail herewith, to be published as a part of my remarks, 

Distillery A.“ which sells original packages, ordinary size, mash- 
ing daily 2,000 bushels, produces 4 gallons spirits per bushel; 2,000 & 
4 = 8,000 gallons & 300 days = 2,400,000 gallons & 90 cents tax = 
$2,160,000; filled in 45-gallon barrels, at 101 per cent. proof, would fill 
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52,805 barrels of 45.45 gallons, fractions free — 2,376,225 taxable gal- 
lons = 52, 138,602.50. 

Distillery ‘‘ B,” which removes, dumps, and compounds liquors, mash- 
ing 2,000 bushels per day X 4 gallons to bushel = 8,000 gallons X 300 
working days = 2,400,000 gallons & 90 cents tax, as above = $2,160,- 
000; filled in Kegs of 11 gallons, at 104 per cent. proof, for removal and 
dumping, would fill 209,781 kegs of 11.44 gallons, fractions free = 
2,307,591 taxable gallons X 90 cents = $2,076,831.90. 


RECAPITULATION, 
// TTT $21,397 50 
and the Government loses that amount. 
TER e e e eee — 83,168 10 


and the Government loses that amount. 
“B” is ahead more than “A” 61,770 60 


Gentlemen can now see the injustice of the operation of the present 
law. This computation is based on a 2,000-bushel house. We have 
distilleries that mash 5,000 bushels a day. It will be seen that in the 
case cited the 10-gallon-package distiller gains $60,000 a year over his 
competitor who uses a 45-gallon package. My friend from Ohio says 
„Oh, no; we will not pass the present bill, but in place of it we will pro- 
hibit the 10-gallon package and make 30 gallons the smallest size.” 
Well, all that would amount to would be that the Government would 
not lose quite so much revenue as it does now, and the distiller using 
a 30 gallon package would not have quite so great an advantage over 
the one using a 45-gallon one. Instead of having $60,000 a year ad- 
vantage, as in the case I have cited, he would only have one-third of 
that advantage, or $20,000 a year. As I said before, the gentleman 
from Ohio’s plan would abolish two-thirds of the evil. 

In reply to a remark of mine made to the gentleman when speaking 
on this subject the other day, he retorted by saying, ‘‘ Your people in 
Peoria manufacture high wines and cologne spirits and put them in 49- 
gallon packages, double-proof spirits, so you get 80 gallons in a barrel 
in this way.“ Some who heard this statement may have concluded 
from it that by this arrangement the Peoria distiller only paid tax on 
40 gallons, when the package really contained 80 proof gallons. I do 
not think he intended to leave that impression, because he knows as 
well as I do, and as well as every one in the House does who is at 
all fumiliar with the subject, that the tax is not paid on the wine gal- 
lon but upon the proof gallon. If, then, you put 40 wine gallons of 
atria ai spirits into a barrel you pay tax not on 40 but on 80 
gallons, 

But, Mr. Chairman, notice how ingeniously and successfully the 30- 

llon arrangement of proof spirits suggested by my friend from the 

rst Ohio district would work compared with a 40-gallon package of 
double proof. Every timea 30-gallon package of proof spirits was filled 
there would be poured in this extra half-gallon upon which no tax 
would be paid, while the man who filled the 40-gallon package of 
double-proof spirits could only save a half-gallon on every 80 gallons. 
The one would save it on every 30 gallons, the other on every 80 gallons. 
The gentleman was correct in stating that cologne or neutral spirits, 
alcohol, and high wines, when shipped, are generally made double proof. 
This is to save freight, but it saves no tax. And as a quart, wine 
measure, of double-proof spirits makes a half-gallon of proof or taxable 
spirits, the distiller who hopes to save an untaxed half-gallon of double- 
proof spirits must limit the fractional excess to a little less than a quart 
of the fluid; and it is difficult to get cooperage so exact as to enable him 
to take much practical advantage in a barrel, with the uncertainty of 
gauging, when he is compelled to figure down so closely as to keep 
within a quart measure. 

It is easily seen, then, how great an advantage the distillers who 
make their high wines into whisky would have under my friend’s plan 
when they use a 30-gallon package and save a half-gallon tax, which 
means exactly 45 cents, over the distillers who make alcohol, cologne 
spirits, or high wines, and ship them in double-proof packages, and who 
could not possibly save more than 45 cents on every 80 gallons. 

Now, I do not care to consume much more time. I think I have 
made myself understood, but I want to say just one or two words more 
with reference to another phase of the matter. 

Those who have examined this subject carefully tell us that the best 
estimate they can make of the proportion of spirits manufactured in 
this country and used for drinking purposes is from one-third to one- 
half of the total amount manufactured. It is a liberal estimate to as- 
sume, then, according to every statistician, that one-half of the product 
of the distilleries of the country is in use for purposes of beverage, while 
the remainder of it, according to the estimates, is used solely and 
purely for manufacturing purposes. Now, whatever may be the prej- 
udices of gentlemen with reference to the production of spirits to be 
used for beverages, there can be no prejudice, I take it, against the 
legitimate manufacture of spirits to be used in chemistry, manufactures, 
and in the arts. But spirits distilled to be used for manufacturing 
purposes or in the arts and sciences are put up in double-proof, full-bar- 
rel packages. The benefits that accrue from the untaxed half-gallon 
accrue almost entirely to the class of spirits made for beverages, that is, 
the spirits that are distilled and taken to the rectifying establishments 
connected with the distilleries and made into the cheaper kinds of whisky. 
Now, are you gentlemen in favor of any discrimination that shall be 


against the class of distilleries whose wares enter the market for man- 
ufacturing purposes and for the arts, and in favor of the class whose 
wares are used almost solely fur beverages? 

Another word. Those who manufacture the finer grades of whisky 
get but little advantage from this half-gallon system, and you can see 
in a moment why itis so The Bourbon whiskies are generally aged, 
and lay in bond for three years before being put on the market. They 
gain value, as my friend from Ohio puts it, by becoming mellow“ 
from age. No distiller in the world can make a package, fill it with 
spirits and set it away, and let it gain this advantage of age by remain- 
ingin store from one to three years, and tell when he takes itout whether 
it is to gain the half-gallon or lose it. His package is just as likely to 
have a fraction over a half-gallon, and be thereby taxed for a whole gal- 
lon, as to havea fraction under a halfand escape taxation. The reason 
of this is that it is impossible to tell what the exact loss will be from 
leakage and evaporation after from six months to three years’ storage. 

For this reason this class of spirits is practically outside entirely of 
the benefit of this half-gallon law. So, as I said before, all the benefits 
that acerue to any class of distillers go almost alone to that class who 
distil and rectify, making an article that is placed on the market very 
shortly afterits manufacture, while it operates very unjustly, no matter 
what size of package is used, against all other classes of distillers. 

All we ask under the sun is that you make a law that will make 
every distiller pay tax for every gallon that he manufactures. Wecan 
not do anybody injustice by such a law, and that is simply what the 
bill under consideration proposes to do, Youneed not worry about the 
leakage or absorption in these barrels. The distillers will take care of 
that, and will ask you for relief quick enough if they need it. This 
kind of loss is reduced to such a minimum that it cuts no particular 
figure. And I say to you, gentlemen, in conclusion, that instead of the 
entire distilling interest being opposed to this bill, that it was introduced 
at the suggestion of that class of distillers who ask that all shall stand 
upon a common platform, that platform being the assessment and col- 
lection, impartially and universally, of all the tax upon all the spirits 
distilled, no matter when made or for what purpose. 

With an annual pension-ro!l of $75,000,000, and an outstanding na- 
tional debt of hundreds of millions, it will be many years, if ever, before 
the tax on distilled liquors will be abolished. It pours into the Treas- 
ury about $70,000,000 a year, and is a tax that is more lightly felt than 
any other that can be levied. For these reasons the law should be 
amended in every particular that is necessary to a thorough, exact, and 
equitable collection of this tax. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BRADY]. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes allotted to me I 
have not time to go into the merits of the bill. But I will say this 
much asto it, after a practical experience of several years in the inter- 
nal-revenue service, that I think the bill in two particulars will work 
hardshipandinjustice. If the Government intends to impose a tax upon 
the fractional part of a gallon—and I am willing to concede that the 
arguments offered by the chairman of the committee and the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat [Mr. WORTHINGTON] show a dispo- 
sition on the part of some of those large distillers engaged in the manu- 
facture of distilled spirits to evade the law as to 10-gallon packages— 
I think that the Internal Revenue Office should provide a stamp, as can 
well be done, instead of the proposed assessment plan. Under the 
operation of the assessment system of the Internal Revenue Office great 
injustice and great injury has been done, especially to the small dis- 
tillers. 

But I do not propose now to discuss that branch of the subject. With 
regard to fruit distillers—and I speak especially with reference to the 
fruit-distilling interests in the State of Virginia, which I have the honor 
in part to represent on this floor, andin North Carolina, Kentucky, and 
Georgia—under the operation of the proposed bill, should it pass Con- 
gress and become the law, the interests of the fruit distillers of the 
country will be most injuriously affected thereby. 

On the 9th instant, when the bill was under consideration, I gave 
notice that I would propose to amend it as follows: 

Add to section 1 the following proviso: 

* ided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to brandy and wine 

manufactured from fruit, nor shall any such tax upon the fractional part of a 


gallon be assessed against any distiller engaged in manufacture of brandy 
and wine from fruit.” 


Let us see about the operations of the present internal-revenue laws 
concerning fruit distillers. 

From the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the year 
ending June 30, 1885, it will be seen that the total receipts for that year 
from spirits distilled from apples, grapes, or peaches was $1,321,897.58, 
The total number of fruit distilleries in operation during said year was 
4,245, and the tax collected from them would ave $311+- each. 
The four States operating the greatest number of fruit distilleries were 
Georgia, Kentucky, North Carolina, and Virginia; and upon this point 
I invite attention to the following statement from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue: 


The following statement shows the number of fruit distilleries operated, the 
quantities of fruit brandy produced, and the amount of revenue derived there- 
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The production of fruit brandy by the distilleries last fiscal year in 
the four States’ named was 409,592 gallons, or an average of 139 gal- 
lons—say four packages (the usual size) each. 


If one thousand of these small on each package of brandy 
produced by them have an excess of one half-gallon, we will have one 
thousand assessments against them of two each, or $1.80 tax 


each; and I undertake to say that it will cost the Government in many 
cases twenty times the amount of the assessment to collect it, not to 
8 the vexation sa . frequently done the fruit distillers. 
many instances, as ow from my own personal experience, the 

assessments made have been wrong, yet it has been with great difficulty, 
and very seldom, that the distillers have succeeded in getting relief from 
the Internal-Revenue Department; in fact, under the law and the de- 
cisions there is nothing else for the court to do but to insist upon the 
payment of the assessments as made by the Internal-Revenue Office. I 
know of many cases where r fruit distillers have had assessments 
against them of about $8 or $10 deficiency, where judgment has been 
obtained and where it has sometimes cost the Government over $150 
to collect the small judgment upon these assessments. I wish to say 
to the committee in conclusion, that this bill, unless it is amended, 
will work great injury and great wrong to the fruit-distilling interests, 
not only in the States that I have named, but in every part of the coun- 
try where fruit distilleries are in operation. 

Mr, MORRISON resumed the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] 
has six minutes left. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to my colleague [Mr. ApAms, of Illinois]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I do not think there can 
be any question that the United States ought carefully to avoid making 
a discrimination between different classes of manufacturers of whisky, 
and if the existing law, or any proposed modification of the law, tends 
to benefit those manufacturers who use large packages as against those 
who use small, that discrimination should be avoided. Now, there is 
one loss about which I suppose there can be no possible mistake. 

Whatever my colleague from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON ] may have 
said, the loss by absorption into the fibers of the wood constituting the 

kage is a real loss, which is capable of exact calculation. I am in- 
a and believe that that loss amounts to about half a gallon in a 
44-gallon barrel, and I suspect that that was the reason for the original 
law rather than the convenience or inconvenience of making stamps of 
particular denominations; for, if the 44 on barrel was the usual 
package when the law was made, and if that proportion of loss was the 
usual loss, then such a provision as we find in the existing law would 
be a reasonable and an accountable thing. What should be done is to 
provide that the exemption should be in proportion to the loss. Now 
the loss is in proportion to the superficial surface of the pac in which 
the whisky is contained. The loss is greater in a 44-gallon than 
in a 10-gallon package, but it is not greater in proportion; and the true 
form a is . would be to allow a ee septo on ac- 
count o. t t have it in proportion to thesize of the package. 
I understand that even if whisky is removed within forty-eight hours 
there is this loss, that half a gallon in 44 gallons disappears and the 
distillers can not have any benefit from it. Clearly, on that half-gal- 
lon he should pay no tax. The form of the law should not be such as 
to drive distillers to use large packages rather than small packages, or 
small packages rather than large. That is a question outside of the 
sphere of Government. The private individual should he allowed to 
settle that question for himself according to the demands of trade. The 
Government should simply see that the whisky producer pays the tax 
on every gallon and every fractional gallon which he can put into the 
market, not which he can manufacture, provided some of that which 
he manufactures immediately disappears by absorption. What the 
Government should demand is, that if there is such a loss the distiller 
should be exempt to the amount of that loss, and that, in stating that 
exemption, there should be no discrimination between one class of dis- 
tillers and any other class. À 

In order to secure such a law I desire to offer a substitute for the 
amendment of my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], which I un- 
derstand is now pending, and I will ask to have it read to illustrate the 
meaning of my remarks. It is intended as an amendment of the orig- 
inal bill, as a substitute for the i propaan by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. Its effect is that, there being a 
loss of about 1 per cent. on every package, that shall be the amount 
which shall be exempt from tax, use it is utterly lost to the pro- 
ducer as well as to the consumer. 
I ask now that this proposed amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


JOS. S. MILLER, 
a, 


In these four States 2,936 fruit distilleries were operated, and the 
average tax collected from them during the last fiscal year was $125-+. 
Only 1,309 fruit distilleries were operated in all other States. 

Mr. Chairman, the cost of collecting this tax during the last fiscal 
year in the said four States is shown from the following information 
kindly furnished me by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue: 

In Georgia ten gaugers were on this duty at an expense of. $2, 368 
In Kentucky nineteen gaugers and six special deputies were 

ß odo AO OA O AE 8,929 

In 5 fifty-eight gaugers and ten special deputies, 


The total number of regular internal-revenue deputies and 
clerks on duty in said States was two hundred and sixty, and 
allowances for their pay and expenses $330,556. Iam sure 
that 3 per cent. of this expenditure is a low estimate of the 
amount thereof properly chargeable to the operations of fruit 
CMON gS ep S seamen cemseciermace 9, 916 

The total amount expended for discovery and punishment of 
violations of internal-revenue laws during said year was 
$34,387.29, and I am certain that it is a low estimate to 
charge said four States under this account — 264 a I 3, 000 

For court expenses, arrest, trial, examination of witnesses, fees, 

&c., for these violations of law, in the four States, I estimate 
the: small smoont of 5 e snes 5, 000 


Thus the total expenses to the Government connected with the 
collection of said tax and enforcement of the law in said four 
States as to fruit distillers amounts to— 79, 337 


The average tax paid by said 2,936 fruit distillers in the four States 
named was $125-+-, and it cost the Government an average of $27+- 
each to collect it. : 

Mr. Chairman, the total collections from all sources in the United 
States from internal revenue during the last fiscal year were $112,421,- 
000, and the total cost of collecting the same was $4, 455,430.27, or 3.9 
per cent. 

The total receipts from fruit distillers in the States of Georgia, Ken- 
tucky, North Carolina, and Virginia, asshown by the tabular statement 
ofthe Commissioner of Internal Revenue, was $368,632.78, and the costof 
collecting this tax, according to the figures herein given, was $79,337, or 
21.5 per cent. 

These figures from official records and estimates far below the actual 
expenditures for the purposes named speak for themselves, and clearly 
demonstrate the great injustice of the tax. It is a heavy burden upon 
the poor farmers engaged in making a barrel or two of brandy from the 
fruit, and as a matter of economy the Government should abolish the 
tax altogether. To impose the additional burden upon the hard-work- 
ing tillers of the soil, as will be done under the present bill, is indeed a 
great wrong. ‘The Commissioner of Internal Revenue does not contem- 
plate, as I understand his report of this year, that the proposed tax on 
fractional parts of a gallon shall apply to fruit distillers. 


ates the same 13 h producing 52 gallons, He is for this 13 hours 
„ andl be DA KADANS of Prita July 15 and 16 he again 
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casks or of distilled by such distiller on or after said 

ist day of May, 1886, and wn distillery warehouse or from special 

OURE Warehouse, Snes: Dele Mins Coenen a O D Ape 
become payab e preceding month, ma; 5 ther with 

0 . Lei fraction of a ‘fs ond the number of full 

* . Commissioner of Interna 3 ap- 

val Treasury, make su and pre- 

Poribe such wareho bonds as are needful All 


using this law into effect. 
made under this act shall be T lien on all distilled spirits on the dis- 


any building 
shall have been paid. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, one view of 
this question which controls me has not been fullystated, though it has 
been alluded to in the progress of this discussion. 

I represent a district that is largely interested in the production of 
Bourbon whisky and in legislation concerning whisky. My view is 
that a system which taxes a product some 300 or 400 per cent. on its 
prime cost isa system that constantly tempts to fraud—constantly offers 
temptation to men engaged in this business to take advantage of every 
possible method to escape taxation, or to use it for their benefit ad- 
versely to their competitors. 

Besides, we can not shut our eyes to the fact that there is a widespread 
and growing sensitiveness in the country about all matters connected 
with the manufacture and sale of ardentspirits. It has seemed to me, 

. therefore, that on every ground the wise policy for the distilling inter- 
est is to with absolute fairness in reference to the law and the law- 
making power, so that all that this interest is entitled to should be 
frankly asked for, and that no evasion, under whatever pretense or how- 
ever plausibly defended, should be resorted to. 

The statute to which this bill has reference was a statute for conven- 
ience. Upon the doctrine of probabilities, the fraction of a gallon in 
a package of spirits would exceed or fall below a half-gallon an equal 
number of times. It was Saee Jos for the lag npc to wea 
fractions exceeding a half-gallon as if they were ons, anı 
exempt from tax all fractions less than a half-gallon. Thereby all 
whisky subject to tax would in the end be taxed by a process taxing 
certain fractions for more than their actual quantity, while relieving 
altogether from tax certain other fractions. 

Mr. Chairman, it has not seemed to me the interest of the distillers 
of the country to be guilty of what(saying it with respect to every- 
body) would seem to me a miserable keeping within the letter of the 
statute. Ihave thought it better to shut that door—to subject hon- 
estly to taxation all the whisky that by law was meant to be taxed; 
and then, if the interests of this great revenue-producing industry re- 
quire it, it should frankly say to the law-making power, You tax that 
which we do not produce, and we ask a proper ai under the law 
so that we may escape this injustice.” 

Without going into a consideration of the rival interests of the manu- 
facturers of Peoria or Cincinnati—without making a calculation whether 
the discrimination was in favor of this or that particular form of this 
industry, but upon the broader and higher view that there is astatute 
which has been evaded—I have thought it wise to shut the door to the 
evasion. Furthermore, I have wished, as a representative of a part of 
that great interest, to show that it desires to deal with Congress upon 
an absolutely frank, open, and candid meeting of minds—a fair discus- 
sion of what may be the best interest of that branch of production. 
Therefore, I did not make the calculation that as 9,000,000 gallons of 
whisky are made and rectified in the district of the gentleman from 
Cincinnati, a tax upon a half-gallon in every 10 gallons would amount to 
$405,000, and there would thus be a saving to that extent; for whether 
any be saved or any be lost, it has appeared to me the thing to 
pass a statute taxing the whisky according to the spirit of the existing 
law; and thenif any different allowance not given by the statute ought 
to be given, we can consider the question in that form. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire now to yield to the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. WISE] so much of my time as he may want, reserving 
what he does not use. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, on the 16th instant—yesterday one week 
ago—it was ordered by the House of Representatives that a nightsession 


should be held in order to give gentlemen an opportunity to make 
speeches in reference to the bill then pending for the relief of Fitz-John 


Forter. In violation of an implied, ifnot an express, understanding, a 
member—— 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentleman in 
making that statement states that which is not trug because I had a 
distinct understanding [Cries of Order.“ J 7 will not be tra- 
duced on this floor. Iclaim my right and privilege as a member. Thad 
a distinct understanding, not only with the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, Mr. SPRINGER, but with others, about that matter. 

Mr. MORRISON. There has been quite enough of irrelevant matter 
introduced in the debate on this bill, and I protest against it. There 
shall be no more of itif I can prevent it. a 

Mr. WISE. What I wanted to say—— 

Mr. MORRISON. I make a point of order. 

Mr. WISE. Allow me to finish my phrase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
makes a point of order. 


Mr. BRADY. I will not be misrepresented. 

Mr. WISE. I have not yet declared how I intend to speak. 

sie SEALERS. The gentleman from Illinois raises a point of 
order. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Illinois can not raise such a ques- 


tion until I have reached a point where I am out of order. 

Mr. MORRISON, I think both gentlemen had got quite that far. 

Mr. WISE. I Want to make a statement. I was about to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that a speech in reply to myself was made on that occasion, 
and I desired to ask the honorable gentleman from Illinois to permit 
me to say—because I want to be frank; I do not mean to imitate or to 
follow the bad example of those who have gone before me—I meant 
to declare that my purpose on this occasion in occupying the floor, if I 
am permitted to do so without objection, is to reply to that speech. I 
have no purpose—and I declare it in advance—to speak upon this 
whisky question. 

Mr. BRADY. I made the same statement with respect to the Fitz- 
John Porter question before I made my speech. 

Mr. MORRISON. Now, I insist 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. WISE. I know what the rule is; and if the gentleman from 
Illinois makes the point 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend a moment. 

Mr. WISE. I know the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read clause 1 of Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When any member or deliver any matter to the House, he 


desires to 
y address 


shall rise and imself to Mr. 8 and, on being re- 

may address the House from any place on floor or from the Clerk’s 

ae Il confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- 
ty. 


Mr. WISE. I wish to make an inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe pointof order is made against the gentle- 
man from Virginia i VVV 
dicated, the Chair will be compelled to sustain it. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman himself frankly states that he 
does not wish to speak to the pending bill. 

Mr. WISE. I rise now to claim my right to speak to a question of 
TAR CHAIRMAN. That is out of order in the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. WISE. But I understand that we are now in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WISE. I rise, then, to make a parliamentary inquiry to which 
I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois. On his 
motion the other day Saturday was set set apart for a debate. Now, 
is it permissible under that order of the House made yesterday on 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] for me to take 
the floor and submit remarks in answer to those which have been made 
by my colleague ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair can only de- 
cide questions as they arise. 

Mr. MORRISON. I understand there is the largest liberty of debate 
on Saturday under the order of the House adopted yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order of the House yesterday provided that 
the session of Saturday of each week shall be devoted to debate only; 
no business whatever to be transacted. 

Mr. WISE. Very well, then; I will take my opportunity on Satur- 
day next. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On with the dance.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield the floor, Mr. 
Chairman, to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. MORRISON. I trust now we will be allowed to pass the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish for a few minutes to reply to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON]. 
It is only fair I should be allowed that opportunity. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman has been talking foran hour, and 
has had as much time on the pending proposition as anybody else. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This bill came from the Committee on Ways 
and Means with a unanimous report in favor of its passage. It was 
therefore unnecessary to say anything on that side. We had on this 
side to attack the wisdom of its provisions and advocate necessary 
amendments. It is only fair I should have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I will not take so much time. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will give you ten minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well; then I will take ten minutes 
with a fraction. [ hter. ] 

A MEMBER. Take it with a sliding scale. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; withasliding scale, if necessary, 
up to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, we can not allow that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my 
honored friend from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON ], who comes, he says, 
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representing the distillers of his section, who are anxious to put more 


money intothe national that it is the first time in the history 
of this country that thisor any other class of men ever came voluntarily 
and knocked at the door of the Treasury for permission to increase the 
sum they were paying asa revenue tax. ‘‘ Beware of the Greeks bear- 
ing gifts. The fact of the business is, it is not a solicitude on their 
part to pay more money into the Treasury, but to get an advantage, and 
that advantage I pointed out the other day. 

My friend has stated to this House that our people, the high-wine dis- 
tillers of this country, can avail themselves of the law which provides 
for loss by evaporation, &c. They can not find any protection what- 
ever under the operation of the Carlisle law. It affords the high-wine 
distiller no relief against loss, True, they can leave their goods in the 
warehouse if they will, but their goods are of a character which do not 
improve if leftin from year to year. Hence they must putthem upon 
the market at once, since keeping them in warehouse adds nothing to 
their quality as it does to Bourbon whiskies. Yet this House would 
be made to believe they could by storing, as the distillers of Bourbon 
whisky do, protect themselves against loss. 

This House can not fail to note that the high-wine distiller, by leav- 
ing his goods in the warehouse, as the distiller of Bourbon does, the 
former would lose more in interest on his money than he would save if 
he got an allowance of a half-gallon by the delay in putting his goods 
on the market. 

He would, as you must see, lose ininterest the value of a half-gallon 
if he allowed his goods to remain in the warehouse sixty days. 

One thing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON ] does not 
deny, that every distiller in this country loses a half-gallon in drawing 
off and removal of his spirits to the bonded warehouse. But he says 
if you allow Cincinnati distillers and the other producers of high wines 
in this country half a gallon they will get anadvantage overus. Will 
the gentleman answer this question: If it is true that my constituents 
lose half ‘gallon on each barrel, is it their fault because in the gentle- 
man’s district they put two barrelsin one, and therefore can not get the 
exact allowance they would if put into two packages? They save more 
in cooperage by putting two barrels into one than they lose in the frac- 
tion of a gallon, 

You ask why we do not do the same. My answer is because we manu- 
facture a different kind of goods, and they are used in compounding, 
&c., in our own city, and there put upon the market. 

The gentleman from Kentucky says that this bill p to tax 
all who are engaged in the manufacture of whisky alike. That is 

precisely what we are willing todo. We do not ask anything else. I 
only protest that you shall not tax the half-gallon that we do not get. 
My friend from Illinois says that the General Government lost $200,000 
by not taking an account of the fractions, 

I ask why should they take an account of them if the distillers do 
not get them? 

My friend [Mr. WORTHINGTON] appeals to the temperance element 
in this House, which is very large, and says his people manufacture 
spirits for the arts and the sciences, while the constituents of his 
friend ” from Cincinnati manufacture spirits for drinking purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, we manufacture spirits for all uses to which they are 
applicable; but for whatever purpose manufactured, I claim, and it is 
all I ask, the right to be fairly protected. 

Now a word as to the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
e What is it? The loss to every distiller is at least 1 per cent. 
It is a loss which is inseparable from the business, in soakage and in 
changing from the distillery to the warehouse. 

Iam satisfied with his amendment, and I am of opinion that it will be 
generally satisfactory to the distillers of thecountry. In point of fact 
this loss is more than 1 per cent.—I mean the half-gallon which is now 
by law allowed is more than 1 per cent.; but I am content with the 
amendment, and will vote for it—that is, that you shall tax the frac- 
tional gallons in excess of 1 percent. It is a fair, honest amendment, 
and it certainly can not be objectionable to anybody. 

But what does this bill propose? It proposes to tax every fraction 
less than a half-gallon, even though it is lost. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] taxes all of the fractions in ex- 
cess of 1 per cent., the 1 per cent. being allowed to cover loss sustained. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when you find distillers coming here and saying 
We want to put more money into the Treasury,“ you can feel well 
assured that they are prompted by that spirit which with one hand puts 
a penny into the urn of poverty while with the other it takes the shil- 
ling out. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] may well be satis- 
fied. We protected the Bourbon distillers of his State against loss, 
and now we ask that you protect us in Indiana and Ohio. I am always 
ready to stand up in defense of every industry in thiscountry. Why, 
even the threads on the bobbins up in New England are numbered, and 
the output of your iron furnaces and factories in Pennsylvania and 
everywhere else are carefully noted and protected. I ask not to escape 
taxation on one poor scruple of spirits, but I do ask that you do not tax 
that which our people do not get. Let us deal with Peoria, Pekin, Des 
Moines, Cincinnati, Chicago, and all places alike. This amendment 
does that. I have to meet a distiller, a dealer, or any one else who ad- 


mits that the loss is not greater than is here provided for, and the state- 
ment, I submit, that this bill proposes simply to tax spirits is begging 
the question. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WorTHINGTON] intimated that I 
tried to mislead the House in saying that we could not avail ourselves 
of the right that the Bourbon whisky dealers or manufacturers availed 
themselves of—that is, to have the spirits regauged. I have told you 
why. Itis because it does no good to leave our goods in bond; they 
do not improve, and the interest on the money invested in the 
leit in bond would be more than the value of the half-gallon saved as 
exempt from tax. This amendment simply provides that they shall tax 
all in excess of 1 per cent., and, as I have said, the internal- revenue de- 
partment has recognized this as just and fair. 

You have allowed this half. gallon for no other reason on earth than 
that it was just, and the only reason that this bill was suggested was to 
correct an abuse, an abuse the existence of which I admit and which, 
as my brother from Peoria suggested, enabled men to use a 10-gallon 
package, and thereby, while conforming to the letter of the law, violate 
its spirit. It is one of the cases of paying tithes of mint, anise, and 
cummin, but neglecting the weightier matters of the law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In regard to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], I desire to say 
if there is any part lost by absorption in the cask it is very small, and 
certainly it is about evenly distributed among the dealers. That ques- 
tion is one which would call for very nice calculation. If there is in- 
equality in it, it would probably be in favor of those who use large 
casks, as I believe you will find that the wood exposed to 40 gallons of 
whisky inclosed in small packages has a far greater surface than where 
it is confined in a large package. But the remedy proposed would 
clearly work a greater inequality in the other direction. Consequently 
there will be inequality; but very small in both cases, and the one we 
have is the lesser. That subject would require, then, very careful cal- 
culation, such as can only be given in committee. If the gentleman 
will bring in a bill to remedy that minute point, I am sure it will get 
careful consideration from the committee. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue tells us this bill is necessary 
for an honestadministration of the law and full collection of the tax as 
it stands. Nobody—as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
says—wants to pay more tax. The trouble is some people want to pay 
less tax. Honest menareatadisadvantage. We find, Mr. Chairman, 
that our present law has started a foot-race between evaporation and 
rascality, and in the contest rascality has come out victorious. I think 
the bill should be passed without any amendment or alteration at this 
time. 

Mr. MORRISON. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has as- 
sured us that this bill is necessary to the honest collection of the rev- 
enue. The amendment of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] has 
to me a suspicious look about it, possibly because I do not uuderstand 
it, and I will ask the committee to vote down these amendments and 
pass this bill. If the friends of these amendments have any equities, or 
those they represent have any distilled spirits that are being taxed that 
they do not use, I will be ready at any time to hear them and assist 
in bringing in a bill that will do them entire justice. We should now 
be allowed to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment of the 

ntleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is next on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] in lieu of that proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, was again read. 

The question being taken, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is next on the amendment pro- 

by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iaccepted theamendmentof the gentleman 
from Illinois, and as that has been voted down, I withdraw my own 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to taxes on fractional parts 
of a gallon of distilled spirits, had directed him to report it to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; an l being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 
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Mr. REID, of North Carolina, and others called for a division. 
The House divided; but before the affirmative vote was counted 
many members said, Withdraw the call for farvaer count.“ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is further count insisted upon? 
Further count was not insisted on. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Further count not being insisted on 
Mr. COWLES. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it, and the bill is 
Sed. 
fe MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JAMES. I desire again to submit the resolution with reference 
to the debate on the coinage bill. The gentleman who last objected 
has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I insist on my motion. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 91, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: * 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON; Petition of 54 citizens of Delphos, Kans., 
for equalization of soldiers’ pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. J. Donnell, of Kansas, for the issuance of a for- 
lorn hope’’ medal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 105 citizens of Kansas, for the passage of a bill to 
adjust land grants to railroads in Kansas—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Martin Dubs 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of Jacob M. 
Shaw, of Hinds County; of John Ellis and of Rhesa Hatcher, of Hines 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., approving the main features of the bill to regulate interstate com- 
merce, reported on the 18th of January, 1886, from the Select Commit- 
tee on Transportation by Railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Carroll Jones, 
2 of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of residents of New Florence, Westmore- 
land County, Pennsylvania, in ſavor of certain amendment to the pen- 
sion laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition on behalf of the Western Tract Soci- 
ety of Cincinnati, Ohio, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 146 citizens of Randolph County, 
Ind for a service ion for the soldiers and sailors who served in 
the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the manufacturers of the city of Connersville, Ind., 
for the passage of an act prohibiting the imposition of a local tax or li- 
cense fee on traveling salesmen—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition for the free and continued coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of citizens of Danville, Va., praying the 
passage of H. R. 1914, restoring wages in the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of William Fisher, of Franklin County, Virginia, to be 
relieved from the payment of internal- revenue tax upon 257 gallons ot 
distilled spirits destroyed by fire before removal—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of J. H. Balthrop and other post- 
masters of the fourth class, of Chatham County, Tennessee, for increase 
„ Ke. to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, petition of Charles E. Woodruff and of J. E. Batts, for salary. 
&c., as postmasters—to the same committee. si t 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of 383 representative citizens of Clinton, 
Elk, Mifflin, and Union Counties, Pennsylvania, for scientific temper- 

By Mr, COMSTOCK: Petition of 356 representative citizens of Alle- 
gan County, Iowa, and Kent County, Michigan, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools controlled by the Federal Government—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of K. of L., Tuscola, III., indorsing 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Jackson County; of C. C. 
Huveston and 113 others, citizens of De Witt County; and of J. M. 
Brownson and 90 others, citizens of Victoria County, Texas, for the im- 

8 of Galveston Harbor to the Committee on Rivers and 
rs. 


ance instruction in all schools under control of the Federal Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of William Henry Maule against 
increasing rates of postage on seeds—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition in relation to drawback on exportations 
of goods in tin—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of 382 representative citizens of the 
fifth district of Iowa, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools 
controlled by the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Rev. R. R. Moore and 127 others, re 
resentative citizens of Crawford and Butler Counties, Pennsylvania, for 
scientific temperance instruction in all schools under control of the Fed- 
eral Government—to the same committee, 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of William F. Gladdern and 70 others, 
citizens of Ashland County, Ohio, for the passage of a law embodying 
the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of 11 citizens of Bell’s Depot, Tenn., asking 
that no further appropriations be made for cleaning out the Upper 
Forked Deer River, &c.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of 47 citizens of Lauderdale County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that an appropriation be made to clean out and improve the navi- 
gation of the Forked Deer River, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of L. C. Powell and 372 citizens of Marion, 
Harrison, Monongalia and Tay or Counties, West Virginia, praying an 
appropriation for the purpose of erecting fish-ladders on the dams in 
the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. W. J. GREEN: Petition of Sol Gornto, E. L. Franck, jr., 
J. F. Giles, E. Murrill, and about 90 others, citizens of Onslow County, 
North Carolina, praying that the water ways between New River and 
Bear Inlet may be improved in order to open navigation between said 
river and Beaufort Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of a public meeting of Menhaden fishermen, of- 
Carteret County, North Carolina, protesting against legislation inimi- 
cal to their interests—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial of the Department of the Wiscon- 
sin Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the relief of John Cali- 
han, late a private in Company G, One hundred and forty-seventh New 
York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Weavers’ Assembly, No. 717, Knights of 
Labor, Bevier, Mo., against Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Local Assemblies (Knights of Labor) Nos. 717, 3685, 
and 3726, for the organization of a Territorial form of government for 
Indian Territory, &c.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petitions of G. W. Gatlin, for relief as postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Andrew Shinki and others, citizens of 
Lucas County, Ohio, and of Washington Esveatt, of Pembroke, N. H., 
asking increase of 8 to soldiers who have lost an arm or leg to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Letter and papers from H. Glass, of 
Fontanelle, Iowa, relating to national banking - to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 259 representative citizens of Delaware, Grundy, and 
Buchanan Counties, Iowa, for scientific temperance instruction in all 
schools under the control of the Federal Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Wachan Early, Lou- 
don County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of G. R. Sewell, of Adamsville, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Alvis Beshears, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of 65 soldiers of Darlington, Pa., asking 
for the passage of the pension law recommended by the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of T. H. Sutton and 78 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Clark County; of Samuel Coble and 22 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Park County; of N. W. Davidson and 42 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Vermillion County; of George Fox and 51 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Martin County; of Thomas F. Leech and 204 
others, soldiers and citizens of Montgomery County, and of Pryor Cates 
and 92 others, soldiers and citizens of Fountain County, Indiana, asking 
for the passage of House bill 3320, for pensioning all Union soldiers—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition for the relief of John H. Hathorn to accompany House 
bill 3912—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Papers relating to the claim of Agnes and Maria 
De Leon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of 384 representative citizens of Dutchess 
and Columbia Counties, New York, for scientific temperance instruction 
in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Andrew Jackson, for payment for carry- 
ing the mail—to the Committee on Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


of W. J. Groner, for improvement of Elizabeth 
River, to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. LONG: Petition of Assembly No. 845, Knights of Labor, Wey- 


mouth, Mass., esarp g raag eya pm aaae A 
Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LOUTTIT: Petition of Samuel Mays, of Sutter County, Cal- 
ifornia, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa, asking 
an increase in the salaries of United States district judges—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Joseph C. Hill, late major of the 
Sixth Indiana Volunteers, for arrears of pay—to the Committee 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Elijah Knight and 99 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, Iowa, for additional pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of Fanny Levy, administratrix of 
the estate of Capt. Jonas P. Levy, of New York. ‘that the claim for 
money due the said estate by Mexico be adjusted and paid—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of George E. Steele and others, and of 


Chris. B. Kebl and others, ſor communication be- 
tween North and South Manitou Islands, in Lake Michigan, and the 
mainland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Robert W. administrator of 


Maria W. deceased, of Panola County, Mississippi, asking ref- 
erence of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of the members of the Cumberland Presby- 
terian church at Calhoun, Tenn., for pay for their church building, 
taken down and used by the United States Army—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of L. D. Hendry and many others against 
the increase of on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition and papers in the case of Samuel J, Brown—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of 105 citizens of Bullock County, Ala- 
bama, for the relief of third and fourth class postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 1,287 citizens of the District of 
Columbia, for the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance in- 
3 in the public schools of said District to the Committee on 

ucation. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of 315 representative citizens of Cayuga, 
Wayne, and Oswego Counties, N. V., for scientific temperance instruc- 
tion in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers relating to the claim of Absalom H. Alfney, 
of Benton County, and of William M. Noe, of Marion County, Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Scott County, 
Illinois, relative to the coinage of money, &c.—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. ROWELL: Memorials of Assembly 2435, Knights of Labor, 
Decatur; of Assembly 4146, Knights of Labor, Lincoln; and of Assem- 
bly 4900, Knights of Labor, of Macon, III., in favor of public improve- 
ments—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 511 representative citizens of Orleans 
and Livingston Counties, New York, for scientific temperance instruc- 
tion in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of pearl-button makers’ conventio: 
ing for protection against tariff reduction—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of John Sim- 
mons, of Yazoo County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of A. H. Chadwick and 300 fishermen, 
of North Carolina, asking that any bill restricting the fishing for men- 
haden on the Atlantic coast may not pass—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 
Also, evidence in the claim of H. W. Styron—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of citizens of Georgetown County, South 
Carolina, praying for relief—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


ask- 


By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of General James S. Brisbin, United | 19th 


States Army, for the passage of House bill No. 286 to facilitate promo- 
tions, and retire from active service, upon their own application, officers 
of the Army who served during the late war as general officers of vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial from H. C. Schmidt for 
remo obstruction to navigation at the mouth of the Brazos River, 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. SYMES: Memorial of the General Assembly of Colorado, re- 


1 appropriations for agricultural colleges—to the Committee on 


rT M. TAYLOR: Papers . Rice, of 
Jackson County, and of John B. Henderson County, Tennessee — 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZAC H. TAYLOR: relating. to the claim of Amanda T. 
Waller, of Fayette County, Tennessee to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Hugh Worth- 
p Ss Py the same committee. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition from 252 citizens of Bowie, 
ee County, a praying a sufficient tion to secure 
aad Apa at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of H. T. Hartman for extension of pat- 
ent right—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 248 representative citizens of 
Fairbault, Jackson, and Waseca Counties, Minnesota, for scientific tem- 
perance instruction in all schools under control of the Federal Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr, A. J. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., ask- 
ing for the appointment of a commission to negotiate with Canada com- 
1 on the fisheries question—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

Ts. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Memorial of J. L. Taylor, of the Cherokee 
Nation, against H. R. 584—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mrs. N. V. Hewlett, asking that her 
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 


By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Solomon Strobe, of Nimrod Strobe, of 
Wilber F. Dyer, of Milton Taylor, administrator of Henry Strobe; of 
Wilbur F. Dyer, of Mrs. Street Cunningham, and of Jacob J. Hyne, of 
Grant County; of John G. Harvey, of Angus M. Wood, of James Kuy- 
kendall, of E. W. McNeill and S. R. MeNeill, administrators of A. M. 
and J. W. Inskeep, and of James 8. Whiting, of Hardy, W. Va.; and 
of Isaac Hutton, of Nevada, Vernon County, Missouri, praying that 
their several war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. } 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of citizensof Clinton County, Michigan, 
for a pension for Mrs. Margaret Vance, widow of Edward S. Vance, 
late a private of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment, 
New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 


in the , Were presented and severally referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 
By Mr. J. T. JO STON: Of citizens of Fountain County, Indiana, 


pitta Mr. cre nay Of J. R. Parks and 32 others, citizens of Wayne 
aunty, Illin 

By Mr. PRICE: Of C. P. Johnson and 51 others, citizens of Panoma, 
Kans. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1886. 


ae, by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro digest sate This communication, with the ac- 
companying table, w. printed, and, the table being very brief, will 
be printed also in the sheet xing with the communication, if there be no 
objection. 

The communication, with the accompanying table, was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECOED, 
as follows: 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 24, 1886, 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution of the 
That the of the is hereby directed to inform 

amount of United States notes redeemed, as required 
by. the resumption act, so called, for and during each fiscal year, beginning July 

1, 187, and ending June 30, 1885, and alsoa like statement for the period Seater 

January 1, 1879, and ending June 30. 1879, and for the period beginning July 

1, 1.1 8 ending December 31, 1885,” and to inclose herewith a statement, pre- 
pared 'i n the office of the United States covering the information 

for. 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


Hon. JOHN Surf 
President pro — United States Senate, 


1886. 
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On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of James Belger be withdrawn from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


GORDON’S LANDING BREAKWATER, 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to report to 
the Senate any information in his ion concerning the utility of a break- 
water at Gordon's Landing, on Lake Champlain, in Vermont, with an estimate 
of the cost of a suitable structure at that place. 


GEORGETOWN AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the followingresolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to cause to be made a careful 
examination of the Aqueduct Bridge at Georgetown, and report its present con- 
— especially as to its safety for ordinary travel when the aqueduct is filled 
with water. 


PLANTS AND SHRUBS FOR PENSION BUILDING. 


Mr. BECK. I desire to entera motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
House joint resolution 71 was passed by the Senate yesterday, it being 
a joint resolution authorizing the Superintendent of Public Buildings 
and Grounds in the District of Columbia, and directing him as well, 
‘tto supply, and to keep supplied, from the public houses and 
nurseries, the vases around the interior court of the Pension building 
with plants and shrubs suitable thereto.“ 

My object in asking for a reconsideration is to have an explanation from 
the Committee on the Library in regard to that resolution. I happened 
to meet the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds last night, 
and speaking about matters altogether disconnected with this measure, 
he said to me that we should have to make an appropriation of $1,600 
more for him this year; that as soon as the joint resolution had passed 
the other House he had an examination of the vases made, the cost and 
everything else, and it would require $1,600 todoit. He said that he 
had made an official statement of that and furnished it to the committee 
with a request that they should lay it before the Senate. When they 
do lay it before the Senate and explain it perhaps I shall vote for the 
joint resolution, but I insist that a committee having that information 
as to the cost ought to give it to us, so that we may vote with our eyes 
open and not have a controversy in the Committee on Appropriations us 
to the propriety of voting money to carry out thelaw. For the purpose 
of having that explanation, as I do not see the Senator from New Jersey 
[ Mr. SEWELL] in hisseat who reported the joint resolution in the Senate, 
all I ask now is to enter the motion to reconsider, and perhaps he will 
give the information that will satisfy me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky enters a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate yesterday passed the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of Public 
Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants 
and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension building. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think in relation to this matter there ought to be 
further inquiry, to know what kind of plants it is necessary to supply, 
whether the Pension building is to be kept as a greenhouse or hot-house, 
with sufficient heat there to preserve the plants during the winter sea- 
son. I think it would be very difficult to do that, as it would cost a 
great deal of money for coal alone to supply the interior of that im- 
mense building in order to protect the plants. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say to the Senator from Vermont that 
I was advised by the Superintendent that in the present condition of 
that building it would be absolutely impossible during the winter sea- 
son to comply with the joint resolution unless a fresh supply is fur- 
nished after each frost. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair informs the Senator from 
Kentucky that it will be necessary to recall the joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives, as it has gone to that body. 

Mr. BECK. Iwill make the request, in connection with the motion 
to reconsider, that the other House be requested to return the joint 
resolution to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
uo objection. 


That order will be made if there be 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of Idaho to 
Washington Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a 
gallon of distilled spirits. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the educational bill at this time in the hope that we may com- 


lete action upon it to-day, and I shall ask the Senate to remain even 
yond the ordinary hour of adjournment for that purpose, 


xXVII——111 


The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], it will be recollected, a 
few days ago gave notice that yesterday he would desire to occupy the 
attention of the Senate in remarks upon the bill touching the Chinese 
question. Sickness prevented his being present at that time. He is in 
the Chamber this morning, and was desirous to proceed with his ad- 
dress to the Senate at this time, but in conversing with him I find that 
his health is still poor, and he is not really in a condition in which he 
ought to address the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from New Hampshire that a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the educational bill is not debatable. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that; but it seemed only just to make 
the statement that the Senator from Oregon desires the opportunity of 
being heard to-morrow morning after the completion of the morning 
business, at the time when the Calendar would naturally be taken up; 
and I desire at this time to proceed to the consideration of the educa- 
tional bill, and that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who 
has the floor upon that bill, may proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
withhold his motion for a moment until I can make a statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had designed this morning to ask the Senate to take 
up the bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State 
of Iowa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and for 
other purposes, which is a very important bill, and for various reasons 
it is very desirable that it should be considered at once; but the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN], who is interested in the meas- 
ure, is not able, as he states, to take the part in the debate which he 
desires to take. On his suggestion I think that I shall not make that 
motion to-day, but I wish to say to the Senate that to-morrow, when 
the time for the consideration of the Culendar shall have arrived, I 
shall move the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in this immediate connection that the 
Senator from Oregon came to the Chamber hoping to be heard this morn- 
ing, although really in such a physical condition that he ought not to 
be obliged to address the Senate; and he consented to this motion of 
mine to take up the educational bill at this time in the hope that he 
might address the Senate to-morrow morning in the morning hour. If 
he prefers to go on at this time, unless he could have the floor to-mor- 
row, I shall not press the educational bill until 2 o'clock. 

Ir. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, before he renews his 
motion I wish to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the pending bill 
on the Calendar reported by its title. The matter will then be open to 
five minutes’ debate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. DAWES. I was about to ask a favor of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I have been necessarily absent from the Senate for two 
days. When I was last in the Senate the Indian severalty bill was 
pending in the morning hour. I think the debate is entirely exhausted 
upon it. I wish the Senator would let me try the experiment and see 
if it will not go through without further debate before he calls up the 
educational bill. 

Mr, BLAIR. Ihave no objection to withholding my motion for that 

urpose. 
Mr. DAWES. That bill is nearly at the head of the Calendar, and 
if there is any extended debate I shall yield to the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent that the first two cases on 
the Calendar, which have gone over in consequence of the absence of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE], which are in his charge, 
may go over now withont prejudice. ‘ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Unless we can transact some business on the Cal- 
endar I shall have to object to postponing it. 

Mr. HOAR. This is transacting business on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I understand that. My remark was not aimed 
at the Senator from Massachusetts, but at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow this unanimous con- 
sent to be given, so as to get those matters out of the way. 

Mr. VOC EES. Certainly. 

Mr. HA EIS and Mr. INGALLS. Unanimous consent to what? 

Mr. HC R. I ask unanimous consent that the first two measures 
on the Ca dar, which are measures in the charge of the Senator from 
New Han shire [Mr. PIKE], may go over without prejudice. 

The Pl SIDENT pro tempore. A single objection is sufficient to 
put them uver. The first two cases on the Calendar will go over with- 
out prejudice if there be no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
v suggest that the final vote on the educational bill shall be taken to- 

y? 
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Mr. BLAIR. I yield 
Mr. MITOHELL, ef © 
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. The PRESIDENT pro impare, The amendment bas mod bern of- 
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make for themselves honest homes. Give to our people, under such 
discretion as the President may exercise, the right to go upon the In- 
dian Jands and make, side by side of the Indian farm, a farm tilled by 
the aggressive and enterprising Anglo-Saxon, and in a little while con- 
tact alone will compel these people to accept the civilization that sur- 
rounds them on every side. 

Isolate them as we have done, and they will continue as they are, 
although you may establish schools and churches and give them the 
missionary effort, and it will take ages under the present system to civ- 
ilize and Christianize them. But if you can put them in the midst of 
an intelligent community you will have them civilized in a few years. 
With white settlers on every alternate section of Indian lands, there 
will be a school-honse built, with Indian children and white children 
together; there will be churches at which there will be an attendance 
of Indians and of white people alike. They will readily learn the 
tongue of the white race. They will for a while speak their own lan- 
guage, but they will readily learn the ways of civilization. 

I have, therefore, with but little hopes that the Senate will make such 
an innovation, but for the purpose of insisting and emphasizing as fully 
as I could the absurdity of continuing the old system, introduced this 
amendment, and unless it is accepted by the chairman of the committee 
who has this bill in charge I should be pleased to have the vote of the 
Senate and see whether the Senate are in favor of the old policy or 
whether they are willing, under the discretion that the Chief Executive 
may exercise, to start upon a new and what I think is a better plan. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, ifthe Senator from Colorado will modify 
his amendment by inserting in the third line of it, after the word ‘‘ quar- 
ter-section,”’ these words, of lands upon any reservation established 
by executive order,“ I will aid him in getting it a part of this bill. 

I have already said, as the Senator has intimated, that the idea upon 
which the amendment is based is I think the true idea. The idea of 
as far and as fast as possible putting the Indians among civilized people 
and giving them the advantage of the example and the contact and the 
association and every other stimulus connected with civilization prom- 
ises better success than any other idea that has obtained in reference to 
the Indians; and therefore just so far as it can be done I am desirous of 
co-operating with the Senator in this idea to the extent of its applica- 
tion to the reservations established by executive order. It is ectly 
easy, it intrenches upon no right, it disturbs no established and fixed 
settlement in the mind of the Indians, no title; but if you applyit to 
all the reservations you at once attack vested rights. The treaty res- 
ervations and the statute reservations are held bya title on the part of 
the Indian that it is not right for us to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to invade. 

And furthermore, all this is an experiment, Iam not one of those 
who believe that we have at any time invented a new and perfect way 
that will solve this question. This only gives promise, and I thinkan 
earnest and well-assured promise of working out the problem. It may 
not work it out as well as we hope it may. It will, I am confident, go 
a great way in that direction. 

The idea which the Senator has suggested in his amendment is one 
of the ideas incorporated in this mode of trying to make something of 
the Indian, in my opinion a wise one, which ought to be carried as far 
as it can. It canbe tried upon the executive-order reservations with- 
out infringing upon any rights, without disturbing any Indian with the 
idea that we are trying to get his land away from him. That is the 
greatest obstacle in the way of any attempt to make something out of 
the Indian at this time, the universal distrust on the part of the In- 
dians holding land by treaty and by statute that the United States, in 
all its measures, has lurking under them some method by which his 
land is to be wrested from him. $ 

The suggestion of the Senator is that the Secretary of the Interior 
can walk upon any Indian reservation held by the solemn title of a 
treaty, whether the Indians will or not, and take alternate sections, as 
many or as few as he pleases, and put white men right in among them. 
‘There is a reservation where this can be done, and where, when it is 
done, I believe it will be with all the beneficial effects suggested by the 
Senator. But there are reservations where it would work great injury, 
not only to the specific Indians, but to all attempts to get the Indian so 
that, he will accept it, so that he will take from us in the spirit in which 
we propose it this beneficent measure of ours. True, it being left to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, he may not think it wise, 
and probably will not, to invade such reservations against the will of 
the Indian; but the fact that he has the power, in the hands of the 
enemies of this measure would be held up before them as a matter of 
alarm, of concern and distrust. Any agent of the Department going 
among the Indians clothed with such power, whether he proposed to 
exercise it or not—the fact of his merely going there to see if he could 
would be considered as the enemy of the Indian and be driven out in 
some way or other. 

Now I suggest to the Senator to be content with the application of it 
to the executive-order reservations, and then I will do what I can to 
help him to get it incorporated in the bill; otherwise, and simply for 
the reasons I have suggested, I should hope that the Senate would not 
adopt the amendment in its broad sense. 


Mr. TELLER. I have not any doubt of the right of the Executive 
on an executive-order reservation to do the very thing provided for in 
this bill; but it is such an innovation upon existing practice and upon 
existing ideas that the executive officer who should try to do it would 
have quite as much courage, I think, as the greatest military leader. 

I want to see this principle applied to all reservations because the 
great mass of Indians are not on executive order reservations; the great 
mass of Indians are on reservations established either by treaty or by 
act of Congress; and we are not now treating, as we were the other day, 
with the Sioux tribe. This is a general statute upon which the In- 
dians do not even have a veto. The eleventh section of this bill has 
been stricken out which provided that they might pass upon the ques- 
tion whether they would accept it or not. We are now making a gen- 
eral law for the government of all the Indians in the United States, 
and I think it is an appropriate time to announce to the world that we 
have departed from the old and obsolete idea that civilization was not 
as good as savagery, that Christianity can not come in contact with 
heathenism without the heathen suffering. 

If the honorable Senator is tenacious and is afraid that the President 
of the United States will ever invade their reservation and take their 
lands without their being compensated, I am willing that he shall 
amend my amendment by putting in words which will require the 
compensation to be made before the land is taken. Iam willing to 
add: 


Before such settlement shall be made compensation shall be provided for. 


I do not desire by legislation to deprive the Indians of any property 
rights they may have. I only want to put it in the power of the exec- 
utive officers of the country to do the most good that can be done to 
that unfortunate people. I know that the great hindrance that the 
Department to-day finds in dealing with the Indian is that there is not 
proper discretion lodged in the hands of the executive branch of the 
Government. They have been tied up by legislative rales in such a 
way that they may see one part of a tribe have luxurious living while 
another starves, without the ability to divert the appropriations from 
one to another except to a limited extent; and a rule that the Depart- 
ment would be satisfied may work great good it is precluded from 
adopting, because there is no legislative authority extended to it to do so. 

Every act of the executive department in its dealing with the Indi- 
ans is hedged about by legislative restrictions. Discretion there is 
none, and I do not believe there is a department of the Governmentin 
which there is so much restriction and so much hedging about the de- 
partment as there is in the Interior Department in dealing with the 
Indians. I want to remove some of that; and I want to place proper 
power in the hands of the executive officers who are responsible to the 
whole people of the United States with reference to this subject. 

I know that it has been thought that this subject can not be dealt 
with except in the legislative halls, and that it is not safe to intrust it 
to what the quickened conscience of the whole people of the United 
States demands from every executive officer, exactness in conduct and 
rectitude in purpose when he deals with Indians, which it does not de- 
mand in any other department of the Government. There is no dan- 
ger that any man who administers the office of Secretary of the Interior 
will ever invade the rights of the Indians. He may, and he will if he 
is an intelligent man, run counter to the Indian Rights Association, or 
the Indian Defense Association, or the people who know nothing of 
Indians except as they have learned it through Fenimore Cooper’s nov- 
els or some authority of that character. There is no such danger. 

If the Senator thinks it is necessary to provide compensation before 
the lands are taken, I am willing he should offer that amendment, or 
if my amendment should be acceptable with that clause added to it, I 
should be glad to make that myself. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator does not feel like adopting the amend- 
ment I piane I hope the Senate will vote down his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say a word, more to call the attention of 
the Senagor from Colorado than anything else. The proposition that 
he presents in this amendment is one that if it were carried into the 
statutes would require very great elaboration and detail. It ought to 
be the subject of a separate bill. This subject has not been brought to 
the attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is put for the first 
time before the Senate, as I understand, by this proposed amendment 
late in the consideration of this bill. 

Now, there is one feature of this amendment which I wish to call to 
the special attention of the Senator from Colorado: 

Under such rules and regulations as shall secure to the Indians their allot- 
ments as herein provided for, and a proper enforcement of the intercourse laws. 

How would it be possible that the Secretary of the Interior could 
provide rules and regulations for the proper enforcement of the inter- 
course laws when the whole of the reservations of the Indians were 
spotted over with white men who had settled there and had got title 
to the property? Alternate sections.” The Senator says it must be 
in alternate sections. I do not know whether the Indians are to take 
the odd-numbered or the even-numbered sections, or when the Indian 
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has made his location then the alternate section on which an Indian is 
located may not be devoted to the homestead of a white man. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The measure which the Senator proposes here must be one of growth. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


Of course we know that all this western country at some future day 
must be populated jointly by Indians and white people; but until the 
Indians get into condition where they can be protected against the 
white men who would sell them whisky, sell them powder and shot, 
and out-deal them in all their transactions, it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to preserve them in some form or other 
until they have matured sufficiently to become able to control their 
own domestic affairs; I mean their household affairs, and manage their 


own property. 

I do not know of anything that could be worse to-day than to settle 
the Arapaho and Cheyenne and Kiowa and Comanche Indians upon 
allotments of land in severalty throughout that broad expanse of the 
Indian country; and then to allow white men to go in and take the al- 
ternate sections. They are confirmed sa J many of them 
are almost wholly untutored; they are not fit for civilized society, and 
men with nice families and who desire to prosper in the world would not 
be very apt to go in there. We should get a rufan class of population 
among those Indi and we should be in so much trouble with them 
that we should not get clear of it in fifty years to come, in my opinion. 
I hope the Senator will be content to frame a bill, for which he will re- 
ceive support as has been indicated in the Senate from various quar- 
ters, moving upon this subject gradually. Let his bill first apply to 
those Indian reservations where the Indians have some knowledge of 
affairs, and where they are calculated in some sense to take care of 
themselves. We can provide by law so that the white people can go 
and settle among them, and doubtless many of the tribes would wel- 
come the white people among them; but to make a broadcast measure 
of that kind and to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior to indulge in legislation of the most important character by 
the mere adoption of rules and regulations, it seems to me would be a 
yery unfortunate movement at this time. 

I hope the Senator will not press his amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I wonder the Senator from Alabama overlooked the 
fact that the intercourse laws with rare exceptions—and those in the In- 
dian Territory—are not Territorial in their character. The intercourse 
laws depend upon the relation that the Indian bears to the General Gov- 
ernment. If he is a member of a tribe it is as much an offense against 
the intercourse laws to sell him ardent spirits in the city of Washington 
as it would be on his reservation. Therefore there can be nothing in 
that objection, because if every other settler was a white man in a res- 
ervation, a sale by a white man or an Indian on the reservation or off 
the reservation of intoxicating drinks to an Indian is a violation of the 
intercourse laws. 

I admit that this is a subject which will require some detail; I un- 
derstand that. What I complain of is that any law which we might 
attempt to pass through this body would necessarily require so much 
detail that it would be very doubtful whether we should ever get it 
passed, and if we did whether with all the wisdom of this body and all 
the wisdom that could be thrown upon it by the other House it would 
not be found in practical operation that there had been some things 
omitted. In my judgment the whole subject can better be remitted to 
the executive department of the Government under the general au- 
thority of a statute which says you may do this, subject to such condi- 
tions as you think will promote the interest and welfare of the Indians. 
I do not suppose any Secretary would think of putting now in the pres- 
ent condition of things white people in the Cheyenne territory. That 
would be a question of discretion for the executive department of the 
Government. I think we maysafely leave all such things to the execu- 
tive department, and not attempt to provide in detail for every little 
thing that might arise in the carrying out of such a principle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. I call the attention of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to section 9. In that section I move do strike 
out, from line 2, the words ‘‘ reservations of’’ and insert ‘‘territory oc- 
cupied by; so that the section will read: 

Sec. 9. That the provision of this act shall not extend to the territory occupied 
by the Cherokees, Creeks, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Seminoles, and Osages in the 
Indian Territory, nor to any of the reservations of the Sen: Nation of New 
York Indians in the State of New York. 

Mr. DAWES. That is a verbal correction and it ought to be made. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to state why I offer the amendment, in order 
to put the reason on record. 

The word reservations“ in that connection is a very broad expres- 
sion. By striking out the word reservations, which has a fixed idea 


of title, and inserting territory, we reach the object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word provision,“ at the be- 
ginning of the sentence, will be changed to provisions, if there be 
no objection. 


third time, and passed. 
WILBUR F. STEELE. 


ee oS pane protempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 

The bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice if there be no objection. 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by 
Mr. Berry, from the Committee on Public Lands, February 1, 1886, 
relative to bath-house and hot-water privileges on the Government 
reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, to strike out the words until proper legislation 
is had with reference thereto” and insert until the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference thereto;“ 
so as to make the resolution read: 

Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privileges 
upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have expired 
by limitation of law; and 

Whereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that 
such lease may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 


l on: 
it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), That inthe opinion of Con such Jeases of bath-house and hot-water 
ae should not be e. by the Secretary of the Interior unless the 
a Congress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


STATUES TO COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 35) setting apart public reservations for 
statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe there will be no objection to the passage 
of this joint resolution at the present time. 

The joint resolution was to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like the Senator from Vermont to explain 
the joint resolution. Under the act authorizing the Garfield statue the 
commission appointed was authorized to select the ground for its loca- 
tion, and they did locate it and they madeacontract forthe statue. I 
am afraid if we change the location it may interfere somewhat with the 
contract. I think myself that notwithstanding there are a number of 
bills for the location of statues, they ought all to be in charge of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds so as to secure uniformity 
in the selection. 

Mr. MORRILL. There will be no sort of difficulty in changing the 
location so far as the artist is concerned. I desire to say further, in 
relation to the contract of the Secretary of War with the artist, that 
it is provided that it shall have only an excavation of 6 feet. That 
will be entirely insufficient. The naval monument had to have an ex- 
cavation of over 30 feet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did he make the contract, then? 

Mr. MORRILL. Idonotknow. Under the circumstances it would 
be well to change the contract, and there is not the slightest doubt of 
the willingness of the artist to make the change. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. CONGER. On the passage of the joint resolution I ask for the 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 
Mr. COC . My colleague [Mr. Vest] is still detained at 


home by serious illness. I am generally paired with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. Did he vote on this question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On general questions I am paired with the Sen- 
tor from Iowa, and as he did not vote I believe I will vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Vermont if he will not agree 
to a reconsideration of the vote by which the joint resolution was or- 
dered to a third reading for the purpose of amending the resolution so 
as to give charge to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
I think it is proper they should have the selection of all the sites and 
not have a separate commission in each case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 
cluded. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. On political questions Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], but I presume this is 
not considered such, and to make a quorum I will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


The roll-call must be con- 
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YEAS—31. 
Beck, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Berry, Gibson, Mahone Sewell, 
Blac! 2 Gray, Miller of N. Y., Spoo! 
Blair, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Brown, II. n, Morgan, Walthall, 
1, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
wes, A Plumb, 
NAYS—12. 

Allison, Conger, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Bowen Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cockrell, e, Platt, Teller. 

ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Frye, MePherson, Sawyer, 
Camden, George, Maxey, vanes 
Cameron, * Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Chace, Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., Vi 
Coke, Jackson, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, 
Eustis, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ranso’ 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will have to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, will be 

over. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope it will be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that; but it is one of the 
matters that will have tobe debated. I do not object toits keeping its 


place. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Thomas A. Hendricks, late 
Vice-President of the United States; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 150) to quiet title to settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 
Rosser, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stew- 
art, of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and 

A bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But- 
ler, of Missouri. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment of an assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and fixing the salary for the same, and for other 
i a was announced as next in order. 

. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 

CRIMES BY INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled An 
act ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes,” 15. March 3, 1885, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to amend the section named so as to read: 


Src, 9. That immediately upon and after the date of the of this act 
all Indians committing against the person or property of ano Indian or other 
person any of the following crimes, namely, murder, anager ets rape, as- 
sault with intent to kill, arson. 8 larceny, within any tory of the 
United States, and either within or without an In reservation, shall be sub- 
ject therefor to the laws of such Territory relating to said crimes, and shall be 
tried therefor in the same courts and in the same manner, and shall be subject 
to the same penalties, as are all other ns with the commission of 
said crimes respectively; and the said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in 
all such cases: Provided, That in all cases where any of said crimesshall be com- 
mitted —— the or property of another Indian the judge of the court 
before which such Indian 5 tried shall certify to the Attorney-General of 
the United States the cost of the apprehension and trial of such Indian, and the 
Attorney-General shall cause the same to be reimbursed tothe Territory, orany 
county thereof, incurring the same, out of funds that may be available or appro- 
priated for that 23 And ided further, That the cost of the support and 
maintenance of In convi of any of said crimes against the person or 
popsy of another Indian, and sentenced to imprisonment, shall be borne by 
the United States. And all Indians committing any of the above crimes 
the person or property of another Indian or within the boun: 
of any State of the United States and within the ts of any Indian reserva 
tion, or within the limits of any porHon of the Indian Territory and not set apart 
for and occupied the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, Chickasaw, or Seminole 
Indian tribes, shall be subject to the same laws, tried in the same courts and in 


the same manner, and be subject to the same penalties as are all other persons 
committing any of the above crimes within the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to explain this matter; and we can see what the 
law was before. 

Mr. DAWES. In the last Congress in an appropriation bill was in- 
serted a provision making Indians who commit offenses against Indians 
upon reservations and outside the reservations amenable to the crim- 
inal laws of the country as to certain crimes specified, the same crimes 
which are specified in this bill. In putting it into practical operation 
it has been found to work in this way, that the Indians upon reserva- 
tions are taken to a court in some county that has no Indian reserva- 
tion in it, and the costs of the trial all fall upon that county. Notonly 
is the burden a great deal, but the public sentiment in the county 
against the prosecution comes from that source to be so great that it 
paralyzes the law. 

The Interior Department had its attention called to this as well as the 
Indian Committee, and at the suggestion of some members of the com- 
mittee the law officers of the Government pre this bill which 
merely causes the costs of such prosecutions to be paid on the certificate 
of the Attorney-General, out of the Treasury of the United States. 
They can not be paid out of the treasury of the county where the crime 
is committed, because that is an Indian reservation; and they must be 
paid out of the taxable property of the poor county that holds the court 
unless the sro pad in this way. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. EDMUN I should likea minute to see what the old law is. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me inquire whether the effect of this bill is to en- 
large the jurisdiction of the Territorial courts? 

Mr. DAWES. Notatall. This bill follows the words of the exist- 
ing law except as to the question of costs. It would have been proper, 
I may add, to have this bill go to the Committee on the Judiciary; but 
it was thought, as the Committee on Indian Affairs had knowledge of 
the evils, they were so apparent, that the Committee on the Judiciary 
would have more trouble in finding out the meaning of the thing than 
they would in acquiescing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UMATILLA INDIAN LANDS. 


The bill (S. 1210) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to make 
sale of certain lands of the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Oregon, to 
William S. Byers and others, and to issue patents therefor, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to have 
an amount of land, not to exceed 20 acres, upon the Umatilla Indian 
reservation, in Oregon, immediately adjoining on the east a tract of 640 
acres set apart as an additional town site for the town of Pendleton by 
an act of Congress, approved August 5, 1882, surveyed by the surveyor- 
general of Oregon in such shape as will best embrace and secure the mill- 
race and water-head of William S. Byers, Robert G. Thompson, and 
Jeremiah Barnhart, as the same is now located and used in connection 
with their mill in the town of Pendleton, and, when such survey shall 
have been completed, to have the lands included within the limits 
thereof appraised by the surveyor-general at their actual value, and 
thereupon to have the plat and field-notesof such survey and the amount 
of the appraisement of such lands returned to and filed in the office of 
the Secretary; and thereupon, and upon the approval thereof by the 
Secretary, it shall be lawful for him to make sale of the lands at their 
appraised value to Byers, Thompson, and Barnhart; and upon payment 
by them in full of the purchase price thereof, together with all costs 
and incurred in the premises, the Secretary shall cause a pat- 
ent to be issued to them for the lands purchased. The moneys to be 
realized from the sale of the lands are to be placed to the credit of the 
confederated tribes of the Umatilla, Walla Walla, and Cayuse Indians, 
now resident upon the reservation, and be held and managed in like 
manner and in connection with similar funds now existing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any report about that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report. The 
bill is reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amend- 
ment. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


purposes, nor shall 
confirm or grant any right to use the water thereof in any manner nor to any 
extent beyond or different from that to which it has been heretofore appropri- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill explained. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a town called Pendleton, a very flourishing 
town, built just upon the border of this reservation. There isa stream 
running by this town which has a water-power uponit. Certain in- 
dividuals, of whom the men named in this bill are the assignees who 
hold under the original persons, obtained a verbal license from the In- 
terior Department to construct a ditch from the falls in that river across 
a portion of the Indian reservation to this town of Pendleton, where 
they erected a flouring mill. There was a law passed at the last Con- 
gress appointing three commissioners to treat with these Indians, and 
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get their title toa 3 of this land adjoining Pendleton in order to 
enl the area of that town. In that bill was a provision substan- 
tially like this bill when this proviso is added. 

These men lose all the privileges which they obtained by the verbal 
license in the absence of legislation. They have invested quite a large 
capital in this flouring mill, all dependent upon the right to take the 
water in this ditch, which they constructed under a verbal license. 
That law, by the way, has failed in its operation because the Indians 
would not give their consent to the negotiations entered into on the 

rt of the Government by the commissioners, so that that law as yet 

not prevailed, and these persons obtained no portion of the land. 
Now this bill is introduced to grant to these persons the land along 
this ditch, to appraise its value, and to give a patent for it to these 
parties, and the appraised value of it goes into the Treasury for the use 
of the Indians. i 

If it were granted withont any condition it would be in the power of 
these men to appropriate the entire stream, and it is understood by the 
committee that the town of Pendleton is dependent upon this stream 
for all its water as well as these people are for their power, and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs were of opinion that possibly for irrigat- 
ing pu agricultural purposes, the right to take water out of this 
stream would be impaired if this were made without condition. 
Hence, while they thought it was reasonable and fair that these persons 
who had constructed their ditch across the corner of the reservation 
under a verbal license from the Interior ent should have a per- 
manent right to do it in order that the capital they had invested upon 
the strength of this license might not be useless to them, yet that it 
was highly important that the grant should go no futher than the pres- 
ent use, and that there should be excepted out of it all other uses to 
which the water might be put, so that the town of Pendleton might 
not be taxed by these individ They might take all this waterand 
the town of Pendleton might be obliged to buy it of them, or agricult- 
urists might desire this water for agricultural purposes and be cut off. 
It was thought that these men would have all that they were justly and 
tairly entitled to if the grant extended to their present use of the water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice that this amendment of the committee, a 
very proper one providing for reserving existing rights to a reasonable 
use of the water for agricultural purposes as a limitation of the con- 
firmation, says from that use to which it has been heretofore appro- 
priated.““ I think the word ‘‘lawfally’’ ought to be inserted before 
“appropriated,” and I make that motion to amend the amendment of 
the committee by inserting the word lawfullx,“ so that they shall 
not get anvthing more than they are now lawfully entitled to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Committee on 
Indian i 

Mr. DAWES. That would raise the question whether this verbal 
license to use it to its present extent would be a lawful use. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, it would. If the verbal license given by the 
Secretary of the Interior was a piracy upon the rights of these Indians 
and therefore affected the value of this land that we are going to take 
from them and give to these mill-owners, and it was an illegal and void 
license, then they ought not to get anything from the advantage of the 
license in respect to this water which the town wants and which the 
Indians want, and therefore to affirm any unlawful use that they are 
making of the water—I am not on the subject of the land—would be a 
little further than I wish to go. 

Mr. DAWES. These men would find that they had taken nothing 
but a paper if this amendment were adopted. I may be mistaken about 
it. I shall leave it to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall oppose this amendment, and desire to present 
the facts in this case; but I see it is 2 o’clock now, and I suppose the 
bill will go over in its present shape until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are two other amendments which I have 
written in pencil in the body of the bill that I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to when the matter comes up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the unfinished business will be taken up. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of Idaho 
to Washington Territory was read twice byits title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories; and 

The bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a 
gallon of distilled spirits was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator give way to me for a moment only to 
give notice to the Senator from New Hampshire that at the close of the 
remarks of theSenator from Mississippi I may feel constrained to move 
that the Senate go into executive session to attend to some important 
business before the Senate in that way. I wish to give the notice to 


the Senator from New Hampshire now who is in charge of this bill. 
The business I have in mind will probably take most of the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the people of Mississippi, all classes, 
have so much interest in this subject that I shall feel constrained to 
trespass further upon the attention of the Senate in presenting some 
further views in advocacy of the bill. 

Yesterday I called the attention of the Senate to the precedents in the 
legislation of the country which I thought. justified the constitution- 
ality of this measure. One of the precedents to which I alluded wasa 
resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama and passed, I think, by 
the Senate some years dona to the employés of this body a 
month’sextrapay. I didnotmention thatfor the purpose of complain- 
ing of the action of the Senate, but of calling attention to the fact that 
money was being continually appropriated by Con for purposes out- 
side of the specially enumerated powers in the Constitution I said 
then and I say now that there was no justification in the Constitution 
for an appropriation by way of gift to the employés of this body other 
than such as might come from the words in the Constitution which au- 
thorize Congress to levy and collect taxes, &c., to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 

‘The Senator from Alabama corrected meas to the purport of the reso- 
lution to which I was referring, and said that that resolution applied 
only to the employés of the Senate whose pay continued merely durin 
the session of the Senate, and he justified this extra pay upon the groun 
that it was necessary to enable these parties to live during the vacation 
of the Senate. I was under the impression then that the Senator from 
Alabama was wrong, but I was not sure of it. I have looked into that 
matter since, and I have caused a copy of that resolution offered by the 
Senator from Alabama to be made, which I will now read to the Senate. 
The resolution was offered July 17, 1882, and is found on page 6129 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session Forty-seventh Congress. 
The resolution is in these words: 

Resolved, That there shall be allowed and paid to the employés of the Senate 
(including the Capitol police) receiving an annual compensation, who were em- 
ployed on the 4th day of March, 1881, or on the 15th day of December, 1881, a sum 
equal to one month’s pay at the rate annum they were receiving at the dates 
specified herein, and that asum oral te one month’s pay shall be allowed and 

id to the session employés of the Senate who shall be so employed at the ad- 
ournment of the present session. 

Mr. MORGAN. What became of that resolution? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not remember. 

Mr. MORGAN. We very often out of kindness to our friends around 
the Capitol introduce resolutions in order to have them referred to the 
proper committee. I do not suppose the Senator thinks I am com- 
mitted to every constitutional absurdity that ever was enacted in the 
world, as he seems to think he is obliged to be, because at the request 
of some friend I offered a resolution in the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the first time I ever heard it announced that 
a Senator had a right to make a proposition to violate the Constitution 
of the United States out of courtesy for his friends. I had supposed 
that the Constitution was equally binding upon us, binding upon our 
conscience, whether we were called upon to act under it in favor of our 
friends or in favor of the people at And that remark of the Sen- 
ator reminds me of what I had heard before, that in his opposition to 
the general-welfare clause of the Constitution allowing appropriations 
for the general welfare he was more inclined to seek methods of get- 
ting money out of the Treasury when it was simply for the private 
welfare of some particular individuals. 

Mr. MORGAN. That remark is unjust to me. I do not wish to fol- 
low the Senator in his detailed effort to lay before the world what little 
of my record he thinks is worthy of examination; doubtless he can find 
a great many things in it to object to; but in paying the employésof the 
Senate we have an unquestioned right, if we employ a man at 850 a 
month and it is not enough, to pay him $100 a month, without violat- 
ing the Constitution or any precendent. And so we have certainly the 
right when employés have been brought here, and especially when the 
Senate has changed its politics by the coming in of new members, to 
say to these men who have come here, You have lost your business at 
home; you have been put to unnecessary and unexpected expense; and 
we think it but justand equitable that we should reward you orcompen- 
sate you.“ That is the first Senator who ever had the capacity of ascer- 
taining that there was the slightest hint of unconstitutionality in a pro- 
ceeding of that kind. I never heard one before on this floor, as long as 
Ihave been here, intimate that there was any restraint upon the power 
of the Senate to apply such moneys as the two Houses would vote, ont 
of its contingent fund or out of any fund under its control, for the pur- 

of giving to its own officers justand reasonable compensation. The 
tor is weleome to make all he can out of such trash as that which 
he may be able to find in my record. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the honorable Senator 


for the complimentary manner in which he has alluded to my remarks. 
It so happens that when a Senator undertakes to follow the course of 
the Senator from Alabama he is compelled by the necessity of the case 
to deal with trash, for there is little else in the record of the Senator 
except what can be denominated by the word trash.“ 
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The Senator says it is the first time he ever heard it intimated on 
this floor that it was a violation of the Constitution to pay the employés 
of the Senate an extra compensation—the first time he ever heard it 
intimated that such an appropriation was in violation of the Constitu- 
tion. He has not heard that to-day. I made no such intimation. I 
only said that on the absurd and ridiculous construction of the Consti- 
tution which the Senator from Alabama insists upon, tested by that 
rule, the appropriation was unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, my attention has been called by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Eustis] to several other precedents, coming down to the 
very present time, which justify the legislation now proposed by this 
bill. In looking at one of last year’s appropriation bills, framed by a 
committee upon which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] is a 
member, I find provisions which can not be justified except upon the 
construction of the Constitution insisted upon by the advocates of this 
bill. I find: 

For the introduction by the United States Fish Commission into and the in- 
crease in the waters of the United States of food-fishes and other useful products 
of the waters, including lobsters, oysters, and other shell-fish, and for continu- 
ing the inquiry into the fisheries of the United States and their seues sna for 
such general and miscellaneous expenditures as the Commissioner of and 
Fisheries may find necessary to the prosecution of his work, including salaries 
or compensation of all necessary employés, $130,000. 

I find also an appropriation— 

For the preparation and maintenance of fish-ponds in Washington and else- 
where, &c. 

I find appropriations also for ‘‘ Fish Commission buildings, Wood’s 
Holl, Mass.,’’ and for sailing vessels to propagate food-fishes. 

I find also an appropriation of $300,000 to aid the State and local 
boards of health in the arrest of epidemicdiseases. I find a million dol- 
lars appropriated to take care of the weather—for the Signal Service— 
to eka reports for the benefit of agriculture and commerce. I should 
like to know under what clause of the Constitution these appropriations 
were made, unless under the clause on which we rely who advocate this 
bill. 

But passing now from the precedents and looking somewhat at the 
arguments which have been urged for and against the construction of 
the Constitution upon which we rely, let me state now that construc- 
tion, so that there can be no mistake as to our view with relation to 
that matter. 

No Senator on this side of the Chamber who advocates this bill in- 
sists, so far as I know, that under that clause of the Constitution which 
authorizes Congress to levy taxes to pay the debts, to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States—no Senator 
contends that that confers upon Congress a substantive and independ- 
ent power outside of the powers enumerated in subsequent clauses of 
the Constitution. Our position is that this clause gives Congress power 
to make the appropriation—nothing more. That was the distinction 
taken by Mr. Monroe; that was the distinction taken by Mr. Calhoun; 
and that is the distinction which has been taken by all the statesmen 
who concur in our view of the Constitution. It is unjust to say that 
when we make an appropriation, or ask for an appropriation under that 
clause of the Constitution, we insist or acknowledge that Congress can 
do more than that, and I here distinctly disavow upon my and 
upon the part of the friends of this measure on this side of the mber 
that we hold that Congress can do anything more in relation to educa- 
tion than make an appropriation in aid of the States. And, sir, that 
is the plain meaning of this bill itself. It contained a disclaimer, as it 
was introduced by the Committee on Education and Labor, of any as- 
sertion of any power on the part of Congress to do anything more than 
that. That disclaimer is contained in these words: 

Src. 7. That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system 
of schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and mainte- 
nance of the school system established by local government and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they 
exist, it is hereby provided, 

Mr. BUTLER. That was struck out. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwas just coming to that. It was struck out on the 
motion of the Senator who has just interrupted me, and his motion, I be- 
lieve, was sustained by every single Senator on this side of the Cham- 
ber who opposes the bill, 

When we who advocate this bill, when Senators on the other side 
who advocate this bill, are willing to put in it a positive disclaimer of 
the powers which the Senators on this side who oppose it assert that 
the bill implies, we find those very same Senators fearing, as they say 
they fear, that the bill will be quoted as a precedent for the power of 
Congress to take charge of education in the States, one of them making 
a motion and the others voting to sustain that motion to strike that dis- 
claimer from the bill. Now, sir, I am not to inquire into the motives 
of Senators who cast that vote. They had a right todo it if they saw 
p . They had a right to strike out the clause if they had power 
enough to doit. But I say that when this disclaimer was reported in 
the bill, a disclaimer of power, the Senators who opposed the bill be- 
cause, as they assert, it contained by implication the power thus ex- 
. repudiated, when they vote to strike that disclaimer from the 

ill are estopped from saying that it implies the power thus disclaimed 


and e ae We whosupport the bill, in order to close out forever 
any inference that it meant to assert the power on the part of Congress 
to interfere with the school system of the States, put that disclaimer in 
the bill, and the Senators who oppose the bill on the ground that such 
power must be necessarily implied come in and vote to strike out the 
disclaimer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not con- 
sider it an intrusion for me to make a suggestion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I voted for that amendment because I wanted to 
strip the bill of all unnecessary disguises. The bill without that clause 
did exactly what the bill did with it. So says the Senator. If you 
strike it out, what else does it do? The bill with that stricken out 
means that the States are not to receive a subvention under this bill 
which they can themselves control, but that the power of Congress at- 
tends the appropriation within the State and controls its exercise there. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the answer to that is a very plain one. 
There was controversy as to what this bill meant. The Senator from 
Alabama and those who agree with him on this side of the Chamber 
said it meant that the power was asserted by Congress to control and 

education in the schools of the States. The Senators on this 
side of the Chamber who supported the bill denied that such implica- 
tion was proper, and we put in the bill a disclaimer of the power which 
the Senator says existed or is asserted by the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it interrupt my friend for me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. IL should like to call his attention to the provision 
of the bill which prescribes what shall be taught in the common schools 
of the respective States and ask him if in his judgment that does not 
assume jurisdiction of the common schools? I also made a motion to 
strike that out, but it was voted down. 

Mr. GEORGE. I intended to notice that further on, but I will do 
itnow. Every bill for the grant to the States of land for schools of the 
sixteenth ons has been a grant for the purpose of establishing and 
maintaining common schools. What is taught in common schools? 
Reading, writing, arithmetic, geography, and speaking the English lan- 
guage. That is exactly what a common school is. That is what every- 
body understands when a common school is established will be taught 
in it; and yet this bill merely specifies in plain language the subjects 
which are always taught in common schools. Does it make any differ- 
ence whether we say that this fand shall go for the purpose of aiding 
in the establishment of common schools and in the teaching of such 
studies as are usually taught in them, or whether we specify reading, 
writing, arithmetic, geography, and speaking the English ? 
What else could be taught in a common school, or rather how could a 
common school be established without teaching these things? 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask what necessity for specifying them? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a mere matter of taste, not a matter of con- 
stitutional law. It is a matter of taste whether it be specified or 
whether it be left toinference. We are talking now about the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator asserts the constitutional right of Con- 

to take charge of common schools. 

Mr. GEORGE. No more than if it had said you shall teach in these 
schools the studies which are usually taught in common schools. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not say that? 

Mr. GEORGE. Can you have a common school without any studies 
in it at all? How will you establish a common school, I ask the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, without teaching reading, without teaching 
writing, without teaching arithmetic? That would be a very uncom- 
mon school, as suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 
The object of this appropriation is to educate the illiterate, Theo 
ject of the common school is to educate the illiterate. Would theSen- 
ator commence at the other end of the line? Would he introduce into 
the common school the study of transcendental metaphysics? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President, I Will tell you where I would 
begin. I would begin and end just 8 where the States of this 
Union leave the question. That is where I would begin and end. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, Mr. President, the framers of this measure 
and the framers of other measures making donations to the States for 
the purpose of education have done it. Here is the agricultural land 
grant made in 1862 for agricultural colleges. Nobody ever denied but 
that was a constitutional law, and yet that contained an enumeration 
of the studies, and among others military tactics, There is nothing 
in that idea. 

But, Mr. President, I am not going over the argument which I went 
over two years ago in favor of the construction of the Constitution that 
Congress has the right to make an e outside of the enumer- 
ated clauses in the Constitution, under the general-welfare clause of the 
taxing part of the Constitution. That argument has been made and 
repeated by the greatest men who have lived in this country. It is un- 
necessary for me to repeat it now, but I will answer some objections 
which have been urged to it. On a former day during this discussion 
I asserted that this bill contained a mere gift to the States in aid of ed- 
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ucation, interrupting the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. He | ter was within the jurisdiction of the States and opposed the measure 


replied in this way: 

And that being true— 

That is, the consent of the donee being required to make a particular 
gift— 
there is no power in the Constitution of the United States for the United States 
Government to send a gift to a State, for there is no power in the Constitution 
which hints at the idea that may do something with the consent of the 
State which it can not do without it. 

I replied: 

Can we make a gift to a foreign state? 


Mr. MorGayn. I am speaking about the relations between our States and our 
Government, 


The debate proceeded: 


Mr. GEORGE. I want to know if Con can make a gift to a foreign state, as 
was done during the administration of General Washington? 

Mr, MorGcan. With due to the honorable Senator, that is a begging of 
the question and a refuge es. i 

Mr. GEORGE. If you can make a gift to a foreign state, can you not to your 
own? 

Mr. Morgay. No, sir. If the Senator has not learned enough of horn-book 
constitutional law to understand the difference between the relations of the 
Federal Government to a foreign state and of the Federal Government to the 
States of the Federal Union, I shall have to take back what I said a while ago 
about his being a profound constitutional lawyer. [Laughter.] No, sir; the 
Senator saw that he was in a hole, and he could not get out of it without taking 
refuge in a foreign state, è 

I repeat the proposition, it does weg Hs a donor and a consenting donee to 
perfect a gift; and inasmuch as there is no hint of power in the Constitution by 
waan act of Congress is to become complete by the consent of a State, your 
case ne. 

Mr. Come: Is there any hint in the Constitution that any act of Seen aep 
shall become are with the consent of a foreign state ora private individual? 

Mr. Morea. I have too much respect for the gen who taught me the 
clementary principles of law to answer that question. I really have. 

Further on he said: 


The Senator from New Hampshire thinks he can give the money to the chil- 
dren. Probably he can. He can not give it to the State, because the State can 
not consent to accept it, so as to confer on Congress a power it does not possess 
to make the gift. 

Now I pro to make some remarks upon that proposition in issue 
between the tor from Alabama and myself. He says that Congress 
can not makea gift toaState. Ifso, why not? Congress makes gi 
to everybody else. Congress makes gifts, as the Senator admitted, to 
foreign states, makes gifts to individuals, makes gifts to classes, makes 
gifts to corporations. Why can not the Congress of the United States 
make a gift to a State? Is it beeause the State is incapable of being a 
donee? Is it a fact, does the Senator om Alabama assert it as a fact, 
that a State can not be made a donee, can not accept a gift from any 
one? If so, he is in contravention to the legal and constitutional his- 
tory of this country. 

Then if Congress is competent to make a gift and if the State is com- 
petent to accept a gift, what prevents a gift from going from Congress 
to the State? Here is a donor with power to give, here is a donee with 
power to accept. By what process of reasoning can you prevent a gift 
trom going from this donor to this donee? 

But the Senator from Alabama did not believe in his own theory on 
that subject. I find on page 12 of the twenty-third volume of the 
Statutes at Large an act of introduced by the Senator from 
Alabama, advocated by him, and through his agency passing the Con- 
gress of the United States. That act says: 


That 46,080 acres of the public lands in Alabama are hereby granted to the 
State of Alabama in addition to the lands reserved to said State, &. 


Here are lands granted without consideration, 

Mr. BUTLER. For what purpose? 

Mr. GEORGE. For the use of the University of Alabama. I am 
only quoting it now to show that Congress can make a gift, that a State 
can accept a gift, and that Congress can make a gift directly to a State. 
There is the answer to the proposition of the Senator from Alabama 
denying the power to make such a gift. Here is an act of Congress, in- 
troduced by the Senator from Alabama himself, which makes a gift by 
Congress to a State. Will the Senator say we can give land and can 
not give money? 

I propose to read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a proposition 
made by the Senator from Alabama upon this same subject. His prop- 
osition was this: 

I think that a bill framed upon an idea like this in the first section would be a 
bill that would meet with general acceptance on the part of Congress and be 
exactly in harmony with the whole course of our | lation since 1799: 

“That the sum of $650,000 is here! pig ean out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not othe appro; to be expended as hereinafter provided, 
to aid in the execution of such quarantine and Ith laws of any State respect- 
ing any vessel arriving in, or bound to, any port or district thereof, or respecting 
any person or thing bo to, or arriving fe any place in the United States from 
any foreign state or country.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask him if this whole matter of jurisdiction over 
commerce at large is not a matter of co-operation with the authorities 
of the States ? 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be to some extent tru 
from a Senator who in the very speech from which 


read this proposi- 
tion denied that concurrent jurisdiction. 


He said that this whole mat- 


but I am quoting |. 


as it then stood upon that ground, and offered only to support it upon 
the terms which I have just read. 

I have no doubt at all 

Said he— 


that whenever a great calamity like this visits any part of the United States 
whether it visits its people, or whether it visits its property, or animals usefu 
for human food or human service, it is entirely within the purview of Congress 
to render assistance to the local laws and the local agencies for the purpose of re- 
sisting such a calamity, 

Here, then, the Senator from Alabama has introduced and secured 
the passage of a bill giving land to a State; here is his proposition to 
give $650,000 to the States, denying all the time, as we deny, that this 
gift, this grant conferred any jurisdiction or power on the agencies of 
the Federal Government to interfere with the local concerns of the 
States, but ODY to act in aid of the States. So, Mr. President, we 
have one of the distinguished Senators who oppose this bill on record 
here in favor of gifts to the States by Congress to aid the States in the 
discharge of their proper constitutional functions. 

I pass now to another very important t on this subject, in 
which nearly all the Senators on this side of the Chamber who oppose 
this bill figured to some extent. There was introduced in March, 1879, 
by Mr. Burnside, a bill sometimes called the Burnside bill and sometimes 
the Morrill bill. I propose to bring the contents of that bill before the 
Senate as a precedent for this bill. I propose to show its history, what 
was said and done, how it was explained, how it was amended, what 
powers were proposed to be exercised by Co in passingit, and what 
influence those powers were supposed to have upon theStates. The bill, 
as I said, was introduced 8 Burnside. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, of which committee my friend from 
Texas [Mr. MAXEY] was at that time, I believe, a member. They con- 
curred in reporting the bill back with some amendments. Let us see 
what that bill proposed to do and how that affects the question now be- 
ſore the Senate. 

In the first place, that bill is sup at times to give the proceeds 
of the sale of public lands to education, and yet that is not true. The 
bill as introduced probably was different, but as it was amended and 
passed it made no such provision. As the bill was introduced it read 
in this way: 

That the net proceeds of said sales and reocipts for patents shall be set apart 
as an educational fund, and shall be invested in the bonds of the United States. 
bearing a rate of interest not less than 4 per cent. per annum, both principal 
and interest payable in coin. 

When it came before this body the above provision was amended so 
as to read 

Provided, That the net proceeds of said sales and receipts for patents shall be 
set apart as an educational fund, and shall be entered on the books of the Treas- 
ur to the credit of the fund, and bearing a rate of interest not less than 4 per 
cent. per annum. 

There was no appropriation of this fund; not one dollar of it ever 
went out of the Treasury or was intended to go out of the Treasury by 
the bill. What is meant by setting is in fact nothing. There 
was no direction that the sum, say of $5,000,000, accruing inany one 
year from the sales of the public lands and from fees on patents should 
be taken bodily by the Treasurer and put in a particular vault, laid 
away securely for the pu of being used in supporting or aiding in 
supporting common sch in the State. The setting apart was sim- 
ply this, and nothing more: The dollars, so far as they were affected 
by this bill, remained in the Treasury as they came there; they were 
like dollars coming ‘from customs, coming from internal-revenue taxes, 
coming from any other source by which dollars can get into the Treas- 
ury and wholly mixed withand unseparated and undistinguished from 
them. They were physically and corporeally not set apart; they were 
mingled as a of the common treasure and common fund in the 

of the United States. All that was done (and I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to that) was that the simple arithmetical 
figures ing to the amount of these dollars was directed to be 
entered on a book in the ent, and that on the figures 
thus entered the United States were required to pay 4 per cent. interest 
to the States. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me to say that I was a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Education and Labor at the time that bill was 
reported, and if I now remember correctly the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] and Mr. Burnside and myself were a subcommittee. 
The receipts of the Patent Office were included in that bill, not one 
dollar of which was ever raised from the people of the United States 
under the clause of the Constitution to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises.” It is simply the receipt of a certain fee for the 
issue of patents over and above the expenses n for that issue. 
There is to the credit of that fund about $300,000, I think. That was 
provided for in that bill because after discharging the duty for which 
the money was paid this much was left over and was deposited with 
the United States like any other deposit. It is not money raised by 
taxation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not making any point now on the fact that the 

of the Patent Office were set apart, but I am making the point 
that there was actually no appropriation or transfer at all of either the 
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patent fees or the land receipts. The whole thing was only a change in 
the system of book-keeping. But to make this thing perfectly under- 
stood, here are, say, $5,000,000 coming into the Treasury from the pro- 
ceeds of public lands, That money was not given to the States; it was 
not locked up in any particular box or vault for the use of the States; it 
was to go, after the passage of the bill, just as it went before, into the 
general fund, and was to be paid out of the general fund to general pur- 
poses in the ordinary way and in the discharge of the ordinary expenses 
of the Government. The money coming from these funds was not in 
any way disturbed in the Treasury; it was neither enlarged nor dimin- 
ished, nor was its use in the slightest degree changed. All remained 
exactly as before, except an entry on the books of the Treasury. There 
was nothing done or authorized to be done by this bill except to enter 
upon the books of the Treasury Department the number in figures of the 
dollars thus received as a basis upon which a donation was to be made 
out of the general Treasury to the States. If $5,000,000 come in dur- 
ing the year from this source the dollars are not separated from the other 
money or in anywise distinguished from them. The Treasurer enters 
according to the bill on the books of the ent 85, 000, 000 
creditor to the educational fund, and upon that 4 per cent. is calculated 
and paid to the States under the bill, amounting to $200,000, and that 
sum is not paid out of that fund but paid out of the general fund of the 
Treasury. In other words, if it be constitutional to pay out the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands and the patent fees to the States in aid of edu- 
cation and unconstitutional to pay out any other money, then you have 
accomplished nothing by this Burnside bill in the way of making it con- 
stitutional. The money paid out under that bill came from all the 
funds in the Treasury from whatever source derived. It in fact made 
an appropriation for education out of these general funds. If that bill 
was constitutional and this unconstitutional, this results not from any 
difference in the substance of the two either as to the funds to be paid 
out or the object of the appropriation, but comes only from the fact that 
acertain entry was directed by the Burnside bill to be made on the books 
ofthe Treasury. If the Constitution was saved in the Burnside bill and 
destroyed by this, this salvation and destruction came only bya differ- 
ence in the mode of book-keeping in the Treasury. 

So, Mr. President, if you construe the bill as it really meant, it was 
a donation out of the general fund of the Treasury in aid of common 
schools. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to say to the Senator from Mississippi 
in regard to that bill that he has stated more than is justified by the 
facts. We had the entire right to devote the fund there mentioned to 
the purpose there provided. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was just going to read something from the Senator 
from Texas which I think controverts the idea he now states, During 
the p of that bill, which proposed out of the general funds of 
the United States to pay 4 per cent. to the States, the Senator from Con- 
necticut, Mr. Eaton, said that the United States could borrow money 
at 3 per cent., and that it was wrong that the United States should pay 
to the States a larger per cent, for money than they could get it in 
market. Mr. Hill, of Georgia, then on this floor, objected to the re- 
duction of the interest, admitting, as everybody then did admit, that 
the United States could borrow money at 3 per cent. He objected to 
it upon the ground that, it being for educational purposes, it was right 
that 4 per cent. should be paid, and the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
MAXEY), in debating that point, made use of this language: 

I am willing to have this rate of interest 4 per cent.,and I would say even more 
than that, if need be, because— 

What? Because the United States ought to pay more interest for 
money than it could borrow at; that the 4 per cent. was justly due; 
that the rate fixed was too small as compared with the market? No, 
but— 

use it is money wisely and well distributed, for the d 5 
8 of the people. eee 

Now, I submit it to the honorable Senator from Texas if money could 
be borrowed at 3 cent. readily in the market, if that was all any- 
body asked, and if Congress gave 1 per cent. more out of the general 
tax funds of the country, if it was not making that 1 per cent. a dona- 
tion to educational p out of the general funds of the United 
States raised by taxation? This was December 16, 1880. 

Mr. MAXEY. Task the Senator if the United States had ever bor- 
rowed money at 3 per cent. at that time? If so, I donot remember it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The reason the Senator gave for not reducing the 
interest was not that we could not borrow at that rate. It was even 
said by some that it could be borrowed at less. Mr. Hill, of Soren: 
conceded, if I remember right, that it could be borrowed at less, but 
said we ought to pay more; and when the Senator from Texas came to 
advocate the 4 per cent. instead of 3, he did not say then, ‘‘ We can not 
get money for less than 4 per cent.,“ but he said no. I will read 
his very words: 

Iam willing to have this rate of interest 4 mt., 
arh ria est 4 per cent., and I would say even 
Five per cent. or 6 per cent. 


Mr. MAXEY. We were paying 4 and 5 per cent. for money then. 
Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator did not give that reason for it. 


The Senator gave as a reason for wishing to raise the rate that it wasa 
donation for the grandest of all causes, the education of the people. 
And now I ask the Senator from Texas or any other strict construction- 
ist in the Senate, if you can pay on a fund which belongs to the United 
States (because nobody denied that the money belonged to the United 
States) an interest greater than the United States can borrow money 
for in the markets, for the reason not that you can not get the money 
for less, but that the paying of the excessive rate is for the grandest of 
all purposes, the education of the people—I would ask if that is not a 
clear donation to the extent of this excess out of the Treasury of money 
raised by taxation for the purposes of education? There can be no neg- 
ative answer to this. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator did not allow his opinion on that 
subject to rest upon that short quotation from his speech which I have 
read. He treated, as I do, the fund arising from the proceeds of the 
public lands and from patent fees as actually a part of the common treas- 
ure of the country, and as much subject to and no more subject to the 
appropriation of Congress than money raisedinany other way. Let us 
see what the Senator said upon that point: 

Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Education and Labor I con- 
curred with that committee in reporting this bill, and I will say that if I had be- 
lieved that there was one word in the bill which would interfere with the re- 
served rights of the States, I should never have agreed to its report. I do not 
believe ; but I do believe that where the United States of its own volition 
grants to the States a certain portion of— 

What? Proceeds of the sales of the public lands? Proceeds of any 
money in the Treasury arising otherwise than by taxation? No. 

Grants to the States a certain portion of the public treasure, in trust for the 
use of common schools, 

He speaks here of this fund in the Treasury as we who support this 
bill do as a part of the common public treasure of the country. 

Now let us see what the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] said 
on this subject. During the progress of the bill the Senator from 
Ala in carrying out the straight, strict- construction, State-rights 
theory of the Government in preserving the rights of the States with 
that sleepless vigilance which he has stated in a speech he made here 
a few days ago he always guards the interests of the people, saw proper, 
in order to carry out that theory of the Government, to introduce the 
following amendment to the Burnside or Morrill bill: 

And said last-mentioned act of Congress— 

Which was the act making grants of land to the States for agricult- 
ural colleges, passed in 1862— 

And the said last-mentioned act of Congress— 


J 2 MORGAN. That is not the same act the Senator has been read- 
ing from. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, the agricultural college act was passed in 1862. 
But you were amending this act; you introduced the amendment to the 
bill reported by the Committee on Education and Labor and on which 
I have been commenting, and that amendment amends the agricultural- 
college act. I hope you understanditnow. Thiswas theamendment: 

And said last-mentioned act of Congress is hereby amended so as to— 

What? Authorize? Legalize? No. 

So as to require each State and Territory to establish in said colleges schools 
for the instruction of females in such branches of technical education as are 
suitable to their sex. 

The Senator from Alabama and all the other Senators on this side of 
the Chamber who oppose this bill object because it is made a condition 
of this grant that the ordinary branches always and everywhere taught 
in common schools shall be taught, though leaving it at the option of 
the State to accept or reject, yet here the Senator upon a grant already 
perfected and vested in the State years and years introduces an 
amendment requiring the States to teach certain things in their colleges. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. MORGAN. We have been discussing this question about the 
difference between the power to appropriate money raised by taxation 
for public education in the States and the power to apply a trust - fund 
realized by the Congress of the United States by the sale of lands granted 
to it by the States in a way that, I suppose, lawyers who discuss a 
question of constitutional law or of trust would understand. Now I 
admonish the Senator from Mississippi that he stands before the legal 
profession of the United States as one of the ex-judges of the supreme 
court of the State of Mississippi. 

res GEORGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my attention was di- 
verted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwasadmonishing the Senator from Mississippi that 
he stands before the legal profession of the United States as one of the 
ex-judges of the Supreme Court of that great State. The Senator, how- 
ever, for pu of his own, undertakes to avoid a judgment that the 
bar of the United States is obliged to pronounce against him of insin- 
cerity in the methods of his argument in order to try to hoodwink the 
people. The Senator knows as well as I do that the bill establishing 
the 5 colleges was founded entirely upon the execution of a 
trust by the Congress of the United States, which the States themselves 
by their various acts of legislation had imposed as a duty upon Congress 
in the grant of the land. My opposition to this bill is that it does not 
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resort to a fund of that kind derived from the States, but it resorts only 
to the power of taxing the people of the United States in the future to 

money for the purpose of educating the children of the ein 
the different States. I do not know that I can make that distinction 
palpable and clear to the people at all; I think I can to millions and 
millions of them; but the bar of the United States will never for a mo- 
ment be deceived in respect of the fact that the Senator from Mississippi 
is arguing upon a proposition which I was debating at the time which 
had sole reference to the execution of a trust by Congress in the admin- 
istration of a trust estate conferred upon it by concessions from the States 
themselves, and that I had no reference in the world to the taxing power 
of Congress either to promote the general welfare or anything else. 
With that explanation the Senator can go on; I dismiss the subject 
from my attention. 

Mr. GEORGE. A man who talks as much as the Senator from Ala- 
bama talks ought to havea very good memory. It just so happens that 
in the speech he made on that bill and on the amendment he utterly 
ignored the distinction which he now makes. If I understood his ex- 
planation just now he advocated the bill entertaining the opinion that 
Congress in the execution of a trust could give the proceeds of the public 
lands to the States for schools. Iwill show before I get through in the 
same speech that the Senator made upon the amendment which he 
offered, and which I have read to the Senate, and which was objected 
to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] because it was un- 
constitutional, that the Senator took no distinction between the power 
of Congress to a iate the proceeds of the public lands and the other 
treasure of the United States. 

But before I get to that I wanted to say something about the ob- 
jections raised against this bill by the Senator from Alabama in the 
speech which he made. 

Mr. MAXEY. Asthe Senator from Mississippi has referred to what 
I said about public treasure, I desire him to state that in the same 
speech I distinctly said that the public treasure referred to was the 
proceeds of the public domain. It was in the same h and applied 
to that. That is what I meant by the expression public treasure.” 

Mr. GEORGE. It only shows that at that time these gentlemen 
were not making the distinction between the proceeds of public lands 
and other moneys in the Treasury. 

Mr. MORGAN. For the reason, if the Senator will allow me, that 
the question was not S 

Mr. GEORGE. If I may be allowed to proceed a little while I will 
get out of this diversion occasioned by the Senator from Texas, and show 
that in the same speech the Senator from Alabama made use of similar 
language in supportof his amendment. It was objected to that amend- 
ment that there was not money enough to carry it out as well as that 
it was unconstitutional; and the Senator from Alabama said: 

It is very true that under ordinary ces the establishment and en- 
dowment of schools of technology requires a deal of money, requires quite 
a variety of professors and i rs and tutors in various branches of industry 
which our peopleare following in the land, and it is equally true that the amount 
of money which is to be meee under this bill is comparatively a small one. 


That objection was made that there was not money enough. Now 
how does the Senator answer that? 

Some Senators have expressed the hope and the confidence that this fund 
will hereafter be added to. I join very heartily in that hope and in that confi- 
dence, and that not only this fund will be increased by private contributions, 

that hereafter we shall find other means arising from the general Treasury 
of the United States for the purpose of aiding in this very important movement, 
I think one of the most important movements which have ever a 
selves to the civilization of the people of the United States. 


Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I ask him in all can- 
dor to state whether in that remark I committed myself to the propo- 
sition that taxation was to be resorted to for that purpose? Other means 
from the general Treasury of the United States might result from con- 
fiscations, from forfeitures and fines; there are a thousand sources of 
revenue—we have the Alaska seal and fur fisheries, the amount of 
money that is raised by seigniorage upon the coinage of silver dollars— 
which are not taxed out of the people at all, which do not resort to the 
the taxing power, which become property in the Treasury of the United 
States, and which the Congress of the United States has a right to dis- 
pose of as it sees proper. My distinction has been all the time between 
the exercise of the taxing power and the right of Congress to appro- 
priate public property for purposes of this kind. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has a right to make his own explana- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have done so. That is the truth about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt of that. 

The Senator from Alabama said: 


I join very heartily in that hope and in that pag carne, toca notonly this 
fund will be increased by private contributions, but that fter we shall find 
other means ari from the general Treasury of the United States for the pur- 
pose of aiding in this very important movement, 

If the Senator bad reference to the Alaska seal fisheries, to the seign- 
io: on the coi of silver dollars, and the various other subjects 
to which he has alluded, it was due I think to the intelligence of the 
country for the Senator to have so stated it. I stand upon his language 


as it is in the Reconp—‘“ the general Treasury of the United States.“ 
If that does not include all the funds in the Treasury of the United 
States I am unable to understand the English 

But, Mr. President, the Senator by his interruption diverted me from 
the point I was on when I read hisamendment. It has been objected, 
it was objected this morning by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], it has been objected in debate all the way through, that this 
is compulsory upon the States. It was objected by the Senator from 
Alabama, and all the others, as I understood their remarks; it was ob- 
jected by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] and the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], all concurring in the general statement 
that if we gave upon condition it was in effect an invasion of the au- 
thority of the State and in effect com That is the objection 
aoe, make to this bill, that it is an invasion of the authority of the 

tates. 

I read from the Senator from Alabama upon that subject, and I want 
to read a little further upon it. I have read his amendment. It was 
objected to by the Senator from Massachusetts that it was unconstitu- 
tional; that you could not require a State which had already accepted 
a grant made by the Government to do with it otherwise than was ex- 
pressed in the grant. We will see what the Senator said upon that 
subject. After making an elaborate argument for the purpose of show- 
ing the necessity of this kind of education and presenting some very 
valuable statistics, the Senator concludes: 


The facts stated in the concluding paragra; 
that the numberof persons who attended upon these lectures and these instruc- 
tions increased from two hundred so that within the period of less than three 


So there is the amendment of the Senator, and there is his construc- 
tion upon it; and yet when in this bill grants of money are simply made 
upon a condition that the State must comply with in order to get it, 
but is left full liberty to reject, we are charged, and especially by the 
Senator from Alabama, with invading the reserved rights of the States. 

It seems to me that if compulsion on the States was an objection to 
a measure of this sort, it was equally an objection in 1880. Certainly 
it is no more unconstitutional now to make an offer to aid the States 
and make it compulsory upon them (though that is not the effect of 
this bill) than it was in 1880, and yet we find ourselves upon this side 
of the Chamber who are advocating this measure charged with violat- 
ing the reserved rights of the States because we propose to accept a 
gift upon condition without any compulsion at all. 

I desire now to read what the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY ] said 
on that subject. Here in this bill is a gift. Congress offers it to us on 
the conditions named in it. There were conditions in the Burnside 
bill almost as strong and as many as in the bill now under considera- 
tion by the Senate. There was the condition that reports should be 
made, there was the condition that the funds should be fairly and im- 
partially divided among all the children of the States, there were all 
the conditions substantially that are in this measure. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] objected to the bill upon the ground that 
those conditions were in it. What did the Senator from Texas say on 
that? I will read the same extract I read before and a little further— 

I do believe that where the United States of its own volition grants to the 
States a certain portion of the public treasure, in trust for the use of common 
schools, the United States have the right to know that the fund is appropriated 
in the mode and manner prescribed the act of Congress; that it isa right 
which all trustees always have to see that a trust fund in the direction in 
j it was designed to go. So far as that is concerned I have nothing further 

So these Senators saw no objection to the gift being made upon a con- 
dition then. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say something upon the alleged dif- 
ference between the grants of public lands for the use of public schools 
and the grants for the same purpose of money raised by taxation orany 
other wise in the Treasury. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and 
myself argued and debated that question at length some two years ago. 
He took the position that as to public lands Congress had an auto- 
cratic and unlimited power of disposition, unrestrained by any of the 
limitations in the Constitution upon the power of appropriation, and 
he maintained the right to donate them to education upon that ground. 
The Senator from Alabama seems to be dissatisfied with that ground 
and he places it upon another. I do not propose to go over the argu- 
ment I had with the Senator from Texas except to say that I insisted 
on that occasion, asI insist now, that Congress has no autocratic and 
unlimited power over anything, that all of its powers are in trust, that 
all of the property that the Government has is trust property, a trust 
underthe Constitution of the United States, that instrument expressing 
the nature, extent, and object of the trust. But the Senator from Ala- 
bama discards that ground and insists that there is a trust by contract 
in relation to the public lands which enables Congress to make a dis- 
position of them for education, and which trust not extending to money 
does not enable Congress to make an appropriation of money out of the 
Treasury for the same purpose. He read from the grant made by the 
State of Georgia and from several other grants, but, as it is unnecessary 
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through all of them, I will notice now the grant from the State 


be rgia, which provided 

That all the lands ceded by this agreement to the United States 
sati g the entioned payment of $1,250,000 to the — of Geo 
and © grants ee be considered as a com- 


mon fund fo 


The . sir, was simply this, that it should go into the common 
of the United States as a common fund for the benefit of the 
United States. Ifthe Senator from Alabama were to undertake to de- 
fine the money in the raised by taxation or in any other mode 
in which it can be raised for the Treasury he could not more properly 
describe it than in the words used in this grant: The grants shall ‘‘be 
considered as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United 
States, Georgia included.“ In accordance with that the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands did go into the common Treasury of the 
United States, have been used as a public fund in paying the ordinary 
of the Government, used in every way in which any other 
fand in the of the United States is used. 

But the Senator says that that created a trust in favor of separate 
States of the Union, or, in other words, that the grant was to Congress 
as a trustee to hold the fund for the use and benefit of Georgia and 
South Carolina and of the other States then including the Union indi- 
vidually and separately, and not for their use and benefit as the United 
States. If that were true, and I deny it 

Mr. MORGAN. So do I. 

GEORGE. Ton deny it? 

. MORGAN. 
. GEORGE. 
. MORGAN. 
. GEORGE. 


1 9 that to be your argument. 
You did not understand me then. 
I did understand it. 
. MORGAN. I say you did not understand me. 
. GEORGE. Oh, of course the Senator from Alabama has a right 
to put his own construction upon his own language, but here is his lan- 
guage: 
On the 24th of April, 1802, Georgia ceded the land included in Mississippi and 
a, for a payment out of the p of the sales of the lands of 
$1,250,000, to the United States upon certain conditions, of which the second are 
as follows. 
Then he quotes the conditions: 


There is certainly suse in each of these cessions to show that the original 
States, having outlying lands, gave up a benoficial interest in them to the States 
that had no such lands. They declared the beneficial interest to be reserved in 
themselves, and they all spinon the United States in the 9 of their trustee. 
and as trustee of the new States to be formed from the ceded territory, to hold 
the proceeds in wot for all the States then existing or 8 to be formed 
us a common fund. 


And in speaking of North Carolina and South Carolina he says: 

On the 9th of Au 1787, South Carolina ceded her wild lands “to the United 
States of America, for their benefit, Youth Carolina inclusive,” the words “ their 
benefit” clearly meaning the separate Sta! A portion of this cession stretches 
across North 

On the 25th of February, 1790, North Carolina, after making certain reserva- 
. coded her western possessions, now the State of Tennessee, and then hav- 
2322 ane ea Sees aca nk see |S 
the States. In the deed was this condition among others, = 

So I had good ground for supposing that he meant that it was a gift 
for the use of the separate States. I accept his explanation, however, 
as he has a right to put a construction upon his own 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill restate it if the Senator from Mississippi will 
allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand it very well. You can restate it, how- 
ever. 

Mr. MORGAN. The gift was a gift of lands belonging to the States 
to the United States of America for the benefit of each and all of the 
States, and it conferred upon each State the right to receive back from 
the Government of the United States any donation of this property or 
any release of it that the Government of the United States might choose 
to make—a power that is not conferred upon the States by any other 
condition or clause of the Constitution or any other circumstances. The 
States reserved to themselves the right to receive back in such form as 
Congress might choose to bestow it a ion of the lands in kind, in 
place, or the proceeds of them for any State purpose whatsoever. That 
is my position. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand, then, the position of the Senator to 
be this 

Mr. MORGAN. I have stated it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand his position to be that it was to go as 
a common fund in the Treasury of the United States, but with the re- 
served right that Congress might give it to any one of the States in such 
proportion as Congress might see proper, and not to go to each one equally 
and according to its Federal ratio or right in the Treasury. 

You will find in some of these grants that it is expressly stated that 
the lands shall go in that way. Ido not believe that I can lay my hand 
upon it now; but however that may be, put it upon the language used in 
the grant of Georgia, and they are all substantially alike—shall be con- 
sidered as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United States, 
Georgia included, and shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, 


and for no other use or purpose whatever. » How could that be dis- 
posed of as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United States 


after | except by appropriating it out of the Treasury for use in the ordinary 
rgia | operationsof the Government? The United States were a corporation; 


they owned property; they had taxation; they had expenses; and how, 

I ask, could this fund be used otherwise, if it wasa common fand, than 
for the common benefit? It is an assumption not warranted by the 
language of the grant or by, the practice of the Government under it. 

But if the Senator from Alabama is right, which I deny that he is, in 
reference to the grant from Georgia and the otherStates, what becomes 
of his doctrine of trust when it is applied to that immense territory 
which we aequired from France in Louisiana, from Spain in Florida, 
and from Mexico? I read from the treaty by which Louisiana was 
ceded to the United States: 

The First Consul of the French Republic, desiring to give to the United States 
a strong proof of his friendship, doth hereby cede to the said United States in 
the name of the French Repub ic, Sorever and in full sovereignty, the said terri- 
tory, with all its rights and urtenances, as fully and in the same manner as 
they have been uired by the French Republic in virtue of the above-men- 
tioned treaty, concluded with his Catholic majesty. 

There is no trust there. There is a simple grant to the United States 
as a Government; no trust, nonothing except a simple grant to the 
United States. When you go to the treaty made with Mexico thereis 
even no grant at all; there is just a line run between the United States 
and Mexico up the Rio Grande, up the Rio Gila, and then to the Pacific 
Ocean, and it is said there that the lands on the north side or the east 
side of that line remain to the United States. There is no trust there. 
If that is a trust, it isimpossible to make a grant to the United States 
which will not be impressed with a trust that it may divide it out 
among the States as it sees proper. There is very little land, there was 
in 1880 very little land, belonging to the Government of the United 
States which did not come under either the Mexican or the French 
treaty. From lands thus acquired from France and Mexico nine-tenths 
of the proceeds of public lands mentioned in the Burnside bill must 

y come. So ] take it it can not be made out that there is any 
trust which would authorize Congress to make any disposition of this 
property that it would not be authorized to make of any other property 
belonging to the United States. 

I spoke in the beg’ aning of my remarks yesterday of the interest 
which the colored pe ple of Mississippi had in this bill. I desire now 
to say that the white le of Mississippi have also an interest, and 
a deep interest in it. shall not urge the arguments which I think 
might properly be urged in their behalf in this matter, because I pre- 
fer to read to the Senate a better argument made in their behalf by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. The Senator from Texas, in dis- 
cussing the necessity for the passage of the Burnside bill, said: 

Phe gre hag ek ya or not, the 2 8 are — deer if * be ares 
V. men epen upon * 
and in creaky raed pe of 333 el. sense wi will tell * that the 


more enlightened, the more virtuous you make those who enter into the body- 
Doae the more certain you are of the uation of free institutions, These 


Spe pent peo have — — by the Constitution and the laws of — country a 

Tie parcel of the body-politic. They were but a Bon rears o slaves. 
are mainly in the on of the country erg Ilive. is the interest of 
thern people that this colored popu educated. They are 


——— ; they are entitled to vote; they are entitled to hold office; they are 
entitled to sit upon uries; they are entitled to be lere po executors, admin- 
istrators, and ; they are entitled to any o 

a white man is feya yee to; and hence it is of the utmost 


e war as they did without property, what they now own they 
They are necessarily poor. Their 


visions are in the constitutions of all the Southern 
o the same common-school education that the white 


He proceeded further, after some interruption: 


Mr. President, as I stated, these people came out of the war without sty 

their children under the 89838 of the Southern States are en 

the white children,to be educated. The burden of educating those 

falis upon the whites. The white men of the South came out of rrp _ de- 

prived of their p! We were impoverished by the war, and what little of 

property was left there was left in the of the white people, and the bur- 
den of educating both white and black has devolved upon the white people in 

the Southern section of the country. 


I read that because it expresses my view better than I can express it 


myself. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to say, if the Senator will permit me, that I 
indorse every word of that, and did the other day. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not reading it for the purpose of making the 
Senator appear inconsistent, but to support the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I said on that bill that I was in favor of appropriat- 
ing the proceeds of the public domain for purposes of education, and I 
stated the other day that I would do the same thing. I have not 

in to the matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thereis another sentence which I will read, because 
it adds force to what the Senator had said and because also it contains 
some expressions which were singularly inconsistent, I thought, with 
the conduct of the Senator from Texas a few days ago when it was 
charged in debate that it was dishonest for any State to receive money 
under this bill because of the unequal distribution of it, seeing that the 
distribution under the Burnside bill of the fund for ten years was ex- 
actly on the same basis. 
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Mr. MAXEY. Have I charged dishonesty against anybody? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. 

e e Ido not charge dishonesty against anybody about 
anything here. 

r. GEORGE. The distribution under the Burnside bill for the 
first ten years was exactly the same as the distribution under this bill; 
that is, according to the illiteracy of the population of ten years of age 
and upward. That bill made this distribution for ten years and this 
billonly makesa distribution foreight years. Isay when it was charged 
in debate that for a State to receive adistribution under the provisions 
of this bill was dishonest the Senator from Texas got up and to my sur- 
prise stated that Texas was not for the bill. Premising that much, I 
will read the last sentence of the paragraph from which I have been 
reading: 

These people— 

That is, the colored people— 
were made citizens by the act of this Federal Government, and it is a matter 
of common justice, it is a matter of common honesty and fair dealing, in my 
judgment, for the Federal Government to aid in their education, to aid the 
States w. are now educating them. 

Mr. see I said that the other day. Now read that. [Indi- 
cating. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will do so. My attention is called to another por- 
tion of the Senator’s speech which I shall read with great pleasure. 

Mr. MAXEY. In what the Senator has read he has not stated and 
left entirely oct, e that I used the phrase common treasure,” 
What I now ask the Senator from Mississippi to read shows precisely 
what I meant by common treasure.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas says in another part of his 


If it be true that out of the common treasure the vacant public domain belong- 
ing to the United States could be given toa particular State or Territory because 
it ed to lie within the limits of that State or Territory, I ask if that 
ciple does not authorize Congress to take the proceeds of ‘vacant public do- 
main and distribute them among all the States which constitute the Union for 
which we are the trustees? Sir, the constitutional argument falls—falls upon 
principle as well as upon precedent, 

The only point I make is that the Senator, as all of us do who advo- 
cate this bill, speaks of all the funds in the public Treasury without 
distinction as public treasure. Of course when the Senator made his 
argument at the close of his speech he confined it to the bill under con- 
sideration to the public lands. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all I intend to say upon this subject. 
I have made, I confess, a very desultory and unsatisfactory argument 
this morning. I have not felt well, but I felt it to be my duty to say 
what I have said in favor of a measure so much demanded by the peo- 
ple of my State. I have looked on this measure all along, I wish to 
repeat, as a generous offering made by the people of the Northern States 
to the people of the Southern States to aid them in working out the 

test of all problems with which a free people have ever been tasked. 
I shall not try to depict the trouble that we are in. It is sufficient to 
say that there is a large mass of uneducated people in the Southern 
States belon to a class whose ancestors for hundreds of years have 
been unused and unaccustomed to self-government. I believe myself— 
I might as well say it here—that the capacity of the Anglo-Saxon race 
for self-government is in a large degree an inherited aptitude; I have 
no doubt about that. Those people are among us; they are citizens 
under the Constitution and laws of our country; they have a right to 
participate in the Government; the duty is imposed on them by law 
to participate in the Government; they are unfit, ignorant as they are, 
to engage in that participation. If the Northern people desire to help 
us in this great trouble I am willing to acceptit. I understand this 
bill to have been offered to us by the North. I understand from a state- 
ment made by the Senator from New Hampshire, who has with such 
courage, ability, and patriotic zeal and persistent energy the 
bill under all circumstances, that this bill was perfected by a Republi- 
can caucus. Iaccept it then, also, as an offer from that caucus, If the 
Republicans of the Senate desire to withdraw that offer, it is in their 
power to do so. If they will hold another caucus, if they are dissatis- 
fied with the offering which they have made and withdraw the offer, 
that ends the measure. The Southern men who favor it can not pass 
it; it must fall for the want of support of those who made the offer. 

I believe, sir, I have said all I desire to say on this subject. 

Mr. DOLPH, Mr. President, I desire at some stage of the debate on 
this bill to submit some brief remarks. I presented and had printed 
some amendments which I propose to offer at the appropriate time. I 
had intended to submit what I desired to say upon the merits of the bill 
at the time of offering the amendments, but we have drifted away from 
the question before the Senate, which is the motion to adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
and have for several days been discussing the merits of the bill, and it 
appears as if that course will be continued until the Senate is ready to 
vote upon the several pending and proposed amendments and is im- 
patient of further di ion. I shall therefore embrace this oppor- 
tunity to say what I desire to say upon the merits of the bill as well as 
upon the amendments which I propose to offer. 


The first amendment intended to be proposed by me is to add to sec- 
tion 1 the following additional proviso: 


And provided further, That no money appropriated by this act shall be paid to 
paid — until three-fourths of all the States have so accepted the provisions of 
is ac 


The bill now contains, at the close of the first section, the following 
provision: 

Provided, That no money shall be paid to a State, or any officer thereof, until 
the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of 
this act; and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill as it came from the Senate committee, and the bill which 

the Senate at the last did not contain this provision. 
believe it is a meritorious one and should be retained in the bill, but 
I think its presence in the bill necessitates the further amendment 
which I propose. I do not intend to discuss it at length. I propose to 
state to the Senate the reasons why I think it necessary and the object 
intended to be accomplished by it, and shall then submit it to the judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

I start with this affirmative proposition, that no money shall be paid 
to any State until its islature by act or resolution accepted the 
provisions of this act, from which it is reasonable to infer that itis the 
intention that whenever a State has accepted the provisions of this acti 
it shall receive its allotment under it. 

It is well known that there are several of the States whose legisla- 
tive assemblies meet but once in two years. It may therefore happen 
that nearly two years will elapse after the bill shall become a law be- 
fore some of the States will have an opportunity to determine in the 
manner proposed in the bill whether they will accept its provisions or 
not. In the mean time one or more States may have accepted the pro- 
visions of the bill, and the question will then arise, what course is the 
Secretary of the Interior to adopt in the execution of this measure? Is 
he to pay to those States which have rm Hp the provisions of the bill 
the proportion which they would receive if all the States had accepted 
its provisions, or is he to pay to the one or more States which have ac- 
cepted its provisions during the first year the entire appropriation for 
that year? 

If he is to pay only the allotment which is due to the States which 
accept the provisions of the bill, what is to become of the balance of 
the appropriation for that year? Will it lapse into the Treasury and 
be lost to those States which have had no opportunity to accept the 
provisions of the bill, whose Legislatures have not met, or will such 
States, after they have accepted its provisions, receive their allotments 
for the first year in addition to their proportions for the second year, or 
will they receive their allotments for the first year, and then the next 
year receive their p ion for the second year, and so on, the receipt 
by such States of t allotments for each year being postponed from 
year to year from the fact that they did not accept the provisions of the 
bill during the first year? Is it the intention of the Senate that we 
shall enter upon this scheme of Federal aid to education in a fragment- 
ary manner and before a sufficient number of States have accepted the 
provisions of the bill to insure that the scheme can be carried out and 
will be successful? 

These suggestions, it appears to cr, ak the necessity for some rule 
fixing the time when this proposed law shall go into effect and when 
the Secretary of the Interior, under the authority conferred upon 
him, shall proceed to execute it. It would be unjust to the Secretary of 
the Interior, or any other executive officer of the Government, to leave 
the execution of the law to him under the provisions of the bill as it now 
stands; and if any rule is necessary, if we are to prescribe the time when 
the money shall be apportioned and paid to the States, what shall be 
the rule? Shall we say, and I understand that to be the position of the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, that when a single 
State has accepted the provisions of this bill it shall receive its propor- 
tion of the money, that we will commence the expenditure of this money 
and put the law in operation whena single State has accepted its pro- 
visions, or when half a dozen States have accepted its provisions, or 
when a majority of the Southern States have accepted its provisions, 
or when a majority of all the States, or when three-fourths of all the 
States have accepted its provisions, as provided in the amendment pro- 
posed by me? 

The second amendment which I propose to offer when the proper time 
arrives is to add to section 2 the following: 

a and including the year 1890, and afterward according to the census of 


So as to provide that the distribution of the funds appropriated un- 
der the provisions of this bill shall be made in accordance with the 
census returns of 1880 until a new census is taken, and then the distri- 
bution shall be made according to the returns of the new census. 

When the census of 1890 is taken it may be disclosed that the pro- 
portion of illiterates between the North and South and between the 
several States of the South has changed; and after we have another 
census to serve as a basis upon which to make the apportionment it 
certainly ought to be made according to the latest census returns. 

The latter clause of the second amendment is as follows: 


Provided, That the District of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this act; and the money apportioned to said District shall be ex- 
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pended annually, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the 
manner provided for the expenditure of other appropriations for educational 
purposes in said District. 


This clause is necessary if Alaska is to be included within the pro- 
visions of the bill and to receive her proportion of the benefits of it. 
The late Secretary of the Interior, the pata from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], says if Alaska is notincluded it ought to be. It is n 
to provide, I think, by this amendment that it shall be included, be- 
cause, as I said on a former occasion, the Committee on Territories was 
careful to call the Territory of Alaska a district in framing a Territorial 
government for it. It is known in the statutes creating the Territorial 
government as the District of Alaska, but if it is already included, the 
amendment which I propose will do no harm. A further provision is 
necessary in regard to the distribution of the money to be appropriated 
to Alaska, because there are no school laws and no general system of 
education there. Therefore, the money should be disbursed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, under whose direction our annual appropriations 
for educational purposes in that Territory are applied. 

As I shall proceed to show shortly, I think it will be necessary soon 
to establish some system of education in Alaska, to regulate by law the 
expenditure of appropriations for educational purposes there, and there- 
fore this amendment provides that the money which the Territory 
would receive under the bill shall be expended as other and future ap- 
propriations for the purpose of education in the Territory are expended, 
making a certain rule upon that subject. 

While upon the question of education in Alaska I desire to say a few 
words in regard to the necessity of educating the native youth of that 
Territory and of providing some system of education there. During 
the recess of Congress last year I visited Alaska, partly for purposes of 
pleasure and recreation and partly for the purpose of ascertaining the 
resources of the Territory and the adaptation of the new government 
that was provided by the last for it to meet the needs of its 
people. While there I visited two of the industrial schools of the Tér- 
ritory, one located at Sitka and the other at Wrangel. While I was 
prepared to some extent by my information in to the work of 
education in industrial Indian schools for what I saw, I was agreea- 
bly surprised and much gratified with the character of the educational 
work being done in Alaska; and I was greatly impressed with the ne- 
cessity of educating the native youth of that Territory, and also with 
the obstacles in the way of establishing anything like a uniform system 
of education in the Territory. 

The appropriations which were made by the last Congress for the 
purposes of education in Alaska were so small and di rtioned to 
the needs of the Territory, that it was found necessary for the Secretary 
of the Interior in expending the eee for industrial education, 
instead of attempting to build school-houses and establishing new 
schools, to apply the money to the schools already in existence there, 
which had been established and supported by private contributions 
under the 1 og ort of the Board of Missions of the Presbyterian 
Church; which he did by making contracts with some of those schools 
to take an additional number of pupils at a fixed rate per pupil. Al- 
though that was the only thing which it was practicable to do with the 
appropriation on account of the character of the country and the ab- 
sence of all laws providing for a school system and the inadequacy of 
the 1 there is already complaint that the Government ap- 
propriations are being expended for the support of sectarian schools. I, 
therefore, think that the time will come before long when the Goy- 
ernment will find it necessary to appropriate sufficient sums for educa- 
tion in Alaska, and to bring forward some system of general education 
for the Territory and regulate the expenditure of appropriations for ed- 


3 there by law. 
The o es in the way of providing a system of education for 
Alaska arise from the vast extent of that Territory, being from north 
to south 1,200 miles in extent, and from the eastern boundary to the 
most western of the Aleutian Islands 2,200 miles, and embracing an 
area of 480,000 square miles, and from the fact that there are no roads 
in the Territory and no means of inland rtation or travel, and 
will not be for generations. All the facilities for travel and r- 
tation are by Indian canoes and Government vessels, except about once 
a month when the ocean steamer from Portland arrives, and then the 
steamer only touches at a few of the principal points, and from the 
fact also that the native population is scattered all along the coast, 
2,500 miles in extent, and along the principal rivers, and even upon the 
headwaters of streams in the interior living in small villages and com- 
munities. 

There are in Alaska somewhere from 30,000 to 35,000 natives. Of 
these about 10,000 are children of school age. There are in Southern 

which consists of a narrow strip bounding British Columbia on 

the west, and the Alexandrian Archipelago, consisting of some ten thou- 
sand islands, about 7,000 natives, among whom there are about 2,500 
children of school age; and about 550 of those are now enjoying school 
privileges in schools maintained at the expense of the Government or in 
private schools. In Northern Alaska, which contains 23,000 or more 
native population, so far as I am informed there are but two schools, 
maintained by the Alaska Fur Trading Company upon the islands of 
Saint Pau! and Saint George. 


All of those Indians are self-supporting. They live by fishing and 
hunting, the principal industries of the country. They never can be 
placed upon reservations; they never can be put under Government sur- 
veillance; they never need be a tax upon the Government except for 
education; and from the character of the country, the fact that there are 
no roads, and that there are no means of ion in the interior 
of the country, it never will be eco for the United States to keep 
them under control by military forces. They now greatly outnumber 
the whites in the Territory, and they will do so probably for a genera- 
tion. It therefore becomes an imperative necessity to educate and 
civilize them, and every dollar which is expended in their education 
will save the Government the expenditure of $10 in some other man- 
ner if they are not educated. 

I met at Wrangel a very intelligent gentleman who has spent many 
years in the work of education in Alaska, and who has given the sub- 
ject a great deal of study. LIavailed myself of the opportunity to learn 
what I could in regard to the educational wants of the Territory and 
as to the manner in which the Government schools should be conducted. 
and the Government appropriations could be most profitably ded. 
I left with him certain points upon which I desired information and 
upon which I requested to write to me after my return. He wrote 
mea letter which contains a great deal of valuable information and many 
valuable suggestions, stated concisely and well arranged. Although 
the letter was not intended for publication, I will submit it as a part 
of my remarks and have it appear in the RECORD. I call the attention 
ot the chairmen of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee 
on Appropriations to the letter, and I hope they will read it. It is as 
follows: 

Fort WRANGEL, ALASKA, Oclober 15, 1885. 


q 
would respectfully submit the following as the vie 
fn the work of education and civilization in the Territo 7 
Southeastern Alaska, or the Alexandrian Archipelago, the only portion oft the 
Territory with which I am familiar, 

I. The number of natives in Alaska in computed at 30,000, and of these more 
than half are called Indians, although their appearance, customs, mode of 
life, d itions, and degree ot advancement in mechanical arts prove them to 
be of different race from the Indians of the plains, and point to a com; vel 
reese Asiatic origin. The term Indian, applied to our natives here, mislead- 

Phe natives of this archipelago number about 7,000. 

II. I am unable to give the number of children of school age, but would com- 
pute it at about two thousand five hundred. 

III. There are at present in operation nine schools in the archipelago, classi- 
fied as follows: 

(a) Mission day schools, three, namely: One at Chileoot Harbor, in the ex- 
treme north of the archipelago, ta) t by Miss Bessie Mathews. The second is 
at Hoonah, on Cross Sound, and is taught by Rev. J. W. McFarland and his 
wife. The third is at rose porer in the extreme south of the archipelago, taught 
by two half-breeds trai at Fort Wrangel, Mr. Louis Paul and wife. 

The teachers of these schools are all paid directly by the Presbyterian Board 
of Home Missions, and are accountable only to it. 

(b) Government day schools, four: 

1. At Sitka, Miss Powell, teacher. 

2. At Juneau, Miss * A teacher. 

3. At Fort Wrangel, Miss McAvoy, teacher. 

4. At Jackson, Miss Gould, teacher. 

These schools are . eee entirely by the Government, and are under the 
supervision of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, D. D., nt of education. They were 
formerly mission schools, but have been handed over to the Government. 

(e) Boarding-schools, two: 

1. The Sitka traini hool, in charge of Professor A. J. Davis, with eight as- 
sistants. This school is supported jointly by the Presbyterian Board of Home 
Missions and the Government. 

2. The Tlinkit training academy, at Fort Wrangel, in c! of Mrs. S. H. 
Young and three assistants. This institution is supported entirely by private 
cont tions and is under no 8 or board. 

IV. The number of pupils attending these schools I would estimate at fiye 
hundred and fifty. 

V. The education desirable for these natives is such as will fit them for citi- 
zenship. They are not “treaty Indians.” They do not live on reservations. 
They stand on the same footing in — “gt tothe owningof porey, and amenity 
to law as the whites. They need such an dducation as will enable them to com- 
pete successfully with the whites in arts and trades and become something bet- 
ter than mere *hewersof wood and drawers of water,” 

VI. The plan of education which the Government should adopt is indicated 
xi the foregoing. Let common day schools be established in every consider- 
able settlement, at least one for each native tribe and oneor more in every town 
where there are whites, Let competentteachers be sent to them, school-houses 
built, and every effort be made toteach the children totalkand readin English. 

Let no books be printed in the Tlinkit language, and no work of translation 
be done except in the interest of philological science. The language of a bar- 
barous people embodies and preserves its customs, superstitions, and vices. 
The language of civilization, substituted for this, will teach all the cus- 
toms, and habits of thought of the superior race. The sooner the Tlinkit be- 
comes a dead language the better for this people. Let these schools be open 
and free to whites, Russians, half-breeds, and Indians, without distinction. 

But industrial education is by far the shortest road to Caucasian civilization. 
The two training-schools already established are sufficient for the wants of 
Southeastern Alaska, if properly equipped and managed. I would make the 
following suggestions: 

Let the Governmentassume the entire control and support of theSitka school, 
purchasing the buildings, if necessary, from the board of missions, there 
no conflict of interests or authority. Let the present principaland teachers be 
retained if found competent, and others procured if necessary. Let shops, 
under the supervision of trained workmen, be established, and this part of the 
school be emphasized, Let the Yakutat, Chilkhat, Hoonah, Auk, Hoochenov, 
and Sitka tri occupying the northwestern half of the archipelago, be in- 
vited to send their most promising boys and girls to this school, that they may be 
fitted to engage in the rapidly developing industries of the archipelago and to 
assume the duties of enlightened citizenship. 

Let the private training-school at Fort Wrangel be aided to the same extent 


and in a similar way. Let it be enrolled as a Government trainin; ool to 
receive its share of the appropriations for industrial schools, Let the present 
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idea of its founder greene 
pon Let the Tacoo, Stickine, Kake, Kooyou, Han: Tongass, — Hydah 

occupying the southeastern half of the — — be invited to send their 
children to this school to be educated at Government expense, the boysin the 
trades of use in the Territory, the girls in intelligent house-keeping, and all in 
the rudiments of an English education. 


ts ofan 
VIL. There are obvious o! ns to expending the Government approprin- 
tions on sectarian schools. sieving suggest themselves: 

1. It tends to excite jealousy between different denominations. 

2. It divorces from schools the sympathy and aid of those interested in 
religious schools on the one hand. and on e other of those who do not belong 
to any denomination of professing Christia 

3. It is opposed to the a of entire 8 freedom and the complete 
Separation of Soa an 


d has 
5 efforts to yra anedig the rae: 
oo classes. It now has s corps of competent — — on the uad, yass i 
from the Eastern States at its expense. To summarily 3 
would be unjust to them and to the church and injurious to the D l 
Let these teachers be retained so far as they are found Spaa Senos 
be 5 but let the Government introduce its own system of textbooks, 
5 reports, and the schools be brought up strictly to the requirements 
of the civil service. And hereafter let the superintending t recommend for 
appo pointment the teachers to be em re. without following any denomina- 
FFC of qualification as teachers, 


resent Nee day 
ools. regard to the train- 

to supply them with — Bcd mildings, A S 
or 


vate boats or — the Government should procure two small steam- 
or . be placed at Sitka and Wrangel respectively, under the control of 
of the 5 at these places. These boats should be 
used 5 for the benefit of the schools, to be a means of communication 
between them, to convey supplies, to carry the superintendent of education on 
his visits to the day schools, and to procure te papis for the training-schools. 
— — be small, and y are essential to the full suc- 
cess of the schools. 

XI. In conclusion, allow me to call zoos attention more ganina to the 
condition and needs of the Tlinkit trainin academy at Fort in 
of Mrs. Young. It is the only educatio institution in the Spinan 
has received no aid from either Nr s, and 
yet it is more truly an industrial school and has more to show fs its work in 
the advancement of its pupils toward iin, threo. yours, ago, bee than any other 
school in Alaska. It has from its origin, years ago, been entirely su 
ported by private contribrtions, obtained in response to the letters and public 
addresses of Tits founder. rom the first the effort was made to work as rapidly 
as possible toward seif-support. A large farm—the only piece of land worthy 
of the name in this ‘Tegion, an alluvial meadow—was 8 the serv- 
ices of an experien farmer secured. Machines tools s nt to fully 
equip carpenter, cabinet, and shoe shops were obtained, 

The Government permitted us to occupy the buildings of the garrison. The 
boys of the carpenter and cabinet shops repaired, altered, and furnished them. 
Guns and fishing apparatus were bought, and thus the supply of animal food 
obtained. As one item, be boys killed for the use of the in 1881 one 
hundred and twenty-one deer. For fruit, the children gathered berries. The 
boys of theshoe shop made and mended all the shoes used in the school. The 
farm furnished all the potatoesand other vegetables needed. For clothing we de- 

pended upon boxes sent by friends. Thus er Gett- effort was madeto economize, 


which 


Tai the inmates were ht that the condition of their remaining in the school 
was that they should do mer. could to help themselves and each other. The 
girls did —.—— a . and laundry work and general house-keeping. The 
boys procured — the other supplies mentioned. Each pupil was 


day, and engaged in useful and instructive 


Mrs. Youn three assistants—a matron for the girls, a housekeeper, and 
the farmer. boys and girls were taken, the most of whom still remain. 
But the su is inadequate and unreliable. Some soc under pressure 
of the board of missions, which is naturally desirous of drawing the benevo- 


lences of the churches into its channels, withdrew their support. The farm, on 
which we based our principal y the team, imple . failed to realize those hopes, 
because we were unable to buy team, implements, and stock needed. In- 


— ee en the work we were com to retrench. 


Last May we sent an aj 


ere ation for the unexpended 
civil officers of the 


tory, but we were too late. 


equipments as shall suffice to 
Let it 8 me 


Department. 

5 ne! should be applied Pas the 
benefit of this 1 and nk should receive itsfull share of future appropriations. 
The present number of pupils is twenty-five. The adjacent tribes would glad! 
send their children to this school were itenlarged and equipped, wine they will 
not send to Sitka; and in many respects, notably in the matter of the farm, 
Wranger has decided advantages over the other town as the seat of such an in- 
stitution. 

Submitted, very respectfully, 
S. HALL YOUNG, 
Wrangel, 


Minister in chargeof Presbyterian Mission, Fort 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH. 


I have always had doubts as to whether the provisions of this bill 
were sufficient to accomplish the object which I suppose is intended to 


be accomplished by it. It will be recollected that when the bill which 
passed the Senate at the last Congress was under discussion I offered an 
amendment proposing the appointment by the General Government of 
a commissioner to take in charge, to a certain extent, in the States 
the distribution of the fund proposed to be appropriated by that bill, 
and to see that it was distributed in accordance with the provisions of 
the bill; but I never dreamed until recently that the chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor supposed that the bill was at all 
defective in that regard or would fail to accomplish the purposes for 
which it was intended. Iwas, therefore, much surprised a week ago last 
Monday, when, according to my understanding of his language at the 
time, and I still think it will bear that construction, he distinctly con- 
ceded that the bill would not accomplish the object which I sup 

it was intended to accomplish, when he alluded to the fact that there 
were four millions of children of school age in the Southern States 
not now enrolled in schools and not now receiving educational ad- 
vantages who would not be reached by the appropriations to be made 
under the bill and who would not be benefited by it. If the money 
appropriated by this bill is not intended to reach that large illiterate 
class what in the name of common sense is the bill worth and who 
will it reach? Sir, I have not so understood this measure and have 
supposed that the intention of the framers of the bill was that this 
money should reach that very class. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator certainly is under a misapprehension as 
to my meaning or the construction of what I said. I have stated all 
along that, instead of being an enormous contribution, according to the 
necessity the amount we are giving is not by any means an adequate 
remedy to the entire evil or to anything like the extent that school 
privileges are already provided for the children of the North. I say it 
will help and help very much, but it is not sufficient to accomplish the 
entire purpose, to give the South educational facilities equal to ours, 
but it will help in that direction. 

Mr. DOLPH. The language of the Senator was read by the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] the other day. I did not intend to 
read it again. I think it has been in part explained away by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but he stated the following: 


It has been stated in the speech of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jackson] 
this afternoon that there are about four million children in the Southern States 
who are not enrolled at all, who are not attending school at all, and we by ote 
bill make no 3 for this vast uncultivated class who are outside the 
ent operations of the common-school system, so that 5 is a tri vial 

appropriation in comparison with the actual necessity of country, and yet it 
istalked of asa mammoth appropriation, as a great bribe to those who may re- 
ecive benefit from it. 


I do not care to put any construction upon that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will excuse me. In those same remarks 
and at half a dozen other times I have said that if we should apply the 
same amount that we give to the existing schools without any extension 
of the enrollment it would only then make the existing schools about six 
months in length instead of three, as they now are, but of course the 
money will not be so applied. It will be applied to the extension of 
schools where there are none now, to some degree, and also to an in- 
crease in the length of the schools already existing. 

Mr. DOLPH. I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
if we are to enter upon this work at all, the amount proposed in this bill 
to be appropriated is not only not too large, but it is inadequate to the 
work; but that was not the point I was addressing myself to. The point 
I was directing the attention of the Senate to was that I thought it had 
been stated by the Senator from New Hampshire that the money to be 
appropriated by this bill would not reach the large class of childzen in 
the South who are not now enrolled in schools. As I said, I have not 
so understood the provisions of this bill. In the first section, after pro- 
viding that $77,000,000 shall be W Sp seep and giving the amount 
to be appropriated each year, the bill continues: 

Which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-school 
education to all the children of the school age mentioned hereafter living in the 
United States. 

And in the third section it is provided that— 


No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that shall 
not have provided by law a system of free common schools forall of its children 
of school age, without distinction of race or color, either in the raising or dis- 
tributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 


And in the tenth section it is provided: 


That the moneys distributed under the 9 of this act shall be used only 
for common schools, not sectarian in character, in the school districts of the 
several States and Territories. 


I had been led to believe from these isions that it was the inten- 
tion of this bill that before the States receive the benefit of it, the 
money to be apportioned to them under it, they should provide a sys- 
tem of free schools which should reach every portion of their territory 
and give every child of school age, white or black, within their bor- 
ders an opportunity to acquire an education; but when I turn to the 
eleventh section of the bill, which provides what reports shall be made 
of the expenditure of the money received by the States and what shall 
be done in case there is a failure to observe the provisions of the bill, 
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and read it, I conclude that it is susceptible of a construction which 
will defeat the intention of its framers, that its provisions are inade- 
quate to secure the application of the money to the education of the il- 
literate class. I find in the eleventh section that the governor of each 
State is required to report to the Secretary of the Interior among other 
things— 

The number of public, common, and industrial schools, the number of teachers 
employed, the total number of children taught during the year, and in what 
branches instructed, &c. 

But there is no provision in the bill, as I now remember, requiring 
that the governor shall report how many school districts there are in 
the State; that he shall report whether or not the whole State has been 
subdivided into school districts or other subdivisions for school pur- 
poses; that heshall report the number of children in each school dis- 
trict, white and black, with the number of children attending school in 
each district. He may under the provisions of the bill as it stands 
report the number of schools and the number of children, white and 
black, attending the schools, and no one can tell, neither the Secretary 
of the Interior nor any one else, from the report whether or not the 
money has been so distributed as to afford the means of education to all 
the children of school age in the State without distinction of color. 

I have prepared an amendment to be inserted in section 11, line 12, 
after the word also, which is as follows: 

A statement of the number of school districts in such State or Territory, and 
whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been divided into school 
districts or other territorial subdivisions for school purposes, and, if so, what 
poroa; and the reasons why the same has not been so subdivided; the num- 


r of children of school age in each district, and the relative number of white 
and colored children in each district. 


If the report is required to contain the matters stated in this proposed 
amendment, then the Secretary of the Interior will beable to ascertain 
whether or not the territory has all been subdivided into school dis- 
tricts, whether or not schools have been maintained in all the school 
districts, whether or not the money has been impartially expended as 
between the white and colored children in the several school districts; 
and from that report he can determine whether or not the provisions of 
this bill have been faithfully complied with, and whether or not the 
State is entitled to receive the next allotment of money to be appropri- 
ated under this bill. j 

But, sir, when we come to the last clause of section 11, which may 
be said to contain the sanction of the bill, that is to say, the only part 
of the bill which provides any penalty, if I may use that expression 
without offense, for failing to comply with the provisions of the bill, I 
find it is provided: 

And if any State or Territory shall misapply or allow to be misapplied, or in 
any manner appropriated or used other than for the oe herein required, 
the funds, or any part thereof, received under the provisions of this act— 

And now follows another provision— i 


or shall fail to comply with the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as 
herein provided, through its proper ofticers, the disposition thereof, and the 
other matters herein prescribed to be so reported, such State or Territory shall 
forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment by. virtue hereof until the full 
amount so misapplied, lost, or misappropriated shall have been replaced by such 
State or Territory and applied as herein required, and until such report shall 
have been made, 


I understand the misappropriation here meant to be an entire diver- 
sion of a portion of the money to some other purpose than that provided 
in the bill; it is provided that if that shall be done and there shall be 
a failure to make the report no further apportionment shall be made 
to the State; but when the State has replaced the money so misappro- 
pe and has made the report, then it shall receive its apportionment. 

other words, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid over 
to the State this fund. But there is no penalty prescribed for not keep- 
ing the other provisions of the act, There is no penalty prescribed if 
the money is used for educational purposes and a discrimination is 
made between white and colored children. When the governor of the 
State makes a report and any money which has been taken from the 
fund has been restored to it, the next apportionment is to be made to 
the State. 

I propose to strike out of this clause the w tor shall fail to comply 
with theconditions herein prescribed,” so that it will permit the Secretary 
of the Interior to cause to be paid to a State its apportionment under 
this act after any money which may have been misappropriated has 
been restored and after it shall have made a report; and then I propose 
to add a provision for a case where the State shall use these funds con- 
trary to the provisions of the act and shall discriminate between white 
and black children in the application of the fund to the purposes of ed- 
ucation; I propose to add the following: 

And if any State or Territory shall have failed, except as permitted by section 

to apply the money expended by it out of the amountapportioned to it under 

e provisions of this act, for any one year, to the support of common schools, 
free for all its children of school age, without distinction of color, and in such a 


way as to ponis, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to 
all the children of the school age prescribed by the law ofsuch State or Territory, 


within such State or Territory, no subsequent allotment shall be made under this 
act until Congress shall so determine. 

I think this is a very necessary provision. My friend from New 
Hampshire says that the provision is not necessary, because Congress 
must make the appropriation in any case; but there are some able men in 


the Senate who believe this bill carries its own appropriation and makes 
a continuing appropriation; and if it does not, and it is necessary for 
Congress to make in appropriation bills from year to year an appropri- 
ation to carry into effect the provisions of this bill, that appropriation 
will be made not later than the 3d of March and probably during the 
last days of February at the short sessions, and in other years it will 
be made during the last days of June. An appropriation may be made 
before a report is made. As the bill now stands it would authorize a re- 
port to be made at any time, and then the Secretary of the Interior would 
be authorized to pay the money which had been appropriated in ad- 
vance by Congress to the State. Therefore it seems to me the misap- 
propriation of the money, the application of it to the various schools of 
the State so as to discriminate between the children of school age in the 
State contrary to the provisions of this bill, ought to prevent the State 
from receiving any other apportionment until Congress shall so declare, 

The amount appropriated by this bill may be, as it is stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, a very inade- 
quatesum for the exigencies of the case; but, sir, when we consider that 
this $77,000,000 must be raised by taxation in some form from the peo- 
ple and upon the industries of this country, that its burdens will largely 
fall upon the laboring population of the country, upon men who labor 
for their daily bread and have children of their own to clothe and sup- 
port, this sum assumes importance enough to require us to place in 
this bill sufficient provisions to see that it is applied in the States in 
accordance with the intention of the friends of the measure. 

I do not intend to discuss these amendments or the bill at length, 
and I desire it to be distinctly understood that the amendments are 
not proposed out of any hostility to this measure or the people of any 
portion of this Union. Iam in sympathy with the object sought to 
be accomplished by this bill, so far as I understand it, which is the 
education of the illiterate children of school age in the South, who it 
is conceded are largely composed of colored children. 

I confess that I am not as clear as to the constitutionality of the 
measure as I was when it was under discussion at the last Congress; but 
if this bill can be put in such a shape as to reasonably assure me that 
the money to be appropriated under its provisions will be used in the 
manner intended by the friends of the bill and will promote the object 
sought to be attained, the education of the colored children of the South, 
and not otherwise, I stand ready to resolve whatever doubts I have as 
to the constitutionality of the measure in favor of it. But, sir, as the 
money to be appropriated under this bill is to go largely to the South- 
ern States, as it is admitted that the necessity which calls for Federal 
aid exists in the Southern States alone, as the illiteracy of the colored 
people of the South is the excuse for making this large appropriation 
from the Federal Treasury, I would much prefer to support a bill which 
made appropriations to the Southern States only. 

I agree with the Senators from Kansas, and with others who have taken 
the same view of the matter, that the people of the Northern States 
have not demanded this aid, that they do not need it. The money 
which they will receive under the provisions of this bill, in my judg- 
ment will be an injury to the common school systems of those States. 
It will, it is true, relieve the people of those States in some measure 
from the burden of taxation for school purposes, but it will teach them 
to rely upon the Federal Government for aid, and make them feel more 
keenly the burdens of taxation when that is withdrawn, and I fear it 
will lessen their estimate of the value and benefit of their common 
school system. 

One of the greatest objections to my mind to this bill is, that it makes 
an appropriation for the aid of the education of the people of the North 
where it is not needed, and where the money will prove an injury to the 
existing system of common schools which, supported and controlled b 
the States alone, has madesuch unexampled progress, has achieved su 
grand results. Ina word, sir, I do not believe that the cause of educa- 
tion or the general welfare of this country demands that money should 
be appropriated out of the Federal Treasury to aid education in the 
North, and the fact that it does raises to my mind one of the greatest 
constitutional objections to the bill. And, sir, inasmuch as it is admit- 
ted that the necessity for this aid is the illiteracy of the colored people 
of the South I should much prefer that whatever money is appropriated 
for the cause of education in the South should be made directly and ex- 
clusively for the education of that race and for the support of colored 
schools. ‘The constitutional objections which could be made to such a 
bill—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to makeastatment there? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the suggestion of the Senator to be that 
it is proposed to make this appropriation directly for the education of 
colored illiterates of the South. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would suggest this difficulty to the Senator on 
that subject, that by the constitution of the State of Mississippi and 
the other Southern States the school fund is directed to be appro- 
priated equally and impartially to the two races without distinction 
on that subject, and that by the act of admission or readmission into 
the Union of the Southern States the provisions of their constitutions 
on this subject are made fundamental conditions, and that the result 
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of a law now giving this fund exclusively to the colosed people would 


be that the people would be entitled to share equally with the 
whites in the State school fand which is insufficient for both races, not 
only the school fund that now exists, butany that might be raised, and 
then in addition to that they would have this bounty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend from Mississippi for info: 
tion what the state of things is on this point? I understand him to 
say that by the law of Mississippi, whether constitution or statute no 
matter, is no discrimination between colored and white children 
in respect of receiving the benefit of the school fund. 

Mr. GEORGE. None whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, does the law of Mississippi provide for sep- 
arate white and colored schools, or is the education common? 

Mr. GEORGE. It provides for separate schools. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the provision of law which distributes the 
fund distribute it to those separate schools as such, or how? 

Mr, GEORGE. Thecommon-school fund is distributed in Mississippi 
in about this way: The teachers are paid per capita for the scholars, so 
much for each scholar that attends school, and wherever a school can 
be gotten up of sufficient numbers to authorize the employment of a 
teacher or a teacher can be gotten at the price per capita allowed by law, 
one is established. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, with the permission of my 
friend from — 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask how many white schools, in round 
numbers, there are in Mississippi or were in the last year, or the year 
before that? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very sorry that Iam not able to answer that 

uestion. Before I came here this winter I procured a statement from 

superintendent of education upon that subject, giving the number 

of white schools, the number of colored schools, the number of teach- 

ers employed in each, and the number of children attending each. 

the ion arose upon this question I looked for that paper 

and I was unable to find it. I have a general knowl though, of 

this sort, because I am pretty familiar with the condition of things 

and I feel authorized to state that there are as many or more 

ildren attending the common schools of Mississippi than there 
are whites. I feel safe in making that statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I suppose among the children of school age 
must be two or three times as many colored children as white 
children in that State. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no, not two or three times. There is a major- 


out of a million and a quarter people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not all this information to be found in the pub- 
a reports of the superintendent of education or some official of that 

tate ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I presume so. I have not looked that up. I had 
that , or I thought I had it among my papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. About what year were these school laws made in 
to the distribution of the funds? Whereabouts in the statutes 
of ippi can this information be got? 

Mr.GEORGE. Inanswertothat I will state thatthe present school 
system was inaugurated immediately after the adoption of the consti- 
tution in 1869, and the laws enacted in Mississippi from 1869 up to 1876 
were enacted by Legislatures that were supposed especially to represent 
the colored people. I suppose the Senator understands that. They 
were Republicans, and a majority of them were elected by the votes of 
the colored people. Since 1876 the majority has been Democratic in 
the State Legislature, and I suppose laws have been passed all along 
during all these years from 1870 up to the present time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask from what the school fund of Missis- 
sippi is derived? By direct taxation, or out of a fund, or how? 

Mr. GEORGE. The school fund of Mississippi is derived, first, from 
all fines and forfeitures for breaches of the criminal laws, the licenses 
for retailing vinous and spirituous liquors, receipts from the redemp- 
tion—that is a singular provision of our constitution—from the re- 
demption of land when forfeited to the State for non-payment of taxes. 
This seems to be the rule on that subject. In Mississippi if taxes are 
not paid on a tract of land it is put up by the tax-collector and offered 
for sale. If a private individual buys it, he gets title to the land and 
the money goes into the treasury. If no private purchaser will bid the 
amount of tax due upon the land, then the land is knocked off to the 
State; the State becomes the purchaser. Then, say, for two years—I 
believe that is the time—the owner has a right to redeem the land. 
The redemption money when the land once goes to the State into 
the common-school fund, although the tax on that land of itself would 
not have gone there. I believe those are the general sources of the fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All this is merely a current fund; there is no per- 
manent fund? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam going on now to make a statement. 
there is local taxation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to resume. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very nearly through. My colleague reminds 
me of another fund. Under the constitution the Legislature may levy 
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a poll-tax not exceeding $2 per head. I believe about $1 is now levied 
owing to the difficulty of collecting the larger amount. Of the colored 
people not one in ten paid the poll-tax at the higher price, and it is . 
now fixed at $1. But by the constitution of the State that poll-tax 
goes exclusively to the school fund. In other words, the polls can not 
be taxed in Mississippi except for school purposes. ‘Then there are local 
taxes in the counties levied in the counties for schools in the counties, 
and then the State—I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont to this-——without levying any special school-tax, the Legisla- 
ture every year makes an cob parma of one or two hundred thousand 
dollars out of the general fund raised by the State for school purposes. 

I believe I have about answered the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not going to occupy many minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to trouble the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is no trouble. I do not see from the statement of 
the Senator from Mississippi that there would be any difficulty in ap- 
plying this fund as I have suggested. If it is true that the illiteracy 
of the colored race is the necessity which calls for Federal aid, and 
if it is also true that in Mississippi there are separate schools, schools 
for the white and schools for the colored children, I see, I say, no diffi- 
culty in applying the fund which is ae pray by the Federal Gov- 
ernment to aid the colored schools, and there is no reason why colored 
children should not also participate in the funds which are raised by 
the State for the purposes of education. 

I do not think that there would be any graver constitutional objec- 
tions to such a bill than can be urged to this bill. As was said by the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], this bill does not proceed 
upon the idea of equality between the States. Under its provisions 
the Northern States will receive small apportionments out of this 
money, and they will contribute large sums to the fund; and the 
Southern States will receive correspondingly large sums and con- 
tribute correspondingly small sums; so that the bill can not be de- 
fended upon the principle of equality; and if equality between the 
States is at all necessary in the appropriation of money from the Fed- 
eral for the purpose of education, then this bill is palpably 
unconstitutional; and, besides, the same objection could be raised to 
every appropriation which we make annually for the support of Indian 
schools that could be raised against a bill making appropriations for 
colored schools alone. 0 

But, sir, I do not believe that equality is necessary. I think the con- 
stitutionality of this measure, if affirmed at all, must be affirmed on 
other principles. The people of this country, North and South, are one 
people with equal rights and privileges guaranteed by one Constitution 
and regulated by general laws prescribing equal obligations and du- 
ties. Within the limits of the Federal Constitution this nation is a 
unit, and Congress in its benefactions and in the exercise of its powers 
should know no section of this country. The common defense and the 
general welfare are intrusted to Congress, and it should be a matter of 
constant solicitude how they can best be promoted. A danger in New 
York or in Oregon or in Mississippi orin Alabama which threatens the 
political fabric is a national danger, whether that danger arises from the 
fact that a considerable portion of the citizens of those States intrusted 
with the ballot are illiterate or from force or fraud which prevents an 
intelligent and free and full expression of the will of the majority at 
the polls; and when such a danger existsit is the duty of the General 
Government, through its legislative department, to remove the danger 
by appropriate legislation. 

The fathers of the Republic believed that the prosperity and happi- 
ness of the people and the perpetuity of republican institutions de- 
pended upon the intelligence and virtue of the people and their belief 
has become crystallized into an axiom in our politics. A large amount 
of illiteracy in any government is a menace to it. The remedy for such 
an evil, the defense against such a danger, is to educate, As was said 
by the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] the other day the 
engage? duty of educating the illiterates in any State lies with the 

tate itself; and it is as much the duty of Mississippi and Alabama 
and Georgia to educate their illiterate citizens as it is of all the other 
States of the Union. But when for any cause an illiterate population 
in any State can not be educated, and when in the opinion of Congress 
the illiteracy exists to such an extent as to imperil the prosperity of 
the people and the perpetuity of the Government, I believe it to be 
the duty of Congress, legisla for the common defense and the gen- 
eral welfare, to eradicate the evil and to defend against the danger. 

It will be seen that I base the constitutionality of this measure en- 
tirely upon the existence of illiteracy in the several States to such an 
extent as to call for Federal aid. Ido not stop to inquire who is re- 
sponsible for that illiteracy, but I am not willing to admit that the peo- 
ple of the North or the Federal Government are under any moral or 
legal obligation to the Southern States or the colored people of the South 
to educate them because being slaves they were made free and have 
been made citizens of the United States. The people of the North have 
committed no crime against the colored people of theSouth. The Fed- 
eral Government has done no injury to the Southern States or to the 
people of the Southern States, white or black. 

Sir, I glory in the history and the achievements of the great Union 
Republican party, in its administration of the National Government, 
including the striking of the fetters from four millions of slaves and 
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making them freemen, and I have no excuse and no apology and no 
restitution to offer. 

The colored people of the Southern States do not exert that influence 
which they are entitled to by virtue of their numerical s 
Knowledge is power.” Education will complete that which was be- 
gun by the emancipation proclamation and the fiſteenth amendment. 
It will teach men who are free by the will of thepeople of the United 
States, as expressed in the Federal Constitution, to know their rights, 
and, as was said yesterday by the Senator from New Hampshire, know- 
ing their rights dare to maintain them. 

The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] the other day spoke 
to us about the influence of education in settling and developing the 
Northern States. He drew a vivid picture of the march of civilization 
from Plymouth Rock to the shores of the Pacific, and grand as the story 
was it was not overdrawn. There is no doubt that the thrift and energy 
and enterprise which have swept across the continent on parallel lines 
from the shores of New England, overcoming every obstacle, subduing 
every foe, transforming the wilderness into fertile fields and populous 
cities, Iaying the foundations of great and populous and wealthy Btates, 
is largely the outgrowth of the general diffusion of knowledge by the 
common school system. - 

Sir, I trust I have a just pride in the achievements of the people of 
the North. I know something of their privations, of their toils, and of 
their successes, but I listened with no greater degree of pride or pleas- 
ure to the story of their achievements than I did to the recitals of the 

. wonderful advancement which the people of the South have made in 
every branch of material prosperity since the war. ‘The prosperity of 
any portion of the country is the prosperity of the whole, and I see in 
the increasing prosperity of the South, in her increasing manufacturing 
interests, in her increased facilities for transportation and travel, in the 
newly-awakened and growing interest in education, a prophecy and a 
promise of a glorious future when the South in wealth, in prosperity, in 
the general diffusion of knowledge, and I hope too in the free exercise 
by all her citizens of all their civil and political rights, will rival any 
other portion of our common country; and I pray God tospeed that day. 

I read not many days since an article reviewing the Blair bill pub- 
lished in the Inter Ocean, of Chicago, under the caption of National 
Education.“ It was written by a gentleman who has had large oppor- 
tunities to observe the social and political and educational systems of 
the South, a gentleman who has made this question of national aid to 
education a study, a gentleman who is thoroughly in favor of educating 
the colored population of the South, but who believes that this bill with 
its present provisions would be unjust to the people of the South, and 
would not accomplish the object for which it was intended. If I could 
expunge some of the more vigorous expressions concerning the domi- 
nant party in the South without doing injustice to the author and with- 
out impairing his e mene of the case I should be glad to do it, but 
as I can not do it I ask leave to incorporate the whole in my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
sent to the desk by the Senator from Oregon will be inserted in the 
RECORD by the Reporter. 

The paper is as follows: 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 13. 
The educational bill now before the Senate is a curious instance of the lack of 
political knowledge and sagacity on the part of elators who merely jump at 
an idea without ing the trouble to inyestigate details. So far as the matters 
herein referred to are concerned, it is identical with the Blair bill which passed 
the Senate at the last session of Congress and the Willis bill, which was reported 


to the House but failed to be reached on the Calendar. These measures are 
based on the following hypothesis: 


1, Thatasum of money reg hanger to each State for the cure of illiteracy— 
the amount ned to each being estimated on the number of illiterates in 
each State, according to the census of 1880, 


2. That the same shall be used by the respective States for the promotion of 
elementary education in the public schools, without distinction as to race. 

As a result about four-fifths of the fund will go to the Southern States, as it 
ought to do, in order to remove 


THE OVERWHELMING IGNORANCE 


of both races in that ga Pas The necessity for this is readily shown by the fol- 
lowing tables, compiled from the census of 1880; 


Glad eee — 
popu- years oid an 
lation, upward. 
The North ..| 81,988, 459 1,442, 064 
The South. — 138.217,21 4.808.528 
Total | 50, 155, 783 | 6,250,592 


In fact,the measure is designed really to aid the educational interests of the 
South, w were prevented from keeping pace with those of the North by the 
fact of slavery in the antebellum days, so that the burden of properly educat- 
ing the masses is now greater than those States can possibly bear. This is not 
only just and proper because of the nation’s responsibility for slavery, by which 
the North became a partaker in its poten nsible for its injustice, but 
is also a matter of sound policy. The nation, by Congressional action and its 
unavoidable results, gave the freedman of the South the ballot. this means 
the property qualification which had been attached to the exercise of the elective 
franchise in most of those States was broken down and suffrage made universal 
among the whites also. The result of this is that the whole mass of Southern 
ignorance is represented in our national affairs either by the exercise of ballo- 
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torial power by illiterate voters or their deprivation of such privilege because 
of the weakness resulting from their ignorance. The extent of the perilarising 
from this may be seen by examining the following table: 


Illiterates ten years old and upward, 


Per cent. of 


State. population, 


Illiterates. 


SSSSSSPS 
rere 


$ 
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No one can dream for a moment that republican institutions are safe when 75 
per cent. of a 3 in Senate, House of Representatives, and the electoral 
college is controlled by a population 48 per cent. of which are unable to read 
and write. In fact, no thoughtful man will fail to perceive that the whole sum 
of $10,000,000 a year, or thereabouts, should be expended at the South. The 
Northern States do not need the pittance each would receive, and itseems almost 
farcical to include them in the bill. It should have embraced only those States 
in which the percentage of illiterates exceeded 12 per cent. of the population, 
and should cease as to any State as soon as its percentage of illiteracy was re- 
duced to that limit. This proportion of ignorance is easily handled by the States 
themselves, and may be accounted not dangerous to the nation. 

The most important fact connected with the measure, however, is the relation 
it bears to the education of the two races. It should be borne in mind that in all 
the Southern States the schools for the two races are distinct, and the funds for 
their support are now distributed ac, ording to the number of each race in the 
se te school districts, or else accord ng to the number of children of each race 
within the school ages, as prescribed by the laws of the respective States. Prac- 
tically there is no difference in these standards; to distribute according to the 
number of children is in effect to distribute according to the proportion of the 
two races, So that, if a State have 1,000,000 whites and 500,000 blacks, the white 
schools will have twice as much money as the colored schools, 

The bill in question requires the fund thereby appropriated to be distributed 
in the same manner as the respective school funds, though it is assigned to the 
States on the basis of illiteracy. According to the report of the House commit- 
tee of the last Congress the State would receive on account of each illiterate 
about $1.50 on the basis of an appropriation of $10,000,000. This sum, distributed 
as proposed, would give to the white schools of each State more than one-halt 
of the whole sum, t. only about one-fourth of the illiterates are of that 
race. In other words, instead of the national fund going to the education of the 
respective races in the ratio of their illiteracy each white illiterate will draw 
from this fund two or three times as much as the colored illiterate in the same 


State. 
The following table will show the practical operation of this measure: 
Black and white illiteracy, census of 1880, ten years old and upward. 


3 
— 
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States, E 5 E 2 

„ 

— 2 2 8 

= s -= 

— — — — 
Virginia.. 18.2 315,660 73.7 
North Carolina 31.5 „943 77.4 
South Carolina. 21.9 310,071 | 78.5 
hee a 22.9 391,482 | 81.6 
Flori 19.9 „420 70.7 
Alabama. 24.7 321,680 | 80.6 
Mississippi. 16.3 319,753 | 75,2 
18.4 259,429 | 79.1 
CSC 22.2 | 2, 250, 438 | 78.1 


It will be seen that there were almost three times as many colored as white 
illiterates, and, considering the character of the ap ropriation and the fact that 
all the school-housesand educational equipment of the ante-war systems in those 
States are held by and for the use of the white race, it would seem as if good 
policy and common sense would demand that the remedy should be spread some- 
what evenly upon the sore—that the colored schools should be benefited some- 
what in proportion to the amount to be received by the State on account of col- 
ored illiteracy. The following tables will show what would actually occur un- 
der the provisions of this bill. See foregoing table for the number of white and 
colored illiterates in each State. aud for the amounts that would be received b 
several States on account of white and colored illiterates respectively ona 
of $10,000,000, or $1.60 for each illiterate : 


| 5 Paid ga i 
on accoun coun! ol 
States. ol white il-| colored il- 
‘ | literates. | literates. 
Virginia $184,424 $505, 172 
308. 316 435, 184 
98,817 493, 
205, 688 612, 312 
32, 000 96,000 
179, 515, 348 
85, 199 512, 801 
94, 623 415, 377 


1,182, 400 | 3,600,692 


2,250,438 colored illii of the funds 
of the nation. How would this be divided between the races? o would be 
the FFF rovisions of this bill? If distrib- 


uted as the bill 


supposing not a do 
and colored . would receive it in the proportions shown in the following 
Amounts that white and colored schools would receive respectively under the Blair 


in several 


Population. 


In other E od apep eee eae 2 
on account of 739,364 white illi d $3,600,692 on account of 438 col- 
ored illiterates, will y $2,475,555 ‘this fund to white schools, Sarya only $2,- 
314,850 of it to schools, that while each illiterate 


black and white 
alike will draw $1.60 from the national fi of the State, 
each white illiterate will receive for his on in a white school several 
times the amount that will be applied to the education of the colored illiterate 
in the schools of his race. 

The following table she shows the comparison between the amounts applied for 
the benefit of each: 


Comparative value of white and colored illiteracy under the Blair bill. 


ernment for each 
illiterate. 
white schools for 


each white illit- 
colored schools 


ſor each colored 


from General Gov- 
illiterate. 


Amount received 
Amount applied to 


Amount applied to 
muB 
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It is no wonder the most ardent Bourbons ofthe South are in favor of the Blair 
bill. It enables them to make the orant negro simply a cat’s-paw with which 
to pull chestnuts outof the fire for benefitof themselves. Such sentimental 
obstructionists as Mr. Blair may think that the colored man, when he comes to 
understand the full force and 

his 
—— to ih. "Phere seems to the 5 s share of the nation’s bounty to their own use and 
be almost no limit tothe capacity of our Northern leg- 
We to — tothe? hands of their Southern antagonists, 
Dota enke, uf A e cod bat baste begun to tenet ct ie aupeciy te on 
2, 0 1 y ol ty in 
the negros sake, klux klan wrenched it from the negro’s fecble hand pine] 
propriated its 8 the ad vantage of the Bourbon Democracy. Now, Mr, 
ae and his com pany of heedless enthusiasts are anxious to ortalize 
themselves he approp: Aren 3 money under the plea of educating colored illiter- 
ates, to be used instead for the benefit of those who kept the negro in ignorance, 
and will keep him in L until he becomes strong enough to assert 
ts and manfully maintain them. 
t is no wonder, in view of these facts, that the cheap, simple 
which I pog — honor to present to the country in “An Ap 


waste and 9 were made practi le; and the colored 
schools of every were secured the emer — . — proportion of the 
fund to which the colo illiterates of the township entitled them. In other 


— 8 3 would have been enabled to share fairly and equally 
with white illiteracy in the nation’s bounty. If this outrage © on iru pad eaae 
of the N people of the South shall be consummated b to be 

Republican Senators, the negro will have reason to pra Does Aellversd from 
ALBION oe TOURGEE, 


his friends almost as heartily as he besought relief from 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the attention 
of the Senate more than five minutes. have taken no part in this 
discussion. I am in great doubt as to how I shall vote upon this bill. 
It will depend somewhat upon the shape which I shall find that it has 
assumed when it reaches a final vote. But I have been studying the 
figures of this case somewhat and I want to put them in the RECORD 
so that if they are wrong they can be corrected. 

I think this bill receives its support in my section of the country, in 
my State, because „ philanthropic people believe that we ought to 
aid largely in the education of colored children at the South. I believe 


the people whom I represent think that the object and design and effect 
of this bill is to accomplish that purpose. If the figures which I have 
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small portion of this money is going for the 
9 of colored children i in the South. 
Outof the whole $77,000,000 but between 818, 000, 000 and $19,000,000 


are to be 8 acco to this bill, to the education of colored chil- 
dren in the South. WhatIwant to do, what I would be glad to do by 
a bill, is to iate money for that alone. I do not want 


appropriate 

to aid the Southern States in the education of white children, and I do. 
not want the General Government to aid the Northern States in the 
education of any children. The that troubles me about voting 
for this bill is that it asks me to vote 000,000 and over for the edu- 
cation of white children and only between $18,000,000 and $19,000,000 
for the education of colored chil 

I have taken from the tables furnished by the Senator from New 
Hampshire in his speech, the amount of money which each State is to 
receive under this bill. I have it carried out in each case, even to dol- 
lars and cents. By it I find that the Northern States and Territories 
receive $18,571,468, leaving for the Southern States $58,428,532. The 
items are as WS: 


Amount to be paid to free States and Territories. 
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Now, turning to page 1270 of the RECORD containing the Senator’s 
speech of February 10, I find that there are in the Southern States 
which are to receive these $58,000,000, of white school population, 
3,899,961; of colored school population, 1,803,257. In other words, the 

school population of the South which is to receive these $58,428,532, 
is 68.3 per cent. white. Now divide that $58,428,532 between the 
white children and thecolored children and you will find that 68.3 per 
cent of it, which by this bill must, I suppose, be applied to the educa- 
tion of the white children unless a distinction is made, and I under- 
stand none is intended by the bill, would give for the education of white 
children in the South $39,954, 014 and for the education of colored 
children only $18,464,518. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly; but I am really through with my remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know where you run the line as between 
the South and the North. 

Mr. PLATT. In the Southern States I include Alabama, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are Maryland and Delaware left out? 

Mr. PLATT. No; I spoke of Delaware and Maryland. I include 
all the former slave States. I only desire to put these figures in the 
RECORD that they may be corrected if they are not accurate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can as well explain to the Senator on his point now 
asatany time. He is correct in stating that the theory of the bill is 
to instruct white and colored children alike, to give them the same as- 
sistance from the National Government, or to so apply this money that 
it shall result in white and colored children having the same opportu- 
nity for education. The figures which he gives us show the just pro- 
portion existing between the white and colored school populations of 
the South. About two-thirds are white and one-third colored. IIe 
says sixty-eight and a fraction per cent. are white and the rest are col- 
ored. If it were just 334 per cent. colored it would be just 66% per cent. 
white, so that you see mathematically the relation between the two 
races is almost that of 2 to 1. 

The theory of the bill is that there shall be no difference between 
the education of the white child and of the colored child, and it is 
quite as much for the benefit of the colored children who are to live 
with the white children now and hereafter that their white associates 
whose parents have subjected them to indignities in the past shall be 
elevated by education so that they will have a living chance among 
them. That is the theory of the bill; and in order to secure this 
equalization of school privileges, the bill does not say that this amount 
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which the National Government contributes shall be divided exactly 
per capita between all the children, white and black. The theory of 
the bill being that there shall be no discrimination between the chil- 
dren of the two races and that an equalization of school privileges or 
advantages shall be secured to all regardless of color, the bill provides, 
in the tenth section, which I incorporated in my remarks yesterday, 
that the fund coming from the National Government combined as it 
will be with the State school fund, the whole shall be so distributed 
as to secure this equality of school privileges. 

If, as is suspected by many, and as is complained of by some—and I 
do not know whether it may not be admitted in some instances is the 
case—the white child at present receives a larger 9 of the 
school funds at the South than the colored child, then if this money is 
distributed according to the provisions of this bill the colored children 
will come to share more y of it; and this is the way that the money 
of the national appropriation combined with the money of the State ap- 
propriation, the whole is to be distributed then in violation of the prac- 
tice which has thus far obtained in the South where there is this dis- 
crimination in favor of the white race. The whole hereafter is to be so 
distributed that there shall be no discrimination. If it is not so dis- 
tributed, then when the question comes to Congress whether there shall 
be a further appropriation the Congress may withhold any further ap- 
propriation, and it is tried year by year tosee whether this rule of dis- 
tribution is observed, the funds of the National Government being ap- 
applied with those of the State government and the whole distributed 
in such a way as to give an actual equalization of school privileges to 
all, That is the theory of the bill, and I do not know how it can be 
made to serve the purpose any more perfectly. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Does he think that in New England, for instance—I 
do not like to speak of anything which has a sectional sound—but does 
he think that in that portion of the country which we both represent 
it is understood generally among the public that this bill is for the pur- 
pose of aiding the education both of white and colored children, and 
that such a large proportion of the money appropriated will go for the 
purpose of the education of white children? 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly think so. I think the people all through 
the country who take an interest in this bill understand that it is to 
secure this equalization of school advantages. As a matter of fact the 
people of the North, or at least great numbers of them, believe that 
the colored race is discriminated against. I believe that it is discrimi- 
nated against in many localities. Ihave come to believe that as a rule 
the disposition in the Southern States of the dominant race is to do 
justice to the colored child; but that a discrimination exists there to 
some extent I doubt not, and therefore it is that the tenth section of 
this bill provides that the money shall be so used as to secure an equal- 
ization of advan If you could treat the school fund of the State 
and the school fund coming from the nation as separate amounts or 
sums of money, and they were to be distributed separately and the 
school fund of the State should continue to be distributed with dis- 
crimination as in the past it is supposed to have been, then under the 
provisions of this bill the school fund coming from the national Treas- 
ury must be given more absolutely to the colored population, and if 
necessary must go in toto to the colored population; otherwise that 
equalization of schoo] privileges can not be secured which the bill de- 
mands and which must be carried out so far as it possibly can be, or 
there will be no subsequent annual appropriation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 
The distribution of the fund under this bill is based on the illiteracy of 
those of ten years of age and upward. That being the basis, the illit- 
eracy, why could it not be distributed according to the illiteracy of the 
white and colored children? In that way you certainly would give 
the colored children a greater proportion than you do by thisscheme. If 
that is the intention of the bill—and it seems to me it ought to be at 
least—why not amend the bill in that respect so as to distribute accord- 
ing to the illi of the two classes of people? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know how that could be done without in- 
volving great difficulties, and probably resulting in discrimination. We 
certainly should recognize it if, by so doing, the money should be dis- 
tributed to some extent on the basis of color. The bill undertakes to 
obliterate that distinction; and the bill, in order to insure that oblit- 
eration and that equality of privileges, provides that all the children 
shall have an equality of privilege, and the money shall so go. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator misunderstands me. The money is appro- 
priated from the Treasury by this bill based on the illiteracy of persons 
ten years old and upward. That does not discriminate at all. But in 
the distribution for school purposes, when we come to distribute the 
fund to the schools in the States, why could it not be distributed then 
on the basis of the illiteracy of the races in each class of schools? There 
are two kinds of schools, we find, in Mississippi and other States—two 
classes of schools, colored schools and white schools. Why, then, not 
distribute this money according to the illiteracy of the two races of 
School age in the States where these two races exist to such an extent? 
It does seem to me that would be fair, and in that way you would do 
what the intention of this bill was when it first started out some years 
ago, because we started it on the proposition that we were going to try 


to educate the colored people. I think we have moved some distance 
away from that. I have no amendment prepared and have none to sug- 
gest. I merely ask a question. 

Mr. BLAIR, Will the Senator allow me a moment on that very 
point? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me answer the Senator from Illinois. The idea 
of the bill is that the national fund and the State fund shall be com- 
bined and the whole distributed without reference to color at all. If, 
however, the Senator’s idea should be adopted and the national fund be 
distributed upon the basis of illiteracy as between the colored and the 
white, the State fund would of course be distributed upon the same 
condition, and it ought to be and would be, and the result would be 
just exactly the same as if you were to combine the two funds and dis- 
tribute them according to the school population. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no; the Senator is very much mistaken as to the 
suggestions I made. Weare not dealing with the State fund at all; we 
are dealing with the national fund to be appropriated from the National 
Treasury; and in fact it seems as though this bill has purposely avoided 
the hand of the nation having anything to do with this money except 
to appropriate it. It seems as though that had been studiously avoided 
in this bill. So it would not refer at all to the State appropriation or 
to the State school fund, but merely to the national fund that is ap- 
propriated by this bill in aid of the State. That fund is certainly a 
separate fund, and if it goes into the treasury of the State the State 
officers certainly know the amount received, and it is very easy to make 
a computation of the amount received and distribute that according 
to the illiteracy of the children of the different races. There are two 
classes of schools kept up in the Southern States. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is certainly right in saying that the true 
distinctive theory of the bill has been to make the appropriation to the 
States, to trust the States, and require certain conditions in expendi- 
ture to be complied with, and if they are not complied with then to 
withhold the subsequent appropriations until they are complied with, 
or wholly if future Con should see fit to exercise their discretion 
in that way. It has never been understood that this appropriation was 
to be followed into the State as a separate and distinctive fund. It has 
never been claimed on this floor in any of the former discussions that it 
would be right that this money should be appropriated as a separate 
national fund and expended by the national hand or its expenditure 
within the States superintended any further than to enforce a compli- 
ance with the conditions contained in the act by which the money was 
originally given. If now it should be proposed to adopt a bill based on 
an entirely different theory of course we have new grounds to discuss and 
new conclusions to be drawn. But this bill, as the Senator well says, 
studiously attempts to avoid anything like an interference by the na- 
tional hand with the money after it passes to the State, but trust to the 
honor of the State, and requires of the State an account of all it has 
done, and if it fails to comply with the conditions which are imposed 
with the gift then the nation has its remedy. 

It has been thought that it was not best that the nation should un- 
dertake to interfere with the m: ent of the common schools in 
the States and that the States should not be taught that they could be 
relieved of their obligation to take care of the colored child as well as 
the white child. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He says, and correctly, that this bill does not in- 
terfere with the action of the States in any affirmative way; but the 
bill certainly does say that this money shall be appropriated so as not 
to distinguish between white children and colored children, does it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; there shall be no discrimination on account 
of color. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being the state of the case, it still authorizes 
in express terms each State to have separate schools for white children 
and for colored children, and to have the benefit of this money accord- 
ingly, and that shall not be considered a discrimination. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not require them to have such schools. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, but it authorizes them to do it. 

Mr. BLAIR. To have them where they now exist. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being the state of the case, where is the ob- 
jection in point of constitution or of fitness to saying that where a State 
does have a separate system of white and colored schools, according to 
their respective needs by the numbers of the children of each of these 
sehools, they shall have this aid? 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill does say so. It says soin those wordsin the 
tenth section, where it requires that all the children in the State, irre- 
spective of color, shall, by the operations of this bill, come to receive 
an equalization of school advantages or school privileges. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if that is the object—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me answer further, because it is necessary to do so. 
The Senator seems to be assuming, and others seem to be understand- 
ing, that all the children in the State can be reached even by the action 
of this bill. He seems to be assuming, too, that all the children in the 


Southern States will be divided into white and colored schools. Now 
as a rule that is already the case, and both races seem to like it the 
better, but nevertheless it is not universally the case. 
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There are many schools in the sparsely settled districts where the peo- 
ple are very poor, where the white child and the colored child study 
together in the same schools. The Senator will remember that years 
ago we of the North looked with great reprehension upon the estab- 
lishment of any distinction in the matter of schools between the two 
races, and I think it was only when we found that the colored race as 
a whole preferred schools of their own that we came to acquiesce in the 
existing order of things; and to-day we should find quite as much diffi- 
culty in forcing anamalgamation or combination of the races in the same 
school from the colored people as we do from the whites; but neverthe- 
less that is a feeling which is gradually passing away and will pass 
away, and ought to pass away, and as intelligence increases the tendency 
will be enhanced. 

I would not like to see entering into the national legislation any feat- 
ure that would seem to look to the permanency of the existing condi- 
tion in regard to separate schools; but the prejudice being for the pres- 
ent time such that it would be impossible to combine them together, 
the bill provides that for the present the matter of separate schools shall 
not be considered a discrimination as between the races. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My question was this: If I correctly understand 
the Senator from New Hampshire, this bill isnow intended to prevent, 
and, as hethinks, does prevent, any discrimination in the application of 
this fund between white and colored children and white and colored 
schools; and, inasmuch as a good many Senators feel that it does allow 
such discrimination, why not make it clear and plain that no such dis- 
crimination shall exist, and while we recoguize, as the Senator’s bill 
does, the present propriety, or at least not the present impropriety, of 
the separate education of the two classes, and say in plain terms that 
where any State has a separate system of white and colored schools ac- 
cording to the respective needs of these two classes, according to the 
number of their children who need education in their ve school 
districts and counties, this money shall be distributed? If that is the 
theory of this bill let us make it plain and say so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the bill in N that every child irrespect- 
ive of color shall have an equality of school advantages, so far as that 
may be produced by this act in connection with the school fund ap- 
plied by the State itself, does say so and says so by a rule which, like the 
Golden Rule, is the most exacting of any; and if we undertake by ex- 
press provisions to in any way insure anything more generally applica- 
ble than the rule laid down in the bill, I think we shall be likely as 
we go into particulars to injure the efficiency of the bill. 

The time to make particular specific enactments amendatory of this 
law is when by virtue of a year’s operation of it we have found that 
the law is imperfect. The law is in general, comprehensive terms like 
the Declaration of Independence, which requires freedom for all men, 
and when we find that there is in its practical operation any failure to 
work out its theory, we can then legislate with an intelligence and a 
directness that may give efficiency. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I was under the impression that 
the best time to amend a bill was when it was under consideration, and 
not to pass it imperfectly and take the chances of amending it after- 
ward. Perhaps I am wrong as to the best methods of legislation. If 
I am right in that, this bill being now under consideration and the 
Senator from New Hampshire saying that the purpose of the bill is, 
and as he thinks the of it is, to exclude every discrimination 
between the necessities of the white and the colored child, then I wish 
to know why it is not popa to say so in explicit terms as it can be 
applied to the various States where they have separate schools for the 
white and the colored, and therefore to say plainly and fairly on the 
very theory of the bill as he states it—and I have no doubt that was 
its theory—so that there can be no dispute about it, that in a State 
where there are kept up white and colored schools, those two races 
shall be aided in accordance with the numbers of children of each race; 
so that if in the State of Vermont there are ninety-nine white schools 
and only one colored school and there are ninety-nine white children 
of the school age to one of the colored children of the school age, in 
that State this fund shall be apportioned according to the respective 
needs of those two races and their respective schools; and if the case is 
the reverse in the State of Mississippi or in the State of North Carolina 
or wherever, and there are three colored children and three colored 
schools to every one white child and every one white school, give this 
bounty of the United States, if we may call it a bounty—and I do not 
mean that in the sense of a mere gift; I think it is a duty—give what 
we call a bounty for a short word, according to the necessities of the 
case as it is in that particular State. So if there are three colored chil- 
dren and three colored schools to one white in Mississippi, let the three 
colored schools get three-fourths of the whole number and the one white 
school get the one-fourth of the whole number of dollars that we give 
to that State for this purpose. X 

Is not that fair? The Senator says that is the theory of the bill. If 
it be the theory of the bill, as it ought to be, then let us say so now 
when the bill is under consideration, and not wait for the ultimate bias 
of ulterior events, as some politician said, to bring about a rectification 
of wrong legislation which we enact now. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am not so much impressed by the dif- 
ficulty of my honorable friend from Connecticut or by the difficulty of 
my honorable friend from Vermont as I am almost always with the sug- 


oe which those very able and clear-minded Senators see fit to 
make. 

Now, as I understand, the theory of this bill is a very simple one. 
We find in certain States in this Union adegree of ignorance in grown 
people and in children alike, likely to continue under existing provis- 
ions for education for a long and indefinite period, which in the judg- 
ment of those of us who favorany legislation on this subject constitutes 
a menace to thesafety of the life of the nation itself. We suppose that 
in a nation largely founded by Puritans, wholly founded by races of 
men accustomed to self-government under institutions founded upon 
moral rules and moral distinctions, the moral relations are as important 
as the physical; and if we have the right to draw the sword and slay 
to preserve the life of this nation menaced in war, we have the right to 
open the purse and give to preserve the life of the nation menaced by a 
destruction of the intelligence necessary for republican self-government 
in time of And that is the constitutional proposition upon 
which, to my mind, this bill must rest. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator sometimes interrupts me. Will he al- 
low me to interrupt him? I quite agree with him that when illiteracy 
reaches the point where it becomes a menace to the existence, I might 
say the fair prosperity of the nation, there is constitutional ground for 
national interference; but my trouble is this, and I am seeking informa- 
tion as to how I ought to vote 

Mr. HOAR. I would rather finish part of my speech and come to 
that hereafter, than be compelled to depart from what I was saying to 
take that up now. 

Mr. PLATT. I wanted to ask the Senator this question: Does he 
think in Massachusetts or Connecticut or New Hampshire there is any 
such illiteracy as menaces the existence or the prosperity of the Goy- 
ernment; and, if not, how does he justify the appropriation of money 
for education in those States? 

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend agrees with me in the funda- 
mental proposition upon which he and I can rest legislation of this kind 
one important step toward the result has been accomplished and taken. 

Now he asks me why it is that, finding this nation menaced by the 
fact that recent events and recent constitutional and legal changes have 
brought into the government, the administration of the State, a degree 
of ignorance increasing the proportion which was there before—why, 
finding that, and proposing to protect the life of the nation in the future 
against that danger, that destruction, I simply pro to do it by a bill 
which is general and not particular or in SA se seed its application? 
‘The answer to that is, that it is because in all legislation it is desirable 
to legislate by universals and not by particulars. We legislate in Con- 
necticut and in Massachusetts mortgaging, and it is the bottom mort- 
gage on every dollar of the property of the rich man and poor man alike, 
house and palace and farm and railroad, to give every child in those 
States a good common-school education, I might as well get up and 
ask, Is there any danger that the child of General HAWLEY or Sena- 
tor PLATT will want an education if the State does not provide it? 
Are not these men well enough off?“ The answer is that your system 
is better, that it secures national care, national control, national su- 
pervision, national jealousy, by having all the citizens of the United 
States or of the State which is acting in the particular case, on some 
general theory receive its benefits. 

The scheme of this bill is this: You find a necessity which is repre- 
sented by 100 and you find means of meeting that necessity which 
would secure education for the State, which is only represented by 7. 
Now we come in and say, let the nation eke out the school systems of 
the country, and let us have a scheme which a; pae to the whole country 
alike. If the illiteracy is but one-thousan of the whole, the State 
gets the proportion of one toa thousand; if the illiteracy is one-tenth of 
the whole the State gets relief in proportion as ten is to one hundred; 
and if the illiteracy is 50 per cent. of the whole, the State gets relief in 
that proportion. But the rule we go upon in all legislation is to estab- 
lish some system of universal national application. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? He 
did not do me the honor to refer to me in speaking of this suggestion 
that was made by myself; but I would like to ask him a question. He 
says now that this bill is for the purpose of bringing the people who 
were placed in this condition by the Government up to the proper ele- 
vation, so far as education is concerned. Now, I desire to ask him if 
there are any other people, except the colored people brought in, who 
arein this condition? And, further than that, if this bill goes upon the 
basis that the illiteracy from ten years up to one hundred shall be 
counted—and that is the basis of the bill—is not a large proportionate 
share of this money based upon the older people of that country who 
are colored people, and the offering of the money because of the fact 
that these older people are illiterate? If they are the ones upon whose 
illiteracy the distribution of this money is based, I ask the Senator if 
the colored people ought not to be the ones who should receive the 
greatest benefit? 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, with t respect to the gentlemen 
who have made this proposition, that it is very much as if a man with 
a wife and seven children should come to the house of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois and say, We have not got provisions enough in 
our house; I have got enough, about three-fourths of what will keep 
my family from starving; I wish somebody would help me with the 
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other quarter; and the Senator should say, Well, I will help you 
with the other quarter; the wife and seven children shall all have 
enough to eat; but I will particularly specify that the old man shall 
not eat any of the food that comes from me, because he can take care 
of himself;’’ or, the old woman shall not have it; it shall go to the 
youngest and smallest children.“ The answer is that if you eke out 
the fund which in a particular State is needed to supply the necessity 
of a general common-school system for rich and poor, it not only will 
lead to countless embarrassments and discomforts, but it will not in 
the least any more tend to accomplish the result to specify that the 
particular child who is in ignorance shall be the one who shall have 
this particular money. You are piecing out your blanket so that it 
will cover the whole bed. It is not necessary to say to what particular 
part of the blanket the patch shall be attached. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HOAR. I should a little rather state this fully, and then hear 
what the Senator has to say at the close, for I rose to make an argu- 
ment of my own, and not to be cross-examined by the most skillful 
cross-examiners alive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is quite right in preferring to speak 
without interruption. 

Mr. HOAR. You carry this thing all through. Suppose this aid 

to the State of New York, for example. We will suppose that the 
State of New York needs an extra $500,000 to make her school system 
universal. That is the condition of the bill, that every State shall 
have established a system for the education of all its children without 
distinction. Now you go the State of New York, and with an addi- 
tional grant of $500,000 you have got all that New York needs forarea- 
sonable common-school education, and we give her that grant from the 
in thecase I suppose. Would it be of any sortof use to say: 
Why in the city of New York there is an Irish ward, or a German 
ward, or a Scandinavian ward, where there is not a child who knows 
how to read and write; let us specify that when New York gets the 
$500,000 she shall put all of it or so much of it as is their due propor- 
tion to their illiteracy there?’? The answer is, what you are enabling 
New York to do is to extend her common-school system over the per- 
sons whom it does not reach and cover. 

Now, in further answer to the suggestion of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, it is true that this bill, as was shown the other day, takes 
as the basis of distribution, considering the fact that the Northern States 
are to receive so uae persons who are illiterates over ten years of age 
without any upward limit, instead of confining it to persons between 
ten years of age and twenty-one; and the effect of that, as was shown 
by thestatistics, is that the South gets a very much less proportion of this 
grant than it would get if you confined it to children between ten and 
twenty-one. By the present bill Mississippi gets four times as much 
as Massachusetts. If you made an amendment confining it to children 
between ten and twenty-one, Mississippi would get fifteen times as 
much as Massachusetts, and so on. 

The Senator from Vermont inquires why, if you are to give this fund 
for the purposeof curing an illiteracy, which is largely caused by the 
addition to our citizenship of the colored population of the South, you 
do not require a State when it gets the fund to make the distribution 
between the white and colored schools upon the same principle, es- 
pecially as the bill recognizes the existence, or does not propose to ter- 
minate the existence, by any national authority, or by any condition 
of this bill of the separation between the two races in the schools. 
Now, it seems to me that there are several good answers to the ques- 
tion put by the honorable Senator from Vermont. In the first place, 
I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire that it will be a very 
bad thing indeed whenever we recognize by legislation a race distinc- 
tion in this country in national legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. You do it in this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think so. The two races have determined, 
most unwisely as I think, but it is something which probably no leg- 
islation can change within any time which this bill covers, that they 
prefer to educate their children separately. I think it is a very bad 
determination, one of the most unfortunate things that have happened 
in the history of this country; but it is absolutely beyond our control, 
and therefore—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement right 
there for his benefit? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean tosay this, that from the year 1869 to 1876, 
when it was supposed the colored people and the Republican party con- 
trolled Mississippi, when the common-school system was inaugurated, 
us system of separate schools was inaugurated at the same time and 

ept up. 

Mr. HOAR. I certainly never refused to yield to any Senator when 
I was addressing the Chair, but it does seem to me that the person who 
has the floor is entitled to select the time while he occupies it when 
that interruption shall take place. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought I had your consent. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. A person whois undertaking to state briefly a connected 
argument in five or ten minutes, which was all I was doing, is fairly 
entitled to finish his own statement before any courtesy compels him to 


Does the Senator from Massachusetts 


drop that and reply to the questions of half a dozen other Senators: 
What do you think of this? What do you think of that, and what do 
you say to that? I shall be happy to yield to the honorable Senator 
from Vermont, or the honorable Senators from Mississippi, or Illinois, or 
any other Senator if I can, but I should like to complete my own state- 
ment first if I may. The questions absolutely drive the argument out 
of my head. 

I was saying that we find this unfortunate condition of things exist- 
ing, and practically it will be impossible to do any considerable good 
to those communities in this way unless the bill goes so far as to say that 
the two races having established this system down there we will not 
regard their action in that particular as an objection to their receiving 
the benefits of the bill. Then the Senator from Vermont says, but 
why not go farther and establish by national authority in the distri- 
bution of this fund in the State itself a difference in right and in law- 
ful privilege based upon race; because the proposition of the Senator 
from Vermont in the first place takes these people, separating them by 
reason of race, and then declares that the races shall be compared wit 
one another in the matter of illiteracy and the distribution made in 
that way. If the suggestion were to take each school district without 
regard to whether the children are white or black, each school, and give 
to that particular school the benefit of this fund in proportion to the 
ignorance of the children it contained we should avoid this particular 
objection. But I do not suppose any Senator would seriously press 
that proposition on the attention of the Senate, because the result would 
be that the whole national aid for education must only go practically 
to children who were beginners. 

The bill goes upon the ground that if you have a school system which 
is giving a common-school education to all the children of a State, it 
shall, in proportion to the particular need of the State, eke out the 
State provision for that purpose; and that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. In order that this question may be thoroughly pre- 
sented to the Senate, I desire to offer an amendment which I have had 
on my table some days respecting it, to come in at the end of section 
2. I think I can convince the Senator from Massachusetts and other 
Senators that this is not a proposition to divide the money upon race, 
but a proposition to divide it upon the principle of the bill, which is 
illiteracy; and thatif this money is to be given upon the basis of illit- 
eracy, that hasis should run through the bill. If we have colored chil- 
dren who are more illiterate than white children in a State, the prin- 
ciple of the bill as well as the principle of exact justice requires that 
the donation given by the Government shall be to that particular por- 
tion of the people who are illiterate, whether they be white or black. 
I merely offer the amendment now that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed. It is not now in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that it is not in order at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 
ored children, the money paid in such State shall be apportioned and paid out 
for the ens of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the il- 


lite of the white and colored persons aforesaid bears to each other as shown 
by such census. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
in opposing the ideaof equality in this distribution between the colored 
and white children in States where the State law makes a discrimina- 
tion as it regards the methods and places of education says that if you 
have a family, which is his case, of a father and mother and seven chil- 
dren, it is no part of our mission in giving some money to help them 
keep from starving to inquire into the respective conditions of the chil- 
dren of that family, and we must assume that the father and mother 
will treat all the children alike. That is very fair and very right; but 
when the father and mother come tous for this donation and say to us, 
We have a law in our family which says that out of our seven chil- 
dren four of them, who are colored (and three of them are white), shall 
be fed in separate rooms and shall sleep in separate beds and live in 
separate houses, then I think it would be fair for the giver of all good 
and perfect gifts out of the Treasury to say, ‘‘If you have got a law of 
that kind in your family, as we want to help all your children, we will 
provide that this bread and butter and beef, &c., to the extent of 25 
per cent, that is necessary, shall be divided according to your law of 
separation of your family; and that the four colored children of yours, 
who live in a separate house and sleep in a separate bed and are taught 
in a separate school, shall have the tour-sevenths of this money that 
we give, and your white children shall have the three-sevenths.”’ 

That is the argument, and that is my answer to it; and that is ex- 
actly this case. The Congress of the United States does not propose, 
at least so far as I am concerned, to create any distinctions between 
races, but in making this donation of money it proposes to recognize 
distinctions and separations that the respective States have chosen in 
their own wisdom to make. I make no quarrel with that distinction. 
I am inclined to believe, differing from the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that under existing conditions of affairs it is better for the children of 
both races and for the ultimate good of those respective States that 
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they should at present be educated separately, I thivk it is better for 
them all, as it strikes me. 

Therefore the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, instead of cre- 
ating distinctions, assumes and takes up the very distinction that the 
laws of these States make themselves and creates no new one. It says 
simply that wherever that rule of separation and inclusion and exclu- 
sion exists, there and then, and so far and no farther, shall the appli- 


cation of this money be made to the two respective classes in proportion 
to the numbers of those classes and the numbers of those schools. Is 
that interfering with the rights of the States? Is that making race dis- 
tinctions, or color distinctions, or any other distinctions? It takes the 
case as it finds it. In applies this giftin exactly the way the State has 
chosen to apply its own gifts and donations and contributions and tax- 
ations of public money for the support of these schools. Is not that 
right? That is all there is to it. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts has seemed to think, differing 
from his friend from New Hampshire, that this bill does not do that 
thing. But the bill does say in section 3 that this provision in regard 
to education, without any discrimination of race or color, shall not be 
construed to interfere with the separation of the races that the States 
may make in their schools, as follows: 

Provided, That schools for white and colored children shall not be 
consid avio n of this condition. 

The condition being that there shall be education out of this fund 
without distinction of race or color. 

Then the bill provides that it recognizes, and admits, and submits 
to, in the giving of this gift, the right of each State to do what many 
of the States have done, to institute separate schools for their white 
and their colored children. When such a State makes such a distinc- 
tion by its Jaws, and it turns out that in that State there are three 
colored children needing education to one white, it is not right that 
this gift, if it is to be devoted to the purpose we all say it is, of helping 
them all alike, should be applied in the same proportion, in accordance 
with the State law which makes that distinction, and therefore place 
this bread of life, as it is, of political and moral and social life, and I 
might almost say of spiritual life, on the plates and tables of the people 
who need it according to the State separations and institutions that 
each State has made for itself. That is the proposition. 

Take the State of Vermont for illustration, where to be sure there is 
no such thing as separate education between the white and colored chil- 
dren. ‘There are very few colored people there, but they all go to the 
schools with their little white friends, there being no objection anywhere 
among children that ever I have seen to playing marbles or playing 
ball or anything in the streets between white and colored; there- 
fore in our State there is no objection to their receiving the same boun- 
ties and being taught in the same way. Iam not eriticising other States 
where there Sre prear amdon of these people, if that were to make 
any difference; I am saying nothing about that. The proposition is 
not to allow the State of Vermont to take this fand upon the theory of 
general illiteracy and then authorize her to give one-half of it to one 
race and one-half of it to the other, when of one race there are nine to 
ten that need it to one in the other. 

If the State of Vermont chooses to say that her white and colored 
children shall be educated separately, and when the statistics show that 
in the State of Vermont there are four colored children to one white 
that are illiterate, or four colored persons on the basis of this bill, then 
apply the money according to that need, in conformity with the insti- 
tution of the State itself, in order that all may fare alike out of this 
gift, and not leave it to the discretion and the temptation of any State 
to unjustly and unduly distribute this money as the political or other 
social bias may be in one State or another, according as one race or the 
other may hare the preponderance of political power. That is my 

roposition. 

a Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont in replying to the illustra- 
tion which I put of the family seems to me not to understand as I do 
the bill i Now, the proposition is this: This bill comes in and 
says in the first instance, in order to get this money you must have a 
55 provided by your laws for all the children and making 
an equal provision for all, which is the common-school system of which 
we speak. In other words, the only tion is not a tion in 
school privileges, for that cuts off the right of the State to the bounty 
of the bill altogether, but only a separation in the place where these 
school privileges are held. The family with the three white children 
and the four colored children dining at the separate table or living in 
the separate room is first required to be able, with the addition of this 
fund which we supply, amply to provide food equalalike forall. That 
is in the bill; that is secured. That, therefore, answers the last sug 

gestion of my honorable friend from Vermont, where he says that if 
they have nine colored children in Vermont in a certain town and only 
one white, the State of Vermont shall not give the one more than it 
gives to the other nine. That is all provided for and settled and fixed. 

The criticism that is made on the bill is that when you find out the 
extent of the national bounty by finding out the illiteracy or the 
needs of each State, when you have got the unit of the school system, 
to wit, the State, you do not go further and say that the 
sum of money which comes from the national shall be traced 
into white or colored schools im proportion to the amount of the ina- 


bility to read and write of the children in each. In the first place, 
there is no necessity for that; the whole thing is secured without it. 
In the next it is very objectionable, because there you have im- 
planted for the first and only time in national legislation a 

that this money is to go in a certain way to people, to be sure in pro- 
portion to their illiteracy but because of a distinction of race. It is in- 
troducing this objectionable feature, and without the slightest reason 
or the 1 to be gained from it. 

Then is another reason which seems to me absolutely fatal to 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from Vermont. Suppose you 
have got in a common-school system two sets of schools side by side. 
In one they are teaching the A B O and the writing of ordinary Eng- 
lish words; in the other they are a little furtheradvanced and are study- 
ing arithmetic, geography, and history, which come I think within the 
definition of common-school education in this bill. The State, having 
been compelled, in the first place, to give equal advantages to all those 
children, so that they have got a school where the whole thing is taught, 
and taught to everybody as he comes, is required by the honorable 
Senator from Vermont to go further and to say that whereas in your 
school system one set of children has got a little beyond the census test 
of being able to write their names, you have got a graded school in the 
city of Richmond, in the city of Boston, or anywhereelse, and you must 
take all the money which you are putting into the general school fund, 
and under which the State was maintaining both those schools, and 
give it to the school simply where the children can not write their names. 
Now, what is the use of that proposition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS (in his seat). That is not my proposition at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator tell me why it is not his proposition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idid not want tointerrupt the Senator, although 
I did make that remark privately to him. My proposition is exactly 
the proposition that the tor from Iowa has stated in his amend- 
ment, that this distribution between white and colored schools does 
not depend upon the state of education in those particular schools, but 
it depends upon precisely what the bill says as to the distribution to 
the States, and that is according to the illiteracy of the white and col- 
ored races in the State, on the scheme of the bill, of ten years of age 
and upward; and therefore the state of education in a graded school, or 
in a common school, or in an intermediate school does not touch the 
question at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Then you have got two towns side by side in each of 
which there are a hundred children at school, and in one of them the 
hundred children who are at school have not learned to write or have 
not learned to read before they lefthome. They require the simplest, 
cheapest, and easiest kind of education. In the next town, the chil- 
dren being of wealthier parents, have got a step forward, and they go 
into the public schools for the first time able to read the English lan- 

and to write their names. Now, the Senator from Vermont says 
that the State which is required to furnish the schooling needed for 
both, and which is eking out in doing it its own funds, all except this 
provision, shall take this particular sum and pour it into the treasury 
of one town to the exclusion of the treasury of the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not said anyt of the kind. 

Mr, HOAR. If that is done, the result follow that the States 
ought to be permitted to make a distinction. If yon are educating 
every child in Mississippi, and the State of ee has a school fund 
that is supplied by Congress, or from public lands or anywhere else, 
four-fifths of which goes to educate black children in proportion to their 
illiteracy, and only one-fifth goes to educate white, although the white 
children are as numerous as the black—take the State of Louisiana, 
where the two races are about equal—does it not follow, and ought it 
not to follow, that if the black children are provided for chiefly or amply 
from the national Treasury the State should be permitted to put its 
white children on an equality by making a larger provision for its own; 
and thus you have built up, necessarily built up, inequalities in the 
school system, inequalities of education, inequalities of administration, 
inequalities of application between the two races. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was Se iain to; and (at 5 o'clock and 56 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourn: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ESTIMATES FOR SCHOOLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates from the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia for the service of the public schools in the 
District; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENTRANCE TO GALVESTON HARBOR. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
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tary of War, transmitting, with accompanying maps, a report from the 
Chief of Engineers upon the improvement of the entrance to Galveston 
Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow 
ing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (S. 1634) authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant permission to one or more officers of the Army to accept temporary 
ae under the Government of Corea—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

A bill (S. 23) giving a military record to Thomas Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant aright of way 
for a railroad and telegraph line through lands of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes’’—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 333) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the 
publicdomain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1631) relative to a certain accepted draftin the Department 
of State—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1564) for the erection of a monument to the late Ulysses 
S. Grant—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the 
alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west between lots 6 and 7 in 
square 635, comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner 
of said lots—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 327) to en- 
able national banking associations to increase their capital stock and 
to change their names or location, passed by the Senate with an amend- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to present a privileged report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred joint resolution (H. Res. 
124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice- 
President of the United States, have considered the same and recommend its 
adoption. The estimated cost will be as follows: 

1,900 copies unbound „n.s... — _ $373 85 
21,000 copies bound in cloth.. . 11,646 70 


12, 020 55 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress That there rinted of the eul delivered in Con- 
gress on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United 31,000 
capies; of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 20,000 for 
of the House of ntatives, 500 copies for the use of the t of 
State, and 500 copies shall be for the use of Mrs, Eliza E. Hendricks; and the 
of See Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed a por- 
trait of the said Thomas A. Hendricks to accompany said e es, and for the 
DERT aa raay be mecanmnry, ta hereby appropriated ous of aay tomsy in the 
t 8 
Treasury not 8 appropriated. 2 z = 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move the passage of 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the enlo- 
gies on Thomas A Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 2 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. HEWITT. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time, 
and have printed in the RECORD, a memorial of savings-banks of the 
State of New York, 122 in number, representing 1,165,000 depositors, 
in reference to the ion of the coinage of silver. The memorial 
is not long. I do not ask to have the names printed. 

There being no objection, the following memorial was ordered to be 
7 in the RECORD, and was referred to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures: 

To the honorable the Senale and ee 
of the 


ives 
States in Congress assembled: 
of the State of New 
ully submit that they hold in trust for over 1,165,000 their 


bor > 
that all the funds and proverty of the said ax 


long exclusively to 


The undersigned, representatives of the savin 
York, — persons 
savings, a the sum of over 
$437,000,000, an 


all their earnings and accumulations 


chiefly industrious persons and that your petitioners have no in- 
terest custodians for said de tors. such representatives 
we tion the Congress of the United States to repeal the law 
which of the 412j-grain silver dollars. 

We heartily agree with the opinions expressed upon this subject by the Presi- 
dent of the United States in his recent m „and we pray that it may please 


Congress to enact that the said coinage be discontinued, for the reason, among 
many others of werent, that its continuance, unregulated by the demands of 
trade or by the ability of the circulation to absorb it, tends to sever ourcurrency 


the gold standard, to compromise the national credit, and tocreate distrust 


in the minds of the le 

To make our securities, principal and interest, payable in silver dollars, and 
thereby reduce the exchange value of the savings of the e e per cent., 
would be a loss of purchasing power of the funds in the sayin: ks of New 
York State alone . to a shrinkage in value of nearly F100, 000, 000; and 
that, as the value of the currency would be alike impaired, whether in savings 
banks or elsewhere, this vast sum would represent only a small portion of that 
loss to be apprehended from the continued compulsory coinage of the standard 
silver dollars, the greater portion of which loss must be borne by the industrial 
classes whose interest we serve. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. ° 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing 
and select committees for reports. ` 


H. LEHMAN. 


Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a 
resolution in reference to the case of H. Lehman; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 7 

PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations 
I desire to report for the purpose of printing and recommitment a letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying documents, in re- 
lation to the bill (H. R. 3271) to repeal certain Jaws relating to perma- 
nent and indefinite appropriations. The object of the committee in 
asking that this communication be printed and recommitted is that 
the House may be in full possession of the information which is before 
the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. Would it be in order to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether this bill contains any provision for the repeal of any 
portion of the existing law in regard to the silver question? 

Mr. RANDALL. It has no relation to that subject. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the communication will 
be ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Permit me to say that this document embraces 
the opinions of the heads of the different Departments in relation to the 
propriety of repealing certain appropriations which are known as per- 
manent and indefinite appropriations. The Mint appropriation would 
be among these. I did not at first understand the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. This document is now presented merely for the information of 
the House; we are not asking any action upon the proposition. 

Ping BLAND. I thought it best that attention should be called to 

e fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thereis nothing coming from our committee ex- 
cept what would be fully stated in the light of day. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the communication 
will be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES HOOPER. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3465) for the relief of James Hooper; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United 
States circuit and district courts in the southern district of the State of 
Florida; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENS’ NATIONAL BANK, OF LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the Citizens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky.; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2414) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Shi 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, reported a bill (H. R. 5885 
to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific ship-railway; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CRISP. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on Com- 
merce I ask leave to file their views upon the bill just reported, and, 
inasmuch as we have not had an opportunity to see the report of the 
majority, I ask that the minority may be allowed one week within 
which to file their views. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection leave will be granted to 
present within one week the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Commerce upon this bill, to be printed with the report of the ma- 
jority. 

There being no objection it was ordered accordingly. 

DISEASES OF CATTLE, 

Mr. SWINBURNE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported 
back the memorial of O. M. Wozencraft, M. D., on the cause and pre- 
vention of cattle-fever in the Western States, and Texas-fever or cattle- 
plague in the Southern States; which, with the accompanying report, 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the stafe of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to state that I shall call up this bill on 
Tuesday next. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 391) to declare forfeited certain lands 
granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
ask that the bill (H. R. 1269) in relation to the Red Lake Indian res- 
ervation in the State of Minnesota be taken from the House Calendar 
and recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as they desire to 
consider in connection with the bill some amendments suggested by 
the Indian Department. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill indicated by the 
gentleman will be taken from the House Calendar and recommitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

INSURANCE COMPANIES, DAKOTA. 

Mr. BOYLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 2831, a bill (H. R. 5888) to legalize and validate the 
general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance 
companies, and to authorize and empower the Legislative Assembly of 
said Territory to pass such general laws; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent House bill 2831 was laid on the table. 

MARYLAND AND DELAWARE FREE SHIP-CANAL, 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1041) to provide for the construction ot 
the Maryland and Delaware free ship-canal as a means of military and 
naval defense, and for commercial purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THE LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER LILLY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for II. R. 1775, a bill (H. R. 5889) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the light-house tender Lilly and the inspector of 
the fourteenth United States light-house district; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
K By unanimous consent House bill 1775 was laid on the table. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General of the Army 
upon the claim of Catherine C. B. Merrill, executrix of C. Merrill, de- 
ceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was also dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2088) for the re- 
lief of Andrew Shoenfelt, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

GRAFTON MUNROE, 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for H. R. 4401, a bill (H. R. 5890) for the relief of Grafton Munroe, late 


postmaster at Annapolis, Md.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
By unanimous consent House bill 4401 was laid on the table. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of John M. Engle; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. ROBESON, DECEASED. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
M. Robeson, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM FREDERICK SHLAGEL. 


Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 3395, a bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent 
for the south half of the southeast quarter of section 34, in township 22, 
of range 15 east of the sixth principal meridian, to Elizur B. Hall, as ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William Frederick Shlagel; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

By unanimous consent House bill 3395 was laid on the table. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 26) for the relief of Kan- 
sas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 2905, a bill (H. R. 5892) amending section 1874 
of the Revised Statutes and confirming the orders and proceedings of 
certain Territorial courts in cases arising under the naturalization laws 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to e ii Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

By unanimous consent House bill 2905 was laid on the table. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. COWLES. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of making a 
parliamentary inquiry. Yesterday, while the House had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional 
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits and when the bill was on its passage, 
I demanded the yeas and nays. The proceedings as reported in the 
RECORD this morning show that fact. Usually I speak so as to be heard 
in this Hall, and it is evident I spoke sufficiently loud yesterday for the 
Official Reporter to hear me distinctly. Members in different parts of 
the House also heard my demand for the yeas and nays. Now, I wish 
to know whether there is any way in which my colleagues and myself 
can place ourselves on record on the passage of that measure? 

I make no reflection, of course, upon the honorable gentleman who 
occupied the chair on yesterday in your stead, my distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. He did not hear me make the demand 
fur the yeas and nays. I can only speak; I can not make him hear, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know of any method by which 
the gentleman from North Carolina can place upon record the fact that 
he was opposed to this bill except by the mere statement which the 
gentleman has now made. 

Mr. STORM. I recollect distinctly standing quite near the gentle- 
man from North Carolina and heard his colleague call for a division, 
and immediately afterward the gentleman himself demanded the yeas 
and hays. I was near, and remember it distinctly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state, Mr. 1 that when a divis- 
ion was called for on the passage of that bill nearly every member in 
the House, as it appeared, rose to his pgs e I was proceeding to 
count and had gotten as far in the count as middle aisle, when there 
was a general cry all over the House, no further count demanded.““ I 
thereupon stopped counting and asked the question, ‘‘Is further count 
insisted upon?“ and waited for some little time for a response. There 
being no response, I thereupon announced that no further count being 
insisted upon, the bill is passed. It seems that during this announce- 
ment the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CowLES] called for the 
yeas and nays. Idid not hear the demand, or it certainly should have 
been recognized, because I am especially careful when occupying the 
chair to allow gentlemen to have every latitude in the way of division, 
tellers, or by the yeas and nays, I regret very much the fact that I 
did not hear the demand, and only the more regret it because gentlemen 
desired to make a record on this bill. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I 
called for a division on the of the bill, and my colleague [Mr. 
CowLxs] demanded the yeas and nays, which demand was not heard. 
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The question was taken on a division on the demand made, and while 
the count was progressing some gentleman cried out, ‘‘no farther count 
demanded.” Then my colleague called for the yeas and nays, as the 
Recorp shows. He desired the yeas and nays upon the bill in order 
to go upon the record in opposition to it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to add that on this side of the House 
the demand was heard by a number of gentlemen right around me— 
the demand for the yeas and nays—immediately following the call for 
a division. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to be no controversy about the fact 
that the demand was made. 

Mr. BRUMM. I thought it well that it should be understood the 
demand was heard on this side of the House. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4387) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Josephine D. Hellyer; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3910) for 
the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Ward, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MURPHY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees for the 
consideration of bills. The hour begins at five minutes before 1 o’clock. 
The call rests with the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that after 
this hour I propose to call up the pension appropriation bill for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. MURPHY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill the title 
of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. N. 5869) to provide for the acceptance by the United States of the pro- 
posed grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its appurtenances, from 
the State of Illinois, and for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi 
River Canal, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MURPHY ] is en- 
titled to the floor for five minutes remaining of the hour begun on yes- 
terday. [See page —. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I have thought it best to read as a 
part of my remarks the report of the committee, feeling confident that 
it will perhaps accomplish more good than any remarks I could make 
in the time oceupied by the reading. The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Railways and Canals, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R 3022) to provide for the ucceptance by the United States of the pro grant 
of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its Speen and for the con- 
ee of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, beg leave to submit the 

owing re : 

The Il ote and Michigan Canal extends from Chicago and the waters of Lake 
Michigan southwesterly to the city of La Salle, a distance of 96 miles, and there 
connects with the Illinois River Improvement. This canal was built by the State 
of Illinois, aided by grant of lands from the United States, and has been in success- 
ful operation since its completion in 1847, It is 60 feet wide at water-line, with a 
water depth of 6 feet. The total cost of the work was $6.557,681.50, It has been 
the practice of the State to operate the canal on the poliev of low tolls, and yet 


its net receipts over operating expenses amounts to $2,993,691.74. 
By an act of the islature of Illinois. ares April 28. 1882, “the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal, its right of way and 


its a — and all rights, 
tities, and interest which State has in any real estate ceded to the State by 
the United States for canal purposes,” was ceded to the United States upon the 
express condition that the grant should be accepted within five years, and that 
thereafter the said canal should be maintained as a national water way for com- 
mercial purposes. to be used by all persons without discrimination, under such 
rules and regulations as Congress may p be. This act was ratified by a 
large majority of the voters ot the State, at the election of November 7, 1882, 

‘The proposed canal from eres pe on the Illinois River, to the . 
is designated as the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, and is known as the 
“ Hennepin Canal.“ It has been surveyed by authority of the For.y-seventh 
Congress, under the direction of the Secretary of War, and the United States en- 

neers report “a perfectly feasible route“ for a canal 80 feet wide at the water- 

ine, with 7 feet of water. When completed direct water communication will be 
secured between the Great Lakes and the water ways of the Lust to the Missis- 
sippi River on the west and the Gulf of Mexico on the south. The length of the 
line from Hennepin to the Mississippi at the mouth of Rock River is 74.5 miles. 
A feeder 37.1 miles in length is to be built extending to Dixon, on Rock River, 
and called the Rock Island route. Major Benyaurd, in his report, says of the 
dimensions of canal and locks: 

“ It is proj to make the canal and feeder 80 feet wide on the water sur- 
face, and 7 feet deep, with ag „ on Ig. Thelocks for the main canal are 170 
feet long and 30 feet wide. T latter dimensions were adopted after consid- 
ering the question of low-water navigation on the Upper Mississippi, as Pee 
ba: transportation. The hull measurement of the larger size get 
to the passage of the locks is, according to the custom-house authorities, ut 
300 tons, though with deeper water afforded by higher stages of the river, and also 
by the proposed dimensions of the canal, such barges can, with the box-top, carry 


over 600 tons; but we had to be 

at the most unfavorable stage 
“The same lock dimensions for the Hennepin Canal were also adopted by 

Colonel Macomb in the report of 1874, in connection with the subject of transpor- 


verned by the minimum draught of the boats 
the main river. 


tation routes to the sea-board.” 

The estimated cost of constructing this canal and feeder, 8 ‘ht of 
way, is $6,672,890.67; the estimated cost of enlarging the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, $2,298,919.15; total, $8.971,809.82. This estimate is for the construction of 
what is known as the Rock Island route, which is recommended by the com- 


The pee ition in the bill is to accept of the proffered grant of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal made by the State of Illinois on the terms proposed. and to 
construct, under the direction of the Secretary of War, the Illinois and Missis- 
sippi River Canal (called the Hennepin), thus connecting the great water sys- 
tems of the East and West. 

Your committee deems it necessary to enter more fully into a description of 
the proposed canal in this report, but would respectfully call the attention of the 
House to considerations in favor of the passage of the bill. 


WHY THE BILL SHOULD BE PASSED. 


The four creat departments of industry which give employment to our pacts 
are agriculture, mining, manofactures, and commerce, and that it is the duty of 
the Government to promote and protect each of these branches by wise and ap- 
propriate legislation is acknowledged by all, and it must be conceded that the 
cost of transportation is a factor of the highest importance, not only to these in- 
dustries, but, as we hope to show, to the whole country. 

In discussing this question it must be borne in mind that the agricultural dis- 
eee urnish a surplus of wheat, corn, oats, and barley, lie west of the 
All nies, and for the most part these cereals are produ-ed in the great valleys 
of the Mississippi and Missouri and their tributaries. The distance, then, that 
these products of the famn must be transported to find a market is very great, 
whether that market be furnixhed by the more sterile Eastern portion of our 


own country or abroad, whether in New England or Great Britain It is. more- 
over, apparent that to the producer every dollar of the cost of transportation he 
is obliged to pay in reaching a market which might have been saved is a burden 


laid upon him without a compensation, and for which there is no justification. 
A farmer who declines to adopt such improvements as will enable him to pro- 
duce a crop of corn or wheat at the least possible cost will soon find himself dis- 
tanced in the race for success, Tnis is equally true of a Government to which is 
intrusted the legislation necessary to insure the cheapest modes of marketin 
ee oe of the soil, In this active and intelligent age the laggard nation 

e: nd. 

Railway rates on wheat mount up to from 12 to 15 cents per bushel between 
eee and New York as soon as lake wok, eee ceases, while in summer itis 
searcely half the higher figure. ‘The proportionate charge by rail for the it 
of a bushel of wheat between Chicago and Buffalo would be in the winter from 
6 to 8 cents, while by lake it is generally 2 cents, and often less than that. The 
freight on a bushel of wheat bet ween maint Paul and Chicago is from 12 to 15 cents, 
while Major Benyaurd has shown that by the Mississippi and the Hennepin Ca- 
nal it would not exceed 6cents. Now,why thisdifference? Weanswer thatit is 
owing to the existence of the great lakes and of the Erie Canal, a free water way 
on which Ie ean be carried at less cost than is possible by railways, 
and with which pooling and combination to maintain prices is impossible. 

Take another illustration, furnished in the transportation of anthracite coal. 
This fuel is wanted for consumption in almost every city and village in the 
great Northwest, and if the rates of transportation were reduced, as would be 
the case if the Hennepin Canal was in operation, the market for this mine prod- 
uct would be increased many fold, This coal is now taken from Erie, Pa., 
and from Buffalo to Chicago for 60 cents per ton, while the railways west from 
Chicago charge $2 per ton freight from that city to the Mississippi River. 

Now, if this canal was in operation freight on this coal would not exceed 50 
cents per ton, thereby saving $1.50 per ton over 1 railroad rates, and the 
saving on salt, iron, nails, oil, glass, paints, and all heavy merchandise would be 
equally great. 

Not alone in grain and coal will the construction of this water connection be- 
tween the two great national wa er systems of the country prove beneticial to 
both producers and consumers, but it is believed that it will prove a substantial 
blessing to every manufacturer and employé in all New England, New Vor 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. In short, it will be the great reduceran 
regulator of freight rates from the Missouri and Mississippi to the seacoast. It 
will enable the manufacturer to obtain a larger and a better market and the 
producer a higher price—a benefit to all. 

Is further argument necessary to convince the most skeptical that the con- 
struction of this canal, thus forming a link that will connect the great M 
sippi River with the lakes, thereby furnishing an all-water route to the com- 
merce of the East and the produce of the West and Northwest, is urgently 
demanded? As it may be asked what relief would that afford, we answer, what 
relief du the lakes. the Erie Canal, and the Hudson River afford? Let us see: 
All water rates on grain from Chicago to Buffalo, a distance of 1,000 miles, are 
often but lẹ cents per bushel, and contracts have been made from Chicago to 
New York, ineluding transfer charges, for 6 cents per bushel. Hence, is not the 
conclusion inevitable that if the Hennepin Canal is built and an all-water com- 
munication furnished from all points on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers to 
the lakes the present freight charges will be redu more than 59 per cent.? 

The railroads are charging from the Mississippi and Missouri Valleys to Chi- 
cago from 12 to 15 cents per bushel. Now, if this canal was constructed, wheat 
would be carried by water at from 3 to d cents per bushel from corresponding 
points, which would be a saving over present railroad rates of from 8 to 10 cents 
per bushel; and thesaving would be equally great on oats, corn. and other prod- 
ucts, Rut suppose the saving to be only 5 cents per bushel over present rail- 
road rates, there would be a saving amounting to millions of dollars annually, 
which would be left in the pockets of the people, and not find its way into the 
pockets of railroad magnates, It is thus clearly seen thatthe saving, over pres- 
ent railroad rates, in one year would widen and deepen the Michigan and Illi- 
nois Canal and construct this canal over and over n. 

Your committee, in giving this question that ul thought and considera- 
tion which it merits, is not unmindful of the fact that this question of interstate 
commerce has been agitated by the public and on the floors of Congress for 
years, in the vain hope that some relief would be furnished the people by re- 
duction in transportation rates, and we are sorry to say that so far no practical 
good has resulted; hence we think it would be an act of wisdom on the part of 
this Congress if it would 1 and extend our water communications, and 
thereby furnish a little practical relief, 

Your attention is called to a communication on this subject, addressed to the 
Tegislature of New York by that distinguished statesman, ex-Governor Sey- 
mour. He says: 

* * * “A false and mischievous idea has grown up in our country that Eu- 
rope depends upon us for food. This is not true. They can get all they want 
from many parts of the world; from India, South America, and Australia. In 
South America vast herds of cattle are killed merely for their hides. The car- 
casses are left to decay. Great Britain, which buys more of our provisions than 
any other country, is building railroads in Northen India to cheapen transpor- 
tation, and in sending farming tools into that region to improve its agriculture, 
Toe poney has been followed by a great increase in its production of grain. 
Wi a few years the exports of wheat from India have grown up to many 
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The ernments of Europe ate trying to lessen our ex- 
Gers Wal eh TOATI DANNEDES tees, Gor thin ronson, Ger: 


shut out our pork,and other governments show great un- 


und other countries; as labor is higher here than elsewhere, must de- 
pend upon for carrying. That region is fast becoming one of 
our 

“Weo: to Europe because we have cheaper modes of sending our prod- 


ucts to their markets. We bave been able todo this because we have cut down 


the cost of carrying. Our exports gro 
Railroads followed lower rates upon water routes, but the last are 


8 
When water routes are cl by winter, railroad rates go up; 
s © è Weare now ab 


-supplying country, and 
nds upon us E 


upon us for 
tures, If we fail to uphold our water routes as protection 
unwise charges for transpo 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


ion of interstate commerce and of . has en- 
attention of the whole country for years, This agitation led the Sen- 

point a committee of able and experienced Senators, 
who have recently repo the results of their investigations in an able paper. 
A careful examination of that report fully discloses the diſſleulties that lie in the 
way of so controlling railways as to permit of no injustice being done to the 
people or to these corporations. 

The te capital of the railway corporations of the United States is be- 
lieved to be over $8,000,000,000, Their affairs are conducted by the best business 
rds; they have before them the very natural object of mak- 
and although these co: ions are in respects 

‘ational Governments which created them, yet they 
have rights that must be respected, and yn § have interests that must be pe 
tected; for the whole country has shared, and must contiuue to in the = 
efits and blessings of our unequaled extent of railway facilities; but conceding 
all this does not Justify the conclusion that the eee whose authority 
these corporations have life, should place in their hands the exclusive inland 
ä — of the country. Railway rates should be regulated in the inter- 
ests of poopie, and your committee are of the o on that free water trans- 

tation is well calculated to secure that end. On this point the testimony taken 

the Select Committee of the Senate on Interstate Commerce is so conclusive, 
and applies with such force to 8 Hennepin Canal, that your com- 
mittee their conclusions in this report: 


THE EFFECT OY WATER COMPETITION UPON RAILROAD CHARGES, 


“The evidence before the committee accords with the experience of all na- 
tions in izing the water routes as the most effective N geet and reg- 
ulators of railway Their influence is not confined within the limits of 
the 8 immediately accessible to water communication, but extends and 
controls railroad rates at such remote and interior points as have competing 
lines reaching means of transport by water. Competition between railroads 
sooner or later leads to combination or consolidation, but neither can prevail to 
secure unreasonable rates in the face of direct competition with free natural or 
artificial water routes. 

“The conclusion of the committee is, therefore, that natural or artificial chan- 
nels of communi water, when favorably located, adequately improved, 
and properly maintained, afford the cheapest method of long istance transpor- 
tation now known, and that they must continue to exercise in the future, as . 
have invariably exercised in the past, an absolutely 8 and beneficially 
regulating influence upon the made upon any-and all other means of 
transit, 


gaged 
ate in the last Congress to a 


WHEAT AND CORN. 


As official estimate the crop of wheat for the year 1884 in the L Missis- 
sippi Spa eee ge yy teen E eee same year, $37,574,000 bush- 
els, making a total of 1,025,923,000 bushels of these two staples. Now, it is well 


known that the market value of this vast amount of grain is determined by the 
co that can be obtained abroad for so much of it as seeks a foreign market. 
‘he cost of production and the cost of transportation has nothing whatever to 
do in determin the price. Itis not, then, perfectly clear that whatever is 
savod yt Saas transportation s an 1 po tothe enon anaes 5 
‘ore, a failure to secure any e saving in the transpo: m lays a burden 
unn ly u 7... teak 
To more definitely show the immense saving which would be effected by the 
construction of the proposed canal, your committee would . — call attention 
to the amount of pa and corn produced in the States of the Upper Missis- 
sippi Valley in 1884, as above stated, showing a total of 1,025,923,000 b 
Mow: suppose one-half is eng soe yg for consumption and for export, and 
the saving is only 2 cents per el, it reaches over $10,000,000 in a single year, 
whereas, as is ed, the saving is equal to at least 5 cents per bushel, and you 
have the fabalous sum of over ent 000,000 annually, to say nothing of the saving 
on heavy articles going West, which would amount to many millions more. 


THE EFFECT OF FREE WATER TRANSPORTATION ON RAILWAYS. 


apirip thos honatehugton peop ie parar ue arar pnn tall 
ns w grea - 
eee on e we believe that whatever is for 

the to our railways, 
which have done so much to de- 
est in The place these 
have to fill is to serve the purpose of rapid transit for pas- 
im without 


Saint Louis and New Orleans, on which fleets of barges 
three of the West. 
5 and cotton of the delta of the Lower Mississippi and the valu- 
of Arkansas, and Tennessee will have another outlet at 
rates which will leave the producer a fair margin, while the produce and manu- 
5 North will find their way to the consumers of the 
When, as it is hoped in the near future will be the fact, we have either a canal 
through the Isthmus, or a way provided for carrying over it our merchant 


roca ns Taare eee ie Serious Sia: 8 
bor republics o uth America, laden with the interchangeable products of 
Northern and Southern hem’ 
New Orleans should be, 

or lis of the South as New X. 
a water course permeating every 
through the great lakes to the G 


EFFECT ON OUR EXPORT TRADE. 


Your committee would be unfaithful to the interests of this great internal im- 
provement if they failed to call the attention of the House to the intimate con- 
nection that exists between our export of cereals, especially of wheat, and cheap 
transportation. ‘The States of Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, 3 Kansas, and 
Nebraska, all lying westward from Chicago, are — wheat-producing States. 
For many years the surplus wheat and flour of the United States have found a 
market in Great Britain, but it has already transpired that we are severly men- 
aa with competitors for this great market, a fact that demands our serious at- 

ention. 

Our shipments of cereals to foreign markets have gradually fallen off. In 1880 
our exports of these commodities amounted to 000,000 bushels and decreased 
from year to year until in 188 the shipments fallen to 162,000,000, being a 
decrease of 126,000,000 in 8 uring the same period there has been a 
constant increase in wheat ipments to the English markets from Australia, 
Russia, and India. The increase in exports of wheat from the latter country have 
been most remarkable. In 1872 the first experimental cargo came to Liverpool 
from India. In 1875 she sent only 1,500,000 of bushels; in 1882, 37,000,000, and last 
year India shipped to England over 60,000,000 of bushels, 


WHAT ENGLAND E DOING IN INDIA. 


How comes it to that the shipments of wheat from India have increased 
so enormously? The answer is that the English Government has expended 
large amounts of money,over $100,000,000, to cheapen the 3 wheat 
from inland India to the seaboard, and thus the production of wheat, which be- 
fore was without a market, been increased. What, then, is the duty 
of the American Congress? Shall we y the contest for a market without a 
struggle? Shall we not Finisar esa, dee to improve our natural water courses 
and to construct such connecting as the nnepin Canal, to the end that 
the remote portions of our great country may be brought as near as possible to 
the sea by c freights, and thus maintain a foreign market for our surplus? 

The period doubtless come in our country when, with a 22 increased 
population and a diversified industry, all of our tillable soil will nired to 
produce the breadstaffs we shall then need for home consumption; but time 
enough must elapse before we reach pound ee) to justify a determined effort on 
our part to maintain for our surplus ce that foreign market we have so long 
enjoyed, N we mil in this, and as a consequence the balance of trade 
turns against the United States; will any one contend that financial disaster 
and commercial ruin would not be the result? If we would avert the dire con- 
sequences that most certainly would follow such a changed condition of our for- 
eign trade, we must see to it that our inland rates of transportation on our sur- 
plus cereals are reduced to a minimum, and your committee believe that the 
construction of the pro canal would do more to accomplish that end than 
would be possible in any other expenditure of the same amount of money, 


SHALL THE UNITED STATES BUILD THE CANAL. 


But, says the objector, you may be correct in your estimate of the great im- 
rtance of cheap inland transportation; it may be true that agriculture, min- 
ng, mannfactures, and commerce may all be greatly benefited in the way you 
describe, but it is not right for the General Government to undertake to build 
canals within States; the States through which these public improvements may 
chance to be located should construct at ir own cost. 

When the Hennepin Canal is in operation, ita benefits will be felt in every 
county between the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, and in Kansas and Ne- 
braska as well. Indiana and Ohio will send their bituminous coal, and Penn- 
Sylvania her anthracite and her iron ore more cheaply to the West, and so will 

ew England and New Jersey feel the influence of reduced rates of freight; 
while the Empire State, with her unrivaled m litan seaport, will share 
with Philadelphia and Baltimore in the increase and permanence of a foreign 
trade, which without cheap inland freight would not exist. Shall it be said that 
Illinois should do all this? Nay,verily. Your commi are brought to the 
conclusion that too much has already been done by the General Government in 
the improvement of our water courses to allow such an unjust policy to prevail; 
too many millions have already been expended on improvements not a whit 
more national in their character than the canal, by which it is proposed to sim- 
ply remove an o on that nature has left in the way of connecting the 
waters of the Gulf of Saint Lawrence with those of the Gulf of Mexico, to jus- 
tify the conclusion that any single State should construct this canal, e 


COMMENDATIONS AND INDORSEMENTS, 


No public improvement,in the knowledge of your committee, has received 
the indorsement that this has. As early as the 1845 a water convention was 
held at Memphis, Tenn., with Hon. John C. m, that strict constructionist 
of South Carolina, as presiding officer. It was represented by five hundred and 
fifty-three gentlemen from sixteen States, and the following resolution passed 
that body unanimously: 

Resolved, That the project of ä Mississippi River with the lakes 
of the North by a canal, and thus with Atlantic Ocean, is a measure worthy 
of the enlightened consideration of Congress.” 

In 1872 the President of the United States called the attention of Con: to 
this canal and water im ts, and suggested the selection of a com- 
mittee, with power to investigate In compliance with the President's 
wish, the Senate selected seven out of that body, Senator William Windom, of 
Minnesota, being its chairman, 
ee the report made by that committee to the Senate 

ollowing statement made: 

777 . , 
n cen: un m Henry „between w. n 
Fane ewan ccugetiton ß her 
west than Henry, and ond effect of canal competition, is 15 cents per 100 

pounds, nearly as much for 12 miles as for 100 miles.” 

And it is r for your committee to state that both these points are on the 
proposed canal, Henry east of Henn and Tiskilwa west. 

A further reference to that report of the Senate committee will show its in- 
dorsement and strong reasons why it should be constructed in the interest of 
commerce. The General Assembly of the State of Iowa did, in 1864, in 1870, in 
1874, in 1880, in 1882, in 1884, and at the present session of its ure, memo- 
rialize Congress for the construction of this canal. Dlinois, t gh its legis- 
lative body, has also 9 — memorialized Co: and requested its repre- 
sentatives to support improvement. The ture of New York has twice 

resolutions, almost unanimously, urging Con to construct this canal, 
soa therefor. 


the great 
is of tbe East, and will be equipped with 
of our great Mississippi Val 


uested its tatiyes to vote an a; 3 

President ur saw proper to call the attention of the Forty-eighth 
Congress by special message to the public im of this water communica- 
tlon, and therein recommended its considera! 

The Forty-seventh Congress ordered a survey of said canal and appropriated 
$30,000 to pay the expense, 


members of it pleases 
your committee to say that after careful and eral discussion all of these 
great bodies passed resolutions unanimously in 


canal, and Con: to mak at 1 Il 

an gress ean ro on for. 

It has rey oer dae twice by the National Board of Trade, held in Washing- 

ton in July, 1834 and 1888, and by the Industrial Congress, held in Chicago in 
March, a select committee was appointed by the Senate to investigate 

eee eee and n of 


o rtation by railroad and 
water ro By ates te . 17s Eaa e it will lee asen thes that 
comm: that this water improvement 


ittee, after careful investigation, concluded 
was absolutely necessary in the interest of commerce, and that the General Gov- 
ernment should, without further delay, make the necessary appro) in. 
The last Congress was petitioned by the leading wholesale merchants, 

men, and manufacturing companies of New ven, Meriden, Norwich, and 
Hartford, Conn.; of Manchester, N. H.; of 9 Worcester, Springfield, 
Pittsfield, North Adams, and Holyoke, Mass., and of Pi Pa. 

The commercial bodies of rn a: Saint Paul, Minneapolis, Saint Louis. La 
Crosse, Duluth, Davenport, Muscatine, Rock Island, Buffalo, Syracuse, and New 
York have all memorialized Congress for its construction. 

The New York Board of Trade and Transportation has a membership of one 
thousand business firms in New York city. It devotes its income and time to 
the consideration and decision of questions of publio interest. It is not a trading 
body. Twice this board has indorsed the Hennepin Canal,” after careful eon- 
sideration and full discussion. 

Your committee would call particular attention to the lan of one of these 
indorsements, namely, the Produce Exchange, of New York. They number 
three thousand members, and they never take action without careful delibera- 
tion by reference to proper committee, and then act on their report. And it 
must be said to their they gave this canal their unanimous ent, 


ng: 

was first time since their organization that they had recom- 
mended the General Government to aid or construct internal improvements, or 
had asked or advised their Representatives in Con to vote appropriations 
for any internal improvement of any kind; that this was an exception, and if 
— were not firmly convinced that it had merit they would not depart from 
their universal rule.“ 


WOULD THE EXPENDITURE EE A PROPER ONE? 


Again it may be thought that the amount required to construct the Hennepin“ 
and improve the present canal ($9,000,000) is too large a sum for such a locality. 

Reference has already been made to the saving of $10,000,000 per annum on 
grain hts alone, which it is believed this great improvement will secure, 
and in this connection your committee beg leave to refer to the amount of in- 
ternal-revenue tax collected in the last fiscal year from the States that produce 
so largely the cereals for which cheap transportation will be secured by build- 


ing this canal: 
Illinois ... $23, 075, 864 6L 
Towa... 2, 222, 059 15 
Kaneas ... 170, 202 02 
Nebraska. 1, 971, 296 12 
Minnesota... 492, 704 
E —————k— —— —— 6, 276, 165 85 
34,228, 292 72 


It will be seen that a small per cent, of the amount thus actually paid into the 
United States Treasury annually by the States named would build the Hen- 
nepin and improve the Illinois and Michigan Canal as pro ; and it should 
not be forgotten that the poopie of these States contribute their full share to the 
payment of whatever of duties on imports are laid to raise the revenue and to 

ect the mannfacturing industries of the country, These States do not come 
re to ask for themselves special favors, but only that which is manifestly for 
the interest of all sections, and to the injury of none. 

‘The people of States are as intelligent, as enterprising, and as fair-minded 
as any other, and it is not too much to say that, in the name of fair play, they 
insist on the construction of this great improvement. 

Whenever it shall be in the future, as it has been in the past, that the great 
Northwest shall be called on to vote for the improvement of our harbors and 
rivers, or to do 3 propery demanded in the interest of commerce, its 
Representatives will not withhold the needed aid; and your committee will not 
doubt but that Congress will, by the passage of this bill, accept the grant of the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal, generously offered by the State of Illinois, and con- 
struct the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, thus uniting the great water sys- 
tems of the East and West and of the North and South in one grand highway 
for internal commerce. 

Your committee therefore, in consideration of the importance of the construc- 
tion of the — and Rock Island Canal, and of the ent of the Tli- 


nois and Canal, in the interest of the great and eee 

merce of the country and of the people, and y of the Ni — S rds 

1 3 bill 3022 with a substitute, recommend the passage of the 
ute. 


Mr. Chairman, is it not an admitted fact that no other country has 
so many great rivers and lakes, extending from the far interior to the 
tide water in so many directions, as ours? Great navigable channels 
for commerce, with comparatively few obstructions, and who says these 
obstructions shall not be removed, the channels opened, widened, and 
deepened, so that Congress can have some hope in the near future 
render aid and comfort to the producer of the Northwest and furnish 
help and contentment to the consumer of the East, a universal blessing 
that all good people would take pride in? For the true object in life 
is happiness, and, as governments are founded solely for the benefit of 
the governed, why should not this Government, as a blessing to our 
people, improve our natural water ways, and construct artificial ones, 
when such action will be productive of so much good? 

Yes, Mr. re ee by water is admitted to be the 
cheapest possible the world over, and we, the American people, who 
boast that we are correct by instinct, have made the least water im- 
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provement for navigation in the interest of commerce of any civilized 
nation. 


For who does not know that the sum total for internal improvements 
in this country is utterly insignificant when compared with those of 
European countries of far less financial ability ? 

Now, in modern times civilization has but two modes of transporta- 
tion—by rail and by water. Has not the Government of the United 
States furnished hundreds of millions of dollars to aid railways that are 
pate corporations and under the control of persons and individuals? 

or we all know that this question of interstate commerce, in the blind 
effort to furnish a remedy by Congressional action, has so far proven 
abortive and done no good, that State assistance and legislative action 
have accomplished but little. And I am confident that when the Con- 
gress of these United States found no legal or constitutional objection 
to voting aid and assistance to private corporations, in the interests of 
the public, it ought not and will not hesitate to grant the same aid and 
assistance to improve our natural water ways and construct artificial 
ones when it is seen that necessity demands them as the only correct 
and certain regulators of railroad rates. 

And it ought, and will, give to the commerce of the East and the pro- 
ducers of the West and Northwest the cheapest possible transport, which 
is by water. 

Mr. Chairman, the construction of this canal will connect the Upper 
Mississippi with the great lakes, and 600 miles of that father of waters 
will be made available and will make navigation continuous and com- 

lete from the city of Saint Paul to the great lakes, and thence to the sea- 
bond, a distance of 2,000 miles. You may ask, what is the induce- 
ment? What relief would that afford? I answer, what relief do the 
lakes, the Erie Canal, and the Hudson River afford? Why, rates on 
grain from the Western lake ports to Buffalo, a distance of 1,000 miles, 
are often but 1} cents per bushel—it has been shipped for less—and con- 
tracts have been made from these ports to New York, including transfer 
charges, for 6 cents per bushel. Hence will any one doubt or dispute 
the statement, that if this canal is built, and an all-water communiea- 
tion furnished fromall points of the Mississippi River to the Jakes, that 
the present freight charges will be reduced from 50 to 75 per cent.; 
that instead of paying 12 to 15 cents per bushel it will be carried from 
3 to 5 cents per bushel. Which saving will leave in the pockets of the 
producers millions that are now paid ont to railroad corporations and 
companies; and what is true of the grain shipped East is equally true 
of merchandise shipped West. Take, for example, by way of illustra- 
tion, the anthracite coal of Pennsylvania, which, you well kaow, is 
consumed in large quantities in the Northwest since the introduction of 
base-burning stoves into domestic economy. ‘This coal is brought by 
water from Erie, Pa., and laid down in Chicago, a distance of over 
1,000 miles, for 60 cents per ton; and you all know it costs to-day $2 per 
ton to caer this coal to the Mississippi River, a distance of less than 
200 miles. 

Now, construct this Hennepin Canal and it will not cost 50 cents per 
ton—thereby a saving of $1.50 per ton over present railroad rates. 
What is true of coal is equally true of salt, nails, oil, glass, lumber, iron, 
paints, and all other heavy merchandise; and equally true of Eastern 
shipments of all kinds of grain and farming products. 

And, Mr. i I now make the statement that, by comparison 
and mathematical calculation, if you adopt this report, and this great 
water way is ages from the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers to the 
lakes, the surplus grain of the States of Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, there will be a saving of 6 cents per 
bushel over present railroad rates now charged, and 6 cents per bushel 
would amount to $31,326,105.50. This is no dream of fancy, for the 
annual board of trade for the city of Chicago, which is as follows, proves 
its correctness, which I now read: 


4. The vast volume attained by the annual cereal product of the States directly 
tribu to the Upper Mississippi presents yet additional support to the plea 
for an all-water beg teak nye route to the Bast. The annual report of the Chi- 


cago Board of Trade for 1882 estimates the crop yield thus: 
Illinois: 
Wheat. 


Total... 63, 127, 800 


Thus is VVV uct of three 
cereals only in a single year from six States, constituting only a part of the 
widely extended area certain to be affected and benefited by an extension to the 
Upper M of the water-route system of transportation west- 
ward from New York, but now having its western terminus at Ch . But 
consideration of these facts would be seriously incomplete were it not made to 
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include the fact that, vast as are the aggregates of esi aon in the States 
named for the year 1 they are certain to be yet largely increased year by 
year. Comparative statistics are »lmost startling in that Thus, asa 
single illustration where many might be given, the wheat product of lowa from 
Id to 1860, as shown by carefully compiled statistics, 50,000,000 
bushels; from 1860 to 1870, 195.000,000; from 1870 to 1851, 375,000,000 bushels. Of 
corn the yield was, from 1849 to 1860, 250,000,000; from 1860 to 1870, 550,000,000; 
and from 1870 to 1881, 1.800. 000.000 bushels, Estimating the wheat at 85 cents 

bushel and the corn at 35 cents, a curious statistician has recently shown 
Toss Clinton lowa Agriculturist, February 2, 1883) that the total value of these 
two crops in lowa, excluding those of 1832, would equal $1,177,000,000, or more 
than the highest estimate of the value of all the gold product of California from 
its discovery on June 19, 1848, to June 30, 1881. 


Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is admitted and can not be denied but that cheaper 
transportation isabsolutely necessary if we intend to find a marketabroad 
for our surplus products. Fur it is a maxim in commercial law that 
man will buy where he can buy the cheapest and sell where he can sell 
the dearest, and as experience shows that water routes are the cheapest, 
why should not we improve our natural water routes and construct ar- 
tificial ones, when, like the Erie Canal and this canal, they only form 
connecting links? And I refer inthis connection to the following state- 
ment by Mr. Horatio Seymour, jr. He says: 

Experience shows that water routes are the cheapest for many kinds of trans- 
portation, as will be made clear by the following statement: 


Average rate per bushel of grain. 


Chicago to Liv- New York to 
Liv l. 


2 2 
a. | 4% i 
oi | eg 
ág | 28 : 
> b> 2 
a 2 A 
25.3 29.0 42.6 
24. 1 25.0 35.1 
17.5 22.0 33.3 
21.6 25.0 31.0 
26.6 23.0 33.5 
19.2 26.0 33.2 
14.2 16.9 28.7 
11.4 14.6 24.1 
9.7 11.8 16. 5 
7.5 15.8 20,3 
10.1 11.44 17.7 
13.0 13.3 17.3 
13.2 15.7 19.7 
18. 6 10.4 14.4 
188. —— 8.7 10.9 14.6 
January 1 to Novembe: 9. 16 12. 0 16.1 


883. 
Six months, January 1 to July 


It will be seen from the foregoing statement that the average differ- 
ence in anall-rail route of transport from Chicago to New York of grain 
since 1868 to 1882 is a saving of 9} cents per bushel on the average by 
an all-water route over anall-railronte. And this saving on the amount 
we shipped abroad in 1880, which was 288. 000, 000 bushels, as given by 
official statement, would be two millions eight hundred and odd thousand 
dollars. And as our foreign shipmentsare only about one-half that is 
transported from the West to the East we can correctly calculate on at 
least $2,600,000 more saved by an all-water transport for home consump- 
tion. That would make $4,800,000saved by water transportation over 
rail routes from Chicago to New York in one year, and if the saving on 
Western shipments was an equal sum, that would beasaving of $9, 600,000; 
and in this connection I wish to call your attention to the reports of 
the leading trunk lines. collated by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., in a table 
illustrating the successive reduction of freight charges on those roads and 
on the Erie Canal, respectively, which furnish striking evidence on this 
point. I read from Internal Commerce of the United States for 1880, 
appendix, page 230: 

Of twelve of the railroads therein enumerated, maintaining an average freight 
charge of from 1.85 to 3.168 cents ton per mile, respectively, in 1868, the only 
ones maintaining for the year 1880 an average freight charge of .88 of a cent per 


ton per mile were those having no water-route competition. This is a summary 
of that exhibit as to the charges for 1880 per ton per mile: 


RAILROADS HAVING COMPETITION IN WATER ROUTES, 


Per ton per mile. 
New York Central Railroad. .. .. . . . ... bestes eeeeeeeseeeeee s s 80 00. 88 
Pennsylvania Railroad............... 5 00. 88 
New York, Erie and Western Ra 00. 84 
Philadelphia and Frie Railroad. 00.56 
Lake Shore and Michigan South 00, 75 
Michigan Central Ralleoad. . cc. . 00, 842 
Pittsburgh and Fort Wayne Railroad (for 1879, for 1880 not given)........ 00.76 


RAILROADS NOT COMPELLED TO MEET WATER-ROUTE COMPETITION. 
Per ton per mile. 


Boston and Albany Railroad.......c.....cccsensescssseoesscccccsesacnsarsevegncsrenssceosces $0 01.20 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad (for 1879. for 1880 not given). 01. 023 
Chicago and Northwestern Rail (for 1879, for 1880 not given). 1.49 
Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railroad (for 1879, for 1880 not = 
Wal. : 1 „ 5 76 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad (for 1879, for 1850 not given) - 01. 21 


So 
Erie Canal rate for 1880... ...... CC Comovadespeateesesenaess , 0 00.49 


Thus it will be seen that the four leading trunk railroads running to Chicago 
from the Upper Mississippi Valley States maintained an average of .63 of a cent 
per ton per mile freight charge in excess of the average freight charge of seven 
other trunk railroads eastward of Chicago, where tariff rates were, as Mr, Fink 
has explained, constantly under the control of the potentially operative compe- 
tition of the water routes of the lakes and the Erie Canal. The fact thus cited 
to attention is a very important one, Its existence is urged as furnishing an 
argument for the opening up of an extension of the water route of the lukes 
to reat pper Mississippi so strong that its force can neither be moderated nor 
escaped. 


Is any more argument necessary? Will any more be required to 
support the proposition that if the Government of the United States 
will do its duty to he people and construct this canal the people ot 
the Northwest can save 50 per cent. over present rates of transporta- 
tion, and 50 per cent. would amount to over $10,000,000 annually? 
And when you add to that a corresponding saving of 50 per cent. 
to the Eastern people on their manufactured goods and other prod- 
ucts, that would be a saving of $10,000,000 to them, making an an- 
nual saving over present rates of $20,000,000. Thus it can be seen 
with the naked eye that the saving over present railroad rates in 
one year would build the canal three times. Hence, in the light of 
the foregoing, will any gentleman on this floor contend for a moment 
that this internal (not, as it is sometimes termed, ‘‘infernal’’) improve- 
ment is not worthy, meritorious, and necessary? This is no] mat- 
ter, for cheap transportation benefits the consumers and producers alike. 
Itis true the farmers are more urgentin demanding these improvements, 
because cheap transportation is indispensuble to foreign markets for their 
surplus grain. And is there any question more seriously agitated by 
the public to-day, or of so much importance as to guard with zealous 
care the agricultural interests? 

For you all know it has been the greatest factor in the commercial 
prosperity of this nation, and will continue to be, if right and justice is 
done. You may ask what special rights the farmer has over any other 
class for consideration, Iwill answer: They have all the right which 
the furnishing of 80 per cent. of all our exports during the last sixty 
years can give them, and they have the further right—they furnish the 
production from whence comes our internal revenue. 

So, you see, all the other interests combined export only one-fifth as 
much as the farmers, and any one of them has received five times as 
much care, aid, and protection from this Government. Will this con- 
tinue? If we act wisely it will not, but if we act unwisely, and fail to 
do our duty by constructing this canal and improving all our water 
ways, thereby increasing our facilities and reducing the present cost of 
carriage, we will find that our producing rivals, Russia, Australia, and 
India, will supply the Liverpool market instead of the United States of 
America. For if that market takes its supply from these nations, our 
surplus will be a burden; and, believe me, this is no dream of fancy, 
for a casual investigation will show the situation and danger. 

Will any one deny that it is a maxim of commercial law ‘‘thatman 
will buy where he can buy the cheapest, andsell where he can sell the, 
dearest?” And hence, is it not a mathematical conclusion that the sav- 
ing of 5 to 10 cents per bushel on our hundreds of millions of surplus, 
in its carriage, would find a demand that if not saved it would not? 
And is it not wise and just to protect-our farmers, and let them enjoy 
in the future, the same as in the past, the sunshine and comfort that 
$200,600,000 will furnish from thesale of thesesurplus products abroad ? 
For if we have a foreign market, that isthe amount we will receive. 

Yes, my friends, investigation tells us that we have to-day formi- 
dable competitors in the Liverpool markets, and their growth and 
strength increases daily. Welearn that India, one of our competitors, 
sent her first trial cargo to Liverpool in 1872. In 1875 she sent 1,500,- 
000 bushels of grain. She kept on increasing yearly until in 1882 she 
shipped over 37,000,000 bushels of wheat; which increase has continued 
until last year she shipped 74,000,000 bushels, being three-fourths as 
much as the United States exported in 1880. Now, Lask in all candor, 
is not this conclusive that this competition is real, substantial, and 
permanent ? 

Supply and demand is the arbitrary rule that fixes prices, not by 
force of imagination or supposition, but by mathematical calculation. 
And remember there is no protection, low or high tariff. to aid or assist 
our honest farmers in finding a market for their surplus products. 

But it issaid canals are played out, and this age and generation are too 
progressive; that we have not time to give them thought or considera- 
tion; and I fully realize that before you can convince you must be heard, 
and you can not be heard without attention. And while I am satisfied 
that all things have their day and generation, do we not believe in res- 
urrection and reform? And how often do we find reform absolutely 
necessary in all departments of life, for we have ups and downs in life 
the same as puts and calls.“ 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, history tells us that during the latter half of the 
eighteenth century there was a greater rage forcanals than fir railroads. 
In the third quarter of this—the nineteenth—century it was the reverse, 
and I am of the opinion that the latter part of this century willever be 
famous for the canals constructed. 

In England and Wales they have 4,332 miles of inland water ways, of 
which 2,919 are canals, and the total cost is estireated at $100,000, 000. 

Russia has 900 miles of canal, which, in most instances, unite head- 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1789 


waters of rivers that have their outlets at opposite extremities of the 
continent. 

Sweden abounds in lakes which cover 14,000 square miles, with no 
navigable rivers except those which have been made so by internal im- 
prevements and canals. Sweden has nevertheless great internal navi- 
gation, her lakes, rivers, and bays being connected by over 300 miles of 
canals. There is direct water communication between the Baltic Sea 
and Gothenburg, and the distance from Stockholm to Gothenburg is 370 
miles—one 50-mile canal, and the same distance along the Baltic; the 
balance of 270 miles is through lakes, bays, and rivers, and thus made 
made navigable. 

Germany had in 1878 1,250 miles of canals, 70 in number, which are 
being increased annually. 

Holland has 930 miles of canals and 340 miles of river navigation. 
The North Holland Canal, 52 miles long and 16 feet deep, is the greatest 


. work of its day. It was constructed from 1819 to 1825 at a cost of 


$4,500,000. 

France has the Canal du Mede, which unites the Atlantic with the 
Mediterranean and Bordeaux with Cette. The celebrated canal of 
Languedoc was built from 1667 to 168i—two hundred years ago. It 
is 171 miles in length and 5 feet 3 inches deep. It seems France has 
8,120 miles of inland water transportation—by river, 4,997 miles, and 
canal, 3,123 miles. Actual cost of these canals, $163,690,715; for river 
improvements, $67,785,152, being a total, up to 1872, of $231,475,867 
expended by France for internal improvements; and in the face of this, 
in 1878 the estimated cost of canals and other internal improvements 
yet to be completed and constructed, $200,000,000 more. Hence it will 
be seen that France, with a standing army of over five hundred thou- 
sand men, three hundred and two ships of war, and fifty thousand 
marines, at an annual cost of $115,000,000, a public debt of four and 
three-quarter billions, almost double the amount which our national 
debt ever was, and a population of only 37,000,000, has expended on 
her water ways double what we have. And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to contrast the action and expenditure of France for cheap water trans- 
portation with the United States, for an examination will tell us that 
our Government has only expended for all kinds of internal improve- 
ments since its foundation the small sum of $111,000,000; and out of 
this sum canals have only had a trifle over $10,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, shall the nations of the Old World teach us the duties 
of the hour? Are we willing to yield the proud position of leader in 
the world’s proud march of progress to which we have been called by 
the god of nature? 

This nation of ours, administered by the people and for the people, 
should not rest until our national water ways that are navigable are 
made perfect and complete by water connections like this canal. 

Yes, this canal is demanded by every reason which should influence 
statesmen to legislate for the good of the people. 

Will any one deny that the industry of our country is paralyzed for 
the want of money which lies locked up in the Treasury, and if paid 
out only on Government bonds will not aid or assist the commercial in- 
terests of our country or find bread and meat to the poor and needy who 
are willing to work early and late to keep gaunt want and wretched 
poverty from darkening their firesides? Yes, Mr. Chairman, we will do 
our duty and pay out, I hope, millions of dollars that are now rusting 
in the Treasury for this and other much needed publie works, which 
action will result in a blessing to our people whose representatives we 
are, and thereby warm the firesides and gladden the hearts of thou- 
sands of our fellow-citizens by giving them employment and thereby 
put bread into the mouths of their suffering families. 

And in this connection I wish to call the particular attention of this 
House to a question asked by our friend BLANCHARD, from Louisiana, 
and the reply thereto of Hon. J. C. Dore, of Chicago, when before the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors at this session of Congress. 

Mr. BLANCHARD said: Would it not be proper to say, if we were 
to take one-half of what it costs France, England, or Germany to main- 
tain their standing armies—such armies as we do not maintain—and 
put that in improvements, it would accomplish a great deal of good?“ 

Mr. Dore, answering, said: ‘‘ Inferentially I am on the same line. 
The United States has no such burden. It is a common saying that we 
have no navy, and our Army islittle more than sufficient fora national 
police; and yet, forsooth, with an immense annual surplus of revenue, 
how many of our legislators will say this great nation of sixty millions 
of people, and having now fifty billions of dollars of wealth, can not 
afford to spend $25,000,000 annually on internal improvements? If 
we intend to compete with other nations in the markets of the world 
we must adopt the same means to insure success, if we can not do better. 
Ifwe do not, weshall not deserve success and will continue to be beaten 
as we are now.“ 

And, gentlemen on this floor, are we ready to yield the proud posi- 
tion of leader in the world’s grand march of p ? Are we willing 
to dey our foreign market to be taken from us and captured by foreign 
ri 

Mr. Chairman, I have no interest in this subject, except the interest 
I take in all things that concern the honor and welfare of my country 
and its ity. Weare to have a hard struggle to keep our lead 
as a food-supplying country, and we must give up the delusion that 


Europe depends upon us for food, for it will only buy of us if we can 
deliver at the lowest cost. The delusion that the Old World depends 
upon us for food stimulates extravagance in Congress and corruption in 
legislatures. If we fail to uphold our water routes as protection against 
unwise and unjust charges for transportation, we will suffer in the 
fature. Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is estimated that the United States can 
produce to-day enough to supply 100,000,000 of people, while our con- 
sumption is for 50,000,000, so that we have a surplus of 100 per cent. 
What is to be done with this surplus if we can not compete and finda 
market abroad? Must it not rot in the storehouse? And in this con- 
nection I wish to call your close attention to a vital fact, and upon 
which rests our future prosperity, and that fact is a self-evident truth. 
If we have a market where we can take and sell our surplus products 
we will prosper, but if we have not we will not. To providea market 
for our surplus is the question, for in my judgment our want in the 
near future is a market for our products. 

To-day our want is supplied by a foreign demand, but who is bold 
enough to assume that it will continue with the sharp competition of 
rival nations that are to the front to-day? Inthat competition we can 
only hope to be successful by a cheaper transportation to the seaboard. 
Hence it is that the united producing interests of this country demand 
with one voice that Congress shall make the necessary appropriations to 
improve our natural water ways and construct artificial ones, when 
they form a connecting link, like the Hennepin Canal, to the end that 
our prosperity in the past will be enjoyed in the future, for without a 
market our surplus would be a burden; and remember, you never miss 
the water till the well runs dry. And, Mr. Chairman, I say how we are 
to provide, keep, and hold a market for what we have to sell is one of 
the most important subjects that can command the attention and re- 
spect of American statesmanship, for good statesmanship will not only 
provide for the present, but, if wise, will look into the future. So I 
may say that the construction of this water way by the General Gov- 
ernment is needed and demanded, and that demand is voiced by the 
merchants and manufacturers of the East, seconded by the consumers 
of western products, and echoed back by ten millions of the producers 
of the Northwest, who have sweat and toiled, early and late, in the use- 
less effort to contend by laborand patient toil against the unjust charges 
and willfal extortions of railroads. 

And, Mr. Chairman, in this statement I am but echoing the refined 
wisdom of that distinguished statesman, President Monroe, who in his 
first message to Congress said. I quote: 


we can not fail to 


them. 


Yes, Mr. Chairman, they are of great magnitude. Now, take this 
link in water connection—the Hennepin Canal—which connects the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries and our great inland lakes. Look 
at the map attentively; study it carefully. The now called Michigan 
and Mississippi will carry freight from the Mississippi River to 
Lake Michigan at Chicago, and from thence the lakes will carry it to 
Buffalo, thence by the Erie Canal and the Hudson River to New York 
city, and from New York city by water around the world. 

And, Mr. Chairman, if a single doubt rests in the mind of any gen- 
tleman on this floor I feel confident it will be removed when his atten- 
tion is called to an article published in the New York Herald, prepared 
by that well-known writer on water ways, Col. Alexander D. Ander- 
son, of New Orleans. He says: 

Of the hundreds of streams which comprise the Mississippi River system forty- 
three are navigable, and either intersect or border twenty-one of the forty-seven 
States and Territories. 

These twenty-one States and Territories contain 51 per cent. of the nation’s 
area and 58 per cent. of the population. 

The heads of navigation of the respective rivers are designated by cross 
marks on the accompanying diagram. 

The total mileage of the forty-three rivers is 15,640, 


The mileage of navigation attaching to each of the twenty-one States and 
Territories is approximated as follows: 


PRODUCTS OF STATES INTERSECTED. 


The above-mentioned twenty-one States and Territories, which are either in- 
or bordered by the navigable portions of the Mississippi and its trib- 
— prosaren during the last census year 98 per cent. of the sugar, % per 
cent. of the coal, 89 per cent. of the corn, 81 per cent. of the pig-iron, 76 per cent, 
of the oats, 74 per cent. of the wheat, 68 per cent. of the cotton, 66 per cent. of 
the tobacco, 60 per cent. of the hay, 57 per cent. of the forest products, 56 per 
cent. of the wool; and contained 2 per cent. of the swine,77 per cent. of the 
mules, 74 per cent. of the horses, and 73 per cent. of the cattle, other than working 
oxen and milch cows, 
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Their total grain product during the last census year was as follows, in bushels: 


—— 2 8 5 


Every man woman, ad eld as evan but of the world. 


And, Mr. Chairman, it is with pride as well as pleasure I take this 
opportunity of saying that our esteemed friend, Colonel Anderson, could 
not and did not forget to mention this canal improvement, and I now 
read his concluding statement: 


In . to this d showing for the mighty Mississippi, the Michigan 
ee ppi Canal, A? miles . will 3 


cost the — the United ted Slates oniy $5,000,000 to build ib en . 
save to in return each year, on freight, not less than $50, aie 
the Dixon Sun with heart See sam Gaon Toe Congress, for the people, bail 


and build it promptly! 


Mr. Chairman, Iaskinall candor if there ever was a canal constructed 
by the hand of man upon God's green earth” that formed a link by 
itsconstruction, and thusconnected navigable waters, that did not prove 
worthy and meritorious? Hence is it rash to conclude that if you will 
build this canal its benefits to commerce are guaranteed and certain? 
Take for example and by way of illustration its twin sister, the Saint 
Mary’s Falls Canal, which connects two great waters of the lakes, It 
was constructed by a donation of Government land, like many rail- 
roads constructed by the same aid, and is to-day a private corporation. 
And be it said to the honor and manliness of the people of that section 
they are pra to have Congress make an appropriation and purchase 
it, so that it be a free water route, and then they will nos bo Dat 
dened by its pee pa That canal was constructed and putin oper- 
ation in 1855, and the following table will show its increase in trans- 
portation in twenty years; and allow me to say this is no Munchausen 
dream, for I was furnished this statement by the Civil Engineers De- 
partment a few days since: 


Tonnage carried through Saint Mary's Falls Canal; registered tonnage 
used to 1880 inclusive, freight tonnage since. 
oo 100,000 | 1871 


85 
8 


33585 
288888888 


8553 


888835 
38385385888888 


288883885385888 
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33888 


if d be 750,000 bushels; if corn, would be 116,428,571 
bushels; If wont, would be 106/660 6064 bush 5 
Mr. Chairman, the report or our 5 on Railways and Canals 
that I have read in my opening remarks shows conclusively that no 
water improvement of any kind, no matter where located, has received 
the indorsement that this one has. But as the Produce Exchange of 
New York is one of the largest and oldest commercial bodies of this 
country I wish to call particular attention to their action and memorial. 


To fhe board of managers of the Kew York Produce Exchange: 


roposed opening of a water from the 
enews ‘Canal and the prast loves romises 
on 


e of the railroad interest. 
ta ne gr geo g before us 3 simply is: Shall the United States build and 
— to th err f internal i —— . mails 
n e icy o! mprovements recom- 
mend such e on the of the General Government? z 
After mature consideration your committee have come to the conclusion that 
this oaan an sona receive an ive answer your board, and forthe 


53 


therefore ca: 
ith a large num improvements annuall, brought 
barerna e ich ere indefinite in thelr scone and — 
e 


The Hennepin Canal further differs from many of those proposed improve- 


ains its claim on the whole country, which for a long time to 
come is, acco: to to be taxed to the prove- 
ment of its southerly course. Your committee there- 
fore feel j in recommending to your board the adoption of the following 
preamble and resoluti: 


1 


Whereas there are Seaeperaiee obstacles in the — of having such improve- 
ment carried out by private enterprise or by the States immediately benefited; 


he improvement of the Mississipp\ in Canal may justly be regarded as part 
of the im Ri River: — x tha 
nited 


That in grade pare ore of patel York Produce Exchan; 
States build the Hennepin and to main- 
tain the same free for all time to come. 
And ntatives be requested to 


That our 1 son 
ig the necessary legislation 
L. F. HOLMAN, 


JOHN SINCLAIR, 

WALTER CARR. 

SAML. S. CARLL. 

GUSTAV SCHWAB, 
New York, December 19, 1881. 


Mr. Chairman, I fear I have committed waste upon your patience, 
and my only apo is eee and earnestness. I have long since 
been impressed with the importance of this canal project; that impres- 
sion has into a conviction; and in conclusion I thank you most 
sincerely for your indulgence and of members on this floor to vote 
for this bill, for our Government in the past has shown a genius for im- 
provean aided by many practical an indomitable industry that 

electrified the Pa hi Will she now sit idly by and allow natural 
commerce, that by right of legitimacy belongs to her, to be lost by in- 
action? If she does, that monument of honor and glory which proudly 
stands in this city, and was erected by the hand of progress, will crum- 
ble into dust and return to mother earth that bore it. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. a e not think there is any danger 
of overestimatin, portance of this tion question. My 
3 me if I meant to say there was no danger of 
the passage of this bill. If I thought there was no chance for its pas- 
ins io nia aon thas eps onataan ob te aration a House. 

o my mind upon the wise solution of this question of transporting 
freight throughout the United States depends the future prosperity of 
this country. If there was any possibility of turning a question of this 
character into a partisan one by which votes could be lost or won, then 
there would not be any question of the attention of this House to the 
discussion upon this bill, every man’s ears would be open and every 
man seeking to understand the question involved. But because this is 
purely a business question affecting the pockets and the prosperity of 
the people, out of which by no possibility can grow partisan politics, 
we become indifferent and drift apart, and so cast our votes upon the 
final issue without a real und ing of the merits of the case. 

Our railroad system, the wonder growth of the nineteenth century, 
has opened up the great wilderness of the United States. It has peo- 
pled this vast country with the freest and most in t people the 
world knows an about. It has brought into neighborly inter- 
course the people on opposite sides of the continent. It is breaking 
down the barriers of provincial civilization and molding us into a ho- 
mogeneous pos. But with this system which has done so much for 
the United States and for all the world, with this miracle- working sys- 
tem have come those evils which always go hand in hand with the great- 
est good. I never knew in all my personal observation or in my read- 
ing a blessing to be conferred humanity without finding right by 
the side of it a curse; and the business of legislation is to minimize the 
evil and get the most out of the good. Competition in most instances 
aE railways alone has proved a failure as a safe regulator of 
charges. 

The facility for combination and the skill of railway management 
have been too strong to permit the benefits in this direction. 

Railroads are in the very necessity of the case monopolies. You can 
not make anything else outofthem. The cost of construction, the im- 
mense consolidation of capital necessary to build a long line of road, 
makes a pre-emption of the country through which it goes not only pos- 
sible but necessary. islation thus far has proved without effeet in 
the way of controlling monopoly and 1 it from having 
its natural growth the natural growth of the power of consolidated 
wealth, the natural growth of the power arising from the pre-emption of 
any particular section of the country and the absolute control of the 
commerce and trade and traffic that across it. 

While I do not despair of beneficial results from legislation yet to be 
had, I am quite sure we must seek it in other channels than those now 
advocated before any real relief will be had. 

One solution and one only thus far has presented itself to the Ameri- 
can people. Whcrever water transportation has been made effectiveit 
has solved the whole question of cheap transportation and has been 
worth volumes of statutes upon that question. Wherever railroads 
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have been obliged to compete for traffic with water routes this question 
has always settled itself. 

i has become the metropolis of the great West because located 
at the lower end of Lake Michigan, with a complete water course through 
the great lakes and the Erie Canal to the Atlantic seaboard. It has 
been able to gather in the great grain crops of the Northwest, in order that 
they might obtain the advantages of water competition thence to the 
markets of the East and the Old World. All over the Western coun- 
try freights take the shortest routes toChicago. Youdo not need legis- 
lation to control the railway traffic from thence to the Atlantic. 

The lakes and the canal control whenever the summer months melt 
out the ice and allow competition between the water ways and the rail- 
ways; and we get the benefit of it largely in the winter as well as in the 
summer. Because of the fact that the lines of railway extending east- 
ward from Chicago and paralleling those lines farther north and far- 
ther south—because those roads have to compete in the summer, they 
are compelled to study cheaper methods of transportation, they are com- 

ed to economize, to straighten out their lines, to make smaller grades, 
and to do all those things that wise men may do to enable them to com- 
pete with the lake routesand still make dividends for their stockholders. 
And so in the winter, where the water ways are ice-bound, we get the 
benefit of that economy; we get the benefit of the study of the railway 
men to make profits and to cheapen railway tion. So all 
through the West we have the unparalleled low rates of transporta- 
tion from Chicago, and the only trouble is when you get beyond and 
out of the line of water-route competition. 

Now, the proposition of this bill is simply to extend Lake Michigan 
500 miles westward to Saint Paul. That is the whole of it. When 
you figure it all down, when you strip it of all outside issues, and get 
away from the multitude of figures that only confuse the mind, the 
simple question for this House to pass upon is whether it is worthy of 
the attention of the United States and of the American Congress to con- 
sider the question of moving Lake Michigan 500 miles into the interior 
and penetrating the very heart of the great wheat fields of the North- 
west. That is all there is of it. You build a canal almost straight 
from the southern end of Lake Michigan to the Mississippi River, and 
then for 400 miles more you pass up with good transportation to Saint 
Paul. There you are in the center of another railway system that 
brings there the great grain crops of all the Northwestern country. 

It is 500 miles more of water competition—I will not say r- 
tation, for I believe—and I propose to deal with all questions fairly— 
I believe that in the future the great body of the crops of the West 
moving eastward and the products of the East moving westward will 
be transported by rail as they are to-day. To my mind, it does not 
make any difference whether there is only one canal-boat a day pass- 
ing over that canal, or whether there are a thousand, any more than it 
makes any difference whether Lake Michigan is whitened with the 
sails of commerce or whether the sight of a schooner is only occasion- 
ally presented to us there. So long as the lakes exist, so long as the 
Erie Canal is open, just so long will the price of freighting eastward be 
very largely controlled by the cost of freighting around by the water 
ways. And the same is true of Saint Paul and all the tributary country 
along the line between Saint Paul and Chicago. So long as you have 
this cheap canal across from the lake to the river, and so long as you 
have the Mississippi open for barge and steamboat tion to 
Saint Paul, just so long will it be impossible for those who control any 
other method of transportation to charge much more than the cost by 
the water way. Therefore if you build this canal it becomes the reg- 
ulator of railroad rates 500 miles farther westward into the very heart 
of that country which supplies the East and the Old World with bread; 
it necessarily cheapens the cost of that transportation, and if it does 
that it adds something to the profit of the farmer, it takes off some- 
thing from the cost to the consumer, and all the people, producers 
and consumers alike, are benefited by the lessened cost of producing 
and carrying to market. It may be said that this is a State enter- 
prise, and that Illinois ought to build this canal. We know, as mat- 
ter of history, that New York built the Erie Canal, and because New 
York built that canal we may be told on this floor that Illinois ought 
to build this canal to the Mississippi. I call the attention of gentle- 
men to the fact that the circumstances in the two cases are entirely 
different. 

The Erie Canal was built before the days of railroads. I remember, 
whena boy, emigrating to the Western country, passing across the whole 
State of New York upon the Erie Canal, and I never lost the impres- 
sion that I received then of the magnitude of the great West from see- 
ing the us amount of commerce that was passing over that 
canal at that time. When the Erie Canal was built all Western New 
York, as well as the farther West, was shut out from market. Its 
building brought the richest part of the State of New York into acon- 
dition to be settled upand made productive, but it did more than that. 
It directed the commerce of all the great West down to New York 
city and made that city the commercial metropolis of the New World. 

But, Mr. suppose that canal did not exist, and this House 
were asked to build a canal across the State of New York, I ask gen- 
tlemen upon this floor, in view of all that canal has done, and all that 


ee eee of cheapening traffic between the East and the 


West, could there be any reason offered here inst its construction 
except that it would take some money out of the ? Who of us 
would consent that the projectshould be abandoned? Who that 

sents the great State of New York upon this floor would for a moment 
consent that that great water way, which conveys the commerce of the 
West down to the seaboard at New York city, should be closed up, even 
if the Congress of the United States had to be called upon to appropri- 
ee o keep ee It does not need, as I have already said, 
that all this commerce, or even the most of it, shall go by the canal; it 
does not need that the railways shall cease to carry the great bulk of 
that commerce; it simply needs that there shall be in existence a water 
way on which boats can float; then, because of the existence of that 
water way, the railroads must conform their charges to the rates estab- 
lished by its competition. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is within vour memory and mine—it is only a 
few years ago—that the railways of Illinois traversing that State parallel 
with the line of the Illinois River and Canal put their freights down 
so low that the canal could not pay expenses; the purpose being to close 
it up and force its abandonment so that it should no longer compete with 
them. Immediately the Legislature of the Stateappropriated a certain 
sum of money to keep up that canal. Every year from that time such 
an ap ion has been made, but not one dollar of it has ever been 
called for or used in keeping up the canal, because when the power of 
the State was found to be behind it there was no railroad company so 
foolish as to suppose that it could be broken down by competition, and 
thenceforward they have been satisfied to take such reasonable rates 
as water competition has compelled them to accept. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no more interest in this canal than any other 
member upon this floor. No portion of my district is within 80 miles of 
it; no portion of the products of my district will ever be transported 
over it, unless the great Northwest shall cease to compete with us in 
feeding the world. This canal simply crosses the State of Illinois. We 
have the lakes. They influence freight all over the north half of our 
State, whether the roads run into Chicago or whether they do not. 
This canal is to do for the wheat-fields and the corn-fields of [owa, Ne- 
braska, and Minnesota what the lakes and the Erie Canal have done for 
the wheat-fields and corn-fields of Illinois. That is all there is of this 
canal. It is a national enterprise. If itis to the interest of New York 
and New England to send the products of those States into the North- 
west, if it is to the interest of Pennsylvania to send her coal and her iron 
into the Northwest, it is also to the interest of the eastern half of this 
country to get the wheat, and corn, and oats, and whatever other prod- 
ucts the rich farms of that region yield, down to the seaboard with just 
as little toll as possible. 

There is no part of this country that will not feel the effects of such 
cheapening of transportation as will be effected by penetrating inland 
into the great wheat-fields 500 miles more. Chi may get some 
special benefit by the increased business brought there. Our local labor 
market may be benefited, and I hope it will be; but these are only in- 
cidental advantages, which do not change the national character of the 
enterprise. 

I can see no objection that any gentleman can raise if he admits the 
premises. If he admits that the building of this canal will cheapen 

tion to the extent of a fraction of what is claimed by the 
special friends of the bill, he admits the whole case, unless he has con- 
stitutional objections to building any public improvement at the ex- 
pense of the nation. I say when that is admitted that is all there is of 
the case. 

Wherever ship-canals have been built, wherever navigable rivers 
come in conflict with railroad transportation, the things which I claim 
for this canal have taken place. Why, sir, in the discussion of the ques- 
tion of regulating railroad freights, when we propose to fix a certain 
rate we are met with the objection that wherever the railroads come 
into competition with the water ways they must have the privilege of 
cutting down their rates in order to get traffic. So it is everywhere. 
Take the city of Peoria, in which my colleague, Mr. WORTHINGTON, 
resides, the second city in the State of Illinois in population, in wealth, 
and in business. Why, its great distilling interests, the largest in the 
United States, have been built up because Peoria is in direct water 
communication with the Atlantic seaboard. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour within which this bill may be consid- 
ered under the rule has expired, and the Committee of the Whole will 


rise. 

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the residue of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen has ten minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr.SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5869) to 
provide for the acceptance by the United States of the proposed grant of 
the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its appurtenances, from the 
State of Illinois, and for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi 
River Canal, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 150) to quiet title of ih ease on the Des Moines River lands 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

. Ate R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 

A bill (H. R. 3846) toremove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stewart, 
of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and 

A bill (H. R. 4409 to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But- 
ler, of Missouri. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for ten 
days, on account of important business. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the pension e bill. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Crisp in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps proper that the 
report of the Committee on Appropriations, which accompanies this bill, 
should be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on ropriations, in presenting the bill making appro 
— Tad and other pensions for the fiscal year 1887, pi i 


The accompanying bill appropriates $75, 754,200, e as follows: 
For the payment of pensions. . $75, 000, 000 
For fees and expenses of examining megea 2 000 
For salaries of pension agents. 
For clerk-hire . 


onery, and incidentals. 
The amount for payment of pensions 
for 1886, $15,828,000. 
one amount for examining surgeons is the same as was given for the current 


The salaries of pension agents is fixed by law; consequently no chan; 
raat in the amount for their compensation as compared with the sum 


for 
eared eee 9 9 vied — made sation the 5 heared ayen for — 
erk. 8 postage, s jonery,and inciden for neies, in 
ili tho estimates sub si the law approved ‘March 3, 1885 
volume 


page 362 
No 5 made in any item Dm the estimates except that for fees of ex- 
amining ce voeh e is reduced $76,000, and made to conform to the sum 
— for 17 5 for 

he total increase of the bill over the amounts appropriated for 1888 is $15,- 


84 200. 
The provisions of the bill are based upon * law, and without regard to 
* legislation that may hereafter be enacted. 
he bill contains no new legislation. 


REFERENCES, 


Section 4755 of the Revised Statutes provides that Navy 8 be paid 
out of the “ Navy pesoni fund,” upon an appropriation Congress, so far as 
the same may be sufficient. 

The naval 23 fund at present Soun to $14,000,000, bearing interest at 
the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, and is created under the provisions of sections 
8 and 4752 of the Revised Stat utes, 

ne Bak inno. on account of Navy pensions during the fiscal year 1885 aggre- 
gated 


ee 


The compensation of pension agents is fixed by the act of June 14, 1878 (Supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, pages 347 and 348), by by act of July 4, 1884, and 
rine compensation of examining surgeons i volum and 362). 

The compensation of 5 — ms is fixed at for —— rete 
by section 4 of the act of Jul rat tatutes at Large, volume 22, pages 175 
and 176), and the act of S 88 —— at Large, volume 23, page 362). 


Number of pensioners on the roll, annual value of pensions, and disbursements on 
account of pensions, 1879 fo 1885, inclusive. 
=, Disbursements 
Number of 
t of 
s pension-| Annual value ©” Sccoun 
Years. ers on the of pensions. pensions as 
ek reported by 
the Treasury. 
$25, 493,742 15 $35, 121, 482 39 
25, 917,906 60 56,777,174 44 
28, 769,967 46 50, 059,279 62 
29, 341, 101 $2 61, 345, 193 95 
32, 245, 192 43 66, 012,573 64 
34, 456, 600 35 55,429, 228 06 
38, 090, 985 28 56, 102, 267 49 
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DEPARTMENT OF TIIE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
gion, D. C., January 27, 1886. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of goa uest of to-day 
for a statement qvos the amounts expended each year from 1879 to 1885, inclu- 
sive, and properly le to the acts of January 25 and March 3, 1 1879. 
In response, I have to submit the following: 


JOHN C. BLACK, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on b 
louse of Representatives, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has instructed me to present to this House the bill making pro- 
vision for the payment of all invalid and other pensions for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887. 

This bill, with the exception of the salaries of the clerical force em- 
ployed in the Pension Office at Washington, appropriates the money to 
pay the allowances granted by law to all pensioners of all wars. 

The committee has recommended that $75,754,200 be appropriated 
for the items mentioned in this bill, as follows: 


For the payment of pensions . . ... . . este $75, 000, 000 
For fees and expenses of examining surgeons. = 500,000 
For salaries of pension agents 72,000 
For S nire g 150, 000 
For rents.. 20,000 
For fuel... 1,200 
For lights — ——— sk 2,000 
For postage, stationery, and 8 VV 9,000 


This sum increases the amount appropriated at the last session for 
the present year $15,828,000. This increase is rendered necessary by 
the accelerated dis poene of the immense number of claims which have 
for years accumulated in the Pension Office, and does not mean any 
actual increase in the ultimate cost of the pension-roll. In fact, the 
sooner the pending claims are disposed of, although for the time being 
the aggregate amount is swollen in size, yet economy will be accom- 
plished, because then the clerical force and other expenses attending 
the adjustment of claims are proportionately decreased. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions assures me that with the present rapid progress his 
office is making in the disposition of claims he expects within twelve 
months to finish the consideration of all of the 171,000 claims he found 
pending in the office when he was appointed last March. This demon- 
strates that the efficiency of the force in the Pension Office has greatly 
improved. It is far better for the claimants and the Government that 
applications should be disposed of as quickly as possible. 

e amount for examining surgeons is the same as was given for the 
current year, but the estimate for the incoming year has been reduced 
by the committee $76,000, because it believes that the sum which was 
appropriated for the present year will be sufficient to pay the fees of the 

ae surgeons for the next Lire This is the only reduction made 
in the estimates of the 

The provisions of this b re aed m existing law and without 

to any legislation that may heres r be enacted. 

view of the severe criticism upon the legislation of Congress con- 
cerning pensions and other claims of soldiers it is proper that I should 
now devote some attention to the subject. 

The sum of money appropriated by this bill is large, but it should be 
and no doubt will be as cheerfully sanctioned by Congress and borne by 
the people as the expenditure of any other money out of the national 


The account with the heroes of the Revolution and their widows has 
been closed by death. Beginning, therefore, with the war of 1812, this 
bill includes the pensions allowed to all soldiers of all the wars of the 
Republic. It is indeed a sacred debt, it being the pecuniary compensa- 
tion we acknowledge that we owe the soldier for the crippled limb or 
diseased constitution with which his services to his Government afflicted 
him. It covers what the Government promises to pay the widow for 
the life of her husband, the orphan for a father, and a dependent parent 
for a son. 

It is true this bill makes a larger appropriation of the public money 
than any other which comes before Congress; but, sir, no appropriation 
is more just, and no money paid outof the Treasury accomplishes more 
general good than the money expended by this bill. The money thus 
appropriated is not hoarded up in bank vaults or taken out of the chan- 
nels of commerce. It is at once put in circulation in every section of 
the land. A vast majority of pensioners are poor. Necessity compels 
them quickly to part with the price of theirsufferings. Bakers, butch- 
ers, merchants, doctors, lawyers, bankers get a share of it. This mone 
quickens trade and a degree of prosperity throughout the 8 

The best use that can be made of the vast surplus in the Treasury 
will be to pay it out upon meritorious claims for pensions and other 


1886. 


just dues to the soldier. Who can doubt the justice of their claims 
upon the liberality of the nation or estimate the value of their services. 
The Mexican veterans endowed this Republic with a larger domain and 
more wealth than resulted from the war of any other country in any 
age. California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, 
with all their wealth, were purchased with the blood and sufferings of 
the Mexican soldiers, and yet when in their poverty and old age they 
appeal for but a pittance of the incaleulable wealth they have bestowed 
upon their country, and at a time when its Treasury is filled with 
millions it can not use, their appeal is ungratefully, yea, shamefully, 
disregarded. 

What has been done for the Union soldier for his sufferin: 
fices during the late war? Only one-tenth of the number who enlisted 
have been allowed a pension. The equalization of bounties and their 
claims for arrears of pension remain unsettled. Not an acre of land 
has yet been given to him out of the public domain, although more than 
twenty years have elapsed since the close of the war. 

Sir, some insist that danger to our financial standing is threatened 
by the prospect for payment of such claims of the soldiers. I do not 
believe it. The financial soundness of no man or nation can be injured 
by provisions for the payment of just debts. On the contrary such a 
course strengthens financial stability and increases substantial pros- 

ity. 
berhe money paid on the claims of soldiers is not lost to the country. 
We simply take it out of the Treasury, where it can do no good, and 
put it in circulation, where it is greatly needed. 

One of the measures against which the loudest outcry is raised and 
the strongest prejudices are sought to be made against all pension laws 
is that which proposes to repeal the limitation upon arrears of pensions 
in claims filed since July 1, 1880. The opposition to that measure is 
most intense and unrelenting from the moneyed classes who received 
the richest benefits from the results of the late war. 

Sir, I insist that the measure so clamorously assailed can be main- 
tained upon the soundest principles of jnstice, and its enactment is 
demanded by good faith and patriotism. 

What is the nature and effect of that measure? If adopted it will 
simply place applicants for pensions who have filed their claims since 
July 1, 1880, upon the same footing with those who applied before that 
date, and in all cases when the claim is allowed it grants arrears from 
the date of discharge. Why should such a discrimination be made? 
Why should he who filed his claim on Jnne 30, 1880, and before re- 
ceive arrears of pay extending back to the date of discharge, while 
pensions allowed in equally as meritorious cases filed next day and 
since shall only commence from date of allowance? 

Why should the applicant living in this city, and who did not pre- 
pare his claim until June 30, and put it into the Pension Office a few 
moments before the close of the office that day, receive arrears, but the 
soldier living in Illinois, who prepared and put in the mail his claim on 
the same day, be denied the arrears, as has been held by the Government 
officials? If as we know in many instances a soldier able to live with- 
out a pension refrains from burdening his Government with his claim, 
but when old age overtakes him or poverty commences to pinch and he 
finds a need for the help of the Government which he helped and saved 
in the days of its distress, or as in other cases where the seeds of dis- 
ease planted during his service have ripened into a disability which de- 
prives him of thestrength to maintain himself or family—tell me wherein 
lies the justice of the law which denies the soldier’s right to arrears in 
such instances? 

Sir, the answer is irresistible that the claims of all pensioners to ar- 
rears is just, and that the Government has by the act of 1879 already 
committed itself to the policy of paying them. 

The only answer made to these inquiries is that it will cost too much 
money to pay the arrears. This was the sole ground of opposition to 
the bill equalizing the bounties of Union soldiers, and plc Rae in the 
ultimate loss of the bill passed for that purpose by both Houses of Con- 
gress, Sir, the paramount question should be not what such measures 
will cost, butare theyjust? This Government will fall from its proud 
height as the grandest in the worldif itshall fail to be just to all classes. 
If it can, as it has done, afford to be just to its creditors it can afford to 
be just to its soldiers. In 1869 Congress passed one short bill giving 
the creditor a bond payablein coin worth parin specie in lieu of a bond 
payable in greenbacks then worth only 75 cents on the dollar, thereby 
granting a bounty to the bondholder to the extent of $600,000,000. 
This bounty, unlike that due the soldier, had not been promised to the 
bondholder when he loaned his money to the Government. 

After thorough consideration of the data found in the Departments 
the highest estimate placed upon the te cost of arrears of pen- 
sion under the laws now on the statute-books and that proposed in the 
bills now pending does not exceed four hundred and eighty-three mill- 
ions. Now, sir, if you should add to this the cost of equalizing the 
bounties of the Union soldiers the whole sum would not exceed the 
bounty granted to the bondholders by the law of 1869. 

There were two classes who were directly instrumental in the preser- 
vation of the Union during the late war: The bondholder and the sol- 
dier, Cupidity was the motive of many of the former ; patriotism was 
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the motive of the latter. The first class loaned their money to the Goy- 
ernment; the latter class loaned their lives. ‘The bondholder has not 
only been made whole by repayment of every dollar of the principal, but 
he has received enormous usury or bounty, if you please. We can never 
make the soldier whole. We can never repay him for his loan and 
sacrifices. The manly form which left the side of a loving wife and the 
care of dependent children, and who fell defending that flag on the 
battlefield, can never be restored to the desolate home he left behind 
him. Can we ever restore the crippled limbs and shattered health of 
those who escaped death in the hospital or on the field? No! And yet 
when measures are proposed to pay what was promised the soldier at 
the time his help was called for those who advocate such measures are 
denounced as de es. 

The young soldier whose bones whiten a Southern battlefield can 
never be restored to a heart-broken widowed mother who was depend- 
ent on him for protection and support. 

Sir, the advocates of popular rights have in all countries and in all 
ages been denounced by the oppressor as a demagogue. Every noble 
name which this country has added to the roll of fame has been de- 
nounced as a demagogue. It is a word which, when unjustly applied, 
has ceased to be a stigma. Call me a demagogue if you please, but do 
not call me unjust or ungrateful. 

The charge of d. ism, if true, should visit condemnation on 
him who is guilty of it; but, sir, he is a White-robed angel compared 
with the execrable demon of private or public ingratitude. 

Let us fora few moments see how the account stands between the 
Government and the two classes I have mentioned, the bondholder and 
gem resting tabl ded to th rt of the Commi 

Av te e is appen e report of the Commis- 
na of POA, which shows what has been paid to the bondholder 
for the use of the money he loaned, and what has been paid the soldier, 
his widow and orphans, for life, limb, and health. 

Tt is as follows: 


TABLE B. 
Year. Pensions. Interest. 

$852,170 47 $13, 190, 344 84 
1,078,513 36 24, 729,700 62 
4, 985, 473 90 53, 688. 421 69 
16, 347, 621 34 77, 395, 090 30 
15, 605, 549 88 133, 067, 624 91 
20, 936, 551, 71 143, 781,591 91 
23, 782, 386 78 140, 424, 045 71 
28, 476, 621 78 130, 694, 242 80 
28, 340, 202 17 129, 235, 498 00 
34, 443, 804 88 125, 576, 565 93 
28, 553, 402 76 117, 357, 839 72 
29, 359, 426 86 104, 750, 688 44 
29, 038, 414 66 107,119, 815 21 
29, 456, 216 22 103, 093, 544 57 
28, 257,395 69 100, 243, 271 23 
27, 963, 752 27 97, 124, 511 58 
27,137,019 08 102, 500, 874 65 
35, 121, 482 39 105, 327, 949 00 
56,777, 174 44 95, 757,575 11 
50, 059, 279 62 82,508, 741 18 
61, 345, 193 95 71,077, 206 79 
66, 012, 573 61 51, 436,709 50 
55, 429, 228 06 47, 926, 432 50 
47,014,133 00 


The Commissioner failed toadd the six hundred millions donated to 
the bondholder by the law of 1869. But that distinguished soldier and 
accomplished gentleman, bearing upon his body ghastly wounds received 
in defending the flag, who presides over the Pension Bureau, most aptly 
comments on this table as follows: t 


It will be seen that the sum of $2,205,019,419.19 has been paid from 1862 to 1885 
on the interest of the public debt, while that paid for pensions during the same 
riod amounts only to the sum of $765,092,640.18, showing an excess of the 
ormer over the latter of $1,439,926,779.01. The citizens may well be proud of 
both sides of the showing and alarmed at neither. 

It is well to think that the great wealth of the land is in close e with its 
patriotism, and that as the former ‘volunteers now gladly contribute to the 
national resources, so the nation ungrudgingly bestows its pledged support to 
its former defenders who are now disabled. 


Now permit me to quote the language of a profound thinker, one of 
our ablest living statesmen and one of the most trusted and trust- 
worthy counselors of the President—the Secretary of the Interior. 
Hear what he says in his report in comment on this table: 


I know of no burden of Government that is more cheerfully borne than that 
of the pension system. I concur fully in all efforts to demonstrate that it is uni- 
versally ed as a noble beneficence, and in the view that when well and 
cleanly administered it is noble in its 2 pt sap and good in its results, diffusing 
with liberal and just hand the wealth of a wealthy people among those who 
suffer from the strokes of war and have become impoverished by its misfort- 


unes. 

From a statement in the of the Commissioner it appears that the amount 
ol money paid as pensions does not equal the amount of interest paid upon the 
public debt incurred during the war. So long as the premium paid to those who 
contributed the money exceeds that po to the defenders of the country, I think 
the complaint of excessive pensions is not well founded, 
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These gentlemen as well as all who demand justice for the soldier 
are classed as demagogues by many of those who received the largest 
gains from the sacrifices and sufferings of the soldier. 

Sir, as a citizen of this grand Republic I am prond to know that it 
matters not what political party may administer the executive depart- 
ment of this Government the interest of the soldier issafe. I sincerely 


trust that our legislation will soon prove that the interests of all the 
soldiers of all the wars of the Republic can safely be intrusted to this 
Congress. 

As I have already said, you can not make the soldier whole for his 
sacrifices in the time of war. This could not be done if weshould pass 
the Mexican nm bill, the arrears-of-pension bill, the bill equalizing 
bounties, or the bill I have heretofore introduced granting the Union 
soldier a bounty-land warrant, as has been done with the soldiers of all 
previous wars, or even if you should do for him what practically Con- 
gress has done for the bondholder, make good the difference in value 
of his monthly wages, which was promised him to be paid in specie, but 
which he was compelled to accept in greenbacks, at times only worth 
60 per cent. in specie. 

Much complaint has been made by pension examining surgeons be- 
cause of delay in the payment of their examining fees. This delay has 
been occasioned by a construction placed upon the law by the Treasury 
Department as far back as 1871 by Auditor Rutherford, and reaffirmed 
by the Treasury officials in 1878, in which it was held that payments 
for pension surgeons’ fees, &c., should be paid for all time due and 
claimed out of money appropriated for the fiscal year in which the 
voucher is presented and paid.” 


Since then the practice has been to pay the arrears due pension ex- 
amining surgeons for services rendered in any previous year out of the 
money appropriated for the payment of fees for services rendered during 
the current year for which the appropriation was made. By reason, 
therefore, of the use of money intended tor services rendered during the 
present current year being paid on the claims of services rendered by 

in the last and previous years the pay of the present surgeons 
has been postponed until additional appropriations are made. ‘This de- 
cision imposes a hardship upon the present force of examining surgeons, 
and I do not believe it is a proper construction of the law. Section 3690 
of the Revised Statutes provides that appropriations for any fiscal year 
“shall only be applied to the payment of expenses properly incurred 
during that year. Ido not believe that the fees of pension examining 
surgeons can properly be made an exception to this statute. 

In order to obviate this trouble in the future it is submitted that thé 
better course will be to confine the appropriations of the current year to 
the payment of services rendered during that period, and provide for 
any arrears due for services in past years by a direct appropriation in 
the general deficiency bill. In order that this may be done I shall offer 
= aie is ae directing how the money appropriated by this bill shall 

At the end of line 39 insert: 

And all money appropriated by this act other than for the payment of — 
sions shall be disbursed subject to the provisions of section 3690 of the Rev 
Statutes of the United States. 

Lask that the following tables, taken from the report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, may be appended to my remarks: 


TABLE 12.—Statement of the number of each class of Army pension claims filed since 1861 on account of disability or death from causes originating 
since March 4, 1861; also the total number admitted of each classnamed, arranged according to Stale or Territorial military organizations. 


States and Territories, 


Number of men 
furnished by each 

State, Territory, 
Fathers, Total of all classes. and ‘District of 


Number filed, 
Number filed. 


fE š 
E 3 
Z 
469 81 294 1586 127 22 286 16 978 345 881.611 
451 337 920 26| 472 100} 59| 30 3,033 977 oso | 7.836 
736 233 98 2 22 22 19 9 907 299 725 13.725 
551 211 70 2| 3 25 7 6 677 263 9 3.657 
„66 5,45 2,888] 2.207 904 1.1 o| 250 12.880 9,242 884 500623 
311 715 400 23 117 201 125 409 2.078 1,202 281 10.22 
167 19 118 e| SL 25 6 3 364 121 200 1.290 
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TABLE 24.—Slatement of the number of military and naval forces of the United States engaged in the following-named wars, from the commencement 
of the war of the Revolution to the commencement of the war of the rebellion, and of the pensions allowed to the soldiers, and their widows, of said wars. 


Wars. 


E In P E E E EE E E EE NN 
Estimated i 


additi 


General Wayne. e ⁰yꝙ y asto 


Ac deveecatnss abatacd cohort 
Northwestern Indian war: * General Harrison. 


Creek Indian war or 
Florida Indian war. 
Aroostook disturban 
5 

e, Na É war... 
Comanche Tagan War. 
Seminole Indian war. . 


Date. Troops engaged. 


Militia 


| From— | To— BER and vol- | Navy. 


| | unteers, 


esses 8 ————————œẽ5—E——E(————(9G—2ͤ7ͤ—— 


July 9,1798 
June 10, 1801 


4, 
Nov. 11, 1811 


Sept. 11, 1811 250 660 

.| July 27,1813 Aug. 9,1814 600 13,181 |.. 

June 18, 1812 | Feb. 17, 1815 85,000 | 471,622 

Nov. 20, 1817 | Oct. 21, 1818 aoe 6,911 |. 
1, 


Apr. 21, 1881 
J 1835 


For pensioners, see table of Pensions allowed.“ 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am gratified indeed 
to note the patriotic expressions of my colleague on the subcommittee 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] having charge of this bill; and I thoroughly concur 
with him inthe main with respect tothestatements he hasmade. There 
is one point, however, that he has failed to make clear to this House; 
I presume possibly it has escaped his notice. But the report read and 
the remarks made by the gentleman in charge of the bill show that there 
is an increase of $15,754,200 in these appropriations for the year ending 
June 30, 1887, and my colleague on the committee attributes this in- 
crease to the accelerated work in the Pension Office. It isnot my pur- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, to attempt to detract in the slightest degree from 
the good work of any officer of the Government; but I deem it my duty 
to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the appropria- 
tions for the last few years—since, for instance, the arrearage act of 
1879; and a lesson may be drawn therefrom which may explain this 
matter on a different basis from the one adopted by my colleague on the 
committee. 

In the first place the gentleman has failed to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that the Commissioner of Pensions stated to the 
Committee on Appropriations that there would be a deficiency of about 
$6,000,000 upon the expenditures of the current year; so that the $60,- 
000,000 which were appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1886, are 
confessed by the Commissioner of Pensions to be insufficient to meet the 

uirements of the law. 

ut I desire to give one or two additional facts. What has been ap- 
propriated heretofore? For the year ending June 30, 1882, there was 
appropriated $65,750,000. For the year ending June 30, 1883, there was 
appropriated $100,307,999.18. For the year ending June 30, 1884, there 
Was appropriated $86,295,000. For the year ending June 30, 1885, the 
appropriation was $76,586,846.24. For the year ending June 30, 1886, 
Congress appropriated $60,000,000. The present bill proposes to ap- 
propriate $75,754,200. The average appropriation for six years is $77,- 
449,007. Hence we are $1,694,807 below the average of the last six 


ears. 
y Now, Mr. Chairman, the average annual appropriation for the pay- 
ment of ions for the last six years is $77,449,007, making the ap- 
propriations for this year $1,694,807 below the average appropriations 
of the last six years. 

Mr. WILSON, Will my colleague on the committee allow me a single 
suggestion? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With great pleasure. 

Mr. WILSON. Iunderstand that the gentlemanis pursuing his pres- 
ent line of argument to show the efficiency of the working of the Pension 
Office, and that the appropriations made from year to year hitherto have 
been larger on that account than the appropriations made the present 
year. Ifthe gentleman will turn to the Commissioner’s report he will 
find a statement of the disbursements made by the office in those years, 
which, I submit, is a fairer test of the work of the office than the appro- 
priations made here, which in a great many of those years simply in- 
cluded a reappropriation of the balance coming over from the previous 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My excellent friend from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Witson], with a mind always clear and fair, only antici- 
pates me, I had intended to come to the disbursements in the very 


next stage of my remarks. But I do not desire to pass from these 
points until I have impressed upon the committee that while prom- 
inence is given in this report and in the remaks of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to the fact that there is in this bill an increase of 
$15,754,200 over the appropriations of last year, yet we are still $1,694,- 
807 below the average of the last six years. 

Ideem this important for the reason that I find a well-considered 
effort on the part of gentlemen of this House to frighten the country with 
the idea that the appropriations for pensions are now and likely to be 
so tremendous that a halt should instantly be called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend will allow me to make this sugges- 
tion: It is perhaps true the average appropriation is what he states, 
but does he not know the amount which was expended falls far below 
the average of appropriations? For instance, $40,000,000 in one year 
was returned to the Treasury and reappropriated. The average ex: 
penditure this year will fall far below the average of appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; but on the contrary the ex- 
penditures have never equaled the appropriations, asI willshow. That 
on the point called out by my good friend from West Virginia [Mr. 

ILSON ]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Since I have been a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations we have reappropriated $40,000,000 which had been 
turned back into the Treasury. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Twenty millionsof dollars for the year 
ending June 30, 1884, but none for last year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For 1884. So the expenditure falls far below 
the average you mention. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; that is what Iam coming to. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, having touched on appropriations for this purpose, 
I come to the point suggested by the gentleman from West Virginia. 
And here is a lesson I wish every gentleman of the committee to take 
into consideration, that the appropriations are no guide to the cost of 
pensions, nor can you find from the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions the true data. It can only be found from the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Now, the expenditures on account of pensions for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1881, were $50,059,279.62; for 1882, $61,345,193.95; for 
1883, £966, 012,573.04; for 1884, $55,429,228.06; and for 1885, $56,102,- 


The average payments and disbursements for these five years were 
$57,789,708.55. The last year’s payments were $1,677,441.06 less than 
the average of the last five years, It is true, the Commissioner says, a 
deficiency will yet come in, although it has not been reported to the 

Department. 

Now, then, the reason why there is an average deficiency of about 
$20,000,000 between the amountappropriated and the amount expended, 
as nearly as I can gather from the records of the Department, is, that 
there is a large amount in excess every year covered into the Treasury. 
The reason why the Pension Office does not give it (and I am not re- 
ferring to it as something to the discredit of the Pension Office because 
you can not get the data there) is, as I understand the facts, the Pension 
Office charges the sums sent to the pension agencies as if expended, 
whereas each agency may have a large amount in excess, half a million 
or a million, which, if not expended at the end of every two years, must 
be covered back into the Treasury of the United States. 


1886. 


RANDALL AND ELACK FIGHTING PENSIONS, 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, this is all I deem necessary to say 
specifically in reference to this bill. It has been shown in the report 
for what these appropriations are designed, and I presume you have 
observed the reading of the report. But, sir, in this report I also find 
a matter which was not read when the rest of it was read. I presume 
the gentleman in charge of the bill deemed it not necessary. Here is 
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, giving the amount which has been 
paid out for arrearages under the arrearages acts of 1879. What that 
has to do with this particular bill Iam unable to comprehend. The 
good judgment of the gentleman in charge of the bill did not call for 
the reading of this letter, from which I draw the inference that he did 
not deem it necessary for the purposes of this bill. But it is here in 
the report. 

That is not all, Mr. Chairman, for the country has lately been treated 
to a very large amount of information in reference to arrearages. We 
havea letter from the present Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations giving estimatesof what 
the passage of the proposition to grant arrearages to soldiers would 
. probably cost. Why the Committee on Appropriations, or rather its 
able and honorable chairman, took this load on his shoulders I am not 
prepared to say. I can not believe it was because there was not suf- 
ficient faith in the able and patriotic Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
but I have watched and waited for some time for some explanation. 

I find in the New York Herald of January 27 last a letter from the 
Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. The head lines are not poetic, but they are start- 
ling and are a sermon in themselves. So choice are they I will venture 
to read them to the committee: 

Wild pension schemes—It would take every dollar in the Treasury to pay them 
Over $302,000,000 in peril—A raid organized for the benefit of pension claim- 
ants—Mr. RANDALL’s timely action. 

Well, I am glad that we havea gentleman in this House so patriotic 
as to rescue this country from the danger which seemed to threaten it. 
Why was all this done? Why was the letter of the Commissioner of 
Pensions given to the country twenty-four hours in advance of any 
knowledge of it coming to the members of the Committee on Appro- 

riations? Why was it that the leading Democratic journals of New 

Vork published it with such pleasant head lines before humble mem- 

bers of the Committee on Appropriations knew what was going on in 

the giant intellects of other members of that committee ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It did not come from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, or from any member of the committee, or from me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am very glad indeed to know that, 
Mr. Chairman. I understood that there were but two copies given out, 
one to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations —— 

Mr. RANDALL, And mine was not given out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And one to the President of the United 
States. The gentleman from Pennsylvania disclaims it, the President 
of the United States is not here, and it is only a question now between 
the king and the cobbler’’—Commissioner Black and President Cleve- 
land. I am glad indeed, I repeat, that the chairman of my committee 
shows that his skirts are clear. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, Iam not getting along very rap- 
idly with my s There are quite a number of things that I wish 
to refer to, and I can not yield much more. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like the gentleman from Iowa to tell this 
committee whether that letter which was published in the New York 
Herald was not brought to light on account of and to show the vast 
amount of money supposititiously involved in the amendment offered to 
the widows’ pension bill by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not see any question to answer; 
but I thank the gentleman for the word ‘‘supposititions,’’ so discretly 
used in his speech. 

Mr. SOWDEN. But is not that the fact, that it was evolved because 
of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana and to show 
the effect of it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield to the gentleman for a 
speech. I do not yield to a speech I can not hear. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in regard to this letter. When that letter 
came out from Commissioner Black I examined it very carefully, and I 
was startled by the statement that $302,836,200 would be the result of 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ill the gentleman allow a suggestion ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, I think I can not yield any 
further, but I will if you will be brief; I have only an hour. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know the gentleman does not wish to do any 
injustice to Commissioner Black. I understand the character of the 
letter published in the New York Herald purports to give the substance 
of a letter from Commissioner Black to Mr. RANDALL, the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, does it not? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes; word for word, letter for let- 
ter, in he verba. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, And that letter was called for by the chair- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


1797 


man of the committee. It was a request on the part of the chairman 
of the committee to the Commissioner of Pensions to furnish certain in- 
formation to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And in regard to a bill not before the 
committee, and which could not come before it. That is exactly what 
I have stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Still the chairman had a right to make the in- 
quiry so that the committee could have the information. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Undoubtedly; so, too, had every other 
gentleman in Congress. But it was not germane. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I simply do not want any injustice done to the 
chairman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, Brother RANDALL can take 
care of himself, I suppone; in this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. do not know whether I answered the question 
of the gentleman in full. I understood it to relate to the mauner in 
which the letter got out. I haveanswered that distinctly, that it did 
not come from the copy in my possession. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, I got a negative answer from you on that 
point. You did deny it just now. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I have no knowledge of the publication what- 
ever, As to why the letter was prompted, I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I felt it my duty, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, to inquire, with my experience here under former leg- 
islation, what was likely to be the probable amount of cost to the Gov- 
ernment by this amendment. That I did on my own motion, unsolic- 
ited from any quarter to make the inquiry. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I would like to ask my friend 
from Pennsylvania the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
if he has extended his field of inquiry to embrace all other subjects of 
legislation which are before all of the other committees of this Congress 
and likely to involve an increase of expenditures? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; but only with respect to that with which 
I am specially charged. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the consideration of the pension 
bills for our poor soldiers alone have his warning care and is that the 
only field of investigation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. We had to appropriate money 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For laws not yet made. 
and laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. And it was with a view to the proper performance 
of that duty that the inquiry was made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now let me take up this famous letter 
of Commissioner Black, because it has not only been telegraphed over 
the country, but it was telegraphed with a ninety-three-million-dollar 
lie in its stomach; and though I have been a pretty careful reader of 
the organs of the Democracy published in New York city, I have failed 
to see published a correction or recantation of the falsehoods that are 
given to the nation through those Democratic media. When I take up 
this letter and analyze it I see at once from the face of it that it con- 
tains a repetition or duplication of $80,468,100. In other words, that 
amount, as is shown in Commissioner Black's letter, on his theory, 
would still have to be paid under the arrearages acts of 1879. But as he 
included the same amount when he came to a final computation of the 
amount which would probably be allowed on the claims still pending 
should the arrearage bill pass, this amount is contained trie In 
order to do him justice 
: Mr. MATSON. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman from 

owa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Unless I am assured of more time I 
must decline further interruptions, although there is no gentleman to 
whom I would more willingly yield than my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. MATSON. I only wish to ask the gentleman if he is not aware 
that General Black published a subsequent letter soon after the other, 
in which he corrects his mistake. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am just coming to that. I have 
Dok son any letter from him published. But I will state what oc- 
curred. 

Not desiring to do any injustice to the Commissioner of Pensions I 
drew a letter, addressed to him, as carefully as I could, on the day after 
his letter appeared, and sent it from this House by a riding page. In 
that letter I said to him in substance: Have you not duplicated this 
$80,400,000 in your recapitulation? In other words, do you not charge 
to the operation of the contemplated bill to grant arrearages $80,400,000 
that must be paid anyhow, whether Mr. BrowNr’s amendment goes 
through or not? , 

The question was drawn as clearly as I could make it. The Commis- 
sioner was stubborn. Two days afterward I got this letter, in which 
he sticks to his text, and says in closing: 

It is believed the sum given, $302,836,200, is approximately correct, 

That letter was dated January 30. 

_ Now, Mr. Chairman, a day or two after that we had the Commis- 
sioner before the committee, and he changed front three times. (I will 
say I am not used to this committee business, and if I transgress any 
rules or courtesies of the committee I want to be brought up with a 
round turn, because I do not want to do anything improper in so ex- 


[Applause 
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ceedingly proper a body.) [Laughter.] But three times he 
front, until every member of the committee agreed that the point I 
had taken was correct; and then he ly yielded. then, 
after fixing the thing up, an appendix, like a tail to the first great bat- 
tering-ram that was let loose on the country, was put in to take back 
and fix up the blunder which he refused to acknowledge in my corre- 
spondence with him. 

While I am not prepared to analyze motives, it is no secret in this 
Chamber, Mr. that the effect of that letter acted like magic 
and carried terror into other committee-rooms about this Capitol. 
Whether it will be finally successful in intimidating any committee 
from meeting the patriotic requirements of the hour remains to be seen. 
I myself do not believe that it will. But it is finally developed that 
only two hundred and twenty-two millions will be the amount result- 
ing from the passage of the bill; and that is mere speculation by a Com- 
missioner of Pensions who could not get it hammered into his head that 
he had committed a blunder that blazed out from the pages of his own 
letter. 

That is not all. There are still thirteen millions to be deducted. 
For when he estimates what will be payable under the acts of 1879 he 
puts it on a fifteen-year basis. I credit this discovery to my able 
friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas], who called my attention to it. 

When he comes to compute it on the final calculation he puts it at 
the average of eighteen years. That would apply to those coming 
under the act of 1879, and makes up $13,000,000 and over that should 
be deducted in addition to the $80,400,000. 

COST OF ARREARGE ACT. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of this House to an- 
other fact. The whole theory of the cost of the goes upon 
the assumption that 60 per cent. is still to be allowed on pending pen- 
sion claims, Every member of this House who has aught to do in aid- 
ing these men in getting recognition or speeding their claims knows 
that of the 171,000 claims now pending for invalid pensions, and the 
61,582 claims for widows and old fathers and mothers, the great body 
of them to-day are practically in a state of rejection. They are still 
there. Theyare trying to get the evidence, but they have become prac- 
tically the dregs of the claims of the last twenty years, and 60 per cent. 
is a wild and extravagant speculation as to what will finally be due. 
In my judgment $150,000,000 will more than cover all that possibly can 
be due and payable under the arrearages bill should it become a law; 
and I am as good a ive philosopher as Commissioner Black is, 
and I have studied this, I believe, with as much care, and desire to get 
at the truth. 

Now, while I am on this subject, I am going to furnish alittle Dem- 
ocratic campaign fodder, to put itinto my speech for the benefit of my 
Democratic friends. 

Mr. RANDALL. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I should 
like to ask him what he figures out or believes will be the cost of the 
amendment as offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave just said I do not believe it 
would cost over $150,000,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear the gentleman make the statement. 
COMMISSIONER BLACK’S TRUCKLING PARTISANSHIP. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And that isspeculative to some extent 
of course; but we have had nothing else but speculation as yet. Iwas 
saying that I proposed to furnish some Democratic campaign fodder for 
my friends on the other side. And we are friends. We talk out in meet- 
ing sometimes, but we like each other all thesame. The Commissioner 
of Pensions in his last report treats the country to this delightful little 
paragraph, which isso rich, so dignified, and so patriotic, and gives such 
evidence of his non-partisan peculiarities, that I think I may be pardoned 
if I give the committee the benefit of it. Here on page 15 of his report 
he says: 

At vie time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine, 
filled from border to border with the uncompromising pon, St ro of a single or- 
ganization, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who 

nired, in addition to service in the field, submission to and support of a party 

fore pensions were granted. Notalways, but often was this true; notopenly, 

but surely were the tests applied; and the vast machinery of a professed govern- 
mental office became a party power. The enormous array of the medical boards 
established in every quarter was almost solidly partisan; made so not openly 
but 3 People of one faith filled every one of the agencies, = 
ep) trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the land as recruiting sergeants 

a party. 

Ah, my gentle Commissioner, when you wrote that paragraph, real- 
izing that you had been a gallant soldier for your country, I fear you 
thought you might be suspected by the political party that was elevat- 
ing you to place of not being sufficiently partisan, and therefore you 
felt it your duty to let yourself down several degrees lower and deeper 
than any Department or bureau chief appointed under this adminis- 
tration! 

Let us analyze this beautiful piece of—rhetoric, Imay call it. Iwill 
not use a stronger term. [Laughter.] 

In the first place the Commissioner says: ‘‘ Examiners trained in un- 
scrupulousschools traversed the land as recruiting sergeants for a party. 

His own e ge shows that there is an averageof 306 examiners in the 
whole Uni States. I am not very expert in figures unless I can 
take my own time, but, on a rough calculation, that would be about 


changed | one examiner to each one hundred and eighty thousand of the population. 


What a slaughter by one examiner! Whata tremendous influence he 
must wield over the elections throughout the country! But there is 
another little fact that ought to be considered in this connection, and 
I challenge any gentleman here to correct me if I misstate it. No 
member of Congress on this floor ever saw a pension examiner of his 
own district doing business in his district. The rules of the Pension 
Office, which were never set aside or suspended by that faithful chief 
Commissioner Dndley, did not allow a ion examiner todo business 
in his own Congressional district. Nay, Mr. Chairman, an examiner 
was not even permitted to put his foot on official business within the 
confines of his own State. That is the rule. that Commissioner Dudley 
made, in order that the claimant should gain no undue advantage by 
having his case investigated by an examiner who could be brought under 
local influences where the claimant lived. No man could have stepped 
higher or farther outside the field of partisanship than did Commis- 
sioner Dudley when he made that regulation and enforced it. 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will hear the gentleman’s question. . 

Mr. MATSON. I want to ask the gentleman if the rule to which he 
refers was not the law—whether that rule was not established, not by 
Commissioner Dudley, but by the law itself? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That makes the case all the stronger. 
I am very glad to have that fact brought to my recollection. I remem- 
ber now that that is the law, and I be glad if any gentleman fol- 
lowing me will point out any violation of that law by Commissioner 
Dudley. In my own Congressional district, which is teeming with 
soldiers, not only with men who went to the war from my own State 
but others who have moved westward from the Eastern and the Middle 
States—in my own district I never saw a pension examiner that I knew 
by sight or by name when he entered my district. 

The examiners had no power politically to aid me or to injure me, 

and that was the rule throughout the country. And yet this Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, perched upon a pinnacle of purity so high that even 
the Angel Gabriel can not see him, makesthis wholesale charge against 
the administration of the law by his predecessor. 
The Commissioner 8 too, of the board of examiners. I am glad 
he mentioned them. I learned something on that subject last in 
traveling over my own State. In my city there was a board of exam- 
iners. 

The chairman of that board—I will give his name—was Dr. G. M. 
Staples, a man who served all through the war. He was one of the most 
distinguished surgeons from my State; he was surgeon of a regiment, 
surgeon of a brigade, surgeon of a division, m in charge of one 
wing of the army that advanced upon Atlanta. He had spent years 
upon this board of examiners; he knew all the difficulties soldiers had 
to encounter in getting up their poo and he knew also how to detect 
fellows who would try to play the sneak.. He could not be fooled by 
any of that class, of whom there were a few in every army, that had 
the colic when they did not have it very badly. [Laughter.] Hewas 
a man fully qualified and equipped by training and experience to un- 
derstand the needs of the soldicrs, and at the same time to protect the 
interests of the Government. Another gentleman had been appointed 
upon the board from its organization, my own family physician—a 
pointed, though, before he became such, so that I had nothing to do 
with his appointment. 

These two experienced men were removed from the board and two 
young men appointed in their places—men, I concede, of character and 
position, of good standing and good repute, gentlemen for whom I would 
with pleasure become a voucher as to their character, but gentlemen 
who had no knowledge of the experiences of the Army such as Dr. Sta- 
ples had. I remember, too, learning, when going through the district 
of my distinguished colleague, Colonel HEPBURN (if I may be pardoned 
for mentioning his name), at the town of Creston, that two men who 
had served in the Army were removed from the board of examiners 
there. One of them was a Democrat and voted for Mr. Cleveland, but 
he committed the heinous crime of voting also for my colleague, Mr. 
HEPBURN. These two gentlemen were both kicked out and inexperi- 
enced civilians put in their places. 

One evening when I spoke in the city of Muscatine, in the district of 
my distinguished colleague [Mr. MURPHY], who can talk more Henne- 
pin Canal into you in five minutes than any man living 3 
met two gentlemen who had been removed from the board, who 
served through all the war, experienced surgeons, and there were then 
two vacancies on the board, as I was told, the Department not having 
been able to fill their places. 

Inother words, two-thirds of all the examining surgeons of this coun- 
try—men of experience, the great majority of them comrades of the 
soldiers, equipped with knowledge and with a kindly feeling for ap- 
plicants—were stricken down and men without experience put in their 
places, many of them civilians. And, as is suggested to me, this was 
done as a matter of policy. It is proclaimed in this report. 

Ido not wish to dwell longer upon that point, for my watch tells 
me that my time is flying. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. How about the statement as to other tests than 
those of the law being applied to pensioners? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am glad my friend from Michigan 
[Mr. CUTCHEON] reminds me of that point. It is suggested in this re- 
port that these parties whofilled the offices had forthe claimants ‘‘other 
tests than those of the law.” I would like to see the man living who 
could testify to this. The Commissioner says this was not done openly. 
Where did he get his information? Did he get it from some of those 
slimy wretches who fawn around incoming power in order that they 
may hold place? If so the testimony will not go far with me; and the 
Commissioner ought not to incorporate into his report a statement of 
that kind based upon the evidence of that class of sneaks. That is the 
only term in the English language that will describe them. If I were 
out r the Western prairies I would use an expletive with it. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Now I have had a good deal to do with the Pension Office 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, my friend must excuse me; I can 
not yield. I have several things I want to say, and my watch is hurry- 
ing me up. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I only wish to say 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield. Thope my friend will 
keep good-natured; Pennsylvania is all right. 

When interrupted, with nothing but a kindly motive, I know, I was 
about to say that during all the time since 1882 that I have had busi- 
ness dealings with the Pension Office, under the last and the previous 
administration, it never once occurred to me in any verbal or written 
communication that it was a political machine. I never once suggested 
to the last Commissioner, who was an intimate friend, any political 
reasons for the allowance of any claim; and I donot believe that any 
member on this floor or any man who has held a seat here ever did so. I 
do not believe it would have been conducive to the health of any gentle- 
man to enter the presence of General Dudley with a dishonorable prop- 
osition like that referred to in the report of Commissioner Black. 


SOUTHERN SECTIONALISM AND DEMOCRATIC MISMANAGEMENT. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I pass over that. I want to come now toanother 
subject, the question of the cost of the passage of the arrearages bill. 
Gentlemen say it is going to cost too much. I compliment my friend 
in charge of this bill [Mr. TOWNSHEND] for his sentiments on that sub- 
ject. We will pull together like good fellows side by side when we 
can doit. My answer on this question of cost has been ly made; 
but I have something more to say on that subject: That is simply and 
solely a question for the Committee on Ways and Means. If it is true 
that there is logic and justice in these claims underlying the arrearages 
bill, that ends the question. They are just, they are logical, and the 
honor of the nation is pledged to pension the soldier from the moment 
that the service of the country injured him. 


But gentlemen tell us, Ah, but the receipts and expenditures must 
be looked into.“ In a very able, dignified, and well-tem speech 
by my distingnished friend who now occupies the chair . CRISP] 


attention was called, if my memory serves me right, to the fact that 
there would be a deficiency, according to the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in June 30, 1887. I will admit that the Secretary so 
states. According to the re; of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
income from all sources for the year edding June 30, 1885, was $323,- 
690, 706.38; the ditures 8305, 830, 970.54, showing a surplus June 
30, 1885, of 817,859, 735.84. As compared with the former fiscal year, 
notwithstanding the Government has been in the hands of a great ‘‘eco- 
nomical and reform party ’’—I love to roll that asa sweet morsel under 
my tongue—there has been a decrease in receipts of $24,829, 163. 54, and 
an increase of expenditures of 816, 100, 690.78. For the year ending 
June 30, 1886, it is estimated that there will bea surplus of $24,250,000. 
For the year ending June 30, 1887, the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates there will be a deficiency of $24,589,552.34. 

Now, I shall be glad if the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means will watch these figures. Let no one be intimidated by them. 
If they prove to be true, for one I would a good deal rather let the for- 
eign gentlemen who want to come in here and traffic in American ports 
and other American markets pay a little more duty, in order that we 
might be able to meet the just and honorable obligations of the coun- 
try. [Applause.] Or I would take another step, and let gentlemen 
who smoke tobacco and cigars, and now and then take a little whisky 
and beer (and we will not stop to discuss who are and who are not pay- 
ing the tax now)—I would let them continue to pay their tax rather 
than break our faith or fail to fulfill a single one of the pledges made 
by this Republic to the men who were invited in its hour of danger to 
put their shoulder to the wheel to save this free Government from de- 
struction. [Applause.] 

That is my policy, and I caution gentlemen of the Ways and Means 
Committee: Gentlemen go slow in reducing taxes. First, make sure 
what you are about, read the reports of your Government before you go 
further. Make Johnny Bull pay for the privilege of coming into the 
ich markets of America to transact his business in competition with our 

e producers. We will then take care of our own people. [Applause.] 
How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes of his hour re- 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to reserve some of my time, 
but there is another theme I desire to touch upon before resuming my 
seat. It is a subject, Mr. Chairman, I approach with reluctance and 
hesitation. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa a portion 
of my time if he desires it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I thank the gentleman from Illinois 
for his kindness. Mr. i , L approach with hesitation the point 
to which I refer, and that is the attitude of certain members of this 
House to this question of pensions. I say I approach it with delicacy, 
because the weak spot in my nature is, I have not got a hating heart. 
I can knock a fellow down when I am mad, but the next minute I wish 
to pick him up and help him and be his friend. In aught I may now 
say let no member of this House misinterpret my motives or senti- 
ments. 

In the speeches of the distinguished chairman of the committee made 
immediately after the famous Black letter came out—or in order not 
to rob any gentleman of his deserts, the famous Randall-Black letter— 
the chairman of this committee made a speech on Friday night, (private 
pension bill night), a most elaborate and carefully- prepared speech, in 
which he took up and gave currency to the ninety-million-doliar state- 
ment of the letter just alluded to. The major premise of that speech 
was that those who had stepped forward to save the country in its hour 
of peril were entitled to receive fair pensions. That was the major 
premise; the minor premise was this: that he was opposed to giving 
$12 a month to widows, because it was an exorbitant pension. The 
major premise was broad and patriotic in favor of giving liberal pen- 
sions, but the minor premise stated in his view that $12 a month was 
too large an amount. Then his assault on the arrearages proposition 
was made with that breadth, force, and power of which we all know 
the gentleman from Georgia to be capable. 

Does any one here claim that $12 a month is too much for a widow 
who has had her natural and legal prop taken away from her? ‘Those 
who indulge in the narcotic weed spend twice that much in a month 
and puff it away in smoke. Yet when itis proposed to give the woman 
whose natural ee is in the grave the sum of $12 a month it is said 
to be too much. wish I could feel that these gentlemen themselves 
are really impressed with the fact that in reality it is an exorbitant 
pension. But I could not help noticing the negative vote on that bill, 
and I ask the Clerk to read that negative vote as a part of my remarks— 
I refer to the widows’ pension bill increasing the pension from eight to 
twelve dollars a month—giving with the name the State from which 
the member comes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. M. Al ississippi; Ballentine, Tennessee; A noi 
— 8 Blanchard, Lonmin: Blount, Georgia’ 8 
Breckinridge, Arkansas; Breckinridge, Kentucky; H. Vi 
S822 oe 0 T 

Routh Carolina; Davideon, Alabama; Davidson, Florida: Dibble. South 
lina; Dougherty, Florida; 2 Alabama; Glass, Tennessee; Ham- 
mond, Geo: ; Ha: Georgia; Hemphill, South Carolina; Henderson, North 
i Hewitt, New York ; Irion, Louisiana; Johnston, 
; Laffoon, Kentucky; Lanham, Texas; 

Millen, Tennessee; McRae, Arkansas; Miller, Texas; 

Mississippi; Oates, Alabama; O Ferrali, Virginia; Peel, 
r, South 5 i n gg eer 
Singleton, Mississippi ; Skinner, North Carolina; Stewart, Texas, St Martin, 
ee ee Venn: Benes Gee 
Wellborn, Texas; Wheeler, pag A ` É A are 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the total noes were 66. 
The total Democratic noes were 66. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] The total Republican noes were none. [Renewed applause. ] 
The total noes South were 64; the total noes North were 2. 

I pause here to say that I have not failed to note the names of those 
South who voted in the affirmative, and I note some of those who have 
been on opposing battlefields from me. I wish, sir, that there had been 
more of them, in order to feed the tendency of my mind for fraternity. 

There were 2 votes in the negative from the North, one Mr. HEWITT, 
of New York, which does not disturb me much, because he is not a 
standing authority on any great question. [Laughter.] Thereisnot 
a scrap-book, an economic scrap-book in the land but has him as the 
leading authority on both sides of the tariff question. [Laughter.] 

If that does not dispose of my friend from New York, the eloquent 
allusion of my distinguished friend from IIlinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
in charge of this bill, when he referred to hostilities coming from the 
money power of the country, may possibly touch his case. As for my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], the other Northern Democrat 
voting against the bill, I am in a little deeper trouble. 

Still his speech on that question showed that he—one of the leading 
Democratic chieftains of the West, and recognized as such—wasunwill- 
ing to recognize a widow for the purpose of a pension unless she was 
married to the fellow before he got hurt or was killed. But, sir, he 
will not go very fur as Northern authority, for the reason that a man 
who wo make a fight against a widow and at the same time make 
his leading effort in this Congress to restore to the enormous pay and 
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position that he has been restored to in this House Fitz-John Porter 
is not a high authority, at least in some parts of the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am so grateful for the honorable 
mention of my name by the gentleman from Iowa this morning, that I 
ask the House unanimously to extend himunlimited time. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] r 

Mr. SOWDEN. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Can I be recognized now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has promised to recognize the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, if I can be recognized now, I will yield so much 
of my time to the gentleman from Iowa as he may require. 

Mr. CANNON. That was my purpose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will require but a few minutes. 

I am very much obliged to the gentleman from Kansas who has 
yielded me the time, and also to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
his objection. As to the gentleman from Georgia, for his motion, I as- 
sume that it is inspired from nothing but the kindliest motives, and 
therefore donbly thank him. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now, sir, this is a significant vote. There is a great lesson to be 
learned from this vote. In the late campaigns in the North—I do not 
know how it is down South—the Republican party was charged with 
being a party of sectionalism, a party that waves the ensanguined gar- 
ment that keeps up sectional lines. The man that will ever make 
that charge on a public stump in America after thatsample vote closes 
his eyes to the truth. 


THE SOUTH WAIVING THE “BLOODY SHIRT.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes; I havetime now to answer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do it good-naturedly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And as patriotically as the gentleman himself. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. L have a country to serve as well as he has. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Considering that the cotton States, or rather what 
are known as confederate States, pay about one-third of the amount de- 
rived by the Federal Government from taxation—being based on con- 
sumption on imported goods and whisky and tobacco—I say consider- 
ing that the taxation of the Federal Government is based upon con- 
sumption and not upon property, and therefore while the South, or the 
ex-confederate States, pay about one-third of the total amount paid by 
the Federal Government for pensions, of which they do not get back 3 
cents; considering also that $8a month from the foundation of the Goy- 
ernment to the present time has been deemed a sufficient pension to a 
widow, can the gentleman blame the Southern members for trying to 
restrain the necessarily large expenditures for pensions within the rule 
that has prevailed heretofore? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I never was more grateful for an in- 
terruption. I arraign no gentleman on this floor for his vote; but I 
say this in reply to the gentleman, that there is no section of this coun- 
try that, before God, is under deeper and more 8 obligation to 

y this debt, or every dollar of their share of it, than the Southern 

tates. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Was it a day of pleasure for us when our were unfurled and we 
marched southward? Was it something we craved and desired when 
we turned our backs upon our homes and our faces upon death? Ah, 
Mr. Chairman, I speak for one. J fought for the South as well as for 
the North, and that my friend did not do. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I laid my life at his feet as much as I did to keep a roof 
over my own head. And now that wecan all meet here together, men 
who stood in serried columns against each other for four years, I think 
that those who cast that negative vote and those covered by the ques- 
tion of the gentleman are under as profound a moral and legal obliga- 
tion to meet this indebtedness as we are, if not moreso. And if he 
will follow my record on this floor he will find I have voted with you 
gentlemen and raised my voice to help you in your appeals to give you 
substantial aid. I have done it in the teeth of opposition sometimes, but 
never have you appealed to me for one to stand by the development of 
the Southern country and found me shirking the duty. Ihave not read 
this vote on the widows’ bill for the purpose of stirring up bad blood 
in you, and I know that you can not do it with me. That is not my 
motive. My motive is this—— 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ina moment. My motive is this: I 
feel in the kindest and sincerest spirit imaginable that the time has 
come when sectional lines should be dropped, but when sixty-four mem- 
bers upon that side of the House, all from the South, said that $12 were 
too much to pay a widow, I say that the sectional lines were kept up 
and the ce 1 was unfurled in our faces. 

Mr. McMILLIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will hear the question of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand that the gentleman alleges that 
any member from the Southern States has voted against pensions. 

_ Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, There are these 64 votes against pen- 
sions. 
NO CONSTITTTIONAL LAW IN THE SOUTH, 

A MEMBER. Against an increase of pensions. 

Mr. OATES. Will you not allow us when we vote for pensions to 
exercise same judgment as to the amount? Or are we here as slaves, 
and not permitted to exercise even that privilege ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, no; not asslaves; God knows that 
I want all the members on this floor to stand as equals. I concede the 
constitutional right. One of the oldest members on this floor, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], said in discussing 
the widows’ bill he would exercise his constitutional rights on this floor. 
I concede that; but I do say another thing, and the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] suggests it tomy mind. I say 
there is more than one way of observing the Constitution and more than 
one way of trampling it under foot. 

To-day, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution is thrown in our faces as a 
shield to cover an almostsolid vote against that little pension bill. And 
yet there is hardly a Constitution of the United States to be found in 
the Southern States. I assert here and now as my conviction that if 
these gentlemen respected the Constitution as they say they would not 
have the control in this Chamber; if they respected the Constitution 
instead of ballot-box stuffing and shotguns, they would not have con- 
trol of the executive of this nation. [Groans and applause.] Ay, 
you may groan, gentlemen, but you yourselves do know, and you boast 
of it, too, that you will control this Government in spite of the Consti- 
tution, and I tell you here and now in this Chamber that there are as 
great crimes under the forms of law committed in your section as there 
was when Sumter was fired on. For one, I protest against sectional 
control of this country, with the Constitution absolutely defied. 

These are my sentiments. I say that the gauntlet was thrown in 
that vote against fraternal feeling. But I say to my friend here and 
now, that that vote shall never control one vote of mine to a sectional 
course. I shall vote to build up the South, for God -2ows it needs it, 
and you have ‘felt the force and effect of war. I shall give every vote 
1 J can for the South as I would for Iowa, and that is saying a good 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the attention of the 
committee longer. [Cxies of GO on!] I only desire to say in clos- 
ing that I sincerely trust that no gentleman, especially those who were 
in the ranks against me, misinterpret my feelings, for I say to you now 
I would rather spend eternity in hell with a confederate who tendered 
life with his views than be in heaven for ever with a Northern copper- 
head. [Laughterandapplause.] I respect you, and ever shall respect 
you, and I say to you, call on me when you want help, under the Con- 
stitution. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RYAN. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes of the time of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] have been occupied. 

Mr. RYAN. I reserve the balance of my time. : 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. CANNON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON ] desires to speak now, I will reserve my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I should prefer to have the gentleman from West 
4 ay proceed, as there has just been a speech on this side of the 

ouse. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As no one seems desirous of speaking, I move 
that the committee rise, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. How much time does the gentle- 
man from Ohio desire? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rose to take the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I su that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] be recognized in his own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not risen to go into a general dis- 
cussion of the pension question. What modification should be made 
in the pension laws is a question which I did not suppose was coming 
up for discussion at this time when the single proposition before the 
House is a bill appropriating $75,000,000 to pay pensions for the coming 
year. Such bills, my experience has been, have gone through this 
House almost without debate and almost without opposition. 

But to-day the opportunity has been taken to drag politics into the 
debate on a pension appropriation bill and to arraign certain officials. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa Bur. HENDERSON ] 
arraigns the present Commissioner of Pensions for a statement made in 
his report, and claims that it is without foundation in fact, I call his 
attention to what the country well knows, and that is that the late 
Commissioner of Pensions during the last Presidential and Congressional 
election left his place in the Pension Office—left his high seat as judi- 
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cial officer in the Pension Department—and went to the State of Ohio 
to take charge of the political campaign, and there remained for five or 
six weeks, in charge of the Republican campaign in that State, all the 
time holding on to his office and drawing his salary as Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Not only did the Commissioner go to Ohio to take charge of the Re- 
publican campaign, but officers under him were sent out to that State 
and to other States to do similar work. My friend from Cincinnati 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH] knows what some of them went there for. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do very well. I know they went to coun- 
teract the performance ofa pack of scoundrels there. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My friend from Cincinnati knows very well 
what they went there for; he knows they went there to help in the 
Republican campaign while drawing pay from the United States Treas- 
ury. Some of them were sent elsewhere, ostensibly on duty connected 
with the office, but in fact to do political work. It is well known in 
the State of Ohio that the late Commissioner of Pensions increased the 
number of special examiners and special agents in that State just be- 
fore the October election. My own district had some six or eight sent 
into it just before the election. In other districts, safely Democratic, 
there were only one or two, or the usual number. Not only that, Mr. 
Chairman, but it is well known that the late Commissioner, as chair- 
man of the campaign committee in Ohio, employed by the hundred men 
who went all over that State, into every county and township in the 
State and into every school district, to do political work. I do not say 
any of this class weve paid out of the pension fund or any money ap- 
propriated by Congress, but out of the campaign fund provided for the 
election in that State. 

These agents represented themselves as in the employ of Mr. Dudley, 
the Commissioner of Pensions. They hunted up soldiers who were ap- 
plicants for pensions, and wherever they found a Democratic applicant 
they pursued him to his home and told him if he voted the Democratic 
ticket he need not expect to have his pension allowed. They repre- 
sented themselves as coming from the Commissioner of Pensions, who 
had come to Ohio for the purpose of managing the campaign. They 
said they knew what they were talking about, and thatif theapplicants 
expected to get their pensions they must vote the Republican ticket. 
I am talking about what I know was represented. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not now. Iam on the floor now for but 
very little time, and I can not yield. 

Nr. GROSVENOR. Just for one question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you think it was those pension agents in 
your district that had such a terrible effect upon your vote, or was it the 
fact that you did not vote for the bill to appropriate money to pay pen- 
sions? [Laughter on the Republican side.) 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my colleague’s 
question, I will inform him that I did vote for the bill appropriating 
money to pay pensions. I do not think there was a single vote against 
it on the floor of this House. I don’t remember that there was. My 
coll e asked that question evidently without knowing the facts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you vote for the Mexican pension bill after 
it came back from the Senate? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I most certainly did not, and I do not ex- 
pect to vote for it if it comes up again in the same form. I shall vote 
for no bill that proposes, as that did, to grant to men who were merely 
borne on the roll fourteen days, who never left their States, or perhaps 
their counties, the same pensions that it allowed to men who served 
throughout the war and were wounded or disabled. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] A more unjust proposition than that in my judg- 
ment never was presented in this Hall. I voted against it; I spoke 
against it everywhere in my district, and the people understand my 
position on that bill. So I shall vote against it again if it comes up 
again in that form or with the same provisions. So much for that. 

I come back now to the main question, which is the prostitution of 
the Pension Office for political purposes under the late Commissioner of 
Pensions—not only the prostitution of his own high functions, but also 
the conduct of some of his subordinates. Isay that those special agents 
of his, or who claimed to be, flooded every district and every township 
in the State of Ohio before our October election—I do not say with his 
knowledge; I have no right to say that; but presumably so, because of 
the position he took in that campaign; they went all over the State, 
telling the soldiers that they must vote the Republican ticket or else 
their pensions would not be allowed, and if they were drawing pensions 
that they would lose them. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is scarcely a Democratic soldier in my 
district who can not testify to this thing. Not only by such agents, 
but by Republicans generally who engaged in political work was this 
done; it was the common stock in trade in the campaign; and I think 
they were justified in assuming what they did by the position which 
the Commissioner himself took when he abandoned his high official 
position and went out to Columbus to take charge of the campaign for 
the Republican party. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the gentleman to yield for a question. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The charges which the gentleman has made in 
regard to the use of the Pension Office for political purposes are broad 
and sweeping. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
broad and sweeping. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
has any proof in an authentic form of the statement he has made? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There are plenty of witnesses. I myself 
know of many of these things. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman give us his specific authority? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman knows, does he not, that 
General Dudley was managing the Republicans in Ohio? Let me state 
further that the Commissioner, as I am now advised, had his office at 
Columbus in the office of the agent for paying pensions. I know that 
he sent out telegrams all over the State; at least he sent a great many 
into my district, some of which were intercepted and shown to me, 
disclosing exactly what he was doing. 

Now, I will say to my friend from Michigan, I never have charged 
that these political agents were sent out by Commissioner Dadley. I 
say they so represented themselves. Many of them were strangers. 
Nobody knew them. They found ‘out the soldiers, followed them to 
their homes; and soldiers and their friends came to me and told me what 
had been told them. I was told—I am not telling any secrets—by 
Republicans on the stump that these men were not really pension 
agents, but were political agents sent out by General Dudley at the 
head of the campaign committee, and were paid out of the campaign 
funds, That, I think, iscorrect. I believed it then, and I believe it 
now 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why did you not say that in immediate 
connection with the charge? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You have just said these men were wholly 
unauthorized, as you have been advised, yet the statement you made 
before implied that they were sent out by the Pension Office. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My colleague is mistaken. I said they 
claimed to come from Mr. Dudley. I said that I did not know whether 
he sent them or not. Ionlyknow what they claimed. The six or eight 
special examiners or special pension agents I spoke of were a different 
class; they were sent from the Pension Office. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman should not have discon- 
nected the two statements. 

Mr. WARNER, ofOhio. The fact that Mr. Dudley left his place here 
in Washington and went to Columbus to take charge of the campaign 
there, still holding his office—for he resigned to take effect at a certain 
time, really depending on the result of the election—is evidence enough 
tome. Ido not want any other evidence as to what he was doing and 
was willing to do in that 5 

The fact that General Dudley, holding the office of Commissioner of 
Pensions, was willing to leave his duties here and go into a State of 
which he was not a citizen, with which he had no political relations, 
and there take charge of a political campaign, is all the evidence I want 
that he was ready to do all the other things against him. And 
such a prostitution of high official position I do not believe can be found 
in any other case in the records of this country, and I hope it never will 
be repeated. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman name any of these political 

ts besides General Dudley? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Rathbone was one. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman name another? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I could name a good many, for I made 
some investigation into this matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let us have them all. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As a gentleman near me suggests, their 
name is legion.“ The class of political agents I have referred to could 
be found in every township and every school district—in my part of the 
State at any rate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then it ought to be easy to name more than one. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These men were strangers to me, but they 
were there, and I say they were supported by Republicans who were 
en d in political work in that canvass in their representations to sol- 
diers that if they voted the Democratic ticket they would never get 
their pensions. That was said so many times that it became an old 
story. The soldiers were told that their claims for pensions would not 
depend upon their service for their country, would not depend upon 
scars or wounds or disability, but upon whether they supported the 
Republican party or not. This is the way pensions were mixed up 
with polities in that Dudley campaign in Ohio. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, will the gentleman allow me one more 


question on that point? 
My friend is so good-natured that I must 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
yield to him. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About 531,000 invalid pensions have already 
been granted; and all of them, except those granted since the 4th of 
March last, have been granted under Republican Commissioners. Does 
the gentleman claim that these 531,000 pensioners are all Republicans? 


Iam aware of that, because the facts are 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, no. No such claim is made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About half are Democrats. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will go further; I will go so far as to 
say I donot think the question of politics has determined the allow- 
ance of pensions generally. I only talk things that take place about 
election times, and especially the election two years ago when General 
Dudley went to Ohio to manage the campaign. When they thought 
there was something to be gained by this course they did attempt to 
connect the allowance of pensions with politics, and for that purpose 
the Commissioner left his place in the Pension Office and went out to 
Ohio. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did he not file his resiguation before he went? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But he drew his pay all the time and com- 
munĩcated all the time with the Pension Office. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] He was in frequent communication with the office, and 
during that time some question arose between him and the deputy com- 
missi Mr. Clarke, as to who had authority, He claimed to have 
authority notwithstanding the fact that he left the Pension Office to go 
to Ohio to manage a political campaign. His resignation could have 
been easily enough recalled if Blaine had been elected. That is the im- 
partial management of that office under the Commissioner to which the 
gentleman from Iowa referred. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Take the examining the boards of 
surgeons who pass upon questions of disability. I do not say there 
were not Democrats who were members of such boards under the former 
Commissioners, but so far as I know there was no Democrat on any ex- 
amining board in my district. When the present Commissioner came 
in I advised asa measure of simple justice that there should be at least 
one man of the opposite party on every examining board in the country. 
The present Commissioner in this way has constitated all his examining 
boards. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Let me correct the gentleman. It is only fair to 
state that in Iowa on every one of the examining boards there was a 
Democrat. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iowa then must have been an exception, 
for I do not know of any in Ohio. Certainly there was none in my 
district. Ishould like to have the gentleman tell us what Democrat 
was on the examining board in Keokuk. 

Mr. SOWDEN. There were no Democrats appointed on examining 
boards in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me to ask the gen 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. I aor yield. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask whether the absence of Repub- 
lican pension examiners accounted for the remarkable gains achieved in 
Hamilton County last year? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I refer to the election two years ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend for one moment until 
the Clerk reads Rule IV, clause 1. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
1. When any member desires to k or deliver any matter to the House, he 
shall rise and y address himself to Mr. Speaker,” and, on being rec- 


ognized, may the House from any place on the floor or from the Clerk’s 
desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had that provision of the rules 
read for the purpose of suggesting to members when they are disposed 
to interrupt the member occupying the floor that if they will address 
the Chair much less confusion will result than under the present sys- 
tem of members interrupting the occupant of the floor without his con- 
sent and without addressing the Chair. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have been asked what reduced the vote 
in my district. Just these ies and the misrepresentations made 
to the soldiers, who believed, as hundreds have since said to me, that if 
they voted for me and for Cleveland for President it would be the last 
of their pensions. They were made to believe their ions did not 
depend upon their services, wounds, or disability, but upon how they 
voted. That, I say, was constantly and persistently put before them 
in campaign documents and by such agencies as I have referred to every- 
where. My colleagues all know this. My case was not exceptional. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio if he thinks that 
is the measure of the intelligence of his constituents to believe any- 
thing of that kind? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Doubtless Democratic soldiers in my 
friend’s district were told the same thing, and if they were told so by 
agents claiming to represent the Commissioner of Pensions they would 
be likely to believe it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How was it your district happened to be af- 
flicted with so great a loss when other Democrats seemed to have gained 
during that memorable transaction? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can give another reason for that. [Laugh- 
ter.] There was a reduction of about five or six hundred, I think. 
Last year thedistrict went Republican. It has gone Republican before. 
But the reason why there was so large a reduction was because more 
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money was spent there to back up these agencies than in any other dis- 
trict in the State. [Applause. ] 

They seemed to be very anxious indeed for some reason to defeat me. 
Even my good friend and colleague on the other side came over and tried 
to help them doit. Idonot think in doing so that he exactly represented 
the facts in the case; but nevertheless we have been good friends and 
I hope nothing will disturb that relation. He was doing service for his 
party and he always does that well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I went over to explain some political inconsist- 
encies into which my friend seemed to have fallen. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, my friend thought that I should have 
voted for the Mexican pension bill as it came back from the Senate with 
its load of amendments, as well as for some other matters about which 
we differed. Now my constituents seemed to think, after a review of 
the matter, that I was about right after all. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio to 
admit 8 some of his Democratic constituents are purchasable with 
money? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to say in answer 
to the gentleman from Michigan that I have never known a district in 
which there were not some men who could be influenced by money. 

It is, I admit, a sad state of affairs, and in this connection I will take 
occasion to say that in my opinion the most threatening danger that 
besets this meng to-day comes from the use of money in connection 
with elections. [Applause.] Not less than $25,000, probably double 
that sum, was spent in my district—mostly a country district—to se- 
cure my defeat, and pension agents and General Dudley were doing all 
they could besides. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question? 

Ne WARNER, of Ohio, Certainly. Iwill yield; I amina yielding 
mood. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I entirely agree with the gentleman that 
the great danger confronting our institutions is the tendency to a plu- 
tocracy. It not only affects elections of representatives to Congress, but 
may I not ask my friend from Ohio if itis not as having entered 
into legislative bodies to influence the election of United States Sena- 
tors? [Laughter and applause. } 4 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am afraid so; but let me assure my friend 
that if he will take the trouble to inquire about it he will find my rec- 
ord always against such influences; and he will find no apology any- 
where from me for any such practices. I hold in abhorrence the use 
of money to control elections of any kind, and I have always denounced 
itand always shall denounce it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let us now hear from the rest of the Ohio 
Democracy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I come back to the 
organization of the Pension Office. My friend from Iowa explains that 
two or three chiefs have been removed from the Pension Office. 

There are something like two thousand, or perhaps a little less than 
two thonsand, Government employés in that office. This is an enor- 
mous force for one office. It is an office, too, let me say, where politics 
never ought to be permitted to enter. Any Commissioner of Pensions 
who would permit a question relating to the politics of an applicant 
for a pension to be asked in that office would dishonor the office. The 
rights of soldiers to pensions do not depend upon their politics, and 
politics ought not to enter there any more than in a court of justice. 
Why, what would you think of a court of justice where rights of liti- 
gants were made to turn on their political affiliations, or where even a 
suggestion of a political nature was allowed? The Pension Office should 
be as far above political influence as any court of justice. 

But, sir, to the organization of the Pension Office. There have been 
two or three removals, but it should be remembered that there are 
nearly two thousand persons employed—at least one thousand seven 
hundred or one thousand eight hundred altogether. 

A MEMBER. How many are Democrats? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How many are Democrats? I was told 
that out of nearly two thousand but sixty-eight—I believe that was 
the number—were Democrats and all the rest were Republicans, My 
information may not be exact, but I am not far out of the way; the 
great majority of them are Republicans. Now, I am free to say I think 
there ought to be some more removals. I think it due to the Demo- 
cratic party and to the country that there should be more Democrats 
in that office. Instead of complaining of two or three removals, the 
real grounds of complaint I think are that there have not been a good 
many more removals. But I do not think that the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has permitted political questions to enter the office 
since he has been there. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. WARNER of Ohio, Oh, yes. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I desire to ask the oe if he says that he is 
opposed to political questions entering there and that there onght not 
— be 2 political question raised, why there should be more Democrats 
there? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I want the office to be made non-partisan 
by putting partisans out—by putting out meh whose sole recommen- 
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dation for appointment wasthe fact they were zealous partisans. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] i 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And by putting in partisans on the other side. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Of course that is the logie. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To be non-partisan both parties should be 
indiscriminately there. It should be divided fairly between the par- 
ties, which is not the case now. Let me remind my friend that the one 
qualification essential to secure an appointment there under Republican 
administrations—I do not say the only qualification, but the essential 
qualification was, was he a good Republican? Was he a zealous mem- 
ber of his party and a good political worker? In many cases I appre- 
hend no other question was asked. Now, I want to free the Pension 
Office from this abuse. 

Mr. CURTIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIN. If the offices are not partisan and you do not put 

rtisans out and partisans in, what is the use of holding an election? 

Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
has presented the F enigma again. He asks what are we here 
for? But on that point I will define my position at any rate. I be- 
lieve such places as these, and above all others places in the Pension 
Office, ought to be non-partisan. This service should be non-partisan. 
But we do not make it so by keeping only Republicans in, men who 
were appointed solely because they were active political workers in 
the Republican party. I believe in letting such partisans step down 
and out. We require all who enter this non-partisan service to go in 
through the non-partisan gateway the Civil Service Commission. Why 
should not all be treated alike? 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is the gentleman aware that the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has kept Republican members of Congress i 
in the ante-room while he was conferring with Democratic members 
as to who should be discharged? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ihave not heard thatand Ido not see how 
that could well be, for there have not been any di There are 
certain offices which I believe ought to be changed with every change 
of administration. Every head of a Department, bureau, or division 
ought to be changed and made harmonious with the administration. 
I believe that the men occupying such places ought to be in sympathy 
with the xdministration and in 3 with its policy. As to the 
places that are merely ministerial, let them be made non-partisan by 
putting out those who were appointed solely because they were parti- 
san, or at any rate require all to go through the same ordeal to stay 
as to get in. In other words, make the service non-partisan by putting 
allon the same footing. Give Democrats at any rate an equal chance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to one other thing, and 
I will then take my seat. I desire to make one remark in justice to 
the present Commissioner of Pensions; and that is, that I have heard 
no complaint from any soldier from any part of the country that there 
has been any partisanship in decisions rendered on pension claims; and 
instead of there being no pensions allowed, as the soldiers were told, 
there have been more pensions allowed upon their merits, and on the 
evidence presented, under the present administration of that office than 
were ever allowed in the same time under any other administration of 
this office. I am certainly borne out by the facts in this statement. 

When I came in here to vote for this pension bill, to vote to appro- 
priate seventy-five millions to pay pensions for the coming year, I did 
not expect to have anything to say or that there would be any discus- 
sion on the bill at all further than to explain the appropriation. Iam 
in favor of extending the provisions of the pension laws so as to embrace 
all soldiers who are now disabled, if they have a military record that 
justifies the presumption that their disability is due to theirservice. I 
say such soldiers are entitled to pensions as much as they were when 
in the service to their pay. But that is a very different proposition 
from putting everybody on the pension-list at the same rate, whether 
he performed service or not and whether in any way disabled or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to leave the arena of bitter partisan poli- 
tics for a moment to assume the safer ground of history and truth. I 
was unwilling that the sun should go down without making the state- 
ment I desire now to submit. 

I became chairman of the Committee on Appropriations for the Forty- 
fourth Congress. I acted in that position during the first session of that 
Congress. I was Speaker for five years, and then again became a mem- 
ber of the Appropriations Committee for a Congress, and again chairman 
of that committee for the last Congress, and [am now chairman; and I 
desire to say this is the first time that I have known of partisan politics 
and sectionalism being introduced in connection with the debate upon 
this bill. [Applause.] Iwould perhaps have remained silent notwith- 
standing, except that, whether intended or not, there might go abroad 
to the country the impression that the Democratic party, and more par- 
ticularly the Southern clement—who I call by name the confederates 
of our party—have in any way shown any hostility whatever to any of 


the bills for the payments of pensions during the whole of that period. 
And when the effort was made, whether intended or not, to make a 
record against these gentlemen because they exercised their own choice 
in voting as to the amount that should go to the widows—when the ef- 
fort was made to send that to the country as evidence of hostility to the 
payment of pensions, I could not sit here and submit to such an impu- 
tation on those gentlemen without contradiction. On the contrary, my 
experience has shown me that they have displayed a wonderfully gener- 
ous disposition and full-heartedness in every particular whenever pen- 
sions to Union soldiers or the widows of Union soldiers were involved. 
I now and here place my experience against the impression that might 
be made, whether intended or not, by the speech of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that there is on that side any hostility from 
any quarter of this country represented on this side to the payment of 
what is justly due to those who were disabled and to the dependents 
on those who fell in the war for the Union. [Applause.] 

Mr. MORRISON. In all the years of the war, and the nearly ten 
years following immediately after it, our friends on the other side of 
the House 1 had control of the Government in all its branches. 
They are skilled alike in statecraft, in manifestation. of mindful care 
for the soldier of the late war, and in display of patriotism. In all 
these years certainly they would not fail to busy themselves in making 
the most ample provision for the soldiers by providing them with suita- 
ble and ample pensions and allowances of every kind. Since then, in 
the dozen or more years I have had the honor of serving here, no 
Southern man ever failed to vote, at least I do not remember the name 
of a Southern man who ever failed to vote for the last dollar that in the 
long years of watchful care and much law-making the Republican 
party had provided by law should be paid to the soldier. [Applause. ] 
If any gentleman knows of a Southern man who has ever failed to vote 
the last dollar recommended by the Republican Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to keep faith with the soldier and to pay him all our Republican 
friends had declared to be his due and provided by law should be paid, 
I would like to know the name of that Southern man. What is his 
name? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir; I have said all I care to say. 

Mr.HAMMOND. My question is, Whofixed therateof the widows’ 
pension at $8 a month? What party fixed it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my colleague will allow me, I will say that 
the Republican party during the war, and when they had power in both 
Houses of Congress, fixed the rate of pension for the Union soldiers. 

Mr. HAMMOND, My question is, Who fixed these widows’ pen- 
sions which it is now sought to have raised? 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not know that I can answer that question 
positively. I do not now recollect whether this rate of $8 was fixed 
before or since the late war. Whenever fixed, it so remained. It is 
not yet above $8. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a single word now, 
more in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
than ERE S else, and then I shall reserve the balance of my time 
until to-morrow. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated that in his 
long experience as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and as 
Speaker of this House he never before had witnessed apolitical discus- 
sion upon an ap iation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; upon a pension bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said upon the annual pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Then, Mr. Chairman, if that is what the gentleman 
said, I will say in reply that, as I understand the facts, the speech of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was provoked by the mis- 
information obtained by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from the Commissioner of Pensions and sent out by him or some 
one else to the country, 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not dealing in little matters, as to who was 
hurt or who was not hurt. I spoke of history. 

Mr. CANNON, I say the speech of the gentleman from Iowa was 
provoked by the information obtained by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations from the Commissioner of Pensions and sent 
broadcast over the country, stating the cost of the arrears act as pro- 
posed would be $80,000,000 more than it would be in faeb even from 
his own premises, for the purpose of shaping the policy not only of 
that committee, but of the Committee on Pensions, touching the pro- 
posed legislation, and I think unfairly alarming the country upon the 
question of cost of the repeal of the limitation of the arrears-of-pension 
act. A 


Mr. RANDALL. I will reply to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to indorse what the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has said, and to state that 
his utterances in exposing that misstatement, which most of the people 
of the country probably believe to be true, was apt and timely; but 
although the misstatement is exposed the truth will not overtake it, as 
truth in such a case never does overtake error. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer the gentleman in that particular. 
No man in this House was more surprised at the figures developed than 
I was. But, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I felt, 


1804 


of my own motion, that it was my duty to inquire what would be the 
cost of this legislation, because I remembered that on a former occa- 
sion $75,000,000 was stated as likely to be the cost of the arrears bill, 
and I knew that up to the present time it had cost $176,000,000. My 
inquiry, therefore, was made as a mere matter of precaution, but I of 
kr ge by what I did. I did my duty regardless of the facts de- 
veloped. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
allow me to make a statement here in defense of the Commissioner of 
Pensions ? 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer just now to answer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BANDASI] and yield to my colleague from 
Illinois afterward. The gentleman from Pennsylvania saw his duty 
clear, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to travel out- 
side of the legitimate jurisdiction conferred upon that committee by 
the rules and the order of the House, to get a statement from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions which was not correct, and which has gone broad- 
cast over the country. 8 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not responsible for its incorrectness. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON], on the other hand, saw his duty clear in the considera- 
tion of this bill in the greater committee, the Committee of the Whole 
House, having jurisdiction of this and all other matters of a kindred 
nature, to correct that mistake before the House and thecountry. So 
I think the gentleman from Iowa was strictly within the line of duty. 
One word further. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
said that this was the first time that he had witnessed a political dis- 
cussion upon a ie appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as I could remember. 

Mr. CANNON. Now there is a rule in pleading that a demurrer is 
carried back to the first faulty pleading, and the gentleman’s objection, if 
legitimate objection it be, would probably travel back through the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and lodge upon the devoted head 
of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND], who stood in his 
place here for several minutes glorifying the present Commissioner of 
Pensions, and adroitly, as his speech will show, seeking to sing the 
praises of his side of the House and to excuse their shortcomings. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
allow me to say that I am not engaged in singing the praises of any 
party or of any section in connection with this subject. I rose simply 
to do justice and state truth. As to the information I sought, it was 
my duty to inquire about these matters. For what I did I make no 
apology at all, and the gentleman does not understand the subject prop- 
erly if he does not know that even though the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions should recommend this legislation and pass it through the 
House, yet it would still remain for the Committee on Appropriations 
to recommend to the House the appropriations necessary to execute the 
law. 

The bill to increase the pensions of widows has not become alaw, but 
if it should, then the Committee on Appropriations will have to recom- 
mend to this House the appropriation of a sufficient sum to carry that 
law into effect, which will be about $6,166,000. So that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is quite wrong in supposing that I 
was in the least degree outside of the strict line of duty. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, but, under the revised rules, that committee has power 
to do one thing only, namely: to report the appropriationsin pursuance 
of existing law; it has no power toreport legislation touching pensions 
or anything else. And, while I do not seek to criticise him further than 
to defend the gentleman from Iowa, if he needs any defense, I do say, 
as the gentleman from Iowa said, that this action, if apt at all, would 
have come with greater propriety from my colleague from IIlinois, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Morrison], 
which committee reports and recommends legislation to levy taxes and 
raise revenues to pay pensions and carry on the Government. 

Mr. RANDAL: The gentleman has never heard me utter a com- 
plaint or in erage about the duties of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, whether in their present condition or formerly. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. i I wish to say a word in reply 
to my colleague from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means [Mr. Morrison]. An able and adroit man is my colleague. 
[Laughter.] No man on either side of the House admires him for his 
ability and personal qualities more than Ido. In order to avoid the 
force of the point made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON], in speaking of the vote that was had at this session of Con 
(the record of which was read at the Clerk’s desk on the passage of the 
widows’ ion bill, showing the solid yote of Southern Democrats 
against it), my friend from Illinois failed to make any answer to that, 
but sought to avoid its effect by saying that in all his experience his 
Democratic friends had voted every time to make appropriations to pay 
pensions in pursuance of existing law. 

That is doubtless true, for I understand that everybody on both sides 
has done that. But that did not meet the charge made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. His statement was from the 
record that on the bill to pass the act increasing the widows’ pension 
and that of dependent parents from eight to twelve dollars a month 
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the vote against it came solidly from the Southern Democrats, except 
the gentlemen from New York [Mr. Hewitr] and Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRAGG], which showed sectionalism in the gentleman’s party friends 
from the South. 

I might go further in the proof of that sectionalism and demonstrate 
that during the first and second sessions of the last Congress, with a 
Democratic majority of 70 to 80 in the House, almost the identical sec- 
tional force upon that side stood day after day and night after night 
availing themselves of the rules of the House, filibustering against the 
consideration of provisions which had been passed by a Republican! 
Senate to put every soldier who had been honorably discharged after, 
three months’ service and is now disabled and dependent upon his labor 
for support upon the pension. roll without further proof. True, my col- 
league [Mr. TOWNSHEND] stood during those days and nights, as we 
all remember so well, lifting up his voice and crying aloud for the pas- 
sage of that bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
wilderness.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, when that side of the House, with 
its 70 or 80 majority, was reminded in the last Congress that the House 
made the rules and could unmake them, that they had the power, with! 
the aid of our side of the House, to so amend the rules as to cut off dil- 
atory motions and pass that bill as it came from the Senate, my colleague 
from Illinois and Northern Democrats were silent. 

I stand ready now so far as this question of pensions is concerned to 
welcome my colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND] into the Republican party, 
provided he will come over and stay with us until the battle is fought 
through, and provided further, that after this desirable pension legis- 
lation fails—for it is liable to fail in this Congress as it did in the last 
and through the same means—he will not go home and get upon the 
stump and say great is Democracy !’’ and quote his own sayings here 
in fayor of this legislation to cover up and excuse the shortcomings of 
his party friends. ! 

Mr. Chairman, it will not be the fault of the Republican side of the 
House if these measures fail to pass. ' 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my colleague will now yield to me for 
a few words in reply. ! 

Mr. CANNON. I have promised to yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said about the 
entire willingness of our friends on the other side always to make ample 
appropriations in pursuance of law in those Congresses presided over by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and controlled by Democratic com- 
mittees. I desire to call attention toa bill which we were compelled 
1o p at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress—a bill pro- 
viding: 

That to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for Army pensions for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, the sum of $16,000,000 is hereby appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not o! appropriated. 

The previous Congress had adjourned without making ample ap- 
propriations for the pensioners; and one of the first duties that we were 
called upon to di when the Forty-seventh Congress met was to 
supply the deficiency that had been created by a lack of appropriation 
on the part of the preceding Congress. I remember further, that it was 
in pursuance of a grand political scheme 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. A great political scheme by which we were com- 
pelled to provide for thirty or forty millions of deficiencies in the Post- 
Office Department and in other Departments, $16,000,000 being for pen- 
sions. These deficiencies were added to the sum total of appropria- 
tions which we were compelled to make in order to raise the charge 
that the Republican party was extravagant. 

Mr. RANDALL. All that the gentleman says can not move me from 
my position that the $16,000,000 appropriation to which he refers re- 
lated to a deficiency resulting from miscalculation as to the amount to 
be paid under the arrears bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That has always been the trouble, Mr. Chairman, 
“ miscalculation.” 

Mr. RANDALL, No, sir; if I recollect aright, and I think I do, we 
appropriated at that time, as on other occasions, both for the current 
pension-roll and for the arrears, the entire sum that was asked by the 
officers of the Government belonging to the Republican party. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The matter was 
discussed; and it was said, If we do not appropriate enough, a Re- 
publican Congress will be in session before there will be any necessity 
to expend the money, and they can appropriate it.“ Instead of the 
sum being charged to the Democratic party, it was charged to us. We 
were compelled to make the appropriation or there would have been 
no money in the Treasury to answer the drafts made on behalf of the 
pensioners. Sixteen millions of dollars! There could be no mistake 
of arithmetic in reference to so large a sumasthat—nearly one-quarter 
of the whole bill. So far as that item is concerned, it is reported by 
the committee on this bill; yet a Democratic committee reported a bill— 
we could protest against it, of course—reported a bill embracing an ag- 
gregate appropriation which any arithmetical calculation would have 
demonstrated was insufficient for the needs of the service. 


But it was the voice of one crying in the 
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Mr. RANDALL. Admitting what the gentleman says to be true 
it is not true, but admitting it for the sake of argument—his state- 
ments do not detract from the disposition on this side of the House at 
all times to give the entire sums shown to be necessary for the pen- 
sioners. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not undertake to say that gentlemen on the 
other side expected to cheat the pensioner out of his pension; but they 
were willing to use the appropriations for that service, as for every 
other, for political purposes. Their position was, ‘‘ We will create a 
deficiency in the pension appropriation, and in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and all along the line, so that when the Republican party shall 
come into power they shall find that insufficient appropriations have 
been made for the service of the Government; that the Government 
will be starved unless they will provide for these deficiencies.” The 
sum-total of all those deficiencies, amounting to between thirty and 
forty million dollars, we were compelled to appropriate for; and the 
cry upon the stump during the ensuing canvass was ‘‘ Republican ex- 
travagance!’’? And this cry was based upon the large appropriations 
we were compelled in this way to make for these different branches of 
the service. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I had not ex ed to say a 
word in this debate until the discussion shifted round to something 
which very decidedly interests me and has interested me during all my 
experience in this House. I venture the assertion that in this House 
the appropriations for the Government have too often been brought 
here not with reference to the needs of the country, but with reference 
to political speeches to be made after the adjournment of Congress. 

My friend the-gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has touched 
only on one phase, I think—that is, the making of appropriation bills 
not to meet the needs of the country, but known to be, and mathemat- 
ically demonstrable to be, inadequate to the necessary expenditures of 
the Government, and all for the purpose of concealing by a deficiency 
bill the actual expenditures of the country under a Democratic appro- 
priation committee; and the last Congress witnessed the culmination 
of this abuse. At the last Congress appropriations were deliberately 
carried through this House which were not sufficient for the p 
of this Government, and which were shown on this floor not to be suf- 
ficient under existing laws, because they knew on the other side that 
the Republican Senate would have to make the necessary additions to 
carry out and execute the laws of the country. Thereupon immedi- 
ately the large Democratic newspapers made contrast between Dem- 
ocratic economy and Republican extravagance, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made his annual procession across the 
country with his budget of figures, explaining how economical he had 
been and consequently what a saving he was to the country. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we witnessed that thing in the House in one 
particular instance, when the House entirely overthrew the Post-Office 
appropriation bill as presented by the committee, then under the able 
leadership of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. The 
House made the appropriations which were needed, but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania came back, like a distinguished military chieftain 
during the war from some Winchester or other, and carried the whole 
Democratic side of the House against appropriations which were made 
in accordance with law, and against the very appropriations which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the Democratic side of the House 
had to vote for in the final results of the bill. But they did it with a 
complaint, a dismal groan heard all over the country that they were 
forced to do it by the wicked and expensive Republican Senate, when 
they did it in accordance with law, when they did it because they had 
to, when they did it because they knew they would do it from the 
very time when the bill came before the House. [Applause.] 

I do hope, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
makes his next pilgrimage and combines economy with the science 
and practice of protection [laughter] that some knowledge of the exact 
condition of things may penetrate the country, so that budget of tabu- 
lar statements may fall where it belongs—to the ground. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RANDALL. A word in reply. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me know how much. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will give you a portion of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Twenty-eight minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL, I can afford to be good-natured. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RANDALL. Only one moment or two will be necessary to 
answer what has been said. I wish to state that I have here the offi- 
cial Book of Estimates for the year to which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] has alluded. _I find there that the Republican de- 
partmental estimates for the year 1882 were $50,000,000, and that there 
was appropriated for that year $50,000,000, just as I stated. The defi- 
ciency of $16,000,000 was subsequently appropriated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me? 


Mr. RANDALL. You have made your statement, and I will not 
take long to answer it. [Laughter.] 

So far as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is concerned Ionly 
want to say this, That the appropriations last year were made, as they 
always have been made, under the rule of the party to which I belong, 
as close as possible to the requirements of the Government. Iremem- 
ber very well on a former occasion, years ago when there was an enor- 
mous reduction, that a Republican Secretary of the Treasury informed 
us, notwithstanding that heavy reduction, we might have gone $11,- 
000,000 deeper. Last year the appropriations were very carefully es- 
timated and appropriated for, and I find the deficiencies now presented. 
are only about $3,000,000. [Applause on Democratic side. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under the action of the Republican Senate— 
that answers the gentleman. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Not in the least. The Senate is not the sole body 
in control of this Government. This House is a co-ordinate branch of 
the Government. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Only one? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear what the gentleman has to 
suggest as to another beside the Senate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether they do not 
have two co-ordinate branches. I understood him to say they had only 
one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said this House was a co-ordinate branch. We 
have the Senate, the Executive, and the House. I know of no other. 

Mr. MORRISON. And a useless judge or two. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understood the gentleman tosay his party had 
one branch of the Federal Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have repeated what I said. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I protest against this interruption, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I thought, was about to answer me. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wanted to answer the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Maine by giving the House the true statement of the case. 
I do not mean of course to say that the gentleman stated anything 
untrue. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Of course you did not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A single word, Mr. i , in response to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that we appropriated 
the full amount that came to us in the annual estimates of the Depart- 
ments for the last year. Now, I am clear, and associates of mine who 
are now and were upon the committee then will bear me out in the 
assertion, that subsequent investigation proved that that amount would 
be insufficient. 

The subcommittee delegated to investigate the question came to the 
conclusion that it was insufficient, but the result was that these $16,- 


000,000 were not appropriated. There were scant appropriations in the 
Post-Office service and scant riations all al e line, and solely 
for the purpose that the Democracy might in the fall go to the country 


upon the economical appropriations, and that the next year, when we 
were compelled to go to the country, they might point to the te 
of our appropriations and institute a comparison between o ves 
and the appropriations made by a previous Congress. We felt the full 
force of that argument, and thirty-two millions, I think, in the aggre- 
gate—I have already had occasion heretofore in this House to point to 
the items—but thirty-two millions in the te we were compelled 
to provide for which should have been provided for by the last Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Maine will wait 
until to-morrow, so that I can now move that the committee rise. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; let us pass the bill to-night. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall occupy but a little time. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to direct the attention of 
the committee to one point which has been raised in this debate, and 
that is with reference to the suggestion that heretofore there has never 
been anything known like partisan discussion or partisan lines being 
drawn upon a pension appropriation bill. S 

I find in a political manual of a single year, which has been handed 
me, two or three illustrations of the fallacy of that statement. For 
instance, in 1879, on the 1st day of March, in the other branch of Con- 
gress, pending the consideration of a bill making appropriation to aT 
out the provisions of the arrears act of January 25, 1879, an amend- 
ment was offered making the law granting pensions to soldiers and 
widows of the war of 1812, applicable to soldiers and sailors of the 
war with Mexico, to which the following amendment was moved : ‘4 


Provided further, That no person who served in the confederate army during 
the late war of the rebellion, or held any office, civil or military, in the late con- 
federacy, shall be entitled to receive a pension under this act. ‘ 


$ 
On the vote upon the adoption of that provision there was a solid Re- 
publican vote of 24 and a negative vote of 26 solidly Democratic, with 
the exception of one Senator from Florida and one from South | 
On the same day the following amendment was offered to the same 


provision. A 
Mr. SOWDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not yield. I have but three minutes. 

Pending the consideration of a provision making the law pensioning 
the soldiers and widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 applicable to the 
soldiers aud sailors of the war with Mexico an additional amendment 
was offered, as follows: 

Provided further, That no pension shall ever be paid under this act to Jefferson 

Davis, late president of the so-called confederacy. 

Upon that amendment the division, as might naturally be supposed, 
was strictly upon party lines, the vote being 23 Republicans in favor 
of the amendment and 21 Democrats and 1 Republican from South 
Carolina against it. 

Again, on the 19th day of June, 1878, when the arrears-of-pension 
bill was under consideration in the House, I find that the vote recorded 
stood 164 in the affirmative and 61 solid compact Democratic votes in 
the negative. Iam unable to state on which side of that question the 
sympathies of the gentleman from Pennsylvania were enlisted, as he is 
not recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me answer that by saying that it only confirms 
the truth of my statement. The provision in question and the debate 
upon it had no reference whatever to an annual pension appropriation 
bill. It was the Mexican pension bill and the amendments to it, and 
not an annual bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon; the previous yotes in the Senate 
were upon amendments to an appropriation bill which had been regu- 
larly reported from the House Committee on Appropriations and passed 
by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, And I submit that the House has nothing what- 
ever to do with the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine 
if he wants the House to adopt all the bad precedents of the Senate? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Andin to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania I will say that I was talking of the general purposes of the bills 
in question to show how the parties in stood upon them. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from In- 

i Mr. BROWNE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not care to continue the discussion 
in the line in which it seems to be p ing now. I t as much 
as any gentleman that this discussion has taken the course it has taken; 
but I am not willing that this afternoon session should close without 
saying one word upon the subject that was brought so prominently to 
the attention of the House and the country by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

The late Commissioner of Pensions is my constituent and my per- 
sonal and political friend. When the charge that has been preferred 
against him by the present Commissioner of Pensions appeared in his 
report General Dudley demanded a full, free, and true examination of 
these charges, and that question is now, if I am correctly informed, 

pending before a committee of the Senate. 

aig want to say here if the gentleman from Ohio can name any one rep- 
utable man living now who wus commissioned by General Dudley to 
interject politics into the consideration of a pension claim, or to use it 
for the purpose of influencing any vote, I will right in this presence 
here denounce him as unworthy of the confidence of any people orany 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I made no such charge. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentléman from Ohio intended this 
country should understand that the ex-Commissioner of Pensions let 
loose an army corps of his agents in his district and other districts in 
Ohio and thé Northwest for the purpose of influencing the vote of pen- 
sion claimants by representing to them or telling them that unless they 
voted in a particular way their pensions would not be granted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know of instances where it was done. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to appear before the Senate committee and give the 
names of such persons to be examined under oat’, and I will undertake 
to say they are either disreputable scoundrels if they so testify or that 
they have committed willful and corrupt perjury. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; some of them are as honorable men 
as you are, and as soldiers as you were. 

The CHAIRMAN rapped to order, and requested Mr. BROWNE, of In- 
diana, to suspend his remarks until the House should come to order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No man on this floor representing any 
constituency has a higher personal or moral character than General 
Dudley. And I want to say more than that: He, unlike some of his 
traducers, went from the of the war under the shadow of 
that flag and testified his devotion to his country by leaving his good 
right leg on the battlefield at Gettysburg. Do not assail him by in- 
nuendo. Do not come in the presence of this House and retail slan- 
ders that are unsupported by a single statement of fact. Do not tell 

here that he is e ving done without being frank 
enough to tell who are the witnesses by whom you propose to establish 


it. When a tribunal has been erected before which he has submitted 
his case for trial, I ask these his defamers to go there and present his 
case. I warrant it he will be vindicated by that tribunal as he is al- 
ready vindicated by the country whose interest he has served. Before 
those who know him he needs no vindication. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What was Colonel Dudley doing in Ohio 
in 1884? For what did he leave the Pension Office? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before he went to Ohio he notified the 
administration of his resignation as Commissioner of Pensions and pro- 

then to go out. 

Mr. WARN of Ohio. But he assumed to be Commissioner all the 
time and drew his pay as Commissioner. 

Mr. BROW of Indiana. It is the rule of the Department to grant 
to every employé who resigns one month’s pay after his resignation 
and they induced him to anne it—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Who did? The Republican party, not 
the country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. With the knowledge that when he en- 
tered the Ohio campaign he never intended to return to his position, 
and during that time he had no official connection with the adminis- 
tration. If he went into the gentleman’s district for the purpose of de- 
feating him for Congress he could not have done the country a better 
service. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has admitted the whole of 
my charge. He was there for just that purpose, but he did not suc- 
ceed and the country did not approve of his being there and it did not 
make him governor. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. There is too 
much confusion in the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my colleague | Mr. CANNON] to yield to 
me for a motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield for that 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 5201) making appropriation for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 877) for the relief of Robert H. Anderson, of the State of 


Georgia; 

A bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 

approved March 3, 1885; 

A bill (S. 1476) to amend the act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
W e Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 35) setting apart publie reservations ſor statues 
to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield. 

The message also requested that the House of Representatives return 
to the Senate the joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia 
to supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension build- 
ing. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privi- 
leges upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have ex- 
pired by limitation of law; and 


Whereas the „ of the United 3 has given an opinion that 
such leases may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 


ay apremaet| 
it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
.. That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot-water 
rivileges should not be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior unless the 
Forty-ninth Congress shall adjourn without having | with reference 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly n a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the S signed the sam: 

A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administra- 
trix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased. 


RETURN OF A JOINT RESOLUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message from 
the Senate, which will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
TTT 
That th. directed to request the House of Represen 

tives to return to the Senate tie’ joint resolution Res. 71) authorizing the tne Se. 
perintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds the District of Columbia to 
supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension buil 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the joint resolution will 
be returned to the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

VACANCY ON EDUCATIONAL COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints to fill a vacancy on the Com- 
mittee on Education Mr. WILKINS, in place of Mr. CURTIN, declined. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition from 30 clergymen, 11 physicians, 21 
lawyers, 43 teachers, 96 business men, and 34 officers of temperance 
and other societies of Huntingdon and Franklin Counties, Pennsylva- 
nia, asking for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under con- 
trol of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Alfred A. Young, for heirs and 
executrix of William and Joseph Young, deceased, of Giles County; of 
Fannie Young, of Giles County, and of William Smith, of Lawrence 
County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court 
of Claims —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Catharine 
Jones, wife of Carroll Jones, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of James Duncan, of Miller County, Mis- 
souri, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petitionof W. Pulley, of E. A. Harper, and of W. 
E. Bailey, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Martha A. 
Gibbs and of Emily R. Martin, of Warren County, Mississippi—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition ofSarah Chapman, of Walker County, 
Georgia, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Wharton County, Texas, in 
favor of the improvement of the bar at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of District Assembly No. 83, Knights 
of Sale Manistee, Mich., in favor of a Territorial organization of the 
Indian ‘Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Memorial from the Board of Trade 
of Key West, Fla., relative to the proposed increase of duty on leaf- 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of F. M. Drew and 125 others, soldiers 
and officers of the late war, for the amendment of the pension law so as 
to allow arrears to all invalid soldiers from date of discharge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of marine insurance companies, of Boston, for the 
passage of the bill allowing the licensing of masters and mates of Amer- 
ican sailing vessels to pilot their own vessels, and exempting American 
vessels in tow of a steamer in of a United States pilot from the 
obligation to pay a State pilot not needed nor used to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Frank Battles and others, for 
the passage of an act to incorporate the American College for the Blind 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition signed by all of the county and city offi- 
cers of Santa Clara County, California. in favor of the abrogation of the 
Burlingame treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorials praying for the restoration of the 
a interests—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Henry C. Howell, executor and one of 
the of George W. Howell, deceased; of James M. Green, of Cher- 
okee oe ef of John W. Wesson, of De Kalb County, Alabama, 
asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. H. Cornish and 135 citizens of 
Mitchell County, Iowa, asking the passage of a law requiring all imi- 
tations of butter and cheese be labeled with a United States stamp— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: ] Petition of F. F. Lane and 46 others, citi- 
zens of Keene, N. H., for an appropriation for erection of publie build- 
ing in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of M. L. Comings, in behalf of pension 
gto ames Carlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3 W. A. Phillips, Company F, Second 
t Vermont Volunteers, for relief to the same committee. 


By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of the grand jury of Spalding supe- 
rior court, and of citizens, in favor of appropriations to aid education 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of the Knights of Labor of Atlanta, Ga., in favor of 
liberal appropriation for internal improvements—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of W. H. Butlerand another, against Chi- 
nese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from John Mullan relating to the 
House of the Good Shepherd—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of James S. Walker and others; and of 
Raymond Lorang and others, citizens of Page County, Iowa, praying 
for the forfeiture of the unearned lands of the original grant to the Sioux 
City and Saint Paul Railroad—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, petition of H. G. Aukeny and 50 others, of Adams County, and 
of E. F. Sullivan and 100 others, of Union County, Iowa, protesting 
against the passage of a general bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEWITT: A volume of petitions from bank officers and 
others, of New York sa for the repeal of the law directing 
ae coinage of the 412}-grain silver dollars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of carriage-builders and others, in favor of areduction 
in the duty on imported varnish—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Mrs. C. J. Williams and others, and of 
H. P. Redd and others, for an amendment to the Constitution which 
shall declare that the right to vote shall not be denied or abridged by 
the United States or any State on account of sex—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. G. Brill & Co. and 30 others, manufacturers, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the speedy enactment of all legislation 
necessary to put in force the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Pike 
County, Indiana, praying for a uniform pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. MORGAN: Petition of heirs of Mrs. Alice Hardaway, of 
Benton County, Mississippi, asking that their war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers to be considered with House bill 5769, grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah F. Harvey; and also with H. R. 5772, granting 
a pension to William T. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, papers to be considered with H. R. 5770, for the relief of Wal- 
lace N. and Ellen J. Hoge—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition and resolution of the Knights of Labor of 
Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of Noah Rosenberger and others, for pay- 
ment of value of property destroyed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. Shaw and others, for pension legislation re- 
commended by the Grand Army of the Republic pension committee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

petition of George W. Waters and others, and of Albert M. 
Boyle and others, for a service pension to all Union soldiers—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of George Woelfel, Levi Price, L. B. Ray, 
and 19 others, r! ß R IR EES bapa 
on Western ranches—to the Committee on 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of J. F. 8 of Jesse 
E. Thompson and others; of Fernando Nolan and others; of Joseph 
Grant and others; of W. O. Hawk and others; of Thomas P. Gable and 
others; of George H. Jones and others; of C. H. MeHenry and others; 
and of Rafael Romero and others, to change the time of the meeting of 
the Legislature of New Mexico, and to authorize the governor to reap- 
2 the Territory to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, appeal of St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, for an increase of appropri- 
oy Me the 5 on A es nR 

REAGAN: Petition of citizens Augustine County, 

Texas, for deep water at entrance to Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

petition of 16 citizens of Leon County, Texas, and of citizens 
of Houston County, praying for an Pte RY to secure deep water 
at Galveston Harbor—to same committee. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of York Manufacturing Compan: rasa 
others, citizens of Saco, Me., for an appropriation to improve Saco Ri 
navigation—to the same committee. 

8 Boo RYAN: Papers relating to the claim of Davis & Lewellen— 

Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., on the silver 
question—to the Committee on Coinage, Wei Measures. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William S. Decker and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Wood County, Ohio, for pension legislation requested by the 
Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Allegany County, New 
2 for an amendment of the patent laws so as to prevent frauds on 

the farmers—to the Committee on Patents. 
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By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Mary E. Carroll, of Carroll County, 
Maryland, praying that war claim of Christian Carroll be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Petition of Henry A. Dewey, of Oneida County, 
New York, praying for the removal of certain disabilities, and proof 
thereof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition from some parties with regard to the 
Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial Knights of Labor of Decatur, III., relating to the 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of New York relative 
to the duty on marble—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of E. C. Herrick and 14 others, citi- 
zens of Cherokee County, Iowa, asking that Congress submit to the 
States a proposition to so amend the Constitution as to protect the wo- 
men of the States and Territories in the enjoyment of the right of equal 
suffrage with men—to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of William H. Rodenald and 
others, of Independence, Mo.; of Frederick Eitelgeorge and others, and 
A. L. Chapman and others, of Kansas City, Mo., for payment of certain 
claims of Missouri militia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Claborn W. Hunt, administrator of 
W. L. Shelton, deceased, of Jackson County, Alabama, for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil- 
ver upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates 
of one, two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that 
one and two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public 
debt be paid as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle 
surplus now in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of farmers of Chautauqua County, New York. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 26, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulo- 
gies on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Local Assembly 
No. 2143, Knights of Labor, Krumroy, Obio praying for the passage of 
the bill restoring the wages of employés in the Government Printing 
Office to the former rate; which was referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 4146, 
Knights of Labor, of Lincoln, III., praying for the construction of the 
Ce ee which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Terrell, 
Tex., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
the harbor at Sabine Pass; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a memorial of 486 visitors at Hot 
Springs, Ark., remonstrating against the removal of bath-houses from 
the Government reservation at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of J. W. Hedberg and 45 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute for- 
feiture of the unearned lands within the limits of the grant to the Sioux 
City Pac Saint Paul Railroad Company; which was ordered to lie on 
the e. 

He also presented a petition of the Fairfield monthly meeting of 
Fri comprising 500 members, located in Ohio; a petition of Winne- 
sheik (Iowa) monthly meeting of Friends; a petition of citizens of West 
Branch, Iowa; a petition of the New Sharon (Iowa) monthly meeting 
of Friends; and a penan of the Earlham (Iowa) monthly meeting of 
Friends, praying the passage of the bill (S. 355) to promote among 
nations, for the creation of a tribunal for international arbitration, and 
S 7700 purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Morris and Wabaun- 
see Counties, Kansas, praying the of the bill to open the Okla- 
homa lands in the Indian Territory to settlement; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers residing in Kansas, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the Weaver bill, proposing 
to pay the Union soldiers of the late war the difference in value between 


the depreciated greenback currency in which they received their pay 
and gold; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee en the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1339) to amend the police regulations 
of the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1543) fixing the rate of interest upon 
arrearages of taxes due July 1, 1884, and on all special improvements 
due the District of Columbia, which may be paid within a specified 
one, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. 346) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to in- 
corporate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, approved January 22, 1867; and the bill (S. 62) 
enlarging the powers of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1587) in relation to the trustees of the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN; from the Committce on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign 
Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the 
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 805) to authorize certain foreign-built steamships in 
the service of the International Navigation Company to be registered as 
vessels of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1646) to amend an act entitled An 
act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,“ ap- 
proved February 25, 1885; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1647) for the relief 
of Henry II. Wheeler, of Crook County, Oregon; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1648) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Collinsworth; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of Public Build- 
ings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants and shrubs 
to fill certain vases in the Pension building. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (II. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, ad- 
ministratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further routine morn- 
ing business the Calendar is in order under Rule VIII, and the first 
case on the Calendar will be reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. In pursuance of the notice given by 
me, I ask that the Calendar may be laid aside for the p of ena- 
bling me to have taken up Senate bill 1483, what is known as the Chi- 
nese bill, for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the Calendar the Senator 
from Oregon asks that it be and that the bill indicated by 
him be taken from the table for consideration. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. HALE. I gave notice yesterday that at the close of the remarks 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who was then entitled 
to the floor, I should move that the Senate go into executive session. 
The hour was so late when the Senator from Mississippi finished that 
I did not think it then advisable to attempt to interfere with the prog- 
ress of the bill which was at that time before the Senate, but I wish 
to give notice now that at the end of the remarks of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] I shall make a motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 


PROHIBITION OF CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Oregon will be read by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1483) abrogating all treaties hereto- 
fore made and now operative between the United States Government 
and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they, or any of them, provide for, 
reco nize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, and in 
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so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United States from absolutely 
prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; and repealing 
all acts of Congress, in so far as they, or any of them, recognize or per- 
mit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and absolutely pro- 
hibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, excepting only 
diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting the landing of 
any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic or other officers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, nothing but the deepest 
sense of official duty and obligation to a devoted, generous, and desery- 
ing constituency could induce me at this early day in my term to obtrude 
myself on the attention of the Senate, and thus in a sense and to a cer- 
tain degree violate that unwritten law of this body, so well understood 
but not always observed, in reference to the privileges of new members. 
I trust the importance and urgency of the questions involved, coupled 
with the fact of the peculiar and intimate relation they bear to the peo- 
ple of the State and coast I in part have the honor of representing, will 
justify me in doing that which under other circumstances might seem 
something of an impropriety. 

It is a rule, recognized by physicians and surgeons, that desperate 
cases in medicine and surgery require heroic treatment; when the can- 
cer is malignant and uncompromising, is making unrestrained inroads 
on the system and startling headway toward the vitals, all temporiz- 
ing with narcotics, herbs, and palliatives must give way to the knife; 
and though the emergency and the means may compel the sacrifice of 
human blood in order to save human life, the ulcerous, devouring sore 
must, with all its cancerous roots, be cut from the body and cast away. 
So it is with the body-politic, When it is assailed by an extraordinary 
evil, menaced by an unyielding and rapidly advancing vice, which 
brings into grave and imminent peril not only the best interests of our 
people but the most cherished institutions of our country the time 
for temporizing has passed away; the more ordinary remedies must be 
put in the background, and the amenities which under other circum- 
stances should be observed toward foreign powersand theirsubjects must 
upon the principle of self-preservation give way to such heroic and ag- 

ive measures as the necessities of the case render absolutely essen- 
tial. In the case under consideration such treatment seems necessary 
to the vindication of the most sacred rights and privileges of our people, 
the maintenance of our civilization, and the preservation of the domestic 
peace and tranquillity of the Republic. 

Such an evil, a vice more terrible in its tendencies, more degrading 
in its influences than has been suggested, is to-day not mey paralyz- 
ing the rights of the laboring classes, not only absolutely destroying 
the interests of American labor in a large section of this country, not 
only fastening its fangs and exuding its leprous virus into the very 
vitals of the moral and physical being of our body-politic, and casting 
physical and moral infection on every side, but, worse than all this, 
absolutely disturbing the public peace, creating internal dissension and 
strife, and bringing into the most imminent peril the domestic tran- 
quillity of our people, the Christian civilization of the age, and the gen- 
eral welfare of our nationality. 

From such an evil are the people of the whole Pacific coast suffering 
to-day through the presence in their midst of large numbers of an un- 
clean, non-assimilating, and pagan race. To such an infliction, national 
in its character, malignant and devilish in its tendencies, are they now 
subjected. Impending over them and gradually butsurely extending its 
dominion eastward like a cloud of wrath, it imperils the rights of labor, of 
property, of peace, of life itself. To meet and successfully grapple with 
and finally subdue and eradicate from our land this dire scourge will 
require some more heroic treatment, some more vigorous remedy, some 
more emphatic measure, some firmer, more decided, and aggressive 
governmental step than has ever yet been taken by the American Con- 
gress or the Government of the United States through any of its de- 

ents or instrumentalities, and one, moreover, which never can be 
taken rightfully or properly and at the same time preserve inviolate 
the present existing treaty stipulations between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Chinese Empire, and such an one, moreover, which in 
my judgment we can not within any reasonable time hope to obtain 
through the treaty-making power by any further negotiations with the 
empire. 

Hence it is that in the measure which I have submitted, and which 
is now under consideration, it is proposed that the States and the people 
of this Republic, as they constitutionally and of right may do, through 
their Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States, 
with the approval of the Executive, or even by a sufficient vote of the 
Congress withont his approval, remove those barriers that have for years 
stood in the way of Congress in the form of treaty stipulations, and which 
have restricted and prevented it from inaugurating the necessary meas- 
ures and exercising the requisite powers to successfully deal with this 
momentous question—with this herculean evil. 

In other words, it is proposed by the bill under discussion as a first 
essential step to clear the way of all obstructions, so that Congress may 

constitutionally and rightfully rise in the scale of legislative power and 
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action to that position which time and circumstance have demonstrated 
is absolutely necessary to meet this political scourge, by wiping out of 
existence every treaty stipulation with China which in any manner or 
in any form recognizes or permits the coming of Chinese to this coun- 
try, or which inhibits the United States from absolutely prohibiting 
Chinese immigration to the United States; and then, the right of way 
to Congress being thus clearly secured, the bill proposes to absolutely 
prohibit the coming of Chinese whether subjects of the Chinese Empire 
or otherwise, as well those who have been here and have returned, 
those who are now here and who may hereafter leave the United States 
and attempt to return, as those who have never yet been within our 


limits, to any port or place within the United States, or from landing 


orremaining therein, excepting only diplomatic, consular, or other com- 
missioned officers and their household and body servants. 

In considering this bill two questions of importance present them- 
selves: 

First. Has the United States the constitutional right or power by an 
act of the Congress to abrogate or repeal a treaty with a foreign nation; 
and 

Second. Ifso, does the importance to this country of the questions in- 
volved, the magnitude of the evil to be dealt with, the interests of the 
people to be subserved, the institutions that are to be protected, the 
peril that isto be warded off, and the preservation and vindication ofthe 
public peace, justify the step proposed? 

First, as to the constitutional power of Congress to abrogate or repeal 
an existing treaty between the United States and a foreign nation. 
And, farther, does a subsequent act of Congress repeal and abrogate the 
provisions of a prior treaty with a foreign nation inso far as it conflicts 
with such provisions ? 

These are propositions so well settled as to require but little more 
than the statement of the proposition and a reference to the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. And but for the fact that 
this power has, since the introduction of the bill under discussion, and 
with an air of self-importance as amazing as it is absurd and ridiculous, 
been flatly denied by one of the great journals of the metropolis (the 
New York Times) and its senseless assertion taken up and, parrot-like, 
repeated in an ignorant as well as an offensive manner by the Post of 
the national capital, no argument whatever in its support would now 
be offered. 

The morning subsequent to the introduction of the bill under con- 
sideration the New York Times, in its issue of the 12th instant, had 
the following editorial: 

Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, has introduced a new anti-Chinese bill by which 
he coolly proposes to sweep away all treaty provisions which stand in the way 
of an absolute prohibition of Chinese imm: ion, and to exclude from the 
country all Mongolian tsand prevent the return of any that may leave 
the country. The logical sequel of this kind of legislation would be a pro- 
vision for sending out of the country all the Chinese now here, which would 
place ussquarely on the policy of China ofa generation ago. The chief drawback 
about this policy is that it does not discriminate on the proper lines, If we are 
to exclude from this country objectionable immigrants we should so draw the 
line as to exclude those that are objectionable because they are objectionable, 
and not those that belong to one particularrace because they belong to that race. 
If we are going to filter the incoming population we should so arrange our 


strainerastoexcludethescum, It pages 5 stated also for Senator Mitichell’s informa- 
tion that treaties can not be amended or abrogated by statute law. 


While in its issue of February 15 the constitutional expounder of the 
Washington Post exposed his consummate stupidity on the subject by 
the following editorial: 

The anti-Chinese bill introduced py Senator MITCRELL, of Oregon, shows two 
things—his narrow-mindednessand his ignorance. He proposes to sweepaway 
all treaty obligations that affect immigration from China. Yet, he ought to 
know that a treaty can not be abrogated by an act of Congress. His bill pro- 
hibits all Chinese immigration. The purpose is to prevent the admission to 
the country of objectionable immigrants. But this bill declares inst a cer- 
tain class, not because they are objectionable, but because theyare Chinese. Tho 
illiberality and the ignorance seem to be furnished in equal quantities. 

Now, then, Mr. President, as the constitutional lawyers of the New 
York Times and the Washington Post have, in the infinitude of their 
professional wisdom and the profundity of their constitutional and in- 
ternational lore, so kindly for my information volunteered the statement 
that ‘‘treaties can not be amended or abrogated by statute law, I shall 
take the liberty for their information, as also for all interested, to at- 
tract attention to a few suggestions upon that point; and I do this not 
so much for the mere purpose of proving what every lawyer knows to 
be true—that is to say, that Congress has the undoubted power to abro- 
gate our existing treaties with China - but rather for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact that our courts, lawyers, jurists, and best states- 
men while conceding this power, have concurred as to the duty of Congress 
to abrogate a treaty whenever it is pernicious in its operations or ruin- 
ous to the state. And in this connection I assert it as a fact that the 
doctrine that a subsequent act of Congress in so far as it conflicts with 
the provisions of a prior treaty with a foreign power oran Indian tribe 
abrogates ihe treaty to that extent, is one that has received the unquali- 
fied sanction of every department of this Government, legislative, ex- 
echtive, administrative, and judicial, and no man but an ignoramus in 
the profession, and I might perhaps say with propriety in every other 
respect as well, would expose himself or his paper to ridicule by assert- 
ing to the contrary. 
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True, article 6 of the Constitution provides that— 

This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
thereo, fand all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the au- 
rity of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land. 

Even though the doctrine that a subsequent statute in direct conflict 
with a prior statute, whether purporting to repeal the former, or that 
otherwise operates as such repeal, could not be properly applied to a 
case of a subsequent statute coming in direct conflict with a prior treaty, 
the contention can be successfully maintained, and has been time out 
of mind, that for certain soe vale for which the Constitution was 
ordained and established by the people of the United States, such as 
the common defense and general welfare, including the er to de- 
clare war; to te commerce with fi nations among the 
several States; to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to 
coin money and the value thereof; to raise and support armies; 
to borrow money on the credit of the United States; to establish a uni- 
form rule of naturalization; to promote the progress of science and use- 
ful arts; to provide and maintain a navy; and in fact all the powers 
vested in Congress by the Constitution, the powers so vested can not 
be taken away, impaired, or in any manner abridged by the Executive 
and the Senate in pursuance of the exercise of the treaty-making power. 

The supreme right on the part of the Government to exercise at all 
times and under all circumstances through the Congress any power del- 
egated to it by the Constitution, and the exercise of which in itsjudg- 
ment may become necessary to the vindication of the great rights which 
pertain to the common defense and the general welfare, stands pre-em- 
inent, above and beyond the reach or assailment of any other power, 
whether executive, judicial, or administrative; and the treaty-making 
power, although guaranteed by the Constitution, is limited and subor- 
dinated to the exercise by Congress of those supreme powers necessary 
to the execution of the general purposes specified, for which the Con- 
stitution wasordained, and the right toexercise which are by the terms 
of the Constitution, specifically or inferentially, granted to 

Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution, volume 3, section 
1502, makes the following statement: 


The treaty-making power is necessarily and obviously subordinate to the 
fundamental laws and constitution of the state, and it can not change the form 
of the Government or annihilate its constitutional powers. 


Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution again in section 1508, 
volume 2, in speaking of the treaty-making power remarks as follows: 


The power to make tredties is by the Constitution general, and of course it 
embraces all sorts of treaties—for peace or war, for commerce or territory, for 
allowance or succors, for indemnity for injuries or payment of debts, for the rec- 
principles of public law, and for any other pur- 

of independent sovereigns may decide in 
But though the power is thus general and 
it is not to be so construed as to destroy the fundamental law of 


a pn by the Constitution can not be construed to authorize a de- 


struction of other powers given in the same instrument. It must be construed, 
ber ery in subordination to it, and can not su; or interfere with any 
r ts 


persode 

fundamental provisions. Each is equally obligatory and of para- 
mount authority within its scope, and no one embraces a amy to annihilate any 
other, A treaty to change the organization of the Government or annihilate 
its sovereignty, to overturn its republican form, or to deprive it of its constitu- 
tional powers, would be void, because it would destroy what it was designed 
merely to fulfill—the will of the people. 


Inasmuch, therefore, as the Congress has by virtue of an express grant 
in the Constitution the power to regulate commerce with ign na- 
tions,” and inasmuch as the Burlingame treaty is in all its essential par- 
ticulars nothing more nor less than a regulation of commerce between 
the United States and China, and as an act of Congress inhibiting the 
coming of Chinese to this country and absolutely excluding them from 
it would be the exercise of the power to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, it therefore follows that the making of the treaty did 
not and constitutionally could not, in any manner or in any respect, 
impair the power of Congress to pass a prohibitory act whenever in its 
judgment it became necessary to do this; and to hold that the Burlin- 
game treaty and the treaty supplementary thereto should be construed 
as an inhibition on the power of Congress to pass a prohibitory law, 
would be simply to declare that the treaty itself was absolutely void, 
because in such a case the effect of the treaty would be to deprive Con- 
gress of its constitutional power. 

But the doctrine that a subsequent act of Congress abrogates a prior 
treaty in so far as it conflicts with its provisions is one that has been 

in this Government since the matter was first discussed or 
the question raised nearly ninety years ago; and it has received the 
sanction of every department of the Government—legislative, execu- 
tive, administrative, and judicial—commencing with its exercise by 
Congress, when in July 7, 1798, an act of Congress was passed abro- 
gating our treaties with 5 That act declared among other things 
as follows: 
That the United States are of right freed and exonerated from the stipulations 
the treaties pose the consular venti concluded between — 


of com on heretofore 
United States and France; and that the same shall not henceforth be 
„ on the Government of the United States or citizens of the 


But not only so. The Department of Justice has through its Attor- | Bailey 


neys-General, at different times, proclaimed this doctrine in unqualified 
terms. Attorney-General Crittenden (see Opinions Attorneys-General, 


volume 5, page 345), in discussing the question of conflict between a 
pas treaty and a subsequent act of Congress with reference to the 


orida claims, uses the following language: 

An act of Congress is as much a supreme law of the land asa y 
are on the same fi 3 or superiority is given to the 
one or the other. The last expression of the law-giving power must prevail; 
and just for the same reason and on the same p le a uent act 
1 h with a prior act, so must an 
act of Congress have effect inconsistent with a prior treaty. 


Again, Attorney-General Sny prea asthe year 1870, in the case 
one OEN Indians (see Opinions Attorneys-General, volume 13, page 
` : 

There is nothing in the Constitution which assigns diferent ranks to treaties 
and to statutes; both the one and the other, when not inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution, seem to stand upon the same level and to be of equal validity; and as 
in the case of all laws emanating from an equal authority, the earlier in date 
yields to the later. 

But not only so. Repeatedly has the Federal judiciary through its 
circuit and supreme courts, without reserve, doubt, or qualification of 
the doctrine, held that the power to a treaty with a foreign 
power, as well as with the Indian tribes, does not rest exclusively with 
the Executive and the Senate, but does reside in the Congress. The 
court, in Taylorvs. Martin (2 Curtis’s Circuit Court Reports, 454), in dis- 
cussing this subject, uses the following language: 

It is impossible to maintain that under our Constitution the President and the 
Senate exclusively 


‘this ‘helpless condition 


It is not only inconsistent with the of a nation, but negati by 
the express words of the Constitution. That gives to Con in so man 
words, power to declare war, an act which ipso wegen, ee treaties in: 

ent with a state of war. It can not, therefore, tted that the only method 


x escape from a treaty is by the consent of the other party to it or a declaration 
of war. 

To refuse to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the con- 
scientious judgment of anation is a matter of the utmost gravity, but the power 
to do so is a prerogative of which no nation can be deprived without deeply af- 
a independence, That the people of the United States have deprived 
their Government of this power I do not believe; it must reside somewhere 
and be applicable toall cases I am con „and I feel no doubt that it belongs 
to Congress. 

But the Supreme Court of the United States, the supreme arbiter in 
all questions of this character, finally settled the doctrine beyond the 
power of future controversy in this country in the case known as the 
Cherokee Tobacco case,’’ reported in 11 Wallace, page 616. The court 
in that case, opinion by Mr. Justice Swayne, uses the following lan- 
guage: 

The effect of treaties and of acts of Congress, when in conflict, is not settled by 
the Constitution. But the question is not involved in any doubt as to its proper 
solution, The treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress (2 Peters, 314), and 
et of Congress may supersede a prior treaty (2 Curtis, 454; 1 Woolworth, 


In the cases referred to these principles were applied to treaties with foreign 


nations. Treaties with Indian nations can not be more obligatory. 


ray» vo 
no higher sanctity and no greater inviolability or immunity from legislative in- 
vasion can be claimed for them. The act of Congress must prevail as if the 
treaty were not an element to be considered. If a wrong has been done the 


power of redress is with Congress, not with the j 4 


This doctrine, se well settled that it is a matter of amazement that 
any one, much less the constitutional expounders of great metropolitan 
journals, should assert to the contrary, was fully recognized by Presi- 
dent Hayes in his veto m of March 1, 1879, wherein he gave his 
reasons for withholding his approval of the bill both Houses of 
that Congress restricting the immigration of Chinese to the United 
States; although on the ground of policy solely he vetoed the bill, he 
in terms ized the power of Congress to abrogate the Burlingame 
treaty in these words: 

The authority of Congress to terminate a treaty with a foreign power, by ex- 
pressing the will of the nation no longer to adhere to it, is as free from contro- 
ve under our Constitution as is the further ition that the power of 
mak 2 sow treaties or modifying existing treaties is not lodged by the Consti- 
tution Presi 


Congress, but in the ent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, as shown by the concurrence of two-thirds of that body. 


A further declaration is made in this message: 

A denunciation of any — anf A any government is confessedly justifiable only 
upon some reason, both of the higest justice and of the highest necessity. 

And in this connection it may not be out of place to attract attention 
to the fact that in the passage of the bill in the Forty-fifth Congress 
abrogating the Burlingame treaty the two Houses of Congress by a most 
decided vote declared not only in favor of the power of Congress to ab- 
rogate a treaty with a foreign power, but did actually in that particu- 
lar instance, in so far as the Co could do it in the absence of ex- 
ecutive approval, absolutely abrogate, set aside, and repeal the Burlin- 
game treaty. The vote on the passage of that bill was in the House of 
Representatives 155 yeas, 72 nays, not voting 61, and most of whom 
were paired. The vote in detail is as follows: 


YEAS—-15. 

Acklen, Bayne, Blount, Caldwell, W. P. 
Aiken, Beebe, Boone, Calkins, 
Aldrich, Bell, Brentano, Campbell, 
Atkins, Brewer, Chalmers, 

x Bicknell ht, Clarke of Kentucky, 
Baker, John H. Black 7 ner, Clark of Missouri, 

5 H. Blair, Cabell, Cobb, 

4 liss, Caldwell, John W. Cole, 
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Cook, Gunter, Fr aes. 27; as follows: 
Fay fale —— raes ; The vote in the Senate was yeas 39, nays 27; as 
Cox, Jacob D. Hamilton, Maish, Singleton, YEAS—39. 
Cox, Samuel S. Hanna, Majors, Allison, Eaton, MePherson, Saunders, 
— . — — — * á à Mitchell 
5 Harrison, Martin, Southard, Bayard, Garland, ? Shields, 
Cummings, Hartzell, Mayham, Sparks, Beck, Gordon, Morgan, Spencer, 
Davidson, Hatcher, M Steele, Blaine, Grover. Oglesby, Teller, 
Davis, Horace Hayes, Metcalfe, Stenger, Booth, 5 Paddock, Thurman, 
Deering, Hazelton, - Mills, Throckmorton, Cameron of Pa, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Voorheea, 
Dibrell Henkle, Money, ‘Townsend, — Kirkwood, Plumb, Wallace, 
Dickey, ‘Townshend, R, W. * Windom. 
Durham, Hewitt, Abram 8. Muldrow, 3 Dorsey, McDonald, Sargent, 
Eden, hese G. W. . — — NAYS—27. 
Ellis, Hoobir 5 Treu Van Vothees, Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Hoar, McMillan, 
Ellsworth, H Patterson, T. M, Walker, —.— Derus of West Va., Howe, meee 
„ Pollard, White, Michael D, | Butler, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Evins, John H. Ittner, Potter, Whitthorne, Cameron of Wis., 2 Kellogg, Randolph, 
Ewing, Jones, Frank Pound Wi * ` Kernan, Withers. 
Felton, Jones, JamesT, Rea, mins Jere N. Conover, Hill. McCreery, 
Fiai Keshe, Reagan, —.— = All of whom yea, I will state for the information of the New 
Poster, — Een Amertom V. Willi York Times and the Washington Post, voted to abrogate a treaty by an 
Freeman, Killinger, Roberson, A Wilson, act of Congress, 
Garth, Kimmel, . But not only so. A doctrine akin to this has been recognized time 
—— iE — Wright, and time again by Congress in the passage of revenue laws. In 1857 
Giddings, Ligon, Sapp, Young, John S, the United States entered into a treaty with Denmark in which there 
Glover, Lockwood, Sayler, was a provision to the effect that no higher or other duties shall be 
m imposed onthe eee into the United States of any article, the pro- 
at a am duce or manufacture of the dominion of the treaty-making power, than 
12 5 ; Cutler Wege Cook, Sexton,” = a! panes pd de satis on like articles, being the produce or manufact- 
Bisbee, Denison; Mitchell, Smalls, Subsequently, in 1875, the United States entered into a treaty with 
Bouck, eee —— eee — the Hawaiian Islands in which certain products were admitted free of 
— tales Norcross, a na SN duty, andit was insisted upon the part of the exporters in Denmark that 
Brogden, Hardenbergh. Overton, Stewart, by virtue of the provision in the Hawaiian treaty similar products to those 
— Harris, Benj. we accor hl Bain mes admitted under the Hawaiian treaty should come in free of duty, but 
Burdick, Han Reny Peers, 5 SEN the circuit court for the southern district of New York held as follows: 
Cain, Ni „ Tipton, 
Candler, Henderson, N. Townsend, M. I. 5 hall all b. 593 — 1 e Tie nisa Baleet 
Cannon, Humphrey, Randolph, Waddell, any article, ae gree — or manufacture of dominion of the treaty-making 
Hungerford, Ri illiam W, Rela er, power, than are or shall be payable on the like articles the produce or manu- 
Clark, Rush Jones, John, Robbins, wm jg. und SORA UMET tnaperted ose any 
Conger, Joyce, Robinson, G. D. Williams, James. — fo: —— dominion it i mies see fit. 55 z 
NOT VOTING—41. And although we have similar provisions to that contained in our 
treaty with Denmark, in our treaties with Prussia, Sweden and Nor- 
Ballou, Evans, I. Newton ham, Springer, 1 $ ~ 
Bland, Forney, z 8 Stone, John W. way, the Two Sicilies, Portugal, Nicaragua, Hayti, Honduras, and Italy, 
Franklin, Poston, Stone, a yet none of these provisions in these several treaties has ever stood in 
Bro Fuller, Harb. Tucker, the way of Congress enacting such tariff laws as was deemed necessary 
na, Garfield! McKinley, Wait” e Representatives so 1 th 
inley, e na ves so long ago as on the 
8 8 John T. 9 Wale men 7th day of April, 1796, adopted a resolution declaring that when a 
Clark, Alvah A, Haskell, Oliver, Williams, Andrew | treaty depended for the execution of any of its stipulations on an act 
gem . . — Word! Benj. A. 5 Congress, it was the right and duty A the House to deliberate on 
Culberson; k? sen, Pri Y , Casey. e or inexpediency of carrying such treaty into effect. 
Davis, Joseph J. Kelter, Riddle, se And gh it is a fact that President Washington in his m of 
Dean, m — tere 30th of March, 1796, denied this right on the part of the House of Rep- 
2 25 pe stand . resentati ves, it has been exercised time and time again during all the 
e bill was passed. administrations of 
Ur Mexia, On this question I sui paired wits iy solion 9 New It is true a doctrine contrary to that which has become firmly settled 
York, Mr. Willis. If he were present, he would vote „ eee ee ce mars on certain nations, and 
ay. which the is not a party, sometime been asserted 
Bac ie yates Mig! Fes W but not maintained by these foreign nations; as, for instance, the con- 
. HAMILTON. “My colleagues, Mr. Brown and Mr. Fuller, are absent and grees of Paris in 1856, in which Great Britain’ France, Prussia, Sar- 


paired. Ido not know how re ney. ead vote if they were here. dinia, and Freiburg w presented by ministers plenipoten de- 
Island, is paired with Me. Henry, of Maryland, z on Mr. oa, ot ikode | Sinia, anà Fraibarg wees sepeeesnted by rainistari plesipotsatiacy, j 

jo) Pos colleague, Mr, Forney, is absent by order of the House, 3177.0 Nictate ieit ferme Sion engagements of 5 tresty nor modify 
sorvin on a committee 


ipulations unless with the consent of th tracting parties b; 
Now York. Iam paired generally on all political questions with Mr. Lapham, means of an amicable understanding. 8 re E aii 
of New Y 


'r. HARRIS, of Virginia, Iam Lam paired with Mr. Wait, of Connecticut. But this doctrine has never received the sanction of either the exec- 

Mr. — — 8 ~~ — ips, is absent on important business. If utive, administrative, or judicial authorities of this country; nor has 
lare. My colleague, Mr. Frye, is absent by order of the House, serving the doctrine been practically acted upon, carried out, or enforced by 

Pie 2 22 į any of the governments represented in that congress; but, on the con- 
Mr. 8 My colleague, Mr. Brown, is absent by reason of sick- j trary, a notable example of an entire repudiation of this doctrine by 
E Manaa Taa with colleague, Mr, Bland. As Lam assured | Great Britain is to be found in the passage by the British Parliament 
teas present he would vote “ay,” Twill v ay.” of the act of 1870 abrogating in part our extradition treaty with that 


F paired with Mr.Shelley,of Alabama, If he were Government of 1842. And it may as well be remembered by those who 
‘Me. ‘Husxts. Oo political questions my stare Henry, is paired with are so punctilious upon the subject of interference with treaty stipula- 


9 nd. ii 3 tions that E aee anane e paa r a A peter: | 
z paired with Mr. Roberts, of Marylan any inquiries whatever Government of the United States, and 
pira 8 T£ he were here, I | without soliciting its consent, and without giving any notice whatever 
Mr, McKenzie. I am paired with Mr. Powers, of Maine. of its intention to modify the provisions of the extradition treaty by an 
Nr. Wurz. of 8 epee un Ar. Mekinley, of Ohio. act of Parliament. 
Mr. Brace. My colleague, Mr. — e TÀ absent by order of the House, serving During the discussion of the Chinese question in the Senate in May, 
9 B „Mż. Clymer, is A Gap alee’ 1876, this very question as to the power of Congress to abrogate a treaty 
absen accoun 
Mr. Evans, . vania. I shes paired with my colleague, Mr. Clymer. Srna and was alluded to as follows: 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. Mr, OGLESBY, F Senator from Vermont, as I 
Mr. Cox, of New Vork, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | do not know myself, exists or not on the concerning 


point 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, which I am about to erer a treaty 
latter motion was agreed to. should be made with tg inquire, Suppose un — — 
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n this very question, and it should be duly ratified by the Senate, and a law 
of Congress under the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations should 
be passed upon the same subject, general but internal in its application, and yet 
in conflict with the terms of the treaty, I should be obliged to the Senator from 
Vermont to state if he knows whether there has been any determination by the 
Supreme Court as to how that conflict would be regarded under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Would the law passed by Congress regulating com- 
scotch conflict with a treaty upon that subject prevail or would the treaty 

revail? 

z Mr. EbmUNDS. As I understand it, the Supreme Court of the United States has 
two or three times (but once is enough, it being a unanimous opinion) deter- 
mined that under the Constitution, just as it reads, the laws passed by Congress 
and treaties are both of them equally the supreme law of the land, any law or 
regulation of a State to the contrary notwithstanding. I do not quote the words 
but that is the substance. Now, that being the state of the Constitution, the 
Supreme Court has decided unanimously more than once, and I think upon 

rfectly im ble grounds, that, if a Jaw is in conflict with a treaty that ex- 
Ktea when the law was made, the treaty, to the extent that the law does con- 
flict with it, is abrogated by the general sovereign power of the nation. Whether 
that abrogation would be an act of injustice or of war, or whatever it might be 
called, toward the foreign nation with whom we had the treaty, is a question 
with which, of course, the courts have nothing todo, On the other hand, if a 
Jaw as a commercial regulation, to say nothing about the right of the House ot 
Representatives to originate revenue bills and tariff bills—waiving all that—ifa 
Jaw about theintroduction of persons should be , and afterward the Presi- 
dent and the Senate should conclude a treaty with a foreign power which con- 
flicted with the law, then in the same way the treaty would override the law 
and abrogate the law to that extent. In other words, the last act of the sover- 
eign power exercised in either way under the Constitution, being a complete 
exercise of sovereign power, would prevail. 


But, again, in 1879, when the act abrogating the Burlingame treaty 
was finally passed through both Houses of Congress, Senator Thurman, 
of Ohio, expressed his views upon this question as follows: 

It has been said 

Referring to the prohibition of Chinese immigration 
that it can only be done by the negotiation of a new chert I do not know that 
that pro ion has been distinctly advocated upon this floor; butif it does lurk 
inthe mind of any Senator I beg him to listen to the very few observations I have 
to make upon it. 

To meitseems perfectly clear that the proposition can not fora moment be sus- 
tained, and that it would be ruinous to this country, or to any country, to hold 
that a treaty can ay be put an end to by the negotiation of another; for that 
would put you 9 the mercy of the party with whom you had negoti- 
ated the treaty. e, for instance, this very case. we can only put an end to 
this treaty negotiating a new treaty with China then it is in the power of 

by refusing to negotiate a new treaty or such a one as we desire, to hold 
us to this treaty howaver detrimental to our interests it may be. 

Mr. IIAIAx. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he knows of any one 
who holds that doctrine? 

Mr. THuRMAN. I said I did not know; but it has been said and it has been 
argued, and the Senator from knows very well that, when he and I were 
members of the other House in the celebrated 4 arei discussion, it was stoutly 
maintained then that the convention with Great Britain, known as the Oregon 
convention, could not be put an end to by an act of Congress, 

Mr. President,I said that the very necessity of the case requires that this 

wer should reside in Co: It must reside somewhere, and it must reside 
in that department of the Government which can judge for itself, ive 
of what any foreign power may say. The very existence of the Government 
itself might depend upon the exercise of this power. It is v true that if we 
were, without cause, to put an end toa treaty and thereby prejudice the other 
party to it, we should, in morals andaccording to the law of nations, be respon- 
sible in damages for such abrogation ; but still the power to doso e in every 
8 a treaty, In the nature of things it must beso. Treaties are like 


n ips, There is no such thing as an indissoluble partnership; there is no 
suchthingasanindissolubletreaty. Either party may declare it ab ted, bein, 
worsen ba if it abrogates it without due cause; but the treaty itself is at an end. 


And that Congress is the right department of the Government to put an end to 
it follows, as a matter of course, if it be admitted that there is some other mode 
of putting an end to it than by the negotiation of a new treaty. If it does not 
belong solely to the treaty-making part of the Government to put an end to it 
by the negotiation of a new treaty, then, ex necessilate, it must belong to the leg- 
islative department of the Government, and this is perfectly consistent with the 
declaration of the Constitution in article 6: 

“This Constitution, and the lawsof the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the au- 
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land.“ 

A treaty isa law according to the Constitution, and its modification or its ab- 
rogation belongs to that department of the Government which makes and un- 
makes laws. 

Mr. President, in pursuance of this view we have again and again modified, 
or even abrogated, or put an end to treaties. The most notable case—one that 
excited this country very greatly at the time it happened—was the action of Con- 
gress in 1798 in regard to the treaties made with France, including that celebrated 
treaty of the Revolution with France, to which we owed so much in achieving 
our independence. In 1798, by act approved July 7, Congress d as fol- 
lows: 

He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, 
That the United States are of right free and exonerated from the stipulations of 
the treaties and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between the 

tes and France, and that the same shall not henceforth be regarded 
as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens of the United States.“ 


Senator Thurman, proceeding, further said: 


There wasa treaty abrogated expressly by act of Congress, and on the question 
of power it does not in the least militate against this exercise of power by Con- 
gress that the preamble to this act sets forth divers causes why the treaties ought 
to beabrogated, and alleges breaches of the treaty on the partof France; because, 
whether there was cause or not cause to abrogate that treaty, if the Congress 
had no power to abrogate it, if the power to abrogate it resided with the treaty- 
making ee of the Government, then no matter what was the cause, Con- 

had no right to pe that law. But it was not so ibe, pak then. Congress 

id pass that law; and we have nand again since, and notably in our treaties 
with the Indian tribes, modified or even put an end to them, according to our 
own opinion of what was right and proper; and that we have that power in the 
opinion of the sel rage Court of the United States has been conclusively shown 
by the Senator who last spoke on this bill, 


Mr. Justice Field, in the case of the Chinese laborer from Hong Kong, 
decided by him in United States circuit court of the ninth circuit, 
September 24, 1883, in discussing this very question, said: 

It will not be presumed, in the absence of clear language to that purport, that 


Congress intended to disregard the requirements of a treaty with a foreign gov- 
ernment, or to abrogate any of its clauses. At the same time, an act of Congress 
must be construed according to its manifest intent, and, so far as the courts are 
concerned, must be e A treaty is in nature a contract between two na- 
tions, and by writers on public law is generally so treated, and not as having of 
itself the force of a legislative act. The Constitution of the United States, how- 
ever, places both treaties and laws made in pursuance thereof in the same cate- 
gory and declares them to be the 8 law of the land. It does not give to 
either a paramount authority over the other. So far as a treaty operates by its 
own force without legislation, it is to be regarded by the courts as equivalent to 
a legislative act, but nothing further. If the subject to which it relates be one 
upon which Congress can also act, that body may e provisions or super- 
sede them entirely. The immigration of foreigners to the United States and the 
conditions upon which they shall be permitted to remain are appropriate sub- 
jects of legislation as well as of treaty stipulation. No ying. can deprive Con- 
gross of its power in that respect. As said by Mr. Justice Curtis in Taylor vs. 

orton: Inasmuch as treaties must continue as part of our municipal law, be 
obeyed by the people, applied by the judie and executed by the President 
while read ¢ continue unrepealed, and inasmuch as the power of re ling these 
municipal laws must reside somewhere, and nobody other than Congress 
sesses it, then legislative power is applicable to such laws whenever they relate 
to subjects which the Constitution placed under that legislative power, (2 
Curtis C. C. Reports, 459.) 


18 THE TREATY PERNICIOUS TO THE STATE, PREJUDICIAL TO ITS BEST INTERESTS, 
AND SHOULD IT BE ABROGATED? 


The power of Congress, therefore, to abrogate these treaties being be- 
yond question the next proposition to which I desire to attract attention is 
this: Do the admitted facts, read and known by all men, eitherdemand 
or justify its exercise in the manner proposed by this bill? I insist, with- 
out fear of successful contradiction, that they not only justify but im- 
peratively demand it. And in this connection I concede that the ab- 
rogation of a treaty with a foreign power by Congressional enactment 
should never be attempted, much less consummated, except for the 
gravest, most satisfactory, and conclusive reasons. But if from its in- 
ception it has been, or has for any reason since become, either contrary 
to the fundamental law, prejudicial to the state, or in its operation or 
effect pernicious to the commonwealth, and in its tendencies violative 
of the public peace or subversive of public justice, then no higher duty 
could possibly devolve on the American Congress than that of striking 
it down and wiping it out, either on account of its illegality or because 
it was from its inception, or has become, a vicious enemy of the state. 
Indeed, writers on international law agree in the declaration that a treaty 
that is prejudicial or pernicious to the state is absolutely void, just as 
a treaty is that isin conflict with the fundamental law. Vattel, in his 
Laws of Nations, section 228, in discussing this subject, says: 

Every treaty prejudicial to the state or contrary to her fundamental laws be- 
ing in its own nature void, the oath that may have been added to such treaty is 
void likewise and falls to the ground together with the covenant which it was 
intended to confirm. 

And continuing further he says: 

A treaty pernicious to the state is null and not at all obligatory. 


And further, page 259: 


Though a simple injury or disadvantage in a treaty is not sufficient to render 
it invalid, the case is not the same with those inconveniences that lead to the 
ruin of the state. 

While Grotius, the great author of international law, states the fol- 
lowing rule: 

The natural law, by which every nation is bound to maintain its own exist- 
ence, is not abdicated by treaty, 

In this connection I shall assume that it is conceded by over 95 per 
cent. of all intelligent, reasoning men of mature years in the United 
States who have given to this subject any consideration, whatever 
may be their opinion as to the abstract right of the proposition as to 
whether their coming should be absolutely excluded iy law, that the 
presence of Chinese in this country is an evil colossal in character, in- 
sidious in its operations, pernicious in effect, provocative of dissension 
and strife, the corrupter of public and private morals, a blight upon 
American labor, an obstruction to the rightful demands of honest toil, 
a disturber of the public peace, a restraint on desirable European im- 
migration, a common enemy of the toiling millions of our land, a grad- 
ually and rapidly expanding and fearful menace to the best interests of 
our Republic, and a poisonous cup to the lips of Christian civilization. 

Whatever may be the sentiment on this subject east of the Rocky 
Mountains where the shadows of this great scourge have as yet compara- 
tively so lightly fallen, there is among the people west of the Rocky 
Mountains but onesentiment, but one mind, but one judgment, on this 
great and all-absorbing question, if we may except an occasional mercen- 
ary journal whose venal proprietors attach more value to the patronage 
of the Chinese six companies than they do to the rights of the masses of 
the people or the best interests of the State, or an occasional corpora- 
tion whose interest is to degrade labor, cheapen the price of honest toil, 
and obtain the services of the laboring man at the lowest possible price. 

As bearing upon this question of unanimity of opinion on the Pacific 
coast in opposition to Chinese immigration, it may be well to remember 
that six years ago, through the action of the Legislature of the State of 
California, the question was submitted to a vote of the people of that 
State. The whole vote cast was 155,521—a full vote. Of these, 154,638 
were cast in opposition to Chinese immigration, while only 883 votes were 
cast in favor of it. And it isan unquestionable fact that public opinion 


on this question in the infected districts—and by this is meant the 
whole Pacific coast, including, as I believe, also the State of Colorado 
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and the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Montana, and Dakota— 
has ever since been becoming more solidified, more robust, more aggres- 
sive, and is now more determined and emphatic than ever before. 

To-day there is but one voice on the Pacific coast on this question, 
coming alike from the field and the workshop, the bench and the bar, 
the rostrum and the pulpit, while the press, i ive of party, with 
but an occasional exception as stated, is indefatigable and able not only 
in its attacks on the dreadful invasion but also in insisting that the 
real remedy is that proposed by the bill Ihave presented. As evidence 
of my statement in this regard, I attract attention to the following ed- 
itorials and extracts from some of the leading journals of San Francisco, 
that have fallen under my notice the past few days. 

I find in the San Francisco Evening Post of the 15th instant the fol- 
lowing report of a pulpit discourse recently delivered in that city by 
the celebrated Congregational divine, Rev. Dr. Barrows: 


At the First Congregational church last evening Rev. C. D. Barrows, the 
pastor, delivered a strong anti-Chinese sermon, in which he favored adopting 
any legal measure for expelling the Mongolian from this country. He said the 
time had come when the pulpit could no longer be silent, but must show equal 
interest with the press in affairs of this character. Self-protection was always 
justifiable, and if so in individuals why not in communities. Invasion, he re- 
marked, was not immigration. If one invites a stranger to share a meal, and 
he proposes not only to take his portion, but that of the family and turn them 
out of doors, should the host submit? There was no question that the Chinese 
were usurping our rights and the laws human and divine entitled us to peoe 
ourselves. The speaker declared that justice must not be forgotten, and detied 
the philosopher or missionary to prove by the Bible that there was any justice 
in the present state of affairs. The Chinese should be removed in accordance 
with justice, and there should be no more such immigration. Religious ple 
made a t mistake when they thought that the only thing to do with the 
Chinese here is to Christianize them. In conclusion he stated that there was a 
necessity to readjust the national Policy, and that we must make our country 
one of reunited States, and not the home of vagabonds, 


The Evening Post comments editorially in the same issue, as follows: 


Two weeks ago Rev. John Gray preached in the same strain at the Episcopal 
Church of the Advent. Neither ofthe reverend gentlemen said anything novel 
upon the theme which engaged his eloquence—for indeed, no one can say any- 
thing new upon so well worn asubject—but the fact that two cle en, belong- 
ing to denominations so respectable, numerous and influential, should seize the 
present on to speak out so boldly and intelligently upon the Chinese ques- 
tion is noteworthy and gratifying. here has been a t advance within the 
past ten years in the position of the Pacific coast pulpit on this subject. Time 
was when here, as elsewhere throughout the country, it was thought that the 
pro-Chinese view was necessarily the Christian view. The argument ran thus: 
As it is the duty of Christians to convert the heathen, everything that facilitates 
this work is to be encouraged; Chinese who are brought to this country come 
directly under Christian influences—therefore, Chinese immigration should be 
approved. Long experience has shown, however, that it is no easier to convert 

e Chinaman here than on his native soil, and it has also become paintully ap- 

nt that whatever benefit, —— or other, which the Chinese may derive 

rom being in America, nobody else gainsany permanentadvantage. It been 

seen that the presence of the Chinese means poverty, suffering, and moral and re- 
ligious blight to many of our own race. 

The church view of the Chinese question has, therefore, broadened so as to take 
in the souls of white as well as of Mongolians, and the result is that mae cler- 
gymen are now among the most earnest advocates ofexclusion, The religious 
press of the coast is almost as outspoken as the secular in its antagonism to 
coolyism. Of late the Occident, the Presbyterian organ, has been doing good 
missionary work in enlightening its pious contemporaries of the East as to the 
evils, material and spiritual, which 88 the advent of the pareau 
heathen from Asia into American communities, Itissignificant of changed 
attitude of the church that the anti-Chinese convention held recently at San 

'osé selected a Baptist cl man of that city as its agent and representative to 
travel through the State ree organize anti-cooly clubs. 

How can our esteemed contemporaries of the East reconcile these facts with 
their theory that hostility to the Chinese is confined on the Pacific coast to the 
ignorant and the vicious? We should like to see the sermons of Dr. Barrows 
and Rev. Mr. Gray printed in pamphlet form and sent to every newspaper office 
in the Union—especially to every religious newspaper office. 


The San Francisco Evening Post in its issue of the 12th instant, in 
referring to the introduction of the bill now under discussion, speaks 
editorially as follows: 


THE MITCHELL BILL. 


Senator MITCHELL, Of Oregon, has introduced a Chinese bill of a much more 
— *e character than any that has yet been offered by a responsible states- 
man. It abrogates all existing treaties with China, so far as they hamper the 
United States in dealing with immigration; forbids the entry of any Chinese 

rsons except government officials and their servants; provides punishment 

for any master of a vessel who brings Chinese in violation of the law; prohib- 
its the naturalization of Chinese, and makes due provision for the execution of 
the act. No chance is left for the courts to nullify the law. The prohibition of 
immigration, with the one exception named, is absolute. In express terms, it 
applies to all personsof Chinese race, whether subjects of the Chinese Empire 
or not. The amiable witness, who appears with mechanical larity to swear 
that the petitioner once lived on Dupon’stlee’,” would, under this measure, find 
his occupation gone, for previous residence is not recognized by the bill. 

As to the justice of this proposed act there can not be two opinions on the Pa- 
cific coast, It is precisely what the Post has been recommending for months, 
and what will have to come, sooner or later. 


The Daily Evening Bulletin of the same issue said, among other things 
in its leading editorial, the following: 
SENATOR MITCHELL'S PROPOSITION. 

Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, has introduced a bill in the Senate to abrogate 
all treaties which give the Chinese the right to enter this country and then ef- 
fectually exclude them, There is not much doubt but that is a which will 
have to be taken sooner or later. The movement nst the coolies which is 
by different names. As a mat- 
ter of fact it is merely a popular effort more determined than anything that has 
yet been attempted to shake off Mongolianism. Its 5 say eee than 

ic 


of the Pacifi tes 
which are about the only areas not well filled up in the United States at this time. 
It might as well be understood by all those who gave any thought to the su 
ject, ‘Bast or West, that this movement is not going to come to a halt, or 


there is not goin to be a reaction of any consequence. The conflict is as irre- 
pressible as t at een free and slave labor formerly in the South. It will pro- 
ceed until the only logical solution possible under the circumstances is reached— 
that is to say, the absolute, com poen and eternal exclusion of the servile and dis- 
turbing Chinese element. If there is not legislation wise and broad to facilitate 
and guide the movement, it will, before long, assume another more ultra and 
leas manageable form. 

To Senator MITCHELL’S proposition, therefore, Congress will in time have to 
come, No doubt the wisest thing to do is to accept and enforce it now. 


The San Francisco Morning Call of the 13th instant said editorially 
in reference to this question and this particular measure: 
MITCHELL'S ANTI-CHINESE BILL. 


Senator MITCHELL has begun where other anti-Chinese legislators will end. 
The present Congress may not be ey for the bill Mr. MITCHELL has pre- 
sented, but the next Congress will be. The ple of the United States appear 
to have made up their minds that Chinese migration must be stop the 
only question now being as to the necessity of an act of legislation which abro- 
gates existing treaties. The Mitchell bill will be opposed in Congress on the 
ground that it is a discourtesy to the State De ent to give notice of the 
abrogation of a treaty through Congressional action. It will be held by some 
that the State Department should exhaust diplomatie resources in the effort to 
obtain such a treaty as we want before Congress shall declare a treaty abro; b 
It seems to us, however, that time enough has been w. in waiting for the 
State Department to act. There is much reason to doubt if that Department is 
intensely interested in keeping Chinese out of the country. It is certain that 
the Treasury Department has construed the present law to admit Chinese in 
transit without assuming the duty of ascertaining if the Chinese so admitted left 
the couutr as they reported their intention to do. 

_ In various ways the Departments have done much to render the present law 
ineffective. There is some sees in consequence, if Congress, representing the 
people, takes the task of getting rid of Chinese into its own hands. Nine years 
ago, in the early part of Mr. Hayes's administration, an exclusion law was passed 
which did not pretend to conform to existing treaties, The President vetoed it 
on Se proun that it would be discourteous to China to announce through Con- 
gress the abrogation of a treaty. Under the stimulant of this Congressional 
act the State Department set its intellectual forces at work, and in the course of 
time the treaty of 1880 was agreed upon. By that treaty we ed to allow all 
Chinese then in the country to go and come at pleasure, The go-and-come 
clause in the treaty has proved fatal to its usefulness, The “go” was all right, 
but the “come” was a mistake, Senator MrTcH«t1’s bill eliminates the word 
come“ wherever it occurs. The facilities for going are not in the least im- 
paired, but we do not want any one Chinaman to go but once, The Call has 

requently expressed the belief that the present act might be made effective by 
literal construction and rigid enforcement, 

But the courts say thatliteral construction violates the spirit of the treaty. 
Rather than violate the spirit of the treaty the courts have so construed theact 
that it serves but little purpose, It increases the cost of landing Chinese in the 
country, but it does not ap) mtly materially diminish the number landed, 
Now, if we must d © treaty, let us do so in an open and manly way. 
Let us say to the Chinese Government that on and after a certain date no Chi- 
nese laborers will be allowed to land in the United States. The N ee folly 
of permitting a Chinaman to return and repeat his raid should be openly re- 
nounced, Provision can be made for the migration of recognized merchants 
whose business requires an occasional trip to China, But when a Chinese la- 
borer goes he should be denied the privilege to return. The Call favors all leg- 
islation which will strengthen the presentlaw. If the Morrow bill can be passed 
and the Mitchell bill can not, let us have the Morrow bill. If it does not work 
better than the present law, Congress will be ready for the Mitchell bill before 
its fiftieth session expires. 


The Call, in another recent editorial, said: 


MAKE IT TIGHT. 


A Washington dispatch says it is Lect he, yesh a all the anti-Chinese legislation 
the Pacific coast desires will be conceded by Congress. The anti-Chinese legis- 
lation which the Pacific coast especially desires is an enactment which will 
keep Chinese out of the country. Our experience convinces us that this can 
only be done by the enactment of a law forbidding Chinese laborers to return 
at all. When they go let them stay. So long as we undertake to provide for 
the return of the Chinese laborers, so long will fresh Chinese be sent in the place 
of those departed. We do not ignore the provision in the last treaty which 
allows Chinese then in the country to go and come of their own accord. It is, 
however, within the constitutional power of Congress to notify the Chinese 
Government that this provision of the treaty can not be observed without 
abandonment of the purpose for which the treaty was made. We have tried 
during four — a restriction law which carefully observed the provisions of 
the treaty. tween Department decisions and judicial decisions, all intended 
to carry out the spirit as well as the letter of the treaty, this law has been made 
ineffective. We now want a law that can not be construed away, The bill 
Representative Morrow has introduced limits the time within which a Chinese 
laborer may remain in China without forfeiting the right to return to two years. 
This is a disregard of the treaty, which makes no limit at all. An air-tight and 
water-proof Chinese exclusion law is what the Pacific coast now desires, 


The Chronicle, in discussing the pending bill editorially, said: 
He [MrrcnELL] has gone further than the most strenuous opponents of the 
Chinese have thus far gone, but it is just as well for Congress to face it now. 


MITCHELL will doubtless furnish reasons to justify the legislation he proposes, 
and show that the trade with China is not worth considering. 


But the San Francisco Daily Evening Bulletin, returning to the sub- 
ject in its issue of the 15th, publishes the following editorial under the 


head of 
THE RISING TIDE OF PUBLIC OPINION. 


If Senator MircHe.w’s bill, with some modifications, or any other bill having a 
like purpose in view, can be , the Chinese question will be solved for all 
time. That bill rises fully to the gravity of the case. If the question of our re- 
lations with China were broadly and ably presented, there is not much doubt 
poe eal e will become the law of the land. Mr. Morrow's bill was in- 
trodu early in the session. It wentas far as it was thought it was possible to 
goatthattime. Butsince then the Chinese question has undergone an entire 
change on the Pacific coast. One whole stage in the natural process of its solu- 
tion has been jumped over. There was no one who favored Morrow's bill who 
did not know that at some future time some other and more ultra measure would 
have to be red Sh ig By the act of the people in every city and town of Cp 
tance on the whole coastthe question has been advanced one step on the en- 
dar, so to speak. 

Revolutions never go backward. A social, moral, industrial, hygienic, finan- 
cial, and ethnological revolution is now in progress in California and the other 
States and Territories of the Pacific. The general and, in many respects, la 1 
uprising of our people has stripped the question of the falsehoods by which it 
was surrounded. This not the revolt of one class against another, however jus- 
titlable, but of a unanimous people determined to prevent the further defile- 
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ment of this fair land 
the debased 


a heathen horde, 


Is is 


which will ya in 

prince fey ee ey gais possible. It will rank 

tho moral and ts of the epoch. overthrow of 
bh. sla was the first. The extinction of the more Coolyism of 


present da the second. 
n is necessarily more in accord with the rising tide of 
ination to the Chinese evil once for all than any previ- 
ous measure, There gagni ta the present condition of things, to be no trouble 
about accepting it. no reciprocity at all in our dealings with China. 


We have received no reciprocal advan The case can be summed upin a 
few words: We enjoy no more rights in China than any other civilized nation; 
but our country alone has been opened up for the o of the man- dealers of 
Can That carried on with Cuba, Brazil, and Asia and is 


ton. traffic is openly 
sanctioned by treaty. Here it is cloaked and because our laws forbid 
forced labor. kenis poopie do not believe that the Chinese are held to service 
and labor in the U; States because they do not see them driven about in 


ngs, 
The chains which bind theseslavesareinvisible. They were forged outoftheir 
religion and 33 The relatives of the Chinese peon are mort; 
at his home for the fait performance of his contract. If 
y Ap araara ea maiaa asa 


ursiontoanend. There 
eee eee method of proceeding will result in 
the commercial loss of any kind. Even if it did, consideration of patriot- 
ism, morals, philanthropy, and civilization would 8 that the sacrifice should 
be made. But China has too good a thing in the trade with the United States to 
relinquishit. Besides, weare masters ofthesituation. By discriminating duties 
on tea and silk we can build up Japan at the expense of China. 

Nor is there any necessity for diplomatic delay. No nation is bound to con- 
tinue a treaty that is working it a constantand manifest injury, Great Britain 
did not ask when it modified by act of Par! t the extradition 

for it that, in its opinion, that treaty 

was doing violence to some of the ples upon which its government was 
satisfactory arrangement can be made whereby cer- 

tain classes of a people of whom we know but little, and of whose 


we are all rant, are to be admitted and excluded. The 
exigencies of the Burlingame Treaty, when the object was to adhere to the let- 
ter of that one-sided document, u that some ent should 
be set up, but for the reasons stated it can never be eto work. There will 


always be fraud and imposition in the administration of an 4 
portal Rough warner yp anend should be made of the whole business right 
off. e nese can not be admitted to this country. There are millions of 
ney standing ready to overwhelm us if the gates are not finally and firmly 
shut. 

But the sentiment expressed in these editorials and on the bill under 
discussion is not confined by any means to the Pacific and as a 
sample I attract attention to the following editorial found in the Phil - 
adelphia Press in its issue of the 11th instant: 


POTTERISG WITH A GRAVE QUESTION. 


The anti-Chinese outbreak at Seattle, Wash., is the first exhibition only of a 
hostility which has long been growing. During here has been a 
manifest increase in the aversion to this class of immigrants on the PacificSlope, 


ven 
ealing with the evil. One convention will assemble in Portland, Oreg., next 
ranciseo March 1 


These events ought to impress upon Con; the necessi 
The legislation of 

mere pottering and was enacted evidently in the hope that the 

settle itself in time, however, it has not done, and to-day the situation is 

shame of the whole business is that it 

in an 5 rE 


an 


n, 3,166 in 
now esti- 
Terri 


increase. 
It is evident that some other policy must be tried. It is unjust to one of the 
portions of the country for the rest of the nation to sit by supinely and 
— 8 retarded, its labor demoralized, and its people contaminated 


It will no longer do, therefore, to urge here or elsewhere in all this 
broad land that it is the irresponsible hoodlum element of the West only 
that is invei, against Chinese immigration and crying out against 
their infectious, demoralizing, and pernicious presence. 

This cry, always unfounded in fact, has in the face of events past and 
now transpiring become obsolete. The voice of honest labor, the in- 
telligent demand of vital industries, the ee of indigent toil— 

ir contest of competitive trial 


in the interest of the welfare, the conservation of public peace, 
the preservation of domestic tranquillity, the unfettering of public and 


itself | private justice, and the vindication of the rights of American labor on 
American soil. 


In view of the fact that the discussions of this question in Congress 
during the past fifteen or twenty years, and of the investigations that 
have been made under the direction of the two Houses of Con, and 
the e eee eee ee eee wi ume 
after volume of accompanying testimony, w. have been spread upon 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and before Congressional eyes evidence 
without limit and in its character overwhelming and conclusive, show- 
ing in all its horrid phases and in its real, abhorrent character the evil 
nature, the contaminating tendencies, and horrible results of Mongolian 
life and habits on American soil, it would seem superfluous to waste the 
time of the Senate in a repetition of the disgusting facts or in rehears- 
ing the many arguments that have been made bearing upon this great 
question. 

It is not a new question; the public mind is not in ignorance in ref- 
erence to it; Congress is not vised; the executive and administra- 
tive departments of the Government can not be blind in view of the past 
and present disclosures, either as to the real state of the case or the 
gravity of the situation. And if the evidence and arguments hereto- 
fore submitted to Congress are in any wanting in verity or de- 
ficient in amplification or force, and y they are not, they are to- 
day being strongly and emphatically supplemented, supported, and sus- 
tained by the scenes of riot and anarchy and dissension and bloodshed 
that have occurred during the past few months in Wyoming and Califor- 
nia and Washington Territory and other sections of the Pacific coast, and 
all of which, however indefensible or unjustifiable they may be, and how- 
ever untrue or unjust it would be to, in any manner, charge th n- 
sibility upon the Knights of Labor or upon any other class of intelli- 
gent and respected workingmen, it is true that they may be traced di- 
rectly to the fact that there is imbedded within the population of these 
districts an abnormal element, a foreign body, a non-assimilating mass, 
a hideous putrefaction, the absolute and continual tendency of which 
is to provoke dissension and strife and anarchy and bloodshed. 

The presence of nearly or quite two hundred thousand Mongolians, 
coming from among the worst classes of the lowest order of Asiatic life, 
and planted amidst and intermingled with a home population of less 
than one and a half millions on the Pacific coast, is an indigestible 
substance in the stomach of the body-politic of these communities; itis 
a 1 p emete; yolan] of e been come 
pe to swallow, dipped 3 sic cesspools o 
Pagan filth, and until it is ejected thrown out the lite and char- 
acter, and destiny of that people will rest under the shadow of an afllic- 
tion infinitely worse than that suffered by the Egyptians from the di- 
vers curses to which they were subjected. 

In reference to the recent disturbances in Washington Territory and 
in other portions of the West, while we may and do reprobate violence 
under zA prionn pretense evoked or however great the provocation, ex- 
cept in support of law and order, it will not do, nor will the facts sus- 
tain the assertion, to say that it is the hoodlum or tramp or irresponsi- 
ble element that is engaged in peaceable and orderly manifestations of 
opposition to the Chinese on the Pacific coast. As honorable and intel- 
ligent and respectable and worthy aclass of workingmen as ever honored 
themselves and their families in this country, or their race, by honest 
effort and honest toil, suffering as they are in their individual 
persons and in their families from the deprivation of the means of sub- 
sistence from the cheap and degraded labor of these rice-eating swarms 
of Asiatic serfs who have crowded them unceremoniously from the pick, 
the shovel, the hod, the plane, and the bench; from the factory and the 
hotel, from the field and the railroad, from the canal and the mine, from 
the garden and the shop, from the fisheries and the ways of travel, from 
the streets and the restaurants, from the manufactories and other places 
and vocations whereby men by their daily toil provide for self and wife 
and children and home, and goaded to a wild and, I may say, notinex- 
cusable desperation, rise up in their majesty as intelligent, independen 
suffering, resolute men, and protest by vigorous word and determin 
action against the presence in their midst of an element that is to them 
destructive of the means of subsistence and life and an insurmountable 
obstruction against them in every avenue of honest employment and 
fair recompense. 

Is it to be wondered at that under these circumstances there will at 
times, through the indiscretions of the less discreet and peacefully in- 
clined, occur occasional conflicts requiring the interposition of the strong 
arm of the law? The greater wonder is that the patience of commu- 
nities composed of intelligent and worthy native-born and naturalized 
American citizens, whose homes have been established on these Pacific 
shores, whose families are there, and whose dependence is exclusively 
upon the fruits of their daily toil, and whose means of livelihood are 
filched from them yen sd day and hour by hour by a homeless band 
of male pagans, to whom home and family and fireside and children 
and domesticity are entire strangers, does not give way to desperation 
and to high-handed and united effort to immolate and destroy these 
destroyers of their peace and happiness. That this is not done under 
cireumstances of such eee BON ER NRE gere s 
cation is to the wor en working-women of the Pacific coast a 


crown of unspeakable glory, and it rightfully commends them and their 
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interests to the favorable consideration and real sympathy not alone of 
Congress and the Executive but of the people of the entire nation. 

As the publie mind in this country has become so fully informed and 
thoroughly educated upon the general question as to the unadvisability 
of this character of immigration, and the publie ju is, as I be- 
lieve, so firmly fixed, I have made no particular effort in what I have 
said to rehash the testimony bearing upon this question. I how- 
ever, depart so far as to submit a quotatian from Bayard Taylor, with 
whose writings all are familiar, and whose long residence in China en- 
abled him to speak with accuracy upon the subject. In his work on 
India, China, and Japan, published in 1855, he says: 

It is deliberate opinion that the Chin morally, the most debased 
pecs — thie face of the 3 5 Forms of view, which in Sg countries are 

ly named, are in China so common that they excite no comment among the 

natives. They constitute the surface-level, and below them are deeps of deprav- 
ity so shocking and horrible that their character can not even be hinted. 
are some dark shadows in human nature which we naturally shrink 
trating, and I made no attempt to collect information of this kind; but there 
was enough in the thi which I could not avoid seeing and hearing—which 
are brought almost daily to the notice of every foreign resident—to inspire me 
with a powerful aversion to the Chinese race. Their touch is pollution; and. 
harsh as the opinion may seem, justice to our race demands t they should 
not be allowed to settle on our soil. Science may have lost something, 
mankind has gained, by the exclusive policy which has governed China during 
the past centuries, 


But as in my judgment there are no two opinions upon this question 
in this coutry, it is but a waste of time and a useless performance to 
adduce further testimony upon this point. 


THE BURLINGAME TREATY NOT ONLY IN ALL RESPECTS VALUELESS TO THE 
UNITED STATES COMMERCIALLY, BUT A STANDING CURSE. 


But it has been said that we can not afford to break faith with China, 
we can not afford to surrender the great privileges that have accrued 
and are accruing to the United States by reason of the Burlingame 
treaty. In answer to this I unhesitatingly say that never in the history 
of national compacts, never before in the execution of treaties between 
governments was any nation so y overreached, fooled, bam- 
boozled, outwitted, and swindled as was the United States in the adop- 
tion of the Burli e treaty. The truth is, in that bargain the 
United . absolutely got noting worthy of the mention that it did 
not possess before, while many of its then existing rights and privileges 
ein AI Y ALEA dest sa OR oF which ARTS E ane 
an unqualified concession to an idolatrous nation, toan Asiatic empire, 
the result of which, unless restrained, will ere many years cast a blight 
upon our nationality, a paralysis upon American labor, a blot upon our 
civilization, a mildew upon our progress, and become a serious stum- 
bling block in the way of the advancement and prosperity of our Re- 
public. 

What rights, or privileges, or concessions, or powers, or advantages 
were given or granted to the United States by virtue of the provisions 
of the Burli e treaty that we did not possess by virtue of our treaty 
with China of June, 1858? Let us inquire. In the first article of 
the Burlingame treaty China asserts that in making concessions to the 
citizens or subjects of foreign powers of the privileges of residing on 
certain tracts of land, or resorting to certain waters of that Empire 
for purposes of trade, the Em of China had not by prior treaty or 
by any means relinquished his right of eminent domain or dominion 
over the said land or waters; and it is stipulated that no such conces- 
sion or grant shall be construed to give to any power or party which 
may be at war with or hostile to the United States the right to attack 
the citizens of the United States, or their property, within the said 
land or waters; and the United States is by this article prohibited from 
attacking the citizens or subjects of any power or party, or their prop- 
erty, with which they may be at war on any such tract of land or waters 
of the said empire; and the article then proceeds to absolutely and 
materially restrict the rights which the United States then enjoyed by 
sti that grants of land theretofore made to the United States 
or any of its citizens in China for the purpose of trade or commerce 
should in no event be construed to divest the Chinese authorities of 
their rights of jurisdiction over persons and property within said tracts 
of land, except so faras that right may have been expressly relinquished 
by treaty. The first article of the Burlingame treaty, therefore, so far 
from granting any new rights or privileges, is but a restriction on the 
Sms and privileges of the United States and their citizens in China 
which they before. 


The same may be said of the second article, as it stipulates that any 
privilege or immunity in respect to trade or navigation with the Chi- 
nese dominions which may not have been stipulated for by treaty shall 
be subject to the discretion of the Chinese Government, and may be 
Ti ted by it accordingly. 

The third article is also a concession to the Chinese Government, for 
which we receive nothing. Itstipulates that the Empire of China shall 
have the right to appoint consuls at the ports of the United States, who 
shall enjoy the same privileges and immunities as those which are en- 
joyed by public law and treaty in the United States by the consuls of 
Great Britain and Russia, or either of them. . 

Article IV concedes naught that we did not possess under the treaty 
of 1858, save and except it is stipulated that the sepulture of our dead 


shall be held in respect and free from disturbance or profanation, for 
which we extend the same courtesies. 

The stipulation in reference to the exemption of citizens of the United 
States in China from disability or persecution on account of their re- 
ligious faith, and the enjoyment of liberty of conscience, are but little, 
if indeed anything, more than an elaboration of concessions then en- 
joyed by the United States under the treaty of 1858, while all these 
rights, privileges, and protections are thrown around Chinese subjects 
in the United States. 

Article 5 of course concedes nothing to the United States, while the 
United States by its provisions, in an hour of thoughtlessness on the 
sched the great premier, Mr. Seward, and of the Executive and the 

and I might say of the entire people of the whole nation, while 
boasting of the protection they pretend to give to American labor and 
American interests, threw open wide the doors of the nation and bid 
welcome to our midst at their pleasure the countless millions of yellow 
idolaters of the Celestial Empire. 

Article 6 is an elaboration and guarantee of the rights and privi- 
leges acceded to Chinese subjects in the United States by article 5 of 
the treaty. 

But what do we get by article 7? The enormously valuable con- 
cession that citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the privileges 
of the public educational institutions under the control of the Govern- 
ment of China enjoyed by citizens or subjects of the most favored na- 
tion, and the right upon their part to freely establish and maintain 
schools within the Empire of China at those places where foreigners 
are by treaty permitted to reside; while all these privileges are ex- 
tended to Chinese subjects in the United States. Wondrous conces- 
sion, that the civilization of free enlightened America, the outgrowth 
of and scientific education and of Christianity, should be gra- 
ciously admitted to the sacred educational temples of the descendants 
of Confucius in a land where popular education is unknown, where the 
sciences are stran; and Christianity is unheard of! 

And now having traveled through each and every article of the treaty, 
except the last, without being able to discover a single solitary new 
grant or concession to the United States or its citizens that is or ever 
has been or ever can be worth so much as a farthing, we come to con- 
sider the last article in the to find a second Chinese wall more 
formidable than that which held the Tartars at bay for over fourteen 
centuries, erected with our consent, builded in part with our own hands 
around the Chinese Empire and all its vast territory, so broad and firm 
and high as to forever exclude from whatever fields of enterprise that 
country may possess all American enterprise, capital, and labor. 

The United States— 

Says this article— 

do disclaim and disavow any 8 or right to mirre ne in sayy re 
n O „ 


mestic istration of China in . the co; e- 
graphs, or other material or internal improvements. 


And again: 

On the other hand, his Fea po terse Emperor of China, reserves to himself the 
right to decide the time manner and circumstance to introduce such im- 
porma within his dominions; and it is further stipulated that whenever 

Imperial Majesty shall determine to construct or cause to be constructed 
works of the character mentioned within the empire, the United States shall, on 
demand of the Emperor of China, d authorize suitable engineers 
to superintend and carry onthe work for China, and will recommend to other 
nations that they respond to the request of China in that regard in ike manner. 


The Daily Evening Bulletin of San Francisco, in discussing this ques- 
tion and the advisability of abrogating the Burlingame treaty, 
in a recent issue of that paper made the following statement: 

When the argument comes up on the latter point it will not be difficult to 
demonstrate that in that compact we gave everything and got nothing what- 
everin return. It would be impossible to find an instance in which a nation 
‘was more grossly overreached than we were on that occasion. The instrument 
will be searched in vain for any right or privilege conceded to Americans which 
all other foreigners do not enjoy. The history of diplomacy does not reveal an- 
other instance of a bargain so entirely one-sided. 

Tt is therefore evident that were the Burlingame treaty and the sup- 
plementary treaty of 1880 wiped out of existence to-morrow in toto our 
interests in China would not be damaged to any material extent what- 
ever, while on the other hand results incalculable in their value would 
inure tothe benefit of the United States. The objection that our com- 
merce with China would suffer and great commercial interests be 
stricken down by the abrogation of this treaty is not well-founded. It 
is based upon an entire misconception of the facts; it is founded in an 
erroneous impression of the benefits alleged to have been conferred upon 
this country by the Burlingame treaty; it is made in ignorance of the 
real state of facts in reference to our trade with China. China has too 
much at stake, too many interests to subserve to close her ports 
American commerce. Her exports to the United States are nearly 300 
per cent. more in value per annum than the value of our exports to 
China. 


I holdin my hand a statistical statement showing the kind, qualities, 
and values of the imports into the United States from, and exports 
of the United States to, China during the year ending June 30, 1885, 
which I ask the permission of the Senate to incorporate in my remarks 
without stopping to read it. 
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Statement showing the quantities and values of imports into the United 
States from and the exports from the United States to China during the 
year ending June 30, 1885. 

IMPORTS. 


Articles. Quantities. Values, 


FREE OF DUTY. 


poanie , drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere Saas 
—. — — —ẽ— 
us su 
elsewhere 
Hair, not elsewhere specified... TRA 
Hides and skins, oe than for-skins 
Silk, unman 


Chemicals, dru d and medicines, not else- 
n A 


ium, erade.... 
Op , repared 


Fish, not elsewhere s. 
Furs, ed on the skin, and manufactures of fur. <i $ 
Hats, bonnets, and hoods, and materials ſor . . 
Oils, vegetable, fixed, or een other than 


Provisio! 
Rice, png ri w 


products 
where specified 


Wool, and manufactures of: 
Unmanufactured., 


Manufactures of .. 
All other dutiable articles. 
Total subject to duty. 


Total imports of merchandise. . . . . . . 
Total imports of gold aud silver coin and bullion 


ee 


EXPORTS. 
Books, maps, engravings, and other printed matter. ä 45 
Breadstulfe:” = w 
Wheat, flour.. 35, 734 
All other........ 4,734 
CROOKS ana POKES OE cases e 51,819 
84.644 
3, 400, 339 
9, 531 
. 419, 361 
768, 076 
38, 329 
1,455, 234 
35, 977 
25, 667 
120, 238 
Total exports of domestic merchandise. 6, 396, 178 
Total exports of foreign merchandise............. 332 
FORME ORD OR UB: ,, 2 ERES 6,396, 500 


From this statement, it will be seen that the whole amount of mer- 
chandise imported from China to the United States during this period 
amounted in value to the sum of $16,292,169, of which amount only 
about one-fourth, or $4,241,401, was subject to duty, the balance being 
on the free-list; while the sum total of our exports to China on domestic 
commodities during the same time was $6,396,178, our total exports 
of foreign merchandise but $322, making our total exports $6,396,500. 

The port of San Francisco alone exported merchandise to all foreign 
countries during the year ending June 30, 1885, more than six times the 
amount in value than did all the ports of the United States, San Fran- 
cisco included, export to China during the same period, her exports of 
merchandise for that year being $38,115,624, while the port of Port- 
land, Oreg., the next nearest port of consequence to China, if we may 
except Astoria, Oreg., exported in all that year merchandise within 


$2,000,000 of the amount sent to China by all the ports of the United 
States, San Francisco and Portland included. 

Nor has our export trade with China increased, but on the contrary 
largely decreased, during the past few years under the operation of the 
Burlingame treaty. Our total exports to China tor the year ending June 
30, 1885, were less by nearly $500,000 than they were seven years ago. 
In that year, ending June 30, 1878, they were $6,867,255, and ourex ports 
to China during the year ending June 30, 1885, were less by $1,965,036 
than they were in 1881, and, small as it is, less thau double that whea 
the Burlingame treaty was ratified. But, not only so, it requires a 
drain of our gold and silver of nearly $10,000,000 annually to syaareour 
account with China, to say nothing of the immense drain of many mill- 
ions annually sent out of the country through the operation of the 
Chinese. 

Recurring to the immense drain of specie from our conutry involved 
in this trade, I submit the following statement from the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, Treasury Department, showing the value of the foreign trade 
with China and Hong-Kong and our annual total exports of gold and 
silver to China during the past fifteen years. 


Value of the foreign trade of the United States with China and Hong-Kong. 


Exports. 

Total im- 

Year ending Total ex- Imports. ports and 

June 80— ports, export: 

Domestic. Foreign. PO 

$3, 051, 616 $64,765 | $3,116,381 81d. 503,27 $17,681,908 
2.011. 28,996 | 2,070,832 | 20,064,305 | 22, 135, 197 
2,915,465 21,370 | 2,936,535 | 26,752,555 | 29, 689, 670 
2,547, O85 8,885 | 2,555,970 | 27,191,759 | 29,747,729 
2, 078, 565 55,096 | 2,133,661 | 13,568,940 | 20,702, 601 
3, 551, 033 15,710 | 3,566,745 | 14, 671, 416 18, 243, 164 
4,715, 15 14,777 | 4,729,892 | 12,847,633 | 17.577. 525 
4,903, 079 34,631 | 4,937,706 | 12,301, 1 17, 239, 390 
6. 850, 931 16,324 | 6,867,255 | 15,120,453 | 24,987,738 
5, 930, 954 11,245 | 5,942,199 | 18,084. 6% | 24,026,893 
3, 974, 447 4,325 | 3,978,775 | 24,020, 707 | 27,999,482 
8, 361,049 2,585 | 8,364,534 | 24,717,557 | 33,082, O91 
9, 106, 902 16,978 | 9,123,880 | 22,638,433 | 31,762,313 
7, 845,753 12,328 | 7,858,081 | 22,060,225 | 29,918,306 
7, 705, 022 5,405 | 7,710,427 | 17,121,373 | 24,831,800 
6, 396, 178 322 | 6,396,500 | 16,202,169 | 22, 688, 669 
3,369,547 | 2,554,138 | 5, 923. 635 62,960 5, 986, 645 
1,878,380 | 1,693,267 | 3,571,617 1, %0 3,573, 597 
4,799,470 | 1,199,865 | 5,999,333 700 6, 000, 035 
4,739,608 | 2,364,941 | 7,154,549 181 7, 154,730 
6,621,400 | 2,759,641 | 9,3851, 041 39,772 9, 420, 813 
5,210,966 | 1,392,403 | 6,603,369 6. 840 6, 610. 209 
5,842,947 | 2,086,642 7. 920. 5 6, 908 7, 936, 497 
.| 12,255,259 | 3,175,606 | 15,430, 865 10,952 | 15,441,817 
13, 200,925 | 3,011,650 | 16,212,575 7.5 16, 220, 134 
4,413,618 | 3,017,744 | 7,431, 362 134,635 7.505. 997 
4,282,381 2.230, 42 | 6,512,823 90,91 6, 608, 814 
1,367,034 | 2,111,568 | 3,478,602 41,179 3,519, 781 
2,307,620 | 2,142,500 | 4,450,210 OF 4, 486, 215 
4, 168,736 | 2,971,744 | 7,140,450 192, 801 7, 333, 281 
4, 936.985 | 4,404,574 | 9,341,550 5.2 9.316.819 
5, 188,705 | 9,384,524 | 14,573, 233 1,529 | 14,574,762 


But another consideration of immense importance must not be lost 
sight of in the consideration of this question. Prior to the existence of 
the Burlingame treaty Americans on the Pacific coast and elsewhere 
within the limits of the United States curried on whatever trade we had 
with China and received the benefit of it, How is it to-day? Over 95 
per cent. of the whole trade is monopolized and carried on by Chinese. 
The chimera, therefore, in reference to our great commerce with China 
and its alleged immense importance to this country cannot delude much 
longer, and when put in the balance against the great evils that are re- 
sulting to this country and our people from the presence of the Chinese, 
it should not be considered for one moment, even though the effect of 
the abrogation of the treaty might be to deprive ps wholly of this trade, 
which, as I have endeavored to show, it most certainly will not; for, 
even conceding the importance of that trade and the desirability of re- 
tainingit, China will never close her ports against it, treaty or no treaty. 
the aire vantages are too greatly in her favor; the profits are all on her 
side of the ledger. ‘The benefits inuring from it are in favor of China 
and not of the United States. 

With Great Britain her account stands quite differently. England 
is not compelled to go down in her exchequer every year to the tune 
of many millions as have we in order to settle a balance of trade with 
China. Her opium from India alone very nearly pays for the Chinese 
products purchased by her. 

It was proclaimed Lien a flourish of trumpets when the Burlingame 
treaty was consummated that a new market for our surplus wheat was 
to be opened up to the pronen of this country; that the rice-eating 
millions of China would at.once become a bread-cating people. But 
what is the result? Eighteen years have passed away and our annual 
total exports of breadstuffs to China, including wheat and flour, is of 
the value of less than $40,000, the exact amount for the year ending 
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June 30, 1885, being $35,734—a mere bagatelle. And so with our pro- 
visions, comprising meats and dairy products; $35,977 in value is the 
sum of all they purchased from us in the last year. 

In fact, if we may except the two products of uncolored cotton manu- 
factures, the value of our exports of which to China during the past year 
was $3,400,339, or considerably over one-half of all our exports to that 
country, and refined petroleum, amounting to $1,455,234, our export 
trade with China amounts to absolutely nothing; while from her free 
listshe, through her importations, is permitted to enter into competition 
with our producers of hides and skins, chemicals, drugs, and dyes, un- 
manufactured rare woods, hair, and other of our productions. 

From this it will be seen we have in that time sent to China in gold 
and silver to balance our account $131,134,815. In the four yearsand 
seven months ending July 31, 1879, we exported from San Francisco 
alone, to China, specie to the amount of $49,848,918. This immense 
sum of over $131,000,000 in gold and silver is in small part the tax 
that has been levied on the white labor of the Pacific coast and handed 
over to the Mongols of Asia. But to this add not less than from $75,000 
to $100,000 per day that is daily being absorbed by the laboring Chi- 
nese of the Pacific coast, and only a very small fraction of which finds 
its way back into American life and industries, and the balance of 
which, amounting to untold millions, is sent out of the country, and 
then some adequate conception may be had of the enormously bad bar- 
= this country struck with China when the Burlingame tieaty was 

e. 


RESTRICTION ACTS, 

Restriction acts have in the past proven mere delusions and snares, 
They do not meet the evil, but rather aggravate it by offering oppor- 
tunities for their evasion through the crafty practices, fraudulent de- 
vices, and bold perjury of the criminal Chinese. They have only been 
placed on the statute-book to be evaded through perjury, chicanery, 
and fraud, and to have their efficiency destroyed by judicial and de- 
partmental construction in strained efforts to harmonize their provis- 
ions with the letter and spirit of the treaties. 

This bill, unlike our restriction acts and proposed acts, is not elastic; 
it is absolutely iron-clad; it leaves nothing to construction; it is conclu- 
sive. It is not open to the objection of being liable to have its vitality 
sapped or its efficiency destroyed by judicial or departmental decision. 
No delicate questions as to conflict between act and treaty are left open 
for construction or determination by either court or department; all ques- 
tions as to the power of consuls to issue certificates; all issues as to their 
fraudulent character; all inquiries, judicial or otherwise, into the identity 
of the hundreds of Chinese who come regularly to our ports under claim 
that they have formerly resided here and are therefore under the re- 
striction acts entitled to return, whose namesare not only idem sonans as 
a rule but in person facies omnibus una, are wholly dispensed with. The 
premium held out by mere restriction acts to professional perjurers is 
withdrawn. Theopportunity for the exercise of Chinese cunning, Mon- 
golian chicanery, and Pagan prostitution of the forms of law to the base 
purposes of eluding the requirements of law, is forever taken away. 

Restriction acts simply arply the knife in a rather delicate manner 
to some of the outer branches of the deadly upas tree, while the bill 
under consideration lays the ax with a determined and vigorous hand 
at all of its poisonous roots. Restriction merely is a harmless anodyne 
applied with a delicate brush to an incurable ulcer; prohibition is the 
surgeon’s knife thrust vigorously beneath the festering sore. The one 
is simply boxing and fencing with an athletic giant-evil that is making 
rapid strides toward Mongolianizing the Pacific coast; the other is grasp- 
ing that evil boldly and energetically and defiantly, but yet constitu- 
tionally, by the throat and downing it without form or ceremony. The 
one is a pretense and a fraud in thatit assumes to be legislation in pur- 
suance of treaty stipulations, when in fact it is in violation of them, 
while the other proclaims to the world that the treaty itself is a fraud 
upon American labor, on public justice, on public and private morality, 
and on American civilization, and as such it has become the duty of 
Congress to brush it aside. Our past experience on this subject has 
proven that restrictive legislation on this subject does not restrict, but 
rather, under its operation, the number of Chinese in this country is 
augmented. While the census of 1880 showed but about 105,000 Chi- 
nese all told in this country, the number now here, as ascertained by 
careful estimates in the various localities occupied, is not less than from 
180,000 to 200,000. 

If, therefore, this class of immigration is so objectionable as we all 
concede it to be, if it is so fraught with disaster to the best interests of 
our Republic and people, if its effect is so baneful, as we claim, on Ameri- 
can labor, subordinating it to that of the cooly labor of Asia, if it is 
such a blight on public and private morals through its squalidness, 
wretchedness, and crimes; through its drain on the vitalizing currents 
of our financial, physical, and moral life; through the operation of all 
its vile instrumentalities, such as opium dens, houses of prostitution, 
and other snares of virtue and haunts of vice it has already established 
in startling numbers, not only in every city and town of the Pacific 
coast, but also in every city of any magnitude throughout the entire 
land; if, as is susceptible of abundant and conclusive proof, this immi- 
gration has lanted from the hot-beds of moral and physical cor- 
ruption in the depths of Asia new, detested, and nameless crimes, 


whose very touch is pollution, whose mention is forbidden in this pres- 
ence, and whose infection is moral and physical death; and if again no 
great interest of trade or commerce is to be protected by withholding 
the blow necessary to its destruction, then why should Congress hesi- 
tate to rise at once, and without further delay, to the demands of the 
hour, and in the exercise of its constitutional power strike with — 
ing hand a death- blow at the vitals of American civilization’s direst oe? 
To hesitate in the presence of such a danger is to parley with the assassin 
and treat with the corrupting invader of home and fireside. It is to 
fire blank cartridges when full-weighted leaden bullets are demanded. 

The conflict that is being waged on this subject of the Asiatic occupa- 
tion of this country is as irrepressible as the conflict that resulted in the 
overthrow of human slavery. It is a conflict for supremacy on American 
soil between intelligent, enlightened, and honest American labor and 
the cheap and degraded labor of the lowest order of the Mongol; acon- 
flict between morality and vice, order and anarchy, Americanism and 
Asianism; a conflict between civilization and heathenism, Christianity 
and paganism; a conflict between two opposing forces in all essential 
particulars non-assimilating and repellant when considered in the rela- 
tion of the one to the other; and the one or the other of which must and 
will ultimately and necessarily be driven to the wall; nor does it require 
any peculiar prescience to determine the result of the contest, if the 
United States Government either stands supinely hy and does nothing, 
or, what is but little more effective for good, simply attacks the advancing 
army of invaders with wooden swords and paper bullets under pretense 
of conforming to treaty stipulations and sustaining diplomatic relations. 

Public opinion, when so nearly unanimous as it ison this subject, is not 
often wrong in this country and thisage, and itis to-day, in a voice whose 
echo shall startle the empire and command the respect and approval of 
all civilized nations, demanding of Congress the enactment of a prohibi- 
tory law that will at once and forever end this great controversy and 
strangle this arch enemy of free labor, of law, order, tranquillity, and 
civilization itself. 

I now move a reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations for their consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. HALE. I now rise to make the motion indicated by me at the 
beginning of the session to-day, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BECK. I do not desire to debate it. I have no objection to an 
executive session, but I suppose the object is to consider a case from 
Maine that has been somewhat debated in committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order to talk about the object of an 
executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BECK. I merely asked the Senator from Maine the object of his 
motion. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to hear the Senator from Kentucky, al- 
though I presume he would have no right to proceed. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can be stated after the doors are closed. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not going to refer to any particular thing, but I 
do not desire to go into executive session unless the object I have in go- 
ing in can be accomplished ; and if the Senator from Kentucky, who I 
know is interested in the same matter but perhaps upon the other 
side, has anything to say with reference to it that will oblige us to come 
again into legislative session, I desire that he should state it now rather 
than that we should go through the form of going in and coming out. 

Mr. BECK. All I desire to say is that we shall save a great deal of 
time by not taking up the matter now when itcan be done Monday as 
early as the Senator from Maine may desire, when I shall aid him to 
go into executive session. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
is absent to-day and many matters we desire to look at can be presented 
on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator say that he is not ready for an ex- 
ecutive session? 

Mr. BECK. Iam not ready. 

Mr. HALE. Upon that assurance of the Senator I can not insist on 
the motion, because I know well it would only result in going in and 
coming out. Therefore I will withdraw the motion, but with the un- 
derstanding that on Monday early I shall expect the Senator’s co-oper- 
ation with me in securing an executive session. 

Mr. BECK. I shall help the Senator. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem, order The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. 

The PRESID pro tempore 8 on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator eat Gite Hansen to 


the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 515 MondAN!]. 
amendment and the amendment to the pow paps will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to add as a new section: 
that shall be appropriated in 
6 — 
tories, at the ex- 


pense of the United States and under the doo of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, on or before the Ist day of June, 1886. 
The amendment to the amendment is to substitute the following: 


That the apportionment of the money that shall be ropriated in pursuance 
of this act for the of * the Territo 8 athe basis 
vided in meetin A Of Hin Sats but in determin- 


the amount to which such Territory is entitled. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to understand in just what form itis. Is the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator fom Alabama. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think then it is an amendment that should be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on one © to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

ee ee The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as am 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro gp The bill is still open to amendment. 
If no further amendments be proposed 

Mr. PLUMB. I think some amendments have been proposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment of which I gave notice yes- 
terday. 

Mr BLAIR. There are other amendments which were offered ear- 


lier. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
of section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Iowa will be 5 There is no other amendment pending. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are several amendments pending, if the clerks 
would state them. 

3 5 PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are no other amendments 

in the sense that have been offered. Notice has been 
asin several would be offered, but they are not pending. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2: 

And in each State in which there shall 1 
ored children, the money paid in such State shall be rtioned and paid ou 
eer rt of such w . schools in proportion thas the: it 

e white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown 
by said census. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify my amendment by eee oe 
in line 4 the words “‘such white and colored;’’ so as to read: 
FFF in the proportion thet the die 
acy, n 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can modify his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will modify it in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. = 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And in each State in which there shall be se 


I offer the amendment now, to come in at the end 


schools for white and col- 
ed an 


of schools in the proportion State be id out 
„6 that the of the te and 
colored persons aforesaid other, as shown by censns, 


Mr. BLAIR. Does 8 eee Iowa desire to take the floor on 


I do not care to do so at this moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand as yet whether the Senator has 
modified his amendment by unanimous consent, or whether the amend- 
ment is under discussion as he originally offered it, I should like to 
ask the Senator how he understands that to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I leave it as I originally offered it for the t, 
so that the Senator may have an opportunity to debate it on that basis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken on the amendment I de- 
sire to offer a few observations upon it. It is in its nature, in its inev- 
itable effect, the introduction into the provisions of the bill of a discrim- 
3 race, as I understand it. It can have no other ef- 

; and pagea to me it is a late day for the American Congress to 
adopt thatclssof legislation: The bill itself, careful all the way through, 
its provisions, excludes any such idea; and the bill itself is not 
one of recent origin, or one which has lacked careful and sharp criticism 


8383 It is not here with its terms unstudied or its real mean- 
y misunderstood. 
fig goog Arpanet times to allude to the fact that the pro- 


visions of this bill, and especially its ons in this regard, have un- 
dergone the close scrutiny not only of our friends upon the other side 
of the Chamber but upon this side of the Chamber, and never until the 
offering of this amendment has it been necessary that there should be 
any modification of them. The only legitimate effect of this amend- 


ing | ment is to introduce an elementof discord, to revive discussions which 


I supposed had become obsolete in this country, to arrest and arraign 
as against this bill constitutional difficulties, to raise questions as to 
whether the bill itself may not by the insertion of this provision be- 
come unconstitutional, and if there were no difficulty at all, it is cal- 
culated, in the practical administration of the act among the people 
where we hope it will be most useful, simply to occasion confusion, mis- 
chief, and possibly the entire destruction of the favorable operation of 
the law; and it seems to me there is on this side of the Chamber some 
misapprehension as to the nature of the basis of the distribution which 
is made use of in the bill, that of illiteracy, as to the portion which goes 
to the several States, and I would be ted if more of the Senators 
who have this objection were present and would hear what is to be said 
in explanation of the position assumed in the bill and the views which 
were so entirely satisfactory to this side of the Chamber until now, but 
there are some here who have not before listened to what I have now 
to say, perhaps. 

It should be borne in mind that the basis of distribution established in 
this bill, which was never objected to before in the Senate so far as I 
know—certainly the objection never was exhibited in the form of a vote 
so as to pass upon the record—the basis of distribution in this bill isil- 
literacy. It is not white illiteraey; itis not coloredilliteracy; no money 
been to any part of this country because the man who is to be benefited 

y it is white or because he is colored, nor because the child who is to 
receive the benefit of the operations of this bill is of one color or of 
another color. No dollar goes to the State of Mississippi because there 
are white illiterates there or because there are black illiterates there. 
Illiteracy is taken in its broadest sense, inclusive of all individuals who 
are illiterate, be they white or black; and there is no discrimination in 
regard to color by the adoption of the rule of the bill as to the distribu- 
tion among the States. The illiteracy is not of one color or the other; 
but illiteracy of all is the basis. 

It would be just as sensible to say that the provisions of this bill 
should be more largely favorable to illiterates who were only 5 feet high 
than to illiterates who were more than 5 feet as to say that the pro- 
visions of this bill should be more favorable to the illiterates of one color 
than to those of another color. eee Anadis evi 
of distribution there is no reference, as I said before, to the matter of 
color, and it is e e to be charged Against this bill that because 
in the State of issippi or in any other State there are more illiter- 
ates of the blacks, therefore the children of a particular color in that 
State should receive the benefit from the operation of the act. As 
I stated before, it would be just as reasonable to make a discrimination 
among illiterates upon their relative sizes or weights or any other arbi- 
trary and non-essential distinctions that might exist as between them 
as individuals. The substance which is at the bottom of all this line 
discrimination, now offered as an amendment to this bill, disappears. 

Now, a little further. Here is another objection which exists Pin th the 
minds of some people. They say to us, Lou distribute this money 
upon the basis of illiteracy and the illiterates in particular States are 
more of them blacks than whites.” Therefore they reason that the 
amount which goes to the States is based or ought to be based on color, 
because more of the illiterates happen to be than happen to be 
3 But that is not so. If every one of these illiterates were white 
pee y the same amount of money would go there, and would go there 

it is illiteracy that is dangerous and it is illiteracy only that 
we are dealing with. 

Rag ied art to reverse the condition of things, that in the North 

and in the South where they have this colored 
epilation ag Bw a degree of intelligence such as we now have at the 
North, would you undertake to say, would it be claimed that the South, 
understanding ihe fact that she was more intelligent but had a larger 
number of people of the colored race, within Bor poean; should 
therefore receive the larger amount? On the other hand, although the 
illiterates were all white, under the rule of distribution adopted in the 
bill the money would go to the North if its people were thus illiterate; 
they would get the money instead of the South. 

They tell us thatthe basisof distribution comprises all the illiterates, 
those who are of the school age and those who are over the school age; 
and so it does; and therefore they say that as you depend upon the ag- 
gregate illiteracy in all the States of persons over ten years of age, when 
you have distributed the money upon that basis to the State and it has 
gone into the State, it should be out in the State for the education 
of the illiterates on the same But that is a non sequitur; it does 
not follow at all. It is an absurdity. This basis of illiteracy is only, 
as I explained in what I said the day before yesterday, an arbitrary 
method which we adopt because no other so good has been 
to determine the basis of distribution from the national Treasury to 
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the States; that is all. But when the money reaches the State, what 
is it to be paid out for? By the provisions of the bill, by the dictates 
of common sense, it is to be paid out to educate those who are within 
the ages when they can receive education. Simply because the money 
is distributed originally upon the basis of the illiteracy of the aged as 
well as the young, is it to be understood when the money is in the 
State it is to be applied to the illiterate who are there as such, regard- 
less ofage? By no means, for, of course, none of us understand, none 
of the very Senators who urge this objection will rise in their place and 
say the money should be thus distributed. If it is not to be thus dis- 
tributed, what becomes of their objection that it should be applied in 
the State to illiterates because it goes to the State on that arbi 
basis of distribution? à 

The money being sent to the State, illiteracy having been assumed 
as a general measure for all, and the share of the State (which as I said 
the other đay is based on the lack of education and its inability, by rea- 
son of poverty, to bear taxation to remove that illiteracy), the money 
being once in the State on that basis, it is to be paid out to educate 
those who ought to be educated, those whom the common schools can 
educate; it is no time in the day, no time in the century, no time in 
the history of mankind to say that a child is to receive more or less 
simply because he is of one or the other color, in this country at least. 
This amendment proposes to say that; that is the purpose of it; the 
money shall be paid out in such a way as to give the children of a cer- 
tain color a larger proportion of the money than the children of another 
color get. That is the only effect of it, and I think it is entirely wrong. 

Mr. President, there is another objection to this amendment. It 
proposes to distribute the money to schools and not to the individuals 
who may attend the schools. The measure of distribution is to exist- 


ing schools and the schools that may exist, so that the effort to derive, 


all that can be had on the part of the existing schools will tend to ex- 

haust the moneys. Aschool that is established for three or six months, 

as the case may be, getting its money now, desiring to increase its facili- 

ties, to give additional advantages to the scholars who may be attend- 

ing it, is directly and selfishly interested at once to prevent the estab- 
ishment of any other schools. 

The Senators amendment says give it to the schools. The schools ex- 
isting have the right to the whole of it by the amendment, and thus 
the existing schools are by the provisions of this amendment at once 
organized into a board to preyent the spread of any of the money be- 
yond themselves. It has been already one hundred times stated in the 
debate, and never contradicted, that the great region beyond the schools 
that already exist is the greatest source of danger, and it is to that as 
yet unpenetrated region that we should endeavor to distribute this ad- 
ditional money so far as we can. 

The amendment is pernicious in its practical operation by reason of 
the fact that it contemplates white and colored schools existing in one 
county and builds them up to oppose the distribution of any money 


beyond themselves. It prevents the spread of schools. If this were | poliey and 


not on other grounds an objectionable amendment, there is that which 
isan insuperable objection. Time is short that I must not enlarge 
upon it any longer. I have indicated the objections. 

While I am on my feet, as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
thought it necessary last night to make part of his address the two- 
column article of Judge Tourgee, in which is discussed this same point, 
somewhat with the air of a master, of a gentleman who has said all 
that there is to be said and disposes of those who may have a little dif- 
ferent opinion with him on this subject as though their opinions were 
of the most trifling account, I shall venture to go over this article with 
him and suggest as I go over it a few of the reasons of my dissent, and 
the dissent of the committee, and the dissent of the Senate, and, as 
far as I know, of the country generally with his views. I refer to the 
sense of the Senate as expressed at a former Congress. It must be re- 
membered that the bill before the Senate now is precisely the same bill 
that passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress. This is a lengthy 
article on the necessity of assistance to remove the illiteracy of the coun- 
try, which is a very strong one, a repetition of arguments the writer has 
himself made on many occasions and which have often been made in this 
Chamber and elsewhere. Speaking of the educational bill he says— 
J read from the RECORD: 

eee eee 17177 etena of ey aes OF 
bn ides without taking the trouble to investigate fetal. en 

One would suppose that after spending three weeks on this matter in 
the last Congress the whole Senate might reasonably have been looked 
upon as tolerably diligent investigators, but, of course, their final action 
must necessarily disclose lack of intelligence on their part. 


So far as the matters herein referred to are concerned, it is identical with the 
Blair bill which passed the Senate at the last session of Congress and the Willis 
bill which was reported to the House, but failed to be reached on the Calendar. 
These measures are based on the following hypothesis: 

1, That a sum of money be appropriated to each State for the cure of illit- 
eracy—the amount assigned to each being estimated on the number of illiterates 
in each State, according to the census of 1880. 


That, of course, is correct. 
2. That the same shall be used 


the 
elementary education in the Able eee 
As a result about four- of the 


respective States for the promotion of 
without distinction as to race. 8 
fund will go to the Southern States, as it 


ht to in order to remove the overw orance of both races in 
oug] do, 1 helming ign: 


Asa matter of fact he has overstated that. It is somewhat between 
two-thirds and three-fourths. 

The necessity for this is readily shown by the following tables, compiled from 
the census of 1890. 


These tables have been printed already, and there is no fault to be 


found with the tables as far as they go. He selects, however, certain 
particular States, not including the whole of the Southern States, in 
ere make the showing for his views apparently as strong as pos- 
si 

; The extent of the peril arising from this may be seen by examining the fol- 


By which he shows that in Virginia there were 430,352 illiterates, 
40.6 per cent. of population, and so in several other States, the total in 
eight States of illiterates being 2,989,802, an average per cent. of illit- 
eracy of 48.4. The average per cent. in the Northern States is figured 
out here as 8.5, 


The most important fact connected with the measure, however, is the relation 
it bears to the education of the two races. It should be borne in mind thatinall 
the Southern States the schools for the two races are 


Se school distriets, or else nace — 

thin the school as prescribed by the laws of the respective States. Prae- 
tically there is no difference in these standards; to distribute according to the 
number of children is in effect to distribute acco to the proportion of the 
two races. So that, if a State have 1,000,000 whites 500,000 blacks, the white 
schools will have twice as much money as the colored schools. 

Then he makes this assertion: 

The bill in question ires the fund there! ropriated to be distributed 
in the same —— 2 — school — — it is assigned to the 
States on the basis of illiteracy. 

There is a very serious misstatement of fact. The bill provides that 
the money goes to the State which must, under the operation of the 
bill, be combined with the funds of the State, and however they may 
have been distributed hitherto, the whole must be so distributed here- 
after as to secure equality of school privileges without regard to race or 
color. So this is a very pointed and absolute misstatement of the bill. 

According to the report of the House committee of the last Congress. 


He goes on to show that the average amount going to each illiterate 
is $1.60, but it is not because he is a white illiterate or he isa 
black illiterate but because he is an illiterate. He gets under the bill 
(the distribution of $10,000,000 being the basis assumed by the calcu- 
lation) $1.60 because he is an illiterate, not because he is white or black. 
Making up another table of certain States, Virginia, North Carolina, 
3 Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, 

e SAYS: 4 

It will be seen that there were almost three times as many colored as white 
illiterates, and, the character of the 8 and the fact that 
all the school-houses and educational equipment of the ante- war systems in those 


States are held by and for the use of white race, it would seem as if good 
common sense would demand that the remedy should some- 


And he says: 

Received on account of white illiterates, $1,182,406 paid on account of colored 
illiterates, $3,690,692. 

There is where the gentleman is again entirely in error. There is not 
a dollar of this money received in the State of Mississippi or in any other 
State because of white illiteracy or because of black illiteracy, but the 
distribution is made to the States by reason of the fact of the actual 
illiteracy there. The modification now proposed in this bill is to the 
effect that the money shall go into these States in proportion, not to the 
illiteracy itself, but in proportion to the illiteracy of persons of a par- 
ticular race, and having gone in that way it shall be applied to the illit- 
erate children of that particular race. But does any man rise here and 
say that, in view of ouractual duty as a nation, it is any moreessential 
to the future peace of the country that the colored child who is of school 
age should be educated, than itis that the white child of school age who 
sits beside him and lives in the same community, and is to be a citizen 
of the same State and the same country in the future, should be edu- 
cated? No, sir; and this effort is simply one to discriminate in favor of 
children of a certain color against other children of another color. He 
goes on and makes this statement: 

So that while each illiterate black and white alike will draw $1.60 from the na- 
tional Treasury for the benefit of the State, each white illiterate will receive for 
his education in a white school several times the amount that will be applied 
to the education of the colored illiterate in the schools of his race. 

Now, as a suggestion to this gentleman who criticises Congress and 
those interested in this bill with considerable freedom, as a suggestion 
to him which may probably admonish him that he has not thought too 
much on the subject, as he possibly might have done, I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to his statement that this money is to be applied in 
the States to the education of illiterates, the men of a hundred years of 
age and the women of a hundred years of age who are reckoned as illit- 
erates in making up the basis of illiterates. When the $1.60 gets into 
the States the white illiterate is to receive his $1.60 and the black illit- 
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erate is to receive his $1.60; that is the statement here made, showing 
the utter confusion of mind under which the gentleman was laboring, 
and who by his miscalculations has made some confusion apparently 
in the Senate. 

There is much more of this article, but I have attended to the sub- 
stance of it and shown the fallacy of the ground on which the gentle- 
man proceeds; and I have said myself'as much as I desire to say in refer- 


ence to the pending amendment. As I stated before, itconcentrates the 
activities of existing schools for the prevention of the spread of the 
money where there are no organized schools and where it is still more 
needed than in the schools that already exist, It is introducing into 
this bill a discrimination as to color, seems designed to do that. Its 
purpose is to carry more money to the colored child than the white 
child of school age; and it isan anomaly as a Republican proposition. 
It has been always understood that the mission of the Republican party 
was to carry universal freedom, to make practically the Declaration of 
SEA igen a reality to every son and daughter of the country, re- 
gardless of raceor color. It is pretty late to introduce this now, pretty 
late for me to learn this lesson. I trust I shall not be obliged to do so 
in order to support this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I offered this amendment in good 
faith, hoping thereby toimprove the bill under consideration. The bill, 
it is true, was debated here a few years ago at considerable length and 
passed I believe at that time substantially as now pro by the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. I then voted for the bill with some 
distrust in my own mind as to the propriety of that vote as the measure 
then stood. I have heard the Senator from New Hampshire twoor three 
times say that the vote cast on this side of the Chamber two years ago 
was in pursuance of some arrangement in a Republican caucus, and 
that the Republican party thereby was committed not only to the gen- 
eral features of an educational bill providing for national aid, but that 
the provisions of this bill had passed the ordeal of the caucus as well as 
of the Senate. I need not tell that Senator or any gentleman on this 
floor that Republican caucuses do not attempt to bind Senators with 
reference to public measures, and that every Senator upon this floor is 
at liberty to vote as he chooses upon any public measure notwithstand- 
ing the views of the majority of the members of the party to which he 
belongs. 

The justification of this bill as presented in this Chamber by those 
who have advocated it thus far is that because of the fact that by na- 
tional legislation we gave the franchise some years ago to a large class 
of ignorant voters we are required now to extend national aid in 
order that the votes of this class mayin the future be castintelligently, 


and also upon the further ground that it is of national interest to every 
State in this Union that the ballots to be cast should be cast intelli- 
gently. 


Those are the only two grounds upon which I have heard the bill jus- 
tified upon either side of the Chamber. In other words, if we had not 
emancipated the colored race, and if they were not a part of the body- 
politic in the several States and in the United States, would there now 
be a party in this Chamber that would suggest a bill such as is here 

roposed? Or if the colored race was as intelligent in the Southern 
8 the white race in those States is, would such a proposition be 
presented here to-day? 

The basis of this bill is that there has been thrown into the civil polity 
of those States a class of people who have not had an opportunity to be- 
come educated and yet have had thrust upon them the ballot. Now, 
for myself, I would prefer, and I think I said so two years ago, that 
any donation or aid that is to be given by the General Government for 
this purpose should be given to the colored race exclusively; but I saw 
then as I see now that that is perhaps not a practicable measure; and 
therefore I am willing to give a portion of the money that is gathered 
together into the Treasury of the United States for the purposes of edu- 
cation, based upon the ideas that are presented to us by the promoters 
of this bill and all other bills which have been presented to the Senate 
of a similar character, namely, that we are to educate the illiterate por- 
tion of those people, whether they be white or colored. 

The Senator from New Hampshire speaks as though the proposition 
contained in my amendment was a new feature in this proposed legis- 
lation. Why, Mr. President, with the exception of this bill now laid 
upon our tables as passed by the Senate two years ago, I do not know 
of a single person or association that has suggested to Congress this leg- 
islation who has not proposed that it should be upon the very basis 
stated in my amendment. The Senator from New Hampshire took a 
large amount of testimony, and with the exception of a few gentlemen 
who appeared, from the Southern States before his committee every 
educator in this country, without exception so far as I have been able 
to examine, suggested that this distribution should be made upon the 
basis of illiteracy. 85 

Mr. BLAIR. On the basis of illiteracy? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the basis of illiteracy in the State, and not on 
the basis of illiteracy to the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly that is the bill itself. The money goes to 
the State in proportion to the illiteracy in the State. That deter- 
mines the rule of division between the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the provision of the bill as it stands to- 


day, then there can be no objection to the amendment which I have 
proposed, because that is to make it certain and clear and specific that 
the provisions of the bill shall apply to the illiterate people in those 
States, and not to the people who are not illiterate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
suggest an objection, which is that the amendment makes a distinc- 
tion on the ground of color between white and colored people. The 
moment that the United States Government shall draw that distinc- 
tion, it will destroy the public schools. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, so far from making a distinction be- 
tween the white and colored race, this amendment absolutely abstains 
from such distinction; it places this bill just where its promoters say it 
should be placed, namely, on the ground of illiteracy. Can it be pro- 
posed, and will Senators on the other side of the Chamber ask, that the 
white race in the Southern States, who for two hundred years succes- 
sively have oppressed the colored race, shall now, in the distribution of 
national aid, take from one-third to one-half of the very money which 
the colored race ought to have because of their illiteracy in that section ? 
Is it possible that in this rush in the South for supremacy or foreduca- 
tion, the white people there, with this advantage of two hundred years, 
with the advantage of race, if you please, and of power, will not consent 
that the poverty-stricken ‘race which has been thrown upon them, as 
they say, as voters, taking a part in the Republic with them, shall have 
that portion of the money which their illiteracy fairly entitles them to? 
I want to ask any Senator upon the other side of the Chamber if he is 
desirous and willing that the white race itself shall receive, on account 
of the illiteracy of another race, that portion of the fund which by the 
very terms of the bill is to be given on the basis of illiteracy? Is it pos- 
sible for a Southern State to say to us, Lou shall not appropriate 
money and give it to our schools even unless you do it upon the exact 
basis of school population, without reference to the fact that the white 
population in the South is educated as 80 per cent. is to 20 when com- 
pared with the colored population?” Will the Senator from Virginia 
say to me that itis an unfair distribution to give to the illiterate classes 
of the State of Virginia in proportion to their illiteracy, and that it will 
be fairer to give to the white race of that State one-half or more of this 
money, when in fact that white race shows that as compared with the 
colored race it is educated in the proportion of 80 to 20 per cent? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Yes, sir; I do say itis unfair. It is un- 
fair from two standpoints, and the Senator’s amendment would so crip- 
ple the public schools as that the poor children, whether white or black, 
if it shall be incorporated in the bill, will never receive the benefit of 
public education, for you are drawing the line between the two races. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I must of course submit to the judg- 
ment of a Senator who represents a portion of this population; but he 
should see as other Senators see that in the State of Virginia, and in 
every other Southern State, there is already a distinction drawn be- 
tween the two races with respect to theirschools. They have separate 
schools in every State, white and colored, do they not? Are there 
mixed schools in any of the Southern States? If there are, I have not 
noticed such a state. Therefore the distinction is already drawn. I 
am told that even constitutional provisions in these States require that 
the distribution of moneys shall be between white and colored schools, 
recognizing every where the distinction. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides that separate schools may exist; not 
that they must exist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
Hampshire appropriate the money of the Treasury of the United States 
for the purpose of educating people who do not require to be educated, 
under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not. The bill does not 

Mr. ALLISON. Does he not desire that this bill shall apply to those 
people who are to-day within its provisions, namely illiterates ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. And if so, should it not be applied in proportion 
to that illiteracy? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, that is my amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s amendment, however, wants to apply 
it aecording to color, and not illiteracy. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it again. 
gestion of color; I will read it: 

And in each State in which there shall be se schools for white and colored 
children, the money paid in such State shall be apportioned and paid out for the 
support of such white and colored onan 7 hay proportion that the illiteracy 


of the white and colored persons aforesaid other, as shown by said 
census. 


I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if the school moneys in the 
Southern States are not now distributed to white and colored schools? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not wholly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are they not now applied to white and colored 
schools under their laws? 

Mr. BLAIR. To some extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is not that the provision of every Southern State? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the Senator. 


I distinctly disclaim any sug- 


Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator to answer. 


1886. 


Mr. BLAIR. I understand that white and colored schools are the 
rule in the Southern States, that there is no law, constitutional orother- 
wise, as far as I have known or heard, compelling the schools to be un- 
mixed, wholly of one or wholly of the other race, but some of the schools 
are mixed; and the region where there are noschools, taking the South 
as a whole, comprises as many or more children as that where schools 


are already organized. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will ask the Senator at that point whether 
or not the present provision for common schools inthe Southern States 
together with the provisions of this bill will be sufficient to enable those 
States to establish schools in every part of those States for the benefit 
of all the children? 

Mr, BLAIR. Nobody can tell until the effort is made whether it will 
be sufficient to organize all the States entirely. 

Mr, ALLISON. I ask the Senator’s own opinion. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will go further than the existing condition of things. 
The bill provides that they shall apply all the moneys in that direction 
as far as they can. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to state whether or not, in his 
opinion orin the opinion of the Committee on Education and Labor, the 
amount of money now raised by taxation in these States, supplemented 
by the amount proposed to be granted by this bill, will provide com- 
mon-school education for all the white and colored children of school 
ages in those States? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not suppose it will, and make those schools of any 
efficient length, but it will add very largely. It will go a great way 
toward it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But does not the Senator believe and has he not 
stated over and over again in his reports that to make an efficient school 
system of six months in the year in those States would require an ap- 
propriation from the Federal Treasury of from twenty-five to thirty 
million dollars per annum, and that $15,000,000 is the lowest possible 
ie that could be profitably expended, covering both colored and white 

dren ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have stated always that I thought the amount pro- 
posed by this bill was not sufficient. I tried to have $105,000,000 ap- 
propriated, running over ten years. The Senate reduced the time two 
years and made the sum $77,000,000. I do not understand the Sena- 
tor’s point precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill enable the Senator to understand it in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish the Senator would. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall try to make myself clear. On the statement 
of this Committee on Education and Labor, on the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, when this bill shall have passed, and when 
the power of the State for taxation shall have been exhausted, there 
will still be a large number of the school children in those States that 
will not have the benefit of education. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not so much as they ought to have. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will nothave the benefit of thiscommon-school 
education. Therefore, in the nature of things, there will be a scramble 
for the money that is to be appropriated here and for the money to be 
expended which is raised under the tax laws of those States. Now I 
say that in that scramble we should see to it by our legislation that 
those people who are illiterate and whom we propose to aid shall have 
their share of this money; and for that reason I have suggested the 
. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
where he proposes to insert this amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. At the end of section 2. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is not stated on the print itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is not. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. At the end of section 2? 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. I have here the handy volume presented 
to us by the Senator from New Hampshire, and though he is some- 
what criticised for it I want to thank him for it, as furnishing us a 
vast amount of information. In one of the tables presented in the 
speech of the Senator, found on page 1211 of the RECORD, there is 
pra the illiteracy of the white and colored races in the Southern 

tates and in all the States of the Union. 

Taken altogether, the white illiteracy in the United States of those 
above ten years of age is only 9 per cent. The illiteracy of the colored 
race is 70 po cent. as shown by that table, as against an average of 9 
per cent. for the whites. If you will take that table and run over the 
Southern States you will find that with the single exceptions of North 
Carolina and Tennessee the white illiteracy in the Southern States is 
less than 20 per cent. of the population, and that the colored illiteracy 
in 7 one of those States exceeds 70 per cent., and in some of them 
it is 85. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator mean by white illiteracy and 
colored illiteracy as bearing upon the necessity of the education of chil- 
dien, whether white or black? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I think I understand the purport of the Senator's 
question. I mean what is stated in the table, the total illiterate pop- 
ulation ten years old and over, the white illiterate population and the 
colored illiterate population. I mean what the table says, and it shows 
that of those persons ten years of age and upwards in the whole United 
States the average of white illiteracy is 9 per cent. and of colored illit- 
eracy 70 per cent.; and then I add, as appears from the table, that with 
two exceptions the white illiteracy in the Southern States themselves 
does not exceed 20 per cent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire will say that that includes the 
white and colored population from ten years of age toa hundred. I 
have heard that statement made before; but fortunately for us he has 
himself furnished us a table which gives us an opportunity of making 
an accurate comparison between the white and colored races as to illit- 
eracy of those from ten to twenty-one years of age. Table 7, also found 
on 1211, shows the white and colored adult males and the adult 
male illiterates of the two races, with percentages, for each State and 
Territory. Curiously enough, the illiteracy of that table is substan- 
tially the illiteracy of the other, showing that the proportion of illiteracy 
runs from ten years and upward to the age of twenty-one, and clear 
beyond it to the age of one hundred, if you please, and that the per- 
centage of illiteracy of people of school age is substantially the same 
as it is of those who are above twenty-one years of age, as shown by 
this table. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, assume it to be so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assume that where there are separate schools for 
white and colored children, if we are to appropriate money for the aid 
of such schools it is fair justice to both the classes that that aid shall 
be given in proportion to the illiteracy found in the separate schools of 
colored and white children. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr, ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. HOAR. If convenient to him at this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Just now. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish to ask two questions, one being a prelude to the 
other. I ask whether the Senator does not understand that by the bill, 
section 3, lines 17 to 22, section 10, section 11, lines 17 to 25, and the 
last section, section 15, it is enacted that no State shall get any of this 
money which does not distribute all the moneys that it raises for com- 
mon-school purposes equally for the education of all the children with- 
out distinction of race, which does not provide for all its children without 
distinction of race or color an equal opportunity ſor education? So the 
condition of the bill is the supplying by the State of a sufficient com- 
mon-school education for all its children of both races. 

Now, I put the second question at the same time. That being an- 
swered in the affirmative, would it not follow from the Senator’s amend- 
ment either that colored children of school age are to have a larger sum 
expended on the education of each child than the white children, or 
that the State must itself remedy this inequality voted by Congress and 
make an inequality in its own distribution by giving more to white 
children so as to have the result come out equal ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill answer the Senator’s last question first by ask- 
ing him another. If there are two hundred children in school on either 
side of this Capitol, on one side of it only twenty of the hundred able 
to read and write and on the other side eighty out of the hundred able 
to read and write, does he believe that it will cost no more in labor to 
educate the eighty children who are unable to read and write than it 
will cost to educate the twenty children on the other side who are un- 
able to read and write ? 

Mr. HOAR. I not only believe that, but I believe it will not cost as 
much. Will the Senator allow me to explain? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I should like to hear the explanation. 

Mr. HOAR. If you have got eighty children out of the hundred well 
educated, able to read and write at least, but still going on with their 
common-school education on one side, and eighty children out of the 
hundred on the other side who can not read or write and have left home 
at that point, the eighty per capita—not per numeros but per capita—in 
any reasonable and just system, if they were the children of the same 
father and mother loving and prizing all alike, as they are to the State, 
will not require, until they are further advanced, as costly an education 
per capita as those who are a little furtheradvanced. In other words, 
as you advance the degree of education you must have teachers of a 
higher grade, of higher pay, and all those things. 

The defect of the Senator’s amendment, as it seems to me, is that he 
does not consider that when you have got a perfect common-school edu- 
cation for everybody, then all you want to do is to secure it so that 
everybody has an equal chance; and because the ignorance of the black 
children is the occasion for national interposition you can not give $20 
a head to educate them while the white children, who would not, if 
there were not any blacks, need any help at all, get but $5 apiece to 
educate them. Let each of them have $10 apiece, and educate them 
all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator in answering the question very care- 
fally excludes per numeros and includes per capita. The situation 
that I describe is exectly the situation between these two races. Here 
is the colored race having 2,200,000 children of school age. Of those 
2,200,000 in the Southern States 70 per cent. are illiterate. There are, 


say, an equal number of white children in those States between the 
ages of ten and twenty-one; only 20 per cent. of them are illiterate; and 
yet the Senator from usetts tells me that this money should be 
distributed exactly equally the basis of numbers and not upon the 
basis proposed in the main features of the bill. 

Does not the Senator from Massachusetts know that the 20 per cent. 
in the Southern States have the advantage by association in the white 
schools over the 80 per cent., so that day by day and moment by mo- 
ment, by contact they take in the education which their fellows have 

ly acquired in the school? Does he not know (no one knows bet- 
ter than he does) that those white school children as they trundle home 
from school go to intelligent and Christian mothers and fathers, and sis- 
ters, and brothers, surrounded as they are by the intelligence of home 
influence and home life; whereas the 80 per cent. of the colored race go 
home to fathers and mothers in hovels where neither father nor mother 
can write or read even the Gospel which gives them salvation? Yet 
when we come to contribute the public bounty on the ground, and the 
ground alone, that we have an illiterate race in a position to take 
part in the affairs of government, and we are therefore bound in honor 
to contribute of our substance to enable them intelligently to take that 
part, the Senator says that we can not do it unless we give dollar for 
dollar upon an exact and measurable equality, as much to the white 
race educated and who have the start of the colored race in civ- 
ilization by thousands of years, and that we are doing an injustice when 
we propose to give the money upon the basis of the necessities of those 
ple! 
ie EDMUNDS. And where the State law makes the distinction. 
Mr. ALLISON. And where the State law by positive enactment 
~makes the di ion, and places the races in separation in the schools. 
If it was not in the te of the United States, I should think any 
other proposition than the one which I make was monstrous; but it 
seems that even my proposition is regarded as ridiculous by the Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Upon the question of white and colored schools I wish to read one or two 
statements which I find in this handy volume the methods of 
appropriating this money, because, as I und in every Southern 
State—and if there is a Southern State in which is not done I will 
ask a Senator from that State to give me the information—to-day by 
law and by constitutional provision the moneys raised for schools must 
be distributed between the white and colored population substantially 
alike. Is there an exception to that rule? there a State in the 
South that discriminates in its laws against the colored race? If there 
is, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
whether the effect of his amendment would not be—I do not refer to 
the whole effect of it but one partial effect—to allowa State that has a 
large proportion of white illiterates to discriminate against them? I 
so read the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no distinction between white and black. 
Each one takes its share. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood it in the way I have stated. 
If I am mistaken I should like to be informed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an absolute mistake. On the contrary, it is to 
make the ay absolute, so that theapplication shall be to the illit- 
erates, whether they be white or black or of any other race. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the amendment apply to States where 
the white and colored schools are distinct? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir; and only there. 

I find in the testimony a statement made by a gentleman from South 
Carolina with reference to the schools in the city of Charleston. 

Mr. BLAIR. On what ease ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I read from page 12540f the RECORD containing the 
speech of the Senator from New Hampshire. Mr. Thompson appeared 
ee committee and gave information respecting South Carolina. 
He said: 

Inow desire to call the attention of the committee to the second tI make 
which is that the State of South Carolina is unable because of her impoverished 
condition to po proper instruction to all classesof her people. The scholastic 
population of the State— 

In 1875—he thinks it is substantially the same as the census of 1880— 
was, whites 85,678, colored 152,293, making a total of 237,971 children— 

Between the ages of 10 and 16 years. 
The school attendance in South Carolina for the year 188081 was, whites 


Or within 24,000 of the whole number— 

Colored, 12,119— 

Or less than one-twelfth of the whole number. Out of 152,293 col- 
ored children between the ages of ten and sixteen, with absolute equal- 
ity in your laws, with absolute equality in the distribution of your 
funds, there were but 12,119 who appeared at the schools in the State, 
— to this intelligent gentleman, Mr. Hugh Thompson, of South 

Mr. HAMPTON. dpe Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Les, 


Mr. HAMPTON. I think that the Senator has made a mistake in 
quoting from that statement, for the report of Mr. Thompson, who was 
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subsequently governor, will show a attendance of colored chil- 
dren in South Carolina than of white, if my recollection is right. I 
have before me the report of the present superintendent of education, 
which shows that there are 178,000 children attending school in South 
Carolina, and in those schools, supported nearly in toto by the white 
people, the report shows that there are 99,000 colored children atschool, 
and but 79,000 white children. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad to know that the present report shows 
an improvement in that direction. I only take this statement from the 
testimony furnished to me by the chairman of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, because I read from his 

Mr. BLAIR. The statement was made as to the condition in 1875, 
the Senator will observe. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators will observe that the language is 
school attendance in South Carolina for the year 188081.“ 
in power then, may I ask the Senator from South Carolina? Was the 


Republican then in power there? 
Mr. HAM N. No; the Democratic party. The Republicans had 
control in 1875. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Democratic party was in power, and in 1881, 
so says Mr. Thompson, the whites attending school were sixty-one 
thousand, and the colored twelve thousand. As the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. PLATT] very properly if they have made such 
a rapid progress between 1880-81 and 1885-86 it would seem that 
even they might get on without the a riation suggested in the bill. 
But I do not wish to take that view of it. 

I wish now, Mr. President, to call your attention to another state- 
ment made by Mr. Thompson: 

Taking the illiteracy of South Carolina shown by the return of the last census, 
which I an — of observing last night, the ratio of white illiterates 
to the whole population is 7.77 per cent. 

Mr. Thompson was mistaken in that; the ratio is 15 per cent., as 
shown in another part of the speech, as taken from the census of white 

The ratio of colored illiteracy to the whole population is 33.09. 

That was too low a statement also for South Carolina. Then he says 

I maintain that as far as controlling the white illiteracy in the State is con- 
cerned, South Carolina is able, ready, and willing to control it; and that she is 
equally ready and willing to control the colored illiteracy, but that it is beyond 
her power to doso. It is from this class of our citizens, a class to whom I claim 
that the State government of South Carolina in all its departments has done full 
and ample justice, that the trouble comes. 

It never entered the mind of Mr. Hugh Thompson when he was be- 
fore the committee that the State of South Carolina would grasp at one- 
half of this fund for her white children, although her white children 
were illiterate only to the extent of 15 per cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 
him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish to say that by virtue of the bill South Carolina is 
obliged to so apply all the funds that she otherwise would give to her 
white 5 as that there will be produced an equalization of priv- 
ilege to 

Mr. ALLISON. The State of South Carolina, by her laws, by her 
constitution, by every reason that can apply to human nature or to 
human justice, is required to do that thing, whether the Government 
of the United States gives 1 cent or $1,000,000. ‘Those people are a 
part of her Le apes she has for hundreds of years secured the bene- 
fits of their labor, and made herself largely rich and opulent before the 
war because of the labor of those people or their fathers. Can South 
Carolina or any Southern State say that it does not behoove her to use 
whatever portion of money she can raise by taxation properly for the 
education of the children of that State? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s question should be answered in the af- 
firmative. The other question immediatel has she done it? 
The statistics which the Senator has read that she has not done 
it. When she accepts this money she contracts to do it hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. South Carolina and all the Southern States now are 
required to do this thing. Does the Senator believe if they do not 
do it now that rare Hal do it under the provisions of his bill? 

Mr. President, this is an exceptional bill. Here we propose to turn 
over to the States, a thing unexampled and unprecedented, $77,000,000, 
to be expended underStateauthority and State control, without one par- 
ticle of supervision on the part of the General Government. Can any 
Senator give me an instance in the history of the United States from its 
foundation where that thing has ever been done before? 

Mr. BLAIR, There has never been a contribution from the National 
Government which was not precisely in that same way, without super- 
vision and without conditions. 

Mr. ALLISON. There has never been any contribution like this. 

Mr. BLAIR. There were the contributions to go to the common 
schools in the case of the proceeds of the sales of public lands; and the 
$28,000,000 which I showed day before yesterday went principally to 
the benefit of schools was given absolutely without any conditions at 
all, and was distributed in a single year. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire has failed to read 
the history of that transaction. Doeshe not know that that $28,000,000 
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Departmen: 

it? No conditions! Why, that was a loan of 
to be collected presently, not by a statute of the United States, but 
Secretary Manning, if he chooses to do so, can issue an order to-day re- 
quiring the State of Ohio and the State of Massachusetts to pay that 
money in sixty days. The law was so rigid in its character and so per- 
fect in detail that all the Secretary of the Treasury has to do is to de- 
mand of the States the money, and they are bound in good faith to re- 
turn it. Assimilate that to a donation of $77,000,000 that goes into the 

of the States as a without control, without limitation ex- 
cept as the States through their officers give an account of their action 
in communications to the of the Interior! 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isquite an impassioned statement of the matter, 
which is proper enough, but the Senator must know that there is no 
substance to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President 

Ur, BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield once more. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator was not yielding more than is usual in 
debate. If he thinks he is indulging in any excessive courtesy I shall 


not interrupt him. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa has a right 
to the floor and ought not to be interrupted except with his consent. 


Mr. BLAIR. I insist that he ay ped be interrupted, by the usages 
and practice of the Senate, unless he insists that he shall not be inter- 
rupted; and I do not understand that Iam at all indulging any un- 
usual assertion of myself on this occasion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from New Ham He 
has spoken so little on this subject that I feel that I ought to yield 
whenever he asks me to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. AsIsaid before, if the Senator thinks that he indulges 
in any unusual courtesy, I shall not en upon him. 

Mr, ALLISON. No, certainly not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say with reference to his statement in regard 
to the 000,000 distributed, deposited as a matter of form, always 
unde as a matter of form and not of substance, every dollar of it 
was distributed throughout the States according to their own inclina- 
tions, appropriated by them fifty years ago generally to the aid of the 
schools, already expended in that way, and no human being has the 
slightest idea that the assertion of the reserved right, which wasa mere 
formal matter, will ever be made at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was a side question, and I would not have 
alluded to it but for the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
several times in the debate mentioned it as a precedent for this bill, I 
JJ TT 
range of pu m in country, save and except ps 
illustra‘ made the other day by the Senator from Mississippi, a case 
in which prs money has been appropriated without the direction and 
control of the General Government. That was the case of Venezuela, 
where we made a contribution many years ago to relieve distress in that 
country. But in every other instance the United States has undertaken 
to follow the money that it has appropriated. Now, why does it not 
do so here? It does not do so in deference to gentlemen upon the other 
side of this Chamber who have constitutional scruples with reference 
to the power of the General Government to go into the States upon this 
question. I those constitutional scruples. Iam willing myself 
to trust the States largely in this ; but while I am so willing I 
desire for one, if I am to vote for this bi that the money shall go where 
the Senator from Mississippi and other Senators upon that side of the 
Chamber have said it was necessary it should go—that is, to those people 
who are illiterate in their several States, without anaes to color or 
race, and not because of color or race. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to rg of the attention of the Senate 
with regard to the amendment which I have offered. Every Senator 
understands it as well as I do. The tables show conclusively that if 
we do not adopt this amendment, instead of doing what the irustees of 
the Peabody fund, what the association of teachers, what the large num- 
ber of petitioners who have petitioned for such a bill as this seem to 
think we are doing, we are ee for the education of the white 
race in the Southern States, who I think, as this gentleman from South 
Carolina thinks, are abundantly able to educate themselves. 

This amendment is not to be whistled down the wind, I give notice, 
by mere statements that there are provisions in the bill already 
which cover the case. If the now does what is proposed in my 
amendment, then the amendment can do no harm; but if the bill jae 
not do that, the amendment clinches the irregularity aud the injustice 


proposed in the tenth section of this bill by aig e nape 
distribution shall be made on the basis of illiteracy, but providing ab- 
solutely that it shall not be so made, but that it shall be made upon 
the number of school children in the State, and no other basis can be 
adopted under it. So, Mr. President, I have offered this amendment 
in good faith believing that it is essential. 

Mr. HOAR. Where does the Senator find what he says in the tenth 
section ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is ſound in the fourth and fifth lines of that sec- 
tion: 

near as be for the equalization of school privi „ 
B yr laper fen pre Aetas ma puig Oe las ohn Oder ee —.— 

Mr. HOAR. That is very different from what the 8 from Iowa 
said. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be taken in connection with the other 
sections of the bill, which require that this fand shall be distributed 
on the basis of school population. So then the provisions of this bill 
are intended to clinch and make more certain a distribution which I 
think is unjust and unfair. 

Now I wish to say one thing further with reference to this bill before 
I close, and that is that I am willing to vote this money for the pur- 
poses which I have indicated; and when I do that I do not desire to be 
understood as voting for vd because the State of Iowa receives a small 
pittance of this money. this $77,000,000 to be thus distributed in 
eight years the State of paka will receive only $575,000, less than 10 
cents per annum upon the school children of my State; yet we expend 
in the State of Iowa annually for schools by taxation five and a half 
million dollars. What kind of taxation, a Senator asks. Not State 
taxation, not Federal taxation, but county and local taxation under our 
laws. Under our school system the people who are benefited by the 
schools vote for the taxes, distribute the money, and account to the 
tax-payers for the money thus expended; and under this local system, 
which I suppose is substantially the local’ system of every State, we last 
year collected and for several years have collected an amount exceed- 
9 for school purposes. 

. BUTLER. What about the public lands granted to your State? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for suggesting that question. 
The State of Iowa, as every other State except the original thirteen that 
got all the lands within their borders, and the State of Texas which 
came into the Union with all her lands, received a apana of the pub- 
lic lands within her limits for the benefit of her school system, under 
an arran ent which was common to all the States admitted by which 
the lands of the Federal Government should not be taxed. Under that 
provision the State of Iowa has a school fund of near $4,000,000, a 
school fund built up, if I may use that term, by the same means and 
from the same source that was given to the State of Mississippi, to the 
State of Alabama, and to every other State of this Union, so far as I 
know, except the ori thirteen and those that were admitted within 
a few years after the adoption of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator how many sections were donated 
for schools in each township in Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the grant in Iowa was every sixteenth 
section in a township. 

Mr. GEORGE. And the thirty-sixth section, too? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; we only had one section in a township—the 
sixteenth. I will answer the Senator from Mississippi, however, by 
saying to him that in this handy volume, from which I have so often 
quoted, I find that the State of Mississippi received a little more land 
on account of schools than did the State of Iowa. So whatever our 
brethren of South Carolina and New York and other older States may 
say, it does not become the Senator from Mississippi to say that Iowa 
has received a bounty that was not also given to the State of Missis- 
sippi. That sum I say is $4,000,000, accumulated from these resources, 
the income of which amounts to the enormous sum of $240,000 per 
year, and that is the only income the State of Iowa has from a perma- 
nent school fund—$240,000 a year as against five and a half million 
dollars expended. 

Mr. BUTLER. Raised by taxation? 

Mr. ALLISON. By taxation and taxation alone. Wehavei1,800,000 
people there possibly —1, 700, 000 by the last census and we have taxed 
ourselves in this way for the purpose of educating the children of our 
State. I submit to the Senator from South Carolina that although we 
have a rich and fertile soil and an industrious tion, yet when you 
get off into the inner regions of the State in which I live, where our 
people reside upon the prairies at a great distance from fuel, they have 
to struggle day by day to secure a livelihood sufficient to enable them 
to live as the people of Iowa desire to live and to educate their children 
as the people of Iowa desire to educate them. 

As I have said, I would prefer that this bill were put upon a different 
basis with reference to the distribution of the money. I should be con- 
tent to be more liberal than this bill provides in reference to where the 
money should go. I would surrender for the State of Iowa this pitiful 
10 cents per annum to each one of its children of school age, and I 
would give it to the illiterate children of South Carolina and Missis- 
sippi, who need it more than we do, and upon the very basis which the 
Senator from Massachusetts stated the other day as the justification for 
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this bill, namely, the basis that it was necessary to have an intelligent 
people to exercise intelligently the pomas of a free government. 

In the State of Iowa, as shown by the census, only 2.2 per cent. of 
her people are illiterate. Is it possible that upon any basis of justifi- 
cation any portion of this money should go to Iowa? I do not believe 
it. I do not believe that in any of the Northern States there is such 
illiteracy as would endanger the institutions under which we live. I 
believe that in all these States we have not only the ability but the 
disposition, from local taxation gathered in each community from the 
great body of the people, to educate them as they should be educated. 
Now, our Southern friends say to us that they have not the erp fer 
educate their white people and their colored people as well. If they 
have not I am willing for one to go to the national Treasury and give 
them such portion of the money there as is needed to properly aid them 
in this work; but I want them to apply that money where the trouble 
is, to the illiterate people of the South and not to the intelligent people 
of the South. 

Mr. President, I have occupied much longer time than I intended in 
these remarks. 

Mr. HAMPTON, I rose while the Senator from Iowa was speaking 
to correct what I thought was a mistake into which he had fallen. I 
did not have the document before me then, but I have it now. In the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior for this year, and in the report 
of the Commissioner of Education submitted with the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, I find that the whites enrolled in public schools 
in 1882-’83 in South Carolina were 74,157; the colored children en- 
rolled in public schools were 98,398. In 1883~’84 the enrollment re- 
spectively was, of whites 84,028 and of colored 101,591; and the report 
of the su tendent for 188485 shows the enrollment of whites to be 
78,458 and of colored 99,565, I have no doubt that the from 
which the Senator quoted were a misprint. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. Mr. President, I do not yield to any man on this floor 
or elsewhere in my support of public schools. I have as high an opin- 
ion of the great work of the public schools as any person can possibly 
have. Iam anxious to extend to all parts of the country financial aid 
if it be necessary, and I am also anxious to go beyond that, to create in 
the minds of the people a desire to keep up public schools and an at- 
tachment for the public-school system. 

I ventured the other day when this bill was before the Senate to crit- 
icise its terms. I regret to say that this appeared to meet disapproba- 
tion on the of some of the friends of the bill, and there was at least 
the intimation, if nothing further, that the opposition to the bill was 
not in good faith but was made for the purpose of defeating the appro- 
priation. So far as I am ey concerned Ihave no constitutional 
objections to the bill. I have no constitutional difficulties in dealing 
with this subject. Long on this floor and elsewhere, I have com- 
mitted myself unequi y, unhesitatingly, unrestrictedly, to the 
power of the General Government to contribute outof its great abun- 
dance to the support of public schools anywhere within its jurisdiction. 
I have no difficulty in following such appropriations by Federal control. 
I have no doubt of the proposition that when the General Government 
has contributed the money the General Government may also direct 
where it shall go and how it shall be ded. 

I do not see myself how any man on either side of the Chamber can 
maintain that the right exists in the General Government to appro- 
priate the money, and yet that the General Government has not the 
power to direct its expenditure. It does not follow because the power 
exists in the General Government to follow an appropriation, that it 
necessarily should do so. In all of my utterances upon this question, 
I have assumed that the purpose of the appropriation was first to meet 
a present emergency, to meet an emergency that ought to have been 
met many years ago, secondly to stimulate the States to build up within 
their borders a school system to which the people should become so 
thoroughly and certainly attached that under all circumstances it would 
be maintained. Because my views have been in that direction I have 
been willing to a great extent to trust the States. I have been willin 
to vote for appropriations that should give to the States the money, an 
then trust to their honesty and their zeal in the cause of public educa- 
tion for a proper application of the money so appropriated. But I should 
not be willing to vote a dollar of 1 money to any State if it was 
not with the understanding that if the State did not properly apply the 
money, the General Government might withdraw the appropriation, or 
in case of great emergency might interfere and establish schools within 
the borders of the State. 

I do not think the beneficiaries of this bill—and when I speak now 
of the beneficiaries I mean the people who are to receive the great share 
of this money—ought to complain of a moderate restriction or of a mod- 
erate direction as to the appropriation of the money. I would not my- 
self be in favor of establishing side by side with the State schools, as 
long as the States were making an effort to maintain public schools at 
all, national schools. I would not be in favor of interfering with the 
State schools. Neither do I understand that any amendment which 
has so far been offered to this bill, including even the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Iowa, in any wise interferes with the State 
schools or can in any wise im their usefulness or their efficiency. 

It has been said all through this discussion which has now lasted in 


this body for nearly five years, and it has been said over and over again, 
that the States who are to receive the greatest proportion of this money 
were too poor to furnish to the children of those States proper and suit- 
able educational facilities. Mr. President, I have never myself agreed 
to that proposition. I do not believe to-day that there is a State or a 
Territory within the jurisdiction of the United States that is not abund- 
antly able to maintain a reasonable common-school system for the ed- 
ucation of all the children of the State or Territory; but I realize the 
fact that in some of the States the people have been unwilling, have 
been reluctant to pay the necessary expenses for the maintenance of 
public schools. 

I have taken some pains to look over the census returns and ascer- 
tain the comparative wealth of the States which or whose people are 
thus complaining. I do not say the complaint comes altogether from 
the regions of country where school facilities have not been furnished, 
for the complaint comes with equal volume from people of our own sec- 
tion of the country who insist that the South is unable to maintain 
public schools. According to the census of 1880, the State of Alabama 
was estimated to have $338,000,000 of assessable property, and I find 
that in that year the State of Alabama paid $448,498 for public in- 
struction, for school facilities to the great number of children within 
its borders. I find that Arkansas was estimated to have $246,000,000 
of assessable property and paid $479,471 for school purposes. Dela- 
ware had $138,000,000 of assessable property and paid $207,000 for 
public schools. Florida had $95,000,000 of assessable property and 
paid $133,000 for schools. Georgia, with $554,000,000 of assessable 
property, paid $613,260 for publieschools, Mississippi, with $324,000,- 
000 of assessable property, paid $803,000 for public schools. North 
Carolina, with $446,000,000 of assessable property, paid $582,000 for 
school purposes, South Carolina, with $296,000,000 of assessable prop- 
erty, paid $341,176 for school purposes. West Virginia, with $307,- 
000,000 of assessable property, paid $553,000 for school purposes. Ten- 
nessee, with $666,000,000 of assessable property, paid $795,000. Col- 
orado, the youngest of the States, had $149,000, 000 of assessable property 
and paid $752,000 for the support of public schools. Nebraska, wi 
$290,000,000 of assessable property, d $1,358,346. Texas, with 
$725,000,000 of assessable property, paid $1,150,332, less than $200,000 
as much as Nebraska, 

Mr. President, these figures, in my judgment, show that the people of 
the South and the le of the North are everywhere financially able 
to take care of the public-school system, a fact that I knew as well five 
years ago when I voted for aid to the public schools of the land as I 
know it to-day. I have never based any vote I have given nor any ut- 
terance I have made in defense of mera of Federal aid to the 
schools of the land upon the theory that the States were unable to sup- 
p public schools, but upon the theory that they had declined or neg- 

ected to do so, and with the hope that by our sogiving Federal aid they 
might be incited to see the beauty and the advantage of the common- 
school system, and that th t thus do in the South what has been 
done in the North and what done in the great West. I said five 
years ago on this floor, educate the community and they will maintain 
schools no matter now poor they may be. have seen it illustrated 
and exemplified in my acquaintance with the Western country. Let 
me speak of my own State, and I speak of it with the utmost pride, and 
I think I may speak of it as an illustration of what I have said before, 
that the people who have been educated in the public schools, who have 
seen the advantages of the system, love it as they love no other institu- 
tion in the land, and they place it a little even above the church of 


their fathers. 
In 1859 the great wave of emigration d from the settled States 
across the arid regions of the West and 1 at the foot of the Rocky 


Mountains; thousands of men went out there, staid a few days, and re- 
turned; but many remained, and more came, In 1861 the Government 
of the United States gave to those people a Territorial organization with 
exactly the boundaries that the State of Colorado has to-day. In Sep- 
tember, 1861, in the midst of war, in the midst of tumult, in the midst 
of excitement, the people of that Territory organized their first govern- 
ment. The ture met the last of September, and on the 7th day 
of November following the people of that Territory through their Leg- 
islature adopted a complete and perfect free-school system. They not 
only adopted a free-school system to give every child within the bor- 
ders of Colorado a common-school education, but they established a 
university, and they attached to the common schools a high-school sys- 
tem that has been efficient and valuable to the people of Colorado so 
that to-day in all the towns and cities of any considerable importance 
in the State the high schools send out boys fully qualified to enter 
Yale, Harvard, or Princeton or any other of the great institutions of 
the land. 

Mr. President, when the people of Colorado adopted that system 
there had never been a surveyor in the Territory, there was not an acre 
of land except a few grants on the southern border that was not owned 
by the General Government. ‘The first school-houses we built were 
built upon the public lands before we could get control of the title 
from the General Government. We have followed it from that day to 
this. We have to-day the most efficient school system of any State in 
the Union, I think, and last year we paid beyond Federal aid, for the 
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of maintaining our public schools, $21.43 for every child in the 
State between the age of six and sixteen years, and taking that as the 
basis we have put 90 per cent. of our children in the public schools. 
We have maintained in addition three institutions of high character, 
one for the education of people in practical metallurgy and mining, 


another for giving them the highest education that can be given in a | syste 


university; and we have maintained also an agricultural college built 
long before we ever received a dollar from the Government of the 
United States in support of our schools. 

I know that when we speak of the school system in the West Sena- 
tors say: ‘‘ You have received magnificent donations of public land,” 
Why, Mr. President, when I speak of the expenditure of money I 
speak of an expenditure over and aboveand beyond anything that the 
Government has given to us. Last year the total receipts from the 
Government aid that we received and passed into our school fund were 
less then a dollar per capita for the children enrolled in our schools. 
I had hoped that by an appropriation of this character we could stimu- 
late in all sections of the country some of the spirit that has pervaded 
the people of Colorado and of Nebraska and other Western States, who 
in their very beginning, in their poverty, were ready to part with their 
money for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a free-school 
system. If this bill can be properly amended, if it can be put in proper 
shape, I believe that that will be the result; and I am anxious myself 
to vote for a measure which will accomplish that, even if no very great 
deal of immediate result follows from the appropriation of this money. 
If we could put into the hearts and minds of the people of Louisiana 

_and of Mississippi and of Georgia the sentiment of attachment to 
schools and the school system that pervades in some other sections of 
the country they would find means to maintain schools for all the peo- 
ple within their borders. 

I know it was said by the Senator from Mississippi on the other side 
that we have a virgin soil and that we have anual advantages, Mr. 
President, when we went to Colorado we went 600 miles beyond the 
line of a railroad. When the first school-house was built in Colorado 
there was not a mile of railroad within 600 miles. There was scarcely 
a break in that great arid region; but little had been done. Those peo- 
ple were there in a new country, with undeveloped riches, it is true, 
but requiring great labor to make them available. They had yet to 
tear down the mountains and fill up the valleys to make an entrance 
into the mountains where the riches were in existence. All of these 
things they did, but they did not while doing them neglect the school 
system. 

Since we adopted a State government we have had a constitution 
which provides that the State shall not run in debt, the State shall 
contract no debt that exceeds $50,000; and yet we allow our school 
districts to run in debt whenever it is necessary for the protection of 
the interest of the children of the State. We have no State debt; we 
do not allow the municipal authorities to run in debt beyond a limited 
sum, and yet the school districts of Colorado have borrowed a million 
of money to put in school-houses in that new State. We do not ask 
a dollar of Federal aid, and I do not believe there is a man in Col- 
orado who would accept a million of money from the Government of the 
United States if it would interfere with our cherished State system of 
public schools, and I am as clear from wanting to interfere in the sys- 
tem of public schools in the South as I am to have the Government in- 
terfere with the system in my own State. I believe, however, that it 
is but fair and proper and prudent that the Government of the United 
States when appropriating this money should have at least a discre- 
tionary control over it, soas to see that it to the class of people 
who are particularly needing the education that, under the unfortu- 
nate circumstances which have surrounded them, they have been un- 
able to acquire. 

I do not see myself why any Senator on the other side should be sen- 
sitive when it is proposed to say that if there are three times as many 
black children assembled in black schools as there are white children 
in white schools there shall be three-fourths of the money appropriated 
to those black schools. If they were all assembled in one school then 
I could see that there would be no propriety in saying that it should be 
divided according to the illiteracy of the races; but they are not unlike 
some other sections of the country, and not unnaturally—I do not 
wonder at it myself—they do not pro to commingle the whites and 
the blacks together. I believe it is better in the South that the two 
races should be kept in separate schools. But if there are three schools 
required to educate the black children in a State and only one required 
for the white children it does not strike me thatit can be objectionable 
to the friends of this bill if it should be said by the giving power, ‘‘ We 
give to you three for one class and one for the other; $3 for the three 
schools and $1 for the one school, and in that proportion. 

If this bill can be put in such a shape that it will carry out the two 
great purposes for which I have contended, I shall cheerfully vote for 
it. If it does not, I think we had better wait another year. We have 
waited for twenty years. If itis aduty that the Government owesnow 
to appropriate this money, it is a duty that it owed twenty years ago; 
and, I am free to say, it isa complaint I have made more than once; 
it was a duty twenty years ago, but it was a duty which the Govern- 
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ment failed to perform. I want to perform it in such a manner that 
it shall accomplish the two great purposes—first, that it shall educate 
the uneducated, and, second, that it shall be received by the people 
in such a spirit andin such a manner as to attach them to the system, 
and not create an antagonism and an opposition to the public-school 
m at the South. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, although a member of 
the committee which reported this bill, I have thus far refrained from 
taking part inthe discussion, because I hoped that the debate had upon 
this bill in the last Congress would be considered sufficient, and that 
upon that debate then had this bill might have passed without a pro- 
longed discussion, such as we have now had. While debate has been 
had upon the constitutional power of the Government to make this ap- 
propriation, I have taken little or no interest in it, believing that the 
Senators upon this side, from their political training and political be- 
liefs, would hold steadily and unanimously to the ground that thereis 
sufficient constitutional warrant for it; believing also that the Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber, or a majority of them, while they 
may have been taught in a school holding to a stricter and more limited 
interpretation of our fundamental law, would yet, recognizing the voice 
coming up from all the South asking for more and better schools, de- 
cide finally this question in favor of the broad construction of the Con- 
stitution and that their votes would also be given for the bill. I 
believe that substantially the Senators upon this side do hold to the 
constitutional power of the Government to make this appropriation, 
and I have no doubt that a majority of the Senators on the other side 
will at least take that view and emphasize it by their votes. 

But for the last week or more an opposition has sprung up in this 
Chamber against this bill which I am unable to comprehend. While 
it does not attack the power of the Government to make the appropri- 
ation, it has fought the bill at every step; it has embarrassed it 
amendments which, if carried out, would entirely destroy the princi- 
ple upon which the bill is founded. Many amendments have been pro- 
posed for which I can find no other reason than a desire on the part of 
some of the Senators to substantially break down this bill. I regret 
this exceedingly. I hold this bill, or at all events the subject of which 
this bill treats, to be by far the most important question before the 
American people. 

I shall not detain the Senate at this time in going into any extensive 
discussion of the necessities for this measure. They are admitted by 
all. The bill proposes to meet the great danger which threatens our 
institutions from a vast mass of illiteracy found chiefly in one portion 
of our country. It undertakes to appropriate this large sum of money 
in such a way that the bulk of it shall be distributed where the bulk 
of the evil is found. It undertakes to appropriate the money upon the 
basis of illiteracy. 

It may be urged against that that it does not lead toa just and equi- 
table distribution of this fund between the States; but it is believed that 
it meets all the equities of the case and the necessities of the case, for 
it is undoubtedly true that in proportion as any State isilliterate just 
in that proportion is it unable to meet the demands which come upon 
it for education, because illiteracy is but anothername for poverty. If 
the laboring population of any section of our country are illiterate they 
are at the same time r, and at the same time they are inefficient 
workmen. Increase the education of the laboring classes and you in- 
crease in exact proportion the power of the laboring classes to care for 
themselves and to care for the Government of which they are a part. 
Therefore if it shall be found under this distribution, to be made under 
the census of 1880, that there is a large amount of illiteracy in any par- 
ticular State of this Union, it will also be found that the assessable 
property of that State has also been diminished by that illiteracy, and 
that for that reason it is unable to bear the extra burden which comes 
upon it. I believe that if it be looked at in that light the ground-plan 
of this bill for the distribution of this money to the States on the basis 
ve illiteracy of the people will be seen to be as near right as pos- 
sible. 

After the money has been distributed to each individual State and 
Territory, we then come to another important question, and that is, how 
the money given to the State shall be distributed within the borders 
of the State to the various schools and to the children therein taught. 
This bill, after having taken account of the whole illiteracy of a State 
in the distribution of the money to the State, when it comes to the dis- 
tribution of the money in the State itself undertakes to deal only with 
the children of school age in that State. It can gono farther than this. 
It can not attempt to educate the citizens of any State who have passed 
the school age. And, therefore, it is that the amendment ot the Senator 
from Iowa, if it be enacted, would entirely change the plan of the dis- 
tribution as proposed in this bill. Is it wise to doso? Ithink not. 

What are the provisions of this bill? In section 3 it is provided that 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that shall 
not have provided by law a system of free common schools forall of its children 


of school age, without distinction of race or color, either in the raising or dis- 
tributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 


Before any State can avail itself of any portion of this appropriation it 
must have complied with those provisions. By that section we require 
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of each individual State that it shall distribute its public moneys for 
school purposes in exact proportion to the number of children of school 
ageof either race, white or black. If it fails to provide by law for doing 
that, then it can avail itself of none of the benefits of this act. While 
we do not undertake to impose laws or regulations on the State, yet we 
have provided in this bill that their school laws shall be equal and 
exact and that the money shall be distributed to the children of both 
races in equal proportions as they shall bear to the whole number of 
children of the school age. 

Then in section 10 we have further provided: 

Thatthe . under the provisions of this act shall be used only 
833 K in the school districts of the 
——— R SeT Territories, in such to provide, as near as may be, for 

the equalization of school 2 to fo all t the children of the school 
— by the law of the Biate ry wherein the expenditure ‘shall be 
made, thereby giving to each — with without distinction of race or color, an 
5 ſor education. 

Thus, Mr. President, this bill undertakes to say to the States that if 
they take this money they must first provide by their laws for an equal 
distribution of their own school fand which they raise by direct taxa- 
tion; secondly, it undertakes to say that if a State receives this public 
money it shall distribute it in like manner to all the children of school 

white or black. What can be more just than that? What other 

n can be devised which will so carefully guard the school system of 

any State than a provision of law that the public moneys shall be dis- 

tributed throughout the State to the various schools and school dis- 
tricts in exact proportion to the number of children of school age? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. CCC ˙ ihe Benton Sone Hew 
Ham that that phrase of school age occurs several times with 
reference to the State laws, and at other tf times with reference to the ten 
and twenty-one years that we find in this bill. I while Ithink 
of it, to the Senator from New Hampshire to look at that and see whether 
he had not better fix it from ten to twenty-one, or say what he means 
exactly by school age, so that there will be no doubt about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is only one school age spoken of, that is the 
school age fixed by the State. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not propose an amendment; I only 
make the suggestion for the Senator's consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, Iwas about to say that 
the plan laid down in this bill for the distribution of this money is 
substantially the plan followed to-day in every Northern State, at least. 
of this Union in the distribution of its public moneys for school pur- 
poses. The State of New York raises by direct taxation for its schools 
a little more than $3,000,000, and Sy local taxation in the various 
school districts and cities, in round numbers, about $10,000,000 per 
—. The $3,000,000 of the public money raised by public taxation 

pon all the of the State is divided among the various schools 
of th the State, chiefly upon the basis of the number of school children 
that are found within each several school district. Some of itis appro- 
priated in proportion to the number of teachers employed and some 
other minor considerations, but the chief consideration i in the distribu- 
tion of the public money, I ay of every State in this Union, is the 
number of children of the schoolage. Now, if we attempt to lay down 
any other plan in the distribution of this money, we shall bring into 
confusion the school systems of all the States ofthis Union, North and 
South, for I do not believe that if this bill shall pass there is a single 
State in the Union that will refuse to receive its quota or that will fail 
to itself under the law. Although we may not need it in the 
North, although we may be able to carry on our schools without Fed- 
eral aid, yet the State of New York has never refused any aid coming 
from any source for the support of its schools, and I have no doubt that 
whatever proportion of public money under this bill may come to that 
State will be received and properly distributed. But to-dayit distrib- 
utes its public money under the plan which I have mentioned. If an- 
other plan shall be laid down in this bill, then certainly t changes 
will be necessary in the school laws of nearly all, if not the States 
of this Union. 

The vast amount of illiteracy in the South, and y among 
the colored race, has led many of the humanitarians of our country to 
study this question and carefully and to devise and propose many 
remedies for the cure of the evil. Soon after the war it was proposed 
that special aid should be asked from the Federal Government for the 
education of the colored people alone; and through the Freedmen’s 
Bureau for awhile the Federal Government undertook todo something 
in that direction, but thus dealing with one race alone it was found a 
failure and was abandoned. Private individuals have given a portion 
of their wealth for this cause, and the Christian churches of the North 
have raised vast sums of money and have expended them for the edu- 
cation of the colored race in the South. Against that I have no word 
to say; I have approved of it all. But when the Federal Government 
comes to act, the Government which acts for all the people alike, cer- 
tainly it seems to me that it ought to be our endeavor here to rather 


abolish and obliterate all distinctions of race and color and to seek to 
mold into one homogeneous mass all our people, North and South. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] should 
prevail what would be the condition of affairs in the South? This 
amendment reads— 

e in ench State in which there shall be — schools for white and col- 


red children, the money paid in such State shall be rtioned and paid out 
for the 9 such White and colored schools in int proportion that the 


5 of the white and colored persons aſoresaid bear 255 each other, as shown 
y said 
The Senator made an efficient nent in support of this amendment. 


I have no doubt he is sincere in ieving it to be wise and just; but 
before we adopt the amendment we had better pause in the consideration 
of this bill and abandon it all, for ifthe amendment shall prevail I be- 
lieve it will be the beginning of a war of races which neither you nor I 
nor any of us will see the end of. Under the laws of the Southern 
States to-day their public moneys are to be distributed equally between 
the children of the two races in exact tion to their numbers. If 
it has happened thus far that the white race has been better educated 
in the South than the colored race, and if that still be true, it cames 
not because of any fault of the law; it may come because of a failure to 
properly execute it; but I would suggest to my friends on this side that 
it may come largely from the same reasons which, prevailing in the 
North, always lead to this condition of affairs—that the cn ildren of 
parents in the North are, as a rule, more illiterate than the children of 
the rich people; that the children of the poor people in the North, 
although there is an abundance of free schools in their neighborhood, 
sometimes find it necessary to labor for the support of their parents, and 
thus are deprived of the advantages of the schools which are in their 
immediate vicinity. Undoubtedly in the Southern country the colored 
children, who are scattered over the whole vast territory upon planta- 
tions and farms, and who are early put to work, do not find it possible 
to avail themselves of the advantages of education which come to the 
children of the owners of the soil, which come to the children of the 
white people who largely live in the cities and towns and thereby have 
better means of education. 

I hope and believe that the difference which is found in the South 
between the illiteracy of colored children and of white children is due 
to the circumstances that I have mentioned, rather than to any disposi- 
tion upon the part of the governing classes of the South, for the gov- 
ernments of all the Southern States are now absolutely in the hands of 
the white people—I say I hope and believe that is due rather to these 
circumstances than to any indisposition upon the part of the whites of 
the South to afford por educational privileges to the children of the 
colored race. 

But if there shall be found anywhere in the South a disposition upon 
the part of some of its people to deprive the colored children of their 
fair share of the public moneys, if it has been so in the past, I believe 
that this measure and the interest which this measure will create in 
every county, in every parish, and in every school district in the South 
will do very much to remove that trouble, and will do very much to 
improve the education of the colored children. 

However, if we shall say by this measure that the money shall be 
distributed not in proportion to the number of school children of each 
race, but in proportion to the illiteracy of all the children of each race, 
then it will undoubtedly result in giving in round numbers about $3 
of this fund to every colored child of the South to $1 to every white 
child of the South, and it will undoubtedly bring about a condition of 
feeling upon the part of the people of that section which will be any- 
thing in my judgment but coon ice to the welfare of the country or 
to the 3 of all the 

We might as well, I say, N abandon this bill and make a di- 
rect appropriation of so much money to be distributed absolutely to 

colored schools and none others, for if the principle of the amendment 
3533 or approaches correctness, then it would 
certainly be better and wiser to distribute none of this fund whatever 
among the white schools, but to give itall to the colored schools. For 
one I trust that that will not be done. As the provisions of the bill 
now stand, the plan upon which it is based is in my judgment the 
only correct plan upon which we can distribute the public fund for this 
purpose; and rather than see this amendment prevail, bringing this 
degree of uncertainty into the operations of all our school Jaws in each 
State, fearing also that it would bring about a race hatred and a race 
war in the South, I would er to see the measure fail entirely. I 
have confidence enough in American citizen of all portions of our 
country to believe that the measure will be substantially executed not 
only in accordance with its letter but with its spirit, and that our fel- 
low-citizens of the South will see to it, so far as they are able, that 
equal school privileges shall be given to all their children of school age, 
without distinction of race or color. 

If I did not believe that I would not be willing to vote a single dol- 
lar for this purpose. Believing it, I am willing to vote enough of the 
public money to make such a beginning in this matter that the South- 
ern States shall be so lifted out of their darkness and illiteracy that 
when this $77,000,000 shall have been distributed such a public spirit 
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will have been created in the South that from that time on they will 
be able to go on with their common-school system perfected, and carry 
it to complete perfection, as we have done at the North. 

I trust, then, that the friends of this bill will not attempt to destroy it 
by changing its plan; but if it can be made more certain in its opera- 
tions, if anything can be added to it in the line in which I have spoken, 
in the distribution of the fund, I shall for one gladly welcome such 
amendments. Thus far I have seen none which in any way add to the 
bill, but all of them now pending willsubstantially, I believe, if adopted, 
do very much to destroy the efficiency of the bill and take away very 
much from the benefits which are expected to accrue. 

Mr. HALE. There are several Senators who, I believe, desire to 
speak upon the pending amendment, andif any Senator at this late hour 
desires to take the floor I shall not make the motion which I rose to 
make. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I have a peculiar interest 
in this educational bill, and I shall not detain the Senate three minutes 
in expressing my opposition to the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa. 

If I had but one appeal to make to those who pretend to be friends 
of the colored people of the South, leaving out the white people entirely, 
I would simply say, never endeavor to make a race distinction in the 
matter of education. 

I have considered this amendment in connection with the bill; Ihave 
asked the judgment of gentlemen in whom I have confidence, and I do 
find, according to all the judgment that I have obtained, according to 
the best opinion that I can make up, that it discriminates between the 
white people and the colored people of the South. It discriminates in 
favor of the colored people; and the moment that the Federal Govern- 
ment undertakes to do that it will justify what States may do, and 
what some have done. 

These are the only remarks, sir, that I wish to make. I hope there 
will be no discrimination in the bill. Let this fund go to the States, 
and let it be distributed not according to color, but as the bill itself now 
provides, according to the illiteracy found in the States. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day itadjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that motion will not be pressed at this time, 
and that it will not prevail if it is pressed, because it is very necessary 
that we should get on with the bill to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Maine, that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1649) for the relief 
of William M. Bryant, of Washington city, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1650) to provide for the establish- 
ment of a portof entry at Semiahmoo, in the Territory of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1651) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain for- 
eign steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage 
= which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1652) to regulate 
the forms of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After forty-two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received the 26th day of February, 1886. 


ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 
William Wayland Sutton, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati, Ohio, to correct error in name. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
Luke C. Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace within and for the said District, vice Hillman A. Hall, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Chester Johnson, at Thompsonville, Hartford County, Connecticut, 
tice Agnes Stewart, commission expired. 


Gustavus Schuasse, at Rapid City, Pennington County, Dakota, vice 
John R. Brennan, resigned. 

Edward P. King, at Hawkinsville, Pulaski County, Georgia, vice H. 
H. Whitfield, deceased. 

Frank Chapman, at Fenton, Genesee County, Michigan, vice Dexter 
Horton, commission expired. 

Mary Houston Gillespie, at Aberdeen, Monroe County, Mississippi, 
vice James W. Lee, resigned. 

Thomas W. Poindexter, at Dillon, Beaver Head County, Montana, 
vice John T. Yoo, resigned. $ 

Frank Kneedler, at Phillipsburgh, Warren County, New Jersey, vice 
John J. B. Reiley, whose commission expired February 6, 1886. 

James P. Lowell, at Waynesborough, Franklin County, Pennsylvania, 
vice George Middom, commission expired. 

Edward H. Lucas, at Florence, Darlington County, South Carolina, 
vice Joshua E. Wilson, resigned. 

Thomas E. Haynes, at Franklin Williamson County, Tennessee, vice 
Charles S. Moss, commission expired. 

George R. Guernsey, at Windsor, Windsor County, Vermont, vice 
Uriel L. Comings, commission expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1886. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry P. Kern of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
SURVEYORS-GEN ERAL. 
Richard P. Hammond, jr., of San Francisco, Cal., to be surveyor-gen- 
eral of California. 
Benjamin H. Greene, of New Orleans, La., to be surveyor-general of 
Montana. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henri W. Young, of Independence, Kans., to be receiver of publie 
moneys at Independence, Kans. 
POSTMASTERS. 
William G. McCarty, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, county of 
Cole, Missouri. 
W. F. Dyer, at Austin, Lander County, Nevada. 

William Perkins, at Winnemucca, Humboldt County, Nevada. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, February 26, 1886. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

William Wayland Sutton, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati, Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 26, 1886. 


The House met at 12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. II. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of State of 
an appropriation for printing and binding for the Department of State 
for the current fiseal year; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERICAL FORCE, INDIAN OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an amended estimate from the Secretary 
of the Interior of an appropriation for clerical force in the Indian Office 
for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

HUMBOLDT HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light-House Board rec- 
ommending an appropriation for the removal of the light-house at the 
entrance to Humboldt Harbor, California, and for the purchase of a 
new site; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

APPROPRIATION FOR UNITED STATES MINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Director of the Mint rec- 
ommending an increase in the estimate of an appropriation for work- 
men for the next fiscal year from $150,000 to $170,000; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER-TANK, FREEDMAN’S HOSPITAL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
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of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the In- 
terior of an appropriation to repair the water-tank at the Freedmen's 
Hospital, Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates from the Secretary 
of War of appropriations for the service of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, United States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. MERRIMAN, UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State recom- 
mending an appropriation to reimburse J. W. Merriman, United States 
consul at Iquique, Peru, for loss of Government funds by fire; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of an exam- 
ination and survey by Capt. H. 8. Taber, of the Corps of Engineers, of Ar- 
kansas River from Fort Gibson to Wichita, Kans.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief Signal Officer rec- 
ommending a in the wording of the estimate for the support of 
the Signal Service for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 877) for the relief of Robert H. Anderson, of the State of 
Georgia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian 5 and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1885—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

A bill (S. 1476) to amend the act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin’’—to the Committee on.Commerce. 

STATUES OF COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND GARFIELD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
35) setting apart public reservations for statues to Columbus, Lafay- 
ette, and James A. Garfield; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


HOT-WATER PRIVILEGES AT HOT SPRINGS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privi- 
U upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have ex- 
Piked by limitation of law; and- 

Whereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that 
such leases may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 


n: 

e it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot- 
water privileges should not be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior unless 
the Forty-ninth Congress shall adjourn without having legislated with refer- 
ence thereto. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LINDSLEY, for two days. 
To Mr. LEHLBACH, until Friday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
LIGHTS AND SIGNALS. 


Mr. LONG, by unanimous consent, presented the following resolu- 
tion of the American Ophthalmological Society, concerning lights and 
signals; which was read, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 

The following resolution is, by vote of the American Ophthalmological Society, 
at its twenty-tirst annual meeting, July 16, 1885, presented to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 

oted, That the society would again express most hearty approval of the in- 
ternational commission twice recommended in a bill reported by the Naval 
Committee of Congress, and indorsed by the international medical congress, 
London, 1881; to consider and upon standard colored lights and signals, 
Ko., and the 8 and color sense of officers and sailors, 

The society wo particularly support the international n vote that 
“every government, ly the maritime governments, should be reqnested 
to place one or more members on the commission, and chiefly experienced naval 
0 ~~ and medical specialists.” 4 i 

respectfully, your obedient seryani 
5 vem: O. T. WADSWORTH, Sceretary. 


TELEPHONE INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. MORRISON. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 15, 1886. 

Mr. HANBACK submitted the following resolution, which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 

** Whereas grave have been made and are constantly being made by 
the leading press of the country marge Sa n the integrity and official action 
of certain officers of the Government of t nited States: Therefore, 

He it resolved, That a ial committee, consisting of eleven members of this 
House, be appointed, and when so appointed said committee is hereby directed, 
at as early a day as ible, to make inquiry into any e ts 5 the part 
of the Government incurred relative to the rights of the Bell and Pan-Electric 
Telephone Companies to priority of patents; said inquiry to include all organ- 
izations and companies which have sprung from the Pan-Electric Telephone 
Company, or for any other purpose; and also to make full inquiry into the 
issuance of the stock known as the Pan-Electric Telephone stock,” or any stock 
of any company, or companies, or organizations springing out of the Pan-Elec- 
tric Telephone Company, to any person or persons connected at the time of such 
issuance with either the ive, judicial, or executive departments of the 
Government of the United States; to whom, when, where, or in what amounts, 
and for what consideration in money, service, or influence, said stock, ifany, was 
delivered; also as to what opinions, decisions, and orders relating to said stock 
have been made by any officers connected with the Government, and by whom, 
and all the circumstances connected therewith and arising therefrom; and also 
as to what suit or suits, if any, have been brought in the name of the United States 
to test the validity of patents issued, or any other right in controversy between 
the Bell and the Pan-Electric Telephone Companies; what contracts have been 
made, what moneys paid or to be paid to any person or persons as assistant coun- 
sel to the Attorney-General or Solicitor-General of the United States; the reason 
and authority for constituting the United States as a party to said suit or suits, 
and all matters connected therewith; and to the end the people of the Uni- 
ted States may be fully advised, the committee is ted the right to send for 
persons and papers, to sit in session during the ons of the House, to employ 
a stenographer, and to incur any and all reasonable and necessary expenditures 
as may be deemed requisite for the purposes of such investigation, such ex- 
penditures to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 


IS THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 15, 1888. 

Mr. Pv.rrzer submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the 
FP reaction ‘exeating k Belah ectntal posed by M 

* Re: That the resolution a committee, pro y Mr. 
HANBACK, of Kansas, be so amended as to authorize said committee to inquire 
whether any of the telephone companies have in any way influenced or at- 
tempted to influence officials or o action through newspapers acting from 
interested and improper motives. And also whether any corporations or their 
managers or representatives contributed large sums of money for political cam- 
paign purposes upon the agreement that a certain person acceptable to them 
should be appointed a judge of one of the courts of the United States which may 
have to decide litigation concerning telephone suits,” 

The Committee on Rules, to which were referred the two resolutions hereto 
attached, have had the same under consideration, and now report them back to 
the House with the recommendation that the resolution proposing an investi- 
pation of the facts concerning the alleged issue of stock by the Pan-Electric 

‘elephone Company, and other companies and o; ions connected with 
it, to publie officials be amended by striking out the word“ in the first 
line of the resolution, and inserting the word “ select,” and by striking out the 
word “eleven,” in the second line, and inserting the word “nine ;"’ so that the 
Sones will consist of nine members i of eleven, asin the proposed 
resolution, 

The committee also recommend that the said resolution be further amended 
by striking out all after the word “ therewith,” in the seventh line, on the third 
page of the resolution, and inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

“And the said committee is further authorized and directed to ascertain and 
report whether either of the telephone companies herein mentioned, or their 
officers, agents, or employés, have in any manner improperly influenced or at- 
tempted to influence officials or official action by or through the public press; 
open so, 5 whom poaa vee manner such influence was exerted, 
or attemp! exerted, and w newspaper or newspapers were so use 
or attempted to be used by them. 

The said committee shall have the right to send for paces and papers, toad- 
minister oaths, to sit d the session of the House, to employ a stenographer, 
and incur any and all such necessary and reasonable expenses as may be required 
for the pu of conducting the said Wee not to exceed the sum of 
$1,000, which shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, upon proper 
vouchers, certified by the chairman and one other member of the committee; 
and may report at any time.” 

The committee recommend the of the resolution with these amend- 
ments, and that the other resolution be laid on the table, 


i GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, is this resolution de- 
batable? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. e ee is 
entitled to the floor upon his report; and unless the previous question 
should be demanded, and ordered by the House, the report is debat- 
able. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. After it is or- 
dered we will hear what the gentleman from West Virginia has to say. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question should be ordered with- 
out prior debate, under the rules of the House thirty minutes will be 
allowed for debate, fifteen minutes for the report and fifteen minutes 

inst it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I would like to oppose the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from West 
Virginia to control the time in opposition to the report and the gentle- 
man from Illinois to control the time in support of it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, this is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Rules. The amendments proposed are intended to em- 
brace in one resolution all the committee found in both which was 
deemed essential. I do not propose to anticipate anything by discuss- 
ing this subject before we have the information on which intelligent 
discussion may be based. We propose that a select committee shall ex- 
amine and make full report upon this question. If the gentleman from 
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West Virginia has anything to say I am willing he shall proceed now. 
I will, however, reserve my time, to be used afterward should I deem 
it necessary. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, itis with extreme re- 
luctance that I undertake to oppose a resolution prepared and reported 
to this House by gentlemen for whom I have so much respect as I have 
for the authors of this report. But I feel that I, aswell as they, havea 
duty to perform to my constituents and to the country; and I am un- 
willing to sit here and see this body drifting into an investigation that 
can not bring respect to it, confidence to the country, or any good to 
any human being. 

‘There has never yet been made such a charge against any person occu- 
pying an official position in connection with this matter as to justify 
the trial of any man before any tribunal inthis country. A gentleman 
who is a member of this House—I refer to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PULITZER], himself the editor of a paper—did not see fit in 
his official capacity as a member of Congress to attack these gentlemen 
in the open, honest, and manly way that a Representative ought to have 
done, but undertook to retreat behind the irresponsible columns of his 
paper for the purpose of creating a scandal—for what motives I am not 
here to say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend from West Virginia will remem- 
ber that the gentleman referred to is not now present in his seat. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I can not help that, Mr. Speaker. 
I remember that he ought to be here. I remember that gentlemen who 
have lived a long life and established an honorable reputation by their 
integrity and capacity, gentlemen who have won the confidence of the 
whole country, are being arraigned by this irresponsible newspaper 
clamor, and the Democratic majority in this House, under the influence 
of this hue and ery, are rushing to do that which must only do these 
gentlemen injustice. 

There is not a charge embraced in one of these resolutions. They do 
not charge there has been any corrupt official act done by any one of 
these parties. They do not charge the Attorney-General has given a cor- 
rupt decision or that the Secretary of the Interior has given a corrupt 
decision. They do not charge that a dollar of money has been illegally 
expended. On the contrary, they refrain with wonderful facility from 
making any such charge. 

All that has been done in this telephone matter has been to refer it 
to the courts. Let the courts decide whether it was properly referred 
or not. If properly referred, what has this Congress to do with the 
question of its reference? 

Ah, but it is said these gentlemen some time or other got stock. I 
stood on this floor and heard a member of this body boast that he owned 
hundreds and thousands of railroad stock, and that he would combine 
with the railroads to defy the laws of the country by clogging up the 
courts, and no outery was made against it. I stand here and see all 
around me men who own railroad stock, men who own stock in national 
banks, voting, with their stock in their pockets, on these questions, and 
no outcry is raised against it. Iremember the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], himself one of the great manufacturers 
of the country, is at work, and has been at workall the time, to revive 
the tariff, so that his manufactures might become more profitable. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] I remember one of 
the gentlemen on the Coinage Committee, a gentleman from South 
Carolina, is a member of the national bank. Indeed, you may turn all 
round and you will find members on this floor who are members of 
national banks. 5 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Not in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Did they pay for their stock, or was it 
given to them gratuitously? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will answer that question. It is 
no matter whether they paid forit or it was given to them gratuitously; 
the question is, have they got that stock, honestly or dishonestly. It 
is altogether a childish question to ask what they gave for their stock, 
for that has nothing at all to do with the matter. 

How many members in this House, Mr. Speaker, own national-bank 
stock? How many own railroad stock? If I am not misinformed the 
late President of the Senate was himself the honored counsel of one of 
these telephone companies. Who cried out againstthat? If Iam cor- 
rectly informed the present President of the Senate is a national-bank 
stockholder. Who cries out against that? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was his stock presented to him? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Does that make the fraud? Do you 
not know that it is not the manner in which the stock was come by, but 
the action influenced by the stock? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Bat that fact signifies something. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Oh, yes, it signifies a good deal 
when you have nothing else to do but to arraign the character of most 
honorable gentlemen against whose record you can say nothing. 

Now, sir, this committee reports, if it reports anything, these gentle- 
men got stock without paying anything forit. Is that wrong? Who 
is going to say that is wrong? If we are going to undertake to hold 
ourselves responsible for not paying our constituents for all they haye 


done for us, how many of us would be bankrupt? They can not re- 
port that they came by their stock wrongfully. That is a matter we 
have nothing todo with. The question is, Have they been corruptly 
influenced in their conduct? Nobody pretends it. 

It resolves itself down, therefore, to the pitiful scene of the American 
Congress going into an investigation as toa questionof taste. Youcan 
do nothing with these men on these charges. You can only decide, if 
you can decide anything, that some may have received stock in that 
way. That is the whole sum and substance of this investigation. 

I am not standing as a champion of this administration or of these 
men. Iam frank to say, while I consider the honesty and cleanliness 
of this administration as being equal to any that we have ever had, I 
have but little regard for its politics. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] But Iam here to protest against this Congress, I am here to 
protest against the Democratic majority, going into an investigation 
which can reflect no credit upon it and which can do no good. 

If any gentleman wishes to make charges against these men, if the 
Attorney-General, who has built himself up by his integrity and ca- 
pacity, is to be assaulted, let him be assaulted at least with the certainty 
you would a chicken-thief. If you wish to attack Joseph E. Johnston, 
who is not a member of Congress, and was not when this stock was 
received by him, let him at least be assaulted with some of the man- 
liness and boldness that a soldier of reputation deserves. And if you 
wish to attack Lamar, or Atkins, or any other man, let it be done in a 
manly, straightforward way; but do not let men go behind the irre- 
sponsible columns of a newspaper to assassinate the character of men 
while we stand by to help them by giving countenance to their assaults. 

Then you want to go further; you are not satisfied with that only; 
but the newspapers that make this reportand publish it to the country 
must be investigated; you propose that Congress must investigate that 
question also and report whether or not they have been paid anything. 

Now, are we not entering upon a magnificent field of investigation ? 
Are we not entering upon a field of investigation in which it is not only 
impossible to accomplish anything, but which would be absolutely ri- 
diculous in its results on any report the committee could make? How 
can you go into a general investigation of the newspapers? Can you 
arraign all of them that published anything about the matter? Can 
you go into every Congressional district and find out which newspaper 
brought the most influence to bear upon its member of Congress? It 
is utterly impossible. They can do nothing whatever. It is futile, 
therefore, to enter upon an investigation of this matter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there has been already one investigation of this 
subject, and the committee that investigated it reported that but $38.50 
have been expended by the Government. That report was made unan- | 
imously and agreed to by the author of these resolutions. But that is 
not sufficient. 

Do not gentlemen know that you can not deal with this sort of in- 
sinuation or slander without giving it more or Jess reputation? You 
have only to bring charges againstanybody, man or woman, let the com- 
munity take it up, discuss it, open your investigating committee, either 
in church or out of it, and you blacken and damn the best characterin 
the land, and do it on a foul and cowardly insinuation that men do not 
dare to make openly. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to follow or imitate 
the gentleman from West Virginia in speaking of what is involved in 
this matter before I know what are the actual facts. It is the purpose 
of this report to ascertain these facts, that we may act upon them and 
deal with them in a fitting or becoming manner. 

A member of this House arose in his place and presented resolutions 
demanding an investigation of matters affecting the official conduct of 
an officer or officers of the Government 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let me suggest that the gentleman 
made no charges. He simply stated that it was currently reported in 
the newspapers. 

Mr. MORRISON. Any gentleman rising in his place here on his re- 
sponsibility as a member presenting a question of this character, whether 
he gets the facts upon which he bases his action from the newspapers 
or from the gentleman from West Virginia, makes charges and is respon- 
sible for them. Upon his responsibility as a member of this House he 
says substantially that he believes there is reason for the investigation 
because of the charges; that he believes in the truth of the matter he pre- 
sents and the alleged facts upon which the charges are founded. Any 
gentleman who would ask for an investigation without such belief is 
hardly fit to be here; for one I am unwilling to assume there isany such 
member here. 

This investigation having been demanded by amemberof the House, 
the Committee on Rules, and every member of that committee, thought 
it improper to refuse it, and as a political friend of the officer sup- 
posed to be most affected, if anybody is to be affected by the investiga- 
tion, having unlimited confidence in his honor, his personal and official 
integrity, I want this resolution passed, that the investigation may go 
on, that the facts may be known and justice done. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask a single moment. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas for a 
moment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think I can safely say that no genfle- 
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man who is supposed to be affected by these charges will, in the slight- 
est degree, welcome the opposition which the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has seen fit to make against the report of the Committee on Rules. 

For my own part, and speaking for myself alone, I welcome this reso- 
lution with all my heart. I have but one regret to express, and that 
is, that I think it possible it might have been made broader, and if it 
could be made broader I am sure that I will meet the desires of those 
gentlemen when I say that I would welcome it in all its length and 
breadth and in every direction. For myself, therefore, I repeat, I wel- 
come the resolution and hope this investigation will be made thorough 
and searching, with a view of ascertaining every fact for and against 
every party who may be directly or indirectly affected by these asser- 
tions of the 8 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Allow me a word. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that it would have beenseemly in the Attorney-General or in his friends 
todemand an investigation because of charges made through the press 
of the country; but I do think, when a gentleman, a member of the 
House, rises in his place, as has been done here, and approaches this 
question in any manner that is at all serious, that then the friends of 
the Attorney-General and his political associates, while still they may 
not ask an investigation, yet they can with propriety welcome one that 
is instigated from an unfriendly source or from a suspecting source. 

This is no time to discuss the merits of the case for which we propose 
to appoint a committee to gather evidence; but every allusion that is 
made by a member of the House upon the merits of the case is entitled 
at least to some consideration. The suggestion has been thrown out 
that the Attorney-General got his stock in this telephone company as 
a gift, and in the remarks which have been made by his friends upon 
the floor to-day no allusion has been made to that point. I would not 
have the country believe that any of us who come from the State from 
which the distinguished official comes, that any of us who are proud to 
call ourselves his personal friends as well as his political associates have 
any soreness upon that point, as one that will not bear probing and the 
most searching scrutiny. It is not asserted that even if it were a gift, 
which I utterly deny, that it contemplated or in any way could con- 
template influencing him in his official conduct, and I have never seen 
any attempt to prove that, in all the outcry we have heard, which I 
do not mean to characterize. 

I am utterly ignorant of the whole status of the case if he did not 
acquire the stock that he did acquire in the usual and customary man- 
ner of acquiring such stocks. 

Without proposing to go with any fullness into the question, I will 
simply say that every gentleman knows that when patent companies 
are incorporated the value of the stock depends upon the value of the 
inventive idea, and they frequently pay an income, if the patent be suc- 
cessful, upon enormous volumes of stock, and yet let the manufacturing 
of the invention be done by other capital and parties, the company sim- 
ply selling the royalties. He subscribed for the stock and made him- 
self liable to assessments as every subscriber is liable to assessments; 
and I am utterly ignorant of the fact if he acquired it in any way other 
than that in which such stocks are always acquired by incorporators. 
And I am happy to say Iam firm in the belief that the country will 
see clearly that this is a case to be tried by the courts and not by the 
Attorney-General; that his skirts have been perfectly free of all insti- 
gation or encouragement of any litigation that could possibly accrue 
to his advantage, and that the company which, while a Senator, he en- 
tered as a stockholder, as any other citizen could enter, was and is one 
which never could come before Congress for favorable legislation; and 
that he in no wise in his official capacity could influence the value of 
the stock any more than if he were a shareholder in a piece of real es- 
tate in the city of New York or in his own State or had any other 
property that could come before the courts of the country. Weare not 
sore upon the point, and I trust the case will be fally investigated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon what principle can this House without low- 
ering its dignity go into an investigation of loose charges made by a 
newspaper ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that question is hardly 


before the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has anybody made official charges here? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No charges have been officially 
made. 

= MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. 

Mr. REED. I appreciate the natural feeling of solemnity which has 
fallen upon the Democratic party at thismoment. To be stopped in the 
midst of a career of great and well-advertised purity—to be stopped in 
the midst of a career which had for its motto the turning out of ‘‘rascals;’’ 
to be obliged to stop and consider the question whether by some acci- 
dentinstead of turning them out they had not got in—is of course painful. 
[Laughter.] I do not intend to detract from the solemnity of the oc- 
casion by discussing prematurely the results of this investigation. I 


only wish to tender, in ing, to the Democratic party the assurances 
of the consideration which we all have for their situation. 
[Laughter.] Fora long time they have been busy filling the atmosphere 
with observations which have been the result of the action of Congres- 
sional investigating committees. The poisoned chalice returned to their 
own lipsseems ashade bitter, Inotice. I desire also in passing to express 
the veryslight opinion which I have of the results of Congressional in- 
n although I hope in common with all citizens of the Repub- 
lic who are proud of its history and its possibilities that the t of 
this investigation may show that public officials have been wrongly 
cha: 


But it is desirable under the fierce onslaughts of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] to say a few words in defense of the reso- 
lution. I think I even ought to defend the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewrrr] who is absent, by suggesting that the gentleman from 
West Virginia is mistaken in supposing that the gentleman from New 
York is here for the purpose of building up his own industry. I think 
he is here for the purpose of attempting to break down other people’s 
industries. [Langhter. 

Now, as for this — — here is a charge based upon statements 
which have thus far not denied, that a gentleman who occupies a 
high public position had received, while a Senator of the United States, 
stock in a company, the par value of which, at least, was enormous, 
and for no other reason apparent thus far than because he did occupy 
that prominent position. It turns out also that he has published an 
opinion declaring that the Pan-Electric patents in no respect infringed 
upon the Bell patents, and that, I understand, without announcing his 
connection with the company. Butupon that I may be mistaken; that 
may be cleared up, and certainly ought to be. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit me 
to say that he was published in the prospectus of the company in which 
that opinion was published as the attorney of the company ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then I desire to say this same official, who has 
declared that the Bell patent was not infringed upon by the Pan-Elec- 
tric patent, yet refused as Attorney-General to decide upon the annul- 
ment of the Bell patent, because he was interested in the Pan-Electric 
patent. Now if the Pan-Electrie patent did not infringe upon the Bell 
patent, where was he interested? In these matters I do not mean to 
state that what I have said is in any way final. I only say that these 
are matters which it is not unreasonable that both sides should desire to 
have investigated, and the friends of the Attorney-General have stated 
their wish and his wish and those on the other side have stated theirs, 
and there seems to remain solitary and alone the gentleman from West 
Virginia as the sole icuous figure on this occasion. 

Mr. MORRISON resumed the floor. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] 
has one minute of his time remaining. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Greson] has two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. MORRISON. I want to use the minute that remains to me in 
disabusing the mind of the honorable gentleman from Maine in suppos- 
ing the Democratic party isin any trouble. We propose to investigate 
charges against our own people as we did theirs; and I trust if 
we find them guilty of anything unbecoming honest officials we will 
not be found, assome of the gentlemen were on the other side, attempt- 
ing to shield them. [Applause.] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, Inot only concede to 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that our desire is to turn the ras- 
cals out, but I desire to inform him.that my object now is to stop the 
rascals from talking. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I am not here 
as a representative of any of the gentlemen concerned in this matter. I 
have not consulted their wishes. Iam here as the representative of my 
constituency upon this floor. Iam consulting the dignity of this House, 
Jam consulting common justice and humanity, when I undertake to 
stand here to prevent this Congress, if possible, from rushing into a fu- 
tile and senseless investigation that can do it no good, neither party 
good, nor good to the men they to investigate, Ihave no doubt 
those gentlemen, knowing their own honesty and knowing that they 
have been upright in all these transactions, would court investigation, 
but are we here to investigate every man who wants his character es- 
tablished? Are we here to investigate every man whom somebody else 
wants to blacken? I am opposing these resolutions because they con- 
tain no charge; I am opposing them because they are not founded upon 
any authority and because they do not comport with the dignity of this 
House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Morrison] any time left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has exhausted his 
time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I ask unanimous consent of the House to make 
a single remark which will not be offensive to anybody. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope it will 
be granted. 

Mr. ROGERS. What Iwish to say is in response to the query ofthe 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], who asked why it was that Mr. 
Garland could not appear in the prosecution of this suit. The answer 
to that is, that long before he became Attorney-General he was the pub- 
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lished general counsel of the Pan-Electric Company. In addition to 
that, as I understand the fact, this litigation was brought about at the 
instance, in part, of the Pan-Electrie Company, of which Mr. Garland 
was then a stockholder. Therefore, having at a former period been 
counsel of the company, and being a stockholder also, at the time ofthe 
institution of the suit for the cancellation of the Bell patent he could 
not, upon grounds of professional ethics, appear in that case at all. S0 
that ifto-day he were completely relieved of every dollar of stock that 
he owns in that company, and had no longer any interest in it, still 
it does not occur to me that, with due regard to professional ethics, he 
could mpar at all in the pending litigation. 

Mr. DUNN. Will my colleague permit me to correct him on one 


int? š 
* ROGERS. I will if I am mistaken. 

Mr. DUNN. You said this litigation;’’ the litigation now pend- 
ing was not begun at the instance of any telephone company, but at 
the instance of the Government. The first suit was begun at the in- 
stance of a number of companies, but this litigation was not, and no 
telephone company has anything to do with it except the Bell company, 
which is defending. 

Mr. ROGERS. I simply desire to convey this idea, that as I under- 
stand it this whole effort to cancel the Bell patent was brought about 
by and grew out of the suit which was instituted at Memphis after Mr. 
Garland had become the general 1 0 ed counsel of the Pan-Electric 
Company and was also a stockholder, and that, therefore, professional 
ethics forbade his appearing in this litigation at any stage in the pro- 


ceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
reported from the Committee on Rules. Are separate votes upon the 
amendments demanded? If not, the vote will be taken in gross. 

The amendments were to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MONOPOLY OF TELEGRAPHIC FACILITIES. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 
The report was read, as follows: 
“IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 1, 1886. 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is hereby em- 
powered to ascertain whether additional legislation is needed to prevent a mo- 
nopoly of telegraphic facilities, to secure to the Southern, Western, and Pacific 


States the benefits of competition between tel ph companies, and to protect 
the people of the United States from unreasonable charges for — Piee serv- 
ices. d committee is hereby authorized to send for and exam. perso 


ns, 
books, and papers, to administer the oath to witnesses, and to employ a stenog- 
rapher; and the expenses of such investigation, not to exceed a total of $2,500, 
are hereby authorized to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House in the 
manner now provided by law.“ 

This resolution was reported favorably from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads and referred to the Committee on Accounts for consideration 
as to the expenditure authorized to be made from the contingent fund of the 
House. The object of the resolution is to enable the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- to inquire into the relation of the land-grant railroads to 
certain telegraph lines, and to ascertain whether the conditions under which 
land grants were made to such roads, and bonds issued by which telegraphic 
lines were to be constructed and maintained by such roads, are being complied 
with. Rae do this, in the sane of mia eee on ae 8 and — 
Roads, it may become necessary to send for persons and papers, and to examine 
witnesses under oath. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads hay- 
ing recommended to the House that this authority be given to it, the Commit- 
tee on Accounts respectfully report the resolution back with the recommenda- 
tion that the expenditure from the contingent fund, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, not to exceed $1,500, be authorized. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the report, I think, shows very clearly 
the purpose of the resolution. If any one desires further explanation, 
I will yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], the au- 
thor of the resolution, to make it; but, if not, I shall demand the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the amendment and the passage of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. The amendment was agreed to, 
and the resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, rted a 
bill (H. R. 5893) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve all points of order on this bill. 

SMOKING IN THE HALL. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 7 of Rule XIV. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

While the Speaker is putting a question or a the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speaking, pass be- 
tween him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member shall 
wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk’s desk during the call of the roll or the 
counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the Se nt- 
at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause 

The SPEAKER. Complaint is made that this rule is violated by 
smoking upon the floor of the House. The Chair hopes that gentlemen 
will observe the rules, because the air of the House unfortunately is 
bad enough at any rate. The officers of the House will see that this 


rule is respected. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the committees for reports of a private nature. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Military irs was di from the further consideration of bills 
of the following titles; which were respectively referred as indicated: 

A bill (H. R. 4494) to confer the rank of lieutenant by law on Na- 
thaniel Johnson Coffin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of Paul Leary—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2786) to remove the charge of desertion which now 
stands against the name of Thomas Cummings—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

A bill (H. R. 4385) granting a pension to J. M. Dennis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM HUNTINGTON. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of William Huntington; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JULIA D. GRANT. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back favorably the bill (S. 579) granting the frank- 
ing s privilege to Julia D. Grant; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ELON A. MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 1779, a bill (H. R. 5894) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh 
and Minard Lafever; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 1779 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Iam instructed by a minority of the Committee 
on Patents to ask leave to present their views on the bill just reported 
to accompany the report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the leave requested will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

NEWTON DAY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 448) granting a pension to New- 
ton Day; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ENOCH GOSS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL H. ROSS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the 1 on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to Daniel H. 
Ross; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT C. M’KEE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the 
pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on. we Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were se y laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill tis R. 526) for the relief of Anna Hollikoh; and 

A bill (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel. 

FREELAND HASTON. 
On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent the Committee 
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on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the farther consideration of | back adversely the bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to Alexander 


the bill (H. R. 4480) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Freeland Haston on the pension-roll; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ALONZO Y. RICHARDS, 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. 
Richards; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE M’CARTY. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5603) granting a pension to Mrs. Cathe- 
rine McCarty; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSHUA L. MORRIS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pension to Joshua L. 
Morris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

ANTHONY HARSEL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4114) granting a pension to Anthony 
Harsel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

LEANDER C. MITCHELL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4992) restoring Lean- 
der C. Mitchell to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5312) 
granting arrears of pension to Hugh O'Neill; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

II. P. M’FARLIN. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P. 
McFarlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY 8. DOUGLAS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Mary S. 
Douglas; which was referred to the Committee ot the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JANE M. LANGLEY. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
hack adversely the bill (H. R. 3668) granting a pension to Walter D. 
Plowden; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK BAUMAN, 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4589) granting a ion to Frederick 
Bauman; which was referred to the Committtee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. - 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2859) for 
the relief of William Betts; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 

JOSEPH CHALFANT. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H, R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


Caskey; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. ELDREDGE, the Committee on Pensions was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5779) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Falkner; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further hearing of the bill (H. R. 3761) to quiet land 
titles in the State of Mississippi; and the same was referred to the Com: 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
dians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes, 

SAMUEL H. MOER. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3365) for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Samuel If. Moer; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
also reported back with adverse recomendation bills of the following 
titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
accompanying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1337) for the relief of the Protestant orphan asylum of 
Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist church 
at Crab Orchard, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 815) for the relief of the heirs at law of John Patton, 
deceased. 


WASHINGTON L. PARVIN AND HENRY A. GREENE. 


Mr, LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5535) for the relief of 
Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene; which was referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK FLYNN. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Flynn. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, the bill with adverse recommendation was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER WORRALL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of Alexander Wor- 
rall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of the standing and select 
committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
teee of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HAtcH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the Private Calendar. The Clerk will-report the 
first bill. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1217) 
for the relief of James Millinger. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to examine into, ascertain, and determine the value of property a 
propriated by the United States erste belonging to James Millinger, while 
engaged in the lumber and planing-mill business, at Nashville, Tenn., during 
the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865, and also the loss said Millinger sustained on 
account of the military occupation of the Overton House, in said city, durin, 
said years; and the sum of $22,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
hereby appropriated, out of aoz moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to enable the Secretary of War to adjust and the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay said Miliinger the amount of his said losses, as allowed and ap- 
proved under authority of this act: Provided, That the award of the Secretary 
of War for such losses shall be final, and the payment thereof shall be held and 
tion of all claim for damages 


taken as a complete relinquishment and sat 
sustained by him as aforesaid, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. PERRY) is as follows: 


The claimant alleges that he was a loyal citizen, residing at Pittsburgh, Pa., 
in 1860, when he entered into a partnership with Robert 9 to carry on the 
lumber and planing-mill business at Nashville, Tenn. The style of the firm was 
Robert McClay & Co., and they erected at Edgefield, Tenn., à steam saw-mill, 
which cost them $13,000, 

It is alleged that in April, 1860, the said firm contracted with John Overton, of 
Nashville, Tenn., to build a large hotel there; that the work was well under 
way when the war commenced, and was continued till the capture of Nashville 
by the United States troops under General Buell; that in September, 1862, said 
hotel was taken by the United States forces, and ‘held and used as barracks by 
United States troops till September, 1865, thus preventing said firm from com- 
pleting the building according to contract, 

It is also all that the United States forces took possession of the said 
gsaw-mill early in 1862, and ran the same one hundred and sare Paci days, and 
consumed 50,000 feet of lumber and saw-logs belonging to said firm, 

It is alleged that on the return of Overton from the rebellion, in February, 
1865, he took the oath of allegiance, and received from the Government rent for 
the use of said hotel after that time. 

Claimant applied to the War Department for relief, and the Qurtermaster- 
General referred the?matter to General Thomas Sands, who instructed General 
George W. Marshall, at Nashville, to investigate and report thereon. He re- 
ported as follows: 


ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Nashville, January 31, 1867. 

Respectfully returned with the information that the case has been carefully 
and thoroughly investigated. Mr. Millinger having failed to furnish any mem- 
oranda or statement of articles lost or destroyed on account of the military oc- 
eupation of the building, we called upon his attorney in this city, who made the 
inclosed statement, which is taken from the chancery court records in this city, 
8 forth in a suit brought by him, or firm to which he belonged, against 

verton. 

This statement has been submitted to the most reliable architects, builders, 
and mechanics in this city, and they inform me thatthe prices charged were low 
at the time the articles were furnished, and much below what it would cost to 
replace them. By examination of the affidavit of Charles Ferguson, taken in 
the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., and as evidence in the suit in chancery, we 
find that the articies enumerated in George W. Jenkins's communication were 
shipped to this place by Millinger, and were po in the Overton House, and 
that he (Millinger) purchased all the interest in this claim from his partner, as- 
suming all responsibility for the indebtedness of the firm by virtue of their con- 
tract for the construction of this building. Careful investigation shows that at 
the time the military took possession of the building Millinger (or his firm) hed 
in said building— 


540 doors and trimmings, worth .. 
670 windows and trimmings, wo 
Base-boards and grounds, worth .. 


. $, 654 75 
12,573 00 
1, 668 00 
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All these articles were destroyed by the soldiers quartered in said building. 
Undoubtedly Mr. Millinger's claim for $19,893.75 is just and right, and $22,000 
would not replace the articles destroyed. 
GEO, W. MARSHALL, 


Brerct Major-General and Assistant Quartermaster -General 
Received at the Assistant Quartermaster-General’s Office, Louisville, February 
4, 1867. Respectfully returned to the Quartermaster-Gencral, Attention invited 
to the foregoing indorsement’ 
THOMAS SANDS, 


Assistant-Quartermaster, U. S. A. 


The War Department decided that it had no authority to pay the claim, The 
claimant then fileda claim before the commissioners of claims, and this tribunal 
held that it had no jurisdiction of the case, 

The claimant alleges that McClay's interest in the contract was assigned to 
him, but furnishes no evidence of such assignment. There is no evidence to 
show the amount of work that had been done upon the hotel. There is no 
evidence to show what the claimants’s interest was in the property of the firm 
of R. McClay & Co. 

It seems that an investigation by the Secretary of War is a matter of necessity 
before intelligent action can be had upon this case. 

The committee therefore report the accompanying bill for his relief, with rec- 
ommendation that it pass. 


Mr. PERRY. I think that the principal facts upon which this bill 
is based are sufficiently set forth in the report of the committee. Ido 
not know that I could add anything toit, and unless there is some op- 
position I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOUK. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
a question. I imperfectly heard the reading of the report, but, as I 
understand it, thisis in effect to provide payment for property destroyed 
in the Zollicoffer barracks, Nashville? 

Mr. PERRY. No, sir; in the Overton House. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, it is the same building. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I think the question as to the facts in this case, with 
permission of the gentleman from Tennessee, can be answered in a very 
few words. 

This property, Mr. Chairman, was destroyed by the Federal troops. 
It was property which was in the building at the time of its occupation 
by the troops of the UnitedStates. This building was taken possession 
of and occupied by a portion of my command, and this man—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield for a question ? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Does not the report state the fact that 
Mr. Overton was paid for the rent of the building, and this claim is 
made now for property—doors, windows, sashes, and other materials 
destroyed by the Federal troops while occupying the building? 

Mr. NEGLEY. I know nothing of the destruction of the property 
or the data upon which the committee made its report. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The report of the Assistant Quartermaster- 
General, as shown here, sets out that— 


All these articles were destroyed by the soldiers quartered in said building. 


The claim is for some $19,893. A 

Mr. NEGLEY. It is altogether possible that the property was de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. HOUK. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. HOUK. 
from me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression that the 
gentleman from Tennessee had yielded the floor, and recognized the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOUK. Very well. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I thought the gentleman was seeking information 
and desired to give it to him. From the fact that my command occu- 
pied a portion of this building, and perhaps all of it, for the period cov- 
ered by this claim, and possibly did destroy this property, I am sure 
Mr. Millinger is the loser. 

He was in Pittsburgh, unable to go there and protect his property, 
and for months it was occupied by the troops with the presumption that 
Mr. Overton was in the Southern confederacy and an enemy of the coun- 
try, and they had very little respect consequently for his property. 
Later on Mr. Millinger made an effort to obtain pay. Failing in that, 
he now appeals to Congress, and all I need say is, the claim is a just 
one. Mr. Millinger is an honest man, and he has waited for years for 
this small contribution toward a large loss. 

Mr. HOUK. I did not seek the floor with the view of antagonizing 
this bill except conditionally. From thereading of the report and the 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY] it ap- 
pears this is a bill seeking payment for property not delivered to or used 
by the Army, but destroyed in the exigencies of war. Now, I am as 
liberal as any man onght to be, and I am perfectly willing to vote for 
this bill on condition that all other claimants who were loyal to the 
country shall be paid on precisely the same conditions. But, sir, for 
the past seven years, and how long before I do not know, when one of 
my constituents, or some Union man from the South, where it cost some- 
thing to be a friend of this Government in those days, comes here and 
presents a claim for property under precisely the same circumstances 
we are told that the Government does not pay for property destroyed 
in the progress of the war. 

I therefore desire to say, and have only sought the floor for the pur- 
pose of saying, that if the Committee on War Claims and this House pro- 
pose to lay down the rule to pay all persons alike for this class of prop- 
erty which was destroyed I will vote for it, but Iam unwilling to stand 
here and see my constituents and the people in the border States every day 
repelled from Congress and from the Departments on the ground that their 
property was destroyed in the processes of war, and then stand here and 
see a mañ, because forsooth he comes from the other side of the line, paid 
for his property destroyed under precisely the same circumstances. It 
is unfair. It is unjust. It is not treating all alike, If this report is 
correct this bill ought not to pass unless this House is ready to say to 
every claimant who can place himself before Congress as loyal and whose 
property was destroyed—unless this House is ready to say to all such 
come on with your claims, and all will fare alike and all will be paid 
alike,” Iam in favor of that and will support this bill if you pass it 
with that understanding. 

This is about all I want to say. Let us do justice in these matters. 
Let us be entirely fair to theseclaimants, Let us understand what we 
are doing. This report says this property was destroyed, when from the 
report nobody knows what became of it, except that it was destroyed. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you know it was destroyed? \ 

Mr. HOUK. We do not know from the report what became of it. It 
was there, and then it was not there. But what I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to, and to emphasize it, is that it is not right to 
treat men from one side of the line in this country one way and men 
from the other side of the line in another way. I know my constituents 
are constantly repelled, men who were as loyal as anybody, men who were 
in the United States service at the time their property was taken. Col- 
leges in my country, that were used and occupied precisely like this 
hotel, were used for barracks, used for hospitals, used for various army 
purposes, the very colleges which sent out and built up the loyal senti- 
ment in my country that made the people adhere to the Union come 
here and ask pay for their property destroyed in this way, and they are 
repelled constantly, and told it was destroyed in the progress of the 
war, and that it is not the policy of the Government to pay for it. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOUK. Les, sir. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Have there not been millions of dollars paid to South- 
ern claimants upon many claims where the evidence was of a very 
doubtful character? To my own knowledge there have been millions 
of dollars paid for cotton and other Southern products. 

Mr. HOUK. Possibly there have been. There are two millions of 


I was wondering how the gentleman got the floor away 
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dollars due to the people of Tennessee for property with a better foun- 
dation than this case has and where the parties have not the face to ask 
for pay. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I know the gentleman tries to be fair 


Mr. HOUK. I try to be. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Then I suggest to him that he should treat each case 

on its merits. I am sure he has not examined this case carefully. If 
he did so, he would not make the assertion that there are any claims 
now pending more meritorious than this one. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. The claimant in this case resides near my own 
home. He is old, broken down, and penniless. He has with hima 
blind wife. They are supported by the daily wages of a son at the 
hardest of manual toil. At the breaking out of the war he was a man 
of means, and extensively engaged in business; and residing in Pitts- 
burg, he had upon his hands a contract for the erection of a building in 
Nashville. 

During the erection of that building, and before it was turned over 
to the owner, the war broke out, and the unoccupied building was 
taken possession of by the United States troops, and this gentleman 
has never been able from that day to this to recover from the owner 
of the building for the work done or the material farnished in the erec- 
tion of that building, because of the technical defense that he did not 
complete the work within the time specified in the contract. 

The owner of that building in Nashville, Tenn., has the fruits of 
this man’s toil to-day; so that in a contest of equity between inhabit- 
ants of Tennessee and the people of other portions of the country there 
is that to be taken into consideration. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. You say that the owner of this building in Nashville 
has the fruits of this claimant’s toil. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. Then why do you ask the Government to pay for John 
Overton’s building? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We do not ask the Government to pay for these 
fruits of this claimant’s toil, but we do ask it to pay for other things 
which the Government got the benefit of. Wedo not, in this bill, ask 
the Government to pay a cent for the erection of the building, but at the 
time it was taken possession of by the troops there were in it, according 
to the report of the agent of the Quartermaster's Department, made 
shortly after and never disputed, five hundred and forty doors and 
trimmings, six hundred and seventy windows and and a lot 
of base-boards and grounds. Those had been putin that building ready 
tobe placed i eal sos: but were not yet in position, and they were used 
by the troops that were quartered in the building. The men took the 
doors and the window-frames to boil their coffee with. And now shall 
this great Government of ours say to this man that he shall not be paid 
for that material which was taken and used by the troops of the Govern- 
ment for such purposes? This property was destroyed, part of it in 
that sae ie part of if in another; but theagent of the Quartermaster’s 

that these materials were in the building at 
the time, aed Te I quote the words of the report: All these articles were 
destroyed by the soldiers quartered in said building.“ 

Now what does this bill propose? 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. Ifyou 9 to pay this man for this property that 
was destroyed as you have stated, why is it that your committee fails 
to report and permits to lie unacted upon bills to pay a half-dozen col- 
leges whose property was used in a similar manner, or used more di- 
rectly for the benefit of the Government? 

Me BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the inquiry of the gentleman may 
be pertinent, butit is addressed to the wrong person. I am notamem- 
ber of that committee. 

Mr. HOUK. Excuse me. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihave no interest in this bill except to see that 
right is done to a deserving and needy man. As I was going on tomy 
when the gentleman asked this question, what does this bill 
It proposes simply this, not to accept the investigation which has a 
ready been made under the direction of the Quartermaster’s 
ment, but to authorize the Quartermaster-General to again investigate 
this claim and pay what he finds to be due. Now, is there any reason 
why such an authority should not be vested in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Office? I believe the bill does not go as far as it ought to go. I 
believe we ought to be willing in this House to accept the findings of 
the Quartermaster’s Department heretofore made. Those findings are 
already on file in the office of the Quartermaster- General, but this bill 
is so guarded that we do not ask him to accept them; we authorize him 
to investigate the claim again and to pay such proportion of the amount 
claimed as he finds should be paid. As I have said, this man to-day is 
penniless. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] has spoken of 
other claims coming from his State and elsewhere. This man also has 
other claims which he does not ask us to pay, because he knows that 
under the past policy of Congress he can not ex to be pai Nev- 
ertheless it is a fact that, independent of the involved in this 
claim, he has contributed the whole of his fortune for the success of the 


Union cause. It seems to Mr. Chairman, that there should be no 

question about the „ bill. 

re u McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

„ Will you help pay other claims of a similar nature 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will, most assuredly. 

A MEMBER. That is “‘log-rolling.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do notcare whether it is log-rolling or not; if 
it is honesty toward loyal men, I say yes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. HOUK. That is the contract I have been trying to make. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman puts it on any ‘‘Pan-Electrie”’ 
basis, I shall have to repudiate it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. , there is a feature of this case which 
has not been stated either in the report or by any gentleman who has 
attempted to explain the case. 

This gentleman had a contract to build a hotel in the city of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., for a man named Overton. - When Nashville was taken 
possession of by the Union forces Mr. Overton went with his friendssouth- 
ward, and continued within the confederate lines until the close of the 
war. He was a disloyal man; and his in the city of Memphis 
and this uncompleted hotel in the city of Nashville were taken posses- 
sion of by the Union forces and were used from that time until the ces- 
sation of hostilities. In this hotel were a large number of doors and 
window-blinds not yet placed in position—not one of them a kind of 
property necessary for the use of the army. As a matter of course, this 
large hotel being used by the Union forces, the doorsand window-blinds 
lying around loose were destroyed. Mr. Millinger thought he had an 
action against Overton for the destruction of this property, and hecom- 
menced a suit in the courts of Tennessee to obtain a mechanic’s lien 
against this building for the amount of property that he had placed in 
it—these doors and blinds. He was defeated in his action because the 
property had not been placed in position, and the owner of the building 
did not get the benefit of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And on the other ground that he had not com- 
pleted the building within the time specified in the contract. 

Mr. ROWELL. The first ground was enough. He then filed his 
claim against the United States for the rental value of the building, 
claiming that, being in possession, not having delivered the buildin 
over to the owner, he was entitled to the rent; and that he, being 3 
and being in possession ſor the purpose of completing the building, the 
disloyalty of Overton should not prevent him from collecting the rent 
from the United States, which rent during the time the building was 
occupied would cover his claim for the destroyed property. 

At the same time he owned a mill, with which Overton had nothing 
to do, and which did belong toa loyalman. That mill was taken pos- 
session of and used by the United States forces. In the last Congress I 
reported a substitute bill, providing for an investigation of the rental 
value of this mill. If that is the purpose of the bill now before us, I 
am in favor of it; but if this bill is to go further and admit the doctrine 
that the Government of the United States is to pay for the destruction 
of a lot of doors and window-blinds which in the exigencies of war were 
destroyed by the boys“ of the army who perhaps did notin all cases 
respect private property as much as they ought to have done, then Iam 
opposed to that portion of the bill. If the bill simply covers an inves- 
tigation of the rental value of this man’s mill, I am in favor it. 

Mr. NEGLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I think I can cor- 
rect a false impression in his mind. This property was really not de- 
stroyed in the sense in which we use the term with reference to other 
property taken without necessity. Nashville at that time was in a 
state of siege. The troops were unable to obtain lumber or fire-wood 
except by cutting down trees within the confines of the city. During 
this period a portion of these doors, &c., was used to inclose the build- 
ing, which was at that time occupied as a hospital. A large portion 
perhaps the greater portion—of this property was used in that way, and 
thus destroyed. I say there is no good ground to refuse payment in 
this case. It is technical and unfair to ask a man, after these many 
years, to come in here and make proof when he wasat the time thousands 
of miles from that spot which was then within the control of the United 
States forces. 

Mr. HOUK. I concur with the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but 
if there be good ground in favor of this claim, that good ground should 
be applied alike to everybody under similar circumstances. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I will vote with the gentleman for every act of jus- 
tice; and I enter my protest here and now against the rejection of honest 
claims against the Government. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not read the evidence as it is 
now stated to be by my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY]. Yet 
I think I read all the evidence there was in this case during the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

Mr. NEGLEY. But the gentleman forgets the fact that Iam a living 
witness to the statement I have made; and I certainly have made no 
statement before. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly I accept the statement of the gentleman 
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as a living witness.” But in the consideration of a case before the 
War Claims Committee the testimony of living witnesses ought to be 
reduced to writing and put on file so that we might consider it. 

Mr. NEGLEY. But J was not a claim agent. I had nothing what- 
ever to do with this case; had no knowledge it was pending, and I was 
not here to make any statement. 

Mr. ROWELL. Witnesses are not claim agents. 

Mr. NEGLEY. A good many ofthem are. [Laughter.] 

Mr.ROWELL. I undertake to say that no quartermaster ever seized 
doors and windows to be burned as fuel in a place like Nashville, sit- 
uated as it was at the time this building was taken of and 
when this disappeared. Nashville was not in a state of siege 
when this building was first occupied, nor for a long time thereafter. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Why, the gentleman has certainly not followed the 
course of events there. From the very moment when General Buell 
withdrew from Nashville the city was substantially in a state of siege, 
and there was not a pound of forage or grain or food obtained except 
by armed forces. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, if the presence of a few guerrillas or raiding 
cavalry forces made Nashville in astate of seige, then every point occu- 
pied in the State of Tennessee during all the war was in a state of siege. 
There was not any trouble in getting wood at Nashville, as we know 
by the wood contracts which have turned up in Congress time after 
time, there being at least two during this Congress. 

The point I desire to make is this: Congress cannot enter upon the 
business of paying for depredations. I undertake to say that the in- 
jury to the Overton building and the destruction of the finished material 
about to be put into place can not be classed in any other way than as 
depredations. Iam willing and anxious to vote to pay for every honest 
claim, but I am opposed to opening the door and entering upon this 
other line of claims. They exist everywhere. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Did we not the other day pass a bill providing 
for the payment of a claim in Kentucky for thirty-odd cords of wood, 
and did not the committee raise the price from $3, as originally. charged, 
to $6, as allowed in the bill and report, and was not the reason for 
that expressly stated by one of the gentlemen from Kentucky to be be- 
cause they included in it fence-rails, and were not those depredations? 

5 It has been my experience that dry ſence- rails make 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But they can not beat a good pine door. 

Mr. ROWELL. It was my experience when I passed across the river 
below Vicksburg that by order of the commanding general of the Army 
all the fence-rails were taken down and cut up into cord-wood to be used 
on the steamboats. While it is truea pine door makes pretty good 
fuel, it would be very expensive. I recollect that we passed a bill in the 
last Congress to pay for cutting up the planking on a pier ing out 
into one of the bays of the Pacific Ocean, but we reduced all that plank- 
ing to cord-wood and allowed only for the value of that cord-wood. 
Now, if you will take the pine boards that went into the doors and the 
pine boards that went into the window-blinds and reduce them to cord- 
wood ee eee to wood was seized by proper authority or under 

circumstances, I would be willing to pay for it; but I am not 

3 diamonds when we only need anthracite coal. I am 

because the Government took aodu poean af a hotel, 

eee eee e Union lines. to pay under 
color of loyalty for injury done to that building. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But this property never did belong to that man. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Overton? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It had never passed into his possession. 

Mr. ROWELL. There area great many pieces of property out of 
his ion which may belong toa man. The courts of Tennessee 
deci he was entitled to the property; that Overton owned the prop- 
erty and was entitled to it, and that Millinger was not entitled toreceive 
pay for his blinds and doors. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not the gentleman understand that when 
he is erecting a building under contract, a building to be delivered at 
a future time, the material not yet placed in position remains his? 
That is a fundamental princi 

Mr. ROWELL. That on the statute law of the State; but 
the possession of the building under the laws of Tennessee did not re- 
main in him, and he had not any right to run the building under the 
claim he made. k 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Did not remain in whom? 

Mr. ROWELL. In the man who was erecting the building. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Millinger? 

Mr. ROWELL. He was the contractor and did not have possession 
of the building he was erecting. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He had possession of it for the purpose of com- 
pleting his contract. 

Mr. HOWELL. He was a loyal Pennsylvanian inside the rebel lines, 
and going ahead with work for disloyal men during the continuance of 
the war. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But in a State that was not declared to be in a 
state of insurrection. 
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Mr. ROWELL. But in a State declared to be in a state of insur- 
rection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Iillinois [Mr. ROWELL] has said he would not oppose an honest claim. 
I have looked into this matter; this gentleman, Mr. Millinger, beinga 
Pennsylvanian, who in good faith took, with the other members of his 
firm, a contract to build the Overton Hotel. I believe that fact is un- 
disputed. About 1862 Mr. Overton thought it worth while to go beyond 
the Union lines and join the army of the enemy. Ido not know whether 
or not he was for his life, but still he went South; there is no 
disputing that fact, and he staid away until 1865, getting back some 
time in the spring of that year, and sought pardon from this most be- 
neficent Government, and he got it. He then set up some claim for 
the rent of that building, and I say this in reply to the gentleman from 
Missouri | Mr. WARNER], that he made this claim for a few months’ 
rent and it ended in the proper department of the Government paying 
him the rent. I do not know how much was allowed, but it was oc- 
cupied in that way for some three or four months at a rental value of 
$3,000, or about that. 

Now, Mr. Millinger was the party who suffered. He complied with 
his contract as far as he was able to comply with it, and hence he had 
the right to have the benefit of the work that he had done and the ma- 
terial that he had purchased. He could not get that in the courts of 
Tennessee, because they decided that the building was not finished and 
had not been delivered to Overton under the contract. His only re- 
source then isto come here and ask Congress to award to him so much 
money for the loss he has sustained. It isa very simple case. The 
Committee on War Claims, itshould be remembered, do not absolutely ask 
to have the twenty or twenty-two thousand dollars appropriated to pay 
the claim; but the bill provides in its last few lines that it must go to the 
War Department, which Department must examine into the character 
of the claim and the facts upon which itis based, and it must go through 
that Department satisfactorily before they can get $1 of the $22,000 that 
the committee recommends shall be paid if the claim is allowed or is 
favorably recommended by the Department. Mr. Millinger can not 
get a dollar unless the vouchers which are examined by the Depart- 
ment of the Government are declared to be right and proper 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to claim that one cent of the $22,000 provided for in this 
bill is for rent or oceupation of the Overton building during the war? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; not for rent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. And is it not a fact that by the express 
provisions of the bill, under the report of the Committee on War Claims, 
the entire amount is allowed for the articles that were destroyed by the 
United States troops while they occupied it? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. es, sir; that iswhat I have said. 

Now, sir, and answering the gentleman’s question in the affirmative, 
this claim is for the material that was in that building which belonged 
to Mr. Millinger when the United States troops took possession of it 
and destroyed this material. They occupied it for three years or more, 
from 1862 to 1865, and these articles were taken. I do not mean to 
say they were all destroyed, but were used for some purpose or other, 

and Mr. could never get compensation for his material which 
was in the building. He could have gone on and completed this con- 
tract if he had been permitted to do so. He was ready to continue his 
work and complete the building; and here the matter stares us in the 
face that this material, valued at $22,000, was taken possession of in 
some form or other, and the owner of it comes now and asks Congress 
to are him that amount of money for his material. That is all there 
is of it. 

And yet this bill, as I have said before, does not give it absolutely, 
but remands the question to the War Department; so that under any 
circumstances we are not in danger of paying anything to Mr. Millin- 
ger, or acknowledging any claim of his that is not susceptible of proof 
which must be satisfactory to the proper authorities. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. May I ask another question? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to ask if by the terms of this 
bill Congress does not pledge itself to the doctrine that it will pay for 

destroyed belonging to a Union citizen? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. And does it not provide when the 
amount is ascertained that that is all that is to be done and makes the 
appropriation for the payment of it through the Secretary of War, with- 
out having to come back to Congress again? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; I will read a few lines of 
the bill which answers that question fully. 


And the sum of $22,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not — — 1 ropriated, to 
. War to adjust and the accounti * 
to pay said Millinger the amount of his said losses, as — and approved un- 
der authority of this act. 


He does not come back to Congress, but must submit to an investiga- 
tion on the part of the War Department. 
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Mr. PERKINS. For what purpose? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Toascertainhow much of this $22,- 
000 is due him. 

Mr. PERKINS. And not to ascertain the circumstances under which 
it was taken—whether there was a contract, whether the Government 
is liable or not? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; the War Department must 
investigate the matter and act upon the claim. But the fact is that 
another report was made at the instigation of Secretary Stanton through 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department, and it was shown that it was 
a contract that Millinger had entered into, a contract to construct the 
building; and that when the United States troops occupied the build- 
ing—and my colleague [Mr. NEGLEY] has shown that they not only 
occupied it, but that many doors and sash and other material was de- 
stroyed and converted to hospital purposes—this property was taken, 
which forms the basis of this claim. 

Mr. GOFF. Will the gentleman allow me a question? What is the 
date of the contract under which this work was 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Something prior to 1862. 
not exactly clear as to the date. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In April, 1860. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Andit is shown that Mr. Millinger 
had secured all of this material to the value of some $22,000 which was 
taken away by United States troops and destroyed or converted to hos- 
pital uses after occupying the building forsome three years, or until the 
fall of 1865. 

Mr. NEGLEY. And he lost all his profits in the building? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; every dollar was lost to 
this man. Why, sir, I have no doubt he would have been very glad 
to have received compensation as rental. It would have amounted to 
$30,000 or $35,000, based on what was paid to the man Overton after 
he served through the warand had been pardoned by the Government. 

Ilook upon this as a just claim. I say we have good precedents for 
it. We have paid such claims reported from the War Claims Commit- 
tee. I do not know whether in this Congress or not—one was referred 
to by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]—but we have paid 
such claims, and I have always thought there was no committec in this 
House more careful in looking into a case than the Committee on War 
Claims. 

I do not mean to say every claim can be paid or that every claim can 
be indorsed by Congress when it is examined. But when we have a 
claim which has been examined by a competent committee of this House 
and it is reported favorably to this House and referred to this Commit- 
tee of the Whole, I say, Mr. Chairman, we should take this report as 
embracing the true facts of the case and should be guided by it toa 
great extent. Hence Isay in justice to this man Millinger, whose cap- 
ital was putinto the finishing of this building, we should allow the bill 
to pass, so that the Secretary of War and the proper officials can ascer- 
tain what is due to him and pay him 

Mr. PERRY. I believe I am entitled to the floor as having reported 
the pending bill, and I desire to say a word or two of explanation todo 
away with the impression that seems to have been created by the words 
of the report. This claim was originally presenied for the use and the 
occupation of a saw-mill, for the use and occupation of the building, 
and for the destruction of the property in the building. Altogether I 
suppose it would have amounted to $60,000 or $70,000. Upon one of 
these points, as to the value of the property destroyed in the building, 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department sent an officer to ascertain 
the amount of the property destroyed, and the report of that officer is 
embodied in the report of the committee. But that is not the essence 
of the claim. 

This bill covers the claim for use and occupation of the building or the 
rent of it as much as it does for the destruction of the property left in 
the building. And besides that, this amount covers the amount claimed 
for the use of the saw-mill for one hundred and fifty-eight days, which, 
according to a great deal of the testimony in the case, was worth $50 a 
day. As to the use and occupation of the saw-mill, which is not de- 
nied, the claim was investigated by the War Department and it was 
decided to be a just claim; but before it could be paid the act of 1867 
was passed, which prevented the payment for the use and occupation of 
property in disloyal States. That is all that prevented this man from 
receiving his pay for the use and occupation of the saw-mill at the time 
the claim was examined by the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

So far then as the claim forthe use and occupation of the mill is con- 
cerned it has been passed upon by the proper officers and has been al- 
lowed, and was only prevented from being paid by the passage of the 
act of 1867. 

The other two branches of the claim are for the use and occupation 
of the hotel and for the destruction of the property contained in the 
building. The lan of the bill is not that he shall be paid for the 
property destroyed; it is— 

And also the loss the said Millinger sustained on account of the military oc- 
cupation of the Overton House in said city during said years. 

So, whether you say this amount of $22,000 shall cover the destruc- 
tion of the property, or the use of the hotel building, or the use of the 
saw-mill, in any event the amount is utterly inadequate to compensate 


Tam 


the man for the use of the saw-mill, which was worth seven or eight 
thousand dollars, the rent of the building, which was worth $10,000 a 
year, and for the property, which, on the report of the Quartermaster- 
General's De ent, was worth $19,000. 

I think, therefore, the House is under a wrong impression as to this 
being a bill to pay for property destroyed in the building. Itis really 
to pay for the use and occupation of the building by the United States 
troops and United States authorities during the war. So far as that is 
concerned I am not familiar with the record of this House as to war 
claims, but I believe thatsuch claims have been passed heretofore, and 
if any have been this ought to be. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. PERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can an instance be given of a claim like this 
being allowed by the House? 

Mr. PERRY. Iam not familiar, as I have said, with what has been 
the action of the House with reference to such claims. This is the first 
time I have been on the Committee on War Claims, and this is the first 
report I have made. I am not familiar with the record of the House in 
these matters, but I think we recommended the other day the payment 
of a claim for ice. 

A MEMBER. That was under a contract. 

Mr. PERRY. There was a claim for it which we allowed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This is a very wide territory we are opening. 
The armies of the United States, in territory which was reconquered, cer- 
tainly inflicted a great deal of damage. If we are to pay for it, with 
the other expenses of the war, certainly any futuro war will become 
impossible. 

Mr. PERRY. The Government did pay Overton, after he came back 
and took the oath of allegiance in 1865, $3,500 rent for this building. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under what circumstances ? 

Mr. PERRY. They had occupied the building after they paid Over- 
ton. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under contract? 

Mr. PERRY. No, sir; no contract. The occupation, as I under- 
stand it, was continuous from 1862, when it was occupied as Millinger’s 
property. It was occupied up to the end of 1865, and Overton got the 
rent for 1865. 

Mr. ROWELL. You do not mean that Overton got any rent until 
after he took the oath? 

Mr. PERRY. No, sir; but if he was entitled to the rent after he 
took the oath, I do not see why Millinger, who was a loyal man all the 
time, was not entitled to be paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is just the point in the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the question is whether this does 
not come within the class of claims which have been uniformly rejected 
by this House and by Congress. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. PERRY ] states that this was not for property destroyed but for occu- 
pation of the premises. If that be so, the report is certainly unfortu- 
nately drawn. The report says that investigation shows that at the 
time the military took possession of the building Millinger, or his firm, 
had in the building 540 doors and trimmings worth $5,654.75; 670 win- 
dows and trimmings worth $12,573; base-boards and grounds worth 
$1,668; making a total value of $19,895.75. All these articles were 
destroyed by the soldiers quartered in said building. Undoubtedly Mr. 
Millinger’s claim for $19,895,75 is just and right, and $22,000 would not 
replace the articles destroyed.“ 

That is the basis of the claim. 

Now, if the Government had taken this property, these doors and win- 
dows and trimmings, to be usedin the construction of a building for the 
use of the Army, then the property would have been taken for ordinary 
quartermaster’s stores. But, according to the statement in the report, 
these building materials were found in a hotel, which was occupied by 
a portion of the United States troops as barracks, and were destroyed. 
They may have been burned up, used for fire-wood, as in many cases such 
kinds of po perty were during the war. But this claim describes that 
kind of ruction of property which Congress can not afford to pay 
for, and certainly we ought not to make this case a precedent. The 
Committee on War Claims, as I understand it, has madea rule that all 
claims of this classshall be reported adversely. If so, this bill is inad- 
vertently before the House, and was, perhaps, reported without inves- 
tigation upon this point. 

The only cases in which these war claims have been sustained or can 
be proper! y sustained is that the property was taken and used as quar- 
termaster’s supplies for the use of the Army in the field, and Congress 
has uniformly refased to pay any cases of the mere destruction of prop- 
erty incident tothe military occupation. I hope, therefore, that this bill 
will not pass, for if it does it will open up a vast, unlimited, and illim- 
itable field of claims which, if they were all to be paid, would bankrupt 
this country, and the payment of which is not demanded by any prin- 
ciple of justice or by any rule which prevails in cases arising in time of 
war. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] if this bill does not by its provisions go even much further 
than he has suggested—if it does not contemplate that this man shall 
be compensated for all the damages he sustained in consequence of the 
Federal oceupation of this building? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill does go further than I have stated. 

Mr. PERKINS. It has been argued here that this mam lost all the 
money that he had invested in this building in consequence of its oc- 
cupation by the troops, and this bill now proposes to pay him in full 
for that loss. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. PERRY. The amount is limited. 

Mr. PERKINS. But why impose upon the Government officers the 
labor of making the investigation if we are going to pay this man for 
all the loss sustained up to the limit of $22,000? The report says he 
has sustained a loss much in excess of this claim, and if we are going 
to pay this claim at all why not pay it in full? 

Mr. PERRY. On the principle, I suppose, that half a loaf is better 
than no bread.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the report, as I have shown, enu- 
merates articles said to have been destroyed to the amount of over $19,- 
000, and proposes an appropriation of $22,000. The difference between 
the $19,000 and the $22,000 is intended, I suppose, to pay for the loss 
covered by this language: and also the loss said Millinger sustained 
on account of the occupation of the said Overton House in said city 
during said year.“ That is, of course, objectionable. This comes within 
the class of cases which have been uniformly rejected, and I trust the 
bill will not pass. 

Mr. PERRY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] this question: Do you think this claimant would be entitled 
to the rent of his saw-mill which was used by the Government for one 
hundred and fifty-eight days? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That claim does not appear here. 

Mr. PERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does appear from the report that he received 
rent for the building after he returned. 

Mr. PERRY. No, sir; it was Overton who received the rent. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Well, Overton and this claimant both claimed rent 
for the same property. There is only one piece of property in question. 
I read from the report: 

It is alleged that onthe return of Overton from the rebellion in February, 1865, 
he took the oath of allegiance, and received from the Government rent for the 
use of said hotel after that time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] yield for a motion to recommit this bill to the Committee 
on War Claims? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that this com- 
mittee recommend that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa motion now pending that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonxsrox] 
to offer his motion as a substitute for that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The pending motion can be amended by striking 
out the recommendation that the bill pass and inserting a recommend- 
ation that it be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. HOUK, Mr. Chairman, is an amendment to the motion of the 

mtleman from Indiana in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr.HOUK. Then I move as an amendment that this bill be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on War Claims with instructions to bring in a bill of a gen- 
eral character to cover all this class of cases. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion is not in order now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Houx] is entertained, I raise the point of order that the proposed 
instructions are out of order—that such general bill should emanate 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOUK. I suppose the question of order is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will please re- 
duce his amendment to writing, so that the Chair may see just what it 
is, as a point of order is raised upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment simply proposes that this private 
bill be recommitted with instructions that a general law be reported, 
which would not be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee is in 
pe eee to convert a private bill into a general bill. I make that point 
of order. 

Mr. HOUK. I think it probable that is a good point. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order as stated 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me some motion should 
be made which would indicate the views of the Committee of the Whole 


in regard to this class of claims, which are becoming very numerous. 
Up to this time no claim of this character, so far as I am aware, has 
passed Congress. Here is a claim for damages only, committed by the 
Army in the p of the war; and the question is whether this 
House is ee 40, enter upon the policy of paying claims of this 
class, All our legislation up to this time, both during the war and 
since, is against such a policy. There is not an enactment touching 
claims against the Government growing out of the war that does not 
expressly prohibit the payment of this class of claims. Inasmuch as 
the bill now before the House proposes in a very tangible form to make 
a direct appropriation of money to pay a claim of this character, it 
seems to me my friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], the chairman of the 
War Claims Committee, and other gentlemen on that committee, would 
desire to have a direct instruction as to whether Congress, so far as the 
action of this House is concerned, proposes to pay this class of claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. I trust the gentleman will permit a remark in re- 
sponse to his suggestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEDDES. I have no doubt the Committee on War Claims would 
be gratified to receive at any time instructions from this House as to the 
course to be pursued by the committee; but, in reference to the appre- 
hension the gentleman has expressed, I will assure him that he need 
give himself no uneasiness in regard to the action of that committee. 
We have reported numerous cases since this bill was reported, indicat- 
ing the policy of the committee. So that, on this particular point he 
need not be apprehensive; and I feel that the committee will need no 
instructions, although they will certainly not interpose any objection 
to instructions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand, then, from the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, that the attitude of the commitee is 

inst this class of claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iam not prepared to say that, because I think this 
claim has in part been misapprehended. It was not investigated in the 
committee, because we had not the evidence or exhibits upon which the 
committee could act. It was for the purpose of obtaining such evi- 
dence as would be required for a satisfactory investigation that this re- 
port was framed and this reference of the case proposed. Our discus- 
sion here at present is, as it would be in committee, without a sufficient 
basis upon which to proceed. 

There may be some matters in this claim that ought to be considered 
and are entitled to consideration; therefore I am not prepared to answer 
in the broad terms of the gentleman’s question and say that this claim 
is groundless and ought not to be allowed, for it will be observed that 
this man had a saw-mill in the vicinity of Nashville; the Government 
forces took possession of that saw-mill; he was there prior to the war; 
he was a loyal man; he was engaged under a contract to make certain 
improvements and to erect certain buildings in Nashville, and was en- 
gaged with a large force at his mill and elsewhere in furnishing mate- 
rial for those buildin The United States forces took possession of 
his mill, took possession of his lumber, took entire control of his busi- 
ness, Hence there may be much in the case that would be the foun- 
dation of a good claim to compensation for what might be regarded as 
really and strictly quartermaster stores. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio to the fact that none of those matters are involved either in the 
bill or in the report. Indeed the report excludes all such matters from 
consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield fora 
suggestion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. A good deal of time has already been consumed 
on this floor upon this bill. I did not introduce the bill; I did not re- 
port it. I have taken an interest in it simply because the claimant is 
at present n resident of my State, living near my own home. Having 
advocated the bill on this floor, I will say that if a simple motion to 
lay the bill aside with a recommendation that it be recommitted can 
prevail, I, asa friend of the bill, shall support that motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection whatever 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] 
aon me to make a suggestion as a member of the Committee on War 

aims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I have made this motion to recommit 
because this discussion has developed facts in this case of which before 
I had no knowledge; and there may be some things embraced in this 
bill which would not be sanctioned by the committee if their attention 
were called to them. I have made the motion to recommit in order 
that the Committee on War Claims may have an opportunity to do justice 
to themselves by a reinvestigation of the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that course being pursued; 
and itis perhaps due to the Committee on War Claims that such a 
course be adopted, for the report accompanying this bill would appear 
upon its face to have been the result of a misapprehension. If these 
two papers taken together—the bill and the report—should go to the 
Quartermaster’s Department they would be simply an instruction to 
inquire into the amount of property which, as appears upon the face 
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of the report, was not appropriated to the use of the Government, but 


destroyed in the ordinary casualties of war. Believing from what has 
been said that there is a misapprehension as to the real state of the case, 
and that unintentionally the report itself does not take into account 
the particular of the bill, I think myself that as a matter 
of entire fairness the bill should be recommitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish in justice to myself to say that I did not 
read this bill until after this debate began. I was familiar with the 
facts of the case and had read the report. While not abating one jot 
of my conviction that this claim is just and should be paid; while I 
believe that upon fuller investigation the War Claims Committee will 
arrive at the conclusion that it shall be paid, I do not hesitate to say 
that there is in the bill some which is unfortunate in form. 

The amendment of Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the motion as amended that the bill be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on War Claims, the motion was agreed to. 

JOHN M’NAUGHTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1877) 
for the relief of John McNanghton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Treas 
ized and directed to pay. out of any moneys in the 
to John MoN: 


be, and is hereby, author- 

ry not otherwise ap- 
hton, of Gervais, Scioto County, Ohio, the pay and 
allowances due said John McNaughton for services rendered the United States 
as second lieutenant of Company G, First Regiment of West Virginia Cavalry 
Fe the 16th day 9 A. D. 1863, to the 5th day of February, 
. 1864. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Lask that the report of the committee be read. 
The report of the committee (by Mr. HIESTAND) was read, as fol- 
lows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1877) for 
the relief of John McNaughton, submit the ens report: 
John McNaughton, now of Scioto County, Ohio, was enrolled as a pri- 
vate, Company G. First Virginia Cavalry Volunteers, on fhe 14th day of August, 
A. D. 1861, and was discharged, as first sergeant of said com: on the 15th day 
of August, A. D. 1863, for promotion to second lieutenant company. He 
was commissioned as second lieutenant of said company on the 12th day of Au- 
gust, A. D. 1863, by the oe of West Virginia, and was assigned to aus and 
served as snch until Sth day of February, A. D. 1864. As soon as his duties 
in the field permitted, he applied to the proper officer for muster, but his appli- 
cation was refused on the ground that his company did not have the requsite 
number of men, under General Orders No. 182, Adjutant-General's Office, series 
of 1863, to entitle it to a second lieutenant, Notwithstanding he had been mus- 
tered out as an enlisted man, and had been refused muster as lieutenant, yet he 
was held to service without pay, rations, or clothing until ee tha. 5, 1864, and 
during all that time performed service as second lieutenant. Sincet he made 
ee to the proper department for pay, but his because 
here was no law governing the case. 
12 facts, thè committee recommend the passage of this bill for 
relief. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM CLIFT 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the pill (H. R. 4413) 
for the relief of William Clift. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
irected to pay, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, to William Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, the sum of $3,000, 
for wood taken and used by the Army of the United States during the late war. 
The report (by Mr. HIESrAN D) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of William 
Clift, submit the following report thereon : 
“The facts out of which this claim for reliefarises will be found stated in House 
Report of the Committee on War Claims No. 245, first session of the Forty-eighth 
. Congress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 
“The committee adopt the said rt as their own, and report herewith a bill 
appropriating the sum of $3,000, and recommend its . 

The Committee on War to whom was referred petition of William 
Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, asking for compensation for timber and 
wood, stated at $19,645, makes the following report: 

“The facts in the case are as follows: In 1863 the claimant and one William 
Stringer were the owners in common of certain lands lying on the north side of 
Tennessee River, in Hamilton County, Tennessee, containing about 5,000 
acres, It was covered with timber, principally oak, when, in the fall of 1863, the 
United States Army advanced and took ion of this section of the country. 
From that time until the close of the war details were almost constantly em- 
piozed on the land cutting the timber and hauling it away for the several uses 
of the Army. The Government erected a saw-mill near this land, and a great 
deal of the timber was sawed on that mill, The timber was used in the con- 
struction of bridgeś, storehouses, and other army buildings. The greater part, 
however, was taken for fuel for the use of the Army. Some tracts were y 


The claim wasinvestigated by Lieut. Col. J. A. Ekin, chief of E sei niece Dp 
urn, who 


ying claimant for 12,080 cords of wood, at 75 cents per cord, amounting to 
2 Colonel Ek in, in making his return of the 
recommended th 


of the settlement made in the Abner C. Carroll cases referred to the Treasurer 
March 6, 1871. In that case the timber was considered as constituting one-half 
of = value of the land. On that basis claimant’s demand was reduced to 


435.23. 

The Quartermaster-General's Department was not satisfied with this. Joseph 
Livsey was appointed agent by the Quartermaster’s Department, and in October, 
1876, he commenced taking depositions to show the value from the assessmen’ 
of lands in that county,and by ovio its value before and after the war. 

The wit: differed greatly in value, some swearing the assessment was no 
criterion of value, that lands were assessed sometimes at only one-half, and 
sometimes one-fourth their actual value; that this tract was only valuable for 
its timber, the land being what is termed “ ridge land.“ 

On looking over all the testimony in the case, the committee believe that the 
claimant should be allowed the sum of $3,000, which is $435.23 less than any of 
the Government agents found. The only reason given by the War Department 
for its rejection was that the claimant made his demand so high ($19,545) that it 
was Í ulent on its face. This might be a good rule to follow in some cases in 
order to discourage the presentment of dishonest claims, as, for instance, where 
aman claimed for four horses taken and used by the Government when he had 
only two. He must have known his claim was fraudulent. 

„But the claim in this case rested purely on the opinion of witnesses, and 
widely different results would be attained according to basis upon which the 
estimate was made. When the number of cords was the basis (and who will say 
that was fraudulent?) a much larger result was reached. When the assessment 
was taken as a basis and a comparison with other tracts similarly located, a 
smaller amount was found to be due, and when we consider that these state- 


ments are prepared by la or claim agents who always insert the 
largest amounts, 5 they can recover less than they claim but 
can never recover m claimant should not in this case be regarded as pre- 


senting a frandulent cl 8 

He is now about eighty-five years of age, has suffered much for his country, 
and the sum now allowed ($3,000) ought to be paid, and the committee report 
favorably that sum, and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.“ 

Mr. HIESTAND. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WARNER, ofOhio. Mr, Chairman, the report discloses the fact 
that this claim was investigated by the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment and a certain sum found to be due. 

A MEMBER. Found by the agent of the r-General. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But it does not disclose why, if this sum 
was found to be due, it was not paid through the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department. 

Mr. STORM. I think the gentleman will find that the report does 
disclose that fact. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is not disclosed, so far as I heard the 
reading of the report, by the report itself. 

Mr. STORM. If the gentleman had watched the reading of the 
report closely he would have seen that the rejection was based upon 
the fact that this claimant laid a claim fora larger amount of cord-wood 
than was afterward proved to have been taken, and therefore the whole 
claim was rejected as fraudulent. That was the ground upon which 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department rejected it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. the facts are not exactly 
as they have been stated by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Storm], who drew the report of the Committee on War Claims 
in the last Congress, and whose report has been used by the Committee 
on War Claims at the present session. The fact is there were not ex- 
actly 19,000 cords of wood used, but the mistake arose, or rather the 
case presented here was that the agent of the Quartermaster-General 
thought this claimant was charging too much for the 19,000 cords of 
wood. It was not that they did not take the wood, and not that it was 
not used for the Army, but that the agent thought that he had charged 
too much for the wood, and therefore the price was cut down. 

Mr. STORM. Was I not correct in stating that the claim was for 
more than the Government thought was due, and therefore the whole 
claim was rejected as frandulent? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les; and for that reason, as it was fraudulent 
on its face, no part of the claim should be allowed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will state that this is not a case in which a 
man comes and presents his claim for 4 cords of wood when he only 
lost 2—it is not a case where a man comes and presents his claim for 
19,000 cords of wood when he had not lost any wood at all; but it ap- 
pears the Quartermaster-General concluded that the claimant had 
charged too high a price for his wood, and therefore decided the whole 
claim was fraudulent. As a matter of fact, the amount of wood taken 
was about 19,000 cords, and the claimant produced witnesses who proved 
that the wood was worth the amount he swore it was worth when he 
presented his claim. ‘The Quartermaster-General, not being satisfied, 
sent his agents out to ascertain as to the amount due. They werit ont 
and reported 19,000 cords as the amount taken, but he was not satisfied 
with that report. He sent his agents out again and directed them to 
estimate the value of the wood taken upon the basis of what is called 
the Abner C. Carroll case. In that case, to get at the value of the wood, 
they take the value of the land with the wood upon it, and estimate 
the wood as worth half that amount, and the land only as the other half. 
Therefore they said, after the wood was taken, they would settle at 
half the amount the land was worth with the wood uponit. That 
would bring the claim down to $3,450in round numbers. But the com- 
mittee at the last session said we will reduce it $400 more, and simply 
allow him $3,000. 

This committee come along and adopt that report, as I stated, and 
say that this claimant should have this small sum of about $3,000, to 
which the claim has been reduced, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say briefly that this old man was about 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1839 


sixty-eight years of age when the war broke out. He was loyal to the 
Union, and went to work and raised a regiment for service in the Union 
Army. He was captured and carried to Atlantg, Ga., by the confeder- 
ate troops. Subsequently he made his escape and came back to East 
Tennessee, but was compelled to lie out in the mountains in that in- 
hospitable country at that time, whereby he lost not his life but the 
sight of one of his eyes, and his physical strength was greatly impaired. 
He suffered a great deal. Notwithstanding his loyalty and the loss 
that he endured, this committee have reduced the amount that is prop- 
erly due him, in my judgment, to less than one-half, and I hope this 
committee will not hesitate now to allow this old man this poor pit- 
tance of his claim. 

Mr. Chairman, he tried to live long enough to get the benefit of this 
claim. I regret to say that only last week he died at the advanced age 
of eighty-nine. He could not live long enough to reap the benefit of 
that to which he was entitled from his country which he had served 
so well, he having been a colonel at the advanced age of seventy. 

Mr. STORM (from his seat). Congress beat him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ves, as rip Fae from Pennsylvania 
Congress beut him; he could not live long enough to get his rights. 
Now, I have an amendment which I desire to offer, and which is ren- 
dered necessary by the long delay in the passage of this bill. This 
amendment I am directed by the committee to submit. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by striking out in the fifth line the words“ William Clift’ and insert 


“the legal representatives of William Clift, d vd 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that is done, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a word. 

I understood the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] at a former 
sitting of this committee to state that it had not been the policy of 
Congress to pay any claims that had been rejected by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department; and that it was the settled policy of Congress that 
the decision of the Quartermaster, under the law of July 4, 1 was 
to be regarded as final in these cases. Now, itseems to me thatif that 
department of the Government, authorized by a special law to investi- 
gate casesand report upon them to Congress for its action, has rejected 
a case and that claim thereafter comes into Congress and you are asked 
to pay it, we are simply constituting Congress a high court of appeals 
from the Quartermaster’s Department of the Government, 

Mr. STORM. What else is it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I am opposed to constituting Congress a 
court of appeals from that tribunal or any other of the Government. 
I would like to have a finality at some place in the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment where a claim would be regarded as having been finally 
quieted. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Who constituted the Quartermaster- 
General an infallible tribunal to pass upon these claims, a tribunal 
whose decisions should be beyond appeal? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Congress did. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Then I would like to ask, if Congress did 
„„ the right to declare that that infallibility has 
ceased? [Laughter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. We have assumed the right to do almost 
anything. What I am now objecting to in regard to this bill is that it 
is setting a precedent for reviewing the decisions of the r’s 
Department (which Congress has created as a tribunal for the consid- 
eration of these claims) after they have been rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, a single word in response to 
the gentleman from Illinois as to Congress passing upon these questions. 

If the Quartermaster’s Department was constituted a court and had 
rendered a final judgment upon a claim, we might not review that decis- 
ion unless it was clearly shown that the court, for reasons not satisfactory 
to us as a reviewing-tribunal, had not properly considered the matter. 

Now, the Quartermaster-General went forward and gave his reasons 
for disallowing this claim, and when his reasons are investigated you 
see at once they are not good. The only reason he gave in the world 
was that the claim was fraudulent on its face. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, was not that a good reason? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; not in this case; for the proof showed 
that the amount of wood absolutely lost was double the amount you 
are offering to pay him for. It can not be afraudulent claim on its face, 
for the reason set forth in the admirable report of a former member of 
the War Claims Committee which has been read here to-day. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish to suggest to the tleman 
from Illinois that it is too late for this Congress now to say that it will 
not review a decision of a lower court. We spent a whole week review- 
ing, with a view to set aside, the judgment of a military court rendered 


twenty years ago; and can not we now set aside a decision one man made 
refusing to pay a man for his wood that was taken while he was in the 
Federal Army or sent from his home by confederate troops ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Now, what have you got to say? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Georgia says, now what have I 
got tosay. Well, to some that would be satisfactory, so faras this side 
of the House is concerned; but how is it with the gentleman’s friends 
upon the other side? What have you to say about setting aside these 
decisions ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. We voted, sir, to pay a loyal man, 
who served his country faithfully, for what was taken by the Govern- 
ment, while you voted to reward a man who failed to do his duty to 
his Government; and that is the difference between us. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the question at issue. The gentle- 
men over there voted they could not set aside the finding of that tri- 
bunal. They stated in their arguments there was no power in the 
Constitution to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I submit the gentleman has no right to in- 
quire into the reasons which prompted gentlemen on the other side to 
vote as they did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. IL am commending the ment to gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber to whom it applies. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. I wish to reply to one remark made some time ago by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. He started out by say- 
ing it had been the policy of Congress not to pass a claim in any case 
where the Quartermaster-General had rejected it. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, we have paid claims in every Congress I have been in, and I sup- 
pose in every 2 since the war, which Quartermasters-General 
had rejected. And it seems to me that the Quartermaster-General hav- 
ing with reference to these matters limited powers scarcely amounting 
to judicial functions, it is peculiarly the prerogative of Congress, when 
they find a case like this where absolute injustice has been done, to do 
justice. This is not like the decision of a court-martial or any other 
judicial power, for the Quartermaster-General is only a clerk of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I regret Congress did not provide in the act of 
4th July, 1864, for appeals to the Court of Claims. But no appeal was 
provided for. It was understood the decisions of the Quartermaster’s 
Department were to be final. And if every claimant who is not satis- 
fied with the judgment of the Quartermaster-General on his case is to 
come to Congress, I ask when Congress will get the opportunity of 
transacting any public business? 

Mr. HOUK. I can answer the gentleman, if he will permit me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can answer the question myself; it is so easy a 
question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman ought not to ask the question if he 
does not want an answer. My answeris that Congress will be relieved 
of all these cases whenever we go to work and provide a tribunal vested 
with judicial power and make it what the gentleman assumes the Quar- 
termaster’s Department to be, a court whose jurisdiction shall be final 
and conclusive. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not answer my question. The act of 
4th of July, 1864, did constitute the Quartermaster-General a court. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman does not understand my answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It did authorize the Quartermaster-General to pass 
finally on these cases, and that was not in the interest of the Govern- 
ment as against the claimant, but in the interest of the claimant as 
against the Government; because the claims were small in amounts. 
We passed a bill a short time ago including hundreds of these claims, 
some of them as low as $15. It was supposed by those who occupied 
these seats before us, when that act was that great hardship 
would result from sending these claims to the Court of Claims, where 
the enst would be great, and to accommodate that class of claimants 
the cases were sent to the Quartermaster-General’s Department for ad- 
judication. And when the Quartermaster-General had passed upon 
them as a matter of protection to the Government, they regarded the 
‘decisions as final. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 79) 
3 relief of Pryor N. Lea; reported from the Committee on War 

ms. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to cause to be paid to Pryor N. Lea the sum of $1,919, in full discharge of 
his claim inst the Government of the United States for three United 
States soldiers from asand-bar in the Mississippi Riveron the lst day of January, 
1864, andffor board, medical aid, and nursing given them while unable to return 
to their command, and also for board furnished other United States soldiers 
while guarding said sick. 

The report (by Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee a War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 79) for 


the relief of Pryor N. report as follows: 
The facts out of whieh this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
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Re 


rt of the Committee on War Claims No. 2423, second session of the Forty- 
th Congress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 
our committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5701) 
for the relief of Pryor N. Lea, report as follows: 

“ This bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay claimant $1,919 for 
rescuing three United States soldiers from a sand-bar in the Mississippi River 
on January 1, 1864, and for board, medical attention, and nursing, and also for 
board furnished twenty-five United States soldiers while guarding them. 

The facts in the case are as stated in the following extract from the memorial 
of the claimant: 

On the last day of December, 1863, Col. E. II. Wolf, commanding at Fort Pil- 
low, sent Lieutenant Alexander, of the Fifty-second Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
in command of a squad of men up the river, about 20 miles above the fort, to 
look after some smuggled goods thad been reported to them. They were 
in a yawlon their return after dark; they were blown upon a sand-bar in the 
river opposite to my house. The sand-bar is some 5 or 6 miles long, and they 
were blown upon the lower end, about 2 miles below my house. It was snow- 
ing and blowing, and a terrible storm was raging. Eight of the men, includ- 
ing the lieutenant, waded out on the bar, and the others attempted to row the 
boat arouud to them in deeper water, but were driven down the river by the 
wind and driven ashore on the Arkansas side ; all of which I learned from them. 
The bar was perfectly barren and there was myer rey to protect them from the 
storm. On the morning of the Ist of January, 1864, I heard voices calling, and 
seemingly in distress, and ran down tothe river. I was informed by George 
Clark, one of the soldiers, that Lieutenant Alexander and four of the men had 
frozen to death, and that they, the others, were almost frozen. They and 
implored me to rescue them. The channel between the bar and the shore was 
between one-fourth and one-half ofamile wide. The river was filled with float- 
ing ice, and the wind was blowing a perfect gale. My skiff was about half-full 
of ice frozen perfectly solid, ca by the waves lashing over the sides and freez- 
ing, My oars were thickly coated with ice. 

I crossed the channel with my boat in this condition, and found George 


Clark, Geo’ Haveland, and James Hendrickson, all of the Fifty-second In- 
diana Infantry, still living; the others were all dead. I gotthem into my skiff, 
and su in reaching the shore with them. Geo Clark's feet, ds, 


and ears were frozen. George Haveland's feet and hands were so badly frozen 
that they all had to be amputated—the feet between the ankle and the knee. 
James Hendrickson was very badly frosted ; his face, hands, and feet were frozen. 
I got them all to my house, and ed a man to Colonel Wolf, at Fort Pil- 
low, immediately, informing him of the condition and whereabouts of said men. 
I had to pay the man $20 in United States currency to get him to go, the weather 
was so extremely cold. Ialsosent for two physicians, the best that could be had, 
(there beingno physician accessible), Dr. Hazard, of Osceola,and Dr. Fain, 
living at the same nee atthattime. They came and waited on all the į 

until the regimental physician arrived from Fort Pillow, and assisted in the am- 
putation of the limbs above mentioned, and attended them after the regimental 


family did much of the 32 It was well worth the sum of $6 per day to 
take care oi as we did, and we took care of them ys, as 

in the account. es, there was nearly $300 worth of bed: destroyed by 
them, for which there is no lonel 


Wolf the — — 
mental physician th instructions to e 
said men into the fort, but they were unable to be removed and they all remained 


and scarce, trips to 
Memphis for medicines (a distance of 75 miles), but Ido not include my expense 


in the above ; the medicinesc for y cost me more than 8100. 
No vouchers or receipts were ever asked or given for any of the above services, 
board, medicines, or money paid, nor has the same ever been included in any 


claim presented to Congress, any court, Department, or officer of the United 
States, or to any other authority. 

The papers to which reference is made in the memorial of claimant have been 
furnished this committee, and they find the claim stated as follows: 


try, from January 1, 1864, to March 3, 1564, 62 Me is per day... 
1864,to April 1, 


eee 


To amount paid Drs. Hazard and Fain... 
To services in taking care ofsoldiers and fi 


1,919 00 
The statements of the claimant are corroborated by affidavits of officers who 


were stationed at Fort Pillow at the time of the occurrence, The Jo: 
claimant is also established by the officers then stationed at Fort Pillow. 

The committee are of opinion that his 
port back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass.“ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SHAKOPEE, MINN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1245) 
to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank 
of Shakopee, Minn.; reported by Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on 

ing and 


Banking 8 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Comptroller of the Currency be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to allow the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn., 
to increase its — n stock, in accordance with existing laws, to any sum not 
exceeding $250, 


Mr. BEACH. I move that this bill be passed over for the present, 
retaining its position on the Calendar. Gentlemen interested in this 
bill no doubt will remember that we a general bill covering all 
cases of this nature. That bill has eee the Renate, and will no 


ty of the 


are justand reasonable, and re- 


doubt become a law in a very few days. I think there is no use in lum- 
bering up thestatute-books with special acts under those circumstances. 

Mr. STRAIT. The, general bill has not become a law yet, and I 
know of no reason why this bill should be passed over. 

Mr. MILLER, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BEACH. Lask my friend from Minnesota [Mr. STRAIT] whether 
this bill the bill now under consideration has passed the Senate or not? 

Mr. STRAIT. It is on the Senate Calendar reported favorably. 

Mr. BEACH. Yesterday, as I understand, they took the position in 
the Senate that they would pass no more special bills of this kind. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LIEUT. WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1151) 
authorizing the President of the United States to appoint Lient. Will- 
iam P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
to appoint, Lieut, William P. Randall, United States Navy, a lieutenant-com- 
mander on the retired-list of the Navy, with the retired-pay of that grade from 
the date of such appointment, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I ask for the reading of the report, to- 
gether with the letter at the end, omitting the naval record, which is 
of some length. 

The report (by Mr. Tomas, of Illinois) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1151) 
authorizing the President of the United States toappoint Lieut. William P. Ran- 
dall a lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy, beg leave to report 
=s — to the House of Representatives with the recommendation that the 

o pass. 

This recommendation is based upon facts which are presented in a report 
made to the House of Representatives, iy Baap een Congress, which report 
was adopted by the Committees on Naval Affairs of both branches Forty-eighth 
Congress, and is also adopted and made a part of this report (Appendix A). 

To su the case, it appears that Mr. Randall 8 the service in 
Jug, 1861, as acting master; that he was an officer of ee og ad gallantry and 
ability, winning promotion from e to grade until, in March, 1865, he be- 
came a lieutenant-commander, with which rank he was honorably discharged 
from the volunteer service, December 19, 1865. Less than a year later he was 
appointed in the regular Navy, and in 1870 had reached the rank of lieutenant. 
After twelve years’ service in that grade he was ordered before a medical board 
to be examined for promotion, and was rejected for the reasons stated inan ex- 
tract from the report of the board, hereunto annexed and marked A ndix B. 

The committee are especially im with the fact that the itities 
which prevented his promotion to the rank he now seeks had existed during 
practically the entire period of his service; that the hernia and deafness were 
caused by injuries received in the line of duty aboard the Cumberland, and that 
throughout his twenty years of service they had not interfered with the prompt 
and entirely efficient performance of his whole duty. 


APPENDIX A. 


Lieutenant Randall has recently failed of recommendation for promotion to 
the grade of lieutenant-commander on the active-list because of physical infirm- 
ity wholly. But for these infirmities, which are mainly the ct results of 
hard and faithful service in war, Mr. would have been unanimously 
recommended for promotion by the examining board. 

The record of this officer is an admirable one. The retired-list of the Nav 
was created and intended for the protection of just such men as Mr. Randall, 
and we could wish that it contained no names less worthy than his. 

Mr. Randall was an experienced navigator at the opening of the war of 1861, 
and was about to sail in command of a w ship at that time. He gave up 
his command, offered his services to the United States, and on the 24th of July, 
1861, was a inted an acting master in the United States Navy. He was or- 
dered to the Cumberland, and served on that vessel at the capture of Forts 
Clarke and Hatteras, and in the contest with the Merrimac, at Ne rt News, 
March 8, 1862, he was in command of the after pivot-gun, which was the last gun 
fired on the ship in that memorable contest. On the 28th of May, 1862, he was 
cheng pote to the rank of volunteer lieutenant, and served on the gunboat Port 

through the summer of 1562. m January 26,1863, he commanded the 
United States bark Pursuit until August 12,1864,and from that date he com- 
manded the United States bark Restless until February 23,1865, when he took 
command of the United States steamer Hendrick Hudson, and remained in that 
command until March 9, 1865. 

On the 17th of March, 1865, he was promoted to the rank of volunteer lieuten- 
ant- commander. On the 19h of December, 1865, he was honorably discharged 
from the United States Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander. 

1008 beveceived » cooumiation se etuign in ihe regular NAYS, and was protaotes 
ved a comm as r Navy, and was promo 
as lieutenant March 11, 1870. anil 

Since that time Mr. Randall has served in that rank, and has rendered ve 
valuable service to the Government, as ap by his record herewith reported. 
His record is without a spot or stain. e was desirous of remaining on the 
active-list, but when the time for his otion came he was found mentally 
and morally qualified, but physically ualified, and was retired as a lieuten- 
ant. We think that his service and record entitle him to retirement as lieuten- 
ant-commander, the rank which he reached on his own merits and record in the 
volunteer service, and before he entered the regular SeT 

In proof of his worth and merits as an ofticer, we append hereto a letter signed 
by members of the ring board and other officers of the Navy. Such an in- 
dorsement ought to entitle Mr, Randall to favorable consideration. 


NAVAL RECORD, 


Lieut. William P. Randall was born in New Bedford, Mass. In 1861 was about 
to sail in command ofa whale ship when the war commenced; was furnished 
with a certificate signed by the president of every insurance office in the city, to 
the effect that their offices would insure any vessel under his command at the 
lowest rates of insurance; without further indorsement was appointed an act- 
ing master in the United States Navy, July 24, 1861, and ordi to the United 
States ship Cumberland, serving on t vessel at the capture of Forts Clarke 

a ment with the Merrimac at Newport 
command of the after 8 


(whi red from that ship). May 28, 1862, promo 


n 
rank of yolunteer 1 and ordered to the gunboat Port Royal, Com- 
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mander George W. Morris, which vessel did good service on the James River 
through the summer of 1562, and joined i t Gulf Squadron in the fall of 
that year, January 26, 1863 being at that time the executive officer), detached 
from the Port Royal and ordered to command the United States bark Pursuit: 
commanded this vessel until August 12, 1864, when he was detached and ordered 
to command the United States bark Restless; these vessels were engaged in 
blockading the coast of Florida, and while commanded by Lieutenant Randall 
did much injury to the enemy, for which he received two complimentary let- 
ters from the admiral commanding (Admiral Stribling), with orders to read them 
on the quarter-deck at muster. 

February 23, 1865, took temporary command of the United States steamer 
Hendrick Hudson (Restless undergoing repairs at Key West), and went to Saint 
Mark's for General Newton, United States Army, and staff, March 9, 1865. Pro- 
moted to the rank of volunteer lieutenant- commander March 17, 1865; detached 
from United States bark Restless and ordered to take the prize steamer Ruby to 
New York; arrived in New York with the Ruby April 14, 1865, and waited or- 
ders until A 17, 1665, when he was granted four months’ leave of 
on December 19. 1885, was honorably discharged from the United States Naty, 
with the rank of lientenant-commander. October 30, 1866, proprati t himself to 


the examining board at Hartford, Conn., for admission to the regular service, 
and was rejected on account ofi injuries received in the line of ante during the 
engagement between the Cumberland and Merrimac, but obtained permission 


from Washington for examination. He presented himself the second time, No- 

vember 22, 1566,and on December 7, 1866, received an 5 as acting 

master on temporary service, and was ordered to the United States steamer Peo- 

ria, which vessel went to the West Indies and returned with the yellow fever 

on board. Detached from her in Norfolk, Va., and went to the hospital July 

= ited ‘Sts was on sick-leave until | tember, 1867, when he was ordered to the 
n 


steamer Leyden, Commissioned as 
lieutenant March 21, 1870. 


May 27 5 870, detached fr from the Leyden and ordered to the monitor Saugus. 
gf Saugus at Havana June 4,1870. September 30, 1870, —— from 
and ordered tocommand the United States steamer De- 
—. — rom the Mayflower November 3, 1870, and ordered to the ited | States 
receiving-ship Ohio, navy-yard, Boston. May 5, 1871, tem 5 detached from 
the Ohio and ordered to xd West, Fla., as executive officer, to assist in bring- 
ing the Saugus to Philadelp; 5 June 22,1871. returned tothe Ohio. 5 
15, detached from the Ohio and ordered to the Uni Strtes steamer 
January 15, 1872, detached from the Iroquois and ordered to the United yae 
steamer Canandaigua. 2 4, 1874, detached from the Canandaigua at Key 
West, and sent —.— medical survey (with Chagres fever) on sick-leave. 
November, 1874, ord ae to the ordnance department, navy-yard, Boston. 
June Ivor corpo, to torpedo station, Newport, R. I. 


ees 


rganize search for the steamer Jeannette, April 7, 1881, ordered to 1 
duty under os Bureau of Navigation. Placed on the retired-list of the Navy 


February 15 
WASHINGTON Crty, February 17, 1882. 

In consideration of the good record and long service of Lieut. William P. Ran- 
dall. United States Navy, and as the disabilities that ee romotion on 
the active list are physical and incurred in the line of duty, the undersigned be- 
lieve that if he is placed on the retired-list of the Navy with the rank of lieu- 

tenant-commander it will be an act of justice to a deserving officer who held this 
rank during the late civil war. 
JOHN L. WORDEN, 


Rear-Admiral, U. S. N., 
T. H. PATTERSON. 
Rear-Admiral, 
JNO. C. 9 


Admiral, 
JOHN RODGERS, 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. N., 
C. R. P. RODGERS, 
Rear-Admiral, 
Members of Retiring Board. 
WM. G. TEMPLE, 
Commodore. 
JOHN H. UPSHUR, 
vmmodore. 


S. R. FRAN ELIN. 
IA ER. ere. 


LKER. 
cee Chef of Rarer of Navigation. 
Coens: 08068 Buredu Navigation, 
Captain, Chief Sig Ee 7, Bureau of Navigation. 


pet U. S. N. 
ARL ENGLIS 
Commodore, U. S. N., Chief 4 5 Bureau r ipment and Recruit 
FILLEBROWN, 
Captain. 
ED. T. NICHOLS, 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. I N Chief of 1 of Bureau of Yards and Docks. 


Rear-Admiral, U. S. N. 


APPENDIX B. 
WASHINGTON, February 10, 1882. 
[Extract from the report of the medical examining board for promotion in the 

Navel States Navy in the case of William P. Randall, lieutenant, United States 

avy. 

Each member of the board then 88 to make a careful physical exam- 
ination of the candidate, which being concluded, the board decided thereupon 
as follows: We hereby certify that Lieut. W. P. Randall, United States Navy, is 
not physically qualified to perform all his duties at sea, and do not recommend 


XVII 116 


him for promotion. He has right inguinal hernia, which, according to a written 
statement made by Medical Director Charles Martin, United States Navy, and 
which was ene to the board, occurred in the line of duty on board the 
United States sh ip Cumberland, February 22 , 1862. He is nearly deaf in left ear. 
He is green blind, together with a general feeble color sense, 

J. N. BROWNE, 

Medical Director and President, 
DAVID KINDLEBERGER, 


Medical Inspector and Member. 
Joun C. Duis, Recorder. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this bill was considered 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and was unanimously reported, 
and, unless some gentleman desires to antagonize it, I do not wish to 
occupy further time, as the bill received the unanimous report of three 
several Naval Committees since I have been a member of tho House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to antagonize 
the bill, but to make an inquiry. This officer, I understand, is now 
on the retired-list, but I did not learn from the report with what rank. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. With the rank of lieutenant. He had 
served twelve years as a lieutenant, and the time had come for his pro- 
motion, and he came up for promotion, but he was found to be partially 
color-blind, and on account of the regulations he could not be given the 
rank to which he would otherwise have been entitled. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then this bill proposes to advance him on 
the retired-list to the rank of lieutenant-commander? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Yes. He is now on the retired-list asa 
lieutenant. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will my friend from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
state what is the pay pertaining to his present rank? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I can not state it exactly at this moment, 
but his pay will be at least 8175 more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that all? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. That is all. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN M. SIMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 61) 
for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be hereby authorized and 
directed to reissue and deliverto ene M. Simpson a Revolutionary bounty- 
land scrip for eighty acres of land. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the report in that case be read. 
The report (by | Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey) was read, as follows; 


The Committee on Private aoe Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. x 
61) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reissue and deliver to Benjamin 
Simpson a Revolutionary bounty-land scrip for 80 acres of land, have had the 
same under consideration and report that the bill ought to pass. The commit- 

tee tee find: It is a that Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER deposited a Revolutionary 
bounty-land — aie porey rty of Benjamin M. Simpson, for 80 acres of land, in 
the Land Office of the Department of the Interior, and that said scrip was Tost 
or mislaid while in possession of the said officers of said Land Office. The fol- 
lowing letter from the Commissioner of the Land Office shows that Congres- 
sional action is necessary to authorize the Department to reissue said scrip to 

Benjamin M. Simpson, the owner thereof: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE iaiia i GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 22, 1885, 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of an affidavit by B. M. 
Simpson and a letter from this office to your address, dated the 5th of June last, 
in the matter of a Revolutionary bounty-land scrip founded on Virginia military 
warrant 6542, which p was some months since lost or mislaid in this office. 
The affidavit aree to specifies the lost scrip as number 7269, and as filed for 
the purpose o 1 a reissue or certified copy thereof. 
Having been indentified in this manner by number, a careful search reveals 
the fact that said scrip when issued July 29, 1836, was not recorded. At that 
— the practice of the office was to record the first or lowest numbered piece 
issued on any given warrant, and the following pages of the record book ly 
giving the succeeding numbers with the money value of each, to the full satis- 
ion of the 8 or the full issue of scrip at the time. T know of no law 
authorizing a reissue of this class of Government obligations. Greatly regret- 
ting the accident which has caused this trouble, I am compelled to suggest Con- 
gressional action as the only relief to be found.’ 
Very respectfully, 
W. A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER, Alabama. 


Your committee therefore report back the bill (H. R. 61) and recommend its 
passage with the following amendments: 

Amend section 1, line 3, after the word Interior“ insert on satisfactory 
proof of the loss of said serip.” 

Amend the pend prenia by striking out the word was,” at end of third line of 
preamble, is alleged to have been.“ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state, as the report does 
not fully develop the fact, that this scrip was placed in the Interior De- 
partment a year and a half since under the old administration of that 
office, and that the loss was occasioned by a change of officers, The 
officials now in that office were not in office at the time the scrip was 
presented there, and they think it very probable that their predeces- 
sors put it away in some pigeon-hole or filed it somewhere; but a strict 
search has failed to reveal where it is. I make this statement in order 
to show that the present officers have not been guilty of any neglect. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to; and the 
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bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


H. J. T. MOSS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2463) 


for the relief of H. J. T. Moss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


d 
rected to adj . Moss, postmaster at Saint Jo. 
Tex., for money-order funds lost in transit, Dose shea the provisi 
the act entitled “An act authorizing the Postmaster-Gene to adjust certain 
claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,” 


approved March 17, 1882, 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask that the report in that case be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the 8 the 
relief of H. J. T. Moss, respectfully report in favor of its and hereby 
adopt the following report submitted by the Committee on Claims in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, as giving the facts of the case: 

[House Report No. 2154, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6061) for the 
relief of H. J. T. Moss, submit the following report: 

The bill is to authorize and direct the Postmaster-General to adjust and settle 
the claim of H. J. T. Moss, postmaster at Saint Jo, Tex., for money-order funds 
lost in transit, notwithstanding the provisions of the act entitled “An act author- 
izing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for loss by 

og Si or other unavoidable casualty,” approved Mareh 17, 1882. 

T mant has made the following affidavit; 


Satyr Jo, TEX., April 21, 1884, 


to special 


Marysville, Tex., and not re- 
d tracer to special agent at Austin, Tex. 
H. J. T. MOSS, P. N. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this April 22, 1884. 
R. F. SAMPSON, 
J. P. and ex officio Notary Public, 
The said witness, H. C. Frie, makes affidavit that he was present as stated b; 
the claimant, and saw him place $482 surplus money-order fund in a letter ad- 
dressed to the postmaster at Sherman Tex.; saw him inclose said letter in reg- 
istered package envelope No, 25, place the same in the mail-pouch, and lock and 
deliver the mail-pouch to the carrier. The testimony of Moss and Frie is cor- 
roborated by the statement of W. A. Phillips, assistant 8 at Saint Jo. 
Sam Bellah, postmaster e Sigh tae Tex., testifies that the records of his office 
show that 0. 25, mailed at Saint Jo, Tex., on the 26th day ot 
October, 1883, addressed to the postmaster, Sherman, Tex., was received at his 
office and forwarded in mail-pouch for Gainesville, in good order, on the 26th 
da: er, C. H. Smith, states that 
ville and Gainesville he was eg er a man in 


tifles as robbery, that pouch 
From all of which itis evident that said $482 surplus money-order fund was 
lost without any fault of claimant. It appears that soon after the loss he wrote 
to Special Agent Parker at this place concerning the but received no reply. 
About four months after the he wrote to the Superintendent of the 
FFF roceed to get eredit for the amount d 
in reply received a letter from the nt ep pies Bey ser Post-Office Depart- 
ment informing him that the three months had expired in which the Department 
could 2 AR and settle his claim, and that his only remedy was by special legis- 
r e was ignorant of this statute of limitation, and consequently delayed 
too long in placing his claim before the Post-Office Department. We do not 
think he should be made to lose said $182, he not having been guilty of any 
culpable negligence.” 
The committee therefore report favorably, and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 
Mr. LANHAM. The facts stated in the report are sustained by the 
evidence before the committee. I therefore move that the bill be laid 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman state when this loss occurred? 
Mr. LANHAM. In 1883. 
Mr. BEACH. After the passage of the general act to which allusion 


has been made? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir; in October 1883. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a further inquiry. Upon a hasty 
reading of this report, I do not notice any statement that this official 
‘was required by any order of the Post-Office Department to transmit 


these funds. 


ill the gentleman from Texas yield to me while 
I assure the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] that I raised that 
question in the Committee on Claims and it was investigated there, 
and we became thoroughly satisfied that the action of this man was in 
accordance with the regulations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that where funds are being transmitted as 
these were by a Government officer in obedience to the orders of the 
Department and are lost, relief ought of course to be furnished. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There can be no question about that. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


DAVID WEBSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1464) 
for the relief of David Webster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit be, and he is hereby, au- 

any 
„balance 
the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department of the Forty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The following report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read in part: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of David 
Webster for payment of fees as a witness before the Committee on Expendi- 
tures inthe War Departm submit the follo report: 

The facts in this case were inquired into and y stated in favorable reports 
made by the Committee on msof the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Con- 

respectively, the latter of which reports we adopt, and w is as fol- 


In obedience thereto he remained, reporting near! 
every day to said committee, until the 7th of April, 1876, when he gave fis testi. 
session Fourth-fourth Congress, 


„on The Manage- 


ti 
chairman of the committee, told him he was 
The evidence shows that Mr. Webster 

hundred and ten days when he was discharged. He claimed pay for that period 
of time and also for his travel from Concord, N. H., to the city of Washington, 
536 miles. He was allowed for attendance only from the 20th day of March to 
the 5th day of April, twelve days, at $4 a day, $48, and for five days more, at 88a 
ms 4 $15, making $83 in all, with no allowance for travel. 

t appears that Mr. Webster objected to receiving this amount, but finally took 
the money, protesting that he was entitled to his lawful fees for the full time 
and for his travel in additton. 

On the 13th of June Mr. Webster addressed the following letter to Mr. Clymer, 
the chairman of committee : 
Wasuincrox, June 13, 1878. 
DEAR Sim: The unde most respectfully asks to be discharged as a wit- 
ness in cases now under investigation before your honorable committee, if in 
ur opinion there is not a positive necessity for being longer detained. 1 
urther desire to have my pa; returned that your honor stated would be re- 
turned to me when I was no longer needed as a witness by your committee. 
Be so good as to order an immediate settlement, that I may not be detained 
from my home in Concord, N. H., any longer than is absolutely necessary. 


e ee DAVID WEBSTER. 


To Hon. H. CLYMER, 
Chairman War Department Commitice 1 I 
louse 


And in response thereto he was notified by Mr. Cl: 
discha: until farther notice. Hence he rem: 
1876, as before stated. 

The memorialist says that at the same time Hallett Kilbourn, esq., was con- 
fined in the Capitol for contempt, and that he felt ee to remain in attendance 
during the long he did remain, fearing that e disobeyed the subpmna 
he might be t with the same as Kilbourn. 

Your committee are of opinion that witnesses, when summoned to attend be- 
fore committees of the House by its authority, and who obey the 9 by 
actual attendance, as the claimant did in this instance, are entitled to their pay 

Previous to March 29, 1876 (see House resolution March 31, 1872), wit- 
nesses summoned to appear before the House or its committees were entitled to 
fees as follows: g per day for attendance and 5 cents per mile for travel in com- 
ing to or going from the place of examination. On said 29th of March the fol- 
lowing resolution was ee by the House of Representatives: 

“The rule for paying esses summoned to appear before this House, or 
either of its committees, shall be as follows: Foreach day a witnessshall attend, 
the sum of $3; for each mile he shall travel in coming to or going from the place 
of examination, the sum of 5 cents way; but nothing shall be paid for trav- 
eling when the witness has been summoned at the place of trial.” 

In this case Mr. Webster resided several hundred miles from Washington; he 
was here upon expense the whole time, and your committee recommend that 
he be paid the lawful fees for the one hund and ten days, being $339, and his 
lawful fees for travel from this city, where he was summoned, to his home, at Con- 
cord, N. H., being 536 miles, at 5 cents per mile, amounting to $26.80 for travel, 
total $365.80, deducting from which sum the already paid, leaves $302.80 his 
due, and we report the accompanying bill in order that he may be paid, and 
recommend its passage. 


‘ions, 
Representatives. 
er that he could not be 
until the 8th day of July, 


APPENDIX. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
s Uniled States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, your memorialist, David Webster, of Concord, N. H., respect- 
fully represents that he was summoned as a witness on the 20th day of March, 
1876, to appear forthwith before the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment of the House of Representatives, of which the Hon. Hiester Clymer 
was chairman, and a copy of the summons is hereto annexed. e 

In accordance with the command in said summons, the undersigned, on the 
Alst day of said March, ere before said committee, and was instructed by 
the said chairman of said committee to remain in Washington, subject to the ea 
of the committee. 


On the 4th day of April, 1876, said chairman notified your memorialist to ap- 
pear before said committee on the 7th day of said April, and in accordance with 
said notice your memorialist attended before said committee at the time named 
and gave his testimony. A copy of said letter is hereto annexed. Your me- 

ist asked of the said committee a d arge as such witness, in order 
that he might return home to Concord, N. If. He was ordered not to leave 
Washin on any account, as he was needed further as a witness, and if he 
should leave without first being discharged as such witness he would be pun- 
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urged u chairman of said co: T 
the Ist of May, 1876, till his final discharge, but was always denied his 
On the 13th of June, 1876, your memorialist addressed a note tothe commit- 
tee g his discharge as a witness; said chairman replied that your me- 
mori F had got through with A 
y ar eas note is hereto annexed. 

our memorialist respectfully submits that heis entitled by law to the sum of 
$440 as a witness before said committee on said summons, and he has received 


on the same the sum of $63 only. Annexed to this memorial is a copy of the 
voucher on which said $63 was paid. 
Your memorialist 


teovel from Coneord, . te Wasn 8 (io far hie . 
for 
undred ten days, less the $63 re; by 


tendance as a witness one hi 
said voucher. 
Your ay acon 5 asks that an appropriation be made by 


pay said cla 
DAVID WEBSTER. 


DEcEMBER 9, 1880. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, 
Merrimack, ss: 
Then —— 8 David Webster and made solemn oath that all the 


matters that are s facts in said memorial he known to be true. Before me. 
HENRY P. ROLFE, 
Justice of the Peace, 
By authority of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States of America, 


To Jons G. Tuompson, Esq., 
Sergeant-at-Arms, or his ‘Special Messenger: 

You are hereby commanded to summon David Webster, No. 237 Pennsylvania 
avenue, Washington, D. G., to be and or oe the Committee on 
itures in the War ar Department of the tatives of the nited 
States, of which Hon. Hiester Clymer is Gatien n their chamber in the city 
of Washington forthwith, then and there to testify touching matters of inquiry 
a to said committee, and heis not to depart without leave of said com- 


Herein fail not, and make return of this summons. 
Witness my hand and the seal of the House of 
aa TE of Washington, this 20th day of 


1898 of the United 
MC El KERR, Speaker. 


GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk. 
I certify the within to be a true copy of the original s 


JOHN “THOMPSON, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of 
HOUSE or 


REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C, April 4, 1876, 
Dear Sm: You will please attend a meeting of the Committee on Expen 
tures in the War Department to give testimony, on Friday, the 7th of April, at 


m. 
Very truly, yours, 
Davio bof mignon Esq., 
Pennsylvania avenue, 
House of Representatives of the United States to David Webster. 


For attendance as a witness before the committee of the — ae 
sentatives investigating expenditures in the War De; 
20th day of March, 1876, to the 5th day 3 sch phy 

Five days, at $3. 


HIESTER CLYMER. 


Approved: 
HIESTER CLYMER, Chairman. 
187-. Received of Mr. r Adams, Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, in full of the above account, 


I certify the above to be a true copy. 


Crry or 5 
ict of Columbia, ss: 
82 came before me, James A. Main, a notary public in and for the city 
aaa 5 aforesaid, David Webster, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says 
as follows: 


INGHAM CORYELL. 


ter, and on or about the 3 

the city and State aforesaid, and intended to leave Washington 
of March 21, 1876; but at about midnight on the 20th of March I was called from 

my bed and served with a summons —: bofre the Sonkants- 
tee on ures in the War De 

The next morning I called at the .. at iha Cnicliel asians 
Mr. Ciymer, —— oe a aa and told him that I was anxious to re- 
turn to my but he answered that I could not go until the committee dis- 
charged me; fiend I antes KOIA YSOL in FORDON epaenr peters the ecensats: 
tee at any moment, 

On the 4th day of April, 1876, I received a note from Mr. Clymer. 
the committee, requesting me to appear on the 7th of 8 on 2 5 ee 
committee to give testimony, and I went on 9 After I 

before the . Mr. Clymer if I if T might then leave the ity 
and return to my home, and again he answered that I must not go until 
committee discharged 8 hold myself in readiness Fagen, 


fore the committee at a moment's notice from him, as be re- 
quired after certain witnesses Sepon i eroa have been examined; I waited 
until the month of May, yor . — = ited Lawyer 


from further attendance before the committee, but they met with no success, I 

frequently saw Mr. Clymer and made the nere e said my 

posre uas Fr. printed, and that I would 
wan again. 


Some time in the month of June I caused to be writtena letter to Mr. Clymer, 
asking for my discharge as a witness before the committee, the receipt of which 
he personally acknowledged, and told me I should be fully and well paid for my 


he 


unless he should discharge me and re- 

ed, to the neglect of my business at home, until 

about the the sth da: of 3 July, 1876, when 1 my 5 returned to me, and Mr. 
discharged th 


eer ae diem would be $4, 
so I remain 


er told me attendance before the com- 


was 
mittee. ne aoa ag 


I was „and so 3 on 2 llth — of J Phong apt 

started for my home. this — 2 — period I was here at consi e ex- 

pense to myself, and anxious to return home, but was detained Mr. Guer 
DAVID WEBSTER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of May, 1882. 
[SEAL.] JAMES A. MAIN, Sei 3 


said year, Mr. ling 
summoned as a witness to 8 ore the House Committee on Expenditures 
in the War the chairman of which was Hon. Hiester Clymer, of 


id Webster 

at he (Webster) must not leave the city without 
his permission. urs before said Webster left Washington for home 
(about July 13, > 1876) he angrily and bitterly complained to me concerning the 

of Mr. Cl Clymer to im the entire sum due him as a witness, and said 
he — leave with a — attorney at law, for collection, a bill in full 
for everything due him as a witness. I am not t interested in this claim sought 
to be established. 


JAMES M. BURNHAM. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of December, 1881. The af- 
fiant is the person he * himself to be, and as a credible witness. Wit- 
ness my band and seal 27th day of December. A D. 1881. 

[sear] OHN F. DONES, Notary Public, 

I, R. W. ae of Washington, D.C., na sworn, do 1 pends Thatinthe 
spring of 1876 I became acquainted with Mr. David Webster, of New Hampshire. 

I became aware of the fact that he was a summoned witness before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment; that I was a attendant of the sessions of the committee when tak- 


ing testimony; that Isaw Mr. Webster nearl every day awaiting to give in his 
mony; at I 2 u Hon. Hiester 3 at the request of Mr. Web- 
ster, and requested ymer to call Mr. . as Soon as possible, as 


resent when 
r. Ma ebster as 


Ae ei å, No; we 


to being at 11 


room and o in reply t to my inquiries he informed me that he was still 

awaiting 3 a I met the day of his discharge at the Capitol, when 

= — me that Mr. Gyr had just discharged him that day (some time 
uly, 1876). 


R. W. BROWNING, 
331 Missouri avenue. 


W000 re gee re =| 1882. 


LsxaL.] . MAIN, Notary Public, 
Crry or WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally came before me, James A. Main, a notary public in and for the Dis- 
trict aforesaid, I, È L Parker Jordan, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says as 
ws: 
I have been personally acquainted with Mr. David Webster since the 
of the year 1876; that my first knowledge of, or acquaintance with, said 4 David 
Webster was when he was in attendance before the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department of the House of Representatives as a witness; that in 
May, 1876, the said David Webster came to me and stated he was in attendance 
as a witness before said committee of the House, and was anxious to be released 
from further attendance thereon in order that he might return to his home in 
New Hampshire, and to that end wished my assistance; that between the time 
of the g to me of the said David Welster and the 7th or 8th day of July, 
1876, I —— 3 on aa ol pae chairman of said committee, 
and requested discharge of ebster from further attendance asa 
witness before said committee, but ther a the said Mr. Clymer, chairman of said 
committee, positively declined at each interview to d rge the said Webster, 
and positively forbade him to leave the city of Washington until he was sha 
; that on or about the 7th or Sth day of July, 1876, I called on Mr. Clym 
chairman of said committee, and panes Fer uested the d of the said —— 
Webster, whereupon the said Mr, Clymer told me he woul „on the next day 
thereafter, discharge the said David Webster from further attendance before said 
committee, and I so ee said David Webster; that on the next day there- 
poe to wit, on or about the 8th or 9th day of July, 1876, the said David Webster 
on me at my law office in said city, and stated to me that the clerk of the 
parsed roby to pay him but fora small p ee I forget how much) of the 
time that he had been in attendance before ttee as a witness, and that 
he.intended to leave the souy without 8 the amount that had been offered 
him, and return to his home; as a lawyer I advised said Webster that 5 5 
acceptance of the amount that had been tendered him would by no means Brej- 
udice his claim for fees for the entire period of more than one hundred days 
that he had been in attendance before said committee; and that upon this advice 
the said David Webster acce 8 a certain sum of money, but how much I do 
not now remember, and left for his home immediately. 
I. PARKER JORDAN, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of May, 1882. 
[sear] JAMES A. SLAIN Notary Public. 


Mr. GALLINGER (before the reading of the report was concluded). 
Mr. Chairman, the remainder of this report embraces merely docu- 
mentary evidence tending to sustain what has already been read. It 
is hardly necessary the Clerk should read further. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the many bills 
which wear a very familiar look—bills which appear in every 
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sometimes reported adversely and sometimes favorably. I remem- 


— 
Mr. GALLIN GER. Mr. Chairman, I would inquire who has the 
floor. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not wish to take the gentleman off 
the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 


LINGER] was ized and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My request was that the remainder of the re- 
port, being composed merely of documents bearing upon matters al- 
ready presented in the report, be not read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report is being read in the time of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, and he can have any portion or all read, 
as he desires. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, this claim may possibly have a 
“familiar ” sound tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] andsome 
other gentlemenon this floor; but it is nevertheless a just claim, and one 
which, in my judgment, ought long ago to have been paid. As to the 

entleman’s statement in regard to adverse“ reports, I may say that 
if anysuch report has ever been made to Congress on this case I am not 
aware of the fact. It is a fact that the Committee on Claims in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and again in the Forty-eighth Congress, re- 
ported unanimously in favor of the claim; but unfortunately for this 
poor claimant the bill went upon the Calendar and was not reached 
before the adjournment of the Congress. 

The Committee on Claims in the present Congress have very carefully 
inquired into the facts in this case, and they, like their predecessors in 
the Forty-seventh and e Congresses, have ea unanimous 
report that this poor man is entitled to the sum of $302.80 for services 
as a witness before a committee of this House in 1876. The rt em- 
braces a copy of a letter bearing date June 12, 1876, ad by Mr. 
Webster to Hon. Hiester Clymer, chairman of that committee. By 
reference to the files of the House the original of that letter will be 
found, and it seemed to our committee conclusive evidence that Mr. 
Webster was detained in this city at that time by order of that com- 
mittee, and the date of the letter is only a few days prior to the time 
when he received his discharge and returned to his home in New 
Hampshire. 

I am not here to discuss the question why Mr. Webster was not paid 
his entire fees. The fact remains that he was detained in this city, 
that Mr. Kilbourn was at that time incarcerated for contempt in not 
remaining here asa witness, and the farther fact appears that Mr. Web- 
ster, in June of that year, addressed this letter to the chairman of that 
committee, asking that certain pa in the hands of the committee 
be returned to him and that he might be discharged asa witness. Upon 
the face of the evidence it is clear to my mind, as it was to the mind 
of every member of the Committee on Claims, that this man was de- 
tained in this city during the entire time he says he was and that he 
ought to receive compensation for the time he was here under order 
from that committee of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time until I hear any 
objections that may be made to the payment of this claim. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I remember investigating 
this claim myself on one occasion. My recollection is—although I have 
not all the circumstances in mind—that the claim as to this witness hay- 
ing been detained here was denied by the committee before which he ap- 
peared. My recollection is (if I am in error of course some gentleman 
can set me right; Iam merely giving my recollection) that this claim was 
made before the committee of which the honorable Mr. Clymer was chair- 
man. This very claim was preferred there, and that committee before 
which he had appeared to testify refused to allow more than had already 
been paid, not wholly because the law did not justify the allowance, 
but because they did not consider him fairly entitled to more, on the 
ground that instead of being detained here by the committee he vol- 
untarily remained in the city. 

These are my impressions. My friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] may remember the circumstances more distinctly. This 
bill was reported adversely, I think, in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Favorably. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Unfavorably. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The report in the Forty-eighth Congress was un- 
favorable. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to correct the gentleman. This bill 
was reported favorably by the Committee on Claims in both the Forty- 
seventh and the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is very different from my recollection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My understanding is that there was an un- 
favorable report in one of those Congresses, upon the ground that the 
committee before which this man had appeared and before which the 
claim was preferred believed he was not entitled to the compensation he 
claimed. My conclusion was that they, having the facts before them 
at the time, could form a more correct judgmentthan we could then or 
can now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this case was considered in the Committee 
on Claims I was of opinion on its first consideration that it was without 
merit. I asked that the matter be postponed until another meeting of 


the committee, in order that the subcommittee, with the clerk of the 
committee, should examine the records of the committee of which Mr. 
Clymer was chairman to see whether this witness was actually in at- 
tendance during the time for which he was claiming payment. That 
postponement was had and the examination made. The subcommittee 
found that according to the records of the committee to which I have 
referred this witness was in attendance as he claimed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then why was he not paid? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The next question which presented itself was that 
which the gentleman from Kentucky now suggests, Why was not the 
man paid? Why did not the committee before which he had appeared 
audit his allowance and give him a certificate so that he could at that 
time draw his pay? This matter was notsufliciently explained. That 
committee did allow him $63 for attendance. But the committee evi- 
dently kept him longer than they intended—perhaps they forgot him. 
Still he was held by their subpœna, and was not discharged until the 
time he states. It would seem that the committee did not desire to 
adjudge itself negligent by giving him a certificate for the whole time 
covered by his claim. His letters asking to be discharged from time to 
time are on file, but no discharge was given until a few days after the 
date of the letter referred to by the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The very question raised by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
was asked by myself in the committee, Why did not Mr. Clymer’s com- 
mittee audit this account? If they kept him here they should have 
allowed him pay. The law provided that he should be paid. But it 
seems they did not make the allowance; and this party did not get pay 
for attendance for the whole time during which, as the record shows, 
he was in attendance. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Just one word on this claim. When 
this matter was before the Committee on Claims it was held in abey- 
ance for some time. We find in this report the affidavit of David Web- 
ster, setting out fully and clearly all the circumstances that detained 
him here as a witness in the city of Washington. It was ascertained 
by that committee that Mr. Webster is a gentleman of reputable char- 
acter, as good as any gentleman possibly in the community in which 
he lives. It is also shown in this report that his statement was corrob- 
orated and supported in the main by two disinterested witnesses; and 
in addition there appears in the file-room of this House the letter of 
this man addressed to the chairman of the committee asking that he 
be discharged. It is also in evidence and supported here that he visited 
the chairman and asked to be di , and that he was informed 
he could not be discharged as he would be wanted again before the 
committee after certain other witnesses had given their evidence, and 
he remained here believing if he went away he would be guilty of con- 
tempt and be incarcerated and punished. 

This case was carefully investigated, and it does seem to me, as far as 
all the evidence on file is concerned, irrespective of the memory of gen- 
tlemen who may have been in Congress at that time, there can be no 
doubt as to its justice. 

Mr. GALLINGER moved that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TILLMAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID W. JONES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1557) 
for the relief of David W. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the United States ion agent at Washington, D. C., August 23, 1880, 
issued a check numbered , drawn on the Treasury of the United States, in 
favor of David W. Jones, a pensioner peor er Hagerstown, Md., for $1,549.33 
in payment of pension then due said David W. Jones; and 

Whereas said check was lost while being transmitted by mail in course of col- 
lection between the National Park Bank of New York and the National Metro- 
politan Bank of Washington, D. C.: Therefore, 

Bo it enacted, &c., t the pomena agent at Washington, D. C., be, and is 
hereby, instructed to issue duplicate check numbered 63632 for $1,549.33 in favor 
of David W. Jones for one lost in the mail on the 31st day of August, 1880: Pro- 
vided, That said David W. Jones shall first execute a bond, with good and suf- 
ficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, to hold the 
United States harmless against the double payment of said check, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 1557) for the 
relief of David W. Jones, submit the following report: 

The facts in this case were inquired into and stated in a favorable report made 
by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, which report we 
adopt, and which is as follows: 

“ On the 23d day of August, 1880, the United States 
ton, D. C., issued a check numbered 63632, drawn on the Treasury of the United 
States, in favor of David W. Jones, a pensioner residing at Hagerstown, Md., 
for $1,549.33, in payment of pension then due said David W. Jones. On the 27th 
of August, 1880, the National Bank of e nr Sain i S Pa., remitted said check 
by mail to the National Park Bank of New York. Said check was dul govega 
nk was 
mail on the glst of August, 1880, 

n, D. C. The letter in which 
on, and every effort was made 


on agent at Washing- 


by said National Park Bank of New York, and by said National Park 
forwarded for collection, with other items, b 
to the National Metropolitan Bank of W. 
were said inclosures failed to reach its desti: 
to trace it through the post-office, but withoutsuccess, Said National Park Bank 
of New York has since received and collected duplicates of all the inclosures in 
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said lost letter, with the exception of said check. Said bank was informed that 
special provision would have to be made by Congress for the issue of a dupli- 
cate. Suid check has never been presented for payment. 

In consideration of the above facts, the committee therefore report back the 
bill, and recommend its passage.” 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the bill was laid aside to be reported 


to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 398) 
for the relief of Henry Washburn and Thomas Washburn, with an ad- 
verse report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This was reported by me adversely, but on mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois Pate. Epen] it was put on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. I do not see that gentleman in his seat this afternoon, 
and therefore by unanimous consent I suggest it be passed over inform- 
ally. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


JOHN A. MORRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 274) 
for the relief of John A. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to John A. Morris, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise ey. ryan the sum of $117.10, that being the amount of a draft ixsued 
by the Third Assistant Postmaster-General which has not been paid, and which 
drait is now held by said John A. Morris. 

The report (by Mr. NEAL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 274) for the re- 
lief of John A. Morris, respectfully rt as follows : 

On the 18th day of March, 1873, the Third Assistant Postmaster-General issued 
to John Me! „ as part payment on a contract for red ha oped mail from 
Mount Vernon, in Montgomery County, Georgia, to Reidsville, Tattnall County, 

rgia, a draft on J. L. Dunning, then postmaster at Atlanta, Ga., for the sum 
of $100.10. McLeod, for value, indorsed said draft to John A. Morris, who is the 
present owner thereof. At the time of the indorsement to him Morris was sick, 
and hence some delay ela before the draft was presented at the post-office 
in Atlanta 8 hen presented, Dunning, the postmaster, on whom 
the draft was drawn, had departed this life, and his successor declined to pay it. 

Morris then applied to the Government for payment, and was informed that 
in settling with the estate of Dunning the Government had given credit to said 
estate for the amount of this draft, and that Mr. Morris could sue the estate of 
Dunning or appeal to Congress for relief. It is not pretended by any one that 
this draft has ever been paid. Your committee are of the opinion that the ac- 
counting officers of the Government should not have allowed the estate of Dun- 
ning credit for this draft unless he bad accepted or paid it, and the fact that they 
did so, without the knowledge or consent of Morris, the holder of said 

raft, should not, and does not, relieve the Government from its liability for the 
amount thereof. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that 
the same do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the bill contain the usual clause ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not that kind of a case exactly. This is 
the case of a check sent to the person to whom the Government was in- 
debted, to be paid by the postmaster at the town mentioned. The 
postmaster died before the check was presented. As soon as the check 
was issued the Postmaster-General credited that postmaster with the 
payment of the check. On settling the accounts it appeared his books 
were balanced, and the check paid by him; but the Government never 
paid the amount of the check to the person in favor of whom it was 
drawn, and who was entitled to receive the money. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because the postmaster died, the Government of 
the United States previously having credited his account. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government had a claim against the post 
master. Was it due to his negligence? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was done in the course of business, and there 
was no negligence on his part. 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar and had directed him 
to report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 

A bill (H. R. 1217) for the relief of James Millinger, in accordance 

with the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the 

Private Calendar, was recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 
BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported without amendment, were sev- 
erally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1877) for the relief of John McNaughton; 

A bill (l. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 

A bill (H. R. 1245) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired-list of the Navy; 


A bill (H. R. 2463) for the relief of H. J. T. Moss; 

A bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 1557) for the relief of David W. Jones; and 

A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris. 

Amendments to the following bills were agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R 4413) for the relief of William Clift; 

(On motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, the title of the bill was amended 
to read. A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of William 
Clift, deceased.’’) - 

A bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the several votesjust taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire, with the consent of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to move that the order assigning Friday 
for the transaction of private business may include private bills from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless the gentleman from Wisconsin is able to in- 
dicate the bills to be considered 

Mr. BRAGG. I have made my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Is it for this evening only or generally? 

Mr. BRAGG. Generally hereafter. 

Mr. MORRISON. TI object. I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 7 o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) resumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro 


tem 
‘the SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read a communication 
from the Speaker of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sreaker’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1886. 
Sır: I hereby designate Hon, Bentox MCMILLry Speaker pro tempore for the 


session of this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 
Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the order un- 
der which the House assembles to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and bills reported 
aan the Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only, be consid- 
e 


Mr. MATSON. I movethat the House resolve itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar 
under the special order just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in committee for the consid- 
eration of the Private Calendar under the order just read. The Clerk 
will report the first bill upon the Calendar, 


GILES C. HAWLEY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 424) 
to amend the military record of Giles C. Hawley, and to place his name 
on the pension-roll. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas it rece from the military record of Giles C. Hawley, late of Com- 
pany L, Second Illinois 3 that a deafness with which he is affected existed 
prior to his enlistment in the United States Army; and 

Whereas the said Giles C. Hawley avers that said record is false,and by rea- 
son of its falsity he is barred from getting a pension, whereto he claims title: 


fore, 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to amend the military record of Giles C. Hawley by expunging 

said averment; and that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of the said Giles C. 

Hawley, to draw a pension of $— per month from the —— day of , 18—. 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill to pension Giles C. Hawley,” 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) is as follows: 


That Giles C. Hawley enlisted in Company L, Second Illinois Cavalry, on July 
15, 1861, and was discha: November 14, 1861, for disabilities. His military 
record shows him with his company and ment all the time from his enlist- 
ment until he was discharged at Fort Holt, Ky., on account of deafness, 

The surgeon of the regiment certifies in the certificate of disability that he was 
so deaf that he could not hear an ordinary command, and had been slightly so 
during his service. In said certificate of disability Captain Delano, who was in 
command of said company, says that said Hawley is so deaf that he can not hear 
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an ordinary com: and that his h has been somewhat defective for 
several years, so he been informed by 3 friends, 

It appears from the evidence that Hawley had been inthe mercantile 
business, at the town of Augusta up to the time of his enlistment. A 
great number of his neighbors those who had dealt with him for years just 

ior to t that was not defective prior to his en- 


also appears from the evidence that Hawley was not sick, and performed 
his duties as a soldier up to some two months prior to discharge; 


to his that after 
a hard march and a t deal of the said Haw caught a very se- 
vere cold, and from the effects of which he became very deaf, and never has re- 
cove 


red, 
oe the evidence there is no question but what said Hawley's hearing was 
good gs 5 eee, and that the cause of his great deafness is 
in the military service 1255 being a merchan 


not so ru men engaged 

of Captain zrod and hardy as n on hearsay only; and admitting all that the sur- 

peon 5 eyst 5 “that 
sane urin 


effect, it does not seem as . of the surgeon in his — 
ought to overbalance a whole community who had known said 1 and 
done business with him for many years prior to the war. Since his return from 
the war the evidence shows him to be so deaf that you can only make him hear 
by means of a trumpet of some kind. 

Your committee is of the opinion that said Hawley's deafness is due to in- 
pors that he received while in the service of the United States, caused by cold 


mre while in the line of his duty, and that he is entitled to a pension. 
“We ge recommend that the title of the bill be amended so that it will 
rar “A bill to pension Giles G. Hawley,” and that said bill be amended as fol- 
ows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 
rected to place on the on-roll the name of Giles C. 
eee eee e 7 — and pay him a pension, 

ns and limitations of the pension laws. 


, authorized and di- 
Hawley, late of Com- 
subject to the provis- 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recomendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA RODGERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4224) 
for the relief of Amanda Rodgers. 

‘The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: Cg ne penni 
5 5 and directed to place on Fro 1 the pargor 3 eee dgers, 

wW wW e Regi n 

9 subject to N tions and — — of the pension laws. ys 

Mr. MATSON. Iask for the reading of the in this case. 

The report (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 

The Committee — Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4224, after duly 

with the following 

6 per month from the 24 
in case she so long remains the 


lace. She r, 
and infirm, and the committee eee that the 0 p as — poor, ago, 

Mr. MATSON. Thisbill is reported by the Committee on Pensions. 
Whether any member of that committee is present or not I do not know. 
There is no reason stated that I can see why this widow should be pen- 
sioned at any higher rate than many others of the aged widows 4 
are seeking relief, and no reason why she should have arrears of 
when arrears are refused to all eee ee 
of Congress. 

I move to amend the bill by striking out that portion which provides 
for arrears of pension, and also that provision which fixes the rate of 
pension at $16 per month, and insert that she be placed upon the pen- 
sion-roll subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I reported that bill 
from the Committee on Pensions; and the reason ‘the committee fixed 
the amount at $16 per month was because the husband of this widow, 
5 was a long time in the service, and his pension was 

eee e I believe by special act of Congress, to $16 per month. 
3 was aged and infirm, the committee supposed it would be right 
to give her the same pension that her husband was drawing at the time 
of his death, during the few remaining years of her life, to commence 
from the date of his death. That is the reason which influenced the 
committee, and we thought it right to report the bill in this shape be- 
lieving it would meet the approval of the House. 

dss coh ne The Clerk will report the bill as proposed to be 
amen 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do 

Mr. DOCKERY. I request, Mr. Chairman, that an order be made to 
have the reports in all of these cases printed although their reading 
may not be called for. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIZZIE KENAMORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4112) 
granting a pension to Lizzie Kenamore. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Kenamore, widow of Grant A. Kena- 
more, late captain of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Infantry, and 
pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


We find that the claimant is the widow of Capt. Grant A. Kenamore, of Com- 
ay. 8. — — a Volunteers, Captain Kenamore served in Com- 
Missouri State Militia, from April 1, 1863, to September 21, 1864, 

au 5 Gonpeny D, Forty-cighth Missouri, from September 22, 1864, to March 


23, 1805. 

On the 29th of August, 1882, he filed 8 for pension, alleging that 
while in the line of duty making th e 3 rounds as officer of the day at or ene 
Rollo, Mo., about December 1, 1 horse fell and his left arm was broken 
at the elbow-joint, his left shoulder badly injured, and his upper li lit open. 
The lip has never healed, and he can sae f take food now in a liquid form. In 
January, 21 o claim was allowed, and he was granted a pension for the in- 


jury to the elbo 
The injury to The lip developed into a cancer, from which he snffered all that 
it would seem ble for a human bei to suffer, and from which he died July 


7, 188. The Department rejected the ela 
that the cancer was not the result of said injury. 
ted cause of his death, this decision in the o! claim 
for the widow to establish her case. There isa 
ing that the soldier was free from the disease at en 

es that he is positive that there was no sore on Kenamore’s li 
listed. The only evidence to show prior disability is that of Dr. Hyer, r e 
before the war he showed me a crack in his lip, and I advised him to keep it 
covered with court plaster.” 

One other witness thinks he saw soldier with a piece of court plaster on his 
lip. Captain Kenamore asserted most positively that there was no disease of 
the lip when he enlisted. Hon. R. P. Bland says, March 24, 1885: 

“I know his reputation for truth and in ty in all regards. I know that it is 

as the best. He would not make a statement for any consideration. 
satisfied that the evidence of Dr. John Hyer in that 


Oba harass É informed that after the war Dr. Hyer did examine Kenamore's 
. Dr. Hyer is old and quite feeble, and he is ken in this case. Captain 

enamore is at death’s door. His only hope and wish is to leave a support for 
a wife soon to be a widow, one that has been to him a tender friend and support 
in all hisgreataffliction. His afflictions have been and are terrible. This wound 
on his lip turned to an eating cancer, that has literally devoured his face. His 
tongue and throat are nearly gone. He can survive but a few days, or months 
at most. In the very jaws of death he reiterates the truth that h fot and face 
were sound before he got this wound in the service. Unintentional injustice 
has been done him.” 

After a careful review of the evidence submitted, your committee are convinced 
that the evidence fails to show that the disease existed at enlistment, and they 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2022) 
increasing the pension of Ellen M. Mitchell; reported adversely from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, this is an adverse report, and I ask 
that the bill be laid aside inſormallꝶ for the present, not to lose its place 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should desire the bill to be taken up at this time 
for consideration if the chairman of the committee has no objection. 

Mr. MATSON. I have very seriousobjection. I do not think sucha 
bill should pass without the vote of a full House; that is my judgment, 
and it has been the policy of the committee heretofore in such cases. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What does the gentleman mean bya full House? 

Mr. MATSON. I mean bya quorum in the House. If the House 
sees fit to increase a widow’s pension to $50 a month there can not be 
much complaint; but to begin here and establish a precedent, and I 
think that is the judgment of the committee I represent, is objection- 
able. I know it would not be satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire, of course, to antagonize all of 
the other bills that are upon the Calendar; and yet, at the same time, 
I should like to be able to make some arrangement with the chairman 
of the committee whereby we could get this bill before a full House. 
I have no desire to block legislation 

Mr. MATSON. I have no knowledge as to when the bill will be 
reached. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the chairman will indicate how we can get the 
bill before a full House it will be satisfactory to me to postpone it until 
that time. 

Mr. MATSON. The bill may be reported—I have no objection to 
that—reported to the House adversely, for the action of the House to- 
morrow—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. It can not be taken up to-morrow. 
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Mr. MATSON. 
is present. Next Friday, for instance, it willstand upon the Calendar 
saponin smc and may be reached by consent. 


Or on some other day when a quorum of the House 


Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection if that can be done. 

Mr. MATSON. And let it be understood that it is to be discussed 
for fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. . In recognition of the rule of the House to which 
the gentleman refers I do not wish to the consideration to-night. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I submit the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions can not make an arrangement of that kind; 
that the bill shall be discussed for fifteen minutes on each side, 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana will permit me to 
state that that comes as a matter of course after the previous question 


is ordered ona bill without debate. The rules provide for that, and 
it would come as 2 matter of parliamentary law. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir, if the previous question is 


ordered; but Ido not suppose any one who wants to pass the bill would 
want to move the previous question, 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Then it would come up without any limit on the 
genee That would be the effect of it if the previous question was not 
ord G 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I understand the gentleman from Indianas 
[Mr. Matson], as chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside and reported to the House adversely, with the 
understanding it shall be brought up before the House next Friday as 
unfinished business or when business of this character is reached. 

Mr. BRADY. Will that alter the special order? I understand there 
is a special order by which these pension bills come up for consideration 
each Friday evening. Will this proposed action change the effect of 
the order and permit the bill to come up next Friday ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If it goes over as unfinished business it will 
come up next Friday after the morning hour. 

Mr. BRADY. Then it can come up at that time under the proposed 
arrangement notwithstanding the special order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The special order simply extends the rule, and 
does not limit it in any particular. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It is right weshould have a clear un- 
derstanding about this. It has been stated that this will be reached 
in its regular order as unfinished business. I would suggest that it 
may not be reached next Friday, because there are a number of private 
bills that will stand ahead of this on the Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But none of those bills have been reported to the 
House. This will take precedence of those not reported. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There are a number of bills on the 
Private Calendar reported from the Committee on War Claims and other 
committees. Would this bill take precedence? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The bills to which the gentleman refers have not 

the Committee of the Whole. This under the pro arrange- 
ment will have passed the Committee of the Whole, and will come up 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. BRADY. It will come up in its turn? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is no question about the 
order in which this bill will be reached. It will come up as unfinished 
business next Friday. 

Mr. BRADY. If this is the understanding, I have no objection. I 
think, notwithstanding the adverse report which has been made, this 
is a most worthy case, and we will have no objection to presenting it 
fully to the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As I understand, this bill will come 
up in the order of all bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
to-night, whether adversely or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Except, the Chair will state, thatit will not come 
up in the House to be ly acted upon as other bills that come up 
at this evening session reported this evening from the Committee of the 
Whole. It will go over till next Friday. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Do I understand this bill will take precedence of 
other bills on the Private Calendar when it comes up next Friday? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the proposed arrangement is made, the bill 
will be reported to the House adversely, and come up next Friday after 
the morning hour as unfinished business. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Then I object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If objection is made we are willing now to con- 
sider the bill on its merits. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the bill be passed over informally 
for the present. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman who made the objection 
will withdraw it. This will not bar any other legislation. We have 
ample time to consider all the business coming before the House. 

Mr. McKENNA. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana Mr. Matson]? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. À 


MARGARET A. CASWELL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1634) 
for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to visions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of widow of Eg- 
r! 


Infantry Voluntee: 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1634, 

beg leave to submit the following report: 

hat in the Forty-eighth Congress a bill similar to this was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who made their report hereto 
annexed. The bill passed the House, but was not reached in the Senate, 

From an examination of the case this committee adopt the said report as their 
own in case and recommend that the bill pass, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 2473, ask 
leave to submit the following report: 

The petitioner isthe widow of Egbert H. Caswell, whose certificate of discha: 
shows that he enlisted in the service of the United States, in the late war, on the 
15th day of June, 1861, for two years, in Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and that he was discharged M 21, 1863, at Phila- 
delphia, Pa, The on’s certificate pronounces one of his disabilities to be a 
fracture of the tibia while on duty at Bolivar Heights, by falling from a stone 
wall while engaged in drawing water for hiscompany. The ankle frequently 
swelled and was at times very painful after walkingorstanding. At Fair Oaks, 
Va., May 31, 1862, he received wounds in battle still more serious, J.J. Wood- 
ward, United States Army s n, testifies that at this time Caswell was dis- 
abled by a gunshot wound in the left leg, and also in the right thigh, and that 
he was rendered deaf in the right ear by reason of the bursting of a shell near 
that orgarr. He was forced to use cru for several months after his dis- 
charge. He also received a bayonet thrust through the Pec of his right hand. 
‘ For his several c fe wae 3 aie italsat e hia 5 

ngton; was report y his physicians as having partial paralysis of the leg, 
and that he died, finally, from softening of the brain. It is a fair inference that 
this result was superinduced by exposure in the service and wounds reecived, 
but more directly from the bursting of the shell, which may have caused con- 
cussion of the brain, Your committee are of the opinion that he died from the 
causes before stated, directly traceable to his service, and think his widow should 
receive some aid from the Government in the form of a pension, and therefore 
recommend the passage of bill H. R. 2473. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH B. JACKSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1635) 
for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. Jackson, widow of Will- 
iam B, Jackson, late of Company A, Ninety4irst Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, submit the following report: 

That in the ey, Peg Congress a bill for the relief of Mrs. Jackson was in- 
troduced into the House, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who 
made their report (which is hereto annexed), and the bill passed the House. 

The bill then went to the Senate, and was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, who made a favorable report February 6, 1835, but it was so late that the bill 
was not reached or passed. Their report is also hereto annexed. 

From an examination of the case, the committee believe it to be meritorious, 
and adopt said reports as their own, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 1170, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, having considered the same, make the 
following report: 

petitioner alleges that her husband lost his life by falling from a railroad 
bridge while attacked by dizziness, resulting from serious wounds received in 
battle in the service of United States. It is in evidence thatthe soldier had 
his lower jaw shot away in the battle of Hatcher's Run, Va., March 31,1865. He 
was di because of this wound. Thedisability wasrated total, for which 
he was receiving at time of death a pension of $8 per month. The records show 
that he enlisted September 1, 1864, and was mustered in the nextday asa private 
in Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers; 
was July 27, 1865, and died September 18, 1865, up to which time 
he received his pension, application having been filed in August, His family 
therefore derived but little from the pension, his death occurring soon 
r its allowance. The widow did not apply for pension until March 12, 1877, 
but it was rejected because the injury to spine by a fall was not caused by or 
W aman upon wounds received in the service of the United States.” 
he widow's affidavit gives the reason for delaying her applications for pen- 
sion, as well as other facts pertinent to the case. It is as follows: That her late 
husband, the soldier above mentioned, was a pensioner of the United States; 
that he returned from the Army to their home in Jul , 1865, suffering from a 
severe wound of face, destroying the lower jaw; that, although said wound was 
healed over, it was very distressing, causing darting pains from the jaw to the 
top of the head and almost continual suffering; that owing to said wound her 
said husband could not eat any solid food, and in consequence she had to pro- 
re for him and feed him with liquids from a spoon; that hersaid husband was 
‘ore enlistment a sound, healthy man, and was not subject to fainting spells, 
but after his return he did at several times become unconscious and ; said 
faintness was caused, as she veribly believes, by the wound aforesaid and the 
lack of nourishment which said wound prevented him from receiving. 

Deponent further says that owing to this di rement of face and the con- 
sequent affe of his „ her said husband was loth to be seen upon the 
street or spoken to, and therefore rarely went out of the house except to attend 
his church or prayer-meeting. That about 2 o'clock on Sunday afternoon on or 
about 17th of 2 1865, her said husband on his way to prayer-meeting 
was taken with one of his fainting spells, and fell from a bridge, which fall, as 
she verily believes, so affected his brain and other parts in fm sari with the 
wound of face that he was not able to rally from the additional injuries inflicted, 
and that his death in a few hours subsequently, namely, at 8 o'clock next morn- 
ing, was entirely attributable to the wound for her husband 


She further states that neither she nor any of her friends were thus advised of 
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her rights in the premises, and even if she had been her mental condition of dis- 
tress would not have enabled her at that time to have considered them; that it 
was only at the late date, when her condition of need su to her mind by 
friends her rights to a pension, that she sought for the evidence requisite. 

She further states that the railroad bridge from which her husband fell crossed 
the Mohawk River at Cohves; that said bridge was 25 feet wide and 800 feet long 
and 60 feet to the bed of the river. There wus on each side of the railroad track 
a walk about 9 feet in width. These walks were habitually used by pedestrians 

‘as also by her husband before as well as after enlistment, on his way to and 
m the church) who had occasion to cross the river. 

Thomas Fitzgerald testifies that he knew William B. Jackson, the deceased 
soldier herein referred to,since the year 1855; that he knew said soldier inti- 
mately when he entered the Army, and saw him when he returned from the 
See frequently thereafter until his death, which occurred about Septem- 

T, 

Deponent states of his personal knowledge that said soldier was not subject 
to fits or Ledge spells before enlistment, and that his bodily health was good. 

Deponent further states that after return from the Army, and until his death, 
the soldier was subject to fainting spells, which were evidently caused by the 
wornds from which the soldier suffered, the whole lower jaw being shot away 
and his condition being very much debilitated. 

Matthew C. Cook testifies that he knew thedeccased soldier, William B. Jack- 
son, referred to. He saw him fall from the bridge across the Mohawk Riverat 
Cohoes, Said bridge was a common thoroughfare, and was used by said Jack- 
son habitually on his way to prayer-meeting, and was so being used when he 
fell. He helped to pick said Jackson up, and saw that he was badly hurt. He 
stated to him that he was taken with a dizziness which caused his fall. He had 
been told by said Jackson's wife and others that his wound caused him to be 
faint at times, and he believes said wound received in the Army was the cause 
of the dizziness producing the fall, and of which he subsequently died. 

Your committee verily believe that the wound recei in the service was the 
true causation of the soldier's death. The evidence that he was a sound man, 
and not subject to dizziness prior to enlistment, and that subsequent to receiv- 
ing his wound he was frequently attacked with vertigo and frequently fell, is 
amply proven. He was an honest, upright, sober man, and it is not difficult to 
conclude that his death is referable to his Army disability. Believing this, the 
committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate report No. 1183, Forty-eighth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5800) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah B. Jackson, have examined the same, and report: 

The facts in this case are set forth in the report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of the House of Representatives (H. R. Report No. 1170), made during 
the last session, as follows: [See House pos immediately preceding. ] 

It appears by affidavit e in 1880 that both of the physicians who attended 
the claimant's husband after his fall were dead at that time, so that no further 
or explanatory evidence could be obtained from them. 

Upon appeal in 1880 the case was rejected on the ground that the evidence 
did not show “conclusively that the deceased was subject to fits, or if he was 
that they were due to or the result of his wound. 

Augusta Scott swears she saw deceased when he fell from the bridge; “that 
just before falling said Jackson reeled or st red as though suffering from 
dizziness or vertigo; that he tried to recover himself, and then fell from said 
bridve. which cansed his death.“ 

Dr. W. Van Steenberg, the surgeon who attended deceased, swears that Jack- 
sou, after receiving said wound, was subject to attacks of vertigo, causing blind- 
ness and fainting: that he verily believes said wound was the direct and 
immediate cause of such attacks of vertigo and blindness and fainting, and the 
cause of the agcident which resulted in death. In a second affidavit he swears 
he attended Jackson till he died; that Jackson told him that from the time of 
his injury he had fainting fits,” and it was in one of these that he fell; that 
Jackson said these fits were caused by his wound, and to the best of my knowl- 
edge they were.” 

There are papers in the case to show that Dr. Van Steenberg’s moral and 
professional standing is good. 

Rev. C. A. Waldron, who buried the deceased, says, in a letter of November 
17, 1881; 

„I recollect his coming back from the war in a disabled condition, subject to 
fainting spells, and which was the cause of his falling from the bridge. There is 
no question as to the validity of the widow’s claim.” 

a H. Masten, the postmaster at Cohoes, has written several letters stating the 
ts, 

That before enlistment he was a sound, healthy man, butafter he came back 
he was subject to fainting fits and loss of memory. 


He says: 

“It ‘owe known by those best acquainted with Jackson that his illness, 
which occasioned what resembled 8 (in one of which he fell from 
the bridge, recejving injuries from which he died), was the direct result of his 
wound. I have not the slightest personal interest in the matter, but think a 
great injustice has been done a very worthy and conscientious widow, who is 
poor and deserving of a pension, considering the circumstances of her husband's 
death.” 


Jackson died about six weeks after his discharge. 

In view of this evidence and all the circumstances in the case, your commit- 
tee concur in the report of the House committee, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL F. GARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1840) 
granting a pension to Samuel F. Garnett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, £e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Samuel F. Garnett, late a private in Com- 
pany I. Thirty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, on the pension-roll,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of —— do! per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the bill with the follow- 
ing amendment: 


In line 4, strike out Garnett“ and insert. Garrett.” 

In line 6,strike out the words “and pay him a pension of —— dollars per 
month from and after the passage of this act.“ 

And insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

* Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1840) 
for the relief of Samuel F. Garrett, having considered the same, beg leave to 
submit the following favorable report: 

Claimant enlisted July 4, 1861, in Company I, Thirty-ninth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and served until July 9, 1865, when he was honorably discharged. He 


co for pension November 3, 1879, alleging that he was disabled by reason 
o ving contracted chronic diarrhea and inflammatory sore eyes while in the 
line of duty by reason of exposure and hard service. 

His m was rejected Jan 12, L884. The proof is clear and strong that 
he was and is greatly disabled. . Stableton, who was his father's family phy- 
sician, testifies that before enlistment he was a sound, healthy young man, free 
from disease of any kind. The records of the War Department show that he 
waa eg for his alleged disabilities while in the service in Government hos- 
pita R 

His officers and comrades testify to his having chronic diarrhea in November, 
1861, and sore eyes in 1863, and that he never recovered from either disability 
during his service. His neighbors, who have known him from boyhood, testify 
to the continuance of the diseases from the time of discharge, in 1865, up to the 

resent. Drs. Grinnell, Graham, Stephenson, and Connell, skillful and reputa- 

e physicians, bear positive testimony to his disabled condition from the causes 
a eged. 

e eng pE enap of this claim by the Department, the Depart- 
eo examiner, G. Charles, recommended its allowance in the following 
words: 

“From my examination of all the evidence in this case, I am of the opinion 
that the claim should be admitted for chronic diarrhea and inflammation ofeyes, 
I think that claimant has been disabled for performing manual labor during the 
years from 1863 to 1882 in degree one-half.” 

All of the witnesses testifying in support of the claim are of the highest char- 
acter and best standing, and all of them have lived in the same community with 
the claimant since his birth. 

In view of all the facts presented, the committee recommend that the bill do 
pass. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES L. M’CLARRAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1943) 
granting a pension to James L. McClarran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James L. Me- 
Clarran, late of Company H, Twenty-third Regiment of Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay 
him a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1943) for the relief of James L. McClarran, having considered the same and ac- 
companying papers, submit the following report; 

The claimant, James L. McClarran, late a private in Company H, Twenty-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, filed his application for pension June 16, 1877, alleg- 
ing disability to left hip and side by a fall from a horse in May or June, 1861. 

The records in the Adjutant-General's office show that said McClarran was en- 
rolled on the 30th of May, 1851, at Columbus, Ohio, in Company: H, Twenty-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, to serve three years or during the war. and mus- 
tered into service on that day at Camp Jackson. He was discharged September 
20. 1861, for disability. 

Capt. James L. Drake and numerous other witnesses testify to the circum- 
stances under which claimant received the injuries mentioned. The witnesses 
all concur in the statement that prior to and at the time the injuries were re- 
ceived the company was in camp at Loudonville, Ashland County, Ohio, under 
orders to be mustered into service, and the said James L. McClarran, in company 
with Christopher Shank, another member of said company, was ordered by 
5527 75 James L. Drake to go to Napoleon, Holmes County, Ohio, and bring back 
to Loudonville certain members of the company who had gone home on tempo- 
TT leave of absence, and while on the rord to Napoleon, in the line of duty, 
and without any fault on his E he was thrown from his horse, receiving the 
injuries of his left side and hip, from which he suffered constautly, and on ac- 
count of which he was discharged for disability in tember, 1861. 

Christopher Shank testifies that he was with McClarran by order of Captain 
Drake; saw him receive the injury, helped to take care of him, and was with 
him till his discharge. 

Numerous witnesses testify that said McClarran was sound and able-bodied at 
the time of enlistment, and that the injuries are of a permanent nature, from 
which the claimant still continues to suffer, 

P. H. Clarke, M. D., examining surgeon, certifies to the disability, and then 


says: 

He is able to labor but a portion of the time. I rate his disability at three- 
fourths or $6 per month.” 

A. V. Patterson, M. D., another examining surgeon, certifies to the disability, 
and then says: 

“In my opinion the said James L. McClarran is one-half (}) of total, 4 per 
month; incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor.“ 

The claim was rejected on the record and the claimant’sstatements as to time 
and place of receiving said injury, the statements of the witnesses fixing the 
time of injury in May, 1861, and the records show him as enlisted May 30, 1861, 

There is no conflict in the evidence as to the nature or extent of the injury or 
the place and circumstances under which it was received. It is not pretended 
that claimant did not receive the injury as described, but the discrepancy as 
to time in the testimony of claimant is seized upon as the only ground upon 
which his claim could be rejected. 

Your committee think that it is evident from all the testimony in this case 
that the injuries received, and from which the claimant has suffered so long, 
were received in the line of duty, and therefore recommend the passage of the 
accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


D. T. SIMMONS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 2159) 
for the relief of D. P. Simmons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en Co., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of D. P. Simmons, late a private in 


Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 2159) 
for the relief of D. P. Simmons, submit the following report: 

Durand P. Simmonds, private Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, was enrolled September 1, 1864, and mustered out Juno 1, 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1849 


1865. He claims a aot for alleged rheumatism and heart disease contracted 
in the service and in the line of duty. 

This claim was rejected October 8, 1885, on the ground of “there being no 
record and no medical evidence showing the existence of said disabilitiesin the 
service or since discharged. The board of examining surgeons fuils to findany 
disability at the present time. As the alleged diseases are obscure in their 
3 the lay testimony filed is not considered competent to establish the 

aim, $ 

The claimant alleges that he contracted his rheumatism and heart disease 
from heavy lifting and exposure in front of Petersburg, and says that he is un- 
able to furnish the testimony of his regimental surgeon, “as his condition was 
such before going to hospital that he did not know whether he was treated or 
not; and he also alleges that he “does not know the whereabouts of any com- 
missioned officer of his company.” Ie also states that Dr. Graham informs him 
that he was not with the regiment when be contracted his disability, and Dr. 
Yorris has been dead three or four years, Dr. Fitch, the only physician who has 
treated him since his discharge, has moved away, and he docs not know his 
whereabouts; has used patent medicines, and has been treated by his mother 
since his discharge. 

The record in the Surgeon-General's Office is, that claimant was admitted to 
the hospital October 20, 1864, the diagnosis being malarial fever; that he was 
admitted to depot field hospital October 31, 1864, with diarrhea, and transferred 


November 6, 1864; that he was admitted to Campbell's general hospital, Wash- 
ington, D. C., November 8, 1864, with remittent fever, and returned to duty No- 
vember 22, 1864. No further record nor evidence of treatment found. 


Claimant states that he was detailed to cut and carry logs to build breastworks 
in front of Petersburg, Va., where he contracted rheuma and heart disease, 
and that he was frequently excused from duty by reason of said diseases, with 
which he has continued to be troubled ever since. 

F. M. F. Simmons, the claimant's brother, testifies to the same facts, and says 
that his brother was taken sick with a pain through his shoulders and heart, 
and affiant left him in a critical condition at Plough Barracks.” After his re- 
turn from the regiment he received a letter from him statin that he was unable 
to do duty, and that he has been failing ever since his discharge. It is stated 
that this witness’ standing is not first class.“ 

Moses Smith, private, Company F, Eighty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, tes- 
tilles that claimant contracted rheumatism and heart d sease about the middle 
of October, 1864, from exposure and overexertion. Claimant contracted inflam- 
mation of lungs, was taken away from the regiment, and did not return fora 
month; when he did return, was hardly able to do duty from rheumatism and 
heart disease. In later evidence he repeats the above statements 5 
I. Johnson and Richard Campbell testify that they knew claimant intimately 
for twenty-tive years before eulistment, and that he was free from rheumatism 
and heart disease; also, that since his discharge claimant's health has been 
broken, he is frequently unwell and unable to work in cousequence of said 


disease. 

Two neighbors testify to having lived near him since 1871 and 1872, and that 
he often complained of rheumatism and heart disease, and also that he has been 
disabled one-half the time from said diseases, 

Salome A. Simmons, who is the claimant’s mother, and who states that she 
has had experience as a nurse and “doctor” for a good wany years, states that 
when he returned from the Army in June, 1865, he was broken in health from 
rheumatism and heart disease; has had frequent dizzy spells, and pain in his 
side, and when he overworked his back would swell in a ridge on the left side 
of the spine; he has constantly grown worse since his discharge; fora large part 
< e e has been unable to do any hard work, and is sometimes ly dis- 
a i 

Five other parties testified to claimant’s being unable to work one-half of the 
bay en for last two years has been unable to perform any manual labor, 

S. D. Freeman, M. D., examining surgeon, testilies that this man has had pleu- 
ritis and pericarditis, with effusion of fluid in left pleural cavity; the apex of his 
heart pulsates four inches to the right of its normal position; pulse is 100 and 
unsteady; respiration hurried; has the peculiar look of his disease. He rates 
his disability atone-half. This examination was made July 28. 1881. 

E. G. Brown, examining surgeon, July Ll, 1883, testifies that after looking him 
overthoroughly he concluded that he is a subject of a mild intercos ul neuralgia. 
There is tenderness at vertebral point in sixth and seventh intercostal spaces; 
can discover no organic effects of anything of rheumatic character about joints, 
tendons, or muscles; can discover no indication of heart trouble in form of 
murmurs or otherwise. The intercostal neuralgia may produce some annoy- 
ance and possibly a slight disability for manual labor, though he thinks it is 
hardly of a pensionable character. 

The evidence in this case is conflicting. The hospital records show that claim- 
ant was treated for malarial fever, diarrhea, and remittent fever; his brother 
says that he was taken violently ill from overexertion, and a comrade (not of 
the best character for veracity) testifies to the same; his mother, who claims to 
be a “ doctor," testifies to the existence of rheumatism and heart disease; one 
examining surgeon, under date of July 28, 1881, describes minutely his heart 
affection, and another, two years later, says he could detect no symptoms of 
heart disease and no traces of rheumatism, and says it was intercostal neuralgia. 

Itis hardly probable that Mrs. Simmons, with no medical training, could di- 
agnose an obscure affection of the heart correctly, but adding her testimony as 
to the outward and visible symptoms to the expert testimony of Dr. Freeman, 
who gives a very minute diagnosis of the case, your committee incline to the 
opinion that the claimantis entitled to the benetits of the pension law. and they 
therefore recommend that relief be afforded him and that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN WOOLLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 443) 
granting a pension to Susan Woolley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Susan Woolley, of Indiana, widow of 
Benjamin Woolley, late a private in Company C. Ninetieth Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 443) 

ting a pension to Susan Woolley, submit the following report: 

A bill for the relief of this claimant was favorably reported by this committee 
and by the House in the Forty-eighth Congress, but failed of considera- 
tionin the Senate. Your committee adopt the printed report of this committee, 
Forty-eighth Congress, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6782) 
granting a pension to Susan Woolley, have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report thereon: 

The claimant, Susan Woolley, was the lawful wife of Benjamin Woolley, who 
enlisted as a private in Company C, Ninetieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 
Gth day of August, 1862, to serve three years, and who was discharged from the 


service on the 13th day of June, 1865 (the war being ended), having served al- 
most three years, 

The evidence shows that this soldier was strong and vigorous at enlistment; 
thut he was a brave soldier, having been wounded twice, once in the left side 
and once in the right band, 

It is also in evidence that afterward and during the remainder of his term of 
service he was a constant sufferer from chronic diarrhea and piles. 

After being mustered out of service in 1 he returned to h 


* 
he was taken down sick and sent to the pon hospital in July 
or August of the same year, since which time no trace has n had of him. 

A witness well acquainted with him, and who had lived in the family with 
hiin, testifies that she visited him in the hospital, where she found him suffer- 
ing from his old wound, gangrene having set in. The doctor in would 
not permit her to converse with Woolley at any length on account of his very 
weak condition. This witness only remained in Nashville a day or two, being 
there on professional business, 

Dr. Kuehne, who was also well acquainted with Woolley, testifies that he saw 
him at the same hospital, and suffering from his old wounds, and that he is 
sure, from his condition, that he could never get well. 

Two persons testify to reading the death notice in the Nashville newspapers. 

The evidence is conclusive as to the domestic happiness of the family. 

Two children were born to them, both boys, one of whom died a few years 
since; the other is badly afflicted, he being insane. At the time Woolley left 
his family he gave his wife $300, and it was the intention for her tocome to him 
as soon as he became a. located, 

The best citizens of rborn County, Indiana, unite in saying that this isa 
worthy woman; that she has no means for support, except to wash from day to 
day; that she is now very old, infirm, and in destitute circumstances. It is 
3 ta that she has not remarried since the disappearance of her husband 

n June, 1868. 

The claimant’s declaration for pension has been ah, NS by the Pension Office 
on the ground that there is no record or other sat ory evidence showing 
that her husband died as alleged, and of causes chargeable to his military serv- 
ice. It appears that the records of the hospital referred to, doc diao period 
of alle; death, have been lost, and none of the medical officers in charge of 
the sume can be found. 

Sufficient evidence has been presented, however, to convince your committee 
that the soldier was admitted to said hospital and treated for directly 
connected with his Army service, and that when last heard of was in such a con- 
dition as to preclude almost any par EY of recovery; his relations with his 
family, according to theevidence presented, were such as could suggest nothing 
short of devotion to those tor whose comfort he struggled, even after he had been 
badly wounded in the service of his country. 

While the Pension Office, ppan the evidence presented, could not t the 

nsion asked for, it is clear that the case merit which should not be 
ignored by this committee, and therefore they report favorably on the bill, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Bridget Sherlock, mother of Stephen 
Sherlock, late of Company F, Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 556) 
beg ieave to submit the following report: 

A bill for the relief of this claimant haying been reported 83 by this 
committee and passed the House, Forty-cighth Congress, and not having been 
reached in the Senate, your committee adopt the printed report of this commit- 
tee, Fortx-eighth Congress, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 556) 
granting a pe:.son to Bridget Sherlock, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leave to report as follows: 

“Stephen Sherlock enlisted as a private soldier in Company F, Fifteenth In- 
diana Volunteers, on the 14th day of June, 1861, and served as such until the 23d 
day of November, 1862, when he was honorably discharged by the order of Gen- 
eral Rosecrans upon a certificate of disability given to him as the result of a 
severe injury received during the siege of Corinth,“ resulting in scrotal hernia 
and numbness and difficulty in using the lower extremities. His case is one of 
very bad scrotal hernia, caused by a fall over a log, May 10, 1862, in front of Cor- 
inth, while carrying a heavy load of rails pom his shoulder for the purpose of 
8 a road over which to pass the artillery and wagons during that mem- 
orable siege,” 

“The above is the language of the certificate. He was the son of Patrick and 
Bridget Sherlock, who were, at the time of his enlistment, ause old and feeble, 
and depended largely upon said Stephen for a support. After his discharge he 
returned to the home of his parents, at Bedford, Ind., and within a few months 
took employment on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railroad as the 
conductor ofa bg ia train. It is clearly shown by the testimony of the family 
piye cn a his dixability continued until hisdeath, and that it had approached 
a condition o 


(H. R. 556) 


“ Because he did not die of the injury which he received in the Army his 
mother’s claim for pension was rejected. His father is dead, and his mother is 
now nearly eighty years of age and has no property. The evidence of her de- 
pendence at the time of his death is clear and convincing. 

“This committee think that, under all the circumstances, she should be 
sioned. If the son had not met his death he would have been pensioned long 
ago upon the record made by the Government as to his injury in the service. 
He did not get any pension; his mother should, and the committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT M’ ALEXANDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 464) 
granting a pension to Robert McAlexander, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HODSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


e ee e s 


e eee 3 — e pAn 
the pension-roll of the United 


dered to pot the nime gt Robert and limitatio f tho pensi lows he — 
es, g 0 es ns of the on a 80) 
in the Union Army in the late war, and member of Company F, Eighty-seventh 
Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 
to Robert J. McAlexand: 


diate 

— — ion be granted for 15 233 
o! e Georgia, 1863. The records 
* . in 5 wre y n vat bri and — 
1865. e was on detached duty as al gade uarters, and en- 
tered the battle of < 2 man. 5 ring the fight a 


pr o ep H s sats petitin og — pensi denied u the nd that th. 

e s on for on was den wi peter cp grow t there ex- 
isted no connecting medical evidence from time ot receiving injury to the time 
it developed popan EAE E PARE E pE E aren awed 

Padar ara Charles E. me of the Eighty-seventh ent ov 
Volunteers, testifies claimant on or battlefield 


Georgia, for 8 in the bowels and groins, and told claimant at the time 
the injury would tin a double rupture, The doctor further states that 
— rie; a i ate ree ee soldier. Eich ae "y 
orace Longu captain o goog erg el ty-seve: jana Volun- 
teers, testifies that he saw claimant go in to the battle of Chickamauga with Gen- 
eral 1 his escort; that soon ater the = d auen misha 


was informed of the 5 
that ‘the injury occurred. Captain Long states that he was not an eye-witness 
to the occurrence, but the surrounding aps argc Se ag eee DDO 
doubt whatever as to the facts as ee ly set forth. He further states that 
time of enlistment from 1 e ins 
—— after Page cing. aod 


injury he 

sufficient to — 
finned in tho lns of du 
cha: at the close 


“although sulleriog was full of “ eternal grit” he con- 
otc suffering continuously, until 8 dis- 


have th: 
goy entitled to the relief ief provided in the accompanying bill, with the follow- 
ng amendment: Strike ou of lines 3 and 4 the word “ordered” and insert in- 
stead thereof the words “authorized and directed.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS FERGUSON. 


The naa business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 533) for 
the relief of Thomas Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is a. au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the ions 


and limitations of the laws, the name of Thomas Ferguson, eee a 
member of Company B, Ninety-first Regiment Indiana State Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 


The Committee on 1 Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 533) 

for the relief of Thomas Ferguson, —— the following report: 
The 8 bill having peaton this committee and the House, Forty- 
been reached in the Senate, your committee 


-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, Anpu 
on surgeon’s certificate of disabilty for paralysis of 


momed at the rate of $6 per month for atro) 


chronic 
ee Fh 1008; Be wes h 
st 1869, increased to $3, and November 25,1878, t> Á 


Sis per month for spinal dise 


— 2, 1378. te 


. e rt 
ee i eusa ie 


1879, 3 practiced medicine for five * = has treated claimant for 
— 0 , and that he has been a erer from said disease; that 
he knows these from 1 

“A. J. M. D., of Spurgeon, Pike County, Indiana, testifles (No- 
vember 9, 1882) for three years war nt was a sober man, as 


A Gyring, M. „Jacob Lyrin 
Thomas Gourley, all Citizens of Pike County 8 


e citizens 
and witnesses w. statements are entitied ‘to full credit, t to substanti- 
ally the same facts as those given by Dr. Harrington. 
We have examined all evidence in this case 5 carefully, and find the 
soldier was V the disability fi for which 
he was pensioned ; 


„CFF oe aooaa oll pore em 7 bbe United 
States surgeons boards all agree as to the nature and extent of his disa- 
bility, and its continuance from the date of incurrence while in the service and 


There 


no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with 


e recommendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS SIMPSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3326) | of 
granting a pension to Thomas Simpson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

is, au- 
ons and 

cna; lake & petenbe fn 


granting a pension to Thomas Simpson, submit report 
committee of the Forty-eighth Congress 8 favorab] for the 
relief of this Selene same the House but failed — era- 


“George C. erman, w. be naaa N the battery, testifies = 
on or about the 2 of July, 1954, at Atlanta, Ga „the battery was ordered in: 
claimant, with 838 ordered in front of the bat 


occurrence 
able to do full duty reat 5 ool the remainder of his term of service; 
fore had always been able to do duty at all times. 


“Comrades Fletcher, Johnson, and Deford all testify substantially to the fore- 
going, sa; they were present witnessed the occurrenceand that they can 
not be m en about it. 


Tue evidence is that there was no surgeon with the battery Sip. ergy i Elec 
casionally one would be detailed, but would . only a me 
records of the Surgeon-General's Office show tha! —— es oe aae 
eral hospital at Jeffersonville, Ind., May 23, oe on ew Ind., as con- 
valescent (no other diagnosis), and returned to d 3 une 8, _ git ee the reg- 
imental records are not on file. Claimant was discharged y 13, 1865, under 
provisions ot General Order No, 27, 8 of — Y His neighbors 
who were acquainted with him before entered the service testify e 
discharge he has not been able to perform labor for at least two-thirds to 
fourths of the time. 

The claimant filed application fora pension in June, 1866, and alle; partial 
deafness and blindness; also inca ty todo manual labor, caused by concus- 
sion. This has been rejected by the Pension Office for the reason that t the med- 
ical examination does not disclose that applicant was injured to the ex- 
tent of preventing him from obtaining a living by manual labor. Against this, 
however, is the testimony of his neighbors, who all unite in saying that they 
knew him before he entered the service to be a strong, healthy man, and since 
discharge that he is a broken-down man and not able to do manual labor; that 
ne injury has developed into epilepsy. and at the present time that he is totally 

inca tated from earning a living by manual labor, 

Four committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


DELILAH ENILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2689) 
granting a pension to Delilah Knill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Kn 
of Wisconsin 8 Volunteers, 
the passage of this act 


The report (by Mr. Wav ans) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2689) 
granting a on to Delilah Knill, submit the following report 

That Delilah Knill is the widow of Thomas H. Knill, Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

He enlisted ae ines 1861, and was discharged March 23, 1863, on surgeon's cer- 
tificate for gunshot wound on the back of right hand, completely destroying the 
functions of the extensor tendons. The wor was received in near 
ceca aN gree ge re 1862. Government granted him a pension for his dis- 
ability at $6, $8, and $1 — up to the time of his death, April 19, 1883. 
The widow filed ap on for pension in her own right June Y7, 1884, which 
er | to nis service on the ground that the soldier's death was ‘and not due 
to service. 


1 directly 
instantly killed. led in his right hand this would not 
have happen 1 on ae right hand was a bench used 
for support, which he would ed — he en, but having in his left 
hand the rosin and the oy ae bein, pled. by the gunshot received in battle, 
he was not able to save himself io the and 8 death. This is 
the testimony of J. C. Bokardy, an eye-witness, whose reputation is certified as 


good. 
It seems to your committee that it isnot a forced or strained conclusion to con- 
nect the death of this soldier with his military service. All the circumstances 
connected with it are so natural and easy to understand that there is hardly a 
doubt that if his good sorne hand had not been rendered useless in the defense 
pee the zaon a 1985 it could easily have saved his on by holding to the support 
within his reach 

It is further shown that Delilah Knill is poor, and since the death of her hus- 


band depends sol otis on her daily labor for her own and children's a 
This appears from the testimony of the ee a „ and al 
of oe of Beloit. All th evidence points to the fact that she is the reer 


is priata in the W it in rejecting her daim aa et a a isis law, we believe it 


nee appealing mal we th amend 
the by striking ou out all of lines 8 and 9, and bill do pass, 


ie amendment striking out, in lines 8 and 9, the words at the rate 
To p monin from and after the date of the passage of this act was 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
TOBIAS M. COON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4976) 
for the relief of Tobias M. Coon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the ee Regiment OM 
Coon, private y e hundred ani eenth Regimen 0 
Volunteer Infantry, subject to the rules and regulations of the De; 


The report (by Mr. Wry Ans) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill — 5 R. 
5 i for the relief of Tobias M. oa have considered the same and 
Hat Tobias M. Coon enlisted in ce 
2 Ohio pension. Doce August 12 


fedora dang 
nent Ae His claim noha 
examination 8 that 


, 1864, when he was sick ak sens to hospital, and contracted sero 

ie attributes claimant’s lameness, The hospital records say claimant 

diarrhea acute” in May 1864, and again, in November, 1864, intermittent 

anak: no mention of scurvy or scrofula. Coon says his lamenessis caused 
by bone scurvy. 

All the testimony 


“Baer oi E L DY A DAN Arino 
ms gS 


that claiman’ 
ed, and that the pag aa, EA ps 
Kineaid, lieutenant Company A, One undred and eighteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers, says, ata pae called Mossy Creek, on or about the 29th 
of December, 1863, t received a gunshot wound of left leg above the 
knee, causing lameness of left leg; that he knows this fact from personal’ 


knowledge. 
Suigeen’ William = Philips statesthat he knew Tobias M. Coon, of Company 
Aivos hundred and teenth Ohio; that he was ponpon of said regiment 
y, 1864; that — * —— ent with the enemy near 


ſrom Se ber, 1862, to 
Mossy k, East Tennessee, Decem nt was wounded = 
entrance of a ball upon the internal —.— — of tho left _knee-joint, just in 
of the inner surface of the left hamstring; that said wound was dressed by iat 
for some weeks, when claimant was sent to hospital at Knoxville. 

Dr. P. — Wright and Dr. William Clark both testify that claimant was 8 in 

the left knee; that a scar, apparently made by a small ball or bu 
paniy visible, and that a Torei set ope corresponding to such ball soul's be felt 
k of the knee-joint. Dr. Wright says the ball seems lower by an inch or two 
than ten years ago when first examined by him, 

From ail the evidence in the case the conclusion of your committee is that the 
relief prayed for in this bill should be mted. Whether the pop oe arises 
from the cause , which the weight o t of evidence would seem to indicate, 
or from scurvy, as the brother and nephew say, the factof disability 7 5 claimed 
exists andisnotdisputed. There is nothingto show that good and faithful serv- 
ice was not rendered by this soldier. There is no claim of prior unsoundness; 
none that he was not in line of duty. If in filing his declaration he had claimed 
to be suffering from the various ills flesh is heir to, then, waoe gunshot or 
scurvy, his just claim fora disability could have been allowed with arrears. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


r. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that bill by strik- 
ar ay in line 7, the word “department,” and insert in lieu thereof 
= words pension laws;’’ so that it will read subject to the rules 

lations of the pension laws.” 
ifr RADY. Mr. Chairman, why not make this bill like all the 

others, so as to read “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws?” 

Mr. MATSON. Laccept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. ROBSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2753) for 
the relief of John W. Robson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, avers to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of John W. Robson, late a private in 
oo Wisconsin Battery, at the same rate as other soldiers of similar disa- 

y 
The report (by Mr. Win Ans) is as follows: 


8 Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred H. R. 2753, hay- 
had the same under consideration, report: 

gt a similar bill was introduced in the Forty-eighth Congress, and reported 

33 which report we adopt as our own, and is a on submitted as fol- 


[House Report No. 1938, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3833) 
for the relief John W. Robson, haying had the same under consideration, hereby 
submits the following: 

“The accompanying bill asks that John W. Robson, of Madison, Wis., be 
placed upon the pension-rolls of his country, subject to all the limitations and 
provisions “gh the pension law. 

“His case is a sad one, and his cause meritorious to the last degree, the history 
of which shall be briefly reci! 

“John W. Robson, a native of Great Britain, ae uo rans to America in 1850, en- 
listed as a private at Milwaukee, Wis., in the S xth Battery, Wisconsin Volun- 
8 tember 13,1861, 18 10 at once into . at Camp Utley, “ages 
—.— ee b a little less than two months, he was not mustered in. 

because his body y lacked half an inch of the prescribed bed height. 
ae Hie thus not on n lost compensation during that period, but lost his own 
* of his private business, aud was compelled to beat his 


but 


wey 


home without money, 
benevolent lady, w! 


aided a 
his parle 


of the way by the kindness of a 
y with the railway conductor, paid the 


the question of under size would probably not be paler Bie 


fore ted in Sauk County, Wisconsin, the company mol eleven soldiers. 
“Inthe mean time ut, John W. er returned and pogen zi recruiting for 
the Sixth and wanted Mr. Robson and his recruits. the Sixth 


tery was the one in which he originally enlisted, he went to Milwnokecs taking 
the eleven recruits, all of whom enlisted with him. Not having a knowl 
of the ways of the world, Mr. Robson received no commission for his su 1 
recruiting and paneas but went into and through the rebellion as a private, 
while the credit 8 to him Was enjoyed by Lieutenant Fan 

Aſter deserters and about thirty volunteers, Mr. Robson 
was sent to the front in charge of them, arriving at Rienzi, Miss., within twent: 
days and in time to pate in the terrible battle of Corinth, October 3a 3 7 — 


1862, which was the ey re ope of the Sixth Ae ave pom Battery, tha’ 
— . more than a year and from which he had been excluded, can 
ready mentioned. 


“Thus Mr. Robson, by reason of having been disch for short stature, 
lacked about ninety days of being able to veteranize under the act of Congress 
of 1863. Those who enlisted first with him veteranized under that act and re- 
enlisted, recet 8100 bounty and a forty-day furlo each. He had enlisted 
with them, but could not veteranize nor ere a furlough ora bounty. He 
partici in all the — of his battery, and also served auring the 
while veterans were their 8 and furloughs at home. 

“He was mustered out mig, Fi 1865, having fought as long and in as many 
battles, for half as much money, as those who enlisted at the time of his first en- 


ent. 
“On returning home, he was taken ill with rheumatism, chills and fever, and 
the malarious contracted during army life. He was better and worse 
at intervals, sometimes confined to his room, and sometimes able to be out. 
While partially convalescent, he was asked by Nye J. Gibbs, adjutan eral 
of Wisconsin, to superintend the firing of a national salute on the 22d of Febru- 
ary 1866, in celebration of Washington's birthday. 

an expert artill FT... SaSao e ogun, he com- 
plied, tho k too ill to attempt any labor or business. from a 
cannon re 8 by the Federal Government. thew ving an imper- 
fection, of which fact, however, he was not aware, exp oded a charge prema- 
turely, and severed his right arm at the shoulder and otherwise severely in- 


ju him. 

“Tho wounds were at once vated by the malarious poisons which his sys- 
tem had absorbed in the South, and which were still further developed and 
brought into activity by those injuries, and he is not healed to this day. For 
five years he was unable to walk without a staff, and unable to work. For weeks 
and months together it was necessary to keep. a child or nurse to carry food or 
drink to his mouth, so deeply were his bones affected by this malaria. 

$ Saa the insidious we poon left the wounded part, and concentrated itself in 
his head. rtion of skull bone was cleft; other porti jons are now loosen- 
ing; the es um is bare, cracked and feverish, 'a source of infinite pain, suffer- 
ing, trouble, and expense, and in such condition as to render traveling away 
from home impossible thout an attendant. 

“Thus Mr. who served valiantly through the rebellion with his two 
brothers, is not only disabled for life, but is also an invalid for life. He was ill 
at the time of firing the salute of February 22, 1866, the direct effects of his army 
life; but as he hel ae hospital record, havi: served every day without a 
ee furlough, anak as his legitimate army illness was so overshadowed 
and merged in with the results of the accident just mentioned that he and hi 

physicians were for the time unable to clearly separate the legimate results of 
the two, he reg 5 not apply for a pension, These same difficulties have ever since 
restrained him dig i fe an annuity under the general pension laws, though, 
with his tener he} never doubted the justness of his claims. 

He was preparing to 3 an ap ion for a peon when the explosion 
took oe but after that the e who attended him [Dr. A. H. Rudd) 
died; old war diseases mixed and Beso Por pi 0 with the wounds resulting from 
the — so that subsequent medical advisers were unable to testify to his 
— condition before the injury, though they agreed that his terrible afflictions 

ee caused —— army lite, and thus he has been dragged along, close 
com ions of despair, alternately renewed and deferred hope and poverty. 

‘If those who * — — 3 with the soldiers, to make the word of prom- 
ise to the ear and break it to the heart, desire, they can indeed ce them- 
selves on the N ala that Mr. Robson did not suffer all his disabilities 
in battle; but 88 day for over three faithfully and gallantly 
in the rebellion fact that he was one-fourth of an . 
N 1 hi 8 him of those bounties, and emoluments 
o taller comrades who enlisted with gave his skill and 
pot anh f to fire a national salute in honor of the Ninth of She Father of his 
Country, which resulted in shattering an arm and shoulder and intensifying the 
operations of the malaria absorbed in the Army; in short, he is disabled, one- 
armed, and — invalid for Hse because, and only because, was a soldier. 

“ His presen t deplora ion of poverty and physical ailments are the 
direct . of his service to h to his 3 without any qualification or reserva- 
tion whatever. Because e circumstances — ng his disability were 
such that it would be difficult — tor | kim to secure an eare bagay annuity under the 

general 9 laws, should he, amidst so many recipients of aid by special act 
orc Congress be denied justice? 

“Mr. Robson, when the country was in the throes of civil war and the result 
was quivering in the balance, might have fortified himself behind a 9 
and even escaped the draft by showing that he was less than the standa: 
ht. But he did not. After being rejected once for this reason he tried 

n, w times were more 8 and every faithful, patriotic volunteer 
was a precious gift, and being accepted in spite of the technicality of short stat- 
ure, bore the burden of a private gunner ms the end of the rebellion. 

“Can this great Government, which he helped to save, and for and in whose 
service he has tg sorb 8 ruined, now hide behind a paltry technicality, 
which he scorned in hour of need, and deny him a few crumbs from our 
bursting Treasury? This Government’ must be just if not generous. It has 
been pontou y with See let it now be just with this one crippled, sick, 


and ess veteran, the son of a foreign country, who can rest his cause 
upon —— but his own merits and the honorable intentions and correct ju 
mentof the cat of the United States. Do not thrust him aside * — sno old 


moe. g Anaging because the country has had the benefit of his 1 — and 
and has no farther use for his sick and crippled body, for the time ma: 
fen we shall need the services of his young sons now struggling on nny eon 
Sapara that patriotism entailed upon their father and upon them, 
‘ore your committee recommends the passage of said bill.” 


Mr. BRADY. I move to amend that bill by striking out the words 
wat the same rate as other soldiers of similar disability.“ Theyseem 
to be superfluous. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be The bill was read, as follows: 


reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FIDELIA A. CHENEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2197) 
granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Fidelia A. 
Cheney, widow of Charles S. Cheney, deceased, late a soldier of Company G, 
Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves, subject to the provisions and limitations oi 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2197) 
p acing on the pension-roll the name of Fidelia A. Cheney, widow of Charles 

. Cheney. late a soldierof Company G, Ninth Regiment Pensylvania ves, 
have same under consideration and make the following report: 

Charles A. Cheney enlisted as a private in e G, Ninth Pennsylvania 
Reserves, on the 22d day of July, 1861, and was pad Bis February 8, 1862. 
The soldier alleges that, ember 12, 1861, while on picket at Great Falls, 
Md., he took cold, diarrhea, fever, with rheumatism affecting heart and lun, 
also ial loss of hearing, for which diseases he claimed pension. He died 
the day of May, 1885, as is alleged by his widow, claimant under this bill, 
from disease contracted in the line of duty. The Pension Office rejected the 
widow's claim because the soldier's death was not due to disease contracted 
in the service,” alieging that there was no satisfactory evidence that the soldier 
had rheumatism in service, and that the record shows that he had an injury 
of foot at time of his enlistment. * which no doubt accounts for his lameness,” 

Dr. D. S. Marquis, December 13, 1879, testifies to soundness prior to enlistment. 

F.C. Fogarty and Thomas Ryan, neighbors, make joint affidavit as to his 
soundness prior to enlistment, 

Four 9 certify as to prior soundness. 

F. B. S nger, late adjutant of claimant’s regiment, April, 1879, testifies that 
claimant was 5 ‘or — nape G 

John B. Bookbank, late captain of claimant's company errs December 13, 
1879, that claimant, while on picket at Great Falls. Md., September 12, 1861, be- 
came sick, and was sent to hospital by reason of rheumatism. He returned to 
company after many weeks, and was never after able to perform duty, and was 
examined by a surgeon and ordered discharged by reason of rheumatism con- 
tracted in service. 

M. C. Hunter, late lieutenant of claimant's 3 December 13. 1879, says 
that N was taken sick at the time and place alleged, and was discharged 
as an in a 

Dr. S. A. Craig, January 8, 1882, testifies that he knew claimant thirteen and 
a half yearsago. He was then suffering from rheumatism, heart and lung dis- 
eases. These complaints have p slowly, year by year, since. _ 

H. A. Eliott knew claimant in September, 1862. He was then suffering from 
rheumatism and deafness. 

Two other witnesses testify the same. 

William Gray, in an affidavit September 24, 1881, testifies that he met Charles 
S. Cheney at Alexan Va., some time in the year 1862, at which time he was 
confined to the house, suffering with diseases con in the service. 

William Gray, A. B. Smiley, A. S. McDowell, and James Seaton testify that in 
1861, up to the time of his en} 1 laa for at least one year and a half prior 
thereto, they saw the said Charles S. Cheney almost daily; that du said time 
he was employed at Clinton mines, in Fayette County nsylvania, as a tip- 
8 Which work he a full band, and had appearance of a man 

n good health; that he showed no indications of rheumatism or heart d 
or any defect of hearing, and they never heard him complain of any of said dis- 


eases, 
Charles Cheney and Mary A. Cheney, father and mother of the applicant, in 
an alllda vit made December 23, 1881, testify : 

“That their said son, from to 1876, was able to do merely light work 
three-fourths of his a and since that has been unable to do any work at all; 


that his hearing was dull when d resulting from fever. and has wn 
gradually worse from year to year, so e can now scarcely hear atall; that 
they firmly believe all the diseases with which he is now suffering are the direct 
result of sickness contracted in the Army.“ . 


On the 13th of Apa 1881, the parents testify— 

That at date of and prior to enlistment the applicant was in sound health, 
able to tipple 3,000 bushels per day; that when he returned home in February, 
1862, he was an invalid, and reduced, and has been an invalid ever 
since; is troubles seem to be deafness, rheumatism, and heart disease, the 
direct result, as they believe from all they have been able to learn, of a severe 
and protracted spell of camp or typhoid fever, contracted after he entered, and 
while in, the Army; that he has not been able to do any ordinarily heavy man- 
ual labor since d 15 

Dr. S. A. Craig testifies that 

He attended the soldier since 1878, and that he required closer attention year 
after year; that during 1884 his visits became more frequent, as he was then 
confined almost entirely to his house. Immediate cause of death, exhaustion.” 

An examination of the testimony in this case, which is very voluminous, has 
fully satisfied your committee of the following points: 

47 That the soldier at time of his enlistment was in health, and there 
is no evidence of any prior unsoundness except a slight cut in one of his feet 
33 a boy, which had no connection whatever with the diseases causing his 

eath. 

(2) That the soldier while on picket with his command in the field in Sep- 
tember, 1861, contracted a severe cold, which resulted in typhoid fever, followed 
by heart affection and rheumatism, by which he was d from further duty 
in field, for which he was discharged February 8, 1862. 

The testimony of numerous witnesses goes to show that the claimant from 
his discharge continued to suffer from these d which became vated 
from year to year until, as is shown by the affidavit of Dr. S. A. Craig, his attend- 
ing physician, he died of heart trouble, pulmonary trouble, and exhaustion. 

Shortly after claimant's 3 he was granted a pension for deafness, re- 
sulting from the attack of typhoid fever in the service. 

The attention of those who investigated the case seems to have been directed 
wholly to this deafness, and which was only one, and, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, the least important, of the consequences of the typhoid fever from which 
he suffered in the y. 

From the evidence, your committee are of the opinion that the soldier died 
from a sickness the result of disease incurred in the service in line of duty, and 
ney recommend that his widow be granted the relief asked for, and that bill 

o pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SARAH A. GETTIS, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2196) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis. 


au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll the name of Sarah A. Gettis, 

dependent mother of Lewis J. Gettis, deceased, late a private in Company I, 

ee Iowa Infantry Volunteers, who enlisted under the name of Lewis J. 
y. 


The report (by Mr. SWOPE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis, dependent mother of Lewis J. Gettis, 
deceased, late a private in Company I, Thirtieth Lowa Infantry Volunteers, have 
had the same under consideration and lly report: 

That an examination of the testimony on file in this caseshows beyond doubt 
the following facts: 

The Pension Office, in its review of the case, says: 

There is no question as to death of son in line of duty and of dependence of 
mother, ‘lhe point involved is, did the son recognize the obligation and aid in 
maintenance of mother?" 

They concede that he aided to the extent of his ability in support of his mother 
prior to his going to Lowa, but they reject the claim upon ground of want of evi- 
dence of his contributing to her support during his absenve in Iowa. As to this 

int the evidence adduced from some neighbors well acquainted with the fam- 

to show that the object of his trip to lowa was to try to secure a home 

for his mother there, and want of success in a boy of fifteen years of age in an 
. that kind ouglit to be no great matter of surprise, and certainly 
should not considered as evidence of any indisposition on his part to con- 
tribute to his mother’s support. It is further stated that when his mother ob- 
gaet to his enlistment it was urged, and her son consented to the plea, that 

e could better contribute to her support Sy Part par 

Soldier in this case enlisted in Company I, T eth Iowa Volunteers, on the 
22d of August, 1862, being then a little under seventeen years of age. Ile went 
with his ent to the feld, took sick, and was sent to the hospital, and died 
on the 2d of November, 1862, after a short Mines. of disease contracted in the serv- 
ice in line of duty. His mother, Sahah A. Gettis, was, at the time of his en ist- 
ment and many years prior thereto, a widow, and yet remains a widow. It is 
proven that she was at time of soldier’s enlistment, and for several years prior 
thereto, a poor woman without property, and that she now is entirely depend- 
ent upon her own labor for support; that soldier was her only child, and that 
she was up to the time he to lowa y dependent upon him fur sup- 
port, having nothing besides except the ts ot her own labor, which was as 
domestic or charwoman. 

The testimony in this case is very voluminous, and an examination of it has 
satisfied your committee that the soldier had contributed to the support of his 
mother prior to enlistment; that he proposed contributing more largely from his 
pay, but which intentions were, however, frustrated by hisearly deuth; thatthe 
mother was largely dependent upon him at the time, and stands in need of his 
services more and more as age advances, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BRADY. I move to amend this bill by inserting after the word 
‘*pension-roll,’’ line 4, the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PETER F. SAEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1988) 
granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the penston- roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension Jaws, the name of Peter F. Saeman, late of Company I, Seventh 
Pennsylvania Reserves. 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


N rr er eats a to whom . the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Peter haga pang ane y report: 
Peter F. Seaman was enrolled July 7, 1861, at Harrisburg, Pa., in Company I, 
Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. May 5, 1861. his company was in 
action at the Wilderness, Virginia, on which on he was coe tapas and re- 
leased February 27, 1865. Prisoner of war record shows this solilier captured as 
above, and led at North Carolina Ferry, North Carolina, February 26, 1865, 
This soldier claims a pension for hernia, which he alleges occurred white he 
was a prisoner at Andersonville, and was rejected because “there is no record 
al disability; inability to furnish testimony showing the existence of 
all disability while in the service or at the date of his discharge.“ Hiscase 
was also unfavorably reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Forty- 
eighth Congress, because there is no evidence of the disability in the military 
service.” Because of the rejection of the claim by the Pension Office, and the 
unfavorable report upon it in the Forty-eighth Congress, your present commit- 
tee have made a thorough examination of it. Peter F. Scaman was not present 
at the muster-out roll of his company, dated June 16, 1864, at which time their 
ut he was muste: out April 3, 1865, with re- 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


war. 
A, A. Ziegler, late lieutenant Company I, Seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, tes- 


fies: 

“That he was well uainted with claimant at the time of his enlistment; 
that he wasin good th, was ‘examined and passed a creditable examina- 
tion,’ and that the examining officers were Berean es in not taking any that 
were ruptured; that on or about September, „at Andersonville, he, the said 
claimant, was ruptured. This occurred under circumstances unknown to me, 
as I was not confined in the same prison with claimant.” 

John Musenker testifies: - 

“That claimant came to Ashland in spring of 1865. and engaged in business, 
and baa through conversation both he and others became aware that he was 
ruptured. 

eter Bastian testifies that claimant lived in his house for some years, and 
learned sedi fr conversation with him that he was ruptured, “got worse, and 
was compelled to wear a truss,” 

In bis statement claimant says that he never showed the rupture to any one, 
except his TRO hysician, who has since died. 

Comrade A. Miller states that he was taken prisoner with claimant; that he 


was free from rupture when he enlisted, and that to the best of his knowledge 
he was ruptured at Andersonville, but that it did not come to his knowledge 
until at Florence in November, 1864. 

A. Shipper testifies that claimant was free from rupture when enlisted, and 
knows he got ruptured while confined in Andersonville, September, 1864, 
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E. R. Scholl, examining surgeon, under date of December 17, 1878, says that 
Peter F. Seaman is one-half of total incapacitated from obtaining his 5 
by manual labor; that he has scrotal hernia on the left side, and is obliged to 
wear a truss, 
A of some of the testimony has satisfied your committee of the entire 
faith and sincerity of thisclaimant. The injury is alleged to have occurred 
at Andersonville prison, and proof of its incurrence is, from the nature of the 
case, next to impossible, nor can it reasonably be ex 
Nordid he immediately npon his release occupy himself in endeavoring to 
rocure proof to substantiate his claim, He, however, showed his injury to his 
amily pl ysician, who, unfortunately for the claimant, is since dead. If this 
soldier had been a different style of man to what his letters indicate him to be 
he might be in possession of such proofs as would satisfy the most exacting. But 


he says: 

“At the time of my enlistment I did not inquire whether I was to receive pay 
or not. I knew the country was in danger, and that the Government was in 
need of such men as I was at that time, and I at once left home to serve it. I 
served it faithfully for three years; was confined for nine long months; was 

hile in oo and from that cause can not follow my trade (carpen- 
m).“ 


by manual labor, an 
mend that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

M. S. CLAY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4103) 
granting a pension to M. S. Clay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &, That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. S. Cla: „of Bates County, Mis- 


souri, late a member of Company A, Twenty-second nois Infantry, and also 
a member of Company E, of the Fourth Wisconsin Cavalry, 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4103) 
granting a pension to M. S. Clay, having examined the same, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

M. S. Clay enlisted as private in Company A, Twenty-second Hlinois Volun- 
teers, June 26,1861, and was discharged on medical certificate of disability on 
February 22,1862. He filed claim for pension on Au 1, 1865, which was re- 
jected on December 4, 1885, on ground that disability did not exist in a pension- 
able degree. In fact, this is the only possible question that could arise in the 
case, and this decision is based wholly on certificate of board of medical exam- 
iners, which is as follows: 

"Generala: ee indicates good health, with the nutritive system in healthy 
condition; slight tenderness of the lumbar vertebra, and same tenderness on 
each side of vertebra, more particularly to the right; as objective symptoms are 
slight we make no rute.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CUDBERT STONE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 927) 
granting a pension to Cudberth Stone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to existing pension laws, 
the name of Cudberth Stone, late a private in Company H, Fourteenth ent 
of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 3 
oa the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Cudbert 

ne. 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 927) 
oS nsion to Cudberth Stone, having carefully considered the same, 
submit the followin, 


report: 
Cudbert Stone enlisted as a private in Company II, Fourteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers, on the 3d day of October, 1861,and was honorably discharged there- 


from on the glst day of January, 1865. 

8 — Dan s$ peonon on July 20, 1881, and his claim was rejected on the 14th 
0 T, 

e based his claim on piles, resulting from exposure while in the service and 

in the line of duty. 

His claim was rejected on the ground that claimant was notin the line of duty 
when he contracted said disease, This conclusion seems to be deduced from a 
statement made by the claimant to the effect that he was affiicted with diarrhea 
while he was undergoing sentence of court-martial. 

He shows, however, by his own and the affidavit of other credible witnesses 
that he contracted diarr while in the line of duty, and that the said disease 
of piles was the result of chronic diarrhea and hard service and exposure which 
he and underwent while in the line of duty, and that said has to- 
tally disabled him from performing manual labor of any kind. 

In view of the long and faithful service and the high character of the claim- 
ant, and the well-established facts that claimant was a stout and able-bodied 
man, free from all and any disease when he enlisted, and that by reason of his 
faithful services to his country and the great sufferingand hardship through 
which he passed while in said service his health was permanently royed, 
the committee earnestly recommend the ponga bill with the title and 
bill amended as to the orthography of the Christ: name of the beneficiary as 
follows: To be spelled Cudbert“ instead of Cudberth,’” to correspond with 
the muster-roll of said company. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 


JANE W. DEVEREUX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1100) 
granting a pension to Jane W. Devereux. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Jane Devereux, mother of George 
N. Devereux, late of the Tenth Massachusetts Battery, on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Jane W. Deve- 
reux. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1100) 
granting a pension to Jane W. Devereux, submit the following report: 

Jane W. ereux is the mother of George M. Devereux, late private in the 
Tenth Massachusetts Battery. 

He enlisted September 1, 1862, and was killed at Reams Station August 26, 1864, 
She filed a claim as dependent mother, which was rejected April 29, 1884, on the 
ground that at date of soldier’s death claimant was not dependent upon him for 
support, as at that date the husband had a sufficient income for and did furnish 
the claimant adequate support.” 

To controvert this statement she submits evidence of neighbors and people 
who knew her husband well. At one time prior to the war he was well off, but 
lost his property by indorsing notes. He was a proud, high-spirited man, and 
resorted to all sorts of devices to make it appear he was fairly well off, and to 
an ep panera from his friends and from his wife, and when he died was 

000 in debt. 

Original letters of soldier are filed with the case as proving he contributed to 
aid in the support of, his mother while in the Army, namely: one dated Pooles- 
ville, Md., 16, 1888, says: 

“A day or two ago I sent you $35, per Adams Express, which you will receive 
in a day or so.“ 

Another letter says: 

“You will find inclosed $15, After this you may get the money at the city 
hall, for I shall allot $9 a month to be drawn by you at home.” 

E. W. Johnson, employer of son prior to enlistment,in 1860 or 1861, testifies: 

From various remarks and conversations with him, am convinced the money 
paid him was given his mother for support.” 

G. W. Warren, justice of municipal court, Charlestown, Mass., testifies to know- 
ing claimant her husband for thirty years; well remembered the son George, 
who was killed in battle, and knew that they were pens dependent upon 
for support; knew that the father was em during the war and up to 
the time of his death in 1881; that the claimant has not 
support. x 

S. D. Larvin, grocer, Boston, testifies : 

“ Have been acquainted with John N. Devereux, husband of claimant, for last 
twenty-five years; have bad business connections with him, and at many times 
conversations with him regarding his financial difficulties; have known he must 
have been insolvent for the last twenty years. It was difficult to collect bills 
incurred for family expenses. He seemed to have a dread of appearing bank- 
rupt, and so dragged along, subject to writs of attachment and trustee continu- 
ally; his embarrassment arose from indorsements.“ 

Charles E. Raymond, Cambridge, of firm of Thomas Dana & Co., Boston, 
wholesale grocers: 

“Thad business with husband of claimant during most of the years of my. 
acquaintance, and for many years previous to his death considered him inso! 
vent and of no 3 responsibility. Declared his intention of going into 
bankruptcy, and I furn: him money for that purpose.“ 

Hugh J. Tolland, Boston, testifies: 

Have heard him complain that he could not get money to pay his debts. Am 
satisfied that during the last rs of his life he was continually struggling to 
pay his debts and provide for his family.” 

Samuel B. Locke, of Boston, Mass., testifies: 

“Knew the late John N. Devereux from 1855 to the date of his death, 1881; well 
acquainted with his financial standing; know that at no time in that period was 
he able to pay his debts; frequently lent him money to pay his notes. All the 
property he represented was mortgaged for more than its value, leaving at his 
demise not one dollar.” 

A letter of claimant, November 26, 1883, to Hon. H. M. Teller, Secretary of the 
Interior, is filed, in which she says: 

“My only son gave his young life to his country, and that country A able 
to aid me his mother, why don't they do so? Had they leſt me my son ould 
not in my old be left in this condition asking aid and receiving none.” 

Since the death of her husband, in order to exist, she has sold articles of her 
household furniture—things, as she says, they were a life-time 9 

In view of all the evidence submitted your committee are of opinion this 
mother, who is now sixty-five years of age, e with no one to aid in her su 

rt, should be = upon the pension-rol! the few remaining years of her life, 

lieving that the Government deprived her of her son, killed in battle at the 
tender age of nineteen to whom had he been spared she could have looked 
for that partial mance now asks from the Government. They therefore 
recommend the of the accompanying bill, with the following amend- 
ments: Insert in the title between the word Jane and the word Devereux” 
the letter W.;“ also in the fourth line of the bill the same amendment, so it 
shall read Jane W. Devereux.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY ANN MURPHY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4538) 
granting a pension to Mary Ann Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to date from October 23, 1863, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, thename of Ann 
Murphy, widow of John Murphy, deceased, u landsman on the United States 
steamer Rhode Island, who died October 23, 1863, on account of disease contracted 


in line of duty in the naval service of the United States. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “ to date from October 23, 1863,” 

In line 8 strike out “on” and insert in.“ 

After the words United States,” in line 8, strike out the words “steamer 
Rhode Island, who died October 23, 1863, on account of disease contracted in the 
line of duty in the naval service of the United States“ and insert Navy; so 
that the bill will read: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of —— Ann Murphy, widow of John 
Murphy, d „late a landsman in the Unit States Navy. 


cient means for her 
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Murphy is the widow of John M eee 

Un — Navy, United States died in service 
at the naval hospital, Philadelphia, October 23, 1863, of “ascites.” He 

November She made application fora pension oN ovember 14, 1863, which 
8, 1871, dsman’s did not 


was rejected ber because lan: fatal illness 
Inline of duty, claimed to be established by affidavit of Dr. Webber, United States 


m of that vessel. 


the liberty. 
I was told by himself, or his mates, I 3 which, . he became 8 


and sìl . very short time, fro 

one to four days, his sickn “Tis lo that the hot climate 
and his labors Te die five rocen I was told he did flreman's duty, but have no 
recollection of that) predisposed ion $0 thie eltnek: and rendesed ts maxe parely 


A8 against this vague remembrance and hearsa 


8 drunkenness 
of sailor, which seems to have been the point 


disallowance by the pot 2 —— 


Office, appears the evidence of Lemuel Pope, acting master’s mate, and several 
9 as follows: 

“Quite Aparan of the fireman and coal-heavers were used up the 
sive heat and hard work in the fire-room. That M y, when he came off 


1863; 3 — — 1 or overstaid his —.— 
charge e laun off liberty men. 
were drunk and wh: Tee their liberty, having had to go and hunt them 
. — Know that Murphy was not drunk nor overstaid his * 
illiam Sutherland, seaman, John Fitzgerald, 
landsman, corroborate the tof Mate Pope 
at the time of liberty at Saint Thomas; that some it tes of the crew did 
icated, but that Murphy did not. Fitzgerald, who was associated in 
the fire-room, says he knows he was complaining from sickness for some time 
onre 2 8 at Saint Thomas, from the effects of the heat and hard 
— riere oo eine ee d laid out all night he would have 
sein t, companion e fire-room. 
John Howard certifies 
“We had no rain orstorm when we had liberty at Saint Thomas; the weather 
was pleasant.” 
William Sutherland testifies: 
Remember M y's going ashore, saw him when he returned on board; he 
paaa paper bag in arms; was sober, free from intoxication, and I did not 
he was drunk, and do not —.— he was; — two men came on board 
intoxicated. The men were not allowed to sleep in the streets; tha soldiers 
would havetaken them to the barracks., Iwas 3 of the fore-top; previous 
to this liberty, to my knowl „said 5 in the flre- room; was taken 
sick; he went on sick-list, an after this time. Most of the men 
were sick on that cruise. There were two John Murphys on board then. Ire- 
— this one, John Murphy, second; I took him in a boat; was one of the 


sick-list, did duty on deck; 22 
io 2 , for I had 


ds that carried him on board the Ticonderoga; he was was 
say or four weeks after liberty at Saint Thomas.” 

s against the hearsay evidence of Su m Webber, we 9 positive 

ev rion of the attesting witn suffi t to establish the fact, that John 


esses, 
iS wrt not drunk when on liberty at Saint Thomas, in any court in the 
ni 
Your committee believe an injustice has been done this claimant in the rejec- 
tion of the claim, and they therefore recommend passage of the accompanying 
bill as amended. 
to. 


Theamendments reported by the committee were agreed 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the Sica with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WALTER S. HAYNES. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1113) 


ing a pension to Walter S. Haynes. 
The will was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and instructed to place the name of Walter 8. Haynes, late a private in 
Company F, Thirty-sixth . Volunteers, on the pension: roll, subject 
to the provisions and oe imitations of the pension laws. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 4, the word “ place ” and insert e eee 
In line 6 strike out the words on the pension-roll. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was as follows: 


Bh rig oA S. Haynes enlisted pein 6, 1862, in Soares F, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
— usetts Volunteers, and was discharged for . September 

23, 1863. He cores fora nate, which —— . Sune — 

No. 29637. He alleged in 
“That on or about July he wae 1 = malarial TA followed 
by chills and fever. Soon after an abscess a pon his right hip and an- 
other upon his rigħt groin, producing great swelling ‘ot th the abdomen and lower 
im 


He was first pensioned at $8 per month, which was afterward reduced to $5, 
and then to $H month, at which rate he was last paid March 4, 1870, at which 
time he was drop] from the roll, as the result of an examination during which 
he admitted to the examining surgeon that he had “ slight swelling of the ankles 
— see. Ile fileda claim for restoration 5 —.— —. ſor 8 


rheumatism, w was y rejected ber 16, 1 
polson lag ani disability from malarial poisoning since filing of claim „prior to 
which the papers were returned to the ¢ chief of the board of review with the fol- 
lowing indorsement from the chief of the eastern division : 
“Tam of opinion that the grounds of rejection on this claim for restoration are 
nottenable. Aside from the alleged admission of claimant the proof of sound- 
ness is all sufficient.” 

The evidence in 8 claim is certainly of the strongest character as 
to the incurrence of the disabilities, and the on of the claim seems to have 
been based almost wholly upon the honest 888 of claimant as to fa — 
swelling of ankles before service, which is not an uncommon occurrence in 
case of people whose business, similar to claimant's (grocery), required constant 
standing for long hours. 

Jobn e D., family physician from 1559 to 1862, testifies to claimant's 
soundness =e to enlistment, and that if he was not sound he should hate 
known it. o recollection of ever hav treated him for reser ted cause. 

William F. Draper, captain of claimant's compan: 

“That when encamped at Newport News, Va. 33 contracted rheuma- 
tism, on account of whieh he was excused from duty, and was under treatment 
in hospital for same; never able to perform regular duty until he was dis- 


e eee SANDER, ho detached hospital 
. News, V. ving mee hich 
was beech ater 
ows, Va a pavy snow rm, w! 


broke down many of the hospital sufferi 
from rhe! the case be conf Ga tan ek caer ee 
J.P. latesurgeon ofthe -sixih Massachusetts Volunteers, testifies 


“Soldier was under my treatment for rheumatism during the carly part of 

1863, for a number of months, ei ifs disease was contracted tn the „and 

was contracted in the line 

by me or one of my assistants.” 
certifies that— 


his ; have seen him 
The certificate of disability for his d says: Prostration following 
m malarial disease a totes oe locomotion.” 
certifies from 1864 to 1872: 

“Saw him —.— day or so, being 1 knew he was sufferin 
heumatism,and conversed with him frequently in regard to h 
1878, attended him professionally for an attack of subacute 
rheumatism, y affecting hands and lower extremities: that these are dis- 
torted by the —— to such an extent as to inca tate him from earnin: = 

W 5 and he always will be, in my opinion; the d was contracted in 

rm: 
E. N. Whitten, M. D., says: 
Ein 1870 treated claimant for articular rheumatism, chiefly 555 
e 


from 


tremities, from which he continued to — and is now (1881) suffering; my 
opinion is that the 1 is 

rags Witherle, — gone — Fel Massachusetts general hospital, 
ce 

“Claimant had the middle toe of his left foot amputated at this hospital for a 
— deformity, apparently the result of rheumatic inflammation in the 

nt.” 

The reports of m examiuin rapra berrie iey nded, 

John G. Metcalf, M. D., 1 S Tase ys, September 4, 1 185 


1869: 

Right knee swollen and inful. * Lane by rheumatism; find him 
with articular rheumatism of the N of both upper and lower ex- 
tremities, at times interfering with hi ; in my opinion present 
rheumatism had its origin in ori, A 

Dr. Ormand Martin, 1870, testifies 

He has no disability from intermittent fever,and none from abscesses of hip 
joint; he is Arae disabled from rheumatism; he has bad swelling of right ankle 
and knee; that e says he has been ve lame since his discha ; he now has 
large deformed joints o of fight hand and is feeble n have no doubt 
he is very lame in right leg and shoulder; he admits hi ad slight swelling of 
his ankles before entering the Army; his disability is total.” 

The 2 8 board at Boston, Mass., February 9, 1881, say: 


We find him is has reo sufferer from chronic rheu Left foot is 
badly . and he recently had a toe amputated on account of the pain 
the pressure of together occasioned ; his foet and ankles are badly swol- 
len, though 8 Lepr eg much better — at times; his heart-sounds are 


weak an Rater and though we get 1 we incline to believe he has 
15 hi = Bert os toe Sit ass, Jan isi 2 a penny mes nt their ti 

e heg ge we anuary 4, 4 ve spent their time 
n wind ap to how he ee a 


super- 
y proper examination was ever made, as follows: 
We tind no tonit intieed or deformity of any joint * of the two great 
tary. Heart normal, e rate for rheuma- 
The claimant does not suffer from the disability for 
ginally pensioned, nor from rheumatism, and is not entitled to 
restoration or renewal or any rating. 

The board of surgeons at Salem, , under date of June 18, 1885, find him, 
after a — eng most thorough examination, led from causes alleged, an 
regener oy that — restored to the roll, aggregating his disabilities at third 
grade, r mont 

The reviewer of all this evidence sums up 


his report as follows: 
It is evident that 1 2 —— deseri, Pe disability did not cover the real 


cause of the disability, the abscesses which appear to have resulted from rheuma- 
„und that the n was paid for rheumatism as peers Rene the pene 
cates of examination therefor. I think certificate shoul reissued to correct 


description ofdisability, and to restore from date of last payment at $4 per month, 
and increased to $8 from August, 1870, and $18 from February 9, 1881, for rheuma 
tism and results.“ 

Your committee are of opinion that all the evidence in the case tendsstrongly 
to prove incurrence of N in the service. That he wasa hearty, robust 
man when he enlisted is el y proven from his family physician testifying 
that he never treated him for any cause. The evidence in service shows con- 
clusively in his favor as contracting disability, and all the evidence since service 
shows he has been a constant 2 th m. Wetherefore recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill as amended. Strike out the words “on the 
pension-xoll“ in the Ack line w the bill; strike out, also, the word * place” in 
the fourth line and substitute therefor the words “restore to the pension-roll.”” 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN P. BRINEGAR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4116) 
creasing the pension of John P. Brinegar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit re. Ce., That the — of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the mof John P. Brinegar, late a corporal 
of Company E, Fourth Regiment of uucky Volunteers, to $50 per month (cer- 
tificate numbered 114767). 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out “ fifty” and insert “forty.” 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is = Sima 


4116) increasing the pension of John P. — Bonny submit the . en 
e find that 1 enlisted August 


uga, T19, 1863, he received a gunshot. vond in his rightside, 
for maries he was granted a pension November, 1871, at the rate 4 — month. 
This pension has sine been increased as the disability lhe isnow 
receiving $24, the injury being rated as equivalent to the loss of a a hand. 


in 
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Dr. D. M. testifies February 10, 1886 

“Thereby that I have this da examined John P. Brinegar and find an 
extensive necrosis of the crestof the 3 g ichorous pus 
through three tortuous sinuses, one in front of the ileum, one 3 back 
bone, and one near the posterior extremity of the ileum. I have treated him at 
various times during the past twelve years, and removed several of dead 
bone. The discharge has been continuous since I first treated 9 very 


and discharge more copiously. "Ti is and has been for past twelve 7 years 
on are unfit to perform 88 except at the risk of his life, and from 
the situation of t sinuses at the back he is not able to wash and dress them as 
as ae without the aid of an 5 


d corxo above, adding: 
“That the wound is so situated as to make it impossible for 8 
cleanse and dress it properly, ee eee e the services of a nurse or 


other person. After a I feel warranted in sying that 58 


above described greatly nr ae ibe life of the patient fro 
. fo the abdominal cavity. He is a contin 5 


ich requires the constant aid and attention of Feared m. In many re- 
specs the condition of the man is much worse than that of a hel — ytie 
would be. He is a constant sufferer, pi betel a portion of thet atten- 
tion of another, and with a disease so 0 ive as to partially exeliade him from 
the society of friends and ere with no pein hope of recovery and un- 
certain as to what moment eer may come, and with the certainty that any 
sudden or violent exercise on his part will surely hasten it. 

Your committee recommend cae eae» dre the bill with an amendment strik- 

ing out “ fifty” in line 6 and i * v.“ 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


J. FRANCIS HOPPER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4918) 
granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper. 
Rss, bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
therined and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 6 and 


limitations of the pension la the name of J. Francis Hoppe; ate captain of 
Company C, Sixth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a grec atthe 
rate of $20 per month, to take effect from and after the date of his discharge. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out the words and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month, to take effect from and after the date of his discharge.“ 


e report (by Mr. MORRILL) was as follows: 


e Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
aia 18) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper, submit the followin; rt: 
t enlisted June 22, 1861, in Company C, Sixth Missouri Cavalry; was 
promoted to lieutenant December 28, 1861, and to captain February 16, 1962, and 
ed November 17, 1862, on account of ill-heal He made e application for 
pension July, 1884, alleging injury to ribs of left deb horse falling and effects 
of fever, rheumatism, and heart disease. This was rejected on the ground that 
no pensionable ility had existed since filing. ‘The medical board of exam- 
at Leavenworth report him one-fourth disabled; no other examination is 
shown. Capt. J. C. De Gress, United States Cavalry, testifies : 
That Captain Hopper, on the march from Balesville to Helena, Ark., in 1862, 
was attacked with fever, the result of malarial influences and exposure, where- 
he became wholly unfitted for duty, He suffered from this at time 


resignation. 

He knows these facts from having served in the same regiment with him 
and having been instrumental in getting his pen 1 accepted. He wasalso 
ee, acquainted with claimant from 15, 1862, until his resignation 

accepted. At the time his resignation was accepted leave of absence could 
Sotho at obtained, and his condition was such that he had to resign or die. He 
could not have survived if he had remained at Helena, Ark. He was utterly 
used up with fever and rheumatism, and the surgeons gave him no hope of re- 
oy riser Eoy 3 of climate.” 
Burke testifies: 

* am ee acquainted with the above-named claimant, having known 
him intimately since January, 1561. We are both wendy ar r editors by profes- 
sion, and worked ther in the same office at Council Bluffs, Tane aa Leav- 
enworth, Kans. Atthe time I first knew claimant, and at enlistment at Council 


August, 1862, he Ne to o Conall Bluffs on sick leave as captain of the Sixth 
Missouri 8 Dav been promoted from the ranks, At that time he was 
suffering from bo: or swamp feverand rhe 
man. ee eter ur OS tee ea 
that he feared Hopper W en letely broken down, 
January, 1863, he again returned to Council Bi 3. e was much iata 
and broken down by disease. I have known hin ever since, and know that by 
reason of said disease he has been unable to earn his living by manual labor. 

William Hickman, a comrade, testifies as to injury by 15 and of his hav- 
ing rheumatism in service. Claimant states under oath that he was treated by 
Dr. M. W. Robbins, surgeon of the regiment, and by a resident 3 by or- 
der of Dr. Robbins; that in 1872 and 1878 he was treated by Dr. Davis, whom he 
is unable to find; the disease has continued ever since discharge, and by 
reason of it he was obliged to 8 his work as printer. 

The evidence seems un ly clear, definite, and strong. Of its incurrence 
in the service there can be no doubt. "The amount of pension will be decided 
by the examining surgeons who may hereafter examine him. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment strik- 
ing out all after the word “cavalry.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SILAS S. WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1398) 
to grant a pension to Silas S. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, Se., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


in Company G, Seventy pension-roll the name of Silas S. White, late a private 


in Com eee Regiment of New York Volunteers, ject to 
the con limitations of the pension laws. 

The report pai Mr. HON) was as follows: 

eri Committee on Invalid Pe: to w Se po (H. R. 


whom was referred 
to grant a on to Silas Swi White, submit the followin. DE 2 852 
„ yp been mant served from A April, 3 1 ial in Company K, 
try, and from November 21, 1861, to 
oe wd. N e New York 8 


July, 1876, he applied for a pension, al en to back by falling of asand- 
carried by a comrade while tate 15 cations before Yorktown, Va. 
The records in the War Department show he was 


he - MIrEOORA 
certificate October 2, 1862, on account of an injury to the back caused by the 
fall of a each Jor him at Yorktown. He is unable to assume the erect posi- 
tion.” harged at the New York City Hospital, where he was treated, 
but can not give the names of the surgeons. 

Two comrades of claimant testify in the case, Jerome Hewitt and John Thorn- 
ton. Hewitt says that he served in the Army of the United States in the war of 
1861 in same company with claimant; that their company was employed in 1862 
in fortifying in front of the enemy at ‘Yorktown. Knew White before he went 
into the Army; he wasa hearty man. Know that claimant was injured there 
at Yorktown in line of duty, and that he went to the hospital, and that he went 
home on furlough on account of his injuries rendering him unfit lab ber service. 
Knew claimant after his discharge from the Army; li near neighbor to him, 
and he was not able to work much for about two years after he came home; 
could not do more than one-third as much work as before, 

Comrade Thornton testifies substantially the same, and adds that he (Thorn- 
ton) was sent with claimant to the hospital at Annapolis, Md., and from there 


paene 
month. They n for their regiment, and got to New York city, 
2 th Acne ray tc and treated by Dr. Vanderbilt for about six weeks, 
an en 

The report * Sugcon-General’ s Office shows claimant entered the hospital 

ork August 20, 1862, and was discharged therefrom October 6, 1862. 
—.— claimant his condition is shown by neighbors who knew 
him, both in New York and in Nebraska, to be that of one suffering from some 
affection of his back, and unable to do much, if any, work; as some say, who 
knew him before his enlistment, not more than one-third as much labor since 
service as before,” which claimant always claimed resulted from the injury re- 
ceived at Yorktown. 

Dr. J. L. Gand, of Humboldt, Nebr., testified,in 1881, to having known claim- 
= over pig poche years, and has been consulted at different times about his health, 

ysis of the arms and ae rtof the back, which 

rece pdt pe tore e urethra and bladder. n unable to perform 

manual labor for eight years. His wife is er e to help him dress and un- 

irian ea deponent considers his disease permanent. Deponent thinks his 
disabilities result from injuries of the spine, which cause the paralysis, 

The medical examiner at Falls City, Nebr., in 1878, reports claimant totally 
disabled. February 9, 1886, Drs. Cox and Williamson, Of E umboldt, Nebr., made 
an examination of claimant and oy . 

“Find blind piles,which bleed often on defecation ; Le prolapsus of rectum 
of an inch in leny at rest; soreness of n es, and great tender- 
ness in region of eys and lumbar muscles; FHN in defecation and in 
urinating, with retention at times; indication of diseased condition of kidneys; 
is unable to perform manual labor for a livelihood; with a disability of three- 
fourths times at least. This disability reaches back through a period of ten 

years’ personal . on the part of Dr. J. G. Cox and five years on the 
part of D Dr. A. L. Williamson.” 
is soldier is now over seventy years of age, unable to perform any manual 
ber, and without any means of support. He served his country faithfully as a 
soldier for six years. country ought to provide for him for the few . 
years that he wlil live. 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


NIRA D. GWYNNE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1361) 

nting a pension to Niva D. Gwynne. 

The bill was read, as ſollows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
on the pension-roll the name Niva D. Gwynne, widow of the late N. M. L. 
Gwynne, a private in Company H, Thirteenth ment Ohio Cavalry, and that 
we peed pala a pension of dollars a month from and after the passage of 

is 

The amendments reported by the Committee were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out“ Niva ” and insert “Nira.” 

At the end of the bill strike out the words and that she be allowed a pension 
of $50 a month from and after the passage of this act and insert subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I desire to suggest a formalamendment 
to insert, i in line 5, in lieu of N. M. L. Gwynne,“ the full name of the 


soldier “Nathaniel McLean Gwynne.“ 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment will be 
to. 


There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendments submitted by the committee. This bill as originally in- 
troduced proposed to place the name of this widow upon the pension- 
roll and allow her $50a month. In lieu of that portion of the amend- 
ment of the committee which proposes to insert the words subject to 
the conditions and limitations of the pension laws’’ I move to insert 
and that she be paid a pension of $24 a month during her natural 
life, so long as she remains the widow of said Nathaniel McLean 
Gwynne.“ 

Mr. Chairman, I am reluctant to suggest an amendment which seems 
to be in opposition to the fixed rule of the House as to granting pen- 
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sions to widows of deceased soldiers. But, sir, I recognize the fact that 
there are exceptional cases; that there are cases which when the facts 
are known require possibly a departure even from this fixed, and I 
have no hesitancy in saying wise, rule adopted by this House. 

This soldier entered the service a mere lad as a private in the Thir- 


teenth Ohio Cavalry. He went through the trials and hardships of the 
war until disabled July 30, 1864, when he was severely wounded at the 
battle of Petersburg. What Ishall state of the heroic conduct of Na- 
thaniel McLean Gwynne is no fancy picture. In that engagement his 
regiment lost theircolors. Boy that he was, he rushed to the very teeth 
of the guns of the enemy and rescued the colors. As he was returning 
with them to his regiment a ball nearly severed his left arm from the 
shoulder; another minie-ball pierced his knee; but still he clung to the 
staff of the flag with his right hand, and with its folds in his teeth he 
carried it back to his regiment. They seized and embraced him as 
brave men naturally would a young man under such circumstances. 
a this conduct the Congress of the United States voted him a medal 
onor. 

He has left a widow and a boy; and I say such an example of heroism, 
of distinguished bravery, entitles his widow and boy to recognition 
now that the soldier is dead. 

We have said, sir, in language as strong as it could be made that we 
would provide not only for him who has borne the battle but for his 
widow and his orphan; and as the Congress of this nation recognized 
the distinguished bravery of this soldier, let us say to this boy to-day 
in his home in Missouri, Thus has the Congress of your country re- 
warded you and your mother for the distinguished heroism of your 
father; tread you in his tracks. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a case that appealed for 
special action—for a departure from the general rule we have adopted 
with reference to pensions—this is that case. I submit it. 

Mr. BRADY. I would like to hear the report read. 

A MEMBER. What ion did the soldier receive? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to say that this distinguished 
soldier—and I use the word distinguished understandingly, for it is 
the acts of such men that render the fame of a Grant or a Sherman a 
possibility in a nation like ours—drew a pension of $24 a month from 
1866 to the time of his death, about a year since. My amendment pro- 
poses merely to allow to this widow the same pension which the Gov- 
ernment gave her husband during his lifetime. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report, the reading be- 
ing called for by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BRADY]. After 
rý 170 the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

ATSON J. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1361) giving a pension to Nira D. 5 the following report: 

e find the claimant is the widow of Nat. M. Gwynne, who enlisted May 10, 
1864, in Company H, Thirteenth ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and was hon- 
orably March 21, 1865; in the assault on Petersburg, Va., his left 
arm was 80 ly shattered that an immediate amputation was necessary. He 
also received a wound at the same time in his knee. For this he received a pen- 
sion until his death, January 6, 1883. His widow filed her application for a - 
sion, a A he died from the effects of nervous prostration, as a tof 

She is unable to show that the wounds were the direct and im- 
mediate cause of his death, and consequently can not receive a pension through 
the Department. The evidence is very strong that the sol s death was 
result of his injuries received in th 

Dr. Joshua Thorne testifies: 


I was consulted professionally by Nathaniel L. M. Gwynne about ten years 
ago,and on several occasions ard up to about three “vs before his death, 


e service, 


in Jan „1883. When I first saw him I found extreme esia of the 
left shoulder and of the cervical spine, with severe pains in the shoulder, neck, 
and h I found that the aforesaid pains p ed from of the nerves 


of the arm, and resulted from the gunshot wound for which the arm had been 


for some time before death severe neuralgia of the 
found. About three days before death I saw the ent and found pains in the 
brainial plexus, in spine,and head, and cramps in stomach and partial mania. 
I never saw him after.” 

Robert L. Wood, one of the most learned and able physicians of Missouri, 


Bays: 

did not treat Mr. Gwynne for his malady at any time, and I can only speak 
of his condition as a personal associate. His arm was amputated about 3 inches 
below the shoulder joint, if I am not mistaken. The injury, which necessitated 
the amputation of the arm, was so severe that it shattered the bone terribly. 
The plexus of nerves supplying the arm was literally torn N In conse- 
quence of the fracture it was next to impossible to obtain a healthy stump. The 
end of the arm bone (humerus) was necrosed. As a result of the serious injury 
of the nerves to the arm the shoulder wasted away, the shoulder- blade and end 
of the collar-bone standing out very prominently (muscular atrophy). The 
stump of the amputated arm was quite often in a state of suppuration. Mr. 
Gwynne also ved a wound in the knee, This knee constantly suppurated. 
Beyond a questionable doubt the deceased arm-stump and the necrosed knee 
were the ca direct and indirect, of his death.” 

a member of this House, 


In a letter tothe committee 
speaks of the distin ed ces of the soldier as follows: 
years I was intimately acquainted with 


. WILLIAM WA 


guish 

Permit me to state that for many 
Mr. ad Gages He lost his arm at Petersburg July 30, 1864; at the same time he 
recei a gunshot wound in the knee. For two years before his death I was, 
through business connected with the Grand Army of the Republic, in company 
with deceased nearly ev day. He was a great sufferer from his wounds. 
that in the knee being a sore. Time and time again he has told me o 
his sufferings from these woun His nervous system was broken down, 80 
much so that at times he had no more control over himself than a child, He 


often said to me that he knew his injuries would cause his death, yet if he had 
his life to live over again, if his country needed his services, he would cheer- 
— give them, even with the absolute knowledge that he would be thus mau- 


This I believe, for no braver man than Gwynne ever entered the Army. As 
a beardless soldier-boy, on July 30, 1864, he daringly rescued the flag of his 
country from the very jaws of the enemy’s guns; in returing with it to his reg- 
iment his arm was almost torn from its shoulder, but he held on to the flag, re- 
turning it to the Union line baptized with his blood. For his heroie conduct on 
that day he received one of the few gold medals which Congress ordered to be 
presented for distinguished bravery on the battlefield. I do not entertain a 
doubt that but for his wounds he would have been alive and well to-day. He 
has lefta wife and one child, a boy, in destitute circumstances; let them realize 
the fact that the country remembers one of its bravest defenders in providing 
for his widow and orphan,” 

It seems reasonabie to assume that his death was the direct result of his mili- 
tary service. Believing it to be the duty of the Government to provide for this 
widow and her helpless child, your committee recommend the W 2 of the 
bill, with an amendment striking out all after the word “cavalry,” in line 6, 
and inserting “subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad that the gentleman from 
Missouri has placed on the record of this Government, both by the 
letters of the gentleman who madethis report as well as his timely and 
eloquent speech this evening, the heroic deeds of this soldier. That 
is well. Iam glad, too, the Congress of the United States thought fit 
to give him a gold medal on account of his heroism in battle. But 
this question, Mr. Chairman, of giving a pension to this widow larger 
than has been allowed to the widows of other soldiers who rendered per- 
haps equally as braveand heroic service—for there were certainly some 
who did that in the many engagements of the war—to give her more 
than others are drawing, and especially when she must come here to 
get a pension at all, to ask the favor of Congress, I think would not be 
right. It would be establishing a precedent for thousands of applica- 
tions, based upon the special service and the special heroism of the sol- 
dier, asking that his widow should bepensioned. Why, it is not only 
the rule of Congress in relation to special cases, but it is the law itself, 
that all persons of the same rank shall receive the same pension. That 
is the law. The law makes no distincton. It can not afford to do so, 
because when you come to measure these things by individual cases 
you do necessarily much greater injustice than if you allow that well- 
established rule to prevail of giving the same pension to soldiers of the 
same class and rank. 

So I insist, Mr. Chairman, we can not safely, notwithstanding the 
eloquent speech of the gentleman from Missouri, enter upon this pre- 
cedent in this case. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to add just a word to what 
has been so well and eloquently said by my colleague from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER]. Mr. Chairman, I knew this soldier after the war. I 
say in neither army during the late strife was there a more distin- 
guished, knightly, or chivalrous soldier than the man whose widow to- 
night asks at our hands this pension of $24 a month. 

Mr. Gwynne was one of the soldiers who fought from 1861 to 1865, 
and when the war was over he gave all the energies of his nature and 
all the aspirations of his heart to build up the waste places and to re- 
store real and genuine fraternal feeling between the different sections 
of this country. I hope sincerely in this case, and for the reasons so 
eloquently stated by my friend, the House will accede to the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague and allow the widow of this soldier $24 
a month, 

I fully sympathize with the point made by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Matson], and if I 
thought it might be a precedent for thousands of other claims, as he 
seems to apprehend, I would not press it upon the attention of the House, 
but when it is such a distinguished case and so peculiarly meritorious, I 
do hope the committee will see the propriety of adopting the amend- 
ment submitted by my colleague. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make only one suggestion. 
After izing the valor that has been attributed to this soldier, which 
I do with great pleasure, giving it all the weightit should have in our 
deliberations here, I wish simply to make this suggestion, that out of 
the thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers who lost their lives 
and never returned to home or family or friends, and whose widows 
now get a pension, whether, when they have been valorous enough to 
give their lives to the country, it is judicious now to make an exception 
because of more conspicuous, not greater, but more conspicuous valor 
on the part of this soldier, whether we should tax the widows and or- 
phans of those who lost their lives to increase this pension above what 
is received by those whose husband’s lives were lost on the battlefield. 
That is all the suggestion I have to make. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not wish to be placed in the atti- 
tude I would ask a pension of $24 a month for this widow if it jeopard- 
ized the claim of any other widow in o sos seared ute Re be 
pension, or if it jeopardized the claim of any soldier who is entit 
a pension from this Government. I believe I would be doing injustice 
to the memory of my gallant comrade did I contend for anything of the 
kind on this floor. I present it simply as an exceptional case of a man 
no more brave perhaps than thousands and tens of thousands of men 
who marched to the front and gave the greatest evidence of devotion & 
man can give to his country, his life, no more, but still this case does 


rise above those in this one distinguished act of gallantry and bravery. 
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I might say, perhaps it would not be proper here, and I do not wish any 
discussion outside, that I hope yet to see the time when an American 
citizen will blush that any man who defended that flag in the hour of 
the country’s danger is an inmate of an almshouse in any part of the 


country. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, there certainly is no 
member of this committee who will go further in voting pensions than 
I will, and I would willingly to-night vote for a bill granting a ion 
to the widow of every soldier of this country at the rate of $24 a month. 
I would go further, sir, and vote to pension every man who served his 
country faithfully in the Army and the widow of every soldier of the 
country who died either on the battlefield or from the effects of wounds 
or of the war. I would pension the widows of such soldiers, whether 
the death of the soldier resulted from the effects of wounds or not. But 
to take out one exceptional case, the case here of the widow of one sol- 
dier who did one brave act, and make that a subject for Congressional 
generosity, when there are thousands of others just as much entitled to 
the increase, I do not think would be fair. I do not think it is right. 
There are thousands of men in the country to-day who are disabled by 
the war and unable to secure a pension at all upon some mere techni- 
cality of the pension law. There are hundreds of widows of soldiers 

y who are unable to secure a pension because they can not prove 
that their husbands died from the effects of wounds received or of dis- 
ease contracted while in the service—thousands of them. 

This is one of those cases where the widow was unable to obtain the 
pension through the Department because her proof failed to comply 
with the technical requirements of the law, by showing that he died 
from the effects of wounds. She comes here now asking a pension at 
the hands of this Congress. 

That pension I am willing to grant; but to go beyond that and give 
a pension of $24 a month, when other widows are getting but $8, as 
the law now stands, is not right or fair to them. I am always willing 
to acknowledgeand reward brave acts, but this is merely one of many. 
There are many soldiers who have done as brave or even braver acts 
than that, not only by risking their lives to rescue a flag from the enemy, 
but who have risked their lives and been wounded on perilous expedi- 
tions where their effort was to save a whole command, where a man 
risked his life and became wounded and maimed not to save a flag alone, 
but a regiment or a brigade, and where he threw his life into the breach 
to save the lives of his comrades. 

I say such a man is as much entitled to honor as this man; and the 
principle that this amendment would involve is not a correct one. I 

ve been opposed and sm now opposed to making a distinction between 
the wee of soldiers of any rank. I have opposed that on this floor 
heretofore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY., I wish to ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
the Congress of the United States itself ized the exceptional 
character of this case and made it a very special exception by voting 
this soldier a medal for his distinguished valor ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, ofIndiana. Thatmaybeverytrue. Co may 
be willing to reward the heroic soldier for one heroic act by giving hima 
medal of honor as a distinguished mark for some peculiar act of bravery, 
but that distinction does not go to the extent of saying that there are not 
thousands of others who are just as much entitled toa medal as he. Men 
are soldiers, Mr. Chairman, because they love the Government. They 
enlist for the purpose of defending the flag they love; and to pick out 
the widow of one soldier and say to her that because your husband did 
one valorous act, one heroic deed, we will put you in a condition to live 
in ease and comfort, although you married this man after he got out of 
the service, after he was wounded, after he performed the act, while you 
did not have to endure any of the hardships this other poor woman did 
who sent her husband out in the beginning of the war, who was deprived 
of his association and care during the war, and he laid his life down u 
the battlefield. We give that poor woman $8, while we give you 
I say the principle is not right. It isa distinction between persons w. 
there is no reason or excuse for it. One man went to risk his life and 
save his country just as well as the other did. 

Mr. MCKENNA, Will the gentleman from Indiana permit a sug- 

ion ? 7 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Let me draw the sani of the gentleman from 
Indiana to the circumstances surrounding thiscase. Does henotknow 
from the description of the service of this soldier that he served in the 
war from 1861 to the end of it; and no doubt exists that he performed 
the act of gallantry of which the gentleman on my right [Mr. WAR- 
NER, of Missouri] has spoken? The widows of other soldiers are en- 
titled to penons, but the soldier in this case performed this conspicu- 
ous act of gallantry, which his other comrades did not dare to do, and 
put himself within the range ofevery rifle in the hands of the enemies 
who were in view ofhim. He risked every danger. Does not that make 
him conspicuous in his gallantry? Does not that make a distinction in 
his favor, and place him upon a different footing, and that heshould be 
rewarded and his widow should be pensioned accordingly? 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, I will play the Yankee’? 
with the gentleman, and answer his — by asking another. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Do not attempt to play the Yankee with a Cali- 
— for you will get beat every ine 11 e 1 

JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If he performed this service before 
ion wa married to this woman and while a mere boy, for she afterward 
married him, and the Government pensioned him at $24a month, what 

right does she now have to come here and get a higher on than 
the widows of other soldiers who gave their husbands’ lives for their 
country? 
Mr. MCKENNA. Let me suggest that the gentlemen who have op- 
posed this proposition all have said this was a meritorious case and the 
lady deserved the pension, but they object to it because they say some 
other lady who has not got it deserves it equally well. I suggest that 
when that other lady comes possessing the like merit we can then ex- 
tend to her the like reward. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. That is California. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The gentleman from California does 
not state my proposition correctly. Ido not say that this lady is en- 
titled to any more than anybody else. Iam not putting it on the ground 
that somebody else will come up and ask a like pension. But I sayif 
a man is ordered to march up to the cannon’s mouth, and he does it in 
obedience to the order of the commanding officer and there stands till 
he is shot down, he is entitled to as much credit as the man who volun- 
tarily runs into danger when not ordered. 

There is many a man who has donea conspicuous and foolish act for 
which he has no right to be rewarded. I do not say this is one of them. 
But the man is to be rewarded who does his duty in the face of danger, 
and one man who stands up in the face of danger and risks his life is 
as much entitled to reward as another who does so. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Does not that obliterate all the distinctions of the 
pension law, and would it not give the soldier’s widow as much as the 
general’s widow ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Les, sir; and you are now coming 
right back to my proposition. I say the widow of the private soldier 
should have as much as the widow of the man who commanded his 
regiment. I say there should be no distinction. That is my proposi- 
tion, that it is unfair to make these distinctions; and if there is prece- 
dent for it, it is time we were stopping it and treating alike all men 
who served their Government from the same patriotic motives, and 
treating alike their widows and their children, not ma an aristoc- 
racy of the one and leaving the others to labor. Weshould treat them 
all alike with our pension laws and treat them so that the private 
soldier with the musket upon his shoulder and the knapsack upon his 
back will feel his Government honors him, and will stand by him the 
same as it stands by the man that is higher in rank. The knowledge 
that the Government will do that will make good citizens, good patri- 
ots, men willing to lay down their lives for their Government when 
they know that the Government feels that the man who treads the 
humble path of life is as good as the man who happens to have had 
rank thrown around him. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. On this bill I have simply this to say. It is reported 
by a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whose reports are 
creditable to him; and the way in which they have been treated by this 
House and the Committee of the Whole of this House show that he is 
ee as the equal of any member of that committee. 

is is a report that is presented by Major MORRILL, of Kansas. If 
there be any mistake that that gallant man makes in his reports to this 
House it is the mistake of erring on the safe side, on the side of economy. 
This report as presented by the gentleman from Kansas does not, I think, 
do to the soldier, or the widow of thesoldier, whom it is intended to bene- 
fit, the full justice to which she is entitled. I say that the soldier who 
took all the risks of the war, who went forth with his command, who 
was found ever in the front, who faced every phase of danger that it was 
possible for a soldier to find himself confronted with, and who in addi- 
tion to that went forth beyond and in front of his command and rescued 
from capture the colors of his ment or his company, valued as its 
standard of honor, is entitled to a little distinction above one that sim- 
ply stood in the ranks, 

So far as I am concerned I make noquestion that the widows of those 
who have given their lives or have periled their lives in behalf of their 
country should be placed upon the same footing. But I say do not 
give the higher rank the lower price, but let us raise them to the same 

imit. 

I remember a few evenings ago hearing the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON} who has just preceded me say that so 
far as he was concerned—and I understand he was a commissioned of- 
ficer in the Army—that between him and the private soldier he recog- 
nized no distinction. I will say to the gentleman that the law recog- 
nizes a distinction—the Government recognizes it. It recognizes it in 
the pay and the certificate and the check it paid to the honorable gen- 
tleman and the check and the pay it gave to the man who wore the 
blue without a strap or insignia that showed a rank beyond that of the 
private, but who waked at the call of the same bugle and marched at 
the same tap of the drum as he did. 
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Asa member of this Congress who comes from a State so far from 
here that the echo of war was scarcely heard within its borders, and 
that to-day receives less than any other State of the Union under the 
pension law, I wish to say she does not take a back seat behind any of 
the thirty-eight States in raising her voice on behalf of the widows of 
those who in the glorious cause. I say that we desire justice to be 
done to the widows of our brave soldiers, and are willing to recognize 
bravery wherever it may have been shown. 

As a member of the California delegation I most heartily second the 
remarks of my colleague [Mr. MCKENNA] and ask that the amend- 
ment be agreed to and that this bill be passed, so that this distinguished 
soldier, distinguished for his bravery, wounded in the arm, carried back 
to his command, but carried with the other arm and hand clasping the 
flag of his country, shall receive from this ition equal 
to that which he received from the one that sat here before and voted 
to him a medal such as has been voted to few, and so that his widow 
may be able to say, In his life he was honored, and in his death the 
Republic has proved gy not ungrateful. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested in the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by my colleague from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER], but I do not desire to occupy farther time in the dis- 
cussion of it, as there are other cases on cepa ere ve pen d. 
consideration. I therefore ask for a vote on the amendment, and I 
hope that it will prevail. 

A MEMBER. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “ subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension 
laws” and insert the words and that she be paid a of $24 a month dur- 
ee ee oe ree w of Nathaniel McLean 

wynne, 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 11; so the amend- 


ment was to. 
Mr. N E. Ido not think we can afford to let this bill pass in that 
form. We ought to treat all the widows alike. 


Mr. MATSON. Wait until it comes into the House. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FANNIE E. EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4426) 
for the relief of Fannie E. Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
ized and directed to on the pension-roll the name of Fannie E. Evans, 
widow of George S. late colonel of the Second — heap California Cav- 
alry,and pay her a pension of $30 — — commencing September 17, 
with such increase month for iidren as provided for 8 
pension law, sub to the provisions and limitations prescribed thereby. 


The report (by Mr. a a is as follows: 


, author- 


the Mexican war in 
Monterey and minor 
at the close of the war. 


which position 
— in 1862, and in 
1862, and jag we in the various ape 


and other places, Durin; 
on the 
Cap Dou 


Dr. Ro K. Rei 
— battles — Fort, Utah T. 


weapon ng him for further pe 
duties-and i arser iie aie 


resignation. 

Dr. I. S. Titus in a letter to Dr. Reid, dated January 29, 1884, states that he at- 
tended y sae 8 during ‘the l last Swelve pan ears of his gy ayi = 
account for man m were to diagnose during = 
life. Is satisfied that — of pemi sani pains of which he complained was in 
cident to unusual re eo of his truss necessary to keep the hernia reduced, 
and binding him the abdo: from any 


ph exertion or labor. This, connected with his tendency to kept 
up a certain stasis of circulation to a tendency of determination 0% tne t the blood 
the was an immediate factor in inducing his attack of cerebral apo- 


brain, 
plexy, from which his death resulted, 
This claim was rejected by the] Pension Office on November 17, 1854, upon the 
und that there was no connection as to cause and effect between the hernia 


Fa esate feo Evans did contractan jnourable disabili ty 
rvice, an degen, — for 2 that the physician who testifies to 
his death and who is of le character y diagnosed this 
case, and believing, as your committee 3 that the statements that the soldier 
died of celebral apo lexy, , Superinduced by the effects of bernia are true, your 
committee are clear! clearly opinion that the meritorious services of General 
and it is therefore re- 


during two wars merit some recognition from his — 
commended that the bill do pass after amending sam: stri! out all after 
word “ cavalry,” in line 6, and inserting the words 9 conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 


There 
ported to the 


no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ouse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY A. RIPLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5127) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Ripley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
di- 


tion, 

— r a asion of 8 
month during the oF a ii aAa ee: 
gin from the date of the passage a 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBEREY) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5 gran! Mary A Ripley was a voluntary nura „submit the following report: 
wasa 3 nurse in the Army of Potomac during 
the war eh the rebellion is shown conclusively by the numerous original passes 
among the papers in —.— case. 


„ which is sworn to, that she became a nurse upon the 
President Lincoln and Surgeon-General * The fol- 

lowing are tg tocar from letters of indorsement ered her pape 
Lieut. John J, Gosper, Wee Territory, 4 eo of her in the 


following: commendatory and earnest language: 
ve been uainted with Mrs. A. Ripley since the commencement 
of the i ate war, am conversant with the fact of her having given both time 


and money freely for the comfort = — sick = 3 in ine hospitals. 
Knowing of her excellent = rying times, and 
knowing further that she is in great need ‘ofthe smn y Stoel er 8 justly her duo 
from the United States, I most earnest] the passage of an act looking 
to the relief of this 5 — worthy 1 xc 

John 5. Poler, formerly recei and distributing buting agent New York Soldiers’ 
Relief Association, sa: 

“Tt affords me satisinction to tostate that with the sick and helplesg Mrs. R. was 
always for her uniform kindness and attention. Among the many hos- 
pitals w. I have met with Mrs. Ripley in the gg prema arn eee ee 
duties, I may name Falls Church, exandria, George’ 
several in and about this —— T have no hesitation in saying that I . = 
services were of Te value to the country at the time when faithful attendants 
were not plenty. 

General Rufus — yt 

Mrs. Ripley is one o those ladies who sacrificed much of personal comfort 
and means eo war in caring for our sick and wounded soldiers. I per- 
sonally know of humane efforts,and that they were of an importance en- 
titing her to some recognition now on the of the 8 

1 We at pleasure ee Nen. Br. Tip Alert of A Ales idri V. 

“Itake t n recommen Ts. eee a, Va., 
to the kind attention the officers and soldiers of the Army of the Potomac. 
Mrs. Ripley has rr this regiment 1 times curiae the Laat winter as 
an independent or of the Sanitary Commission. She fos brought with her 
sanitary supplies for See sick, and with her tender band and kind words of 
cheer has suothed and encouraged the pranie roaraa n 

In view of the foregoing and the additional that this person is now ad- 

in age, and in restricted pecuniary circumstances, your committee are 
of opinion that she boad be aS er the sion she asks for, and therefore 
recommend the of accompanying bill, with the following N 


© passage the 
ment: In line 6 of the bill strike out the word “ iwenty-five” and insert 
word “twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUISA WEITZEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2601) 
to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow of Godfrey Weitzel, 
late a major-general of volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, K., That the pension of 8 widow of Godfre: 
Weitzell, late a lieatenant-colonel se the Engineers, United States 


Corps of 
A d a majo: ted Stat lanteers, 
— 5 ser been —— 2 * 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3601) to increase the 8 of Louisa Weitzel, widow — Godfrey Weitzel, late 
a major-general of ited States Voluntee: . y report: 

He was graduated from the Military A moted to the grade of 
brevet second pee ea in the spa so of I July 1, 1855. 

the 1 ‘of the defenses of New 
Sony an as assistant professor of engi 
Barua States M 


‘f engineer ral Mite! 
4 ———ů— 2— the defense of Cincin 


cem Bon 1861; in command of reer ot and minersin defense of Wash- 

B. C., to February. as chief engineer on the staff 
of Major-General er (Department of the Gulf) Fi to August, 1862, 
being engaged in panel 2 and —.— of — Orleans April 30, 1862, and its 


boat Cotton Secret! 14, 1863, and in 
ofthe advance in 1 Banks's 

the com- 
of the enem 


May 27 to July 8, 1868, partic 

eaten 1887 3 Sabi Texas, ber, 1863, a 
gn . on ition to ne ptember, an 
the Western Louisiana cam Sov te December Aeon, s 


During the operations before Richmond, Va., he was in command of the Sec- 
ond Division of the Eighteenth Army Corps, May 2-29, 1864, and chief 55 
of the Army of the James, to September 30, 1864, being 1 
action at Swiſt's 8 May 9. — — — and co: near 
— 4 1864, and 3 the defenses of Hı 1 — 
ver, 


Bottom. 
He was in command of the Eighteenth Arm Corna (Army of Dia Jemes) Sap: 


ne 30 to December coe 130.5 being ng engaged Jn t r o f the assault upon 
‘ort Harrison aa oe assault — enemy’s lines on the 
Willimasbure and Nine Mile roads October 30, 


1886. 
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Promoted to the rank of major-general of volunteers November 17, 1864, hi 
served in command of the Twenty-fifth Army Corps December 3, 1864, to Feb- 
ruary 4, 1865; as second in command on the first expedition to Fort Fisher De- 
cembor 7-29, 1864; in command of all troops north of the A River 
during the ‘final operations against the aroy under Lee, March and 
April, 1865, he hav on of Ric mond April 3, 1855. a From April, 
1865, to February 4, 1856 he was in command of the District of the Rio Grande, 


Texas. 

Since the close of the war General Weitzel has served ei pr ye rre en- 
gineer of the constructien of Forts Knox and ; of thesurvey 
and improvement of the Falls of the Ohio River, August, 1805 te to July, 1882; of 
the survey and improvement of the Tennessee River, August, 1867, to Y, 1871; 5 
of the improvement of the Ohio River, ey! to September, 1569; pg the surve 
and 12 ee of the Cumberland and Wabash Rivers, Jul „1870. to April, 
1873 the survey of the French Broad River, July, 1870, to May, 1871; of the 
eleventh light-house district May, 1873. to May, 1878, and October, 1878. to July, 
1882; of the construction of the Saint Mary's Falls Canal and of various surveys 
and improvements of rivers and Lorie be in Eastern Michigan from May, 1873, to 
April, 1878, and 8 , 1882; of the management and repairs of 
the Louisville and Portland une, 1874. to July, 1882; of various surveys 
and improvements of rivers and 4 in Eastern Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
and New Jersey, and of the defenses in Delaware Bay and River, from August, 
n until the day of his death, 

From June, 1870, until December, 1883, General Weitzel was a member of 
many important boards of engineers u — the improvements of harbors and 
rivers, the location and construction o! 

the plans and locations of bridges. He was a member of the commission to 

5 for the wharves 7 New Orleans against the encroachments 

ississippi River in 1878, and chairman of the commission advisory to 

the hoard of harbor commissioners of Philadelphia, Pa., from August, 1882, until 
his 

General Weitzel was promoted successively from the grade of lieutenant to 


that of cee Corps of Engineers, and maj of volunteers, 
He received the brevets of major, United States Army, 5 mer- 
itorious services in the battle of Thibodeaux, La., “ Octo! Ootxber 25 27,1862; lieutenant- 


colonel “ for gallant and meritorious services in the capture of Port Hudson, 
LA.,“ July 8, 1963; colonel “for gallant and meritorious services in the capture 
of Fort arrison, Virginia,” September 29, 1861; brigadier-general “ for 8 
and meritorious services in the campaign terminating with 5 — e of the 
insurgent army under General Robert E. Lee,” March 13, ar teh ta, 
“ for gallant and meritorious services in the field * ine e March 13, 
1865, and majur- general of ae “for meritorious and serv- 
ices during the war,” A 

General Weitzel died at 2 Pa., May 19, 1881, and leſt his widow 
and young children unprovided for in life. 

In consideration of theese facts of the distinguished services of General 
Weitzel during the war and since grass we recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUISA J. M’FARLAND. 


Tho next basiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1940) 
granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, Gg., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa J. McFarland, of Rich. Rich- 
Jand County, Ohio, widow of Allen McFarland, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1940) 
for the relief of Louisa J. McFarland, having considered the same and accom- 
panying papers, submit the following’ report: 

Allen McFarland, the husband of claimant, enlisted in the military service < 
the United States, and was enrolled December 17, 1863, as a private in Compan 
E, One hundred and twenty-eighth Ohio Infantry,and served until daly dis dis. 
charged, July 13,1865. 

He filed an application for pension January 21,1878, and was subsequently 
granted a pension, commencing from that date. 

The = hisclaim for n, as set forth in his declaration, was that while 
firing a rps 8 salute at Johnson's Island, Ohio. ce 15, 1865, he contracted 
deafness of left car and partial deafness of righi 

Allen McFarland, the soldier, died aay 185 1881. Land claimant filed her claim 
for paua; as his widow, February 20, 1882, 

J. W. Craig, M. D., and M. P. Mason, M. D., of Mansfeld, Ohio, testify to their 
knowledge of Allen McFariand, and the cause of his death. 

Dr. Mason says: 

“ He treated him at different times in 1879, and until his death, and that he was 
mentally weak, and that he suffered from dullness and dizziness of his head ; 
was very irrital-le and exacting, and at times would become offended at the must 
trifling matter and become very violent; that he noticed this . — the 
first time he met him, and that he grew worse all the time, and the injuries caused 
mental derangement, which resulted in his death.” 

Dr. Craig, in his testimony, 8: 

That he was noquain with Allen McFarland from the 27th of March, 1879, 
until his death; that when he first knew him he found him dull of hearing, 
noe with dizziness and fullness or — 1 head; that he was mentally irritable, 
and that he continued to grow worse till his death, At times he was very vio- 
lent, and would lose control of himself; noticed this peculiarity the fires th time I 
met him. and that he grew worse all the time, and that he regarded his injuries 
as the cause of his mental aberration which resulted in his I was present 
at the examination after his death and found arsenic in his stomach,” 

The application of claimant for pension was rejected June 22, 188, on the 
ground that the death of the husband was not due to the service. 

It is clearly established in this case that the mental condition of plaintiff, 
which terminated in insanity and death, was caused by the injuries received in 
the service and in the line of duty,and to deny his surviving widow a pension 
would do great injustice; and therefore your committee recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, [ move that the committee do now 
Tise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, reported that they had had 


jou 


under consideration, pursuant to order, sundry bills on the Private 
Calendar, and had directed him to report the same to the House with 
various recommendations. 
PENSION BILLS PASSED, 
Bills of the 3 titles, reported without amendment ſrom the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


A bill K R. TER granting a pension to Lizzie Kenamore; 


A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 

A bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 1943 granting a pension to James L. McClarran; . 
A bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 443 cranking a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 556 ting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney; 

A bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to M. S. Clay; 

A bill (H. R. 2801 granting a pension to Silas 8. W. hite; 

A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow 


of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of United States Volunteers; 
and 


A bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland. 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar to bills of the following titles were severally agreed 
to, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 424) ay amend the ee of Giles C. Hawley and to 
place his name on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda Rodgers 

A bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. F. Garnett; 


A bill (H. k. 464) granting a pension to Robert McAlexander; 
A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Kuill; 

A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis; 

A bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Jane Devereux; 

A bill (H. R. 4538) granting a pension to Mary Ann Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 4116) increasing the pension of John P. Brinegar; 


A bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; and 
A bill (H. R. 4426) granting a pension to Fannie E. Evans. 


CUDBERT STONE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar with amendments was the bill (H. R. 927) grant- 
ing a pension to Cudberth Stone. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse, 
striking out Cudberth'“ and inserting ‘‘Cudbert,’’ was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think the phraseology of this bill 
should be changed. It provides for granting a pension according to 
existing laws; and under that language, if the law should be changed, 
the pensioner possibly would not get the benefit of it. I suggest an 
amendment making the language conform to the usual phraseology— 
‘t subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas will be adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

NIRA D. GWYNNE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar with amendments was the bill (H. R. 1361) giv- 
ing a pension to Niva D. Gwynne. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read, as follows: 

Strike out! Niva,” in line 4, and insert “ Nira,” and strike out! sub; 

8 ye limitations of the pension laws“ and insert“ and that she be paid 

nine ion of $24 per month during her, natural life so long as she remains the 
of Nathaniel McLean Gwynne.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to theamenidments, there were 
ayes 11, noes 10. 

Mr. MATSON and Mr. WINANS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointis made that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire what is the general 
rule lating these meetings on Friday nights? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are regulated by the rules of the 
House like other meetings, the only limitation being that business is 
confined to pension bills and bills removing political disabilities. The 
House, however, is governed by the same rules and practice as 1 

ordinary sessions. The point being made that no quorum has voted 
Chair orders tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana kur. 
MATSON] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 


A 


ect to the 


1860 
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The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 11, noes 9. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not a to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S er, we do not desire to be factious or to 
delay the business of the House, but we insist that in this and other 
matters the majority of those present ought to govern. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no feeling about this matter. 
I know none of these parties. According to all the evidence, both that 
given on the floor of the House and that by private testimony, this 
soldier did his duty nobly. I have no disposition to detract from his 
merits, or to doanything unkind toward any one related to him. But 
to adopt the amendment now pending would establish a precedent 
which we can not afford to establish; that widows shall be pensioned 
at rates in accordance with the heroic conduct of their husbands. That 
rule we can not follow and do anything like justice. If we establish 
such a rule by the passage of this bill, there will be hundreds of cases 
in which persons of all ranks will come here and insist that because 
their husbands did some conspicuons act of gallantry the widows’ pen- 
sions should be increased. 

For what is widow’s pension granted? Is it for the degree of dis- 
ability suffered by her husband? No. Isit because of the heroism dis- 
played by him as a soldier? No. It is based upon the simple fact of 
the loss of her husband and her claim upon the Government in her de- 
pendent condition. That is all there is of it. For this reason the law 
makes no distinction on account of the nature of the services rendered 
by the soldier. Are we now to overturn this well-established princi- 
ple? 

Somebody has suggested this evening that there is no system in our 
laws with relation to pensions. Ladmit there isa want of system; but 
there is some little system left. Do you wish to destroy what little re- 
maias, and enter upon a policy of pensioning persons according to a 
rule which can not possibly be administered in such a way or to do jus- 
tice? Congress in granting pensions to widows can not measure the 
value of the services of the husband, and say that one widow shall be 
pensioned at $8 a month, another at $16, another at $24, and so on all 
the way through the line to $100 or perhaps $1,000 a month. 

It can not be done. It is utterly impossible. Itisstriking, as I have 
already ted, at the very foundation of the whole pension system. 
Yes, what little of it may be left, as is suggested tome. This appears 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, to us to be a very serious matter, although these 
gentlemen say this isan exceptional case. That point is always urged 
for everything that is tried here, that it is an exceptional case. It may 
be said there is no other like it. That may be true. There are no two 
things exactly alike. 

It is asked in the case of Mrs. Mitchell whose husband was a major, 
or of some rank below that of a general officer; it is insisted that her 
pension should be increased to $50 a month. We ask on our part such 
proposition shall be voted on in a full House. In this case also we ask 
this bill shall go over and be voted on in a full House. That is all we 
ask. If a quorum of the House sees fit to establish it as a precedent— 
if this House, after hearing the question fully discussed, s consent 
to what has been proposed, very well. But I do protest against the 
few members who are now present undertaking to establish a prece- 
dent so grave that it must necessarily bring us, if adopted, into great 
trouble hereafter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions whose fault it is that a quorum of the mem- 
bers is not present at this time? 

Mr. MATSON. It is certainly not the fault of those who are here 
to-night. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is our duty before we enter 
upon so grave a thing as this is to have at least an expression of the 
opinion of a majority of a quorum. That is my idea. I do not think 
a few of us coming here moved by good impulse, as no doubt we all 
are—coming here with a recollection of the gallantry, heroism, and love 
of country exhibited by this man Gwynne, acting under good impulses, 
but not altogether guided by the cool, calm judgment of what the law 
of the land ought to be—whether the law which has stood so long shall 
now be changed in order that we may enter upon a scheme of granting 
pensions under which necessarily injustice must be done—I say before 
3 upon the establishment of such a grave precedent I do insist 
we shall have a vote by a quorum of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand it this is merely a difference of 
opinion. 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Have we notin respect to other differences of opin- 
ion taken the action of the members who were present without calling 
for a quorum? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; we have. But in my judgment on matters of 
grave principle it is our duty to call fora quorum. I do not assume 
to be more responsible than any other member of the committee or of 
the House, but pon a question of grave principle unsettling a law so 
well fixed and so long established, it seems to me it is the duty of every 
member whose conviction is upon that side of the question to insist, 
before it is done, that it shall be done by a vote of a quorum of the 
House, and after such discussion that the country may know why the 
law so well established and so long enforced is to be revolutionized 
and changed. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question. 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman consider it a 
graver violation of the general principle of dispensing equality to grant 
this widow $25 a month than in the case or two which follows to grant 
widows $50 a month just because their husbands by good fortune had 
reached the position of major-general in the Army? 

Mr. MATSON. If that been an original question of granting 
$50 a month to a widow of a general officer in the Army I should have 
opposed it more vigorously than I am trying to oppose the precedent 
now sought to be established. But that is not an original question. 
Congress entered upon it a great many years ago before I ever thought 
of coming to Co It was adopted, and you can not refuse it now 
to the few remaining widows of general officers. You can not say to 
them their husbands were not as loyal as the husbands of those widows 
to whom it has already been granted. And that shows the danger of 
establishing this precedent because that has already grown into such a 
custom, notwithstanding we deem it unjust and wrong and ought not 
to have been entered upon, yet after one or two cases had been passed 
it has come to be granted witLout question. So it will be in relation 
to this matter if we pass this special act. If you establish this prece- 
dent by granting to this widow this pension of $24 a month on account 
of conspicuous gallantry, then you will have claimants of all ranks 
asking that their pension shall also be increased on account of the hero- 
ism of their husbands. You will thus establish a precedent that will 
continue to trouble you, and it will be impossible to do justice to any- 
body. 

Are you going to stand here and discuss what battle this man was in 
and what conspicuous service he rendered, when his widow comes an 
asks you fora pension? Whether he was brave in this battle or the 
reverse, are you going to establish that idea here? Upon legislation of 
a special character are you going into that sort of thing? 

I think when this matter is well understood and deliberated upon 
this House will not be ready to do that. Theonly thing we can safely 
cen to ones tothe rule which has been solong established and so well 
observed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I wish to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that he is trying to be consistent, and yet while al- 
lowing a pension to go through of $50 amonth to the widow of a major- 
general, he stands here and higgles over $24 a month in this single 
instance of the widow of a man who was conspicuous for valor in the 
battlefield. ; 

Mr, MATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to answer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania upon that proposition. If this was a proposition to 
pension this man it would be a different matter altogether from that 
presented now. But the pension in this case is to go to the widow 
who married him after the service was performed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But you do not make any distinction 
as far as the widows of major-generals are concerned. 

Mr. MCKENNA, May Iask the gentleman from Indiana a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McKENNA. I understand the gentleman to say that we must 
not make any exception to the general laws. Now I will ask him is 
not every single one of these pension bills by Congress an ex- 
ception in some manner or other to the laws and because the 
general law will not pension the claimants, and is there any inconsist- 
ency in singling out examples of conspicuous gallantry and rewarding 
them accordingly ? 

Mr. MATSON. What the gentleman says is true in one sense of the 
word, Allof this special legislation is as a matter of course to that 
extent exceptional, that is to say, those who come here are granted the 
favor of Congress when they can not get it in the ordinary channels. 
That is exceptional legislation, and it seems to me to be exception 
enough. You have already made an exception in the case of this widow 
by asking, which is not denied, the grant of a special pension in her 
ease, because for some reason or other she can not obtain a pension 
through the Pension Office. Therefore you make an exception in her 
ease by granting a pension at all. And yet she insists, or her friends 
do for her, that she should have still farther exception, not because of 
anything she did—she is no more than the widow of any other soldier 
who was entitled to a pension but because of an act of gallantry of the 
man she subsequently married. ; 

Mr. McKENNA. Will the chairman of the committee yield for an- 
other question? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Does not she receive a pension on account of the 
merit of her husband ? 

Mr. MATSON. She does not. 

Mr. McKENNA. Upon what ground, then? 

Mr. MATSON. On account of the death of her husband. 

Mr. MCKENNA. ‘Then why is she given a pension on account of 
the death of her husband? If you died would your widow be entitled 
to a pension on account of your death? 

Mr. MATSON. If I died from disease contracted in the service, ar 
from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty while in the serv- 
ice, my widow would be entitled to a pension. 
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Mr. MCKENNA. Then it was on account of merit or for what he 
had done in the Army by reason of services rendered to the country 
which entitled her to a pension? 

Mr. MATSON. Not at all. j 

Mr. MCKENNA. When she comes and asks for reward, shall we 
not give it according to the full merit of her husband? 

Mr. MATSON. I would not be granted a pension, nor would my 
widow if I died, nor the widow of any soldier on account of mere serv- 
ice, but on account of my death and because of the fact that the death 
resulted from service—from wounds or injuries received in the service. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The service antedating the death. 

Mr. MATSON. And this woman has been unable to show in the 
Pension Office that her husband’s death did so result. She comes here 
and we give her a pension. We have made an exception to that extent, 
and I am perfectly willing to do it to that extent, but not further. I 
think there are circumstances which entitle her to a pension; but to go 
farther and say that while we are granting it for the death of her hus- 
band, that because his death was exceptional or because his service was 
exceptional we will give her more than the thousands of others equally 
exceptional, I say we can not afford to do that. It has not been shown, 
even to the satistaction of the Pension Office, that his death resulted 
from his service. 

Mr. BRADY. Let me ask the chairman of the committee if he does 
not think the evidence before the committee establishes that fact? 

Mr. MATSON. She ought to have the benefit of it, and we should 
extend our equitable powers that far and pension the widow. We 
ought to doit. But she is not entitled to a single cent more than the 
widows of the hundreds and thousands of brave men who stood in the 
ranks, who marched to the cannon’s mouth and were shot down. Why 
should she be? The hundreds of thousands who lost their lives in 
battle required just as much nerve, just as much heroism to stand in 
the ranks and march to death, as myriads did—required just as much 
courage as this young fellow displayed, brave and generous as he was 
to do this conspicuous act. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Let meask the chairman of the committee why 
should Congress single out this man and confer a medal upon him? 

Mr. MATSON. Because of one conspicuous act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was a very extraordinary thing for Congress 
to do, I understand. 


Mr. MATSON. I presume it was. I do not know of many instances 


of that kind. 
Mr. MCKENNA. That is all. 
Mr. MATSON, I do not know of any instances of that kind. But 


there is no reason why his widow should receive more on that account. 
She is not pensioned for the gallantry, but for the disability. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I differ with you on that. 

Mr. MATSON. Not even for his disability. She is pensioned for his 
death and nothing else. The lawis based upon that, and now you seek 
to unsettle that idea. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The distinguished chairman of the committee has 
spoken of the danger of establishing bad precedents. I want to say I 
have voted almost alone of the members from the Southern States for 
every pension proposition, whether of a general or a private nature. 
And if the fear is as to establishing a precedent, I want to say, hailing 
from that quarter and representing largely confederate soldiers, I am 
willing to establish the precedent and make it right here to pension lib- 
erally outside of the usual provisions of the law men that are singled 
out for conspicuous gallantry by the Congress of the United States and 
their widows when they are dead. 

Mr. MATSON. I would be willing to pension men for their con- 
spicuous conduct, but not their widows, because the widows are to be 
pensioned for the death of their husbands. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand the gentleman to say he regarded this 
as a special case because the Congress had passed a resolution granting 
a medal for bravery to this man. I would ask, can there be any ob- 
jection to granting pensions in cases of this nature? This is a pecul- 
jarly strong case. 

Mr. MATSON. I think there is an objection as regards the widow, 
not as regards the soldier; because then you enter upon the idea of 
pensioning the widow not according to the disability of the soldier, 
not even according to any disability, but according to acts of heroism; 
and proceeding upon that idea you could not possibly weigh justly 
what the pension ought to be. 

Mr. BRADY. But it is a pension granted on account of the services 
and the gallant and conspicuous conduct of the soldier. 

Mr. MATSON. Not atall. There is no pension granted on that 
ground, 

Mr. BRADY. I beg to differ with you. 

Mr. MATSON. Not to a widow or soldier. 
ability. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana if he 
knows the number of cases that would come under this category? Does 
he know the number of men that have been singled out by Congress to 
receive medals for conspicuous gallantry ? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not. I will say to the gentleman I do not re- 
member of having heard of more than two or three cases like this—I 
mean cases of private soldiers. 


The pension is for dis- 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Then it would not be an expensive precedent. 

Mr. MATSON. But if you start on this idea of granting pensions 
because Congress has singled a soldier out on account of acts of heroism, 
you will next find them quarreling among themselves as to who should 


be so distinguished. 
Mr. BRADY. Lou will not have many such cases. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will remind the House that 


the tellers having reported the vote, and the absence of aquoram having 
been ascertained, nothing is now in order buta motion for a call of the 
House or a motion to adjourn. The Chair has allowed the discussion 
to proceed thus far to ascertain if any understanding could be arrived at. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now ad- 
joum. È 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would be willing to withdraw it 
if there was any prospect of an amicable arrangement being made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. With the indulgence of the Chair and 
of the House, if there is no objection, I should like to say a word or two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylra- 
nia insist on his motion? There is nothing in order but a motion to 
adjourn or a motion for a call of the House. For what purpose does 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] rise? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I rise desiring to make avery brief 
statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair begs to state that general 
discussion is not in order, and that a quorum not having voted, only 
one or the other of the two motions the Chair has indicated is inorder. 

Mr. MATSON. If the Chair will allow it I will be very glad to hear 
what the gentleman from Missouri has to say. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that he be permitted to proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I yicld to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what length of time? 

Mr. WAKNER, of Missouri. I shall not occupy more than two min- 
utes. Mr. Speaker, I had thought that, the distinguished gentleman, 
the chairman of the committee, having been indulged so long in opposi- 
tion to this case, a few moments at least by unanimous consent might 
be granted to the other side. 

I am here, Mr. Speaker, to do what I can to secure a pension for 
every soldier’s widow in this land. I am here to do what I can to se- 
cure a pension for every deserving soldier. Iam here to do what Ican 
to secure a pension for every soldier who fought in the Union Army, 
who to-day by reason of disease, poverty, or old is incapable of 
earning a living, whether he incurred the disability in the line of duty 
or not. But, sir, believing that I am in the right, and having no fear of 
the precedent that will be set in this case, I am willing that the people 
of my State may know of the precedent that I have tried to establish 
here; and I am willing that it shall go out that upon this case a quorum 
has been called to defeat the will of the majority of this House. 

I attribute no improper motives to any gentleman, because I appre- 
hend and am willing to concede the gentleman from Indiana is liberal 
in his views and desires to do what is right. And, sir, I would rather 
this widow should receive simply this pension that is granted to her 
under the general law than that I should stand here to obstruct for 
one night a single case that is to follow? Iam unwilling to stand here 
as an obstructionist to prevent legislation. I hope I may never occupy _ 
that position so long as I am a member of this House. And to permit 
these other cases to be acted upon promptly, as they should be, I am 
willing to withdraw this amendment, and after the pension shall be 
granted to this widow, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, I am willing then to meet the gentleman on the floor of the 
House, when there shall be a quorum present, and see whether or not 
the House thinks it proper to establish such a dangerous precedent as 
to give the widow of this heroic soldier the pitifal sum of $i a month. 
Sir, I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title wasamended so as to read: “A bill giving a pension to Nira 
D. Gwynne.” 
MARY A. RIPLEY. 


The next bill reported with amendments from the Committee of the 
Whole House was the bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Repley. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title was amended so a3 to read: A bill granting a pension to 
Mary A. Ripley.” 
ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 


The next bill reported by the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 2022) to increase the pension of Ellen M. Mitchell. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection this bill goes over in 
accordance with the agreement entered into, to be considered when the 
House is full. 

There was no objection. 


RECONSIDERATION. 
Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the various votes by which bills 


had been ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the tab 
The latter motion was to. 


Mr, MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers in the claim of Joseph Townson, of 
Giles County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claims of John Grubb, 
jr., and of Ellzey Chamblin, of Loudoun County, Virginia—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the case of George F. Rider—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Belle Di W. E. Dinges, and W. S. Georges; of 
John Grubb; and of Ellzey Chamblin, of Loudoun County, Virginia, 
asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims —to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr: BLANCHARD: Petition of Annie A. Hertzog and of Lestan 
Prudomme, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana, asking compensation for 
property taken and used by the Federal forees during the late war—io 
the same committee. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition and affidavit of Thomas 
Kephart, Company I, Thirteenth Kentucky Infantry, fora pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of citizens of Catoosa County, Georgia, 
for an appropriation for educational purposes—to the Committce on 
Education. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of citizens of Caldwell County, North 
Carolina, against the passage of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition and papers in the claim of Frank T. 
Mitchell, of Bowie County, Texas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of F. C. Gardner, administrator of Fulding C. Gardner, 
deceased, of Franklin County, Texas, asking that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of J. B. Coyle and others, of Portland, 
for construction of a breakwater at Matinicus Isle, Maine—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and 

By Mr. ELY: Memorial from West Point, Cuming County, Nebraska, 
concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of A. B. Crenshaw, Tennessee, for reference 
of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Local Assembly No. 1484, of Good Intent, 
and of No. ——, of Benwood, W. Va., relative to form of government 
for the Indian Territory, and as to the homestead laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of John O. Leland et al. in favor of a 
pamo for William Bridgers, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


2 Mr. HALSELL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of John 
Burnam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Philadelphia relative to the bill to regulate interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition from citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, 
asking for legislation against the hot-branding of cattle—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition from citizens of South Oregon, for ex- 
tension of time to the Oregon and California Railroad Company for com- 
pletion of their road from Oregon to California—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of Oregon Legislature asking for the dedication to the 
people ‘of the United States of six townships of land in Southeastern 
Oregon, to be known as Crater Lake Park—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial from the Portland Board of Trade for the creation of 
the Crater Lake Park—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Walla Walla (Wash.) Board ( Trade for continu- 
ance of grant to Cascade Division of the Northern }acific Railroad—to 
the same committee. 

Also, memorials from 1,500 citizens of Oregon for continued improve- 
ment of and appropriation for Yaquina Bay, Oregon—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Hathors. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Knights cf Labor of Vermont, asking for 


organization of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Henderson, Rusk 
County, Texas praying for an ap * ſor — 5 water at Galves- 
ton, Tex.—to the Committee tay sees 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of R. 1.0 Geng 15 others, citizens of 
Union Vale, N. Y., for the passage of House bill No. 4842 (the Okla- 
homa bill)—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers and evidence in the case of Theo. McFer- 
aat Evansville, Ind.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of William F. Warrington and 43 others, 
citizens of Delaware, for an appropriation of $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of Indian River, Sussex County, Delaware—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: Petition of Knigbts of Labor of Wadsworth, 
Ohio, praying that wages of the Government Printing Office be restored 
to rate paid prior to March 4, 1877—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Memorial and resolutions of the Arkansas State 
Horticultural Society, asking for the elevation of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture toa Cabinet position, and indorsing the propositions for the 
establishment of agricultural experiment stations, and for creating a 
pomological department—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial and resolutions of the same, ‘protesting against doub- 
ling the postage on plants, seeds, scions, and other fourth-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORROW: Three memorials of citizens of San Francisco, 
Cal., concerning the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on 
the J udiciary. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Missouri Woman's Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, urging a constitutional amendment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition for the reliefof Dr. A. R. Lord, of Clyde, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Hiram J, Starr and 4 others, citizens 
of Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1601) authorizing a 
bridge to be constructed across the Arthur Kill, or Staten Island Sound 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of the executive committee of the League 
Island Mutual Protection Association, in behalf of the laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed by the Government of the United States 
from July 1, 1877, to December, 1883, and who were compelled, in viola- 
tion of the eight-hour law of June 25, 1863, to labor ten hours or sub- 
mit to a reduction of 25 per cent. in their wages, &c., and asking relief, 
&e.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2511, Knights 
of Labor, of Pekin, III., in favor of internal improvements—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of the same assembly, for the organization of Oklahoma, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petitions of Robert E. Moore; of Antrim Roller Milling Com- 
pany; of Phillip painy, and Oliver Coultas, favoring the construction 
of a bridge across the Arthur Kill, New York Harbor—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of William B. Baker, late of Company G, 
Fifty-fourth Indiana Volunteers, asking for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James E. Gordon and 400 others, asking that a pen- 
sion be granted to all soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of 100citizonsof Tawanda, Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania, praying that bill H. R. 4902 become a law—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of 450 representative citizens of Colorado, 
for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under the control of 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of A. L. Burrow; of Turner J. Fuller; 
of W. N. Collins, administrator of Z. I. Hunt, deceased; of John A. 
Green, administrator of William Darnell, deceased; of A. S. Rogers; of 
W. A. & J. P. Cobb, administrators of estate of Samuel Cobb; of Robert 
Davie, and of William M. Wharton, administrator of John W. Lore, all 
of Madison County; of E. A. Collins, administrator of W. P. Collins, de- 
ceased, of Gibson County, and of Nelson O. Underwood, of Weakly 
County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Fort Benton, 
Mont., praying for an increased appropriation to be expended on the 
Missouri River above Bismarck, Dak.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. VIELE: Petition of citizens of New York, in favor of a con- 
stitutional amendment giving the right of suffrage to women—to the 
Committee on the Judicia 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of M. K. Gillette and 30 others, 
praying Congress to pay the soldiers according to their contract when 
they entered the service, to wit, in coin or its equivalent—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, petition of Knights of Labor of McDonough County, Illinois, 
praying Congress to pass a law for the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of L. G. C. Price and about 50 others, and of W. H. 
Palmer and about 50 others, citizens of Iowa, praying for an act to ab- 
solve forfeiture of the land grant heretofore made to the Sioux City and 
Saint Paul Railroad in O’Brien County, Iowa—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition for a life-saving station at Youngstown, 
Niagara County, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of Samuel Sites and 165 others, of Kansas; 
and of James Steel and 75 others, of Indiana. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of Washington County, Indiana, 


IN THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


SATURDAY, February 27, 1886. 
The House met ati2o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. S. K. Cox, of Wash- 


ington. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order under which 
the House meets to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That hereafter, until the further order of the House, there shall bea 
session of the House on each Saturday for general debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House resolve itselfinto 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for gen- 
eral debate. 

A CORRECTION. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a correction. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks there is some doubt as to the 
right of the House to-day, under the special order, to entertain any 
proposition whatever. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply wish to correct the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere is no objection the Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the debate last evening on the amendment to 
the bill to increase the pension of Nira D. Gwynne I am reported as say- 
ing that I have voted, almost alone of the members from the Southern 
States, for every pension proposition. ‘That is incorrect. Neither in 
terms nor by implication, neither directly nor indirectly, did I refer to 
the vote of any other member, North or South. I may add that the 
delegation from my State, so far as I remember, have voted as a unit 
upon all pension propositions heretofore considered by the House. 

Mr. BEACH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for general debate, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole for de- 
bate only, under the special order. 


SILVER QUESTION. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, of all the powers of government, 
the two which affect most directly and potentially the prosperity and 
happiness of the great mass of citizens are the powers to impose taxes 
and to prescribe the character and volume of the currency of a country. 
In our country for the last quarter of a century these powers have been 
exercised—let us be charitable enough to suppose from the force of cir- 
cumstances that could not be controlled, and not ‘from choice—with 
special reference to the interests of a small class of citizens, the opulent, 
he little regard for the interests of the great middle and poorer classes 
of society. 

Under the Constitution and the laws of Congress the General Gov- 
ernment alone can farnish a currency for the business of the people, 
while Congress alone, under this Constitution, has the power ' to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof;“ and while it is expressly de- 
clared in the organic law that no State shall pass any law making any- 
thing but gold and silvera legal tender in the payment of debts, banks 
organized under charters granted by the States were formerly permit- 
ted to issue their notes redeemable in gold and silver, of which a sufi- 
cient amount for redemption purposes was required to be at all times 
kept in their vaults. 

ut in order to give the national banks a monopoly of the business 
of furnishing a currency for the country, Congress, not having the power 


under the Constitution to suppress or prohibit directly these issues, fall- 
ing back on its powers to impose taxes to raise revenue for the support 
of the Government, imposed a prohibitory tax on them, and thus in- 
directly did that whichit was una ized to do directly, and all paper 

except only such as is issued directly by the Federal Govern- 
ment or indirectly under its authority by the national banks, was and 
has remained suppressed, and the national banks have had for nearly a 
quarter of a century the monopoly thus granted them. 

To-day the currency of the country is composed of about eight hun- 
dred and ninety-three millions of gold and silver coin, three hundred 
and forty-six millions of legal-tender Treasury notes, and the notes 
of the national banks, amounting on the Ist of November to three hun- 
dred and fifteen millions, and now perhaps to less than three hun- 
dred millions. The total amount of money of all sorts in the country, 
gold, silver, and paper, is therefore only about fifteen hundred and forty 
millions. Of this amount seven hundred and twenty millions was, on 
the Ist of November, locked up in the vaults of the Government Treas- 
ury and the banks of the country, leaving in the hands of the people to 
pay all taxes, municipal, State, and Federal, and carry on the business 
of the country, only $788,000,000, an average of only about $13 per 
capita, an amount entirely inadequate to the transaction of the business 
of the country and the preservation of prosperity among the people. 

To this undue contraction of the currency and the war of the bond- 
holders on silver is due the universal paralysis of business and suffer- 
ing amongthe people all over the country. In France, which is to-day 
of all European nations the most prosperous and in which as in our 
country one-half the entire population is engaged in agricultural pur- 
suits, the average per capitais more than three times as much. When 
we remember in view of these facts that the average tax direct and in- 
direct paid annually by every head of a family to the Federal Govern- 
ment alone, to say nothing of State, county, and municipal taxes, is 
$25 per capita per annum, we should not wonder that the fires have 
gone out in our furnaces, that the hum of our factories is hushed, that 
our farmers are in debt and their farms mortgaged to secure the pay- 
ment of debts that are running at ruinous rates of interest. 

This is the situation in our country to-day, because for a quarter of a 
century, almost a generation, all the financial legislation of the country 
has been in the interest of a favored few at the expense of the toiling 
millions of farmers, mechanics, and wage earners of the country. The 
national banker and the bondholder have been the especial pets of the 
Government, while the interests of the men who pay the taxes and fight 
the battles of the country have been subordinated to those of the favored 
few who fight no battles and pay no taxes. Our mechanics and arti- 
sans are idle half the time, and when employed are poorly paid, and our 
farmers and farm laborers not only find the product of their toil barely 
sufficient to support themselves and families, but they are burdened 
with taxes to pay interest to those who pay no taxes themselves. 

I have no sympathy with those who for partisan purposes array the 
poor against therich. I despise the demagogue who, by appeals to the 
prejudices and ions of the ignorant, incites labor strikes and en- 
courages mob violence as a remedy for the real or imaginary wrongs of 
the laboring masses. I abhorany and every thing that tends to array 
class class, and I disclaim in advance any desire to pander to 
the prejudices of any class of citizens; butit is the truth, a lamentable 
truth, that the American farmeris the hardest worked, the poorest paid, 
and the heaviest taxed man on the American continent. 

Money is power, and aggregated capital is always able to take care 
of itself. Trades unions and co-operative associations of artisans and 
mechanics are izations to protect their members. They fix their 
hours of work and the prices of theirlabor. Bankers and lawyers, mer- 
chants and manufacturers have their organizations for their own self- 
protection, and Congress and State Legislatures enact laws for their 
special benefit; but the hand of legislation has seldom been stretched out 
toward the farmers, who constitute nearly half of the entire population 
of this country, except to wring from their hard earnings exorbitant 
taxes to pay the expenses of the Government and subsidies and bounties 
to those who are more favored by the powers that be. Last year—a 
year of abundant harvests—closed upon nearly thirty millions of farm- 
ers who were poorer than when it opened. 

And why? Because, as I have already said, all the legislation of 
Congress for the past quarter of a century has been in the interest of 
the national banker, the bondholder, and the millionaire, and no regard 
has been had to the interest of the agricultural classes. The excuse for 
all this is that when the Government found itself involved in one of 
the most desolating wars of modern times, to meet the expenses it 
issued about four hundred millions of its Treasury notes, Fearing that 
the currency would become too much inflated and urged on by those 
who had grown rich on the spoils of war and desired paying invest- 
ments for their recently acquired wealth, it issued interest-bearing bonds 
and bought up nearly all of this four hundred millions of notes. 

To supply the deficiency in circulating medium thus created and to 
interest capitalists in sustaining the credit of the Government the na- 
tional-bank law was enacted, and under it the banks were allowed, upon 
the deposit in the Treasury of these interest-bearing bonds, to issue 
their own notes to the amount of 90 cents on the dollar of the face value 
of the bonds. They got the interest on the bonds deposited and also 
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the interest on their own notes Joaned to the people. For many years 
this operation was exceedingly lucrative to the banks. Many of the 
bonds deposited cost them only 50 cents on the dollar—some of them 
even less, All of the bonds of the Government were held by the banks 
or their allies, the private capitalists. The poor were unable to hold 
them. 

Notwithstanding it was expressly provided in the law authorizing 
their issue that these bonds, which amounted to over $2,000,000, 000 at 
the close of the war, were to be paid in greenbacks, the bondholders 
claimed that they had sustained the credit of the Government and were 
therefore entitled to special consideration, and that the bonds ought to 
be paid in coin, gold and silver. Accordingly Congress, on the 18th of 
March, 1869, passed ‘‘Anact to strengthen the public credit,“ wherein 
it was provided that the bonds should be paid in coin. 

Thus Congress yielded to the bondholder all thathedemanded, agreed 
to pay him in coin, and thereby made his bond worth more than twice 
what it cost him. Under the terms of the refunding act of 1870 this 
contract that the bonds should be paid in coin—silver and gold—was 
renewed. It provided that they should be paid in coin of the standard 
value at that time—July 14, 1870—that is, in gold dollars containing 
25.8 grains of standard gold, or silver dollars containing 412} grains of 
standard silver. It does seem that the bondholders ought to have been 
satisfied with this generosity of the Government, but they were not. 

No sooner had they succeeded in having the contract so changed as 
to secure the payment of their bonds in silver and gold instead of in 
greenbacks—the currency in which the soldier who risked his life on the 
tield of carnage was paid and the farmer who supported the soldier was 
paid—than they began to connive with the holders of corporation bonds 
in this country and the bondholders in Europe to demonetize silver and 
again change the contract so as to be paid in gold alone, instead of silver 
or gold at the option of the Government. 

In pursuance of this agreement they succeeded in having inserted in 
the Revised Statutes, by some means which has never yet heen satis- 
factorily explained, a provision in these words: 

The silver coins of the United States shall be a legal tender at their nominal 
value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment, 

Thus surreptitiously depriving silver of its debt-paying power. This 
was done when the statutes were revised by a commission not author- 
ized to add to nor take from them, but only to classify and re-arrange 
the laws as they already existed. This volume, with the unauthor- 
ized provision above quoted inserted, wasadopted by Congress in 1874, 
and I hazard nothing in saying not ten men in either branch knew that 
the provision virtually demonetizing silver was in it. 

The passage of the Bland act of 1878, in spite of the earnest and 
unceasing opposition of Wall street and the national banks and bond- 
holders, restored to the old Hamilton dollar of 371} grains of pure sil- 
yer its legal-tender quality toany amount, This was a partial remon- 
etization of silver, but it did not go far enough, because its coinage was 
limited. It was only half a victory for the people over the bondholders. 
They were not conquered, but continued the war on silver, and, aided 
by a timid Secretary of the Treasury, they have succeeded in depreci- 
ating the price of silver bullion but not of the silver dollar, which does 
now and always will while the American eagle is stamped upon it 
buy as much food or clothing or any other commodity that the poor 
man wants as the gold dollar. 

Many honest persons, alarmed at the prophecies of the gold-bugs of 
the direful consequences of the continued coinage of silver, have fallen 
into the error of supposing these prophets of evil to besincere when they 
claim that to enlarge the volume of silver will drive gold from the coun- 
try. But these honest but timid men have not investigated the ques- 
tion. It is a plausible theory, but will not workin practice. The ex- 
perience of every nation proves the contrary to be true. These same 
gold-bugs in 1878, at the time of the passage of the Bland act, made 
the same prediction; but the facts as shown by the official reports of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his subordinates prove that the reverse 
is true. 

At the date of the passage of the resumption act, or rather the date 
at which it went into effect, January 1, 1879, the whole amount of gold 
in the United States was $278,000,000; and as the coinage of silver has 
gone on steadily every year at the rate of nearly thirty millions a year, 
the amount of gold has steadily increased year after year until on the 
Ist day of January, 1886, ae to the official report of the Director 
of the Mint it was six hundred and twenty-six millions. 

Germany, who tried the experiment of demonetizing silver under the 
most favorable circumstances under which it has ever been tried, met 
with the same or indeed a more striking experience. After the defeat 
of Napoleon at Sedan she imposed upon France, crushed and impover- 
ished by the war, an indemnity of a thousand millions of gold and col- 
lected it. Bismarck, desirous of crushing her as completely financially 
as he had on the field of battle, and seeing the coffers of Germany filled 
to overflowing with gold, demonetized silver, the only metallic money 
left to France after she had paid all her gold to him as a war indem- 
nity. Demonetize silver in Germany, he reasoned, throw all her im- 
mense supply on the market, and the valueof French silver will be de- 
stroyed and her currency will be only irredeemable paper and her 
power as a commercial rival forever broken. He carried out his plan. 
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The silver of Germany was called in, demonetized, and sold to Eng- 
land in such quantities that in a few months the price of silver had 
fallen 20 per cent. in the London market. The German mints were 
worked to their utmost capacity coining French gold into German marks 
to supply the place of demonetized silver. Nonation on the earthever 
made the transition from bimetallism to monometallism under such 
favorable circumstances, and yet the result there after silver wasdemon- 
etized was the same as here under the menace of its demonetization. 
German industries languished from one end of the empire to the other. 
Her factories were idle or run on short time, Tens of thousands of her 
people were idle and begging for work, and in ashort time, in her effort 
to destroy France, she damaged her own prosperity more than the thou- 
sand millions she had wrung from her rival. 

Impoverished France, on the other hand, with nothing left but her 
six hundred millions of despised silver, recovered from her defeat and 
exhibited a degree of elasticity unprecedented in the history of nations. 
Her silver, the money of the people, the money which sustains the re- 
tail trade and supports all the industries of every nation, was left. 
Her people were thereby kept busy, and her industries of every sort 

rospered. The demonetization of silver in England and Germany did 
not affect its value in France. Under such circumstances monometallic 
Germany, with coffers full of gold, languished, and to-day prosperity 
is a stranger to her borders. Her thousand millions of French gold, 
together with her entire home supply, has dwindled down to two hun- 
dred and forty millions, while France has her six hundred millions of 
silver with which she started and nine hundred millions of gold besides. 

As Germany made the transition from bimetallism to monometallism 
under the most favorable circumstances any nation ever had for the ex- 
periment, so we now have the best opportunity for inaugurating a cur- 
rency unsurpassed by any in the world to take the place of one inaugu- 
rated as a necessity to meet the temporary requirements of the Govern- 
ment under the stress of war. Already the national banks have con- 
tracted their circulation to the lowest limits possible to keep their places 
in the system because they can not afford to pay a premium of 24 per 
cent. for bonds on which to issue currency to the extent of only 90 per 
cent. 

It is better for the capitalist who has a hundred thousand dollars 
of United States bonds to go into Wall street and sell them to a few 
for one hundred and twenty-four thousand in gold, as he can do, and go 
into private banking, than to deposit them in the Treasury and take 
out his ninety thousand of national bank-notes. The interest on the 
extra thirty-four thousand which he gets when he sells his bonds is 
almost or quite as much as the interest on his bonds bought at so high 
a premium. The contraction of the currency from this cause alone has 
been going on very rapidly, and for the last three years the volume of 
the paper circulation of the country has been reduced nearly $50,000,000. 
Had the Secretary of the Treasury continued to call and pay the 3 
cent. bonds the last year as he had for years before, he estimates that 
the contraction from that cause alone would have been for the year 
forty millions more. 

These monthly calls of bonds have been resumed; thirty niilliors 
have been called within the last ninety days, and as a conscquence 
the process of contraction is going on now at a rate much more rapid 
than ever before. When all the threes held by the banks as a basis of 
circulation, which amounted on the 1st of November to one hundred 
and thirty-nine millions, are called and paid off, national-bank circula- 
tion will be practically at an end. Because, as has already been said, 
the banks can not afford to take out currency on the fours and four- 
and-a-halfs, which command so high a premium, At that time, which 
is only a few months in the future, the national banks will cease to be 
banks of issue. They may and perhaps will be continued as banks of 
discount and deposit, but they can no Jonger be relied on to furnish a 
currency for the country. 

For this purpose some other means must be devised. Two paths 
only are open to us, the issue of Treasury notes, such as we now have 
in limited quantity, based on the faith and credit of the Government 
and redeemable in coin to an amount sufficient with the specie in the 
country to supply the demands of trade, or the issue by the Govern- 
ment of coin certificates, payable not in gold nor in silver but in either, 
at the option of the Government, in exchange for all the gold and silver 
coin and bullion that may be brought tothe Treasury. Each of these 
plans has its advocates. Either would supply the demand now so 
urgent for a currency to take the place of the national-bank bills so rap- 
idly disappearing. Either would be a good currency and would always 
be at par with gold. The latter is perhaps preferable because its volume 
would always depend on the amount of gold and silver taken annually 
from the mines, and the experience of all governments has been that 
the increase of the volume of gold and silver, when used concurrently 
as acirculating medium, or the basis of a circulating medium, is so 
nearly in proportion to the*natural increase of population that there is 
less danger of sudden and disastrous contractions and expansions in the 
volume of a currency based upon it than in a currency based on any- 
thing else. 

Nature regulates the volume, and it can not be diminished nor in- 
creased by legislative enactment. All that legislation has to do is to 
fix the relative value of the two metals and provide for their free coins 
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age at these rates, or the issue of a paper currency on it redeemable in 
either metal at the relative value so fixed by law. Nor does this de- 
mand any new legislation in this country. ‘The relative value of gold 
and silver coin, as it has been fixed since the passage of the Mint act, of 
412} grains ofstandard silver to 25,4, grains of standard gold, is according 
to the experience of civilized nations as nearly correct as it can be got. 
Indeed, the proportion of 16 grains of silver to 1 of gold isa little greater 
than in France and other European countries, where the proportion is 
15} to 1. 

All this cry about the dishonest dollar“ and “fraud dollar“ and 
“*80-cent dollar ” is for a purpose. When silver was demonetized and 
reduced to the condition of a commodity of course its bullion value 
went down in the same proportion as other commodities. Retain its 
legal-tender quality and restore the free coinage it had for seventy 

cars, and it will quickly appreciate and reach a parity with gold. 
In the language of the unanswerable report of the minority of the 
Committeee on Coinage, the decrease in the use of gold as a conse- 
quence of the increased use of silver will decrease the value of gold, 
and while silver rises gold will fall and the two will reach a parity 
midway.” 

The clamor for the demonetization of silver is not inspired by a real 
conviction that silver is cheap and unfit for a coin metal, nor by a fear 
that it will drive gold from the country, but by a selfish desire on the 
part of the holders of gold which is now hoarded, and the thousands of 
millions of national, State, and corporation bonds, who desire to strike 
down silver, one-half of the world’s metallic money, and thereby in 
crease the purchasing power of gold, the other half. This merciless 
effort on the part of the fortunate few who hold the gold and the in- 
terest-bearing debts of the governments and corporations of the world 
to double their cwn wealth at the expense of the great masses of the 
toiling millions is nothing new. 

Professing to be alarmed at the unprecedented yield of the gold fields 
in California and Australia when the richness of these mines began to 
be realized, these same bondholders and bullionists demanded the de- 
monetization of gold in order to enhance the value of their securities, 
and some of the nations of Europe, notably Germany, Holland, Bel- 
gium, and Portugal, did wholly or partially demonetize their gold, and 
Russia prohibited the exportation of silver lest if gold were demonc- 
tized she might be left without metallic money. We are now witness- 
ing a repetition of the same effort to double the value of the money of 
the rich few by destroying the value of that of the millions of the poor. 
The only difference is that then the attack was made on gold by the 
opulent classes of some of the nations of Europe, and now it is made on 
silver by the same classes not only all over Europe but in America as 
well. 

Then the attack was made on gold by a few nations with little or no 
concert of action; now it is made on silver with the most perfect con- 
certof action, the object being in both cases to make the rich richer and 
the poor poorer. If Congress should make the great mistake of yielding 
to the demandsof the monometallists it will be only a few years until the 
balance of trade, which has been largely in our favor, will turn against 
us and silver being no longer money our gold will rapidly go to pay 
our foreign debts and we will have no metallic money. Nor is this all. 
Our silver, being no longer valuable to us, will be sold in the markets 
of the world as bullion at whatever price the demand for it will com- 
mand. 

England, whose Indian Empire almost equals in extent the United 
States, with a variety of soil and climate adapted to the successful cul- 
tivation of all the products of the three zones, and teeming with a pop- 
ulation of 250,000,000 of cheap laborers who work for 50 cents a week, 
and whose sole metallic money is silver, will buy our discarded silver 
at 60 per cent. of its coin value, send it to her Indian mints, and stamp 
it 100 cents on the dollar and buy all the wheat and cotton she wants 
for the consumption of her home empire. In eight years her imports 
of wheat from India have increased tenfold and now amounts to one- 
half as much as she buys from us, and .at this rate it would be only a 
few years until there would be no market for American wheat in Lon- 
don, but Indian wheat made with Indian cheap labor at 50 cents a week 
will be offered in New York in competition with American wheat 
grown with American labor costing seven to ten times as much. 

Already she is a formidable rival for America’s cotton trade, and it 
is only a question of time when she will, with her cheap labor, drive 
all low-grade American cotton produced with American dear labor from 
the markets of the world. Strike down silver and these results will 
quickly follow: the products of the American wheat and cotton fields 
will be a drug on the markets of the world; our agricultural labor 
will be unemployed; our farms will grow up in weeds, or, worse still, 
will pass into the hands of those who already hold mortgages on them, 
and their present owners will be mere tenants or day laborers. 

The great debtor class, which comprises, perhaps, three-fourths of our 
entire population, will find that it will require twice as many bushels 
of wheat or bales of cotton or days’ work to pay their debts when gold 
alone is money as it did when they contracted them with gold and silver 
both money and a legal tender. To-day, twenty years after the close of 
the war, when more than half of the wardebt has been paid, and after 
silver has been part of the time demonetized and another part half 
way remonetized, and when industries have been paralyzed by baneful 


financial legislation and the partially-successful and ever-threatening 
menace that it shall be entirely stricken down, it is a fact that prac- 
tically the war debt is larger than it was when it reached its maximum 
nominal limit of $2,800,000,000. 

Owing to the contraction of the currency, the hoarding of gold, and the 
unceasing effort to dishonor silver, it would require to-day to pay off the 
remaining fourteen hundred millions of the debt more cotton, or wheat, 
or iron, or labor, at the prices these commodities now command, than it 
would have required to pay the whole twenty-eight hundred millions 
at the close of the war, so great has been the shrinkage in the purchas- 
ing power and the debt-paying power of every commodity except gold. 
And yet the carnest, unceasing effort of the creditor class is to still 
further depress the price of property and labor and the products of 
labor, and render it still more difficult not only ſor the Government but 
for all its citizens who owe anything to pay it. Congress should not 
suffer this scheme of the bondholders to be consummated. 

These debts as well as most of the corporation debts of the country 
were contracted with gold and silver and Treasury notes, all legal 
tender, and the law, as has been suid, expressly provided that they 
should be paid in either. They knew this when they bought the bonds, 
for the act authorizing their payment in either silver or gold, at the 
option of the Government, is printed on each bond, so that no one could 
be deceived in the matter. When the bondholders first presented their 
preposterous claim to payment in gold alone the Congress of the United 
States, astonished at their audacity, passed, after exhaustive debate, a 
concurrent resolution this was in the month of January, 1878—in these 
words: 

Whereas by the act entitied “An act tostrengthen the public credit,” approved 
March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the United States 
wus thereby solemnly pledged to the payers in coin or its equivalent of all the 
interest-bearing obligations of the United States except in cases where the law au- 
thoriziug the issue of such obligations had expressly provided that the same 
wight be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and siver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the act 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved July 
14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable in coin of the 
eeu pont standard valuc, bearing interest payable semi-annually in such 
Coin; am 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” sopore 
Jannary 11, 1375, are required to be of the description of bonds of the United 
States described in the said act of Congress, approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An 
act to authorize the refunding of the national debt; and 

Whereasat the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to wit 
the lith day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value of that 
date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains cach, declared by the act 
approved January 18. 1837, entitled “An act supplementary to the act entitled 
‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United States, ” to 
be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal value, for any sum 
whatever: Therefore, 

Ieegul red by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring therein), That all the 
bonds of the United States, issued, or authorized to be issued, under said acts of 
Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal and interest, at the option 
of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars of the coi of the 
United States containing 412} grains cach of standard silver; and that to re- 
store to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender rp an gees of said bonds, 
principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith, nor in derogation 
of the rights of the public creditor. 


To provide now, in the face of this explicit declaration of Congress, 
that they shall be paid in gold alone, as the bondholders demand and as 
has been the custom of the Secretary of the Treasury, is an outrage upon 
the people and should not be tolerated. The coinage of silver should be 
continued; indeed, it should be free as the coinage of gold is. All gold 
and silver bullion carried to the mints should be received and coined 
for the holder into standard gold and silver dollars of the weight and fine- 

-ness now prescribed by law, or should be paid for at its true coin-value 
in coin certificates, redeemableat the option of the Government in either 
coin. The bonds should, as the law and the contract and good faith to 
the people demand, be paid in coin, either gold or silver, as the Govern- 
ment may elect. . 

Do this, Mr. Chairman. Cease to dishonor silver, but restore it to its 
position as a debt-paying metal assigned it by the fathers, which it held 
for seventy years side by side with gold, equal with gold, and pr — 
ity will return to bless our country, agriculture will flourish, man 
uers will revive, and commerce will again enliven ourmarts of trade. 
The balance of trade will continue to be largely in our favor. Foreign 
gold will flow in in exchange for our surplus products and swell our 
coffers, and our people will be as they ought to be with the boundless 
resources at their command, the richest as well as the happiest people 
on the face of the earth. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take advantage of the 
present opportunity for the purpose of submitting a fewremarks upon a 
subject of great interest not only to the people of my State but to cattle- 
growers and beef consumers throughout the country. I had occasion in 
the last Congress to invite attention to the magnitude and importance of 
the stock- growing business of Texas and to show, among other things, 
that within its limits was to be found about one-seventh of all the cattle 
in the United States. Our stockmen have viewed with alarm the dis- 
criminations which have been put in operation affecting the success of 
this great industry. To-day we are almost deprived of market outlet 
for our cattle either by land or sea. Our ports are in shallows and our 
drivers and shippersare met with obstractions as soon as they attempt 
to transcend our State lines in the shape of restrictive if not absolutely 
prohibitory police and quarantine regulations and exorbitant insper- 
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tion laws of other States and Territories, to which are superadded ap- 
prehended dangers of interference in transitu growing out of the pro- 
visions of the animal industry law. 

A practical embargo is laid upon our commerce. We have no suffi- 
cient water transit, and we are afraid to ship by rail or drive our herds 
through the country. A condition known as splenetic fever is said to 
attend cattle driven from a lower to a higher latitude. This is perhaps 
no more to Texas cattle than those of other sections, but owing 
to our phical situation and the extent of our transactions in and 
movement of cattle, it is more frequently termed ‘‘ Texas cattle fever.” 
It is estimated by scientists that ninety days after the removal of cattle 
from their accustomed range there is no danger of their communicating 
any infection to other cattle in consequence of this fever, and that they 
are wholly exempt from any liability to have it during the months 
from November to May, independent of migration. Thisspleneticfever 
furnishes the excuse for the enactment of laws unfriendly to Texas cat- 
tle interests and their attempted exclusion from market, as well as in- 
terference in the transportation from one State to another. 

Mr. Chairman, a bill was introduced by me early in this session, and 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, which I send to the 
Cierk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 2418), as follows: 


To disapprove chapter 49 of the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico, entitled An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cut 
tle into the Territory of New Mexico,” approved March 19, 1881 
Be it enacted, &c., That the act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 

New Mexico entitled “An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cattle into 

the Territory of New Mexico,“ approved March 19, 1884, be, and the same is 

hereby, disapproved. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, the act of the Territorial Assembly 
of New Mexico, to which this bill relates, from its title seems to be harm- 
less and unobjectionable, but it is, nevertheless, in my judgment, viola- 
tive of the Federal Constitution, detrimental to the interests of contig- 
uous States and the country at large, and also to the well-being and de- 
velopment of the Territory of New Mexico itself. I have introduced, 
also, a similar bill, having for its object the disapproval of a kindred 
act ef the Legislative Assembly of Arizona. It may be well, at the out- 
set, to call attention to the language of this act of the Legislature of 
New Mexico. It provides: 
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ve such certificate, 
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entitled to receive $1 per head for all high grade or 
roughbred cattle inspected, and 20 cents per head for all other cattle inspected, 


so designated inspected. 
Src. 9. Any inspector whoshall knowingly givea 8 orshall with- 
e 


m: eanor, be liableto the injured party for arising from 
such refusal or delay. 

Sec, 10. Any person or corporation who shall violate the provisions of section 
Lof this act shail be unished by a tine of $5,000 for each offense, to be imposed 


by the court on conviction upon indictment or information, or to be recovered as 
a penalty by the Territory in a civil action; and shall also be liable for all dam- 
a resulting therefrom. Each lot ur herd of cattle unlawfully brought into the 
ory shall constitute a separate offense. 
Sec. II. This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


A subsequent act Joa that the inspectors appointed shall be re- 
quired to givea bond in the penal sum of 85,000, and that any person 
damaged by any improper or malicious action of such inspector may 
bring action therefor in the name of the Territory ust such inspec- 
tor and his sureties on his official bond, and recover thereon the amount 
of such damage not exceeding the penalty of said bond. 


Mr. Chairman, it is clearly within the power of Congress to exercise 
supervision over Territorial legislation, and it is the duty of Congress 
to hold in check any unconstitutional procedure on the part of the Ter- 
ritories by asserting its veto power when a necessity arises, and hence 
the law provides (section 1850, Revised Statutes) that all laws passed 
by the Legislative Assembly and governor of any Territory (except in 
the Territories therein mentioned) shall be submitted to Congress, and 
if disapproved shall be null and of no effect. 

The succeeding section provides that the legislative power of every 
Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution and laws of the United States. There 
are numerous instances where Congress has asserted its prerogative in 
such cases. The act of July 1, 1836, passed at the first session of the 
Twenty-fourth Congress, disapproved and annulled certain acts of the 
Territorial Legislature of Florida creating banks and incorporating 
banking insurance companies. In the Thirty-ninth Congress certain 
former acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana 
were disapproved and declared null and void, and the same was done 
in the matter of legislation in the Territory of Washington at the second 
session of the Fortieth Congress. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that Congress shall 
have power ‘‘to regulate commerce among the several States.” It 
further provides that no State shall, without the consent of the Con- 
gress, lay any impost or duty on imports or exports, except what may 
be absolutely necessary for executing its inspection laws; * * * 
and all such laws shall be subject to the revision and control of Con- 

I maintain that this act of the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico 
is in conflict with these constitutional provisions. It ean not be claimed 
that the Legislature of New Mexico has the right to interfere with in- 
terstate commerce. It can not be claimed that it has the right under 
the Constitution to levy this exorbitant and extraordinary charge for 
inspection fees, 

If New Mexico, under the pretense of preventing the introduction of 
diseased cattle, can enact a statute whereby any cattle which within 
twelve months may have been affected with or exposed to any infectious 
disease, or within such period may have been driven from or through 
any district where such disease was known to exist at the time of such 
driving, and lodge the execution of this law in the caprice or discretion 
of an unscientific inspector, who can determine in his own good pleasure 
the propriety of the issuance of a health certificate, it can set at defiance 
all veterinary science and sanitary laws, and just as well extend the 
period to three or five years. The prohibition would be but little more 
severe. 

Suppose cattle were started from Kansas or Colorado or Texas in the 
spring or midsummer and were to arrive at the New Mexico line in De- 
cember or January, when no splenetie fever could possibly exist (and that 
is what is meant, forno case of pleuro-pneumonia has ever been known in 
that region), is itnot possible forthe inspector, under this law, to say to 
the owner, ‘‘ Your cattle-had splenetic fever last spring or summer, or 
passed through a district where it existed, and even though without dis- 
ease now it is not ‘otherwise proper’ for them tobe admitted—I am not 
satisfied?’ If the cattle are brought directly across the country from 


if | eastto west, the same declarationmay bemade. If the owner of a herd 


has held his cattle for years within ten or twenty miles of the Territorial 
line, in the same climate and intermingling, as cattle will, at intervals 
with the New Mexican cattle, and being of the same grade and quality 
as those within the Territory, feeding on the same pasturage and sub- 
ject to like conditions, an embargo is Jaid upon him should he choose 
to remove hisstock within this ſavored region. If he drive from a higher 
to a lower latitude he is confronted with thesame difficulties. If he be 
a resident of the Territory and buys cattle outside of its limits and at- 
tempts to take them into New Mexico, if the law be administered, he 
is subjected to the same embarrassments. It is not difficult in view of 
these conditions to perceive how commerce is restrained and injuriously 
affected, and that the introduction and transportation of healthfuland 
merchantable cattle into and through the Territory may be entirely 
prevented. 

AState has the power under the Constitution by implication, at least 
it is not enjoined from so doing, to lay an impost that may be abso- 
lutely necessary for executing its inspection laws, and even then is sub- 
ject to the revision and control of If it be conceded that a 
Territory is invested with the same authority, it certainly has not the 
right to enact such a rigorous and oppressive law as the one herein com- 
plained of and levy such enormous duties as those contemplated in the 
inspection fees in the fourth section of the act which is sought to be 
annulled. Cattle perfectly healthful may be detained beyond the 
boundary line of the Territory for no telling how long to await the ar- 
rival and convenience of an inspector, who must be notified ten days, 
in advance, and who is not even required to be a veterinary expert or 
conversant with grades of cattle, and if perchance they can run the 
gauntlet of his examination the owner is compelled to pay per head $1, 
20 cents, or 10 cents, contingent upon the grade and number of cattle. 

If he have five hundred high-grade cattle he must pay $500 to enter 
the Territory with them; if he have one thousand head of ordinary cat- 
tle he must submit to the imposition of a $200 tax; if he have five thou- 
sand head it will cost him $600 for the mere privilege of introducing his 
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stock into New Mexico, independent of the mileage of the inspector, and 


outside of the and time lost in the detention of his herd and the 
deterioration of his stock in consequence of holding them upon an in- 
sufficient range, which last he is often wholly unable to do. This tax is 
imposed without regard to where the cattle come from, or when they are 
admitted. There is no exemption in the act as to the altitude from 
whence the cattle hail, the season of the year in which they are shipped 
or driven, or former sanitary considerations. 

I know of one firm who paid $238 in November last for the privilege 
of taking two hundred and thirty-eight Hereford calves into Arizona 
from the Territory of Wyoming and State of Missouri. I believe it 
would not be an exaggeration to state that one hundred thousand head 
of cattle have been prevented from entering New Mexico from the State 
of Texas alone under the unjust operations of this act, and that more 
than twenty thousand head have been turned loose on the western bor- 
der of Texas adjoining New Mexico since the 1st of last November, 
entailing vast loss and inconvenience to the owners, to which no official 
bond of an inspector could respond, Are such hardships as these, and 
many others that might be enumerated, ‘‘absolutely necessary for ex- 
ecuting the inspection laws“ of New Mexico? I earnestly invite the 
attention of the committee having this matter in charge, the Congress 
of the United States, and all fair-minded men to a careful and impar- 
tial investigation of this subject. 

Mr. Chairman, the essential purpose of these acts is not confined to 
what appears in their titles. They have been enacted ostensibly to 
protect the herds of the two Territories from infection, while, in my 
opinion, their“ true inwardness’’ involves the exclusion from the pub- 
lic lands of said Territories of all cattle not now upon them, and, while 
operating with general injustice, it is especially actuated by hostility to 
the State of Texas. In this connection I request attention to the follow- 
ing circular letter: : 

[Circular letter No, 1.] 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY, 
CATTLE AND HORSE Growers’ ASSOCIATION OF NEW MEXICO, 
Las Vegas, N. Mex., January 18, 1888. 


Dear Sin: This association has just learned that Congressman LANHAM, of 
Texas, has introduced a bill into the House asking for a repeal of section 49 of 
the acts of the last Legislature of New Mexico, which section has reference to 
the law of quarantine as established by New Mexico to protect her stock inter- 
ests from contagious animal diseases. Will you kindly call the attention of 
members of your association who have influence in Washington, and especially 
with ANTHONY JOSEPH, Delegate in Congress from this Territory, to the urgent 
necessity that exists to defeat said bill when it shall come before the House for 
action, New Mexico must not be made the quarantine ground for Texas cattle. 
Your prompt action in the matter may be the means of averting the deplorable 
consequences which would result to our stock interests by the raising of the 
quarantine restrictions. 

The bill has been referred to the Committee on Territories, which is composed 
of the following-named Representatives: WILLIAM D. HILL, chairman, Ohio; 
WILLIAM SPRINGER, Illinois; A. Josepu, New Mexico; J.T. SPRIGGS, CHARLES 
E. BOYLE, Isaac S. STRUBLE, BARNES, SADLER, DAWSON, COOPER, HERMAN, 


Symes, 

I also call your attention to the fact that the Atchison, Topeko and Santa Fé 
Railway is desirous of breaking up the quarantine law, and to this end it has 
instructed its solicitor, Judge Waldo, of Banta Fé, to prepare suit to test its va- 
lidity. This is probably the most important litigation in connection with the 
live-stock interests that will occur in the Territory for some for if our 
quarantine law be declared unconstitutional it will have the effect of flooding 
our ranges with Texas and diseased cattle. 

Respectfully, 
J. D. WARNER, Secretary. 


New Mexico must not be made the quarantine ground for Teras cat- 
tle.” In other words, Texas cattle must not be allowed to enter New 
Mexico at any time or under any circumstances! They are liable to 
flood our ranges !’? Who gave these associations the public lands of 
New Mexico? 

Mr. Chairman, an enormous amount of cheap beef is grownin Texas. 
It can not be consumed within her borders and is a source of supply for 
the whole country by the natural laws of trade. One of the principal 
outlets for it is by a trail up the Pecos River, in the extreme western 
part of the State. Whether the object is to sell beef cattle, to transfer 
young stock to the great maturing ranges of the Northwest, or to seek 
new ranges in unsettled regions, it is equally necessary to use this trail. 

Almost all the land over which it passes through New Mexico and 
Arizona is United States Government land. There are a few scattered 
claims of bona fide agricultural settlers along the line, and it is custom- 
ary to drive the herds around them without doing any damage whatever. 
It passes through New Mexico and into Arizona, and there is a violent 
1 to its use by the stock associations of those Territories. I 

k these so-called inspection laws are made at the suggestion of these 
associations. They are so drawn as to partially accomplish the closing 
of the trail. 

At the last session of the Legislative Assemblies of New Mexico and 
Arizona these associations, it is believed, used their power to secure 
the passage of the acts referred to. This was the more easily done be- 
cause there existed at the time considerable public excitement, fostered 
by sensational newspaper reports, in regard to the probability of herds 
of cattle from the Gulf regions infecting with splenetic fever cattle on 
ranges over which they were driven. 

What would have been a perfectly valid reason for legitimate inspec- 


tion, had the facts been as supposed, was made use of to establish what. 


amounts to an embargo. 
Even men owning land within the Territorial boundaries can not reach 


it with their cattle without paying this enormous tax, and their land is 
used by those who are already inside. 

The agricultural pioneer in his advance westward seeking a home- 
stead on the public lands in a new country is generally accompanied by a 
small herd of cattle. They graze upon the unoccupied pan Jands sur- 
rounding his farm and yield him a support during the two or three 
years before his wild land can be brought into proper condition for suc- 
cessful agriculture. These men with their cattleare effectually stopped 
on the New Mexico and Arizona frontiers by their inability to pay the 
enormous tax levied by theseso-called quarantine laws and the other re- 
strictions indicated, and the settlement of the Territories is greatly re- 
tarded. As far as the prevention of infection goes there is an act of Con- 
8 now in force, known as the pleuro-pneumonia act (United States 

tatutes, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, chapter 60), which affords 
ample proteiin to any State or Territory that wishes to prevent the 
entry of diseased cattle. The disapproval by Congress of these Terri- 
torial acts will not leave New Mexico and Arizona unprovided for in 
this respect. 
Mr. Chairman, the land and stock syndicates in New Mexico and 
Arizona have no right to shut ont a lawful competition or to build a 
Chinese wall around those Territories. They have no right to retard 
immigration or prevent the introduction of capital, or to establish mo- 
nopolies in real estate or live-stock enterprises; and the Legislatures of 
these Territories have no constitutional authority to enact the law which 
I have quoted and block the progress of interstate commerce or levy 
these onerous and oppressive taxes upon the owners of cattle who may 
desire a fair showing in these Territories for purposes of commerce or 
obtaining homes. 

I have said that this law is detrimental to the well-being and develop- 
ment of New Mexico. In this connection I will read an editorial found 
in a New Mexico paper confirmatory of what I have said. Coming as 
it does from that Territory, itis especially worthy of attention. Speak- 
ing of the bill introduced by me the Interpreter, published at White 
Oaks, N. Mex., says: - 

TIE QUARANTINE FARCE, 


Congressman LANHAM, of Texas, has introduced a bill to abrogate the quaran- 
tine law of New Mexico. This is a move in the right direction and we sincerely 
trust that the bill will be passed. There never was any necessity for this law. 
It inflicts unnecessary expense and trouble upon immigrants and cattle shippers, 
retards the development and settlement of New Mexico, prevents the introduc- 
tion of capital, cows, and citizens, and accomplishes no good except fora few land 
pirates who want the whole earth 

For years, to our personal knowledge, the Texas fever has been said to exist in 
the southwestern portion of that State. All during that time Texas cattle have 
been driven into and through New Mexico, and yet no one ever heard of any 
loss of stock in the Territory from Texas fever until a few individuals and com- 
panies, whose fraudulent land-holdings are well known, came to the front in the 
organizations of the various cattle associationsin this country. The fact isthe 
big cattle kings of New Mexico want to keepthis land for themselves, They do 
not want any more settlers to come in, nor do they want more cattle to come. 
They organized as a cattle association and then went to Santa Fé and with the 
help of those in power got the quarantine law passed for the express purpose of 
83 as far as they could the settlement of this fair land. The quarantine 

aw is a farce, but one that makes the immigrants cry instead of laugh. It is an 
engine which is being used to preven’ people from entering upon this fair do- 
and securing homes, It is a wicked law and ought to be abrogated. 


I have also noticed the following special dispatch from El Paso, Tex., 
near the border of New Mexico, which merits consideration, as it pur- 
ports to give the expression of prominent New Mexican stockmen as well 
as the newly appointed inspector for the southern district of New Mex- 
ico upon the same subject: 

EL Paso, January 22, 1886. 

It cr seinen that there will be a strong effort made to abolish the unjust ter- 
ritorial quarantine now prevailing against Texas cattle. Many prominent New 
Mexican stockmen see the unjustness and uselessness of the measure and 
openly urge that it be abolished, during the winter months atleast. Alexander 

rs, the newly appointed x for the southern district of New Mexico, 
ved here to-day to establish his headquarters. Like other fair-minded stock- 
men, he states that the quarantine is needless and works a great injustice to 
Texas and should be abolished for the winter at any rate. He said further that 
in the report which he will shortly make out he will state the situation and 
recommend a change. Great weight can be attached to the position of Mr. 
Rogers. He is one of the wealthiest and most far-seeing and fair-dealing stock- 
men in the Territory and furthermore holds a lucrative position which will be 
lost if the quarantine is abolished. 

Mr. Chairman, much more could be said and abundant additional 
evidence produced to show the propriety of and necessity for the pas- 
sage of this bill, but I will not consume farther time, hoping that what 
Ihave said may prove sufficient to attract attention to its merits and 
invite for it a careful consideration which ought to be speedy, inasmuch 
as the annual spring movement of cattle will soon begin. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Texas the name of the paper he read from a moment ago. 

Mr. LANHAM. The Interpreter, published at White Oaks, N. Mex. 
I will hand it to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The purpose of this bill which the gen- 
tleman advocates is, as I understand, to disapprove of the legislative 
acts on this subject as passed both by the New Mexico and Arizona 
Legislatures. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ihaveaddressed myself more especially to the New 
Mexico act, but there is also a bill pending for the disapproval of a 
similar statute passed by the Territorial Assembly of Arizona to which 
I have alluded. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, from ressions of 
sentiment already recorded bythe representatives of the people there 
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can remain no doubt that for once the united efforts of the moneyed 
oligarchy, assisted by the executive officers of the nation, will fail to suc- 
eessfully carry out the conspiracy to double the nation’s burden and 

yze the industries of the country by proposed legislation the sole 
object of which is to increase their own material wealth by making money 
dear and all species of property relatively cheap. 

Think of the lamentable consequences, if once consummated, of the 
damnable conspiracy to deprive the common people of this country, in 
the sweat of whose faces the nation has achieved all her greatness and 
the conspirators all their amassed and uncounted millions, of the only 
money that ever reached the body of the people. 

Who has ever seen gold dollars doing the business of this country? 
Those who have mingled with the massess and have knowledge of the 
ordinary business and commercial transactions carried on in this great 
country know well that gold is not the money that keeps alive the 
thousand industries that supply bread for the sustenance and clothes 
for the protection of the millions. : 

No one sees gold save the favored few, who through a failure on the 
[nets of the Secretary of the Treasury to execute the plain letter of the 

w, by using silver, absorb all of this money. In defiance of the law 
successive Secretarics of the Treasury have created a class of favored 
creditors to whom all the nation’s gold has been and is being paid, and 
now when all that precious coin and metal, except what still awaits 
them in the Treasury of the United States, has been gathered into the 
coffers of the money kings, comes the startling advice from the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury to discontinue the coinage of 
silver, and the farther advice from the Secretary to call in the $346,- 
000,000 of the legal tenders. 

If such advice were to prevail, what then would be the condition of 
our finances? 

The money of the United States to-day is: 


National-hank circulation, „000. 000 
Unlimited legal tender 346, 000, 000 
Gold bullion and coin...... FR 609, 000, 000 
Silver bullion and coin (including limited tender) 233, 000, OUD 


1,597, 000, 000 
Four hundred and ninety-four million of the above is the amount 
in the Treasury, as shown by the Treasurer’s December statement, and 
is doing none of the business of the country, and if the policy shall still 
obtain to hold this large surplus in the Treasury, and if the further 
advice of the Secretary of the Treasury is to be followed in calling in 
the $346,000,000 of unlimited legal tenders—then for business purposes 
and all the commercial transactions of this great country we will have 
$1,507,000,000 — ($494,000,000 in the Treasury -+ $346,000,000 green- 
backs), which leaves $667,000,000, or little more than $12 per capita 
for the sixty millions of people of the United States to carry on the 
business of a nation the extent of whose territory, the growth of whose 
population, and the wonderful increase of whose wealth, with hergreat 
commerce, coupled with an energy of her citizens that knows no bounds, 
requires more money per capita to foster and keep alive her indus- 
tries and afford business facilities than any other nation on the globe. 
Think of her growth in territory, population, and commerce and her 
yet comparatively undeveloped condition before receiving with any de- 
gree of favor the suggestion to pursue a policy the tendency of which is 
to paralyze the industries and dampen the zeal of our citizens. 
We have more than four times the extent of territory that we had 
originally on the acquisition of our independence. 
The area of the United States in square miles is: 


Original limits of the thirteen States.. . . . 820,680 
Louisiana, purchased of France in 1803 fo 839,579 
Florida, purchased of Spain in 1819 for $5,000,000............ 66, 900 
Territory r the Oregon treaty in 1842 and 1846. see 308,052 
‘Texas, annexed in 1846 (Texas debt, 7, 500,000). +»... 318, 000 
New Mexico and California, in 1847 (cost of the war, $15, 522, 955 

45,535 


Gadsden purchase, of Mexico, in 1853 for $10,000,000... 
Alaska, purchased of Russia in 1867 for $7,200,000. 


e op nde seeceosviccadennl seceptacinsn cenagsbonsbaseaton et 

We have grown in population until we have twenty times what we 
had when our independence was secured. 

Our growth from 1790 to 1880 is shown by cach census to be—1790, 
3,929,214; 1800, 5,308,483; 1810, 7,230,881; 1820, 9,633,822; 1830, 
12,866,020; 1840, 17,069,453; 1850, 23,191,816; 1860, 31,443,321; 1870, 
38,558,371; 1880, 50,155,783; and to-day we have nearly, if not quite, 
60,000,000 of people. 

Our growth in material wealth and in commerce has greatly surpassed 
our growth in territory and population. 

The value of the annual products of the productive industries of the 
United States, as shown by the census of 1880, in a table taken from 
The Tariff Record, was: 

The en sae of the Appalachian range and Atlantic plain, area 570,000 square 
es: 


Aggregate value. . 4,502, 930, 000 
To this sum should be added the products of the Pennsylvania and New York 
oil fields, valued in the census year at $20,000,000. 
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The States of the Rocky Mountain range, Pacifie plateau, Sierra Nevada and 
Cascade ranges, and Pacific slope, area 1,390,000 square miles: 


Agriculture * $95,900,000 
Manufactures... 158, 800, 000 
Mining and q 70, 808, 
Fisheries 8. 200, 
S 11, 941,000 
Aggregate value. co r SOAN GAA OON 


The States of the basin of the fluvial system of the Mississippi River, area 1,736,- 
601 square miles: 


Northern States: 


Agriculture ———ůͤů —— — — Se 342, 800, 000 
Manuſactures . nren 172, 500, 000 
Mining and quarrying... 2,334, 000 
Fisheries. . R 552,000 
S < 17, 800, 000 
Ses N D EEEE ONENE EEES R 535, 486, 000 

— — —̃ 


Grand total: 


These figures do not embi 
and other branches of industry not productive, 
to the productive wealth of the country. 

The growth in the resources of this country for thirty years may be 
seen from au official table taken from part 1, page 2, of the report 
treating on the internal commerce of the United States, which shows: 


Resources, 1880. 
Improved land in farms. 7281. 771,02 
Wheat produced. 420, 154. 500 
Corn produced 1, 551, 066, 895 
Horses on farms. 10, 838, 111 
Milch-cows on farms... 13, 125, 685 
Swine on farms... 43, 270, 086 
Pig. iron produced 5, 146, 972 
Coal produced... 96, 000, 000 


Railroads in opera 


i 121, 592 
Value of products of manufacture... 


` „02 
„81,019, 100,616 *$5, 309, 579, 191 


For the census year 1880. 

Our foreign commerce for the year ending June 30, 1885, amounts to 
more than thirteen hundred millions of dollars. 
Fele — . 
E T a ESAE êé“Gf G E EA P sdahesccters 

Our internal commerce amounts to more than ten times all our for- 
eign commerce, and in round numbers equals fifteen thousand millions 
of dollars. 

I have spoken of the wonderful development and resources of this 
country only to give emphasis to the proposition that a country which 
has made such acquisitions in people and wealth and carries on such an 
extended commerce can not without great loss and suffering be deprived 


ol the most potent factors and agents that have kept alive the indus- 


tries and multiplied the wealth of a thrifty and intelligent people—the 
silver dollar and the greenback dollar. 

The arguments that might apply with some degree of force to fully 
developed portions of Europe, where comparatively no silver is produced, 
has no force in this great undeveloped country, that produces nearly 
one-half the silver of the world, and where all the annual gold product, 
were it all coined into dollars, would only be sufficient to pay three- 
fifths of the annual interest on the interest-bearing debt of the United 
States. 

While our national liabilities draw a low rate of interest, yet the ag- 
gregate required annually for that purpose is about fifty millions of dol- 
lars and the annual gold product is but thirty millions and constantly 
diminishing. 

I have said that this great country is as yet comparatively undevel- 


oped. 

The State of Texas alone with a population as dense as that of Belgium 
would have over 125,000,000 people; twice as much as the present popu- 
lation of the United States, or the same State peopled as France would 
have over 47,000,000 inhabitants. 

Nebraska as densely populated as the Netherlands would contain 
nearly 24,000,000 human beings; Kansas peopled as Germany would 
number more than 17,000,000 souls; California as New York more than 
16,000,000, and Dakota as Massachusetts nearly 33,000,000. 

The whole United States peopled as Belgium is peopled would em- 
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brace more than 1,700,000,000 inhabitants, or thirty times our present 
population. à 

Germany has a population of 216 to the square mile, and has reached 
her greatness. England has a population of 289 to the square mile, 
and many years have passed since this nation was fully developed; since 
which time she has never forgotten to oppress and rob the poor. 

The United States has but 14 inhabitants to the square mile, or but 
1 where Germany has 15 and where England has 20. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask in the name of Manning, and this without a de- 
sire to take this great name in vain, yes, and in the name of all the 
illustrious patriots—the present incumbent’s immediate predecessors— 
who, in willful disobedience to the solemn enactments of Congress, have 
been trying to substitute gold for the palladium of our liberties (first, 
before opening the Treasury door to the golden horse, banog made sure 
that no one was in the belly but the privileged class of creditors, 
namely, the bondholders), I ask, I say, why, in this great country of 
undeveloped resources, with its mines of gold and silver sufficient to 
supply its people with an abundance of money, we should follow in 
the footsteps of England and Germany and lend the law-making power 
of this country to the agrandizement and enriching of the few and to 
the oppression of the many and the demoralization of the whole country? 

This proposition to make gold alone the standard is an insult to the 
intelligence of all thinking men. 

Mr. Speaker, aside from individual, corporate, and municipal indebt- 
edness, the world’s debts—I mean national indebtedness—amounts to 
$22,885,200,000, and the interest on this sum alone at 3 per cent. 
amounts to more than six times the annual gold product of the world. 

The report of the Director of the Mint, pages 131 and 132, shows that 
the world’s production of gold for 1884 was only $95,292,569, while the 
interest on the world’s national indebtedness at 3 per cent. amounts 
to $686,556,000, or nearly seven times the whole annual product of gold 
throughout the world. 

The world’s debts. 


| 
* Per 

Nation, | Debt. capita. 

| = 

LATIN NATIONS, | 
e.... épantend vl seccesce vase $4, 750, 000, 000 | $126 00 
inan Seni «| 1,921,000, 000 71 00 
Spain. 1, 487, 000, 000 87 00 
Belgium 252, 000, 000 46 00 
Port 377, 000, 000 49 00 
Roumania. 103, 000, 000 19 09 
Brazil. 336, 000, 000 38 00 
Costa Rica 5, 000, 000 27 00 
Guatemala 4,000, 000 400 
Honduras. 36,000,000 102 00 
Ni 3. 000, 000 10 00 
San 4, 000, 000 900 
A 65, 000, 000 27 00 
Bolivia. 17,000, 000 7 00 
Chili. . 51.000, 000 2400 
Colombia 15, 000, 000 5 00 
Mexico, 396, 000, 000 42 00 
Peru.. 214, 000, 000 79 00 
Ecuad 16, 000, 000 14 00 
Hayti 5, 000, 000 9 00 
Uruguay.. 48,000,000 | 109 00 
Venezuela, 67,000, 000 36 00 
pa E AA a E Poem Í 10,222, 000,000 | 73 00 
TEUTONIC NATIONS, 

, 200, 000 200 
| 1,919,000, 000 52 00 
78, 000, 000 99 00 
48, 000, 000 11 00 
19, 000, 000 11 00 
2. 000, 000 10 00 
25, 000, 000 13 00 


Sa ae 
1,717,000,000 23 00 
—ů w yv—ů— ͤ———— 


Gret Britain. 
British India. 
United States.. 


— — | instance by 


Debt of all nations. 


Annual 


debts. expenditures, 

Anglo-Saxon nations. 9 $6, 442,000,000 | $1,078,700, 000 
Teutonic nations..... „200, 000 561, 600, 000 
Sclavonic and G 
Latin nations.. 000, 000 
Other nations. , 000, 

(( ( A 
DR d 
The world's debt A. D. 1869... 
r crea wecesectosescnccts te sonnets covers sucess eeeses dosenn. 


A glance at these figures, with the application of a very limited knowl- 
edgeof mathematics by way of interest computation, should satisfy any 
one but expectant beneficiaries and their agents and Secretaries of the 
Treasury that we want all the silver of this country made into money, 
not only to aid in carrying on the varied industries of the country and 
to ite and make sure.of its development, but we want it to aid 
in paying off the $1,800,000,000 of indebtedness of this country, and, as 
well, to apply it in — of that portion of the indebtedness covered 
by interest-bearing bonds as of that which bears no interest. 

The law is plain and has made no distinction, but the favored class 
of creditors has been preferred, in defiance of the law, by one whose 
duty it was to execute the law. Here is the law; let it be read: 

Sec. 3693. The faith of the United States is solemnly pores tothe yanasa 
coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not in- 
terest, known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any 
such obligation has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful 
money or other currency than gold and silver. Butnone of the interest-bearing 
obligations not already due shall be redeemed or paid before maturity, unless at 
such time United States notes are convertible into coin at the option of the holder, 
or unless at such time bonds of the United States bearing a lower rate of interest 
than the bonds to be can be sold at par in coin. The faith of the 
United States is also solemnly pled to make provisions at the earliest practi- 
cable period for the redemption of the United States notes in coin. 

Sec, 3694. The coin r duties on imported goods shall be set apart asa 
special fund, and be applied as follows: 

First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the 


United States. 
Second. To the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 


United States, to be made within each fiscal year, which is to be set apart as a 

sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the 

8 publie debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
Third. The residue to be paid into the Treasury. > 

It does not take a lawyer to interpret this statute so plainly written. 
A butcher, a wood-sawyer, a street-car driver, or a chimney-sweep can 
understand it. Yes, any one but a Secretary of the Treasury knows 
just what ought to be done. 

You will remember that when Ulysses was invited to join the clans 
in avenging the wrong that had been trated upon the King of 
Sparta by taking a hand in the siege of Troy, he played he was crazy. 

e truth is, he wanted to stay with his beautiful 1 and ſor the 
further reason of the coupon interest recently clipped in the shape of 
his son Telemachus. 

When Ulysses was detected in his trick he went along all right. 

And now that the Secretary has been detected in his trick of playing 


=== | crazy when refusing to pay out the silver coin to the bondholders as pro- 


vided by law, while his true reason is his love for the bondholders and 
his high regard for their coupons and his desire to stay with them, we 
do hope that he will follow the example of Ulysses and from this time 
execute the law in good faith for the people and not forget that the 
bondholders and Wall Street gamblers are but a small portion of the 
people of the United States. 

From the standpoint of national indebtedness alone we can readily see 
how impracticable it is to undertake to erect the single standard of gold, 
but when we go a step further and consider municipal, corporate, and 
private indebtedness, and then consider the amount of gold there is in 
the world, together with the annual product, the proposition appears 
too absurd to discuss. 

The world’s debts of corporations, states, and municipalities amount 
to nearly $12,000,000,000 and private indeb ess amounts to over $70,- 
000,000,000, so that all the debts of the world national, corporate, and 
private—amount to more than one hundred thousand millions, while 
all the gold in the world is less than four thousand millions; hence if 
all the gold in the world were at once applied to the liquidation of the 
debts of the world it would not pay 25 per cent. of the same, and all 
the world’s annual product of gold would not pay one-tenth of 1 per 
cent. on the aggregate indebtedness of the world. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for an answer to the inquiry as to whether or not 
the bondholders have had more or less than what they are entitled to 
by the law under which the Government became obligated, let the 
facts bear witness and attest to the wrongs that have been inflicted upon 
the people and the favors that have been extended to the bondholders 
by a failure to execute the law in the first instance, and in the second 
i ding to the importunities and influence of the 
g the law of 1869 which peage the faith ofthe 

of this indebtedness. 


bondholders an 
Government for coin in the di 
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Up to that time legal tenders, commonly known as the greenback, 
was lawful money for the discharge of the bonded obligations of the 
Government, and no one could plead a want of knowledge of this fact, 
because written upon this circulation, on each and every dollar, we find 


his note is a legal tender at its face value for all debts, public and pri- 
vate, except duties on imports and interest on the public debt.“ 

This was the money that paid for the bonds when gold ranged from 
$1.17} to $2.18. 
greenbacks was: 


From 1862 to 1866, inclusive, the price of gold in 


During the five years, on an average, it took $1.62 in legal tender to 
buy $1 in gold, so that on an average for all these years $100 in gold, 
by first converting it into legal-tender notes, would buy $162 in bonds, 
and this is the way in which the bonds were bought—bought with 
greenbacks and were payable in the same money; and yet not a dollar 
in greenback currency wasever paid in discharge of bonded indebtedness, 
and notwithstanding the greenback had paid for the bonds and paid the 
Army of more than twoand one-half millions of soldiers who saved both 
the country and the bonds and had greatly appreciated in value since 
the purchase of the bonds, yet the rapacity of this species of pediculi 
that has been sucking the blood of the nation (the bondholders) was not 
satisfied until the passage of the act of 1869 pledging the Government 
to the payment of the bonded obligations in coin. By this wicked and 
unpatriotic legislation from twenty to thirty cents on every dollar of 
bonded indebtedness was legislated into the pockets of the bondholders 
and out of the pockets of the tax-payers of this country, because at the 
time of this legislation the greenback dollar would buy only about 70 
cents in coin. 

One would suppose that the national devil-fishes, with whose tenta- 
cles has already been clawed out of the national Treasury several 
hundred millions of dollars by the legislation of 1869 without any con- 
sideration received on the part of the Government, could see it to their 
own interest to rest content with the one grand larceny so successfully 
consummated, lest by their continued efforts to absorb all the national 
revenues by making money scarce they might so paralyze the hands of 
industry as to make doubtful the ability on the part of the Govern- 
ment a pay their continued exactions—but their greed seems to have 
no limit. 

We are constantly reminded of the great drain made upon the na- 
tional Treasury by the payment of such immense amounts of pensions 
to onr soldiers, but the amount paid in pensions is comparatively small 
sdi compared with the amount that has been paid to the bond- 

olders. 

There has already been paid to the bondholders four times the amount 
of paca Bare has been paid to the soldiers, their widows and orphans, 
as may be seen by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, 


Pensions. Interest. 

$852,170 47 | $13,190,344 84 
1,078,513 36 | 24,729,700 62 
4,985,473 90 | 53, 685,421 69 
16,347,621 34 | 77,395,090 30 
15, 605,549 88 | 133,067,624 91 
20,936,551 71 | 143,781,591 91 
23, 782, 386 78 | 140,424,045 71 
28, 476,621 78 | 130,694, 242 80 
28,340,202 17 | 129,235,498 00 
34, 443,894 88 | 125,576,565 93 
28,553,402 76 | 117, 357,839 72 
29,359,426 86 | 104,750,683 44 
29,038,414 66 | 107, 119,815 21 
29,456,216 22 | 103, 093,544 57 
23, 257,395 69 | 100,243,271 23 
27,963,752 27 97,124,511 58 
27,137,019 08 | 102,500,874 65 
35,121, 482 39 | 105, 327,949 00 
56,777,174 44 | 95,757,575 11 
50, 059,279 62 | 82,508,741 18 
61,245,198 95 | 71,077,206 79 
66,012,573 64 | 51, 436, 700 50 
55,429,228 06 | 47,926,432 50 
65,733,094 27 47,014,133 00 
765, 002, 640 18 | 2,205,019,419 19 


In addition to the interest, $839,054,445 has been paid upon the principal, so 
that the account stands thus: 


Total amount paid to bondholders. . ... .. $3, 094, 073, 864 19 
Total amount paid to pensioners. . . . . .. . . . . ... 765, 092, 
Excess paid bondholders and pensioners. . .. 2, 328, 981, 224 01 


The soldier was paid for his services when it took on an average during 
the war 81. 62 in greenbacks to buy $1 in gold, but while the greenbacks 
saved the country and bought the bonds it was not enough for the 
privil and was in 1869 actually demonetized so far as being 
applicable to the bonded indebtedness is concerned, and then for the first 
tıme the nation was pledged to pay coin. 


And again by the act of 1870 the national debt was refunded and 
again the bondholders exacted a pledge atthe hands of the Government 
that the bonds should be paid in coin of the standard value prescribed 
by the act of July 14, 1870, and to the end that no one should be able 
to gainsay the fact, upon the face of the bond was written the pledge 
of the Government to pay both the interest and principal in coin of the 
standard value of the United States of July 14, 1870. 

Our silver dollar was an unlimited legal-tender then and is now, and 
contained the same amount of silver with the same degree of fineness 
then as now; yet for all these years not one dollar in silver has been 
paid the bondholders, while the Secretary of the Treasury is constantly 
complaining that the vaults of the Treasury are overloaded with silver 
dollars, and this in the face of the fact that more than one hundred and 
ninety-four millions of the national debt are option bonds and drawing 
interest, and can be paid at the pleasure of the Government, and are 
payable in silver coin of the present standard. 

From this state of facts what should be the judgment of the country 
upon this kind of management? 

It should be what it is, that the conspiracy of the bondholders to 
make a second raid upon the Treasury by repudiating the written con- 
tract and demonetizing silver, and thus double the value of the bonds, 
is being aided and abetted by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Who can wonder at the general stagnation of business throughout 
the country? Who can utter surprise that hundreds of thousands of 
strong, willing men throughout the country should be idle and their 
families perishing from hunger and cold while the country was never 
so full and overflowing with everything to make life happy? Yet the 
laborers—the produeers of wealth—are unable to obtain the necessaries 
of life. But I say who should be surprised at this state of affairs when 
five hundred millions of the people’s money is locked upin the Treasury; 
when it is recommended by the head of the Treasury that three hun- 
dred and forty-six millions more be taken from the business industries 
of the country, and that we discontinue the coinage of silver; when 
one-half of the gold of the country is locked up in the Treasury, and 
every inducement on the part of the executive power of the nation is 
held out to hoard up and keep from the active business of the world 
the other half, through the hope of making one dollar worth two, by 
striking down silver and discontinuing its coinage? 

I tell you that the laws of our country which have so ruthlessly been 
put under foot by the executive department of the Government must 
be execu 

The damnable conspiracy to shear the people semi-annually has to 
be abandoned. 

The money in the Treasury must be put into circulation by the pay- 
ment on the nation’s matured debt, and the interest thereby stopped— 
becanse the law provides for this. 

Why pass other laws when the laws remain a dead letter upon the 
statute-books? Why ask by resolution for the policy of the Executive 
when we all know what that policy is? A policy to absolutely disre- 
gard the solemn enactment of Con 

I think it was John the Baptist when on the Jordan circuit who an- 
nounced that a greater than he was to come after him. It is safe to say 
that if our Secretary of the Treasury had been there in place of John 
the announcement would never-have been made. 

What has the Secretary of the Treasury to do with policies? The 
Congress of the United States it is that makes policies and crystallizes 
them into laws and there remains but one thing for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to do, and that is to carry out the enactment of Congress. 

I favor free coinage of all silver bullion produced in the United States. 
Because of our great undeveloped resources and our great internal com- 
merce, which exceeds that of any other nation in the world, no people 
require more money per capita nor can support more silver per capita, 
as a part of her money, than the people of the United States. 

The legislator who has fear that we would be overburdened with silver 
dollars under free coinage, limited to our own silver production, based 
on present annual output of mines in the United States, ought to be 
returned to the school-house until he has acquired such a knowledge of 
figures as to be able to show from our quantity of annual silver supply 
when applied to our increasing population and demand for business facili- 
ties that all our available silver coined into dollars would not keep pace 
with our increasing population and business demands. 

Let us see where figures take us, France, with a population of 38,- 
000,000 and no undeveloped territory, has a circulation of $550,000,000 
of silver, or 814] per capita. The United States, with a population of 
60,000,000, to carry the same amount of silver per capita would require 
$870,000,000insilver. The continued coinage of $40,000,000 a year for 
twenty years with the amount of silver we have on hand would only 
put us a little in advance of France, and that based on our present popu- 
lation. But judging of our prospective population twenty years hence, 
as shown by census returns, where will we be in point of population at 
the end of that time? 

From 1870 to 1880 our growth in population was nearly 33} per cent., 
and we have closely approximated to this increase at each decennial 
enumeration since 1790. This per cent. in ten years would give us a 
population of 60,000,000 -+ } of 60,000,000, or 80,000,000, and at the 
end of another ten years would give us 80,000,000 ＋ $ of 80,000,000, or 
nearly 107,000,000 population. 
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At the end of twenty years, if we were to keep every dollar of $40,- 
000,000 coined each year in the country, together with the amount we 
now have, we would haveof silver about $1,000,000,000, which to a pop- 
ulation of 107,000,000 would give $9 per capita instead of $14.50 now 
carried by France. And from that time forward with an increasing 
population of 33} per cent. the coinage of $40,000,000 per annum 
and this is the limit of our present production after deducting the 
amount used in the arts and manufacturing—would only amount to $1 
per capita for the increase; that is, the annual coinage would equal only 
$1 per capita for increase in population for a decennial period or $10 per 
capita for coinage during a whole decade. Figures show that with the 
coinage of $40,000,000 per year, with our increase of population, we 
never could reach $10 per capita or $4.50 per capita less than France has 
to-day. Let us see. We have now reached the end of twenty years, 
when, judging from our past growth, we have 107, 000,000 population, 
and this increased for the next decade 33} per cent. will give us 107,- 
000,000 ＋ one-third of 107,000,000, or about 143,000,000. And the 
ten years of coi at $40,000,000 per annum would give us $400,- 
000,000 to add to the $1,000,000,000 already coined, or $1,460,000, 000, 
which amount would supply to our increased population between $9 
and $10 per capita, as will readily be seen by dividing the population 
into the number of silver dollars: $1,400,000,000 + 143,000,000 (pop- 
ulation) gives $9}44 per capita. 

One step further shows to a mathematical certainty thatrelying upon 
continued increase of population, as shown by our past history, we 
could never reach the maximum point of $10 per capita in silver by 
coining $40,000,000 per annum. 

At the end of the next decennial period our population would stand 
143,000,000 -+ 33} per cent. of 143,000,000, which is a little more than 
190,000,000. And silver coin at this time would be $1,400,000,000 -+- 
$400,000,000, the product of ten years’ coinage at $40,000,000 per an- 
num, which would give $1,800,000,000, and this number of dollars di- 
vided by our population, now increased to 190,000,000, would give us 
$9," per capita, or the same numberof dollars per capita as before with 
a smaller fraction. And now we have reached a period where with 
continued average increase of population and a coinage of $40,000,000 
per annum the amount per capita would continuously grow less. 

After a careful inquiry, as is shown by the report of the Director of 
the Mint, 1883, page 15, by sending out 8,000 circular letters, 5,406 of 
which were answered, it was ascertained that between five and six 
millions of silver is used in the arts and in manufacturing, and of course 
this must fall far short of comprehending the full amount so it is safe 
to say that under free coinage not over $40,000,000 per annum would 
flow to the mints for coinage, where limited to domestic bullion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is no useof arguing this question with a view 
to convincing the money kings of this country. Their whole purpose 
is to steal something by legislation, by act of Congress. Nothing so 
much as class legislation and a failure on the part of the Treasury to 
fairly execute the law has made it possible for a few designing schemers 
to literally rob the nation. 

Nothing seems to satisfy their ambition but gold. They strive to 
appease their passions; they endeavor to pacify their consciences with 
the gilded bauble of wealth. 

Love of country—patriotism—a desire for the prosperity of the masses 
never found lodgment in their ignoble souls. Favoritism must stop. 
The representatives of the people must correct the existing evils and 
legislate for the masses, or in absence of this, when there shall be no 
other hope, the barefooted militia will come down from the hills and 
take charge of the Capitol. 

The safety of the people rests in the honest administration of the laws. 
Had the law been properly administered there would be no com- 
plaint of too much silver in the country. What a shallow pretense to 
urge against the coinage of silver that as fast as it is paid out it comes 
back to the Treasury. Why should it not come back to the Treasury? 
The Treasury is open for that purpose—of receiving dues to the Govern- 
ment and as frequently paying the sameout in eof Government 
obligations. That is what money is for—to discharge obligations. Can 
not the Treasurer pay out the money as frequently as it is returned so 
long as the nation in millions of matured debt drawing interest? The 
surplus money in the Treasury should be applied on the debts of the 
nation and made to do the business of the country instead of being 
locked up in the Treasury, and then general prosperity would follow; 
but so long as the Treasury is managed in theespecial interest of Wall- 
street gamblers general prosperity will not be known. 

Nearly all the bankers and bondholders of the East have joined the 
crusade against silver, and for the obvious reason that by destroying 
silver they greatly increase the value of the gold and money securities 
in their hands. They arrogate to themselves an exclusive knowledge 
on finance, and, in the past, by their united efforts, have controlled Con- 
gress and the action of the Treasury officials to the great detriment of 
the general public. 

I know of but one firm of New York bankers who have shown the 
manhood to expose the fallacies of this great ery against silver, and I 
will incorporate as part of my remarks a circular letter from this New 
York banking firm, the name of which is Moore & Schley: 

New Yorx, February 17, 1888. 

While it is conceded that the controlling factors in the financial and business 


curities may know what to do if Congress should follow one of several possible 
courses. 

The prevalent belief among those who are best posted is that the present Con- 
gress will not suspend the coinage of the silver dollar, and that matters will go 
on for another year as they have for the eight years; that is, that every 
month $2,000,000 of silver bullion will be coined into standard dollars, Assum- 
ing that this will be the case, what effect will it have upon the market? The 
advocates of silver coi claim that we can only judge by the experience of 
the last eight years, which they say has been favorable not only to the value of 
securities but all values, because since that time we have been steadily adding 
to our stores of gold, without very largely increasing our silver reserve. The 
fact is emp that from 1873 to 1878 inclusive, a period of mee fe the ex- 
ports of gold exceeded the imports by $123,751,210, an average of $20,625,000 a 
year. 

Since the of the silver bill in 1878, the imports of gold have exceeded 
the exports by $200,856,031 ; this, too, in addition to retaining in the country all 
the gold we mined. In 1877 we hadin the United States less than $200,000,000 of 
gol The Financial Chronicle estimates it at $175,000,000, but the Mint author- 
ities say $193,000.000. The Director of the Mint, in his report just issued, esti- 
mates total stock of gold on January 1, 1886, at $626,733,869, showing an addi- 
tion to our gold reserve of $433,000,000 since the passage of the silver coinage act 
in 1878. Curiously enough the excess of our exports of silver over importssince 
1878 has been about $16,000,000 per annum. According to the Mint Were 
our total stock of silver is $297,904,950, considerably less than half our stock 
gold, Every year since the silver coinage act was passed has seen our store of 
gold increase, relatively to our store of silver. These facts are curiously at vari- 
ance with the beliefso generally entertained that the silver coinage, under what 
is known as the Gresham law, is driving gold out of the country. Bimetallie 
France has had similar experience. With 20,000,000 less population than the 
United States, it has a coinage of nearly 600,000,000 five-frane pieces, the equiv- 
alent of our silver dollars, or some 8380, 000, 000 more than our total silver coinage. 
At the same time France holds more gold than any nation on earth. Its gold 
reserve is $850,000,000. The Bank of France shows a steady gain in its gold re- 
serve, while that of England and Germany, the gold-mint countries, remains 
stationary. The Bank of France, at present, holds 330,000,000 more in gold than 
the banks of England and Germany combined. According to the silver advo- 
cates, were we to continue coining silver dollars at the rate of two million per 
month we would not have as many as France, relatively, until a good wayinto 
the twentieth century; and yet the French 5-frane pieces, with 3 per cent, less 
silver than the American standard dollars, circulates on a par with gold. 

But there are other facts which seem to show that silver coinage bas not 
pormi detrimental. The following comparison of the condition of the national 

x ks in 1877 and 1885 shows that they, at least, have lost nothing by the silver 
coinage: 


October 30, 1877. | October 30, 1885. 


A T $479, 500, 000 $527,500, 000 
Undivided profits and surplus fands.... a 
$ 2 22, 700. 000 174, 900, 000 


63), 40, 000 1. 120, 100, 0 


Deposits... 


Then the deposits in savings-banks in 1885 show that they were $200,000,000 
greater than in 1881. The figures for 1877 are not available, or they would show 
a still larger increase, 

The fact that exchange is near the gold exporting point, and that some of the 

ellow metal has been shipped since January 1, has led to the fear that we will 
ose n t deal of gold in the near future. Bui, as the Evening Post and other 
anti-silver publications have shown, this does not seem at all credible while the 
balance of trade is in our favor. The exports and imports of the United States, 
as reported by the Bureau of Statisties, for six successive years are instructive 
on this point. The values of the merchandise exports and imports for the entire 
year have been, in millions of dollars: 


Then the current stock speculation is attracting European money for invest- 
ment this side of the water. 


True, our exports have fallen off in money value; we are shipping some gold, 
and may continue for a time to do so, but we have plenty of the yellow metal to 


spare, 

But suppose the extremists should succeed in committing the Government to 
as free a coinage of silver as of gold, what would happen? The silver men claim 
that even then would be no premium on gold until the proportion of the 
silver to gold would be ter than it now isin France. With 20,000,000 more 

pulation we have only $220,000,000 in silver, less than 81 per capita, while 
rance has $600.000,000,or about 814. Our gold reserve is about 811 per capita, while 
that of France is about $23. At this rate we could coin $1,000,000,000 in silver, 
Galan tor hres cclanae TTT 
for free coinage is perhaps ex one e reso! ns 
at the rane “Ser Hotel silver meeting. 

“Resolved, in the event of free coinage being enacted the United States need 
not fear either an export of her gold ora very large increase of her silver; for if 
other nations send their silver to our mints to be coined in larger quantities than 
now, they must do so either to distribute it here in payment for m dise 
which they have not hitherto been buying, in which case they would increase 
our exports and qu and stimulate our production; or they must do so in 
order to exchange it in this country when coined for gold; but in such case, if 
gold is at a premium, its holders here will get the premium and the country will 

ose nothing, and if gold is not at a premium here in silver, then the inducement 
to send the silver here will have disappeared and it will not come.” 

While free coinage might be carried in the House of Representatives, it would 
hardly go through the Senate, and if it did would be promptly vetoed by Presi- 
dent Cieveland. It is not improbable that Congress will authorize the e of 
one and two dollar certificates in place of the greenbacks of similar denomina- 
tions. This 8 add forty to fifty million more dollars to the hun- 
dred and forty ion now in circulation. This will end the accumulation of 
which would be reassuring to the 


a 
tion to the currency of the country enhances values, and 
silver, or their paper representatives are withdrawn their prices fall off. 
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It is now to be considered what would occur were the silver coinage to be 
suspended. The impression is universal at the West and South that there would 
be an immediate break in prices of all kinds. The price of silver has alread 
fallen from 51d. to 46}d. per ounce. It would y take a 1 of 38d. If 
this one metal only was affected it would be a comparatively trifling matter; 


but in the shrinkage of values which has taken place since bimetallism was set | 8 


aside by the commercial world, silver has proved to be the best measurer of 
values; that is to say, silver to-day will buy as much of any 9 — of land or 
labor as it did before it was demonetized in Europe in 1872. The real phenome- 
non is that the purchasing power of gold has increased from 20 to 30 per cent. 
Were the American support of the silver market withdrawn the purchasing 
power of gold would be enormously enhanced, which fact would show itself in 
an unprecedented crash in prices. This view would not be the correct one, but 
every operator in the West would sell the market right and left, and there 
would be plenty here at the East to follow their example. Ind the main 
argument ot those who favor the stoppage of the silver coinage is that it will 
create so much bimetallism. There has been great suffering in England, espe- 
cially among those who do business with the East Indies, where silver is the ex- 
clusive currency, and its depreciation makes exchange so high as to turn trade 
profits into losses. 

Probably this reasoning of the anti-silver coinage advocates is correct; but 
as we are vinga revival of business and a buoyant feeling, not only on the 
stock exchange but in all departments of trade, it does not seem probable that 
an American Congress would care to do evil that possible good may come, and 
thus voluntarily bring about the same distrustful condition of things which exists 
in England and Germany, the two leading gold-unit countries. Demonstrations 
by mobs of unemployed workmen, such as have been seen in London and the 
manufacturing districts of England, are not experiences such as the American 
public will care to go Siong: 

In the above the silverside of this controversy is presented for the reason that 
the anti-silver newspapers and financial authorities of the East have had the ear 
of our public almost exclusively. Those who deal in securities should have all 
the data for forming correct ju ents of their on. 

Yours, respectfully, 
MOORE & SCHLEY. 

This letter, embracing as it does many facts and figures covering the 
whole financial question, sustains the conclusions of my arguments on 
the proposition that there is no danger to be apprehended from the full 
and free coinage of silver. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, it has been directly charged by 
the enemies of the standard silver dollar that it is a “dishonest dollar,” 
Is this true? If it is, then our laws are wrong, and the Government is 
a perpetrator of fraud against its own people. What foundation is there 
for thischarge? As faithful representatives of honest constituencies it 
becomes our duty to answer this question. If the allegation be true, 
then the wrong should be righted, for the honor of the people we rep- 
resent is more precious than silver or gold. 

But upon what reason do the enemies of silver in their warfare upon 
it base this indictment of fraud and dishonesty? Itis not because a 
silver dollar will not buy as much as a gold dollar in our country, nor 
that it will not purchase as much of any of the commodities of trade 
or the necessities of life as it ever did. Therefore, it is not because sil- 
ver is not worth as much as it has ever been when tested by its pur- 
chasing capacity; and beyond controversy this is the only true and hon- 
est test, for this is its sole use as coin. But it is said that where it is 
not by law made a legal tender it is only worth from 80 to 85 cents; 
and upon this statement of fact the charge of dishonesty is based. 

By what measure of value is this alleged depreciation of silver arrived 
at? It is not pretended that it is ascertained or proven in any other 
way than by its relative value as compared to gold, and that in such 
countries as have demonetized silver. What right have we to judge 
here of the value of our silver dollars, or of their honesty as legal-ten- 
der, debt-paying dollars by the gold standard alone where silver has 
not been depreciated but gold has been enhanced in value by reason 
alone of the total or ial demonetization of silver in other countries? 
I submit that gold is not the only standard or test of value by which 
silver is to be tried. Capital seeks to demonetize what er to be 
the more plentiful metal and to make the dearer one the sole standard. 
Germany and Austria demonetized gold and made silver the standard 
in 1857 for fear of an inundation from the rich mines of California and 
Australia. In Austria silver is still the standard and gold is only a 
commodity and not money. 

The following tables show that of the people of the world over 700,- 
000,000 have adopted silver as the sole standard, and over 180,000,000 
the double standard, gold and silver, and less than 90,000,000 the single 
gold standard: 


SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 


Russia.. 
Austria. 000, 000 
500, 000 
000, 000 
600, 000 
800, 000 
400, 000 
000, 000 
144, 456 
944, 456 
Greece. 1, 400, 000 
Rouman 4. 000, 000 
Colombia 2, 900, 000 
Venezuela 1, 600, 000 
TE 19585 
rugua, 5 
Paraguay. 1, 200, 000 
Japan....... .. 33.000, 000 
STET. AELE S E Rea eTialp 3, 700, 000 


Population, 
36, 200, 


A] SPR 
8 S888 
88888 8|8828888 


85 
885 


32,000, 
7.000, 
42.000, 
1,700, 
4) 300, 


s 


According as one of these metals has been demonetized the other has 
appreciated in value where it has been erected as the sole standard. 
Why? Simply because debt-paying money has been made scarcer and 
therefore, harder to obtain by the striking down of the other metal, and 
the purchasing power of the former is thereby increased. 

We must judge of the honesty of our silver coin in the light of our 
own laws, our own condition, and our own obligations, rather than by 
the whims and fancies of other governments wholly different from ours 
in form and purpose, and with different surroundings and interests. 
Ours is not an effete monarchy. It is not a d tism ruled in the in- 
terest of a ruling class or subservient to capitalists and creditors irre- 
eae of the rights of others, or rather it should not be. Ours is, in 

eory at least, a government by the le, for the people. It should 
be as jealously watchfal of the rights of the humblest citizen as it is 
ofitsown honor. The disposition of the question under consideration 
will materially affect the rights and conditions of all classes of the peo- 
ple, for the ability of the debtor to pay depends largely upon the sup- 

ly of money. If it is plentiful it is more easily obtained and it takes 

ess property to procure it than when it is scarce, for then it is dearer 
and requires more A yt ard to be sacrificed to raise it. The creditor 
will be affected by the determination of the question, for it will in great 
measure determine the value or the purchasing power of his money, 
which becomes greater just in proportion as money is made scarcer. 

When we consider the magnitude of indebtedness, as shown by the 
following statement and estimate, which must be discharged in lawful 
money, we can better appreciate the importance of the determination 
of what shall be lawful money and the amount of it: 


Statement of the national, State, county, municipal, and railroad debt in the 
United States, and an estimate of the individual real and personal mort- 


gage debt. 

Unkod CRG xx Ä . $1, 438, 542, 995 
Aggregate State, funded and unfunded, 1885... . , 175, 245 
Tartitorial WOOD. ..ereeorcasusosa ‘ubndpaashenestepenasiorsiens 179,178 
County, 1880. 123, 877, 668 
Municipal, . . .. 698, 270, 199 
Railroad, funded, 1 8, 669, 115, 772 
Individual mortgages (estimated), 6, 000, 000, 000 

ee ENA IIAN T S A ENE 12,192, 161, 057 


What right has the creditor to refuse payment in the legal-tender 
coin of the law at the time of the contract? What right has he to de- 
mand payment in a dearercoin? Is he not asking substantially an im- 
pairment of the contract in his own favor and against the debtor? This 
brings us to the consideration of what have been the legal-tender coins 
of our country. Among the powers of Congress enumerated in the 
Constitution are the following: ‘‘To coin money, regulate the value 
thereof and of foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights and measures.“ 
The same instrument forbids that the States shall“ make anything but 
gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts.’’ Silver is just as 
much the ized coin of the Constitution as gold. 

Under the authority above cited Congress, as far back as 1792, author- 
ized the unlimited coinage of silver as well as gold, establishing exactly 
the standard silver dollar of to-day of 412} Its coinage as legal- 
tender money was not interrupted until1873~74. Then in 1878 alim- 
ited amountof not more than $4,000,000 and not less than $2,000,000 was 
required tobe coined per month. It has eversince its establishment orig - 
inally been a legal tender except as limited from 1873 to 1878, yet we 
hear constantly of the so-called gold bonds and gold obligations“ 
of the Government, and the bonds principal and interest are being paid 
in gold, in compliance with the avaricious demands of the holders. 
There are justly and legally no gold obligations of the Government 
except gold certificates; the former are all payable upon their face in 
coin, not gold alone, for we have already seen that silver is as much a 
part of our ! coin as gold is, A bond, therefore, payable in coin is 
payable in either silver or gold at the option of the debtor. 

It is discouraging to him who loves justice to see how unjustly and 
oppressively the tax-paying people have been discriminated against in 
the interest of manipulating capitalists. The holders of greenbacks by 
the funding of the public debt became holders first of bonds bearing 6 
p cent, interest, the latter payable in coin. Then in 1869, at the 

ds of a Republican Congress, by some means they secured the pas- 
entof the principal of their bonds in coin, 


of an act requiring pa; 
8 cks which they had exchanged for them at 


notwithstanding the green 
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so great an advantage were receivable at their face value “‘for all debts, 
public and private, except interest on the public debt and customs 
dues.” 

This specific exception of the interest on the public debt” and not 
the principal, as well as the stipulation in the bonds to pay the interest 
in coin and the absence of such a stipulation as to the principal, clearly 
shows that the demand of the bondholders was unfounded, except in 
their greed, and the allowance of it was a great wrong against the tax- 
payers. Not content with these ill-gotten advantages, and fearing that 
their right to hold them might be questioned, they secured in the act 
of July 14, 1870, a provision requiring the new bonds under that act 
to be paid, principal and interest, in coin of the standard value pre- 
scribed by law at that date. At this time the coinageof silver was free 
and unlimited. They were thus cautious to secure themselves against 
any possible fluctuation by reason of a change in the standard weight 
of either coin by subsequant legislation. 

Still not content, they secured the demonetization of silver in 1873 
by means since characterized as stealth, hoping thereby to secure pay- 
ment of their bonds in gold alone and that greatly enhanced in value 
and purchasing power by reason of the striking down of silver. Their 
bonds were already exempted from taxation of any kind. Why should 
accumulated capital be so favored while the poor pay taxes on the 
little they have? In addition to all this they are permitted under the 
national banking laws to make these bonds a basis for banking and to 
issue bills amounting to 90 per cent. of the amount of the bonds as 
currency. Within a few years the holders of greenbacks, taxable and 
non-interest bearing, not worth over 50 cents on the dollar, have by the 
means just recited become holders of non-taxableinterest-bearing bonds 
payable in coin, principal and interest. Actually being paid in gold, and 
while their interest is regularly paid by the Government, they issue 
and use bank bills amounting to 90 per cent. of the bonds—all without 
additional investment or consideration since they became the owners 
of the depreciated greenbacks. 

Accustomed to having their demands granted at the expense of the 
tax-burdened people they in 1881 demanded and secured at the hands 
of Rutherford B. Hayes a veto of an act refunding a part of the public 
debt and reducing the rate of interest on thesame. What right, legal 
or moral, have they to demand more now than the contractentitles them 
to? They should be content with the money of the contract—the 
money of the Constitution, silver or gold at the option of the debtor. 

To establish the single standard of gold and demonetize silver would 
be to require all debtors to sacrifice more property to procure gold or 
its equivalent to pay their debts contracted when silver was at par and 
a legal tender than they will have to do if both are retained. This 
would be no less unjust and oppressive to the debtor than it would to 


the creditor to arbitrarily scale and reduce his claim merely to favor 
the debtor. Neither would be right. It is contended that we should 
increase the amount of silver in the dollar so as to bring it up to gold in 
value everywhere. This would be the same wrong, the same oppres- 
sion, because it would be requiring that much more of value to obtain 
a dollar or the bullion to make adollar. To require silver bullion of 
equal value to the gold bullion in a dollar would be to farther burden 
debtors under existing laws about 20 per cent. which, on the aggregate 
of ascertained and estimated indebtedness referred to, would amount to 
82,438,432, 209. 

Those who have been the beneficiaries of so much and oft-repeated 
favoritism at the hands of the Republican Congresses of the past now 
have the audacity to demand the suspension of the coinage of silver. 
This is one demand that will not be granted, if I may be permitted to 
judge beforehand of the action of this House. It ought not to be granted. 
It is time that the great body of the people who support the Government 
were receiving some consideration at the hands of Congress. 

But let us notice another objection that is urged against the coinage 
of silver. It is said that its demonetization in other countries and con- 
tinued coinage in this will tend to drive the gold out of our country 
and to bring in the silver from those countries where it is demonetized. 
Like many theories, this looks plausible upon its face; but the facts do 
not sustain it. It is safer to follow the truth, demonstrated by actual 
experience, by stubborn facts, than to be frightened to the right or to 
the left by mere unsupported theory. 

When the coinage act of 1878 was passed the cry went up that gold 
would leave our country and depreciated silver would take its place. 
This evil has been prophesied from that day to this. But what are the 
facts? The coinage of silver at the present rate has been going on now 
for seven years, and there is to-day more gold in the country than there 
was seven years ago. For the last fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, our 
total exports of gold were $8,476,892, while our imports for the same 
year were $26,691,696, showing an excess of imported gold of $18,214,- 
804. Ourexports of silver for 1884 were $26,051,426, for 1885 $33,750,- 
633, an excess of $7,698,207 last year over the year before. Despite the 
warnings and evil prophecies of those who look with horror for the sub- 
stitution of what they are pleased to call the ‘‘ baser metal ” for gold 
the importation of the latter has increased while the exportation of the 
former has increased. In 1873, while silver was demonetized, it was es- 
timated that there was in this country at that time 8135, 000, 000 gold 
coin; it was then at a premium of 15} percent. About $98,000,000 of 
this was in the and in the national banks, not in actual cir- 
colation. In 1876 the amount was estimated to be $153,493,378. 

The following table from the Director of the Mint shows the yearly 
increase of gold since the resumption of silver coinage: 


Statement showing the estimated amount of gold and silver coin and bullion in the United Slates on the 1st of January each year, from 1878 to 1885, 
inclusive, the amount in the Treasury, and the amount in active circulation. 


1878. | 1879. 1880. | 1881. | 1882. | 1883. 1884 | 1885, 
In the United States: | 
a L OR AER ( E E E EEEE 18,000,000 | $273, 000, 000 | $327, 000,000 | $395, 000,000 | $487, 000, 000 | $524, 000,000 | $552, 000,000 | $563,000, 000 
Gold bullion in mints and New York assay office.....| 10,671,164 5,275,424 61, 634, 318 95, 260, 881 87, 977, 60 51, 981, 432 | 66, 406, HG 63, 422, 646 
Total gold coin and bullion............ 388, 634,318 | 490, 260, 851 | 574,977,602 | 575,981, 618, 406, 346 626, 422, 646 
—kk . — — ————4 = 
Laa E tants op Scocesuresasieseoesspeesoneetad . 000, 000 95, 000,000 | 128,600,000 | 157,000,000 | 186,000,000 | 213,000,000 | 242,000, 000 264, 000, 000 
Silver bullion in mints and New York assay office... 3, 874. 982 11, 057, 140 4,492, 421 6, 183, 224 3, 607,829 4, 468, 193 5, 661, S41 | 5, 665, 7 
Total silver coin and bullion. . .. . | 68, 374, 982 | 106,057,140 | 132,492,421 | 163, 183, 224 | 189,607,829 | 217,468,193 | 247,661, 841 | 209, 665, 758 
In the Treasury : | | Fi | j 
Gold coin and bullion. . eeeee | 116,520,934 | 135,382,639 | 157,790,321 | 156,742,095 | 172,617,467 | 171,504,568 | 219,014,739 234, 975, S51 
e| 6, 853, 789 30,557,533 56,542,114 79, 142, 799 99,161,408 | 125,006,727 | 151,207,884 181, 362, 978 
J 123,374,723 | 165,940,172 
Outside of the Treasury: at 
Gold coin and bullion. . . . . . . steve 112,150,230 | 142,892,785 | 230,843,997 | 333,518,756 | 402,360,135 | 404,476,864 | 399,391,607 391, 446,795 
Silver coin and bullion. «| 61,521,193 75, 499, 607 75, 950, 307 $4, 040, 425 90, 446, 421 92, 461, 466 96, 453, 957 88. 302, 780 
a a ES he Neal SN AUER eae i 173,671,423 | 218,992, 92 | 306,704, 301 | 417,559,181 | 492, 806,556 | 496, 938,330 | 495, 845, 564 | 479,749,575 


The coinage of silver therefore has not driven gold away from us. It 
has not begun to do so. It does not threaten to do so. There is no cause 
for alarm on this aceount. The balance of trade - that is, the difference 
between the value of products exported and imported has far more to 
do with the influx or outgo of gold than does the coinage of silver. This 
balance, owing to the richness of our soil, the amount and variety of our 
productions of agriculture and manufactures, and the thrift and energy 
of the American people, has continued in our favor. The surest way to 
preserve this balance in our favor is by wise laws justly administered to 
promote individual prosperity among the people. If we have individ- 
ual prosperity, national prosperity must follow. 

There should be a removal of vexatious restraints upon commerce, 
grievous burdens and unjust discriminations imposed by vicious laws, 
which inure to the advantage of a favored few and oppress the many. 
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The thrift of the American people and the richness of their heritage 
would insure untold prosperity, individual and national, if freed from 
the blighting effects of unjust discriminations and oppressive burdens. 
There should be sufficient currency provided to meet the requirements 
of the increasing population, business, and developments of our grow- 
ing country. Money that is good enough for the employés of the Gov- 
ernment, its officers and laborers, ought to be good enough for the bond- 
holder, who is favored in so many ways. 

The last objection urged against the further coinage of silver which 
I shall notice is that the money vaults are crowded and we will soon 
have no place to put it. This is scarcely worthy of reply. In the first 
place, no sufficient reason has been shown why it is not paid ont in dis- 
charge of our bonds, now subject to call, and upon which we are paying 
interest, while the silver that ought to be in circulation lies idle in the 
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Treasury. The reason why it has not been put in circulation, I fear, is 
that it has not been in the hands of its friends. The minimum amount 
required by law is all that has at any time been coined under the present 
law. recommendations have been made for a suspension of 
this, and that which is required by the law to be coined is not paid out 
on due bonds and put in circulation, but is hoarded in vaults. If its 
inconvenience be an objection —.— pais is eee by ay sti om; 
tificate, which is especial]: acceptable among the people. 

eee „ there is in the pockets of the 
people, where it will find its way if you pay it out to the creditors of 
the Government, who will employ it in the various business channels 
of the country, and it will reach the people. Compel the bondholder 
to take it according to the contract, and he will then be found helping 
to sustain silver and not to degrade it. There ought to be an increase 
of the coinage of silver. The annual production of is slightly de- 
creasing, while population and commerce are increasing; and, notwith- 
standing the diminishment in the annual gold production, there isan es- 
timated increase in the amountof bullion and coin used in the arts and 
manufactures. In the year 1883 $4,875,000 of gold coin was used in 
this way. The following statement shows the amounts of gold and silver 
bullion used for these purposes during the last fiscal year: 

Deposits of gold and silver bullion at assay office, at New York, for bars 
su to have been used in the arts and manufactures during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1885. 

[From statement of Mr. Andrew Mason, superintendent. ] 


the charges 


5, 595, 158 50 


Some professed friends of silver say that the only way to uphold itis 
to suspend coinage here until it can be resumed in other countries which 
have etized it. While we must admit that the action of other 
great powers toward the coins must affect us in greater or less degree 
it would be un-American for us to conform at once to foreign policies 
without an effort to maintain our national coins intact, and to uphold 


FC The is not to sus- 
pend increase the coinage. amazing prosperity of France 
after her unsuccessful conflict with Prussia, with an 8 public 
debt, has been largely attributed to her financial policy. She provided 
and has maintained in circulation an ample volume of currency. With 
a population of about 33,000,000 she has over $850,000,000 in gold 
coin and about $541,000,000 in silver, or a total of about $1,391,000,000, 
beside a paper currency of about $556,000,000, making in all $1,947,- 
000,000 or over $50 per capita. With about two-thirds the popula- 
tion of the United States she has twice as much silver coin, which is a 
legal tender at par and circulates. 

The amount of money of all kinds, including paper, in the United 
States, hoarded and in circulation, is not over $24 per capita. In the 
face of these facts I fail to see the attending continued coinage, 
but upon the other hand I believe that the present continued depression 
is in fact the result of a lack of sufficient currency to meet the demands 
of the business of the country. A sufficiency of currency would stim- 
ulate business, lead to investments, developments, and remunerative 
employment for labor, and consequent prosperity. Searcity of money 
embarrasses business and produces stagnation, prevents employment 
of labor, and causes suffering. Our condition demands increased coin- 
age rather than on. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report states that about 54 per 
cent. of the metal money of the world is silver and about 46 per cent. 
gold. The United States is by far the greatest silver- producing coun- 
try in the world and can not afford to aid in striking it down. It does 
not appear that other nations have so co y abandoned silver as 
the monometallists would seem to t. The appended statements 
show the world's production of both metals for the years 18828384; 
also the coinage of various countries for the same years. These tables 
are taken from the report of the Director of the Mint. 

Silver has been the stand-by of the people inmany tim es of depres- 
sion and threatened disaster, remaining among them when gold, the 
dearer metal, had to some extent concentrated in the hands of capital- 
ists and bankers so that it has been, and that not without reason, called 
the people's money.“ The effort to destroy it is but one more step 
inline with many that have been taken heretofore to transfer the earnings 
of the masses to the coffers of the rich and the strong. At no time in 
the history of our country has it been so important to the interests of 
the people as now for them to havea large circulation of silver. It will 
go far in protecting them against the effects of the manipulations and 
Speculations of those who in recent years have absorbed unprecedented 
fortunes, which are often combined and ized in support of schemes 
for further accumulation of the products of toil by those who toil not 
and yet by their wits absorb the wealth produced by others. It is the 
money of the fathers and of the Constitution, tested by experience and 
approved by the people. Let us have more of it. 


World’s production of gold and silver. 
[Compiled from official statistics furnished by the countries named, except when otherwise stated.] 


1883. 


1882. 
Gold. Silver. 
22 500, 050 1196 683 48.808.000 3170 
23, 867, 935 7,781 $23,427 | *35,913 
28, 943, 217 2,475 102,878 | 439,873 
936, 223 703, 508 29, 237,798 1, 438 
249, 890 214, 982 8, 934, 652 457 
1, 050, 063 547, 118 1, 958, 224 1,638 
11,298 1,500 62, 350 37 
— 5, 893 244, 4 [e- 
wd 72,375 dA32 17, 949 d109 
SS AAA CETA BEES €14,500 3,096,220 l J 
Tur 6, 645 2.164 89.516 
78,546 J10,109 420, 225 
Colombia... 3, 856, 000 18, 760, 000 s 
Bolivia, 72,375 9284, 11, 000, 000 g109 
Chili.. 163, 000 128,106 5,325,000 +245 
Brazil TAL, GOL |... csserevsee 5 on 952 
1632, 520 256 
1, 993, 800 |... a3, 000 
pK iy Mt Diaper aon! PIE a ty 5, 022 
91,641 1,435 
094, 926 


12 


- 


—— 14.291 — seese 
119, 250 h45, 909 A179 
2,690,573 | 111,821,623 | 141,733 


* Estimated same as official statement for 1882. 
Official for Victoria and New South Wales, with estimated production of the 
er ces. 


Amounts parted from deposits at the Sydney and Melbourne mints. 

The estimate of 1883 with increased 8 Melbourne and Sydney mints 
,222 ounces) ad: 

Estimated same as official for 1883. 


Same as Consul Dalton's estimate for 1883, 


a Estimated by Dr. A. Soetbeer, 1879. 


e Report of Con: Dalton, Consular May, 1884. pago 394, 
d Estimated same as official statement for 1877. 
e Estimated same as o statement for 1880, 
J Estimated same as official statement for 1879, 
Estimated same as official statement for 1881. 
fi Estimated same as official statement for 1884. 


6 Official for Hu with former annual — for Austria added, 
Report ‘or 
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Coinage of various countries—calendar years, except for India, Mexico, Brazil, and Japan. 
[Compiled from official statistics.] 


+ Approximate. 
Statement showing the production of gold and silver by States and Territories, for the calendar year 1884. 


State or Territory. 


| Gold. | Silver. 


£ 


f 000 
‘| “980; 000 | $4,500,000 | 5, 430, 000 

| 18, 600,000 | 3,000,000 | 16, 600, 000 
4.20, 000 | 16,000,000 | 20/250; 000 
3.300. 000 150,000 3. 450, 000 
1 137, 000 

| 1,250,000 2.720, 0% 3.970, 000 
2.170,00 | 7,000,000 9, 170, 000 
3.500, 000 5,600. 000 , 100, 000 

300,000 | 3,000,000 | 3, 300, 000 

2 157,000 3.500 160, 500 
630.000 630, 000 

57,000 500 57,500 

120, 000 6, 920, 000 
S 2.000 

85, 000 89,000 

RIE ene 6, 000 

A 7 81,000 

79, 600, 000 


in the discussion of the cur- 
rency or any other question of general interest we should not forget that 
the Government of the United States rests upon the consent of the gov- 
erned; that this is a government of the people, for the people, and by 
the people; and that the people established the Government that all 
might enjoy its blessings, and to secure this end legislation should be 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 


promotive of the greatest good of the greatest number. Each man is 
a sovereign, and is supposed to be capable of self-government and capa- 
ble of acting in association with his neighbors, not only to advance his 
own interests, but the interests of others; and to do this each and all 
must bear alike the burdens, as well as share the blessings to result 
from the association thus formed. 

The silver question, as it is called, affects the prosperity and happi- 
ness of every citizen, whatever his vocation, in every part of our great 
country. And as the people are acting through us, their representa- 
tives and agents, let us resolve to settle this question as the constitu- 
encies we represent may desire. Who are our constituents? Are the 
bondholders of Europe and their allies in the United States, who are 
the holders of the bonds of the United States and of the States, the 
national bankers, the gold-kings, and the lenders of money—are these 
our constituents, or do we represent all the people, the rich and the 
poor, those living luxuriously, and laborers in the fields, in mines, in 
shops, producers and consumers? 

Who is demanding the suspension of the coinage of silver? Are the 
millions of laborers, men and women, who toil with their hands, find- 
ing few resting places in this life, and they who produce the cotton and 
the cereals, and dig from the earth coal, gold, silver, and other minerals, 
upon which all live, are these demanding the demonetization of silver 
or the suspension of its coinage? The answer comes up from every cot- 
ton, corn, and wheat field, and from every mine and workshop in the 


land, No; but the demand emanates from the bondholder, the national 
banker, and the money-lender. The questions to be settled by us, and 
they should be settled by this Congress, are, Shall the people’s wishes 
be respected, and shall they govern this country, or shall the million- 
aires of Europe and their allies, the millionaires of this country, a few 
thousand in number, govern it? > 

Do you not know that a feeling exists, which is fast developing into 
a conviction, all over the country from Maine to California, among all 
classes of laborers and producers, and among the people generally, 
that the hard times, the increasing poverty of the masses, the suffering 
and distress that meet the eye wherever you look, result from the con- 
trolling influence of the money oligarchy in State Legislatures and in 
Congress? This conviction stifles hope and energy, it begets distrust, 
destroys love of country. Who can love a country that not only fails 
to give equal and just laws to all, but, instead, subsidizes a class with 
millions annually and yields a willing obedience to its selfish and tyran- 
nical dictation? : 

The producers of the wealth of the country, though poor, are intel- 
ligent, and after years of toil and failure begin to understand why they 
fail, and why the few millionaires who neither toil nor spin fare sumpt- 
uously every day and are arrayed in purpleand fine linen. ‘These mill- 
ions of laborers and producers must be respected and protected from the 
greed and rapacity of the few who wield the wealth of the nation by 
means of Government subsidies and by means of unjust class legislation, 
or strikes will continue and grow in i and dignity, and the 
army of tramps that now marches through the country will become so 
large and dangerous that the military arm of the Government will be 
invoked and strengthened at great cost to the Treasury to protect life 


1 
questions of public policy should be adjusted with reference to 
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‘í the greatest good to the greatest number.“ The silver question be- 
ing one of public policy should be determined on this principle. We 
have a creditor class and debtor class. The debtor greatly exceeds in 
numbers the creditor class. To diminish the volume of the currency 
enhances its value, adds to the value of the creditor’s securities, and in 
the same ratio lessens the ability of the debtor to pay by decreasing 
the value of his property and increasing the number of his hours ot 
labor. The advocates of a single gold standard argue that to continue 
the coinage of silver and give it, as gold has, a legal-tender quality for 
all debts will be dishonest and unfair to the creditor, notwithstanding 
the debt was eontracted to be paid in either gold or silver at the option 
of the debtor. This is absurd and needs no answer. 

The next objection to the coinage of silver is, it has been demone- 
tized in England, Germany, France, and other states in Europe which 
Jessened the value of silver not only there but in this country, and as 
it is cheaper than gold, the more valuable coin will be hoarded or will 
be taken to the single gold standard countries in their commercial in- 
tercourse with the United States. This position is triumphantly an- 
swered by the official report of the Director of the Mint, furnished me 
on the 24th day of February, 1886, which states that since the partial 
remonetization of silver in 1878 the importation of gold into the coun- 
try has greatly exceeded its exportation, and the exportation of silver 
has greatly exceeded the importation, although the bondholders and 
bankers predicted the contrary result. And from 1873, when silver was 
demonetized, till 1878, when it was remonetized, the exportation of gold 
was greatly in excess of its importation, and the exportation of silver 
for the same period exceeded its importation. Let the report speak for 
itself. One fact is worth a thousand arguments or assertions. 


Imports and exports of gold and silver. 
UNITED STATES. 


Gold coin and bullion. Silver coin and bullion. 
Exports Imports. | Exports. 
856,715 $12, 798. 490 $39, 751,859 
042, 420 8, 951, 769 32, 587, 985 
980, 977 7, 203, 25,151, 165 
177, 050 7,943, 25, 329, 252 
590, 374 14, 528, 180 29, 571, 863 
204, 455 16, 491, 099 24, 535, 670 
851,991 | 67,917,434 | 178, 927,794 
Á 
587,614 14,671,052 20, 409, 827 
639, 025 12, 275,914 13, 503, 894 
565, 132 10, 544, 238 16, 841, 715 
587, 880 8,095 336 16, 829, 599 
600, 888 10, 755, 242 20, 219, 445 
1, 081, 957 „504, 777 29, 868, 748 
8. 477, 892 16, 550, 627 33, 753, 633 
Total. . 288, 048, 819 104, 540, 388 88, 397, 186 151, 426, 861 


This report conclusively shows that both metals are necessary; that 
one is inadequate to meet the demands of the business of the country; 
that both metals having equal dignity in the currency will support each 
other and form a basis upon which the credit of the country can rest 
securely. If we should stop here and study this report we would be 
forced to conclude that the remonetization of silver in 1878 saved the 
credit of the country and averted calamities that are painful to con- 
template. 

But the stake is great. The money power has never failed, without 
reference to truth or its effects upon the general prosperity of the coun- 
try, to achieve success, and triumphing now the millionaires will double 
their wealth, and the national banks will perpetuate their power. 
When silver is demonetized, and the greenbacks are called in, and that 
is part of the policy of the gold advocates, their places will be supplied 
by national-bank currency. The bonds of the United States are now 
worth trom 16 to 24 per cent. premium. With the demonetization of 
silver and the withdrawal of the $346,000,000 of greenbacks from the 
currency, the bonds of the United States will never be paid, the na- 
tional debt will be fostered as a blessing, and the bankers will be in- 
vested with the indestructible mastery of the country’s fortunes. 

But the question arises, Why, when the currency is exclusively gold 
coin and national-bank currency, will not the country be drained of its 
gold? Is it because gold is cheaper in Europe than our national-bank 
currency? Ifso, why? Gold as merchandise in the single gold-stand- 
ard countries is worth a hundred cents in the dollar; no more, no less, 
It has intrinsic value. It is the standard of value. But national- 
bank currency is not worth the paper it is printed on without the guar- 
antee of the United States that authorized its issuance. Can any man 
explain why the United States may not keep its silver coin at par with 
its gold coin as well as it can keep its non-interest-bearing greenback 
notes and national-bank currency at par with gold, which is the case 
now ? 

Foreign commerce requires comparatively little money. The pro- 
ductions of one country are exchanged for those of another, Commer- 


cial paper, checks, bills of exchange, and clearing-house balances have 
been substituted for money in commercial transactions and the bal- 
ances paid in money are comparatively light. How can the country’s 
condition or that of its commerce be improved by the demonetization 
of silver and substituting national currency? There is more valueand 
worth in a standard silver dollar of 412} grains, coined and stamped by 
the Government under legal authority, with fall legal-tender functions 
in the payment of public and private debts, than can be given to a na- 
tional-bank note by the Government. The silver dollar in England as’ 
bullion is worth 80 cents, and the bank note there would be worth 
nothing. 

With all the efforts of the money- power in Europe and of thiscountry, 
aided by Presidentsand their Secretaries of the Treasury since the partial 
remonetization of silver in 1878, to depreciate its value, the standard 
silver dollar is still worth 100 cents. It buys gold dollar ior dollar, it 
pays debts without discount, except the bonded debt of the United 
States, and it should be used to pay the bonds of the Government, ac- 
cording to the contract of the Government with the bondholders when 
the obligations were issued. It pays, or at least its representative 
pays, the salaries of all the officers in the Government from the Presi- 
dent to the humblest official. Vet it is not an honest dollar. It is 
locked up in the vaults of the Treasury because the people do not want 
it, and its circulation can not be increased, the advocates of the single 
gold standard of value tell us. There would not now be asilver dollar 
in the vaults of the Treasury not represented by a certificate in cir- 
culation if the Secretary of the Treasury had not, by an order issued 
ist November, 1881, stopped the exchange of the standard silver dollar 
or the silver certificate by the assistant treasurer at New York for gold 
coin or gold bullion. The Treasurer of the United States, in his report 
to Congress dated November 1, 1880, says: 

The demand for silver certificates, under the circular of the Department dated 
September 18, 1880, authorizing their exchange for gold coin and bullion, has 
been quite extensive at New Orleans, Saint Lo icago, and Cincinnati; and 
there were paid out at these points during the month of October $3,485,000 in 


silver certificates for an equal amount of gold coin deposited in the subtreasury 
in New York. 


And in December, 1881, the Secretary of the Treasury in his report 
Says: 

The Department has. issued silver certificates at the subtreasury offices upon 
a depositof gold coin in likeamount with the assistant treasurer at New York, 
and through this means certificates have been issued for nearly all the silver 
held by the Treasury. The certificates amount to about $66,000,000and are now 
outstanding. 

After this the Secretary exchanged silver certificates for 
dollar for dollar, which swelled the amount of gold pure’ with sil- 
ver to $80,730,500. In January, 1885, the exchange of silver certifl- 
cates ceased by order of the Treasurer. Why the purchase of gold with 
silver certificates was discontinued we are left to conjecture. The only 
reasonable conclusion is that the Department feared the balance of the 
silver or silver certificates would get into circulation. The bankers and 
even bondholders can not or should not complain; if the Treasury can 
purchase gold coin and bullion with silver or silver certificates, to ac- 
commodate them as a higher order of creditors, how can they com- 
plain or object to silver and insist upon its demonetization? Why 
should the Government be alarmed and insist upon currency reform’? 
by the demonetization of silver and the retirement of greenbacks? 

The facts just stated, taken from the Treasurer’s reports, do not estab- 
lish the assertion“ that there already exists a lack of confidence among 
the people touching our financial processes,” ” if it is intended by this 
expression to convey the idea that the people had Jost confidence in 


ld coin, 


silver coin or silver certificates. But it is time that the people were 


alarmed and should begin to lose confidence in ‘‘our financial proc- 
esses’? when the failure to pay silver coin as well as gold coin to the 
creditors of the Government is persisted in. The bondholders and 
bankers hoard the gold, prvent its circulation, deprive the country ot 
its use, contract the currency, and thereby extort more money from the 
laboring and producing classes. Laborers and producers do not hoard 
gold. Theyhaveitnottohoard. Pay the creditors of the Government 
in silver as well as gold, according to contract, and they will have less 
to hoard. 

It is further objected that the Treausury has to pay out every month 
$2,000,000 in gold for two millions or more of silver dollars to be added 
to the idle mass already accumulated in the Treasury. Every ounce 
of silver bullion in the market or that has been put on the market since 
its remonetization could have been purchased by the United States 
with silver coin or silver certificates. If silver will and does purchase 
gold, dollar for dollar, and it takes gold to buy silver bullion, the parity 
of value between the two, gold and silver, is surely established—at least 
in the United States. 

It is estimated that the national debts of civilized countries, exclud- 
ing India, China, and Japan, are in round numbers $25,000,000,000 
and the other indebtedness of the same countries is estimated to be sev- 
eral times the amount of the national debts, and that the entire bonded 
debt aggregates $75,000, 000, 000, and that this indebtedness is payable 
in gold or silver. It is also estimated that the total metallic currency 
amounts to $7,000,000,000, of which about half is gold and the other 
halfissilver. The national debt of the United States, according to the 
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report of the Treasurer on 31st day of December, 1885, was $1,843, 713, 
715.80, of which $1,274,037,001.66 bears interest. The report of the 
Director of the Mint shows that on the Ist of July, 1885, the amount of 
coin in the country was about $320,000,000, of which $542,000,000 con- 
sisted of gold coin and $278,000,0U0 of silver coin. The gold and silver 
bullion in mints and assay offices on July 1, 1885, and available for 
coinage was $71,501,682, making the actual amount of coin and bull- 
ion in the country $892,500,519. 

The domestic production of gold bullion on July 1, 1885, amounted to 
$31,584,436, and of silver bullion, same year, $32,250,044. The total 
coinage value of the gold and silver bullion purchased at the mints was 
$8,683,850. In addition to the gold coin and gold bullion and silver 
coin and silver bullion mentioned, the United States have in circula- 
tion in legul-tender Treasury notes (greenbacks), $346,000,000; and the 
Ist of November, 1885, there were twenty-seven hundred and twenty- 
seven national banks in existence, with their note cireulation of $315,- 
$47,168, aggregating a grand total of about 81.500, 000, 000 of coin and 
paper currency in the United States. If we strike down silver as a le- 
gal tender in the payment of debts in the United States and reduce it 
to the status of merchandise and adopt the single gold standard, we 
need not refer to the opinionsof political economists or great financiers 
to be informed that gold will appreciate in value and in its purchasing 
power just in proportion to the contraction of the currency caused by 
the withdrawal of silver from circulation. And if silver be demone- 
tized it will be in order next to retire the 8346, 000, 000 in greenbacks. 

The same interest and influence that oppose silver demand the retire- 
ment of greenbucks. Will the overtaxed millions of laborers and pro- 
ducers consent? Will they submit patiently it it be done? The United 
States pay no interest on its silver or silver certificates, or on the green- 
backs, yet they are as good as gold in the payment of all public or pri- 
vate debts, although greenbacks are not legally receivable for customs 
dues. The last report of the Treasurershows that the New York custom- 
house received for the fiscal year 1885 United States legal-tender notes, 
836,161,000. While the greenbacks make up part of the currency, 
yet they are only notes aguinst the Government redeemable in coin. 
But the national banks would have silver retired, leaving only gold to 
redeem the greenbacks. The greenbacks and silver constitute nearly 
half of the currency of the country. The national banks, the creatures 
and agents of the United States, would continue to take from the peo- 
ple the $12,000,000 or $15,000,000 with which they are subsidized by 
the Government in the way of interest on the bonds they hold against 
the United States and upon which they pay no tax, and continue to 
dominate their creator, who is but the agent of the people, to the ruin 
and bankruptcy of millions of laborers and producers, and finally to 
the destruction of the liberties of the people. 

The efforts to debase or to destruy the monetary quality of silver is 
a war of capital against labor, of the wrong against the right. Wecan 
not take lessons from Europe without injury to our system of govern- 
ment and without reducing the people to the pitiable condition of Euro- 

laborers and paupers; neither will the brave, intelligent, liberty- 
oving people of this country long submit to a policy that imposes such 
conditions. Wewant no lords or princes in this country. We want to 
encourage our people of all classes to attain, if possible, a higher stand- 
ard of manhood. One step in that direction, enabling them to make 
further progress in social, moral, and intellectual elevation, is taken 
when an ampleand sufficient gold and silver and paper currency is con- 
ceded by the Government. We have not a sufficiency of money now 
in circulation to secure the best results in our interstate commerce, in 
the transactions between individuals of the same State and between in- 
dividuals of the different States and Territories. 

The United States contains a population approximating 60,000,000 
souls. Its climate and soil are attracting hundreds of thousands of peo- 
ple annually from other countries. This fair land can produce all com- 
forts and luxuries in such vast volume that even proximate estimates 
are impossible. It can supply with homes and give employment to ten 
times its present population. Our productions are varied from climatic 
causes. The people of one section supply those of other sections with 
their surplus. But this internal commerce is not carried on like for- 
eign commerce, by barter, the exchange of one article foranother. The 
medium of exchange is money. People of one section buy what they 
need from the people of another or different locality, always in each 
transaction paying money. Home markets can not be made successful, 
and stimulate production and yield profits to the people without money. 

The more money the people have the more they will buy of food and 
clothing and commodities. The demand for the products of labor com- 
pensates the laborer and encourages increased production, and when 
the producer and consumer are both benefited the ultima thule of human 
government has been attained. And one of the necessary steps to be 
taken to secure this desideratam is the provision of a sound and an abun- 
dant currency. Mankind, from the days of Abraham, the father of the 
faithful, whose money was shekels of gold and shekels of silver, through 
all the centuries intervening between that time and the present, have 
made gold and silver their currency and the basis of their currency 
when they could get them. France has a population little greater than 
half that of the United States, within territorial limits less than those 
of one of our States, with few exports of the productions of the soil, she 


has gold and silver, and paper money redeemable in gold and silver, 
greatly in excess of the currency of the United States. 

Mr. Burchard, the Director of the Mint, on the 2Uth of June, 1885, 
reported that France had in gold coin and gold bullion $848,000,000 
aud in silver coin and silver bullion $595,000,000. These sums aggre- 
gute $1,443,000,000, an amount of gold and silver nearly equal to the 
entire currency of the United States consisting of gold coin and gold 
bullion, silver coin and silver bullion, greenbacks and United States 
currency. In addition to her gold and silver France had $574,675,197 
ot outstanding notes of the Bank of France, and her gold and silver 
and bank notes were at par and all legal tender, The statesmen and 
financiers and people of France do not think she has too much money. 
The population of France is thrifty and energetic. We have facts 
enough to justify the conclusion that the demonetization of silver or 
the suspension of its coinage involves a contraction of the currency, 
which is now not half enough, and it will bring about results in our 
home markets in interstate commerce, in the shrinkage of values in 
real and personal property, that will utterly ruin the debtor classes, par- 
alyze business, and fiil the land with poverty, distress, and crime. 

The writings of great political economists, historians, and statesmen 
tell of and deplore the contraction of the currency by the demonetiza- 
tion of silver and the adoption of the single gold standard of value, 
Leon Fouchet said in 1843: 


If all the nations of Europe adopted the system of Great Britain, the price of 
gold would be raised beyond measure, and we should see produced in Europe 
a result lamentable enough. The Government can not decree that legal tender 
shall be only gold, in place of silver, for that would be to decree a revolution, 
and the most dangerous of all, because it would be a revolution leading to un- 
known results, 

In a memoir read before the French Institute in 1868, M. Wolowski 
said: 

The 8 of silver would bring on a veritable revolution. Gold would 
augment in value with rapid and constant progress, which would break the 
fuith of contracts and aggravate the situation ofall debtorsincluding the nation, 
It would add atone stroke of the pen at least three milliards to the twelve mill- 
iards of the public debt. 


In 1869, Rothschild, the great financier, as amemberof the monetary 
commission appointed by the French Government, said: 

The actual state of things—that is to say, the simultaneous employment of the 
two precious metals—is satisfactory, and gives rise to no complaints. They 
now demand that silver should be demonetized as fifteen years ago they de- 
manded that gold should be. In fact, whether gold or silver dominates for the 
time being it is always true that the two metals concur together in forming the 
monetary circulation of the world, and it is the general mass of the two metals 
combined which serves as the measure of the value of things. 

Alexander Hamilton, in his report to Congress in 1791 upon the 
subject of the mint, said: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity 
of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise from a 
eomparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

Mr. Jefferson, who was a member in General Washington’s Cabinet 
with Mr. Hamilton, in 1792 wrote to Mr. Hamilton: 

I return you the report on the mint. Iconcur with you that the mint must 
stand on both metals. 

At the international monetary conference held at Paris in 1881, ex- 
Senator Allen G. Thurman, an unselfish patriot and profound states- 
man, after fully investigating the subject, said: 

I believe that bimetallism will ultimately prevail; for I can not see how the 
vast structure of credit, the most distinguishing feature of modern industry and 
commerce, can be supported on a gold basis alone. With both metals its base 
has often been found too narrow, but with one it would be, to my apprehension, 
positively unsafe, 4 

I have given you the opinions of some of the greatest men of the 
times in which they lived and acted as to the wisdom of keeping both 
gold and silver as the standards of value, and as to the effect of contrac- 
tion which would necessarily follow the retirement of silver as money. 
We can not forget the financial troubles that followed the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in this country in 1873. The United States produces 
nearly one-half of the silver produced in the world. We should encour- 
age its production, re-enthrone and give it equal dignity with gold as 
money, as a standard of value and as a full legal tender for all debts, 
publie and private. 

But it is feared by the gold advocates that the United States will be 
a great reservoir into which Europe will empty her despised and dis- 
honored silver. Can this be, as long as we control the mints and can 
prescribe rules for their government as to coinage and the character of 
bullion to be coined? We can use our mints only for the coinage of 
silver bullion produced in the United States. The United States is big 
enough tostandalone. We have the richest country inthe world. We 
now produce everything that our people require for food and clothing 
except sugar, coffee, and tropical fruits, and they are produced in silver- 
standard countries near our borders, which we can get in exchange for 
products of the United States. Why should we not adopt an American 
policy suited to the wants of the people of our own country and that is 
consistent with our peculiar system of government? 

In this country the people sustain a very different relation to the Gov- 
ernment from that which the people of European states sustain to their 
governments, In this country the people govern; in Europe the people 
are governed and kept in subordination by large standing armies, and 
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are oppressed with taxes imposed partly to sustain the agency of their 
eee Our people produce a large surplus of cotton, corn, 
wheat, pork, and beef. The United States produce 45 per cent. of the 
precious metals of the world. Wells, & Co. report the gold and 
silver product of the United States for the five years ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1884, to have been $145,244,551 gold and $215,658,033 silver. 
Of the $145,244,551, gold, at least one-third, or $48,441,267, was ex- 
tracted from silver-bearing ores that never would have been mined 
had it not been for their richness in silver. If silver coinage is stopped, 
the gold supply from this source will also stop. 

The t of the United States is as good as that of any country 
even in a state of progressive development, when most of the civilized 
countries have attained their full growth in tness and are annually 
sending thousands of their populations to this country for employment 
and the means of living. > 

The balance of trade is in our favor, and will continue so if our agri- 
cultural and mining products should be emancipated from hindering 
tariffs and efforts to dishonor silver. Wisdom and experience demand 
that the United States should regulate the volume of currency and not 
give the power to individuals or soulless tions to doit, and that 
thesupply of currency should be fall and ample, consisting of gold and 
silver, and paper convertible into coin on the demand of the holder. 
The United States have the ability to doit. France and other coun- 
tries achieve the result without half the resources and little more than 
half the population of the United States. 

A national debtis a national calamity. National banks can, as they 
have done and will do again when they can profit by it, contract or ex- 
pand the currency, depress values, add Black Fridays to the calendar 
of crime and disgrace the country that permits them to exist. The 
United States should pay her debts in gold or silver as the one or the 
other may be the cheaper or more convenient, and with the N 
of her indebtedness we will get rid ot national banks and their cur- 
rency, and save the people millions of dollars expended annually as 
interest. 


if the United States can sustain national-bank currency at par with 
gold there will be no trouble to replace it with Treasury notes redeem- 
able in gold and silver, and by the free coinage of silver as well as gold. 
Then the people will govern and not be governed. The United States 
will then have her New York the peer of England’s London to fix prices 
on the productions of the country. England now controls the price of 
silver and is stimula‘ the productions of wheatand cottonin India by 
exchanging silver, which she has depreciated, for her cotton and wheat 
and thereby forced down the price of American cotton and wheat. Eng- 
land is speculating in silver, making great gains for herself and doen 
oping the resources of her Indian colonies to the great injury of our 
great staples. And our money kings who are in sympathy with the 
money lords and princes of Europe are contributing their U in- 
finence here to make silver still cheaper, regardless of the prostrating 
effect that it will have and is having upon agriculture and labor in this 
country. 

I will repeat, agriculture is the basis of our prosperity. Our true 

licy is to encourage it and peaton the millions who are engaged in it. 
The hardy sons of toil should not longer be left to the tender mercies 
of the money kings and corporations who control the prices of 
labor and the products of labor to their enrichment and to the ter 
impoverishment of the producer and laborer. The producers and labor- 
ersnumber millions. The Shylocks are comparatively few in number. 
They can perish and the world will not be poorer, nor will virtue and 
patriotism uer r. But not so with the millions of laborers and 
producers. ith said truly: 

Princes and lords may flourish or ey a 
breath can make them, as a breath made; 


A 
Buta bold peasantry, their country’s pride, 
When once destroyed can never be supplied. 


[Applause. ] 

The people's will should be done. They demand a full and abundant 
metallic currency, consisting of gold and silver, and paper redeemable 
with coin. And to secure it to them silver should be restored to the 
place it occupied in the currency before the misfortunes of the Govern- 
ment enabled its selfish creditors to dishonor it, To suspend the coin- 
ageof silver is tantamount todemonetizing it. Gold and silver are found 
together in the mines. They have been used as money by civilized na- 
tions through all time; even the Son of Man used silver to pay tribute 
ee A è enoo Go ger ee ee Ho Bae made for 

good o e people wi prosperous and again. 
[Great 5 a 

Mr. JONES, of Texas (at the conclusion of his remarks), said: If I 
e ee from Kentucky [Mr. 

OLFORD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] 
is entitled to the floor for twenty minutes. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say on the great 
question of silver coinage, except that I am in favor of the unlimited 
coinage of silver and gold. 


JJ... 8 

as of my a w ve introduced to pen- 

sion the soldiers of the Mexican war. 155 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers and sallors of the Mexican 
war. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the names of all the surviving officers, 
sold and sailors who enlisted and served in the war with Mexico for an 


t thisact during the at the rate of $8 per month, 


their lives, 
5 "toon ire into effect: Pr 
That where it a; that 8 is Jost, secondary evidence Kagaya 
tted; and where it shall appear an applicant has received s land-warrant, 
that shall be sufficient evidence of an honorable discharge, unless the evidence 
shows that he procured it by fraud. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, this bill is perhaps the first pension 
bill ever introduced into the Congress of the United States thatignored on 
its face the existence of acivil war. It proposes to grant pensions for 
services in the Mexican war regardless of anything that may have hap- 
pened since; and as the Supreme Court has decided in the case of the 
three months’ pay, the benefits of this bill will go to all sections alike. 
Every soldier who served in the Mexican war will under this bill receive 
a 1 of 88 a month. 

is is a very small compensation for the great amount of good that 
the services of these soldiers brought the country, even in a pecuniary 
point of view. The wages of our private soldiers in the Mexican war 
were only $7 a month, and were therefore not equal to the pay that has 
since been granted by the enactment of the Congress of the United 
States for similar services. These old men, for most of them are now 
old, served their country in a foreign land. The endured hardships and 
privations. They endured them as one e, coming from the North 
and the South, from the East and the West, with one object in their 
hearts—to obey their country’s call, to vindicate their country’s honor, 
and protect the rights of their fellow-citizens. 

In what I am about to say I feel that I am approaching ground that 
is not popular; I feel that I am about to place myself in opposition to 
a prejudice which strongly 3 in some quarters. But I wish to 
speak i ly about a determination on the part of the Committee 
on Pensions, to which I belong, to spoil what I consider to be the 
harmony of this bill. My distinguished friend [Mr. ELDREDGE] who 
sits beside me, the chairman of our committee, himself an excellent 
soldier and a man of great ability, has proposed, and the majority of 
the committee have agreed with him, to put upon that bill an amend- 
ment providing that persons under political disability shall not draw a 
pension under the bill. 

Now, I want to ask my Union friends—and certainly I think lama 
Union man, and I have shown myself as much in favor of pensions as 
any man ought to be—I wish to ask my Union friends, why should you, 
after a cooling time of more than twenty years, still show your hatred 
toward your Southern brother? When everybody is rejoicing that we 
are one country and one people, when everybody is looking forward to 
our great advancement in wealth and everything that can make us grand 
and glorious, when everybody is rejoicing in the universal Union senti- 
ment that pervades in our land from one end of it to the other, why 
should you say, There is a little wormwood and gall that we can not 
get rid of? That is not according to the history of human nature. I 
have probed this thing. I have endeavored, so help me God, in think- 
ing ahous it to look at every side of the case that promised me any 
light. 

I have probed the thing. When I ask a brother Union soldier, or a 
man zealous in the Union cause, Why do you want that init?“ he says, 
Well I can forget everybody and everything else,“ and I speak plainly, 
“ but Jefferson Davis; I can not forget him. Why what is the matter 
with you? Why can you not forget? Is not every man who entered 
the confederate army, who understood its purport and meaning, just in 
the same position, and has he not done exactly what Jefferson Davisdid, 
attempt to divide the Government? Have you concentrated your hate 
so as to hurl it all upononeman’shead? Is thereso much gall in your 
soul—and I am ing now to my distinguished and kind-hearted 
friend from Pennsylvania, Mr. BkowN—is there that much gall in 
your soul that you want to concentrate it all upon a personal given ob- 
ject and vent it all upon him to the exclusion of the rest of mankind, 
and thus dry up the abundant source, the glorious source, of brother- 
hood and brotherly love flowing into every heart throughout the length 
and breadth of this land? Why do you want to do it? But I want to 
talk a moment about this. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me a word, if it will not 


interrupt him too much? 
Mr. WOLFORD. Well, I have no objection, if I can get time to finish 
my speech. 


Mr. REAGAN. I only wanted to say that my friend from Misssis- 
sippi, Colonel SINGLETON, read upon the floor of the House several 
ears ago—five or six years ago—a letter from Jefferson Davis, when a 

ill was pending to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war, stating 
that he had been entitled toa pension from the time the bill was passed 
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to pension the wounded and invalid soldiers of the Mexican war but 
he never felt it necessary to ask the Government for it; and he would 
prefer that his name should be excepted from an pill passed for the 
benefit of the soldiers, so that it should not stand in the way of the 
Government doing justice to his comrades in arms. 

Mr. WOLFORD. If Jefferson Davis, rising above the ordinary grade 
of mankind, was so noble as to resign his pension for the sake of his fel- 
low-soldiers in Mexico and was willing that he should besingled out as 
an individual never to be allowed a pension or any consideration for his 
services, I hope to be no less magnanimous. I will be no less magnan- 
imous than he is. and because he has done so I am so much the more 
in favor of putting in his name. [Laughter.] 

But I remember, and I want to talk a littleaboutit because my friend 
here, the chairman of the committee is a very powerful man; he beat 
me in the committee and I fear he will beat me in the House, but I 
shall vote for it without that provision in it, although I am opposed to 
leaving it out. 

But I want to call back the attention of my friends upon this floor to 
a little bitof history, andit happened to be a little history in which I was 

nally interested, for I took part in it. When I was a young man 
in a foreign country we were fighting in Mexico at aplace called Buena 
Vista (or Fair View, which is the meaning of it in the lan- 
guage.) We could see away up the valley; we had got that far into the 
Mexican country in our advance upon the Mexican capital. We had 
about four thousand effective men and were surrounded by the army of 
one of the most celebrated generals of the Mexican Government, Gen- 
eral Santa Anna, who thought it would be easy work with his twenty- 
odd thousand men, inclosing us in every direction, to capture the little 
band of American invaders. I remember in bear i one of our 
regiments, overpowered by a ferocious charge, a brave gallant regi- 
ment, co: by Colonel Bowles, of Indi left the field, and I 
remember at that critical time that we were forming a line to resist the 
attack of the Mexican lancers. Wewere in acritical condition indeed. 
I saw some soldiers away up in the valley who were coming toward our 
rear and others coming toward us in every direction. Suddenly we 
found that we were surrounded. Shortly afterward I heard the clear 
ring of a rifle, then a volley, then another. I turned to my ental 
colonel, who died that day, Colonel Clay, son of the great Clay, and 
asked, Who is that? His reply was, ‘‘It is Jefferson Davis with the 
Mississippi Rifles;“ and I remember how Mifion and his lancers re- 
treated before the powerful volleys of the Mississippi Rifles, com- 
manded by Colonel Davis, and I remember when they left the field a 
little afterward we were fearfully engaged in a great contest to liberate 
the great John Harding, of Illinois, who had gone too far in a charge 
following the retreating Mexicans and had been surrounded. 

Our colonel, McKee, fell dead and was carried off the field; our lieu- 
tenant-colonel, Henry Clay, was killed; but victory was ours. I re- 
member after the battle we brought the dead bodies and laid them down 
before General Taylor’s marquee and there wept over our dead, for Ken- 
tucky wasalmost literally massacred in that fight. Whilemourning over 
our dead, with hearts full and beating but still feeling pride in the result, 
for glorious victory was ours, I remember hearing General Taylor say 
to his adjutant-general, Major Bliss, to go and call Jefferson Davis to 
come to him. He came at once while we were standing there and 
General Taylor met him. That was the first time I had ever seen Mr. 
Davis. General Taylor said to him, My daughter is a better judge 
of men than I am. Henceforth your t conduct in saving our 
army makes you entitled to be my son, and I forgive you.“ 

LI understood there had been a difficulty about a marriage. But Davis 
was then considered a patriot. Davis was then considered a hero, and 
everybody acknowledged and history acknowledges the fact that that 
gallant man at that particular critical moment saved our army, saved 
us from surrender. And what effect it had upon the war all men con- 
versant with history know. At that time Davis, that man, stood 
with the Mississippi Rifles and turned the tide of victory against a 
superior, overwhelming force, with his heart beating for the success of 
the American cause, a lover of the Union, a lover of the flag. Are we 
to say to him that because you did wrong in after because you 
attempted to revolutionize our Government and divide our countryand 
make two sections of it, we will put on the record that we owe you a 
spite, that you can never be forgiven? 

I, sir, have nothing to forgive in Jefferson Davis. He did as an hon- 
est man what he believed to be right. But I look upon him not as 
Davis, the president of the southern confederacy, for I forgive all that. 
I put it behind me when the war was over. I did not wait, as I heard 
a distinguished gentleman say in the Fitz-John Porter debate, I did 
not wait ten years for cooling time. God knows I was cool enough 
when the war was over. [Laughter.] When it was all over I forgave 
the men we had been fighting. I have looked upon Jefferson Davis as 
a great man, who saved our army in Mexico and who saved the coun- 
try. Now, you tell me I ought to agree to say with you that I never 
forgive and never forget that there is one place on earth as well as in 
another region where forgiveness never comes, and that is the Amer- 
ican Congress. [Laughter.] 

I want to say to gentlemen who feel in that way that the 
ahead of you. I want to say truthfully, candidly, and kindly 


are 
to my 


istingui friend, the chairman of our committee, that the 
have ven Jefferson Davis. He is now a citizen paying taxes, 


dient to the Government, honoring and loving it, although he does not 
ask an office, although he does notaska pension. It is for you and your 
children that I speak more than for Jefferson Davis. He is but one 
man. He will be remembered by every man who was in the Texan war 
as one who loved his country and as a gallant man. And I want to say 
to you here and now that it is for your sakes I ask that you shall not 
put on the records of the American Congress a declaration of spite; that 
s shall not legislate for vengeance, but that you will show that you 

islate as true patriots and as true statesmen ought to legislate—upon 
a high and elevated plane, looking to the future glory and the future 
honor of our country as blessing after blessing will flow to it. 

But, sir, I believe I have said all I want to say against that amend- 
ment. I do appeal to you as lovers of your country, and lovers of your 
children, and of your own and your country’s reputation, for your vote 
will be recorded—I do appeal to each of you not to say, I will let the 
spite I owe to one man mar the beauty of a bill that ignores the exist- 
ence of a civil war. I appeal to you for your good and your country’s 
good and advantage, not particularly for Jefferson Davis. 

I want to say afew other things in connection with thissubject. Jef- 
ferson Davis needs no vindication from me. His history stands out be- 
fore the world, and is known and read ofall men. But I do not want 
to put him in the enviable position that it shall be considered that he 
Was 80 and bright that even malice and spite could find no other 
mode of assailing him than this. If you feel like putting that spite upon 
record, do you think your constituents will vindicate you? I will tell 
you who will not vindicate you. Future generations that read that 
record will not. For the time is coming fast, and coming powerfully, 
when there will be but one feeling on this subject—the feeling that we 
are all one people, with one heart and one soul and one hope of future 
glory, and we will be united. 

I want to say another thing on this subject. I want to go a little 
further with reference to this Mexican pension bill. I have heard it 
suggested that it would costa heapof money. It will cost only about 
a million dollars. 

A MEMBER. More than that. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I would not care if it should cost $10,000,000. 
Even then I would support it with all my heart. 

This is strictly aservice pension. It is for the service these men did 
their country, making their country rich by the results of that war. 
You ask me, are you for a service ion to the Union soldier? Here 
I would say to my friend from Texas, who thinks we are seeking to 
empty the Treasury, I am astrict economist, one who will contend that 
we ought to pay allour debts. But we ought to do everything that 
policy and interest and principle demand for our soldiers. Iam fora 
service pension all the way round everywhere, as well as for invalid 
pensions. You tell me it will break up the credit of the country. Stop 
a minute; I want the attention of my Southern brethren. 

You pay a good deal of taxes, and I honor you for the way you have 
voted pensions for the United soldiers. God knows what we would do 
if the case were the other way, if all the money went to you and none 
of itto us; we might be selfish. [Laughter.] But you vote pensions 
with a magnanimity that has astonished me. And I want to say to the 
country here and now, to the credit of our Southern brethren, that 
they have come up with the love of the Union, and the love of the sol- 
diers, and the loveof liberty, and the loveof the 3 in their hearts, 
and have voted pensions freely to the very men they fought. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have voted the full estimates of the Department 
every time. . 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir; they have voted the full amount called 
for by the Department every time, and they have done it nobly. In 
doing that they have had to do what the men of the North have not 
been called upon to do, they have had to vote pensions to the men they 
fought during the war, and they have done it, and done it cheerfully. 
Therefore, sir, in my judgment this cry ought to be stopped, that men 
who act such a noble part in this matter are not worthy to be trusted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of my colleague be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wor- 
FORD] state how much time he desires ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want about fifteen minutes more, if I can 
have it. 

The CHAIRMAN. _If there be no objection, the time of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] will be extended as requested. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I thank the committee, and we will put the time 
at twenty minutes for fear I might not have enough. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, having answered that proposition, and answered it in a way 
that I think no Union man can object to, I want to go on and throw a 
little further light upon this question. My friend from Texas—and if 
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e ee est pon by ‘When will this thing stop? Well, sir, 
I will tell you when I am willing to have it stop, and I want your atten- 
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tion: When every soldier of all our wars has had a disability pension, 
if he is sick or wounded and a service pension for the service he has 
rendered to his country, then I am willing this thing should stop, but 
not until then. [Laughter.] But gentlemen say, We shall never be 
able to pay it,“ and they say we have rivers to clean out 

A MEMBER. And harbors to build. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, Mr. Chairman, rivers to clean out and harbors 
to build, and I am for all that [laughter]; and you have the tariff to 
reduce, and I am for that, too. But gentleman say, Where will you 
get all the money?“ 

[ see the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means here, and 
I know that he and his committee have sense enough to get the money. 
[Laughter.] I have no fears about that. Even if it should happen 
that they should have to lay a tax upon the income of the rich men who 
made fortunes by following our Army while our soldiers were suffering; 
even if that should come to pass they will be able to provide the money. 
I do not want to dictate to them how they shall raise it, but I say that 
if you make the law they will find the money. 

And now, sir, let me state distinctly what I want. I want our 
rivers, all of them, cleaned out so as to give us cheap transportation. 
I want our Navy to be built up again; 1 want the flag of America to 
float once more over American bottoms with all the honor and all the 
glory that it ever had. I want our Army supported. I want all these 
things done, and it will take a good deal of money to do them all, and 
then I want justice done to our soldiers, and that will take a heap of 
money. [Laughter.] I want all these things done, sir, and now I 
want to submit a suggestion or two as to the means of doing them. 
Remember that all this money is not to be paid out in a day. Even 
if you should pass this law now you could not get in the applications 
for a good while. Iam afraid you will not pass it now. [Laughter. 
Ido not expect to come to Congress any more, but I want to see 
these things done, and unless you go to work and do them I may be 
tempted to run again. [Renewed laughter.) 

Mr. Chairman, I want all our debts paid. I want to pay all thedebts 
we owe the South, the cotton tax and everything else. I want to pay 
every individual what we owe him, and then I want to pension all the 
soldiers. [Renewed laughter.] I want to makea clean record for the 
nation. Do you tell me that will take a vastamount of money? Les. 
sir, it will. I do not deny that; but how are we going to raise that 
money? Well, sir, we have about sixty millions of freemen who will 
Taise it for us. We have a country growing rich from day to day. I 
know it will require some financial skill to furnish the money for the 
first few payments, but in the mean time the wealth of the country will 
be continually increasing. Gradually, yearly, daily, hourly, the wealth 
of this country has been increasing for years, and so it will increase, as 
I hope and pray and expect, for all time to come. Do not you gentle- 
men expect that? Is not that your anticipation of American p 
and American thrift and American glory? Is not that what you ex- 
pect to be worked out by the free, enterprising, shove-ahead power of 
the American people? Yes, sir. Our country will grow richer and 
richer from day to day, while the soldiers who are drawing pensions 
will grow fewer and fewer. Fifty years from now they will all have 
been paid in full and the country will be richer than ever. That is not 
a Jong time to take to pay off a great national debt. 

I hope the Democrats will be in power then to pay it [laughter], but 
whoever is in power I want the debt paid. Even in ten years from now 
the number ot pensioners will have fallen off immensely, and in the same 
time the wealth of the country will have grown immensely. Consider 
that brethren. Consider that you are legislating forall time. You are 
legislating to establish a principleand a precedent that will be an honor 
to you and to your children forever. Why, sir, I could not bear to think 
of my country in any other character; I could not bear to think of her 
otherwise than as the champion and the exemplar of everything that is 
honestand honorable and pure. Wehavearightto hope, and I do hope, 
that during the next fifty years we shall have no war to trouble us, but 
if we should havea war ‘‘suflicient unto the day is the evi Ithereof;ꝰ and 
one thing you may rely upon, we shall have a united country to fight 
it. I want every soldier that has served his country and has become 
disabled to have a pension for service and a pension for his disability. 
I do not go with my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] in his doctrine, 
that nobody should be pensioned unless he was shot. I go upon the 
idea that we are to do justice to all our people, and, above all things, to 
the soldiers that served their country. 

What more do you want? One man said to me, Why, I believe 
you would be for pensioning the rebel soldiers.“ Well, all the rebel sol- 
diers who fought in the war with Mexico Ido wantto pension. I think 
nothing less would be just. These men say to us, We are poor.““ 
God knows they are. They say, Our country has been ravaged by 
war.““ God knows that is true. But say some of our Union men, It 
is right for the Southern people to help to pay the taxes to provide pen- 
sions for the Union soldiers.“ But what about those poor fellows whom 
we on the Union side wounded? I intend to introduce a bill next 
Monday—and I avow it—to give to every soldier of the confederate 
army who lost a leg or an arm by our bullets or by anything that we 
did, an artificial leg or an artificial arm at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. I want my Union friends to reflect whether that would not be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


right. They vote pensions to the soldiers that were wounded by the 
bullets of the other side; and we say it is right. Now, let us do some- 
thing for the soldiers that we wounded. I think that is fair play. 
Though they were standing under different colors, though the great 
flug of the Union that I have loved from boyhood did not wave over them, 
although they did not claim its protection, yet as they have now come 
back and are loving and honoring that flag I can not say to the poor 
soldier of the Mexican war, We have taken your money for taxes on 
cotton and other things and you are suffering and in need, but we will 
not pay you back anything.“ I can not say to them, We will not do 
you justice; we will not let any money circulate in your community.“ 
Such treatment of them is not in my heart. I abhor the very idea of 
such a course of legislation. 

I tell you, gentlemen, that a long way in advance of this Congress stand 
the Union soldiers and the Union officers. I have had correspondence 
with them; I have received numerous letters that I intend some day to 
lay before Congress, and I feel justified in saying that twenty different 
Union soldiers within my knowledge who are now drawing pensions 
from the Government are giving the money to confederate soldiers. I 
say the Union officers and soldiers stand in advance of you. They are 
willing to support legislation which will say to these men that they 
shall not suffer. 

But you say, We must not give a pension to a man who does not love 
the country.“ Of course not; but do yousuppose there is anybody now 
who does not love his country? Do you suppose that any man who was 
brave enough to fight does not now love this country of ours? 

I read in the Bible when I was a boy that the Saviour once put this 
case to a certain pharisee who had peculiar notions: A man forgave to 
one debtor a great amount, and to another debtor asmall amount; and 
the question was which of these debtors loved him most. The force 
and justice of the conclusion were evident; and the reply was ‘‘ the 
man who received the most.“ So it is in this case. If you would be 
magnanimous and generous to these men, if you would make upon 
this question a history that will be a bright and glorious monument to 
you when you are dead, you willsay to the wounded confederate sol- 
dier, ‘* We will give you an arm, we will give you a leg.“ I do not 
care how far you go in that direction. I do not want to be misunder- 
stood on that proposition. I am making no demagogue speech. I 
think everybody will agree with me on that. [Laughter.] Ido not 
care how fur you goin that direction. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You do not care, I suppose, if we 
give each of them two legs. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly not, if they need them. Iwanttoseeall 
the wounds of the war healed; I want tosee all sections of this country 
restored to harmony. I want to see the Union soldier love his country 
because his country loves him and gives unmistakable evidence of that 
love. I wantto see the confederate soldier love his country because that 
country, forgiving any wrong that may have been done, loveshim. He 
is bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh.“ He is a part of this great 
country. He has a heart that beats in unison with yours in loving the 


flug. 

The savage Indian has been bountied and pensioned, although he has 
fought the Government, scalped your men, and misused your women. 
He is the ward of the Government and receives its bounty. But, great 
heavens, we can not do anything for our brethren. We can do every- 
thing for the Indian; we can be kind to him; we can love him; we can 
show our love by unmistakable evidences. But we can not love our 
brother, although it is claimed the Union is to be restored in heart, in 
feeling, in soul. Now, gentlemen, do you not think you are going too 
far? Do you not think you are going in the wrong direction ? 

But you say, We want to vindicate the American arms.“ Why, sir, 
the American arms have vindicated themselves everywhere. They need 
no vindication from you. Their history is known of all men. And the 
confederate arms have vindicated themselves; they need no vindication 
from you. 

But it is in behalf of what I concede to be true policy, true manhood, 
and true statesmanship that I appeal for the Union soldier, and forthe 
confederate soldier, and for everybody else who lives under this pros- 
perous and beneficent Government. They live harmoniously and pros- 

rously because they live with a deep consciousness of its justice. 

Applause. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am reminded of a notable thing in the history 
of our country, going way back to the days of the Revolution. I had 
forgotten it for years, and it has only just come again into my memory. 
I am reminded, sir, that after that terrible struggle through which our 
forefathers fought for the purpose of gaining our independence, that 
after the Revolution had been accomplished, after the trials and tribu- 
lations and dangers of that day, just so soon as our free Government 
was successfully started on its career of honor and glory, the cries of 
hate engendered in that Revolution of Tories and Whigs were forgotten. 
At one time those party cries had led men into conflict and were fol- 
lowed by blood and devastation, and yet, when peace was restored, they 
were restored. The words, Whig”? and! Tory,“ are not to be found 
any wherein the Constitution, and I thank God for it. It was a manifes- 
tation of the magnanimity and statesmanship of our forefuthers. Every- 
body was able to hold office, no matter where they had fought, with the 
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British against us, or with our own people for independence. They were 
united and harmonious, and moved right along under the blessings 01 
God. Whigs and Tories alike, at the very beginning, were elected to 
State Legislatures and toCongress. Whig boys married Tory girls, and 
Tory boys married Whig girls. [Applause.] And let me tell you, Mr. 
Chairman, that this thing of marrying and giving in marriage will go 
right on whether you go on or not. [Great laughter and applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr.WOLFORD. Very well; IthinkI have expired too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I believe in this Government; I be- 
lieve in the American people; I believe in honest, good, old-fashioned 
Anglo-Saxon English; I believe in denouncing wrong wherever it is 
found to exist, and in upholding the right though sensitive natures are 
disturbed by the effort; I believe the past is worth remembering, and the 
sacrifices made for an imperiled nation are worthy of commemoration. 
Believing this, Mr. Chairman, I presume to address this House at this 
time with some trepidation, as this is largely an era of cant; an era of 
peace and good-will;’’ an era in which the blunders of the administra- 
tion are to be condoned and its crimes forgotten and forgiven; an era in 
which nothing is to be said of the past, and an era in which the only 
man of the present to be impaled upon the panels of public opinion and 
denounced as a wrongdoer is the man who by industry and toil, guided 
by intelligence and excellent judgment, has accumulated property and 
is the fortunate possessor of more than the majority of his neighbors. 

To this era it is difficult to adjust myself. But the interests involved 
in this silver discussion and in the practices of this national Democratic 
administration are so vital to my constituents, are so far-reaching and 
important to us as a people, that I avail myself without further apology 
of the privilege of submitting a few suggestions to the consideration 
of this body. In section 8, article 2 of the Constitution of the United 
States we find many of the enumerated powers given to Congress; and 
in ph 5 of such section authority is given to coin money, regu- 
late the value thereof and of foreign coin and fix the standard of weights 
and measures,’’ and no duty that is imposed upon this legislative body 
is more important than that given by this paragraph of our organic 
law and no duty has been attended with more difficulties or embarrass- 
ments. It is a power possessed by every civilized government of the 
world, and one of the highest and most necessary acts of sovereignty. 
It would be interesting, and yet perhaps not profitable to this discus- 
sion, to review the history of the nations of the world in this particu- 
lar and observe how speculative and experimental legislation has been, 
and how natural laws and the conditions of the people have greatly 
dominated in matters of finance. 

We would find insuchreview thatat some time in the world’s history 
almost everything had been used for money or as the medium of barter 
and exchange. In the daysof the Cæsars land was used as a cumbersome 
and burdensome medium of exchange, and as late as the Norman Con- 
quest we find the people of England bartering and conducting their busi- 
ness and commercial transactions with living“ and dead money 
the living money consisting of cattle and slaves, and the dead 
money of the coins and metals in use among the people. But the first 
recorded account of a purchase and sale was withsilver, when Abraham 
bought of Ephron the field of Machpelah for a burial place for Sarah, his 
wife, and paid 400 sheckles of silver, current money with the mer- 
chant,’’ and from the earliest historical period silver has been the com- 
mon medium of exchange and used by every country having a me- 
tallie currency. 

In the days of William the Conqueror the pound ‘‘sterling’’ was des- 
ignuteu as tne standard money of England and represented an actual 
pound of silver, and from that time until 1717 silver was the sole stand- 
ard of value and the principal money with which England fought her 
battles, paid her soldiers, developed her industries, educated her chil- 
dren, widened her commerce, extended her power, and became the 
prona and imperious nation of the eighteenth century. In that year 

ir Isaac Newton reformed the mint and provided for the unrestricted 
and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver and gave to each full 
legal-tender qualities, and this continued the law of England until 1797, 
when the free coinage of silver was suspended, the coins outstanding, 
however, remaining full legal tender if of full weight. With the sus- 
pension of the coinage of silver came the suspension of cash and specie 
payments, and for twenty-four years the Bank of England enjoyed the 
substantial control and monopoly of furnishing through its bank notes 
the circulating medium of the United Kingdom. 

In 1821 ie payments were resumed, and from that time until the 
present gold has been the single standard in Great Britain, except as 
the Bank of England in 1844, by act of 7 and 8 Victoria, was permitted 
to hold 25 per cent. of its reserve in silver. In our own country we find 
that wampum, codfish, tobacco, and many articles have been used as 
mediums of exchange, but that at all times the silver dollar, when ob- 
tainable by the people, was the popular representative of value and the 
common medium of barter and sale. In fact it is no disparagement to 
gold to say that the silver dollar has been longer known, more widely 
used, more extensively circulated, and is more familiar to mankind than 
any other coin of either metal. 

In 1785 it was adopted by the American Congress as ‘‘ the unit of ac- 
count, Mr. Jefferson recommending it because it was familiar to the 


minds of the people;’’ and in 1792 its coinage was provided for, and the 
American dollar of 371} grains of pure silver came to stay; and from 
that day to this it has been a full legal tender for all obligations, and 


yet we are told they are dishonest dollars. When they became such 
and why I shall be glad to have elucidated during this debate. From 
our first coinage act in 1792 to the present the debts of our country, 
governmental, State, municipal, corporate, and individual, have been 
contracted with the solemn assurance in the law that they might be 
paid in silver dollars. In fact, for more than a half century this could 
not have been otherwise. We were without gold, and silver dollars 
were our only dollars; and until 1849 there was not a bondholder or 
banker in New York or elsewhere who had ever seen a gold dollar, and 
I think I am within the figures when I say there are twenty-five mill- 
ion people in the United States to-day who never saw one at any-time. 

The silver dollar bad been staunch and honest; with it the colonial 
debts were paid and the obligations of the young Republic, contracted 
in the war of the Revolution, discharged; with it Great Britain was 
beaten in 1812 and 1813, and our armies sustained in 1846-47-48 when 
carving from the domain of Mexico that vast empire which has contrib- 
uted so much to our greatness and power and made the golden eagles 
of America possible; with it we have secured our wonderful growth and 
development; by its kindly presence our arts and sciences have grown, 
our people have been educated and thrift and contentment secured for 
them in a higher order than ever before known in the history of gov- 
ernments. Vet in an evil hour the Congress of the United States list- 
ened to the siren voice of the tempter and in 1873 dishonored Ameri- 
can silver. With the hand of stealth it closed the doors of the mintsof 
the Government and said to the hand of labor, Mine no more silver, 
as the imprint of the nation shall not be given to the product of your 
industry and your toil.’? And it did this when the silver dollar was 
worth more than gold, and when unfriendly European governments 
were saying we must go down to death in consequence of the immense 
debt put upon us by a slave-holders’ rebellion. 

The German Empire two years before enacted a statute demonetizing 
silver, and the Latin Union, frightened by the warfare of Germany upon 
silver in 1874, refused it free coinage and provided for only a limited coin- 
age at the mints of the union, and the Scandinavian states in 1876, 
yielding to the pressure of the monometallists, demonetized it and took 
away its legal-tender properties. The period of depression that fol- 
lowed this legislation is known to all. Every nation experienced it, and 
the wretchedness, the squalor, the want, the misery, the suffering, and 
the days of agony, and the weeks of hunger experienced by thousands 
in every realm, remind us of a period that God grant may never come to 
us again. But it is and will be argued that this period of depression, of 
stagnation, of retrogression, of misery and want may be ascribed to 
other causes than the demonetization ot silver. Grant it; and yet what 
were they? What single cause contributed to it so much as this unwise, 
anhealthful legislation ? 

Some gentlemen will say the balance of trade was against us during 
that period, Ah, gentlemen, you forget that this stagnation, this pe- 
riod of depression, was universal. Was the balance of trade against 
all the world? And is it not a most remarkable fact that this cloud 
of gloom, of despondency, of depression, of balance of trade’? fol- 
lowed at once in the wake of this legislation against silver, and con- 
tinued at high tide in our own land until 1878, when Congress, in obe- 
dience to the demand of the great heart of the American people, again 
opened the doors of our mints in part to the metal dishonored in 1873? 
That the legislation demonetizing silver contributed to this congestion 
of business and the wretchedness we witnessed during those long years 
can not, in my judgment, be questioned. Silver was depreciated and 
dishonored, gold was laureled and crowned; and yet who during all 
that period saw a gold dollar or received one in business? A few may 
have bought them as souvenirs or as relics of better days, but not one 
of them was in circulation among the people as money or given in com- 
pensation for honest toil. The volume of the currency was contracted, 
prices were depreciated, labor was without employment or remunera- 
tion, and it looked much as if there was to be a return to the experi- 
ences of the Dark Ages. ` 

It has been said that at the commencement of the Christian era ‘‘the 
money of the Roman Empire ted $1,800,000,000. By the end 
of the fifteenth century it had shrunk to less than 8200, 000, 000.“ Dur- 
ing this period of contraction and loss a most extraordinary and baleful 
change took place in the conditionof the world. Population dwindled, 
and commerce, arts, wealth, and freedom all disappeared. The people 
were reduced by poverty and misery to the most degraded conditions 
of serfdom and slavery. The disintegration of society was almostcom- 
plete. The conditions of life were so hard that individual selfishness 
was the only thing consistent with the instinct of preservation. All 
public spirit, all generous emotions, all the noble aspirations of man 
shriveled and disappeared as the volume of money shrank and as prices 
fell.“ 

This is but an exaggerated picture of our own condition during the 
period of which I speak. Various explanations have been given of this 
breaking down of the framework of society, and of man’s demoraliza- 
tion, but it was certainly coincident with theshrinkage of values, the loss 
of money and its contraction below the necessitiesand demands of labor 
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as with us, what a 
light, the first ray of sunshin Ae pe or 
came with more money. Instead of coming with the remonetization 
of silver, as in our land, it came with the invention of bills of exchange 
and paper substitutes, through which the scanty stock of the precious 
metals was increased inefliciency and the demands of business supplied. 
Witha sufficiency of money manufactures will flourish and multiply, 
commerce will be stimulated and invite investments, capital will encour- 
age the energies of the people to production, and production is wealth. 
The laborer will find employment, and will be worthy of his hire, and, 
what is more important to wife and little ones, will receive it. Indi- 
vidual and national prosperity will follow. Homes will be multiplied 
in number and the common happiness of man augmented. We all know 
the difference between periods of business activity and business depres- 
sion, between growth and stagnation, between unhealthy congestion and 
honest, legitimate expansion. A scarcity of money means a lack of pro- 
duction, dull times, suspension of business, low wages or none at all, 
non-payment of de tramps, poverty, want, and general wretched- 
ness. Whichshallwehave? This is the important inquiry of the hour. 
People with fixed incomes may survive these periods of contraction 
and depression, but to the common laborer and the debtor it brings a 
train of evils, crushing in its momentum and irresistible in its power. 


This brings us as legi as tatives desiring our country’s 
good—the good of all, rich and poor, strong and weak, the laborer and 
the capitalist—to the practicable questions: What shall we gain by the 
destruction of the money faculty of silver? Can we sustain ourselves 
and promote our common good with gold and paper money based on 
gold only? The first question I will examine briefly a little later. To 
examine the second intelligently we must profit somewhat by the ex- 
periences of the ages gone, and must ascertain the amount of gold and 
silver in circulation as money or in existence in such a state as to be 
converted into money if business should require. The quantity has 
3 estimated, and all calculations are at best largely con- 
jectu 

But it is well settled that for nearly thirty years the production of 
gold has been steadily declining, instead of expanding, with the growth 
of numbers and with the exchanges of mankind, while its consumption 
in the arts has been so increased by the advancing wealth and popula- 
tion of the world thatat this time it absorbs every dollar of the annual 
yield of the mines, leaving absolutely none for monetary purposes. In 
a very able and interesting speech recently delivered in the Senate, 
Senator TELLER introduced a table furnished him by the Director of 
the Mint, giving his estimate of the world’s stock of gold and silver. 
This table I use, and it will be observed, as suggested by Senator TEL- 
LER, that in this table no estimate is made of the silver of China, Java, 
Persia, Siam, and other Asiatic countries, and asall these contain much 
silver if is evident the estimate is too low. 


Stock of gold and silver coin and bullion in the principal countries of the world. 


Countries. Population. 
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* Estimated by the Director of the Mint. 


But whether this estimate is too high or too low, it is known to all 
that hitherto the two metals have not sufficed as a circulating medium, 
and all nations have been compelled to resort to paper or to other rep- 
resentatives of value to make up the lack of gold and silver. But if 
this paper or other representative of value is to beof permanent worth, 
it must have some fixed proportion to the amount of gold and silver 
held as the basis of its issue. As said by Senator TELLER in the 
speech from which I have quoted: 


same; but make it exchan 
stantially the same 
the cost of the 

If then it has been found necessary to aid gold and silver in doing the 
world’s business, what philosophy is there in the proposition that from 


nation issuing 
le on demand for coin, and its value will be sub- 
the world, the difference being only 


t Wahrung’s Politik, 1884. 


Per capita. 
Gold. Silver. Total, 
Gold. | Silver. | Total. 
$609, 000, 000 $283, 000, 000 $892, 000, 000 $10 50 $ 88 $15 38 
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818, 000, 000 549, 900, 000 1, 442, 900, 000 22 51 15 79 38 30 
9, 300, 000 5, 915, 000 15, 215, 000 3 24 2 06 5 30 
381, 000 281, 000 662, 000 2 06 152 3 58 
64, 000, 000 59, 500, 000 123, 500, 000 11 46 10 56 22:12 
17, 000, 000 14, 700, 000 81, 700, 000 9 97 5 16 11 13 
$140, 000, 000 $72, 000, 000 +212, 000, 000 492 253 7 45 
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14, 296, 783 5, 138, 368 19, 435, 151 221 79 3 00 
13, 986, 000 4, 958, 000 18, 894, 000 6 64 2 36 9 00 
28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 671 13 66 20 37 
F124, 008, 153 f.. . e ee 124, 008, 153 r 1 26 
39, 600, 000 35, 200, 000 74, 800, 000 159 141 3 00 
163, 000 11, 387, 000 11, 550, 000 03 2 12 215 
$10, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 10 409 51 
2,318, 000 374,000 2, 692, 000 80 13 93 
10, 000, 000 10,720,000 20, 720, 000 33 422 815 
„ —— 4.000, 000 4, 000, 000 . sos creeee 133 13 
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Bank reserves only. 


this time forth gold alone will suffice? Are the wants of the people to be 
less? Is trade to be less active? Is labor to be idle? Are the sons of 
Aaron to want less? Is there to be no compensation for work? Is there 
to be no thrift, no growth, no development, no prosperity? Is all to be 
stagnation and deterioration? ‘These are conditions not to be encour- 
conditions we do not want, conditions that the dictates of hu- 
manity should prompt us one and all to guard against, if possible, by 
wise and patriotic legislation. We need all the metal money we have, 
and all the paper money it will sustain, for the convenience of trade. 
Fifty-eight million of people need more money than thirty million, 
and one hundred million will need more than fifty-eight, and as the days 
and years go by we find a constantly increasing demand in the busy and 
swelling activities of life. As our commerce is widened, our interests 
diversified, our promoted, our demand and necessity for money 
is augumented; and yet, knowing this and realizing it, as all must, 
bankers and capitalists confront us with the proposition that our mints 
must be closed to silver, that this metal that has served us so faithfully 
and honestly in all these years shall be discarded and dishonored, and 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1883 


that, with Great Britain and Germany, we will only accept gold as the 
standard of value and give it to our creditors as the only money worthy 
of the Government. 

Professor Soetbeer, who is generally accepted as the best European 
authority on the statistics of gold and its consumption in the arts, esti- 
mates that the annual yield of the mines of the world was $134,000,000 
during the decade en with 1860. It fell to $125,000,000 per year 
for the decade ending with 1870, and to $113,000,000 per year during 
the decade ending with 1880, and for the year 1880 it was only $101,- 
000,000. Since that year it has continued to decline, and for the year 
1884 the same authority estimates the yield at $93,000,000, and being 
a supporter of the single gold standard he can not be suspected of a 
disposition to underrate the production of that metal. 

In respect to the consumption of gold in the arts and for ornamenta- 
tion Soetbeer estimates that in Europe, America, and Australia alone, 
exclusive of old jewelry and of other old materials reworked, the annual 
average was $13,300,000 during the decade ending with 1850, $18,600,- 
000 with the decade ending 1860, $38,200,000 during the decade end- 
ing with 1870, and $55,600,000 per year for the decade ending with 1880, 
and for the last year it is estimated that the amount was $81,000,000. 
We all know how enormous the development of wealth has been within 
fifty years, and especially since the great impetus given to industry and 
commerce by the mining discoveries in California and Australia and the 

of silver in Nevada and Colorado. The use of gold for purposes of 
uxury, splendor, and the arts depends upon the wealth rather than 
upon the population of the world; and in modern times, with the con- 
stant increase of human control over the forces of nature, opulence is 
advancing in all civilized countries much more rapidly than population, 
and the figures show, as we would expect them to show under such cir- 
cumstances, a corresponding increase in the use of gold in the arts. 

During the thirty India fiscal years ending March, 1880, the net an- 
nual import of gold for that country averaged $16,000,000, and during 
the last five fiscal years ending March 31, 1881, it is estimated that the 
average annual importations was a little in excess of $20,000,000, Thus 
we see that the total yield of all the gold mines in the world is con- 
sumed in the arts and decorations of Europe, America, and Australia, 
with the imports to India, and not a single dollar is left to repair the 
waste and loss of coins or to supply the expanding necessities of the 
people and the enlarging commerce and ex of the world. With 
these tacts patent to all, and confronting us like a revelation, the mo- 
nometallists of the country ask us to strike down all else but gold and 
to exalt it as the only money with which the people shall be permitted to 
pay their debts. 

In the days of their ignorance and superstition Aaron erected a 
golden calf for the children of Israel; but Moses in his superior wisdom 
and loyalty to God struck it down and with fire burned it and reduced 
it to powder. Let our modern Aarons beware how in their avarice and 
greed they exalt false gods and command obedience to them, or the 
men who work our mines and conduct our workshops, who build our 
railroads and cultivate our farms, who subdue our prairies and make of 
them the gardens of the world, may rise in their majesty and power and 
strike down the golden images and bury in the débris those who exalt 
and erect them. [Applause.] 

We have in the United States, it is estimated, about $626,422,646in 
coin and gold bullion. With this we are to maintain our credit, pay 
our debts, carry on the concerns of government, build up the industries 
of the nation, give employment to men, and do all that a government 
can do forthe happiness and prosperity of the people. Let us fora few 
moments look at this asa practical proposition, and let us contemplate 
what we owe as a people and asa nation. The national debt on the Ist 
day of this month was $1,845,923,686.47. The State, county, and 
municipal debt (estimated) is $1,125,585,546. The railroad and cor- 
poration debt (estimated) is $5,750,914,158, and the individual debt is 
estimated at $9,000,000,000, making a grand total of $17,722, 423, 380. 47 
as our indebtededness. Estimating our population at 58,000,000, this 
makes a per capita debt of $305.55 for every man, woman, and child 
claiming the benefits and protection of our Government. 

Dividing the gold we have among our fifty-eight million of people 
gives to each $10.81. With these $10.81 the demand of the monomet- 
allist is that our people shall pay a per capita indebtedness as it becomes 
due of $305.55. Does it need a prophet to tell us the result of such legis- 
lation? Shall we make the experiment that we may know from actual 
experience the wretchedness, the beggary, the want that can be inflicted 
upon the country by taking from silver and every representative of 
money except gold its legal-tender functions? Shall we so legislate 
that we may know how labor and all productions of labor will depre- 
ciate and fall in value while gold and the interest collected by the money- 
loaner will appreciate and advance? Milton put into the mouth of 
Satan this „Which way I fly is hell; and yet, in my judg- 
ment, his troubles were not comparable to those of the debtor class of 
this country should we give heed to the importunities of those wanting 
such legislation. 

In our boyhood days we read the story of Atahualpa, the captured 
Inca of Peru, and we remember how our hearts went out to him in 
sympathy, and our breasts choked with i tion as we contem- 
plated the conditions of his ransom. Long loud were the anathe- 
mas we expressed against his captors as we condemned them to proper 


punishment for their cruelty and their wrong. As the condition of his 


discharge from captivity he was compelled to fill a room 22 feet long, 
17 feet wide, and 9 feet high with gold. But in this more modern day 
the proposition is made to us that to secure our ransom from the 
tivity of debt we shall, for the gratification of our creditors, fill eleven 
hundred and forty-five rooms 22 feet long, 17 feet wide, and 9 feet high 
with glittering gold, and we see the President of the United States 
standing by, clapping his hands and contemplating the task with pleas- 
urable emotion and asking Co: to see that the burden is imposed 
upon us without unnecessary delay. To him the sufferings of the poor 
and the direful consequences to the debtor class are of no importance. 
The creditor must haye his gold though bankruptey and ruin pros- 
trate every industry and leave desolate every hearthstone. 

Mr. i in considering the dangers that are said to be impend- 
ing and the phantoms that are presented to our vision by the advocates 
of the single standard unless Congress shall promptly arrest silver coin- 
age, we naturally inquire: ‘‘ What has been our actual experience in 
the past, and particularly under the silver act of 1878?’’ Have we had 
gold and paper money redeemable in gold in sufficient volume to do 
our business, accommodate our commerce, answer to the demands of 
trade, and give thrift and prosperity to the people? Has there been a 
time in the history of our Government when gold could do this? Is it 
reasonable to sup; there will come a time in the history of our Re- 
public when gold can do this? In fact, does history tell us of a gov- 
ernment since the morning stars sang together where gold existed in 
such quantities that it furnished a sufficient circulating medium for 
the people and answered to the demands and necessities of the govern- 
ment? 

Did the coinage act of 1878 drive gold from our country and precipi- 
tate upon us the crisis depicted by thealarmists? Did it convert Amer- 
ica into a “‘dumping-ground”’ for cheap silver from all Europe, and 
bring dishonor upon the Government and repudiation to the people? 
These questions must be answered in the negative. At the beginning 
of 1878 we had been virtually without metallic money for seventeen 
years. In the popular sense, at that time it was not money. The peo- 
ple were strangers to it. It was in the vaults of the Treasury or owned 
by banks and kept from the cireulating medium of the country. Dur- 
ing the preceding seven years we had produced about $300,000,000 of 
gold and almost as much silver, and yet thousands of men actively en- 
gaged in business had never handled a dollar of either except it was in 
subsidiary silver coin. From the demonetization of silver in 1873 until 
the coinage act of 1878 became a law, the exports of gold exceeded the 
imports $123,754,210, or an average of $20,625,000 per year. 

With the remonetization of mlver came prosperity; confidence was 
restored, labor was encouraged, business was revived, and the pulse of 
the nation was again buoyantand healthy. Trade turned in our favor, 
and instead of gold leaving us, driven out by the despised silver dollar, 
it came to us by millions and passed into the hands of the common 
people, and for the first time in twenty years performed the functions of 
a circulating medium. Since the act of 1878 the gold coming to our 
shores has exceeded the exports $200,856,031, and we have been adding 
to our stock more than $60,000,000 each year, and during the same 
peos the foreign demand for silver has been such that the exports 

veexceededourimports. Butletusexaminea little further thecondi- 
tion of the country and see if the predictions of the bondholders and 
bankers of 1878 have been verified in a single particular. In that year 
we had in gold coin in the United States $218,000,000, and in bullion 
in the mints and assay offices $10,671,164, making a total of gold coin 
and bullion, $228,671,164. 

Now, we have in gold coin and bullion (estimated) $626,733,869. In 
1877 the deposits in the national banks were 8630, 400, 000. In 1885 they 
were $1,120,100,000. In 1877 the capital stock of the national banks 
was $479,500,000. In 1885 it was $527,500,000. In 1877 there was in 
specie in the national banks $22,700,000. In 1885 it had grown to$174,- 
900,000, and during this time it is estimated that the accumulations of 
the people in the savings-banks had increased $300,000,000. 

In addition to this we had reduced the bonded indebtedness of the 
Government about $600,000,000, had advanced its credit, had resamed 
specie payment, had lowered the rate of interest, and was almost the 
only government in the world that had more gold in 1885 than in 1877. 
Is this not a good showing for the despised ‘‘ buzzard dollar?” 

What is there in this history that proves the legislation of 1878 un- 
wise, dishonest, or disastrous? With the assistance of silver we have 
made this p and increased our stock of gold $397,751,482. Only 
one nation in the world has more gold than the United States, and this 
nation (France) has three times and one-half as much silver per capita 
as we. And while we have been making, with the assistance of silver, 
this wonderful accumulation of gold, England, Ireland, Scotland, and 
Germany, where silver is dishonored, and where gold is the only stand- 
ard, have witnessed its departure from their shores and have seen the 
bank deposits grow less day by day and the condition of the people 
more precarious and the condition of the government more unfortunate. 
[Applanse.] This is the answer experience has furnished to those who 
would dishonor silver and send it a fugitive from the land where it is 
produced in ter quantities than in any other government of the en- 
tire circuit of the sun. 

True it is that the bullion value of the silver dollaris not a hundred 
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cents in gold; but does it necessarily follow from this that it is a dis- 
honest dollar,” **a clipped dollar,“ oran ‘*80-cent dollar?“ Compare 
it with the standard of produce, of merchandise, of labor (the real 
representative of value), and we find no depreciation in the intrinsic 
worth of the 371} grains of honest silver represented by the silver dol- 
lar. These tables have been given and comparisons made by others in 
the course of this debate and Iwill not repeat them, but repeat the in- 
quiry, Has not gold been appreciated and put beyond its real value by 
this proposed legislation and by the action of European governments? 
But if silver has been depreciated, who is responsible for it? 

In 1873 when the coinage was suspended in this country, and when 
Germany and the Scandinavian states were demonetizing it, it was 
worth more than gold and commanded a premium. Then, in the judg- 
ment of these monometallists, it was worth too much. But now, hav- 
ing wroughtits ruin, as they contend, they ask that it shall be spurned 
by all, and some of them pretend to say they do this in the inter- 
est of silver; some of them with a smile that is ‘‘childlike and bland““ 
suggest, Let us suspend its coinage until its value has appreciated 
and until an international convention can be held by all the great 
commercial governments of the world and its coinage provided for.“ 
What aninnocent and unsophisticated suggestion, and yet how insin- 
cere or ill-advised. They know, as is known by every bimetallist in 
the land, that it is this organized fight against the silver dollar that 
has worked its depreciation as compared with gold. They know, asis 
known by every bimetallist, that France, with a population only two- 
thirds as great as ours and with barely one-eighteenth of the territory, 
sustains a full legal-tender silver circulation of $535,000,000 (more than 
douhle our own) and sustains it at an exact parity with gold, and has 
during these recent years of divergence, and without any loss in the 
volume of its gold money, although the silver dollar of France in bull- 
ion is worth 3 per cent. less than ourown. And they know, as every 
man, woman, and child should know, that if the coinage of silver was 
made free, and this administration would make an honest effort to pro- 
mote its usefulness and value, the silver dollar would be worth a hun- 
dred cents in gold coin in less than twelve months. [Applause. ] 

But instead of this, the persistent cry of this administration has been 
that no one wanted silver; that it was rapidly filling the vaults of the 
Treasury to overflowing and could not be gotten into circulation; that 
it was token-money and no longer passed current incommercial centers, 
and so eager was the new President to join in the crusade against silver 
that he was not content to wait until his inauguration and until he was 
inducted into office and had the constitutional right of submitting to 
Congress his recommendations, but had the indecent haste of sending 
to the Forty-eighth Congress an snte-nuptial message [laughter] urg- 
ing immediate legislation against the people’s money. Let it be said, 
however, to the credit of the Democratic members of this House, that 
they could not be frightened by a novice in statesmanship and stood 
faithful by the people's money. The fear of disfavor with the appoint- 
ing power did not deter them and the recommendations from the Hud- 
son passed as the imaginary conjurings of the brokers and bankers of 


If there are any who doubt the effect of the policy of this administra- 
tion upon silver, let me quote from a few English authorities. At the 
beginning of 1885 the London price of silver per ounce was 50d., but 
it fell to the panic price of 47}d. on the 17th day of September, upon 
the publication in the London Times of that day of the following dis- 
patch from Philadelphia, under the date of September 16 : 

A Cabinet council was held yesterday to consider the silver question. Both 
the President and Secretary of the Treasury will recommend Congress to stop 
the coinage of silver dollars. 

The London Economist of September 12, commenting upon the fall 
in silver, said: 

In the main, it is only the old cause—apprehension as to the future of silver— 
which has been in operation for years, but which been recent y revivedand 
e by the agitation in the United States against the continuous coinage 
0 ver. 

The London and China Telegraph of the 29th of September says: 


Ata Cabinet council held in Washington on the 15th instant it was resolved 
to recommend Congress to stop coining silver under the Bland bill, and the 
semi-panic on Thursday, September 17, was a not unnatural consequence, 


The London Bankers’ Magazine for the beginning of October says: 


The spice of the repeal of the Bland act isa main cause of the deprecia- 
tion. amount of silver coinage in the States is £5,000,000 annually; and 
were Congress to sanction an abrogation of the law that enforces the absorp- 
soane ger by the Treasury a complete glut would doubtless be seen 
on the marke 


The Manchester Guardian of October 16 says: 


The recent heavy fall in the silver market and the Eastern exchanges has 
been caused mainly by an apprehension of the repeal of the American silver coin- 
age act of 1878, 

But it is said that silver should be demonetized that we may have a 
certain inflexible standard of value. When did gold become such? 
When, where, under what circumstances, and in what government has 
it stood by the people, resisting panics and protecting them from the 
calamitous consequences of a fluctuating and uncertain circulating 
medium at times of danger or of national distress? Weall know how 
it scampered from business and took refuge in old stockings and behind 
iron bars when treason organized its battalions and marshaled its 


armies for the overthrow of our Republic. And it is a fact that I com- 
mend to the thoughtful consideration of the advocates of the single 
standard upon the floor of this House that in England in twenty-seven 
years, beginning with 1847, the Bank of England changed its rate of 
interest two hundred and twenty-three times, and the range of fluctu- 
ations was from 2} to 10 per cent. It is now about 2 percent. While 
in one handred and twenty-two years preceding 1816, when the single 
gold standard was adopted, there were only sixteen changes, and the 
rate never fell below 4 per cent. and never rose above 6 per cent. 

For more than fifty years England with her single metal standard 
has been conspicuous for the frequency and violence of her commercial 
and monetary panics. In fact I charge and I challenge history to con- 
firm the statement that gold unsupported by silver is as unstable as 
fiat money. The long experience of England has shown it to be one 
of the most fluctuating and treacherous of currencies, and, with free 
trade, has pauperized the farmers and laborers of Great Britain until 
only yesterday thousands and tens of thousands of them were marching 
the streets of London and Nottingham threatening the government and 
asking for bread that they might live. The head of the British min- 
istry a few years ago said, land did not become rich by adopting 
gold, but adopted gold because it was already rich.“ It had accumu- 
lated its great wealth under a sounder and better system, which has 
enabled it thus far to endure the mischiefs of a single standard, which, 
as has been said, has made it the peculiar seat of monetary crises, just 
as Egypt is of the plague and India of the cholera.“ History does not 
tell us of a government that ever had too much gold and silver for its 
own good and for the prosperity of its subj and in the ages gone 
we find no trace of any commercial people that have been able to grow 
and thrive upon gold alone as its circulating medium. 

Mr. Chairman, can we hope to reverse the experience of the cen- 
turies? Have we learned the secret of the famed genii and secured the 
magic wand with the touch of which we can convert the baser metals 
into gold? Unless so we should heed the lessons emphasized by the 
experiences of all nations and all tongues from the day of Adam to the 
present. If we would avert the danger and heresies of fiat paper 
money; if we would restore confidence und revive our drooping indus- 
tries; if we would encourage commerce and open up new avenues; if 
we would overcome the present congestion and send the hot blood of 
business activity into every hamlet in the land; if we would put the 
spindles in motion and give employment to labor; if we would legis- 
late for the good of all and for the happiness and prosperity of every 
hamlet, let us be done with this effort to appreciate the price of gold and 
to add additional burdens to the debtors of our land. [Applause. ] 

Mr.BRUMM. The gentleman from Kansas argues about getting rid 
of the dangers of fiat money if we do so and so. Now, does the gentle- 
man know of any paper fiat money which ever existed in the world? 

Mr. PERKINS. If you will observe my line of argument it is this: 
there is not sufficient gold in the country to do its business, and unless 
we have silver to sustain gold we must necessarily come to fiat paper 
money. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman from Kansas mistakes my question. 
Many have been under the impression that what are known as the 
‘t greenback” and national-bank notes are flat money. The gentleman, 
however, seems to use the words flat paper money as though he had 
experience in this or some other country of the use of such fiat paper 
money. My point is that there never has been any such fiat paper 
money in the world. Iask the tleman to show me where there has 
been, and if he can not do so it is evidently unfair to make such refer- 
ence to fit paper money. 

Mr. PERKINS. My proposition is that unless we have gold sustained 
by silver we must necessarily come to fiat paper, and in order to avoid 
the embarrassment and difficulties of resorting to fiat paper money I 
want to stand by the honest silver dollar, 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman mean to say we have any difi- 
culty or embarrassment resulting from fiat paper money, oris it only an 
impression he has? 

Mr. PERKINS. During the war we had so-called fiat paper money 
which resulted in embarrassment and difficulty to the people and the 
Government. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman mean to say that during the war 
there was anything like fiat paper money in this country? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, not exactly, foralthough it was called flat paper 
money it was not absolutely so, because it was to be redeemable in coin 
some time or other. 

Mr. BRUMM. There never was any fiat money in this country nor 
in any other. Lask the gentleman to mention any such case if he knows 


of any. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not stop in the course of my speech to answer 
the gentleman’s question, and I will content myself merely by referring 
to George Law’s money and to the assignats of France and other in- 
stances, 

Let usstand by those metals which in consequence of their divisibil- 
ity, portability, durability, and indestructibility have demonstrated 
their intrinsic worth and their real value as money or as mediums of 
barter and Pera, Rust and mold can not corrode them, and chem- 
ical action is not likely to work their disintegration. Mr. Chairman, 
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let us make the coinage of these royal metals free and unlimited, and 
let us provide for silver and gold certificates of $1 and upward on all 
deposits in the Treasury or subtreasuries of gold or silver bullion or coin 
of standard fineness when $10 or more shall be presented. Let us inform 
the world that we can not be used by Great Britain as an assisting party 
in driving silver from monetary use in the commercial world, and let us 
inform the world that without such assistance it can not be done. 

Let us say in deeds that are not capable of misconstruction that we 
fully realize the disasters that would follow the world’s dethronement 
of silver. Let us say, as President Francis A. Walker, an able advocate 
of the suspension of silver coinage, has recently been compelled to ad- 
mit, that among its consequences will be the enhancement of the bur- 
den of all debts and fixed charges, acting as a steady drag upon pro- 
duction, and that suffocation and strangulation are words hardly too 
strong to express the agony of the industrial body when embraced in 
the coils of a contracting currency.“ 

If the business of the world is to be based on metallic money, as I think 
it should be, the production of either metal would be entirely insuffi- 
cient. But gold and silver must both be used as money to supply the 
necessities of trade, commerce, and humanity, and to give stability to 
each, and the production of both must continuously increase if the 
world is to grow in wealth, comfort, and human happiness. Denounced 
as the silver dollar is, England and Germany use it for the payment of 
their wage-workers, but want only gold for their creditors. 

In this Government of the people and for the people let us demand 
justice for all; and as we are en in this discussion the tidings come 
from Germany and Great Britain that light is dawning, that the clouds 
are breaking, that the mists are disappearing, that the people are think- 
ing, bankers are talking, chambers of commerce resolving, and even the 
Iron Chancellor“ of Germany discussing whether the oppressive and 
ruinous single standard shall not give way to the more liberal, the more 
stable, the more progressive double standard of the United States of 
America. [Applause.] Gold will no longer be crowned as the only 
royal money, but with it will modestly sit silver listening to the im- 
portunities of the people, helping the unfortunate, and contributing re- 
lief to the exigencies and necessities of trade and commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, we do not come with the hands of communism to 
tear down or to destroy, we do not come in lawless organizations to de- 
mand that which is wrong or to defeat that which is right, we do not 
come asking that the accumulations of other years shall be taken from 
its possessors and distributed to the unfortunate. But we do come 
with hands bronzed in the bright sunshine of our Western prairies, and 
hardened in the mines of our Western mountains, asking that in this 
imperial Chamber of the nation’s greatness there shall be some recog- 
nition of labor. [Applause.] We come asking that in this representa- 
tive body the poor as well as the rich, the weak as well as the strong, 
the debtor as well as the creditor shall be remembered and legislated 
for. Wecome asking that the pioneer, who with ox-team and plow is 
marking the way for future empires, or breaking the prairies to feed the 
hungry, shall not be forgotten. Capital is strong, capital is vigilant, 
capital is organized, capital is capable of taking care of itself, and if 
e pane by the Government will find means of its own for investment 
and profit. As said by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY], 
The money-owners have cities of refuge in all the capitals of Europe, 
in which they find ready access by the purchase of foreign exchange. 
Butnotso with the wage-worker, the toiler, the debtor, and the unfortu- 
nate. These need the fostering care of a sympathetic Government and 
the encouragement and protection of wiseand helpful legislation, and let 
usshowan appreciation of their necessities as well as a disposition to do 
justice to all. As said by a distinguished Senator in the course of de- 
bate in the Senate Chamber, I have no sympathy with any ambition 
which seeks for any object to array labor against capital. As labor is 
before capital and created capital, labor should be first considered, not 
forgetting, however, that capital is the handmaid of labor and, if wisely 
employed, its truest and best friend. The legislation, therefore, which 
serves labor most serves capital best. Let us do what we can to con- 
tribute to the thrift and prosperity of all, the employer and employed 
the farmer and manufacturer, the debtor and creditor—and believing 
the precious metals of our Western mountains is one of the most im- 
portant agencies to accomplish this I would stand loyally by each and 
would not demonetize or dishonor either. [Applause.] - 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to look briefly at the general policy of the 
resent administration. I wish to turn the Pan-Electric“ light 
laughter] upon its professions and practices and ascertain what there 

is of good for the general public. It has professed a respect for the 
civil-service statute, and yet has broken its provisions and violated its 
requirements with impunity when inclination prompted it so to do. It 
has professed a desire for an honest and efficient public service, but has 
appointed convicted felons and incompetent men to positions of trust 
and responsibility. 

It has professed a willingness to correct mistakes, and yet has sent 
to the Senate for confirmation the names of men known to be morally 
unfit and a reproach to the communities from whence they come; and 
if you wish the names of some of these there are Democratic members 
upon the floor of this House that can give them. 

It has professed a disposition to send men abroad who could repre- 
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sent us with credit and with advantage to our country, and yet there 
are vacant places in our diplomatic service to-day because odious and 
objectionable representatives were not received; and it is said that men 
have been designated to speak for this great nation of 58,000,000 people 
in the courts of Europe who until the time of their appointment had 
never been in a Northern State in their lives, and who had no concep- 
tion of the interests and greatness of their country, and who for more 
than twenty years had not taken enough interest in its wonderful 
growth and development to have their political disabilities removed. 

It has professed a wish to observe and enforce the law, and yet we see 
it violating statutes, ignoring legislation, and organizing to enforce a 
policy of its own. 

It has professed a desire to promote and advance the interest of the 
laboring masses, and yet we find itauthorizing the employment of con- 
vict labor on our public works and organizing to break down some of 
our largest and most successful industrial institutions. 

It professes to favor American commerce, and yet refuses to carry out 
laws enacted by Co: to encourage and strengthen American ship- 
ping, and by its unjust and unlawful discriminations has taken the 
business of carrying the American mails from the most important line 
of American vessels. 

It professes love for the American Navy, but demands from American 
ship-builders tests never heard of in naval warfare, and refuses to accept 
the Dolphin until she can encounter blizzards and ride the sea instorms 
so violent and tempestuous that naval reformers can not retain their 
places and witness her movements. 

It professes economy and retrenchment, but wants $50,000,000 per 
year more than its immediate predecessor to conduct and carry on the 
concerns of government. [Laughter.] 

It professes to desire the good of all classes and all sections, and yet, 
commencing with the western boundary of the State of New York and 
continuing thence west to the Pacific Ocean, a distance of 3,200 miles, 
who in all that vast empire of wealth and intelligence is selected to 
speak for the people and look after their interests in the Cabinet of 
this so-called reform administration? We find the national banks, 
the standard oil companies, and the telephone companies represented 
[laughter]; the aristocratic families and cod-fisheries of New England 
remembered [laughter], and the State of Delaware and the solid South 
provided for; but who speaks for Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Mich- 
igan, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Colo- 
rado, Nevada, Oregon, and California, and the great Territories of Da- 
kota, Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, New Mexico, Arizona, and Washington? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Wall street for them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Here live more than twenty-one million five hun- 
dred thousand people, intelligent, patriotic, industrious, and devoted to 
their country—the ex-soldiers of the Union, the farmers of the great 
prairies, the workers in the mines, the representatives of great cities, 
the toilers in every avocation and business known to our land—and their 
only Cabinet representation in this administration is in the person of a 
pleasant gentleman from Wisconsin, who never had a day’s experience 
in governmental matters in his life until honored by his preferment, 
and who had only reached a fair measure of fame in the local courts of 
his State asa practicing attorney. We find it contracting the currency, 
making no effort to reduce the bonded debt of the nation until forced 
to do so by public opinion, and bringing silver at great expense to the 
Government from distant mints to Washington that Congress might be 
frightened at the extraordinary display. 

It professes a desire to lessen the burdens of the people and to con- 
tribute to the growth and development of all sections, but it has no 
word for internal improvement and no encouragement for the great 
water ways of the country and the cheap transportation of the people. 

It professes a wish for the good of American industry and the prosper- 
ity of American labor, but in its coils enterprises are stranded, workmen 
discharged, labor suspended, and doubt and disparagement expressed 
for the capacity of the engineers of the American Navy, while the accom- 
plishments of the John Bulls whoare the constructing engineers of her 
majesty’sservice are exalted and magnified. ‘‘It’s English, you know.“ 
[Langhter. ] 

It professed justice, sincerity, and loveof fair play, but organized star- 
chamber methods and secret inquisitions that the names of honorable 
men might be blackened in the dark and their official reputations com- 
promised and ruined by nameless defamers and paid falsifiers, until the 
Washington Post, the national Democratic organ, was compelled in de- 
cency and for the good of its own organization to make this indignant 
protest against such dishonorable practices: 


Things were managed thus by the council often when the life and honor of 
the noblest in the land were at the mercy of every anonymous assassin. Such 
methods flourished in the days of Torquemada; even later, when malice. tyranny, 
hatred, savagery nursed into evil life the lettre de cachet. But civilization has long 
ago 9 them, and every fiber of a freeman's heart protests against 
their restoration. The transfer of the Government to the Democracy can ba 
effected without resorting to methods so unwholesome and abhorrent. This 
practice of incriminating, prosecuting, and condemning Republican oftice-hold- 
ers, trying them without a hearing, and casting them out branded with a name- 
less crime is the most repulsive thing to which our politics has ever given birth, 


[Applause. ] 


If persisted in it will di 


ast and alienate every manly soul, and it will bury 
its authors and contrivers 


thoms deep in odium. 
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It has professed a desire for honest elections and for the purity of the 
ballot-box, but it has oned the Mullins of Cincinnati and ap- 


pointed the Pillsburys of Maine and the Meads of 
of responsibility and power, and, as Senator HOAR is as saying, 
If President Cleveland were to write over the gate of the White House, 
‘Frands upon the elections will be profitably rewarded here,’ he could 
not make the declaration more significant than he has made it by the 
character of his appointments.’ ’’ 

It professes patriotism, but lowers the flag of the Union at the death 
of Jacob Thompson, and in its messages to Congress has no mention to 
make of that distinguished statesman, that invincible soldier, that in- 
comparable citizen, the commander of our armies, the President of our 
nation, the loved of all—General Ulysses S. Grant. 

This, in brief, Mr. Chairman, is the national Democratic reform ad- 
ministration of the nineteenth century, and as we listen to its profes- 
sions and look upon its practices, is it any wonder that the mass of the 
American people are now of the opinion that when God in His inscru- 
table Providence permitted this organization to secure control of the 
destinies of this nation He made a great mistake? [Great laughter 


and applause. 

Tue AN . The gentleman’s time has expi 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. The gentleman from has not yet 
coneluded his remarks, and I move that by unanimous consent he be 
allowed further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. PERKINS. About fifteen minutes, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS again took the floor and concluded the speech as 
above. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, the ion of the coinage of silver 
is certainly one of the most important questions that will come before 
us during the sessions of the present Congress. 

A large number of the members of this House are believers in a double 
standard. Between them and us there is an honest difference of opin- 
ion in relation to this question; therefore no man has the right to arro- 
gate to himself that he is right and everybody who does not agree with 
him is wrong. No human intellect can claim infallibility. Let us 
then examine the question in a calm, considerate, and rational man- 
ner, with due respect for the opinions of those with whom we may 


er. 

The large amount of standard dollars in the United States Treasury 
coined out of the silver purchased under the provisions of the act of 
1878 and for which the Government has no use should not fail to draw 
the attention of Congress to the fact that there is something wrong in 
the policy inaugurated under that law, especially as the standard dol- 
lar of 100 cents can only command 79 to 80 cents in gold in the mar- 
kets of the world. 

It has long been a pleasant dream with many political economists 
that gold . silver could be used as a metallic currency at a certain 
fixed ratio between them and under a system of unlimited coinage. 
This pleasing delusion is agitating the minds of political economists 
and legislators in our own and foreign countries at the present day. 

With this view all civilized countries have fixed a ratio between gold 
and silver money, which they hoped would be permanent, from 1 to 
14 and up to 1 to 16; but the ratio in every country has been a sliding 
scale which would never remain permanent except for a very few years 
or months at a time. 

In our own country in the last hundred years it has varied about 37 
per cent., the rate in 1781 being as 1 to 13.33 and in 1876 as 1 to 17.87, 
in 1883 being 1 to 18.40, the average for the year 1884 being about 1 to 
20; showing a heavy fall in the value of silver as measured by gold. 

In England you are aware that gold is the principal metallic currency; 
Germany has demonetized silver and adopted gold, whilst the Latin 
Union, composed of France, Belgium, Italy, and Switzerland, has 
adopted gold as their principal metallic currency with a limited coin- 
age of silver at a pro rata according to their respective populations. But 
at the present time no nation, except India, Mexico, and the United 
States, is coining silver. Russia has a silver currency, and India and 
the East generally have the same. The poorest nations always have 
the cheapest metal for currency, as being best adapted to their small 
dealings in their internal commerce, as shown in the small coins of 
India and China. 

In order to refresh the memory it will not be amiss to briefly review 
the efforts that were made to establish the double standard by interna- 
tional conferences. During the universal ex position or world's fair’? 
held in Paris, 1867, there was a monetary conference“ com of 
about twenty European nations and the United States, the object of 
which was, as stated by the French minister of foreign affairs at the 
opening of the convention, “‘to substitute, instead of the variety of mon- 
soy types actually in use, metallic coins struck in accordance with 

iform regulations and placed beyond any variations of exchange, which 
would in effect be to remove one of the most serious obstacles to the 
development of international relations.” 

In other words, it was to ascertain whether the nations could agree 
on unification of coinage by adopting a universal unit, such as the franc, 
the dollar, or the pound sterling; whether the gold or single standard 


to places 


or the double standard should be adopted; and whether or not a fixed 
ratio between the two metals could be maintained. 

FPVPVVVVPVCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCT AE 
pertinen e subject throu: t sessions, extending from June 
17 to July 6, 1867. 2 

They came at last to the conclusion to report to their respective gov- 
ernments the result of their deliberations to be a recommendation of a 
single standard of gold; coins of equal weights; coins of equal fineness, 
coins divided ing to the decimal system and a gold piece of five 


conference expresses the hope that the measures taken by the govern- 
ments of the different States to modify their monetary system, in con- 
formity with the basis laid down by the may end in diplo- 
matic conventions,” which paragraph was unanimously adopted. Mr. 
Samuel B. Ruggles was our re tative in the conference. The hope 
expressed above was not a on until a decade later. 

About 1876 the increasing production of silver instigated the owners 
of the mines to look around fora market forit. In 1874 there was 
coined by our mints $5,983,600; in 1875 the coinage was $10,070,363; 
and in 1876 it was $19,126,502; in 1883 it was $28,835,470, showing a 
pa increase of that er coin. 

y a joint resolution ngress passed August 15, 1876, a commis- 
sion of distinguished Senators, Representatives, and citizens was ap- 
pointed to inquire, among other into the change which has 
taken place in the relative value of gold and silver; the causes thereof, 
whether permanent or otherwise; the effects thereof upon trade, com- 
merce, finance, and the productive interests of the country, and upon 
the standard of value in this and foreign coun’ and also into the 
policy of the restoration of the double standard in this country, and, if 
see a enn the legal relations between the two coins, gold and silver, 

o 

This commission sat for a long time in New York and Washington. 
They examined men eminent as statesmen, political economists, theo- 
rists, writers on currency, bankers, brokers, and business men of every 
kind who were sup to have any knowledge of the movements and 
operations of the precious metals and the causes moving thereto. 

majority of the commission came to the conclusion, as stated in 
their report, that the causes of the recent change in the relative value of 
gold and silver are mainly the demonetization of silver by Germany, 
the United States, and the Scandinavian states, and the closure of all 
the mints in Europe against its 

These principal causes were aided by a contemporaneous diminution 
of the Asiatic demand for silver and by enormous exaggerations of the 
actual and prospective yield of the Nevada silver mines. The effect of 
all the principal and accessory, reached its inating point in 
the panic of July, 1876, in the London silver market. Many of these 
causes were essentially temporary. The Asiatic demand for silver has 
somewhat recovered its accustomed force, and the delusions in respect 
to the Nevada mines no longer exist. 

What delusions“ there may have been concering the Nevada mines 
I know not, but the last report of the Director of the Mint shows a reg- 
ular annual coinage of over twenty-eight millions of the standard silver 
dollars, and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that more 
than seventy-six millions of them remain unused in the Treasury. 

The report further states: 

e n been W . i — 
resumption coun e un 
the existing laws making gold the — — tender are repealed. mt 

And yet, if I remember right, specie payments were successfully re- 
sumed within two and a half years of the sitting of the commission 
and before nine millions of the standard silver dollars were coined. 
The commission therefore recommended the restoration of the double 
standard and the unrestricted coinage of both metals, but were unable 
to agree upon the legal relation that should be established between 
them, which rendered their recommendations of little value. 

The minority of the commission, however, came to a different con- 
clusion. They showed with great clearness the great tendency of silver 
to large fluctuations in the markets of the world, and that it was unre- 
liable as a standard of value. In this regard they are sustained by the 
fact that when the report was written silver was worth 53d. per ounce, 
while now it is worth only about 47d. per ounce, Among the conclu- 
sions at which they arrived was this, that— 

The so-called double standard is an illusion and an impossibility. The pro- 
longed attempts made both by France and the United States to establish such a 
standard have been complete failures, causing much confusion and inconven- 
ience, necessitating uent changes of legislation, and resulting only in the al- 
ternate establishment of one or the other precious metal as the sole standard, 

The suggestions of the majority of the commission for the more ex- 
tended coinage of silver were carried out in the law of February 28, 
1878, which provided for the coinage of the silver dollar of 412.5 grains 
which had been discontinued by the act of 1873. 

The act of 1878 also provided that the President should invite the 
governments of the Latin Union, and such others as he might deem ad- 
visable, ‘‘to join the United States in a conference to adopt a common 
ratio between gold and silver for the purpose of establishing interna- 
tionally the use of bimetallic money and securing a fixity of relative 
value between these metals.“ 
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Pursuant to the invitation extended to them by the United States, 
twelve governments met at Paris on the 10th of August, 
1878, and continued through seven sessions until the 29th of that month, 
our country being represented by Reuben E. Fenton, W. 8. Grosbeck 
(who had beeen one of the silver commission in 1876), Francis A. Walker, 
and 8. Dana Horton, all eminent political economists. 

Our representatives submitted two propositions to the conference, the 
first recommending the unrestricted coinage of silver and its use as 
money of unlimited legal tender, and the second that the use of both 
gold and silver as unlimited legal tender might safely be adopted by 
equalizing them ata relation to be fixed by international agreement. 
The convention listened to the arguments of our representatives with 
great attention and gave them full consideration. At their closing 
session, however, the conference adopted a memorandum, in reply to the 
American propositions which amounted in Pickwickian style to this: 
‘That both gold and silver should be used as money, but that the selec- 
tion of one or the other or both at a time should be governed by the 
2 position of states; that is, the restriction of the coinage of silver 

d be left to the states individually, and that under the circum- 
stances in which states found themselves there could be no discussion 
of the adoption of a common ratio between the two metals. 

The conference wound up its session by resolving itself into a mutaal 
admiration society, and after ing compliments toward each other 
generally, and to the United States in particular for having called 
them together for an interchange of views on such an important sub- 
ject, they adjourned without having arrived at any practical conelu- 
sions, Our . were thus politely bowed out with permis- 
sion to return e as wise as they went. 

Thus ended fruitlessly the second international conference in which 
our Government has endeavored to procure the adoption of a univer- 
sal standard. Undismayed by its own past experience and failures to 
maintain a double standard and unconvinced of its impossibility by 
the rebuffs that it received in two international conferences, our Govern- 
ment still endeavors to achieve the impossible. Although the coinage 
of gold and silver from 1792 to 1834 was unrestricted, yet silver being 
overvalued formed the bulk of our metallic currency, and gold being 
undervalued here was exported where its true value was better ap- 
preciated. 

In 1834 Congress overvalued gold, and the result was that it became 
the predominant coin. Silver being undervalued commanded a pre- 
mium and was sent abroad, its value as bullion being about 3 per cent. 
more than its value as coin. Thus gold continued practically thestand- 
ard from 1834 till 1862, when we went into an irredeemable paper cur- 
rency. In 1873 silver was demonetized, not being a legal tender over 
$5. The act of 1878, however, gave it new life and afforded a market 
for the silver miners in the Western States and Territories, at the ex- 
pense of the people of the nation who are now compelled to take at par 
a silver coin which is 21 per cent. under par. 

This experience of our own country and the futile efforts of inter- 
national conferences to agree upon a double standard, and the demone- 
tization of silver by England, Germany, the Latin Union, and the 
Scandinavian states ought to convince legislators that it is impossible 
to maintain a double standard; the fluctuations in the price of silver 
forbid it, In our country the relative value of silver to gold was never 
the same for more than three consecutive years, and in d the 
divergence was larger than our own. To preserve a fixed ratio between 
the two metals for any length of time would thus seem to be an im- 
possibility, 

To attempt to maintain a double standard is as absurd 

Said Mr. Bowen, of the silver commission— 


as it would be to declare by law that two clocks should both bo the standard for 
measuring time, though, as everybody knows, no two clocks can; be made 
which shall keep perfect time with each other. 


It is as absurd as it would be to enact a law that any two commod- 
ities the result of human labor should bear a fixed relative value the 
one to the other. 

Gold and tilver receive their value from different causes, such as the 
expense of getting them from the mines, the amount needed for the 
uses of nations, and the hostile or favorable legislation of governments; 
each one of these causes has a bearing upon the price or value of them 
in the markets of the world. Hence it is that fixed ratios between the 
products of labor can never be long maintained. 

In the early history of our State in a county adjoining my district 
the authorities were compelled to raise funds by taxation for the sup- 
port of the county. As money was not plenty the authorities 
to take ¢ nutry produce at prevailing rates, so on October 6, 1685, the 
tax collector was ordered to receive good and merchantable Indian corn 
at the rate of 28. 8d., good and merchantable wheat at 4s. 6d., and 
good and merchantable rye at 3s. Gd. per bushel. This was on the same 
principle as establishing a fixed rate between silver and gold. The ratio 
between the grains did not remain stable very long, for at December 
term of the same year the court raised the price of wheat to 5s., rye to 
5s., and 3s. for Indian corn. 

The arbitrary power of legislation may make the gold and silver dol- 
lar equivalents in payment of debts among ourselves for a time, but 
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whenever the balance of trade shall turn against our country the dis- 
parity in value between the two coins will be made a t. Ifsuch 
a state of affairs existed to-day, gold would be rapidly exported and we 
would be remitted to a silver currency; the importing merchant who 
had been obliged to take silver dollarsin payment for his merchandise 
would find that $1,000 of such coins would only be worth about $800 in 
the markets of England or France. If he should have to undergo so 
great a shave in purchasing his goods abroad, he would endeavor to 
make it up by sufficient additional charges on his wares to reimburse 
him in his loss, and the loss on the value of his money would be even- 
tually imposed on the consumer of the merchandise that he should 
sell. 


Aside from the violation of the well known laws regulating metallic 
currency that we are at present perpetrating there is a moral aspect of 
the question that deserves consideration. We are purchasing silver at 
a price that makes the coined dolar worth only about 80 cents, and we 
are imposing those dollars on the people at the rate of 100 cents. So 
successfully has been this imposition on the public that it appears from 
the information furnished us by the Director of the Mint that the Gov- 
ernment has made a profit of $25,338,389.97 on the coinage of silver in 
the seven years ending June 30, 1885; and every man who has a silver 
dollar in his pocket has indirectly paid 20 cents into the Treasury with- 
out receiving an equivalent. 

The mass of this profit has arisen from the coinage of $218, 259, 
761 coined up to December 31, 1885. That the silver coinage is exces- 
sive and not needed for the wants of the people is shown by the fact 
that seventy-six millions of silver dollars and $28,000,000 of fractional 
silver coins remained unused in the Treasury when that report was writ- 
ten. What nation but our own would perpetrate such a wrong on its 
citizens? Does it not stand alone as the great robber of the people? 
It assumes to itself that prerogative in a time of peace and in the midst 
of plenty. If a private individual should coin and circulate a silver 
dollar of the exact weight and fineness of the standard dollar, he would 
be guilty ofa misdemeanor, and be obliged to suffer punishment, while 
the Government assumes the right to impose on the people depreciated 
coins to a profit of $25,000,000, benefiting none save the silver miners, 

To them it has afforded a good market for their surplus silver, which 
is being piled up by the ton and useless in the Treasury. Why should 
this be so? Why should not the money used to buy silver bullion for 
coinage be used instead to pay on our interest-bearing debt, and thus re- 
lieve us of interest thereon? A much smaller outrage on a nation than 
this forcing on our people a depreciated coin created a great ferment in 
Treland and led to the overthrow of a scheme of petty robbery of the 
Trish people. 

In 1724 George I, of England, granted a patent to William Wood to 
supply the people of Ireland with copper half-pence and farthings. His 
patent authorized the issue of £108,000. Wood began to send his coins 
over to Ireland and to supply them with small change. Swift, in his 
Draper letters, resisted the issue, alleging that they were short weight 
and worthless metal. Carteret, the viceroy, endeavored to force their 
circulation. The whole country was in a ferment; the grand jury of 
the city of Dublin denounced them as a nuisance, and so strong was 
the hatred of the people to the debased coin that when about £40,000 
was put in circulation the home Government was obliged to buy back 
its patent by giving Wood a pension. 

And yet the people of the freest government on earth patiently and 
quietly submit to the imposition upon them at par of coins worth only 
79 cents on the dollar. 

Having shown that our efforts thus far to establish a common ratio 
between gold and silver by international agreement have been failures, 
the question presents itself, can we single-handed and alone maintain 
a double standard, and at the same time continue to coin not less than 
two millions of silver dollars per month? Wehayeshown that the con- 
clusion arrived at by the different conferences was that no nation could 
adopt free coinage of both metals successfully, except by international 
agreement. Even the most sanguine advocates of bimetallism admit 
this fact. In the conference of 1881 the French minister of finance, 
who was instrumental in having the conference called, and an ardent 
advocate of bimetallism, said: 

In order that the metal silver may recover ils former yalue it is indispensable 
that it should be freely coined side by side with gold, and as no state either 
wishes to stand or could stand alone in resuming such coinage, it is absolutely 

n that we shall not find our way out of the present difficulties until an in- 
ernational bimetallic treaty shall have been concluded. 

M. Cernuschi, another member of that conference, who is perhaps 
the ablest and most earnest advocate of a bimetallic system, says: 


That the gary remedy is universal bimetallism ; 3 can not resell gold 
to become again silver, monometallic,and France can not alone, at herown risk 
and peril, recommence coining silver. 

5 can only be rehabilitated by the co-operation of all the States, In- 


Neither India nor any State can defend itself singly; either all the States will 
be rescued by means of a general understanding or none will be so. 


í In speaking of resumption of specie payments in the United States, 
e says: 
In order to resume it is necessary to rehabilitate silver; give the silver dollar 


same value as the gold dollar. To ennble this pas however, to be adopted, 
it is first of all necessary to be sure that Europe will become bimetallic, 
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As late as 1885 he said: 
So long as the bimetallic treaty upeo 7 
n 


in 1881 by the United States and 
France is not accepted either by or Germany not one silver 5-franc 

iece should be coined by France; not one single silver dollar should be coined 
by the United States. In no form, under no pretext, should silver currency be 
increased either in France or the United States. 

These are the opinions of some of the ablest bimetallists of the world. 
They realize the great danger to any one nation of an adherence to a 
double standard and a continuance of unlimited coi Common 
sense divested of selfish interests ought to teach the advocates of bi- 
metallism in this House that the course they are pursuing will send us 
to financial ruin, and to silver monometallism, just as surely as the night 
follows the day. It may not be this month, nor next, nor possibly next 
year; but when the time comes that the Secretary of the Treasury will 
be compelled to pay, either by legislative enactment or by reason of 
the payment of duties in silver or silver certificates, the principal and 
interest of the public debt in silver coin, then will follow the further 
depreciation of silver, which, being the cheaper currency, will drive the 
gold out of circulation, leaving us stranded on a silver basis and at the 
mercy of foreign countries. I tell you, gentlemen, the business people 
of this country are watching with the deepest interest the action of 
this House in the faint hope that you will do something to avert the 
impending crisis. If you fail to heed the warning given by our own 
people, as well as by the bimetallists of Europe, that no nation can stand 
alone on a double standard, and by your persistence you bring about the 
calamity which they so much dread, the responsibility as well as the 
condemnation of sixty millions of people will rest upon your heads. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been charged that we who are not believers in 
a double standard, at least under existing circumstances, are anxious 
to demonetize silver. This is not true, and is unfair. I am sure that 
no advocate of a suspension of silver coinage desires its demonetization. 
But we believe that the continued coinage of it will create such an excess 
of cheap dollars as will send gold to a premium and thereby drive it 
out of circulation, the result of which will be to drive us to a silver 
basis. Instead, then, of having a double standard, we will be reduced 
to silver monometallism. 

The advocates of unlimited silver coinage seem to lose sight of the 
important fact that over $600,000,000 of gold coin will be entirely with- 
drawn from circulation, and thereby contract the circulating medium to 
such an extent as to produce the most disastrous results. They also 
seem to forget that all commercial transactions are conducted on a gold 
basis. Everything that we import has to be paid for in gold or its 
equivalent. It is a plausible but erroneous idea of the silver advocate, 
who favors protection, that an abundant silver currency will raise the 
price of goods so as to protect the American manufacturer. It is true 
a plethorie currency may raise the price of goods, but when such prices 
areraised it makes our market a first-class one for foreign manufacturers, 
and thus brings more foreign products into our country to compete with 
our people. This was exemplifled by the large amount of imports when 
paper money was so abundant and depreciated during the war. 

There is another important fact that we must-not lose sight of, that 
is, we import annually not less than $193,213,624, much of which is 
in raw materials on which there is no duty for the reason that they 
are not produced in our own country and are required in the manufact- 
ure of American goods. If we are remitted to a silver basis, and the 
manufacturer is compelled to pay for his raw material in the money he 
receives or to buy gold, he will pay out at the present value of the 
standard dollar 20 per cent. more than the value of the money he re- 
ceives. This procedure will add to the cost of his goods, which the 
consumer will have to pay or buy imported goods to the great detri- 
ment of the productive industry and labor of our people. Weare told 
by the advocates of silver in the Forty-fifth Congress that if we would 
restore it to its legal-tender character it would soon go to par with gold. 
What has been its history? The following table will show: 

Average price of bar silver per ounce in London. 
Pence, 


zation increased its value as promised? The figures show that it has 
had the opposite effect; neither has this large amount of silver added to 
the circulation increased the business interests of the country, as the 
farmer, the manufacturer, the merchant, the mechanic, and the laborer 
can testify. 

Let us examine further and ascertain if possible who is to be bene- 
fited and who is to be injured by a continuance of silver inflation. It 
is doubtful if anybody in the long run is benefited, not even the bo- 


nanza princes. If the United States would suspend silver coinage there 
would be some hope for an international agreement on a fixed ratio. 
But so long as we are willing to supply foreign countries with a market 
for their surplus silver there is not the remotest prospect for such an 
agreement. If we continue to coin the minimum $2,000,000 a month 
in addition to what we may receive from abroad, I venture to predict 
that it will not be long before we will be remitted to a silver standard. 
We will then be classed with Russia, Austria, the South American 
states (except Brazil), India, and Japan. 

And arrayed against us in the use of the gold standard will be the 
powerful nations of Great Britain, the Scandinavian States, Germany, 
Portugal, Turkey, Egypt, Brazil, Canada, Liberia, and Australia. 

But you will say that these states are using silver; that is true, but 
they are all under the gold standard, silver being used for subsidiary 
and local purposes. Now let us see who will be injured by a silver 
standard. The number is legion; thecalamity will be national, but upon 
none will it fall with so heavy a weight as the working classes. Those 
who earn their daily bread by the labor of their hands, they are the 
creditors of the nation to whom is paid, according to the census report 
and as shown by Mr. Lacey in an able speech before this House in the 
last Congress, $3,000,000,000 annually. 

He says: 

This vast sum is no doubt much less than the sum actually paid as wages in 
the United States during a single year. Now, if weshould cut down the purchas- 
ing power of our currency 12} cents on the dollar, the reduction on this amount 
of wages would be $337,000,000—a total loss tothe wage in one year of an 
amount equal to eight years output of all the silver mines of the United States, 
Now, in order to make a market for $46,000,000 of silver bullion, that is to in- 
crease its price by 1, 2, or 3 cents per ounce, are we willing to risk precipitating 
pis of ,000,000 annually upon the laborers, the wage receivers of the coun- 

But if Mr. Lacey had made his estimate at the present value of silver, 
the loss instead of being $387,000,000 would be over $600,000,000 an- 
nually, It may be claimed that they would get the same number of 
dollars as if paid in gold or its equivalent. That is true, but the pur- 
chasing power of the dollar would be diminished by the advance of 
everything they consume in order to meet the depreciation in the cur- 
rency. This has been the experience of our country in times past and 
is the universal experience the world over. 

The advocates of unlimited coinage claim that 2 of money will 
benefit the laboring classes. This greatly depends upon what kind of 
money it is. Cheap money benefits no one, particularly the wage- worker. 
Mr. J. H. Walker in an address on the perils of wage-workers shows 
conclusively that the periods of cheap money and inflation were detri- 
mental to their interests. He says: 

While wages slowly increased from 1961 in the number of dollars paid the 
workman, their purchasing power—the value of their wages measured by what 
they could buy—just as surely decreased. in 1860 the wages of a dyer were 
67 cents a day; the total cost of food supply fora year was $225. In 1864 his 

per day; total cost of same food and supplies $441.61. By this it 
will be seen that the pu ig power of his dollar in 1864 was 50 cents ust 
67 cents in 1880. In 9 weavers were paid 72 cents per day, in 1864 31.08; 
they could only buy with the $1.08 what they could buy with 55 cents in 1860, 


It took nearly eighteen years before their wages were worth as much 
as in 1860. To-day their wages are worth one-sixth more than in 1860, 
with a greater purchasing power. It took six years for carpenters’ 
wages to have the same p ing power as in 1860. Machinists who 
were paid $2 in 1860 and $2.50 in 1864 could only buy with their $2.50 
what they could buy with $1.27} in 1860. It was eight years before 
their wages were worth to them as much as 1860. To-day their wages 
are worth one-eighth more than in 1860. Locomotive engineers were 
paid $2.40 in 1860 and $2.80 in 1864, but the $2.80 would only buy as 
much as $1.42} in 1860. It was ten years before their wages were 
worth as much as in 1860. To-day their wages are one-third more 
than 1860. He says: 

Eo wages of every class the country over shows substantially the same 
ng. 

It took in every instance from six to eight years for the wages to 
equal in purchasing power those of 1860; those years between 1800 and 
1870 were the years of inflation and cheap money. Mr. Walker makes 
this estimate: 

Taking the country over, and reckoning five persons to a family, it would 
give ten million families. Assuming that the earnings of each family be $2.50 
of three hundred days, shows that the loss to the wageworkers of the country 
by the depreciation of the currency was 82,750. C. 000, a sum equal to the public 
debt on August 31, 1865, its pg rare potna; and 8 double the present debt. 
This loss occurred in about a period of six years. This experience of the Amer- 
ican wageworker is precisely that of his brother in France during inflation 
times, excepting not so severe. There thousands of artisans and their families 
died of starvation; their wages, while nominally high, would not buy enough to 
sustain life. The history of England shows the same state of things during the 
clipping and debasing of her coin, and also in the times of her inflated paper 
currency. 


From the foregoing statements it might appear that the farmer was 
benefited by inflation; but what affects a part injuriously will sooner 
or later affect the whole. The producers and consumers are to a great 
extent composed of the same individuals. The farmer’s necessities are 
greater than the wage-worker’s. He consumes much of the same things 
the wage-worker has to buy, and in addition many others. In times 
of inflation he is compelled to pay higher prices for labor and higher 
prices for the many kinds of machinery requisite to carry on his busi- 
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ness. Nearly everything the farmer produces—namely, wheat, corn, 
oats, barley, wool, beef, hides, tallow, &e.—may be regarded as raw 
material. It has always been conceded that the producer and the con- 
sumer suffer most in times of inflation and cheap money. The farmer 
is the producer and the wage-worker the great consumer. Hence it is 
what affects one must necessarily affect the other. 

Oneof the objections urged against suspension of silver coinage is that 
we want a larger circulating medium. The cry is that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hoarding up the silver whilst the people are suffering for 
the want of it. I have no doubt some of its ardent advocates would 
be willing to see him sow it broadcast as the farmer sows his seed, in 
order to get rid of it. Let us see if this assertion of the scarcity of 
money is correct. It isshown by the reports of the banks at New York 
that money was never so plenty and the rates of interest so low; from 
$60,000,000 to $70,000,000 over and above the legal and necessary re- 
serve has been much of the time lying idle in their vaults, and the rate 
of interest has been from 1} per cent. to 2} per cent. on call loans. 

Only the other day, I am informed by a member of this House, the 
town of Springfield, Mass., borrowed on six months’ time $250,000 at 
the rate of 2}4 per cent. This is the experience of all other money 
centers; millions of capital is lying idle throughout the country for the 
want of safe investments at very low rates of interest. The cry for 
more money is a fallacy, a deception, and a cheat. We never had so 
much money as at present. Counting the coin and paper money au- 
thorized by the Government, we find that there is not less than one 
billion five hundred million of circulation. When we come to con- 
sider how little of this amount is used in the daily transactions of busi- 
ness it would seem that a very much less volume of circulation would 
serve us. 

The late Comptroller of the Currency, John J. Knox, showed by ac- 
tual experiments that less than 2 percent. of coin is used in the whole 
volume of business done in the United States, and 94 per cent. by checks 
and drafts. This proves two things: First, that the people do not want 
coin, especially silver, as a medium of exchange, on account of being 
inconvenient and cumbersome; second, that $600,000,000 of gold coin 
is a sufficient basis for the paper circulation and the trade and commerce 
of the country. But in addition to this we have 218,000,000 of stand- 
ard silver dollars as a legal tender. It is not the amount of money or 
its cheapness that makes good and prosperous times. Protection to the 
labor and the manufacturing interests of the country will do tenfold 
more to bring us back to prosperity than a cheap, depreciated currency. 

They tell us that the principal and interest of the public debt is pay- 
able in coin, and that the holders thereof ought to be paid in silver. 
There is nothing so important to the stability of a nation as its public 
credit. A very large proportion of our bonded debt is paying only 3 
bee interest. Is it at all probable that so low a rate could have 

obtained if the assurance had not been given that both principal 
and interest would be paid in gold? When Jay Cooke & Co. under- 
took to place $1,000,000,000 of the bonds there had not been coined as 
much as nine millions of silver dollars since the formation of the Gov- 
ernment, and that was not in circulation. It was thoroughly under- 
stood that the bonds negotiated through Jay Cooke & Co. were payable 
in gold; they were the Government’s authorized agents and promi 
in all their circulars that both principal and interest would be paid in 
gold. Exer since that time, when the debt was many millions greater 
and the annual interest more than double, we have continued to pay 
in gold or its equivalent. 

his idea of paying our bonds in depreciated currency is not a new 

one. The question came up in the Fortieth Congress, when it wasstrongly 
urged that the debt should be paid in legal-tenders, which were then 
worth only 60 to 70 cents on the dollar. The record of the Democratic 

on this question was in favor of paying the ‘‘ bloated bondhold- 
ers“ in this depreciated currency. It is not 2 to show in this 
argument who were the “‘ bloated bondholders; ” ce it to say that 
thousands of them were widows and orphan children, many of them 
wards of the nation, made so by the unjustifiable war of the rebellion, 
which also made it neccessary to issue the bonds to pay the debt that 
the war created. The same gentlemen who fought to destroy the Union 
are here, with very few exceptions, to-day advocating the payment of 
these bonds, principal and interest in a currency, the depreciation of 
which is equal if not greater than one-fifth its nominal value, and who 
can e i much lower it will fall if the Government is forced to pay 
in silver 

Surely this is not the way to keep faith with those patriotic people 
who came forward with their means in the hour of the country’s peril 
and the country’s greatest need. When her credit was so low that she 
could not borrow money at the close of Buchanan’s administration for 
less than 12 per cent. they loaned their money at a much less rate of 
interest and at a much greater risk, but they did it to sustain the Gov- 
ernment and preserve the Union. Shall these people who furnished 
the means to put down the rebellion, and who have exchanged their 
bonds many times since, taking each time a lower rate of interest, now 
be told that We will nolo: pay you in gold or its equivalent, but 
you must be satisfied with a depreciated currency worth only 79 cents 
vn the dollar? The Government can not afford to do a dishonest thing 
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any more than a private individual; if it undertakes to force depreciated 
silver on the holders of the bonds, it will soon find that it will borrow 
no more money at 3 per cent. per annum. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the suspension of silver coinage, for the 
present at least, in order to give to gold the duty of settling large bal- 
ances at home and abroad and remitting to silver the duty mainly of 
affording sudsidiary coin for the smaller transactions of oar et esd at 
home. While I have but little faith in a double stan I would 
regard it as unwise to demonetize silver, especially at this time when 
we have not less than 220,000,000 standard silver dollars on hand; 
but I would suspend its further coinage in the hope of being able to 
keep as large amount as possible in circulation and at par with gold, 
and also with the view of protecting us against the introduction of sil- 
ver from abroad, and in the still further hope of an international agree- 
ment between us and the other leading nations of the world upon some 
fixed ratio as well as a fixed limit of the amount to be coined in pro- 
portion to gold. Iam not in favor of the demonetization of silver or 
any other money of the United States. After having made the stand- 
ard dollar a legal tender, I claim that the Government has no right to 
take away that quality without first passing a law for its redemption. 
This argument applies with equal force to the trade-dollar, which was 
made a limited legal tender, as well as to the standard dollar. 

This brings me to a question in which many of the people of my 
district are deeply interested; that is, the redemption of the trade-dol- 
lar. I showed from careful investigation, in an argument in the last 
Congress, that the people of Pennsylvania were the holders of $2,560,- 
927 trade-dollars and of this large amount only $123,044 were taken at a 
discount. I said then that the Government certainly has no just right 
to take away the legal-tender quality of its obligations at will; if so, 
it can take away with equal justice the legal-tender quality of the 
standard dollar. The Government has no more right to break its con- 
tracts than an individual or a corporation. This action on the pere 
of Congress was a great injustice to the people, for it left upon their 
hands a mere disc of silver bullion of no more value as an instrument 
for the payment of debts than a silver bar. I showed that in many 
instances these trade-dollars were held by poor people, by merchants, 
farmers, and trades people, who took them at their face value and could 
not afford to lose. 

The opposition to their redemption in the last Congress came from 
two opposite elements: a 

First. Those interested in the bullion market. They opposed it for 
the reason that the bill provided that the trade-dollars redeemed 
should be regarded as a part of the monthly purchase of silver bullion; 
they claimed that the effect of this would be to diminish the amount 
of bullion purchased. 

Second. Those who favored a msion of silver coinage opposed its 
redemption for the reason that the House refused to count it as a part 
of the monthly coinage, but passed the bill without any restriction, the 
effect of which would be to add five or six millions to the amount 
already coined. In my judgment both the elements opposed to the 
redemption of the trade-dollars are responsible for the loss that the peo- 
ple have sustained. There are at present several bills before this House 
providing for their redemption and recoinage, one introduced by my- 
self, which provides that they shall be exchanged for standard dollars 
sue a oint anta subsidiary 8 ae there N to be sufficient 
subsidiary coin for the present, and a surplus in the Treasury, it might 
be better to exchange it for trade-dollars. In this way the Government 
would be getting 420 grains of silver for 395.8 grains of subsidiary coin. 
In this she would be no loser but a gainer, and the holder of the trade- 
ee would gladly accept the exchange as the best way out of the diffi- 

ty. 

In view of the fact that the trade-dollar was once a legal tender, made 
so by the act of Congress, and subsequently demonetized by it without 
any provision for its redemption; that several millions are still in the 
hands of the people who took them at their face value; that circum- 
stances over which they had no control depressed them to their mere 
bullion value; that the Government would not lose in exchanging them, 
and on the other hand the holders will lose, if not exchanged, to the 
extent of 20 per cent., not counting loss in interest, I can not urge too 
strongly upon this Congress the duty we owe the innocent holders to 
redeem them. 

To demonetize them without providing for their redemption was a 
great breach of faith on the part of the Government, and ought never 
to have been permitted. I am opposed to the further coinage of the 
standard silver dollar at this time, and do not conceive it necessary for 
the redemption of the trade-dollar; butif it should be, I would vote for 
such a bill to the extent of such redemption, believing it to be our 
solemn duty to relieve the people of a depreciated coin which is a mere 
token, worth only its value in bullion, and that the confidence of the 
people in this great Government of ours to pay all its obligations may 
not be destroyed. 

But to returntothe main question. Mr. Chairman, with all the facts 
before us, is it not time that the compulsory coinage of the silver dollar 
should cease? Isit not time that the illusion in favor ofa double stand- 
ard should be set aside? Has not the experience of all nations shown 
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that an unrestricted coinage of both metals must result in the expul- 
sion of one or the other metal as a „according to the demand 
or supply of either, the change of ratio, and legislation of different coun- 
tries with different interests? 

Our experience of the difficulty of maintaining a double standard and 
the futile efforts of our commissioners at two international money con- 
ferences to convince the delegates of its propriety seems to me to an- 
swer the question and to indicate the impolicy of our country in endeav- 
oring to maintain silver at a fixed ratio with gold. 

The Director of the Mint is no doubt fully satisfied that the coinage 
of the silver dollar should cease, His predecessors, Mr. Burchard and 
Mr. Linderman, were also of the opinion that a double standard could 
not be maintained. 

Mr. Burchard, in his last report, says: 

While believing that the equal coinage of both metals by all nations is desira- 
ble in order to give greater stability to the values of commodities and credits, 
yet in view of our inability to continue the increase of our silver circulation at 
the present rate without ultimately expelling a large portion of the present 
stock of gold, as well as of the waning hope of the co-operation of the legal com- 
mercial nations in securing the general use of silver and its unlimited coinage 
as money, and of the present abundant paper and increasing gold circulation, I 
suggest the question again for the consideration of legislators, whether the law 
directing the monthly coinage of not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion 
into standard dollars should not be modified or repealed. 

Coming down to the present administration we have the earnest rec- 
ommendation of the President in his first annual message to this Con- 
gress, as well as the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that the coinage of the silver dollar should cease. 

It behooves us to take warning in time; gold is rapidly disappearing, 
as is shown by the payments of Government duties in silver coin and 
in the decreuse of our exports to Great Britain. The English returns 
of trade show that our exports for the month of January, 1886, were 
$13,855,000 less than they were for January, 1885; and our imports 
were $535,000 greater for the same month (January) than for the cor- 
responding month last year. 

With our exports decreasing and our imports increasing it will not 
take long for the balance of trade to turn against us. It is also evident 
that our bonds are rapidly coming home from the London market, due 
no doubt to the agitation of their payment in silver. The decrease in 
exports, the increase in imports, and the return of our securities from 
abroad have occasioned the export of nearly $7,000,000 of gold within 
the last sixty days. 

If Congress can in any way force the United States Treasurer to pay 
principal and interest on Government bonds in silver dollars you will 
soon find gold disappearing as by the hand of the magician, only to be 
reproduced by the payment of a premium. This will bring about a 
contraction of the circulating medium and the unsettling of all values 
to such an extent as to produce a financial crisis worse, much worse, I 
fear, than any this country has ever experienced. 

Mr. Chairman, these are my honest convictions in relation to this im- 

rtunt question. I shall therefore regard it as my duty to vote against 
Mouse bill 5690, introduced by Mr. BLAND, which provides for free coin- 
age, and if the opportunity offers will substitute House bill 2058, intro- 
duced by myself, which provides for the suspension of the coinage of 
the standard silver dollar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. CLEMENTS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had been in session for de- 
bate only under the order of the House. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BLAND (at 40’clock and 45 minues p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel A. San- 
derson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, with recom- 
mendations of Dr. D. H. Teeple, Superintendent C. E. Dye, of police, 
and others, appealing for an increase of appropriation for the asyluam— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition for the repeal of the limitation to ar- 
rears-of-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. W. Smith and others, of S. Van Hise and others, 
of J. T. Keables and others, of R. M. Shaffer and others, and of W. J. 
Martin and others, against the suspension of silver coinage—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of D. Gerbert & Sons and others, in 

to branding cattle—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Remonstranceof J. C. Poole and 25 others, against 
bill to prohibit the importation of mackerel between March 1 and June 
1 of each year—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FISHER: Memorial of Local Assembly No. 3570, of Harri- 
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son, Mich., asking for liberal appropriations for public improvements 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of 450 citizens of Elkhart County, Indiana, 
praying for a pension to all honorably discharged soldiers of the late 
—_ who served sixty days or longer—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of J. M. Atkins, of Dyer County; of David 
Bright, of Obion County, and of W. E. Matthews, executor of William 
Clements, deceased, of Gibson County, Tennessee, asking that their war 
2 be referred to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of John G. Davis and others, of Perry 
County, Ohio, in favor of the Oklahoma Bill to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of David Martland and 61 others, citi- 
zens of Muhlenburg County, asking for the passage of an act prohibitin 
2 emigration to this country to the Committee on Foreign AL 
airs. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of James Hampton and 166 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Hendricks County; of W. W. Weatherhalt and 
70 others, soldiers and citizens of Spencer County; of D. A. Miller and 
172 others, soldiers and citizens of Marion County; of A. S. Henderson 
and 33 others, soldiers of Cook County; of John D. Johnston, George W. 
Parker, and 200 others, soldiers and citizens of Madison County; and of 
W. H. Sayert and 233 others, soldiers and citizens of Spencer County, 
Indiana, for the passage of House bill 3320, pensioning all Union sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of cititizens of Tyler, Smith County, 
Texas, praying for sufficient appropriation to secure deep water at Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tyler, Smith County, Texas, asking for a 
liberal appropriation to deepen the channel at Sabine Pass, Texas—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of W. C. M. Baker, of Columbus, Ohio, 
praying for a certain amendment to the patent laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, petition of S. C. Quigley, and 110 others, of Xenia, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill therein set forth, providing, among other 
things, for granting a pension of $8 per month to all honorably dis- 
charged Union soldiers, the repeal of the arrearage clause, &c.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of the citizens of Smithfield, Va., rela- 
tive to the improvement of Pagan Creek—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. - 

Also, petition of citizens of Nansemond County, Virginia, asking for 
the improvement of Nansemond River—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Board of Pilot Commissioners and other citi- 
zens, of Norfolk, Va., asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
Norfolk Harbor—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., for the improvement of the 
Elizabeth River—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens on the Western Branch of the Elizabeth 
River, asking an appropriation for the dredging out and deepening the 
waters of the said Western Branch—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of Nor- 
folk, Va., and of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Cotton Exchange, for the 
improvement of Norfolk, Va.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Resolutions of American Ophthalmological Society 
concerning lights and si to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Mary H. Adams, widow of Colum- 
bus Adams, late private Fourth United States Light Artillery Battery, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWRY : Petition of 22 citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., for 
the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of the pension 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of George Witting and 120 others, of citi- 
zens of Austin County, and of the common council of the city of Dallas, 
Tex., for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of 132 representative citizens of New 
Haven and Middlesex Counties, Connecticut, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools under the control of the Federal Government— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 172 citizens of Arkansas, asking for the 
division of western district of Arkansas, with court at Fayetteville— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of David Maberry, of Washington County, Arkansas, 
asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of cigar manufacturers, against any 
change being made in the construction of the law in relation to the duty 
on Sumatra or any increase in the tariff on the same—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of R. W. Martin, of Rutherford 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. ROWELL: Memorial of Assembly No. 2819, Knights of Labor, 
Lincoln, III., in favor of public improvements—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of J. Gardner Sanderson, vice-presi- 
dent of Wallkill Portland Cement Company, praying for specific instead 
ol ad valorem duty on cements—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of R. M. Littler, asking protection for 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Paper of William B. Wait and com- 
mittee, in relation to the American College for the Blind—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of citizens of Clark County, Kentucky, 
in relation to duties on hemp and flax and hemp products—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. TUCKER: Memorial of citizens of Virginia, for increase of 
pay of district judges of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of M. M. James and others, of Jasper, Mo., 
in favor of Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WHEELER; Petition of Charles E. Holt, of Limestone County; 
of George W. Burrow, of Jackson County, and of Duncan Stuart, pray- 
ing that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. > 

By Mr. WINANS: Papers relating to the claim of William H. 
Wright—to the sume committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and tive dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying, for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 76 citizens of Saline County, 
Kansas, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 1, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion trom the Secretary of War, transmitting papers showing the status 
of certain portions of the land included in the military reservation of 
Fort Missoula, Montana Territory, in regard to which legislation is de- 
sired; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in toa 
resolution of the 16th of December, 1885, copies of 3 
accounts and vouchers; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the accompanying papers? 

Mr. HALE. The papers accompanying the communication in rela- 
tion to the many eases of suspended accounts and vouchers are numer- 
ous and bulky, but it will be almost impossible for the Committee on 
Appropriations to examinethem unless theyare printed. I ask, there- 
fore, that the papers accompanying the communication be printed, and 
that they be referred, with the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and the motion to print will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing under the rule. 

Mr. HALE. Will there be any necessity under the rule to refer to 
the Committee on Printing a motion for printing the usual number of 
copies? Ido not think that the cost would reach the sum that the 
rules name as the maximum which can be printed without such a ref- 
erence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON ] will be able to state as to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Maine that under the rule such a motion goes as a matter of course 
to the Committee on Printing, whether to print the usual number or 
additional copies, unless the Senate otherwise order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the impression of the Chair. 
The Chair now has the rule before him. 

Rule XXIX provides that— 

Every motion t 
Slina &¢ the Konectiye: ĩ ͤ TT 
Renens, documents, or any other paper, except bills of the Senate or 

presentatives, resolutions submitted a „communications 
Legislatures or conventions, lawfully led, of the 


tions to t by order of the standing or select committees of the Senate, shall, 
Gaess tha Bencte Uthecwiee onder be soborred to the Oneneaitine on Penia 


Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
with that rale and order these pepers printed now, because I have made 


I was asking that the Senate dispense 


examination enough to know that no investigation of them can be made 
unless they are printed. ‘Therefore I move that they be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro t That motionisinorder. By theor- 
dinary course the motion to print would be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, but the Senator from Maine moves that the papers be 
printed without a reference to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine, 
as I did not hear his remarks, to state the nature of the papers. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution called upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to furnish to the Senate complete lists of all the numerous cases of 
suspended vouchers and accounts. The Senator from Nebraska, of 
course, is aware that since last March the accounting and comptrolling 
officers have taken upon themselves what seems to me an extraordinary 
jurisdiction, and have held up scores and hundreds of cases where per- 
sons intrusted with the funds of the Government, paymasters and other 
bonded officers, have paid out money in accordance with previous un- 
broken precedents, and the accounting officers have refused to allow the 
accounts, so that those officers of the Government find their accounts 
held up and the money which they have paid out has gone from them 
and they are left without recourse. 

Under those conditions I introduced a resolution calling for informa- 
tion, and the Secretary of the Treasury has furnished the information 
in a large mass of accounts that need to be printed in order to be ex- 
amined. Nobody would undertake to go through them, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations would find it impossible to go through them 
unless they were printed; and as it is desirable to examine thesubject as 
soon as possible, I ask that the rule be dispensed with, and that they 
be printed without a reference to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the communication, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and that the accompanying papers be printed without a ref- 
erence to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. = 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Lake Car- 
riers’ Association of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 1004, to amend the lawsin regard to shipping, &c.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa, favoring the establishment of a Northwestern branch 
of the National Home for Disabled and Indigent Soldiers and Sailors in 
that State, which, without reading, I ask to have printed in the RECORD, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution and memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa, relating toa 
Lary eas branch of the National Home for Disabled and Indigent Soldiers 
ore, 


Whereas the policy of the General Government is to make suitable provision 
for the care of led and i ont soldiers and sailors of the civil war through 
the maintenance of national soldiers’ homes; and 1 

Whereas a v: large number of the old soldiers and sailors at the close of the 
war t Sers ramin in the Northwest. in order that they might avail them- 
selves of the free lands of the Government and in the hope of being better able 
here than elsewhere to provide for the futuresupportof themselyesand families; 


and 

Whereas the Government as yet has made no provision for the establishment 
of a branch of said home in the Northwest; and in view of the further fact that 
the homes already created are inadequate for the care of old soldiers and sailors 
eligible to admission: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State Fe That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be earnestly requ to exert themselves to present 
the needs of the soldiers and sailors of the Northwest in this regard, and to labor 
as their wisdom and sense of justice may dictate, to the end that provision be 
made by Congress for a Northwestern branch of the Soldiers’ Home; and that 
our Senators and Re tives furthermore make all pi r effort to secure 
orthwestern branch within the State of lowa, asin the judg- 
this ly such location would best accommodate the larg- 
est number of old soldiers and sailors to whom such home would be available 


in time of misfortune as a just recognition of a faithful Government of their sery- 
ices and sacrifices in time of great national emergency. 
ALBERT HEAD, 
Speaker of the House, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 18, 1888. 
WX. LARRABEE. 


I certify that the above and foregoing isa true copy of the enrolled 
joint resolution and memorial as the same appears on file in my office. 

In witness whercof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of state. 
Done at the ca) in Des Moines, this 20th day of February, A. D. 1886, of the 
one hundred and tenth, and of the State of Iowa the fortieth, 

FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of State, 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Ellis, Kans., 
praying for liberal appropriations for the construction of works of in- 
ternal improvement; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 
Mr, CONGER presented a petition of the Knights of Labor Associa- 
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tion of Harrison, Mich., praying for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal and other publie works so as to give employment to laboring 
men; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens ofSan Jacinto County, Texas 
a petition of citizens of Huntsville, Walker County, Texas; a petition of 
citizens of Hayes County, Texas, and a petition of citizens of Milam 
County, Texas, praying that an appropriation be made for the purpose 
of securing deep water in Galveston Harbor, Texas; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of San Augustine County, Texas, 
and a petition of citizens of Dallas, Tex., 3 for an bs Can “gry 
to secure deep water at Sabine Pass, Tex.; which were reſe 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Thomas F. Shaw and 63 
others, citizens of Moore’s Hill, Ind., praying Congress to pass a joint 
resolution at this session submitting to the several State Legislatures 
a proposition to so amend the Constitution as to protect the women of 
all the States and Territories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage 
on equal terms with men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Dublin monthly meeting of 
Friends, located in Indiana, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 355) 
to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for inter- 
national arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER presented a joint memorial of the General Assembly of 
Colorado, favoring the removal of the Southern Ute Indians from Colo- 
rado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, fa- 
voring the restoration of the provision of the tariff act of 1867 as regards 
wool; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Quincy, II.; 
a petition of Knights of Labor of Geneseo, III.; a petition of Knights 
of Labor of Grape Creek, III.; a petition of Knights of Labor of Carbon 
Cliff, III., and a petition of Knights of Labor of Chicago, III., praying 
for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Clinton, III., 
praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office 
to a certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 2 
He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of ma of 
the Lake Carriers’ Association at a meeting held at Buffalo, N. Y., favor- 
ing the passage of Senate bill 1004, to amend the laws in regard to ship- 
ping, &c.; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of rs of 
the Lake Carriers’ Association at a meeting held at Buffalo, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the bill (H. R. 1619) to regulate the 
forms of bills of lading; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I also present resolutions, adopted by the Illinois 
State board of agriculture, favoring the enactment of a law placing all 
dairy products and all imitations of or substitutes for the same under 
governmental inspection, to the end that such articles shall be branded 
and sold under their proper names and upon their merits, and also ask- 
ing legislation for the protection of the people against the adulteration 
of other food products by a system of thorough Government inspection. 
I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

The motion was 

Mr. DAWES athe beg petitions 0 3 of Labor of Milford, 
Brookfield, Spencer, and Newburypo „praying for the opening 
of Indian Territory to eee 8 t a Territorial Ern of 
government be provided for that Territory, and that lands in severalty 
be allotted to Indians; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., fav the Cullom r eb commerce bill, but 
recommending that the provision prohibiti greater charge for a less 
than a greater distance be stricken out, and that the the bill be amended so 
as to require five days’ notice of reduction in freight rates before taking 
effect in order to protect holders of property in transit; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Wisconsin, Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying the Lames of a bill for the relief of 
John Calihan, late a st aie te in Company G, One hundred and forty- 
seventh New York Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Milwaukee, Wis., 
praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office 
to a certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 


Petr. MANDERSON ce a petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
praying for a constitutional ans the present form of government 
abolishing the Presidency; whic erred to the Committee on 
Privil and Elections. 
Mr. BROWN. I present a memorial from the Board of Trade of the 


city of Sa Ga., addressed to the Senators and 
from that State, requesting 
its 


resentatives 
them to oppose the Morrison tariff bill in 
t shape. As the memorial is short, I ask that it may be read. 
e memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 
SAVANNAH, GA., February 27, 1886, 
: The members of this board of in general meeting assem- 


cb paler adopted the following resolutions in 8 to the Morrison 
Permit me, by instruction, to invite your usual careful attention to the 


e, which explains itself, namely 

“ Whereas the tariff bill — in Congress, known as the Morrison bill, 

seems to be unjust to our „inasmuch as more than one- of the pro- 
reductions falls upon the products of a very small section of the country 


without any adequate reduction on articles consumed by same section: There- 


OO Be it —— That we are opposed to the Morrison bill for the reason that the 
greatest reductions are made — — three of the four principal products of this 
section, e eee rice, and sugur. 

we are opposed to the Morrison bill for the reasons that ser 


bill 


now 


large have been expended to mals it available 
ex) e e 


loymenta large number of our colored 
by their training, are unfitted for other occupation. 
th Tthe bill sit now stands, a nd Voproentatives that heyo 
pose the passage o e as it now stands, an e secretary nsiru 
to send to each member from this State a copy of these resolutions.” 
(True extract from minutes.) 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. Joszrn E. BROWN, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented five petitions of officers of the Army, pray- 
ing for the of Senate bill 137, to organize each regiment of in- 
fantry into three battalions; which were referred to the Committee on 
Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of the mayor and council of Dallas, 
Tex., praying that an appropriation be made for improving the harbor 
at Sabine Pass, Tex.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


u 


` GEO. P, WALKER, Superintendent. 


merce, 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of insurance agents of Louisiana, 
praying for the of an act to require the testing of chains and 
anchors, and for the better securing of life and property on shipboard; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Morgan City, La., 
praying for the opening of the Ohlahoma lands in the Indian Territory 
3 c.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Perry Porter and a con- 
siderable number of others, ex-Union soldiers of the State of Vermont, 
praying that the laws relating to the bounties which were offered be so 
amended as that private soldiers who became entitled to the bounties 
and were afterwards promoted on the field for gallant service should 
not lose the benefit of The bounty; which seems to me to be a very just 
thing. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of H. W. Brownell, a Ver- 
mont soldier and officer, praying for a pension, his claim having been 
rejected at the Pension Office upon grounds which appear to me to be 
quite technical and improper. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on eee 

The motion was agreed 

Mr. CAMERON cen ei a petition of the Knights of Labor of Ma- 
hanoy City, Schuy County, Pennsylvania, praying that liberal ap- 
propriations be made for internal improvements; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a memorial of t length and extraor- 
signal by ten d concerning the abolition of the Presidency, which is 

by ten citizens of Kansas, all evidently of foreign birth, in which 
any ask for certain 1 tion to change the executive frame of this Gov- 
ernment to with that of certain European nations. I pre- 
sent this paper with pleasure, although it is based upon an entire mis- 
conception of the Constitution of the United States and an appalling 
ignorance of the history to which it refers. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Election. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition of C. H. Hurlburt and 379 
other representative citizens of the twelfth district of Indiana, includ- 
ing 20 physicians, 23 clergymen, 6 lawyers, 6 teachers, 167 leading 
business men, and 9 officers of temperance and other societies; and a 

tition of 203 representative citizens of Parke and Warren Counties, 

diana, praying for scientific temperance instruction in all schools un- 
der control of the National Government. It is stated that the Church 
of Christ, of Metz, joins in this petition by Mr. Stewart, its pastor.“ I 
move that the petitions tn the table. 

The motion was 

Mr. DOLPH presented a "petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for fur- 
nishing gravestones to mark the last resting-place of deceased soldiers 
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in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 


tary Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Battle 
Creek, Harmony, and Manistee, Mich., praying for the opening of the 
Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory to settlement, &c.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Charlotte A. Cleveland and 22 other 
citizens of Saint Louis, Mo., and the petition of Mrs. J. C. Swan and 48 
other citizens of Muskegon, Mich., praying that the right of suffrage 
be granted to women; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of Andrew F. Schafer and other citizens 
of Ionia, Mich., praying for the restoration of wages at the Government 
Printing Office toacertain former rate; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of East Saginaw, 
Mich., praying for the restriction of Chinese immigration and labor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign tions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of James G. Edwards, M. 
W., and E. Beal, R. S., of the Local Assembly 717 of the Knights of 
Labor of Bevier, in the county of Macon, State of Missouri, in regard 
to alleviating the distress everywhere prevalent among the laboring 
classes of the civilized world, and praying for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal. The petition was sent to my colleague [Mr. VEST], 
and owing to his illness has been sent to me to be presented. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Jasper County, 
Missouri, praying for the opening of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian 
‘Territory to settlement, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Kirksville, Mo., 
praying for the of the bill introduced by Mr. Foran in the 

ouse for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office 
to a certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

Mr. LOGAN. I 3 the petition of Capt. Dixon Shirault, of Vir- 
Einia, who claims that after having been in the service of the Govern- 
ment as a light-house watchman for forty years and upward, and being 
old and poor, he was removed for no causewhatever. He desires Con- 
gress to take into consideration his situation and to see whether he can 
be pensioned. Although he asks for a pension, I think the Committee 
on Commerce would be the proper committee to consider the matter, 
and I move the reference of the petition to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Blooming- 
ton, III., Pekin, III., Staunton, III., and Galesburg, III., praying for the 
opening of the Oklahoma lands in Indian Territory to settlement, &e.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Cross Roads, III., citizens 
of Franklin County, III., and of ex-Union soldiers, praying for legisla- 
tion in accordance with recommendations of the national pension com- 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Petersburg, III., praying 
for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office to a cer- 
tain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also panei the petition of John M. Davis, late a captain in 
Company H, Sixty-third Illinois Infantry Volunteers, praying to bere- 
stored to his former rank; which was referred to the Committeeon Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Streator, Tuscola, 
Pekin, Staunton, and Carbon Cliff, III., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Norfolk and Portsmouth, 
Va., praying that Co authorize the appointment of an agent at 
Portsmouth to assist claimants in that locality to secure pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens residing in different parts of 
the United States, praying that the Government adopt a certain finan- 
cial policy; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to Amer- 
ican vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, 
seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a House bill, and it provides, together with the 
amendments which the Committee on Commerce have recommended, 
for everything which is called for in Senate bill No. 1004. I therefore 
report back the bill (S. 1004) to abolish certain fees for official services 
to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping com- 
missioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes, and 
move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ferred the bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement of accounts with 
certain railway companies, reported it withamendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 117) making an appropriation for the extension and en- 

ment of the United States custom-houseat Kansas City, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 1474) for the extension and repair of the public building at 
Belfast, Me. . 
RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SENATE AND EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. PUGH. Iam instructed by the minority of the Committee on 
the Judiciary to ask leave to submit their views upon the resolution 
which was referred to that committee, upon which a majority report has 
been made, in relation to the office of district attorney for the southern 
district of Alabama. I ask that the minority report be printed for the 
use of the Senate. Imake the motion to print it for the use of the Sen- 
ate in the usual form; and I ask also that the views of the minority be 
printed in the RECORD, and lie on the table in the mean time, to be 
called up when the majority report is considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama, from the 
minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, asks leave to submit the 
views of the minority, and that they may be printed as a document, 
and also in the RECORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and that order will he made. The views will lie upon the table. 

Mr. PUGH. To be called up when the majority report is consid- 


ered. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority report is on the Cal- 
endar, and this will take its place with that. 

Mr. PUGH. Let it take its place with the majority report on the 


Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar 


with the majority report. 
The views of the minority are as follows: 


Mr. Pren, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following: 


Views of the minority on the letter of the — the United States de- 
elining to transmit to the Senate copies of official records a popoe concerning the 
examination of the office of the district attorney of the southern di: of Alabama, 
The minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred a let- 

ter from the 5 of the United States declining to transmit to the 

Senate copies of offi records and papers concerning the istration of the 

office of the district attorney of the southern district of Alabama from January 

1, 1885, to January 25, 1886, lly submit the following re 2 
When President Cleveland came into office he found at least 9% per cent. of the 

civil offices of the United States filled by Republicans, who had enjoyed their 

honors and emoluments through a period of twenty years, and as a rule these 
public positions had been distributed as rewards for partisan service, which the 
recipients continued to render after their intment. 

The President was elected on the declaration that civil office was a public trust, 
to be so treated by incumbents in practice as well as in theory; and also upon 
the conviction of a majority of the people that it was a standing menace to the 
honesty, purity, and safety of the Government to perpetuate in these offices par- 
tisan officials who had procured their positions by partisan service, and em- 

loyed their emoluments, power, and influence for personal gain and as aids 
n securing party supremacy. 

The y to whom the President owes his nomination and election had been 
exiled from all participation in the civil administration of the Government for 
nearly a — — of a century, and it seemed reasonable and just that the five 
millions of yoters who had been thus politically ostracized should be allowed at 
least a fair share of the offices which had been created for the benefit of the 
whole people, without — — to party divisions, The friends and supporters of 
the President made ap) tion to him for a redistribution of the public trusts 
under the Government, so that they might receive, not as the spoils of victory, 
but as public honors and emoluments, at least a fair share of what was then mo- 
nopolized by his political cpponents, who were and had been unfriendly to Demo- 
cratic principles,and could not be trusted as agents to promote the usefulness 
and success of Democratic administration. 


grave difficulties since he entered Spon taa discharge of the duties 
„in quantity and quality, 
im to a free exer- 


suspensions, Had 
the number reached as many thousands as hundreds he would not by this time 


em! the civil W. 
Notwithstanding these undeniable facts and circumstances, the six hundred 
and fifty 8 sent to the Senate in the suspension cases uring 


ut consideration and tion. Inthe able and oem hag hbo report of 
the 8 of the committee, the Senate and the country are informed for the 
first time of the grounds and reasons for such long delay and non-action, The 


basis and justification for this remarkable procedure, by which suspension cases 
riod, and important legislative business in- 
ut to agitate and distract the public mind, is 
wers and duties of the office of district at- 
whose term of office has long since 

uskin has madeno 


ttee 
ney-General, that he was wronged by the suspension. The Judiciary Commit- 
tee is in possession of full information showing that Burnett was recommended 
tothe President by all the members of Congress from Alabama on al 
knowledge of his high character and qualifications for the office; and since 
he has been in disc of its duties he has the unqualified indorsement of the 
istrict court of the United States, both Republicans. 

The resolution of the Senate directs the Attorney-General “ to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all documents and papers that have been filed in the Depart- 
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ment of Justice since the Ist day of January, 1835, in relation to the 
ment and conduct of the office of district attorney of the United States for the 
southern district of Alabama.“ The answer of the A General is that— 


remaining in the custody of the 
suspension by the Presiden’ 
office of of Alabama, 

sidered that the public interest will be promoted by a compliance with said reso- 
lution and the transmission of the papers and documents therein mentioned to 
the Senate in executive session.“ : 

Stripped to the naked truth, without any special pleading, the case made for 
the decision of the Senate on their resolution and answer of the Attorney- 
General is whether the Senate has the right to demand of the Attorney-General 
the transmission against the order of the President of the only paper or docu- 
ment of the description mentioned in the resolution when e or docu- 

refusal to relate exclusively to the remo Duskin by 
the President, and for that reason alone not transmitted, The paper shows on 
its face to what it relates, and it requires the exercise of no judgment to deter- 
mine its character, The President holds that it is not a public document, and 
there can be no doubt about the correctness of his decision, which must be ac- 
cepted as conclusive. y 
t is an undeniable truth, without qualification or exception in any case, that 
every right, power, Rrivilese, or prerogative created by any law or granted in 
the Constitution to Congress or any department or officer of the Government 
has some just reason, use, necessity, or foundation for its existence and support. 
The majority of the Judiciary Committee in their report affirm the right of the 
Senate, in executive session or in open session, to direct the Attorney-General 
orany head of a Department, or to request the President, to transmit to the Sen- 
ate, in open or executive session, any paper on the files of the De ent or in 
the possession of the Prexident if such paper relates to an “‘ offic’ of the 
President or the head of any Departrfent, although such official act” is the 
remova) or suspension by the President of a civil officer of the United States. 

The minority deny that the claim of the majority of the committee in the case 
now before the Senate or in any case where the paper or document relates ex- 
clusively or materially to removals or suspensions by the President has any 
foundation or recognition to support it in the Constitution or any valid law, 
custom, or precedent. The burden rests upon the majority of the committee of 
showii.g that the right or power exists in the Senate under the Constitution or 
some law, custom, or p) nt, and the reason, use, or necessity forit to direct 
the head of auy Department, or to request the President to send to the Senate, in 
open or executive session, any paper or document in the President's possession 
or on the files of any of Departments, not public, but relating exclusively or 
materially to his official act of removal or suspension of a civil officer of the 
United States. 

It is dificult for the minority to decide what unmistakable rights, powers, or 
prerogatives are claimed for the Senate in the report of the majority that are 
controverted in this proceeding, or that have any bearing, application, or sig- 
nificance whatsoever to the real issue joined between the Senate and the Pres- 
ident. The committee seems to think that it strengthens their claim to the 
papers and documents in question that the order to transmit them is made by 
the Senate upou the head of a Department. It is broadly asserted in the major- 
ity report that “it is within the constitutional competency of either House of 

to have access to the official papers and documents in the various pub- 
lic offices. If it is not intended by majority that this “ constitutional com- 
petency of either House of Congress to have access to o: papers and doc- 
uments in the various public offices” should embrace papers and documents re- 
lating exclusively to removals and suspensions by the President, why make the 
claim of right in the two Houses so sweeping and comprehensive? 

It is admitted in the majority report that no statute confers the right on either 
House to direct the Attorney-General to send to either House any official papers 
and documents, but the committee claims that the right exists as a necessary 
incident from the very nature of the powers in by the Constitution tothe 
two Houses of Con hat either House must have at all times the right 
to know all that o y exists or takes place in any of the Departments of the 
Government.“ Can any grant of power in the Constitution to either House of 
Congress be found “that in its very nature requires that either House should 
have at all times the right to know anything, wherever or in whatever form it 
may exist, about removals 5 of Federal officers by the President? 

e minority admit once for all that any and every public document, paper, 
or record on the files of any Department or in the n of the President 
relating to any subject whatever over which either 8 of Congress has any 
grant of power, jurisdiction, or control under the tution is subject to the 
call or inspection of either House for use in the exercise of its constitutional 
powers and jurisdiction, It is on this clearly defined and well-founded consti- 
tutional principle that wherever any power is lodged by the Constitution all 
incidents follow such power that are necessary and proper to enable the custo- 
dian of it to carry itinto execution. Whether the power is granted to Congress, 
or either H or to the President, or any . officer of the Govern- 
ment, or to the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the 
principle is as fundamental as the Constitution itself that all the necessary inei- 
dents of such grants accompany the grants and belong to and can be exercised 
by the custodians of such powers jointly or severally as they may be vested by 


the Constitution. 

It is on the application and enforcement of this unquestioned rule of construc- 
tion that either House of Congress has the right, inherent in the power itself, to 
direct the head of any Department or request the President to "7 in- 
formation in the knowledge of either, or any public or official papers or docu- 
ments, or their contents, on the files orin the keeping of either; provided such 
papers or documents relate to subject-matters or things in the consideration 
of which tbe House making the can use such 1 or docu- 
ments in the exercise of any right, power, jurisdiction, or privilege granted to 
Congress or either House, or to the President by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. 


to which 
the Co: 
such pa 
utive o r to whom the ution has intrusted all the 
were willing to grant over that subject. It would be a ion upon the com- 
mon sense of the framers of the Constitution to decide that they had vested in 
the President and the Senate all the power to make and ratify treaties, and 
while withholding from the House of Representatives all such power they had 
granted by implication to the House of Representatives the right to have access 
to all the papers and documents upon w. the Presidentand Senate had acted 
in making and ratifying treaties. 

Why was the possession or ins, ion of erg ae rsand documents by the 
House of Representatives ashington? For the plain rea- 
ouse of Representatives had no Power over treaty-making. It 
de that the framers of the Constitution 

vide the power of removing Federal officers between the Presi- 
dent and Senate, and, after vesting all such greater power of removal (if it has 
been done) in the President alone, they should at the same time give to the Sen- 
ate by implication or as a necessary incident of another power less right of 


advising and 3 to removals. That would amount to vesting the prin- 
cipal power of removal in the President and imposing a limitation upon it tobe 
found as a mere incident of another and different power, of advising and con- 
senting to appointments. 

The view enforced by the minorit; 


question presented from the co: makes it unnecessary to 
notice the attempt of the majority to make something out of the fact that the 
resolution of the Senate is di to the A 


Besides, the effort to place the duty of transmitting the called for to the 
Senate upon the head of a aig or per prin ag ong and Sictinet from the Presi- 
den eee, OLIS ebe eee eee 
ident speaks ts in relation 
to subjects which appertain to their respective duties. Th: r is 

and many su 


Without cireumlocation, or evasion, or generalizing, or dealing in subtilties, 
or refining on irrelevant and misleading cases cited in the majority report, the 
minority of cs committee, after making as dil as time and op- 
portunity allowed, feel satisfied that from 1789 to 1867,a period of seventy-eight 
zoas. not a single case can be found and not a single case occurred in which the 

nate in executive session by resolution or otherwise directed the head of any 
Department or uested the President to transmit to the Senate in executive 
session papers or documents on file, or in the custody of the head of the — 
ment, or President, relating exclusively or mat y to removals of Federal 
officers by the President . recess ox the sessions of the Senate, and such 
resolution was obeyed by any head of a Department or the President. To meet 
the case squarely the minority feel the utmost confidence in stating that during 
a period of seventy-eight years, from 1789 to 1867, no such resolution as that now 
before the Senate was ever obeyed by the President or any head of a Depart- 
ment. The majority of the committee says: 

The instances of mests to the President and commands to the heads of 
ried ey meng by each House of Co ss from those days until now for papers 
and information on every conceivable subject of public affairs are almost innu- 
merable; for it appears to have been thought by all the Presidents who have 
carried on the Government now for almost a century thateven in respect of re- 

uests to them, an independent and co-ordinate branch of the Government, 
they were under s constitutional duty and 9 to furnish to either House 
the papers called for, unless, as has happened in very rare instances, when the 
request was coupled with an appeal to the discretion of the President in respect 
to the danger o pa to send the papers, if in his judgment it should not be 
incompatible with the public welfare.” 

Is this broad statement made as an authority for the call on the Attorney- 
General to send to the Senate in executive session the papers in his Department 
relating exclusively to the suspension of Duskin by the President? If not, what 
purpose is intended to be served by the statement? If intended to n the 
present call on the Attorney-General, would it not be a remarkable coincidence 
that Washington, who signed the act of Con declaratory of the exclusive 
right of the President to make and ison, whose matchless powers 
were devoted to the pesege of . as he declared in the debate. 
as a permanent settlement of the utional powerof the President to make 
removals within his discretion without accountability to the Senate“ to obey 
requests, or for his Cabinet officers to obey demands for the transmission of pa- 
pers to the Senate in executive session, or to either House in open session, relat- 

ng exclusively to an! official act or removal, over which he believed he had 
been intrusted with the sole i power by the Constitution? And would it not be 
equally inexplicable that such a request or demand would have been obeyed by 

John Quincy Adams or by Andrew Jackson “in times of the highest party ex- 
citement and stress in 1826 and 1835?” If Adams and Jackson were willing to 
obey such requests and demands, or ever did so, why did Mr. Benton, in 1826, 
and Mr. Calhoun, in 1835, report bills to the Senate requiring the President to 
transmit to the Senate the cause of removals and the papers relating thereto, 
which bills fell still born on the table of the Senate? 

It is not true that a single precedent can be found for a continuous period of 
seventy-eight years that gives any support whatever to the present demand of 
the Senate upon the Attorney-General to transmit papers relating exclusively to 
the removal of Duskin. 

Every precedent cited in the report of the maj has for its foundation the 
constitutional power of the Senate to participate with the President in the offi- 
cial act to which the papers called for related. The Senate shares with the 
President tne treaty making power, and he can make no intment to office 
without the advice and consent of the Senate. Upon the subjects of treaty mak- 
ing and appointments papers relating thereto when requ or demanded 
have been sent to the Senate, for the plain reason that the President and Senate 
are jointly intrusted with powers in relation to treaties and appointments which 
the Senate can not safely and wisely exercise without the inspection of pa 
and documents ng thereto in the Departments or in the keeping of the 
President. No such foundation, reason, or necessity exists in the matter of re- 
movals from office. 


pressure by the majority of the committee, after he has decl: 
of the President, to obey i 
ent filed there 1 1, 1885, relate exclusively to the removal of 
in by the President, n y implies 
the committee the Senate has the same consti 
contro- 


The question is the same as that ted in the first Congress in 1789; re- 
pressed again in the Senate in i 


excuse or } ustification. 
stitutional ve in the Senate are again forced to mect and answer the 
uestion, Where does the power of making removals from Federal office reside? 


the Constitution answer this q n? All it says is: 
a Mole executive power shall be vested in a t of the United States 
merien. 
(2) “ He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators teoncur; and he shall 


presen 
nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
ors, other public ministers aud consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, 
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and all other officers of the United arar krsna appointments are not herein 
otherwise vided for, and which shall establ law; but the Con- 
gress may by iaw vest the appointment of such inferior oi as they think 
proper, in President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of 

ments. 


1 85, President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
à g the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire at 
the end of their next session.” 

oa He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed, and shall com- 
mission all the oflicers of the United States.” 

The question of the meaning of the above quotations from the Constitution, 
and what disposition, if any, make of the power of removing officers of the 
United came up for consi ion and settlement by the first Congress in 
May, 1789. There were many framers of the Constitution in that Congress, and 
none of them had more to do in that great work, or were more familiar with its 
meaning than Mr. Madison. This debate, considered the most remarkable in 
the history of Congress, is published in Annals of Congress, 1789, volume 1. from 


372 to 585. 

p he minority of your committee are satisfied that they are unable to produce 
anythi Ives, or from others, that can add to what was said in that 
famous debate on the question reported to the Senate. The decision was made 
by statesmen fresh from the work of framing the Constitution, and at a time 
when no political parties had been organized to influence j tand control 
opinion. No settiement of any controverted question ever higher sanctions 
or more to commend it to unquestioned acquiescence. 

Said Mr. Madison: 

“ However various the opinions which exist upon the point now before us, it 
seems agreed on all sides that it demands a careful investigation and full dis- 
cussion, I fee! the im ance of the question, and know that our decision will 
involve the decision of all similar cases. The decision that is at this time made 
will become the permanent exposition of the Constitution; and ona eee 
exposition = the Constitution will depend the genius and character of the whole 
Government,” 

Aes 2 are extracts from some of the speeches made on that memora- 
le occasion : 

Mr. Madison said: I think it absolutely necessary that the President should 
have the power of removing from office ; it will make him, ina peculiar manner, 

nsible for their conduct, and subject him to impeachment himself if he 
suffers them to perpetrate with impunity high crimes or misdemeanors against 
the United States, or neglects to superintend their conduct, so as to check their 
excesses, On the constitutionality ofthe declaration I have no manner of doubt. 

“It is said that it comports with the nature of things, that those who appoint 
should have the power of removal; but I can not conceive that this sentiment is 
warranted by the Constitution. I believe it would be found very inconvenient 
in spree Itis one of the most prominent features of the Constitution, a prin- 
ciple that pervades the whole system, that there should be the highest possible 
degree of responsibility in all the executive officersthereof. Anything, therefore, 
which tends to lessen this responsibility is contrary to its spirit and intention, 


and unless it is saddled upon stony rer 4 the letter of t work [ shall op- 
pose the admission of it into any act of the lature. 
Nov, if the heads of the Executive ents are sub to removal b 


the President, we have in him security for the good behavior of the officer. If 


great executive 

the conduct of the nd 

administration of his department. But if the President shall join in a collusion 
of impeachmen: 


t 


here 8 a real responsibility without obtaining even the shadow; for no gen- 
roen: 
ure as 


consent, ints. No person can be forced upon him 
other banak 

“There is another obj m to this construction, which I consider of some 
weight, and shall therefore mention to the committee. Perhaps there was no 
argument with more success, or more plausibly grounded against the Con- 
stitution, under which we are now del g. than that founded on the ming- 
ling of the executive and tive branches of the Government in one body, 
Ithas been objected that the ate have too much of the executive power even 
by having a control over the President in the appointment to office. 

Now. shall we extend this connection between the legislative and executive 
departments, which will strengthen the objection and diminish the responsibil- 
ity we have in the head of the Executive?” 

t, ck (volume 1, First Con page 460): “But they say the Sen- 
ate is to be united with the Presidentin the exercise of this power. I hope, sir, 
this is not the case; because it would involve us in the most serious ity. 
Suppose a discovery of any of those events which I have just enumerated were 
to take place when the Senate is notin session, how is the remedy to be applied? 
This is a serious consideration, and the evil could be avoided no other way than 
by the Senate sitting always. Surely no gentleman of this House contemplates 
the necessity of incurring such an Oe maga Iam sure it will be very objec- 
tionable to our constituents; and yet this must be done, or the public interest 
be endan; by keeping an unworthy officer in place until body shall be 

ithe ET being abused if 

25 as ere power being a exercised 
by one man. Certainly the danger is as great with to the Senate, who 
are assembled from various parts of the continent, with different Gt image 
and opinions. It appears to me that such a body is more likely to m this 
power than the man whom the united voice of America calls to the Presidential 
chair. As the nature of the Government requires the power of removal, I think 
it is to be exercised in this way by a hand capable of — 3 — with effect, 
and the power must be conferred upon the President by the Constitution, asthe 
executive officer of the Government.“ 

Mr. Madison said 8 

“The Constitution that the executive power shall be vested in the 
President. Are there exceptions to this proposition? Yes,there are. The Con- 
stitution says that in appointing to office the Senate shall be associated with the 
President, unless in the case of inferior officers, when the law shall otherwise 
direct. Have we a right to extend this exception? I believe not. If the Con- 
stitution has inv all executive power in the President, I venture to assert 
that the Legislature has no right to diminish or modify his executive authority. 
The question now resolves itself into this: Is the power of displacing an execu- 
tive power? I conceive that if any power whatsoever is in its nature executive 
5 is the power of appointing, overseeing, and controlling those who execute the 


Ws. 
“If the Constitution had not qualified the N of the President in appoint- 
ing to office, by associating the Senate with him in that business, would it not be 


clear that he would have the right, by virtue of his executive power, to make 
such ws doe ang a Should we be authorized, in defiance of that clause in the 
Co ution The executive power shall be vested in a President,’ to unite the 
Senate with the President in the appointment to office? I conceive not. If it 
is admitted that we should not be authorized to do this, I think it may be dis- 
puted whether we have a right to associate them in IRVINE RONS from office, 
the one power beingas m ofan executive nature as the other; and the first only 
is authorized by bei) beg ape out of the general rule established by the Con- 
stitution in these words: The executive power shall be vested in the dent.“ 

“The judicial power is vested in a Supreme Court; but will gentlemen say 
the judicial power can be placed elsewhere, unless the Constitution has made an 
exception? The Constitution justifies the Senate in exercising a judi wer 
in determining on im ents; butcan the judicial power be further ded 
with the povaa of that body? They can not. I therefore say it is incontro- 
vertible, if neither the legislative nor judicial powersare subjected to qualifica- 
tions, other than those demanded in the Constitution, that the executive powers 
nre equally unabatablo as either of the others; and inasmuch as the power of 
removal is of an executive nature, and not by any constitutional excep- 
tion, it is beyond the reach of the legislative body. 

Mr. Clymer said (page 480): 

“If I were to give my vote merely on constitutional ground, I should be to- 
tally indifferent whether the words were struck out or not; because I am clear 
that the Executive has the power of removalasincidenttohis department; and 
if the Constitution had been silent with respect to the appointment, he would 
have had that power also, The reason, perhaps, why it was mentioned in the 

tution was to give some further security against the introduction of im- 
roper men into office. But in cases of removal there is not such necessity for 
This check. What great danger would arise from the removal of a worthy man 
when the Senate must be consulted in the appointment of his successor? Is it 
likely nag 8 will consent to advance an jmproper character? The prespor 
t ‘ore is, that he would not abuse this power; or, if he did, only one good 
man would be for another. 

“If the President is divested of his power his responsibility is destroyed; you 
prevent his efficiency and disable him from affording security to the plo 
which the Constitution contemplates. What use will it be of to call the citizens 
of the Union together every four years to obtain a purified choice of a repre- 
sentative if he is to bea mere cipher inthe Government? The Executive must 
act by others, but you reduce him toa mere shadow when you control both the 
power of appointment and removal. If youtakeaway the latter power he ought 
to resign wer of superintending and directing the executive parts of the 
Government into the hands of the Senate at once,and then we become a dan- 
gerous „or shall be more destitute of energy than any government 
on earth. These ng my sentiments, I wish the clause to stand as a legisla- 
he ede that the power of removal is constitutionally vested in the 

jen 


Mr. Madison said (page 495) : 

“ However various the opinions which exist upon the point now before us, it 
seems agreed on all sides that it demands a careful investigation and full dis- 
cussion, I feel the importance of the question, and know that our decision will 
involve the decision of all similar cases. The decision that is at this time made 
will become the 8 8 of the Constitution; and on a perma- 
nent ition of the Constitution will depend the genius and character of the 
whole Government. It will depend, perhaps, on this decision whether the Gov- 
ernment shall retain that equilibrium which the Constitution intended, or take 
a direction toward or anarchy among the members of the Govern- 
ment. Hence how careful ought we to be to give a true direction toa power so 

circumstanced, 


critically 

It is incumbentonusto weigh with particular attention the arguments which 
have been advanced in support of the various opinions with cautious delibera- 
tion. Lown to you, Mr. Chairman, that I feel greatanxiety upon this question; 
I feel an anxiety, because I am called upon to give a di ion in s case that may 
affect the fundamental principles of the Government under which we act and 
liberty itself. But all that I can do on such an occasion is to weigh well every- 
thing advanced on both sides with the purest desire to find out the true mean- 
ing of the Constitution, and to be guided by that and any attachment to the 
true spirit of liberty, whose influence I believe strongly predominates here. 

“Several constructions have been put upon the Constitution relative to the 
point in question. The gentleman from 


a doctri He seems to 


Senate combined ; e 
it to be exercised by this House—when I consider the consequences of this doc- 
trine and compare them with the true principles of the Constitution I own that 
I can not subscribe to it. 

“The doctrine, however, which seems to stand most in opposition to the prin- 
ciples I contend for is, that the power to annul an appointment is, in the nature 
oi things, incidental to the power which makes the appointment. I agree that 
if nothing more was said in the Constitution than t the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, should appoint to office, there would 
be a great force in saying that the power of removal resulted by a natural im- 
plication from the power of appointing, But there is another part of the Con- 
stitution no less explicit than the one on which the gentleman’s doctrine is 
founded; it is that part which declares that the executive power shall be vested 
in a President of the United States. The association of the Senate with the 


concurrence 

of rag rd an officer; but would this give that 

e e Executive Magistrate which seems to be required by 
ion 


“I own, if my opinion was not contrary to that entertained by what I 
to be the minority on this question, I should be doubtful of being i 
when I discove: how inconsistent that construction would make the Consti- 
tution with itself. I can hardly bring myself to imagine the wisdom of the con- 
vention who framed the Constitution contemplated such 3 . There is 
another maxim which ought to direct us in expounding the nsttution, and 


1896 


is of great importance. It is laid down in most of the constitutions or bills of 
rights in the republics of America; itisto be found in the political writings of the 
most 9 civilians, and is everywhere held as essential to the presentation 
of liberty, that the three great d ents of government be kept separate and 
distinct; and if in any case they are blended, it is in order to admit a ial quali- 
fication, in order more effectually to guard against an entire consolidation, 

“T think, therefore, when we ew the several parts of this Constitution, 
where it says that the legislative powers shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States under certain exceptions, and the executive power vested in the 
President with certain exceptions, we must suppose they were intended to be 
kept separate in all cases in which they are not blended, and ought, conse- 

uently, to the Constitution so as to blend them as little as possible. 

verything relative to the merits of the question as distinguished from a con- 
stitutional question seems to turn on the danger of such a power vested in the 
President alone. But when I consider the checks under which he lies in the ex- 
ercise of this power, I own to you I feel no apprehensions but what arise from 
the dangers incidental to the power itself; for dangers will be incidental to it 
yest it where you please, > 

Iwill not reiterate what was said before with respect to the mode of election, 
and the extreme improbability that any citizen will be selected from the mass 
of citizens who is not highly distinguished by his abilities and worth; in this 
alone we have no small security for the faithful exercise of this power. But, 
throwing that out of the question, let us consider the restraints he will feel after 
he is placed in that elevated station. It is to be remarked that the power in 
this case will not consist so much in continuing a bad man in office as in the 
danger of displacing a good one. Perhaps the great as been ob- 
served, of abuse in the executive power lies in the improper continuance of bad 
men in office. But the power we contend for will not enable him to do this; 
for if an unworthy man continued in office by an unworthy President, the 
House of Representatives can at any time impeach him, and the Senate can re- 
move him, whether the President chooses or not. 

The danger then consists merely in this: The President can displace from 
office a man whose merits require that he should be continued in it. What will 
be the motives which the President can feel for such abuse of his power and the 
restraints that operate to prevent it? In the first place, he will be impeach- 
able by this House, before the Senate, for such an act of ministration; for 
I contend that the wanton removal of meritorious officers would subject him to 
impeachment and removal from his own high trust. But what can be his mo- 
tives for displacing a worthy man? It must be that he may fill the place with 
an unworthy creature of hisown. Can he accomplish this end? No; he can 
piate no man in the vacancy whom the Senateshall notapprove; and if he could 

ll the vacancy with the man he might choose,I am sure he would have little 
inducement to make an improper removal. Let us consider the consequences. 
The injured man will be supported by the popular opinion; the community will 
take sides with him against the President; it will facilitate those combinations, 
— ive success to those exertions which will be pursued to prevent his re- 
election. 

To displace a man of high merit, and who from his station may be supposed 
a man of extensive influence, are considerations in the mind of any man who 
may fill the Presidential chair. The friends of those individuals and the public 
pathy will be against him. If this should not produce his impeachment 


he may 
the 


ppose 

n the popular voice, impeachable by the 

ed for wealth, talents, or influence from the head of the 
department himself—I say, will he bid defiance to all these considerations and 
wantonly dismiss a meritorious and virtuous officer? Such abuse of power ex- 
ceeds my con: ion. If anything takes place in the ordinary course of busi- 
es of this kind, my imagination can not extend to it on any rational princi- 
ple. 

But let us not consider the question on one side only; there are dangers to 
be contemplated on the other, Vest this power in the Senate jointly with the 
President, and you abolish at once that great principle of unity and responsi- 
bility in the executive department which was intended for the security of lib- 
erty and the public good. If the President should possess alone the power of 
removal from office, those who are Sore in the execution of the law will 
be in their proper situation, and the n of dependence be p: ; the 
lowest officers, the middle e, and the highest will depend, as they ought, on 
the President, and the dent on the community, The chain of dependence, 
therefore, terminates in the supreme body, namely, in the people, who will pos- 
„„ in aid of their original power, the decisive engine of impeach- 
men 

“Take the other supposition, that the power should be vested in the Senate, 
on the meiple that the power 9 is necessarily connected with the 
power to appoint. It is declared by the Constitution that we may by law vest 
the appointment of inferior officers in the heads of Departments, the power of 
removal being incidental, as stated by some gentlemen. Where does this ter- 
minate? If you begin with the subordinate 3 they are dependent on their 
superior, he on the next superior, aud he on—whom? On Senate, a per- 
manent body; a body, by its particular mode of election, in reality existing for 
ever; a body possessing that proportion of aristocratic power which the Con- 
stitution no doubt thought wise to be established in the system but which some 
have strongly excepted again: 

“And let me ask, gentlemen, is there equal security in this case as in the 
other? Shall we trust the Senate, responsible to individual Legislatures, rather 
than the person who is msible to the whole community? It is true, the 
Senate do not hold their offices for life, like aristocracies recorded in the his- 
toric page; yet the fact is, they will not possess that responsibility for the exer- 
cise of ex ve powers which would render it safe for us to vest such powers 
in them. But what an aspect will this give to the Executive? Instead of keep- 
ing the departments of Government distinct, you make an executive out of one 
branch of the Legislature; you make the Executive a two-headed monster, to 
use the 5 of wey 1 uaa iy ew 5 eee 
you destroy neiple of responsibility, an rhaps have the creature 
divided in its wit, de! defeating the N for which 8 in the Execu- 
tive was instituted. 


These obj ions do not lie against such an arrangement as the bill establishes. 
I conceive that the President is sufficiently accountable to the community; and 
if this power is vested in him, it will be vested where its nature requires it should 


be il anything in its nature is executive, it must be that power whichis 
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employed in superintending and seeing that the laws are faithfully executed, 
The laws can not be executed but 5 appointed ſor that ech. hg There- . 
fore, those who are over such officers naturally possess the executive power. If 
any other doctrine be admitted, what is the consequence? You may set the 
Senate at the head of the executive 1 vou ma uire that the 
officers hold their places during the pleasure of this branch oft eee if 
goa can not go so far as to say we shall appoint them ; and by this means you 
nk together two branches of the Government which the preservation of liberty 
c 
e following are the judicial recognitions and sanctions of the validity and 
binding character of the settlement made of this great question in 1789. Chan- 
cellor Kent, in his Commentaries, volume 1, tenth edition, page 346, uses the fol- 


lowing lenguage $ 
This (meaning the settlement in 1789) amounted to a legislative construction 


Story,5, 31,47.) W 

ory, š ` 

N established int the year 1798 if, Story, 496), 
reco an ocu- 


removable by the President. The change of phraseology arose, probably, from 
its having become the settled and well-understood construction of the Constitu- 
tion that the power of removal was vested in the President alone in such cases, 
although the appointment of the officer was by the President and Senate.” 

Again, the Supreme Court of the United States in Blake's case (United States 
Reports, volume 103, page 232) quoted approvingly its antecedent decision in 
the following language: 

But it was very early adopted, as the praétical construction of the Constitu- 
tion, that this power was vested in the President alone. And such would ap- 
pear to have been the legislative construction of the Constitution,” 

In Kilbourn vs. Thompson (103 United States Reports) the identical principles 
involved in the present conflict between the Senate and President are elabo- 
rately considered and decided, 

Justice Miller, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

It is believed to be one of the chief merits of the American system of written 
constitutional law that all the powers intrusted to Government, whether State or 
national, are divided into three d departments, the executive, the legislative, 
and the judicial; that the fanctions appropriate to each of these branches of Gov- 
ernment shall be vested in a separate y of public servants, and that the per- 
fection of the system requires that the lines which separate and divide these 

epartments shall be broadly and clearly defined. It is also essential to the suc- 
cessful working of this system that the persons intrusted with power in any one 
of these branches shall e to encroach upon the powers confided 
to the others, but that each by the law of its crestion be limited to the ex- 
ercise of the powers appropriate to its own department and no other. 

Jo these general propositions there are in the Constitution of the United 
States some important exceptions, One of these is that the President is so fas 
made a part of the legislative power that hisassent is required to the enactment 
of all statutes and resolutions of Congress. This, however, is so only to a lim- 
ited extent, fora bill may become a law, notwithstanding the refusal of the Presi- 
dent to approve it, by a vote of two- sof each House of Congress. So also 
the Senate is made a partaker in the functions of appointing officersand making 
treaties, which are supposed to be properly ee requiring its consent 
to the appointment of such officers and the ratification of treaties. The Senate 
also exercises the judicial power of trying impeachment and the House of pre- 
ferring articles of impeachment. 

In the main, however, that instrument, the model on which are constructed 
the fundamental laws of the States, has blocked out with singular precision and 
in bold lines in itsthree primary articles the allotment of power to the executive, 
the legislative, and the judicial departments of the Government. It also re- 
mains true as a general rule that the powers confided by the Constitution to one 
of these departments can not be exercised by another. It may be said that these 
are truisms which need no repetition here to give them force. But while the 
experience of almost a century has in general shown a wise and commendable 
forbearance in each of these branches from encroachments upon the others, it 
is not to be denied that such attempts have been made, and it is believed not 
always without success. 

“The increase in the number of States, in their population and wealth, and 
in the amount of power, if not in its nature to be exe: by the Federal Gov- 
pach sari presents powerful and growing temptation to those to whom that ex- 
ercise is intrusted to overstep the just boundaries of their own department, and 
enter upon the domain of one of the others, or to assume powers not intrusted to 
either of them.” 

“The House of Representatives having the exclusive right to originate all 
bills for raising revenue, whether by taxation or otherwise, having with the 
Senate the right to declare war and fix the compensation of all officers and sery- 
ants of the Government and vote the supplies which must pay that compensa- 
tion, and being also the most numerous bady, of all those engaged in the exer- 
cise of primary powers of the Government, is for these reasons least of all 
liable to encroachment upon its appropriate domain. By reason, also, of ita 
pee origin, and the frequency with which the short term of office of its mem- 

rs requires the renewal of their authority at the hands of 8 great 
source of all power in this country—encroachments by that an the domain 
of co-ordinate branches of the Government would be received with less distrust 
than a similar exercise of unwarranted power by any other department of the 
Government. It is all the more necessary, therefore, that the exercise of power 
by this body, when acting separately from and independently of all other de 
itaries of power, should Le watched with vigilance, and when called in question 
before any other tribunal having the right to pass upon it, that it should receive 
the most careful scrutiny. 

In looking to the preamble and resolution under which the committee acted. 
before which Kilbourn refused to testify, we are of opinion that the House of 


of the powers of the Government 5 three departments be sound. this 
is equivalent to a declaration that no judicial power is vested in the Con; 

or either branch of it, save in the cases s] y enumerated to which we 
have referred. If the investigation which the committee was directed to make 
was judicial in its character, and could only be properly and successfully made 
by a court of justice, and if it related to a matter wherein relief or redress could 
be had only by a judicial proceeding, we do not, after what has been said, deem 
it necessary to discuss the A bear that the power attempted to be exercised 
was one confided the Constitution to the judicial and not to the legislative 
department of the Government. We think it equally clear that the power as- 

is 3 and not legislative. 

If, indeed, any purpose had been avowed to impeach the „the 
whole aspect of the case would have been changed. But no such purpose is 
disclosed. None can be inferred from the preamble; and the characterization of 
the conduct of the Secretary by the term improvident and the absence of any 
words implying suspicion of criminality the idea of such purpose, for the 

coul onir pe impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors. How 
could the House of Representatives know until it had been fairly tried that the 
courts were powerless to redress the creditors of J. Cooke & Co.? The matter 
was still pending in a court, and what right had the Congress of the United 
States to interfere with a suit 3 in a court of competent jurisdiction ? 

Again, what inadequacy o wer existed in the court or, as the ble as- 

sumes, in all courts to e ress which could lawfully be supplied by an in- 
ion by a committee of one House of Congress, or any act or resolu- 

tion of Congress on the subject? The case being one of a judicial nature, for 

which the pra of the courts usually afford the only remedy, it may well be 

sup; that those powers were more appropriate and more efficient in aid of 

5 ee than the powers which belong toa body whose function is exclusively 
ve. 

If the settlement to which the preamble refers as the cipal reason why 
the courts are rendered powerless was obtained by fraud or was without au- 
thority or for any conceivable reason could be set aside or avoided, it should be 
done i some eh le pe proceeding in the court which had the whole matter 
before it and which all the power in that case proper to be intrusted to any 
body, and not by Congress or by any power to be conferred on a committee of 
one of the two Houses. 

“The resolution adopted as a sequence of this panie contains no hint of 
any intention of final action by Congress on the su geas. In all the argument of 
the case no suggestion has been made of what the House of Representatives or 
the Con; could have done in the way of remedying the wrong or secu 
the c tors of Jay Cooke & Co., or even the United States. Was it to be 
ete, a fruitless investigation into the personal affairs of individuals? If so, 
the House of Representatives had no power or authority in the matter more 
than any other equal number of gentlemen interested for the Government of 
their country. By ‘fruitless’? we mean that it could result in no valid legislation 
on the subject to which the inquiry referred. 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania, in a well-considered case, reported in 
Pennsylvania State reports, volume 103, page 486, use the following language: 
‘In considering where the power of removal is lodged, we may draw some 
light from the interpretation given to the Constitution of the United States. It 
declares the President ‘ shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall appoint’ officers therein named. It is silent on the question 
of removal of any officer, but declares the judges, both of the Supreme and in- 
ferior cou Lhold the offices during good behavior. As to other officers, 
Congress in 1789 affirmed the right of removal to exist in the President, without 
any co-operation of the Senate, That view was acquiesced in as the true con- 
struction of the Constitution until the passage by Congress of the tenure-of-of- 
fice act of 2d of March, 1867, which was su ed by the act of 5th April, 1869, 
of a modified character, Apart from this legislation, the fact that the consent 
of the Senate was necessary to authorize the President to appoint did not pre- 
vent him from removing the officers at his pleasure.“ 

Mr. Webster is paraded as an authority to support the present claim of the 
pee A aces great debate on executive patronage,” in 1835, Mr. Webster 
spoke as follows: 

The bill before the Senate, it must be observed, expressly recognizes and ad- 
mits the actual existence of the power of removal. I do not mean to deny, and 
the bill does not deny, that at the present moment the President may remove 
these officers at will, because the early decision adopted that construction and 
the laws have since uniformly sanctioned it. The law of 1820 expressly affirms 
the power. I consider it, therefore, a settled hones settled construction ; 
. by precedent; settled by the practice of Government, and settled by 

ute. 

At the same time I am y: 
tion again and again within the last ears, in my deliberate ent the 
original decision was wrong. I can not but think that those w enied the 
power in 1789 had the best of the argument, and yet I will not say that I know 
myself so thoroughly as to affirm that this opinion may not have roduced 
in some measure by that abuse of the power which has been passing before our 
eyes for several years. It is possible that this experience of the evil may have 
affected my view of the constitutional argument.” 

Senator urman, in the Pean debate in 1869 on the bill to repeal the 
“ tenure-of-oftice act,” used the following language: 

“ Believing that the original interpretation of the Constitution is the correct 
one ; that the power of removal from office is an executive power; that the duty 
of exercising that power is enjoined upon the President by the provision of the 
Constitution that he shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed; be- 
lieving that the assent of the Senate is not a necessary and logical result that 
the Senate consents to 8 believing that no such inference follows 
from the concurrence of the Senate in making appointments; and believin 
also that it is wiser that it should be as our fathers settled it; that the offices wil 
be better filled and the laws more faithfully executed if this power is vested in 
the President alone, I feel bound to vote for an unqualified repeal of the ten- 
ure-of-office act.“ 

Senator Morton, in the same debate in 1869, spoke as follows: 

It was said by the Senator from Illinois that from the beginning men’s minds 
have divided upon the question as to whether this power of removal existed in 
the Executive absolutely or in connection with the Senate. That the President 
might exercise it absolutely in the absence of legislation or restriction is con- 
ta nif ae continued practice of the Government for seventy-eight years 

own to A 

But the Senator says the minds of men were divided before that time on the 
question. Sir, that division did not amount to much. There have been very 
few questions raised in this country that there has not been something said on 
both sides within the last seventy or eighty years; but there has been as strong 
a union of opinion in favor of the exe of this power by the Executive in the 
absence of legislation as can be found, perhaps, upon the exercise of any other 
power that is granted by the Constitution. oreover, there has been a 
maid of sentiment from the first that legislation upon that power was not — 
a 


viling to say that, after erate Juda the ques- 
x 
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jal ; that it was special in its character; that 
— — of things that had never occurred before in the administration 


affairs. 

“ Senator SHERMAN in the same debate in 1969 used the following language: 
But now when wea to the Senate to yield to the President the same power 
of removal that has ex by Washington and every President from 
Washington down to Johnson, we are refe to old manuscripts that have 
never been printed before; we are referred to the debates of Webster and Clay 
and Calhoun, &c. 

What is the secret of the whole of it? Why, sir, during Washington's ad- 
ministration the anti-Federalists were opposed to Washington and opposed to 
his appointing power; op! conferring upon Wash n the power to 
remove the Secretary of State. After Washington’s administration expired, 
and John Adams served his fitful four years with a majority much of the time 
in both Houses against him, where were those gentlemen then with their no- 
tions about the power of the Presidentand the power of removal? In thetime 
of Jefferson and Madison and Monroe where were those gentlemen who were 

of executive 5 Did they propose to repeal of the laws 
passed in the time of Washington? Not at all. In the time of John er 
Adams Mr. Benton made a speech which has been read. Then John C. |- 
houn, who had quarreled with Andrew Jackson, took up the banner of Benton, 
and made Benton’s speech over n,and Mr. Webster and Mr, Clay joined in. 
If there was so much danger of this executive power why did not Demo- 
cratic party, with a gy meee Sree gs both Houses, and with a President on their 
side, re these old laws which conferred upon the President the power of 


removal? 

It always has been so, and it always will be so. Notwithstanding all that 
will be written and said, the ins will try to limit the power of the outs, and the 
outs will try to limit the power of the ins. There is no doubt about it. When 
the Democrats are in power, the Republicans seek to limit their power. When 
the Republicans are in power, the Democrats on the hand seek to limit 
their power. So it hasbeen in all times; and I do not think we are any 
or better than our fathers, and probably no worse,’ ” 

But the crowning indorsement of the settlement of this . by our fathers 
in 1789 and how it should now be regarded is contained in the great of 
the 5 Senator from New Vork [Mr. EVARTS], who always weighs 
well the full force and meaning of every word he utters. On the impeachment 
trial of Andrew Johnson (one among other specifications being that he had 
without cause removed Secretary Stanton) Mr. Evarts used the following lan- 


guage: 

bs The Congress of 1789 decided and its successors for th: uarters of a cent: 
acquiesced in that doctrine. I will not weary the Senate with a thorough anal- 
pe of the debate of 1789. Itis, I believe, decidedly the most important debate 

n the history of Congress. Itis, I think, the best-considered debate in the his- 
tory of the Government. I think it included among its debaters as many of 
the able, wise, and learned men, the benefit of whose public service this nation 
has ever enjoyed, as any debate or measure which this Government has ever 
had or entertained. The premises in the Constitution were very narrow. The 
question of removal from office as a distinct subject had never occurred to the 
minds of the men of the convention. The tenure of office was not to be made 
permanent except in the case of ju of the Supreme Court. The periodicity of 
Congress, of the Senate, and of the Executive was fixed, Then there was an at- 
tribution of the whole interior administrative official powers of the Govern- 
ment to the Executive with the single qualification, exceptional in itself, that 
the advice and consent of the Senate should be required as a negative on the 
President's nomination only.“ 

If on these grounds you dismiss the President from this court convicted and 
d the victim of the Congress and the martyr of the Con- 
stitution by the very terms of 8 and you throw open for the mas- 
ters of us all in the great debates of an intelligent, instructed, fearless, practical 
į f he rallyi . tom 5 
omnipotence of Con as the ying cry on one e, supremacy 
the Constitution on the other.” 

The minority of your committee beg leave to call the attention of the Senate 
to a few of the most conspicuous and illustrious protests against the wisdom of 
any attempt by the Senate to usurp the President's power of removal. 

‘orton, in his speech on the bill to the “ tenure-of-office act,” 
in 1869, spoke as follows: 

What is the effect when the Senate becomes a tribunal for the trial of the 
causes for which men are suspended? Scarcely any officer can be found of any 
importance who will not have some Senator upon this floor as his friend, and 
that Senator will stand up and inquire, * What are the causes for which this man 
has been suspended? I have known him; he is my friend; perhaps I secured 
him the appointment, and I can not consent to his removal unless there is some 
tangible and sufficient cause made out.“ Then the Senate must enter upon the 
investigation. y must examine into the causes of this man’s suspension. 
Is he an honest officer? If not, what has he done? If he is an incapable officer, 
wherein has he failed? These are questions we must pass upon. 

Each one of these suspensions is a case. If we concur in the suspension after 
examination, the officer goes outof this Chamber witha blemish upon his charac- 
ter which he can scarcely outlive. If we refuse to concur in the suspension, we 
say to the world the President has done this man injustice, either intentionally 
or unintentionally. If he acted in good faith, he acted in ignorance; if he was 
well informed, then he acted in bad faith, or out of malicious feelings toward this 


man. 

The President is in some respects on trial also, and as he is to be put on trial 
as to whether his judgment has been intelligent, or has been an honest one in 
regard to the man suspended, he must feel a great deal of interest in the result, 
and if he is to be adjudged in this way he will hesitate a long time before he 
makes the satisfied in his own mind that an officer is 


that this law remains in force, what will 
ck here in the month of December we shall 
find a long docket of these cases of suspensions, perhaps several hundred of 
them, and they will have to be tried one by one. We tuke up the first case. 
That, perhaps, takes one afternoon, or one entire executive session, It may be 
two or three; and I tell you, sir, that this Senate will not have time, if it devotes 
its whole time to the consideration of these cases, to pass upon them if the Pres- 
ident shall suspend every officer that, in his judgment, ought to be suspended 
for dishonesty or inefficiency. It will impose upon the Senate a labor that it can 
bint padon It will be physically impossible for it to discharge that la bor. 

8 re must be responsibility somewhere. The very essence of successful ad- 
ministration under every constitutional Government is that the responsibility 
shall be distinctly located somewhere. Suppose he suspends an officer, and 
the Senate does not concur in that suspension, that part of the responsibility 
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then 


belongs to the Senate. It is divided between some sixty or seventy gentle- 
men on this floor, Ree in checker apa T Ifthe 
jos teed roe between the President and Senate, neither of them will have the 
— — ape 


n ered speech of Senator SHERMAN in the 
same de 


Has the sre tuleshan Gesu P AA ͤ AES ced lout state 
of mind that he would not be willing to remove any man who with 
him ia opinion, or, in other words, who wasa Democrat, unless he could be con- 
— crime satisfactory evidence?" 

DS. it me to ask the Senator whether I ought not to have ar- 
rived at that virtuous point on true principles of government whether I have or 
ni 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think so. I believe that all the leading officers of 
this Government oe to be in harmony with the political sentiments of the 
majority, and = the doctri Governor Marcy was rather too 
bluntly stated in his 
— 
ractically acting upon the rule that to the 
the great o of the Government, It may not be ac- 

codes of morality and publie policy which the Feder- 

Democrats were in power and which the Democrats 
talked of when the Federalists were in power, but still it is a rule of 1 
5 which will always be applied in a republican form of govern- 


wow tn . judgment, the tenure-of-office law can not with due regard to 
interests be practically enforced. What has been our experience 
within es A When we came back here we Remap an A met with th piles of docu- 


ments which the President sent to us; various panere of- 
cers of the Government had performed acts which in his 8 amounted 
to misdemeanor, &c., and for which they were suspended. He gave us specific 
facts and evidence. 

* These cases were referred to the appropriate 8 What peer Ba we 
called upon to examine? We had to take up and carefully read piles of pa; 
and examine each 3 e of assize. 8 
ee cas contended that he was the must innocent man born since the 
time of Adam. He demanded a trial and copies of proof anda 


formal hearing before the — ot this 
and jury to try his 
and evidence? 
“If the tenure-of-office act was right in principle we were bound to examine 
each case to see whether or not the accused officer was, according to the lan 
of the law, guilty of misconduct in office or crime or had become inca le or 
legally disqualified. ‘The result was that some of the committees of this body 
could not transact their business. These cases were referred and after great 
delay were reported upon. In one case the accused was tried, convicted, and 
sent to the penitentiary while we were deliberating whether he was properly 
suspended or not.’ The result was that we did not and could not determine 


“There probably will be from five hundred to five thousand removals during 
the next year in the service of the United States in the ordinary course of the 
business of this country. The number of offices to whose appointment the con- 
firmation of this body is uired I should estimate in round numbers at from 
five to twenty thousand. e know there are great multitudes of them whose 
appointments require the confirmation of the Senate. If we have to remain 
eng. and act upon the cases of all removals in order to evade the second section, 

put 3 a a great deal of unnecessary trouble merely to evade one of 
— we laws. If we adjourn and leave the President without any power to re- 
move and pe 2 power of suspension, his hands are effectually tied. He can 
not st . a revenue officer, or any of this vast multitude of 
officers, unless he is prepared upon satisfactory evidence to make out a case of 
crime or 1 in office. 

It is practically impossible thus to administer the Government. The p 
tical effect of the tenure-of-office act is to keep bad men in office, to divide the the 
responsibility for their misconduct, to enable the President to shield himself 
from responsibility, and to destroy the g af Sura reseed ae unity absolutely 

administration 


in the executive various departments of the Goy- 

ernment, That was the practical effect. 
Now, Mr. President, look at the actual result as we know it existed. It was 
the common for ts for office to run here to members of the Sen- 
mfirmation.' There 


body, he converting us 15550 a court 
case. If we could not try him, why demand charges 


The —— 
The result was 


no 
advise as 6 When a man is removed from office and — 
name is sent here we pass supiy upon his ee and fitness for the 
office; but the Constitution confers upon us no power to inthe removal, 


the power of confirmation. ne powerof ee creation * g power, de- 
* on 1 of the Government; and all we 
say in oe ae ee whether or not the person nam: is a man fitto 


but the Admin of removal is a very different power, a power never — 
to be invested in the Senate. 
It seems to me that we are now acting as judges in our on case. If this t 
wer of the Senate is maintained to prevent removal of any officer of this 
rnment it is maintained by the Senate for itsown behalf. The public judg- 
ment will say that, although bets aed are not nominally interested, we are maintain- 


— powers t were never conferred r the Senate until two years „and 

were then conferred for 8 In my opinion we o t to be 

ne re 5 not to be influenced by a 
e of power. 


“We ott in one-half of the legislaitve e of this 3 We 
8 over all officers in the trial of impeachment. We participate with 
xecutive in the power of appointing to office, also in the power to make 

— I ask if all these great powers are not sufficient for the ambition of any 


posate . * . . 
As a general rule it is not wise to mingle the „ 
ments of the Government. There are three great divisions or departments of 
the Government that stand apart from each other. They form the triangle of 


poe 1 them rest the 9 
legislative, the executive, and 
have been in Prva srw cases mingled. send rg with the President 


The Senate 
in the appointing power, and also shares with the President in the treaty-mak- 
2 &c. It is not wise in my judgment to overlook this division of 


ie ieee cae conduct of society. 
ents. They 


our fathers 


Madison. 
In the debate in 1835, found in Con 
„Senator Grund said ; 


rG y "When „Granger, in 1814, was dism: 
the ofliceof eral by Mr. Madison a great sensation 8 
Granger was known tobe I od. Mr. 


favorite 
8 —— the discharge ae his eats duties. In this state of things the follow- 


from the second volume Executive Journal, page 504. Mr. German submitted 
the following motion fer consideration 

= “Resolved” That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether the office of Postmaster-General be now 
vacant, and if vacant,in what manner the same became vacant.’ 

This bin arma was preset es by a vote of the Senate, which shows it was the 
understanding at that time that they had no right to ‘interfere in cases of re- 


moval,” 

This is the only instance, since the decision of the Congress in 1789, in which 
any member ofthe Senate has attem attempted to call on the President for his reasons 
for removal, until the present Chief Magistrate came into office. In 1830, Mr. 
Holmes, then a Senator from Maine, introduced a series of resolutions, one of 
which called for the President's reasons for removals from office, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be respectfully requested 
to communicate to the Senate the number, names, and offices of the officers re- 
2 by him since the last session of the Senate, with the reasons for each re- 
moval. 

“On motion eal Grundy that said motion by „postponed indefinitely, it 
the affirmative—yeas 21. 

The tenure-of-office law, in 1867, was a1 first and only 1 ative in- 
terference by the Senate wit! © President's power of removal; and the objects 
and exceptional reasons of that aot of usurpation have been fully explained by 
those who aided in its . President Grant, in his first annual m 
in 1869, recommended the total repeal of the tenure-of-office law, for the reason 
that it would be impossible for him to administer the Government under its 
operation. The House, by nearly a u mons vote, recommended the re 

The House bill was amended in the Senate as now found in sections 1767 and 
1768. Section 1767 is part of the original act, with the material qualification 
that it is subjected to the control of section 1768. Section 1768 is the controlling 
part of the whole act as it now exists. That section provides that— 

During any recess of the Senate the President is authorized, in his discretion, 
to suspend any civil 3 pointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, * * * untiltheend of the next Futon o the Senate, and to designate 
some suitable person, subject to be removed, in his discretion, by the designation 
of another, to perform the duties of such pence ne officer in the mean time; and 

person so a shall take the oath and give the bond required by law 
to be taken and given by the officer, and shall, during the 3 
forms the duties of su entitled to the salary’ and emoluments of the 
office, no part of which shall belong to the officer s ded. The President 
shall, “within thirt days after the commencement of each session of the Senate, 
except for any office which in his opinion ought not to be filled, nominate per- 
sons to fill all vacancies in office which existed at the meeting of the Senate, 
whether 8 filled or not, and also in the place of all officers suspended ; 
and if the Senate during such session shall refuse to advise and consent to an 
appointment in the place of any suspended officer, then, and not otherwise, the 
President shall nom ean r person as soon as practi le to the same ses- 
sion of the Senate for the office.” 

It must be conceded, as this section basher eee that the President's 
power Ledger reste a civil officer in vacationsof te is discretionary,” and 
that such suspended officer ns out of the office at least until the Senate ad- 
journs, when he is again certainly liable to be suspended if reinstated by the 
operation of section 1768, which is denied 
Senate, and so on without limitation as to the Presi- 
dent elect to exercise his power of prec On this discretionary power of 
the President to suspend, as called in or to remove from office un- 
— the Constitution: the Supreme Court of the U Un ted States, in the case of Mar- 

ej Saye Madison, 1 Cranc bag re | at 165, sa; 

y the Constitution ari the United States the President is invested with cer- 
tain recta acco powers, in the exercise of which he is to use his own 
discretion, eile na untable only to his country in his political character and 
to his own conscien To aid him in the nee of these duties he is 
authorized to 8 certain officers, Who act by his authority and in conformity 
with his orders. 

In such cases their acts are his acts, and whatever opinion may be enter- 
tained of the manner in which executive diseretion may be used, still there ex- 
ists and can exist no power to control that discretion, e subjects are 3 
The the nation, not individual rights, and being intrusted to the Ex- 
ecutive, the decision of the Executive is conclusive.” 

In relation to the Te Te by the President of his power of suspension or re- 
moval for cause, the dist ished Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] in the 
debate on the bill to re the tenure-of-office act, used the following language 
in answer to Senator Morton: 

“Isay with him that the President of the United States has no business to nom- 
inate to usa man—I am now speaking of m business, because the Constitu- 
tion gives him a right to nominate as ofien as he pleases—the President has no 
right e to us — — out one man and put in another unless there is cause. 
Now, w. cause? The Constitution has made the cause. The united discre- 
tion of the President of the United States and the representatives of the States; 
that is cause. If the President of the United States thinks for any reason that 
satisfies his moral nature that it is better to make achange in an office, and pro- 
poses it to us, and we are satisfied for any reason is consonant to our moral 
sense of right and wrong that that change ht to or may be made, then it is 
done and there is cause. My friend may go into a dissertation if he wishes to 
do so when it comes to his turn to speak upon proximate and final cause. There 
is ever so much discussion in books of philosophy about that. 

“ But it is cause enough for me, sir, constitutional cause, if the Senator will, 
when the President of the United States acting, if he is honest as he always 
must, upon a conscientious regard for the pu jc service and a conscientious 
sense of his responsibility to the lo and to chooses to send in one man's 
name for a place that another man holds. When he has done that he has done 
pony mek w er that cause satisfies my friend and me or not. Then it becomes 

our opportunity to speak and to consider, and if we are ecco with the cause, 
or with any other cause that appeals to our judgment and good sense, the act is 


accomplished.” 
We Save in this extract the key to the report of the majority of your commit- 
tee. 
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the unqualified. 
officers of the United States can be 


consent to the 
late, exclusive, and independent as the President's 
inate, and that in the exercise of this wer the Benate decide 
without cause, or for A cause to them, to withhold their advice 
consent to the n 

The soundness of thls proposition say he admitted, as the Senate can arbitra- 
rily exercise any discretionary power; but it leaves the eee unanswered 

whether the Senate has any constitutional or lawful ri 
dent or direct the Attorney-General to transmit to the 
pon papers and 8 in the keepin, 

ions by the President under 

Bue 1 and documents have no existence or 


Supreme Court, he 


The * of the Senate or House to papers and documents in the keeping of 
the President or the heads of Departments must be decided by their contents 
and character and the use that can be made of them in the of any power 
or jurisdiction intrusted to either House by the Constitution in executive or 
l ve on. the papers and documents can oraid either House 
in the of legislative or executive them 


slightest suppork Arome or casina for thel 
ments relat 


if the papers and documents called 3 are not mblic, but pri- 

— 21 and relate execlusiv: is 

under no bo dag wise o to The Senate, that the Senate has any rig right to their pos- 

session? Who is to judge whether the papers and een are they an. po CAR 
or 


will it be if after inspection of the papers and documents the 
has no right to their 9 7 e 

ing what use the Senate in 

face that 


1 3 Save = 
pais oy a and documents relating prank nent od to suspensions by the 
ident to know what use is intended ray made of the papers and documents 


Awe 1 claim to know what use is intended to p pae pi Steamy neo 
SETON Aamos of ABe pan orig oper op oor ae wea Aed- for and a 
sively to suspensions, and with that knowledge the minority are 
their possession and use by the Senate is unconstitutional and supported 
po psn eee and that their transmission to the Senate was ht 
fully refused by the Attorney-General on the order of the President, The minor- 
ity of your pote. doce tom can not close their report without bee orga surprise at 
the appearance in the majority eee of a 3 eee 

“Resolved, That the e 
‘That persons honorably 


shall be 
seas the 
office’ ought to in all aud fat 
pose to remove, — 8 — ee w. —— 
ter are above rep’ 
service is a violation of the spirit the — 5 and of the practical gratitude the 
people and Government of the United States owe to the defenders of constitu- 
tional liberty and the integrity of the Government.” 
Under what action of the Senate does the majority claim the authority to re- 
such a resolution to the Senate for its ts What possible connection 
the subject mentioned in the resolution with thi hich fot 
called for in the case of the s ey <tr of Duskin, vs 
ferred by the Senate to the Committee he ——.— of the 
minority of your committee is that Daskin never ma a a olka soldier, but, - 
the contrary, was cither a member of the confederate ee. 
sympathizer in his native State of North Carolina, 
The 3 of 


and fully p ut — cones 5 ae to remove, or to 
and charac- 


. of Fomine 
itical influences and considerations have gov- 


lican Presidents isan and 
erned in a degree in the selection of the intended beneficiaries of that 
statute, so t no equal and just distribution has been 


made by Republican 
Presidents among the meritorious class described in the law, as is doubtless de- 
sired alike by Republican and Democratic soldiers and marines, who were com- 
rades in a common cause. 

Such unauthorized action of the majority of your committee serves one pur- 
pose, and that is to furnish additional proof of what was before man: that 
the object and intent of this extraordinary proceeding is to secure poli and 

san advantage and benefit. The inevitable result is to arraign President 

veland and try him the Senate, with an unfriendly political majority, for 

making suspensions in alleged violation of his public 1 and promises not 
to make remo or suspensions except for cause. 

President Cleveland's mises and pledges are part of the published history 
of the country, and for their faithfal eee he denies responsibility 
to the Senate, and stands ready for trial by the people. He did make the prom- 
ise that during the term of a civil officer he would not suspend or remove 
him for the sole reason that he was a Republican. Merely being a blican, 
if he been and was a capable, fai 1, and efficient officer, the 
declared be would not regard as ‘sufficient cause. But if such officer while in 

mote the organiza- 
, or national 


office had used its power or influence or emoluments to 
tion and success of his party, by attending county, 


conventions and making himself active as a 


has licly declared eke conduct and cone’ 
efficient 


Arie e dil ot 


The President declines to n the decision of a tribunal hay- 
„ 
y asa reason for the retention of the incumbent in of- 
will never avoid atrial ne pring pepe 

of his powers, or the a of any of his official duties,as he will have a 
tribunal on the whole truth, But he declines o to any unlawful sum- 
mons to trial under usurped authority by an unfriendly tribunal on mere papers 
and documents relating exclusively to 3 and containing in nearly 
every 3 a statement 5 the causes, facts. a pice reasons for his official 
nsion. eset ty of the cases of nsion, as the minor- 
ity are the President had information communicated to him orally by 
persons considered ooh eet which it would be impossible for him to remember 
— — FFF the facts 
eee him in the ion, if the Senate had the authority under 

the Constitution or laws of the United States to call him to an account, 


In poe oy the minority of your career oe are gratified at able to 
the such spectacl ber rage = 8 nr 
Senate, no eas now country was ever 

nessed in the history of its i 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


HOWELL E. JACKSON. 
RECORD FOR LEGATIONS ABROAD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back without amendment the joint resolution (8. R. 47) to for- 
ward a copy sf the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to each of our lega- 
tions abroad. of this joint resolution is desired by the State 
ic | Department, and it nd it an theo received the indorsement of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. I ask that it be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does this joint resolution require the signature of 
the President of the United States before it becomes effective? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move, then, to change it to the form of a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro . TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the joint resolution be changed to the form of a bill. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and that amendment will be agreed to. 

The joint resolution was accordingly changed to a bill (S. 1653) to for- 
ward a copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to each of our lega- 
tions abroad; and it was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the bill provide for the method by which these 
copies of the RECORD shall be sent? 

Mr. LOGAN. It provides for sending them through the State De- 


ent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
at That the Public Printer be, and he is he: tho d 
directed oto forward free of charge, through 8 0 Sinte, g one 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to each of our legations ab commenc- 
— 5 at the eee of the present session. 


Mr. ALLISON. That would require an appropriation if it is to be 
done through the Public Printer. Of course that meaus that these copies 
of the RECORD shall be sent postage prepai paid. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state, in answer to the inquiry of the 
Senator from Iowa, that for a number of years the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD was sent toour legations abroad, and, as suggested in the letter 
of the Secretary of State, which I shall ask to have read for the in- 
formation of the Senate, by the terms of the limitation of the act pro- 
viding for its distribution the distribution ceased in 1881. The propo- 
sition is that the Public Printer shall furnish to the Secretary of State 
the necessary numbers 8 for this use, and they are to be sent abroad 
pra the State Departmen 

Mr. ALLISON. But 85 criticism I make upon the present language 
is that the duty of sending them abroad is imposed upon the Public 
Mr. MANDERSON. Not as I understand it. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I ask that that provision may be again 


read. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Task that the letter of the Secretary of State 
be also read. 
The bill will be again read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. That means free of charge to the Printer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of State 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 16, 1886, 


Sm: On the 18th da: ee erie Co: a Sabana or ered di- 
tats ahr the Public Printer to bor gn oir ae Jo 
Recorp to n weve rr good ex- 
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MARCH 1, 


2 incur the expense of sending it in absence of Congressional author- 
ization. 


It is very obvious that if the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD were sent to our lega- 
tions, it would very materially aid our ministers abroad in the discharge of their 
ublie duties by informing them and wpa fared noha ken a 


roceed- 
, & SU upon 
respect- 


lution authorizing and di 
through the 
each of our legations abroad, commencing with the 
session. 


Inclosing for your consideration adraft of a joint resolution in relation to the 
subject, I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 


Hon. Joux F. MILLER, 
Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Senate. 


Mr. INGALLS. Does that mean that the Public Printer is to fur- 
nish these copies of the daily RECORD to the Secretary of State in suffi- 
cient number to enable him to send them to the legations, or that they 
are to be sent from the Public Printer’s office direct? And does that 
free of charge’? mean free of charge for printing or free of postage? 
It is left in doubt. I understand that the State Department forwards 
its dispatches and mail direct to the legations in a daily or weekly dis- 
patch bag, or else to some central dispatch agent, from which they are 
distributed over the continent; and I should suppose that the bill ought 
to be, of course, specific as to the method, in order that the Public 
Printer may determine whether he is to send a sufficient number of 
taena copies to the Secretary of State, and whether his functions end 
there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair happens 
to know that the free of charge means in this case that in- 
stead of being charged to the State Department, as such things some- 
times are, they are not to be charged to the State Department and taken 


out of its conti t fund. 

Mr. INGALLS. That ought to be so stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the precise form in 
which it came from the State Department. It is still open to amend- 


ment. Does the Senator from Kansas propose an amen 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As amended. An amendment has been made 
changing the form. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let us hear the title read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill to forward a copy of the daily CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD to each of our legations abroad. 

Mr. INGALLS. That does not express the purpose of the bill. The 
bill is to forward the copies to the Secretary of State for that pu 
and if the bill is to have its title consistent it ought to be amended. I 
have no suggestion to make further than that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title will stand as reported un- 
less an amendment is offered to it. 


REMOVALS AND SUSPENSIONS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom were referred a resolution offered by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] in relation to the removal and suspen- 
sion of Federal officers, &c., and an amendment to the resolution pro- 
posed as a substitute by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH], to re- 
port the same without recommendation and move that they lie upon 
the table. 

The committee found that the same subject had been dealt with by 
another committee of the Senate, who have now made a majority and 
a minority report, and they did not think it worth while to take the 
trouble to undertake to formulate a resolution which would express the 
opinion of the committee, or a majority of it, on this very important 
question, believing that the Senate would probably dispose of the whole 
subject in some way under the resolution reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. e therefore report back the resolution without 
recommendation, and I move that the resolution and the substitute lie 
on the table. They can then be called up by either Senator interested, 
if either shall desire to call them up, at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to lay on the table will 
be made, if there be no objection. 


EULOGIES ON VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. GORMAN. From the Committee on Printing I report back the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies on 
Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. a 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ent? 


ferred the bill (S. 1478) to authorize the printing of the eulogies deliv- 
ered in Congress upon the late Thomas A. Hendricks, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE ELLWOOD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies 
of the eulogies on Reuben Ellwood, late a resentative in Congress, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 

A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired-list of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1245) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 2463) for the relief of H. J. T. Moss; and 

A bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of the legal representatives of Will- 
iam Clift, deceased. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Joseph 
Mays; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1655) to create an additional land dis- 
trict in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1656) granting a pension to John 
Rodgers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. By request of the 1 tive committee of the Federa- 
tion of Labor Unions I introducea bill. Thesame bill wasintroduced 
by me in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The bill (S. 1657) to legalize the incorporation of national trades 
unions was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1658) to amend section 3336 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1659) authorizing the Secre of 
the Interior to transfer the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., 
except that portion that lies westward of a line 50 feet east of the center 
of the railroad track of the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Rail- 
road Company, to the Louisana State University and Agricultural and 
Mechanical College at said place, for educational purposes; which was 
pac twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


rs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1660) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel E. Tracy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1661) ting a pension to Philip Ford; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1662) granting a ion to Welcome H. 
Kenyon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1663) granting a pension to Hannah 
Cottrell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1664) to confirm the homestead 
entry of Hugh Foster; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1665) for the relief of Byron R. 
McIntyre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward 
Corning; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1667) for the relief of John Jumper; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1668) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges over the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- above the city of Saint Charles, in the county of Saint Charles; and 
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also at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 5 miles above 
or below the same, over the said Missouri River, in the county of Saline, 
in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He ‘also introduced a bill (S. 1669) granting a pension to Dobson 
Amick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1670) granting a pension to John Hicks; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1671) granting a pension to 
William M. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1672) for a public building for a marine 
hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and, 
mos the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to 
Charles G. Paris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN (by request) introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1674) for the relief of William Watson; 

A bill (S. 1675) for the relief of William Slusher; 

A bill (S. 1676) for the relief of Dolly A. Gillette, widow and admin- 
istratrix of Chauncey B. Gillette; 

A bill (S. 1677) for the relief of Lewis B. Gillette; 

A bill (S. 1678) for the relief of G. D. Connally and E. D. Bulen; 

A bill (S. 1679) for the relief of Albert Thorn; 

A bill (S. 1680) for the relief of Lewis H. Baker; 

A bill (S. 1681) for the relief of Dillon and Maxon; 

A bill (S. 1682) for the relief of William H. Young; 

A bill (S. 1683) for the relief of Elizabeth Tully, widow and admin- 
istratrix of Michael Tully; 

A bill (S. 1684) for the relief of Thomas McGee; 

A bill (S. 1685) for the relief of William H. Harlow; 


A bill (S. 1686) for the relief of L. C. Geroux and Nazier Dion; 

A bill (S. 1687) for the relief of John A. Dunn; 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Merrill E. Metcalf; 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of Andrew J. Hammond; 

a\ bill (S. 1690) for the relief of George Martin; 

A bill (S. 1691) for the relief of Frederick Smith; 

A bill (S. 1692) for the relief of Thomas French; 

A bill (S. 1693) for the relief of Edmond H. Uhlig; 

A bill (S. 1694) for the relief of Robert Williams & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1695) for the relief of James Douglass; 

A bill (S. 1696) for the relief of James H. Lemmon; 

A bill (S. 1697) for the relief of Hewitt and Adams; 

A bill (8. — for the relief of Philip Gomar; 

A bill (S. 1699) for the relief of St. Ledger Beck; 

A bill (S. 1700) for the relief of Michael Stapleton; 

A bill (S. 1701) for the relief of Charles F. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1702) for the relief of James Beman; 

A bill (S. 1703) for the relief of James A. and C. A. Moor; 

A bill (S. 1704) for the relief of John Bichtold; 

A bill ie 1705) for the relief of Daniel L. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1706) for the relief of William P. Hess, administrator of 
Joseph Eu deceased; 

A bill 8 1707) for the relief of George S. Comstock; 

A bill (S. 1708) for the relief Simonton and Smith; 

A bill (S. 17175 ſor the relief of Horatio M. Foster and P. P. Garner; 

A bill (S. 1710) for the relief of Hiram Davis; 

A bill (S. 1711) for the relief of Isaac Varney; 

A bill (S. 1712) for the relief of Abram T. Litchfield; 

A bill (S. 1713) for the relief Joel F. Wisely; and 


A bill (S. 1714) for the relief of Elbridge A 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1715) to regulate the transportation 
of livestock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1716) for the relief of Frederick 
Foote, of Fairfax County, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1717) for the re- 
lief of Robert H. Montgomery, captain Fifth Cavalry, United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1718) authorizing the Chicago, Saint 
Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company, and the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company, or either of them, to construct a bridge over the Ohio 
River at or near Cairo, III.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1719) recognizing Elias J. Bey- 
mer as an enrolling officer; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1720) granting a pension to 


John Thrasher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1721) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Matthew Allison, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present an amendment to the bill (S. 1532) to regu- 
late commerce, as reported by the Select Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, which I desire shall be printed and laid on the table. I ask that 
the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend Senate bill 1532 by add- 
ing: 


the request or on such member of Congress or employé, or to any 
member family of such member of Congress or officer or employé, any pass, 
check, or ent eni the person to w. or any other 

free or 


person whomsoever to ride over any such railroad, or any part thereof, 

ora rate or charge by the general public. 
And it shall likewise be unlawful for any member of Co! or for any officer 
or employé of the Government to apply for or receive for 


or to use any such pass, check, or er instrument, or in any way to travel over 

any such road or any thereof at and for any rate or charge lower than 

that charged tothe ic; and any person who violates any of the fore- 

going provisions shall be ect to imprisonment not ex six mon or 

5 2 3 than $500 or both, such imprisonment and fine, in the discretion 
e CO 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

BASIS OF BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. BOWEN. I submit an amendment to the bill (S. 1594) provid- 
ing for a new basis for the circulation of national and for other 
purposes, which I ask may be printed and laid on the table. The bill 
is now upon the table, and I wish to say that on Wednesday morning 
of this week, at the expiration of the morning hour, or at such time as 
shall meet the convenience of the Senate, I propose to address the Senate 
upon the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment willbe printed and 
lie on the table. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, it was 

Ordered, That the relating to the i t and enlargemen 
partacks at e be wilsicawn from the eee 

On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Arthur Connell be withdrawn fı thi 
fies of tha Senate and refenred to the Conmalises on CISMA 9 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate re- 
. ick Foote be withdrawn and placed with the Com- 
m on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim for pension of Gibson Morrison 
be taken from the and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ordered e PAATE I SA Se Oe ene Ts eee oe Ae TE ORES 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the is office pertaining to Senate 
bill No. 1978, second session Forty-sixth Congress, for the relief of C. N. Emery, 
be withdrawn from the files, 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which 
it aye the concurrence of the Senate: 

‘A bi 


R. 424) to pension Giles C. Hawley; 
A bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; 
A bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to Robert McAlexander; 
A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; 
A bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 
A bill (H. R. 927) granting a pension to Cudbert Stone; 
A bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Jane W. Devereux; 
A bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes; 
A bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne; 
A bill (H. R. 1398 ting a pension to Silas S. White; 
A bill (H. R. 1557 for the relief of David W. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 
A bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 1840 ting a pension to Samuel F. Garrett; 
A bill (H. R. 1877 for the relief of John McNaughton; 
A bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland; 
A bill (H. R. 1943) granting a pension to James L. McClarran; 
A bill (H, R. 1988 ting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; 
A bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; 
A bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis; 
A bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney; 
A bill (H. R. 2689 ting a pension to Delilah Knill; 
A bill R. 2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 
A bill R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 1, 


A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow 
of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of United States Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to M. S. Clay; 
granting 


A bill 


M H. R. 4112 a pension to Lizzie Kenamore; 
A 


H. R. 4116) increasing the of John P. Brinegar; 
H. R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda Rodgers; 

R. 4426) granting a pension to Fannie E. Evans; 

R. 4538) granting a pension to Mary Ann Marphy; 
R. 4918) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; 
A bill R. 52775 the relief of Tobias M. Coon; and 

A bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley. 

The foregoing ray aka pearen bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris—to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 1245) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
ay First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn.—to the Committee on 

inance. 

The bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2463) for the relief of H. J. T. Moss to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 4413) ſor the relief of the legal representatives of 
William Clift, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affuirs. 

The bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired-list of the Navy was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. That same bill is upon the Calendar, reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. I suppose it would be proper for the 
bill to lie on the table, so that it may be substituted for the other bill, 
if the Senate shall so desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. Following the ion made on Friday in a colloquy 
between the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and myself, I now 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. HALE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR, TheSenatorfrom Maine has said to me privately that he 
makes the motion at this time in the hope that the executive session may 
be brief and possibly concluded before the hour of 2 o’clock, when the 
unfinished business in legislative session will bein order. In that hope 
and with the unde ing that should the executive session be pro- 
longed beyond that hour the unfinished business willretain its position 
on the Calendar, I do not wish to make any opposition to the motion to 
go into executive session at this time. 

Mr. HALE. I renew the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive After one hour and eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


RELATIONS OF SENATE WITH EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


Ever since the beginning of the t session of the Senate the different 
£ theexsoutive bearish of the Government 


papers thus demanded were desired for use by the Senate and its committees in 
5 toe propriety of the referred to. 
su 6 considerations 
addressed to me alone, and for which I am wholly responsible, I have had no 
invitation from the Senate to state the position w 1 have felt constrained to 
2 in relation to the same, or to interpret for myself my acts and motives 
premises. 

in this condition of affairs I have forborne addressing the Senate upon the 

3 eee ent be accused of thrusting myself unbidden upon the atten- 
ion oft y. 

But the report of the Committee on the 9 Senate, lately pre- 
sented and published, which censures the Attorney: of the United States 
for his refusal to transmit certain peas relating to a suspension from office, 
and which also, if I correctly interpret it, evinces a m ension of the posi- 
tion of the Executive upon the question of such will, I hope, justify 
this communication. 

This report is predicated upon a resolution of the Senate directed to the At- 
torney-General and his reply to the same. This resolution was adopted in ex- 
ecutive session, devoted entirely to business connected with the consideration of 


pape: the Department 

of January, 1885, in relation to the management and 
conduct of the oftica of district attorney of the United States of the southern 
district of Alabama.” 


The incumbent of this office on the Ist day of January, 1585, and until the 17th 
day of July ensuing, was George M. Duskin, who, on the day last mentioned, 
was suspended by an executive order, and John D. Burnett eee to per- 
form the duties of said office. At the time oi pussage of the resolution above 
referred to the nomination of Burnett for said office was oe es the 
Senate, and all the papers relating to said nomination were before that body for 
its inspection and information. 

In reply to this resolution, the Attorney-General, after referring to the fact 
that the papers relating to the nomination of Burnett had already n sent to 
the Senate, stated that he was directed by the President to say that the 
and documents which are mentioned in said resolution and still remaining in 
the custody of this Department, having exclusive reference to the suspension 
the President of George M. Duskin, the late incumbent of the office of district 
attorney for the southern district of Alabama, it is not considered that the pub- 
lic interests will be promoted by a compliance with said resolution the 
transmission of the papers and documents therein mentioned to the Senate in 
executive session. 

Upon this resolution and the answer thereto the issue is thus stated by the 
Committee on the Judiciary at the outset of the report: 

The important question, then, is whether it is within the constitutional com- 
peteuce of either House of Congress to have access to the official pa and doc- 
uns in tns various public offices of the United States created by laws enacted 

y themselves.” 

I do not suppose that “the public offices of the United States” are regulated 
or controlled in their relatious to cither House of Congress by the fact that they 
were ‘‘created by laws enacted by themselves.” It must be that these instru- 
mentalities were created for the benefit of the people and to answer the general 
purposes of government under the Constitution and the laws,and that they are 
unencumbered by any lien in favor of either branch of Congress growing out of 
their construction, and unembarrassed by any obligation to the Senate as the 
price of their creation. ` 

The complaint of the committee, that access to official papers in the public 
offices is denied the Senate, is met hy the statement that at no time has it been 
the disposition or the intention of the President or any Department of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government to withhuld from the Senate official docu- 
ments or papers filed in auy of the public offices, While it is by no means con- 
ceded that the Senate has the right in any case to review the act of the Execu- 
tive in removing or suspending a public officer upon official documents or other- 
wise, it is considered that documents and papers of that nature should, because 
they are official, be freely transmitted to the Senate upon its demand, trusting 
the use of the same for proper and legitimate purposes to the good faith of that 
body. And though no such paper or document hus been specifically demanded 
in any of the numerous reque - is and demands made upon the Departments, yet 
as often as they were found in the public offices they have been furnished in 
answer to such applications. 

The letter of the Attorney-General in response to the resolution of the Senate 
in the particular case mentioned in the committee's rt was written at my 
suggestion and by my direction. There had been no official papers or documents 
filed in his Department relating to the case within the period specified in the 
resolution. The letter was intended, by its description of the papers and docu- 
ments remaining in the custody of the ent, to convey the idea thatthey 
were not official; and it was assumed that the resolution called for information, 
papers, and documents of the same character as were required by the requests 
and demands which preceded it.“ 

Everything that had been written or done on behalfof the Senate from the be- 
ginning pointed to all letters and papers of a private and unofficial nature as 
the objects of search, if they were to be found in the Departments, and provided 
they had been presented to the Executive with a view to their consideration 
upon the question of suspension from office. 

Against the transmission of and documents I have interposed my 
advice and direction. This has not been done, as is so; in the commit- 
tee’s report, upon the assumption on my part that the Attorney-General or any 
other head of a Department “is the servant of the President, and is to give or 
withhold copies of documents in his office according tothe will of the Executive 
and not otherwise,“ but because I regard the rsand documents withheld 
and addressed to me, or intended for my use and action, purely unofficial and 
private, not infrequently confidential, and having reference to the performance 
of a duty exclusively e. I consider them in no r sense as upon the files 
of the De ent, but as deposited there for my convenience, remaining still 
comp! y under my control. I suppose if I desired to take them into my cus- 

I might do so with eutire propriety, and if I saw fitto destroy them noone 
d comp! 

Even the committee in its report appears to concede that there may be with 
the t, or in the Departments, pa and documents which, on account 
ficial character, are nut su to the inspection of Congress, 

report to tatives oug! 
not to succeed in a call for the production of papers is immediately followed by 
this statement: 

The committee feels authorized to state, after a somewhat careful research, 
that within the foregoing limits there is scarcely in the history of this Govern- 

refusal by a bead of a ment, or even 
of the Presid facts and information as dis- 
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worthless, that they have not been given the least weight in determining 
the question to which they are supposed to relate. 
to be considered official doc- 


Are all th simply because they are . 
uments and subject tothe inspection of the Senate? If not, whois to determine 
which belong to this class? Are the motives and purposes of the Senate, as they 
are day by day developed, such as would be satisfied with my selection? Am Ito 
submit to theirs at the risk of being with making a suspension from 
office upon evidence which was not even considered ? 

Are papers to be regarded official because they have not only been pre- 
sented but preserved in the public offices? 

Their nature and character remain the same whether they are kept in the 
Executive Mansion or deposited in the ts. There is no m; 
power of transmutation in de tal custody, nor is there magie in the un- 
defined and sacred solemnity of Department files. If the presence of — — 
in the public offices is a stumbling-block in the way of the performance of Sena - 
to uty, it can be easily removed. 

The papers and documents which have been described derive no official char- 
acter from any constitutional, statu or other requirement making them 
necessary to the performance of the o cial duty of the Executive. 

It will not be denied, I suppose, that the President ye apane a public oM- 
cer in the entire absence of any papers or documents to his official j nt 
and discretion. And I am quite prepared to avow that the cases are not few in 
which suspensions from office have depended more upon oral representations 
made to me by citizens of known good repute, and by members of the House 
of Representatives and Senators of the United States, than upon any letters and 
documents presented for my examination. I have not felt justified in suspect- 
ing the veracity, integrity, and patriotism of Senators, or a their re 
sentations, because they were not in party affiliation with the majority of their 
associates; and I recall a few 5 ions which bear the approval of individual 
members identified poutan th the ge baka in the Senate. 

While, therefore, I am constrained to deny the right of the Senate to the 
papers and documents described, so far as the right to the same is based u 
the claim that they are in any view of the subject official, I am also led un vo- 
cally to dispute the right of the Senate, by the aid of any documents w ver, 
or in any way save rough the judicial process of trial on impeachment, to re- 
view or reverse the acts of the Executive in the suspension, during the recess of 
the Senate, of Federal officials. 

I believe the power to remove or s such officials is vested in the Presi- 
dent alone by Constitution, which in express terms provides that the exec- 
utive power shall be vested in a President of the Uni States of America," and 
eee 2? acesora care praa the laws . executed.” 

e Sen. ongs to the ve branch o: 
Constitution by express Sevier ve 


press and grant of such extraordinary powers, not in any related 
to or growing out of Senatorial duty, and in itselfa e 4 the 


under a stress of partisan- 
in the President's impeachment. 
the Federal officers to which it applied could only be 
bong sage uring the recess of the Senate when shown by evidence satisfactory 
to the President to 8 misconduct in office, or crime, or when incapable 
or disqualified to perform their duties, and that within twenty days after the 
next meeting of the Senate it should be the duty of the President “to report 
= the Senate such suspension, with the evidence and reasons for his action in 

he case.“ 

This statute, passed in 1867, when Congress was overwhelmingly and bitterly 
opposed politically to the President, may be regarded as an indication that 
then it was thought necessary by a gress determined u the subjugation 
of the Executive to legislative will to furnish itself a law for that purpose, in- 
stead of attempting to reach the object intended by an invocation of any pre- 
tended constitutional right, 

The law which thus found its way to our statute-book was plain in its terms, 
and its intent needed noavowal. If valid and now in o it would justify 
the present course of the Senate and command the obédience of the Executive 
to its demands. It may, however, be remarked in passing that, under this law, 
the President had the privilege of presen to the body which assumed to re- 
view his executive acts his reasons therefor, instead of being excluded from ex- 
planation or judged by papers found in the Departments. 

Two years after the law of 1867 was passed, and within less than five weeks 
after the inauguration of a President in : politiont accord with both branches of 
Congress, the sections of the act regulating suspensions from office during the 
recess of the Senate were entirely repealed, and in their place wero substituted 
provisions which, instead of limiting the causes of suspension to misconduct, 
crime, disability, or disqualification, expressly permitted such suspension by the 
President“ in his discretion,” and completely abandoned the requirement oblig- 
ing him to report to the Senate“ the evidence and reasons” for his action, 

With these modifications and with all branches of the Government in polit- 
ical harmony, and in the absence of partisan incentive to on obstruction, 
the law as it was left by the amendment of 1869 was much less destructive of 
executive discretion. And yet the great 3 and otic citizen who on 
the 4th day of March, 1869, assumed the du! of Chief Executive, and for whose 
freer ‘administintion of his high ofice the most hateful restraints of the law of 
1867 were, on the 5th day of April, 1869, removed, mindful of his ac ea to 
defend and protect every prerogative of his great trust, and apprehy 
injury threatened the ic service in the continued operation of these 
even in their modified form, in his first message to Congress advised their re- 
~~ and set forth their unconstitutional character and hurtful tendency in the 

0 


lowing pace x 
“It may be well to mention here the embarrassment 
leaving on the statute-books the ten 


framers of the Constitution, w. that the 
tshould receive the consent of the that the intter shold have 
ntment 


peel gh otal erg lg heer iope oh sept urad x Mela ap 
the will of the President, The Jaw is inconsistent with a ful and 
t administration of the Government. What faith can an Executive put 
in officials forced upon him, and those, too, whom he hassuspended for reason ? 
How will such officials be likely to serve an administration which they know 
does not trust them?” 
unable to state whether or not this recommendation for a repeal of these 
repeated. If it has not, the reason can probably be found in 


the experience which demonstrated the fact that the necessities of the political 
situation but rarely pe ey ty their vigious character, 

And so it happens that an existence of nearly twenty years of almost in- 
nocuous desuetude these laws are brought forth—apparently repealed as well 
as the ed—and put in the way of an Executive who is willing, if per- 
mitted, to attempt an improvementin the methous of administration. 

The constitutionality of these laws is by nomeansadmitted. hut why should 
the provisions of the law, which required s; e cause for suspension 
and a report to the Senate of evidence and reasons,” be now, in efect, applied 
to the present Executive, instead of the law, afterward passed and unrepeal 
which distinctly its suspensions by the President in his discretion.” an 
e requirement that “evidence and reasons for his action in 
reported to the Senate? 

The requests and demands which by the score have for nearly three months 
been presented to the different Departments of the Government. whatever may 
be their form, have but one complexion. They assume the right of the Senate 
to sit in judgment ae the exercise of my exclusive discretion and executive 
function, for which I am solely responsible to the prove from whom I have so 
lately received the sacred trust of office. My oath t 
Constitution, my duty to the people who have chosen me to execute the powers 
of their great office and not to relinquish them, and my duty to the Chicf Mirs 
istracy, which I must prererve unimpaired in all its dignity and vigor, coupe! 
me to refuse compliance with these demands. 

To the end that the service may be improved, the Senate is invited to the fuil- 
est scrutiny of the persons submitted to them for public offive, in remagnition 
of the constitutional power of that body to advise and consent to their uppoint- 
ment. I shall continue, as I have thus far done, to furnish, at the request of the 
confirming body, all the in: ion I possess touching the fitness of the noin- 
ineeg placed before them for their action, both when they are proposed to til 
vacancies and to take the place of suspended officials. Upon a refused to con- 
firm I shall not assume the right to ask the reasons for the action of the Senate 
nor question its determination. I can not think that anything more is required 
to secure worthy incumbents in public office than a careful and intopeodent 
discharge of our respective duties within their well-defined limits. 

Thongh the y of suspensions might be better assured if the action of the 
President was subject to review by the Senate, yet if the Constitution wid the 
laws have placed this res; bility u the executive braneh of the Govern- 
ment, it should not be divided nor the discretion which it involves relinypuistied, 

It has been claimed that the present Executive having pledged himself not to 
remove officials except for cause, the fact of their suspension implics snch iis- 
conduct on the of a suspended oficial as injures his character and reputa- 
tion, and there the Senate should review the case for his vindication. 

I have said that certain officials should not, in my opinion, be removed dnr- 
ing the continuance of the term for which they were appoiuted solely for the 

urpose of put in their place those in political aMfliation with the appoint- 
wer, and this declaration was immediately followed by a description of 
official yc org which ought not to entitle those in whom it was exhibited 
to consideration. It is not apparent bow an adherence to the course thus au- 
nounced carries with it the consequences described. If in any degree the s x- 
gestion is worthy of consideration, it is to be hoped that there may be a defense 

nst unjust 1 in the justice of the Executive. 

ich I have made by which I have placed a limitation upon 
my ex of executive power has been faithfully redeemed. Of course the 
pretense is not put forth that no mistakes have been committed; but nut a sns- 
pension has been made except it appeared to my satisfaction that the publie 
welfare would be improved nog bays Many applications for suspension have 
been denied, and the adherence to the rule iaid down to govern my actions as 
to such ons has caused much irritation and impatience on the part of 
those who have insisted upon more changes in the offices, 

The pledges I have made were made to the people, and to them I am respon- 
sible for the manner in which they have been redeemed. I am not responsible 
to the Senate, and I am unwilling to submit my actions and official conduct to 
them ſor judgment. 

There are: no grosi foran allegation that the fear of being found false to 
my professions influences me in declining to submit to the demands of the Sen- 
ate. Ihave not constantly refused to suspend officials, and thus incurred the 
displeasure of political friends, and yet willfully broken faith with the people for 
the sake of being false to them. 

Neither the discontent of party friends nor the allurements constantly offered 
of confirmations of appointees conditioned upon the avowal that suspensions 
have been made on party grounds alone, nor the threat. p in the resolu- 
tions now before Senate that no confirmations will be made unless the demands 
of that body be complied with, are sufficient to discourage or deter me from fol- 
lowing in the way which Iam convinced leads to better government for the 


ple. 
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o support and defend the 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., March 1,1898. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move thatthe message be printed and lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that Lask for the yeasand nays. I do not pro- 
pose that it shall lie on the table just now, if I can help it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the message be printed, if the Senator 
will allow me to modify my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. On that motion I should like to say 
a word, if there is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the message be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I add to that an amendment that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the message be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have the floor just now. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say that I 
have no objection—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, I will go on to say 
what I wish to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has the 
floor on the question of reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will not interrupt the Senator, though I do de- 


sire 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say a word. I did not doubt 
that the Senator from Tennessee did not intend to eut off any observa- 
tions that might be made. I simply wish to remark in moving to re- 
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fer this document to the Committee on the Judiciary that it very viv- 
idly brought to my mind the communications of King Charles I to the 
Parliament, telling them what in conducting their affairs they ought to 
do and ought not to do, and I think I am safe in saying that it is the 
first time in the history of the republican United States that any Pres- 
ident of the United States has undertaken to interfere with the delib- 
erations of either House of Congress on questions pending before them 
otherwise than by messages on the state of the Union which the Con- 
stitution commands him to make from time to time. This message is 
devoted simply to a question for the Senate itself in regard to itself 
that it has under consideration. That is its singularity. I think it 
will strike reflecting people in this country as somewhatextraordinary, 
if in this day of reform anything at all can be thought extraordinary. 

I only wish to add to what I have said the statement, so that it shall 


3 Mr. 3 I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
ONES]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired on political questions with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I have transferred the pair to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is absent on account of 
sickness in his family. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is detained at home by 
illness, but if here he would vote yea. He is paired with the Sen- 
otor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say in behalf of my colleague [Mr. HAW- 
LEY] that if here he would vote nay.““ 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs] is ab- 
sent, and is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 32; as follows: 


go with this message, so far as the Eclat oe io will do me the honor to YEAS—27. 
have it go, that the President of the United States has, unintentionally | Beck, Eustis, Jackson Riddleberger, 
no doubt, entirely misstated the question. The Senate of the United | Berry, George, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, ’ 
States in its communications to the heads of Departments, not his | Blackburn, on. oo Mae 
heads of Departments, but the heads of Departments created by law, | Cockrell N Maxey, Waithall, 
directed them to transmit certain official papers; and that is all. The | Coke, pton, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
President of the United States undertakes to change the question into | Colduitt, Pugh, 
a consideration by the Senate of his reasons or motives for putting a NAYS—82. 
civil officer, as it might be called, under arrest, with which the Senate | Aldrich, Seta Enae pee are, 
has not undertaken in any way to make any question at all. Blair, Hale. Mitchell of Oreg. Sherman. 

By every message that he has sent to this body—and they are all 5 n, Morrill, ” Spooner,’ 
public—he has asked the Senate to advise and consent to the removal | Conger, 2 2 9 
of one officer and the appointment of another. That is what he has | Dawes” pe Platt, Van Wyck, 
done; and the Senate in calling for these papers, to say nothing of wider | Dolph, MeMilian, Sabin, Wilson of Towa, 
considerations about great deficiencies in the Departmentof Justice, is ABSENT—17. 
asked to remove these officers without knowing the condition of the | Bowen, Evarts, Miller of Cal., Ransom, 
administration of their offices. But I do not wish to go into that dis- | Butler, —— F 
cussion now. I move that the message be referred to the Committee | Camden, 8 Florida, Morgan, : 
on the Judiciary. Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, for reasons that I may not refer to 
here, I have no desire nor will I consent to the discussion of the ques- 
tions involved in the message at thistime. I moved that the m 
be printed and lie upon the table, according to the universal custom of 
this body when the subject-matter had been reported upon by a com- 
mittee; and the Senator from Vermont, as chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, had already laid upon your table an elaborate report 
upon the general questions to which message refers, Hence my 
motion was the ordinary motion made here under the circumstances 
that surround us at this moment. I have made no earthly objection to 
the message going to the Committee on the J bene, SoBe Senator 
from Vermont desires it to go there; but it is unusual, use the sub- 
ject-matter of the message already been reported upon by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and therefore in accordance with the unbroken 
usages of the body I moved that the message be printed and lie upon the 
table. I now renew that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the m: be printed and lie upon the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask a division of that question. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. On that question the yeas and nays 
are asked for, as the r understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I made a motion to refer, and the Senator gave 
way to me and withdrew his motion to lay on the table and I made a 
motion to refer. 

Mr. HARRIS. I first made the motion to print and lie upon the table, 
and upon the suggestion of the Senatot from Vermont I modified the 
motion to one merely to print, and the Senator from Vermont suggested 
that he would move, or did move, that thefmessage be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. That is the exact history of the trans- 
action. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Les; but the Senator from Tennessee has a perfect 
right, pending my motion to yefer, to move to lay on the table. There 
is no doubt about that, and on that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. Verywell. I make the motion that the m be 
printed and laid upon the table, and I join the Senator from Vermont 
in asking for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the message be printed and laid upon 
the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If 


he were here, I should vote nay.” 
I am paired with the Sena- 


Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). 
tor from California [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired on all party 
questions with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If he were 
here, I should vote yea“ and he would doubtless vote nay.““ 

The rell-call was concluded. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question recurs on my motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the message be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And printed. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is that the message be 
printed and referred to the ttee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and fifteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro pore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that immediately after the conclusion of 
the m business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to take up and 
proceed with the consideration of the education bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourn 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate on the 24th day of February, 
1886. 


POSTMASTER. 


John H. Shaffer, to be postmaster at Kankakee, Kankakee County, 
Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 1, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. S. K. Cox, of Wash- 
ington, D. C. 
e Journals of the proceedings of Friday and Saturday last were read 
and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 
To Mr. WILKINS, for four days, on account of the death of a friend. 
To Mr. ARNOT, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. LAD, indefinitely, by reason of the death of his brother. 
To Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, until Wednesday next, on account 
of im t ess. 
. CANDLER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
TRUSTEE OF REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER, under the statute of May 31, 1876, announced the 
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appointment of Mr. LE FEVRE as consulting trustee of the Reform 
School of the District of Columbia on the part of the House for the pres- 
ent Congress, 

ABUSE OF THE PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEACH. The question I raise is one affecting the dignity and 
integrity of the proceedings of this House. I will send to the desk a 
copy of the New York Times of Friday last, the 26th of February, 
and ask the Clerk to read an article which forms the basis of the ques- 
tion of privilege I now raise. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


Captain Eads has secured a report from the Commerce Committee for his ship- 
railway scheme, and it goes on the Calendar along with the Hennepin Canal, 
the Erie Canal, and the Maryland and Delaware Canal bills. There are friends 
for all of these schemes. ed States to assure 


and through the Southwest. If the members from tosa sections want the bill 
to pass they will desire the assistance of the friends of the Hennepin scheme, 
who certainly do want their bill to go through. The votes in favor of the Erie 
Canal bill lent to Eads and to Hennepin would expect to get the Eads and Hen- 
nepin votes in return. Nothing but a log-xrolling 

Mr. REAGAN (interrupting the reading). What paper is this that is 
being read? 

Mr. BEACH. It is the New York Times of Friday last. 

Mr. REAGAN, Why is it being read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York stated that he rose 
to a question of privilege, and sent this paper to the desk, with request 
. hero an article read which he states forms the basis of the question 
of privi 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair thinks before the gentleman can 
call for the reading of the paper he must present some motion or prop- 
osition to the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iasked what paper it was because I noticed that 
false statements are incorporated in it with reference to the public busi- 
ness before the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I have offered it as prefatory to a motion which I am 
going to make, and which is the question of privilege to which I refer. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not see, Mr. Speaker, that what 
has been read raises any question of privilege anyway. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, under the rulings made hereto- 
fore, that a proposition must be presented to the House in a case when 
a gentleman rises to a question of privilege which he states involves 
the dignity of the House or the integrity of its proceedings, and then the 
gentleman can support his proposition by any argument, or have any- 
thing read which he chooses in his own time, provided it is pertinent. 

Mr. BEACH. If the honorable gentleman from Texas had not inter- 
rupted the reading of this paper, or had the Clerk been permitted to 
conclude it, the gentleman would have seen that a question of privilege 
is involved. 

The article in question charges, and itnot only appearsin the New York 
Times but the press generally throughout the country make the charge, 
that Captain Eads has been upon the floor of the House during this ses- 
sion of Congress; and that, I submit, isa question of privilege. Itisa 
question which affects the dignity of the House and the integrity of its 
proceedings. 

And unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, that article is true. I know, of my 
own knowledge, that itis true. I have no personal acquaintance wi 
Captain Eads, but I know him by sight, and I have seen him on the floor 
of the House during the sessions of the House recently engaged in con- 
versation with members. Not only has Captain Eads abused the priv- 
ileges of the floor, but they have been abused by manyothers. This fact 
is so well known to the members that I do not deem it to raise 
a committee of investigation. I simply call attention to it, and ask that 
this House, in order to put a stop to the continuance of the abuse, will 

the resolution I now send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he here 
during the continuance of this Congress, to strictly enforce Rule 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is he not already instructed to do that 
by the rules? 

The SPEAKER. That is the duty of the Doorkeeper and the officers 
of the House under the rule. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Why not extend the resolution by re- 
quiring that the officers of the House shall see that all of its rules are 


enforced ? 
Let me ask when was Captain Eads on the floor of 


is, directed, 


Mr. REAGAN. 
the House while in session? 

Mr. BEACH. If the gentleman addresses his inquiry to me person- 
ally, I will state that within the last ten days I have seen him on the 
floor of the House. 
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Mr. MORRISON. During the session of the House? 

Mr. BEACH. During the session of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. That is a mistake. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not believe he was on the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I haveno idea that he ever was while the House was 
in session. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Do you know Eads personally? 

Mr. BEACH. I do by sight. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And you have seen him on the floor? 

Mr. BEACH. I have. 

Mr. CLARDY. - Do I understand the gentleman to say that Captain 
Eads was on the floor during the session of the House? 

Mr. BEACH. That is just what I have said two or three times al- 
ready. 

Mr. CLARDY. Idonotthink he has been out of his bed during that 
time. He is sick. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to make the same statement as my colleague 
from Missouri. Mr. Eads has been sick, as I have been advised by his 
attorney, and confined to his room, I will not say for ten days, but for 
some time at least. I have never seen him on the floor of the House 
during this session, and I think the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEACH] must be mistaken. 

Mr. BEACH. Probably a large number of members have not seen 
him. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not believe Captain Eads was ever on the floor 
of the House during the session of the House. 

Mr. BEACH. t statement simply raises the eee of veracity 
between the gentleman from Texas and myself. I assert I have seen 
Mr. Eads on the floor of the House within the last ten days or two 
weeks. 


Mr. REAGAN. The whole object seems to have been to introduce 
before the House an editorial from the New York Times. One of the 
statements of that editorial is that a bill has been reported here for the 
Tehuantepec Shi; , Which guarantees $2,500,000 profits to the 
railroad annually. No such bill has been reported to the House. No 
bill that guarantees one cent of profit under any possible circumstances 
to the company has been reported to the House. I suppose the object 
is to start this slander on a measure in order to create a public senti- 
ment against it before members have had a chance to consider it onits 


merits. 

Mr. STEELE. _I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the gentleman is out 
of order, and I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is nothing before the House 
but the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the resolution be laid on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BURROWS, it was 
agreed to; and the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. BEACH addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York states that he of- 
fers another resolution, which may be privileged. The resolution will 
be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is asserted in the public press that Rule XXXIV — 


Mr. BLAND. Irise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLAND. I do not understand that this is offered as a question 


of ere 

Mr. BEACH. I do offer the resolution as a question of privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairso understood the gentleman. The res- 
olution will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is asserted in the public press that Rule XXXIV, regulating ad- 
mission to the floor of the House, is being violated: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to in: uire into the facts, 
and report as to the truth or falsity of the said charges and 25 remedy, if any, 
is necessary to secure a strict enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. That could come in its regular order. 
the resolution is not in order now. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this presents a question of priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Would it be in order to move to amend 
the resolution by including in it the rule which prohibits smoking? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is open to amendment. 

Mr. BEACH. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like also to have the Commit- 
tee on Rules define what is meant by the floor of the House.“ There 
are many gentlemen who think that they may smoke anywhere outside 
the seats without being guilty of an infraction of the rules. I call the 


Isubmit that 
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attention of the House to the fact, because I am in the habit of violat- 
ing this rule as much as anybody else. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana propose an 
amendment? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to include also Rule XIV, and 
to instruct the committee to inquire whether that rule is being vio- 
lated, and to define what is meant by on the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amendment 


to writing. 

Mr, REAGAN, While the gentleman is formulating his amendment, 
I would like to ask if the House really proposes to enter into a solemn 
inv tion, whether somebody has been on the floor that was not 
enti to be there? If there was such a violation of the rule why 
was not the point made at the time, so that any one violating the rule 
could have been sent out of the House? . 

Mr. BEACH. Iwill state, in answer to the gentleman from Texas, 
that not soy Captain Eads but others have violated the privileges of 
the floor. I wanted to put a stop to this abuse. That is the reason 
why I have offered this resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. A could have been put to it at once by calling 
attention to the fact and having the rule read. But I can see no rea- 
son for a formal Congressional investigation as to whether somebody has 
been here on the floor who was not entitled to that privilege. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Isend up my amendment. It can be 
inserted at the 1 place. f 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Amend the resolution by inserting “ clause 7 Rule XIV, and to define what is 
meant by the floor of the House.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Before the amendment is voted upon, I desire 
simply to say that the question whether there has been a violation of 
Rule XXXIV, whether persons have been on the floor not coming within 
the rule, is a serious one. And if that rule has been violated those 
who have. been violating it ought to be exposed. The effort to ingraft 
upon the resolution the amendment about smoking is simply an effort 
to a a thing which is ridiculous in comparison with a graver 
question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
the amendment is not at all ridiculous. I think itis a matter ofa great 
deal of concern to members of the House, especially those who do not 
smoke, and it ought to be a matter of some importance to those who do 
smoke. They ought to be taught the purport of the rule in this way, 
if they are not able to understand it without the appointment of a com- 
mittee of investigation. ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I submit that to the aver- 
age member there is something apparently ridiculous in the whole 
matter. We have arule of the House prohibiting intrusion upon the 
floor by any persons not mentioned in the rules as entitled to come 
upon the floor. The officers of the House are with the execu- 
tion of that rule, and, so far as I know, it has been most rigidly en- 
forced. If there has been now and then a violation of it, such viola- 
tions have been extremely rare. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Not so as to violations of the rule 
against smoking on the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Violations of the rule governing ad- 
mission to the floor have been exceedingly rare, and all that is necessary 
in order to put a stop to them is to bring them to the attention of the 
Officers of the House. If that is done I know from our experience in 
the past that the rule will be enforced. Now, so far as the rule against 
smoking is concerned, that rule has been repeatedly read during this 
Congress, but gentlemen who are smoking in their seats when their at- 
tention is called to it simply retire to the rear of the desks and con- 
tinue to smoke at some point there, believing in good faith, I suppose, 
that they may do so without violating the rule. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has the gentleman from Indiana himself violated 
the rule in that way? He has told us that he has been one of the most 
frequent violators of the rule generally. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know of no rule of law that requires 
me to criminate myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is entirely satisfactory, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am in earnest and in en- 
tire good faith in calling the attention of the House to the violation of 
this rule. It is offensive to many gentlemen, and the rule of the House 
ought to be observed—ought to be observed in good faith—and gentle- 
men should know that the floor of the House upon which oa is 
prohibited means anywhere this side of the cloak-rooms. Therefore, if 
we are to investigate this question of the violation of our rules, I hope 
that this rule, which is more frequently violated than any other, will 
beinel so that we may have it enforced in the future. 

Mr. BEACH. I did not suppose, Mr. Speaker, that this simple reso- 
lution offered by me, which was intended more in the nature of an 
admonition to the Doorkeeper to perform his duties than for any other 
purpose, would give rise to so much smoke. [Laughter.] I now ask 
the previous question on the amendment and on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, 


The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
x Browne, of Indiana; and on a division there were—ayes 85, noes 

Mr. BEACH. No quorum has voted. I demand the tellers. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair appoints as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BEACH]. 

Mr. BEACH (before the vote by tellers was completed). Mr. Speaker, 
no further count is demanded. ; 

The SPEAKER. No further count is demanded. Theayeshave it, 
and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. NEECE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the resolution as 
amended on the table. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 71, noes 54. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. I want 
to know who is in favor of enforcing the rules of the House. 

The question being taken by a rising vote, 27 members voted in the 
affirmative. 

A MEMBER. Count the otherside. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 110. Less than 
one-fifth of the last vote voting in the affirmative, the ayes and nays 
were not ordered. 

The motion to lay the resolution on the table was then agreed to. 


CALL OF STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed, under the rule, to call the 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 
Under this call petitions and memorials from State and Territorial Leg- 
islatures are in order, and also resolutions of inquiry addressed to the 
heads of Departments. 

STEPHEN C. SLAYTON. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5895) granting a pension to 
Stephen C. Slayton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO MEMPHIS AND PENSACOLA RAILROAD, 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5896) granting the 
right of way over the public lands to the Memphis and Pensacola Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SELMA, ALA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5897) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of Selma, in the State of Alabama, and the 
erection thereon of a public building fora post-office of the United States 
in said city, and appropriating money for said purpose; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD FACION. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 5898) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Facion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BEARD. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5899) to place the name 
of Robert Beard, Company B, United States Colored Troops, upon the 
pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTORY CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5900) repealing an act of Con- 
gress declaring executory contracts with Indians null and void; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 5901) to grant to the Rogers, Si- 
loam and Muscogee Railroad Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES M. COOK. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5902) to grant pension to 
James M. Cook for injuries received in war with Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE G, FEATHERSTONE. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5903) to grant a pension to 
Jesse Featherstone, late private in Colonel Bradford’s Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteers in Seminole war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MALISSA JANE EARLS. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5904) to grant 

a pension to Malissa Jane Earls; which was read a first and second 
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era pinch the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


JAMES c. GARRISON. 

Mr, PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5905) to grant 
a on to James C. Garrison for injuries received in the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Tnyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. NOKES. 
Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill 8 5906) granting 
ee f to George W. Nokes; which was read a and second time, 
cnr epee e r e oie pacar meat a pW ae oe 
p f 
WILLIAM M. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5907) 
for the relief of William M. Middleton; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALEXANDER DAVIS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5908) forthe relief of Alexander Davis; which was read a first and sec- 
ond gme, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

FRAUDS IN BOOT AND SHOE TRADE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5909) relating to frauds in the boot and shoe trade; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties 
of Howard, Little River, and Sevier from the western and add them to 
the eastern districtof Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5911) to provide for the 
holding of terms of the United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HARRISON. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5912) granting a pension to 
Robert Harrison; which was read a first and second time, 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES Q. SHIRLEY, ETC. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5913) for the relief of James 
Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATION AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5914) to establish a quar- 
antine station at the port of San Francisco; which was read a first and 
5 referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
U 

WAGES OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 5915) to amend section 4536 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the wages of 
seamen; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MORROW. This proposed amendment to the Revised Statutes 
relates to seamen’s wages, a subject which we find embraced in the 
bill reported from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests. 

The SPEAKER. That may be; but under the rules of the House 
the Chair thinks a proposition which relates to judicial process and the 
exemption of certain property from attachment should properly go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORROW, I ask unanimous consent that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests. 
There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and was ordered 
to be printed. 

SECTION 79% REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 5916) to amend section 
793 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, aud ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES L. SCUDDER. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 5917) for the relief of 
Charles L. Scudder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. PALMER c. WOOD. 


Mr. MORROW alsu introduced a bill (H. R. 5918) for the relief of 


PE 


referred to the | the 


First Lieut. Palmer C. Wood, Twelfth United States Infantry, acting 
2 of subsistence United States Army; which was read a first 
and time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
A. C. BRADFORD. : 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 5919) for the relief of 
A. C. Bradford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN KELSEY AND WIFE. 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 5920) for the relief of John 
Kelsey and his wife, Emma Kelsey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE EVIL. 

Mr. MORROW also presented a memorial from the Legislature of 
Washington Territory, concerning the evils arising from the presence of 
Chinese on the Pacific coast and praying for suitable legislation to 
remedy the same; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RYAN. 

Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of 
pension to John Ryan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. McKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 5922) to enable the State of 
California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES H. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of James H. 
Chapman, assistant paymaster of the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF PETROLEUM. 

Mr. BUCK submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to communicate to the 


House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, copies of 


dence and es between the Secretary of State and the 


© Hague touching the subject of taxation of 
petroleum in Holland and in the Dutch colonies and that of the export therefrom 
of leaf-tobacco to the United States. 


PATENT LAWS. $ 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5924) to provide for the 
revision, improvement, and amendment of the laws relating to patents 
for useful inventions; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed, 


REPEALING PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 5925) to repeal the patent laws 
now in force and to establish another system of reward for inventors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ANCLOTE KEYS, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 5926) making 
an appropriation for the completion of a light-house at Anclote Keys, 
west coast of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA KEARNEY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN JUMPER. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5928) for the 
relief of John Jumper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to printed. 

: ADOLPHUS M. COHEN AND JACOB COHEN. 


Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of 
Adolphus M. Cohen and Jacob Cohen, of Savannah, Ga. ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE N. BEACH. 

Mr. CRISP (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5930) for the relief 
of George N. Beach; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ERDMUTHE KIRCHNER. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5931) granting a 

pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner, mother of Carl Kirchner; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. y 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5932) to change the limit of 
appropriation for the public building at Denver, Colo.; which was read 
a first and second time, referfed to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MAYER. 

Mr. SYMES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5933) for the 
relief of Michael Mayer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. M’CUBBIN. 

Mr. SYMES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5934) for the 
relief of James B. McCubbin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FIGLEY. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5935) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against William Figley, late of Company A, Eleventh Ilinois 
Volunteers, and granting him an honorable e Sick which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB A. HENRY. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 5936) for the relief of Jacob A. 
Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH GREGG." 

Mr. PLUMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to 
Sarah Gregg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. M’CALEB. 

Mr. PLUMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Sa- 
rah E. McCaleb; which was read a first and time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHINEAS T. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5939) for the 
relief of Phineas T. Richardson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEWTON r. BURNETT. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 5940) to grant a pension to New- 
ton T. Barnett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N ALFRED J. WORCESTER. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5941) for the relief of Alfred 
J. Worcester; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BROWN. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5942) to grant a pension to 
Mary Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RENSSELLEAR METCALF. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5943) granting a pen- 
sion to Renssellear Metcalf; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL LANNON. 

Mr, WARD, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5944) for the re- 
lief of Daniel Lannon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE S. THROING. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5945) for the re- 
lief of George S. Throing; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BAUMANN, 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5946) for the re- 
lief of Henry Baumann; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE G. EAGLE. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5947) for the re- 
lief of George G. Eagle; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. CHICKERING. 


Mr. WARD, of Illinois (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5948) to authorize the appointment of John W. Chickering to the rank 
of first lientenant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. WEAVER. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5949) for the reliefof John C. 
Weaver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


| for persons and papers and compel the atten 


CATHERINE REISINGER. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5950) granting a pension 
to Catherine Reisinger, widow of Martin Reisinger, late private Com- 
pany B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. MATTINGLY. 


Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension 
to John M. Mattingly, private Company A, Tenth Regiment Kentucky 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY T. WOOLEN. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5952) granting a pension 
to Henry T. Woolen, Company B, Seventy-first Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. LOGAN, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 5953) for the relief of 


James B. Logan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REBECCA J. TAYLOR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5954) for the relief 
of Rebecca J. Taylor, guardian of the minor children of Richard E. 
Waldo, late of Company A, Eighty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC WILLIAMS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5955) for the relief 
of Isaac Williams, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

à MINERVA A. ROSS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5956) granting a 
pension to Minerva A. Ross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION BUREAU. 

Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to theCommittee on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 
ment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on ä in the Interior De ment be 
instructed to investigate the expenditures and management of the Pension 
Bureau during the present and previous administrations, and also to ascertain 
and what foundation there is for the statements in the annual report of 
Commissioner Black in reference to partisan management and extravagance of 
that bureau during the terms of office of his change gens with power to send 
ce of witnesses, 


SETTLEMENT OF PUBLIC LANDS, ETC. 


Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5957) to open to settlement 
certain public lands, create a land office, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANT TO WISCONSIN. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5958) to forfeit certain 
lands granted by Congress to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY IN UTAH. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5959) granting a right of 
way through certain public lands of the United States in the Territory 
of Utah, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE REED. 3 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to Jen- 
nie Reed, widow of William Reed, a soldier of the Union Army in the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS VIGUS. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase 
of pension to Cyrus Vigus, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO H. GRIGGS, 


Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 5962) for the relief of Alonzo 
H. Griggs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SAILER. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5963) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Sailer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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NANCY BALDWIN. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5964) granting a pension 
to Nancy Baldwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA SHINER. 

Mr. KLEINER alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5965) granting a pension 
to Martha Shiner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HARRIS. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5966) for the relief of 
Thomas Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS PHILLIPS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5967) granting a 
pension to Cyrus Phillips; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5968) for the 
relief of Patrick Fitzpatrick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORRIN LAWTON. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5969) granting 
a pension to Orrin Lawton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ASBURY CHAPLIN. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5970) granting 
a pension to Asbury Chaplin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ALBERT PICKARD. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5971) granting 
a pension to Albert Pickard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
EVA FRANCIS, 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5972) granting 
a pension to Eva Francis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SOUTH BEND, IND. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5973) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of South Bend, in the State of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVE OF X. T. HIGGINS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5974) for the relief of the legal 
representative of Margaret T. Higgins, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5975) to increase the pen- 
sion of Michael McGrayel; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. WELLS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Mary 
M. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5977) donating 
condemned cannon to Sol Meredith Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Richmond, Ind.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Aaffairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES p. ROUCH. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5978) for the 
relief of James P. Rouch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES II. TORBET. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5979) increasing 
the pension of James H. Torbet; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

JAMES COLVIN. 

J. G. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5980) for the relief of James 
Colvin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT SCHMIDLER. 


Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5981) for the relief of 
Albert Schmidler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIJAH WILKERSON, 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5982) for the relief of 
Elijah Wilkerson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. DAWSON. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5983) for the relief of 
Mary A. Dawson, wife of William A. Dawson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY M. BEADLE. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5984) for the relief of 
Henry M. Beadie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN P. COX. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5985) for the reliefof Austin P. Cox; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensious, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, VINCENNES, IND. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5986) for the erection of a 
public building at Vincennes, Ind.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARIA VIRGINIA BROWN. 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 127) for the relief 
of Maria Virginia Brown, of Indiana, assignee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY E. HILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5987) for the relief of Mary 
E. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HOLLORAN, 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5988) to correct the rec- 
ord of John Holloran, late an ordinary seaman, United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

MARY L. BRADFORD. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5989) to restore Mary L. 
Bradford to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, IOWA. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5990) amending the 
act of July 20, 1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judicial dis- 
tricts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee onthe Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHWESTERN BRANCH OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. FREDERICK also presented a joint resolution and memorial of 
the General Assembly of Iowa, relating to the Northwestern Branch of 
the National Home for Disabled and Indigent Soldiers and Sailors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BENJAMIN W. GAYLORD. 

Mr. FULLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5991) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin W. Gaylord; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5992) granting a con- 
demned cannon and carriage to Abernethy Post, No. 48, Grand Army 
of the Republic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHWESTERN BRANCH OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. FULLER also presented a joint resolution and memorial of the 
General Assembly of Iowa, relating to the Northwestern Branch of the 
National Home for Disabled and Indigent Soldiers and Sailors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HENRY HEVER. ; 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5993) granting a pension to 
Henry Hever; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CURTIS L. SNYDER. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension 
to Curtis L. Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIAL OF STATE OF IOWA. 


Mr. MURPHY also presented a memorial to Congress from the State 
of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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DAVID T. ELDERKIN. 


Mr. HENDERSON, eee eros oan H. R. 5995) granting 
a pension to David T. Elderkin; which 5 
time, referred to the Gommittee on Tavald Pensions, and ordered to be 


HENRY JORDAN. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5996) grant- 
a pension to Henry Jordan; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHWESTERN BRANCH OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also aes a joint resolution and 
memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa, relating to a Northwestern 
Branch of the National Home for Disabled and igent Soldiers and 
Sailors; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ELIZABETH LUCE. 4 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5997) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Luce; which wasread a first and second referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WICKWARE. 


Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5998) to correct the date 
of muster of Charles Wickware; which was read a firstand second time; 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to he printed. 

BRANCH OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. HOLMES presented a joint resolution and memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Iowa relating to the establishing of a Northwestern 
Branch of the National Home for Disabled and Indigent Soldiers and 
Sailors; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ©. HUFF. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5999) granting a pension to 
Henry C. Huff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CRAMBLETT. 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6000) granting a pension 
to George W. Cramblett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. JAQUES. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 6001) for the relief of John 
H. Jaques; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. M’CLOUD. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6002) granting a pension 
to George W. McCloud; which was read a first anf second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. M’CLELLAND. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6003) for the relief of John H. 
McClelland, late of Company B, Twenty-ninth Iowa Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN MOON. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6004) for the relief of Ed- 
win Moon; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. HUTTON. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6005) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Hutton, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EZEKIAL F. JUDD. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6006) for the relief of 
Ezekial F. Judd, 3 K, One hundred and twentieth New Vork 
Volunteer Infantry; was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. v. CROUCH. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of M. 
V. Crouch, late private Company F, Fifteenth Iowa Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARLINGTON M. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6008) for the relief of Ar- 
lington M. Harrington, late a private soldier in the Mexican war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN s. HERWICK. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6009) forthe relief of John 
S. Herwick, late Company I, Second Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 6010) for the relief of Robert 
H. Mon‘ „captain Fifth Cavalry, United States Army; which was 
read a first ‘second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE, ETC., ISSUED TO KANSAS, 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6011) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to creditthe State of Kansas with certain sums for ordnanceand 
ordnance stores issued to said Sta . urposes; which was 
read a first and second time, ref to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEANDER W. COREY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6012) to in- 
crease the pension of Leander W. Corey; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of Kansas, asking right of way through Indian Territory for 
certain railroads; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring grant of right of way through 
Indian Territory to certain railroads; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to im- 
mediately’ furnish the House of Representatives with the names of all settlers, 
and a description of the odd-numbered sections of land settled upon by such 
settlers, within the he ay ret limits of each of the land-grant railroads in the State 
of prior to efinite r lands so settled upon 
have heretofore been certified to or for the benefit of said railroad com 
spectively; also the names of settlers and a description of the lands settled upon 
within the ‘indemnity limits of said roads prior to the selection of such lands by 
the said railroad companies; also a description of lands claimed by said com- 
panies and hearin included within the granted and indemnity limits of said 
roads, but which the records of the General Land Office show to be outside 
and beyond said limits, 


BRIDGE AT ATCHISON, KANS. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point 
within 2 miles north and 2 miles south of the city of Atchison, in the 
county of Atchison, in the State of Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ies re- 


CORRECTION OF ARMY RECORDS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6014) to correct the 
Army record of certain officers named therein; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH STREET RAILWAY. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (II. R. 6015) authorizing the 
Leavenworth and Suburban Street Railway Company to extend its rail- 
way across the military reservation to Fort Leavenworth; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH PERKINS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6016) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Perkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6017) granting a pension 
to George M. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NAPOLEAN B. M’KAY. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of 


Napolean B. McKay; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA HOLLANDS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension 
to Maria Hollands; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI M. STARNE. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension to 
Levi M. Starne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON M’KINLEY. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6021) to pay Thompson 

McKinley $375 for service voucher issued to him during the Jate war 
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by Capt. George W. Harrison, assistant 
Army; which was read a first and secon 
‘mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE Y. MILLER. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of 


United States 
time, referred to the Com- 


pension to George Y. Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
FRANK SHERBINAW. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of 
Frank Sherbinaw; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WINFIELD, KANS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6024) for the erection of 
a pante yor sa | 8 Kans.; which was read a . and sec- 
ond time, referred to mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6025) to aid temporarily in the 
support of common schools; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SELBY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension 
to John Selby; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’FADDEN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6027) granting a pension 
to William McFadden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ILLEGAL TAXES. e 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 6028) to refund certain in- 
come taxes illegally collected; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAFAYETTE ELDER. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of 
Lafayette Elder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN CHURCH, HENDERSON, KY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6030) for the relief of 
the Christian Church of Henderson, Ky.; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN G. BAILEY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6031) for the relief of 
John G. Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OMAR 8. BROWN. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6032) for the relief of 
Omar 8. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ANDERSON. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6033) for the relief of 
John Anderson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP PRATHER. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of 
the heirs of Philip Prather, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

T. W. CRABTREE, 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6035) for the relief of 
T. W. Crabtree; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN B. KELLY. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 6036) for the relief Green B. 
Kelly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BARKER. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pen- 
sion to John Barker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNA ADAMS. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6038) granting a pen- 
sion to Susanna Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GREENVILLE R. HALE. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6039) for the relief of 


Greenville R. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP HAMMON. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6040) 8 pension 

to Philip Hammon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JACKSON MARTIN. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6041) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Jackson Martin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. M. THORNBURY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6042) granting a pension 
to J. M. Thornbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADALINE COMBS. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6043) granting a pen- 
sion to Adaline Combs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA FRANCESCO. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Francesco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM FELTNER. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6045) granting a pen- 
sion to Adam Feltner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H. C. WILKEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6046) for the re- 
lief of H. C. Wilkey, of Columbus, Ky.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER AT CAIRO, ILL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6047) to au- 
thorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company, and 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company, or either of them, to construct 
a bridge over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, III.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

HENRY HALLECK, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6048) for the 
benefit of Henry Halleck, of Eddyville, Ky.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES A. GREGORY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6049) for the 
benefit of the heirs of James A. Gregory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. C. C. CARNER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6050) for the 
relief of Mrs, C. C. Carner, of Fredonia, Ky. ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH L. LARIMER. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6051) to compensate Mrs. 
Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military authori- 
ties in 1864 at Deer Creek station, Wyoming, and for loss of property 
taken by the Sioux Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ISHAM COOMBS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6052) for the relief of 
Isham Coombs, of Hart County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES G. PHILLIPS, SR. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6053) for the relief of 
James G. Phillips, sr., of Lebanon, Marion County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. KENNEDY. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 6054) granting a pension to 
James H. Kennedy, of Madison County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON H. KUHN. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6055) granting a pen- 

sion to Solomon H. Kuhn, of Laurel, Ky; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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JOHN H. M’BRAYER. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of 
John H. McBrayer, of Anderson County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. CARGON. 
Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6057) for the relief of 
A. Carson, of Lincoln County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
A. C. ROBINSON. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6058) for the relief of 
A. C. Robinson, executor of Jacob Robinson, late of Garrard County, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. CORNELISON. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6059) for the relief of 
James M. Cornelison, of Madison County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. C. NEWLAND. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6060) for the relief of 
J.C. Newland, of Spencer County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

G. W. EVANS. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6061) for the relief of 
G. W. Evans, of Garrard County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. A. CLARK. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of 
J. A. Clark, executor of James Clark, deceased; which was redd a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES MADISON MARTIN. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of 
James Madison Martin, of Lincoln County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M’CLURE. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6064) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel McClure, of Rock Castle County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA BULLOCK. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6065) granting a pen- 
sion to Isabella Bullock, wife of John C. Bullock, deceased, late of Owsley 
County, Kentucky, which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NEWPORT BARRACKS, KY, 

Mr. McCREARY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6066) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to improve and enlarge the barracks at 
Newport, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GRAY. 


Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6067) for the benefit of 
George W. Gray, of Logan County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

H. J, PEARSON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6068) for the benefit of 
H. J. Pearson, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


to be printed. 
OWEN P. WILSON, 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6069) granting a pen- 
sion to Owen P. Wilson, of Edmonson County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6070) granting a pen- 
sion to William T. Campbell, of Kentucky, late of Company F, Fifth 
Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, an to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM T. SALMONS. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 6071) for the benefit of 
William T. Salmons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C. S. COUNTS. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6072) for the bene- 
fit of C. S. Counts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6073) for the relief of George 
W. Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS L. ALLEN. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of 
Amos L, Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. HOLDEN. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6075) for the relief of 
James L. Holden; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT SHIP OFF CHESAPEAKE BAY. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6076) to establish a light-ship 
off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS GAUSTER. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6077) for the relief of 
Nicholas Gauster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 6078) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be pri $ 

THOMAS P, MORGAN, JR. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6079) for the relief of 
Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF THE LATE FRANCIS I. WHEELER. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 6080) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Francis I. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SCHOFIELD AND SARAH N. GIESE. 

Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 6081) granting a pension to 
Joseph Schofield and Sarah N. Giese; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES ROBINSON. 

Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 6082) granting a pension to 
Charles Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF CLAUSE RELATING TO PATENTS. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 6083) to repeal the second 
clause of section 4887 of the Revised Statutes relating to patents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL TRADES UNIONS. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 6084) to legalize the incor- 
poration of national trades unions; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE NORWOOD. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pen- 
sion to George Norwood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DILENO ROBINSON. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6086) for the relief of 
Dileno Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK MURPHY, 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Murphy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NELSON MONROE. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6088) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nelson Monroe; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS A, TREEN. 

Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 6089) to relieve Lewis A. Treen 
from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM W. WHEELER. 
Mr. ELY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6090) granting a pension to 
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William W. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANN M. HOUGH. 

Mr. WINANS introduced a bill (H. R. 6091) granting a pension to 
Ann M. Hough; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PARMELIA SMITH. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introdueed a bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension 
to Parmelia Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS G. CLARK. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6093) to increase the 
pension of Lewis G. Clark, whoserved through the Mexican war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PARK, MARQUETTE, MICH. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 6094) granting to the city 
of Marquette, Mich., certain lands for park purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION OF POSTAL REVENUES. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 6095) to simplify and 
economize the collection and management of the postal revenues; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MIX. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6098) to increase the 
pension of Jacob Mix; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY BARTHOLOMEW. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pen- 
sion to Betsey Bartholomew; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL D. DUNCAN. 

Mr. HALSELLintroduced a bill (H. R. 6098) for the benefit of Daniel 
D. Duncan, of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND PATENT TO W. HELENA RANDALL. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6099) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a patent for certain land to W. 
Helena Randall; which was read a first and second time, reterred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC SLOCUM. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6100) for the relief 
of Isaac Slocum; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


3 PENSIONS OF RAILWAY-MAIL EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 6101) to provide for the pen- 
sioning of persons engaged in the Railway-Mail Service; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 


ordered to be printed. 
JOHN JONES. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6102) to place the name 
of John Jones, late captain of the First Minnesota Battery, on the re- 
tired-list of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE CHAMBERS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 6103) granting 
a pension to George Chambers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINTE MARIE RIVER. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6104) to authorize the 
construction of a railroad bridge across the Sainte Marie River; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAUL LEARY. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6105) for the 
relief of Paul Leary, of the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WHITE. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6106) grant- 
ing a pension to John White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 6107) to provide addi- 
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tional accommodations for executing the public printing and expedit- 
ing the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, end ordered to be printed. 

HORATIO N. SPENCER, DECEASED. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6108) for the relief 
of the legal representative of Horatio N. Spencer, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CATTLE BREEDING, ETC. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a concurrent resolution to print 
6.000 additional copies of the report of the consals of the United States 
on cattle breeding and dairy furming; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, CORINTH, MISS. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. 6109) to con- 
struct a road to the national cemetery at Corinth, Miss.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR VICKSBURG. 

Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 6110) providing for the 
repair of the road leading from Vicksburg to the national cemetery 
heretofore constructed by the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Military Affuirs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 6111) for the erection of 
a public building at Natchez, Miss.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, PEARL RIVER, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 6112) making an appro- 
priation to erect a light-house at the mouth of Pearl River, Miss.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH MACKIN AND EDWARD DOOLEY. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6113) for the relief 
of Elizabeth Mackin and Edward Dooley, heirs of Joseph and Mary 
Dooley, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS WEST PASCAGOULA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6114) to require the 
New Orleans, Mobile and Texas Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a suitable draw in said company’s bridge across the West Pas- 
cogoula River, in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

N. M. BERRY. 

Mr. BARRY introduced a bill (H. R. 6115) for the relief of N. M. 
Berry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. WILBURN. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to 
George W. Wilburn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. COTTON. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension 
to James D. Cotton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HARMON. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6118) granting a pension 
to George Harmon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT LONG. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 6119) to increase the pension 
of Albert Long, private Company C, Eleventh Missouri Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HORRIGAN, 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6120) for the relief of 
Richard Horrigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUDWELTI, R. RINGO. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6121) for the relief of 
Ludwell R. Ringo; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RECEIVERS OF RAILROAD CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 6122) to provide for the prose- 
cution in State courts of certain actions against receivers of railroad cor- 
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porations appointed 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6123) to regulate the com- 
pensation of railroads for transportation of the mails on railroad routes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK LINNES, AND OTHERS. 
aries GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6124) for the relief of 
. Wiegand, and Henry Woeckener, of Saint 
Teale: ifs Mo.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
W. C. DAVIS. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to 
C. Davis; which was read a first and sccond time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PAN HANDLE, 

Mr. HALE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 128) requ 
the State of Texas to inform the Congress of the United States whether 
or not a cession of that portion of the Pan Handle”? of said State lying 
north of the Canadian River can be obtained by the United States, and, 
if so, on what terms and for what considerations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY G. BOLLINGER. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 6126) gran a 
pension to Henry G. Bollinger, of Saint Clair County, Missouri; ore 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on ‘invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ELLINGTON. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill R. 6127) granting 
a pension to Robert F 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUSAN A. DUNCAN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 6128) gran 
a pension to Susan A. Duncan; C 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
= JASON W. NEWELL. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6129) to 
place the name of Jason W. Newell on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TANK MANHART. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6130) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank Manhart; which was read a first and second 
sa referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

be printed. 

JOHN H. GAUSE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced bill (H. R. 6131) — 
ing a pension to John H. Gause; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 5 
be printed. 

WILLIAM LYNCH. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6132) grant- 
ing a pension to William Lynch; which was read a first and second 
mae referred to the Committee on Pensions, 5 to be printed. 

E. R. FRY. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6133) for 
the relief of E. R. Fry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGH MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to 
Hugh Mulholland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. SANFORD. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6135) gran a pension to 
James W. Sanford; Sikh ses sada Soh ont A ieee Gael 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. FARRIS. 


Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 6136) to increase the pen- 
sion of John W. Farris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COURSE OF CHANNEL OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. HEARD introduced eects pp RT E: fe map 
rection of the course of the channel of the Missouri River and the pro- 
tection of the landing thereon at Arrow Rock, Mo.; which was read a 


by order of any court of the United States; which | first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH A; M’GUIRE. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6138) granting a pension 
to Joseph A. McGuire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. CRONK. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6139) granting a 
to Sarah M. Cronk; which was read a first and second time, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA H. GRAVES. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill 8 R. 6140) granting a pension to 
Joshua H. Graves; which was first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEE L. BETTERTON. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6141) for the relief of Lee 
L. Betterton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN A. AYRES. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6142) to correct the military 
record of Alvin A. Ayres; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA E. BRIERLY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Maria 
E. Brierly, Eveline Brierly, Pauline Dumars, late Pauline Brierly, and 
Thomas H. Brierly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be print 

W. B. HOMER. 

Mr. WADE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6144) for the 
relief of W. B. Homer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES K. SHELTON. 

Mr. WADE also introduceda bill (H. R. 6145) granting a pension to 
James K. Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. GAMMON. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6146) for the relief of J. R. 
Gammon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK MARIM. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to 
Frederick Marim; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. EAST. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6148) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas B. East; w. was read a and second time, 
1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


ion 
erred to 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL, 1878. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 6149) to amend 
the fifth paragraph of the act of June 20, 1878, making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government; ‘which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EUPHEMIA R. SMITH. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Euphe- 
mia R. Smith, widow of Garrett Smith, late of Company A, One hun- 
dred and nineteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; ‘which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY W. DEAVER. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6151) for the relief of 
Henry W. Deaver, Company I, Thirty-ninth Indiana i t of In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ 5 THEODORE H. MEHRING, 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6152) for the relief of 
Theodore H. Mehring; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

QUALIFICATION OF VOTERS, UNITED STATES TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 6153) to provide for the 
qualification of voters in the Territories of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, KEENE, N. H. 

Mr. GALLINGER, introduced a bill (H. R. 6154) for the erection of 

a publie building in the city of Keene, in the State of New Hampshire; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. , 
JOSEPH TRENT. 


Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 6155) to extend the term for 
the period of seventeen years from the expiration of the original grant 


of a patent to Joseph Trent; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RAMSEY. 


Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 6156) for the relief of John 
Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET VAN HOUTEN. 


Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 6157) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Van Houten, of Jersey City, N. J.; which was read a first and 
second Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 


time, referred to the 
dered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT SQUAN INLET, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6158) to provide for the 


erection of a light-house at or near Squan Inlet, in the State of New 


Jersey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr, BUCHANAN FFF 
ishing in the 


vision for the widows and minor children of persons perishin; 


Life-Saving Service; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
CHRISTINA B. KNAPP. 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 6160) granting 
Christi 


a pension to B. Knapp; which was read a first and second 
save Ao ual to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ELIZABETH, N. J. 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6161) for 


the erection of a public building at Elizabeth, N. J.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH POTTER. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6162) 
granting a pension to Joseph Potter; which was read a first and second 
suna ee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
P 

JOSEPH J. M’INTIRE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6163) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph J. tire; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANKLIN R. EWING. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6164) grant- 
ing a pension to Franklin R. Ewing; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. x 

. JAMES P. HIGGINS. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6165) grant- 
ing a pension to James P. Higgins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DANIEL DONOVAN. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6166) for the relief of Daniel Donovan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MICHAEL AHR AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6167) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Michael Ahr, Jacob A. Sisson, and 
John Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. JAYCOX. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 6168) granting a pension 
to George W. Jaycox; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON BULBS, ETC. 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6169) regulating the rate of 


postage on bulbs, plants, and seeds; which was read a first and second 
tithe, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MARY A. VAN ETTEN. 
Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension 
to A. Van Etten; V 
to the ittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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COINAGE. 

Mr. JAMES request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6171) to provide 
for the issue of certificates on deposited bullion, authorizing 
coinage, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY WHITE. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6172) granting a peneion 
to Mary White; which was read a first and second time, refi to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. BLOOD. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6173) granting a pension to 
Col. James H. Blood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROMANTICUS LAKE. 

Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6174) for the relief of Ro- 
manticus Lake; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN FLORIDA, ETC. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 6175) to revive and amend an act 
entitled An act for the final adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other purposes,“ 
approved June 22, 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS FOR LEGATIONS. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 129) for furnish- 
ing the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD tolegations of the United States 
abroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MAYHAM. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to 
Margaret Mayham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. FLETCHER. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 6177) for the relief of James 
W. Fletchery late a private in the Army of the United States in the 
late civil war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRIGGS. 

Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6178) for the relief of 
John Briggs, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES A. KIMBERLEY. : 

Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 6179) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Kimberley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON LUMBER, SALT, COAL, COKE, AND IRON ORE FROM CANADA, 


Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 6180) to admit free of duty 
lumber, salt, coal, coke, and iron ore produced or mined in the Domin- 
ion of Canada; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONER OF ARCHITECTURE. 

Mr. HEWITT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6181) to 
establish the office of commissioner of architecture, and a board of pub- 
lic buildings, and for other ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES v. MESLER. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 6182) for the relief of Charles 
V. Mesler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET M. CULLEN. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6183) for the relief of Bridget M. Cullen; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BVT. MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM W. AVERELL. _ 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. R. 6184) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SURPLUS MONEY IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 6185) toprovide for the dis- 
tribution of the surplus money in the of the United States 


among the several States by depositing the same with such States in 


proportion to their respective representation in the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States; which was read a firstand sec- 
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ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MARY M’LAUCHLIN, 
Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6186) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary McLauchlin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DESTRUCTION OF STILLS, TUBS, FURNACES, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 6187) to prevent the destruc- 
tion of stills, tuhs, furnaces, &c., used in the distillation of grain or 
fruit, and to make the same criminal; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. FAGG. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 6188) 
for the relief of John A. Fagg; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BUTLER. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6189) 
for the relief of John Butler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IVAN HUGHES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6190) 
for the relief of Ivan Hughes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMOIRS AND REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
130) to distribute copies of special memoirs and reports of the United 
States Geological Survey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. O'HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 6191) toamend section 8 of an 
act approved February 21, 1881, entitled ‘‘An act amending the char- 
ter of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY NORMAN. yi 

Mr. OHARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension 
to Mary Norman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES FOREMAN, 


Mr. OHARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension 
to Charles Foreman; which was read a first and second time, reterred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAGGIE k. WARNER. 


Mr, O'HARA also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6194) grant- 
ing a pension to Maggie E. Warner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC M. SHEPHERD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief 
of Isaac M. Shepherd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT BERRENTZ. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6196) grant- 
ing a pension to Dwight Berrentz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS BLAZER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6197) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Blazer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID CROYS. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6198) 
to remove the of desertion against David Croys; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered tobe printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 


Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6199) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6200) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to transfer four small condemned cannon to McMeen’s Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, No. 19, atSandusky, Ohio, formonumental 
purposes; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. CRONISE. 

Mr. ROMEIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6201) to authorize the 
payment of the claim of Thomas J. Cronise for services rendered in the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY, ETC. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 6202) to create a de- 
partment of industry and bureau of labor, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time (the first reading being in full, at the 
request of Mr. BUTTERWORTH), referred to the Committee on Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER MARCH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6203) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, administrator, 
and others; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PATENTS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6204) amending the law in relation to the granting of patents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, GALLIPOLIS, OHTO. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6205) for a public build- 
ing for a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


* 


FERDINAND C. CONNER. 
Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pen- 
sion to Ferdinand C. Conner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID VIERS. 
Mr. GROSVENOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6207) for 
the relief of David Viers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INSTRUCTOR AT SOLDIERS’ ORPHANS’ HOMES. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6208) to amend sec- 
tion 1225 of the Revised Statutes so as to authorize the detail of an 
officer of the United States Army as instructor at soldiers’ and sailors’ 
orphans’ homes established by authority of the States of the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. CASSEDY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6209) for the relief of 
George A. Cassedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FERDINAND C. CONNER, 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6210) for the relief of 
Ferdinand C. Conner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. WILLIAM JACK. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pen- 
sion to William Jack; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. ELLISON. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6212) granting a pen- 
sion to George A. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6213) granting a pen- 
sion to Sally Ann Bradley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STAFFORD PALMER. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6214) granting a pen- 
sion to Stafford Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. LINKIN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6215) granting a pen- 
sion to J. W. Linkin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID HARRINGTON, 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6216) to remove the charge 
of desertion against record of David Harrington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELI HAINES. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6217) for removal of 

the charge of desertion against the record of Eli Haines; which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN Q. BELLVILLE. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6218) grant- 
ing a pension to John Q. Bellville; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUSETTA SPICER. 

Mr. THOMPSON (byrequest) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6219) for 
the relief of Lusetta Spicer, widow of Henry T. Spicer, late of Company 
I, Second West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers, war of 1861; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6220) to provide 
for the erection of a municipal building for the District of Columbia, 
and for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed, 

B. N. EWING. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6221) for the 
relief of B. N. Ewing; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HILL introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 131) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the 
election of United States Senators; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE E. WELLS. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6222) granting a pension to 
George E. Wells, of Van Wert, Ohio; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH A. CORGAN. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6223) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNY REEVES. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 6224) granting a pension 
to Fanny Reeves; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABIGAIL H. CAREY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pen- 
sion to Abigail H. Carey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL DAVIDSON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6226) grantinga pen- 
sion to Samuel Davidson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER JOHNSON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6227) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Johnson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HESTER A. DUNHAM. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6228) to restore to the 
pension-roll Hester A. Dunham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6229) granting a pen- 
sion to A. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO ALL INVALID SOLDIERS OF LATE WAR. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6230) granting pen- 
sions to all invalid soldiers, or their widows, of the United States in the 
late civil war who are dependent upon their daily labor for support; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. ANDREWS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 6231) to relieve James 
M. Andrews from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH DANIEL. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 6232) granting a pension to 
Joseph Daniel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ERASTUS F. SQUIRE. 
Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6233) granting a pension 


to Erastus F. Squire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LOUISA GOTT, 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6234) granting a pension to 
Louisa Gott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAKE SHIPPING. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6235) to regulate lake 
shipping; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM STRAUB. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6236) to relieve William 
Straub from the charge of desertion and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL SHULER. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Shuler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID H. RUSSELL. 
Mr, FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6238) for the relief of 
David H. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OLIVER WHITSELL. 
Mr. SCRANTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6239) for the 
relief of Oliver Whitsell; which was read a first and second nme Te- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITS NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. BRUMM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6240) to provide 
for the security of deposits in national banks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. TATEM. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6241) granting a pension to 
Thomas M. Tatem; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS DAVIS, 
Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6242) granting a pension 
to Louis Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES E. B. DALZELL. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6243) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. B. Dalzell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY BERRY. 

Mr. BAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6244) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Berry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT HEDIAN. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 6245) to provide for the correc- 
tion of the military record and pay of Robert Hedian; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMY C, CAPWELL. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6246) for the relief of Amy 
C. Capwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAYBERRY VANCE. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension 
to Mayberry Vance, of Danville, Pa.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUIS A. WOLLENWEBER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pen- 
sion to Louis A. Wollenweber; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT SCHAEFFER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6249) increasing 
the pension of Albert Schaeffer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS A. ROWLEY. 

Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6250) to increase the pension 
of Thomas A. Rowley, late brigadier-general United States Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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GUSTAVE SCHLEITER. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6251) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gustave Schleiter; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSAN V. YOUNG. 


Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6252) granting a pension to 
Susan V. Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. GROOMES. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6253) granting a pension 
to James B. Groomes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH T. REED. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6254) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah T. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. GROOMES. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6255) for the relief of James 
B. Groomes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN GARRETT. 

Mr. BOUND (by Mr. Hrestanp) introduced a bill (H. R. 6256) for 
the relief of Jonathan Garrett, late of Company F, Ninety-third Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 


printed. 
JULIA CONNELLY. 

Mr. BOUND (by Mr. Hresranp) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6257) 
for the relief of Julia Connelly, widow of Thomas Connelly, deceased, 
late of Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. WRAY. 

Mr. BOUND (by Mr. HIESTAND) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6258) 
for the relief of A. Wray, widow of Adam Wray, Seventh Penn- 
sylvania Reserve Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS PLANK. 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 6259) for the relief of Amos 
Plank, administrator of John W. Black, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VALENTINE SAUPPE. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6260) for the relief of Valen- 
tine Sauppe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMAN ENFIELD. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6261) for 
the relief of Freeman late a member of the Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST GROSSE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6262) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
August Grosse, late a member of Company B, First Maryland Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL LOHR. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6263) for the removal of the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Daniel Lohr, late a private Company E, One hundred and seventy- 
first Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION OF AN OFFICER’S RECORD. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6264) to correct an officer’s record; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6265) for the 
relief of John Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP ARNER. 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6266) 
ilip Arner, late first lieutenant Company E, 
-second Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL SHILLING, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill 
granting a pension to Samuel Shilling, late of Company E, One hun- 
and forty-eighth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which wad 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
AMOS SHIREY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6268): 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of AmosShirey; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commitee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6269) 
granting a pension to James W. Guthrie, a son of Alexander Guthrie, a 
soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNIFORMITY OF CURRENCY. 

Mr. CURTIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6270) to make 
all dollars, whether bond, note, or metal dollars, and na- 
tional-bank notes, of the commercial value of 100 cents; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


COIN IN EXCHANGE FOR UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Mr. CURTIN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6271) to au- 
thorize a tual loan of gold and of silver coin and of gold and of 
silver bullion to the Federal Government without payment of any 
interest thereon in exchange for legal-tender United States notes, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

W. ©. M’KAY. 

Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6272) for the relief of W. 
C. McKay, of Pendleton, Umatilla County, Oregon, and to pay him 
$19,942, compensation for depredations committed in 1855 by Cayuse, 
Walla Walla, Umatilla, and other Indians then in hostilities in Oregon; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. WHEELER. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of 
Henry H. Wheeler, of Crook County, Oregon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6274) to classify and 
fix the salaries of registers and receivers of United States land offices; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. BABB. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6275) grant- 
ing an honorable 3 John H. Babb; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. 
JOHN F. MAHLER, 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6276) granting a pension to 
John F. Mahler, late private in Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. HARPER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6277) grant- 
ing a pension to William A. ; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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MARGARET O'CONNOR. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6278 
granting a m to O'Connor; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH CADY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6279) 
granting a pension to Sarah Cady; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

‘ DAVID SMITH. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6280) granting a pension to 
David Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 6281) ting an increase of 
pension to John Henry; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMBROSE A. LECHLER. 

. a bill (EL. R. 6993) granting a pension 
to Ambrose A. Lechler; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JANE D. MUMFORD. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 6283) . 

Jane D. Mumford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS H. CROSS. 


Mr. SMALLS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6284) for the re- 
lief of Thomas H. Cross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LIBRARY, BEAUFORT, 8. C. 

Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6285) to restore to the 
town of Beaufort, S. C., the books, maps, and pamphlets of the public 
library of said town taken away by the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


AUSTIN HANDCOCK. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. = 6286) grantinga pension to Aus- 
tin Handcock, late private Com Third Tennessee Infantry; 
which was read a first and seco oy referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. GLASS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of John 
M. Glass, of Greene County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN HAYDEN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6288) granting a pension to 
John Hayden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM CARTER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6289) to correct the muster- 
roll of William Carter, Third Tennessee Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CHARLOTTE SMITH. 

Mr. HOUK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6290) for the 
relief of Mrs. Charlotte Smith, for services as hospital nurse; which 
Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUK also einen a bill (H. R. 6291) for the relief of Mrs. 
Charlotte Smith for service in nursing sick and wounded soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. K. RANSOM. 

Mr, RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of 
W. K. Ransom; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

N. G. TERRY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6293) for the relief 
of N. G. Terry, of Bedford County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

MARY CAROLINE INGRAM. 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Mary Car- 
oline Ingram and Elizabeth L. Rumage, of McMinn County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. NEAL also introdueed a bill (H. R. 6295) to repeal the internal- 
revenue laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. MASON. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6296) for the relief 
of J. D. Mason, of Jackson, Tenn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


A. W. JONES. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6297) for the 
relief of A. W. Jones, president of the Memphis Conference Female In- 
stitute, Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. ALSTON, 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6298) for the 

relief of the legal representatives of John R. Alston, deceased; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN P. SPENCE. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6299) for the 
relief of Calvin P. Spence, of Decatur County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CARY. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6300) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Thomas Cary, of Henderson County, 
Tennessee, and to place him on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MOSES DIFFIE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6301) for the 
relief of Moses Diffie, late of Henderson County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRED. B. BARNES. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6302) author- 
na; the Adjutant-General of the United States to place the name of 
B. Barnes on the muster-roll, &.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MRS. F. A. LEA. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6303) for the 
relief of Mrs. F. A. Lea, of Madison County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BEACON-LIGHTS ON TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6304) to pro- 
vide for protecting the navigation of the Tennessee River by extending 
the system of beacon-lights to said river; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. M. A. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6305) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. M. A. Crittenden, of Madison County, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD ATKINSON. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6306) for the relief of 
Richard Atkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. BALLENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 6307) to regulate pro- 
motions in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WAGES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6308) for the restora- 
tion of wages of the employés of the Government Printing Office; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on "Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONTAGIOUS OR INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6309) to modify 
and re-enact an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the introduction of 
contagious or infectious diseases into the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FOREIGN MAILS. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a resolution requesting infor- 
mation from the Postmaster-General in regard to the foreign mails of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CORONNA, TAUSSIG & CO, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by mere also introduced a bill (H. R. 6310) 
for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARIA WALKER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6311) grantin; 
rears of pension to Mrs. Maria Walker, of Waco, Tex., widow of 
H. Walker, a soldier of the Revolutionary war, and eee me 
ponai which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. GRIGSBY. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6312) for the 
relief of James M. Grigsby, of Montague County, Texas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


Mr. SAYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 6313) to release unto the city 
of San Antonio, Tex., for its use as a public thoroughfare, certain por- 
tions of the military reservation near said city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and is hereby, requested 
..... TT e what 
and consolidations, if any, can be made in the diplomatic service of the 


changes 
United States in foreign countries, with due regard to international comity, and 
without impairment of the efficiency of the service. 


JAMES CARLIN. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 6314) to increase the pension of 
James Carlin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN M. STICKNEY. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6315) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Stickney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. SANBORN. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6316) granting a pension to 
Mary H. Sanborn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWELL C. LANGLEY. 


Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6317) for the relief of New- 
ell C. Langley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6318) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Staunton, Va.; which was read afirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WRIGHT. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6319) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6320) for the 
extension of jurisdiction of the Court of Claims for the use of patents 
and patented inventions against the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN WILKINSON. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 6321) to rerate the pension of Ed- 
win Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of certain 
retired officers of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA M’GEE. 

Mr. TRIGG introduced a bill (H. R. 6323) granting a pension to Re- 
becca McGee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. G. DENNIS. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief of H. G. 
Dennis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FALL. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 6325) for the relief of Will- 
iam Fall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN CASEY. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6326) for 
the relief of Stephen Casey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN B. HAY. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 132) for the relief of Edwin B. Hay; which was read a first and 
ere time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

POPLAR GROVE CEMETERY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 6327) making an appropriation 
to construct a road from Petersburg, Va., to Poplar Grove Cemetery, in 
Dinwiddie County, Virginia; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. and ordered to be printed. 
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DEY-DOCK AT NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6328) to authorize the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at the Norfolk (Va.) navy-yard; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WILLIAM SMITH. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of Thomas 
William Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILE GUERIN AND CHERI P. MAJOR. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6330) to confirm to Emile 
Guerin and Cheri P. Major title to certain lands; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ANNA LIPPE. 
Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension 


to George Anna Lippe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM C. MALLOY. 
Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of Will- 
iam C. Malloy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER FLANEGAN. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Flanegan, late veterinary surgeon first division Second Army 
Corps Army of the Potomac; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN PRODUCTS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6334) to procure 
and publish certain information relative to demand for and prices of 
American agricultural and other products in foreign countries; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ittee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 


REVIVAL OF ACTIONS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6335) to re- 
vive the right of action in the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the captured and abandoned property act; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA J. A. RUMBAUGH. 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Martha 
J. A. Rumbaugh, administratrix of George H. Rumbaugh; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of 
James D. Wood, late captain and assistant adjutant-general of volun- 
teers in the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
ee pong Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORSON D. NIMS. 

Mr. BRAGG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6338) for the 
relief of Orson D. Nims; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRISON W. MOORE. 

Mr. BRAGG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6339) for the 
relief of Harrison W. Moore, late private First Wisconsin Cavalry, Com- 
pany A; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROSPECT HILL CEMETERY. 

Mr. GUENTHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6340) to 
amend an act incorporating the proprietors of the Prospect Hill Cem- 
etery, approved June 13, 1860; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS DOUGLASS, 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 6341) to remove the 
charge of desertion against the Army record of Thomas Douglass; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW B. KELLEY. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6342) to remove 

the charge of desertion from the Army record of Andrew P. Kelley; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A. S. WILLIAMSON. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6343) granting a 
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pension to A. S. Williamson, late of Company E, Tenth New York Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. RYAN. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 6344) for the 
relief of William W. Ryan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WHITTY. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6345) for 
the relief of James Whitty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PIZARRO COOK. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6346) for 
the relief of Pizarro Cook; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6347) for 
the relief of John Adams; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA M. BIRDSALL. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 6348) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha M. Birdsall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SULLIVAN. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6349) granting a pension to 
Peter Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOVISA CHAURETTE. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6350) granting a pension 
to Louisa Chaurette, guardian of the minor children of Nelson Foun- 
taine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID HAKE, 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6351) granting ah pranon 
to David Hake, war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN HARRY. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6352) for the relief of 
Mary Ann Harry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LANG. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6353) for the relief of 
John Lang; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK FORD. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6354) for the relief of Patrick 
Ford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. MALO, 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6355) for the relief of John 
F. Malo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6356) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at any point within 
the counties of Brulé and Charles Mix, Dakota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS COLLEGIATE INSTITUTE, IDAHO. 

Mr, HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6357) to approve an act of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Idaho eatitled ‘‘An act to 
establish by charter and enlarge and improve the corporation to Lewis 
Collegiate Institute, approved February 4, 1885;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE YELLOWSTONE RIVER. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in the Territory of Mon- 
tana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF d. CLENDENIN, In. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of the 
estate of George Clendenin, jr., deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF LUCIEN n. MAXWELL. 
Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 6360) for the relief of the heirs 
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of Lucien B. Maxwell, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SMYTHE & BABCOCK. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief of 
Smythe & Babcock; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN s. CHISUM. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6362) for the relief of the 
heirs of John S. Chisum, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICARDO PINO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6363) for the relief of 
Ricardo Pino; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY POST AT DEMING, N. MEX. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 133) author- - 
izing and oreg the Secretary of War to establish a new military 
post at Deming, N. Mex., and appropriating $200,000 for that purpose; 
which was twice by its title. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read in extenso, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UTAH SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 6364) relating to the supreme 
court of the Territory of Utah and providing for the establishment of 
Judicial districts therein; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


E. A. MOREHOUSE. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 6365) to remove the charge 
of desertion against the naval record of Edward Allen Morehouse; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, praying for the admission of Washington 
Territory into the Union of States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, 

BIENNIAL SESSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, in relation to the times of holding the bi- 
ennial sessions of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wash- 
ington; which was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 


IMPROVEMENT OF NOOTSACH RIVER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, praying for the improvement of the Noot- 
pch River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

FISHERIES OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, praying for an appropriation of $10,000 
to be expended by the United States Fish Commission in developing the 
fisheries of Washington Territory and for the introduction of the best 
varieties of food-fishes, lobsters, oysters, &c., into the waters of Wash- 
ington Territory, for the purpose of propagation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

ISSUE OF BONDS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF COURT-HOUSE. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, praying that the county of Columbia, 
in Washington Territory, be authorized to issue bonds for the construe 
tion of a court-house; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

FORTIFICATIONS ON PUGET SOUND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, praying for the erection of fortifications 
on Puget Sound, Washington Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

CHINESE ON THE PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, concerning the evils arising from the pres- 
ence of Chinese on the Pacific coast, and praying for suitable legisla- 
tion to remedy the same; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

CASCADE LOCKS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Washington, relative to appropriation for the Cas- 
cade locks; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize | the Gulf and Chicago Air-line Railway Company the right to construct 


gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States were called. 
There was no objection. 
EDWARD S. TOBEY. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of Edward 
S. Tobey, at Boston, Mass.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. BUTCHER. 


Mr. COLLINS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6367) for the 
relief of John J. Butcher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA H. ANNETTE. 


Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6368) for the relief of 
Isabella H. Annette; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF TWIGG SWORDS. 

Mr. COLLINS also presented a joint resolution (I. Res. 134) author- 
izing the President to return the Twigg swords to Rowena Guedalla; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT OF CAPTAIN HEALY ON CRUISE IN ARCTIC OCEAN, 


Mr. COLLINS also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereb; uested to 
eae ton the Hous of Representatives the report of Capt. — za A Healy, United 
bag py gn pon the cruise of the revenu steamer Corwin 

the the re Ocean in year 1885, with all accompanying —— 


ETHAN A. SAWYERS. 


Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6369) for the relief of Ethan 
A. Sawyers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK ALGER. 


Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 6370) topension Frederick Alger; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS J. BEYMER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 6371) recognizing Elias 
J. Beymer as an enrolling officer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
R CHARLES A. CHASE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6372) to pension Charles 
A. Chase; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HAYES NITRO-GLYCERINE SHELL, 


Mr. MILLIKEN also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ordnance and Gunnery be, and are hereby, 
requested to ascertain what arrangements, if any, can be made to secure for the 
United States the absolute control of the Hayes nitro-glycerine shell,” de- 
scribed and illustrated in the Scientific American February 27, 1886. 


UNSETTLED ACCOUNTS, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to pax Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


three separate lists names of persons to whom interest is ies 
those having unsettled accounts and balances as the names of 
— public creditors and persons having unadjusted sconantey and such lists 


stands, his post- 
address, amount of account or balance, whether debit or credit, how it accrued, 
and such explanatory remarks as it may be deemed proper to make. 


NIGHT SCHOOLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6373) to provide free pub- 
lic instruction at night in the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dirtrict of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA HARMAN. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6374) for the relief of 
Henrietta Harman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. F. O. ST. CLAIR. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6375) to refund to Dr. 
F. O. St. Clair $97.80, duties on 2 monument to the memory of Francis 
J. Townshend, late of the United States Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILWAY. 
Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. N. 6376) to grant to 


bridges over navi 


water courses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE A. HOLT. 


Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 6377) for the relief of 
George A. Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB SHEATS. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Jacob 
Sheats; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRA HAGERTY. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of 
Ira Hagerty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE BARNHART. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6380) for the relief of 
Kate Barnhart; which was read a first second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABEL J. LEWIS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pen- 
sion to Abel J. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GAS-WORKS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr, BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6382) regulating gas- 
works in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ROBERT PARK. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6383) for the relief of 
Robert Park; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB SHOWERS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of 
Jacob Showers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. HEWIT. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6385) for the relief of 
G. W. Hewit; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT P. ROUNDTREE, 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6386) for the relief of Pleas- 
ant P. Roundtree; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF UNITED STATES MAILS. 


Mr. BURROWS, in accordance with consent already granted, pre- 
sented the views of the minority of the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads upon the bill (II. R. 4864) to enforce the obligation to 
carry the mails of the United States; which were ordered to be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

EXPENSES OF AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be instructed to furnish for 
the information of the House a statement showing what portion of the $51,500 
appropriated for the chemical division” and“ ory ” for the present fis- 
5 — has been expended and for what erp: giving a detailed statement 
ofall ex expenditures and of the balance on ha 


PROPOSED IMPEACHMENT OF SECRETARY OF TREASURY. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hold in my hand a petition of sundry citizens, 
which I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp—the 
body of the petition, without the names. It isa petition of Samuel P. 
Brigham and others, asking for the im ent of Daniel Manning, 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, for high crimes and mis- 
demeanors. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent to present this petition and have the body of it printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BEACH and others objected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being the first Monday of the month, the 
Chair, as the next business in order, will entertain motions of individ- 
ual members for suspension of the rules. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILLIAMSPORT, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move to nd the rules so as 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of House bill No. 2148, and to 
pes the same with the amendment reported by the Committee on Pub- 

Buildings and Grounds. 


1886. 


The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for a second upon the motion to suspend the rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2148) to amend an act entitled . An act to provide a building for the 
nse of the United States circuit and district courts of the United States, the 
fice, and other Government offices at Williamsport, Pa.,“ and 5 

ves of the United States of 


an additional appropriation therefor. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati 
America in Congress assembled, That the first section of the act entitled “An act 
to provide a building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
of the eee and other Government offices at Williamsport, 
Pa. approved August 3, 1882, and the same is hereby, amended by substi- 
tuting the mods" Were hundred usand dollars“ in the place of the words 
“one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars; so that the first section of 
said act, as amended, shall read as follows: “Shall eee the cost of two 
hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $50,000, in addition to the sum heretofore appropri- 
ated, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 88 parats in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise a ppropriated, to be expended and used, 
under the direction of the Of tha Treasury, for the purchase of addi- 
tional grounds, and os the prosecution of the work of constructing and furnish- 
ing materials therefor. 


Mr. EDEN. I 8 a second on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. EDEN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered. Under the rules thirty minutes will now be allowed 
for debate, fifteen minutes for and fifteen minutes against the motion 
to suspend the rules. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] to control the time in support of the mo- 
tion and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] to control the time 
in opposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman to let the report be read in his 
time. 

Mr. EDEN. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read in the time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Brows, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, submitted the following report, to accom y bill H. R. 2148: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2148) to amend an act to provide a public . 
United States circuit and district courts, Moe, and other Government offi- 
ces at Williamsport, Pa., and making additional appropriations therefor, re- 


spectfully subm t the following report: 
‘That in the ars session of the F. -seventh Congress a bill was introduced 
and the ittee on Pu risting 


passed Comm: Buildings and Grounds, a: 
what was at that time ae a sufficient sum to purchase and erect 
the proper building This bill ye however, amended in the House, 
red: the amount to $100,000, Under the provision of this act more than a 
year's time was spent in trying to secure a location for a price that the limited 
supe are would justify for ground 8 One 4 by the was fixed by 
a commission appointed for the purpose, but 5 — 
the Treasury for the reason that the price charged for it — 1 so 
money left after paying for the same would not construct a bui. —— 
capacity demanded by the present anao of the district to be dete 


near 
ii 1 a cies oot f 5 a vy yA sirip of TO fect e 

as it only includes of a square an cut o tage 

from one of the streets porcons it, the RAE tect, with the 

proval of the Secretary of Ty, recommen: mement of 


plans for the building ae the purchase of material — „if possible, further 
propriation could 5 through act of Congress. ‘Accordingly, in the 
Forty-eighth Congress a bill was introduced and received a unanimous re 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in its favor. A fea ei 
opted by this committee 


beh i or e te one erie, pidly-growi Shis in Wi 
one most ra ost- 
ern P. E It had in 1880 a population of nearly 19,000; and and at present 


e 
is the center of a lumbering business equal to that of any city east of the Alle- 


ghan Mountains. 
internal-revenue receipts for 1892 were $242,357; for 1883, $252,387. 
“An appropriation was e in 1882 of $50,000, and the limit fixed for the 
whole building and grounds at $100,000. Alot of 130 feet front has been recently 
urchased, but it is separated from the west side of the square by a lot of 70 feet 
fro rontage. By purchasing the latter the whole square, 200 by 204 feet, will be- 
long to the Government, and the building can then be located external 
re hazard and so as 5 the view of the streets 2 this 
oint. In his letter upon this states 
5 8 * “hee 3 f Torren building for the ired.’” 
is necessary for erection of a ‘or u * 
Twenty counties in the State of Pennsylvania are „„ United 
States courts located at . place to transact such legal business 
as they have in these They are the counties of Bradford, 
tre, Clearfield, coe S Columbia, Ek, Ju Juniata, Lackawanna, Luzerne, Lycom- 
ing, McKean, “Mim in, Montour, Northumberland, Potter, Snyder. Sullivan, Sus. Sus- 
quehanna, Tioga, Union, and Wyomin; yoming, and contain an area ,458 square 


miles. 
This district had a population in 1880 of 834,490. It includes the largest share 
Cafe ss anthracite coal region of the State, and has ten bituminous coal- 
cing counties within its limits. Man 2 of the eo counties have extensive lum- 
—— and bark interests, the counties o Clearfield, Elk, McKean, 
Potter, and Tioga containing more timber and — than all the other counties 
in the gery of ee haat na Williamsport is the central point for the manu- 
facture of this great uct, and manufactured during the last ten 
from four to five h million per annum. That city contained near 30,000 
population in 1880, and recent estimates and thorough canvass in making up 
directories this year fixes the population between 28,000 and 29,000. Within the 
p two years more than nine hundred new buildings, at a cost of $1, — 
ave been constructed. Within the same time a new ridge across the 8 
hanna has been built at a cost of $35,000. An electric-light plant, with a pa 
gapital of $75,000, and a public steam-heating plant, with a and within capital a 
$100,000, have within the past year been put in a an thin the same 
time 2 miles of pavement have been laid. The receipts of 
jiamsport during the year 1885 amounted to the sum of — 
crease over the year 1881 of $495.34, poda the net income to the Government during 
1855 over all expenditures was 816,188 
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ann ty of McKean, located within Srn Se coy heya Mager. W 
pe eenige Pookie um producing county e Un tates. In uring 
the last decade, from one-half to two-thirdsof all the oil produced in this coun- 


try came from territory within the limits of McKean County. Petroleum is now 
one of the exports of American product. Since 1881 it has a ve 
$48,000,000 8 and for the year 1835 it was above $49,000,000. hen it is 


remembered that a single county in the sixteenth Congressional district pro- 
duces more than half of this export trade each year, something of the necessities 
for (ict tobe benet facilities may be understood. The counties comprising the dis- 
trict to be benefited by the construction ofa United States court buil at Will- 
most of them, the old counties of the State, and with all their sey- 
eral . to rg settled in the United States courts, up to the present time no 
place has been provided for the reception or protection of court records, though 
there is now the accumulation of forty years. 

It is believed that notwithstanding the large revenues derived to the Govern- 
ment from the various products of nature and the taxes paid by its people, not 
aangis dollar, prior to 1852, when the first appropriation for this building was 

has ever been made for pans ne aN Agee within the limits of the 
— a district of Pennsylvania. the great demands for 
a court-house and post-office be supplied atas early a date as possible, and that 
the bu when constructed shall be adequate to the wants of the near future 
as well as the present, the committee report favorably on this bill and recom- 
mend its passage, with the following amendments tv section 1: In line 12, strike 
out the word “ fifty” and insert the word twenty-five,” and in line 9, between 
eet hundred“ and the word thousand,“ insert the words and twenty- 

ve.“ 


Mr. EDEN. IL state, Mr. Speaker, the reason why I made the objec- 
tion was because it seems these bills for the erection of and extension 
of public buildings are continually being brought before the House. 
There are a great many in course of erection and a great many more 
which are in anticipation. Bills as originally enacted fix a limit that 
seems to be reasonable, and the House passes the bill under the belief 
that limit will be regarded, and that will be all the money which will 
be expended; but such is the reverse of what happens. After the work 
has been i we have propositions coming here for an increase 
of appropriation, and far beyond the limit fixed in the original law. I 
did not catch the amount of the increase in this case; will the gentle- 
man from P. Ivania inform me what it is precisely? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. One hundred and twenty-five thou- 


sand dollars. 

Mr. EDEN. In addition to the $200,000 in the limit? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that instead of going on experimenting with the money pre- 
viously appropriated, the Architect, discovering that it would be impos- 
sible to erect a building to meet the public wants for the sum appro- 
priated, postponed the work until sufficient appropriation could be made 
to provide for a proper, suitable, and complete building. 

Mr. EDEN. Has any work been done upon the building? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. No; the plan has not even been 
drawn. The whole thing remains in abeyance until an adequate ap- 
propriation can be made, 

Mr. EDEN. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, they could erect a good 
public building for $200,000, ed sufficient to accommodate this place 
of 19,000 population. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I wish to state in this connection 
that has been the difficulty from the beginning. It has been found that 
the amount appropriated, $100,000, while it would provide a post-office 
and other Government offices, still would not be sufficient to provide 
also proper court facilities. 

Gentlemen will observe that a population of more than a million is 
to be accommodated at this place. It includes the great anthracite re- 
gion as well as the petroleum country. A vast amount of business is 
done in this center. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has seven minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. EDEN, I will reserveit. Before resuming my seat I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania why the sum of $200,000 
will not answer the 

Mr. BROWN, of 8 I will answer candidly I fear it 
would not answer. I wish to state farther to the gentleman that that 
has been the difficulty from the beginning. If the bill as originally 
recommended in the Forty-seventh Congress had been allowed to pass 
without amendment there would have been no necessity for coming 
back for an additional appropriation. Theamendment to the bill when 
originally proposed has been the cause of all of the difficulty in regard 
to those public building bills, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have given full and careful consideration to this and other 
bills before them, and have realized the force of the objection made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] in relation to the extension ot 
the limits of public buildings. But that hasarisen in the present case 
from the fact that the original limit was too small for the purpose in- 
tended, and it is the opinion of the committee after careful examina- 
tion that the amount asked for in this bill is the minimum amount ade- 
quate ſor the pu 

And I would beg leave further to say, Mr. Speaker, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have endeavored to adopt, as a precaution against the recurrence of 
such increases in the fature, a provision which is incorporated into all 
of the original bills which may be presented to the House at this ses- 
sion from the committee—not only the ordinary provision fixing a limit 
of cost, but one providing further that before the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury shall approve the expenditure of one cent of the money appropriated 
the Architect of the Treasury must submit an estimate, carefully pre- 
pared, by which it will be shown that the expenditure for the site and 
the expenditure for the building as estimated, allowing for the space 
required for the public offices, will not exceed that limit. That has to 
be submitted as preliminary even to the purchase of the site, so that we 
aresurrounding the future appropriations for public buildings with every 
possible safeguard to preclude the necessity for extensions of limit here- 
after. N 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I now yield two minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Iam acquainted with the necessities of 
this situation, and I am quite sure that the money appropriated for this 
purpose will be judiciously appropriated, as the building proposed to 
be erected is one of public importance and necessity. Its location is in 
the region of the great oil-fields of Pennsylvania, the product of which 
brings into this country from foreign nations between and sixty 
millions of dollars annually, and in the last twelve months saved us 
from having the balance of trade e against us. The courts of 
Western Pennsylvania have litigation about railroads, about naviga- 
tion, and the varied interests of our end of the State are so that 
there is of necessity an immense amount of business in all the courts of 
Western Pennsylvania. + 

In this town of Williamsport there is a United States court; and the 
judge of the district court for Western Pennsylvania holds two terms a 
year, I believe, at which a large number of cases are tried. Popula- 
tion all about there is increasing, and I am satisfied that if the Archi- 
tect of the Treasury forms his estimates on the wants of that section for 
the present, in a very few years such a building will not be adequate to 
the demands made upon it. I feel sure that this building is needed, 
and the bill should receive the support of every member of Congress 
who wishes to provide for an actually existing public necessity. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I reserve the remainder of the time 
so that I may use it if it be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes of his time remain- 


ing. 

itr. BEACH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Very well. 

Mr. BEACH. I do not pro; to consume a great deal of time, but 
there is certain information which I think should be in the possession 
of the House before it proceeds to vote upon this bill. I would like to 
know the amount of rent that the Government now pays for the post- 
office in that location. I do not know whether the report states the 
amount or not. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not know that the report in 
this respect answers the question of the gentleman from New York ex- 
actly; but one year ago $2,000 was paid for the rent. 

Mr. BEACH. Does the report state the facts in that respect? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not think it does. 

Mr. BEACH. And can the gentleman answer as to the amount of 
revenue collected there, and the rents paid for the accommodations of 
the judges and courts? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think the amount paid is about 
the same as that paid for the post-office, although I am not certain. I 
might say for the information of the gentleman from New York that 
the authorities have not been able to rent a proper place to hold the 
courts, and they have no place now in which to preserve the valuable 
records of forty years of court business. 

Mr. BEACH. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania then 
to say that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have re- 
ported a bill here recommending this appropriation without entering 
into an investigation as to the amount of revenue derived, of postal rev- 
enue, or the amount the Government is obliged to pay for the rent of 
the Mice, as well as the amount of rent for a building for the ac- 
commodation of the court. This is very important information, and 
should be in the possession of the House. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. All of these have been investigated. 

Mr. BEACH. But I ask if they are incorporated in the report? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Perhaps not, these 1 items 
to which you refer, but the matters to which I have referred are incor- 
porated in the report, and the importance of the bill is fully set forth. 

I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to yield three minutes to my colleague, 
Governor CURTIN. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, the court at Williamsport has been 
held for a long time, as long back as I can remember, and with very 
insufficient accommodations. It is a court for all of the northern part 
of Pennsylvania; and if any public building is required anywhere it 
certainly is required there. It is not in my district, although it is in 
a part of Pennsylvania with which I should be familiar and of which 
I should know something as to what is required for the accommodation 
of the public. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold wherever it is proper on account of population, 
or of business, or for e accommodation of the people to put a public 
building it is a duty, and I am ready to vote ſor it. I believe that this 
great Government should have the business of the people transacted in 
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their own buildings, where there can be proper accommodations and 
safety, and not be renting buildings to be prepared for its occupancy. 

I have no more to say than that, in my judgment, it is perfectly 
proper and perfectly legitimate, in view of the interrogatories of the 
gentleman from New York, to say that I hardly think the committee 
should be expected to put all of these things into its report. You might 
11 3 N a jury in making their verdiet to put in the evidence. 

ughter. . 

Mr. EDEN. Is the time for debate exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
has still five minutes under his control and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brown] has seven minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, I desire to reserve the balance of 


my time. 

Mr. EDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I only desire to ask a question. I under- 
stood thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] to say that this 
bill contained a provision restricting the expenditure to the amount 
83 in the bill; and not only that, but that it prohibited the 

retary of the Treasury from ing a contract that would involve 
any more. I do not see that provision in the bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Ohio misapprehended my re- 
mark. I stated that I recognized that this coming back for increases 
was an evilarising from the framing of the bills when originally intro- 
duced; that in this Congress the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds had framed a rule under which when a building was authorized 
those provisions were putin. So that not even the site could be pur- 
chased until a full estimate had been marde and submitted and approved 
within the limits of cost. 

But this is the case of an increase of appropriation, and the site has 
already been purchased on the greater portion of it. The report de- 
scribes a small piece additional to be purchased, and in the judgment 
of the committee the requirements for the public records of a court of 
the United States, and a very important court, together with the re- 
quirements for the other public offices, justify this amount of expendi- 
ture, judging from experience in the cost of buildings under similar 
circumstances. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I ask my friend from Pennsylvania 
what assurance we have when this amount has been appropriated that 
it will complete the building or that more will not be called for under 
the plans and ifications as made? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You have the assurance that the 
architect has said that the amount is sufficient, and that assurance was 


never given before. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But there is nothing of that kind in the 
bill. It seems to me the bill should contain such a provision. 


Mr. DIBBLE. It says it shall not exceed in cost this amount 6f 


$225,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But that does not prohibit the Secretary 
going on under specifications that will require a larger amount before 
we get through. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think it does. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. On whose recommendation is this asked? 
Was it recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It was. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania when it was the Secretary of the Treasury made the recom- 
mendation of an increase? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The Secretary made this recommen- 
dation more than a year or two years ago—at the beginning of the last 
Congress. 

Mr. EDEN. For how much? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The amount named in the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish merely to add to what I stated before that I 
called attention to this increase of appropriations for this public build- 
ing forthe reason that, judging by what is transpiring at the other end 
of the Capitol, we are likely to have a very large number of these pub- 
lic buildings; and if we indulge in extravagant appropriations for these 
court-houses at places of 15,000 or 20,000 inhabitants, we will run up 
a large bill before we get through. I have no objection toa reasonable 
and proper appropriation for this building, but I do not think $225,000 
is necessary for a public building at a small place like this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
a word? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I yield the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill was before the last Congress, and in the 
closing hours of that Congress it was practically reached for consideration 
under an agreement made by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations at that time that bills of this character should be brought for- 
ward and placed upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. It happened 
that I was presiding at the moment and intended to recognize for the next 
motion of this kind the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown], 
but the time was very short. Twelve o’clock of the 4th of March was 
rapidly approaching; it was then about 8 o’clock on the morning of the 
4th of March; and in order to save the sundry civil bill and an extra ses- 
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sion of Congress, a motion was made to the rules and dispose of 
all the business at once. So that this bill by that parliamentary motion 
failed of consideration at that time. I regretted it, because I felt at the 
time injustice had been done to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Therefore I cordially support this bill, and think it ought to pass. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman from IIli- 
nois for the statement he has just made to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether $225,000 was the sum mentioned in the bill of last session? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That was not the amount men- 
tioned in the bill of last session. But the 70 feet of land required to 
be p made the necessary increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the amount mentioned in the bill of last 
session ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was what I thought. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If no other question is to be asked 
about this I call for a vote. 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman yield to mea moment? I 
would like to know if this bill my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] was talk- 
ing about a moment ago is the old bill with $50,000 added? Is this 
the same bill increased $50,000? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; there is $25,000 added; 70 
feet more ground have to be purchased. 

Mr. MORRISON. Which you did not know you wanted two years 


ago. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; we knew we wanted it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
that has been read with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The question being taken, the rules were suspended (two-thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof), and the bill, with the amendments, was passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT SMITH. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 610) to provide for a public build- 
ding for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, and internal revenue 
and other civil offices, and the United States jail in the city of Fort 
Smith, Ark., and put the same upon its e, with the amendments 
reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit Co., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be constructed at Forth Smith, in the State of 
Arkansas, on block 514, as the same is described on the map of the reserve addi- 
tion to the city of Fort Smith, Ark., as pend doo by George H. L; „and ap- 
proved by the Interior Department Novem 8, A. D. 1884, and whieh block 
was heretofore reserved, selected, and 9 for that purpose, a suitable build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults extending to story, for the acco’ on of the 
United States courts, post-office, and internal-revenue and other Government 
offices; and for this purpose there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $125,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall cause proper 

lans and estimates to be made so that no expenditure shall be made or author- 
od for the full completion of said building beyond the amount herein appro- 
p $ i the building shall so situated as to leave an open 
space around the same of not less than 40 feet in width. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remodel and construct, out of and from the building now owned 
and used by the United States as a United States court-house aed I. located 
within the walls of the abandoned military reservation at Fort th, Ark., 
a suitable jail for the care and confinement of United States prisoners; and 
for this purpose there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
the sum of $50,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the ry, who shall cause plans and estimates 
to be made so that no expenditure shall be made or autho! for the comple- 
tion of said building beyond the amount herein appropriated. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


e committee recommend that the sum of $100,000 be fixed as the limit of the 

of the court-house building, and the $25,000 be the limit of cost for the alter- 
ation of the present building n for the purposes of a jail; and to that end 
that the bill (S. 610) be amended as follows: Strike out the wo: “and twenty- 
five” between the words“ hundred“ and“ thousand! in the first section of the 
bill; second, strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
Ñ 5 between the words sum of and thousand,“ in section 2 of 
the — 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BEACH. I demand a second. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a second 
be considered as ordered. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is 
entitled to fifteen minutes in support of the bill and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bractr] is entitled to fifteen minutes in opposi- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, ifthe gentleman from New York desires 
to occupy the floor now I will yield to him. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in demanding a second was 
simply that the House might have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. 

Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the House fora brief time, 


ury not otherwise appropriat 
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I think I can make such a statement as will satisfy the House of the 
merits of this bill. 

As gentlemen are aware, the United States district court for the west- 
ern district of Arkansas has criminal jurisdiction of nineteen counties 
in that State and also of the five civilized tribes of Indians. It was 
stated the other day before the Judiciary Committee (I have not made 
the calculation myself) that this court and one other transact 10 
cent. of the entire business of all the Federal courts. I know from the 
Attorney-General’s report that it disposes of more business than any 
other one court in the country. 

Mr. EDEN. Does the Government own theland on which it is pro- 
posed to erect this building? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; the Government owns the land upon which 
this jail is proposed tobe constructed. Itlikewise owns a block of lots 
300 feet square upon which the other building is proposed to be erected, 
and the block of lots is reserved by the Government for that purpose, 
and the location is entirely eligible. 

During the past summer a Senate committee, composed of Senator 
DAWES, Senator MORGAN, and Senator Jones (the latter not being 
present), visited Fort Smith and i this jail and the building 
occupied by the court, and I am told that when this billcame up in the 
Senate committee the question was asked with surprise by the Senator 
from Massachusetts why it was that these improvements had not been 
made long since; and the record shows that when the bill was on its 
passage in the Senate he inquired whether the amount provided in it 
for the construction of the jail was sufficient to construct a proper build- 
ing. The amount then was $125,000 for the court-house and $50,000 
for the jail. The House committee, however, have cut down the ap- 
propriation. They have cut off $25,000 from the appropriation for the 
jail and the same amount from that for the court-house, leaving only 
$25,000 for the jail and $100,000 for the court-house. I wish now to 
invite the attention of the House briefly to a portion of the committee’s 
report, which shows that during the year 1883 the cost of the transporta- 
tion of prisoners from that jail to Detroit, Mich., was $5,706.60. It 
also shows that it cost the Government to guard the jail $600 a month, 
$7,200 a year. 

It thus appears that these two items, the cost of transporting to De- 
troit prisoners who are convicted in that court and the cost of guard- 
ing the jail, amounts to something over $12,000 ayear, a sum which 
would pay 4 per cent. on $300,000. Mr. Speaker, I proceed now to 
read briefly from the Attorney-General’s report, which I may remark 
in merely reiterates what the Attorneys-General of the United 
States have said upon this subject in two previous annual reports. This 
is what the Attorney-General says: 


THE JAIL AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


The United States court for the western district of Arkansas has criminal ju- 
risdiction, in addition to those counties of the State comprised in said district, 
over that part of the Indian Territory set apart and occupied by the Cherokee, 
Choctaw, W, Creek, and Seminole Indians, and it therefore happens 
that a large number of prisoners are held at Fort Smith. These are confinedin 
what is commonly d ed by the title of the “ United States jail,” but whichin 
reality is little better than a pen, in which white, Indian, and negro prisoners are 
indiscriminately huddled, and with none of the conveniences of modern pris- 
ons, such as hospital 1 ventilation, &c. The place is, however, as 
its name indicates, the Unit States jail,and is under the exclusive control of 
the Government, to which, it must be admitted, it isa standing 5 The 
expenses of its management are all paid by the Government, and itis under the 
immediate supervision of the United States marshal. This officer has done the 
best he could with the materials at hand, and it is not his fault that he is the 
nominal warden of the most miserable prison, probably, in the whole country. 

The jail consists of two rooms, partially under 8 with doors and 
windows, but with no cell arrangements whatever. The rough stone floors are 
damp, and the air is fetid in spite of the plentiful use of lime and whitewash, as 
indeed it must be where fifty or more prisoners are confined, the sick and the 
well together, in a small space, almost utterly devoid of any of the modern sani- 
tary appliances. It is not rising, therefore, that the reports of the Detroit 
house of correction, in which Uni States prisoners sentenced from the west- 
ern district of Arkansas are confined, are said to show that many of the deaths 
in that institution are among those convicts who were held in jailat Fort Smith 
previous to their trial and sentence, 

Not only is the health of these prisoners almost certain to be impaired or 
ruined by this mode of imprisonment, but is is manifestly unjust and cruel to 
confine detained witnesses and charged with minor and first offenses in the 
same room with murderers and outlaws. Yet here this state of things exists, 
and is unavoidable under present circumstances, 

The attention of Congress has been repeatedly invited to this subject in former 
reports of this rtment, but without result, and I am now anxious to make 
the urgent n ity for immediate action fully apparent. 

I therefore most earnestly repeat the recommendations of my predecessor, 
that Congress make provision for the building, by the Government, of a suita- 
ble jail at Fort Smith. in which the United States prisoners may be confined in 
a proper and humane manner. Such a building can be erected, if deemed ex- 
pedient, partially or wholly by prison labor, as these prisoners are contined in 
abject idleness, and might be poplars in the work with advantage to the Gov- 
ernment and decided benefit to themselves, 


Now this courtis held in an old barracks, in which there is nothing ex- 
cept a plank floor to separate the court-room from the jail. This place, 
in which during 1883 the court, according to the clerk’s report, sat 
two hundred and ninety-one days, is ventilated only at the two ends. 
In these two pens half under ground, the building being I believe about 
55 feet by 58,there were kept in 1883, as shown by the certified report 
of the clerk, an average of seventy-eight prisoners throughout the en- 
tire year. In this court that year five hundred and eighty- eight cases 
were tried or di of. 

What is worse than all else, there are, as stated by the Attorney-Gen- 
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eral, no provisions whatever for health or sanitary conveniences. There 
is not even a closet; and until recently they have not had even ordinary 
water facilities, which they now have by reason of the town having re- 
cently built water-works, and by the direction of the Department of 
Justice the water has been carried to thejail and provisions made for 
bathing. 

In my judgment thesum of $125,000 is not sufficient to build this jail 
and court-house, but the committee have differed with me on that sub- 
ject, and for the sake of humanity, in order that we may have some 
improvement upon the present state of things, I have consented, rather 
than have further delay and imperil the bill by antagonizing the amend- 
ment they have required, to ask its passage as it is, in the hope that it 
may be corrected in conference. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is shown by the papers before me that the court- 
house itself is leaky. The old slate roof on this abandoned army bar- 
racks allows the water to leak through, and I have Judge Parker’s let- 
ter stating that the building must be abandoned unless some steps be 
speedily taken to improve it so that the sessions of the court may be 
held in a comfortable place. It is in these words: 

AT CHAMBERS, UNITED STATES COURTS, 
Fort Smith, Ark., December 12, 1883. 
Sm: I write you to state to you the condition of the building here in which I 
hold court and the great necessity of the Government ng a new court- 
house. As you are aware, the court is now held in a building belonging to the 
United States, which was used, when a military fort was located here, as a bar- 
racks toe aoldiorn: The basement is now used as a jail and the court-room is 
immediately over the jail. The court-room is very poorly arranged. It has 
neither convenience nor comforts, and because it is over the jail is very un- 


thy. 

The clerk's and marshal's offices are most miserable affairs. They are much 
too small—have no conveniences whatever. The records in the clerk's office 
are in avery unprotected and unsafe condition. Theroofofthe building isaslate 
roof, very old, and now in such a condition that it can not be repaired. The 
roof leaks very badly. We will very soon have to vacate the building if some- 
thing is not done, 

The United States owns the land here, and the best remedy that suggests it- 
self to me is forthe Government to erect a new building. 

As you are aware, the business of this court is very heavy. The 
court affords protection to a large class of people in the Indian country. The 
civil business is heavy and increasing all the time. The necessity for a new 
court-house here at time is greater than at any other place. ‘That 
is an immediate one. If in accordance with your views, req 

recommend an appropriation by Congress for the erection of a building to 
be 3 as a court-house, and the present court-house can then be repaired for 
a 


J. 
I am, most truly, your obedient servant, 


Hon, DENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General. 


T also read the Attorney-General’s letter, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
We December 18, 1883. 


I. C. PARKER. 


The Speaker of the House of Representatives : 

I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a letter from Hon. I. C. Parker, 
United States district j for the western district of Arkansas, dated 12th in- 
stant, at Fort Smith, relative to the condition of the building now used for the 

courts and suggesting 8 


United States the necessity for the n of a new build- 
ing by the Government, 
Your attention is invited to the statement of Judge Parker where he says, 


“The 8 a new court-house here at this time is greater than at any 
other place. That necessity is an immediate one. If in accordance with your 
views, I have to en ae you recommend an appropriation by Congress 
for the erection of a wy O gad ae cond et and the present court- 
house can then be re r a jail." 


I heartily indorse the suggestion of Judge Parker and respectfully recommend 
that an appropriation be made for the purpose mentioned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
BENJAMIN HARRIS sar (reat 


In 1870 the private building which had been rented for court pur- 

was burned to the ground; and I recollect very well (for my own 

iw office was situated underneath the rooms occupied by the court) 

that herculean efforts were required to save the public records from de- 

struction by fire; and, indeed, many of the court papers were destroyed 
or lost; the record books, however, were saved. 

Here is a court sitting in an old building which is ex to the 

lof fire,ancomfortable, inconvenient, unsuitable, and without proper 
facilities for the dispatch of business of the court. Tn this building, as 
the clerk certifies, the court sits almost every day from 8 o’clock in the 
morning till sometimes half past 6 o’clock in the evening, and often 
holds night sessions. The court is in almost perpetual session the whole 
year round in a building where, according to the testimony of the offi- 
cers of the court, the very stench from the prison rises and penetrates 
throughout the entire building, with no room fit for either the marshal, 
clerk, the juries, or officers of the court, and with a jail which, kept un- 
der the very best regulations, is simply horrible and inhuman. 

It will thus be seen that there is no proper provision for the con- 
yenience of the court or the dispatch of its business or for the health 
and safety of the prisoners. The expense of transportation and of the 
necessary guard, which will be dispensed with by the construction of 
a new building, amounts to 4 per cent. upon $300,000, which is nearly 
three times as much as the committee propose by this bill to expend. 

Mr. LONG. Can asuitable building be erected for $125,000? 

Mr. ROGERS. My judgment is that it can not. The committee 
have thought otherwise. 

Mr. LONG. How many prisoners are confined there? 


Mr. ROGERS. As I have said, the number averages about seventy- 
seven the year round; and I can state from my personal knowledge 
that during the months of June and July of the past year about one 
hundred prisoners were confined there in two rooms 50 by 29 feet and 
a 7-foot ceiling when the thermometer stood at 90°. The talented 
and accomplished daughter of one of the Senators from Massachusetts 
accompanied the Senate committee last summer on their visit to this 
place and she went home horrified at this“ black hole of Calcutta,“ 
and published in a Massachusetts periodical an article on the subject 
which does credit both to her head and her heart. I shall take the 
2 publishing this article in the RECORD in connection with my 
remarks: 


` A UNITED STATES PRISON, 
ANNA L. DAWES. 


Prisons or jails belonging to the United States itself are comparatively rare: 
The census of 1880 men but four, and the Inst of the Attorney-Gen- 
cral submits statements from these four, one of them being the jail at Washing- 
ton city. The country has a * to expect that these few prisons under the 
control of the Government itself, supported by the nation and supervised by its 
own officers, shall be model institutions. We look to them for concrete exam- 
ples of the latest discoveries in this direction. Pcenology is an exact science by 
this time, and some of its brightest triumphs have been achieved in our own 
land, while American adepts teach willing audiences from many countries. It 
is interesting, therefore, to see what the United States considers the best m, 
With all the resources of the nation behind her, and all the wisdom of her ous 
students of this awful science to guide her, we look anxiously for her conclu- 
sions. We ask what system has been adopted, what employment provided for 
her criminals, whether they work for the state or for contractors, how their day 
is arranged, what punishments are allowed. 

Innumerable questions of interest to the student of social science immediately 
present themselves at the mention of a prison under the management and con- 
trol of the United States Government. 

In the western part of the State of Arkansas is located at the flourishing city 
of Fort Smith one of the few prisons oaoaraa fo fas United States. This 
and growing town, in the midst of a beau region, bordered by the Ar- 
kansas River, believes itself to be a coming center of great industrial interests. 
Already famous as the terminus of one celebrated railroad, it expects soon to be 
the meeting point of and to gather there much trade. Meanwhile it con- 
tains every facility for comfortable and luxurious living, and prides itself upon 
keeping abreast of the latest civilization, On the bad borders of the Indian 
Territory, in its earlier days it was the depot.of supplies for that vast reservation, 
and although its importance in that red with the advent of the 
railroad which traverses the Territory it it still retains the United States 
court having jurisdiction over that region. Whatever crime against national 
law may be committed in a tractextending westward 150 miles and embracing 
a belt of country 200 miles wide, is tried in this court, and accordingly whatever 
arrest is made by a United States officer among its 60, inhabitants, the crimi- 
nal is brought to this place, 8 understaud the court is overloaded 
with business and its n with mals. The industrious and painstaking 
judge who sits on this bench is occupied, according to a recent statement of Mr. 
Garland, two hundred and ninety-seven daysin the year, but the cases brought 
before him must still wait weeks and months for trial, so overburdened is the 
court, The jail is as full as the docket. Technically this place of detention is a 
jail, but though not a penitentiary, it partakes in some respects of the nature of 
a prison,as will beseen. Its population is most heterogeneous. Here come men 
of all ages, accused of the 1 7 — crimes or of the most trifling offenses. Here 
they await trial and here, in many cases, they suffer punishment; a difficult sit- 
uation needing most careful attention and most skiliful arrangement, it would 
be said. What,then, has the United States done to supply the need? How is 
the prison 5 and situated? What system is employed? 

The student of prisons and criminals must be ioularly interested in this 
prison, so exceptional in its necessities and so ted in opportunity for 
the best bs sy rapes and regulations. 

The United States pn at Fort Smith consists of two rooms in the cellar ot 
the Government building, with no light except what comes from underground 
windows and no outside ventilation. In these two rooms were confined during 
the month of June, in this year, one hundred and nine prisoners; nine of them 
accused of murder, and two already convicted of that crime, This is the whole 


of the prison! 
place, this piece of mediaval bar- 


A fuller description of this extraordi 
barity, only makes the horror worse. The Government Buildin sa rolls oane 
a low 


old military post, occupied as such until within twenty years. 
Southern house, once the quarters of the commandant of the built of brick 
with stone foundations and surrounded by wide verandas. Its rooms are used 
by the court and for similar purposes,and its cellar is the United States jail. 
e brick ition which supports the upper stories is the sole and only division 
contained in this remarkable prison. Each of the rooms thus made, or cells as 
they are called, is 55 feet long and 29 feet broad. Their height from floor to ceil- 
ing is at the utmost 7 feet. The small windows which light this black hole are 
at each end under the wide verandas, At one end of the jail the guard-room is 
located in front of them, but these windows are nan those at the op 
site end in the other room, being fully 6 feet by3. Of course the solid partition 
between the two rooms prevents any draught. The climate at Fort Smith is 
that of interior Arka a long, summer, with the close atmosphere 
of a valley among low hills, without the Gulf breezes and lacking the stron 
winds of the open prairie. In early June the days were already stifling with 
heat, and the nights were only relieved by a warm that blew off the river 
across the localities most favorably situated. The amount of such a breeze 
which would penetrate under the wide verandas of a Southern house into a 
crowded cellar can be easily reckoned. Hoping to make the air more bearable, 
the flag-stones of the floor are constantly wet down, and the noisome air is heavy 
with the rising steam and dampness, 

Into these reeking holes are crowded criminals of every age and degree. The 
court has jurisdiction over all crimes committed between the white men on the 
reservation, against white men by Indians, against Indians by white men under 
certain conditions, and over all 5 of United States laws. Its pris- 
oners are some of them full-blooded Indians, wild with all their savage pas- 
sions and filthy beyond any Eastern conception; some are border ruffians who 
have lost none of their villainy, or their loathsomeness is losing the picturesque- 
ness of a past day; some are the low-lived, mean, and sneaking population who 
hover on the borders of this neutral country; some are hardened criminals of 
the worst type who have fled from the law of the “ States” to seek refuge in the 
wilds of the Indian country; some are innocent boys brought here for a trifling 
theft; young men who, in a moment's rage, have ken the public peace; re- 
spectable tradesmen who have unwittingly infrin some stringent United 
States regulation about arms or liquor; innocent 
vengeful pe pepe’ and awaiting trial; outcasts whose crimes are beyo 

bilit mention; murderers who have been caught, notin their first, but 
n their Ofth or seyenth murder. It is literally true that at Fort Smith all these 
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persons are confined in the same room, the close, unyentilated, wretched place 


already described. Norare the prisoners limited to those awaiting trial. In the 

midst of the desperadoes, the villains, and the m are all those criminals 

already sentenced whose terms do not exceed a single year, Those sentenced 

to a longer term are sent to Michigan. Happy the conviet whose erime is large 

in aon Territory, for worse is a single year of Fort Smith than a cycle ‘of 
0 


United 
be sold in them, for instance, or carried there for sale, or given away, The 
temptation to break this regulation seems almost irresistible, by reason of the 
enormous profits resulting from such illicit trading, and often it happens that 
the man 3 this law is as young in years as in crime, Lads who have 
committed small thefts are also in this prison to-day, side by side with men un- 
der indictment for the most dastardly outrages known to justice. The average 
number in confinement is seventy-eight, and in June of this year, as has been 
said, the number had risen to one hundred and nine. 

The only opportunity for washing given to this multitude of men is the single 
sink in each cell. There are no baths; only now and then some more fortunate 
prisoner is allowed the use of a coal-oil barrel sawed in two, this primitive 
wash-tub being the best that is afforded by the Government to this institution, 
The lexed officials have tried many e ìents to relieve the foulness of 
the A eg The single bucket which serves convenience of this considerable 

ulation is placed in acloset in the chimney, that the odors may be carried 
off through the only method of ventilation known to this jail. The prisoners 
> saat their time as suits themselves. No work is possible. To relieve the te- 
of the slow days a mock court is held and men are tried for such offenses 
as spitting upon the floor, and, on conviction, are sentenced to 
cently one poor wretch suffered such an accumulation of sentences 
ure that he appealed to the court upstairs: The wooden cots and blankets 
which constitute the beds are put one side 3 the day, or serve as seats. 
When feeding-time comes the rations are pushed through a slide in the door, 
and one after another these miserable beings retire to some corner like dogs to 
eat their portion. In the matter of exercise a regular routine is kept up. The 
prisoners divide themselves into squads, which march up and down the room 
nt intervals; but be their stay there long or short, they see no ray of sunlight, 
they breathe no single breath of outside air, 
is , crow underground hole is noisome with odors of every de- 
scription, dirty beyond description, horrible with all horrors—a veritable hell 
upon earth. What must it be for the sick? Impossible as it seems to credit the 
fact, the sick and the wounded must live in these same rooms! There is no 
other provision for them, there is no other place where they can be put. There 
is “no refuge from the wild and u vernable men around them,“ no relief 
from the close air, the eating and drinkingand sleeping. It completes the pict- 
ure to remember that small-pox is a very common to the Indian. 

Itshould be made evident that for this state of things the oe of Fort 
Smith are in no way nsible, It is a United States prison they have 
no more control over it than they have over the Capitol at Washington, They 
would welcome any attempt on the part of the Government to remove this 
plague spot and substitute a suitable and decent jail. Nor are the officers to be 

with lect or blindness. They do all that in them lies to remedy 
the evils; they make the best of the matter with no little thought and labor 
and But here are the prisoners and here are the accommodations 
by United States Government. 
There is no question, shameful h the conclusion be, where the blame lies. 
fact series is the fact the National Gov- 


prison 


occurrences. 
What excuse has the Government of the United States to offer for the exist- 
ence and continuance of this scandal? 


I do not care to consume any further time at present, but will an- 
swer any question that any gentleman may desire to put. 

Mr. BEACH. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rogers] has 
made a very strong argument in favor of the construction of a jail at 
the place referred to, but I would like to hear why there should be a 
new post-office and court-house there. I would like to know what pop- 
ulation the place has, what the Government revenues are at that point, 
and what the Government at the present time is paying for post-office 
and court accommodations. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill answer the gentleman in the first place by say- 
ing that the post-office at the present time is not in a proper building. 
You can not rent a suitable building there in a 55 convenient 
locality for a post-office for less than $1,000. What was the gentle- 
man’s other question? 

Mr. BEACH. I would like to know the population of the place. 

Mr. ROGERS. The population in 1880 was a little over 3,000; but 
the committee find from the testimony before it that the population has 
now reached about 8,000. Indeed, I think it is more than that. Since 
1880, when the census was taken, we have constructed gas-works, water- 
works, street railways, and made various other improvements. Indeed, 
I know of no town in the South that is growing more rapidly than this 
little place. 

Mr. BEACH. Then, if I understand my friend from Arkansas, he 
proposes that we spend $125,000 for the construction of a court-house 
and post-office in a place that, according to the census of 1880, had 
only 3,000 population. 
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Mr. ROGERS, It has increased to 8,000. 

Mr. BEACH. Well, even a population of 8,000, it seems to me, does 
not justify the expenditure of so largeasumofmoney. If we proceed 
in this way to erect public buildings of this expensive character wher- 
ever there is a population of 8,000, I do not think even the large amount 
of money in the Treasury to-day will meet the demand. 

Mr. ROGERS. What in the world has the population of the town 
to do with the question of the necessity for suitable buildings if the 
facts stated are true? The Government must hold the court and pro- 
vide for its officers and safely keep the prisoners; the necessity for suit- 
able buildings exists, even if there were no post-office and no town, if the 
court is to be held there in the future. 

Mr. BEACH. I look, Mr. Speaker, at the matter from a business 
standpoint. If the Government is paying a large amount of rent it 
may be more economical to erect a public building. These facts should 
be furnished to the House before any bills of this character are allowed 
to pass. We should know exactly how much the Government is pay- 
ing out, and look at it, as I have said, in a business way, and not make 
large appropriations snp because it is asked for on the part of some 
member of the House. If we do look at it in a business way we will 
find, I fear, that a large number of the bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds after consideration before the 
House will fail of passage. 

Mr. RoGErs’s motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof; and the rules were accordingly suspended, and the bill passed. 

Mr. EDEN. I now move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that motion will not prevail, as I wish to make 
a favorable report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and were—ayes 61, noes 73. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. STEELE. I move to suspend the rules that the Committee on 
Military Affairs may report back and pass the bill (H. R. 5836) provid- 
ing for an assistant Secretary of War. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
eye by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an officer to be called 

e Assistant Secretary of War, whose salary shall be $5,000 per annum, and who 
shall perform all such duties in the War Department as shall be prescribed by 
the of War, or as may be required by law, and who shall act as Secre- 
tary of War in the absence of officer, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the motion is to suspend 
the rules and report the bill from the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the same. 

Mr. STEELE. That is the motion I submit. : 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. REED, of Maine. Let us have a second. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask by unanimous consent that the second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have a count of the House 

Mr. STEELE. Very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. STEELE were appointed as tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes not counted. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the rules were not sus- 

and the bill was not passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to debate it, and I suppose it goes over. 

The SPEAKER. The bill remains in the Committee on Military 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I move to suspend the rules, discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the Mexican war as amended by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and pass the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au - 


Be it enacted. 
thorized and directed to place the names of all the survi officers, soldiers, 
and sailors who enlisted and served in the war with . dur- 


ing the years 1845, 1846, 1847, and 1848, and were honorably d and their 
surviving widows, on the m-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, from and 
after the of this act, during their lives. 


SEC. 2. 0 of the Interior is authorized and directed to make 


to carry this act into effect: 


tted; and where it shall appear an applicanthas received aland-warrant, 
shall be sufficient evidence of an honorable discharge, unless the evidence 
shows that he procured it by fraud. 
The amendment of the committee was: 
Add the following proviso: 
pire, vi frar a That this act shall not apply to persons under political 


Mr. BAYNE. I demand a second. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Task the second be considered as demanded. 
Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BAYNE and Mr, ELDREDGE. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 11. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 
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The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 162, noes 13. 

So the motion tos nd the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen in support and fifteen against it. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ELDREDGE] in control of the time 
in support of the motion and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] in control of the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Unless there is some gentleman desiring to speak 
in opposition to the bill, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan who proposes this bill whether it repeals section 4716 of the Re- 
yea Statutes so far as that section applies to Mexican soldiers and 
sailors? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It does not. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman is no doubt familiar with that 
section. I listened attentively to the reading of the bill, and I under- 
stood it applied to all Mexican soldiers except such as were under po- 
litical disability. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. That is a fact. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If that is the only exception, it occurs to me it 
does 1 section 4716 as to the Mexican soldiers save those under 
political disabilities. 

A MEMBER. What is the section? 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is as follows: 

Sec. 4716, No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to 
the widow, eee or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner 


voluntarily engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the au- 
thority of the United States. 


Do I understand the gentleman to say that this bill does not repeal 
that section of the statutes ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It does not. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I think it does. 

Mr. MORRISON. Of course it repeals it in part; it is intended to 
repeal it to the extent of allowing or granting a pension to all who 
served in the Mexican war and whose political disabilities have been 
removed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, the section of the statute read by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] is one that applies to pensions 
generally. This bill, however, as I understand it, and as I think the 
House understands it, provides a service pension for the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. The provision of the general law in question is in rela- 
tion to pensions granted for disability. 

Now, so far as pensioning the soldiers of the Mexican war for service 
is concerned, the effect of that statute is repealed; but so far as repeal- 
ing any pension for a disability is concerned, it can not be said by any- 
body that there is a line or a letter in this bill that can be construed in 
any such light as that. Because if the repeal obtains at all it will be 
by implication only. There is no express provision in the bill which 
would warrant such a constraction. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let me ask the gentleman if this pension pro- 
posed to be granted now is in addition to the pension already being 
drawn? 

Mr. MATSON. No; I will answer the gentleman from Maine; this 
is a mere pension for service. If already pensioned for disability this 
would not apply. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But if a man has his pension for wounds or 
disabilities incurred in the Mexican war, does he not receive an ad- 
ditional pension under the provisions of this bill ? 

Mr. MATSON. He does not; at least I presume such is the construc- 
tion. As to that, I will have to submit the question to the gentleman 
from Michigan, the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, who re- 
ports the bill. But as I understand it, it does not. 

There is one thing I wish to say for the information of the House as 
well as the gentleman from Ohio, that there is nothing in this that re- 
peals a pension for disabilities granted to any Mexican soldier. 

Mr. LONG. What is the estimated cost of this bill? 

Mr. MATSON. That I must submit to the chairman of the com- 
mittee for answer, as he has investigated the subject. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It is estimated that it will cost about $4,000,000 
at first; but this amount will be constantly reduced. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the tleman in charge of the bill 
will give us the information as to whether this bill will have the effect 
of giving two pensions to those who are now drawing pensions for dis- 
ability. It is important that the House should have this information. 

Mr. MORRISON. It gives a poma of $8 a month to every surviv- 
ing soldier of the Mexican war, but no soldier can have two pensions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope there will be some authoritative ex- 
planation as to the effect of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman from Mich- 
i will give me his attention for a moment: The gentleman from 
Maine asks if a Mexican soldier is now receiving a pension for disabil- 
ities incurred in the Mexican war would he, under the operation of 
this bill, receive an additional pension for service? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ile would not receive it. 


Mr. MATSON. Upon the proposition as to whether an additional 
pension is granted by this act or not, I desired to say a moment ago, in 
response to the inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio, that at the last 
session of Congress a law was enacted providing that no man should be 
permitted to draw two pensions at the same time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But here is a law which, if passed, is 
subsequent to that, and does it not by implication at least repeal the 
former law ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The chairman of the commit- 
tee, who has given the subject consideration, states that it will not have 
that effect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But this is the later act, and would not that be con- 
strued as the effect of it? 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Michigan has stated that it has 
no such effect. 

an BROWNE, of Indiana. But it repeals the preceding law by im- 
plication. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas: Do you 
think it would have any such effect? 

Mr. ROGERS. I have not examined the subject myself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I ask the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions: Have you any doubt but that the passage of this act 
would be construed as a repeal of the former law? 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman from New York addresses his ques- 
tion to me, I have no doubt upon the subject myself. This is a bill to 
grant a service pension to the soldiers of the Mexican war, and that 
only; and under the law as it now exists, no man can draw two pen- 
sions. Hence it would not have the effect of permitting the additional 
pension to be drawn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You have pensions now for disability. Now, does 
this repeal the pension for disability if it grants the service pension? 

Mr. MATSON. It does not. 

Mr. MILLS. The general rule is that, while under the existing law 
no man can draw two pensions, if a special law is passed granting a pen- 
sion—by special act—that would not in any manner repeal the general 
law 3 the drawing of two pensions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But this is not a special law; and being the latest 
law, it will repeal all laws in conflict with it as to the entire class to 
which it applies. 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; not if it is a special law confined to a special 
kind of case. 

Mr. MATSON. In the first place, the law does not repeal by impli- 
cation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Matson]. Ifa soldier is already drawing a pension for 
disability under existing laws and you pass a law that provides for a 
service pension, have you any doubt that that will give him two pen- 
sions? 

Mr. MATSON. In view of the law which prohibits the drawing of 
two ions I have no doubt but he will draw only one. If he was 
pensioned $8 for disability, and this bill became law, he would have the 
right to make an election which pension he would receive. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would like to ask one further question of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] or the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ELDREDGE]. This bill provides for the pensioning of any soldier 
who has been in the service for any period. That might be half a day 
or an hour. Now is not that almost too short a time for a service- 
pension? The bill does not fix fourteen days or any period. A man 
might have entered the service and been discharged within the next 
half hour. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman can read the bill and he can un- 
derstand it as well as I can. It does not provide any particular length 
of service, but treats all alike. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. What is meant by any period?“ 
loose and uncertain an expression? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. To my idea it is not. I think a man who went 
into the Mexican war is entitled to a pension. There may have been 
a few men who went into the war for a shorter time than fourteen days, 
but perhaps not a dozen of them are now living. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the bill does not require that during any 
moment of the period in which the man shall have been engaged in the 
war he should be on Mexican soil. I am in favor of a good bill for pen- 
sioning the soldiers of the Mexican war, but I do not want to vote 
loosely for pensions to anybody for service anywhere. 

Mr. BRUMM. As J understand, this bill does not grant accumu- 
lating pensions? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. No, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. This bill allows a service pension of $8 a month. 
Now, if a soldier is receiving less than $8 could he receive the pension 
under this bill? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He could elect which pension he would draw. 
If there is a Mexican soldier now drawing a pension at a less rate than 
$8 = he chooses still to draw that he can do it, but is not compelled 
to do so. 

Mr. BRUMM. What provision of the bill guarantees that? 

Mr. BRADY. Iwill state for the information of the gentleman from 


Is not that too 
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Pennsylvania and for the committee that there is a general law, and 
under that law the pensioner can elect which pension he shall receive, 
but under the present law governing pensions no man can draw two 
pensions at the same time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Iam thankful tothe gentleman from 
Michigan for his kindness in yielding me a few minutes of the short 
time allowed for the discussion of this important measure. In that 
brief time no one can set forth one tithe of the merit of a measure in- 
tended to grant pensions to the soldiers who fought the battles of the 
Mexican war and to their widows. Nor will it be possible to recount 
one hundredth part of their glorious achievements. But, sir, I will 
strive to answer one or two of the objections made to this measure. 

The question has been asked whether it would not be possible for a 
person to draw two pensions under this bill when he is already pen- 
sioned for disability. At the last Congress, it will be remem by 
those who were here, we passed an act providing that in no instance 
could a person receive two pensions. This bill does not repeal that 
law in express terms, and it could not be held to repeal it by implication 
in view of the contemporaneous discussion here, which in doubtful cases 
is always an element in construing acts of Congress or of other legisla- 
tive assemblies. For it will be remembered that the author of the bill 
and others advocating it have said all along that it was not the inten- 
tion to grant double pensions. Sir, how is it we can hesitate to grant 
this pension? Forty years after the service was rendered we are called 
upon to do some small measure of justice to the men who rendered the 
service in the Mexican war, and can we refuse? Only the other day this 
House a bill granting, not $8 a month, as provided in the bill, 
but $12, to widows of soldiers of other wars. Will it hesitate now to 
grant $8 to the soldiers of the war with Mexico? It seems to me every 
principle of justice will sustain us in making this long-refused act of 
recompense to those who almost doubled the territory of the United 
States, or that portion of it which was embraced in the original colo- 
nies. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been asked how much money would be required 
to meet the requirements of this bill if it should becomealaw. It will 
be remembered this House did not hesitate a few days ago to pass a bill 
which entailed from six toten millions of dollars’ additional expense on 
the Pension Department. A gentleman who has called on the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, Mr. ELDREDGE, says, on the best evidence he can get, 
this will only require $4,000,000 perannum. It must be remembered 
that those who were in that war are now in old age. 

Mr. MORRISON. Not by a good deal. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And their number will rapidly diminish as time 
advances. My friend from Illinois says humorously they are not old. 
I know that in faithful friendships, devotion to principle, and love of 
country they are young as when they crossed the burning border of the 
Mexican States. But the gray hairs in their . tell the 
story of how age is advancing and toil wearing them. 

Where is the man so devoid of patriotism that his heart does not beat 
with patriotic pride when he thinks of their deeds of valor? In the 
springtime of life they left home, country, and loved ones and took up 
their line of march over burning sands and beneath scorching skies to 
battle for the extension of our boundaries and the glory of our fiag. 
How well they fought, how bravely fell, I have not time to tell. 0 
pension we can give will adequately compensate for their sacrifices and 
their sufferings or add one laurel to their brow. Of those who fell it 
has been truly said by the eloquent O'Hara: 

On fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 

And Glory guards with solemn sound 
The bivouac of the dead. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing we can do; we can show our 
gratitude by doing justice to them, and by so doing we will honor our- 
selves and the age in which we live. 

We can take many of those valiant sons from the poor-houses of the 
country, and thereby show that we are not ingrates, and thereby re- 
lieve the military servants of the Government of that poverty into which 
many of them have been cast by the very service that we now seek to 
compensate, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
a question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
SON] desires to ask me a question. I yield to him. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee whether he does not think this bill should be confined to 
soldiers who served in Mexico? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Sir, there are changes I would make to the bill. 
I introduced one myself at the beginning of the session which I prefer 
to this. But under our rules we can not annul this one now or substi- 
tute another for it. When Iam, therefore, required to vote for or against 
this, I do not hesitate to support it rather than oppose so meritorious a 
class of citizens. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ELDRIDGE] 
has only two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I can not occupy more of the time of the 
gentleman from Michigan and yield, thanking him again for his cour- 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 


tesy and the House for its attention. I would be pleased to answer the 
question of the gentleman from Maine if I had any time left. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ELDREDGE] 
if he will accept this amendment: 

Provided further, That no pension shall be allowed under this act toa 
receiving a pension for a disability unless such person resigns the pension for 
disability. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. EL- 
DREDGE] yield ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have reserved the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Browne]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if this bill does not con- 
template duplicate pensions itis radically wrong. Suppose a Mexican- 
war soldier was wounded or incurred disability in that war and he is 
on the pension-roll at $2 or $4 a month, if it be true that this bill does 
not put him on the pension-roll at $8 a month you do that man injus- 
tice. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions says that 
this bill does not contemplate duplicate pensions, that a man now re- 
coring a pension can not under this act receive an additional one. 
Therefore you put on the pension-roll at $4a month a man who has in- 
curred a disability in the service, and at the same time you put on the 
pension-roll at $8 a month a man who has incurred no disability. 

Mr. MATSON. Will my colleague yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have only three minutes. 

Mr. MATSON. I simply wished to suggest to my colleague that 
under the law the soldier has a right to elect which pension he will 


take. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I say that if this bill does 
not in terms grant a duplicate pension it is radically wrong so far as 
that case is concerned. Take another case: Suppose a man was in the 
service in the Mexican war and was subsequently in the service of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion; suppose he incurred a dis- 
ability in the latter war for which he has a service pension of $2, $4, 
or 86 u month; it is insisted that the soldier gets nothing whatever for 
his service in the Mexican war, and he can not get anything unless his 
pension is duplicated. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my chief objection to this measure is not that it 
provides a service pension, but that it does so unjustly. There never 
was any sense or logic in giving a man who served only five, or six, or 
ten, or fourteen days the same amount of service pension you give to a 
man who served a year or more. This bill gives pensions to men who 
never left the States in which they were rendezvoused. By this bill 
men who were never even en route to Mexico receive pensions equal to 
the ions you give men who were in the army of invasion and fought 
in all the battles. If you would pass a service pension graduated ac- 
cording to the amount of service performed there would be some sense 
in it. 

But I object again, Mr. Speaker, because the records of the War De- 
partment disclose the fuct that subsequent to the 14th of September, 
1847, when the last hostile gun was fired in the Mexican war, forty 
thousand, or nearly forty thousand, enlistments were made. I under- 
take to say that at least twenty-five thousand of those men never even 
marched in the direction of the front, and it is to bring contempt and 
contumely upon the whole business of pensions to put on that honor- 
able roll, alongado of the soldiers who were wounded and maimed and 
disabled and disfigured in their country’s service, a class of men who 
did not perform any military service at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEO Mr. Speaker, Iam anxious to vote fora Mexican 
pension bill, but I can not see my way clear to vote for this Mexican 
pension bill. It gives a service pension without any service whatever. 
It is a bill to grant a pension to men neither for service, for wounds. 
for disability, for age, nor for any other consideration that is i 
by any law as a ground for a pension. I can not vote for this bill be- 
cause of its indefiniteness. As the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat has said, it does not require that a man should have even set his face 
in tae direction of Mexico. It not only does not require that he should 
have heard a hostile gun in that war, but he need not have been within 
2,000 miles of a hostile gun. There is no limitation of in the bill; 
there is no limitation of disability; there is no limitation in it that 
ought to be in a pension bill of any kind whatsoever. As the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] has remarked, we bring discredit 
upon the entire pension policy when we grant pensions in this loose and 
unlimited way. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I shall be compelled reluc- 
tantly to cast my vote against this bill, but I hope that another Mexi- 
can pension bill may be brought in here more definite and guarded in 
its terms, a bill for which we can all vote. 

So far as regards the repeal of the clause forbidding the payment of 
pensions to those who have been in the confederate service, I have no 
objection to that. I am willing to waive that matter. If men who 
did good service to their country in the Mexican war were afterward 
swept into the maelstrom of rebellion by the dominant sentiment of 
their section, I am willing to remember the good they did in the days 
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of their young manhood and forgive them the wrong that they com- 
mittedinlateryears. Ido not objecttothis bill upon that ground. But 
I do object to it upon the ground that it is contrary to every principle 
of our pension legislation to grant pensions without any limitation as 
to time, without-any limitation as to service, without any limitation as 
to disability, without any limitaticn as to age. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this bill changes the grounds 
of a pension from disability to service. Soldiers of the Mexican war, 
like those who served in the war for the Union, are now entitled to 
pensions for disability; indeed this bill proposes not only to change 
the basis of pensions from disability to service, but actually, as my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] has just remarked, proposes to 
grant pensions for no service at all; and not only that, but to grant the 
same pension for no service at all as for service all through the Mexican 


war. 

Under this bill the man who never left the camp of his enlistment is 
to be allowed the same pension as the soldier who fought the desperate 
battle of Buena Vista under Taylor or participated in the charge at 
Chapultepec and was wounded and disabled. This is monstrous in- 
justice. Such a proposition, in my judgment, ought not to receive the 
vote of a single member on this floor, and deserves only to be scouted 
out of the House. Again, Mr. Speaker, ifa man who merely enlisted 
in the Mexican war is entitled to a pension for enlistment only, I want 
to know why the million of Union soldiers now living who not only en- 
listed but served one, two, or three years, participating in battle after 
battle and incurring all the hardships of actual war, are not entitled to 
pensions for that service. If it were permissible under the rules, I 
would now move an amendment to this bill so as to include in it all 
Union soldiers who served in the late war. If one is entitled to service 
pensions the other is. 

Let us stand on some principle. Some 
soldier of the Mexican war must probably be now sixty years of age. 
If age is to be the ground of pension, that is another thing. But is not 
a man who served in the late war and is now sixty as much entitled 
to a pension as one who served in the Mexican war and is only sixty? 
If pensions are to be given for service, then equal service should entitle 
men to equal pensions, If for then to all on arriving at the same 
age. We can not depart from safe principles and escape the legitimate 
consequences; and the consequences of this bill, let me tell this House, 
will be to the doors to an expenditure reaching to thou- 
sands of millions of dollars before it ends. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, on the present pension-roll, as ap- 
pears by the report of Commissioner Black, there are 244,000 persons, 
and of these 132,000 receive s mega yoy ae of pension than this bill 

poses to give to every soldier of the Mexican war. These 132,000 
2 hao e on account of disability less than 88 a month; 90,000 
ms on the present roll get less than 84 a month, though they may 
ve served in many battles, and 27,000 get from $2 a month down to 
$1 for actual service. I would vote for a properly framed bill to pen- 
sion soldiers of the Mexican war. I did vote for such a bill in the last 
Congress, but I can not vote for a measure which discriminates against 
the soldiers of the late war, many of whom served four years, partici- 
pating in many battles. I ean not vote to give for no service a greater 
pension than is now allowed to many of the soldiers of the late war, 
suffering under disability contracted in actual service. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection whatever to pension- 
ing by any proper bill the soldiers of the Mexican war. Every man who 
served in the Mexican war and who at this time needs the aid of this 
Government shall have my vote to secure to him a pension. But I be- 
lieve the whole theory and principle of this bill are hostile to our estab- 
lished policy in regard to pensioning the soldiers of the Government. 
The bill to pension whole regiments of men who never saw a 
battlefield; men who simply enlisted in the service and who went 
through the form of being mustered in, but who never shouldered a 
musket, or at least never acartridge inthe Mexican war. It pro- 
poses to pension certain classes of men who have an accumulation of 
pro and do not need this aid from the Government. 

um of the men who served in that war have all the means that 
they require. Yet this bill contemplates paying to these men a pension 
of $8 a month, though they may not have served a week or ten days in 
the Mexican war. It is proposed to do this when there are now in the 
poor-houses many indigent soldiers of the late war—more than 700 of 
whom are living on the bounty or charity of the State of Pennsylvania 
because they can not now get a pension from the Government. Yet 
the soldiers of the Mexican war, most of whom do not seek this gratuity, 
beeause they are not in indigent circumstances, are to receive under this 
bill a pension whether they be poor or rich, while others who served 
their country and are now in impoverished circumstances are to be de- 
nied the same bounty. 
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Let us frame and pass a pension bill which will embrace those who 
are in indigent circumstances, whether they served in the Mexican war 
or in the war for the suppression of the rebellion. Let us vote the 
bounty of the Government in that direction, but let us not vote to pay 
from fifteen to twenty million dollars a year to men most of whom do 
not need the money. When we undertake to carry out the pension 
system on that principle we are squandering the public money and are 
doing a gross injustice to the men who really served their country faith- 
fully and who earned a pension in consequence of having contracted 
disease or disability in the military service. 

I think, sir, this bill has not been well considered. I do not think 
it underwent the scrutiny of gentlemen who desire to put a pension on 
the real merits of the case, because if it had they would have drawn a 
line between those who had rendered actual service and those who only 
enlisted and never fired a gun anywhere, drew a sword anywhere, or 
lifted a hand during the war with Mexico. There were, I understand, 
probably thirty regiments which were mustered into the service near 
the close of the Mexican war which never left the States, never entered 
Mexican territory, and yet this scheme would give each one of such sol- 
diers $8 per month, when thousands of the Union soldiers of the late war 
who have been found to have pensionable disabilities are getting but 
$2 to $4 per month. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have only two minutes remaining, and I will 
yield that to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, the object of the opposition to this 
bill, and gentlemen can not deceive the country, is because there are 
some men who live in a section of the country where you do not who 
will get the advantage if it should pass. The people will not be de- 
ceived, and they will put the opposition on its proper ground. 

It is alleged this is purely a service pension. S0 it is, but we must 
not forget that this is not a new thing in the history of this Govern- 
ment. A service pension was given to the soldiers of the Revolution- 
ary war, and a service pension was given to the soldiers of the war of 
1812. We want to give a service pension at this time to the surviving 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] would not vote for a service 
pension for anybody. Much as he talks about the Union soldier, he 
would not vote him a service I would vote fora service pen- 
sion to the Union soldier just as I propose to vote to give a service pen- 
sion to those who won victory for us in the Mexican war. They de- 
serve it atour hands. They gave the country more than a million of 
square miles of the richest land in the world, and they did it although 
the country paid them only the pitiful sum of $7 a month. I am for 
the Union soldier; but I go further—I would not only pension the 
Union soldier, but I would also pension the surviving Mexican soldiers; 
they not only fought for the country, but went upon foreign soil, leav- 
ing their families and homes, and won victory for us in a foreign land. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In order to give members of the House further 
opportunity to examine this question I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 128, noes 44. 

Mr. McRAE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 22 only voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Daniel Green, F. J. Allen, and others, 
citizens of Brockport, N. V., for such legislation as will render the man- 
ufacturer alone responsible and liable in cases of infringements on pat- 
ented inventions—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Robert E. Russell and of Maranda 
Johnson, administratrix of Alexander Johnson, Loudoun County, Vir- 
ginia, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Susan Wood, widow of William Wood, asking to be 
placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Washington city, asking the 
abatement of a nuisance by an act—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alexander Johnson, of Loudoun 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claims of Mrs. Ann 
Ewing, of Jackson County; of Elizabeth Cessna, of Hinds County; of 
Amanda H. Young, of Hinds County, Mississippi—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of Lester P. Chester and Freeland Chester, 
of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 4041) to establish a commission of Alabama claims to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of John Grant, of Louisiana, pray- 
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ing for the Government to purchase Grant’s Pass—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of George Anne Lippe, for a pension, with 
affidavits of Dr. Clarence C. Howard and others in support of same—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mayor Jarratt, of Petersburg, Va., and others, citizens 
of Prince George and Dinwiddie Counties, for an appropriation to build 
a macadamized road from Petersburg to the national cemetery at Pop- 
ular Grove, where sixty-one hundred and ninety-nine Union soldiers 
are buried and sixteen battles and other engagements were fought—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Samuel P. Brigham and others, asking 
for the im ent of Daniel Manning, Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, for high crimes and misdemeanors—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNES: Memorial of 55 citizens of Clearmont, Mo., and 
vicinity, in favor of the of the pension bill recommended and 
indorsed by the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of William B. Croxon and others; of 
G. Papson and others; of John B. Divine and others, and of H. W. 
Armstrong and others, against the ion of silver coinage—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 9 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of John Conley, Knights of Labor of 

to the Committee 


Cross Creek, III., in favor of Hennepin Canal, 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claims of A. W. Brien, 
of Warren County, and of William D. Walker, of Vicksburg, Miss—to 
Ar CARLETON: Petit f J. & Co., R. C. Truax, 

y Mr. N: Petition of J. Bridgham — 
Dr. Dixon, and many others, citizens of Bad Ax, Mich., asking for the 
passage of Hous bill 4902—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB: Three petitions of citizens of Knox County, Indiana, 
for a law giving all Union soldiers a pension of $8 per month—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. COLE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Catherine Har- 
ris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of members of Monthly ager o 
Friends, of Earlham, Iowa, praying for the passage of Senate bill 355, 
for the promotion of peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal 
for international arbitration, &c.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., asking for 
the adoption of the Government plan for obtaining deep water at that 
port—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the same, favoring adoption of contract plan for se- 
curing deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Austin County and of Goliad County, 
Texas, for deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the same conimittee. 

Also, petition of citizens of ramami County, of Brazos County, of 
Perry’s Landing, and of Brazoria, Tex., for improving bar at mouth of 
Brazos River, Texas—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of mayor and common council of Dallas, Tex., in favor 
of Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Aransas County and of Nueces County, 
Texas, favoring improvement of Aransas Pass, Texas—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petitionof C. H. Smith, James Woods, T. B. Myers, 
and others, citizens of Schley County, Georgia, asking the passage of the 
Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, papers relating to bill for the relief of George N. Beach—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROXTON: A bill to deepen Rappahannock River below 
Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bill to deepen the mouth of the creek at Sack’s Island—to the 
same committee. 

Also, bill to remove the bar at the mouth of Piscataway Creek—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Charleston Exchange, of Charles- 
ton, 8. C., in favor of the continuance of compulsory pilotage—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 


ests. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of the board of trade of the city of 
Omaha, Nebr., in support of the Ioar bill fixing the payment of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company's debt to the United States—to the 
Committee on Pacific Railways. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Memorial of citizens of Bradford County 
and of citizens of Alachua County, Florida, in reference to entrance to 
Camberland Sound—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of H. C. Duravant, administrator of Samuel 
B. Lanier, of Mississippi County, Arkansas; and of Laura M., Jameson 
W., and Clarence Rice, and Fannie C. Gordon, née Rice, heirs of Jamison 
W. Rice, deceased, late of Phillips County, Arkansas, asking that their 
war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. P 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of 465 representative citizens of Mercer 
and Butler Counties, Pennsylvania, for scientific temperance instruc- 


tion in all schools controlled by the Federal Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of 135 representative citizens of Marshall, 
Kosciusko, and Saint Joseph Counties, Indiana, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools controlled by the Federal Government—to the 
same committee. 

Mr. Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of citizens of Butler County, of Lima 
County, of Black Hawk County, and of Tama County, Iowa, asking for 
the division of the northern judicial district of Iowa—to the Commit- 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of Winnesheik monthly meeting of 
Friends of State of Iowa, asking for the passage of Senate bill 355, en- 
titled ‘‘ A bill to promote peace among nations by the creation of a tri- 
bunal for international arbitration, and for other purposes’’—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the Society of Friends of Hesper, 
Kans., for the passage of Senate bill 355, to promote peace among na- 
tions—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Blue Mound, Kans., for payment to ex- 
soldiers the difference between paper currency and coin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of second Congressional district of Kansas 
asking for the passage of the bill to restore printers’ wages—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Thompson McKinley, of Conner’s Station, Kans., 
for payment of quartermaster’s voucher—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, petition of citizens of Olethe, Kans., for the passage of the 
Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition to reimburse Angus McKay for prop- 
erty taken by revenue-collector—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Resolutions of Local Assembly No. 3877 of 
Knights of Labor, of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of public improve- 
ments—to the Committtee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Zebedee Brown and others, of Braxton and 
Lewis Counties, West Virginia, praying for the passage of the pension 
law requested by the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Petition of Franklin R. Ewing, of Joseph J. 
McIntire, and of James P. Higgins, of New Jersey, for pensions—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Hon. J. B. Foraker and a great 
many steamboatmen and owners in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the building of a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio— 
E 

petition o iers, rem 0 of desertion, 
Ko. —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers relating to the claim of Mary H. Sanborn, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of S. B. Stoddard, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claims of M. B. W. Camp; 
of Asbury Dawson; of A. Drain; of Allen County; of Samuel E. Car- 
penter; of James E. Ewing; of James W. Foster; of Sebastian Heeter; 
of W. P. Hendricks; of James W. Herndon, administrator of Peter 
Burr, deceased; of Cumberland Presbyterian church, Russellville; of 
C. E. Blewett; of James Boven; and of Willis E. Arnold, of Kentucky— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the benefit of Robert Lashley— 
to the same committee. 

Also, affidavit of H. Barner, to accompany papers in claim of Mary 
F. Grider—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Dr. J. F. Van Hane and others, of 
Walten County, Georgia, in favor of aid to education—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James Mitchell—to the Committee 


on 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Henry Jordan, for an in- 
valid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial from 9 citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, concerning the 
abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and papers from county officers and citizens of Black 
Hawk County, Iowa, praying for a special act pension to David T. Eld- 
erkin, of Finchford, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Mrs. E. T. Lippincott, presi- 
dent of O. E. S. S., and others, prominent citizens of Orion, III., pray- 
ing that an amendment to the Constitution may be submitted to the 
several States protecting women in the right of suffrage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Local Assembly No. 4175, Knights of Labor, of 
Carbon Cliff, III., indorsing the plan of the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Memorial of Knights of Labor of Clarinda, 
Towa, asking for the construction of a number of internal improvements 
and especially the Hennepin Canal—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for the improve- 
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ment of the Umpqua River, and for the improvement of the Yaquina 
Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, memorial of Sa aregon, Legislature for continued improvement 


of the entrance to Yaquina Bay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of George E. Wells, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of May E. Hill, late a nurse in the 
Union Army, praying for compensation for services rendered by her as 
such nurse, and papers connected therewith—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Lawrenceburg, Ind., asking 
an appropriation to construct a levee at that city to confine the Ohio 
River at that point to its main channel during great floods, in the in- 
terest of navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of R. W. Thompson and others, 
citizens of Terre Haute, Ind., for the improvement of the Wabash River 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Michael Kelly, to be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of Ben. Wilson and others, citizens of 
Shelby County, Texas, for ample appropriation to deepen the channel 
at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Martha Shiner, and of Nancy Bald- 
win, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Sailer, widow of Frederick J. Sailer, late 
Company L, Fifteenth Regiment A. T. Heavy Artillery, for a pension 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of John R. Banney and 36 others, citizens 
and ex-soldiers, praying passage of the proposed Grand Army of the Re- 
public pension bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Mrs. P. L. Ward, praying that her case 
be not referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of 275 representative citizens of Del- 
aware County, New York, for scientific temperance instruction in all 
schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial and petition of American Woman Suffrage 
Association, for impartial suffrage—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers to accompany House report for the relief 
of 8 M. Harrington, late a soldier of the Mexican war- to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House report for the relief of Ezekiel F. 
Judd, inte of Company K, One hundred and twentieth New York In- 
fantry; of Thomas H. Hutton, late ae wf A, Twenty-ninth Iowa 
Infantry; of Edwin Moore; of John H. N Clelland, late Company B, 
Twenty-ninth Iowa Infantry, and of John S. Hennick, late Company 
I, Second Iowa Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Reformed Church of Sharpsburg, 
Md., for compensation for property, &c., taken by the United States 
Army, and stated at $806.22—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John L. Belt, of Frederick County, Maryland, for 
pay for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
and stated at $1,905—to the same committee. 

Also, petition ol Daniel Killigan, late of Company G, Thirty-seventh 
Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of J. C. Newland, of Spencer County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

spank tition of citizens of Shelby County, Kentucky, protesting 

e passage of any bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Ju- 
was 


ary. 
Also, petition of A. Carson, of Lincoln County, Kentucky, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel McClure, of Rock Castle County, Kentucky, 
asking ‘for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petitions from citizens of Howard, Little River, 
and Sevier Counties, Arkansas, asking to be detached from the western 
and added to the eastern judicial district—to the Committee on the Ju- 


ue 

tr. MATSON: Petition of George W. Crayton and 324 others, 
ind Of C. R. Young and 32 others, ex-Union soldiers, of Texas, asking 
for additional ion legislation to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of E. T. Pattis and others, against the 
manufacture of oleo: e—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of citizens of Fayette County, of citi- 
zens of Lee County, and of Rancho, Tex., for deep water at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of citizens of Northport, Mich., for 
further ber ioe rare communication—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Gray W. Smith, of Benton County, 
Mississippi, asking that his war claim be referred tothe Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Henry Hever and of Curtis L. Sny- 
der, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of citizens of Polk County, Tennessee, pro- 


testing against the passage of any bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of 40 citizens of Rock Island County, Ilinois, 
for the eight-hour law to be applied to the public printing—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Rock Island County, Illinois, for wo- 
man suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Barnett P. Payne and 298 others, praying for the 
pension legislation recommended by the pension committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Knights of Labor of Carbon Cliff, Ills., asking for 
vex passage of the Foran bill of January 6, 1886—to the Committee on 

r. 

Also, memorials of Knights of Labor of Colchester, of Rock Island, 
of Bushnell, and of Coal Valley, III., for certain internal improvements 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition to increase the pension of Thomas A. 
Rowley, late brigadier-general United States Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Barbers’ Assembly, Knights of 
Labor, asking for the yamey of a law closing barber shops on Sunday— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of pilots and engineers, asking for refund of excess of 
license paid—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of P. T. Bowen, H. G. Trader, M. F. Hobbs, W. B. Smith, 
and L. M. Herbert, committee of the Knights of Labor, asking that the 
provisions of all eight-hour bills be extended to apply to all persons 
employed by or on behalf of the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of William H. Scothem, of Missouri, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions adopted by merchants of Saint Louis, urging the pas- 
sage of the bill conferring jurisdiction in the United States courts of 
certain cases arising in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of 231 representative citizens of Woodford, 
Livingston, Iroquois, and Ford Counties, Ilinois, for scientific temper- 
ance instruction in all schools controlled by the Federal Government— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of G. W. Fletcher and 50 others, ex-sol- 
diers, asking for equalization of pay and bounty—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Davis Weythman and 30 other citizens, favoring 
opening of Indian Territory—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of William M. 
rhe nia of Claibourn County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Memorial of Labor Assembly No. 3538, of Streator, 
III., for the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorials of citizens of Grundy and Will Counties, Illinois, con- 
ane the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Ju- 

icia 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of citizens of Leon County, Texas, pray- 
ing for action to secure deep water at Sabine Pass, Tex.—-to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Anderson County, Texas, praying for ac- 
tion for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, Texas—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of T. A. Gannaway, of Tennessee, 
asking readjustment and payment of salary as postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of N. G. Terry, of Tennessee, asking that certain in- 
ternal-revenue taxes illegally collected be refunded—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Protest of George Ertel & Co., against the of 
House bill 5354 for relief of Peter K. Dederick—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of the Illinois State board of agriculture, asking leg- 
islation relative to imitations of dairy products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Local Assembly No. 1959, Knights of Labor, of 
Quincy, III., favoring the Hennepin Canal and other improvemente— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of C. R. Noe and 157 citizens of Leon, Kans., 
in ſavor of paying soldiers of the late war the difference between the 
depreciated and the par value of the currency pen them by the Goy- 
ernment during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, petition and resolutionsof the Travelers’ Protective Association, 
of Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of the passage of Senate bill known as 
the Platt bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. J. McGavockand many others, citizens of Nas 
in favor of the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with Mexico to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of E. G. Roberts and others, of Morris County, and of 
D. Disbrow and many others, of Topeka, Kans., in favor of the bill to 
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open the Indian Territory to white settlement—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of S. L. Stover and others, against the pas- 

e of House bill No. 5538—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of 277 representative citizens of Chau- 
tauqua County, New York, for scientific tem ce instruction in all 
schools under control of the United States Federal Government—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Petition of A. L. Dennis and others, praying for 
speedy legislation in aid of reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition for pensions to the children of Joseph L. 
Scholfield of the Revolution—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of citizens of Beaufort, S. C., requesting 
the erection of a public building for custom-house, post-office, and for 
such other purpose as may be needed by the United States Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Thomas J. Mo and others, of 
Rhode Island, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under 
control of Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of the State board of agriculture of 
Illinois, in regard to the adulteration of dairy products, &c.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of William T. Spencer and 100 others, of 
Swayzee, Ind., asking for a pension to all soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Lyon and 
Marshall Counties, Kentucky, praying a pension be granted Silas D. 
Collie—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of M. H. Carson, M. D., asking compensation for med- 
ical services rendered during the late war to the Committee on War 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Henry B. Hecker and 
others, of Henry County, Missouri, for thé passage of a bill embodying 
the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. W. Wheelock and others, of Vernon County, 
Missouri, for the same—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Crilly, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial and papers to accompany House bill for 
relief of Amy C. Copwell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of Robert Hedian, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Mayberry Vance, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of Lizzie P, Hawkins and 15 others, citi- 
zens of Shakopee, Minn., praying for the right of woman suffrage—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Knights of Labor of Aspen, Colo., re- 
garding Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, house joint memorial of the Colorado Legislature, in favor of 
removing the Ute Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, senate joint memorial of the Colorado Legislature, requesting 
the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, senate joint memorial of the Colorado Legislature, that settlers 
upon public lands may acquire a safe title from the Government of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from Denver, Colo., concerning the abolition of the 
Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, De ent of Wisconsin, asking for the of bill for the 
relief of John Calehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, in- 
dorsing the Cullom bill for the regulation of interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VIELE: Memorial and petition of the American Geograph- 
ical Society—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition and paper of Edward A. Morehouse, 
asking for the removal of the mark of desertion—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of Dennis Storrs, Marvin Nunnick, Fritz 
Gibbon, Donald McDonald, and Daniel Hines, of Washington Territory, 
in the removal of obstructions to the navigation of the Skagit River— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, letter from A. J. Chapman, relative to the improvement of Co- 
lumbia River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Green B. Kelly, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Ben. Kenney; of Wiley W. 
Walker; of John W. Stephens, son and heir of John N. Stephens, de- 
ceased, and of Marienne Stith Truhart, heir of C. A. Stith, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee; and of Joseph and Henry Townsend, heirs of Peter 
Townsend, deceased, of Tipton and Chicot Counties, Tennessee and 
Arkansas, asking that their several war claims be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Dr. William F. Still, of Mad- 
ison County, Tennessee—to the same committee, 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Resolution of the State board of agricult- 
ure of Illinois, requesting legislation compelling the proper stamping 
of all imitations of dairy products, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of 547 cititens of Cooke County, 
Texas, praying for a sufficient appropriation to secure deep water at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, 
Illinois, praying for the passage of a bill granting a pension to Minerva 
A. Ross, widow of Patrick Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of George W. Smith, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. y 

Also, petition of Joseph Manis, Company I, Sixtieth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteers, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition praying for pension law embodying recommendations 
of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

Also, petition for the relief of George W. Mooke, Company C, One 
hundred and tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Sarah Lee, representative of Simeon Lee, for relief— 
to Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of William S. Norfleet, administrator of 
Jacob Shultz, deceased, of Greene County, and of Jane Weatherman, of 
Taney County, Missouri, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felt- 
housen, praying for relief for inventing new and usefal improvements 
in ing-machines—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, memorial and petition of the Knights of Labor of Frankfort, 
Ind., for additional and more significant legislation against the immi- 
gration of Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Catlettsburg, Ky., 
nasa craelty in branding live stock, &c.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of members of the Chesterfield 
monthly meeting, asking for the passage of Senate bill 355, to promote 
peace among nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of civil engineers and archi- 
tects, recommending the passage of bill H. R. 2085—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition for the relief of James Sumner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to theclaim of Mrs, Nancy J. Howard, of Jack- 
son County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Paper in the claim of Lena Kebler, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of John W. Guthrie, for a pension or other suitable al- 
lowance—to the same committee. 

Also, paper relating to the case of William Miller, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper relating to the case of Elizabeth Sirwell, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Susan Barn for a petition—to the same committee. 

3 and paper of Daniel Black for relief to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


Also, affidavits of S. W. Gibson, Elisha T. Custerline, Robt. Don- 
aldson, Robt. 3 and Andrew J. Stevenson, for bounty claimed 
to be due them—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Amos Shivey for the removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Montgomery, for relief for property used and 
destroyed during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Elizabeth Henderson, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

Also, paper relating to the case of David S. Faith—to Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Clarion County; of Armstrong County; of 
Hillville; and 10 other petitioners, citizens of Pennsylvania, for an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Allegheny River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of 821 representative citizens of 
Fillmore, Dodge, Olmstead, and Winona Counties, Minnesota, for sci- 
entific temperance instruction in all schools under control of Federal 
Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of tanners of Louisville, Ky., asking for 
legislation in regard to branding live-stock—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill for relief of W. J. Heady—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of Gurden L. Wright and others, for the 

of H. R. 4902—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition protesting against increasing the rate on 
ane eee mail matter - to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Edwards, 
III., for passage of Hennepin Canal bill, &c.—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an i beer with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and sev y referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Garnett, Kans. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Of Smith H. Samuels and others, of In- 


By Mr. NEECE: Of 40 citizens of Colchester, III. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of T. J. Grant and 30 others, citizens of Spear- 
ville, Kans. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of farmers in Allegany County, New York. 

By. Mr. SYMES: Of citizens of Plattville, Colo. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, March 2, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 27th ultimo, a report from Maj. M. B, Adams, Corps of Engineers, 
concerning the utility of a breakwater at Gordon’s Landing, on Lake 
Champlain, in Vermont; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 121 citizens of 
Norwalk, Huron County, Ohio, praying for the enactment of a law re- 
quiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a oe of 39 ex-Union soldiers, praying for the 
passage of the pension bill recommended by the pension committee of 
the Grand Army ofthe Republic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. - 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Knights of Labor of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., pra that liberal appropriations be made ſor the con- 
struction of works of internal improvement; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Ie also presented a peanon; signed by 439 citizens of Butler and Mer- 
cer Counties, Pennsylvania, and a petition, signed by 258 citizens of 
Warren and Erie Counties, Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools 
of the District of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Mili and 
Naval Academies, the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or 
in part by money from the national Treasury; which were cancer to 
lie on the table. 4 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present the petition of Rev. C. A. and 
15 other clergymen, 7 physicians, 7 lawyers, 43 teachers, 104 business 
men, and 16 officers of temperance and other societies; and also a sim- 
ilar petition from 821 representative citizens of Minnesota, including 
20 clergymen, 9 physicians, 13 lawyers, 47 teachers, 179 business men, 
53 officers of temperance and other societies, together with 500 who 
voted in mass meetings; and also a petition signed by 248 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, praying Congress to pass the bill now pend- 
ing, providing for scientific temperance education in the District of 
Columbia and the Mili and Naval Academies and colored schools. 
I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of 299 representative citi- 
zens of Vermont, praying for the enactment of a law requiring scien- 
tific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Academies, 
the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part by money 
from the national Treasury. This petition is signed by 18 clergymen, 
16 physicians, 4 lawyers, 42 teachers, 109 business men, and 110 offi- 
cers of temperance and other societies. I move that it lie on the table, 
as the bill on that subject has been already reported. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. MORRILL. present a like petition, signed by 252 representa- 
tive citizens of Vermont, including 17 clergymen, 15 physicians, 11 law- 
_ yers, 24 teachers, 79 business men, and 45 officers of temperance and 
other societies, praying for the passage of the bill, I move that the 


petition lie on the table, and as I suppose there will be no opposition 
to the bill whenever it comes up, I trust it will pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present the petition of 395 representative citizens 
of Charlevoix, Kalkaska, Lake, Mason, Oceana, and Wexford Counties, 
Michigan, signed by 43 clergymen, 21 physicians, 25 lawyers, 29 teach- 
ers, 183 business men, 76 officers of temperance and other societies, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill requiring instruction in the nature and 
effects of alcoholic drinks and other narcotics in all schools supported 
wholly or in part by money from the national Treasury. As there has 
been a report in this matter, I move that the petition lie on the table, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER. L also present another petition from 222 represent- 
ative citizens of Allegan, Ionia, and Kent Counties, Michigan; also a 
petition of 422 representative citizens of Oakland, Ingram, and Gen- 
esee Counties, Michigan; also a petition of 132 representative citizens of 
Saint Clair, Macomb, and Huron Counties, Michigan, with many of 
whom I am personally acquainted; also a petition of 243 representative 
citizens of Montcalm and Saginaw Counties, Michigan, and a petition 
of 395 representative citizens of Branch, Calhoun, and Eaton Counties, 
Michigan, urging the passage of the same bill. I move that the peti- 
tions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me add that 1809 citizens of Michigan have 
personally signed these petitions; that there are resolutions of meet- 
ings certified to by their officers to the same effect, and there are in- 
cluded in the signatures of officers of meetings to these petitions the 
names of some 3,500 citizens of Michigan. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presenta petition numerously signed by the lead- 
ing citizens of Rhode Island, in favor of the bill just referred to by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concrr]. I move that the petition lie 
on the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr.CULLOM. I present a petition of 234 representativ> citizens of 
Clay, Cumberland, Washington, and Richmond Counties, in the State 
of Illinois, composed of 16 clergymen, 13 physicians, 4 lawyers, 28 teach- 
ers, 159 business men, and 11 officers of temperance and other societies, 
all praying for the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance 
instraction in public schools; also a petition of 148 representative citi- 
zens of Woodford, Livingston, Iroquois, and Ford Counties, in the State 
of Illinois, composed of 7 clergymen, 7 physicians, 4 lawyars, 25 teach- 
ers, 71 business men, and 34 officers of temperance and other societies, 
praying for the enactment of the same law; also a petition of 234 rep- 
resentative citizens of Union, Randolph, and Perry Counties, of the State 
of Illinois, composed of 14 clergymen, 16 physicians, 7 lawyers, 15 teach- 
ers, 108 business men, and 74 officers of temperance and other societies; 
also a petition of 100 representative citizens of Madison and Saint Clair 
Counties, of the State of Illinois, composed of 7 clergymen, 9 physicians, 
3 lawyers, 18 teachers, 40 business men, and 23 officers of temperance 
and other societies, in favor of the enactment of the same law; also a 
petition of 186 representative citizens of Kane, Boone, Bureau, and 
McHenry Counties, of the State of Illinois, composed of 20 clergymen, 
14 physicians, 12 lawyers, 65 teachers, and 75 business men, to the same 
effect; also a petition of 438 representative citizens of Schuyler, Mercer, 
McLean, Macon, and Warren Counties, of the State of Illinois, com- 
posed of 18 clergymen, 36 physicians, 5 lawyers, 42 teachers, 275 busi- 
ness men, and 62 officers of temperance and other societies, praying for 
the enactment of the same legislation. As the bill has been reported, 
I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition of a goodly number of citi- 
zens of Nebraska, praying for legislation looking to the preservation of 
large game, as buffalo, deer, antelope, and elk, in the Western coun- 
try. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of F. W. Lueck and other citi- 
zens of Juneau, Wis., praying for the passage of a bill increasing the 
pensions of soldiers who have lost an eye; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Knights of Labor of Cla- 
rinda, Iowa, praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of 
internal improvements, and particularly for the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e also presented a resolution adopted by Buena Vista Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Newton, Jasper County, Iowa, favoring the 
unlimited coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PIKE. I present a petition of citizens of the first district of 
New Hampshire, including 13 clergymen, 18 physicians, 12 lawyers, 
57 teachers, 229 business men, and 18 officers of temperance and other 
socities, and a petition of citizens of the second district of New Hamp- 
shire, including 18 clergymen, 7 physicians, 4 lawyers, 22 teachers, 93 
business men, and 26 officers of temperance and other societies, praying 
for the passage of a bill providing for scientific temperance instruction 
in the schools of the District of Columbia, the Territories, the Military 
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and Naval Academies, and all schools that are supported wholly or in 
part by the National Government. As the bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Education and Labor, I move that the petitions lie 
on the table. 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Bevier 
and Macon County, of the State of Missouri, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PAYNE. I present three petitions of leading citizens of Ohio, 
comprising clergymen, physicians, lawyers, teachers, business men, 
officers of temperance and other societies, praying for the enactment of 
u law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and 
Naval Academies, the Indian and colored schools, sapported wholly or 
in part fron the national Treasury. I move that the petitions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present nine petitions of citizens of Walton and Wash- 
ington Counties, in West Florida, praying for the passage of the bill 
introduced by me te revoke the grant of lands made to the State of 
Florida in 1856. This petition comes to me from respectable sources 
and purports to be signed by nearly the entire population of those 
counties. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of the town council of the town of 
Tampa, Fla., signed by the president of the council and under the seal 
of the town council. The petition prays for the passage of an act for 
the location of certain pieces of Girard scrip upon tracts of land border- 
ing on the limits of the town of Tampa known as the Fort Brooke mil- 
itary reservation. Itstates that the town of Tampa is interested in the 
location of this scrip and the issuance of patents thereunder; that the 
offering of said land at publie sale or the entry thereof under the set- 
tlement laws would probably place the title in the hands of speculators 
and prove a serious detriment to the best interests of the town, and 
whereas the said W. B. Henderson has agreed that in case he obtains a 
patent from the Government for said lands that he will convey to the 
family of the late Lonis Le Bell their home on said lands where they 
have lived so many years, therefore the proceedings of the council show 
that an agreement has been made by which the town is to receive 
such parts of it as are desired or useful to it, and that the president of 
the town council be directed to petition Con in their name for such 
legislation as may be necessary to perfect title under said scrip location 
and to request their Senators and Representatives to urge and support 
the enactment of such a measure. 

The petitioners pray for the location of such serip under the author- 
ity of a special act of Congress. 

In presenting the petition I wish to say, inasmuch as there have been 
very great misrepresentations in regard to myself and to others stand- 
ing in official position here, as will be seen from the newspaper I shall 
refer to, that from the first period of my occupying a seat in this Chamber, 
seven years ago, I did in conformity with a petition sent from the town 
of Tampa introduce into this body and advocate the passage of a bill, 
and a favorable report of the Committee on Public Lands, donating 
this reservation to the town of Tampa. From that time to the present 
at every Congress I have introduced petitions and bills to that effect, 
and have persistently and continuously urged the favorable report of 
the bill and its passage by the Senate. Several ms who own and 
control newspaper interests adverse to the people and the State have for 


some time been engaged in publishing false and defamatory statements | that he 


and criticisms in regard to me, to whom and their statements I shall at 
an early day ask the attention of the Senate and the people, and have 
made the Fort Brooke military reservation and my action in to 
it the subject of some of these defamations. The records of the te 
and the General Land Office and the testimony of the members of the 
Committee on Public Lands attest my earnest support of the donation 
of the land to the town, and the absolute falsehood of these statements 
to the contrary: The telegrams sent in my name were entirely proper, 
and in the interest of those who were seeking to secure the land against 
entry by strangers, as before that time 40 acres, I think, of it had been 
located with scrip and patented to a Mr. Charles Brush before any one 
in Tampa knew that it was subject to entry. Iappend hereto some let- 
ters and evidence from the General Land Office showing my action in 
the premises, 

The entries upon the reservation, which had been made before I came 
into the Senate, have been set aside at my instance. All private en- 
tries from that time to the present have been set aside. 

There have been various attempts made to locate this reservation, 
which is quite valuable, being immediately adjacent to the town of 
Tampa and almost necessary to the further extension of the town, by 
individuals under the homestead and pre-emption laws, and under scrip 
locations. I have at times been applied to to prevent the location by 
strangers and speculators without the knowledge of the people of Tampa 
or those directly interested. I have allowed at such times the attor- 
neys of those who represented the interests of the people of Tampa and 


the citizens resident there to telegram in my name information of 
such proceedings, and in all instances this has been done with the 
knowledge of my opposition and that I should protest and ask to set 
aside such entries. In every case that has been done since I have been 
in the Senate, and at this session I had introduced and there was pend- 
ing and under the consideration of a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Public Landsa bill to donate this land to the town of Tampa for ed- 
ucational and other p 

I desire to submit, as a part of the few remarks which I shall make 
on this occasion, a statement taken from the records of the General 
Land Office and other papers, which I wili ask to have printed in the 
RECORD without delaying the Senate to hear it, in order that the peo- 
ple of that locality may know precisely the condition of this reserva- 
tion and how it stands before the committee. 

I wish to say further that the gentlemen who are proposing to locate 
this land for the benefit of the town are largely interested in the town 
of Tampa, are citizens of high character, and have, no doubt, the best 
interests of the town at heart. I understand that there has been an 
arrangement made between them and the town council of Tampa which 
is satisfactory to the authorities; but I am also advised that there is 
opposition on the part of some persons, and I am informed that the 
council and these gentlemen desire me to state that they wish the 
utmost publicity given to their action in this respect, and that those 
who have any opposition to it shall be heard before the Committee on 
Public Lands. They desire me to submit with the petition a bill, 
which I shall hereafter introduce, and the paper which I hold in my 
hand, the Tampa Guardian, being a representation on the part of some 
persons having opinions or interests adverse to the action of the town 
council, opposing it upon the ground that the reservation should be 
donated entirely and absolutely to the town at its will and discretion. 

I therefore ask in connection with the petition that the newspaper 
sent to me, being the Tampa Guardian, containing certain statements 
in regard to it on the part of certain persons opposing this action of the 
town council, may be referred in like manner to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

The letters of Hon. John T. Lesley and Capt. James McKay, in reference to the 
Fort Brooke reservation, were p in my hands by Senator CALL in 1882 83. 
to select a suitable attorney to represent these gentlemen, according to their re- 
quest. I selected Mr. John S. Tucker. 


The uestion, were sent by persons representing the See 
ition to their entries was communicated by 


was at that e employed as a of Senator Johnson's committee, and for 
that reason was freq y in Calis company, and well ac- 
quainted in this city was asked by him to select an attorney for Mr. y and 


The facts in this matter are well known to me and to others, by whom they 
can be easily established. 


H. B. LITTLEPAGE. 
Wasuixcton, D. C., February 24, 1888. 

an article in a Florida ne per g Senator CALL with 
in certain homestead an 


Senator CALL, in 1883, through Capt. H. B. of this city, placed in my 
hands letters from Hon. John T. Lesley and Capt. - Rees Makar ot Tomcat 
which he was requested to obtain an entry of 

and, if this could not be done, then fo; 


ER 


by Tam 
It is due to the Senator to cay that be bet ALIASY firmly and persistently main- 
tained this the General Land Office, and 


so far from being in collusion with the parties to obtain these entries, I 
know that he has nent; but for him I am of opinion 
that * entries would have been or at least some of them. 

ery y, 


JNO. S. TUCKER, Attorney at Law. 


UNITED STATES SENATE. 
Washington, D. C., August 4, 1834. 

I hereby state that I am a member of the Committee on Public Lands of the 
United States Senate, and that Senator CALL, of Florida, has repeatedly ap- 
before that committee during the past and paons sessions of Co: 

the committee to report favorably a bill offered by him for the dona- 
tion of the Fort Brooke reservation to the town of Tampa for public schools 
and parks and other purposes. Mr. Cat. was quite urgent about this bill, but 
the committee could not find time in the press of other more important busi- 
ness to reach a satisfactory conclusion about it. 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 


United States Senate, 
Statement relating to the Fort Brooke military reservation in Florida, 

The Fort Brooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., was originally estab- 
lished by executive order of December 10, 1830, covering an area of 16 miles 
square, and after various modifications and reductions the remainder, as it then 
stood, containing 148.11 acres, was duly relinquished in writing by the Secretary 
of War to the of the Interior 3 4,1883, under the act of A 
18,1856, and on the 17th of March, 1583, a subdivision plat of the reling 
tract was sent by the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the 
and receiver at Gainesville, Fla. The plat was received at the local office 
22,1883. On the same day Edmond S. Chew made homestead entry of said land, 
and on the 26th and 30th of the same month Clifford Herrick and Lewis Bell, 


and 
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but their 9 were rejected because Co: ner’s instructions. 

The several claimants were then invited to submit reasons why said tract 
should not be disposed ofat publicsale, After considering these reasons the Com- 
missioner rendered d ons of date December 17, 1 and January 22, 1881. 


plates and req and directed the entry and filings to be can ` 
The several les then appealed from these decisions and filed briefs thereon, 
and in a le y opinion the decisions were aflirmed by the Secretary of the In- 


terior on May ReaD 
On June 14, 1884, a joint motion was filed by the attorneys for the several ap- 
plicants for a review of the Departmental decision of May 16, 1884, which motion 
was denied May 21, 1885, the tary finding that said decision ap; to 
have been well considered, and a careful examination of the same fails to dis- 
close any errors therein,” (Decisions Department of the Interior, volume 2, 
es and 606, and volume 3, page ee, 

n November 27, 1883, William B. Henderson made application at the Gaines- 
ville, Fla., land office to locate upon the land, which was then public land, four 
40-acre pieces of land certificates numbered as subdivisions 11, 12, 13, and 14, re- 
spectively, issued under “an act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Gerard,“ 
appro’ February 10, 1855 (10 Stat., 849), which permits them to enter, each 
one of them severally, or his or their heirs, one section of the public lands 
without the payment of any consideration,” &. 

This a laati on is now pendingin the General Land Office, nnd was not be- 
fore the Department nor considered in the decisions herein cited. 


The a cation to locate said scrip was in the interest of the citizens of the 
town — 84 and the expense attending its purchase and location has ex- 
ceeded $17, The town council of Tampa have petitioned Congress to author- 


ize the location of this scrip, and in view of the fact that Con 
25, N gave a quarter- section of the same reservation to the town of Hillsbo- 
rough it is believed that the petition should be granted, independent of the fact 
that the right to said Jand under the application named would seem to be be- 


by act of July 


yond dispute or question. 

. ngress has fhe Sy eee acts of this character, and among others the 
act of January 21, 1 Sp ic act No. 15), which permitted Charles Popper to 
make a private entry of certain lands in the Camp Douglas military reservation 
in the Territory of 


ed that the bill in question is intended to perfect the only 

for the land for the reason 
rtment of the Interior. 

WM. B. HENDERSON, 


Finally, it is 
proper application under existing laws now pendin; 
that all bee applications have been rejected by the 


To Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate. 


The people should resent the wrongs perpetrated—The sentiment of the — . 
The ring’s last struggle The methods used—Scene in the council chamber 
Reports and resolutions, how adopted—Councilman Knight's absence—The 
yeasand nays. 


All will 


years. 

Fort Brooke as a military post and turned 

ment. By thisaction it was understood by 

tion over IAS acres, wassubject to By a letter at our 
written by 


ascertained the 


ion; he also states that atelegram 

nage to Dr. E. S. Carew and a Mr. Carlisle, at Gainesville where 

the local land office is located, to the same effect, Nog ea Lesley not being at 

egram, as stated by him in a recent meeting of the 

town council, and the args gree —— who was in the emplox of W. B. Hen- 

of the information intended for — aso Lesley, and 

In the mean time Dr. E. S. Carew, ha su access 

to the land office, got out the necessary pa! and within a 
homesteader also, and occupies the land at this date. 

and so the matter has stood until 


ew 


land to the town of Tam 
nterests of pid ae poe notwithstan 

statements in existence that cl show to unprejud 

Dew consistent with this movement. 

J. T. Lesley and W. B. Henderson, who claim that 

they have invested in Gerard scrip to the amount of about $17,000 that they 

have placed (or — to place) on this land, and in this connection we shall have 

to more y. 

About three months ago the Tampa Board of Trade to agitate this 
T ig a view to a ee 8 the — — be Soe asa 
public „its adaptability and desirability for purpose very favor- 
2 About the — 1 time 5 5 before the town 2 

r. Henderson, who is a member of the council, requested, as a nal favor, 
at one meeting when the subject was introduced, that the be deferred 
oaa month, de Captain ey desired to appear before the council and sub- 
mit a pro; on. 

Action was postponed, but Captain Lesley did not ap) and we understand 
that the council adopted and pte a memorial to ö and to our 
Representatives in Congress, asking that a speedy settlement of the question be 
reached if possible. 

LATER DEVELOPMENTS. 

On the 9th instant a special meeting of the council was called. Captain Les- 
ley appeared before it and submitted a 1 to the effect that if the coun- 
cil would indorse his scrip claim of $17,000 and give its influence in having a bill 

by Congress allowing said claim, he would bind himself to donate such 
portion of the reservation as ht be upon. Colonel Sparkman also 
appeared and advised the council to compromise. A committee was appointed 
to confer with Messrs, Henderson and Lesley, and to report the of the 
Arran; ent that could be made. The council met again on the llth, but the 
committee asked further time to report, and anadjournment to the 17th instant 
was made, 

PROCEEDINGS, 

e ae W. T. Haskins, president, G. B. Sparkman, S. A. Jones, II. 
L. Branch, W. B. Henderson, Dr. J. P. Wall, T. E. Jackson, and T. C. Taliaferro. 

The president excused Mr. Henderson from participation in the p: ings 
owing to his being an interested party in the question before the council. 

The following report from the committee was submitted: 

MAJORITY REPORT, 
To the president and members of the town council of thetown of Tampa: 
We, the undersigned committee, who were appointed by your honorable body 


to confer with Messrs, Henderson and Lesley in reference to some concert of 
a in obtaining the military reservation, beg leave to submit the following 


re 7 

Whereas we have considered that the speedy settlement of this question is of 
"ern ount importance to the town from the representations of their attorneys; 
an 


Whereas we believe that Messrs. Henderson and Lesley have vested legal rights 
in the reservation, and that the subjoined tion agreed upon between 
these gentlemen and ourselves, as a committee, is a fair, reasonable, and liberal 
p ion for the town, and we recommend its adoption by the council. 

e proposition as upon is that Henderson and ley shall donate 
to the town a stripof reservat at a point in the branch where 
it intersects the middle of Franklin from thence in a direct line 
as a continuation of Franklin street, so us to take in the clump of live oaks lying 
to the westward of said line, to a point south of the house occupied by Dr. E. S. 
Carew, thence west at angle with said line either tothe east line of Tam) 
street, if that will include the trees before referred to, or if not, then to the mid- 
dle of said Tampa street, thence north parallel to the first-mentioned line to the 
branch, thence up said branch to the point of beginning. 

We further recommend that the land lying between this plot and the bay on 
the south be either donated to the town for hotel purposes, or be sold for that 
parpat by Messrs. Henderson and Lesley, and the proceeds be given to the 

own for such purposes as the town council may designate. 

We further recommend that Franklin and pa streets be extended to the 
par eee edea of 80 feet, except on each sideof the park, on either side of which 


We further recommend that Messrs. Henderson and Lesley enter into a 
written contract with the council conditioned to carry out the provisions of 
this ent, and that the council a resolution requesting our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to e such action as will enable Messrs, 
Henderson and Lesley to perfect their scrip location on said reservation. 

G. B. SPARKMAN. 
S. A. JONES. 

A motion to lay the above report on the table was lost; Wall, Jackson, and 
Taliaferro voting in the affirmative; Sparkman, Jones, and Branch in the nega- 
tive. The ent decided in the negative. 

Mr. T. E. Jackson, from the committee, then submitted the following: 


MINORITY REPORT. 
Mr. Chairman, and Gentlemen of the Town Council: 


Asa member of the committee appointed to confer with Messrs. Henderson 
and Lesley as to their proposition made to the council in regard to the Fort 
Brooke military reservation, I beg leave to submit a minority report. I differ 
with my colleagues as to what our re should consist of. I believe that it 
was merely the duty of this committee in and report the best arrange- 
ment for interests of the town that could be effected with Messrs. Ilender- 
son and Lesley, who have clearly stated to us that they would, in the event of 
their securing this reservation, give tothe town of Tampa, for the use of the town 
asa park for hotel purposes, that portion of the reser vation lying between 
a line drawn from the center of Franklin street to the bay, and a similar line 
drawn from the center of Tampa street to the bay, and bounded on the north by 
the little stream which runs through the reserve, and on the south by a publie 
road which skirts the bay, with a street of 40 feet on the sides of said park, and 
his was the best they would do, and all this provided the town would assist them 
to get the remainder for themselves; and such a rt I was willing to make 
to the council. I can not say that I believe Messrs. Henderson aud Lesley have 
any legal rights to that reservation, for I do not so believe. Nor can I recom- 
mend to the town councila settlement of this matter, so far as the town is con- 
cerned, upon any such basis. And, furthermore, I very much doubt the wisdom 
and propriety of the town council po wy mig Same any ba n in this matter, for 
I must say that I do not put any faith in this scrip which has been mentioned,a 
number of legal minds to the contrary, among whom are all of the legal talent of 
this corporation. 


Respectfully submitted. 
THOMAS E. JACKSON, 
Member of the Town Council and of the Committee on Reservation. 

A motion to adopt the majority report carried, as follows: Sparkman, Branch, 
and Jones voting in the affirmative ; Wall, Jackson, and Taliaferro voted in the 
negative. W. T. Haskins, president, decided in the affirmative. 

e following resolution was then offered and adopted: 

“ Whereas W. B. Henderson has an as pennor in the General Land 
Office at Washington, D. C., for the locat: in his name of certain picces of 
Gerard scrip upon the following parts of land, viz: Lots 8, 9, and 10, of section 
24, township 29 south, range 19 east, and lots 12, 13, and 14, of section 19, town- 
ship 29 south, range 19 east, in the State of Flo: and 

2 ereas the expenses attending the purchase and location of said scrip upon 
said lands nearly $17,500; 

“ Whereas the town of Tampa is directly interested in the location of said scrip 
and in the issuance of a patent thereunder; and 

“ Whereas the offering of said land at public sale or the entry thereof under the 
settlement laws would probably place the title thereto in the hands of specu- 
Le and thereby prove a serious detriment to the best interests of said town; 


an 

“ Whereas the said W. B. Henderson has agreed that in case he obtainsa patent 
from the Government for said Jands that he will convey to the family of Louis 
Le Bell their home on said lands, where they have lived so many years: There- 


fore, 
~ Resolved, That the president of the town council be directed to petition Con- 
gress in our name for such on as may be necessary to perfect title under 
said scrip location, and to uest our Senators and Representatives to urge and 
support the execution of a measure, = N 
z Passed town council this 17th of February, 1836. 
“WM. T. HASKINS, Pres. Council, 
“Approved this 18th day of February, A. D. 1888. 
“DUFF POST, Mayor.” 
On motion the resolution was adopted, Sparkman, Jones, and Branch voting 
yes; Wall, Jackson, and Taliaferro voting no. Haskins decided in the aftirma- 


tive. 

The following resolution was adopted during the meeting: 

“Whereas Mr. S. M. Sparkman, the present attorney for the town of Tampa, 
and whereas he has been the attorney for Messrs. Henderson and Lesley in 
the Fort Brooke military reservation for several years, and whereas he re- 
quested the town council to designate some attorney to represent the town 
council in preparing a contract between Messrs. Henderson and Lesley, in ref- 
erence to said reservation: 

Be it That Mr. S. M. Sparkman be requested to obtain the services of 
Messrs. Hammond & McFarlane to represent the town council in said busi- 
ness,” 

Toa n u uainted with the ciroumstances and inside facts of the above 
[rosos iteki? 8 look so bad, but when considered from an independent 
and standpoint, for downright chicanery, bossiam, and misrepresenta- 
tion there can hardly be a el in the country—certainly not in the history of 
Tampa. The scheme has so ingeniously engineered that the true inward- 
ness of the transaction has been generally concealed from the public. However 
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we have faith that prompt and energetic measures can yet defeat this well- 
planned scheme to swindle the citizens of Tampa, and we hope by this article to 
so eee portray the facts that the people will fully realize the enormity of the 


wrong has been perpetrated already, and at this moment is being furthered. 
Blind and popao confidence in the honor of men is the foundation for much 
of the imposition and fraud that is practiced all over this country, 

There is no question but that the Fort Brooke reservation belongs to the Gov- 
ernment at the present time, and that the Government can do what it pleases 
with it, It will also be conceded that the value of this land is enhanced owing 
to its location alongside the rapidly developing and promising city of Tampa. 
The Government is rich; it does not need the land; in many instances it has 
shown a liberal disposition in aiding the development of sections and towns, 
and there is no good cause to doubt its generosity in this instance. Why has 
this reservation not been donated to Tampa before now? Perhaps the principal 
reason is that it was never asked to do so until afew weeks ago. We have not 
explained to Congress what use we could make of it; no effort has been made 
to get it by the town. But just now, when the citizens have commenced action 
and petitioned Congress, and our Senator has introduced a bill in behalf of the 
town, the town council steps in, takes the bit in its unrighteous mouth, and 
barters away the town’s claim and prospect, for what? About 5 acres of the 
148, with the recommendation that the remainder be given to Capt. John T. Les- 
Jey and Mr. W. B. Henderson, But let us examine briefly this action of the 
council on the known facts. Why did not Captain Lesley meet the council at 
the time agreed about two months ago, when it was possible for all the mem- 
bers to be present? Why was it necessary to seek such a time when Council- 
man Knight was absent from the city to call a special meeting to consider such 
an important question? Mr. Knight informs us that he was interviewed by an 
interested party upon the question a few days before he left the city, and that 
he informed the gentleman that he would not consent to anything that was not 
for the interests of the town, but that he did not receive an inkling that a 
“special meeting would be called, Why were Captain Lesley and Mr. Hen- 
derson afraid to present their position to the board of trade? Is it not more 
ttt hae representative of the business interests of Tampa than the town coun- 


if these men have so much legal right to the reservation why was mtn gi A 
to use such extraordinary measures to effect a compromise with anybody? Is 
there not evidence sufficient to indicate that there is a “black man” in the wood- 
ile? But this is not all. Col. S. M. Sparkman, who is the attorney for Messrs. 
Toney and Henderson, and is also the salaried city attorney emp! by the 
council, appeared at the meeting, without notifying the council of his position, 
that another legal adviser might have been employed in the case, and proceeded 
to advise the council to compromise with his clients. Ifthis is professional, usual, 
and right, then we are not posted in legal ethics, We shall not comment upon 
the majority report of the committee as published above. Its contents and the 
signatures attached will be sufficient to show in whose interest it was drafted. 
But we are proud to chronicle that the adoption of this scheme was not unani- 
mous, and that it required the vote of the president of the council to break the 
tio. For the co and independence superset by Dr. J. P. Wall, Thomas E. 
Cc, iaferro the citizens of Tampa F a tribute of confidence 


Jackson, and T. 
and gratitude. For those members who winced and wiggled beforé ir mas- 


ters they will doubtless express their righteous contempt should they ever dare 
to offer their names before the public again. Within 5 hours after the 

of the resolution Captain Lesley, with a copy in his pocket, was off for 
Washington. D. C. With the signature of the 5 of the council attached, 
and that of Mayor Post, the instrument is calculated to deceive. It does not rep- 
resent the sentiment of the people of . and our assertion is supported by 
the votes of Dr. Wall, Mr. Jackson, and Mr. Tailaferro, and the opinion of Mr. 
Knight. What do the citizens propose to do? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The enon and papers will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lan 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Jefferson, 
Tex., praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing 
ome to a certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on 

inting. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Austin, Tex., 
praying the enactment of a law forever prohibiting the immigration of 
Chinese into the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Ipresentthe petitionof James L. Frisbee, of Massachu- 
setts, and several hundred others, workmen who have been employed 
by the United States since the passage of the law of 1868 and between 
July, 1877, and December, 1883, in various navy-yards. They have 
found that while that law, requiring the employment of men but eight 
hours a day by the Government, was in force they were compelled un- 
der an erroneous construction and contrary tothe true meaning, intent, 
and spirit of the law to work ten hours in order to receive a day’s wages. 
They were compelled either to submit to ten hours’ work or to submit 
to a reduction of their wages; and they desire that there may be an act 
of Congress passed paying them the wages for the extra two hours, or 
that they may be authorized to bring suit before some proper tribunal, 
to be clothed with jurisdiction for that purpose, which tribunal shall 
be required to interpret the law according tothe meaning of Congress, 

I desire to say that having been cognizant of the purpose of that leg- 
islation from the beginning, in my judgment these petitioners are en- 
tirely right in their construction of the law, as I have had occasion 
many times, both in this House and the other, to say during the years 
which have elapsed since this grievance originated. It seems to me it 
was the purpose of Congress to test under the Government, with the 
authority of the Government, the soundness of an economic law which 
had been affirmed by workingmen of this country as well as by many 
writers who had no personal interest in the subject, that on a large scale 
of permanency in ordinary mechanical and manufacturing employments 
the individual workman will be a larger producer working eight hours 
a day than working a larger number of hours; that the increased intel- 
ligence, activity, skill, vigor, and work will make him a better and a 
more valuable producer, if he can have the leisure to rest and the res- 
pite of the other hours of the day. There was a very remarkable ex- 
periment tried upon that question in the United States armory at Spring- 
tield, the results of which were quite surprising to persons who had not 
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entertained that opinion before, and which have already been laid be- 
fore the public. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 7 

Mr. DOLPH. I present numerous petitions signed by several thou- 
sand merchants, traders, land-owners, farmers, and professional men, 
resident and carrying on business in the seven counties of Oregon which 
chiefly constitute the Willamette Valley, showing that such counties 
contained a population at the last census of 65,000 persons; that the 

property of this population is valued at $42,000,000 and over; 
and also setting forth the large agricultural resources of the country, 
and the importance of Yaquina Bay to the commerce of the country; 
stating that the improvement of Yaquina Bay has been undertaken by 
the General Government, and praying that an appropriation be made 
to complete its improvement at the present session of Con, Task 
that one of the petitions, which is not long, may appear in the RECORD 
without the names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made, and the petitions will be referred to the Commitiee on 
Commerce. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

The humble petition of the merchants, trad land-owners, farmers, and pro- 
fessional men, resident and re Seve on business in the seven counties of Oregon 
which chiefly constitute the Willamette Valley,showeth— _ 

That the seven counties of the State of Oregon now in question contain 2,500,- 
000 acres of land; 

Ahat the population by the last census was just 65,009 persons, and is rapidly 
growing; 

That the realized property of this population is returned by the assessors as 

178,000, or an average of over $650 per capita. 

hat although only 605,000 acres out of 2,500,000 are in cultivation, yet these 
seven counties raised in the year 1884 the following, among and in addition 
to a proportionate quantity of other agricultural and pastoral products, namely: 
Six million bushels of wheat, 4,000,000 bushels of oats, 2,500,000 pounds of hops, 
1,250,000 bushels of appes and 900,000 pounds of wool; although the wheat yield 
of the year in question was below the usual average. The above figures are 
from the official returns in the office of the secretary of the State; 

That until the opening of Yaquina Bay to commerce by the construction of the 
Oregon Pacific Railroad between Corvallis (in the heart of the Willamette Val- 
ley) and Yaquina Bay, the only outlet for our products and channel of our traffic 
was by way of Portland and the Columbia River, involving unnecessary distance 
and useless expense and delay; 

That the improvement of the entrance to Yaquina Bay has been undertaken 
by the Government of the United States, and out of an estimated requirement of 
$165,000 only $150,000 has hitherto been appropriated ; 

That the result so far has been to demonstrate the bility of entire success 
in deepening the harbor entrance, so that vessels of largest size and capacity 
will be able to enter and leave the port with ease and safety; yet that to leave 
the work unfinished, in its present state, would be to have inflicted harmon the 
State of Oregon and its population, in place of untold good; 

That since the rai work in connection with the port of Yaquina wascom- 
menced, upward of $125,000 in custom duties have been received by the United 
States Government, or credited to that port; 

That the steamship Yaquina, of 1,500 tons burden, since October 1, 1885, is mak- 
ing regular and frequent trips between Yaquina and San Francisco, carrying a 
large tonnage in in and many Hr ge The effect of the new route has 
already been felt from one end of the Willamette Valley to the other, andalarge 
and increasing volume of traffic is seeking the Yaquina harbor; 

That the charges for pilotage and towage at Yaquina are and must continue 
low, because it occupies but half an hour to take a vessel from the deep waters 
of the Pacific Ocean and land her ngersat the docks in Yaquina Bay, where 
a vessel lies alongside her wharf in 20 fect of water, in a land-locked and quiet 
harbor, with ee room for the whole commerce of the fio coast; 

That your oo pray for the appropriation at this time of the full sum 
of $300,000, being the balance of the amount estimated by the United States en- 
gineer officers as the cost of completing the improvement of the entrance to 
Vaquina Bay, believing that Congress will recognize from the facts in this peti- 
tion the urgency and importance of carrying out this most necessary improve- 
ment in accordance with their prayer. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 


Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 208 citizens of Barry, Branch, 
and Calhoun Counties, Michigan, and a petition of 456 citizens of the 
District of Columbia, praying for the enactment of a law requiring 
scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Ottawa, Kans., pray- 
ing the opening of the Oklahoma lands to homestead settlement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 1076) providing for the collec- 
tion of statistics touching marriage and divorce, to report it with a rec- 
ommendation that it be laid on the table, and with a written report, 
which sets forth in substance, while we think the object proposed by 
the bill is highly important, it being the same bill that the same com- 
mittee reported at the last Congress, we are of opinion that under the 
statute creating the Bureau of Labor the Commissioner of that bureau 
can more conveniently collect these statistics than can the Bureau of 
Statistics, as the bill provided for; and all that is necessary to accom- 
plish this purpose is to put into the proper appropriation bill an appro- 
priation to enable the Commissioner of Labor to accumulate the statis- 
tics. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be laid on the table, and I ask 
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that our recommendation, with an amendment which is drawn up in 
our report, be referred to the Committee on 9 so that we 


shall comply with the rules in regard to its g in order when the 
proper appropriation bill comes up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont from the 
Committee on the Ji reports back the bill indicated, with a rec- 
ommendation that it lie on the table, and that the report, with the 
amendment p: be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
That order will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2021) granting a pension to Margaret A. Blake, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Healso, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (S. 1377) to grant the right of way for railroad purposes thro: 
the lands of the United States powder depot near Dover, N. J., to the 
Morris County Railroad Company, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 736) granting a pension to James D. 
Reney, to report it adversely. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 775) granting arrears of pension to Timothy 
Kibby, to report it adversely. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 557) to for the use of the public a street 
across the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State 
of Tennessee, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Capt. John A. Lee, United States Army, praying to be retired with 
the rank of major, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military to whom 
was referred the letter of the Secretaryjof War, recommending that pro- 
vision be made for quarters for k of Yorktown Monument, submit- 
ted a report thereon, accom by an amendment intended to be 
pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill making an 9 
of $2,500 for that purpose; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the letter 
of the Secretary of War, transmitting plans and estimates for the con- 
struction of a permanent wharf at Fort Monroe, Va., submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by an amendment, ing an appropriation of 
880,000 for that purpose; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriatio — ordered to be printed. š 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 976) for the relief of certain officers of the Signal 


Service, reported itwithoutamendment, and submitted a thereon. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military to whom 
was referred the following bills, asked to be from their further 


consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was to: 

A bill he R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of John A Coan; and 

A bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of D. E. Downing. 

Mr. CO The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 215) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum, introduced 
by me, and referred to that committee at my instance, have instructed 
me to report the same back adversely, and to recommend that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed, because the claim provided for therein is al- 
ready provided for under the general law for the adjustment of claims 
of officers, &c., for losses in the service. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely if there be no objection. 


PENSION OF WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES, 


Mr. VAN WICK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report back the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and 
dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors with an amend- 
ment providing that the pensions to minor children shall be increased 
from $2 to $4 a month. 

In this connection I desire tosay that while I shall ask for the speedy 
consideration of the bill, I shall movethat the ion to minors shall 
be increased to $5 instead of $4, as fixed by the committee. I shall 
also ask the consideration by the Senate of another 3 which 
was not adopted by the committee, to provide that insane, idiotic, or 
helpless children shall receive the pension given to minor children 


beyond the existing limit to the time that the disability of insanity 
or idiocy may continue. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is not the Senator from Nebraska going to ask the Sen- 
ate to take sy oe bill soon? 

Mr. VAN CK. Ishall ask its consideration by the Senate just 
as soon as possible. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely wish to say that I hope the Senator having 

of the bill will it up soon, and that there will be no objec- 

tion to it and that the bill will be passed just as the House left it. Let 

the other matters which the Senator has suggested, which I do not op- 

and some of which I would favor, be acted upon separately, but 

et the bill pass if the Senate is in favor of it as the House passed it, so 

as notto encumber it in any way whatever, and then take up the other 
matters. 

I hope the committee will also report in a very short time the bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from Kansas in reference to arrearages, so that 
we may act upon the bill and decide it one way or another. 

I only make these remarks for the reason that I have received, and 
am receiving every day, so many letters in reference to the matter, and 
I know there is a great deal of feeling on account of the delay. I hope 
the Senator will not offer his amendments to the bill, but will let them 
come up in some other bill, and let this House bill be called up speedily 
and acted u 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The committee appreciate and fully sympathize 
with the suggestions made by the Senator from Illinois, and they have 
pursued the policy not to place in this or any bill which improves the 
condition of the soldiers and relates to their pensions any provision 
except what may be proper and legitimate. In this bill from the 
House providing for an increase of pension to widows and dependent 
relatives it was also provided that the ions to minors shall con- 
tinue at $2 per month. Itisa of the bill as passed by the House 
that the pensions to minors be continued at $2 per month, and 
therefore it is legitimate and proper in this bill to provide a rate of 
8 for minors and also to continue the een, age of minors 

rom sixteen to eighteen years. That is all amendment proposed 
by the committee. It belongs to that class of pensions, and thatalone. 
The committee have e g to do precisely what the Senator from 
Illinois desires; and I believe that at the last Congress we should have 
pea a distinct pension bill for the soldiers of the Mexican war, and 

et that stand upon its own merits alone. I am decidedly in favor of 
that proposition to-day. 

It is because the amendments referred to are merely in the line of 
the bill itself that they have been p by the committee. They 
are and legitimate to the bill, as I think the Senator from Illi- 
nois will realize when he gives the subject further consideration. 

qe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the joint resolution (S. R. 39) to authorize the printing 
of the proceedings in Co: in accepting the statue of the late James 
A. Garfield, President of the United States. I report it back favorably 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
pati inh engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


CLAIMS UNDER FRENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a communication from the President of the United States, in re- 
to a Senate resolution of February 9, 1886, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Secretary of State, a full report upon the subject of 
French spoliation claims. The Committee on Printing have communi- 
cated with the State Department with reference to the importance of 
this document, and also with Senators interested in the subject-matter, 
and beli that more than the usual number should be printed, pre- 
sent a concurrent resolution and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The concurrent resolution was {considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved 1 Aag Senate of the Uniled States (the weeny A Representatives concur- 
), That the statements relative to the payments of awards under treaties 
France and Spain, transmitted by the ident of the United States in re- 
mse to Senate resolution of February 9, 1886, be printed, and that 5,000 addi- 
ional es of said message and statements be ted; of which 1,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Department of State. 


NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANTES. 


Mr. PIKE. On Friday last I reported adversely from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia the bill (S. 346) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of 
bese iy Fry in the District of Columbia, approved January 22, 1867; 
and the bill (S. 62) enlarging the powers of the Washington Safe De- 
posit Company, and for other purposes, and the bills were postponed 
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indefinitely. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bills were postponed indefinitely. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 610) to provide 
for a building for the use of the Federal 5 and internal 
revenue and other civil offices, and a United States jail 
Fort Smith, Ark., with amendments; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed merh o R. 
2148) to amend an act entitled An act to provide a building for 
of the United States circuit and district courts of the United States, the 
post-office, and other Government offices at i rt, Pa., and mak- 
ing an additional appropriation therefor; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1722) to provide for a joint cele- 
bration by the sixteen American republics on the 4th of March, 1889, 


in honor of the one hundredth anniversary of the Constitution of the 
parent Republic, the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I introduce a bill to accompany the petition which I 
presented this morning. 

The bill (S. 1723) to authorize the entry of certain lands in the State 
of Florida was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1724) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of A. J. Tynes, deceased, of Nashville, Tenn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1725) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Au- 
gustus Field Stevens; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1727) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1728) to confirm the title to cer- 
tain lands in the Territory of Arizona to Francisco ilar and his le- 
gal representatives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further routine morn- 
ing business the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New Ham 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business, the morning business having been concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to withhold 
his motion, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] desires action 
upon the amendments of the other House to a bill which has just been 
returned from that body. 

Mr. BLAIR, I will yield for that, it being a formal matter, as I 
understand. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House of Representatives has and re- 
turned to the Senate with amendments the bill (S. 610) to provide for 
a building for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, and internal 
revenue and other civil offices, and a United States jail in the city of 
Fort Smith, Ark. The bill is returned amended by cutting down the 
appropriation. A very full showing was made to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, which had under consideration the bill, 
and it is very clear that the appropriation as cut down by the other 
House is inadequate. I desire to move that the Senate non-concur in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill. They 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 1, line 13, strike out the words and 
twenty-flve; so as to the sum of $100,000.” 

Page 2, line 2, strike out the word (fifty and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read, the sum of $25,000.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were di to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now ask for the appointment of a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that a committee of conference be appointed. If there be no objection 
that order will be made. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


in the city of | Ne 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
SPooNER, and Mr, BERRY were appointed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business, being the bill ts. 194) to aid in the establishment and tem- 
sup of common schools. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 

Seas proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], which 


use | will 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2: 

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 
ored children, the money in such State shall be apportioned and paid out 
for the support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the 
illiteracy of the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown 
by said census, 

Mr. CALL. Before the amendment is yoted on I desire to submit a 
few observations to the Senate in regard to it. 

The amendment provides that in each State in which there shall be 
separate schools for white and colored children the money paid in such 
State shall be apportioned and paid out for the support of such white 
and colored schools in the proportion that the illiteracy of the white 
and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other as shown by the cen- 


sus. 

The bill provides that the money shall be paid out without distinc- 
tion of race, in the proportion of the illiteracy in a State, to the whole 
of illiterates as shown by the census. 

The amendment is objectionable because it is a reflection upon the 
States and the principle of government which we have adopted. It de- 

from the condition imposed by the bill, which is a mere limita- 
tion as to the object to which this donation shall be applied, reserving 
to the United States, if it should not be applied in good faith, the right 
to discontinue it, and that is sufficient. But it goes further and it re- 
quires that there shall be a minute supervision, and that this money 
shall be applied in the proportion of illiteracy in the different localities, 
wherever the proportion of illiteracy in the one race or the other shall 
be greater; that on that account that locality shall be provided for not 
equally in amount per capita, but in larger amounts per capita as to 
race, and the fact being that there is a greater amount of colored illit- 
erates, the amendment in fact is that the colored illiterate shall have 
a greater amount per capita than the white illiterate. The State laws, 
without discrimination of race, provide that the money shall be applied 
equally, and it is applied according to the attendance upon the schools, 
and there is no other method in which it can be applied, and here 
comes now a provision that while the Constitution imposes under the 
amendment the duty on the State in spirit, if not in terms, to apply 
all the public funds of the States equally to the races without discrimi- 
nation. 

While in good faith the Southern States have done that, this amend- 
ment requires that there shall be in effect a discrimination, that while 
the States apply their money equally to the schools that may be organ- 
ized, giving to each race the full privilege and opportunity alike to or- 
ganize in each locality a school and appointing a superintendent whose 
duty it is to see that that is done in every place so far as he has power, 
for of course education is not compulsory, but making by law the fullest 
and fairest and equal provision for both races, this amendment comes 
in and says that you shall not do that, this money which is given by the 
United States shall not be applied according to your full and equal pro- 
vision without discrimination of race, but the absolute proportion of 
illiteracy shall be taken without reference to school attendance, and 
that sum shall be set apart, and whether the schools are organized or not, 
whether there is attendance there or not, it shall be paid out in larger 
amounts per capita to the race containing the larger proportion of illit- 
erates. Now, we will suppose that there is a State where the white 
r are one hundred thousand in number and the colored people one 

undred thousand and the proportion of colored illiterates is 80 per cent. 
and of whites 20 per cent. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr, ALLISON ] provides that the colored children shall receive 80 per 
cent. of this money and the white children 20 per cent. Now, the State 
law gives each 50 per cent. of the State fund, therefore the colored 
children will have 80 per cent. plus 50 per cent., and the white children 
50 per cent. plus 20 per cent., or 70 per cent. to the colored children’s 
130 per cent. capita. And as the colored children’s percentage of 
attendance is less than that of the whites this percentage is increased 
per capita by a sum equal to 50 or 70 per cent. more per capita, or the 
colored child will receive per capita about 200 per cent. to the white 
child’s 70 per cent. 

That is the unquestionable effect of this provision without reference 
to attendance, which is the necessary and only practicable rule in all 
the States, Northern and Southern, of the distribution of public money 
for schools, for it can not be otherwise paid out, whether it is State or 
Federal money. But under this amendment it must be paid out, not 
in the proportion of attendance, not in the proportion of schools with 
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their numbers, but in the fixed proportion of the illiteracy of the one 
race to the other. That is not practicable, and is in many respects un- 
just and unwise, and would render inefficient to a large extent the ap- 
propriation. But the objection to it is that it is based on both an ex- 
pressed and implied distrust of the States, and in principle the Senator 
from Iowa reflects as much upon his own State as he does upon other 
States, for it is the principle of our Constitution, and if it is not true 
that Constitution is worthless, that the States are competent, thatasound 
public opinion will sooner or later in the general, in the average, re- 
quire them to do that which is the best for the interests of their people; 
and that is the principle of our Government. 

But here we come now to this application of public money in the 
hands of the States for a public purpose, and we say, We distrust you; 
we will do more than require conditions which in good faith you must 
observe, and for which if not observed we will suspend the money; but 
we will require a condition implying that you can not be trusted to 
deal with this money fairly toward the colored people in your commu- 
nities in your State. We will require you toapply this money so that 
the two races shall have unequal educational privileges.“ That is an 
unnecessary reflection. It is an improper one, It is one violative of 
the very principle of our Government that the States are the support 
and of the National Government. When after the war the 
States were restored to the Union it was done under the policy of the 
Republican party with an appreciation of the fact that the States as 
organisms could be, should be, and must be trusted, and that they were 
essential parts of our system of government. Why, then, shall we now 
adopt an e e based entirely upon the implied 
assertion of their infidelity to the performance of their obligations 
upon the proposition that they are not necessary and proper agencies 
to administer the functions of government and to protect the rights and 
promote the happiness of the people who direct and control the exercise 
of their powers. 

But, furthermore, it is an assertion on the part of Congress that the 
colored people must look alone to the legislation here for their protec- 
tion, and that will lead to disturbance and strife and ill-will between 
the races. There is no man in the Senate who is more willing than I 
and my colleagues representing these States to do justice to the colored 
people. I would like to have an industrial and a common school in 
every colored neighborhood, and that both white and colored children in 
all the States, Northern and Southern, should have full and ample pro- 
vision for a common-school and an industrial education, the one being 
as necessary, if not much more usefal, than the other. Having that 
feeling, and knowing that such is the feeling of the people and the 
public policy of these States, I object to any assertion which implies 
the contrary and to any legislation based upon such a proposition. I 
object again, as most h to all the people of the United States, to 
any legislation by the Congress of the United States which proposes by 
any means to give to the colored child two-thirds per capita and to the 
white child one-third per capita. The people of Iowa and Kansas would 
condemn this as much as the white people of the Southern States would 
condemn it, and I believe the intelligent colored people of the South 
would condemn it as unwise and hurtful to them. 

Thereport of the Commissioner of Education conclusively establishes 
that these States have performed their duty in this regard with equal 
fidelity to the Northern States; they compare favorably with the State 
of the honorable Senator from Iowa by the reports of their own super- 
intendents as to the fidelity, without any conditions imposed by Con- 
gress, with which they have discharged their duties in respect to edu- 
cation towards all their people without reference to race or color, and 
I propose to refer for a moment to these reports made by the superin- 
tendents of the different States in order to exhibit that fact. 

We should bear in mind that the Southern States emerged froma 
civil war with their industrial organization destroyed. Whether the 
labor was there or not, whether the same wealth-creating capacity was 
there in the soil and labor as has been suggested by Senators here was 
there or not, it was disorganized both in respect to the white and the 
colored people. They were passing from a system of compulsory to free 
labor, uneducated in the oneand unaccustomed totheother. It neces- 
sarily destroyed the productive capacity of the country for a consider- 
able period of time. It forced large numbers of white people who had 
never known what the necessity of labor in the fields was; men and 
women raised in luxury and wealth had to resort to actual labor in the 
field, and a large portion of the vast cotton production of the Southern 
States has been ever since produced by that class of people and their 
children who became a new element in the productive capacity of the 
country. It left the colored people to begin to learn to labor without 
other compulsion than the mere necessities of provision for life, and it 
was a lesson that took time to learn. 

So these States went into this new system of education not only with 
the values of real estate destroyed, not only without the capacity to 
obtain the means of establishing their agricultural industries except by 
enormous rates of interest, destructive rates, such rates as was stated 
by the Senator from Mississippi as required the sale in every Southern 
State of from one-fifth to one-third of the whole real estate of the coun- 
try for taxes. They went into it also without that magnificent pro- 
vision for education given by the United States to some other States in 


the shape of land which was always unequal and is to-day not only 
in the specific amounts but in the fact that the lands donated by Con- 
gress to the States of Kansas and Iowa and the other Northern and 
Western States became immensely valuable and were worth from ten 
to twenty dollars an acre, while in the Southern States they were worth 
nothing. They never were worth anything more than one or two or 
three dollars an acre on the average, while because of the increasing 
immigration to the Northwestern States the donation of Congress was 
five, six, ten, twenty times more in actual available money than it was 
in the Southern States. 

Now, the true test of the fidelity with which these States have ap- 
plied their money to the education of both races is to be found in the 
attendance upon the schools. Take the State of Florida where there 
is only a partial return, but the proportions are as good as if the returns 
were complete. There are two or three counties omitted from which 
returns are not made. 

The usual school attendance from six to twenty-one years of age in 
188384 was 66,798. (I think the census is incorrect.) There were 
enrolled in the public schools 58,311. The average of daily attendance 
was 38,881; the average per cent. of attendance, 53.71. Now, let us 
see what it is in the State of Iowa. In Iowa the per cent. of attend- 
ance to school youth is 48.29, and yet Iowa has a magnificent school 
fund, an organized system based on the credit of the United States 
which after the war remained good, the money of the United States 
remained a circulating value there giving life and value to everything. 
In the State of Florida everything was ruin, ev ing was lost; the 
State had to be rebuilt; yet we find that these States impoverished, 
with their limited means, without aid from the Government have estab- 
lished a system under which they have an actual attendance of the 
school youth of 53 per cent. as 48 in the State of Iowa, and yet 
we have been told a great deal about self-reliance and the necessity of 
self-reliance among the Southern people! We have been censured and 
reproved as if we had come to the Congress and asked the United States 
to assume all our burdens of taxation, while the fact is that you have 
invited us to consider and discuss the proper administration of a fund 
which you have proposed should be placed ba the control of the States 
just as the public lands and their proceeds were, for the advancement 
of the education of all the people. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. CALL. I shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask on the figures he has just read which seem to 
make a showing so much to the credit of Florida, and I believe they are 
very much to the credit of the State he represents, why it is that he 
should seek aid from the Federal Government in order to support a 
school system which is so creditable by his showing to the State he rep- 
resents? Whyshould heseek aid from the Federal Government toward 
that system which is already doing a better work and a greater work 
than the State of Iowa, which is one of those States that is regarded as 
not intended to be specially benefited by this bill ? 

Mr. CALL, I think I can answer that to the Senator’s satisfaction. 
Florida has only money enough to send her children to school three 
months in the year. Iowa has money enough to send her children for 
a much longer period of time. Iwill state to the Senator that his own 
State of Delaware needs progress, and so does even the State of Massa- 
chusetts; and in all the States there is a necessity for more encourage- 
ment on the part of somebody; and the General Government, which is 
the great promoter of intelligence within the limits of its power, which 
disseminates information where it may constitutionally do so without 
interfering with the rights and authorities of the States, is in my judg- 
ment the proper authority to stimulate every enterprise which is for 
the good of all the States without interfering with their autonomy or 
the domestic powers of government belonging to them. 

In the State of Kansas there are 411,259 children of school age. 
There are enrolled in the public schools only 303,601. Even with her 
magnificent provision for education there are 100,000, nearly one-fourth 
of the children of Kansas, either because of the poverty of her people— 
and I apprehend that they are amongthe richestagricultural people in 
the world in the general average of their means—one-fourth of the 
children even of Kansas with her magnificent provision of about 3,000,- 
000 acres of public lands donated by Congress, lands worth $10 an acre, 
and a half million of dollars of money, proceeds of sales of public lands 
under the 5 per cent. law, and perhaps averaging more than that, 
and according to the report of the State superintendent of Kansas one- 
fourth of the children of school age there are not even enrolled in the 
public schools. 

Mr. INGALLS. A very large proportion of them are at private 
schools. The Senator’s statement is entirely illusory. 

Mr. CALL. Let ussee. We have the tables here. The average 
daily attendance is only 207,000, and that is another 100,000 off, and 
the statistics are made out by the State superintendent of schools of 
Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator read any statistics in regard to Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. CALL. Not yet. L shall presently. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought he said something about Massachusetts. 
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Mr. CALL. While I do this I do so with the most profound re- 
spect for these great communities and for their progress and for their 
educational systems; but I mean to say that in every community, with 
our present economies, there is a necessity for new education, for indus- 


trial education. It is probably not beeuuse the means do not exist there, 
but because the necessities of the people, the necessities of labor require 
thut even children should devote themselves to some other object than 
education in schools. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know what statistics the Senator reads from. 

Mr. CALL. I read from the report of the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion for the year 1885. 

Mr. HOAR. I have had occasion to verify the fact that within the 
last year or two there are more children enrolled in the public schools 
of Massachusetts than there are children of the school age there. I 
suppose that is accounted for partly by children from other States 
coming in, and partly by the fact that children outside of the school 
age are in the common schools, but there are more children enrolled 
than there are children of school age in the State. 


Mr. CALL. I obtained my information from the report of the Com- 
missioner of Education. 
Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to say a word. I have understood that 


the burden of the argument of the Senator from Florida as well as of 
the arguments of other Senators in support of this bill on the question 
of expediency had been that there was a special emergency existing in 
the Southern States by reason of the mass of ignorance with which they 
had to struggle owing to the enfranchisement of a previously enslaved 
race. Now that emergency seemed to me to have been very strongly 
expressed and very strongly presented and made something of an im- 
pression on my mind that there was a special emergency in a portion 
of our common country which would justify the expenditure of the 
money of the whole people in order to meet it. 

Now, if I understand the argument of the Senator to-day, he is show- 
ing, and showing with great clearness and ina way that must gratify 
his own pride, that the Slate of Florida, which he in part so ably repre 
sents, is quite abreast with some of the most advanced of the Northern 
States in the matter of education. I would submit, then, that there 
is no pretense that there is the existence of this special emergency in 
his State, at least. He has shown, if he has shown anything, that the 
State of Florida with all these disadvantages has been able to meet 
them and to overcome them and make a showing of school attendance 
and school facilities equal to other States, and I think I might add from 
consulting the statistics of the newspaper, the New York Evening Post, 
that I have before me, also quite equal to the State of New Hampshire, 
the State of the Senator who reports and is so ably supporting this bill. 
The State of Florida is quite abreast with that State. Then I would 
ask the Senator from Florida whether his argument is still on the ground 
that there is a special exigency in the State of Florida in view of the 
figures he has already read ? 

Mr. CALL. I do not think the Senator from Delaware will discover 
any inconsistency in the fact that every child in a State may be enrolled 
and every child may attend school, but if there is only money enough 
to send him or her to school for one month, while in another State there 
is money enough to send him six months, the necessity is greater in 
the one State than in he other. The average in Flori I think, is 
not more than three months. There is the element of difference. Then 
there is the difference of schools inadequately supplied with teachers, 
because of inability to pay them such salaries as competent teachers can 
afford to have; then an insufficient number of schools requiring chil- 
dren to travel daily long distances to reach them, thus diminishing 
their efficiency. The statistics prove the faithful efforts of the State 
and her school superintendent and the disposition of her people, and 
not the financial ability of the people to do what ought to 8 

And I was mentioning this to show the fidelity with which these 
people had endeavored to carry out the duty which they in their con- 
stitutions and laws acknowledged to be a duty and in reference to the 
amendment Hight arte by the Senator from Iowa which is based upon a 
distrust of their application of this money without discrimination of 
race and equally and faithfully for the benefit of both races. That was 
the point which I was making. 

I will stop for a moment to answer the Senator from Massachusetts 
by reading from Public Document No. 31 of 1878, being a report on the 
statistics of labor of Massachusetts, which is the best authority I can 
get to show the condition of things in all the States and by comparison 
to show how earnestly and how faithfully the impoverished States of 
the South have endeavored to discharge this duty. 

The total number under twenty years of age employed we find to be 77,871. 
Of these 6,978 or 8.9 per cent. are illiterate. Those under fifteen years of age (in- 
eluded in the pı ing res for those under twenty), number 21.132, of which 
3,144 or 14.8 per cent. are illiterate. We have seen which industries bear the 
burden of — and an examination of the city and town showings ena- 
K Arem ver which cities and towns are largely responsible for this unlaw- 

The table given herewith shows 3,215 illiterates among 14,907 persons under 
re years of age employed in eleven cities and towns. Thisisa percentage 


I am not citing that for the purpose of making any reflection upon 
the State of Massachusetts, which I am willing to testify leads perhaps 
the civilization of the world in this respect, except perhaps in the 


way of industrial education; I am citing it to show, conceding its ex- 
cellence in that „the earnestness with which the States of the 
South, which are now thought unworthy of being trusted, have endeay- 
ored to perform this great public duty. : 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what publication the Senator is read- 
ing from or what the date of it is. I have not the figures from Massa- 
chusetts schools at the Capitol; I have them at my house; but I have 
had occasion to investigate this matter within a few months carefully 
and thoroughly, and I wish to state to the Senator as the result of a 
late most thorough return, first that the illiteracy of children of school 
age in Massachusetts is substantially all among persons of foreign birth. 
There is substantially no child a native of Massachusetts who could 
be classed as an illiterate over the age of ten years. There may bea 
few, but it is not 1 per cent. It is not enough to be more than ac- 
counted for by instances of illness unfitting the child fur going to 
school or by mental peculiarity. The other tact which I wish to state 
is that in the last school year reported, the school year of 1834, there 
were more children of the school age, which is between five and fif- 
teen, if I recollect, attending schools in Massachusetts than the whole 
number of children of school age in the State. I say there were more 
children attending the public schools of Massachusetts than the whole 
number of children of school age in the State, which is to be accounted 
for I suppose, as I said just now, partly by the fact that some children 
not within the school age attend the schools and partly by the fact 
that some come in from other States. 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt the Senator is perfectly right, as he 
generally is in such matters. 

Mr. HOAR. The State of Massachusetts, in regard to the matter of 
the education of persons born within its borders—and there is no dis- 
tinction in the schools between them and others—is at the head of the 
entire civilized world. 

Mr. CALL. I concede that to be so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to controvert the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but I think, so far as my own State is con- 
cerned, it is quite up to Massachusetts on this whole matter of common- 
school education. 

Mr. HOAR. It beats Massachusetts when you mix both foreign and 
native-born. It is ahead of Massachusetts there. I spoke of the native- 
born children. 

Mr. ALLISON. By the State census, which was taken last year, it 
is disclosed that only 1.21 per cent. of our people between the ages of 
ten and twenty-one are illiterate. 

Mr. HOAR. One and twenty-one hundredths per cent.? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. In our State among the natives it is one-tenth of 1 per 
cent. 

Mr. 
Towa. 

Mr. CALL. I have none of the feeling that would make a reflection 
upon States either North or South. If the State of Massachusetts and 
the State of Iowa can contribute more to the happiness of mankind by 
a better system of education, by industrial education, than any other 
States, I shall rejoice in it, and so should I in any other agency that 
would produce a greater amount of human good; but yet I read in the 
statistics of labor published by the State of Massachasetts, the ninth 
annual report of the bureau of statistics of Massachusetts, February, 
1878, the following as establishing the necessity of great care and great 
public consideration to this subject of education; and I believe that the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor is performing, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts in giving him his valuable aid, a work 
for which this country ought to be and will be grateful to them. I read 
in this report as follows—conceding that Massachusetts is leading the 
civilization of the world on the subject of education, of common-school 
education, if not industrial education: 


ALLISON. I merely wanted to put in a protest on behalf of 


Of the 439,583 persons representing the farmers, farm laborers, skilled work- 
men in manufactures and mechanical industries and unskilled laborers we have 
esa tabulations as regard nativities, periods of age,and prevalence of 

lliteracy for 348,795, or 74 + per cent, These cover the purely productive occu- 
pations, with the exception of the comparatively few persons engaged in fishing 
and as apprentices, so there can be objection to the statement that the presenta- 
tions in this part of the report indicate plainly the presence and influence of the 
foreign-born element in our productive industries, 

In these productive occupations the great industries of the country 
upon which the safety and the prosperity of the whole depend, in the 
State of Massachusetts in the presence of this magnificent provision for 
education there are 31,000 out of 348,000 persons who are absolutely 
by the report illiterate or were in 1878. 

Now let us see how Iowa stands by comparison with our Southern 
States. This is the report of Hon. John W. Akers, State superintend- 
ent of public instruction in the State of Iowa, and therefore to be taken 
as an authentic and truthful statement. In 1884 there were 621,222 
children in the State of Iowa. Enrolled in the public schools 469,537 
out of 621,222; 152,645 children, or near one-fourth in that State with 
its magnificent provision for education unenrolled in the public schools 
of the State. The average attendance was 300,000 out of 621,222, an- 
other hundred thousand off. Per cent. of enrollment to school 75.58. 
Per cent. of attendance to school youth 48.29, and the per cent. of at- 
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tendance to enrollment 63.89. Now look upon the poorer 
in my own State, Here is your 48 
tendance in the State of Florida of 53.71 per cent. 

Mr. President, you may carry this comparison to all the Southern 
States, and you will find with the exception of one or two which have 
the most liberal provision for education—you will find this evidence 
of their fidelity by the fact of the average attendance in the schools 


people here 
percent. We have an average at- 


we have. It is only three months. That perhaps may need some ex- 
planation. A longer amount of school time among the laboring people 
would diminish the number, for I have no desire to do injustice, but 
Isay these figures show conclusively the fidelity with which, with their 
small and insufficient means these States are providing for the educa- 
tion of their people under the most difficult 

Now the Senator from Iowa proposes to carry his distrust of these 
people who have accomplished so much in their administration with 
their very limited means, their small resources, and he proposes to say, 
We will give this money according to the proportion of illiteracy, be- 
cause there the illiteracy of colored people is in excess, and that shall 
be a fixed amount; and you shall not receive any aid from the Govern- 
mentif you do not apply it regardless of your on State taxation and State 
resources, which, accepting your constitutional amendment in good faith, 
they have provided shall be 9 given to the children who attend the 
schools, giving to each race the opportunity and the privilege and the 
right by law to organize a school wherever there are enough school chil- 
dren forit.” Although they have accomplished these results you propose 
to say to them, ‘‘ We distrust your application of this money according 
to this practical and wise rule of equal per capita distribution accord- 
ing to school attendance, and therefore we will fix a proportion not ofat- 
tendance upon the school, but the proportion of actual illi between 
the races,“ which we will add to the equal part of your school taxation 
which the colored child receives, so as to give the colored children who 
attend school two or three times more to each colored child than the 
white child receives. I ask the Senator from Iowa would this result of 
his amendment be in conformity with the constitutional amendment 
which he imposed on the States. 

I have a feeling of gratitude to the Senator from Massachusetts for 
the liberal support which he has given to this bill, and for the enlight- 
ened principles on which he bases that support. The people of the 
States ought not to be subject to distrust, nor to such a reflection upon 
our system of government as seems to be upon us. The States 
are an organism and must be trusted. they are not trusted, if the 
Senator from Iowa is right in his idea, and the people of a State have 
not sufficient virtue to do whatis t according to their constitution 
and laws, but they must be dictated to and required to be restrained 
and directed by the minutest details, then we have failed in our ideas 
of government; we have established a government upon a false basis 
which can not be maintained. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there were no colored 
the Senator from Florida think, after d bing the situation of the 
schools in that State, that it would be necessary to invoke the aid of 
the National Government for the education of the white children of 
that State? 

Mr. CALL. While there are as many people who have not had the 
opportunity of education as there are now, I would, if Florida had only 
the same means she now has. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senator thinks that underthe present sit- 
uation in Florida, with reference to the white race alone, Federal aid, 
or aid from the National Government, is necessary in order to provide 
such school facilities as they require? 

Mr. CALL. I think we have not enough. Without saying it is 
necessary, I think it would be very wise on the part of the Government 
to give aid to them, just as I think it was wise to give it to Iowa. The 
provisions of this bill will not more than equalize other States with Iowa 
in the bounty received from the National Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, do I understand the Senator from Florida to 
state that the colored race in Florida is in the same condition practically 
as the white race with reference to education, or are they more illiter- 
ate? 

Mr. CALL. They are more illiterate, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. Being more illiterate, do they not require a larger 
expenditure of money for the purposes of education than do the white 
race in Florida? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly, no doubt of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, is there any injustice, if that be true, in ap- 
plying this money where this education is needed? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, it is manifest. In the first place you say that 
you can not trust the State of Florida to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far from stating that, I 5 that the State 
of Florida shall do exactly what the Senator says he wants her to do, 
educate her le to their illi A 

Mr. CALL. you say, find out how many colored illiterate people 
there are in the State of Florida, and by that fix the proportion that is 
to go to them and to the whites; it shall be their money, and it shall 
be applied to no other purpose than for their education per capita. 


in Florida would 


That is your amendment. The State of Florida replies to you that 
under the amendments to the Constitution which you have 

which we recognize as a part of our law, we tax our e, and we apply 
those taxes to the colored people equally with the whites, and your 
amendment to this bill comes in and says that while we do this we 
shall apply the money given us by the National Government, not in 
proportion to attendance upon the schools, but we will give you in 
solido a sum of money according to the number of colored illiterates, 
which you shall apply to no other but per capita to the col- 
ored illiterates, and if that should be done it would create an inequality. 
You would give by that amendment the colored le an equal por- 
tion of the tax raised by the State, and then you would give them the 
larger proportion in proportion to illiteracy, while the State would apply 
in proportion to the actual and practical attendance upon the public 
schools, This you would fix by an arbitrary rule, and fix it upon the 
ground that the State can not be trusted to doit. That is the objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

I have said, Mr. President, that the States have largely different re- 
sources for the education of their children. One has lands that are 
immensely valuable. In the other the lands are scarcely salable at any 
price whatever. In one the donations by Congress because of the in- 
creased immigration into those States ran up rapidly into large amounts 
of money and became vast funds built up for the permanent education of 
the people. I find that California received 6,749,394 acres of land; that 
Minnesota received nearly 3,000,000 acres—2,969,000; Oregon, 3,329,- 
000; Kansas, 2,801,000; Nevada, 3,000,000; Nebraska, 3,702,000; Colo- 
rado, 3,000,000, and so on, while Florida receixed 908,000. Compare that 
908,000 acres of land in its money value, in its practical uses for school 
purposes, with the nearly 3,000,000 acres received in the State of Kan- 
sas. The one would be a fund of $30,000,000; the other would be less 
than $1,000,000. Alabama received of the 2, 3, and 5 per cent. of net 

roceeds $1,012,837.03; Arkansas, $232,317.03; Colorado, $33,162; Iowa, 
5626,075 Florida, $33,162.27. That shows the difference in the value 
of land in one State and another. The same beneficence was intended 
by the law, but the disparity in value was fortunate for some States 
because of the immense increase of pe apap in their midst. Soon 
itruns. I will not here say more on subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. May I ask the Senator what makes land more valu- 
able in Iowa than in Florida? 

Mr. CALL. Because you have more people there. 

„55 What makes people go to Iowa in preference to 

0 

Mr. CALL. Because you have better lands there, better ſor grain, 
better for that kind of labor which you have in Kansas. The old labor 
under the slave system went into cotton, tobacco, and sugar regions, 
and the other labor went into the grain-produeing countries. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think perhaps the difference between Florida and 
Iowa goes deeper than the Senator from Florida is willing to admit. 
The attractiveness of Iowa as compared with Florida is not simply the 
fertility of the soil. It is the class of people who go there and the in- 
stitutions they find when they get there. 

Mr. CALL. It is well for every one to have a good opinion of himself 
and his people, and Ido not ohject to the Senator from entertaining 
the opinion that the people of Kansas are the best people in the world. 
I think there are two or three hundred thousand people there from all 
parts of the world, by the census reports from all nationalities and all 
races and of all kinds, and it may be the fact of their being in Kansas 
makes them better than anybody else. If so, I am gratified that such 
is the fact, Iam content with the people among whom I was born 
and have grown up. I do not see elsewhere in the exhibition of virtues 
and excellent qualities any better people, nor do I see any people who 
have performed the trusts committed to them with any mere fidelity 
and success than the Southern people, to whose care the destinies of the 
colored people were committed when they were sent away from the 
Northern States, who within a century have brought them from a 
barbarian’s condition to such a state that they have had the rights of 
citizenship given to them, and are regarded as factors in the civiliza- 
tion of the day. That is a trust which the Senator from Kansas has 
not performed; nor do I see that in t to the education of the 
children of his State and the number of children in Kansas who are 
to-day, according to the report which I will read, without school edu- 
cation because, perhaps, of the economies which make them labor 
always without opportunities of education, that he has performed 
the trust of educating those e any better than the impoverished 
people of the South have done with their proportion of actual school 
attendance to-day; and that is the test, and not declarations as to which 
people one thinks the best or which the worst. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to say to him that while 
I do not question that the South has civilized the black man, and the 
people of Kansas have not had as much to do in that way as the people 
of Florida have done, I want to call his attention to the fact that that is 
not the fault of the Southern people themselves. 

Mr. CALL. I think we had better let by-gones be by-gones. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then what do you mention them for ? 

Mr. CALL. I have not mentioned them. I beg pardon of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, I have not touched upon that subject. 
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Mr. LOGAN, I beg to ask a question. 

Mr. CALL. Let me vindicate myself from that remark. I have 
said that I have the greatest respect and admiration for the people of 
Kansas, for the people of Illinois, for the people of Massachusetts. I 
have no reflection to make upon them of any kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. What I rose for was this: The Senator seems to be 
discussing a proposition which I think is very foreign to this subject, 
and that is as to the amount of land Florida received and the number 
of acres of land Iowa received. My understanding of this proposition 
is that it is to be based upon the illiteracy of the people and not upon 
the quantity of land they received. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator would confine himself to the illit- 
eracy of the people of Iowa and his own State, probably the difference 
would be more marked than the reference to the quantity of land. I 
find in his own State about 88,000 children of school age, and 39,000 
of them I believe go to school. I believe that is about the way it runs. 

Mr. CALL. Let us see. The pertinency of my remarks is this: I 
am discussing ‘an amendment to the bill that is based upon the idea 
that the State of Florida can not be trusted to apply this money fairly 
to all her children without respect to race or color, and the Senator 
from Kansas who has just spoken has made that a very strong point. 
He has referred to the want of self-help, and he has made a great many 
3 upon the people of the Southern States and upon the State 
of Florida. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have nothing to do with that. I find ina report that 
I have here, which may not be precisely accurate, that the school popu- 
lation of Florida is 88,677, and thenumberenrolled 5 
is 39,315. That is taken from the census report. A 

Mr. CALL. The report which I read is the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Education, and it is based on the ‘‘reports of Hon. E. K. Fos- 
ter and Hon. Albert J. Russell, State superintendents of public instruc- 
tion, for the two years indicated, with some figures from Hon. George 
P. Raney, in the Peabody fund report for 1884.“ The figures are as I 
stated at first, but I think there are more children; I think there is a 
larger number of children in the State; but this report states that there 
are two or three organized counties from which returns had not been re- 
ceived at the time the report was made. It says 66,198 of school age; 
enrolled in the public schools 68,311; per cent. of average attendance 
of school youth 53.71. That is the feature I have been speaking of. 
The percentage of attendance is the test in every community of the 
extent to which they avail themselves of the advantage of school edu- 
cation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I call the Senator’s attention tothe part in reference 
to his own State, not for the purpose of making the contrast 

Mr. CALL. I understand. 

Mr. LOGAN. But for the purpose of calling his attention to the in- 
accuracy of the report he is reading from; he will find the census reports 
differing very materially from that which he reads, by thousands. 

Mr. CALL. The census was made some years ago, a good many 
years ago. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not very many years ago. The report which I have 
given is the number of school children at that time, a much greater 
number than he read. Your report now made is sixty-six thousand 
children of school age. The census gives the enumeration of eighty- 
eight thousand children of school age in your own State. So there is 
an inaccuracy somewhere. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; I so stated when I first referred to the subject, but 
the fact is not important in this connection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely called the Senator’s attention to it so that 
he might see that there is certainly quite an in one or the 
other report. The report of the census is much more favorable to his 
State than the report he reads from. 

Mr. CALL. There were several counties stated in the report before 
me not to have been heard from, and the is based upon the 
66,000, leaving out the counties not heard from, so that the inaccuracy 
was in advance stated; but the proportion remains the same. It is a 
large proportion; it compares favorably with Iowa or Kansas, and with 
all these States, in the actual attendance upon the schools; and the re- 
port shows every dollar of taxation which the State can bear has been 
imposed on her people, and it shows also an equal taxation compared 
with the Northern States for that purpose even upon these communi- 
ties with so much smaller resources. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator does not seem to understand the point I 
was trying to suggest. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the point well enough. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state it again if the Senator will allow me. I 
beg pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. CALL. I do not object. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator makes his estimate and tage upon 
a report that gives but 66,000 school children in his State. That re- 
duces those of school age some 20,000; so that the percentage he makes 
can not be correct. It increases the percentage of those going to school 
over and above what the percentage would be in a State where the 
enumeration is made accurately. It was to that I desired to call his 
attention, that his percentage can not be correct in reference to the chil- 


dren going to school and those of school age in his State when the differ- 
ence is so very geat some 20,000. 

Mr, CALL, e Senator is mistaken. You might say the percentage 
might be more or it might be less, it might be varied by the amount; 


but the variation might be a because of the better at- 
tendance of those not reported. That is the only possible difference. 
And the probability is that the percentage of school attendance to 
school Pie would not be materially changed. 

Mr. AN. But the percentage of 53 as to 60,000 would be much 

ter than the percentage of attendance to 88,000. 

Mr. CALL. The percentage might be more or might be less. You 
mean to say that for the remaining 20, 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I mean to say ihat that report of children of 
school age on which you base the percentage of those going to school as 
a comparison is much greater according to that report than it would be 
if the report was accurate in reference to the number of those entitled 
to go to school. That is what I mean. 

Mr. CALL. Tou mean to say this, and that is all you can correctly 
say, that of the 20,000 children not enumerated and not reported here 
if the proportion of those that went to school was less than the propor- 
tion of those already enumerated, this would be to that extent reduced. 
But then there is just as much reason to believe that with the 20,000 
not reported the average attendance upon the schools would be better 
as there is that it would be less, so that after all this is substantially 
correct. 

Now, to come to the Senator’s own State, Illinois, let us see how the 
figures stand. In all this I am not endeavoring to institute a compar- 
ison for the purpose of casting a reflection upon any State. I admit 
the efficiency with which these duties have been performed by them; 
I admit that the Northern States have been advancing the civilization 
of the world by their system of public instruction; but I am saying 
that these implied imputations and reflections upon the Southern peo- 
ple are unjust; that they are States of the Union, and with an enlight- 
ened public opinion, with faith in the improvement of all mankind, and 
with generous, true, and noble efforts they are endeavoring with equal 
earnestness and zeal to contribute their part, under much greater dis- 
advantages than the people of Kansas or Iowa or Illinois, to the greater 
and happier future of our race, and the statistics I haye read con- 
clusively prove this statement to be true. 

Now let us see what are the statistics in the State of Illinois, with 
their great provision for public education which we have not in these 
States—equally with that here proposed—a bounty from the State of 
Virginia and from the National Government. The children of school 
age, according to the report of the State superintendent, Hon. Henry 
Rabb, for the two years indicated, 1883 and 1884, was 1,069,274; en- 
rolled in graded public schools 328,705; enrolled in ungraded public 
schools 399,976; average daily attendance 485,625. The whole number 
in public schools 728,681 out of 1,069,274. Per cent. of enrollment to 
school youth, 68.14; per cent. of average attendance, 45.42; and with 
anayerage attendance of 485,562 out of 1,069,274, or 583,649 children 
on an average in that State without public-school education. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
call his attention to one thing in reference to Illinois, inasmuch as he 
has mentioned that State, that perhaps he is not aware of. Illinois 
has over three million population. In Illinois we have, besides our 
common-school system and our graded schools, private schools that are 
not enumerated there. We have in Illinois twenty-eight colleges that 
are filled with students, and we have all varieties of schools outside of 
the common schools. So the statement there does not give the facts in 
reference to the children of Illinois, except those who attend the com- 
mon schools. A 

Mr. CALL. The proportion as stated in this report of Hon. Henry 
Raab ought to be correct. He puts the number of pupils in private 
schools at 75,821. That still leaves 500,000 children an average of school 
age in the State of Illinois without any instruction at all or any attend- 
ance on schools if this report is correct. It is no reflection on the State 
of Illinois. Education is to be the great business of the age in the 
future, not war, not vast appropriations for the destruction of mankind, 
but education, industrial education, for the preservation of human life, 
by which the children and men and women of the country will be en- 
abled to be self-supporting and free from the oppression of poverty, of 
ignorance, want, and pauperism; and if is no reflection on these States 
that they are not able to have a compulsory system of education which 
will bring every child to the public schools, but it should admonish 
Senators how far they are from the truth in their harsh assertions as to 
the Southern States and the Southern people. 

Iam not suggesting points of difference for the purpose of making 
imputations. I only wish to show that the presence of the large un- 
educated body of people in these States is not attributable to a want of 
intelligent and zealous effort on the part of the people and the State 
governments either South or North in their endeavor to educate their 

le. 

Now let us compare the magnificent fund the State of Ilinois has to 
educate her people with that of other States. The whole expenditure 
for public schools was $9,628,186; valuation of public school property, 
$21,038,489; amount of school fund, $9,437,714; average monthly pay 
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of men teachers, $51.31; average monthly pay of women, $40.44. Com- 
that even tes capita with the small sum which the State of Florida 
er 


to educate children, notwithstanding the same tax is im 
in the State of Florida as in other States, and consider the fact that the 
children of that State are dependent entirely upon her taxable resources 
derived from her industries with a small contribution from the Pea- 
body fund and the agricultural endowment given by Con, 

In the State of Florida the means for the support of the State public 
schools come first from the interest on the common-school fund distrib- 
uted among the counties in proportion to the number of children in each 
between four and twenty-one years of age. That is a tax imposed. In 
the State of Florida all the money, all the bonds, and all the invest- 
ments which were made before the war were lost. Those bonds were 
swept away. The school fund of that State invested in bonds was sold, 
I believe, under a decree of Judge Woods, of the United States court, 
to pay a debt of a railroad company for which certain individuals were 
responsible who have grown vastly rich upon the property of the cor- 
poration the debts of which the school fund was sold to pay for. It is 
now raised by a tax upon the people of the State distributed among the 
counties in proportion to the number of children in each between the 
years of four and twenty-one; second, from a State school tax of not 
less than 1 mill on $1 annually; third, from an annual county tax not 
to be less than one-half the amount apportioned for the year from the 
State school fund. These are the resources on which the State of Flor- 
ida supports the system of public instruction, as stated in the report of 
the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the school age? 

Mr. CALL. The school age is from six to twenty-one years; I think 
that is the statement of this report. Not only have they done that, but 
they have provided a school for deaf mutes and forthe blind, and made 
an appropriation of $10,000 for 1883 and the same for 1884 to aid this 
good work. Thecity of Saint Augustine madea gift of five acres of land 
and $1,000in money. There is also a reformatory industrial school sug- 
gested by the commissioner of education, Mr. Russell, a most efficient 
and capable officer of the State, who is devoted to this work. 

I am comparing the educational statistics of theState of Florida with 
the State of Iowa for the purpose of showing the trust and confidence 
which ought to bereposed in that Stateasin the other States. Now, let 
us see what the taxes and resources of the State of lowaare. The pub- 
lic schools are sustained from the income of a State school fund and 
from county and district taxes in Iowa, That is a great fund which I 
have already alluded to. 


School finances, 188884. Increase. 
Whole expenditure for public schools $297, 809 
Valuation of State schoo) property. 481, 004 
Permanent State school fund. . . 328, 


Now let us see what the taxes are: 


The State fund, comprising the proceeds of public school lands sold and 
rented, of intestate esta and such other means asthe General Assembiy may 
provide, is distributed to districts in proportion to the number of youth five 
to twenty-one, 


The same law precisely, not in proportion to the number of illiter- 
ates but to the number of youths attending school, every community 
having the right, and it is the only practicable rule, to organize itsown 
schools, having asufficent number of scholars, and receive equally from 
the public funds. 

County taxes must be not less than 1 mill normore than3 mills on the dollar; 
district taxes must not exceed 10 mills on $1 for a school-house fund, $5 a pupil 
for a contingent fund, or $15 for each resident pupil for a teachers’ fund, this 
lust including the amount received from the State by semi-annual apportion- 
ment, 

In Florida, as far as the State is concerned, and in every community 
I suppose where they are able, though the same efficient district school 
system is not provided, they contribute to the support of schools from 
the private funds of the people. You havea better system because the 
Northern and Western States have more population, and are able to 
have more schools. There are more people in a locality who will be 
accessible to the school; but take a community where the people reside 
far apart—you can not have schools there. There must be some con- 
tignity of residence. 

The tax in the State of Iowa, 1 mill, is the same as in the State of 
Florida, so far as the State tax is concerned. Then the county tax, 
which corresponds with your district tax, is one-half the amount given 
by the State from all these several sources. The permanent school fund 
is itself sustained by a tax on the whole people. It being, as I under- 
stand, a funded debt, as to which the State has assumed the obligation 
and taxed the people to pay it. That is the condition of things at pres- 
ent. 

I have thought it proper, Mr. President, not to allow the amendment 
to be voted upon without expressing this objection to it. I hope it will 
not be adopted. I trast this measure of confidence which the people 
of these States have earned by their conduct, the fidelity with which 
they have endeavored to discharge this duty of public education, will 


be appreciated and accorded to them; and that the bill as originally 
reported, which contains all the restrictions and all the conditions thut 
are wise and useful, may be passed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. I have objections to this meas- 
ure as a whole, and no amendment whatever will reconcile me to it. 
None that has been adopted, none that it is possible to adopt, can rec- 
oncile me to the proposition. 

The bill proposes to take out of the public Treasury in the next eight 
years the sum of 877,000, 000. To that air ec Iam opposed. I 
have some respect for the people who pay the money into the public 
Treasury. Our people have been struggling under heavy taxation for 
the last twenty-five years, and have been taxed as no other people ever 
were taxed. They have bent their necks to the yoke and their backs 
to the burden with a patience that is truly remarkable. Nothing but 
the vast resources of this country could ever have enabled the people of 
the United States to bear up under the measure of taxation to which 
they have been subjected. 

This proposition is to tax them further in the next eight years to the ex- 
tent of $77,000,000 for a purpose to which Federal taxation has never 
heretofore been applied. It isan enlargement of the liberal use of the 
taxing power which we have heretofore made. It is a buld proposition 
to find another purpose for which the taxing power may be exercised and 
the burdens of the people further increased. Iam opposed to any such 
extension of the taxing power exercised by Congress. There are legiti- 
mate purposes for taxation which the people have to meet. The main- 
tenance of the Government, the carrying on of the ordinary affairs of 
the Government, are subjects for which the people huve to be taxed, 
and for which it is right and proper that they should pay contributions 
to the Treasury; but it is not every conceivable purpose for which the 
people are properly and legitimately liable to taxation. I hold that 
the promotion of education is not a legitimate subject for the exercise 
of the taxing power of Congress. That is a subject which belongs to 
the people primarily. The obligation is placed on the parent to edu- 
cate his child if he is able, and if he is not able the State ought to as- 
sist and provide the means whereby the children of the State may be 
educated; but it is not a duty devolving upon Congress. 

I hold there is no authority or warrant in the Constitution to tax the 
people for any such purpose. But if there were I think that it would 
be unwise to exercise that power at present. Even if the object were 
legitimate for which the tax could be imposed, it would be an unwise 
thing to do, because we have now a debt somewhere between a billion 
and a half and two billion dollars, for which provision has to be made, 
We are to-day without anavy. I was talking only yesterday witha 
naval officer and he said to me we had not a single ship in the service with 
which we could meet any respectable shipof any foreign power in bat- 
ue, nor had we one by which we could run away and avoid a battle if 
we should meet an enemy on the sea. Propositions are here and have 
been pending in the Senate for years to build upa navy. Without a 
navy we propose to increase the taxes imposed upon the people, and in- 
stead of building up a navy for the defense of the country, instead of 
erecting coast defenses to protect the country from invasion, we propose 
to apply money raised by taxation to a subject which has never before 
received the consideration of the American Congress. 

Sir, if we must lay new taxes on the people, let us apply them to 
the legitimate objects for which Government may tax the people. Let 
us apply them to building up a navy, to building up our coast de- 
fenses, preparing this country to resist invasion if invasion should at 
any time be attempted. Instead of that, this proposition is to apply 
it to education, a subject which the States themselves are responsible 
for and for which they ought to make the necessary provision. 

But, Mr. President, if the object itself was legitimate, if the country 
could bear the taxation proposed in this bill properly, and if the sub- 
ject of education was a proper subject with which the Congress of the 
United States had to deal, then I say to attempt to take this money 
from the people and distribute it in the mode provided in the bill is 
inequitable and unjust. These taxes are paid into the public Treasury 
by the whole people. They belong to the people before they are re- 
ceived by the tax-collector and placed in the Treasury; and if there is 
a surplus left, if there is money there for which the Government has 
no use, it ought to be returned to the people if it could be returned as 
nearly in proportion to the ratio in which they paidit into the Treasury 
as could be possible, But instead of that, instead of dividing it thus 
according to the population of the States or according to the amount of 
taxes paid by the States, you propose a reverse ratio of distribution to 
pay it in accordance to illiteracy, in other words to pay it in a reverse 
proportion to the share in which it has been paid by the people of the re- 
spective States. That is a wholly inexcusable mode for the distribution 
of the public funds if your object is to distribute them back to the States 
that paid them. The whole principle and the mode of carrying the 
bill into operation is liable to the objection of injustice to the people who 
are to pay the taxes which will be required. 

But, Mr. President, there is no necessity for this taxation. I have 
heard it stated in debate that the object of this was to remedy the illit- 
eracy of the country. There is illiteracy in every State of the Union 
more in some States than in others—but there is no necessity for the 
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Congress of the United States undertaking to remedy that illiteracy. 
There is not a State in this Union but what is able to provide for the 
education of every child in it, not one; and while I have heard in this 
debate about the poverty of the South, or the people of that section, 
that they were unable to educate the vast amount of illiterate youth 
in those States, I say they are as able to-day to educate their children 
as the States of the North. 

Why, sir, look at their resources. They have almost a monopoly of 
the cotton-planting of the world. Their cotton fields produce annually 
about $300,000,000 worth of cotton. They have the tobacco fields of 
the country; they have the sugar and the rice; they have natural ad- 
vantages which no other section of thiscountry has. Besides that they 
have vast resources of mineral wealth in iron and coal, and then their 
industries are springing up, their manufactures are rivaling the manu- 
factures of the North, especially in cotton and in iron. Tell me that 
that people, with all the natural resources which a beneficent Provi- 
dence has given to them, are not able to rise to the emergency of edu- 
cating their own children! I do not believe a word of it. 

Why, sir, they possess another advantage; they have an abundance 
of labor and cheaper labor than any other section of thiscountry; and 
I hazard nething in saying that the difference between the cost of their 
labor as compared with the labor of the Northern section of the coun- 


try, is sufficient of itself to educate every child in the Southern States, 


black and white. And yet are they to reach forward the hand of a 
mendicant to ask the bounty of the General Government? Sir, I do 
not know what kind of a spirit it may be that animates their breasts; 
but for one, representing a State that has some of the colored popula- 
tion in it, I never want to see a dollar of this money applied to the 
education of the white or colored people of Delaware, because I repre- 
sent in part a State that I hold is able to educate, if she has the dis- 
position, every child, white and black, within her borders. She has 
none of the natural resources of many of these other States; she is 
without mineral wealth, and her whole sources of revenue are from 
taxation; but she is fully able to educate every child within her bor- 
ders whenever she has the disposition to do it, and I hold that is true 
of every State in this Union. 

Mr. President, what authority have you for levying a tax for any 
such purpose? I have not heard all this debate; I have been away 
much of the time the bill has been before the Senate, but I have heard 
enough to know that nothing else can be found except that clause in 
the Constitution which is claimed to authorize Congress to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, &c., for the purpose of paying the debts and 
providing for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States. What is meant by that? Was it to give unlimited discretion 
to Congress to lay taxes for any and every purpose which in the judg- 
ment of Congress might be proper? Is it contended that under the 
clause to provide for the general welfare and common defense Congress 
may lay its hands upon the property of the people of this country ad 
libitum, and extort money by taxation from the pockets of the people 
and apply it according to their own discretion? Is that the meaning 
of that clause of the Constitution? Why, sir, it has never been held so. 
Mr. Madison did not hold it to be the true construction of that clause. 
The general welfare is to be promoted by the exercise of the jal 
grants of power to Congress in the eighth section of the first article of 
the Constitution. If there was any ambiguity or doubt in reference to 
what is meant by the general welfare you must turn to other provis- 
ions of the Constitution and interpret it asa whole and see what it 
means. When you turn to subsequent clauses in the eighth section of 
the first article you find that Congress may establish post-offices and 
post-roads, for instance. If the meaning attempted to be put on the 
general-welfare clause is such as is insisted upon, could not Congress 
have established post-offices and post-roads without any special grant 
of power for that purpose? 

So again there isa grant of power to raise and support armies. If the 
meaning of the general-welfare clause is that which is contended for, 
could not Congress have done that under the general provision without 
any special grant of power in reference to raising and supporting ar- 
mies? So with reference to a navy; Congress is empowered by special 
grant to maintain a navy. I ask could they not have done it under 
this general provision to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare if the meaning and true interpretation of that provision is what 
is insisted upon in this debate? Most unquestionably. And I say 
here now, that no friend of this bill can name any single object for 
which Congress can legitimately provide that could not have been done 
under the general power to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare if the interpretation sought to be put upon it is the correct in- 
terpretation. 

But, sir, the men who framed the Constitution and the men who 
adopted the Constitution never conceived of any such interpretation 
being placed upon it, and hence they went on to delegate in the Con- 
stitution by special grants the powers which Congress exercise, It 
might provide for the common defense and the general welfare by rais- 
ing and equipping armies, by calling out the militia, by building a 
navy. The true interpretation by the Father of the Constitution, espe- 
cially by Mr. Madison, was that Congress might provide for the common 
defense and general welfare in carrying out what grants of power were 


specially delegated to Congress in the eighth section of the first article, 
So that when you look at the Constitution as a whole and interpret the 
particular phiase general welfare in the Constitution by the general 
purposes and intent of the Constitution, you will find that this at- 
tempted construction of the provision in reference to the common de- 
fense and general welfare has no true foundation. 

But, sir, if you look to the history of the times when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted, and the temper and spirit of the people of that period, 
you must conclude that there was no such purpose in providing that 
Congress should levy taxes to pay the debts and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare as is now claimed. If you look at the 
Constitution historically to ascertain what wasintended, you mustcome 
to the conclusion that no such purpose was intended as that sought to 
be given to this clause. What are the facts? Our people had resisted 
the taxation of Great Britain. They had protested in every possible 
form against the oppressive use of the taxing power by Great Britain, 
and they were finally compelled to resist the exercise of that power by 
open war, which resulted in the independence of this country. They 
were jealous of the taxing power; and when they framed the articles 
of contederation they withheld from the Congress under the Confederacy 
the power to lay and collect taxes; but they provided that the common 
fund should be raised by the contributions of the different States. 

So jealous were they of the taxing power that they refused to intrust 
the power to lay and collect taxes to the Confederate Congress; and 
can you now suppose that the temper of the people has changed, and 
when they came to form the Federal Union that they consented to yield 
unlimited control of the subject of taxation and surrender it up to Con- 
gress? Notatall. Every person familiar with the history of the times 
knows that it was with great reluctance the States of this Union con- 
sented to invest Congress with the taxing power at all, and nothing 
but the failare of the States to respond to the call under the articles 
of confederation and the embarrassment that resulted therefrom ever 
would have induced the people of this country toinvest Congress with 
the power to lay and collect taxes at all. 

So, in whatever aspect the question of the right to tax the people is 
looked at, whatever view you take of it, you must come to the conclusion 
that it never was intended by the framers of the Constitution in that 
clause which authorizes Congress to lay and collect taxes, &c., to invest 
Congress with an absolute power over the subject of taxation both with 
respect to the extent to which they would exercise it and to the objects 
to which they were to apply the money raised by taxation. 

Mr. President, is this a benevolence? Is it a charity? Then have 
you not some other objects of charity as well as the illiterates of this 
country? Inevery hamlet and town, in every city and village, you 
have poor people that are starving in garrets or freezing in cellars, 
without food, tire, or clothing. Why are they not a legitimate object 
of the benevolence and charity of Congress as the iliiterates of the 
country ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
where he gets from the Constitution the right to appropriate money 
for charitable purposes? He has been arguing that question. I know 
that money has been appropriated in that way, and | ask him whether 
he can give me now anything but the general-welfare clause as au- 
thority for it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. For my part I will say to the Senator that I 
have always believed that this Government was not to be the almoner 
of charities for any purpose. I voted against the appropriation for the 
Centennial Exhibition held within 75 miles of my own town. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. How about sufferers by the flood on the 
Mississippi River? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not know how I voted on that, but I know 
I have a conviction that this Government is not to be the almoner of 
charities. Oh, I haveseen—if you call for precedents—I have seen the 
money of the people squandered for various purposes that there wasno 
constitutional power to squander it for; I have seen it squandered in 
extravagance that ought not to have been indulged in; but my general 
view of this question is that Congress has no power to take money out 
of the people’s pockets for charitable purposes. But if they have, if 
they are to doit, then I say there are other objects of charity that have 
equal claims upon the benevolence of Congress, You have men and 
women to-day starving in your cities and in every portion of the country. 
You see the tramps out of work who are traveling broadcast over your 
land. You have seen and known that there are men to-day, honest 
men, anxious to work for their bread and for their meat to support their 
families, that are out of employment. Are they not as much objects 
of charity, when their children around them are starving and naked, 
as the illiterates of the South? You have many other objects to which 
you could apply your charities if Congress is to convert itself into an 
almoner of bounty and charity to all mankind. Against all such ap- 
propriation of the public money, raised by taxation out of the people, I 
protest here and now. Confine your appropriations to the legitimate 
objects of government, and the people will bear it cheerfully and ought 
to bear it. The people ought to supply the Government every dollar 
that it needs for its legitimate governmental purposes; but they havea 
right to complain, to murmur at their servants in this Hall and in the 
other House, whenever they attempt to lay the heavy hand of taxation 
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u them for illegitimate purposes not warranted by the Constitution 
which we have all sworn to support. 

Mr. President, what is to be result? Suppose you pass this bill; 
look at the consequences. In the first place, it makes provision only for 
eight years. What will be the result at the expiration of that term? 
You have taught the people of the States their ce upon Con- 
gress. They will come here and clamor, not for „000, 000 in eight 
years, but for a much larger appropriation, and you are forming a prec- 
edent to-day that will return to plague you hereafter with reference to 
appropriations for the same object. 

Ah, but say the friends of this measure, we hope to relieve the illit- 
eracy in eight years. You are doing more, Mr. President; you are 
wi wing the efforts and energies of the people of the several States 
from the subject of education themselves. Common experience teaches 
everybody that everything of value is a matter which costs the people 
something. Only those things for which men make sacrifices do they 
appreciate; and whenever you relieve the people of the Southern States 
or any other States from the obligation to provide for their own chil- 
dren, you have lessened their interest in their public schools, which will 
be of more detriment to their public schools than all the money you 

ropose to give in this bill will bea benefit to them. That will be the 
Tegttimate and natural consequence. You will weaken the efforts of 
the people of the several States to provide for the education of the chil- 
dren within those States. You will weaken their general interest in 
the subject of education, and 2 will bring them here at the expira- 
tion of eight years clamoring for a much larger appropriation than that 
proposed to be given in this bill. 

But that is not all, sir. You will invite other applications. You will 
invite the men who are restless to-day, the labor tions and other 
associations of men, to come here and say, You bestowed your charity 
to relieve illiteracy; bestow your charity on us to relieve us; we are 
out of employment.“ Many of the men who compose those labor as- 
sociations are worthy men, honest men, anxious to toil foraliving, and 
yet are out of employment. Doubtless there are men, who connect 
themselves with those associations, of socialistic and communistic sen- 
timents, perhaps enough to control them; but when you become the al- 
moner of charities, dealing ont money from the public Treasury for the 
removal of illiteracy, you invite all these organizations of these people 
that believe they have as much right upon the public bounty as others, 
you fereiis thee hearer cand Gals soloed FAL he EOK TITINAS OAI 
and around this Capitol. Some man will rise in his place in the Senate 
and voice their wishes. I warn you, Seay, Sek this sapenni 
which will come home to plague in more ways than one, and I beseech 
you to think carefully in reference to what you are about to do, for I 


suppose this bill will pass, but I wasdetermined that itshould not pass | p 


without at least my against it, 

Why, sir, we know to-day that there is a restlessness in the country, 
a restlessness arising from want. Men who are willing to work are out 
of labor. There is a restlessness arising from a communistic feelin; g 
an 


us be careful in our legislation. Let us appropriate the money and let 
us teach the people of this country that the taxes raised from the peo- 
ple are to be applied legitimately, economically, to legitimate objects, 
and for no other purpose whatever, and you will do more to silence this 
restlessness and clamor than anything else. 

Why, sir, your donations of public lands to railroad rations, 
your subsidies that you have granted have educated the people to look 
to Congress, to look to this as a paternal Government where every man 
may come and place his hands in the public and take out 
what he wants. Are the the tax-payers of the country, to have 
no consideration? Are they to be put up to be fleeced by every per- 
son who comes here and extends an impecunious hand and asks for the 
charities of the Government? 

Sir, for one I shall vote against this measure, and no possible amend- 
ment to it can put it in a shape that I would vote for it. 

I deplore the illiteracy that isin the country as much as others do. I 
will not take money out of the public Treasury for the purposes of this 
bill; I will not help impose taxes on the people of this country to pro- 
mote education in the States. Forone I object to this bill and to every 
feature and provision of it from beginning to the end. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I have listened to speeches 
when gentlemen were running for office delivered on both sides of a 
question, but I think this is the first instance in which I have ever 
heard one that was delivered on four sides, running from the Consti- 
tution to the Knights of Labor. 

I too, sir, am opposed to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 
I am opposed to it fora very different reason than that assigned by the 
Senator from Delaware. I am for the public free-school system; I am 
a sincere advocate of free and education; and I undertake to 
say that if the amendment of the Senator from Iowa discriminating 
tween the races should become a part of this bill and the bill should 
then become a law, you would so discriminate as that the people of the 
States would destroy the system through which this money is to be 
paid out. That is my objection to it. 


You say by this amendment, if I understand the English language, 
that the colored child shall have three dollars and the white child one. 
That is about what the amendment is. Any man who understands 
the relation of the races in the South, any man who understands the 
natural prejudice that has continued to exist since the freedom of the 
slave, must know that the white people will at once destroy the free- 
school system when the Federal Government has said that it will dis- 
criminate, that it will not allow the States to do it by the very consti- 
tutions under which they were readmitted into the Union. 
the free-school system of Virginia, for instance, and not one dollar of 
this money can go to either whites or blacks, because it is provided that 
it shall go to the public schools of the State in this proportion, and I 
repeat that the moment you draw this distinction, that moment you 
justify those e in destroying the public schools. 

No man who is the friend of public schools, no man who believes in 
the education of the black race of the South and understands this bill 
can vote for this amendment. Say or think as you please, when you 
discriminate here you just intensify the now subsiding prejudice be- 
tween the races in the South. I would rather not have the bill passed, 
I would rather let ten years go by without the benefit of this bill, than 
to have such a discrimination made. It would not only hurt the black 
children, but it would destroy the means of the education of the white 
children. It would return many to their homes because it would de- 
stroy the public-school system of the South. 

As u political question I have never endeavored to treat it; I have 
endeavored always to view it from the standpoint of education, public- 
school education. 

I am sorry that Senators on this floor here have undertaken to draw 
distinction between the illiteracy of States and to draw distinctions on 
the ground of race and color. Iam sorry that that has entered into the 
debate; but I know how hard it is to keep that kind of discussion ont 
of all debates, especially upon a bill like this; but I do appeal to the 
Republican party to consider what harm they are doing to those they 
seem to be trying to help. Ifyou make this distinction, you destroy 
every opportunity they have foreducation. We are not asking foralms; 
we are asking for justice. We are not situated like the Senator from 
Delaware who while he was being taxed for his stamp on matches was 
making a cent for every cent that he paid out, and we had to buy the 
matches. I am speaking for a people who pay their taxes without 
grumbling, and receive nothing in return but ernment, the pro- 
tection of life, liberty, and property, and they would like to have added 
to them education. - 


ght to go out, what better use or better chan- 
nel of putting it out for the public good than for public education? It 
is against the Constitution, I am told. It has not been against the Con- 
stitution on Democratic theory to make a ions. I never heard 
any Democrat refuse them, and very few Republicans do, and those who 
do are such as have an abundance. 

Ths Knights of Labor, says the gentleman, will be indignant at this 
appropriation. Why, he does not know who compose the Knights of 
Labor. They do not allow professional men in their organization; 
they are laboring men; and while the Senator was warning us of what 
would become of this country if we did anything that they did not 
approve, I will tell him that if he keeps up in the line of legislation 
that he has suggested here to-day, the Knights of Labor will turn upon 
any Senator from the three counties called Delaware. I believe that 
the Knights of Labor are law-abiding citizens, and that there is noth- 
ing in legislation that would better promote their interests than to 
devote the surplus fund in the Treasury to-day to the education of 
their children. 

I am for this bill, because I think it does promote the interests of the 
poor and laboring element of this country. Iam for it because I think 
their children are entitled to an education by this Government, because 
it is all the Government under the Constitution, in my judgment, can 
do. It can educate children until they become men capable of taking 
care of themselves. This Government can do that, and I do not hear 
anybody denying it except the Senator from Delaware, who says the 
general-welfare clause will justify you in giving out money for any other 
purpose but that of free and education. 

The Senator argues that we in the South are better off than they in 


be- | the North because labor is cheaper. What an anomaly is that, that the 


cheaper the labor the better the condition of a country? Such a doc- 
trine as that I suppose would make an Irishman happy if he did not 
know better, hy experience, that the cheaper the labor the better off the 


by 
country is. That is the doctrine, not of the democrat but of the aristo- 
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crat. I say, sir, that we are not so well off. But it is not upon that 
ground alone that I stand here pleading for the passage of this bill. I 
wish it to be passed by the Republican party since I have heard so much 
against it from the other side. I wish it could be done by States in- 
stead of counties; we do need it, our children need it; and while we 
are poor, and rich, and proud, we still ask for it. We are poor now; 
we are rich in undeveloped resources; and we are proud of our history 
a history that some States have not. Rich, poor, proud, we ask for it 
because we need it, and because we think it will do good ultimately, 
not only to our States but to our whole country. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, on Friday last in some remarks 
which were made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] he quoted 
from the report of the superintendent of education in South Carolina 
for 1881. I suggested to him that he had fallen into a mistake on account 
of a typographical error, and I have just received a letter from the pres- 
ent governor of the State who was then the superintendent, ing my 
attention to the matter. I beg to read it for the information of the 
Senate: 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Columbia, March 1, 1886. 

My Dran Sim: I observe that in the debate on the educational bill, on the 26th 
ultimo, Senator ALLISON quotes from a printed report of a statement which I 
made in 1882 before the Committee on Education and Labor, to the effect that 
the school attendance in this State for the year 1880-81 was, white 61,339, col- 
ored 12,199. This isa mistake. Each year since 1876 the number of colored pu- 
pils attending the public schools in South Carolina has been langay in excess 
of the number of white pupils. The attendance for 1880-81 was, white 61,339. 
colored 72,199, making a total of 133,458, My remarks on the occasion referred 
to were taken down by a stenographer, and I had no opportunity to revise his 
report before it was published. I am sure that, atthe time, I stated the figures 
correctly. There are other errors, but of less im nee than this one,in the 
report of whitt I said before the committee, as pu 
RECORD of the 10th ultimo, 

Yours, very truly, 


Senator Wan HAMPTON, 
Washington, D. C. 

I stated, as I afterward showed to the Senator from Iowa, that this 
was a mere typographical error which had led him into a mistake; and 
by areference to the report of the superintendent of education, Mr. 
Thompson, on the 18th of November, 1881, I find that he states there 
that the school attendance was, of whites 61,339, and of colored 72,- 
199; and the mistake obviously has occurred by the misprint of the 
figure ‘‘1” for 7; and in justice to the governor I have read this let- 
ter so that it may go into the RECORD. 

Now, sir, I do not propose.to discuss this bill, for I have already ex- 
pressed my opinion upon it; but I say in all sincerity and as a friend, 

an earnest and steadfast friend of public education of all and 
particularly of the colored children in the South, that I believe that if 
this amendment prevails it will do more harm to those who are intended 
to be the special beneficiaries of this bill than any other one thing that 
could be done. Practically, in my own State, I think it would do no 
harm as far as the disposition of the school fund is concerned, for by an 
amendment to the constitution ratified on the 26th of January, 1878, 
it is directed that the school tax shall be distributed among the several 
districts and counties in proportion to the number of pupils attending 
the public schools. The school funds of South Carolina payable last 
year were a little over $500,000. By an estimate which has been made 
by a very carefal man the proportion of taxes paid by the white people 
in South Carolina is 97 per cent., leaving the colored people to pay 
about 3 per cent.; and yet by this constitutional amendment, which 
was adopted in 1878, the proceeds of all the school funds are divided 
fairly between the two races, and not only fairly, but as the reports of 
the various commissioners have shown, the colored children have had 
the benefit during the last ten years largely in excess of the white 
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children. I regret exceedingly to see any experiment tried which 
might, from the prejudices produced, do harm if this donation should 
made. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I donot rise for the purpose of discus- 
sing the constitutional question involved in this bill, nor do I propose 
to discuss at any length the policy of the bill; but, in order that m 
position may not be misunderstood by the people of my own State, i 
desire to state briefly why I shall vote for the bill as it came from the 
committee and why I shall not support the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

It is known to many persons in my State that I have not been an 
enthusiastic supporter of this measure, that I have gravely doubted the 
policy of the bill; nevertheless the General Assembly of my State in 
1883 by joint resolution requested the delegation in Congress to vote 
for a measure embodying the ideas and principles contained in this bill. 
I am satisfied that a large majority of the people of my State are in 
favor of the passage of the bill. I therefore choose to obey their will 
and to vote for it; but if the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Iowa is adopted I conceive that it would not only defeat the purpose 
of the bill, but it would have a tendency to injure and impair if not 
utterly destroy the common-school system in the State of Arkansas. 

I can better illustrate this by referring to the manner in which the 
taxes are collected and distributed there between the two races. The 
money received for school comes from various sources. We 
have, in the first place, a levy of 2 mills on all the property in the 
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State forschool purposes. This mey is distributed to the various dis- 
tricts throughout the State, to th } hildren within the school age, with- 
out regard to color. In additioa ‘o this, the poll-tax of each county 
goes to the school fund of that county and is distributed to the various 
districts. Then each district within the State is allowed to levy a tax 
of 5 mills. This, however, depends upon a majority vote of the legal 
electors of the district at their annual school meeting. 

This money is not divided between the whites and blacks per capita, 
as seems to be understood by some of the Senators who have spoken 
upon this measure, but the constitution and the laws require that there 
shall be no difference in the distribution of the money. Therefore, the 
effort is to give the white and the colored aschool for the same number 
of months in each year; that is, if the fund is sufficient to give both a 
school for six months in the year, then both the whites and blacks have 
school for that length of time. If there is only sufficient money belong- 
ing to the district to give them a school for three months, then white 
and colored children all have school facilities for three months in the 
year; but in every instance the colored children are allowed and per- 
mitted to attend for the same number of months annually as the white 
children. 

Now, if the bill passes as it comes from the Committee on Education 
and Labor this system will not be changed in any way whatever. The 
only effect will be to give the children a longer period in which they 
can attend school in the year and to give them better teachers. Butif 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is adopted, which provides 
that the funds shall be distributed according to the illiteracy of the 
children between the whites and blacks (and if I understood him cor- 
rectly he said that the blacks would receive a seventieth toa twentieth 
for the whites), then the effect would be to give the whites, added to 
the State fund what they get from this fund, a school say for four or 
five months in the year, while the colored children would have school 
for nine or ten months in the year, where each have heretofore had a 
school of three months. 

Does the Senator from Iowa believe that the white people of the 
State, who pay all the State taxes, would submit to this discrimination 

inst them and in favor of the blacks? Does he believe that it would 
be right and just and true to promote good faith and good feeling be- 
tween the blacks and whites in the State of Arkansas or any other 
State? Ifan amendment of that character be adopted, discriminating 
in favor of black children when the State of Arkansas and the white 
people who have paid all the taxes have been willing to divide fairly 
with them, the effect would be, as I fear, that the white people in all 
the districts where they were in the majority would not vote the 5 
mills school tax, and the consequence would be that we would not only 
lose the State fund but we would lose the fund coming from the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Such would be the effect upon the white people, because they would 
believe it was an effort and a disposition on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment to give the blacks advantages that they did not receive. The 
effect upon the colored people, as I verily believe, would be simply 
this: It would make them believe that they were the ial and par- 
ticular wards of the General Government, and all the evils that flowed 
from the Freedmen’s Bureau would speedily follow on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa. I therefore can not 
support the amendment. It is not because of any prejudice against the 
blacks, but it is because I honestly and conscientiously believe that the 
amendment would disturb the kind relations that now exist between 
the blacks aud whites in my own State. 

It has been repeatedly said during the debate that this is a gift, a 
bounty, a donation to the people of the South. If it be a gift, I sub- 
mit that it ought to be given freely, it ought to be given graciously, or 
not given at all. If it be a giftit ought not to be coupled with conditions 
which we believe would disturb the kind relations which exist between 
our people and which we believe would tend to destroy our school 
system. If it be a gift, it ought not be coupled with taunts, with epi- 
thets of abuse which tend to degrade and humiliate the donees, and 
therefore destroy the object and purpose for which it is given. 

The bill had its origin in the noblest, the purest, and the best senti- 
ment of the Northern people; and I conceive it ought not be made the 
pretext for crimination or recrimination between different States of 
this Union, or between different sectionsof the Union. I believe that 
if it be given at all it should be given as freely as the water runs, and 
that we ought not to be made to understand that we are humiliating 
ourselves in receiving it. 

It has also been saidasa reason why this measure should not be passed 
that the white people of the South were in possession of the proceeds of 
the labor of the colored people for generations, and therefore there was 
a double obligation upon the whites to support them—this, too, in face 
of the fact well known that whatever had been accumulated by that 
colored labor, whatever had been accumulated by the white labor, prior 
to the war was either destroyed by the fortunes of war or passed into 
other hands by the process of reconstruction. Isay then that these things 
ought not, as I believe, to be said if the bill is expected to benefit those 
for whom the fund is given. 

I have seen p to say this much because I have taken a special and 


a particular interest in the education of all the people of my State. I 
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have earnestly and atall times not only voted but urged others to vote 
for the full limit that the law allows, the 5-mill taxes. During the 
time that I had the honor to be governor of the State of Arkansas I took 
an especial interest to promote the best interests of the colored normal 
school at Pine Bluff, which is now supported by money appropriated 
from the State treasury, and which isalone for colored teachers. I have 
at all times and under all circumstances been the firm friend and ad vo- 
cate of the levy of sufficient taxes to educate every child in the State 
of Arkansas, both black and white. But when Lam asked not only to 
do this but to vote for an amendment which will discriminate against 
the white people in the South in favor of the blacks, which will disturb 
the relations that exist between them to-day, when evil consequences 
are to follow, to vote for an amendment which I believe will tend to in- 
jure the school system of my State, I for one will go no further. 

I, therefore, can not vote for the amendment; but, as I said before, if 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber will give us a square vote 
upon the merits of the bill, in obedience to the instructions giveh me 
by my State I shall cast my vote for it. 

I wish to say one word more, The people of Arkansas, and, as I verily 
believe, the people of the South, those who favor the passage of this 
bill, are actuated by the spirit and the motive that they desire every 
child, both black and white, to have the opportunities for an education. 
Many of them supportit, too, because if they opposed it they would sub- 
ject themselves to the charge that they were neither willing to educate 
the colored children nor to permit the people of the North to educate 
them. 

For these reasons I trust that the bill will be given a vote upon its 
merits. If Senators think that it ought not to pass, then let it be voted 
down, but do not seek to throw the responsibility on us by attaching 
amendments to it which we can not, which we ought not, and which I, 
for one, will not, support. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the 
chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] expressed the opinion that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa should not be adopted because, as he said, it evinces a 
settled distrust of the purposes of the States to whom what he calls 
this donation is to be distributed. He thinks that inasmuch as this is 
a pure benevolence, a gift, it should be tendered by us as gifts are made 
by wealthy men who care not how they give, and that to im any 
conditions whatever upon the method of distribution is practically an 
affront, an insult which is to be resented. 

Seventy-seven million dollars is a tolerably respectable sum of money; 
and I have heard no Senator who advocates the bill upon the Demo- 
cratic side of the Chamber prefer any other reason except that the do- 
nation was necessary to enable them to take care of the colored illiter- 
ates in their States. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] last 
week in his very temperate and reasonable speech used this language: 

I find myself placed by this offer, the white people of N also find 
themselves placed in this condition: We have in that State a majority of about 
18u,000 of colored ple. Here isan offer made,as we understand it, by the 
generous people of the North to aid us in educating them. Are we to rejectit? 
Confessedly we are unable to educate them as we ought to. Then the question 
presents itself to us, my eo and myself and others 3 tes in 
„ are we to this offer? It is in that attitude alone that I 
will consider the question, 

If a Senator from any of the Southern States has made any other dec- 
laration or preferred any other claim than this, it has escaped my no- 
tice. I affirm that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa 
does exactly that and only that. It proposes to confine the distribu- 
tion of this money and limit its expenditure for the very specific pur- 
pose for which every Senator on that side of the Chamber has declared 
that the people of theState whom he represents desire it; yet when any 
attempt is made to so declare, when any effort is made to place in the 
statute itself a declaration that the money shall beso disposed of, Sena- 
tor after Senator rises in his place and says that it is an affront, that it 
is an insult, that it evinces a settled distrust of the honor and the good 
faith of the States which under the bill are to receive $60,000,000 out 
of the $77,000,000 that are to be distributed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator did not understand me as say- 
ing that it was an affront? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir, I did not. I understood the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] to say so, and I understood the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry ] to say that any attempt to devote the greater portion of 
this money to the education of the colored people in Arkansas would 
result in the destruction of the common-school system in that State; 
that it would utterly destroy the good feeling which he says now pre- 
vails among the whitesand the blacks; and that if there is in the bill any 
declaration that it is the desire and the purpose of those who vote this 
877,000, 000 for that purpose to so utter it in the law itself the white 
people of Arkansas will it as such a declaration as will justify 
them in resorting to the old relations between the blacks and the whites 
and destroying the public-school system in that State. 

What are we to understand by these declarations, sir? What do 
they mean? On what is the public-school system in Arkansas founded, 


if, when we are called upon to vote this enormous sum of money, we 
are told that to distribute it in accordance with the laws of that State 
will be such an affront, such an insult to the white people of Arkansas, 
that they will only send their own children to school four months in the 
year, whereas the colored children will go nine or ten months? 

Mr. BERRY. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I hope he does not intend 
to misrepresent me. I did not say that such would be the effect if the 
money was distributed according to the laws of the State. I said that 
if the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa was adopted, 
then the result would be to give the colored children, under the present 
laws of Arkansas, schools for nine or ten months while the white chil- 
dren would have schools for only four or five months under the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any distinction under the laws of Arkansas 
as to the school period ſor white and colored children? 

Mr. BERRY. There is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then how can the distribution of this money upon 
the basis of the illiteracy of the white and colored children have any 
effect upon the school period in every year? Is there anywhere in this 
country elsewhere a stupor so Bœotian; is there elsewhere an intelli- 
gence so dense, so impenetrable, and so opaque; is there anywhere else 
a mental vision of such obliquity as to claim that the language of this 
amendment, if applied under the laws of the State of Arkansas, will 
reduce the period for the whites in every school year to four months 
and increase the school period for the blacks to ten months? I trust 
not, sir; and I should be glad if some Senator who thinks it is an af- 
front, an insult, in providing for the distribution of $77,000,000 from 
the Treasury, to provide that it shall bedistributed in proportion to the 
illiteracy of the population, will describe wherein that insult consists, 
wherein it prevents the white people of any State from appropriating 
as much money as they please, from fixing theirschool period at as many 
months as they please, and expending whatever proportion of their rey- 
enues they see fit to distribute in the education of the illiterates within 
that State within the school age, no matter what their color may be. 

No, Mr. President, the pu and designs and intentions of the 
supporters of this bill are being gradually developed. They do not pro- 
pose to have any limitation placed on this fund; they intend to take it 
and disburse it just as they please. One after another rises here in his 
place and says, if you declare in this bill exactly in accordance with 
what its advocates have announced is the purpose, you affront the lofty- 
souled and high-spirited men who openly confess that they are unable 
to educate their own illiterates, who come here not as suppliants, be- 
cause that has been disavowed, not as men asking alms, because that 
hus been repudiated, but as men who are willing to accept a gift. A 
lofty attitude! We do not ask anything; we are able to take care of 
our own affairs; we can educate our own illiterates; we are not men- 
dicants; we are not ; we are not asking alms; we are willing to 
accept a gift; but the gift must be freely offered, without conditions, 
and we must be allowed to do precisely as we please with it; we do not 
propose to allow this gift-horse to be looked at in the mouth!“ 

I think the debate disclosed the fact that if this money is to be 
distributed in accordance with the objects and purposes of those who 
have framed the bill, the more we throw safeguards about it the bet- 
ter, the more we declare emphatically what we intend to be done with 
it the better; for I observe that the greater proportion of this money is 
to be distributed under the direction and control of the Secretary of 
the Interior. If you examine the framework of the bill you will see 
that the Secretary of the Interior is the officer who is to have the con- 
trol of this disbursement. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is that changed by the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not. The entire framework of the bill is based 
upon the idea that the Secretary of the Interior is to have the disburse- 
ment of this money. To him reports are to be made; and whenever a 
question arises as to the right of any State or Territory to receive money 
under its disbursement, to him and to his law oflicers is the appeal to 
be made. 

Fortunately we have some light on the purposes, we have some in- 
sight into the views of the Secretary of the Interior on this great sub- 
ject. We are not without illumination; and it is very fortunate that 
before this bill is passed we are enabled to show from his afirmative 
acts, by the selection that he has made of the law officer of his Depart- 
ment, what are the views, what are the purposes, what are the ideas 
that animate the Secretary of the Interior with regard to the common- 
school system of this country. 

The Assistant Attorney-General of the United States, who has been 
selected as the law adviser of the Secretary of the Interior, and who is 
now acting in that capacity in that Department, who has been there 
for six or eight months with the approval and concurrence of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, is a gentleman named Zach Montgomery, now, 
or late, of California, before whom will come all the questions of law 
that may arise under the construction of the bill, before whom all ques- 
tions of legal interpretation are to come for decision. He is not without 
a witness as to his opinion on the subject of common schools in this 
country. I hold in my hand an acknowledged publication of his upon 
this subject; and that there may be no doubt or dispute as to the au- 
thenticity of this work I announce that he sent me a copy of it himself 
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with an autographic note declaring thatit expressed his convictions and 
asking me to give it my careful consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the title? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is entitled Drops from the Poison Fountain“ 
the words the Poison Fountain“ being in quotation marks—‘“‘ Facts 
that are Stranger than Fiction, by Zach Montgomery, of the California 
Bar;“ and that is followed by the very singular invocation: ‘‘ Read 
first and condemn afterward,” as if it was inevitable that it should be 
condemned, but that he desired it should first be read. 

i the United 
Phra foe the fel 8 Peg lariat aspe eee 2 currency, 
by registered letter ad to J. J. Montgomery, Oakland, Cal., box 233. 

Published at Oakland, Cal., 1879.“ The date is immaterial, be- 
cause, as I say, he has within two days sent me a copy of the pam- 
phlet avowing it to be his own, and the sentiments contained in it he 
reasserts and reiterates. He begins: 

The writer intends to offer no apol community for the 
ublication of this book. As soon would he think of apologizing to the slum- 
ring inhabitants of a city in flames for attempting to disturb their rest by the 
vigorous ringing ofa fire-bell. Far better that they awake in anger than to 
awake not at all. 
I skip. 
We promise to prove t o! N 
as — by law es Hi Nee 27 


Republic, is a poisonous fountain, fraught with the seeds of human misery and 
moral death. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, I will allow the Senator if he desires; but 
what does the Senator desire ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I simply desire to make an inquiry as to 
whether it is not possible that Zach, having made that d. tion in 
the book, and knowing it was there, sent the Senator two copies because 
he knew the Senator from Kansas was against the public-school bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kansas did not receive two cop- 
ies of the work. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood you to say so. 

Mr. INGALLS. The one in my hand was obtained from the Con- 
gressional Library, and I was entirely familiar with what it contained 
long before I received the additional copy. The Senator from Virginia 
jumps before he reaches the stile. > 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Did you not receive the last copy after you 
made your speech against the public-school bill ? 

Mr. INGALIS. I proceed with the expression of the views of Mr. 
Montgomery: 

Adhering to the a ee with which we set out a moment ago, namely, 
that the people properly edu are more moral, virtuous, contented, happy, 
and law-abiding than an uneducated people, would you not be forced to the con- 
clusion that there must be something wrong, terribly, radically wrong, in a 
erg of education so much more direful in its results than even illiteracy 

* 
The author then proceeds to give tables of statistics for the purpose 
of showing that public-school education is accompanied by more crim- 
inals, by more suicides, by a greater proportion of deaths resulting from 
degrading diseases than are communities where the common-school sys- 
tem does not prevail; and he proceeds to say: 


One very noticeable fact in this bones ganar . shown by the ralig h 


tabl 
is that in the State of Massachusetts, which claims the honor of being the 
founder of the New England system of education, while she bad by far the 
smallest 1 of illiterate native-born adults of any, even of the New 
ins gia tes, had at the same time much the largest proportion of native 
white criminals, she having 1 criminal to every 649 native white inhabitants. 


That is his view of the results of the common-school system of edu- 
cation. Upon page 12 he proceeds: 


And this precious system of education is the great boon for which in 1870 the 
American people were paying to the tune of $64,030,673, while at the same time 
they were nding through this mill of moral death no less than 6,228,000 


to the readin; 


In speaking about the relations of California to this system he says: 


Indeed, so infatuated has our young State become with this crime and pauper 
breeding system of public instruction, that she has made ita al offense for 
the parent or gua: n of any child between the ages of eight and fourteen 
years to kee child from the public school. * è Thus it is that the 
votaries of system have absolutely undertaken, by the most tyrannical 
legislation, to stri eg 4 parent of the pof children. 
So that if these ool directors choose to appoint a libertine or a harlot as the 
tutor of your daughters, and at the same time refuse their gracious permission 
for you to send them to a 8 school of your own choice, it is with fines or 
prison dungeons that the law proposes to reward you, should you, in obedience 
to the dictates of right, reason, and your own conscience, seek to shield them 
from the contaminating touch of the vile teacher? Is it any wonder that vice 
flourishes or that virtue perishes under the influence of such a system? 


Upon page 17 he proceeds: 
ee any one who doubts the general ignorance of our people on this last sub- 


That is, the criminal effect of the public-school system— 


test the matter. * è The truth is that the advocates of this New England 
have been so long, so loud, and so persistent in proclaiming to the world 
excellences that nine-tenths of the world have, without the least 


j 


system 
its su; 


n 
2 aoe f ts as regards th: ison d deathly frui ee 
on the of parents as e ous an ts w they 
and their children and society at ee “4 
system of education, it could not survive a single mon 


On page 19 he says—and I am merely picking out the jewels; all is 
gem-bearing strata, but I pick out the prominent jewels that appear in 
the course of this production 

Perhaps, though, we shall be told that so radical a change in the public-school 
28 as that suggested would work the destruction of the system itself. If 
that be so, then we would ask whether it is better for us to destroy the system, 
or to let the system destroy us? 

Here is another delightful definition of the eommon- school system and 
its effects upon society as understood by Mr. Zach Montgomery, Assist- 
ant Attorney-General for the Department of the Interior, by whom this 
common-school money is to be disbursed and by whom questions of law 
and interpretation are to be decided under this bill! 

Should anybody,in making such an estimate, find the profits exceedingly 
small in proportion to the investment, let him not convert that fact into an ar- 
gument against education itself, but only against this anti-parental system of 
education— 

Now mark! 

a system which, being conceived in crime, brought forth in crime, and nur 
tured in crime, must, of necessity, propagate crime. 

Mr. Montgomery has republished this volume with additions, dec- 
orations, enlargements, and amendments, in a volume which I hold in 
my hand, presented by the author to the Library of Congress, entitled 
somewhat epigrammatically upon the exterior in a diamond-shaped dia- 
gram, Sixty to one. Why is it? Inquire within.“ It contains some 
speeches that were made by Hon. Zach Montgomery, Assistant Attor- 
ney-General of the Department of the Interior, to whom the provisions 
of the Blair bill for education in the South are to be submitted for con- 
sideration and for rendered effectual, which I should be glad, 
did time permit, to ; but I pass on to one other relation which Mr. 
Zach Montgomery bears to this subject. Section 10 declares: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used 
only for common schools, not sectarian in ructer. 

That means, I suppose, that they are not to be under the control of 
any religious sect; that religious instruction, it may be, is to be excluded 


from them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sectarian instruction. 

Mr. INGALLS. Les, sectarian-religious instruction. Mr. Zach 
Montgomery, Assistant Attorney-General for the Department of the In- 
terior, appears to have some very pronounced views on the subject of 
sectarian education. He evidently is a very loquacious man. On the 
6th day of July, 1873, Mr. Zach Montgomery, not then Assistant Attor- 
ney-General for the ent of the Interior, delivered a s be- 
fore the Roman Catholic Sunday-school teachers in California, which 
was reprinted in pamphlet form for distribution by his admirers and 
friends. It obtained a quite extensive circulation, and it so happened 
that copies found their way as far eastward as the Atlantic coast. 

I hold in my hand a report of the speech that was delivered by Mr. 

Zach Montgomery upon that occasion; and I must be just to him to here 
declare that he states in a card published in the New York Tribune, 
either in July or August of the past year, that the pamphlet report of 
the speech he delivered on the 6th day of July, 1873, was garbled and 
imperfect. Headmits that he made the speech; he does not deny that 
he entertains the sentiments imputed to him; but he says that the 
statement was garbled and imperfect, and in his card to the Tribune he 
recites the phs that he says misrepresent him in that report, and 
those I shall omit or indicate in the reading that I now propose hastily 
to make. He does not deny that he entertains the sentiments that are 
attributed to him in the obnoxious phs, but he affirms that the 
language is imperfect, and that it dee not fully express his views on 
these subjects. He begins: 
2! Vb 
to the subject before me. In case Ishould commit an unknown error I would 
ask grace to absolve me, as I do not know it. Obedience, as you all know, 
is the crowning act of faith. 

Here follows a paragraph that he says does not express the views 
that he avowed on that occasion; it is in the following language: 

I therefore relinquish all preference or desire of my own, and obey the com- 
mands of the high political authority of the Church. 

He says that sentiment as therein expressed was garbled and imper- 
fect, alhough he does not state what his language was. But he con- 
tinues in language that he does not deny: 

I deem it the highest station in life to teach the young Catholics the princi- 
ples of the only Church on the face of the earth—thatis, the Holy Roman Cath- 
olie Church. The notion the Protestant element entertain about the great prog- 
ress made in the nineteenth century I wish to warn you to abstain from. 

Now follows another paragraph, that he says was incorrectly reported, 
in this language: 

Inroads made by the tel ph, steamboat, railroad,and the printing-press 
upon our Church are almost irreparable. 

He says he did not say that in those words; but he continues in lan- 
guage that he does not deny, haying the pamphlet before him, in the 
card that he published in the New York Tribune for the purpose of de- 
nouncing the injustice done to him by the publication of this pam- 
phlet: „ 

They are the means of spreading false rumors and immoral sentiments that 
corrupt the minds and lives of good Catholics in this far-off land. 

Mr. DAWES. Does he admit that he said that? 
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Mr. INGALLS. He does not deny it. 1 

him and denied the preceding sentence in the words 3 
he does not deny anything that I have not declared that he did deny, 
VVT reading to omit everything that 
he declares im e eee eee After going on 
with a sereed a apd eee ee eee Europe and 
is not important, he says: 


Bu ee ou have a higher sphere of . 
the mbar Ae S — Teach them the holy principles 


of them, too, from the w) of 
Protestan and heresy in all its forms. A pastor is like a watchman ona 
house-to He sees the storm „an warns you. * * * Now, my 

the Cross, the F was established in the 


about it. 


Here follows a paragraph that he says in his card in the New York 
Tribune did him an injustice and he did not say it in those words: 


Sey your pastor and look to him for all your knowledge, both civil and re- 
li Roman Catholics are ted on all sides, in hotels, restaurants, and 

— ope Re of common resort, by sneers, prear and contemptible expressions 
about the leading Catholics, and cating meat on Friday. Be patient— 


He says— 
—— e and — yourselves for the day of action. The Protestant 
eee ters President— 
Protestant theory of 33 making up our minds for ourselves 
as damnable extreme. 


The 
on matters in general, is false, as well in the There is no 
such a thing as personal freedom 8 ion and morality ; the whole power lies 
ith the successor of Saint Peter, Holy Pio Nono, at the holy city of Look 


leave his flock at the merey of the wolves ; 8 vou not to go to the 
heretics to © required our pastors try to please yo they 
can not go beyond the limits to them superiors. a 


In this country we have Catholic teachers in tho pa public 1 ae Sey teach 
the doctrines of our holy faith. But they are prevented by the 

Now something occurs that he says in his card in 2882 Tribune was 
an injustice: 

Now, for the present, they can whisper in the ear of the scholar at times and 
tell them how, when, and where they can obtain absolution from their sins. 
The institutions of this country must be made the institutions of the Church. 

That, he says, should be stricken out. He did not say that the fol- 
lowing sentence should be stricken out, which reads: 

And then ——— Schools and the so-called public schools will be one. 
The common schools of this country— 


Now, mark Shad Mr. Zach Montgomery, of California, said about 


the publie schools of this country in a delivered before a Sab- 
bath-school assembly: 
pet on: 5 8 of this 1 are anes more nor — * so man 

a oing. 
sunon y that it ts alm almost imps — to — of the children — iby good 
attend oa Seager an high time something was done to correct this 
evil, and I 3 to Radhe 


Says this man who is to have control ofall legal questionsarising under 
a non-sectarian system of public-school education in this country— 

And I here venture to say if the Roman Catholics do not stand up for their 
rights they fail to do their thats daly. 

One paragraph more, he says, should have been omitted, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

And one of the refuges we have isin the miracle of Most Holy Father at Rome. 

Omitting that, the paragraph stands: 

Among the persecutors we find the Protestants, the heathens, and the Jews. 


‘Then an omission. 
ee will deliver us from all harm and absolve us if we do our duty to the 
> 


Mr. COKE. Task the Senator from Kansas what was the date of that 
address? 

Mr. INGALLS. The date of the address was the 6th day of July, 
1873, but in July or August, 1885, twelve years Zach 
Montgomery, having obtained possession of a pamphlet containing this 
report from which I have read, published a cardin the New York Tri- 
bune, not denying that he the speech, but only declaring that 
the paragraphs to which Ihave called attention and have omitted in 
my readin ive e e perly reported and did him injustice. With 
the entire speech him he avowed and reiterated and once more 
assumed for himself all the opinions that were there expressed, except 
the five phs that he declared in words ought, in justice to him, 
to be omitted from the publication to which I have referred. 

Mr. President, as I have said, this bill is to be under the control of 
the Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of the Interior has selected 
as his law adviser a man who entertains and avows the opinions that 
Ihave read. They have not been spoken in a corner; they have been 
publicly declared and reaffirmed wi the present week. If there be 
any Senator who supports the bill who desires that this money shall be 
directed in the channel of free, common-school, public education as we 
have it, and in the direction of non-sectarian education, then I say that 
so long as the interpretation and control is thus to be left I think there 
can be no doubt that the more safeguards we throw about it and the 
more emphatic and minute and explicit we are in our directions as to 


how this money shall be applied the greater assurance we shall have 
that it will 8 its destination. 

Mr. BLAIR obtained the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me 
or one moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. BERRY. I was simply going to state that I think the Senator 
from Kansas misunderstood what I said inregard to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa. The Senator from Iowa, as I under- 
stood him in his speech, stated that if his amendment was adopted the 
colored children would get, say, $3.50 under this appropriation where 
the whites would get $1. I saidthat in my State, as we had a sufi- 
cientamount of money in the district, we furnished all the colored child- 
ren and all the white children in the district a school of three months in 
the year; that if this amendment was adopted the effect would be when 
this was added to the fund raised by the State, that the $1 per capita 
would probably give the whites an additional month, say four or five 
months, and that the $3.50 added to the colored schools would give the 
colored children a school, say, of nine or ten months. That was the 
statement I made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this Mr. Zach Montgomery would be 
of the very slightest im ce in the practical administration of this 
fund; but there is one fact that the Senator from Kansas failed 
to state in regard to Mr. Zach Montgomery, which no man knows bet- 
ter than he, who is himself second on the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom the cases of such men as Mr. Zach Montgomery are referred 
for action by the Senate before their official prerogative or station is se- 
cured, and that is, that Mr. Zach Mon is not yet confirmed, 
and this whole matter is entirely in the control of the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. EDMUNDS], or Mr. INGALLS, who comes second to him 
upon the Committee on the Judiciary, or Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Hoar, 
Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. EVARTS, Mr. Puacu, Mr. Coxe, Mr. VEST, 
and Mr. Jackson. So far as that part of it is concerned, it is of very 
trifling consequence one way or the other. 

Mr. Zach Montgomery has some reputation as a lawyer, and in the 
construction of this bill, if it should become a law, he would be un- 
questionably, if a conscientious and proper man, likely to construe 
the statute in accordance with the principles of law. To guard against 
any ep oN of that kind—for I will assure the honorable Senator from 
Kansas that there is danger that this bill will become a law, and be 
pores subject to the administration of the Interior Department—I 

will suggest to him thatin the dischargeof his duty as a member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary he take good care to protect the common 
schools of thiscountry and of these States by the rejection of a man who 
avows sentiments of so atrocious a character as does Mr. Zach e e 
ery, if he is properly chargeable with the utterances which have 
stated on this floor. I would look upon such a man asa worse enemy to 
the country than the arch-fiend himself. We are on guard against that 
sort of influence. 

Mr. Zach Montgomery is but a subordinate at the best, if he were 
confirmed. The Secretary of the Interior isa gentleman’ who in the 
last Congress and for several p: Congresses was a member of this 
body, and no man made abler speeches or expressed more liberal senti- 
ments in support of this bill and in vindication of the general princi- 
ples of the common-school system. He is the superior of all his assist- 
ant secretaries or his assistant a eral; and in his last report, 
which was also his first, he says to us-in regard to this very bill, which 
he supported in the last Congress, referring to the report of the Com- 
missioner of Education, which touched upon this subject: 

I have been unable, for want of time, to present even a brief of the views and 
„ therein set forth, the greater part of which meet my concur- 

renewed invocation of Federal aid to insure adequate pro- 
instruction of the 5 of the South, and also his recom- 
en Et that some measure of Federal aid be extended to public primary 
education, based on the number of iterates in the various States as shown by 
the Tenth Census, 

That is the gentleman who will have the practical administration of 
this measure as far as any national officer will have it. But the pri- 

duties of the Secretary of the Interior in theadministration of the 
law would be chiefly those of computation. Before the bill, if itshould 
become a law, could go into operation the governors or the authorities 
of the various States must file a report with the Secretary of the In- 
terior showing that they have complied with the preliminary require- 
ments of the measure. Having, by doing this, entitled themselves to 
the distribution of the first year’s appropriation, which is only $7,000,- 
000, it is then paid over as a matter of necessity in the discharge ofa 
mere executory function to the authorities of the States, to be by them 
paid out in the States in connection with their own school system and 
as a part of their own school fund, distributed precisely as though it 
had been originally their own money, in such a way as to give to every 
child of school age within their jurisdiction an equalization of oppor- 
tunities for common-school education. At the end of the first year the 
authorities of the States are to report to the Secretary of the Interior, 
and through him to the Senate and House of Representatives, what they 
have done with this money and with their own, treating the whole as 
one common fund; and if in their expenditure they have failed to so 
appropriate or apportion the money as to give an equalization of school 
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ivileges in the use of the whole to all children of school age, regard- 

of color, with no distinction of race, they are not enti to any 
further appropriation under the provisions of the bill, and nothing is 
to be done but to withhold it, or to make such further requirements as 
the wisdom of Congress may dictate. 

Every year’s apportionment requires a yearly appropriation. There 
is the opportunity of the fullest investigation by Congress of all 
of the country where there may be complaint. Nobody is restricted 
in any school district throughout the country in making known a 
grievance that may have arisen to him or to any other under the opera- 
tions of the bill. Weall know howalmost the primary power of a Leg- 
islature is that of investigation. It is perhaps the primary power. 
Ability to learn of grievances is indispensable prior to legislation for 
the redress of e e That great power of investigation is recog- 
nized in the bill, and if there were no recognition of it, it is a constitu- 
tional and inherent power, which we should exercise in this as in all 
other cases. 

Beyond that, the Secretary of the Interior himself is charged with 
the same duty, and to him will come the complaint from the humblest 
in the land, and he is obliged by the provisions of the bill, and in the 
discharge of his sworn duty, to see that there beno abuse arising under 
its administration. 

So we have provided in the administration of the law through our 
national executive officers, in ae ane administration of the law by 
the authorities of the States in all the States, and by the authorities of 
the Territories in all the Territories, and then by reserving to ourselves 
in express terms a right which we would have underany circumstances 
by Congress—in all three directions we have been more than usually 
careful to provide that there shall be no injury done to the public or to 
the child. The Treasury is as well guarded as it can be. I do not be- 
lieve it is possible to throw around this enactment and around the pub- 
lic money which we are proposing to apportion for the benefit of the 
common schools and the common-school children of the country any 
stronger safeguards than are already in the bill. 

I do not wish to make any speech—I have said enough; but I wish to 
Jace in the possession of the Senate a letter which I have just received, 
ted last Saturday, after the debates of the week and after the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa had been discussed and its true 
nature understood. Itis a letter which was sent to me from the clergy- 
men of this city, who represent the colored race here, and who by their 
intelligence and their interest in the subject I think may well be con- 
sidered as the proper representatives of the race throughout the country. 
I have no doubt that matter of this kind would come from the entire 
country were the subject understood and were there time. The letter 
is addressed to me, and is as follows: 

As colored ministers, identified by blood and lineage with the black race, we 
feel the deepest interest in the blem of education in the Southern States. 

That interest is deepened and intensified just now by the consideration of the 
aik aow pending in Congress for the extension of Government aid for national 

Wesse by the Congressional reports that the passage of that bill is somewhat 
ae se by pro which are causing much diversity of opinion. 

We fee} as much interested in the collateral points in the Senate as 
the honorable gentlemen who propose them; but so deep is our anxiety for the 
passage of the bill itself that we venture the expression of our opinion as col- 
ored men that its failure would be a disaster to the whole country, especially 
— 5 xe — We advocate the equitable distribution of the funds as set 

We further add an opinion that there are some ills which it would be better for 


the race to suffer than by the failure of the bill for the people to be left to 
on for years in the deep darkness of their present ignorance and eee ee 


e 0 very truly, 
5 : ALEX. CRUMME 
Rector of St. Lukes P. R. Church. 


GEO. W. RE, 
Pastor of Lincotn Memorial Congregational Church. 
R. A. READ, 
Pastor of Asbury M. E. Church. 


There has been at least some confusion by the friends of the amend- 
ment now pending offered by the Senator from Iowa as to the interpre- 
tations which should propery be placed on the amendment. Since 
the discussion last week I have applied myself once more to the census, 
and I have figured the thing out mathematically according to the re- 
turns of the census and the other data we have in this case. Assuming 
that this proposed system of white and colored schools should be ex- 
tended so as to include all the children of school age in the States where 
the system prevails, and that of course is what is contemplated as the 
ultimate effect and operation of the bill and of the pending amend- 
ment, assuming, I say, that both races are gathered in the schools, the 
white in the white schools and the colored in the colored schools, then 
the results which I shall state will take place, bearing in mind, and I 
wish this to be considered in connection with the fact that the consti- 
tution and laws of every one of the States now require the local tax- 
ation to be applied to the benefit of all the children who may be gath- 
ered in the schools, without regard to race or color; so that by existing 
law in these States an equal distribution of school privileges is already 


provided for. Assuming that to be so, and preserving that status, the 
theory of the bill is to pour into those States a sufficiency of money to 
nearly double the length of their existing schools, and of such further 
schools as it may be necessary to establish in order to include the entire 
school population. 

With this as the existing status, the amendment comes in and pro- 
vides that in the State of Alabama this money shall be so distributed 
as to give as often as there is $1 given toa white child—not to the 
white race, but to the white child, who is in need of education just 
like the colored child, no more, no less—as often as $1 is given to him, 
to give to the colored child $3; in Arkansas as often as the white child 
will get $1 the colored child will get $3; in Delaware as often as the 
white child gets $1 the colored child gets $6; in Florida as often as the 
white child gets $1 the colored child gets $3; in Georgia as often as the 
white child gets $1 the colored child gets $3; in Kentucky the white 
child $1 and the colored child $4; in Louisiana the white child $1, the 
colored child $4; in Maryland the white child $1, the colored child $5; 
in Mississippi the white child $1, the colored child $4; in Missouri the 
white child $1, the colored child $5; in North Carolina the white child 
$1, the colored child $2; in South Carolina the white child $1, the 
colored child $3; in Tennessee the white child $1, the colored child $4; 
in Texas the white child $1, the colored child $4 j in Virginia the white 
child $1, the colored child $4; and in West Virginia the white child 
$1, and the colored child $3, thus establishing by the terms of the bill 
a most apparent and, as I think, a most hurtful discrimination, and a 
discrimination especially hurtful to the colored race themselves. 

Its inevitable tendency must be to excite prejudices toward them on 
the part of their white associates, people double their own in number, 
owning already at least nine-tenths, probably ninety-five one-hun- 
dredths, I presume even more than 95 per cent. of the property, and a 
prejudice exceedingly hurtful to them during the period of the admin- 
istration of the bi Then further, we should instruct them by this 
national action that the negro is our special ward, and relieve them 
from the pressure of the duty upon their consciences to take care of the 
colored men who are with them, who are their laborers and their pro- 
ducers. 

We make them the wards of the nation in a more complete sense 
than is the Indian to-day, and when, at the end of eight years, this 
bill ceases to operate, the appropriations under it having run down to 
a merely nominal sum when we consider the increase of population, 
so that its failure to be distributed the year following will be felt as 
inconsiderable, the school system meanwhile having improved, wealth 
increased, and the States become more able to bear taxation—at that 
period of time we should leave this colored race, entirely dependent, 
while of property they would have made themselves comparatively no 
large increase. At present they are wholly unable to bear taxation 
and do not bear the taxation which affords them anything like a 
twentieth of the school facilities which they enjoy. Where then would 
be the colored race; and shall we not have instructed the white race 
that they have no interest in them? 

I do not look at this from the standpoint of the Senatorson the other 
side who advocate this bill and say they are willing to take it. Ido 
not recognize Senators who give expression simply to their sentiments 
as really representative of the necessities of the people. I do not blame 
those Senators for failing to express themselves in any way that ex- 
presses personal or State humiliation. That can not be expected; but 
there is behind them a strong desire on the part of the common people, 
white and black, for this assistance, not because it is assistance, but 
because it gives them the capacity to be the equal of any other Amer- 
icans, that their institutions may be homogeneous with ours, that their 
capacity to produce, that their level of civilization may be the sameas 
the common school has given us at the North and throughout the West. 
They hunger and thirst for it, and were I a representative of that pop- 
ulation on this floor, if it were necessary I would implore for this money 
on account of the need of my people, but as a representative of another 
population on this side of the ber, I would never taunt those who 
are too proud, perhaps too justly proud, to come here in the attitude of 
those who solicit. I vote for this because it is as important for me in 
New Hampshire that the child of Louisiana or of Mississippi orof South 
Carolina be educated as it is for the child of New Hampshire. There 
is the same danger involved to our institutions in the election of a Pres- 
ident or any other national officer by the ignorant votes of California or 
of South Carolina or of Maine, and you can not draw the distinction any 
more than you can separate the waters of the country, any more than 
you can draw geographical lines which will separate the waters of the 
Mississippi. Weare all oneand no matter where it is located the danger 
should be removed and must be removed by national power. 

Now, sir, this amendment destroys this bill, and we have to select 
to-day whether we will defeat this bill or defeat this amendment. 
There can be no question about it. We understand the natural feel- 
ings of Senators on the other side. No human being believes that the 
bill with this amendment in it can go through the House of Represent- 
atives, or receive the signature of the President, and we have to make 
our election whether everything shall be precisely as we should like it, 
including taunts over 8 and embodied in the legislation of the 
country, or whether we will pass a bill which we have ourselves passed 
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by the almost unanimous action of the Republicans and a very large 
proportion of the Democrats in a former Congress; a bill which con- 
tains no feature of distribution which has not been in every bill pro- 
posing national aid of the twenty that may have been and there are 
very nearly that number which have been introduced into Congress 
during the last fifteen years. Every one of them undertook to dis- 
tribute in precisely the same way that this bill does. There is no new 
feature in it. There is nothing here that the honorable Senator from 
Vermont, or from Kansas, or from Iowa is not entirely familiar with 


in the matter of distribution. They have thought this over, they have 
considered this, and year after year they have indorsed the principles 
of distribution contained in this bill, and it is pretty late to think of 
interjecting here nowa principle which can have, as any intelligent 
man knows, no other effect but the final and, perhaps, the everlasting 
defeat of this measure. 

I will take the liberty of putting the table, from which I read and 
3 contains the data and calculation leading to the conclusion, into 
the RECORD. 


RACE DISCRIMINATION PROPOSED IN THE ALLISON AMENDMENT. 


Distribution in the States where there are white and colored schools of their proportion of $7,000,000 to white and colored children of school age in such 
States, in the proportion that the number of white and colored persons ten years of age and upward who can not write bear to each other by the census 


of 1880. 


States. 


Amount per 
capita of eee 


school popu- to each chil: 

Rot yee to White. | Colored lation. Ratio. 

White. Colored. | White. Colored. 

Per cent, Per cent. 
$488, 258 95 | $126,947 | $361,311 | $0 59 $1 73 25 75 1to3 
227,561 00 | 111,505 | 116,056 52 151 26 71 1to3 
21, 869 00 9, 404 12, 465 24 1s 15 5 106 
90, 322 00 22,581 67, 741 38 119 A 76 lto3 
586,225 00 | 146,556 | 439,669 64 19 25 75 lto3 
392,448 00 | 243,318 | 149,130 51 209 20 80 1 t04 
358, 641 00 68,142 | 290, 52 2 01 20 80 lto4 
151, 494 00 49,993 | 101,501 20 1 36 2 88 lto5 
420, 394 00 58,885 | 361,539 31 132 19 8¹ lto4d 
235,152 00 | 171,661 63, 491 2A 1 26 16 8¹ 1 to 5 
522,647 00 214,285 308, 361 72 161 32 68 lto2 
416,617 00 66,659 | 349,958 70 2 08 25 75 lto3 
462,660 00 | 245,210 | 217,450 59 20 22 78 lto4 
356,446 00 | 139,014 | 217,432 76 314 19 81 lto4 
484, 772 00 130, 888 884 40 140 22 78 lto4 
96, 172 00 y 11,541 38 122 24 76 1tos 


I will now read section 8 of a bill which has been introduced by the 
former Secretary of the Interior, now the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, Sen- 
ate bill 152, proposing national aid, to ne $10,000,000, I think, the 
first year. The eighth section of that bill passes on the question of dis- 
tribution, and with reading it I close what little I have to say: 

Src, 8. That in such States or Territories as shall maintain separate schools for 
white and colored children the money so apportioned shall be divided accord- 
ing to the respective number of such white and colored children in such State 
or Territory. 

Precisely the provision of the bill under discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose that if there can be sucha 
thing as committing members of a political party or a political party to 
any measure, the Republican party is committed to the policy of this 
bill. I do not of course suppose that any Senator or legislator is bound 
by any expression of opinion or purpose or desire in the past to any- 
thing which, according to the best light that is shed upon the present 
moment, seems to him of evil policy or influence. Every Republican 
President who has taken the executive chair since the close of the war— 
Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Arthur, the last three national Republican con- 
ventions, and the Republican conventions in most of the Northern 
States—have united in calling upon Congress to go to the verge of con- 
stitutional power in extending the aid of the nation to the common- 
school systems of the South. 

There are three things, and three things only, which make up the Re- 
publican policy, upon which all Republicans are agreed; three things 
in which the Republican party must live or bear no life; three things 
inextricably blended together upon which our national life itself must 
depend; and they are, absolute freedom of the ballot, universality of 
common-school education, and the maintenance and elevation of the 
workingman’s wages. They are three things dependent upon each 
other. Not one of this sublime trinity can fail or perish and either of 
the other two survive. 

Now, of course this measure is subject, and should be subject, to every 
criticism, to every amendment, to every improvement which the inge- 
nuity of any Senator can suggest. It is entitled certainly to a respect 
which it has not received at the hands of every Senator who has mingled 
in this debate, if it be true, as the Senator from New Hampshire has 
stated without contradiction, that it has received the support just as it 
stands of a Republican caucus of Senators in the last Congress, and that 
its details were adjusted by a committee composed of some of the ablest 
representatives of that party then in thisChamber. Of course, nobody 
claims, as my honorable friend from Iowa very well said, that this is 
binding on the conscience or judgment of any individual Senator further 
than perhaps to require him to approach the consideration of the bill 
with some degree of respect and some degree of anxiety to conform, it 
may be, individual to the general judgment. 

The principle of this bill—and I only rise to speak two or three min- 


utes about it—seems to me not to have been entirely understood. Some 
Senators from wealthy and populous States, able to take care and proud 
to take care of their own common-school system from their own resources, 
said that their States need no bounty from the National Government; 
that Massachusetts, Iowa, or some other State would spurn and should 
spurn anything like charity. Why, Mr. President, this is the money 
of the American people, raised by the American people, paid in by the 
American people, owned by the American people, and expended by the 
American people. 

When Massachusetts receives one hundred or one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars a year from this bill it is not a gift of money, it is 
merely a diminution or subtraction from the amount of her tax for this 
purpose, because of the four times that amount which Mississippi will 
get in any year Massachusetts is to pay four times as much as Missis- 
sippi, at least in the way of taxes. But, instead of drawing an arbi- 
trary line at a certain point of illi from the census, or by Mason 
and Dixon’s line, or the line of the old slave States, or the line of the 
States that went into rebellion, or in any other way, it was conceived 
that on the whole the best way was to distribute this money on a 
more national and general principle, just as if we were about to build 
light-houses on the coast. Massachusetts and Rhode Island before 
the Constitution was formed, generations ago, built all the light-houses 
they needed from their own resources, or at any rate all but one or two. 

We say we will have a system of light-houses to be expended in pro- 
portion among the different States to the size of the exposed coast and 
the needs of commerce in that place; and that is all. This is therefore 
not a gift to the States who receive less than their proportion and pay 
more than their proportion. It is to those States only and merely a 
diminution of the weight of a tax; and of course that they must under- 
stand, and I think they do understand. 

Now, Mr. President, the purpose of this bill is this, and it is a very 
simple one, and after twenty years’ discussion in the press and the 
pulpit, at the meetings of educators and in both branches of Congress, 
it is the best one as it seems to me which anybody yet has been ableto 
devise; and that is to say to the States of the Union ‘‘ we will find out 
what sum of money is necessary, in addition to thesums which are raised 
or can be raised from your own resources, to furnish in every State a 
fair and equal common-school education to every child of the school age, 
and we will distribute in proportion to illiterary a certain sum of money 
to be raised from the national Treasury, but you must undertake from 
your own resources, as a condition of this grant, to supply everything 
else that is needed to secure a sufficient common-school education the 
advantages of which are to be open to every child within your borders, 
without any distinction of race or color.“ 

Then comes in my honorable friend from Iowa, and he introduces an 
amendment which requires—as much as if it were written in those 
words, as it seems to me—and I have given it all the care and reflection 
which a proposition from so eminent an authority deserves—the States 
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that are to receive this bounty at the South to make themselves in their 
own expenditures a distinction in favor of their white children, and 
that is the whole of it and the whole operation of it as it seems to me. 
Nobody will deny that if you have got, as this bill requires you to have 
in four or five different places, a system sufficient to give an ample and 
reasonable common-school education to every child, then the expendi- 
tures should be equal. It is true that the negro child represents a race 
which has been in barbarism and in slavery for uncounted centuries. 
It is true that the white child represents a race whose predecessors have 
raised it to the highest pitch of human civilization and human culture 
and enlightenment. But when those two children are put side by side 
in the school to stay, or put in separate schools side by side, which 
schools are to be exactly alike in all respects, is it not going to cost just 
as much per child to give a common-school education to the child of 
the poor man as to the child of therich man? The rich man may send 
his children elsewhere. That we do not want; we want all the children 
in the common school between the school ages; but when the children 
are there the same number of hours, the same number of lessons, the 
same number of teachers, the same school-books, and the same rules 
and discipline are to be extended alike to both, and it makes no differ- 
ence whether one comes from arace of princes and the other comes from 
a race of slaves. 

That being the case you send a million dollars into Mississippi, and 
you give that whole million dollars to the blacks, every dollar of it, we 
will suppose, and what follows? It follows that to have an equal and 
just and reasonable common-school system in the State of Mississippi, 
under which all the children fare alike without distinction of race or 
color, the authorities of the State of Mississippi must subtract, and 
justly should subtract, a million dollars fiom the grant which they were 
before making to their colored children and add it to the grant to the 
white children, and then the two children are alike; and when this 
bill ends, as the Senator from New Hampshire has very well observed, 
at the end of eight years you have got fifteen or sixteen States in this 
country trained to keeping up a distinction, not merely in the disposi- 
tion of these gifts but in the disposition of all the moneys raised by the 
States, between their white and their colored children, and you have 
got to revise and reconstruct and quarrel about their whole matters of 
the expenditure of money and of school administration in order to set 
that right. 

It appears to me that my honored friend from Iowa—yet it isa pretty 
audacious thing I know to say about so clear-headed and able a man 
seems to make a confusion between the needs of a race. Here are 
50,000 colored children who need everything, here are 5,000 white 
children who need nothing, or here are 5,000 white children needing 
help to the 50,000 of the other, and he says must not your money go to 
the children who need it most? The occasion for this grant is that you 
have this new body of children needing expenditure for education cast 
upon the community in certain States. If that is the need of your ex- 
penditure, why do you not apply your expenditure where the need 
exists? Well, if you were intending and meaning to remedy the 
whole evil that would be true; if you were talking about how much 
should be ded for 5,000 whites, or how much should be ded 
for 50,000 colored children, that would be true; but here you have a 
proposition the fundamental and express condition of which, asserted 
and reasserted and reiterated in this bill, is that the States are to add 
to what you put in their hands enough to put all these children on a 
condition of substantial and absolute equality. 

Apply it to the State of Massachusetts and the State of Maine, which 
provide for the children, home-born and foreign-born, alike. They 
provide for the Irish child, for the child of the Canadian-Frenchman, 
for the Scandinavian, for the German the same school system that 
they provide for their own children, and some of these children are 
descended from races where probably there has not been an ancestor 
who could read and write since Noah came out of the Ark. And yet 
we do not say that because in a certain ward in the city of Boston or 
a certain ward in the city of Worcester all the children are of Irish 
parentage we will give two or three times as much money per head to 
the children of that ward as we do to a ward which contains Beacon 
street or the west end of Boston. We will have a common-school sys- 
tem for both, and the child of the merchant prince and the child of the 
Trish nt shall sit side by side on the same benches, or if they are 
in different schools by reason of their different habitation shall have 
schools where precisely the same things are taught from the age of six 
to ten, and the Irish children and the German children and the French 
children are by no means behind in that equal race which is open to 


Mr. President, it does not cost and it should not cost one cent more 
to give an ample common -school education io a child whose ancestors 
have been in ignorance for 8 than to gixe the same education 
to a child whose ancestors have been scholars and in wealth for gener- 
ations. It seems to me that is the answer. 

Now, sir, [suppose that this amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa would require a change in the constitutions probably of a dozen 
Southern States, I do not know how many; I have not looked to see; 
but I suppose nearly all the constitutions recently established by those 
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States within the last ten or fiſteen years require that their expenditure 
for common schools shall be made without distinction of race or color. 
If that be true, this amendment, however well intended, is an amend- 
ment hostile to this bill, because it makes it impossible that it should 


be carried out. 


Mr. President, there is but one thing—and it is just as well to speak 
out plain— which is the formidable obstacle in the secret heart I believe 
of my friends on this side of the Chamber, and of those persons who else- 
where in this country feel the difficulty in the adoption of this measure. 
There is not a Senator on this side of the Chamber who is not sure of 
the support of his constituents, notwithstanding the most liberal t 
may be made from the Treasury if he can feel that the great object 
which we intend to be accomplished can be accomplished constitution- 
ally and honestly and thoroughly. The feeling is the unwillingness to 
trust the public authorities of the State or of the nation with the ad- 
ministration of this fund. 

It is the Zach Montgomery argument, the argument which fears 
that a great public policy intended to rescue this great Republic from 
ruin and degradation and illiteracy can not be fairly and honestly car- 
ried out by the representatives of the American people, because of the 
Zach Montgomeries, or whatever the name of the gentleman whose ut- 
terances have been read here this afternoon. Of course we have got to 
trust somebody in this world. We have trusted these Southern com- 
munities after the war by restoring them to all the privileges of equal 
citizenship; we have readmitted the States with their thirty-two Sen- 
ators on this floor. Whatever warnings we may have had or whatever 
failures in some instances we may have had in having our confidences 
vindicated, yet on the whole I suppose nobody regrets the policy of 
which that was the result. 

I believe that the risk, whatever it may be, which has been referred 
to by Senators here is not so great as the risk of the public consequence 
which will come from leaving these American citizens, soon to be voters, 
in this condition of ignorance. Why, Mr. President, the man sits in 
this Chamber within the sound of my voice to-day who will see the 
blacks at the South numbering 30, 000, 000 in this country. Does any- 
body believe that this Republic can endure if in those 30,000,000 there 
is a proportion of ignorance like that which the census reports read by 
the Senator from New Hampshire disclose to-day? I am willing to 
take a risk the extent of which is but the loss of $77,000,000 from the 
Treasury on the one side in pursuing the most feasible and practical 
pnt: any man has yet suggested to rescue the Republic from that 

ger. 

However it may be elsewhere, I am sure of the approbation of the 
great and venerable Commonwealth that I represent in voting for this 
bill unchanged, unemasculated, untampered with. I have learned my 
political opinions at the fect of a great statesman and great civil hero, 
whose form was familiar in the Senate Chamber for a period almost 
longer than that of a generation of men; and of all the lessons which I 
have learned from him and which I have learned from the t Com- 
monwealth which was his teacher and inspirer, I have learned to believe 
in one which he uttered almost with his first public utterance from 
youthful lips, and which he repeated almost the last time he uttered 
a in life: Trust the Republic and the ideas which are its strength 
and safety. 

I believe the people of the South, whatever else may be said of them, 
certainly are a people capable of being awakened by generous emotions. 
Is it credible that there can be any fear that States being American 
States, receiving this money from the bounty of their associates in the 
Union for this great public purpose, will fail as men of honor and men 
of character to apply it to the great purpose for which it is designed ? 
For one I do not believe it. 

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down, to show the true character of 
the bill, Lask to have some extracts from it read. I ask the Secretary to 
read, beginning at the seventeenth line of section 3, that sentence down 
to the word ‘‘provided.’’ 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that shall 
not have provided by law asystem of free common schools for all of its children 
of school age, without distinction of race or color, either in the raising or dis- 
tributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 4 

Mr. HOAR. Now I should like to have the tenth section read down 
to and including the word education.“ 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 10. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used only for common — ebe not seetarian in character, in the school districts 
of the several States and Territories, in such way as to provide, as near as may 
be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the children of the school 
prescribed by the law of the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall 
made, thereby giving to each child, without distinction of race or color, an equal 
opportunity for education. 


Mr. HOAR. Now I should like to have the clause from line 17, in 
section 11, down to the word “‘provided,’’ in line 30 read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And if any State or Territory shall 28288 or allow to be oe e or in 
any manner appropriated or used other than for the purposes herein req 

the funds, or any 2 thereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall 
fail to comply with the conditions herein prescribed, or to rt as herein pros 
vided, through its proper officers, the disposition thereof, and the other matters 
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herein prescribed to be so reported, such State or Territory shall forfeit its right 
toany id lost, or misappropriated al 8 until 0 mis- 
VVV 
Mr. HOAR. Now read on to the word provided“ in the thirty- 
ninth line. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


distribute the — appropriation as ‘is — arb 

Mr. HOAR. Now I ask to have the last section read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Syd. 15. That no State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised 
for common-school purposes equally forthe education of all the children, with- 
out distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this act. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Iowa penetrates the hitherto imposing armor of this bill and dis- 
closes its fatal hollowness and weakness. It shows how the bill has 
departed from its original purpose, always heretofore maintained in the 
early stages of the discussion upon this mostimportant subject, of legis- 
lation for the purpose of meeting illiteracy in the South wherever it 
was found in its most pronounced and dangerous aspect. All the rec- 
ord that has been given us so completely by the Senator from New 
Hampshire in charge of this bill, made up of reports presented now 
and heretofore by him, from great educational associations, of repre- 
sentations coming distinctively from Southern sources, from education- 
ists and philanthropists everywhere, states that the object sought was 
the removal of the distinctive mass of illiteracy in the South in the 
colored race. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not like to interrupt the Senator 

Mr. HALE. I have but little time, and I ask the Senator not to in- 
terfere. I know the Senate is impatient. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish it understood that I assent to that state- 
ment as a fact. 

Mr. HALE. To prove itI am going to read a few things from the 
mouth of the Senator and from the documents and papers that he has 
so faithfully placed before the Senate. In his report to the last Con- 

ress, found pee page 1240 of the RECORD of February 10—what the 
Renator from Iowa has well called a handy volume—I find this: 

The committee unanimously a — — os Coa be 
ated in the bill and its distribution of iliisecacy, ond’ s RAJOY 
recommend its passage in its present — 

Further along in the same report, on page 1246 of the same RECORD, 
I find this: 

The only reasonable test is, for the present at least, that of illiteracy and not 
of population. 

Still further, upon page 1249: 

Whatever 55 done by the nation now should be directed where it will do the 


most is the disease, and the remedy must be ngly. 
Until T eee here, 
implying uty oes 0 5 ty and 1 p. the 
nation m or thoes prudence, ts money upon 
the basis of 1 7 —— 


In avery brief and pithy memorial presented to Congress in 1882, and 
adopted by the committee of which the Senator is the head, so far as 
being incorporated in its report is an adoption, by the committee of the 
National Educational Association, I find this, and I ask the attention of 
Senators to it: 


Largely more than one-half of a fund for the education of the illiterate would 
got o the South for negro illiteracy ; less than one-fourth because of white illit- 
If Congress should create a ‘fund which would give $3 per annum per 


porn! for the education of this class alone, it will require an annual 
sum of $18,719,963. Of this, Mississippi, e. g., would receive $1,119 but of this 
$959,529 would be for colored illiterates and $160,344 for white iis but oi 


Showing that in the stages when this subject was mooted and agi- 
tated, and when representatives from the South and from the great ed- 
ucational associations of the country were knocking at the doors of 

Congress and were asking this benefaction, everywhere it was understood 
that the basis of distribution would be illiteracy, that the money 
would be drawn for black and white illiteracy, and would go to cure 
black illiteracy in a proportion in some cases more than 3 to 1. On page 
1254, Hon. Hugh Thompson, of South Carolina, has presented a very 
luminous paper treating of this whole subject, in which he says: 


I believe I the sentiment of the majority of the and prosper the State when 
J say that we in South per Boe feel that the safet; prosperity of the State 
depend upon the education of our cit 


Having just referred bolora 1 to the colored iMiterates— 


Ineed not a to vou, gentlemen of the committee, of the limited opportuni- 
ties that the colored ple have had heretofore for education, but you know 
that the absolute need for it now is such that if the United States Government 
does not hold out a helping hand to us at this time we shall continue to send 
forth each year illiterate voters by thousands. 

Thus making his appeal for the colored illiterates, and there is no 
doubt, I think, in the mind of any Senator who has kept pace with the 
agitation for this bill, that the present bill does depart from the original 
purpose and the ori claim. When that purpose was feltand known 
it undoubtedly awakened throughout the country, in the North where 


most of this money will come from, an answering response, a generous 


sentiment. There was no parleying, there was no disposition not to 
give this money from the Treasury, but everywhere, in New England, in 
the Middle States, in the great West, I believe there was the disposition 

to recognize this immense mass of illiteracy that had come to us as an 
inheritance from the war and from the freedom that had been given to 
the colored man; and that, as has been said in the report from which I 
have quoted, there was the disease and the medicine should be applied 
there; and that is why there has been so general accord throughout the 
North and the feeling here and evinced in the last Congress in tavor of 
this appropriation. 

But the bill in a most extreme way departs from any such purpose 
and leaves the colored man comparatively without the benefit that he 
should derive from this great benetaction. There were only two ways 
of the entire distribution of this money, either by population or by 
school ages, and it is curious that the tables which have becn presented 
to us by the Senator from New Hampshire show that the percentage of 
illiteracy is just about the same as between the two races, whether you 
take the entire population or whether you take the school ages. So 
there were two methods, either to distribute to States and to localities 
by population or by school age, which is one method, or upon the basis 
of illiteracy. 

What has the committee done? It has adopted both bases. It would 
not do to make the whole distribution upon the basis of population or 
school age in the entire country, for then the South would not receive the 
largest proportion, as everybody desires that it shall, and the object of the 
bill would be defeated. It would not do to carry the test of illiteracy 
into the distribution and expenditure of the money because that would 
give inevitably and unerringly the larger proportion to the colored race. 
And so the committee rejected that, and the bill is made up on this 
proposition, and that of itself ought ‘to defeat it or ought to insure the 
passage of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, that illiteracy 
may be the basis to swell the fund, but not the basis upon which it 
shall be expended. 

That is all there isin this bill. You swell the amount that shall 
go to the Southern States by adopting the basis of illiteracy; but when 
you have secured five-sixths of the amount of money included in its 
provisions, then although you approach nearer to the colossal evil 
that is sought to be remedied, the committee halts in its conclusion 
and declares that it will go to the rejected basis that it would not con- 
sider as applying to the States, and take either population or school 
age, one of which is about the same as the other. That is the objec- 
tion that the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa proposes 
to remedy. It is entirely clear and distinct in its provisions. It is a 
perfectly plain course to follow; and this has been most singularly- 
violated in the bill. 

I can not so well show this as by quoting from the letter of Judge 
Albion W. To whose interest on all questions which affect the 
colored man whose knowledge of the situation in the Southern 
country are not surpassed by any man. Here are some of the facts and 
considerations presented by Judge Tourgee. He takes as the basis of 
his caleulations the annual appropriations of $10,000,000, which is just 
about the average yearly amount eaten by this bill. 


The most important fact connected with the measure, however, is the relation 
it bears to the education of the two races, It should be bornein mind that in all 
States the schools for the two races are distinct, and the funds for 
telr sapport a are now distributed ng to the number of each race in the 
school districts, or else according to tothe number of children of each race 
thin the school as prescribed p tx the laws of the respective States. Prao- 
tically there is no difference in these stan į to distribute according to the 
number of children is a effect to distribute according to the proportion of the 
two races. if a State have 1,000,000 whites an rate blacks, the white 
schools will have twice as much money as the colored schoo! 
The bill in question requires the fund thereby approp printed: to be distributed 
n the same manner as the respective school funds, though it is assigned to the 
States on the basis of illiteracy. According to the report of the House commit- 
tee of the last Congress the State would receive on account of each illiterate 
about $1.50 on the basis of an appro: m of $10,000,000, This sum, distributed 
as proposed, would give to the white schools of ‘each State more than one-half 
of the whole sum, ugh only about one-fourth of the illiterates are of that 
race. In other words, instead of the national fund goin; gts the education of the 
respective races in the ratio of their illiteracy each white illiterate will draw 
from this fund two or three times as much as the colored illiterate in the same 
State. The following table will show the practical operation of this measure; 


Black and white illiteracy, census of 1880, ten years old and upward. 


White. Black. 

ee bare ae OE 

g § 8 

8 3 8 

— — 
Virgi 18.2 815,660 | 73.7 
North Carolina. een 31.5 271.913 77.4 
South Carolina... 21.9 310,071 | 78.5 
Geo 22.9 391,482 | 81.6 
19.9 60,420 | 70.7 
4.7 821,680 | 80.6 
16.3 319,753 | 75.2 
18.4 259,429 | 79.1 
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It will be seen that there were almost three times as many colored as white 
illiterates, and, considering the character of the eee and the fact that 
all theschool- houses and educational N Garies of the ante- war systems in those 
States are held by and for the use of the white race, it would seem as if good 
policy and common sense would demand that the remedy spread some- 
what evenly upon the sore—that the colored schools should be benefited some- 
what-in proportion to the amount to be received 1 State on account of col- 
ored illiteracy. The following tables will stow w) would actually oceur un- 
der the provisions of this bill. See foregoing table for the numberof white and 
colored illiterates in each State, and for the amounts that would be received b 
several States on account of white and colored illiterates respectively ona 
of $19,000,000. or $1.60 for each illiterate : 


oT = 


> Received | Paid o oe 
States, on account] count 9 
of white il-| colored il- 
literates. | literates. 


( T—————TVTͤ—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T——————— $184, 424 $505, 172 
North Carolina... 6 435, 184 
South i 493, 833 
Georgia 612,312 
Florida 96, 000 
Alabama. 515, 348 
Mississippi. 512. 801 
Louisiana. 415, 377 

DORM. AAA 3, 600, 692 


In other words, these eight Southern States would receive from the national 
Treasury on necount of 739,364 white illiterates $1,152,406, and on account of 
2,250,438 colored illiterates would receive annually $3,600,692 of he panus fnnds 
of the nation. How would this be divided between the races? o would be 
the real beneficiaries of the fund under the provisions of this bill? If distrib- 
uted as the bill 8 supposing not a dollar to be lost or wasted, the white 
ni colored schi would receive it in the proportions shown in the following 

e: 


Amounts that while and colored schools would receive respectively under the Blair 
bill in several States. 


Population. Sapni rieky 1d ro- 

States. 
White. Colored. 
Virginia $101,877 | $287,728 
North Carolina. - 460,718 282,782 
Po aa 1 Ea 
8 71, 763 56.277 
264, 363 330, 237 
Mississipp 253, 265 244,735 
uisiana.... 247,125 262; 875 
Nil 4,005,258 | 4,385,897 | 2,475,555 | 2,314, 850 


In other womnls, these States receiving $1,182,406 from the national 
ou account of 739,364 white illiterates, and $3,600,692 on account of 2,250,438 col- 
ored illiterates, will apply $2,475,555 of this fand to white schools, and only $2,- 
814,850 of it to colored schools. So that while each illiterate black and white 
alike will draw $1.60 from the national Treasury for the benetit of the State, 
each white illiterate will receive for his education in a white school several 
times the amount that will be applied to the education of the colored illiterate 
in the schools of his race. 

The following table shows the comparison between the amounts applied for 
the benefit of cach: 


Comparative value of white and colored illiteracy under the Blair bill. 
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It is no wonder the most ardent Bourbons ofthe South are in favor of the Blair 
bill. It enables them to make the ignorant negrosimply a cat's-paw with which 
to pull chestnuts out of the fire for the benefit of themseives. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to ask the Senator, if he will permit me, one 
question. 

Mr. HALE. The hour is so late, and I have only a few minutes, 
that I would rather proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Not an argument; I only wish to say a word, so that 
the Senator’s narrative may be understood. 

Mr. HALE. Goon. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish to ask the Senator if he does not know that this 
basis of expenditure of the money has been one contained in every bill 
which has been introduced on the subject for the last fifteen years? 

Mr. HALE. I have heard that many a time before. I am not in 
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any way troubled by that. I am free to say that it happens not infre- 
quently to me that in one Congress I investigate a thing more deeply 
than I did in a previous Co: I am free to say that the danger, 
that the underlying demerit, that the wickedness, if I may call it so, 
of the adoption of this bill has never forced itself upon my mind as it 
has since the discussion in the present Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill not interrupt the Senator again; but he will par- 
don me for saying that I did not interrupt him for the purpose of show- 
ing any inconsiste in him at all. That was not my point. He 
stated that the public had asked for these bills and had designed one 
thing and that now this bill proposed another thing. My proposition 
was that all the measures which have been before the public and have 
been discussed by all the persons to whom the Senator alluded in Con- 
gress all proposed the same basis of expenditure. That is all. 

Mr. HALE. So far as the public desire goes to make this generous 
grant—for that is what it is—to meet an acknowledged and threaten- 
ing evil in the South, I have stated that I do not believe that until 
this year, until the discussion evoked by the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, the people generally who have been interested in this 
bill have known the effect of its provisions orthe departure of the com- 
mittee from the test that was originally sought to be applied to this 
measure. I do not believe that that fact has been brought generally 
to the attention of the people until within comparatively the last few 
days. 

Mr. President, I have listened attentively to every word that the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has uttered, to the debate upon the other side 
of this Chamber, to the ingenious discussion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, whoisalwaysableand ingenious, and I havethought sometimes 
the more so when he had the more difficulties to confront, anil I have yet 
failed to hear anything that by me has been deemed a substantial answer 
to the provisions and the policy laid down in the short, simple, pithy 
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa. A great deal of time 
has been consumed by ingenious discussion of the proposition that there 
is something fundamentally wrong in our legislating upon the basis of 
difference between the races. 

Sir, that does not lead me to call a halt for one moment. If there 
is any one thing that is already settled by Southern policy, that has 
been ingrafted upon the laws of the States there and in many cases 
adopted as the organic and constitutional form of law, it is this asser- 
tion, bald and square and open, of the distinction between the two 
races. You may as well talk about our recognizing the flow of the 
waters of the Mississippi as to talk about our legislating now in refer- 
ence to any distinction of races. It has become the established and 
almost natural condition in the South to-day, and is not to be easily 
broken down and destroyed and removed. 

There is no Southern State that will receive the benefits of this ben- 
efaction that has not now a line which can not be removed running 
between white and colored schools; and no Senator who has oppused 
the provisions of the Allison amendment has, when interrogated, dared 
to express a hope that he or his children will live to see that line re- 
moved. We are confronted by thatin legislating, and that the Senator 
from Iowa must have had clearly in his mind when he offered this 
amendment. Therefore it is not the amendment that raises the question 


of the color line. The Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator- 


from New York, in the debate the other day, deprecated any legisla- 
tion of this kind, asdid the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator 
from New York declared that it would inaugurate a war of races if we 
ized that distinction; and the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
has just taken his seat, has made an earnest and ingenious appeal here 
our legislating in a form that will carry more benefaction from 

this bill to the colored than to the white scholar. 

Does the Senator remember that if this amendment is not adopted 
each State will receive its fund upon the basis of illiteracy made up 
largely, as first read by me in the letter of Mr. Thompson, of black 
illiteracy, and that when that fund is swollen so that Mississippi will 
receive over $600,000, instead of its going for the benefit of the col- 
ored scholar in the schools, the illiterate, it will go in the proportion 
of 3 to 1 to the white, unless the general provisions which he dwells 
upon so much in this bill are sufficient to prevent that? Ido not be- 
lieve that those general provisions found in the sections which have 
been quoted will do that; but I prefer, as he does not, that even if his 
picture is correct, and the discrepancy is in favor of the colored scholar, 
the discrepancy should be upon that side rather than upon the side of 
the white scholar of the South. But there is no such practical diffi- 
culty. If this amendment is adopted, it is not going to give in any one 
State nine months colored schools and three months white schools. 

That is only a figment of the imagination brought forward by the 
Senators who are struggling with the inevitable, pitiless logie of this 
amendment. There is going to be no such result as that. 

All through this debate everywhere there has cropped out allusion 
to the vast mass of black illiteracy that has not yet been touched by 
the living fire of education. It lies in all the States, an immense mass 
blacker than Cimmerian darkness, that is threatening us to-day, and 
no school that has yet been maintained and no system that the South- 
ern States have been enabled to pursue and to keep up has touched or 
transmitted fire to that t mass. But if you send this appropria- 
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stead of its unduly increasing the term of the colored schools, it will 
radiate and penetrate farther and farther year by year, so that where 
there are one thousand colored children attending school to-day there 
will be two thousand another year, and three thousand another, and 
five thousand another, and at last this whole mass will be transfused 
with the light that we are seeking to send there to the colored race; 
and that will be the practical benefit of it, and there will be no antago- 
nism between the length of schools of the white and the colored schol- 
ars. That darkness and illiteracy is so vast, it looms up so colossally 
that no man need have any fear that in his life or his service in Congress 
the benefaction that is given here will any more than encompass it. 
That is the operation practically of the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa, and it is so clear, so plain that it removes every difficulty which 
has been set up here either by the Senator from New Hampshire in 
struggling with this amendment, or by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Now what are you going to do with this amendment, Mr. President? 
Whatistobeitsfate? It can be beaten. The Senator from New. Hamp- 
shire, the Senator from New York, and the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and other Senators on this side, with a solid vote upon the otherside, may 
defeat this amendment. That is not aninfrequentthing. The unedu- 
cated, the illiterate, the poor, the despised, the down-trodden, and not yet 
erect colored man will suffer; but that is no new thing; such a combina- 
tion as that has many a time before interfered with his progress and his 
rights. Thirty-six years ago in the Senate of the United States the rights 
of the colored man were violated and outraged by acombination of the en- 
tire vote of one section of the country and a few recreant Senators upon 
the other side, and the law was enacted by such a combination that made 
slavery the rule and freedom the exception for the colored man. Seized 
in a State in the North, fleeing from bondage, nay, with his feet almost 
pressed upon the Canadian border, with the cup of liberty at his lips, 
he was remanded ruthlessly by the law so passed by such a combina- 
tion to chains and slavery; and he may be here now kept ont of what 
is his due for years by the defeat of this amendment. 

Since then the colored man has had an eventful career. His life has 
been beset with vicissitudes and struggles and persecutions and death. 
When the war broke out he entered the Union Army. He laid down 
his body at Fort Wagner and Port Hudson and on scores of other battle- 
fields. His sympathies were always with the Union and with the flag. 
On dark nights he piloted the fugitives that were flecing from Salis- 
bury and Libby and Andersonville to the North; and when the war 
was over he emerged a grim and pathetic picture that took at once pos- 
session of the mind and imagination of every American politician and 
statesman. 

The question was what should be done with him; what should be 
his status and condition. And, Mr. President, at that time no bill 
like the one that is now before the Senate was suited to his condi- 
tion any more than this bill is to-day suited to his darkened state. 
And so the great amendments to the Constitution were adopted, estab- 
lishing forever his liberty, clothing him with civil rights, and putting 
into his hand the ballot. Then there fell upon him a tempest so fear- 
ful that if it did not annihilate his race, might well have broken 
its spirit. The ku-klux riders harried him from Virginia to Texas. 
The Mississippi plan drove him away from the polls or slaughtered 
him there. e midnight riders of Louisiana hung him to the rafters 
of his burning cabin. e first citizens of Kemper County shot him 
down on election day and murdered his best friend in the presence of 
that friend’s wife and children. New Orleans, Copiah, and Coushatta, 
and a hundred other ghastly places tell a story at which the world might 
weep; and the Senator from Massachusetts has never been bac in 
presenting these wrongs of the colored man to the Senate of the United 
States or to the House of Representatives or to the country at large; 
and it is only here now to my surprise that he is found wanting. 

All this time the colored man has kept on patiently doing his silent, 
unobserved, and sometimes unappreciated work. He has plied the plow 
and the hoe; he has raised cotton and sugar; he has contributed to the 
resources of the South; he has acquired land. But, above all, he has 
found that the one thing he needs that shall make liberty and freedom 
available for him, to say nothing of making him a useful part of the 
body-politic, is the education that is given to white children in the 
North and in the South, which he has not got, and which the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa seeks, so that it shall pass beyond doubt 
that he shall have not only in the sections where black schools are to-day 
established, but in that far-reaching, wide region where they are not to 
be found. 

The amendment may be beaten; I do not know but that it is; but if it 
is beaten it ought to ring the death-knell of the bill that is presented by 
the Senator from New e To me my way, after that, is plain as 
a path of shining light. I will not hesitate one moment, Mr. President 
and Senators, if this amendment of the Senator from Iowa is deſeated, 
in voting against the bill. I ask the Secretary to read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add to section 2 
the following words: 

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 
ored children, the money 7 5 in such State shall be apportioned and paid out 
for the support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the 


illiteracy of the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown 
by said census. 
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Mr. HALE. Iam ready to stand or fall with that amendment. I 
am ready to take it before any Northern people, nay, before any South- 
ern people. I will take it into the great Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts that has been so illustriously represented here, and never more so 
than to-day, right in the Senator’s home among his neighbors and with 
the intelligent men and women and children that live upon New En- 
gland hillsides and are found in her valleys and come out and make up 
her audiences in public meetings—I will stand or fall with that amend- 
ment, as I will here, Mr. President. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isubmit an amendment to the amendment, and ask 
the Senator from Iowa if it does not make clearer what is intended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa submits an 
amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2 of the proposed amendment, after the 
word money,“ it is proposed to strike out paid in such State“ and 
insert in lieu thereof received by said State under the provisions of 
this bill; ” so as to read: 


And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 
ored children the money received by said State under the provisions of this bill 
a 2 een aud paid out for the support of such white and colored 
schools, &. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment. Is it now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH ] to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that I shall move at the proper time these 
words to be added to the amendment: 

Until there shall be an entirely equal provision in such State for its children 
of school age, without distinction of race or color, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will find by looking at the last section of 
the bill that it covers all that ground: 


Sec, 15. That no State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised 
for common-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, with- 
out distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this 
act. 


Mr. HOAR. Ithink the last section of the bill does cover that ground, 
but I want to have it covered in the amendment also. 


Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to offer an amendment? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. : 
Mr. LOGAN. I desire to present two amendments, numbered 1 and 


2, that they may be printed. I propose to offer them to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received 
and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendments offered by the Senator from 
Illinois be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment is— 

That for ten years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 
appropriated, from the money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
following sums, to wit: The first year, the sum of $15,000,000; the second year, 
the sum of $17,500,000; the third year, the sum of $20,000,000 ; the fourth year, the 
sum of $18,000,000; the fifth year, the sum of $16,000,000; the sixth year, the sum 
of $14,000,000; the seventh year, the sum of $12,000,000; the eighth year, the sum 
of $10,000,000; the ninth year, the sum of $8,000,000; the tent year, the sum of 
8 ten annual appropriations in all, when appropriations under this act 
shall cease. 


The next proposed amendment is: 


Se. —. That there shall be appropriated and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, 
which shall be alloted to the several States and Territories on the same basis as 
the moneys appropriated in the first section, which be known as the com- 
mon-school fund, to be paid out annually to each State and Territory at the end 
of the year, on proof of the expenditure made during each year, which shall be 
expended for the erection and construction of school-houses for the use and oc- 
cupation of the pupils attending the common schools in the sparsely populated 
districts thereof where the local communities shall be comparatively unable to 
bear the burdens of taxation. Such school-houses shall be built in accordance 
with mopern plans, which plans shall be furnished free on application to the 
Bureau of Education, Washington: Provided, however, That not more than $100 
shall be paid from said fund toward the of any single school-house, nor 
more than one-half the cost thereof in any case; and the States and Territories 
shall annually make fall report of all expenditures from the school-house fund 
to the Secretary of the Interior, as in case of other moneys received under the 
provisions of this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Don] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the scheme of this bill in the particular 
which is now attacked by the Senatar from Maine is the scheme of every 
proposition which has been made for national aid to education at the 
South. The men who drew this bill and those who have drawn the 
many bills which have preceded it, and the men who voted forit, thought 
if they distributed the money to the States in proportion to their need, 
and then required an expenditure in the States equally between black 
and white, child by child, that was just, the only just method, the only 
practicable method, and the only method which could be adopted with- 
out injury to the colored child. 

I have not heard any reply anywhere to that proposition. It has 
been the opinion of everybody who has desired this thing to be done 
by the nation, the COT Prop of the South, their intelligent edu- 
cators, of educational ations and bodies of philanthropists who 
are paying out their money million by million from private resources 
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for the same object, associations like the American Missionary Associ- 
ation—all these ms as well as the persons in both Houses of Con- 
gress who have devoted their public lives to this scheme have agreed 
that it would be destruction to the colored man to send down to the 
South a fund which is to establish a distinction between races in the 
school advantages they are to receive. 

Maintaining that position, it has occurred to the Senator from Maine 
as a just and reasonable and proper thing to do, to undertake to taunt 
me with failing in attachment to the cause of the colored people of this 
country, and to make a comparison with the persons who in olden times 
joined in passing the fugitive slave bill. Why, Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Maine admits himself that he did not think of this particular 
objection before with the force that he has within the last three or four 
days; but the substance of what he said and his views and vote have 
been recorded against every scheme to help the colored people to an ed- 
ucation by national aid, from the beginning. His is one of the two 
votes recorded against 33 votes when this bill as it now stands passed 
the Senate 33 to 11. It is one of the votes, unless I am mistaken, 
against the Burnside bill and against the bill reported by the honorable 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The Senator will not deny 
that he has been honestly on constitutional grounds, as they seem to 
him, on grounds of public policy, the avowed and istent enemy of 
every scheme of national aid to education, from the 8 and now 
he turns round and undertakes when this amendment is offered which 
seems to us to introduce a method which is to destroy the beneſit of the 
bill to the colored population themselves, to range himself as the spe- 
cial friend of the colored man and put us who have been devoted to this 
cause for fifteen or twenty years in the attitude of being opposed to the 
interests of the class for whose benefit our labors have been directed. 

I do not wish to rise here to make an exchange of taunts with my 
honorable friend from Maine. 1 have no doubt he pursues sincerely 
and honestly, as we all know he does ably, the measures which he 
thinks best for the public good I have too much respect for him, I 
have very great respect for him and some little, I hope, for myself, and 
both would prevent me from undertaking toreply to the passages of his 

to which I have referred. 

Mr. President, I have faults and follies, weaknesses and eccentrici- 
ties and failures enough, and my worst enemy is not as sensible of them 
as I am myself; but I can afford to laugh at any taunt anywhere within 
the limits of the American Republic, which is based upon the 
tion that I am unfaithful in purpose or in conduct to the interest of my 
colored fellow-citizens of the South. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, no man who has served with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts either in this body or elsewhere can have, with 
any candor or sincerity, impugned the earnestness and frankness with 
which he maintains his propositions. It was the farthest thing inmy 
mind, in any comparisons that I was instituting, to insinuate that he 
was not as earnestly and sincerely of the belief that the proposition 
which he maintains is a good and sound one as that the proposition 
which I maintain is good and sound with me. But I did think and do 
think that he is mistaken, and that he is now pursuing a path which, 
if carried out to its legitimate end, he will see as well as Pehall see, if 
we both live, is not such as he would desire. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood my honorable friend to compare my atti- 
tude with that of the men who supported the fugitive-slave bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator could hardly have supposed that. I was 
instancing that asa parallel in history as to occurrences and events that 
have touched upon the career of the colored race; but I certainly had 
no intention of comparing the political or moral attitude of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts now upon this matter with the men who at 
that time voted for the act to which I referred. I do not in any way 
place them upon a level, but all the same I claim, believing in this 
amendment and not believing in the bill, that the result would be dis- 
astrous to the colored race as it was at that time. So with the greatest 
respect for the Senator from Massachusetts, recognizing his high ability 
and the earnestness and persistence with which he pursues his course, 
and giving him all credit for believing in this bill, as I believe in the 
amendment, I leave it there. 

As to my own record upon kindred questions, that is a matter of very 
little account. I did not vote for this bill in the last Co because 
I had my fears and doubts at thattime. Those fears and those doubts 
have been increased, have been sharpened, and are greater and 
every hour that I reflect upon this bill as reported by the committee, 
and for these reasons I am against it, and I am in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have had no purpose to discuss 
the bill under consideration. If I had had such purpose I should have 
availed myself of an earlier opportunity in the course of this debate. 
I have tried to give a great deal of serious thought to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa. The Senator from Maine and 
others here have spoken of it as a new suggestion, a dawning of a new 
light upon this question, something that had not been thrown before 

at the last session, something original with the Senator from 


Iowa. I su he does not assert that claim. 
Mr. N. No, sir. The Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him. I rosea moment ago to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 


question and to remind him that the principle which he now condemns 
has been contained in every educational proposition that I ever read of 
coming from educational associations. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I meant to answer his 
question before I sat down, but not at the particular moment that he 
sought to interpose when I was on something else. I wish to say that 
if that be true, then the difference between the Senator from Iowa and 
me is that I do not think his amendment has the meaning and effect 
which he thinksit has. That is the trouble. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not like to disturb the Senator from Indiana, 
and so I will wait until he gets through. 

Mr. HARRISON. Go on, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me, I will 
move an adjournment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; we must finish the bill to-night. 

Mr. PLATT. I have had some experience in the Senate, not so 
much as others have had; but I find that when we undertake at this 


hour—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I find when we undertake to force a vote at 6 o’clock 
the result is that about half the Senate will be away in half an hour 
paired; and a great many gentlemen are away paired now. I think 
there might be some arrangement about taking this vote to-morrow, 
and I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would try to have some 
arrangement as to an hour at which the vote may be taken to-morrow. 


Mr. BLAIR. What hour would the Senatorsuggest? Ihave given 
notice several times of a desire to sit the question out; I did this morn- 


ing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say about arrangements that I do not in- 
tend for one to consent to any arrangement that shall deprive me of 
having a few minutes to state my reasons in favorof the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa and my reasons for being obliged to vote against 
this bill if the amendment is notadopted. Any arrangement that will 
give me and everybody else who wishes to speak a fair chance, I shall 
be glad of, and I should prefer to go on to-night and finish it if it takes 
till morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator knows very well that nobody desires to 
prevent his speaking on this bill or on any amendment to it. He has 
urged me more than any other man in the Senate to insist all the time 
upon action, action; all the while against adjournment; for tual 
sessions, and I do not propose to give way to-night unless the Senate 
by a call of the yeas and nays adjourns. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will stand by you on that. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I will make the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nor in doing this do I wish to assert a disposition to 
in any way trespass on the general desire of the Senate; but the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, as we all know, is not sparing in his su, i 
that are in the direction of the use of the whip of the Senate on those 
who may have charge of measures, so that they shall work in the Senate 
night and day until they are disposed of and other matters can be 
brought to the attention of the body. Iam prepared tostayhere. If 
the Senate see fit to adjourn, it is their matter, and not mine. 

Mr. LOGAN, Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish tosay that inasmuch as I have introduced three 
if not four bills on the subject of general education, and inasmuch as 
nothing contained in any of these bills seems to be appreciated by any- 
body but myself, I propose to make a few suggestions in regard to this 
bill to-morrow. Therefore if the Senator will give way for that pur- 

I will move an adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No motion to adjourn has been re- 
a by the Chair. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] has 
the floor. d 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill ask the Senator to give way for a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. HARRISON. I give way for that motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Illinois to give way fora 
ameni I wish to offer an amendment to the bill that it may be 
prin 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ceived and printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] expects to be absent to-morrow and desires to say a word or two 
in mse to some of the suggestions of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar]. Ifthe Senator from Illinois will withdraw his mo- 
tion I will yield the floor to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wish now to say that I endeavored to intet- 
rupt the Senator from Massachusetts to call his attention to the fact 
that the principle of this amendment, although it may not have been 
embodied in form in the bills which have been gen y presented and 
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especially the bill that we voted upon at the last Congress, yet has 
been universally ed by the educators of this country as an essen- 
tial feature of any bill that could be proposed; and I do not in any 
sense claim the paternity of this suggestion. It is embodied in all the 
papers that the Senator from New Hampshire has presented. It is 
running through everything in the way of literature on this subject. 
The national board of education that assembled at Louisville, and 
that prepared an elaborate bill upon this subject, incorporated this 
very provision in their bill more than three years ago, and have pressed 
it upon both Houses of Congress from time to time as an essential feat- 
ure of any bill that should be adopted by Congress for the purpose of 
securing education to the illiterate poe of the South. And, there- 
fore, in presenting this proposition I merely do it in pursuance of sug- 
gestions that have been made over and over again upon this subject. 

I have before me a report made at the last Congress by a Republican 
minority of the Committee on Education of the House of Representa- 
tives upon what is known as the Willis bill, indorsing and embodying 
the principle of this amendment as essential to any bill that should 
take money out of the public Treasury of the United States. All the 
statistics show, as the Senator from Vermont suggests to me, that it is 
absolutely essential in order that this money may be applied where 
the difficulty exists. I have not time and I do not wish to detain the 
Senate for the pu of reading from the report of the Commissioner 
of Education on this subject. 

I only desire now to say that so far from my amendment being pre- 
sented in hostility to this billit is presented for the purpose of improving 
it in order that it may be acceptable in this day and this hour before its 
effect is known to the people of the Northern States, and that it shall 
endure for the eight years for which it is proposed with the approval 
of the people of this country whose money we propose to appropriate 
from year to year for the purpose of sustaining these schools. 

Let me ask the Senators from the Southern States who are the chief 
beneficiaries of this bill, if they believe that all the people of this coun- 
try will willingly assent that $40,000,000 of this $77,000,000 shall 
go to the sixteen Southern States for the education of the white people 
and only $18,000,000 for the education of the colored people in these 
States, when the white people in the South do not show a very great 
degree of illiteracy beyond that of their brethren in the Northern States. 
Do you suppose that this bill with this provision in it unchanged as it 
stands now will endure the criticism of the just people of the Northern 
States in favor of such an inequitable and unjust application of this 
money ? 

It is to promote the bill that I have offered this amendment, and 
when the Senator from Massachusetts said we might as well speak 
plainly on the subject, I think I may as well speak plainly upon it as 
I do not expect to be here when this vote is taken. I have a belief, 
whether justly or unjustly founded, that this vicious proposition of dis- 
tribution of money within the States has been made for the p of 
securing votes for this bill in certain sections and localities, without 
which the votes could not be secured. I am led to that from the 
statements made to-day by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Golan 
part and the remarks made upon that side of the Chamber by other 
e Wy Nina feos or thn pooole of 
from the gen Treasury vi y ion from e people o 
this country, when in its distribution, local and otherwise, 840, 000, 000 
out of the 858,000, 000 that go to one section of this country shall go to 
build up and support the common- school systems of the white people of 
the South and supplement the money that they raise for that purpose. 
More than two-thirds of this money goes for that ; and yet every 
suggestion for this bill. comes from the fact that the colored race there 
is illiterate. 

What I want is exact justice, and I venture here and now the prophecy 
that the people of this country will not consent to the unjust applica- 
tion of this money that is proposed in States where have distinc- 
tions. Seek to remove the idea as we may, there are in every one of 
these sixteen States separate schools for whites and blacks, required by 
law, as the Senator from Vermont justly says, and these separate schools 
are as much recognized as apart of the political policies of those States 
as any other thing in existence; and even here in the District of Co- 
lumbia, underour own exclusive control and legislation, everybody who 
knows anything about the school system of the District knows that 
there is a line of demarkation in the common schools of the District of 
Columbia, supported by taxation and by appropriations from the Fed- 
eral Treasury. And yet because I propose to recognize that distinction 
and say only in terms that where the separate schools exist there shall 
be an application of the money in order to benefit those schools in pro- 
portion, Iam taunted with the statement of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire that I propose to estab- 
lish a race distinction. I take things as this bill gives them, and I 
propose to appropriate the money which goes into the Federal Treas- 
ury by taxation on the very basis of the bill and upon the basis of the 
statement that has been made by every man from the trustees of the 
Peabody fund and from every collective association of educated men 
that this money should be applied to the sore where it exists, to the il- 
literacy of the colored man and the white man, if it be in pro on to 
that illiteracy; and, therefore, Mr. President, I repeat that amend- 
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ment is not to be whistled down the wind by any suggestion that I am 
endeavoring by it to establish a race distinction or to establish any dis- 
tinction that does not exist now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont calls my attention toa 
fact which I did not know, but which is a fact that needs correction, if 
it be so, and that is that here in this District, where the colored and the 
white children are placed upon nearly an absolute equality as to num- 
bers in the appropriation of the public funds, only one-third of the 
money goes to the colored schools, while two-thirds of it goes to the 
white schools. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That appears from the documents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Right upon that subject I have here a report from 
the State of Georgia which I may use as an illustration—a State in 
which there are colored youths of school age 240,285; white youths 
of school age, 267,902, or very nearly an equality between those of 
school age of the white and colored races. I find on looking down to 
see how the publicschools are administered in the State of Georgia that 
there are public schools for white pupils, 4,517; public schools for col- 
ored pupils, 2,020. There are, withan almost absolute equality of col- 
ored and white youths in the State of a twice as many white 
schools as there are colored schools; and yet I find that the laws of the 
State of Georgia are upon a par with the provisions of this 
bill. The laws of every State in the South provide for an exact equality. 
To-day there is not a law on their statute-books, there is not a consti- 
tution so far as I know but what provides that as between these races 
there shall be absolute equality of school privileges and other privi- 
leges, including civil rights. 

Mr. HARRISON, ill the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to get at the meaning of the amendment. 
Does not the Senator understand that the effect of the amendment would 
be this, in connection with the other provisions of the bill, that the 
State is put under obligation to make an equal distribution of all the 
fund it raises, and if the per capita basis is the basis that prevails in 
the State, then we put the State under bonds to give each colored child 
just as much per capita as we do the white child? 

Now, that being so, if the amendment offered by the Senator is 
adopted, does it not inevitably result in giving to the colored children 
a large excess per capita of an educational fund over what the white 
children have, and do we not restrain the State from equalizing that 
distribution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the bent of mind of the Senator from In- 
diana. But suppose it has the full effect that he suggests for illustra- 
tion, is not that as necessary to this colored race as any possible thing 
can be? This is a bounty, with all due deference to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, by the General Government. It matters not that that 


bounty is gathered into the by taxation. It is a bounty, so 
far as we are concerned, to the State. 
The Senator from New Ham a while ago, in the most natural 


way ible, when my friend from Kansas criticised the interpretation 
which will be placed on this bill by the Secretary of the Interior, said 
there was no particular interpretation about it, there was nothing for 
the Secretary of the Interior to do under this bill. I agree with him 
there is nothing particular for us to do here or for the Secretary of the 
Interior or any officer of the United States except to pay the money over 
to these States. We do not follow that money in any sense. Now, if 
it is a bounty, it is a bounty that we can give with such restrictions and 
conditions as we choose to upon it; and if we believe, as I believe, 
that these restrictions and limitations are in order to equalize 
the colored race or any other race for education with the white race, 
then this bill ought to pass with my amendment, even if it goes to the 
extent suggested by the Senator from Indiana in its interpretation. I 
am willing to go that far to remove the illiteracy among the colored race 
equal to 80 per cent. of its entire population, when the illiteracy of the 
white race in the same locality is only equal to 18 per cent. of popula- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Senate for occupying even 
this brief time in the discussion of this amendment; and I would not 
have done so but for the fact that I shall be compelled to be absent to- 
morrow. I renew the motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator will allow me I should like to ask a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Chair submits the motion 
to adjourn, the Chair wishes to announce that several messages have 
been received from the President of the United States, one of which has 
probably already been published. The Chair will not present them 
now, but have them read to-morrow morning, if that is the pleasure of 
the Senate. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the adoption of an order withdrawing cer- 


tain papers, that they may go to the Committee on Claims at its meet- 
ing to-morrow morning: 


Ordered, That the in the case of William Ervin betaken from the files 
and referred to the Be on Oikina: there being no adverse report, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not sure that there has not been an adverse | Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


report, if that is the same William Ervin I have heard of before. 

Mr. INGALLS. There has been no adverse 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made subject to 
the rule. The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 2, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by thé Rev. S. K. Cox, of 
Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


POSTAL BALANCES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, relative to a resolution of the House calling for a report of all 
balances to and from the United States, as shown by the books of the 
Register and Sixth Auditor of the Treasury; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MONEYS SEIZED BY GENERALS BUTLER AND BANKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, a statement of moneys and funds seized by Generals B. F. But- 
ler and N. P. Banks at New Orleans during the late civil war, and of 
the disposition thereof as shown by the records of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC STORE, NEW YORK. 
The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House, a letter from the Secre- 
of the Treasury, inclosing a letter from the appraiser of the port 
of New York, relative to the necessity of increased accommodations for 
the United States public store at that port; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, asking an increase in the appropriations for print- 
ing for the use of the Treasury Department for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PRINTING OF CERTAIN EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, for the purpose 
of making an order for their printing, a letter from the Secretary ot 
the Treasury with reference to additional appropriations for a light at 
the entrance of Gray’s Harbor, Washington Territory; also a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to salaries in the of- 
fice of the Register, and a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Interior of an ap- 
propriation for the completion and decoration of the Pension Office, 
which have heretofore been referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and an order will now be made for their printing. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House the bill (S. 
54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians on 
the various reservations and to extend the protection of the laws of 
the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


REPRINT OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to submit a privileged report from that committee. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution— 
“ Resolved, That 


ruary 15, 1886, by Hon, WILLIAM Morrison, and that said copies shall be distrib- 
uted pro rata among the Members and 8 by the superintendent of the 
House document-room, who shall keep a strict account thereof— 
report that they have considered the same, and recommend its adoption with 
the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “thirty” in said resolution wherever it occurs and insert 
the word “two” in lieu thereof. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. The estimated cost of printing 2.000 copies is 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


tion was agreed to; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the standing and select com- 
mittees for reports. F 


DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS, EAU CLAIRE, WIS. 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2775) to authorize and 
establish a term of the district and circuit courts in Eau Claire, Wis. ; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, KEITHSBURG. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Illinois, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3768) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at Paducah, Ky.; 
which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
printed. 

OHIO CENTRAL RAILROAD. 

Mr. CRISP. The Committee on Commerce directed the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] to report back with amendments the 
bill II. R. 2646. Mr. TARSNEY has been called away by sickness in 
his family, and I make the report in his absence. 

The bill (H. R. 2646) Sakae © the Ohio Central Railroad Company 
the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam property 
in the great Kanawha Valley, Stateof West Virginia, was reported from 
the Committee on Commerce with amendments and was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS WISCONSIN AND CHIPPEWA RIVERS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5803) to 
amend an act approved June 12, 1884, entitled An act to authorize the 
construction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin;’’ which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL W. FRANCIS. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4142) for the relief of Sam- 
uel W. Francis; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILROAD. 


` Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 140, a bill (H. R. 6387) to authorize the Kansas 
and Arkansas Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
House bill No. 140 was laid on the table. 
DENISON AND WASHITA RAILWAY. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 4764, a bill (H. R. 6388) to authorize the Denison and 
Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 4764 was laid on the table. 


PARTITION OF LANDS IN LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill iS. 481) author- 
izing the partition of certain lands in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly 
to John Is and the Government of the United States; which was 


or | referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BOONE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 473) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Boone; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SUFFALL. 


Mr. MA'TSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a faverable recommendation the bill (H. R. 553) granting a 
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pension to William J. Suffall; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY S. WEBSTER. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to 
Mary S. Webster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN LITTLE. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4539) 
granting a pension to Ann Little; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. i 

EMILY LOUISA SPICER. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to 
Emily Louisa Spicer; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RINALDO R. SOMES. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5284) 
granting a pension to Rinaldo R. Somes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5285) 
granting a pension to George Seeley; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5394) granting a 
pension to Sally Ann Bradley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA W. ELLIS. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1782) 
granting a pension to Cornelia W. Ellis; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN MILLER. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1816) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Miller; which was refi to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL JACKS. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4219) grant- 
ing a ion to Daniel Jacks; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL KAIN. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1821) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Kain; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 663) to amend 
section 2 of an act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears 
of pensions granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and 
for other purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theminority of the committee ask that their views 
may be printed with the report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

MINERVA T. THOMPSON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4111) grant- 
ing a pension to Minerva T. Thompson; which was referred to the Com- 

ttee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
eompanying report, ordered to be printed. : 


MARIA K. RITTER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5693) for 
the relief of Maria K. Ritter; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY JANE CONRAD. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 944) for the relief 
of Mary Jane Conrad; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

$ ELEANOR FOUST. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5100) 
granting a pension to Eleanor Foust; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. MOORE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6389) granting 
a pension to Francis M. Moore; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA A. MARBLE. 

Mr. CHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5678) for the 
relief of Mrs. Martha A. Marble; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


WHITFIELD SPARKS. 


Mr. CHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. 4633) for the relief of Whitfield Sparks; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed, 

ROSINA HEINEMAN. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 1651) for the re- 
lief of Rosina Heineman; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MANZ. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 1593) for the re- 
lief of Sarah Manz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES HASENZAHL. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 1652) for 
the relief of Frances ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN SAUER. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5038) for 
the relief of Stephen Sauer; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back a bill (H. R. 4595) for the relief of Arsenius Kamerer, and asked 
that the committee be di from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ELLEN CRYMBLE. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 1548) for the re- 
lief of Ellen Crymble; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ANN LEDDY. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 4615) for the re- 
lief of Ann Leddy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EMMA M. SHINER. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5331) granting a 
pension to Emma M. Shiner; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES DUNBAR. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 3836) granting a 
pension to James Dunbar; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ; 

JENET L. JOHNSON. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5702) granting a 
pension to Jenet L. Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY DRISCOLL. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4517) grant- 
ing a pension to Timothy Driscoll; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

POLLY BELDEN. 


Mr. HAYNES from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4400) granting a pension to 
Polly Belden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 

id on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. E granting a pension to Joshua N. Stevens; and 

A bill fE. R. 3113) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall. 


JOHN HUNTER. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1980) granting a pension to John Hunter; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. COLVILLE. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3148) granting a pension to James W. 
Colville; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


AMELIA M. GREEN, 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to 
Amelia M. Green; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. $ 

JOSEPH E. VAN HORN. 

Mr. SWOPE, fromthe Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Van Horn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also rted 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sev y laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4687) to provide for an increase of pension to Charles 
L, Lowrey; 

A bill (H. R. 1072) to amend an act approved February 26, 1885, 
granting a pension to William Weddingfield; and 
A bill (H. R. 4681) granting a pension to Elizabeth Shuler. 

SAMUEL FROST. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 4374) granting a pension to Samuel 
Frost; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HARRY M’ILHINNY. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 429) granting a pension to Harry 
McElhinny; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

RACHEL W. HEARD. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Rams- 
dell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. FILLEBROWN. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of 
Mary E. Fillebrown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ESTATE OF MALITTY ROSE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2585) for the relief of the estate 
of Malitty Rose; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET B. HARWOOD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 81) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet B. Harwood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent 
the Committee on Pensions was dise from the further considera- 
tion of bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1323) to place the name of William Killeen on the pen- 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 1322) to place the name of Francis Killeen on the pen- 
sion-roll, 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4064) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers under Major-General Twiggs’s command in the De- 

ent of Texas at the outbreak of the rebellion in 1861; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LAURA HENTIG. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2464) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Laura Hentig; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J, OWINGS. 

Mr, ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William 
J. Owings; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

BETSEY MARTIN. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4395) to grant a pension to Betsey 
Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. ZACH.TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of Mary Burkett; 
3 laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 

MRS. LIZZIE MAYNADIER PHELPS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier 
Phelps; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the KEE Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe 
printed. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER ASHUELOT. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
ofthe United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT STRACHAN. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
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with amendment the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3545) for the 

relief of Robert Strachan, and the same was laid on the table. 


MAJ. d. W. CANDEE, 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS M. BELL. 


Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SOWDEN, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 666) to extend 
the time for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and 
enlisted men in the service of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
On motion of Mr. GEDDES, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4542) to grant 
arrears of pension to John Winchell, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. : 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, t back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2628) for the relief of the trustees of the Elk 
Branch church, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; which was laid on 


the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
H. A. MYERS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 390) for the relief of H. A. Myers, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 

ay ajd on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 895) for the relief of William N. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 2630) for the relief of Henrietta N. Waugh; and 

A bill (H. R. 2483) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the steamer De Soto. 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with amendments a concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 4,500 
copies, with the necessary illustrations, of the International ition 
to Lady Franklin Bay; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MONETARY CONFERENCE, 1878 AND 1881. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 87) to provide for the 
printing and distribution of the report of the monetary conference of 
1878 and 1881; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS, UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the Senate concurrent resolution 
relating to the reports of the Government directors of the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS, ETC. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation Senate concurrent resolution for 
printing the annual volumes of the astronomical and meteorological 
observations of the Naval Observatory for 1883, 1884, and 1885; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PILOT LAWS. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 999, a 
bill (H. R. 6390) relating to pilotage; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill 999 was ordered to be laid on the table. 
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ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Patents, re; back with ad- 
verse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5016) for the relief of Maurice 
Gandy; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report printed. 

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 102, a bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Pacific Railroad Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

House bill 102 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


ROBERT A. ANDERSON. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 877) for the relief of Rob- 
ert A. Anderson, of the State of ia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of the standing and select 
committees, 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consu- 
lar service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accom] ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All points of order are reserved upon this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is, as to whether or not, under the 
present rules of the House, it is necessary to reserve points of order to 
enable a member on the floor of the House to raise questions of order 
under the rule upon certain items of these appropriation bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a question that ought not 
to be decided in advance; and besides that, the Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio that it is a question to be properly presented to 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union when the bill is under consideration in the committee and not 
for the Speaker to determine. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is a question that comes up every time 
one of these bills comes in, and there ought to be an authoritative de- 
cision. 

The SPEAKER. This is a question about which there has been 
much controversy, as the gentleman from Ohio knows, on the floor of 
the House. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from the consideration of 
the following items contained in the estimates: 


PAYMENT OF AWAEDS BY FRENCH AND AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


Payment of the amount necessary to strike a balance with France, after the 
payment, under the final award made by the late French and American Claims 
Commission against the United Si of the claims of French citizens against 
the Government, under the treaty of January 15, 1880, between this country 
and France, $15,639.16. 

INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY SURVEY, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 


To enable the President to continue the execution of the engagement of the 
convention of July 29, 1882, between the United States of America and the 
United States of Mexico, providing for an international boundary survey to re- 
locate the existing frontier line Gesween the two countries west of the Rio 
Grande, $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

HAYTIAN ARBITRATION COMMISSION. 

For one-half the expense of joint commission which sat at Washington to ar- 
bitrate the claims of Antonio Pelletier and A. II. against the Govern- 
ment of Hayti, $1,577.44; and for one-half the compensation of the arbitrator, 
$2,500; in all. $4,077.44, the same being the proportion due from the Govern- 
ment of the United States, A 

Under the estimates of the Department these were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, but upon consideration it has been 
thought best, since it has been usual to report them in the sundry civil 
bill, to refer them back for reference to the Appropriations Committee, 
and I ask that that reference be made. 

The SPEAKER. Is this a part of the report of the Secretary? 

Mr. BELMONT. It camebefore the committee with the estimates 
of the Department. 

The SPEAKER. From the Secretary of State? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir. The committee asks that it be discharged 
from the further consideration of these subjects, and that they he referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. As I have said, they have here- 
tofore been reported in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. BEACH. I wish to inquire whether the purpose the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BELMONT] has in view can not be accomplished 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1963 


under the rule by a simple reference of these papers from his commit- 
tee to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a memorial or a petition, which can be 
referred in that way under the rule; but it is an official paper, referred 
by the vote of the House to the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the 
distribution of the President’s message and accompanying documents. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was di from the further 
consideration of the estimates indicated, and they were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives calling for information concerning the circulation of standard sil- 
yer dollars and the policy to be pursued as to the payment of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 
Mr. BLAND. I ask that the communication be printed. 
The SPEAKER. It will be printed. 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the 


RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that this com- 
munication be printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed as a document under the rules. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Unless there is a disposition on the part of the 
House to proceed with the consideration of reports of committees un- 
der the hour rule, I would be to move now that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to re- 
sume consideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
has not succeeded in getting a time fixed for the consideration of the 
bill reported by that committee; therefore I must insist on the com- 
mittees being called every morning till that committee is reached and 
can be heard on the most important subject now before the country. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois make a motion? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have nodesire to antagonize the wish of the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the consideration of reports 
of committees begins at two minutes after 1 o’clock. 


TESTS OF IRON, STEEL, ETC. 


The Committee on Manufactures was called. 

Mr. WISE. I am instructed by the Committee on Manufactures to 
call up for consideration the bill H. R. 5555. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 5555) authorizing the President to appoint a commission of ex- 
perts, skilled in the investigation, production, and use of metallic substances 
and other structural materials, to execute tests and 5 on iron, steel, 
and other materials used in the construction of bridges, buildings, and me- 
chanical structures, and deduce useful rules therefrom. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 5555, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Beit enacted, &c., that the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 


authorized to appoint a commission of seven members, selected from amon 
men skilled in investigation, production, and use of metallic substances an 


other structural materials, to hold their appointment during the pleasure of the 
President of the United States, which commission shall and superintend 
the execution of such tests and investigations of mate: used extensively in 
the construction ofbuildings, ships, and other stru: ery, 


bridges, ctures, and 
as the Secretary of the Interior authorize and direct. The said 
sion shall organize itself,and adopt such rules and make such assignment of 
duties among its members as it shall deeta most promotive of the object of its 
appointment. Vacancies occurring from time to e in said commission shall 
be filled 5 the President of the United States. 

Sero. 2. That the said commission is hereby authorized to appoint a principal 
expert, who shall personally conduct the examinations and tests which the com- 
mission shall direct, with such assistants and laborers as may be n at 
such rate of compensation as may be recommended by the commission and ap- 
proved in advance by the Secretary of the Interior. It may also purchase such 
material for test and 8 may from time to time bo required: Pro- 
vided, however, That no pu shall be made and no liability incurred under 
this act until Congress shall have previously made appropriation therefor. 

Sec, 3, That manufacturers of iron, steel, and other structural materials who 
may request tests of their productions shall file with the commission a full and 
detailed statement of the mode and process of manufacture of such produc- 
tion, also giving the name and character of each of the original ingredients and 
Pg ge which the component parts entering into such production bear 

each other. 

Sec, 4. That the said commission shall make, on or before the Ist of Decem- 
ber in each year, a report to the Secretary of the Interior, containing a full and 
detailed statement of its work, of the results of the tests and investigations 


made by it, and also of such scientific I and practical rules deduced 
therefrom as it shall consider most useful, which report shall be transmitted by 
the Secretary to Congress. 

Sxc. 5. That the members of said commission shall be entitled to mileage and 
other necessary expenses incurred in the tion of their duties, but no sal- 
aries as members of the commission; and its accounts shall be returned to and 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior before any payment is made. 

ec. 6. That this act shall take effect from 3 and for the purpose of 
executing the provisions of the same the sum of $25,000, out of any money in the 

not otherwise appropriated, is hereby appropriated, 

Mr. WISE. I yield the time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMPBELL], who is the author of this bill, and who reported it 
to the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. This bill provides for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of seven members, skilled in the investiga- 
tion, production, and uses of metallic substances and other structural 
material, who shall hold their appointment during the pleasure of the 
President. The purpose of the commission is to execute tests and ex- 
1 on iron, steel, and other material used in the construction of 

uildings, bridges, ships, and other mechanical structures. The result 
of such tests and investigations, and also such scientific principles and 
practicable rules as may be deduced therefrom, are to be reported an- 
nuaily to the Secretary of the Interior, and by the Secretary trans- 
mitted to Congress. 

The commission are authorized to appoint a principal expert, who 
shall personally conduct the examinations and tests which the commis- 
sion may direct; this expert to receive such compensation as may be 
agreed upon by the commission and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The commissioners themselves are not to receive any com- 
pensation. 

The necessity for such a commission lies in the now recognized and 
admitted fact that the theories and tables heretofore relied upon, par- 
ticularly when applied to large sections of iron and steel, areunreliable 
and misleading, and doubtless have been the cause of many great dis- 
asters, resulting in the loss of life and destruction of property, and for 
which our scientific experts have not been able to satisfactorily account, 
such as the Ashtabula bridge disaster, the destraction of the great 
bridge over the Tyne, in England, and other disasters to numerous other 
structures, buildings, and vessels, too numerous too mention. 

The Government has now at the Watertown arsenal the bést and most 
powerful testing-machine in the world. It has the capacity for testing 
up to 800,000 pounds, yet its mechanism is so perfect that it accurately 
registers the strength of a single hair. It is the p of this bill to 
utilize this machine and give to the public in a reliable form the ben- 
efits of the tests to be made upon it. 

By the aid of this machine has already been demonstrated a fact long 

: that we were being misled by false theories as to the 
of structural materials of sections; and our scientific men will to- 
day admit that witlout the aid of a testing-machine such as this they 
could not judge correctly the strength or carrying capacity of one of 
these heavy beams over our heads in this Hall or the tensile strength 
of the large bolts which sustain them from above. 

The Committee on Manufactures had before them petitions from more 
than fifteen hundred civil, mining, and mechanical engineers, living in 
twenty-eight different States, all asking for the adoption of this meas- 
ure; also, petitions from insurance and other companies, representing 
$300,000,000 of capital, as well as from builders all over the country. 
Every person who travels upon one of our steamers or who crosses over 
a bridge upon a railroad car should be as deeply interested in this ques- 
tion as any of the petitioners, as their safety depends upon the knowl- 
ege which the operation of this bill will give to designers and builders. 

I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt}. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iwill occupy only a moment or two in making a 
statement in reference to the character of this bill, which will modify 
to some extent the remarks made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMPBELL]. That gentleman is under the impression that the 
great testing-machine at the Watertown arsenal can be made available 
for experiments by this commission. That was the fact two years ago, 
but in the course of the investigation made by the Ordnance Commission 
of the House, of which I have the honor to be a member, we ascertained 
that that machine, which the gentleman justly says is one of the won- 
ders of the world, is fully occupied in making tests on the Government 
work. The demand for its use for private sources is so large that the 
commission came to the conclusion—I think I may state this is a little 
in advance of any report they may make—came to the conclusion that 
more testing-machines ought to be built, in order to get at the facts 
which are necessary to be known, in order that modern structures may 
be safe and useful. All constructions at this time use steel as the ma- 
terial of principal concern. 

Now, there has been in the last ten years a perfect revolution in the 
manufacture of steel. We have entered upon a new world literally; 
and all that we knew about steel made only in crucibles is of no use 
when we come to use open-hearth steel, or Bessemer steel, or basic steel, 
or steel compressed under the hammer or by liquid compression with 
the hydraulic press. 

The action is totally different from anything we have ever known be- 
fore, and the result has been a most remarkable reduction in the price 
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of steel. Steel has now fallen to about 2 cents a pound for large masses, 
whereas formerly similar masses could not have produced at adol- 
uns pound. Asa matter of course, the extension of the use of steel 

been beyond parallel in the past, but we are moving in the dark, 
and very much in the dark. Human life, to say nothing of economy 
of construction, is at stake in this matter. Every locomotive, every 
car, every bridge, every building has to do with these new problems. 
Now, I am opposed, as a rule, to all governmental interference with pri- 
vate industries. I am not disposed to set up a governmental test-shop; 
but unless the Government does intervene these results can not be as- 
certained. All that we know to-day we know by the use of this test- 
ing-machine at the Watertown arsenal, which, as I have said, is over- 
worked. The scientific men of the country as the ee from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMPBELL], has well said), fifteen hundred in num- 
ber, have been interesting themselves in the matter for the last three 
‘years, and they see no other way out of this difficulty than by the es- 
tablishment of a commission with power to take the work energetically 
in hand and get the information which is required by the mechanics 
and engineers of the country in order to produce safe, economical, use- 
ful results. I have no doubt that in the construction of the steamers, 
upon which the Committee on Naval Affairs hope to report favorably to 
this House, hundreds of thousands of dollars could be saved if this 
knowledge were now in hand. It is not in hand, and my urgency about 
this bill comes merely from the facts which I state to the House and 
from my knowledge that the work will be productive of results to the 
country worth a thousand-fold any expense it may involve. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from New York 
par. HewITT] permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Was there not a commission some few 
years since which traversed very much the same ground proposed to be 
corent by this commission ? 

. There was; a commission which had the use of the 
1 the Watertown arsenal, and to-day the eering work of 
this country proceeds upon the incomplete results achieved by that com- 
mission. They made a report, which was printed in two large volumes, 
and which is nowin such request that it can not be supplied and un- 
doubtedly ought to be reprinted. I know of nothing more valuable 
and nothing more incomplete than the results which that commission 
arrived at. In other words, they got to the fringe of the subject but 
they really never got beyond that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will my colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwish is ask my colleague whether, if this investi- 
gation isto be carried on, it would not be far better to have it conducted 
by either the War Department or the Navy Department? 

Mr. HEWITT. I will answer my colleague by saying that I shall 


be very glad to see it carried on by any Department. If either of the 


ts named would make the investigation I think that would 
DER TAT EON plan; but the commission proposed is to bé a mixed 
commission. I do not know whether this bill provides for that or not, 
but the bill which I originally saw did provide for a mixed commission. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This does not. 

Mr. HEWITT. Well, I think there ought to be a mixed commis- 
sion. I think it ought to be composed of an engineer officer of the 
Army, an engineer officer of the Navy, and civilians. I quite agree 
with my colleague; but I do not want this work to stop in the mean 
time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As my colleague is well aware, this investigation 
has been prosecuted to a great extent already, and my idea is that it 
should be continued by those who have been for some time pushing 
it on. 

Mr. HEWITT. They have not been pushing it in the direction 
which is necessary for the uses of civil life. The machine at the Wa- 
tertown arsenal, as my colleague well knows, is now fully occupied in 
making tests for Government use, chiefly in relation to ordnance. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
ITT] allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman what obligation the 
Government is under to build another testing-machine to make tests of 


* for private parties? 
Mr. HEWITT. No the slightest. 
Mr. McMILLIN. And, furthermore, whether there is not a claim 
now pending before this Congress, which was pending also in the last 


Congress, for $200,000, because the Government has given the use of 
that machine to private parties. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And a claim which ought to be paid, undoubtedly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I quite agree with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewirr] in this, that we ought not to go further in impairing 
this man’s rights. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This does not impair his rights. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This does not impair his rights! The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] differs in opinion, very materially in opinion, 
from the claimant himself. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
* yield? 

Mr. HEWITT. I yielded for a question from my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] with great pleasure. I answer him that there 
is no obligation imposed upon the Government by this bill to build an- 
other testing-machine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewitt] that it had become necessary to build another testing- 
machine, and I understood him to advocate doing it. 

Mr. HEWITT. I said that one of the conclusions arrived at by the 
commission (I suppose I may venture to state this unofficially) was, that 
that present machine at the Watertown arsenal was inadequate to do 
the amount of work pressed upon it. Undoubtedly the wae of this 
proposed commission would involve the building of new machines at 
somebody’s cost; but there is no provision in this bill that the machine 
shall be built at the cost of the vernment, and I am under the im- 
pression that it would not be necessary to iek it at Government cost. 
I think that if this commission had the right to go forward and make 
the tests the machine would be supplied by other parties, who would 
simply charge, as the Government does now, a royalty for the use of 
pe machine. As to the other question about the claim of the inventor, 

e gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] is entirely right. 
These is such a claim pending. I have mally investigated it. I 
think it is as honest and meritorious a claim as I have ever known; and 
of all the triumphs of American inventive genius, not excepting the 
cotton-gin, I look upon this testing-machine as the greatest and high- 

and I have never been willing to allow a private individual to 
build for the Government for $50,000 a machine that cost over $200,000 
without recouping him for his actual outlay, especially when the Gov- 
ernment finds that machine as essential to the carrying on of its busi- 
ness as it does its Army and its Navy. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether the benefits to be derived from the tests proposed in this 
bill would not more largely accrue to co: ions engaged in building 
heavy structures, as, for instance, bridges and other structures 
involving large masses of material? 

Mr. HEWITT. Beyond all doubt. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And whether these benefits would be 
of any great practical advantage in the use of steel in the ordinary ave- 
nues of life or industry ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I answer my friend from Kansas in both particulars 
in the affirmative; and while it will be of enormous use to railroad com- 
panies which carry him and me, and which are only the servants of the 
public—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Except when they are the masters. 

Mr. HEWITT. Well, when they are the masters I bow down and 
worship as does my friend from Kansas. We can not help ourselves. 
But whether they be masters or servants, I want to go across bridges 
safely; and that is the interest the public has in this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] has notified the Chair that he declines to yield further time to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, in common with the friends and 
advocates of this bill in and out of Congress, I have only one fear as to 
its fate, namely, the indifference which in either House too often char- 
acterizes consideration of public measures not coming within the arena 
of current politics. Were it possible to relatively bring the proposed 
measure in line with the silver question, the regulation of interstate com- 
merce, tariff legislation, or even the excitable Pan-Electric investiga- 
tion, it would possibly receive such degree of attention and favor as its 
friends know it deserves in a Congress of public-spirited legislators. 

The original commission, the results of whose work have been called 
in question during the debate this morning, was created in March, 1875, 
and expired by limitation in June, 1879. Fault having been found 
with the work done by that commission, it is fair to say, in justice to 
the able men who were named as its members, that they lost years of 
investigation, because this testing-machine had not been built and placed 
at work. There were long conferences as to chemical analyses, as to 
means and methods of tests, which it is well known to all had been 
discussed for years in the scientific associations of this country, but 
had not reached any real results. That is the definite, basal proposi- 
tion to start with; and it is important by way of apology in judging 
the work of this commission as shown by its reports. 

But it is also fair to say that this commission must have reached some 
results of general interest when three of the best scientific associations 
of America have by resolutions and through the speeches of their lead- 
ers declared the work of that commission, though imperfect in conse- 
quence of the little time it was in existence, of immeasurable benefit 
both to the Government and to the ind interests of the land. 

During the four years of its existence the board had built, on an en- 
tirely new principle, the testing-machine which is now at the Water- 
town arsenal, concerning which a very competent authority says that 
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when a few additions to it have been made it will be the most remark- 
able machine of this kind that has ever been constructed; and already 
the result of the work on it has been to revolutionize most of our ideas 
upon the methods of testing metals. Speaking of this machine, Pro- 
fessor Egleston, of Columbia College, as high an authority in physics 
as this country can produce, says: - 

While this machine is the most accurate one that has ever been built, it is 
very expensive to use it, costing nearly $25 a day; but after the work is done, it 
is not only extremely accurate, but all the work done on it at any time can 
compa with any other work done at any previous period ; a condition of 
things which up to this time has never existed. Ifthe work of the commission 
had produced no other result than to prove that reliable and comparable data 
could only be obtained on full-sized pieces, and that other testing-machines con- 
structed to work on specimens of reduced area which have been used up to the 
r time not only do not give comparable results, but that many of them 

rom faulty construction, are in themselves entirely unreliable, the board would 
have done all that could have been reasonably asked of it. If this machine, 
however, or any number of machines like it, is kept constantly in use by pri- 
vate parties, the public will not necessarily be any the wiser for the work done, 
for the reason that although the expense of such investigations is much greater 
when done by private individuals than by a commission, these results will not 
usually be published, nor will the criticism of engineers generally be invited or 
obtained, 
I desire to quote the same excellent authority on a phase of the mat- 
ter which more practically concerns the public welfare. He says: 

The factors of safety used by engincers are taken from tables constructed many 

years ago by foreign engineers, on materials made under entirely different pro- 


cesses from those now in use and on metals manufactu! abroad. We know 


hardly anything of these factors as applied to material of American man 
ure. We are using tables and formule which we are finding to our cost are 
only approximately reliable. 

Members of the House will readily call to mind the great Ashtabula 
disaster, which happened some years ago on the Lake Shore Railroad. 
It was my province in the course of my own business to pass upon every 
line of the evidence adduced on that trial, and out of seven or eight ex- 
perts, scientific men and practical railroad men, who gavetestimonyin 
that great case, it is safe to say—and the fact has been alluded toin the 
debates of scientific bodies—that no two of those men, experts as they 
were, could agree as to the cause of the disaster, and no two could 
as tothe practical ‘ factors of safety ’’ in any construction of that kind. 
So that great and appalling disaster is as yet entirely enshrouded in 
mystery. Only afew years ago we had a similar one in Scotland—the 
great Tay bridge disaster—the cause of which is still aquestion among 
scientific bodies in Great Britain. 

Now let us learn what practical men, men who are building our 
railroad bridges every day, say as to their knowledge of the very struct- 
ural materials they have handled. Mr. Chanute, who is quoted in 
the report made by this committee, and who is one of the best-known 
bridge builders in this country, says: 

There is great uncertainty as to the actual strength of the bridges which we 
are daily erecting. Their strength is ofcourse limited by that ofthe weakest 
but while we endeavor to make every part equally strong, as well as we know 
how, yet we are almost entirely ignorant as to what is actually the weakest 
pas of a bridge of any magnitude, and of just where it would give way first if 

oaded to rupture, 

The main question involved in the passage of this bill is, shall the 
Government, having at its command all this expensive machinery at 
the Watertown arsenal, do all this experimenting in driblets, or shall 
this Congress authorize the President to appoint this commission of ex- 
perts to make investigation as to these productions, and so formulate 
and publish the experiments as to give the industrial world as well as 
the general public a knowledge as to the true factors entering into con- 
struction and chemical analyses? 

There have been many complaints made in respect to dilatoriness of 
the experiments made at Watertown arsenal. I grant that many of 
our great manufacturers have had good cause to make them. But, 
Hirst come, first served, was the rule. 

Now, were it possible that the Government might act ſor itself, I 
would regard it as still more advantageous if what the Government 
does in its own experiments shall be superintended by the best scien- 
tific knowledge this country can produce in members of these scien- 
tific bodies, who shall studiously and persistently systematize all the 
knowledge gained from these tests and give the results to the public, 
and not merely allow a few Government officers to reap the benefit of 
the information obtained by these great machines. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from New York permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. With pleasure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact, the result of these tests are now 
3 and all parties can get the benefit of them if they wish to 

0 s0? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They are published the same as many other 
things are published, by the scientific schools. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I grant any private individual can go there and 
gett the Baer by himself and 5 

r. McMILLIN. What is the use, then, of paying $20,000 for in- 
formation which can be obtained in that way? i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to give the reason why, if it would 
not infringe on certain men’s pride. I will give, however, a general 
reason. I have much more faith and confidence in a commission con- 
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stituted of scientific and mechanical engineers of the country than in 
any commission made up merely of Government officers. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let me suggest to the gentleman from New 
York one other thing, and that is, this investigation is to be systematic, 
and not dependent on the particular wants of persons seeking for par- 
ticular things. That is another advantage in addition to what the gen- 
tleman himself has named. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know of the gentleman 
from New York whether it is proposed to build a new machine or to 
remove the Watertown machine and have it supervised ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. To use the Watertown machine. Let me answer 
further that it is the intention of the commission, if appointed, to re- 
determine many of the ſormulæ which came from the first report of that 
old commission. Many of the large manufactories of this country ſur- 
nished material under the strictest chemical analyses, and were willing 
to give the chemical analysis of every one of the materials furnished, 
D not keep the information alone for their own selfish benefit, but 
give it to the whole country, to every manufacturer, whether he ran a 
five-thousand plant or a five-million one. 

I want to call the attention of the House to another feature outside 
of the advantage sought to be gained by the passage of this bill, and I 
hope it is one which appeals to every thinking member of this House. 
I wish to say that public safety, public economy, and the needs of true 
knowledge demand the passage of the bill. 

Now, the main question involved in the passage of this billis: Shall 
the Government, with expensive and reliable machinery in its posses- 
sion, selfishly do its own testing in driblets and let men of science and 
manufacturers of structural materials formulate results from detached 
details; or shall this Congress authorize the President to appoint a com- 
mission of experts, skilled in the investigation, production, and use of 
metallic substances and other structural materials, to execute scientific 
tests, as the title of this bill recites, and deduce useful rules therefrom? 
And another question presents itself. Is it not the duty of the Gov- 
ernment, careful of the education of its army and naval officers, to place 
in the hands of the professors and cadets at the national academies 
text-books correct in theory and fact? How better can this beneficent 
reform be brought about than by the passage of this measure? 

Public safety, public economy, and the need of true knowledge de- 
mand it. Hundreds of young men are being graduated annually from 
our technological schools, When the enthusiasm of the graduate has 
passed away and they assume the active duties of life as engineers or 
any other te ent of science; when duty is measured by re- 
sponsibility and responsibility by duty; when they come in associated 
intercourse in national assemblies with such leaders in physics as Egles- 
ton, Thurston, Lanza, and scores of others, pre-eminent in scientific at- 
tainments—the very men who are petitioning this Congress for the op- 
portunity of scientifically equipping these and like young men for use- 
ful places in a grand profession—when these young men, I say, with such 
mentorial surroundings, enter the active duties of their profession and 
know that their success lies in doubtful experimental paths with few 
positive experiential guides, their ambition is dwarfed, and in the pro- 
fessional race of life they are disadvantageously handicapped. ‘This 
should not be so. Theirtext-books and standards for official work should 
be as near perfection as the results of modern scientific investigation can 
make them. Pass this bill, and thus help on the good work of scien- 
tific knowledge. š 

Having somewhat settled the question as tothe need of such a com- 
mission as is proposed in the bill, some of the rigid economists on this 
floor will likely note by itssixth section that an appropriation of $25,000 
is needed to execute its provisions, and more than likely will ask them- 
selves the question, Will the thing pay? Experts say that it will. 
Professor Egleston, one of them, puts it in this way: 


If, as the results of the works of such a commission, we could increase the 
rofitable use or cut down the weight of constructive materials 3 per cent., the 
Jnited States would gain every year over $100,000 in each of its navy-yards, 


I hold in my hand a letter on this subject from probably the largest 
bridge-building company in this country—the Union Bridge Company 
of Buffalo, N. Y., the company which constructed and completed in 
thirty-three weeks the famous double-track cantalever railway bridge 


spanning the Niagara at Whirlpool Rapids, and which has just been 
awarded the contract for constructing a double-track railway bridge, | 


about a mile in length, in New South Wales, to be completed in twa 
years and a half at an estimated cost of nearly $2,000,000, and for the 
construction of which the Buffalo company successfully competed with | 
the best-known English, Scotch, French, German, Flemish, Australian, | 
and American engineers. The value which a great company like this 
places upon testing-machines for determining the proper strength of 
their own structural iron and steel may be surmised from the fact that 
they are building for themselves now, at a very large expense, a test- 
ing-machine of 600 tons for their own use. PE i 
Surely the statement of such a fact should divest their opinion on the 
merits of the bill under consideration of self-interest. : 
In this letter they say: i 
The very tests which should be made to determine the proper strength of 
structural iron and steel are more elaborate and ve any private cor- 


poration or com could be expected to carry out, and are of such wide and 
universal public 4 that they should be executed by the Government, : 
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I know, Mr. Chairman, that the expression has passed beyond pro- 
vincial bounds that Buffalo, not satisfied with furnishing the country 
with more than her quota of Presidents of the United States, wants the 
whole world. I grant that in great engineering enterprises her field 
is the world—in bridge-building. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in concluding my brief remarks on this im- 
portant measure I have one remaining desire, and that is to arouse 
the pride and honor of the members of this House to make a record of 
enlightened and beneficent legislation by the passage of this bill. 
Make it possible that the records of the scientific associations of this 
country and Europe shall preserve for long years to come the fact that 
the Forty-ninth Congress of the United States appreciated one public 
interest at least higher than party politics and gave its aid and indorse- 
ment to a measure like this. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to joint resolutions of the House 
of the following titles, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Ruben Ellwood, late a Representative in Congress; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States. 

It also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the 
House to the bill of the Senate No. 610, to provide a building for the 
use of the Federal courts, post-office, internal-revenue and other civil 
offices, and a United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark., and 
had requested a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. MAHONE, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. 
BERRY as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a concur- 
rent resolution, a joint resolution, and a bill of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested, namely: 

Concurrent resolution providing for the printing of statements rela- 
tive to the payments of awards under the treaties with France and Spain; 

Joint resolution (S. 39) to authorize the printing of the proceed- 
ings in Congress in accepting the statue of the late James A. Garfield, 
President of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1653) to forward a copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD to each of our legations abroad. 


TESTS OF STRUCTURAL MATERIALS, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing of this 
bill whatever except in so far as I have sought information during the 
course of this discussion. It seems to me to amount, however, to this: 
The first fact is, that there was some years since a commission appointed 
for the exact proposed by this bill; that the Government had 
built this testing-machine and had it in operation; that under the super- 
vision of that commission certain valuable tests were made and reported, 
and that that report is considered to be full and valnable. It also ap- 

that it is now sought to recreate that commission, and to appropri- 
ate twenty-five thousand more dollars for the purpose of maintaining 
the commission, which shall continue the tests. It is alleged that this 
is unnecessary, first for the benefitof the industries of the country, and 
second for the benefit of science, and I speak of science first. 

In my opinion we have spent altogether too much money on such 
scientific propositions, as arctic explorations and subjects of that char- 
acter, which are just precisely such things as this, because turning to 
the industries of this country and the practical benefit which it is sought 
by this proposed commission to confer it will be found that itis a bene- 
fit that will accrue to large corporations solely, or which will accrue to 
those who are building large structures, and who must necessarily pro- 
vide steel and iron and other structural materials in large masses, But, 
Mr. Chairman, you take an ordinary mechanic of the country, using 
steel and iron for ordinary p in a house for instance, or in a 
blacksmith-shop; there is no necessity that he shall test their tensile 
strength. Probably he knows what it is in advance from experience, 
and hence he has no need for such tests as are contemplated by this bill, 
which will benefit only those who use great masses of metal as, say, in 
large bridges or in the machinery or structures of corporations. 

Now, I assert that so faras they are concerned they are able to make 
their own experiments. If, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] said, it be true that these tests would save in the erection of 
a bridge or building of a vessel hundreds of thousands of dollars, then 
that fact of itself is an inducement to the owner or contractor himself to 
make these tests or have them made at the Watertown arsenal for the 
purpose of effecting this saving. That might not be true in the case of a 
contractor fora Government vessel, because then he must follow speciñ- 
cations, but it would be true in the case of an owner or contractor for 
any other work than Government work; and I can not see why the 
Government should expend this additional $25,000 for the benefit of a 
class of men, few in number, who are abundantly able to make that 
expenditure for themselves, especially as the profit must accrue to them. 


I would very much rather vote to give to the widow of the dead soldier 
$12 a month than to give to this commission $25,000 for the purpose 
of making these tests. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman now yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Les, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you not think the Government itself should 
understand the tensile power of iron and steel in order to make con- 
tracts? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, sir; and thelast commission gave 
it that information. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have no desire to consume the time of the com- 
mittee, and should like to havea vote, if possible, thismorning. With 
that view I yield back the time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
LMr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise 
to report the bill back to the Honse. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope that will not be done, I desire to be heard 
on this question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can the bill be read at this time? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection to the bill being again read, but 
not in my time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. 
hour for the consideration of the bill expired ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. Five minutes of the hour still re- 
main. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, a number of years ago the Govern- 
ment, havinga difficulty in testing the metals of which its various struct- 
ures were made, resolved to try to get a testing-machine that would facil- 
itate and make certain that work. A certain appropriation was made, 
if I remember correctly it was $25,000, for the construction of such a 
machine. A machinist of the State of New York undertook the work, 
and at Watertown constructed the machine that has been mentioned 
in this debate. The Government paid him not only the $25,000 orig- 
nally contracted for, but, as I now remember, about $30,000 more. 

Soon after the construction of that machine, in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, as will be remembered by those here who were members of that 
Congress, a proposition was brought before this body to throw open 
that machine to private individuals for the purpose of testing bridge 
and other structural material. 

The machine is a marvelous one. It has been properly said—I do 
not know whether the remark has been made to-day, but it has been 
made in Congress heretofore—that this machine will test the strength 
of a single hair or of a beam that takes 800,000 pounds to part it. The 
proposition to throw that machine open to the use of the public passed, 
and as a consequence the man who built the machine claimed that the 
Government had injured him by giving the public general use of it, 
and came before the last Congress, and I presume is before this Congress, 
asking $200,000. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. McMILLIN. In one moment I will yield to the gentleman. 
Now, the parties using that machine under the act of 1871 did not 
have to pay any part of the construction of the machine, but simply 
the expense of using it, and if I can read through the cracks sufficiently 
this proposition is to get rid of paying anything for its use; that is the 
plain English of this proceeding; and the question here 1s whether this 
House will require parties to pay the pittances heretofore paid to get 
their work well done, or will it appoint n commission to sit at the dis- 
cretion of the President four years, eight years, twelve years, or twenty 
years, as the Presidents of the United Btates may desire, and draw 
$25,000 per annum for their salary. That is the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I insist on my motion that the 
committee rise. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield now to the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. SEYMOUR] for a question. 

Mr,SEYMOUR. Does not the e N remember that the greater 
portion of the claim made here in the last Congress by the inventor was 
not for his invention, but for material and money actually expended by 
him and for the time he had expended on this at the Government's 
request; and that it was admitted by everybody that there was at least 
$60,000 due him for time and labor, to say nothing of the value of the 
invention? 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the contrary, there was not an admission on 
the part of everybody that there was $60,000 due him. He claimed 
there was an additional amount due on the original construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The morning hour has expired, and the commit- 
tee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5555) authorizing the President to appoint a commission of 


Has not the 
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experts, skilled in the investigation, production, and use of metallic sub- 
stances and otherstructural materials, to execute tests and experiments 
on iron, steel, and other materials used in the construction of bridges, 
buildings, and mechanical structures, and deduce useful rules there- 
from, had come to no resolution thereon. 


PENSIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the p of con- 
sidering the bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CRISP in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills. ‘The bill first in order 
is the unfinished business, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill H. R. 5201) making ap tions for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions for the fiscal year ing June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


acne CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
e floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. CAN NON. Ipropose to use a portion of that time. This bill, as 
has been stated, carries $75,000,000 for pensions. The annual amount 
of the pension-roll now, saying nothing about the payment of arrears, 
is about $39,000,000. It is gradually increasing from year to year, and 
properly so, and no doubt will increase in the future. 

A MEMBER. Not long. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘There are many propositions made from time to 
time in the House and the Senate for a change in the law touching pen- 
sions. One with which gentlemen are quite familiar is to repeal the 
limitation in the arrears act—to my mind a very proper Sangia do— 
placing all soldiers upon an exact equality in this The cost, as 
near as can be estimated, would be from $150,000,000 to $222,000, 000. 

The latteris the maximum estimate, and my own impression isthatone 
hundred and fifty millions would be more nearly right. A bill 
the House a few days ago increasing the pensions of widows and depend- 
ent parents to $12 a month, which will involve a cost of from six to seven 
million dollars per annum if the bill should become a law, as I think 
it should. Again, I am informed that there are various bills pending 
before the appropriate committees, some of which should be enacted. 
There are bills pending, as I understand, to place upon the pension- 
roll all soldiers of the late war who were honorably di That 
is a measure which has a great many advocates throughout the country 
and many upon this floor. I want to speak of it a moment now in con- 
nection with another proposition to which I wish to call attention. 
Two million eight hundred and fifty thousand enlistments is the best 
estimate we can get, and doubtless it is very nearly correct, as the 
total number of enlistments during the late war. 

Probably 550,000 of those were double enlistments, giving 2,300,000 
as the number of original enlistments. If you deductfrom that 800,000, 
which, as near as I can ascertain after careful inquiry, is about the 
number of those soldiers who were killed or who died eaving no sur- 
viving widows or minor children, it leaves a million and a half as the 
number who will receive a service pension in the event of the 
of the bill referred to. The average pension of those now upon the 
roll is about $110 per annum; but count the average at about $100 if 
the service pension should be given. That would make the cost of 

this bill, after deducting those now on the roll, $117,970,000 
per 3 Add to that the $39,000,000, the amount of the annual 
roll now, and Lat have 8156,00, 000 expenditure per annum as the 
result of such egislation—legislation which, in my judgment, ought 
not to be enacted. 

Yet there is a growing public opinion demanding it, and I have no 
doubt that the time will come when a bill will pass with perhaps some 
restrictions giving a service pension to the soldiers of the war. 
But I fear that such | at this time would do much to break 
down the policy of the Government which has been pursued since its 
formation, namely, to rely upon a citizen soldiery for defense, because 
it would be seen at once that if the pension-roll were to be swollen to 
that extent it would beget a burden of taxation which would be felt 
as a grievance even by the very men receiving the pensions, and would 
postpone, if not render impossible, the repeal of the limitation of the ar- 
rears-of-pension act and various other provisions for soldiers who are 
actually disabled. 

Yet, as I have said, I do believe that the public opinion demanding 
such legislation will continué to grow unless apt and proper legislation is 
had in another direction, and itis to this other legislation that I now wish 
to refer very briefly. There is scarcely a neighborhood in this country 
in which are not found one or more soldiers who are disabled on account 
of service in the late war, and who arenot on the pension-roll owing to 
their inability to make the technical proof prescribed by the Pension 


Office, and many of these were the most meritorious soldiers in the serv- 


ice. 

To illustrate: A soldier makes his application for pension; his Gov- 
ernment, after due examination by its surgeons, mustered him into the 
service; the law required that he should be a sound man and fill the 
regulations; but he is now required to prove that he was not disabled 
at time of muster (his muster should be conclusive upon that point). 
Again, if there is no record of his disability or treatment in hospital, 
then he must make strong proof that the disability was incurred in 
the line of duty; the regimental surgeons, his officers and comrades, 
are frequently found to have died, in other cases are found to be living 
in distant parts of the country, and frequently not to be found at all, 
and when found are not able to recollect with sufficient the 
exact injury received and the circumstances under which it was in- 

Many soldiers have said to me that as a general rule a hos- 
pital record was the most undesirable thing a good soldier could have 
while in the service, but the most useful thing a disabled soldier could 
have when it comes to procuring a pension. 

After very careful inquiry, as nearly as I can ascertain, there are one 
hundred thousand soldiers of the late war—not more than that number— 
whoaredisabled, who were honorably discharged, and who are dependent 
upon their labor in whole or in part for support, and who can not make 
the technical proof—often in my opinion too technical—to have their 
names written upon the pension-roll. Many of these are in the poor- 
house, many receive charitable aid, many are suffering for the want of 
the necessaries of life and too proud to ask of individuals or munici- 
palities that aid which the Government they helped to save owes them, 
and which they can not receive on account of the strictness of proof 
required. 

it is time for Congress to stepin and cut the gordian knot; it is time 
as to this class of cases for Congress to set aside the regulations and pre- 
cedents made by the Pension Office, and by law to place this class of 
soldiers upon the pension-roll without further proof. This act of tardy 
justice is not only proper for the soldier, but would prove a measure of 
economy tothe Treasury; for the growing demand to now give every sol- 
dier a service pension receives its principal strength from the failure to 
pension these applicants that everybody knows should be pensioned. 

Now a word as to the cost of the proposed legislation. The average 
annual yalue of each pension of the 345,000 now on the roll is $110.36. 
Placing the average annual pension to each of the 100,000 persons pro- 
posed would make the amount $10,000,000 a year as the cost of the 

legislation. 

I would couple, however, with such legislation, if I had the power 
to write legislation upon the statute-book, a provision which would 
pension the dependent parent who is now dependent. You all under- 
stand what the law is on that subject at the present time. Before the 
old father or mother who lost a son in the Army can obtain a pension 
not only must dependence be proved, but it must also be proved that 
the father or the mother was dependent at the time of the death of the 


son. 
egi TOWNSHEND. Has not that law been changed? I think it 


Mr. CANNON. No, sir; it hasnot been. The Senate last Congress 
passed a bill changing it. 

Mr. CANNON. Tho a quando bill las changin 

a t Congress the 

law in that respect, and also eee re ee den who pen fee een 
and can not make the technical proof required should be pensioned with- 
out farther but the bill hailed in the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let meask the gentleman whether the Con- 
gress before the last did not pass the Warner bill, which made that 
in the law? The bill passed the House, and I supposed it passed the 


Mr. CANNON. No; the change in the law has not been made. 

WNSHEND. Such a bill passed the House. 

I have but little time, and I want to hasten on. 

. ‘The Warner bill did pass in the Congress be- 
fore the last It passed the House; I do not know whether it passed 

e Senate 

— BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It did not become a law. 

Mr. CANNO N. The Senate bill, which contained both of these pro- 
visions, and which passed the Senate in the last dik — cas 
the House. But it does not make much difference what passed the 
House or Senate last Congress or the Congress before or any other Con- 
gress. This Congress should not stand upon the merit or demerit of 
any Congress. The question is, what is the law now and what 
changes should be made? 

I was speaking of the question of pensioning dependent parents. In 
most instances, when the vigorous boy was just growing into manhood 
he enlisted. Up to that time he had been dependent upon his parents, 
rather than they dependent upon him. When he lost his life in the 
Army the staff upon which the parents ed for sapere in old 
age was taken away. Twenty years have passed, and old sod 
erty have come upon many of them. They are not like o 
who did not lose sons in the war. Yet you ask these people, 8 
1 proper at the time of its passage, to prove they were depend - 
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ent twenty years ago. 


Now, this legislation tonching dependent par- 
ents would not be a very expensive matter. I have not estimated this 
expense, but I have inquired the expense of the other provision dili- 
gently. 

Another thing: We have now, and properly, under the law as it is, a 


wonderfully expensive clerical force and a force of special agents in the 
Pension Bureau, a large clerical force in the Adjutant-General’s Office 
and in the Surgeon-General’s Office. Under existing law this force 
must remain for a long time. Have gentlemen looked to see what that 
force costs? In the Pension Office, saying nothing about the building, 
saying nothing about contingent expenses, stationery, and many other 
it costs $3,149,000 a year to keep a force of special agents and 
a clerical force to adjudicate these claims. More than that, as nearly 
as I can tell it costs about $2,000,000 in the Adjutant-General’s Office, 
in the Surgeon-General’s Office, and elsewhere in the Departments of 
the Government, making over $5,000,000 per annum. Now, Iam not 
here to say that this force is too great under existing law; but I dosay 
that the proposed legislation would only cost $10,000,000 a year, and 
that a large part of this force costing $5,000,000 a year could soon be dis- 
pensed with, and that it would be better to pay this money to worthy 
soldiers than to an army of office-holders, many of whom, it appears to 
me, spend much of their time in trying to keep applicants off the pen- 
sion-roll rather than to ite the allowance of their claims. 
[Here the hammer fell. f 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally, when several messages in writing 
from the President of the United States were communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stew- 
art, of La ette County, Mississippi; 

An act (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 
Rosser; and 

An act (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But- 
ler, of Missouri. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, althougha member of the committee 
which, reported this bill, and also of thesubcommittee originally charged 
with its tion, I had no purpose, and, I may add, no wish, to par- 
ticipate in its discussion on the floor of this House. I had supposed, Mr. 
Chairman, that, following the salutary custom hitherto, a bill simply 
making appropriations for the payment of pensions due under existing 
law, and as to which all of us are agreed, would pass the Committee of the 
Whole and the House without any remarks that would necessarily 
call for reply. But my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], in the 
speech submitted by him on last Thursday, for reasons which I have 
no doubt were satisfactory to himself, but as it seems to me understress 


ofa political , departed from this custom and treated the House 
to what is happily somewhat novel recent debates, an old-time, regu- 
ion, poli and sectional speech. 
It was scarcely , Mr. Chairman, and yet it was exceedingly 


necessary, 
natural, that the gentleman should pause, from time to time, in the line 
of his remarks to assure this side of the House that he was animated 
only by the kindliest feeling. Those of us who know the frankness of 
the man and the gallantry of the soldier, could have no doubt on that 
point. We well understood that it was, after all, but stage thunder, 
or, if the gentleman will allow me to say it, stage roaring; and when 
the necessities of the occasion allow him to doff the political mask we 
shall see that he, like Snug the joiner, is a very gentle beast and of 
a good conscience. [Laughter and applause. ] 

ut, Mr. Chairman, he presented to us on last Thursday the melan- 
choly spectacle of a politician in search of a political issue. Are there 
no present issues which call for the thoughtful attention of the patriot 
and the statesman? Are there no great economic issues which loom 
portentous on the political horizon of this country that my friend should 
turn deliberately from the present and from the future and introduce 
into this body „ 

In attempting to follow him, as a member of the same committee, I 
shall, occasionally have to do that which I never expected to 
do on this floor, engage in remarks somewhat . Of that parti- 
sanship which consists in full and stout belief in the principles of one’s 
party, and which desires to see those principles applied in the adminis- 

tration of public affairs, I am as guilty as any member on this floor; 
but of that i ip which cankers the personal feelings, and finds 
expression either in or sectional prejudice, I hope I am as free 
us any member on this floor. But if I am not mistaken, Mr. Chair- 
man, there is no longer any successful conjuring with the issues raised 
by the gentleman from Iowa. If I do not mistake the recent action of 
the American e ee e mistake the general temper of the peo- 
ple, the sectional issue wherever raised and by whomsoever raised, will 
never lead man or party to another political victory in this country. 
. 

{ The gent began his remarks by stating that the amount pro- 


posed to be appropriated by this bill was more than $1,000,000 less than 
the average appropriation for the past six years. That, Mr. Chairman, 
even if correct, and it is not, is not a matter of any consequence what- 
ever. The amoynt proposed to be appropriated is the exact sum esti- 
mated by the 8 for the needs of the coming fiscal year. 
Whether it be more or whether it be less than the appropriation for 
the last fiscal year is not, I say, a matter of any moment. No party 
that has ever held power in this House, whether the preponderance lay 
upon that side or upon this, has ever failed to make ample appropria- 
tions for the payment of pensions. And whether the Republicans held 
sway or the! confederate brigadiers in this House, no pensioner on your 
pension-roll has had to wait onc day beyond the allotted time for the 
receipt of his pension because of any failure here to provide the money. 
Neither party can claim precedence over the other, neither party can 
censure the other for dereliction in this respect. If there has ever been 
a deficiency in the amount appropriated, it has been only because the 
estimates from the Department itself have been erroneous. 

No ground exists for boasting on the one side or the other, and I 
do not believe any ground ever will exist for such boasting, because I do 
not believe any House will ever sit here that will refuse to appropriate, 
promptly, every dollar to pay pensions as they accrue under existing 

W. 


Ah, Mr. Chairman, there is a danger far greater than this. There is 
rather the danger that henceforward men, in both parties, will so insult 
the ex-soldiers of this country as to suppose that theirs is a vote which 
can be obtained for partisan purposes, by holding out to them unlimited 
largesses from the public Treasury. This, I repeat, is the danger of 
the future, rather than that there will be lack of funds to meet just 
demands under existing laws. 

Sir, in the course of that debate the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
Hiscock ], trusting to his memory and notexamining the record, plunged 
into the discussion and said that in the last session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress there was a deliberate cutting down of the appropriation to 
the amount of $16,000,000 in the pension bill, for the purpose of throw- 
ing upon the incoming Republican House the necessity of making an 
extravagant appropriation. In order that I may not misquote him I 
turn to the official record of this House and find his language there. He 
says: 

The matter was discussed; and it was said, If we do not eee enough, 
a Republican Congress will be in session before there will any necessity to 
expend the money, and they can appropriate it.“ Instead of the sum being 
charged to the Democratic party, it was c! to us. We were compelled to 
make the appropriation or there would have no money in the Treasury to 
answer the drafts made on behalf of the pensioners. Sixteen millions of dol- 
lars! There could be no mistake of arithmetic in reference to so a sum as 
that—nearly one-quarter of the whole bill. So far as that item is concerned, it 
is reported by the committee on this bill; yet a Democratic committee reported 
a bill—we could protest against it, of course rted a bill embracing an ag- 
gregate appropriation which any arithmetical calculation would have demon- 
strated was insufficient for the needs of the service. 

And, further, in answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]: 

The subcommittee delegated to in e the question came to the conclu- 
sion that it was insufficient; but the result was that these $16,000,000 were not 
appropriated. 

Now, sir, I return to the Recorp of the last session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and find that the pension appropriation bill then reported 
was not debated in the House in any form ofcontroversy, was not ceriti- 
cised in this House on the score of its insufficiency in any manner 
whatever. The gentleman from New York was a member of the com- 
mittee on Appropriations. If this fact had been developed in commit- 
tee why did not the gentleman come into the House and raise his voice 
against the passage of the bill? On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, that 
bill in the Forty-sixth Congress, although reported from a Democratic 
committee had, as the chairman of the subcommittee reporting it and 
carryingit crt, as House, that distinguished and unmistakable Re- 
publican leader, Mr. Jay Hubbell, of Michi, He not only madeno 
suggestion in the consideration of the bill, that it was insufficient for the 
demands of the public service, but expressly averred that it exactly fol- 
lowed the Book of Estimates. 

The total amount— 

So reads the report— 
recommended in the bill carries $50,000,000, exactly the amount recommended 
by the estimates, 

And, mark you, those were the estimates sent down by a Republican 
Commissioner of Pensions through a Republican Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

In the course of his remarks Mr. Hubbell seemed called upon to ex- 
plain why so large an appropriation was made, and he introduced into 
his some very salutary reflections on the necessity of guarding 
this beneficent system of pensions against the frauds supposed to be 
perpetrated under it. 

So much for the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 

Let me further say that in the method of dealing with the pension 
appropriations at the Department, there can, in the strict sense of the 
word, benodeficiency. ‘They are not settled, strictly from year to year, 
as is the case with the other annual appropriations. They are trea 
as continuing appropriations against which orders or drafts are drawn; 
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and when the amount becomes low Congress is called upon to supply 
additional funds; so if there had been any criticism upon the pension 
appropriation bill of the Forty-sixth Con: reported and carried 
through the House by Mr. Jay Hubbell, I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
why was it that his party, subsequently thereto, selected him, as had 
been done previously, to conduct the Congressional campaign of 1882, 
and gave him as his most eflicient adjutant my distinguished friend 
from Iowa? The reputation of my friend from lowa on this side of the 
House is an honored one, and I wish to assure him of the united thanks 
both of my political associates and myself for the manner in which that 
campaign was conducted, because I feel that neither he nor Mr. Hub- 
bell will ever have the thanks due to their exertions from the other 
side of the House. [Langhter. ] 

The gentleman criticised the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, because he called upon the Commissioner of Pensions to an- 
swer some questions as to the amount probably necessary to meet the 
payment under the existing laws, and under the proposed changes in 

e law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose that any member of this House, to 
aid him in the performance of a public duty, has the right to call on 
any Department for the information it may be able to furnish. I sup- 
pose there is no man in this House who, with greater propriety than the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], by virtue of his posi- 
tion on this side, by virtue of his position as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, could call upon the Commissioner of Pensions 
for information desired with reference to legislation proposed in this 
body. But the gentleman is not satisfied; in fact he expresses vigorous 
dissatisfaction with the answer received from the Pension Office. 

I am not here to defend any officer in any Department of this Govern- 
ment, Each man must make his own record; but I do insist that the 
remark of the gentleman from Iowa was not just to the Commissioner of 
Pensions. Whenthe vacancy occurred in the Pension Office with the in- 
coming administration, there was probably as much anxiety and as much 
interest in the country to know whom the President would select for that 
high and responsible position as for any other place in his power; and 
when the choice finally fell upon this distinguished soldier from Illinois, 
there was, I believe, general expression throughout the country that a 
wiseand patriotic choice had been made, and that the office would be con- 
ducted under him in a spirit of fidelity to the people of the country and 
of fairness to all his fellow-soldiers. 

I have no long-standing acquaintance with General Black. But I do 
know that with the first gun that signaled the opening of our civil 
‘strife he volunteered into your service as a private soldier. I know 
that through four and a half years of service, in which he did not lay 
down his arms until the last echo of a hostile gun had died out in the 
land, he had fought himself up from rank to rank until he commanded 
a brigade, bearing upon his person the disabling marks of his own faith- 
ful service. It was I say a wise and patriotic choice made by the Presi- 
dent, and I do not believe anything has developed since then, certainly 
nothing has developed in these letters which my friend so criticises, to 
forfeit to the slightest extent the growing confidence of the people in 
that officer. 

Sir, I turn to the report of the Pension Office forthe past fiscal year, 
and I find this significant fact that since he has been in the charge of 
that office the delay which so often amounts to a denial of justice, es- 
pecially in pension cases, has been greatly mitigated. I turn to the 
table in connection with this report and find that out of between 35,000 
and 36,000 cases adjudicated and allowed in the last year, 16,000 of 
them belonged to the time between the 17th day of March when Gen- 
eral Black became Commissioner and the Ist of July, and 19,000 to the 
nearly nine months of the rest of the year. 

But the gentleman from Iowa, in vigorous language, says that in mak- 
ing reply to the letter of the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions he has inserted into the stomach of that letter a ninety-three mill- 
ion dollar lie; and to prove that, he takes two items upon which he com- 
ments and to which I will now call the attention of the committee. 
When asked for an estimate of the amount which will have to be paid 
under the arrears-of-pensions act, if existing limitations are repealed, he 
answers $302,000,000. In answer to the question as to the amount that 
has been paid hitherto he gives the sum as $179,000,000. Now, I per- 
fectly agree with my friend from Iowa, and upon that point I will be 
as frank as possible, that the $302,000,000, if we take the language in 
which its summing up is made, is a mistake. What General Black 
claims, and claims stoutly to this day, is that he understood those ques- 
tions asked by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in a 
different manner from what they are understood by the gentleman from 
Jowa and myself. In order to ascertain whether there is a mistake or 
not—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Since the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has the ear of General Black, will he inform me whether he also 
claims that he misunderstood the letter I addressed to him trying to 
correct him, after which he still reiterated that $302,000,000 would be 
the result of the proposed legislation? 
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Mr. WILSON. I speak not from having the ear of General Black, 
but largely from the answer to your letter which you quoted. The 
first question asked by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was: 

What has been the cost to the Government to date as the result of the passage 
of the acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879, extending the limitation in the filing 
of applications for pension, and what will be the probable expenditure under 
the operation of said ucts without regard to the second proposition? 

The Commissioner answers, as to the first, $179,404,872.96, and that 
there are now pending in the Pension Office claims, undisposed of but 
filed before the limitations on the arrears act became operative, which 
will probably call for a payment cf $80,000,000. 

Now that question was: What has been the cost to the Government 
to date, &c.? Then comes the second question: 

ill be th bable if Congress repeals the limitations im 
. Janoary i5 = March 4.1307 eS e 

The Commissioner understood that to mean —what will have to be 
paid from this time forward, supposing such a repeal to be made, upon 
cases in your office, and answered correctly, $302,000,000; whereas I 
perfectly agree with my friend from Iowa that the cost of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] would 
be, on the basis of claims already filed, $80,000,000 less than that; that 
is to say, $222,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit chat this missumming up, if I may so call 
it, which includes $80,000,000 of what the gentleman in vigorous lan- 
guage has declared to be a ninety-three million dollar lie, was no false- 
hood but carried with it its own correction, on the face of the statement, 
and could mislead no one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will it disturb the gentleman if I in- 
terrupt him ? 

Mr. WILSON. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman makes the point that 
the Commissioner may have made a mistake. I made no complaint 
until I addressed him a letter, a letter prepared with care, and submit- 
ted to Mr. Courts, the clerk of the committee, getting his aid to make 
it clear and forcible, and the Commissioner of Pensions still would not 
yield or take back his error, but insisted, in answer to my question, 
that $302,000,000 would be the result of the passage of the pending 
bill. Now, if the gentleman desires to do me justice in this debate, 
let him tell this House and the country why the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions reiterated and held to his position after I had so emphatically 
and kindly brought his error to his attention? 

Mr. WILSON. In answer to that I point the gentleman to the letter 
written by the Commissioner of Pensions on the 5th day of February, 
in which he answered each one of those questions separately, a letter 
which was published by direction of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and a copy thereof mailed to every member of this House, in which let- 
ter the Commissioner says that the net additional cost to the Govern- 
ment which the proposed repeal of the limitation act of 1879 will entail 
is $222,368,100. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman reads, does he not, 
from the letter which was written to fix up the record after we had the 
Commissioner in the Committee on Appropriations and had dislodged 
him from his fallacious position? 

Mr. WILSON. I read, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You read from letter number two, do 
you not? 

Mr. WILSON. Ves, sir. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Commissioner of Pensions had had any 
purpose to deceive this House or to exaggerate these figures, so as to 
alarm Congress and the country, would he have submitted to the House 
in his first letter the basis of his calculation? Would he have given 
us the figures and the mathematical calculations themselves so that 
anybody could verify them or see the mistake if there was a mistake? 
Sir, the Commissioner of Pensions, so far from making any effort of that 
kind, has declared himself, in his annual report, in favor of the repeal of 
the limitation on the arrears act—a declaration which I fail to find in 
the reports of his predecessor, if there is any merit in that. 

The Commissioner of Pensions further confines his calculation to the 
claims now pending in the Pension Office without taking into account 
the claims to be filed in the future, while the record shows that forty 
thousand claims were filed last year, and further shows that when the 
act of January 29, 1879, was passed itso stimulated the filing of claims 
that the number ran up from about fifty-seven thousand to one hun- 
dred and forty thousand the following year. So that, instead of the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] being cor- 
rect, that not over $150,000,000 would be needed to meet the cost of 
theamendment proposed by the gentieman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE], 
the $202,000,000 would be required to meet it in cases already pending 
in the Pension Office. There are two hundred thousand rejected pen- 
sion cases, about 10 or 15 per cent. of which it is calculated will yet be 
allowed, and there is also an indefinite number yet to be filed in the 
fature, which go to swell the probable amount and to show that the 

te may even reach $100,000,000 more than the estimate of Com- 
missioner Black. 

But the gentleman from Icwa [Mr. HENDERSON ], taking the mathe- 
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matical calculations of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
insists that there is also a mistake of $13,000,0C0 in the figures of the 
Commissioner, because the Commissioner calculated that the claims 
filed prior to June 30, 1880, and therefore entitled to arrears under 
the law, would be entitled to an average of $1,500 apiece as arrears, 
calculated on the basis of $100 a year—but, when he comes to calculate 
the one hundred and seventy odd thousand claims now pending, he in- 
creases the average of arrears to $1,800 instead of $1,500. The gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. McComas] and the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] claim that here is an additional mistake of $13,000,- 
000. Why, sir, when the claims filed before July, 1880, and therefore 
entitled to fifteen years’ are thrown into the general mass of 
claims since filed, forty thousand of which were filed last year, and 
would therefore call for arrears for twenty years, we see at once that the 
average changes, and that the Commissioner was justified in taking 
eighteen years as the average, instead of fifteen, and the thirteen mill- 
jon-dollar ‘‘mistake’’ discovered by these gentlemen vanishes into 
thinnest air. 

The only other attack upon the Commissioner to which I will allude 
now is the singular one made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS], when he asked the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]: IS 
the gentleman aware that the present Commissioner of Pensions has 
kept Republican members of Congress standing in the anteroom while 
he was conferring with Democratic members as to who should be dis- 
charged???’ Did my friend from Kansas desire to be invited into that 
conference? Had he not rather remain in the anteroom than go in and 
participate in such a conference with the Commissioner of Pensions? I 
have no doubt, sir, that if he disclosed all that rests upon his political 
conscience he could a tale unfold that would mightily help the delib- 
erations of such a conference. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a word? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. I made that inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio 
while he was descanting upon the beauties of the reforms inaugurated 
by the present administration and contrasting it with its predecessor, 
and I would like to ask the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
sox] now if he ever knew a ee Commissioner of Pensions keep 
a member of waiting while he was conferring with his politi- 
cal associates as to who should be discharged from office. 

Mr. WILSON. Why, sir, I suppose that in September, October, and 
November, 1884, when Mr. Commissioner Dudley was in Ohio and In- 
diana conducting the political campaign a great many Democrats may 
have been kept waiting to see him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. But did not Commissioner Dudley differ from the 

resent Commissioner in this particular, that he resigned his office when 
* determined to in polities? 

Mr. WILSON. Heresigned to take effect on the 10th day of Novem- 
ber, after the Presidential election. I say, sir, I donot blame the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for not allowing my friend to come into confer- 
ence. I do not blame him for fearing these Kansas ‘‘Greeks,’’? even 
‘hearing presents.“ But L think the general sentiment of the pee 
this country will commend the Commissioner of Pensions for holding 
these conferences; I suggest that it would be a gratification to the Dem- 
ocratic people of the country if such conferences took place more fre- 
quently, and they commend the example of the Commissioner, in this 
respect, to other officers in charge of high Departments of this Govern- 
ment. 

I believe as firmly in civil-service reform as any man in this country, 
but I do not believe the way to reform a partisan civil service is to pre- 
serve it in amber. 

I see the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN] has just come 
in; and I turn aside a moment from the line of my remarks to call at- 
tention to a statement of his in the course ofthis debate. He stateson 
page 1747 of the RECORD the number of invalid-pension claims allowed 
up to this time as amounting to 531,000. Now, my friend from Tili- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who opened the debate on this bill, said that 
not one-tenth of the soldiers of the Army had yet been placed upon the 
pension-roll. I find here a calculation of Mr. Dudley, the late Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, in his report for 1882, who had verified his examina- 
tions by the records, that counting re-enlistments, the number of soldiers 
upon the roll during the last war, was a little more than 2,000,000, I 
believe 2,063,000, and the statement of the gentleman from Michigan 
would show that more than one-fourth of these have been placed upon 
the pension-roll, a fact which I do not quote with the view of criticising 
that statement, but to call attention to a subsequent remark made by 
him, when, in answer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], he 
said that about half of these pensioners were Democrats. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If I said that 531,000 pension claims had been 
aes I misspoke; I meant to say that number of claims had been 

ed 


Mr. WILSON. The language of the gentleman is, 531, 000 invalid 
pensions have already been granted.“ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not intend to say that. The number of 
invalid-pension claims filed is, I think, between 530,000 and 540,000— 
probably nearer the latter number than the former. I spoke simply 
from general recollection. 


Mr. WILSON. A further statement of the gentleman was that 
about one-half of these pensioners were Democrats. Now, I have heard 
all my life that the great mass of the Federal Army was composed of 
our friends on the other side, that it was only a peculiar fragment of 
the Democratic party that was “roped into” the service. Now, it 
would seem supposing the Democratic soldiers in the Federal Army 
not to have been as numerous as the Republican, that they must, in 
common phrase, have done the heft’? of the fighting or so many would 
ae agi got wounded and crippled and killed. [Laughter and ap- 

use. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to another point in the speech of my 
friend from Iowa, which he said he approached with reluctance; and I 
know that a man of his generous impulses must have approached such a 
line of argument with genuine reluctance. I refer to that part of his 
speech where he commented upon the vote on this side of the House 
upon the bill passed, some weeks ago, to increase widows’ pensions from 

to $12a month. Turning to that vote he had read from the Clerk’s 
desk the names of 66 Democrats who voted in the negative, and he had 
added to each name the Jocality from which the gentleman came; and 
when he found that of those 66 members 64 came from the States of 
the South, he used this emphatic language: 

When 64 members upon that side of the House, all from the South, said that 
$12 were too much to pay a widow, I say that the sectional lines were kept up 
and the bloody shirt was unfurled in our faces, 

Mr. Chairman, who originally fixed the widows’ pension at $8 a 
month? It was fixed by the party upon the other side of this House 
while war was flagrant in the land, when the losses were freshest and 
the needs of the widows were sorest; and it was fixed at $8 a month 
pen the currency of this country was not half so valuable as it is to- 

y. 

Mr. MORRILL. Was not the rate of $8 per month fixed in 1816? 

Mr. WILSON. Not the rate for widows’ pensions. As I under- 
stand, this pension was not fixed until 1862. I may be mistaken about 
that; but I am proceeding on that assumption, that widows were not 
included in the pension-list until that time. You gentlemen on the 
other side made the law that placed widows upon the pension-list; you 
fixed the amount at $8a month. During all the years of the war, dur- 
ing all the subsequent years when your control was supreme in every 
department of the Government, you kept that pension at that sum. In 
the Forty-seventh Congress, when once again you came into power in 
this House, you maintained this pension at that rate. Vet when sixty- 
four gentlemen on this side of the House voted that this pension of $8 a 
month—worth now $16 of the currency that you originally voted to 
these widows—was in their j t sufficient, the gentleman from 
Iowa says that they ‘‘unfurled the bloody shirt in the faces” of his 
friends. Why, gentlemen, the banner which they unfurled in the faces 
of your friends is the banner that you unfurled and kept unfurled in 
the faces of the widows and orphans of the soldiers. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I know that in dealing with this question I am tread- 
ing upon ashes beneath which fires may yet be smouldering. It was my 
fortune to exchange the books of a school-boy for the equipments of a 
private soldier and to follow, inthat humble capacity, the flag of my 
State against the flag of my country, but I will say to the gentleman 
that he will go no further than I will in voting everything that is 
just, everything that is fair, everything that consists with the faith 
and the liberality of this country to the soldiers who foughtin behalf 
of thisGovernment. Sir, I regretted to hear the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], in the course of his remarks the other day, comment, 
with some bitterness, on the fact that at one or two points in the South, 
the people had reared modest memorials to their dead soldiers. Sir, 
such an utterance does not become a magnanimous man. Such an ut- 
terance scarcely comports with the brave and manly character of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

It is true the Southern people, here and there, have erected humble 
monuments over the gravesof their sons, their brothers, and their fathers. 
It is true that they meet when spring comes to fling on those graves 
the choicest flowers of their section. 1 9 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. But they do it in no spirit of disloyalty to 
their country. There is no influence brooding above those graves to 
kindle any such flames in their bosoms. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. The men who sleep beneath that sod are 
not the men to come back, even if they could, with weakly lamenta- 
tions and whisperings of revenge. They do not come, like the phantom 
hosts of Admiral Hosier, to vex the ears of friends and survivors with 
repinings. Those survivors discharge a duty for which no man should 
upbraid them, and for which every brave man ought to respect them. 
They can, from that sod which to them is sacred ground, appeal to the 
Searcher of all hearts and declare they cherish neither purpose, wish, 
nor imagination that does not throb for the glory and the greatness of 
the American Union. [Applause.] 

Sir, as I go back in memory once again to take my place, an humble 
private in those half-clad, half-fed, but uncomplaining ranks, as I 
plunge once again into the stifling smoke of the Wilderness, or listen to 
the swelling diapason of the artillery about the Crater, as I gaze on the 
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ashen faces of the dead, drink in the delirium of the wild yell that 
signaled the advancing column, or feel the awful death-like stillness 
that settled over the sullen and defiant retreat, I encounter no influ- 
ences, I catch no voice, I feel the kindling of no sentiment that does not 
urge me in the position I now occupy to do my whole duty to my 
country and to every section of it. 1 As I look back to 
that dread panorama, after the lapse of twenty years, I see, or I seem 
to see, but the stately stepping of that Providence which was using the 
wrath of man to work out its own comprehensive and beneficent pur- 


The institution of slavery was the baleful heritage which came down 
to us from our fathers. For its introduction and perpetuation no one 
section of this country was more responsible than another. In the 
growth and development of the country economic considerations fast- 
ened it upon one section and freed the other sections from it; so itcame 
to pass if to the people of the South to hold on to it seemed death, to 
let it go seemed also death. It had become so wrought into the social 
and political organism of our body-politic that, in my humble judgment, 
nothing less than the heroic surgery of a great civil war could eradicate 
it. The immedicable wound would yield to nothing but the sword, 
and the sword pierced very near to the nation’s heart; but if the 
anguish is over, if the wound is healing, what wisdom, what patriotism, 
what magnanimity in seeking to make it bleed afresh? 

Mr. Chairman, the time has come, and I agree with my friend from 
Towa, the time has come when we of the South not less than men of 
the North rejoice in the substantial results of the war. [Great ap- 
plause.] We feel, no less than you do, those results were worth all the 
sacrifice necessary to secure them. The immense treasure poured out 
by the North, with its precious expenditure of human life, the immense 
treasure poured out by the South, with its precious expenditure of hu- 
man life, its draught of the bitter cup of defeat, whose awful bitterness 
no one can know who has never tasted of it, have purchased not the 
mere preservation of the Union; that was the prime object but the least 
result of the war. Greater than the preservation of this Federal Union 
was the extinction of the institution of slavery, and greater than the 
extinction of the institution of slavery is the total annihilation of every 
ground, occasion, or excuse for further sectional division or sectional 
hate. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Amen, and amen, I will say to that, 
Brother WILSON. 

Mr. WILSON. Iknew you would; there never could be any ill feel- 
ing between the gentleman from Iowa and myself. 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know that; and I want that acted 
on by your friends. 

Mr. WILSON. My friend, let me say to you that we do act upon it. 
That is the feeling which animates us; we try to have you understand 
that there is for all of us identity of feeling, identity of interest, iden- 
tity of fortune, North and South [applause]; that there is for us one 
common career of greatness or of disaster, of glory or of shame. 

Henceforth there is for the people of the North and the people of the 
South no rivalry, except the generous emulation as to which shall con- 
tribute most efficiently to the glory and prosperity of the country, and 
which shall most worthily contribute toward the stability of our insti- 
tutions, the preservation and transmission to posterity of the liberties 
we enjoy. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I come now to what after all seems to me to be 
the key-note of the speech of my distinguished friend from Iowa. All 
before this is matter of inducement; Icome now to what is the real ob- 
ject, as I understand it, of his argument. The intent of his speech is 
plain. Descanting in just and eloquent phrase, to which we could all 
respond upon this floor, on the debt of the country to its soldiers, a 
debt and an obligation it is the pride of the people to bear without meas- 
uring too closely its burden upon the public Treasury, he turns to the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and uses this language: 

I would say to that committee go slow in reducing taxes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Finish my sentence, Friend WILSON. 

Mr. WILSON. That is all of the sentence. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; take it in connection with the 
context. 

Mr. WILSON. I will read the gentleman’s exact language from the 
RECORD: 

That is my policy, and I caution gentlemen of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee: gentlemen, go slow in reducing taxes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; go slow in connection with the 
idea which I had been discussing before, that you may not deprive those 
who are entitled to it of that which is justly their due. 

Mr. WILSON. No; the gentleman did not say that. He was dis- 
cussing the tariff then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; I was showing the necessity of 
preserving our ability to pay what is due to the soldiers. 

1 LSON. You were making a speech on the tariff, as I will 
ow. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I beg your pardon—— 

Mr. WILSON. Let me read further what the gentleman says: 


First make sure of what you are about, read the reports of your Government 
before you go further, Make Johnny Bull pay for the privilege of coming into 
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the rich markets of America to transact his business in competition with our 
home producers, 

Is not that tariff talk? [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Les, to that extent; but in order that 
you might not cripple yourselves so that you could not pay the pen- 
sions which you owed to our soldiers. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope I shall not be offensive if I say 
that it seems to me that the sole remaining mission of the old party that 
lags superfluous on the stage, is to resist the reduction of taxes. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] Its very good masters, and our very good masters, 
whom in the long stretch of your vicious fiscal policy you have taken into 
partnership with the Government in levying taxes upon the people, force 
you to go slow in the reduction of taxes. What matter to them that 
the same grave burdens of taxes oppress the people to-day that they 
took upon their shoulders in the stress of a great war and in the spirit 
of patriotic sacrifice which then animated them? Their cry is still the 
one echoed by the gentleman from Iowa, Let us go slow in the reduc- 
tion of taxes. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, what boots it to those gentlemen that distress stalks 
abroad in all the land to-day? What boots it that there are so many 
thousands and tens of thousands of the laboring men of the country 
who find the struggle for bare necessities of life becoming harder and 
harder every day? What boots it that the specter of want has this 
very winter taken his seat, an unbidden guest, by the fireside of hun- 
dreds of thousands of the toiling men of the country who ask not 
charity or alms, but for the bare privilege, before God, of getting an 
honest day’s work at an honest day’s pay. Go slow in the reduction 
of taxes! [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, as I read the history of liberty, resistance to illegal 
and excessive taxation has been the mother of free government. Out of 
this resistance has been evolved, if I may use the expression, these 
very institutions which we now enjoy. I am not here to-day, or at any 
other time, to a change in the fiscal system of the country; 
but I say that the danger to our institutions to-day exists in the fact 
that Federal taxes are indirect, insidious, and hidden. They come to 
the home of every man in the country, no matter how humble he may 
be, how destitute he may be of the common necessities of life, that they 
may exact from him their daily tribute. There is no hut in all this 
land so humble that from it a contributory rivulet does not flow into 
the great stream that brings this $300,000,000 into the Federal Treas- 
ury. [Applause.] f 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, if there could be presented to the laboring men 
of this country, to those men that are to-day organizing themselves into 
associations, conscious of a great hurt and perhaps not always knowing 
the sources of it, if there could be presented to each one of these men 
a plain statement, at the end of every year, of the taxes exacted from 
him, the taxes that have come into the Federal Treasury, the taxes 
that have gone into the private coffer, we should see a change in the 
tone of discussion in this House and a change in the method of dealing 
with public moneys. Not even the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON], bold and courageous as he is, would dare to ring over this 
assembly the command, Go slow in the reduction of taxes; he would 
rather like all the rest of us say, Go slow in the expenditure of 
taxes. [ Applause. 

Mr. i , Lhave said what was the lingering mission of the party 
represented by the gentleman from Iowa. The day is coming when that 
last citadel at the other end of this Capitol which it still holds, a cita- 
del, where I fear influence and the power of wealth are stronger 
than the voice of the people, will pass away from it, and it will sink 
into the grave of dead and buried parties and the moss will gather upon 
its tombstone. Then my friend from Iowa—and nobody will be better 
entitled to perform that pious task than he—will come as Old Mortality 
to remove the moss and renew its epitaph, and I fancy the inscrip- 
tion over which he will bend with most tenderness, and carve again 
with greatest distinctness, will be that which recites a truth that no 
man will ever controvert—that in all its history the old party went 
slow in the reduction of taxes. [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, at the conclusion of the above remarks, yielded what 
remained of his time to Mr. MATSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from West Virginia has five min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana to 
reserve his five minutes until he can get his hour. 

Mr. MATSON. I am wholly indifferent as to that. I am willing 
to proceed now with what I have to say, although in five minutes it 
will be impossible for me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the end of the five minutes the Chair is to 

ize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall ask at the end of the five minutes to be 
recognized with the object simply of yielding my time to my colleague 
so that he may proceed continuously. 

Mr. RYAN. I have no ebjection to that arrangement. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that the savage assault made 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] upon the Commissioner 
of Pensions in relation to the letters that had been written by him to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations was entirely unjusti- 
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fiable. The Commissioner of Pensions insists that the figures that are 


given by him in the first letter, which the gentleman from Iowa criti- 
cises, are absolutely correct. He insists, and the letters show the facts 
to be, that he stated as the total resuit—not the cost—of the repeal of 
the limitation the sum of $302,000,000 with some odd figures. He in- 
sists that that is absolutely true, because there must be that much 
money expended on account of arrears if the arrears limitation act is 
repealed. And so he maintains that that proposition is correct. 

The charge of the gentleman from Iowa that the Commissioner of 
ensions in making this statement embodied a lie init is a pretty 
road and serious , and one that ought not to be made unless it 

appears by the paper itself that the Commissioner of Pensions did in- 
tend to mislead the country and to mislead the House upon this prop- 
osition. There is no evidence of anything of the kind. There is no 
evidence either that the Commissioner of Pensions attempted to intim- 
idate the House or intimidate the country upon this proposition. On 
the contrary, I think the gentleman from Iowa knew that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in his annual report had stated an argument in be- 
half of the repeal of the limitations of the arrears act. Ithink he knew 
too that he subsequently testified before the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, on the 9th of February, long before the gentleman from Iowa 
saw fit to make this charge in the House. I think he must have known 
the Commissioner of Pensions presented an argument there stronger 
perhaps than any other ever presented on the subject. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly I will; because I want to know whether 
you knew it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Since the gentleman refers to what I 
knew as going on in the committee, or rather with members of the com- 
mittee, I will frankly state that I heard repeated, after Commissioner 
Black gave these figures, which I could not drive him from until I got 
him into the committee-room—lI did hear that the Democratic chiefs of 
this House, the leaders of the Democracy in this House, brought all 
their influence to bear upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions to keep 
them from reporting the bill for the arrearages of pensions. That I 
heard, and that I admit to my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. MATSON. So far as that is concerned, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to Say 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN was recognized, and gave his time to Mr. MATSON. 

Mr. MATSON. I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that so 
far as any influence is concerned, brought to bear by the Democratic 
chiefs of this House, whoever they are, whether it came from high or 
low sources, the Committee on Invalid Pensions has stood by the prop- 
osition, as it stood before this letter was written, and all the time and 
all the way through. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MATSON. I will. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In my remarks on Thursday last I 
said, as the gentleman will bear testimony, that I did not believe that 
those influences would intimidate the committee of which he is the 
honored chairman. 

Mr. MATSON. There. Then that matter is disposed of. But why 
does the gentleman want to escape from the proposition that I make? 
Why does he seek to divert the attention of the House from the con- 
sideration of this question as to what General Black has done and 
whether the gentleman himself has acted fairly toward General Black? 
Why does he avoid that question and lug in this proposition about 
somebody else? I ask him whether he did not know that General 
Black had expressed himself in favor of this repeal of the restriction in 
the arrears act? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman. I say 
that after General Black, in the kindliest manner, had had his atten- 
tion squarely called to his misstatement of figures, and had allowed his 
official position to be used by abler brains and subtler minds to try to 
kill this movement to an arrea of- ions law, I igned 
him for having struck with a mailed hand his comrades of the Army 
whom he had professed in his report to befriend, and I retract nothing, 
for I stand on solid ground. 

Mr. MATSON, Still the gentleman refuses to say whether he did 
not know the fact that General Black had made this recommendation 
in his report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not when I made my remarks. 

Mr. MATSON. The fact remains that Gencral Black did recommend 
in his annual report the repeal of the limitation, and that he was the first 
Commissioner of Pensions that ever did recommend it. I will send an 
extract from his report to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. J understand what his report is very 
well, You are right about that. 

Mr. MATSON. Because the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son] chooses to assume that General Black has made a mistake, he sees 
fit to arraign him here and charge him with hypocrisy and double deal- 
ing with the soldiers of the country. I ask now that this extract from 
the report of the Commissioner of Pensions be read, to show his real 
position on this question. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Commissioner ne merits calls attention to the widespread feeling that 
the limitation imposed by section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, is unjust in its 
operations, Ifa soldier was entitled to a pension at any time prior to the Ist of 
July, 1880, no reason is known to exist why he should not now be allowed 
to make proof thereof and establish his title thereto, undersuch restrictions and 
conditions as the wisdom of Congress may direct. This suggestion relates only 
to rights then existing by reason of disabilities, and not to the declaration or 
creation of new rights; it relates only to the rangi conferred and concerns 
only the question of a limitation in the prosecution thereof. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, there is General Black’s recommen- 
dation as Commissioner of Pensions, there is his conduct all the way 
through, aud I submit it to this House and this country to justify him 
against any assault that may be made upon him by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ], who has accused him here of striking his com- 
rades with a ‘‘mailed’’ hand ora maimed ” hand I do not know which 
the gentleman said—for both General Black’s hands are maimed so that 
he can not use them because of wounds received in two distinct engage- 
ments. [Applause.] I do not know whether there beats in General 
Black’s breast a heart which sympathizes with his fellow-soldiers; per- 
haps the gentleman from Iowa knows better than I; but I believe—I 
believe because General Black has shown by his conduct not only in 
relation to this question but in his whole administration of the Pension 
Office that he is the true friend of all honorably discharged Union 
soldiers. [Applause on the Democratic side.] More claims have been 
allowed, more work has been done with less complaint from the soldiers 
of the country, during his administration than ever before during the 
administration of any Commissioner of Pensions since the war, and no 
OS dragged into it either. [Renewed applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I have to say upon that proposition; 
and I really did not intend to say anything, because I thought that my 
friend from West 8 [Mr. Witson | had said all that needed to 
be said much better I could. General Black is further assailed 
here because he stated in this same report that the Pension Office had 
been all but avowedly a political machine.“ Mr. Chairman, I pro- 
pose to leave out those three words all but avowedly,“ and make it 
a plain simple proposition. I say that the Pension Office was a politi- 
cal machine during the campaign of 1884, and I propose to prove it. 
Understand I do not charge Colonel Dudley with having allowed a sin- 
gle claim that was not 1 because the claimant was a Republican: 
I donot charge him with having refused to allow a single claim that was 
proven because the claimant wasa Democrat. Ido notchargethat. I 
do not believe Colonel Dudley would do that. But that is not the 
charge which General Black makes. More than that, he does not even 
mention Colonel Dudley, nor mention the Commissioner at all. But I 
propose to show that the Pension Office was used as a political machine, 
and I think it wasa political machine because of the example set by the 
then Commissioner of Pensions. 

I was acandidate in 1884 for the seat which I now hold in this House. 
Hon. George W. Grubbs, a Republican, was the candidate against me. 
The district was supposed to be tolerably close. I have read the tes- 
timony taken by the Warner investigating committee, and on page 49 
I find the testimony of the chief of the division, in which all the claims 
of Indiana soldiers are adjudicated. That chief says—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What is the page? 

Mr. MATSON. Page 49, beginning at the bottomof the page. John 
M. Comstock, the chief of that division, says that during that cam- 
paign Colonel Dudley directed him to treat this gentleman, Mr. Grubbs, 
who was a candidate against me, with the same courtesy that he would 
a member of Congress, and that in pursuance of these instructions every 
privilege accorded to a member of Congress was given to Mr. Grubbs, 
and that no such order was ever given for anybody else; no other can- 
didate for Congress who was nota member was allowed such privileges. 

Now I did not come here to complain about these things. Ihave no 
grievances at all. I do not desire to bring any personal grievances be- 
fore the House. But I come here with this evidence to show that there 
was politics in the management of the Pension Office at that time. 
Colonel Dudley himself, if I may be allowed to call the attention of my 
colleague to the fact, testifies substantially to the same thing on page 
243 ot this report. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Two hundred and sixty-three is the 


ie MATSON. Two hundred and forty-three is the number I have 
on my memorandum, but 263 is probably correct. At any rate I refer 
to Colonel Dudley’s testimony, whatever may be the page. 

That is not all that was done. I have here in the letter-book which 
Colonel Dudley himself kept in the office—the official letter-book—his 
letter to Major Grubbs, in which he says that he sent him two packages 
of these slips upon which to make calls, treating him exactly as if he 
were a member of Congress. 

Now, I do not care anything about this matter so far as I am con- 
cerned. It is all over; and I may perhaps be allowed to say that it did 
not have the desired effect. 

I want to go a step further in reference to that campaign. Major 
Grubbs, who was the Republican candidate for Congress, resided at 
Martinsville, the geographical center of the district I represent. 
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During the month of June, just before Congress adjourned, I ap- 
plied at the Pension Office to have a board of examining surgeons es- 
tablished at Martinsville. That request was peremptorily refused. 
Now let us see what happened. I have here the original letter written 
by Major Grubbs 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My colleague will permit me to suggest 
that the Executive did not furnish that in response to any request on 
the part of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; in response to my request—being a private 
paper I suppose. Here are the letters of Major Grubbs. I want to read 
them. Mark you, the Commissioner, Colonel Dudley, had refused at 
my request to establish a board of examining surgeons at Martinsville. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I suggest to my colleague that he send 
all the letters to the Clerk to be read. 

Mr. MATSON. I will read them myself. I have here a letter writ- 
ten by Major Grubbs 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Your opponent. 

Mr. MATSON. My opponent. The letter is dated Martinsville, 
Ind., August 13, 1884: 


Col. W. W. DUDLEY: 

The best thing that could be done for me in this district, where I need it most, 
is the appointment of a board of medical examiners at this point. Soldiers of 
all the counties adjacent are urging it, and have their hearts set upon it. If it 
could be secured, presumably through any efforts of mine, it would greatly 
benetit me. 

[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

I certainly need every aid that can be afforded, and with it I think I can win 
[Renewed laughter. ] ; 
Now, let us see what Colonel Dudley said in reply. I have here his 

reply, dated August 16, 1584. I read from his letter-book: 
Hon, GEORGE W. GRUBBS, Martinsville, Ind: 

DEAR Ste: Your favor of the 13th at hand. Ihave directed that your inqui- 
ries in regard to pension cases shall have mpt attention. As to the estab- 
lishment of a board of surgeons at Martinsville, 1 will have the matter canvassed 
by my medical referee as soon as possible, and if practicable it shall be done. 

[ Laughter. ] 
You need not be assured that my best wishes are for your success, 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Yes, but he did not succeed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no unkind feeling for Colonel Dudley. 
He knows that. Although all this was done, I was disposed to say no 
more about it, to let it go; and even when General Warner’s commit- 
tee was in session he knows I did not bother about it at all, and did not 
give him or any member of the committee any information. Once they 
discovered something in my district, but it was a matter I cared noth- 
ing about untilit was stated here that General Black had upon 
Colonel Dudley that which could not be proved. I thonght it could 
be. I made here a plain statement of the fact. What did it show? 
Let us go a step farther. Mr. Grubbs got the board, and the Pension 
Office now contains slips showing that he asked men to be sent to 
Martinsville to be examined, and he did not want them to go anywhere 
else. The board was organized promptly—long before the election. 

What else? There are six witnesses who testified before General 
Warner’s committee that it was directed in the Pension Office that no 
rejections should be made; that this order was given in September, 1884, 
and that no rejections ever were made until after the election. It was 
well understood all through that office that this order was made for the 
purpose of preventing voters from taking offense at the Republican 

jy. Here are the names of the six witnesses who testify on this 
point (I ask my colleague to takea note if he wishes): William Smith, 
page 35; J. D. Fardon, page 38; William T. Fisher, page 42; Edwin L. 
Chapman, page 43; Charles F. Rundell, page 48; and T. F. Kinney, 
page 46. 

There they are, these witnesses who say that no rejections whatever 
were itted in the divisions in which they were at work in order 
that they might not give offense to voters, and thus induce them to 
vote the Republican ticket. Not only that; here was the fact, the great, 
controlling fact. The reason why the Pension Office became a political 
machine was because Colonel Dadley left it, not resigning, but carry- 
ing it over the election—leaving the office aud resigning as Commis- 
sioner, but carrying the resignation over until after the election and 
going into the State where the battle of the campaign was supposed to 
be fought. 

: Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did he not leave it in charge of Colonel Clark, 
and did not Colonel Clark testify before that same committee he was 
a Democrat? 

Mr. MATSON. I presume he did not. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me I will 
answer the question. 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. He did not testify he was a Democrat. 

Mr. MATSON. Colonel Dudley wenttoOhio Nobody denies that. 
You say he was not actingas Commissioner. Let us see whether he was 


or not. What did he do on the 5th of September, 1885? Why did he 
send this to E. G. Rathbone, chief of the special examination division, 
that vast machine of special examinations by which all this work was 
done? Why did he send this dispatch if he was not acting as Commis- 
sioner of the Pension Office : 


COLUMBUS, Onto, 9, 5, 1884. (September 5.) 


To E. G. RATHBONE, 
Care Colby : 


Send Noble to Durnan for the present at once. 
W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 


It is signed, as you see, W. W. Dudley, Commissioner. Noble was 
special examiner, and Dudley was exerting his power as Commissioner 
in directing the movement of these men, and, as I have already shown 
by this testimony, for political ends. It will be observed he signs his 
name as Commissioner. 

More than that. Onthe 16th of October Colonel Dudley returned to 
Washington and resumed his place at the desk of the Commissioner for 
a week or more. Talk of his resigning! Listen to what is uttered 
under oath by one of the employés then in the Pension Office. 

Afterward, about the middle of October, Colonel Dudley returned from Ohio, 
and on arriving at the Pension Office was generally conzratulated upon the suc- 
cess he had met with in the management of the Ohio campaign. ponent is 
unable to name the various parties who made these congratulations; it was 
almost in the shape of a levee; it was in the main building, on the cornerof 
Twelfth street and the Avenue, and at the time deponen’ met and spoke with 
Colonel Dudley there was quite a little crowd, probably fifteen or twenty peo- 
ple, and more coming and guing. 

Deponent states that in reply to these congratulations Colonel Dudley said 
that they had done well there, and it was a good precursor of the election to 
ensue, 

He came back to Washington, not for the purpose of assuming the du- 
ties of hisoffice as Commissioner of Pensions, but in order to be congratu- 
lated for his success in Ohio! That is why he did it, is it? Does that 
look as if he acted as Commissioner or not? He came back after the 
Ohio campaign and was congratulated in the very office of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions for what he did. It was that perniciousinfluence of 
Colonel Dudley to which I refer. 

Mr. STEELE. Colonel Dudley’s family was here. He made up his 
mind to live here, and he does live here. It was natural that he should 
come back here. 

Mr. MATSON. He made up his mind before. He testified before 
the committee that his legal residence was in the State of Indiana, and 
perhaps he wanted to go back there to take the same part that he did 
in 1880, along with Dorsey and the rest. In 1884 he went to Ohio and 
there exercised his splendid powers in the organization of the politics 
of that State. I make no more criticism than this, that he is such a 
bitter, earnest, intense partisan he could not keep ont of politics if he 
would. I have only that to say about Colonel Dudley. It is a noto- 
rious fact. Yet you will assail General Black because he alludes to 
these things which are notorious and known to everybody. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is in regard to the examining board at Mar- 
tinsville. Does the gentleman understand that it was established or 
not? 

Mr. MATSON. It was at once. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has it been discontinued? 

Mr. MATSON. It has, except we have turned out some Repub- 
licans and put in some Democrats. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The point I wish to get at is this, whether it was 
established, and, if established, whether it has been continued. 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, it was established and it has been continued. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe present administration continues it, then 
it does it because it was a good thing to establish it. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
facts about these boards. Here are the figures. There are now on the 
roster 2,227 examining surgeons. General Black has appointed al- 

ether less than half—1,024. 
es, Mr. Chairman, 2,227 altogether are on the roster, and less than 
ano ea of that number, or 1,024, have been appointed by General 
ack. 

Now, General Black authorizes me to say that less than a hundred, 
haps not more than fifty, Democrats had been appointed on these 
rds of examining surgeons and as single surgeons prior to the time 

when he took possession of the Pension Office as Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit a question at that 
point? 

Mr. MATSON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask him how the Commissioner 
of Pensions ascertained the number of Republicans and Democrats oc- 
cupying these positions. 

Mr. MATSON. Well, I suppose he knows a Democrat from a Re- 
publican. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Especially as these men are scattered all over the 
United States. 

Mr. MATSON. Very well; now just be still and I will tell you. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh! certainly I will. 

Mr. MATSON. Ido not mean to be disrespectful at all; but if the 
gentleman will just be patient I will giye him the information. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I want to ask in this connection 

Mr. MATSON. 
other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I only want to give you another one at the same 
time, so that you may consider both together. 

Mr. MATSON. One at a time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman wants to know how General Black 
knows a Republican from a Democrat. Now, here is a document which 
I hold in my hand with Colonel Dudley’s sign-manual appended to it. 
Here is the original instrument from which the circulars were printed, 
and under which these boards of surgeons were to be organized in pur- 
suance of the act of 1882. Let me read a portion of that to the gentle- 
man: 


Let me answer one question before you begin an- 


DEPARTMENT OF THE IFTENIOR. Peyston OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1882. 
Docror— 
This, remember now, is the original article; it is not a copy, but the 
— bearing the signature in writing of the Commissioner him- 
Doctor: Proposing to organize a board of examining surgeons in your city, I 
write to ask that you Cat da me alist of your most prominent physicians, from 
which to make the sel n. 

Then he goes on to prescribe what shall be their fitness; that they 
shall be selected because of their professional and personal standing, two 
of whom in connection with the party to whom the letter was addressed 
to constitute the board, and winds up with— 

They should be Republican in politics, 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Does that answer the gentleman's question? Now do you not see 
how they could be recognized? I have not taken any printed circular 
from which to read this information for you, but here is the original 
document, with Colonel Dudley’s name upon it, from which the printed 
circulars were made, prescribing as the important, essential qualifica- 
tion that they should be Republican in politics. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now I hope the gentleman will answer the other 

uestion. 
R Mr. MATSON. Certainly, if you ask one at a time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to ask the gentleman now if it is not un- 
derstood that Commissioner Black, upon his accession to the office, gave 
out publicly that he proposed to organize the examining board on the 
basis of two Democrats to one Republican. 

Mr. MATSON. He did. [Cries of That was right!’’] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not that true? 

Mr. MATSON. Let me answer that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, answer it. 

Mr. MATSON. Now, he did it in every instance except perhaps in 
a half a dozen cases; one in the city of Cincinnati, where political feel- 
ing ran so high between the Republicans and Democrats that I pre- 
sume he thought they could not work together, and I think that factis 
so well known that it will hardly be denied and certainly my friend 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, if present, would subscribe to it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If they had appointed a Republican 
the Democrats would have counted him out by a returning board. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. MATSON. Very likely; and if they did not the Republicans 
would, for they have a very mixed state of politics there. 

But, Mr. Chairman, General Black made five or six exceptions; that 
is all. J asked him the question, and there are only five or six boards; 
whereas the board that contained a Democrat under Republican admin- 
istration was anexceedingly rare exception. Is not that true? Ihave 
inquired all around me of my colleagues who reside in what may be 
ealled the pension district of the country, and every one of them with 
whom I have spoken tells me that in his district there were no Demo- 
crats on the board under the Republican administration. I remember 
my friend from Iowa, Colonel HEPBURN, said that there were some in 
Iowa. Some other gentleman made the same remark, but they were 
exceptions. Now, on the contrary, it is an exception where there is a 
board that has not a Republican on it under the Democratic adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] saw fit in his 
speech the other day to assail this side of the House, and he seemed to 
take special pleasure in hitting a head wherever he could find one, ex- 
cept that he did not hit mine. I do not mean tosay anything unpleas- 
ant about my friend or anybody else, but he saw fit to assail the mem- 
bers of this House who voted against the widows’ pensions That did 
not do any good. That vote had been taken, and he might just as well 
have assailed General Grant because he vetoed the bill equalizing the 
bounties of soldiers. Just as well. That was a bill that was intended, 
and would by its operation have benefited more soldiers than any bill 
that has ever been seriously considered by Congress. 

Why not,unless you wished to make political capital by your speech— 


why not assail all who from your standpoint had voted against the in- 
terests of the soldiers ? 

Mr. STEELE, I have introduced a similar bill before your com- 
mittee, which I hope will give it favorable consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman has no such bill before our commit- 
tee. Such a bill goes to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. I beg your pardon. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. Ib it has, it has been so by mistake. Nobody ever 
heard of it before. The Committee on Military Affairs has exclusive 
jurisdiction of that matter of bounty. And if it happens that this bill 
is before our committee, there are forty such bills before the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, of which the gentleman from Indiana isa mem- 

er. 

Mr. STEELE. In the Forty-eighth Congress I had this bill referred 
to the Select Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. In this 
Congress no such committee was appointed, and I was told by the 
Speaker that it would properly go the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and it was so referred. 

Mr. MATSON. That is neither here nor there. Why did not my 
friend arraign the Forty-seventh Congress? There was a whole Con- 
gress, Republican at both ends of the Capitol, that stood there two ses- 
sions and passed no bill for the benefit of the soldiers of the country 
except one to increase the pensions of one-armed and one-legged sol- 
diers; and that was engineered through the House by the great and 
venerable man from Pennsylvania, Governor CURTIN. Why did you 
not assail that Congress if you wanted to hit heads as to what may or 
may not have been done? 

Mr. STEELE, In that Congress I introduced a bill very late in the 
session and it was not acted on. : 

A MEMBER. Why did you introduce it so late in the session? 

Mr. MATSON. Itisimpossible for me in the confusion to hear what 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says. Allow me to hurry 
on, for I am occupying more time than I should. In relation to this 
arrears matter, that seems to be the red flag that aggravates my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman kindly state 
whether he approves of the vote I referred to? 

Mr. MATSON. What vote? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The vote against the increase of the 
widows’ ion. 

Mr. MATSON. I approve of every man exercising his own judg- 
ment. [Applause.] I did not vote that way, ofcourse. But Iam not 
here to denounce a man for his vote because he did not agree with me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Neither did I denounce them. 

Mr. MATSON. Then there is no issue between us. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will you answer my question. Do 
you approve of that vote? 

Mr. MATSON. Do you mean would I have voted that way? Why 
ask that question when I voted for the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ah! Are you defending that vote? 

Mr. MATSON. I say those gentlemen had a right to vote as their 
conscience and judgment dictated. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, A ten-year old child knows that. Do 
you defend that vote? 

Mr. MATSON. Iam not called upon to defend it. They are able 
to defend themselves. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not want to embarrass the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MATSON. I want to embarrass you about this arrear business. 
Give me a little chance todothat. [Laughter.] What has your party 
done in relation to arrears? Why, in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
when your y was in the majority in both ends of the Capitol, and 
the Executive, too, where was your measure you might have passed 
extending the benefit of the arrears act? Why did you not pass such 
a measure ifin earnest about this thing? More than that: how is it 
yom pry met in national convention in 1884 and there solemnly de- 

to the people of this country that you were in favor of repealing 
that limitation in relation to the arrears of pension; and yet before 
that moon had changed, in that Republican Senate enough Republican 
votes were cast against the bill to forever kill it? And yet you stand 
here and say your party is the especial champion of this bill in relation 
to the arrears of pensions. Why isit that your Senate has not orig- 
inated a measure of this kind—the Republican Senate? They have as 
much poweras the House has. How is it that you are arraigning mem- 
bers of the Democratic side of this House as being derelict of their duty 
and let Republicans go scot free? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. HAMMOND. No, no. 

Mr. MATSON. I have promised to yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], and he objects. The gentleman from Iowa 
will have time to reply. 

Now, I want to submit another proposition. My friend from Iowa 
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championed the widows’ bill, and I was glad to have him champion 
it, but I would have been better pleased if he had given it as much 
force when the bill was under consideration as he did afterward. He 
did not do much good then in the way of hitting heads. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the gentleman mean to intimate 
that I did not help the passage of that bill? 

Mr. MATSON. You did help it by your vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Did I not vote and speak for it? 

Mr. MATSON. I say you spent your force absut it after the thing 
Was over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; on this floor I fough@sor that 
measure side by side with the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MATSON. If what I have said is offensive to the gentleman, I 
will say he did all he could for the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know that it matters much 
what the gentleman says about it, but I want the history of the matter 
to be correct. 

Mr. MATSON. That is quite right. The gentleman was for it, and 
that is enough. But I still insist that he became much more vehe- 
ment after the contest was over than while it was on. [Laughter.] 

Now, then, that was a good bill. The gentleman and I wi 
upon that proposition. That was arighteous bill. But I want to ask 
him if he does not know that the Republican Senate, by reason of hold- 
ing that bill for more than a month, has deprived the widows of this 
country of more than half a million dollars which they might have re- 
ceived under it if the Senate had acted promptly upon the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In answer to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion I will say that I have inquired into that matter more than o 
and have been informed that the reason of the delay is that the chair- 
man of the Senate committee in charge of the bill, Senator MITCHELL, 
was absent on account of sickness. That is the reason given to me. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, it is a poor excuse to say that one 
Senator out of forty-three Republican Senators can, by reason of his 
accidental sickness, deprive the widows of this country of the benefits 
of a bill when time is of the essence of the relief pro Here we 
have the last, and for that reason the hardest, month of the winter, 
when the widows of the country ought to have the benefit of that legis- 
lation, and would have it but for this delay on the part of the Repub- 
lican Senate. Yet gentlemen arraign the Democrats of this House for 
dereliction of duty and have no word to say about the shortcomings of 
their own political brethren ! 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend still exercise his kind- 
ness so far as to permit me to ask him if he has not found that he has 
to practice a little delay in his committee on the arrears bill? 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; we are not delaying the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. After it was agreed to be reported it 
was hung up in air for some time, was it not? 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; it is not hung up. As I have already stated, 
there never has been a single change in our committee in respect to that 
bill, and every member of the committee will tell you the same. The 
bill stands unchanged, except as to one or two little matters. 

Mr. STEELE. If my colleague [Mr. MAtson] will allow me, I wish 
to make an explanation. I do not want to do him injustice, and on 
looking at my bill I find that when I said it had been referred to his 
committee I was mistaken. It was referred to the Committee on War 


Mr. CURTIN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will add, for the 
satisfaction of the House and the benefit of the widows, that I trust 
that Senator MITCHELL is better. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. MATSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, figures of every kind have been 
made in relation to thissubject, and some of us have figured inthe speech 
of the gentleman from Iowa in one situation and some in another, but 
the next time he goes to make up his hell accounts and his damnation 
balances I want him to take into consideration this page of our legis- 
lative history, which shows this delay and dereliction of duty on the 
part of the Republican party in relation to legislation for the benefit of 
the pensioners of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask to have this circular issued by Commissioner 
Black in relation to the appointment of examining surgeons printed as a 
Parr ofmyremarks. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. HAMMOND]. 
The circular of Commissioner Black is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., —, 188-. 

Dear Str: Upon the suggestion by reliable ies of proper surgeons for the 
various pension examining boards, there will Beck to cach ph cian, so des- 
ignated and subsequently selected by the Commissioner, Form No. 3-355, here- 
with inclosed, and also the blank “Personal Report,” to be filled in and re- 
zurned by the surgeon named for appointment. Upon the return of such report 
30 filled in, if the medical and personal history of the candidate shall be found 
to be complete and satisfactory, a notice of appointment will be sent to the sur- 
geons so selected, and also the blank oath prescribed by law, copies of which 
two last-named papers are herewith inclosed. 

Upon compliance with the uirements set forth in said blanks, a formal ap- 
pointment will be made outand the necessary routine orders for the — 
tion of the board will be forwarded to each surgeon so chosen and appointed. 

You ask what are the requirements which are deemed essential by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions in the selection of examining surgeons, They are: X 

First. Appointees must be men of nal honor and integrity, for ifthe sur- 
—— be lacking in these qualities, it is almost impossible to prevent numerous 

ds being committed against the Government. 


Second, They must be men of tried professional nann f and experience, at 
least five e of active professional practice being considered essential. 


must be men of diligence, men who would be unwilling to make 


a slip-shod examination in any case or subscribe to the work of others. 
Fourth, Where the above 5 once are combined, the Commissioner prefers 
the appointment of men who have been in the military service of the United 


Boards to be and reorganized will consist in case, where the 
above uisites can be combined, of two Democrats and one Republican, it be- 
ing one of the aims of the Commissioner to strip this branch of the public sery- 
ice of all partisan bias, and to render these boards what they should be, safe- 
guards to the public Treasury, as well as just witnesses to the rights of lawful 
claimants nst the Government. 

Boards will be established whenever the public interest demands. The in- 
crease in their number being no appreciable increase in expense, the pay being 
for each separate examination. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, so much better and more fully 
has the matter which I desired to present to the committee been pre- 
sented by others this morning that I would have preferred that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] had gone on withont publishing 
the fact that he had promised to yield the floor to me. There are, how- 
ever, two points to which I desire to call the attention of the commit- 
tee. I am very glad that the first will rest upon the background which 
has just been made. I have not the pleasure of the acquaintance of 
Mr. Dudley. I took it for granted that he was a distinguished gentle- 
man, @ man in every regard worthy, and had no idea that he had neg- 
lected his public duties when he was a Government official to the ex- 
tent and for the purposes which have been proven in this debate. 

He himself admitted in the testimony which has been alluded to, at 
page 264, = abenia 3 his office wad sixty-one daya for 

e purpose of conducting a political campaign. e gentleman from 
TEA [Mr. 8 undertook to deſend him when this bill 
was up before made no remark in his defense except that he had ten- 
dered his resignation before he left Washington, and that he only ac- 
cepted the month’s extra pay in consequence of great urging. Mr. 
Chairman, he tendered his resignation some time between the 5th and 
the 21st of September, to take effect on the 10th of November. During 
all that time, as we have it proved, he was away from his office at- 
tending to partisan politics. Some gentleman on the other side of the 
House asked if he was an offensive partisan.” That is exactly the 
picture of offensive partisanship” drawn by the present Democratic 
Executive, and drawn always by the Democratic party. 

I appeal to the history of the last Democratic administration, and 
ask the Clerk to read a letter written by Howell Cobb, when Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in answer toa request by an official in his Depart- 
ment that he might go to his home and make political speeches. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Marcn 30, 1857. 


DEAR Ste: I reply to your letter at once that you ma ynot misinterpret my 


silence into an approval of your ms. I do not think that a citizen loses 
his political identity or inde: by accepting office under the Government. 
He does, however, commit to the service of the country to the utmost 
extent required for a faithful discharge of the duties of his position. His polit- 


ical . expect of him any service to his party at the expense 
of — to the Government. Holding as you do an office of great pecuniary 
respo) lity, and one requiring your constant personal attention, I can not 
sanction the te gy, thee your absence from your post for the purpose of an ac- 
tive engagement in approaching election of your State. 

No one regards with more interest than I do the success of the national Dem- 
ocratic party at this important period in our history. But that success must 
not be purchased at the expense of the public interest, which might be the case 
if those holding high and important offices should absent the ves from their 
posts to conduct the canvass. Megaran your letter in the light of an applica- 
tion for leave of absence, Ihave withheld my approval for the foregoing reasons. 


Very y, 
: H. COBB, Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, such was the language of the 
Democratic party when it was heretofore in power; such has been pro- 
claimed the principle of the Democratic party since it has again come 
into power. It has been declared that when a man becomes a public 
officer he may think what he pleases, say what he pleases, and do as he 
pleases, except that while he holds that public trust his services are to 
be given to the public and not to his party. The President of the 
United States says to the people to-day, as Jeremiah said to Israel of- 
fending, ‘‘Stand ye in the ways, and see, and ask for the old paths, 
wheo is the good way, and walk therein, and ye shall find rest for your 
s0 

Having given publicity to that piece of Democratic history, which the 
conduct of the Republican party has caused the world to forget for 
twenty-five years, I desire to say no more upon that line. 

What I had further intended to say has practically been anticipated 
in an excellent manner by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Witson]. Yet because I have the dates I will go over them. I will 
first remark that prior to the late war widows’ pensions were never 
fixed, as I remember, at so much per month. The practice from 1793 
down to the time of the late war was to give to widows, for five years 
at a time, the half pay of their dead husbands; and in order, I suppose, 
that this provision might not be abused, the allowance was renewed in 
terms of five years. So the law stood up to July 14, 1862. On that 
day the Congress of the United States first passed the law which, amo 
other things, fixed the pay of non-commissioned officers, privates, an 
musicians at $8 a month. In the second section of that law it was de- 
clared that in case of their death from wounds, &c., the widow should 
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receive the same pay which had been allowed to the husband. That 

was the beginning, according to my recollection, of this allowance of 

$8 a month; and that was the answer to the question which I propounded 
in the debate when this bill was last before the House. 

The first change as to widows’ pensions was made June 6, 1866. On 
that day negro widows were put on the same footing as to pensions with 
the widows of white soldiers. On February 18, 1867, the pensions of 
widows of Revolutionary soldiers, married on or before the Ist day of 
January, 1800, were made equal to the pensions of widows of those who 
had served in the late war. On July 27, 1468, a pension at the rate of 
$8amonth was allowed to the widows of all Revolutionary soldiers. By 
act of February 14, 1871, the widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812 
were allowed a pension at $8 a month provided they were married be- 
fore the treaty of In 1873 widows’ pensions were increased after 
July, 1866, not by a direct allowance to the widow, but by an allow- 
ance of $2 a month for each child under sixteen years of age who was 
the child of the dead soldier. 

I mention these things simply to show that although the subject of 
widows’ pensions has been up half a dozen times since the war, no man 
ever proposed to increase those pensions until this Congress. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Will the gentleman from Georgia allow 
me to correct his statement? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. During the last Congress the Senate ap- 
pended to the Mexican-war pension bill an amendment by which the 
widows’ pension was put at the same amount at which it is placed by 
the legislation recently passed in this House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And that was done with the express purpose of 
defeating the Mexican pension bill; nothing else. They knew and the 
gentleman knew that the measure could never be passed in that shape. 
When the session was nearly at an end an immense amount of pensions 
was piled on that deserving bill for the purpose of crushing it. Now, 
when money is worth, in everything that it takes to feed and clothe the 
widows of the soldiers, twice as much as it was when this rate of $8 a 
month was established, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
arraigns the Southern members of this House for voting against the 
increase, though his party has kept the pensions at $8 per month all 
this while. 

I was in earnest when I moved to extend his time for the honorable 
mention of my name in that list. 

These facts answer his argument. The stuff in his speech as that 
the Constitution is thrown in our faces as a shield to cover an almost 
solid vote against that little pension bill“ needs no answer. No con- 
stitutional question arose in that matter. The bitter gall in that speech 
against men whom he takes by the hand daily as his friends does not 
need reply. The spirit of the speech, not only in manner but in the 
cold printed words, carries its own condemnation. He needed no more 
reply when he himself consigned the confederates to hell and then in- 
tensified their hell by his expressed intention to be there with them. 
[Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I have any time left I will yield it to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will yield it to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, onthe occasion when this debate was 
in progress, February 26, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
used the following language: 

Two-thirds of all the examining surgeons of this country—men of experience, 
the great majority of them comrades of the soldiers, equipped with knowledge 
and with a kindly feeling for applicants—were stricken down and men without 
exprience put in their a te many of them civilians, 

At that portion of the gentleman’s remarks I sought to interrogate 
him, but he declined the courtesy requested. My intention was to re- 
fute these charges and insinuations made against the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

In my district we knew of no such thing as a Democrat on these med- 
ical examining boards under Republican rule. After the entrance of 
General Black upon the discharge of his official duties as Commissioner 
of Pensions we found a reversal of the old tyrannical partisan organiza- 
tion of these boards. In their organization he appointed two Democrats 
and one Republican. What more fair? Howcan the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House complain, when under their management of this 
important branch of the public service they could find no room for Dem- 

yerats upon these boards. My brave comrade from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
ERSON }, who professes such a kindly feeling for the soldiers, does our 
brave comrade Commissioner Black a great injustice when he charges 
um with having stricken down two-thirds of all the examining sur- 
geons of the country, and with having replaced them with inexperi- 
enced men, in the face of the facts to the contrary. He complains be- 
cause civilians take the places of some of our brave comrades who were 
on these examining bon Isthis the fact? Let me assure my brave 


comrade from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that in my district we have 
three brave comrades of ours on these boards, and two Republicans. 
Why the necessity of assailing and imputing improper motives to the 


Commissioner of Pensions in the reorganization of the medical exam- 
ining boards when he has organized them in so non-partisan a manner 
in the interest of fairness and justness to the soldiers whoare applicants 
for pension. Certainly no honest claimant for ion will complain of 
the non-political character of the present 9 no gentleman on 
the other side of the House should find fault with their complexion 
when he remembers that under Republican control there were no Dem- 
Ocrats appointed to these places. Did not Commissioner Black give 
us this non-partisan examining board? Have we a right to ask or ex- 
pect more of him ? 

Is it not fair to the applicants for pension? Is it not honorable and 
soldier-like on his part to ize the two great political parties in 
the organization and constitution of these medical examining boards? 
Does this not give the applicants for pensions a fair and honest chance? 
Who will say that this is not an honest and honorable course on the 
part of the Commissionerof Pensions? Why then these unkind charges 
and unsoldierly insinuations? Gentlemen on the other side speak 
loudly of their love and affection for the brave soldiers who came out 
of the recent war, and yet have no hesitation to assail and impugn the 
motives of so brave and patriotic a soldier as Commissioner Black. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it was not my expectation 
to take part in the debate upon this bill, and I rise with reluctance. I 
am glad to take the floor, however, because it has pleased certain gen- 
tlemen to refer to my district and to Hamilton County as the center of 
all that is iniquitous in politics, with a suggestion, by innuendo, that 
possibly Republicans were the sinners and I the deus ex machina there 
to work out the mischief. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before the House is one that will probably 
receive the support of every gentleman on this floor. Ordinarily it does 
not give rise to political discussion here, but it occurred when the bill 
was under consideration my honored friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] very appropriately called attention to certain facts, which had 
their birth in the consideration of this bill in committee, and which facts 
were given to the country, as he asserts, for a purpose, which he pointed 
out. It is the fact that pending the consideration of the arrears bill 
before the Committee on Invalid Pension, the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations addressed a letter to the Commissioner 
of Pensions asking for an estimate as to the amount which would be re- 
quired to Py those who would be entitled to the arrears in case the 
bill should become a law. I do not question the necessity nor doubt 
the propriety of seeking such information. 

But it was intimated that that inquiry had no other purpose than to 
prevent the committee from reporting the arrears pension bill favorably 
to the House. In other words, it is suggested that the country and this 
House were to be so startled by the array of figures and the colossal 
amount involved as to give them pause, even before entering upon the 
consideration of the measure. I do not say that that was the intention. 
I do say, if it was the intention it was exceedingly well-timed. 

I do not charge the Commissioner of Pensions with willful intent to 
pervert the facts or to suppress the truth. We all know that there was 
in the statement an egregious error, an error of $93,000,000. The prop- 
osition being to pay arrears of pensions to those whomight prove them- 
selves entitled thereto, an inquiry was very properly directed to the 
Commissioner to ascertain the amount that would probably be required, 
so that gentlemen might intelligently judge whether the condition of 
the Treasury, the condition of the revenues of the country, would war- 
rant such a beneficence, such a bounty—nay, not such a bounty, but 
such a measure of justice to the defenders of the Republic. There was 
a question as to whether the Commissioner of Pensions intended to 
mislead. [acquit him of an intention to mislead, nor do I believe he 
prepared the figures that were submitted to this House. 

The numerous experts who have been so swift to pour into willing 
ears the scandals about the Pension Office are the persons who doubt- 
less prepared and presented to the Commissioner the figures which he 
subsequently presented tothe committee and the House. Those figures 
did mislead the House and did mislead the country, and my honorable 
friend from Iowa was justified and rightin calling attention to that state- 
ment and criticising with some severity the carelessness that could permit 
so gigantic an error to undiscovered; and beyond that, that when 
discovered it should have been adhered to until the mischiefs, not pos- 
sibly intended, but the inevitable mischiefs which did result and which 
must have resulted from scattering that gross misstatement broadcast 
throughout the country. 

Mr. Chairman, another matter was referred to by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Iowa. He suggested to this House and to the country 
that he was, by such votes as were cast by gentlemen upon the other side 
upon the bill to increase the ions of widows sometimes led to doubt 
whether there was indeed that fraternal feeling upon the part of our 
brethren upon the other side for which we are all longing and which 
we are seeking to cultivate. 

There was a suggestion in his remark, not spoken in words, but its 

urport and effect was this: That the ashes of our dead had better still 
be guarded by those who went out with them to battle and who fought 
by their side in the ranks when they fell. 

There was a suggestion that our friends upon the other side, having 
the feelings and impulses incident to our common humanity, might not 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1977 


be as swift to do the full measure of justice to the soldiers of the Re- 
public as those from whose hearthstones those soldiers went forth to do 
battle. It was a natural intimation, the logic of admitted facts. 

Nor by this statement did he, nor do I, call in question the right of 
one solitary individual to determine for himself how he shall vote, nor 
do I doubt the honesty of the judgment which controls that vote, 
whether it be cast for or against the measure. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. If it was so desirable and righteous to increase the pen- 
sion of widows from $8 to $12 a month, why did not your party do it 
while in full possession of both branches of Congress for twenty years 
after the war? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam coming to that. Now, my friend from 
Alabama calls attention to our alleged shortcomings in this respect as 
a defense of the course so many of his friends on tue Democratic side 
have been pleased to adopt. 

Gentlemen, you will not forget that the country has been stagzering 
under a grievous load; neither will you forget that as the years crept 
on the aged and infirm, who have heretofore claimed nothing of their 
country’s bounty, now are willing to receive it, although they are not 
knocking at the doors of this Chamber todemand it. You must recog- 
nize the fact that with the waning years the boys and girls growing into 
manhood uud womanhood left the hearthstones where they had been 
the prop and stay of aged parents. 

Those who participated in the great civil conflict, who, once in the 
vigor of manhood, have come to a time when their strength has failed 
and their steps are now feeble and they naturally turn to the Republic, 
which their children saved, to ask it in prayer, if not in petition ad- 
dressed to this House, to keep the promises that the young republic 
made when the boys went forth to do battle. No father, no husband, 
no son at the breaking out of the war, when called upon to do battle 
for his country, but heard ringing in his ears this call and promise from 
the Republic: „Go fight my battle and I will be husband to your 
widow if a widow she must be; I will be a father to the orphans if or- 
phans they must be.“ And to this hour the young republic has, over 
your opposition, not by your willing aid, kept the faith. Like Elijah’s 
ravens it has brought bread to the hungry, the feeble, the sick, and 
the old. Whatever the reason for this delayed justice it does not sound 
in want of devotion of this side of the House to the Union soldiers of 
the country. But suppose, for any purpose, good or bad, this generous 
bounty, this righteous justice had been withheld. What is that to 
you? Is that a reason why you should oppose it now? 

Is that the reason you do not record more than half a hundred votes 
for it? If it is just and generous why withhold your votes? If the 
justice is tardy it comes at last with a solid vote on this side of the 
House and with a majority against it—possibly not a majority, but half 
the votes against it—upon that side of the House. I am not calling 
in question your right to exercise your judgment. It is your right. 
This is our common country and a free country, and no man should be 
trammeled in the exercise of his judgment here or elsewhere. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be led away from the line of discus- 
sion which I had intended to pursue, but pause here to wonder if I 
realize the exact truth as it is; the history we have written, the logic 
of recorded events. 

If we may rely upon the statements made upon that side of the 
House the men who guarded this Republic in its hour of greatest peril, 
the men who tore the fingers of disloyalty one by one from the throat 
of the Republic, are not now to be trusted even to guard the ashes of 
their dead. To the tender solicitude of those who made pensions nec- 
essary in the hundred thousand homes of this country—to their tender 
mercies the widows, the orphans, the maimed and the crippled through- 
out the land are to look with generous and hopeful confidence rather 
than to those from whose firesides those saviors of the nation went 
forth in response to their country’s call. A beautiful spectacle, is it 
not? A beautiful picture! [Applause. ] 

I do not, however, purpose to leave the consideration of the Pension 
Office just yet. I hold in my hand the last report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. I do not know what men’s lips may say or will say, but in 
defense of the manhood of both sides of the House I submit that no 
man can read the part of this report which discusses the character of the 
force in the Pension Office and Commissioner Black’s predecessor with- 
out feeling ashamed of the heart that conceived and the pen that wroteit. 

I have not time to read the report, but I call your serious attention 
to it, and in no partisan sense, but in the interest of decent administra- 
tion. There seems not to have been an avenue of scandal in all the 
Pension Bureau that was not drained dry, and the files were ransacked 
in order to befoul the retiring Commissioner. Men who are prompt to 

Crook the ant hin; 

Whaw tit say follow ening, 
rushed forward to bear swift witness against their former chief in order 
that they might become the pampered and favored menials of the pres- 
ent incumbent of the Pension Office. [Applause. ] 

A MEMBER. You appointed them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No doubt we appointed them. So did the 
Master select twelve, but among the twelve He got a Judas. It would 


be remarkable if among all these the busy and interested search of the 
Commissioner could not find some one who would turn to slander his 
former chief to win the smiles of the present incumbent of that office. 
LApplause.] 

I have not time to run through this report. I wish I had. But I 
must call attention to one further matter. You all know how figures 
can be made to misrepresent the true state of the facts. It is said fig- 
ures will not lie, but figures can be made to lie most abominably. We 
have been regaled by a parade of what Commissioner Dudley tailed to 
do and what the present honored incumbent of the office has done. 

But nobody on the other side, not even the chivalrous member from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON], mentioned that Commissioner Black came in 
just as the force was trained and equal to the emergency. The increase 
of force was appointed in August and began the work, and Commis- 
sioner Black came in to reap the harvest of honor due to eflicient work, 
and this done, he turns upon his retiring friend, Colonel Dudley, and 
seeks to injure him by asserting that every nook and cornerof the Pen- 
sion Office was a political machine, made so by Colonel Dudley. In 
other words, he insults every man and woman employed in that office 
by charging that they are mere political machines. His language has 
vastly more regard to the rhetoric than to the exact truth of his report. 
In point of rhetoric I find no fault with it at all. I want tocall atten- 
tion for a moment to one or two very choice selections. He says: 


Penh one time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine, 


How ? 

Filled from border to border with the uncompromising adherents, a single or- 

ganization, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who 

uired in addition to service in the field submission to and support of a party 
before pensions were granted. 

Where are they? Point them out. There are ears to which slander 
flows as naturally as the filthy water in the street to the sewers. He 
says: 

Not always, but often was this true; not openly, but surely were the tests 
applied, 

When and where and how were these tests applied? Whoever heard 
of it until the statement was made under menace and threat—implied 
though perhaps not expressed in words? I do not mean that the august 
personage said ‘‘unless you have information that will enable me to 
condemn your former chief, I will dismiss you;’’ but I do mean to say, 
no man can read the testimony taken by the Warner committee without 
agreeing with me, that the witnesses were swift, especially Major Clark. 
He never failed by innuendo and otherwise to assault his chief and to 
make appear that he had used his office for disreputable and dishonest 


purposes. 
But what else does our distinguished fellow-citizen say? He says: 
The enormous array of the medica! boards established in every quarter was 
almost solidly partisan; made so, not openly but surely, 

What does he call ‘‘openly?’? How are men appointed? He brings 
here from the files of the office the letter upon which the order was 
based, nothing secret about it. What does he mean by ‘‘covertly??? 
He says, ‘‘ Examiners, trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the 
country as recruiting sergeants.” What unscrupulous schools, Com- 
missioner Black? Inthe Republican school? Ah, yes; that is unscru- 
pulous, is it? This brings me very properly to the consideration of 
questions to which my honored friends on the other side have adverted, 
and whether pertinent to this bill or not, they have been considered. 
My friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], who has shown to this 
House how splendidly a brilliant man can present a case which he ad- 
vocates, has suggested that he deprecates very greatly the discussion of 
what he is pleased to call dead issues.” 

Gentlemen, what are dead issues’ We have been constantly embar- 
rassed both by our Democratic brothers and by Mugwumps in trying 
to determine what are dead issues and what are live issues. Gentle- 
men have talked here about the ballot and about how it was corrupted 
by the instrumentality of Colonel Dudley, and one would suppose from 
the suggestions and innuendoes of my colleague from Ohio Ar. WAR- 
NER] that he stood surrounded by men who were the Lord's chosen and 
anointed, and who had defended with their bodies and with their 
prayers the purity of the elective franchise [laughter], and yet history 
records, and every man within sound of my voice knows, that wherever 
Democracy reigns supreme an honest ballot and a fair count is a lost 
art. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Ihave stated what the record discloses beyond peradventure, and only 
with the view of stating the exact truth; and whether it is called a 
dead issue” or not, it is knownof all men that if we had had in this 
country even the semblance of what our friends seem to so much desire 
in Ohio, if we had even the semblance of a fair ballot and a fair count 
throughout the whole country, your majority had dwindled into an in- 
significantminority. But that, I suppose, is: dead issue! Records 
do not die, nor can the logic by which they teach be buried in the grave 
of dead issues, 

Mr. Chairman, I have not been an idle or an indifferent student of 
history. I have studied with some care the history of the ancient re- 
publics, the ancient monarchies, and modern monarchies, and I have 
studied with as scrupulous care the history of my own country. The 
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logic of great events reaches past the span of one human life. I have 
not studied simply to ascertain what dynasties reigned, but the influ- 
ences that them in power. I have not studied to learn who 
gave Rome a republic, but to learn the influences that made a republic 
possible. I have not studied simply to learn what power swept from 
the shores of time the Roman Republic, but the influences that ren- 
dered its destruction inevitable. Gentlemen of the Democratic party, 
in buds of promise and flowers of hope you are magnificent; in mere 
testation and lip service you are all that can be fairly demanded; 
ut the records of our country disclose that in the matter of loyalty to 
great principles, protection of the ballot, friendship to our industries, 
and devotion to all that makes healthful freedom possible, the frait 
your buds of promise yield is bitter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not now, if my friend will excuse me. I 
will yield to him in a few minutes. Mr. Chairman, I am not going 
into a discussion of why it is that in one-half of this Republic the 
ballot is suppressed. I know the reason urged for it, and it gives me 
pause quite often when my friends across the line say to me, Would 
you put ignorance in control of the intelligence of our country? Would 
you put control of the property of the country in the hands of beg- 

9) 


There is much force in that; but, gentlemen, if the end sought were 
defensible the means are not. Mr. Chairman, I have said that it has 
been a part of my study to ascertain the causes which led to certain re- 
sults in history. I have prosecuted that study in regard to other re- 
publics as well in regard toourown. I that in the resolutions you 
have from time to time adopted there may be found that which is evi- 
dence of determined loyalty and love of country. But, gentlemen, your 
mere asseverations of devotion to-night must be placed in a column by the 
side of one which records your deeds. There never was a time when the 
statute-hooks of Rome bore greater evidence of the purity, virtue, and 
patriotism of her people than just preceding her fall—a fall which took 
place in the midst and was the result of political corruption and the gen- 
eral decay of civic virtues. 

So your lip service does not satisfy me and will not satisfy the coun- 
try. What is the logic of whatyou have done when compared with the 
record of your dealings with the country? Ho is it that you with this 
rec yd can presume to come and as the especial champions of the 
ballot or anything else that ought to find favor in the country? Iam 
disansted, if it is not unamiable to say so, at thatsickly sentimentality 
which sees a freckle on the fair face of Republicanism, and seeks relief 
by bathing in a Democratic sewer. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] 

I have said, gentlemen, that you were full of budsof promise. Take 
my own city and my own locality, to which our honored friend General 
WARNER calls attention. I of this matter with some feeling, 
because I have so often been the object of uncharitable attacks from the 
unscrupulous in politics, And while they struck down and corrupted 
the ballot they were constantly offering lip service in favor of a free 
ballot, being the while strangers to it in the lines of their own experi- 
ence. 

Now what does the history of Cincinnati disclose? In 1876 we had 
the first organized frauds of which Cincinnati knew anythi The 
record of the penitentiaries and jails of Southern Ohio will show the 
fruit that was gathered of that corrupt o tion. There was no 
charge or 8 ion that the organization for fraud, for repeating from 
ward to ward and precinct to precinct, was not in the interest of the 
Democratic party. But you say, Ves; you convicted our fellows be- 
fore Republican juries.’ That is not true. No man was ever con- 
victed there except before a mixed jury. 

What else? So gross and outrageous were the frauds of 1876 that in 
1878 Democrats and Republicans alike joined to invoke Federal protec- 
tion. 

Mr. BEACH. Will my friend from Ohio yield for a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If it is in the line of what I am saying, I 
will yield. - 

Mr. BEACH. Iwish to ask whether the gentleman, when he speaks 
of the ‘‘fraudsin 1876, refers to the counting out of Samuel J. Tilden? 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.) — 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I do not refer to the counting out” 
of Samuel J. Tilden; nor do I refer to the bloody methods—bloodier 
even than those of St. Bartholomew—by which you sought to foist him 
on the American people. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GR OR. My colleague will allow me to ask whether he 
adverted to the attempted purchase of an electoral vote in Oregon, or 
the dispatching of $80,000 to South Carolina to buy a colored man’s 
vote. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. My colleague’s suggestion is pertinent and 
Amay, but I do not want to be diverted from the matter I have in 


In 1878—I speak the truth of history—supervisors and deputy mar- 
shals were appointed at the sọlicitation of Democrats and Republicans 
i On my entrance into this Hall in March, 1879, I was confronted 
by a petition or memorial containing all that language could convey 
upon paper in the direction of suggesting intimidation and outrage by 


myself and fellow-Republicans against the voters of my district. What 
was the result? A committee, and as fair a one as ever was appointed 
by this House, went out to investigate—a committee presided over by 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, than whom I never knew a fairer man—than 
whom no fairer Speaker ever sat in that chair [general applause ] —it 
is his reputation at home and it is his deserved reputation here. That 
committee investigated. Now, I have one fault to find with the com- 
mittee, and only one. As is the case with most committees engaging 
in an investigation of that kind, one side was for the prosecution, the 
other for the defense. In such cases if no case is made out and the 
majority is for the prosecution, they simply dump the report in with- 
out saying a word about it. What they ought to have done—the duty 
they were charged with—was to come back and report to this House 
that the electoral franchise had been seriously endangered in some lo- 
calities and that some just and wise measure should be adopted to cor- 
rect the abuses, if such existed, no matter by what party practiced. 

What was the result of that investigation in another view? That 
election was found to be the freest, the purest, and the fairest that had 
been held in Cincinnati within half a century. 

What else? Then ‘the gang” was organized—what we know and 
what my honored colleague, General WARNER, recognizes as the 
gang’? was organized. Theyseized upon Cincinnati. They finally got 
control of her police. Her police were used to seize the ballot and cor- 
rupt it until the outrage became so shamefal that Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike rose in their might to seize the monster by the throat; 
and they are endeavoring now to strangle it, although in the accom- 
plishment of that holy purpose they have to fight Democratic officials 
from the footpad policemen in the street to the supreme judge on the 
bench at Columbus. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Eighteen hundred and eighty-two I over for the present. In 
1884, with these instrumentalities called up, we had another onset in 
which another gentleman and myself were in the arena as contestants. 
Theresultis known. A Republican majority was polled in that district 
in October, but less than that which was given to Mr. Blaine in No- 
vember, when no supervisors or deputy marshals were appointed. But 
the moment the sun had gone down on the election, the 13th of Octo- 
ber, 1884, a wild cry of fraud“ went up from Democratic throats in 
the gang. Stop thief!’’ was the universal cry; and this House was 
imposed upon and abused into the belief that a great outrage had been 
committed. A committee sped out there ostensibly to hunt down Mar- 
shal Wright—really to pay out of the public Treasury the expense of 
laying the groundwork to vacate the seat of the member-elect. That 
statement may be strong; but I submit that it is thoroughly true. 
What was the result of that investigation ? 

What was well known to us was made matter of record for this House 
and the country. Why, sir, in the night men were seized by rufflanly 
police, one hundred and fifty-two citizens, some of them voters before 
the officers who seized them had served their country by quitting it 
[laughter], and shut in dungeons, and were not permitted to commu- 
nicate with friend or counsel, and were so kept in a dungeon until 
after the polls closed on the evening of the day of election, and then 
turned out without a charge or suspicion of a charge recorded against 
one of them. Our lovely governor said they were repeaters, and ought 
to have been shut up. Let me tell you what the facts, the known facts, 
ce let reasonable honest men judge whether that statement will 

0 

We did indeed appoint deputy marshals to meet and if possible over- 
throw the thugs who were there to seize the city. The sewers and 
avennes of crime in every city within 500 miles of ours were explored 
in order to find creatures bearing the semblance of man who could be 
used under the protection of a thug police, deputy sheriffs, and special 
policemen to debauch the ballot and strike down the will of honest 
yoters in Cincinnati. They came like quails into the camp of the Is- 
raelites; each one of them a breathing, social sore, a walking moral 
and political pestilence. We were admonished, not by Republicans 
alone, but by Democrats whose consciences would not permit them to 
learn of such contemplated outrages without providing some defense 
against it. 

What was the sequel? And then Iam through with that. They 
had 1,000 police under the control of men as unscrupulous in politics 
as my friend would make you believe Colonel Dudley was. What else? 
They had1,000special police. Whatfor? They had 900 deputy sheriffs. 
What for? To protect imported thugs and domestic scoundrels in de- 
bauching the ballot, and kicking honesty and decency into the gutter. 
And to thwart or hinder this army of political bandits in their work, dep- 
uty marshals were appointed. Look for one minute. How is it; and my 
friend from Ohio, General Warner, knows, if he knows anything—if 
he does not talk out of the depth of his ignorance, rather from the 
fullness of his knowledge—he knows there is no place within the corpo- 
rate limits of Hamilton County where there is ever a riot, where there 
is ever ballot-box stuffing, where there is anything that suggests fraud 
and outrage except in the wards which are reliably Democratic. 

Nobody deniesit. There is nootherplace where you double, treble, or 
quadruple the police. They sent us from theState across the Ohioseyen- 
ty two earnest gentlemen, provided conveniently with what the average 
chivalric Kentuckian carries on his hip, to aid us in preserving order! 
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bering tense they came over to see if Kentucky negroes were 
by pi If they came for that purpose you would 
aE oio men have taken them to Republican quarters, where ne- 

gro repeaters would vote, if at all. To spot negro repeaters men would 
where such re if such resets were, would vote, and 

not where they could not and would not attemptto vote. You would 
not place them down where there are none but Democrats; where there 
are rufllans who deem it a duty to knock a contraband in the head at 
sight, and where not even well-known Republican citizens were per- 
mitted to 3 There would be no need of these watchful Kentucky 

ere. 

But there is where they were placed, and where ruffianism held high 
carnival election day. The consequence was a free ballot and a fair 
count were as impossible there as it would seem to be in some other 
localities in this country where they do not pretend to any particular 
love for negroes, and where their votes are wholly suppressed. 

What else? Governor Hoadly had the effrontery to charge these 
deputy marshals with the riotous events of that day. 

Let me call attention, and the record bears me out, to the facts which 
prove that the charge of Hoadly is groundless. Our police court was 
presided over by an ultra Democrat, His name is Fitzgerald. He was 
willing, certainly, if the proof justified it, to send Republican repeaters 
to the work-house or bind them over to await the action of the grand 
jury. The Democrats, the gang, if you please, had the police court. 
They had also the prosecuting attorney. They had a majority of the 
judges ofthe common pleas. They seemed to control the grand juries; 
and would younot suppose they would have hunted down and arrested 
Republican offenders? They had at command nearly three thousand 
officers, selected with direct reference to hunting down not merely Re- 
publican delinquents but honest, decent men as well. Thus, you see, 
they had the men to charge, to arrest, to prosecute, and condemn Re- 

ublican delinquents, if such there were, and you know they would 
— done it. How many were arrested and convicted? A hundred? 
no; fifty? no; twenty-five? no; ten? no; five? no. How many then? 
One! One was convicted, and he was sent to the penitentiary by a 
creature of the gang for daring to strike down a man, aruffian, who 
was attempting to force his way into his house and abuse and insult 
him. 


How many on the other side, agents of the gang, were sent up? More 
than ascore. Not convicted by Republican juries but by juries com- 
posed of decent men of both parties. 

Whatelse? These outrages by the gang went on until the next elec- 
tion, the election of last year, where, as I have said, frauds were so gross, 
outrages so palpable and infamous, that the honest people rose as one 
5 to protest against it. 

Ir. Chairman, I keep a scrap-book. A scrap-book is a very 
thine: it connects different eras, different epochs; it links together facts 
in the order of their occurrence, which point the logic of events. I 
want to show you from that book and from the current events of the 
period what honorable Democrats say about the condition of things in 
Cincinnati, and at that period, and even now. 

Do you [addressing General WARNER] know the Hon. William P. 
Anderson? Do you? Well, he isan honorable, clean man, who never 
voted anything but the Democratic ticket in all his life, and that is the 
only delinquency with which I can charge him. [Laughter.] It is 
the only one that he will have to answer for, to my knowledge. He, 
with other honorable Democrats, was ultimately startled into wakeful- 
ness by the fact that a gang having seized the machinery of the Demo- 
cratic party (and I do not charge it upon you, I do not know that you 
are aware of it), but having seized the machinery of the Democratic 
party that gang was enabled absolutely tocontrolourcity. Mr. Anderson 
and others recognized the fact that forgery and criminal methods of all 
kinds were utilized to secure a so-called Democratic victory by the gang. 
I want to say here that I had proposed to bring into Cute Hawes the re- 
turns from the several Democratic wards in Cincinnati, but I refrained 
because some of them are too filthy to exhibit to decent men and in the 
presence of ladies. [Laughter.] And yet in the presence of these of- 
fenses, ~~ without condemnation of them, you call Colonel Dudley and 
arraign him because forsooth he went to Ohio to lend his aid in defeat- 
ing the success of such planned infamy. Yes, he went to Ohio. He 
had a perfect right to go there if he wanted to. Why should he not go? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But let me remind my friend that he is 

king now of one election; Colonel Dudley went to Ohio in a pre- 
vious election. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, my worthy brother, do you remem- 
ber the maxim in the law which says, being liberally translated, that 
no man becomes bad all at once? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that is true as to Cincinnati. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Cincinnati has been rotten politically for 
ten years. A Democratic ring got hold of it and clutched its throat 
while they robbed its coffers; and yet you stand here arraigning a crip- 
pled Union soldier who has no peer in the Pension Office now in point 
of dev oted loyalty to the right, for fighting the leprous pack who were 

Cincinnati unfit to live in. 

You arraign him here, and while you assail him I have yet to hear a 
word from you against the infamies that you know were perpetrated 
all over Southern Ohio. 


Speaking of these on Mr, Anderson used plain ae 
Jean not stop to read at length, but will insert. 


GOOD WORDS OF A DEMOCRAT—CAPTAIN ANDERSON TO TIIE COMMITTEE OF OXE 
HUNDRED. 


William P. Anderson, of the executive committee, arose and made the fol- 
lowing statement, deliberately : 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to preface a statement Lam about to make witha 
few personal remarks. I have voted the Democratic ticket for over twenty 
os: have always been a Democrat, and at the last election voted a straight 

mocratic ticket. 

“ With this record, after a thorough and impartial investigation, extending over 
the past three weeks, made as a member of the executive committee of this 
committee of one 8 I claim to be able to make a fair statement as far as 
relates to the part taken by my party in the frauds against the registration and 
eng: laws and other out preceding and ag wha the last election. 


rages 
show that the. only organized fraud a, the registra- 
tion 3 dende at the last election has been within the Democratic eds 
ing their 


Democrat, an 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not live in Cincinnati, I am happy to 


say. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Soarewe. [Great laughter.] 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If Cincinnati is as bad and as corrupt as the 
gentleman who represents one of its districts says it is, let me ask if 
that accounts for the factof sendinghim here? [Laughteron the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not mean in an offensive sense to say 
that we are glad; I only mean tosay that the man who can find it possible 
to condemn a legless Union soldier for standing by the of his coun- 
try, standing by the principles the triumph of which he believes to be 

ble to the life of the Republic, and while he is condemning 
that heroic soldier he can stand with serene complacency, and in a voice 
of unruffled sweetness praise the miscreants, who were beyond all ex- 
pression corrupt and rotten in the matter of manipulating the ballot in 
his own State, would not help us much in purifying our political mor- 
als. That is the criticism I pass upon my brother. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will my friend yield a moment just there? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course I must yield. Lou are so clever 
I have to do so, but I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Fot for a short speech, one right here to 
the point? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Fo; not for a speech. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have some very interesting matter that I 
would like to inject right here. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend may be very credulous and be- 
lieve all he hears in condemnation of his adversaries and late associates, 
but is prone to close his ears to every just criticism that affects his 
present political allies. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Because Dudley was a good soldier does 
that justify his proceedings in the Pension Office and his political cam- 
paign in Ohio? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; nor has he done that which will jus- 
tify men who have winked at and permitted by their silence the ac- 
cursed crimes which have been made possible by such agencies against 
ballot-boxes to stand up and Point him ont as having been derelict in 
his duty. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I say evidence is abundant he did do all 
that I charge. I have it here. Iwould like to submit it in connection 
with the gentleman’s speech, if he will yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I said before there was not a sewer of scan- 
dal that was not searched in order to defame Colonel Dadley. As in 
both investigations in Cincinnati so here. There was not, in my judg- 
ment, a weak-minded brother trembling for his office, nor an employé 
suffering from moral obliquity who was not hunted up to get him to tes- 
tify against the ex-Commissioner of Pensions. 

So it was in the investigation at Cincinnati. The jails gave up their 
convicts. Men were brought from the streets with a penitentiary smell 
in their clothes [laughter] to denounce Judge Baxter, Judge Swing, 
and Judge to denounce the jury composed of Democrats and Re- 
publicans, and they were listened to with perfect complacency. When 
the question was put to one of them whether he was not an ex-convict 
there was a rush to his relief as if his defenders were drawn to him by 
the operation of thelaw ofaffinity. [Laughter.] Why, sir, judges were 
wrong; jurors were corrupt; witnesses were perjured; all was wrong. 
The only clean, spared monument of Heaven’s favor was Michael Mul- 
ge the man who had robbed more than a hundred freemen of their 

ot. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Who was Mike? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He was, par excellence, the leader of the 
Democracy in their raids upon the ballots in Cincinnati on the 13th of 
October. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Who pardoned him? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The President pardoned him, but I believe 
he was imposed upon. Ido not think President Cleveland would know- 
ingly give pardon to any man not entitled to it. This Mullen for his 
service was on leaving prison appointed by his party to a place of honor 
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and emolument, and how fit he was is disclosed by his record, to which 
I referred, as well as to what hus since been brought to light. I have 
it here—this is the chief of that rare lot of men whom my friend could 
not find it in his heart to denounce. 

Talk of Colonel Dudley in Ohio! Was it his efforts there that led to 
the rejection by the Ohio Democratic Legislature of George H. Pendle- 
ton and Allen G. Thurman and Durbin Ward. Was it Dudley’s visit 
to Ohio that so demoralized the Democratic Legislature that they were 
bought to betray public decency and official honesty? 

A MEMBER. Who bought them? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, you can read the testimony. I take 
it they were not infamous without reward, and did not betray without 
getting the thirty pieces of silver as the price of that betrayal. 

Pendleton and Tharman were the chosen champions of the best type 
of Democracy in Ohio. Two-thirds of the Legislature were elected to 
vote for Pendleton to return him to the other end of this Capitol. 
Never was our grand old State dishonored and d into the mud 
and filth of corruption and its highestofficial honors sold in the market 
for cash until a Democratic Legislature, elected by the gentleman for 
whom my friend has such tender solicitude, put up the Senatorial office 
and auctioned it off on the block; sold it to the highest bidder. 

And yet gentlemen stand up here and criticise Republican methods, 
and the Commissioner of Pensions refers in his report to the Republican 
party as the unscrupulous school in which these examiners were trained ! 
My friend knows that Democrats tramped all over Ohio to find in the 
Republican ranks of the members-elect to our Legislature one Judas 
Iscariot, one man infamous enough to betray his flag, his country, truth, 
honesty, and his God by withholding his vote from JoHN SHERMAN, 
the acknowledged choice of the Republicans of Ohio, and casting it in 
favor of the huckster who stood ready to purchase, but you did not find 
one. Is it ina school likethat that your examiners learn to be disloyal 
and unfaithful to country or to flag or to the clean seed of honor and 
public duty? Yet he says trained in unscrupulous schools.“ 

Gentlemen, you who cast the 66 votes against the increase of widows’ 
pensions need not speak for yourselves. You will always find some of 
our brethren down there ambling to the front todo youservice. They 
run over each other to see who will speak first, in order to get your 
smiles of favor. There is a fitness and propriety about it which I rec- 
ognize, and you, too. [Laughter.] 

1 observe, brilliant as these men of the South are, strong as they are 
in debate, I notice the moment any one on this side says that which 
might challenge reply from them, before my honored friend from South 
Carolina, or my friend from Virginia can possibly get out of his chair, 
one of our old allies runs down the aisle, and protests that you are more 
loyal, more devoted to our living, and dead, than we who closed their 
eyelids in death; and having performed that menial service they turn 
around, and if you smile they are delighted, and if you frown they are 
in agony. [Laughter.] 

I have said your party was a party of promise. Spread out before us 
our country’s history, and read what is written there that you to-night 
if you are half the men that the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
scribed would not have erased from the record and from the book of 
our remembrance. What line in our statutes has your party written 
of which you are proud? Whatstation in the highway of progress have 
you reached? hat desirable point in the line of human progressand 
enlightened advancement has the great train of progress reached under 
your management? 3 

I know, as does the world, that as we near some station on thishigh- 
way of progressive civilization you jump aboard of our train, ran through 
and get out on the cow-catcher, and as we move up to the station, shout 
Here we are!“ [Great laughter. ] 

Look at the panorama; there goes the Democratic column, here the 
Republican; here is the highway along which we have marched, there 
is the highway along which you move, one way or the other; search 
them out. At every step of our advance along this highway, is that 
which makes our country glorious and honorable, which elevates, en- 
nobles, and refines a free people. I shall scan your line of march later 
on. 

Let us go over to Europe and sit down together. We meet there 
some intelligent German or Englishman who addresses us and under- 
takes to test your faith and mine as to the comparative virtues of our two 
great parties. He remarks, ‘‘ You have a great country over there.“ 

Ves, we have a great country,“ we both chime in together. ‘You 
have two great political parties? Ves; we have two great political 
parties.“ We agree upon that also. Now, for the sake of making it 
pleasant for 9 5 and disagreeable for myself, I will make you the Re- 
publican and I will be the Democrat. [Laughter.] The foreign gen- 
tleman says. You are still a united people over there; you still main- 
tain the integrity of your territory?” You say, Les.“ I do not 
say a word, but look away. He asks: ‘‘ Was there any party in your 
country which fought to destroy that integrity?’’ I donot feel called 
upon to answer that question, but you say, Yes, there was—the Dem- 
ocratic Then I pluck up courage and say, But a great many 
of my political friends marched in the embattled hosts that defended 
the country.” You answer, Yes; but then they voted as they shot; 
they left the ranks of the Democratic party when they entered the ranks 


of the Union Army.“ He says again, But you have maintained the su- 
premacy of your flag? You answer, Yes.” I either say nothing or I 
Say, Ves; but my party did not favor nor stand by that supremacy.’’ 

What else? Our friend says, You have a sound currency in your 
country we are glad to see.“ Then I hop up with enthusiasm and say, 
O. yes; we havea sound currency; we have resumed specie payment!“ 
Ves,“ you say to me, but you remember your was almost solid 
against resumption.” What else? He says, Lou fed your soldiers in 
your great struggle by using the national credit? Lou say Ves.“ I 
chime in and say, Les; but my party was and is just now a hard-money 
party.“ You say to me: Les, it was a hard-money party; it was for 
‘hard money’ when the death-rattle was in the throat of the Republic, 
when the boys in the Army were starving; when to get gold and silver 
enough to supply them in camp and bivouac was impossible. But what 
happened? The men at the front received letters from home telling them 
that the larder was empty and the children without clothing for the 
coming winter; and they asked the Republic to redeem its promise to 
take care of their wives and children, and we used the nation’s credit 
to save the nation’s life; but you have no lot or part in all that.“ 

And when we came to resume, to redeem the promises we had made, 
how did the two parties stand? Almost toa man you voted against 
it. Gentlemen, where and when have you done anything as the chama 
pion of freedom? No man ever breathed freer by reason of anything 
that your party ever did, by reason of any statute it ever enacted, by 
reason ofany prayer iteveruttered. Yet you pose hereas the champion 
of these things and hold our side of the House accountable because the 
blessings which have been poured out upon this land under a Repub- 
lican administration have not been greatly multiplied. 

I only refer to these things to show that in the presence of your con- 
stant protestations of devotion to the right, the record of your country 
shows you to have been always wrong; wrong on all subjects, and per- 
sistently wrong. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to refer to only one other thing. I have said 
that the gentlemen on the other side are full of promise. As you had 
insisted for years that the tariff was a griveous burden and that the 
people were being robbed, they had reason to hope that when you came 
into power you would revise the tariff. You did come into power in 
the Forty-sixth Congress and what did you do? The wheels of our in- 
dustries stood still; hungry men walked through the streets waiting for 
you to take your hand from the throttles of the great engines of industry. 
Did you revise the tariff? You did not. Why? Because you had 
to please two wings of the Democracy; you had to please the friends of 
my honored friend from Ilinois [Mr. Morrison] and you had to please 
the followers of my not less honored friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 


DALL], and, as you could not do both, you did neither. Meantime the 
business of this country stood still. There were empty factories and 
That is what 


idle furnaces and hungry men and women and children. 
you brought about. 1 No matter what you promised, that 
is what you did. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like a few minutes more. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND was ized. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized I will yield 
the gentleman a portion of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
now rise; and I will state for the information of the House that I ex- 
pect to reach a vote on this bill to-morrow evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5201) making appropriations for the payment of invalid pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of privilege, and call up the mes- 
sage from the Senate asking the appointment of a committee of conference 
upon Senate bill No. 610. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 2, 1886. 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill of the Senate No. 610, to provide for a building for the use 
of the Federal courts, post-ottice,and internal revenue and other civil offices, 
anda United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark., and ask a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Manoxk, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr, BERRY be the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. J 


Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House insist on its amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as conferees 
on the part of the House Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. HENLEY, and Mr. WADE. 

And then, on motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Henry Berry for an invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Local Assembly 1620, Knights of Labor, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of H. R. bill 1914—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of W. L. Brower, John T. White, M. Fitz- 
gerald, M. J. Gleason, Martin V. B. Brown, and others, in favor of the 
passage of H. R. 1914, for the restoration of wages in the Government 
Printing Office—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of John T. Whyte, Nathaniel King, John Collins, 
and others, of the Euclid Association of Brooklyn, against the peace 
of the Dingley pilotage bill, and in favor of the restriction of ese 
emigration and of the passage of the Foran bill to restore wages in 
the Government Printing Office—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Cooper & Conrad against in- 
creasing rate of postage on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition against Chinese immigration into the 
United States, from citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of United States, praying for a constitutional 
amendment to prohibit the manu: sale, or importation of alco- 
holic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FISHER: Memorial of Local Assembly No. 3287 of Knights 
of Labor, of Au Sable, Mich., asking for liberal appropriations for public 
improvements—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of 212 representative citizens of the 
second district of New Hampshire, for scientific temperance instruction 
in all schools under the control of the Federal Government to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of 426 representative citizens of Holmes 
and Lorain Counties, sixteenth district, Ohio, for scientific tem ce 
instruction in all schools under the control of the Federal Govern- 
ment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of Local Assembly 3363, Knights of 
Labor, Minneapolis, Minn., for the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GLASS: Papers in the claim of John D. Ware, of Haywood 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of James L. Palmer, of Hickman County, Kentucky, 
asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Newell C. Langley, for payment to him 
of such sum of money as will reimburse him for the support of William 
Langley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel D. Dun- 
can, of Logan County, Kentucky, with accompanying bill—to the com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of many citizens, praying for the passage of 
House bill 4690, regulating the equal right to fish in the tide waters of 
the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers relating to claim of Lewis P. 
Noble—to the Committee on War C è 

Also, papers in the claim of John Holleran—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of S. Duffy, W. H. Day, A. B. Wilson, 
and 75 others, for a law putting oleomargarine, butterine, and all imi- 
tations of and substitutes for butter under control of the Internal Reve- 
nue Department with a tax sufficient to defray the expenses of enforce- 
ing the law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IRION: Petition of N. A. Badley, Elmo Badley, and H. Bad- 
ley, heirs of Henry Badley, deceased, of Baton Rouge, La., asking that 
their war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Mitchell County; of citi- 
zens of Sipe Springs, Comanche County, Texas, and of citizens of Tay- 
lor County, Texas, relative to deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from citizens of Palo Pinto County, Texas, referring 
to deep water at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Benjamin H. Hay, late Company C, Thirteenth 
United States Infantry, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 3780, 
Brockton, Mass., for restoration of wages in the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of J. L. Frisbie and 657 others, of Massachusetts, em- 
ployésof the United States Government, for adjudication of their claims 
for labor done under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of George H. Gildersleve and 56 others, and 
of George P. Fisher and 71 others, citizens of Kent County, Delaware, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Saint James or Dover 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, petition of 249 citizens of District of Columbia, and of 136 citi- 
zens of Sussex and New Castle Counties, Delaware, for scientific tem- 


perance instruction in all schools controlled by the Federal Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of the Illinois State board of agricul- 
ture, relating to unwholesome dairy products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 92 representative citizens of Madison and Saint Clair 
Counties, Illinois, and of 449 citizens of the District of Columbia, for 
scientific tem ce instruction in all schools under control of the 
Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of 103 representative citizens of the first 
district of Kansas, for scientific temperance instruction in all schools 
under the control of the Federal Government—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., favor- 
ing the passage of an act requiring the testing of chains-and anchors, 
and for the better securing of life and property on shipboard—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, pa accom g House bill 5919, relating to the claim of 
A. C. Bradford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers accompanying House bill 5918, relating to the claim of 
Palmer & Wood, lieutenant Twelfth United States Infantry—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers accompanying House bill 5920, relating to claim of John 
Kelsey and wife—to the same committee. 

Also, papers accompanying House bill 5917, relating to the claim of 
Charles L. Scudder—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of Thomas B. Laughlin, for the passage of a 
bill for the relief of aged, disabled, diseased, and worn-out postal 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 25 business men and citizens of Indian 
Territory, asking right of way through said Territory for railroad from 
Bentonville, Ark., to Muscogee, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Eldred Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Medicine Lodge, Kans., favoring law equalizing pay of ex-sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. à 

Also, petition of Hon. T. J. Linkenfelder and others, citizens of Sum- 
ner County, Kansas, favoring opening of Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of Prince A. Potter and of Stephen H. 
Brown, for the passage of joint resolution for the adjustment of post- 
masters’ salaries under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of D. A. Cook, commander, and Jacob 
Bane, adjutant, and 28 others, citizens of Ottawa, III., asking that Sarah 
Gregg be allowed a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sarah Gregg, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, communication of 93 soldiers, and of hospital surgeons, to Mrs. 
Sarah Gregg, who asks a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Petition of members of the New Garden 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, Guilford County, North Carolina, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 355, for the promotion of peace among 
nations, &c.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of 1,000 citizens, praying for improvement 
of Hamburg Bay, in Calhoun County, IIlinois—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Knights of Labor at Tiffin, Ohio, for the 

of House bill 1914—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Rey. Franklin 
Ball—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Theophilus Burton, asking the pas- 
sage of a joint resolution requiring the Postmaster-General to obey the 
act approved March 3, 1883, in relation to the adjustment of fees of 
postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 149 representative citizens of Hunting- 
ton, Jay, and Howard Counties, eleventh district, Indiana, fer scien- 
tific temperance instruction in all schools under the control of the Fed- 
eral Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 1.080 representative citizens of 
the nineteenth district of Ohio for scientific temperance instruction in 
all schools under the control of the Federal Government—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claims of Napoleon 
Miller, colored, and of Frederick A. Replogle, of Madison County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. Frazier, of Chester County, Tennessee, asking 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of John W. Dyer, of Fayette 
County; of William M. Brewster, and of W. H.Newlee, administrator 
of John Y. Newlee, deceased, of Claiborne County, Tennessec, asking 
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition of 209 representative citizens of 
Randolph, Uniou, and Perry Counties, twenty-fifth district, lllinois, 
for scientific temperance instruction in all schools under the control of 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 
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By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Memorial of J.-M. Pearson, J. C. 
Thompson, H. C. Herndon, Conway McGarrah, and 175 others, praying 
a sufficient appropriation to insure deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers in the claim of Jane Williams, of 
Amite County, Mississippi—to the Cimmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of T. and A. Heiss, with accom- 
panying affidavits, in relation to the bill for the purchase by the Gov- 
ernment of their harbor at Portage Lake, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition of citizens of Kimball, Tex., for ap- 
propriation for deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the same committee 

Also, petition of citizens of Mansfield, Tex., for improvement of the 
harbor at Sabine Pass—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition of 323 representative citizens of Jef- 
ferson, Forest, Armstrong, and Clarion Counties, and of 301 representa- 
tive citizens of Indiana County, Pennsylvania, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools under the control of the Federal Government— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Joseph Cranes, of Jefferson County, 
West Virginia, asking compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The following Fein wr Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an ie lage a! with that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Charles W. McLain and others, citizens of 
Natick, Mass. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 3, 1886. 


Prayer by Bishop W. X. NIX DR, D. D., of Kansas. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

It is made the constitutional duty of the President to recommend to the con- 
sideration of Congress from time to time such measures as he shall judge neces- 
sary and expedient. In no matters can the necessity of this be more evident 
than when the good faith of the United States under the solemn obligation of 
treaties with foreign powers is concerned. 

The question of the treatment of the subjects of China sojourning within the 
jurisdiction of the United States presents such a matter for the urgent and ear- 
Yast consideration of the Executive and the smbting o 

n my first annual message, u ae ens f the present Congress, I 
adverted to this question in the 0 „ 
The harmony of our relations with China is folly sustained. 

In the application of the acts lately passed to execute the treaty of 1880, re- 
strictive of the immigration of Chinese laborers into the Un ed Sta States, in divid- 
w cases of hardship have occurred beyond the power of the Executive torem- 

y, and calling for F adicial determination. 

he condition of the Chinese —— in the Western States and Territories 
is, despite this restrictive legislation, far from being satisfactory. The recent 
outbreak in Wyoming Territory, where numbers of unoffending Chinamen, in 
disputably within the protection of the treaties and the Jaw, were murdered by 
a mob, and the still more recent ned outbreak of the same character in 
Washi n Territory, are fresh in the minds of all, and there is a ension 
lest the bitterness of eeling against the Mongolian raceon the Pacific slopemay 
find vent in aral similar lawless demonstrations. All the power of this Government 
should be exerted to maintain the amplest good faith toward China in the treat- 
ment of these men, and the inflexible 5 of the law in bringing the wrong- 
doers to justice should be insisted u 

“ Every effort has — made by thi this 8 rovas these violent 
outbreaks and to aid the resentatives of China in m of these 
outrages; and itis but j to miy 4 that they are 5 to the lawlessness of 
men not citize ns of the United States, engaged in competition with Chinese 


1 prejudice = 2 ase post agree eee 25 it ex- 
n a large part of our domain, jeo; izing our domestic peace e good 
relationship we strive to maintain with Chin: lax 

“The admitted right of a Government to prevent the influx of elements hos- 
tile to its internal peace and security may not be questioned, even where there 
is no stipulation on the subject. That the exclusion of Chinese labor is 
demanded in other countries where like conditions prevail is strongly evidenced 
in the Dominion of Canada, where Chinese immigration is now regulated by 
laws more exclusive than our own. If existing laws are inadequate to compass 
the end in view, I shall be to give earnest consideration to an further 
— measures, within the treaty limits, which the wisdom of Congress 


y devise.” 
mat the time I wrote this the . at Rock — in Wyom- 

Territory, were fresh in the minds of all, and had been presented 
anew to the attention of this Government by the Chinese . — in a note 
which, while not unnaturally exhibiting some misconception of our Federal 
system of administration in the Alsat while they as yet are not in the ex- 
ercise of the full measure of that sovereign vernment pertaining to the 
States of the Union, presents in truthful terms the main features of the cruel 
outrage there perpetrated upon inoffensive subjects of China, In the investiga- 


tion of the Rock Springs outbreak and the ascertainment of the facts on which 
the Chinese minister's statements rest the Chinese representatives were aided 
by the agents of the United States, and the reports submitted, having been thus 
framed and recounting the facts within the knowledge of witnesses on both 
9 pet ing truthfulness which could not fail to give them great 


e facts, which so far are not controverted or affected b aye — ays 
mitigating testimony, show the murder of a numberof bjects, in 
tember last, at Rock Springs, the zandgat of — others, and t the 5 
of rae oe age 3 ofall 8 the unhappy survi been driven from their 
habitations. There is noall that the 9 lawless or disorderly 
act on their part, contribui to 1 u collision; on the contrary, it a 
pears that the law-abiding disposition of — aoe who were sojourners in 
our midst under the —.— of hospitality gered treaty obligations was 
8 m them. This outrage u 9 

5 was committed by a lawless 7 — None of 
158 . — national ſum 


> 


law, and equally entitled to 


referring to the rights of Chinese subjects; 
come hither as all other avengers who voluntarily resort to this land 
here peaceably to win their bread 


cee to live helt lives, can be no that th would be entitled still 
to the same N of p violence and same free forum for 
the pares of th soph sa ets as any 


other aliens. 
So far asthe Doaa between the United Statesand China stipulate for the treat- 
States as the citizens or 
create no new status for 


and China, inte ox is added that: 
“ARTICLE III. If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now, either 
tl or erage rte oa residing in the territory Sethe United States, meet 


permanen 
with ill-treatment at the hands of any persons, the Government of the 


measures for their protection 


States, as compared with pe- 
A rights wae others do not but en the case of ill-treatment 

ese in the United States, Government is bound to “exert all its 
shir to devise measures for their 8 by securing to them the rights 
to which, equally with any and all other foreigners, they are entitled. 

Whether it is now incumbent upon the r States to amend their general 
laws or devise new measures n this regard I do not consider in the present 
communication, but confine myself to the particular point raised by the outrage 
and massacre at Rock $ 

The note of the Chinese minister and the documents which accompany it give, 
as I believe, sau un t of the lamentable incident, and pre- 
sent 01 8 regretable circumstance that the proceedings, in the 
name r the ä of the pa libs and fixing the 3 
teense’ a a ghastly m of a So long as the Chinese minister, 
under his instructions, the basis of an a: l to the principles an: 
convictions of 5 no exception can be taken. But when he goes further, 
and, taking as h ent the action of the Chinese Government in past in- 
stances where the ves of American citizens and their property in China have 
been endan: ion on the part of the United States 
to indemn jects who suffered at Rock Springs, it became 

necessary to meet his argument, goo to deny most exapbatically the conclusions 
he seeks to draw as to the existence of such a liability and the right of the Chi- 
nese Government to insist u it. 


Idraw the attention ofthe gress to the latter part of the note of the Secretary 
of State of February roe 1888, in — zi the Chinese minister's representations, 
and invite especial consideration 


— — reasons by which he reaches 
the conclusion that whilst the tHon of States Government is under no obligation, 
whether the express terms of its treaties with China or the principles of in- 
eee law. to to indemnify t these Chinese subjects for losses 3 such 
means and under the admitted circumstances, yet that in view of the pable 
and discreditable failure of the 1 of Wyoming Territory to bring to 


justice the ty es or to assure to the sufferers an im ial forum in which 
to seek n compensation for —＋ losses which those subjects have in- 
a by lack of police protection, and considering further the entire absence 


3 or . — on the part of the ee the Executive may be 
ced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Congress, in 
order that that body, in its high discretion, may direct the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment in aid of innocent and rs whose maltreatment has 
brought it upon the country, with the distinct understanding that such 
= is in no wise to be held asa precedent, is wholly gratuitous, and is resorted 

to in a spirit of pure gen toward those who are otherwise helpless. 

The correspondence exchanged is herewith submitted for the intention of 
the Congress, and accompanies a like message to to —.—.— of ag 5 


Maxsrox, 
Washington, March 1, 1888. 
EASTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the e ee e papers, reſerred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 25th ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior eee accompanying papers, a draught ofa bill, recommended 
by the Commissioner of Indian for the payment of money claimed un- 


der alleged existing treaty sti seg hese and laws by such Eastern Cherokee In- 
bere as have . — or ereafter remove hafsins to the Indian Ter- 


ns matter is presented for the consideration of Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 2, 1886. 
INDIAN LAND IN NEBRASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
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with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of 26th ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior, with inclosures, requesting legislation to a for the reappraise- 
tientand sale of & email tenes Of lanl in the PLAIS O Nebraska belonging to the 
3ac and Fox Indian reservation. 

The matter is presented for the action of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive MANSION, March 2, 1886. 


PROCEEDS OF INDIAN LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 27th ultimo from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, hare mrt of a bill 


in the office of Indian Affairs for the purpose of securin, the Chero ee 
and others, citizens of the Cherokee Nation by adoption — i Er, a 
sum equal to their proportion of the $300,000, of 96° in in the 


ee, of lands west 
Indian Territory, eee by the act of 3, 1883. 
‘The matter is presented for the consideration of Congress. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mansion, March 2, 1880. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommenda- 
tion of the Light-House Board for anadditional appropriation of $60, 000 
for the establishment of a light at the entrance to Gray’s Harbor, Wash 
ington Tersitory; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, submitting additional estimates for clerks in the Reg- 
ister’s office; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2148) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to providea 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-office, and other Government offices at Will- 
iamsport, Pa., and making an additional appropriation therefor, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Knights of 
Labor of Newark, Ohio, praying for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of representa- 
tive citizens of Miami County, Kansas, praying for the enactment of a 
law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia, in the Territories, in the Military and Naval 
Academies, and in the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or 
in part hy money from the national Treasury. I give notice that in 
pursuance of the general tenor of the petition I shall move to amend 
the educational bill by offering an amendment requiring instruction of 
that kind out of the money which we appropriate. As a bill on the 
subject has been reported, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the State of New Jersey, officially signed, represent- 
ing 4,000 Christian women, praying for the better legal protection of 
young girls in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Danville, 
Monmouth, Newton, and La Salle, III., praying for the construction 
of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Danville, III. +, pray- 
ing for the opening to settlement of publie and unoceupied lands in the 
Indian Territory, and the organization of a Territorial form of govern- 
ment therein; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of 486 representative citizens of 
Colorado, praying for the enactment of a Jaw requiring scientific tem- 
perance instruction in the public schools of the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Academies and the Indian 
and colored schools supported wholly or in part by money from the 
national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the General Assembly of Col- 
orado, favoring the passage of a bill setting apart a portion of the mili- 
tary reservation at Pagosa Springs, Colo., for a public park; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the General Assembly of the 
State of Colorado, favoring the passage of an act granting relief to An- 
son Rudd, and providing for the i issuing of a patent by the United States 
to him for certain lands donated to him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the General Assembly of Col- 
orado, favoring the passage of a bill to set aside and annul the grant of 


land to Louis Lee and Narcisso Beaubin, in the State of Colorado; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAIR presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, favor- 
ing an appropriation ws Ipecac hydrographic survey of the State 
of Nevada; which was referred 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the 
favoring certain legislation in regard to the boundaries of the Pyramid 
Lake reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, favoring 
the eee of money ed by the States in the late civil 
war; which was referred to the ittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE resented a petition of William H. Hussey, Mrs. C. C. 
Hussey, Mrs. Henrietta Johnson, and other citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the better legal protection of young girls in the District of 
, which was referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Co- 

Mr. PLATT. I present resolutions passed by the General Assembly 
of the State of Connecticut, con the removal of the naval train- 
ing school from Coaster’s Harbor Island to the New London naval sta- 
tion. I ask that it may be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, as follows: 


State óf Connecticut, General Assembly, January session, A. D. 1888. 
[House joint resolution No.58.] 


Concerning the removal of the naval training school from Coaster's Harbor Island 
to the New London naval station. 

Whereas the United States has the title . of Con- 
necticut to a tract of land in the towns of Groton and Ledyard, with a water 
front of about one mile on the river Thames, which 1 according to the con- 
ditions of the 9 used for naval purposes and is now known as the New 
London naval station; an 

sums of money have been ex- 


Whereas said naval station although 
peones upon it by the General Government, i Deen TEA RI 


«are, upon the testimony of com- 

officers, for the uses of the institution, and will remain so 
even after the expenditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars of the people's 
money: 


ved, That the Senators and Representatives of this State in Congress be 


uested to make an united, and earnest effort to secure the re- 
moval of the naval training school from Coaster’s Harbor Island to the New Lon- 
don naval station, and have said station designated as the permanent headquar- 
ters of said school. 


Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and hereby is, instructed to transmit 
a copy of this preamble and resolution to the Secretary of the Navy and to each 
of the Senators and Representatives of Connecticut in Congress. 

STATE or CONNECTICUT, 


Office of Secretary of State, ss: 
secretary of state of the State of Connecticut, and keeper 
of the or the pouch arom record of the acts and resolutions of the 
certify that I have compared the an- 
nexed copy of the . —.— . e ates of the naval training school 
com Coaster’s Harbor Island to the New London naval station with the origi- 
nal records of the same now remaining in this office, and have se a the said 
y to be a correct transcript thereof and of the whole of said o 
as testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed heal of said 
1 „ this 24th day of Februry, 1886. 
SEAL, 


„ 


CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of citizens of Rens- 
selaer Falls, N. Y., praying for the passage of a bill embodying the rec- 
ommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Scipio monthly meeting of Friends, 
State of New York, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 355) to pro- 
mote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for interna- 
tional arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Salamanca, N. Y., praying 
for the opening of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory to set- 
tlement, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Albany and Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., praying that liberal appropriations be made by Congress for 
public works; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I presenta petition signed by 236 rep- 
resentative citizens of Delaware County, New York, praying for the en- 
actmentof a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public 
schools of the District of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Mili- 
tary and Naval Academies, and the Indian and colored schools supported 
wholly or in part by money from the national Treasury; and another 
petition of similar character signed by 563 representative citizens of 
Onondaga and Cortland Counties, New York, for thesame purpose. As 
the bill is now on the Calendar, I move that the petitions lie on the 
table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presenta petition of Knights of Labor of Larned, 
Kans., praying for the passage of a bill to restore the wages of the em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office, so that they may be the same 
as were paid prior to March 4, 1877. Taare thea tlie pebttdon he at 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Walnut Creek monthly 
meeting of Friends, State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. 355) to promote peace among aloo for the creation of a tribunal 
for international arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Healso presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Ellis, Kans., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of 127 representative citizens 
of New Castle County, Delaware, praying for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific tem: ce instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Militaryand Naval 
Academies, and the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in 
part by money from the national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I t the petition and accompanying exhib- 
its of Thomas U. Walter, of Philadelphia, Pa., on the subject of his 
claim against the Republic of Venezuela. I move that the petition and 
accompanying papers bereferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Indiana who served in the late war of the rebellion, praying for 
the passage of a general pension law. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have been requested to present a petition of 
citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., concerning the abolition of the office of 
President of the United States. I do so without concurring, I presume, 
in any statement contained in the paper. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Knights of Laborof Knights- 
ville, Ind., praying for the passage of a law prohibiting Chinese im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Michael McCaffrey, guardian of Pat- 
rick Fin , late a private in Company A, Sixteenth iment United 
States I try, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 235 representative citizens of 
Marshall and Linn Counties, Iowa, composed of 28 clergymen, 10 physi- 
cians, 7 lawyers, 33 teachers, 79 business men, and 23 officers of tem- 
perance and othersocieties; and a petition of 178 representative citizens 
of Delaware, Grundy, Buchanan, and Brewer Counties, Iowa, composed 
of 18 cl en, 8 physicians, 30 lawyers, 34 teachers, 68 business men, 
and 20 officers of temperance and other societies; and a petition of 172 
representative citizens of Clay, Emmet, and Lyons Counties, Iowa, com- 
posed of 14 clergymen, 5 physicians, 8 lawyers, 21 teachers, 101 busi- 
ness men, and 22 officers of temperance and other societies, praying for 
the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the 
public schools of the District of Columbia and the Territories, and in 
the Military and Naval Academies, and the Indian and colored schools, 
supported wholly or in part by money from the national Treasury; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Key West, 
Fla., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the duty on leaf- 
tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PIKE presented a memorial of the Patrons of Husbandry of 
New Hampshire, remonstrating against the passage of any measure in- 
creasing the rate of postage on fourth-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of Mrs. L. E. Thomas and 8 
other ladies of Waterford, Wis., praying for a sixteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the disfranchise- 
ment of any citizen on account of sex; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 472 representative citizens of 
Ontario, Orleans, and Livingston Counties, New York, and a petition 
of 122 representative citizens of Clinton County, Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the 
public schools of the District of Columbia and the Territories, and in 
the Military and Naval Academies,and the Indian and colored schools, 
supported wholly or in part by money from the national Treasury; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Mrs. Lillie Devereux Blake and other 
ladies of New York, praying for an amendment to the Constitution to 
8 women in the right of suffrage; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. EVARTS. I presenta petition of the representatives of the sav- 
ings-banks of the State of New York, representing, I understand, with one 
or two possible exceptions, all the savings-banks in that State. The 
representatives of those banks hold in trust for over 1,165,000 persons 
their savings, averaging about $375 for each depositor, and aggregating 
the sum of over 8437, 000, 000. The petition is that the coinage of sil- 
ver may be stopped by law. I ask that the petition, which is not long, 
any printed in the RECORD, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
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The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and . . 
'nited States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, representatives of the savin, nks of the State of New 
York, respectfully submit that they hold in trust for over 1,165,000 persons their 
savings, averaging about $375 for each depositor,and aggregating the sum of 
over 137,000,000 ; that all the funds and property of the said savings-banks and 
all their earnings and accumulations belong exclusively to their 8 
chiefly industrious persons of small means, and that your ee have no 
interest therein except as custodians for said depositors. such representa- 
tives we respectfully petition the Congress of the United States to repeal the law 
which directs the coinage of the 412{-grain silver dollars. 

We heartily agree with the opinions expressed upon this subject by the Presi- 
dent of the United States in his recent message, and we pray that it may please 
Congress to enact that the said 9 be discontinued, for the reason, amon, 
many others of weight, that its continuance, unregulated by the demands o 
trade or by the ability of the circulation to absorb it, tends to sever our currency 
from the gold standard, to compromise the national credit, and to create distrust 
in the minds of the poe: 

To make our securities, principal and interest, payable in silver dollars, and 
thereby to reduce the exchange value of the savings of the people by 20 per 
cent., would be a loss of purchasing-power of the funds in the savings-banks of 
New York State alone equivalent to a shrinkage in value of nearly $100,000,000 ; 
and that, as the value of the currency would be alike impaired whether in sav- 
ings-banks or elsewhere, this vast sum would represent only a small portion of 
that loss to be apprehended from the continued compulsory coinage of the 
standard silver dol the greater portion of which loss must be borne by the 
industrial classes whose interests we serve. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


Mr. HOAR. I present a memorial, signed by Jordan, Marsh & Co., 
and some 20 or 30 others, who areamong the principal firms and business 
men in the city of Boston, remonstrating, for certain forcible reasons 
which they state, against the bill intended to increase the rate of postage 
on fourth-class mail matter. I ask that the petition, wlfich is very 
compact (not longer than a proper statement of it if I made it orally 
under the rule), be printed in the RECORD without the names. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the Senators and Representatives of the New England Slates: 


The undersigned, business men of Boston, 5 call your attention to 
the bill recently introduced into the Senate by Hon. JAmEs F. WILSON, of Iowa, 
which bill is intended to double the rate of on fourth-class mail matter. 

The rate is now 16 cents per pound, and the proposed change will make the 
rate 32 cents per pound, or the same as letter postage. 

This bill should not be permitted to become a law, because, if passed, its pro- 
visions will seriously injure such lines of trade as depehd upon the mail for the 
carriage of their goods, while in every line it will largely increase the expense 
of conducting business. It will also prove a great hardship to thousands of peo- 
ple who depend largely upon the postal facilities for their daily supplies because 
of the distance from express offices. At o praa rate of 16 cents per prune 
the price is much higher than that of any country in the world. an: 
cha ie made in the law it should be.to reduce the rate to 8 cents per pound, 
which latter figure is much higher than is charged by England, France, Ger- 
many, or any other foreign country. 

We trust that you will give this matter your personal attention, as it is one of 

ry importance to the business men and the people of Boston and New Eng- 
fan 5 


Boston, February 25, 1886. 


Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Denison, 
Tex., praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing 
Office to a certain former rate; which was refereed to the Committee 
on Printin 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of Local Assembly No. 1528 
of the Knights of Laborof the town of Trenton, Mo., praying for the en- 
actment of such laws as will protect the weak and oppressed against 
the encroachments of corporate power, and for the expenditure of the 
surplus revenue of the Government in the construction of works of in- 
ternal improvement and of national importance, and especially for the 
construction of the Hennepin Canal. I move that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is confined to his house 
by illness, and has sent me a petition which was forwarded to him from 
California by an old acquaintance, and for that reason I present it. It 
is a petition of the Los Angeles Board of Trade, of California, for an 
increased appropriation for Wilmington Harbor, for the erection and 
maintenance of a Government building in the city of Los Angeles, and 
for the establishment of a United States district court in connection 
with certain counties. As it has so many things in it I presume the 
petition will have to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. The es- 
tablishment of a district court seems to be the more important part. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Danville, 
III., praying for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

IIe also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Danville, III., 
praying for the opening of the Oklahoma lands in Indian Territory to 
settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 42) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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to whom was referred the bill (S. 531) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Lafayette, Ind., reported it with an ent. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1131) to amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 
2, 1885, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1672) for a public building for a marine hospital at 
Gallipolis, Ohio, asked to be di from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce; wh-ich was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 542) for the relief of William Ervin, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1388) for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R. 
Trimble, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereo: 


n. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1293) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in 
suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, moved its indefi- 
nite postponement, which was to; and submitted a report, ac- 
companied by abill (S. 1729), to authorize the Secretary of the 
to settle the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures 
madein suppressing. Indian hostilities; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
457) for the repair of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla.; and the 

_inclosure of the grounds attached to said fort, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 604) providing for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the declared discovery of inoculation of yellow 
fever and protection so afforded against that disease, moved its indefi- 
nite postponement, which was agreed to; and submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 1730), providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to investigate the truth of alleged discoveries of the specific cause 
of yellow fever and of a method of preventing that disease by inocula- 
tion, and to obtain all information ble as to the cause and preven- 
tion of that disease; which was twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted 

a a eae accompanied by a joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing Lieut. 
D. Pratt Mannix, of the United States Marine Corps, to accept the dec- 
oration of the third class of the Double Dragon, tendered to him by the 
Emperor of China on account of distinguished services rendered the 
enpo as torpedo instructor; which was read twice by its title. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1444) for the relief of William Schuchardt, United States commercial 
agent at Piedras Negas, Mexico, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. RROWN. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report adversely in the matter of Capt. D. W. Mullan, of 
the United States Navy, to whom a medal has been tendered by the 
Chilian Government on account of the fact that he was permitted to 
accompany the Chilian army during certain important military opera- 
tions in the late war between Chili and Peru. The Chilian Govern- 
ment has tendered him as a memento, as it is stated, a medal; and 
under all the circumstances the committee report adversely on the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 438) for the relief of James Filor, William Curry, and Will- 
iam Pinckney, submitted an adverse report thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 188. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a concurrent resolution authorizing the print- 
ing of 15,000 additional copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States for the year 1885. I ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate 18 House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted 15,000 additional copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
for the year 1885; of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1731) to equalize the pension of 
William Riley, late private of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers, with those who lost the arm at the shoulder joint; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 1732) to regulate commercial sales of 
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goods and merchandise by samples, catalogue, card, price-list, descrip- 
tion, or other representation, between residents of the several States and 
Territories; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1733) to establish a pu of delivery 
at Dallas, in the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1734) to establish a port of delivery at 
San Antonio, in the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1735) to provide for a survey and esti- 
mate of cost of cleaning out Indian River, in the State of Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1736) to provide for an addition 
to the United States building at Jackson, Miss.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. GEORGE. At the request of one of my colleagues at the other 
end of the Capitol I introduce certain bills, and ask their reference to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1737) for the relief of James H. Owens; 


A bill (S. 1738) for the relief of Helen Loggins, administratrix; 

A bill (S. 1739) for the relief of Paschal D. Hammack; 

A bill (S. 1740) for the relief of L. B. F. Champion; 

A bill (S. 1741) for the relief of Wiley A. Pullen; 

A bill (S. 1742) for the relief of Samuel Herd; 

A bill (S. 1743) for the relief of t Champion; 

A bill (S. 1510 for the relief of William F. Haralson; 

A bill (S. 1745) for the relief of Turner Babbitt; 

A bill (S. 1746) for the relief of Charles H. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1747) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, administratrix of 


J. O. S. G. Greer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1748) for the relief of the legal representatives of Frances 
E. Gibson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1749) for the relief of T. J. Denson, administrator of the 
estate of George W. McCabe; 

A bill (S. 1750) ſor the relief of George C. Harper; 

A bill (S. eas for the relief of Ruth Summers, administratrix; 

A bill (S. 1752) for the relief of W. L. Wallace, administrator; 

A bill (S. 705 ſor the relief of Isaac Haralson; 

A bill (S. 1754) for the relief of Franklin Sessions; 

A bill (S. 1755) for the relief of T. P. Burnham, administrator of the 
estate of Dr. J. Burnham, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1756) for the relief of Caroline Davidson, administratrix; 

A bill (S. 1757) for the relief of W. L. Summers, administrator; 

A bill (S. 1758) for the relief of R. T. Cheek; 

A bill (S. 1759) for the relief of Louisa Thomas, administratrix; 

A bill (S. 1760) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Anderson, administra- 
trix; and 

A bill (S. 1761) for the relief of Chatham Davidson. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1762) for the relief of Harry S. 
Kellogg, administrator of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK. I introduce a bill to modify the existing provisions of 
law in relation to the sinking fund, and as it is only ten lines long I 
ask that it may be read, as I desire to offer a resolution in regard to 
the subject after a while. 

The bill (S. 1763) to modify the provisions of law relative to the sink- 
ing fund was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the provisions of law relating to the sinking fund be 


so modified that hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall not be required 


to pay or redeem over $20,000,000 annually of the principal of the debt of the 
United States for the purposes set forth in section 3694 of the Revised Statutes, 
oe aonar the provisions of the act of July 14, 1870, and the acts amendatory 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he has informa- 
tion as to the amount of the sinking fund at this time? 

Mr. BECK. I asked to have the bill read at length because at the 
proper time this morning I shall offer a resolution calling on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to give us positive information in that regard, 
so that on next Tuesday the Committee on Finance may act on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear the Senator’s remark. I hope that 
we shall obtain the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1764) for the relief of Washing- 
ton Wright and Simon Basye, surviving trustees of Shiloh Baptist 
church at Fredericksburg, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1765) to amend the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia for the protection of girls and for 
the punishment of the crime of rape; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
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Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to 
William Brentano; which w= read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1767) to correct the Army 
record of certain officers named therein; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1768) granting a pension to John 
D. Fincher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1769) granting a pension to Laura F. 
Sholes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thorn- 
burg; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing 
and directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain rooms which 
have been occupied by the United States courts to the city of Jackson, 
Miss. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That any papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate 
relating to the claim of the Shiloh Baptist church of Spottsylvania County, 
Virginia, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WALTHALL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Louisa Jackman and others be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 


Ordered, That the paia the case of Eliza A. C. Jones be taken from the files 
and referred to the ttee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That Humphrey E. Woodhouse have leave to withdraw the papers in 
his case from the Mental ts — 88 


On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 


Ordered, That the —.— on the files of the Senate relating to the bill (S. 1599) 
for the relief of the Phœnix National Bank of the city of New York be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal courts, 
post-office, and internal revenue and other civil offices, and a United 
States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and had appointed Mr. S. DIBBLE, of South Carolina, Mr. BAR- 
CLAY HENLEY, of California, and Mr. W. H. WADE, of Missouri, 
managers at the conference on its part. 

THE SINKING FUND. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 
to inform the Senate 


be directed 
how much, if any, the actual payments and purchases of the principal of the 
8 5 — in th Brash peang yy 


public debt since July 1, 1877, have been in excess of the req the laws 
regu e si fund, and further to inform the Senate how the existing 
laws can be carried out in relation to said fund from this time until the $250,000,- 
000 of 4} per cent. bonds mature. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is his 
purpose to have any discussion of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. BECK. Not a word. I only ask to have the resolution passed 
because I introduced a bill to modify, if possible, the sinking fund in 
consequence of the fact that our present debt 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. BECK. We have had positive information in regard tothe sink- 
ing fund to 1877. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. BECK. Task to be allowed to put in the RECORD, as part of 
my remarks, a short resolution that I offered in 1878 on the subject, 
showing the official statement to 1877. It is as follows: 


Whereas it is of the highest importance in the present condition of 


the industries of Depa e that taxation should be reduced to the lowest point 
consistent with a of the obligations of the Government and 
an economical administration of its ; and 

Whereas the FFF 
provided by the present Con includes $37,196,045.04 to be applied during 
i eee ear in the — — United States bonds under the provisions 
of the acts o 


bruary 25, 1 14, 1870, providing a sinking fund for 
the extinction of the national debt; an 

he last of the Treasury, in his annual report to the Forty- 

1876, the literal 


Whereas t 
fourth Congress, in December, 1876, showed that up to Jul 

thay’ went into effect 
in of $423,848,215.37 to the purposes provided for in said 


compliance with the 1 of said laws from the time 
required the applicatio p 
acts, and tbat 992,226.14 had been soapplied, being an excess of $225,144,010.77 
over the amount required by the law to be so npea to that ; and 
Whereas the present tary of the Treasury, in re to this in 
after the statements of his ecessor upon that sub- 
“On the same basis the amount of the bag rein, f fund would have 


eot, sa; 
Johs $475,318,888.78 on the Ist of July, 1877, on which date the reduction of the 
debt, including accrued interest, less cash in the Treasury, since its highest point 


in 1865, amounted to $696,273,348.17,” or $220,954,459.39 in excess of the amount 
Vag ag law to be provided for that fund: Therefore, 
it resolved by the 


for $37,196,045.04 asked for by the Secretary of the Treas- 
u 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
GOVERNMENT LAND IN BATON ROUGE. 


Mr, GIBSON. I introduced yesterday a bill (S. 1659) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to transfer the United States barracks at 
Baton Rouge, La., except that portion that lies westward of a line 50 
feet east of the center of the railroad track of the Louisville, New Or- 
leans and Texas Railroad Company, to the Louisiana State University 
and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for educational 
purposes, and it was referred inadvertently to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Iask that that committee be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not want to interfere with the consideration of 
the bill, but I should like to know why it should go to the Committee 
on Public Lands. This land certainly is not public domain; it is mili- 
tary ground now or formerly occupied by the military of the United 
States; and if there is anything that should go to the Military Commit- 
tee to be investigated itis a matter of thatkind. I knownothing about 
the bill, and have no objection to its provisions. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that the Senator from Illinois has pre- 
cisely the impression which I held when I first introduced a similar 
bill last year; butI ascertained that by an executive order this public 
pro} had been transferred from the War Department to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and therefore it is under the jurisdiction at the 
present time, by that executive order, of the Department of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference about that fact; it is land oc- 
cupied by the military, not now perhaps, but it has been used for bar- 
racks and other purposes belonging to the Military Department of the 
Government. Ido not know what kind of an awkward position may 
have been taken by transferring the land to the Interior Department, 
but I will make a statement for the Senator's information in regard to 
one of those reservations. A few daysago, as chairman of the Military 
Committee, I sent to the Secretary of War for information in reference 
to one of them, and I was informed that it had been transferred to the 
Interior t. I then sent a letter to the Interior Department, 
and I was informed by that Department that they had nothing to do 
with it; that it belonged to the Military t; so that between 
them I should like to have them settle which one of the Departments 
has control of this character of pro 2 

But it makes not the slightest difference which Department has con- 
trol of it; it belongs properly to the military ization of the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore this bill should go to the Military Committee. 
I do not insist on its going there on account of any knowledge I have 
of it or any objection I have to the bill, but I do not propose to stand 
here and allow a matter to be taken out of the hands of a committee 
to which it properly belongs. It has not been very long since ordnance, 
guns, and everything of that kind was taken out of the hands of the 
Military Committee for some reason or other, I know not what, and a 
new committee was organized to examine into that subject. The Mili- 
tary Committee had nearly a year in making an examination, 
had made a report to the Senate of their plans, and everything of the 
kind, and had got an appropriation of $400,000 for carrying them out; 
and then all at once a resolution was introduced and a new committee 
was organized for the pup of examining those matters that be- 
longed to the Military Committee. 

Now, if the object is to entirely abolish the Military Committee, I 
have no objection as far as I am concerned, if the Senate want to do it; 
but while that committee exists I shall insist that matters belonging to 
it shall go there. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have certainly no desire whatever to take anything 
from the jurisdiction or in any way to trench upon the rights or privi- 
Jeges of the Military Committee of the Senate. I introduced a similar 
bill a year ago, and on applying to the War Department, where I sup- 
posed it properly belonged, to ascertain what the view of the War De- 
partment was with respect to the transfer of this property for educational 
p I was informed by the Secretary of War that that Department 
had nothing to do with it; that the property had been transferred as 
abandoned property, no longer used as a military post, no longer con- 
nected in any way whatever with the military service of the country. 
I then went to the then Secretary of the Interior, who is at present a 
member of the Senate l may not remember it because it was an in- 
significant matter - and procured from him in writing his opinion on the 
expediency of this proposed transfer. 
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The only object I have in the world in connection with this matter 
is to have the bill considered by one of the standing committees of the 
Senate, the committee to which it should properly go, in order that 
the Senate may be advised by that committee what its action should 
be with respect to the merits of the bill itself. If the Senator from 
Hllivois thinks it should go to the Millitary Committee I shall acquiesce 
in his view of the case, for I feel that he and that committee would give 
to it all the consideration that it is entitled to receive. I have no per- 
sonal wish with respect to it, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will merely say to the Senator that if when all the 
military reservations, forts, arsenals, and everything of that kind are 
abandoned they should be turned over as public land, it would be a new 
feature in the affairs of this Government. That is all I can say about 
it. If the military authorities of the Government have control of those 
matters, are they to be taken out of their hands merely by an order? 
There are sometimes mistakes made in reference to orders. Why should 
the military reservations of the country be transferred to the Interior 
Department by the War Department merely to get rid of the trouble, 
for that is all? They do not belong to the Interior Department at all. 

A good many things have been done in this country that there is no 
particular Jaw for until some court decides what is the law and makes 
it the law. It is like the Indian reservations of this country. There 
is not a statute, no word can be found in the statute-books of this coun- 
try, to authorize the President of the United States to establish an In- 
dian reservation, to diminish or decrease it, and the only authority that 
is found in the Government to-day to give the President power to do 
that which he has been doing is in a decision of the Supreme Court 
based upon nothing. So orders grow up in this way to make law irre- 
spective of the Congress of the United States. So faras I am concerned 
I do not propose to sit here and allow it to be done if I can prevent it. 

The War Department had no right whatever to transfer property 
to the Interior Department. There is no law authorizing them to do 
it, any more than there is a law authorizing the President of the United 
States to establish an Indian reservation. No such provision exists 
anywhere in the laws of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Louisiana will indulge me for a 
moment I think I can throw some light on this question. On the 5th 
day of July, 1884,a law was passed, being chapter 214 of the statutes 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, the first section of which is in these words, 
and the bill which was the basis of this law came from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, of which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] 
was then, as now, chairman: 


That whenever, in the opinion of the President of the United States, the lands, 
or any portion of them, included within the limits of any military reservation 
2722 ĩ RIST AE MISS GE DO ENIR NASO DADA may designate, 
toba pio under the control of the cag me $ of the Interior for ee jon as 
hereinafter provided, and shall cause to be filed with the Secretary of the In- 
terior a notice thereof, 

Then follows ample provision in the five succeeding sections for the 
disposition of these lands by the Secretary of the Interior as public 
lands of the United States. In addition to that, about a year later in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, passed at the second session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, this item occurs: 

For necessary expenses of su „appraisal and sale of abandoned mil 
rere — isi io the pate ny mr ETET : TA gine x nterior under tie 

rovisions of an 0 ngress a V. u „ A 2 
kil 3 herein under public lands shail be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior. 

So whatever the action of the President may have been with refer- 
ence to this particular military reservation, if he, in his judgment, be- 
lieves this reservation is unnecessary for military purposes he has ample 
warrant not only in the spirit, but in the letter of the law, to transfer 
it to the Secretary of the Interior for disposition by that officer, which 
completely divests the War Department of all interest in it and control 
over it. 

I will say besides that I have somewhere a 13;t furnished me by the 
Secretary of the Interior recently of all the reservations which have 
been transferred to the Interior Department under this law, and I 
should say that fifty or sixty, quite a large number, have been trans- 
ferred. Whether this was one of them or not I do not know. I only 
asked the information for the pu of knowing what the facts were 
about a reservation in Kansas which I found was included. 

Mr. LOGAN. So far as the transfer of abandoned military reserva- 
tions is concerned I admit that I had overlooked that statute, but the 
principle is the same. Unless the reservation has been declared an 
abandoned reservation, the President has no such authority. I do not 
know in reference to this particular post, but I have always understood 
it to be a military post, and I have not understood anything about its 
being declared abandoned. The mere fact of withdrawing troops from 
a post does not make it an abandoned military post. It has to be made 
so under law. I am aware now that an act has been passed for that 
purpose, but authority had to be given by law to abandon a place as a 
military post. If that has been done, I have nothing to say. If it has 
not been done, I insist that I am correct that it belongs to the Military 
Department. I will examine the question and look into it in a day or 
two, and if I find that this is an abandoned military reservation under 
the law, I will then report the bill back and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. GIBSON. That is satisfactory. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question that the position stated by 
the Senator from Illinois in his last remarks and by the Senator from 
Kansas is correct, and the question depends entirely on whether this res- 
ervation is an abandoned reservation and has been transferred by the 
War Department to the Secretary ofthe Interior. Ifitis, the bill should 
go to the Committee on Public Lands. If not, it goes to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. In order that the Senate may have full information 
on that question, I ask for the adoption of this resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War make to the Senate a report showing fully 
all military reservations transferred to the Interior Department as abandoned 
and useless under the law of July 5, 1884, and the dates of such transfers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that I have a list, which I have sent for, 
and it will be here in five minutes, which will tell the Senator all 
about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better have this officially and have it 
printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; mine is not printed. I gota list from 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I happen to be on both the Military Committee 
and the Committee on Public Lands. In the latter capacity I have 
very lately had occasion to look into the condition of the barracks 
property at Baton Rouge, and I was furnished by the War Department 
with the President’s proclamation, made in pursuance of the statute 
just read by the Senator from Kansas, in which this property at Baton 
Rouge is declared to be one of the abandoned military reservations and 
turned over for disposal to the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have now the official list from the Secretary of the 
Interior on this subject, which Iwill ask to have read. It is brought 
down to the 17th day of February. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Before that is read I will state that perhaps this 
property may not be embraced in that list. It was declared to be an 
abandoned reservation by a special proclamation embracing this and 
one other reservation only, perhaps supplemental to the list contained 
in the paper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas ask 
that the list be printed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot know what it contains, but I know it con- 
tains what purports to be the list. I ask that it be read for informa- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
§ Washington, D. C., February 17, 1836. 


Sr: I have the honor to n N by reference from the De- 

rtment for report, of a letter from tor P. Proms, dated February 8, 
Tsso, asking in behalf of the Senate Committee on Public Lands for a *' list of 
the abandoned military reservations turned over by the War Department to the 
Department of the Interior.“ 

In reply I have the honor to report that the following described abandoned 
military ions have been turned over to the Secretary of the Interior b 
8 K the President under act of Congress approved July 5, 1881 (Stats. 21. 
page 103): 


Date of 
order relin- 
quishing. 


Name of reservation. 


Bois Blanc Island, Michigan 
Fort Butler, New Mexico...... 
ifornia..... 


Fort Randall, Dak 2 
Fort Rice, Dakota . .. ... . 
Bush Lake Valley, Utah... 


p 


Springs (old Fort Lewis), Colorado... July 22, 1881 
Camp on White River, Colorado July 22,1884 
8 Cantonment, in part, Colo July 22,1884 
Fort Thornburgh, Utah ........... July 22,1884 
Fort McRae, New Mexico. seses... July 22,1884 
Fort Yuma, California and Arizona .| July 22,1884 
Fort Sullivan, Maine. Jul 22,1884 
Fort Sanders, Wyomin, Sept. 6, 1881 
Baton Sept. 6, 1881 
Fort Dodge, Kansas. . Jan. 12,1885 
Small part of Fort Bidwell, California. Feb. 16, 1885 
Fort Craig, New Mexico. . . .. Mar. 3,1885 
rn tivsicareccesieccecsuceterdcintisssivbdebtvrtuvateskee July 2,1885 
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In this connection I have to state that by executive order dated January 9, 
1884, Fort Yuma was transferred to the control of the Interior Department for 
Ind uses. Also, on Au 7. 1883, the Secretary of War turned over Fort Ste- 
venson post and reservation, Dakota, to the Interior Department for school pur- 

On October 15, 1883, the Secretary of War, under act of August 18, 1856 
Satz. 11, page 87), Aaj leigean to the Secretary of the Interior two lots in Saint 
Augustine, Fia., 


called the hospital lot and the blacksmith-shop lot. 


On W ie 19, 1884, the Secretary of War relinquished the hay reserve for Fort 
Boisé, Idaho, and on May 7, 1854, he also relinquished the hay reserve for Fort 
Lapwai, Idaho, These two relinquishments were made because of a decision 
by this office, concurred in by the Sexes nas of War, that the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 14, 1853 (Stats. 10, page 158, section 9), Hmiting military reser- 
vations in o n Territory to 640 acres each, applied to the ons named 
because of their location in what was original] —.— of Oregon Territory. 

The foregoing comprises a complete list of military reservations relinquished 
ss the Interior Department within the last three years so far as is known to this 
office. 

Senator PLuun's letter is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 

Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR 


Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. LOGAN. Isee the name of this post is enumerated with the 
others there, and if the Senator from Louisiana or the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands had called my attention to it it would 

bably have saved the trouble which has arisen. My attention was 
not called to it, and the fact is that I tried, as chairman of the Military 
Committee, to get information from the Secretary of War in reference 
to one reservation, and he referred me to the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Secretary of the Interior referred me back to the Secretary of 
War. I have both their letters on file. Neither one offered to furnish 
me a list of these reservations, and that led me into the error that I fell 
into. Ofcourse I have no objection under the law to the bill going to 
the Committee on Public Lands, but it would have been at least fair, I 
think, that my attention had been called to this, inasmuch as the list 
had not been furnished to the Committee on Military Affairs by the Sec- 
retary of War, which certainly should have been done. Atleast when I 
asked for the information and was referred to the Secretary of the In- 
terior and by him was referred back to the Secretary of War, it seems 
to me it would have been but fair to have furnished that list to the 
committee. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iask that the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill, and thatit be referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the ado 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we have the information now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I have modified the resolution, and ask that 
it be read as modified. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read as mod- 
ified by the Senator from Missouri. 5 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resol That the Secretary of War make to the Senatea report showing fully 
all the military reservations transferred to the Interior Department as aban- 
doned and useless under the law of July 5, 1884, and the dates of such transfers, 
and also all military reservations transferred to the Interior Department under 
any previous law or other authority since July 1, 1865, with dates of such trans- 
ers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a number of others that have been 
transferred under the authority of special laws. We had better have a 
list of them, so that we may not make any mistake. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gipson] moves that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill named by him, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the treasurer of the Washington Gas-light Company is hereb 
required to furnish to the Senate a statement of the amount of the capital stoc 
of the said com y, and a statement of every dividend which has been de- 
clared by the said company, whether the same has been made in shares, scrip, 
or cash, or in any other manner whatsoever, since January 1, 1881, and that such 
statement shall include an account of the money, or securities or property in 
which money may have inv „and all resources or assets on hand 
or held by the said company at the present time. 


Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that be amended so that he be required 
not onl 4 give the date of the dividends but the amount of the same 
res vely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Insert the words amount and date“ at the 
proper place, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment in writing. 

Mr. VAN WYCK reduced the amendment to writing. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The modification will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word ‘‘ dividend,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘including date and amount;’’ so as to read: 


That the treasurer of the Washington Gas-light Company is hereby required 
to furnish to the Senate a statement of the amount of the capital stock of the 
said company, and a statement of every dividend, including date and amount, 
which has been declared by the said company, &c. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification suggested by the 


The Senator will please put the 


Senator from Nebraska will be made. The question ison the adoption 
of the resolution as modified. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


BASIS OF BANK CIRCULATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is now in order. 

Mr. BOWEN. I intended to ask the Senate to hear me this morn- 
ing, as indicated by my suggestion on Monday last that I would ask 
to be heard on the bill (S. 1594) providing for a new basis for the cir- 
culation of national banks, and for other pu „ now lying on the 
table. I give notice now that I shall ask to be heard on it immediately 
after the l disposition of the education bill. That bill is now so 
nearly finished that I shall not interfere with it. 


BONDS HELD BY NATIONAL BANKS. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
how many of the bonds called for payment April 1 are held by national banks, 
SENATORS’ PRIVATE SECRETARIES. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That each Senator shall report to the Senate on Monday next the 
name of his private secretary. 

I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution, and I have 
reasons for asking it. 

Mr. PLATT. Asa great many Senators have not any private secre- 
tary, it seems to me that resolution, if it is to be considered, ought to 
be modified, to say the least. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Senator object to its considera- 
tion? Ido not hear him. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it had better lie over. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want simply to remark, if the Senator 
will allow me—— 

Mr. PLATT. I have no private secretary, and I do not want to be 
obliged to report. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Neither have I. I want simply to re- 
mark 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to remark, as areason for offering the 
resolution, that the last Congress voted to private secretaries to Sen- 
ators, and I am acquainted with the fact that tickets are issued to men 
to come upon this floor who would not be admitted into the parlors of 
gentlemen acquainted with them as I am, and yet they have tickets of 
admission as private secretaries to Senators. That is one of the sub- 
jects that I want discussed before the Senate, and possibly I may state 
some things with which some of the gentlemen on this floor are not 
acquainted. 

Mr. PLATT. I will not object to the resolution. The only objec- 
tion that I wished to make to it was that it required every Senator to 
report the name of his private secretary, and I thought it implied that 
all Senators had private secretaries. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I do not understand that. A Sen- 
ator has the right to employ as many private secretaries as he shall 
please to pay for. We know also that there are private secretaries 
under the pay of the Government. We know also that Senators on 
this floor have their private secretaries and issue their cards to those 
who receive no pay except that of admission to this floor to black-mail 
gentlemen, to libel them in their ne pers. That is what I want to 
have disclosed and discussed here. I want to know whether a man 
who is capable of libeling a Senator shall havea ticket of admission to 
this floor; and that is the reason I have for the introduction of this res- 
olution. I do know of such a case and I know of its existence here. 

Only this morning we read in the RECORD of what occurred in the 
House of Representatives because Eads was on the floor of that House. 
Would it be permissible for me to intimate that while Eads was not on 
this floor, he has three henchmen here, two of them representing Re- 
publican journals and one a Democratic journal, coming to get infor- 
mation, to libel Senators on this floor whenever they can get their type 
and presses to work, and coming here as the private secretaries of Sen- 
ators, receiving no pay for it except getting tickets of admission as pri- 
vate secretary from a Senator, who, for instance, has his own son for 
his private secretary, drawing pay, and the other, no, the creature—I 
will not say the other, but the creature—coming here with a ticket of 
admission as a private secretary. That is the reason I have offered the 
resolution, and I will press it untilit shall be known where this thing 
was evolved from and who has done it. 

Mr, HARRIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again rcad. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LOSSES OF OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call up the education bill. 


| | 
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. ate COCKRELL. Thisis morning business, and we are in the morn- 
ing hour, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secre of War make to the Senate a report showing the 
actual proset had to o under the act of March 3, 1885, including the 
claims in full as presented and recommended for allowance, and any differ- 
ence in views between the officers of the War and Treasury Departments in re- 
gard to the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not have time to write the title of the act, 
but it is the law authorizing the War Department to receive, adjust, 
and report upon claims for losses by fire, &c., of officers and soldiers. 
We must have for the information of the Senate, in order to enable us 
to understand and legislate further if necessary, what action the War 
Department has already taken under it, and we should also like to know 
the items of the accounts of such claims and what the officers have al- 
lowed as actually n and proper, and any differences that may 
exist between the officers of the War Department and the Treasury De- 
partment in regard to what is proper under the law. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


SENATORS’ PRIVATE SECRETARIES. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the passage of 
the resolution just passed on the motion of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. RmppLEBERGER]. I wish to say that that resolution requires 
each Senator to make a report to the Senate on Monday morning next. 
It will, I suppose, require every Senator to rise in his place. I should 
like to move to amend the resolution by filing the names with the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, to be printed in the RECOnèD. I will move that 
amendment, and then ask that the matter stand till the Senator from 
Virginia comes in. He is not present now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is, Will the Sen- 
ate reconsider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to? The 
resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution adopted on the motion of Mr. 


RIDDLEBERGER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see the Senator who introduced the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that I should move an amendment and let it 


stand until the Senator came in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reconsider. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it would be as well not to reconsider it 
in the absence of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HOAR. I will let the motion to reconsider stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered. The morning business is now concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the educational bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now call u 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 
of that Senator to the reconsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the following resolution was 


The question is on the motion to 


the motion to reconsider the resolution 
I have the assent 


Resolved, That each Senator shall report to the Senate on Monday next the 
name of his private secretary. 

The motion to reconsider was a; to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move to amend by adding: 

By filing the same with the Secretary of the Senate, to be published in the 
Tecorp. 


Mr. CALL. The resolution has been reconsidered I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has heen and it is now open to 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that the name of every Senator’s private 
secretary is already in the Secretary’s office, obliged to be there, and 
to my knowledge is there at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

SARAH B. JACKSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for a few moments? 

Mr. BLAIR. For what purpose? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the Forty-eighth Congress, the Senator will 
remember, 2 bill was passed by the House of Representatives, a i 
pension bill, for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson. It was examined in the 


The question is on the resolution as 


Committee on Pensions of the Senate, and the report of the House com- 
mittee concurred in, and a recommendation made that the bill should 
be passed. When the bill came up, however, an amendment was pro- 
posed in the Senate incorporating the same features as have been lately 
passed in the House bill increasing the pensions of widows and depend- 
ent relatives. At the time it was suggested in the Senate that that 
amendment, though proper in itself, might imperil the passage of the 
bill, not from counteraction on the part of the House, but possibly be- 
cause of what might be necessary delay. But assurance was given at 
the time that if the amendment should be likely to cause delay and 
prevent the passage of the bill in the House the bill would be recalled 
and the amendment withdrawn, so that the bill might pass pure and 
simple. 

The amendment was put upon the bill by the Senate and went to the 
House, and although there was ample time to have passed it, yet the 
House considered it of more importance, it would seem, to refuse ac- 
tion upon a legislative matter by reason of acontroversy growing up there 
in regard to a contested-election case. This morning the same bill is 
reported to us passed upon by the House, and I desire tohave it put on 
its passage; and in this connection, as a part of the current history of 
pensions, I should like to make just one suggestion. I see in the dis- 
cussionin the House yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. That will not do. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Then I see from a statement which I have read 
in a paper that it has been stated that the Senate should have before 
this time enacted a law increasing the rate of pensions to widows and 
dependent relatives. I desire to throw back any imputation of that 
kind, because it appears by the history of this bill that more than a year 
ago the Senate did introduce and did pass the very same proposition 
which a few days ago was passed in the House; and not content with 
that, the Senate was arraigned because long ago it did not itself, a Re- 
publican body, pass a pension bill of that nature. It is proper to make 
the suggestion now that not only a year ago was a bill incorporating 
the same provision introduced but it actually passed inthe Senate; but 
it so happened that that measure was as an amendment to the 
House bill for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and if the House had paused 
in the discharge of its duties a few minutes it could have enacted it into 
a law a year ago. If that had been done, the widows and dependent 
relatives for the last year would have been drawing an increased pen- 
sion. Therefore it is that this bill was passed on unanimously by the 
committee and substantially unanimously by the Senate. I ask now 
that it may be placed on its , beeause on that bill was put the 
amendment to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will consent that the consideration of the school bill 
shall be laid aside informally with the right to call for it as the special 
order if this leads to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. Does the Senator from Nebraska now report it? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. I report from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, without 
amendment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah B. Jackson, widow 
of William B. Jackson, late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from (Mr. DOLPH] 
to the amendment pro; by the Senator from Iowa i Mr. ALLISON], 
upon which question the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, as I said yesterday, it is not my 
purpose to enter upon a general discussion of this bill. Itis unusual 
legislation. Itissuggested and defended upon the ground that in some 
of the States of the Union there is a dangerous degree of illiteracy. It 
is agreed on all hands that the great bulk of that illiteracy is found in 
the colored race of the South, a race that recently came out of a condi- 
tion of slavery. 

The fact that this race was so long held under slavery, a condition 
of which ignorance was an incident, appeals strongly to the philan- 
thropy and patriotism of the people of all the States to assist in reliev- 
ing it from that weight of inherited ignorance. It is agreed that in 
all the old free States the people have both the ability and the dispo- 
sition to provide for every child of school age a suitable common-school 
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education. If all the States were now in the condition in which the 
free States are such legislation as this could not be justified. 

It was understood then in framing this legislation that it should be 
so framed that the bulk of the money would go to the Southern States. 
It was not thought best to make an arbitrary assignment of so much 
to each State. At the last Congress it was concluded that it was not 
best to put this apportionment apon a basis, 5 I believe by my- 
self, that its distribution should be limited to those States that had 10 
per cent. or more of illiteracy in their population. 

The committee and those who were friendly to this measure there- 
fore sought some general expression as to the division which would 
accomplish the purpose of giving the larger part of this donation to the 
Southern States, and yet would seem to be general in its application. 
After much discussion the basis of this bill was agreed upon, that this 
fund should be distributed to the States in the proportion that the il- 
literates in the several States over ten years of age bore to the whole 
number of such illiterates in the United States. Mr. President, no one 
supposed that this would be a just basis of distribution in the State to 


the ive school districts. It was not suggested as a just basis for 
such distribution. It was suggested wholly for the purpose which I 
have mentioned. 


Now, sir, for one I do not believe in making this legislation a sub- 
ject of jugglery. I do not believe that we should attempt any tricks 
for political advantage. I do not believe that we should so legislate as 
to hold out to our colored friends in the South a promise of substantial 
aid in the way of education and yet cumber the bill with such unjust 
limitations as will make its defeat certain, or if it should ever become 
a law that its kindly execution in the States would be impossible. If 
we are unfriendly to this general system let us frankly and openly say 
so, let us kill this bill in an open way; but I object to ny suggestion 
that shall tend to so cumber the bill with ions as that its kindly 
and efficient operation in the States shall be absolutely prevented. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who feel that the colored race in the 
South since the war has been subjected to indignities, cruelties, out- 
rages, and a repression of rights such as find no parallel in the history 
of civilization. Ihave read with horror the authenticated stories of the 
cruelties which have been visited upon this docile, kindly, and inoffen- 
sive race. I have looked hopefully in the old times to the forcible in- 
tervention of the General Government in theirdefense. I have thought 
that it might be possible under that stringent legislation which Con- 
gress adopted, by the forcible intervention of the Federal authority to 
protect them in those rights of which they were so cruelly deprived. 
But I have ceased to have faith in the possibility of that intervention 
in their behalf, constituted as this Government is with its complex or- 
ganization of Federal and State Governments, independent within cer- 
tain limitations. In the States and in the tribunals which they estab- 
lish and in the venue where the offenses are committed, crimes against 
the colored people must be tried. Of necessity the successful vindi- 
cation of the rights of these people fails unless there is a sentiment in 
the locality where the offenses are to be examined intoand punished that 
reprobates and condemns them. 

Mr. President, for one I believe there exists to-day in the Southern 
States a condition of things that sadly needs to be remedied. I do not 
see how it can be remedied by the intervention of the Federal author- 
ity. I Iook to two t ies alone to elevate the colored race to 
an equality with their White brethren who dwell with them, to secure 
them in their just rights and to equip them properly, as we must admit 
they have not hitherto been equipped, to understand the duties of citi- 
zenship and to discharge those duties intelligently; I look to two great 
agencies—the force of public opinion and education within the States. 
I believe there are no other efficient agencies. I believe the only 
method by which the colored man can be led up to a manhood which 
will claim and which will not be denied full and equal rights as a citi- 
zen in all the Southern States is this process of education. 

Holding these views, Mr. President, Iam sincerely solicitous that Fed- 
eral aid shall be extended to the States in such a way that the kindly 
impulses of that increasing body of Southern men who show a kindly 
disposition toward the elevation of the colored man shall be recognized 
and enco a 

In attempting to extend this aid there were just two methods open 
tous. One was to have the general Government administer its own fund 
in the States, that is, to set up a Federal system of common schools in 
the States, to appoint the teachers and superintendents, and pay them; 
and to bring into those schools the colored population of theStates. But 
this process is not now advocated by anyone here. I do not think there 
isa Lee on either side of this Chamber who suggests that course as 
a solution of this trouble. 

Then what was the other method? That we should use the State 
governments and the institutions which they have established and the 
officers they have selected as the instrumentalities for the distribution 
and application of this gift from the General Government. It is agreed, 
I believe, on all hands that that is the course we must pursue. It is 
the most promising course. It is a course that makes these Southern 
States and their officers the instruments of this work that brings them 
into kindly relations with the race that is to be educated, that stimu- 
lates and suggests and promotes the best impulses of their own heart 


and is calculated to develop a like kindly feeling in the race in whose 
behalf their efforts are expended. 

These things settled, that we are to use the States as the agency of 
this distribution, what follows? The fundamental mistake that has 
run through the arguments of the Senator from Iowa and the Senator 
from Maine is this: They speak of this question as if we were dealing 
alone with that fund which is contributed by the General Government. 
That is the error. All of their arguments are upon the idea that we 
are simply dealing with our own fund and directing its application. 
That is a mistake. By the conditions of this bill imposed upon the 
States we deal with the State revenue; we say, Tou shall have no 
benefit of this bill unless you do thus and so with your own revenue.“ 

I agree, if we were dealing simply with our own fund, and if we were 
leaving the States perfectly free to deal with theirs as they chose, then 
it is a matter entirely within our own discretion as to how we will have 
this fand expended. But why have we dealt or assumed to deal with 
State school fands and taxes by imposing conditions upon their use? 
Simply because we desire not to make this an independent system, but 
to ingraft it upon or rather to use it as a stimulus to the school systems 
of the several States. We say to every State that gets the benefit of it, 
Jou shall distribute the fund you raise for education equally without. 
any discrimination between the white and black children of your State 
who are of school age.“ That is the limitation we put upon them. 
That is asserted in the bill over and over again. I happen to know 
with what carefulness and with what pains and after what consulta- 
tions these stringent provisions were inserted in this bill. As the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to me, we require a sys- 
tem that shall offer school advantages to all the children, and that shall 
offer oe advantages equally to every child without reference to race 
or color. 

When we require that of a State, have we not solemnly declared that 
that is the true basis upon which to put education in the State? If 
that confession is not involved, why that requirement? I say itis our 
proclamation that the ideal school system, the ideal and perfect rela- 
tion between the white and black races of the South is to be sought 
and is to be attained when every man, black and white, is secured in 
the full and equal enjoyment of equal civil rights, and as to education 
when every child, black and white, of the school age is secured equal 
privileges in the common schools of the State. These provisions are our 
declaration that that is the ideal and perfect relation of the races; and 
itis. Who will ask more? 

Mr. President, I have been always the friend of the colored man. I 
have received him into my camp when a fugitive from his master he 
sought liberty under the flag; I have fed him; and in a very humble 
way under the greater instrumentalities that were over me and under 
God, whose guiding hand was over all, have in small measure contrib- 
uted to his emancipation; and no one anywhere rejoiced in it more 
than I. I have seen some illustrations of his hungering for education 
that touched my heart deeply and filled my eyes with tears. In the 
camps of the war I have seen an aged colored man who had fled from 
slavery to the safe refuge of a Union camp who had toiled all day in 
the employment to which he was assigned, and when the camp was left 
in silence and soldiers slept, when only the tread of the sentinel broke 
the stillness of the night, I have seen that poor colored man past 
three-score prone upon the ground with his head toward a camp-fire 
and the spelling-book that he had gotten from the chaplain before him, 
toilsomely learning the lessons of childhood. I know his eagerness to 
be taught; and his need is too serious and too important a question to 
be the subject of legislative jugglery. 

Now, Mr. President, having admitted by the bill that this condition 
of equality which the bill requires as a condition before the State can 
receive any benefit in the ideal condition, shall we incorporate in this 
bill any amendment that disturbs that condition and that equality ? 
That is the question which is presented by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. President, what I desire is that we shall guard the original dis- 
tribution of the fund by the most stringent provisions possible, that 
we shall not allow any State to touch a dollar of it that has not by 
constitution or statutory law provided a broad enough and wide 
enough to take into it every colored and white child in the State; and 
if there is trouble there let us remedy it. If the bill is not strict 
enough there, let us make it strict; but let us not because we doubt 
the sufficient stringency of the bill upon that question incorporate in it 
something that disturbs and overturns this whole basis of equality be- 
tween the races in the distribution of the school fund. 

Mr. President, when we say to the State you shall thus equally, 
per capita’’—for that is what it amounts to distribute your revenue 
among the children of the State of school age without reference to race 
or color, we come under a most solemn obligation to use ours in the 
same way. 

The amendment of the Senator from Iowa provides, as every one who 
reads it knows, for an unequal distribution. It does not go upon the 
per capita basis, and the result of it is that after requiring the State to 
give each colored child his equal share of the State fund, we then deny 
to the white child an equal share of our donation. 

If I understand the effect of the amendmen>—and I do not think I 
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can be mistaken, for I have given it careful thought—the result of it 
is this: We require the State of Mississippi in all the school fund it raises 


to give to every colored child there the same advantages, the same 
capita distribution of its school fund, that it gives to a white child. 
Now we come in, having thus limited the power of the State to make 
any discrimination, and we divide this fund in such a way that the per 
capita allowance of the colored child in the State is largely increased 
above that of the white child. I do not think any Senator who reads 
this will deny that that is the effect of the amendment as it stands. 

Tn other words, if the State distributes $1 per capita for school pur- 
poses to every child of school age in the State, we require that every 
colored child shall get his dollar. Then we come in rit, Go wee a distri- 
bution of say $3 per capita ont of the national Treasury, and pE k 
$2 of it to the colored child, giving him $3, and $1 of it to the o 
giving him $2. If that is not the effect of it, I can not understand 

language. I want to know if any man who is a real friend of the col- 
ored race; I want to know if any of those educated colored men who are 
at the head of the normal schools at the South, or who are teaching in 
other schools, who are here in the city of Washington engaged in edu- 
cational work, or any of those educated colored men who are preaching 
the Gospel to their fellows, familiar with the wants, desires, and ex- 
pressions of their race—I want to know if any man of them has ever 
been found anywhere to ask for the colored people of the South larger 
educational advantages than are given to the whites. 

God knows I would be glad to see anything done that is for the true 
interest of the colored race in the South; but I can not believe that to 
so distribute this fund as to keep the colored schools open six months 
in the yearand at the same time so limit the power of the State to make 
any additional provision for white schools as to ire them to close 
at the end of four months is in the interest of the colored race. I do 
not believe there is a Senator on this side of the Chamber who repre- 
sents a State that would consent to such a school system. 

Now what I desire is that this eee shall so go to the States 
that every child, taking what the State gives and what the Govern- 


ment gives, shall havea fair, equal, even chance for an education. That | befi 


is what the colored people demand, and that is what their friends ask 
for them. ‘To give them less than this is injustice; to give them more 
than this is fatal. 

Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, it seems to 
ine, is fatally defective, even to accomplish the purpose which he in- 
tends. Let me read it: 

And in each 3 in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 

children, y paid in such State shall be apportioned and paid out 
for the support of such x ‘white and colored schools in the proportion that the il- 
1 the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown 
by census, 

One trouble in dealing with this question is the variety of legislation 
which we have in the States, and which we call school systems. Some 
of them are very inappropriately called systems; but every practical man 
will admit that the distribution of the school revenue must be made 
at the beginning of the year. If the State of Indiana has $1,000,000 
to use for common-school purposes the distribution or assignment of 
that fund for the year must be made at the beginning of the year. We 
can not dole it out without a system. We must understand at the be- 
ginning how much each school district is to get at least. 

Now it may be and probably is true that in many of the Southern 
States there are no school districts. They deal with schools rather than 
with school districts. So if I understand this amendment aright its 

ration would be this: In the case of Mississippi at the beginning of 

school year the school superintendent would have to determine how 
many white schools and how many colored schools there were in the 
State; and when he had determined that he must make the distribu- 
tion of this fund upon the basis of the existing schools and to those 
schools. If that be true, we see readily how these schools may be over- 
supplied, and what a limitation is put upon the opening of new schools 
during the year. It seems to me that is the effect of the amendment, 
that the schools in existence at the beginning of the school year are to 
get the entire school revenue of the year. The distribution, in other 
words, is upon the basis of schools and not of illiterate persons in the 
particular town, township, or school district who ought to be in the 
school or who might be brought into school. So it seems to me that 
this amendment fails to answer the purpose even which the Senator 
from Iowa had in mind. 

Now, sir, some Senators have said that since the last session of Con- 
gress they have had light on this subject. I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to an amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] at the last Congress, and it is a much more reason- 
able and fair „ than that in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from 

The amendment was as ſollows: 

And the sum so paid shall be apportioned among the several counties, cities, 
towns, parishes, and townshi ips of each State or Territory, and when practicable, 
among school districts, as defined by this act, in the proportions that the number 
of persons in such corporations, who being of the age of ten years and over can 


not write, bears to the number of such persons in such State or Territory accord- 
ing to the census of 1880. 


That amendment was proposed at the last Congress by the Senator 


from Ohio. There were just seven affirmative votes, and yet I submit 
that if we are to adopt this distribution at all, it should be to the school 
districts and not to schools, because a distribution to the school districts 
allows the liberty of organizing new schools and expanding the system 
of education within the school district, whereas a distribution to schools 
as such already established does not. 

Mr. President, for one I admit that I have had great trouble with 
some of the provisions of this bill. I profess now that I am ready to 
consider any amendment that will tend to perfect it that will more cer- 
tainly accomplish the object we have in view. I think we ought to 
insist that every Southern State shall deal with the colored people pre- 
cisely as they deal with the white people, that they shall so deal with 
their school fund, and I want in what we add to that fund to deal in 
the same way with our contribution. As Ihave said, before any greater 
exaction, any stricter provision as to the kind of system they must have, 
anything that will tend to secure this fair and equal distribution, lam 
heartily for and shall support if any such propositions are made, I 
should not have spoken at all except for the fact that it seemed to me 
that the amendment of the Senator from Iowa was fatally wrong in two 
regards: First, that it made the distribution to established schools and 
not to school districts; and in the second place, it distributed the equal 
distribution which we require the States to make of its school revenues. 

Mr. President, I say the fair thing, to be accepted by all the States, 
by all the people of both races, is an indiscriminating and equal appli- 
cation of alls 1 school funds to the education of all children of school age 
without reference to race or color, 

If some of the amendments which have been proposed, the one sug- 
gested y by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to 
this amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] should pre- 
vail, I think it would meet with my support, but in the shape in which 
it is presented I can not support it. 

Let me say, in conclusion, that if we accept the States in the South 
as the agencies through which this benefaction is to be distributed, then 
we must put our gift upon that basis that will secure, as I have said 
fore, the co-operation, the hearty and kindly co-operation of the peo- 
ple of those States in executing it; and if they shall fail of this high 
trust, if being put upon trial before this nation and the world in deal- 
ing as trustees with the most sacred trust that ever was confided to a 

people—if they shall fail to respond faithfully to the trust, then if I 
shall remain in this Senate Chamber.the moment that is developed for 
one I shall vote to withhold any further appropriation. If they dis- 
charge the high trust with fidelity and enthusiasm, then I believe we 
shall have entered upon a peaceful and a magnificent solution of the 
gravest problem that confronts us to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAYNE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon ta r. 
Don] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON]. 

Mr. FRYE. There seems to be a lull. I hope we shall have a vote 

now. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] expressed 
last night a purpose tospeak on thisamendment, and he isnot now in the 
Chamber. I suppose would require, perhaps, that he should 
be notified; or allow the Senator from Illinois to take the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not yet. 

Mr. FRYE. Whynot havea vote? The Senate is waiting for it. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending question? 

Mr. FRYE. I would not invite further discussion on the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, inasmuch as the Senate—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to move an amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. Then my amendment would not now be in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2 of the proposed amendment of Mr, 
ALLISON itis moved to strike out the words paid in such State” and 
insert in lieu thereof received by said State under the provisions of 
this bill; ’’ so as to read: 

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 


ored children the money received by said State under the provisions of this bill 
shall ba 3 and paid out for the support of such white and colored 


Mr. DAWES. That is a mere ſormal amendment. It will be better 
to have it adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I desire to move a further amendment to the 
amendment. I move to add these words, which are not precisely the 
same as those I gave notice of last night, but in substance the same; I 
move to add at the end of the amendment, after the word “census, 
until an equal sum per capita is appropriated and paid from the na- 
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tional and State funds for the education of all children of school age in 

such State without distinction, it being the object of this act to secure 
equal advantages to all children of whatever color or race.“ 

I move that as an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 

Towa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
all after the word “and” and inserting what I hold in my hand. It 
is really a substitute for the whole amendment as amended. It is to 
strike all out and insert: 

And in each State and Territory in which there shall be separate schools for 
white and colored children the money paid in such State or Territory shall be 
apportioned and paid out for the support of such white and colored schools re- 
spectively in the pi rtion that the white and colored children between the 
ages of ten years and twenty-one years in such State or Territory bear to each 
other as shown said census. The foregoing provision shall not affect the 
application of the proper proportion of said money tothe support of all common 
schools wherein no distinction of race or color shall exist, 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the courtesy for a second reading of the amend- 
ment, as my attention was diverted. 

The PRESIDING OPFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President, I do not think there is any consti- 
tutional difficulty in this bill. The Constitution of the United States 
gave to Congress the power to impose taxes, without any other limita- 
tion in the tax clause than that of paying the debts and providing for 
the common defenseand general welfare of the Union. It left 
apparently, therefore, just where the Legislatures of all the States were 
left by their constitutions at that time and since, except as there may 
be insome States special qualifications and exceptions about legislative 
power toimpose taxes. There never was a tax laid in the United States 
that I remember, passed either by Congress or by a State Legislature, 
that undertook to state the purposes for which that tax should be ex- 
pended. That was left to such political discretion as the people who 
paid the tax acting through their representatives should think fit to ex- 
ercise. ; f 

Then there is the other provision, that no money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury except in pursuance of an appropriation made by law. 
There is no other limitation except as you derive it by argument from 
general considerations. A clause bare! is no limitation over the 

wer of appropriation. It recognizes the power of appropriatin: 
ee in the eee having provided how without limitation, oe 
cept for paying debts and providing for the general welfare, that money 
should be got into the Š 

The only security, therefore, that the Constitution-makers thought 
fit to impose upon the public treasure when it had been gathered to- 
gether in the Treasury was that of the people acting through their 
immediate representatives and acting through the Senators elected by 
the States, so that the political discretion and action of those two bodies 
should be exerted in drawing money from the Treasury. It did not 
say, no constitution ever had said or could say, that no money should 
be drawn from the Treasury except in pursuance of an appropriation 
made by law for a specific purpose named in some other part of the 
Constitution. It would have been impossible, impracticable, unphilo- 
sophical, and unpatriotic; and so they left it in that way. 

In addition to that, we have had a hundred years of existence, and 
among the very earliest acts of the earlier Congresses, if practice and 
precedent amount to anything in construing constitutions, as I think 
they do, and in every Congress since you will find a greater or smaller 
number of bills passed and approved by the Presidents appropriating 
money out of the in one form or another for objects that are 
not specifically named in any of the special clauses of the Constitution 
and for objects that have no possible relation to any of those specific 
powers of affirmative action imposed upon Congress as to what it may 
do as the expression of the public will carrying on an executive per- 
formance by affirmative and positive force of Jaw as distinguished from 
paying money out of the Treasury. 

, then, without going at large into such a discussion, itis perfectly 
plain to my mind, with great respect to those who think otherwise, 
that the constitutional power of Congress to devote money in the Treas- 
ury to whatever extent Congress chooses to do so to this object or any 
other benevolence, foreign or domestic, is entirely clear; and I fully 
agree to what the eloquent Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has said as it regards the promotion of the general welfare by the uni- 
versality of education as one of the three fundamental elements with- 
out which in the long run no government of the people and by the peo- 
ple and for the people can exist. Agreeing to that, it is unnecessary 
for me to fortify, as I could not by anything I should say, the case as 
he has so well stated it. 

We then come to the question as to what we ought todo. We do 
find, and all agree as a fact, that in a great many of the States of this 
Union there is an undue and excessive proportion of people who are 
ignorant and of children who are ignorant, and that in those States it 
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appears to be a fact that at this t time there are not sufficient 
resources available from the taxable property of the inhabitants of those 
States to provide for this emergency. It is therefore, as it seems to 
me, a case in which the common treasure of all the people may be 
fairly devoted in aid of this great and necessary object, for the preser- 
vation of real republican government. 

That being so, we want to do it fairly, we want to do it under such 
safeguards that we shall be sure that the money will be devoted and 
applied to the-very uses for which it is intended. To do less would be 
merely to waste the treasure of the people and to defeat the very ends 
that we have in view. 

Now it must be said with all candor and frankness that the previous 
experience of the United States in devoting public treasure, whether of 
lands or money or whatever, to the purposes of education in several of 
the States—I do not say all, because it would not be true—has not been 
fortunate. I believe it to be true that in several of the States the dona- 
tions that Congress has from time to time provided have been diverted 
from the objects to which they were designed and applied to others to 
which Congress would never have consented if the proposition had been 
in the first place to do that thing and in that way. Nobody, there- 
fore, ought to object to our taking the utmost care that the purpose we 
have in view shall be accomplished under every safeguard of due ap- 
plication and due report that it is possible to devise. 

When I have looked at the laws of the States in which there are large 
populations of white and colored people and white and colored children, 
of course of those people, I have found, differing from the laws of the 
States with which Iam more familiar, that the ga, NS and ad- 
justment of school operations is confided to a very few hands, and that 
in many of those States—and I dare say in all, but I have not looked 
them through enough to satisfy me—it is left to one man or one small 
board of men to determine how many school districts there shall be in 
a county or in a State and to determine how many schools there shall 
be in each district, and of which determination the particular people 
who live in that particular locality have no immediate power of correc- 
tion or improvement. I find in those same States that the positive and 
affirmative statate regulation is that the white children and the colored 
children shall not be educated in the same school. 

That being the state of the case applied to this bill, as I understand 
it, as it now stands, it would be within the competence of the school 
authority in any State to determine under the law of that State ina 
given county how many white schools and how many colored schools 
there should be, and in the exercise of that discretion which the law 
imputes to him he is responsible to nobody except te the power that in 
the end may turn him out of office and put somebody else in. In the 
exercise of that discretion in a county where there are ten thousand 
colored children and five thousand white children he may set up ten 
white schools and two colored schools, and yet on this bill, as it now 
stands, the equality being between child and child as child, orman and 
man as man, the law of the State conforms to the requisition of the law 
of the United States, and while as between each colored child and each 
white child that is able to get to school there is equality of education, 
the practical outcome is that for the great body of the colored children 
no provision of school-houses and school districts convenient and ac- 
commodating, established and set up, is made, while for the white chil- 
dren all is made that the State thinks n and can bear; and it 
can be reversed of course just the same. If the colored people of South 
Carolina, for instance, who are said to be in a majority there, should 
act together, as I sometimes have been told that the white race does, 
and should have their votes counted at the polls and should elect col- 
ored governorsand legislators and school superintendents and the whole 
autonomy of that State, under this bill as it now stands it would be 
within their competence to set up ten colored schools to one white 
school, and while in each school there would be equality as between each 
of the children who went to the two, yet taken in the mass the colored 
population of South Carolina would be provided forand educated while 
the white population would not be. 

I can not agree to a proposition of that kind. I can not agree to leave 
the public money of the United States in the power of anyState orany 
State authority which can effectuate a discrimination in masses, not 
trying to do it as between individuals, which will work either way in 
the method that I have described. That is the way it looks to me. 

If, then, this money is first given to these States in proportion to il- 
literacy without regard to the illiteracy of people who can gain any 
immediate and direct benefit by education from it, as the bill now stands 
it goes up to one hundred years or whatever the age of everybody may 
be; the money being given to these States it ought to be appropriated 
to the education of both races alike by fair means, so that the children 
of both races, as near as we can get at it, according to the ages where 
they could be properly taught, should have equal advantages and fair 
play, and not equal advantages and fair play as between child and child 
merely as persons, but equal advantages and fair play as it regards the 
institution of a school system that makes the proper number of districts 
and sets up the proper number of schools according to the necessities of 
each race as the law of the State requires, but those necessities are to 
be separately considered and separately treated. That seems to me to 
be fai 


Now, this amendment that I offer proposes that thing, that the money 
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being taken to the State, it shall be divided between the white and col- 
ored schools, where the State makes that distinction, in proportion to 
the number of the illiterate people between the ages of ten and twenty- 
one, which is as near as we can get at it by the census. There would 
be a way, as the Commissioner of Education has shown in his re 

to educe from the census the school age in each State, but it would not 
be the census; it would be something else, although it might be true, 
and that would be more philosophical. But when I turn to the laws 
of the State of Kentucky in force in the year 1880—and this census date 
is taken for all the States alike—I find that Kentucky had in force in 
that year (I believe she has changed it since, but that would not help 
this measure, which is based on the census of 1880) a law furnishing 
two separate ranges of age for school children between the white and 
the colored, the effect of which plainly is to give the white children a 
much larger share of the income of that State for their schools than the 
colored children could get upon the same basis, because it makes the 
school age of the colored children in narrower compass than the school 
age of the white children. As, for instance, it may say—I have for- 
gotten the figures, but it illustrates just as well—that the school age of 
white children shall be between five and eighteen and that the school 
ages of the colored children shall be between five and twelve; and the 
consequence would be, if you distribute this upon the theory of the 
school age of the children by the laws of the several States as they 
stood at the time of the census of 1880, the State of Kentucky would 
get a larger proportion for its white children than it did for its colored 
children, and the white children would get it. That would not do. It 
is, therefore, necessary, as it appears to me, to take the census state- 
ment, which shows us the number of the white and colored persons in 
these States between ten and twenty-one, by complete and exact tables, 
as the basis of this division between white and colored schools. 

With this amendment, as far as I now understand it, I shall most 
cheerfully and gladly vote for this bill; but in the state of the laws in 
these various States, in the state of the power that those laws give and 
as shown by the reports have been executed, the result of which is that 
the number of colored children in proportion to the population in many 
of these States—I do not say all, I have not looked it through—who 
are able to attend school and get the benefit of whatever the State pro- 
vides for them is much smaller than of the white children; and it is 
smaller because it is within the autocratic power of the managers of 
the school system to whom the discretion as to the number of districts 
and the number of schools is left, from the cause that they establish 
more white schools in more convenient localities than they do colored 
schools, and under their laws they have a right to do it—I mean a legal 
right; I do not mean a moral right—and they do it. Having done it, 
the money of the United States, without this amendment, would go 
to aid and encourage the exercise of that discrimination wherein they 
set up by their separate arrangement for white and colored children 
these two methods of education, two forms of education, and enable 
themselves to appropriate this money, if they might, in a given county, 
in a given State, almost entirely to the whites and not to the colored. 
In that state of things, I think this amendment is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like before the Senator takes his seat to know 
whether his amendment provides that the distribution shall be upon 
the basis of white and colored population between the ages of ten and 
twenty-one inclusive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says between the ages of ten and twenty-one 
as shown by the census. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would that include both ten and twenty-one? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says ten and twenty-one as shown by the cen- 
sus. Ifthe census shows it inclusive it would be inclusive. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the census shows the number, the ages of one, two, 
three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, &c. By this amendment we 
select from the census tables the number of one age after another from 
ten to twenty-one in order to get an aggregate; and it would be either 
inclusive, including the age of ten and including the age of twenty-one, 
or it would be excluding ten or twenty-one. Which should it be? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe there is in the census tables—I have not 
had time to look at them this morning—one table that shows the num- 
ber of white and colored in each of the States between the ages 
of ten and twenty-one. Whether that includes or excludes those two 

I do not remember. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot remember seeing sucha table. I do not think 
there is such a table. There is not any such in the Compendium. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there be not, I am willing to have it either way 
the Senator prefers, either inclusive or exclusive; but it refers to the 
census, and therefore whichever the census shows is what it means. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to the Senator from Vermont where he 
uses the word paid“ to insert the word received.“ There have 
been several amendments adopted by the Senate to that effect. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is in accordance with the verbal amendment 
adopted this morning before the Senator from Vermont came in. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. I have no objection to that. I will modify my 
amendment accordingly, so as to read, received in such State.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will beso modified. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 


Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator from New Hampshire intend to ad- 
dress the Senate at this time? 

Mr. BLAIR. I was only about to make an observation in regard to 

this amendment, but I will yield the floor to the Senator from Ilinois. 
aire ase I should like to make an observation in regard to it 
yself. 
Mr. President, I do not know that I can throw any light on this sub- 
ject, and were I even able to do so it might not have the effect of chang- 
ing the minds of individuals who have made this bill a great study, 
and especially where there is so great a desire as there seems to be for 
the paternity of a bill of some sort which is considered to be in the in- 
terest of education, even more so than to one amended by others, so 
that the result desired might be produced. I have no desire to take 
to myself any credit for this particular scheme, and when the Senator 
from Indiana insinuated that this bill was to be defeated or interfered 
with by legislative jugglery, I think that was an expression which 
might as well have been left unsaid. 

I am as sincerely in favor of educating the illiterate people of this 
country as any Senator on this floor; but if on that account I shall be 
required to vote for certain provisions in the bill that I deem utterly 
fatal to a proper use of the fund, it certainly should not be said that it 
is mere jugglery on the part of persons who desire amendments to be 
proposed and adopted for the purpose of making this bill better. When - 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Indiana and the 
Senator from New Hampshire speak of elevating the colored race in this 
land so that they may be qualified as citizens of the United States to 
perform their duties intelligently toward the Government and them- 
selves, I say I will go as far as either of those gentlemen in that direc- 
tion, provided that I can be satisfied that the mode proposed will pro- 
duce that result. 

My friend the Senator from Indiana spoke in reference to his having 
been the friend of the colored man. Why, Mr. President, I hope that 
all on this side of the Chamber have been the friends of the colored man. 
When a man is the true friend of a man either white or colored, that 
is all that need be said. The Senator spoke of their having visited his 
camp and of his haying fed them. Idonot wish to go into that. Were 
I to do so, perhaps I could give in detail the history of the suffering 
of some of these men and the great benefits bestowed upon this coun- 
try by their acts that others perhaps know not of. The reasons for our 
action should first be found, and then the propositions to accord with 
the reasons should be made into law. i 

I presume that the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
from Massachusetts will say that this bill was conceived and brought 
forth for the benefit of the colored people. That was the idea in the 
inception of the educational bills that were urged upon Congress. Let 
us see if I am correct. I have had very little to do with this legislation 
except to vote for the bills as they have been presented and passed here- 
tofore by the Senate. In reference to the statement made yesterday 
evening by the Senator from Massachusetts that all bills which had 
been proposed on this subject heretofore were on the basis of this one 
in reference to the distribution, I want to call his attention to a few 
that have been introduced into Congress and failed of consideration 
either in the committee or in the Senate. | 

I introduced two bills in 1882, one in 1883, and one in 1884. They 
were all referred to this Committee on Education and Labor. I appeared 
before the committee once in order to make such su ions as seemed to 
me correct, but I soon came to the conclusion that what little I had to 
say would have no effect whatever upon the minds of that committee. | 
I came to the conclusion also that the result in that committee would 
be what it ever has been, that the shrewdness and sharpness of men 
south of the line on that committee would get the very advantage that 
they have in this bill. Iam not going tocriticise them for it; but my con- 
clusion then, as now, was that it was more important to some men to 
have a bill under their lead than it was to assure by a well- 
guarded bill the education of the colored people. 

Why, sir, the proposition I made first in 1882 was that $50,000,000 
be appropriated out of the revenues of the United States and distrib- 
uted according to the Us reg in the States and Territories for the 
benefit of the illiterate children of the whole country. That proposi- 
tion was assailed by newspapers, by teachers, and by representatives, 
and why? Not because it proposed to take a fund out of 5 
That was not the reason. What was it? Because the basis of it sho 
be for the education of the colored people. Objection was made to that 
bill all over the North, made to it in the very cities and towns where 
these Senators live, upon the very ground that it distributed money 
equally to all; that it ought to be distributed on the basis of the illit- 
eracy of the people of theStates, so that the colored people should have 
the benefit of it; being most illiterate, should receive the greatest ben- 
efit. 

And farther, it was not only proposed in the bills that Lintroduced, but 
in bills introduced by others, that the Government of the United States, 
in giving as a bounty this large fund to the people of this country for 
educational purposes, that the fund should be so guarded and protected 
in the law that there could be nochance for squandering or making an 
improper use of it. It was urged on the other side of the Chamber that 
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it interfered with the rights of the States; that it interfered with the 
Constitution of the country; that it struck down the power of the States 
to exercise their rights in reference to the education of those who were 
entitled to education within their borders. 

That objection was made, and made on that side ofthe Chamber. I 
insisted on having that protection. I insisted on having the Secretary of 
the Interior as one officer, the presiding officer of the Educational Bureau 
as another, and the President of the United States as another; that un- 
der rules and regulations prescribed by these officers this money should 
be distributed according to law. It was objected to. Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, so very earnest for the education of the people, 
were so earnest that something should be reported to the Senate from 
the Committee on Education and Labor that would seem to be an ad- 
vantage to the people, that all of the safeguards in reference to the 
protection of this fund as it should pass from the Treasury of the United 
States were stricken down except the mere report to the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate but a very short time. I did not 
rise to make an elaborate speech upon this subject, but I wish to ask 
the Senators who are op to the proposition introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa a question. Under the Constitution as it was prior to 
the amendments the slaves of the South were enumerated and counted 

as three-fifths of the population of slaves and on that three-fifths repre- 
sentation was given to those States where slavery existed. How is it 
now? resentation in the electoral college and in the Congress of 
the United States is given on the basis of the whole colored and white 
population. Sir, according to the Constitution of the United States, 
we to-day enumerate the colored people and they count the same as the 
white people, and on this basis a majority is found in Congress and 
Presidents elected. 

How is it, however, that they are enumerated only for the benefit of 
the power of those States in which they reside in tation in both 
the electoral and the Congress of the United States? When it 
comes to voting, where are they and whereare they counted? The bene- 
fit of their enumeration to their friends and country ceases as they ap- 
proach the ballot-box. Take the State of Mississippi. The total popu- 
lation of that State is 1,131,597; the white population is 479,398, the 
colored population 650,291. I want the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to these figures, What is the voting ion of the 
State of Mississippi? Two hundred and thirty-eight thousand five hun- 
dred and thirty-two. What is the white voting population? One hun- 
dred and two thousand five hundred and eighty. What the colored 
voting population? One hundred and thirty K aban two hundred 
and seventy-eight. Nearly 30,000 majority of the persons entitled to 
vote in that State are colored men. They are counted with their fami- 
lies to swell the representation in Congress and in the electoral college. 

How few of them vote, and why? One hundred and twenty thou- 
sand votes were cast at the last Presidential election, only 18,000 more 
votes than there are white voters in that State, in which there are 30,000 
more colored voters than there are white voters. What a story does 
this tell? Iam not going to say why this is the case, because I might 
be mistaken; but take your argument—isit for want of education? I 
find the white people are educated well enough to vote; at least they 
do it and send their members to Congress without the votes of the col- 
ored people being counted, and send their electors to vote for President; 
and yet you say to the colored people, Stand up and be counted.“ 
For what purpose? For the purpose of securing a majority in the elect- 
oral college, for the purpose of obtaining a majority in the Congress of 
the United States. When the election comes no man says stand up 
and be counted as voters. So then you count them for the benefit of 
the white people, but do not count them for their own benefit or that 
of the country. 

So, sir, itis with your school bill. You base the money that you 
draw from the Treasury upon the illiteracy of the people of the United 
States from ten years and upward; and when you come to examine 
what do you find? You find the illiteracy of the white people in the 
South averaging from 12 to 20 per cent. and the illiteracy of the col- 
ored people from 40 to 80 percent. Then howdo you draw the money ? 
The amount of money drawn under your bill is drawn because of 
the illiteracy of the colored people above school age. You say to the 
hundred colored men who are seventy years old, who were slaves, and 
who can not read and write, Stand up here and be counted. Counted 
for what? Lou can not read and can not write; you are above the 
school aga; yot can not go to school; but stand up and be counted.” 
Why? t you may draw money for the benefit of the children of 
the white people of the South. That is your proposition. 

Count them for what? For money. For whom? For themselves? 
No, sir. The hundred colored men who are counted to-day to draw 
money out of the Treasury under this proposition stand against a hun- 
dred white men who can read and write. The white men draw no 
money, but the hundred colored men do, and when the hundred colored 
men are counted for the benefit of the dollars they get from the Treas- 
ury they receive no benefit from the fund; they are not educated; but 
the hundred white men who are educated get an equal division of that, 
for what? For the benefit of their children. The colored men get only 
half of that which they have drawn upon the basis of their illiteracy. 


Mr. President, this is the old story. Alas! Northern men have always 
been found in this country and have always been found in the Congress 
of the United States to legislate in any direction that was wanted on 
the colored man for the benefit of the white man. If they are not to 
be represented in the electoral college, if they are not to be represented 
in Congress, and if they are to be counted merely to make numbers in 
Congress and in the electoral college, and to draw money for the benefit 
of others, I think it is about time that we consider some other proposition 
in reference to a basis for future action. 

What wrong is there in this amendment of the Senator from Iowa? 
You and I stand up here and arecounted. I maybe an illiterate, and 
therefore I draw money, but Iam beyond the school age and do not get 
any benefit from it. You are not an illiterate; you do not therefore 
draw any money, but you have two children and so have I. I draw 
money for your benefit, for only half of it goes to my children, though 
I have drawn it. Is that fair, is that honest, is that just to the colored 
man? Ob, but you say as the Senator from Indiana said, the great idea 
is to educate the pepe. So it is, and in our States we educate our 
people. My own State pays more money by levying a tax on the peo- 
ple to obtain it than you appropriate the first year in this bill for the 
benefit of the whole. We pay our school fund out of our own pockets. 
We makeno distinction; we appropriate it for the benefit of the schools 
of all the people. This is our idea and our system. 

Now, then, if these people in the South appropriate money for the 
benefit of all schools from their own pockets, itis only on the basis that 
it should be done everywhere; but when you appeal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States toa priate money because you have four 
or five million people that are illiterate among you and you appeal on 
their account, in God's name let them have the benefit in proportion to 
the illiteracy of the two races. That is the proposition of the Senator 
from Iowa, that whatever money is drawn from the Treasury of the 
United States shall be disbursed by the States and Territories according 
to the illiteracy of whom? Of the two races that are to be supplied, 
the white and the colored. The colored race having a larger percent- 
age of illiterates, drawing a larger in fact over three-fourths of 
the money—in my judgment should be entitled to receive that pro- 
portion of the money drawn. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said that if we did this several of 
the States would have to change their constitutions. I must confess 
I was somewhat surprised at this argument coming from so eminent a 
Senator as the Senator from Massachusetts. What effect has this appro- 
priation on the constitution of a State? It has nothing to do with it. 
Your State constitutions provide, perhaps, for the distribution of your 
school fund equally. I do not know. Some of them do I know. Very 
well, that applies to the taxes raised based on the property of the State. 
That has nothing to do with this tion. This is a fund given by 
the Government of the United States to help educate the illiterates of 
the country, and the State representatives are only agents for the dis- 
tribution of it according to the scheme of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator whether he desires as the result of 
combined expenditure, State and nation, a school system in any State 
in which one child shall have an advantage over another in education ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill answer the Senator. I do not know of any school 


system in any State, outside ot Kentucky, perhaps (and I believe they 
have pe aac teir w), which makes a distinction between the chil- 
dren of 


Mr. HOAR. My question was whether the Senator desired that there 
should be in the future, as the result of this combined national and 
State expenditure, such a distinction? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill answer the Senator. Combined!“ You must 
get them combined.“ I have nothing to do with what the States 
shall do with their own funds; but when you ask me what I desire done 
with this fund, then I will answer you. I desire this fund to be dis- 
tributed for the benefit of those people for whom the citizens of this 
country understand it is appropriated, according to the ratio of illiteracy 
between the whites and the blacks. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. I never fail to yield to anybody, although 
some fail to yield to me. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, this whole iture is proposed 
to be upon a condition no matter what the States have done in the past. 
The Senator's views are not any stronger than I have expressed in my 
Copiah report and in a hundred other forms with regard to outragesin the 
South; but in the future this bill says to these States, You must ex- 
pend equally and have a common-school system which gives every child 
a good education, black and white equally; yon shall not have any of 
this money unless that is done.“ Now if, when this is done, we say 
that the black children shall have three times as much apiece as the 
white children, then those States whose constitutions now require that 
they shall distribute their funds so equally have got to alter them, or 
you will have school systems in all those States where the black chil- 
dren get in the future two or three times as much per capita apiece in 
the schools as the whites. It seems to me, with great respect to the 
gentlemen who differ with me on this subject, that it would be very 
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much as if we undertook to remedy this gross outrage of suppressing 
the colored vote in the past by coming in by national power and estab- 
lishing a system in the future that the blacks should have two votes 
and the whites one. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I will answer the Senator’s constitutional pro 
osition, because that is the way he started out. He said they would 
have to amend the State constitutions. I may not be as great a con- 
stitutional lawyer as the Senator, but I do know something, and what 
I know I do know about as well as most people. I do know as a law- 
yer that the proposition of the Senator is not tenable. Why? We 
make this appropriation as a school fund for the education of children 
upon the same principle that we make any appropriation for the ben- 
efit of the people. I suppose the Senator will agree to that. Wemay 

ive every dollar, if we choose, to the colored people, without giving a 
llar to the white people, and we may not only do that, but we may 
poins out the mode and manner under and by which the money shall 
distributed to them in their schools. We have the power to do that. 
Then, if we have the power to do that, I want to ask what figure does 
it cut with the constitution of the State to which we give it? 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the State of Mississippi now appropriates a 
million dollars, and it says in its constitution $500,000 of that shall go 
to the white children and $500,000 to the black, supposing them to be 
equal in numbers in the case I put. The United States comes in and 

ives her a million more, but says that it shall all go to the blacks. 
n you have got a school system in Mississippi where, the white and 
black children being exactly equal in the case supposed—they are not 
in fact—the white children are getting $500,000 for the same number 
of heads, while the black children are getting $1,500,000. That is the 


proposition, putting the two er. 

Mr. LOGAN. What has that got to do with the constitution of Mis- 
sissippi? Nothing in the world. à 

Mr. HOAR. e Benator does not understand me. 


Mr. LOGAN. Ido understand you. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the Senator exactly as he means, and I 
say that in my judgment he is mistaken. I asked him a question a 
while ago, if we could not appropriate all of this to the colored people. 
He admits it. If we can do that, can we not appropriate a part of it 
for the colored people? If we can provide for the distribution of the 
fund to the colored people, can we not provide for a part of its distri- 
bution? We may provide for appropriating the money. The States 
are not bound to take it unless they choose to do so. There is no com- 
pulsion. There is nothing that infringes upon their constitution, noth- 
ing to impair their rights, nothing to interfere with their laws. They 
may distribute their own money as they see proper under their consti- 
tution, for their constitution applies solely to the money raised by tax- 
ation upon their people and not to money raised by the Government. 
So there is nothing in the proposition of the Senator, in my judgment, 
if he will pardon me for saying so. 

Let us go a little further with it, sir. He asks me if I wish to see 
a school system that will give $500,000 to the white people and a mill- 
ion and a half to the colored people in Mississippi. The colored peo- 
ple in Missippi have at least a quarter of a million more in population 
than the whites. The colored people need the money. The whitesdo 
not need it. When you ask me the question if I would see a greater 
proportion go to the colored people there than to the white people, I 
say yes, I would; and that is exactly what I mean, if the Senator wants 
to know; and I tell him that the people of the Northern country want 
to see that done, for that is their understanding aboutit. The people 
of this country do not understand that we are going to undertake to 
educate all the white people of the South. They understand no such 
thing, but sympathy is excited in the people of the North in favor of 
the poor colored man who has been a slave for two centuries, who has 
hoed the corn and tilled the cotton, who has built up fortune after 
fortune for other people, who has lived without learning his letters 
under a law that proscribed him and prevented him from obtaining an 
education, until his ignorance was as dark as midnight; and we having 
liberated these people and placed them on the plane of the white man 
as citizens of the United States in their illiterate and ignorant condi- 
tion, we feel it to be our duty to elevate them by education up to the 
standard where they may as good citizens judge and decide in refer- 
ence to laws and constitutions as others do. That is the proposition, 
sir, = that is what is in the minds and the hearts of the American 
people. 

Sir, so far as I am concerned I am willing to test the question before 
my constituents as to whether they are taking money out of their pock- 
ets with the full knowledge that they are doing it to educate only par- 
tially the colored people, and that a portion of it is to go to other than 
the colored people of the South, where the money is drawn wholly upon 
their illiteracy. When you had a bill before Congress that proposed to 
educate all the illiterate people of the United States by donations from 
Congress distributed according to the population of the States and Ter- 
ritories, then the proposition was entirely different; but as I said that 
proposition was voted down. When I say voted down” I mean by 


the acclaim of the people, for they were opposed to it, and although 


I myself introduced one of the propositions I readily saw that the peo- 
ple were opposed to that character of legislation, and they were only 
brought to the point because they believed it was measurably for the 
benefit of the colored man. 

Why should any man in the Senate of the United States or in the 
other branch of Congress representing a Southern constituency object 
to the majority of this fand going where greater illiteracy is found, I 
should like to know? Ifit is the desire of your people that these col- 
ored people shall be elevated by education to the same plane with them- 
selves, if seems to me that laying personal success to one side, the heart 
speaking honestly and candidly would say, Les; it is for them that 
we want it.“ As has been said and properly so by themselves, these 
people come not as beggars for the white people, they come not as sup- 
pliants for their own class of white citizens, but for the poor, the un- 
fortunate, the down-trodden colored man, who learned naught of gov- 
ernment or of anything with regard to the history of himself or his 
country until he was made a freeman and permitted to get a partial ed- 
ucation in the different schools where he was permitted to go. 

There is another proposition to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator will pardon me for eall- 
ing his attention so frequently; I do it merely because of the speech that 
he made yesterday in which he stated to the Senate of the United States 
that nearly every proposition by the educational people of this country 
was on the basis of this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg your pardon 

Mr. LOGAN. Then what did 
while he states it. 

Mr. HOAR. I said: 

The scheme of this bill in the particular which is now attacked by the Sena- 
tor from Maine is the scheme of every proposition which has been made for 
national aid to education at the South. 

That is what I said. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to inter- 
rupt him in that connection? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. - 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to what I 
said, and to what perhaps he did not notice. In the last Congress 
when this bill was before the Senate a proposition was made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in the line of the pending propo- 
sition, only as I think better, because it distributed the money to the 
districts instead of to the schools, and upon that proposition the vote 
of the Senator from Illinois was recorded with mine and that of the 
Senator from Massachusetts against it. So the question was discussed 
then on that line. 

Mr. LOGAN. That does not cnt any particular figure. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, no; it is not a question of figure. 

Mr. LOGAN. It does not cut any particular figure how anybody 
voted or how anybody did not vote. On a great many propositions we 
vote very differently, but Iam discussing this question from the stand- 
point of this bill as now presented. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say to the Senator that my statement related 
solely to those schemes which were intended not to be entirely national, 
like those of distributing equally, of which I myself introduced one, 
the first one ever introduced as far as I know—it was introduced about 
1869 or 1870—where the gift was to be to the whole country; but every 
scheme that I know of, which is either confined to the South, or, if not 
confined to the South, like the present one has a basis which carries it 
chiefly there, is on this particular basis. That is what J said. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Indiana called my attention to the 
fact that I voted for a proposition introduced by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRISO. You voted against it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I voted against it; and it was a proposition in the 
same line with this bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; it was a proposition directly in the line 
of the Allison amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It says: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used only 
for common schools not sectarian in character. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has not the right amendment. If 
he will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HARRISON. This was the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio: 

And the sum so paid shall be apportioned among the several counties, cities, 
towns, parishes, and townshij each State or Territory, and, when practicable, 
among school districts, as defined by this act, in the proportions that the num- 
ber of persons in such corporations, who being of the age of ten yearsand over 
can not write bears to the number of such persons in such State or Territory ac- 
i the census of 1880. 

That was the proposition, and it is exactly in the line of the Allison 
amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not want to get off into a discussion on side issues, 
because it is sometimes the case that arguments are attempted to be an- 
swered by trying to show how somebody voted at some former time on 
some former proposition that had nothing to do with the pending prop- 
osition. I have never considered that very much of an argument, but 
still I am perfectly willing for others to indulge in it if they desire, 


the Senator say? I will give way 
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The amendment he refers to is not such an amendment taken as a whole 
that would be in line with the proposition in its machinery. 

At the time I was interrupted (and I did not object to it, and never 
do) I was about calling the attention of Senators here present to the fact 
that the educational men from all over this country, North and South, 
have ever proposed a distribution on the very line of the Allison amend- 
ment. I call attention to a convention that met in Louisville, Ky., 
which was 1 ly attended by professors and educational people. 
They draughted a bill and presented it here embodying their views in 
different sections in reference to this proposition. I have the bill here 
and I should like to read the section that they proposed in reference to 
the distribution of the money. It is as follows: 

‘That in States or Territories, or portions of the same, where separate schools 
for white and colored children are sustained, the moneys received under this 
act shall be divided and expended among such schools in proportion to the re- 


spective number of white and colored illiterates cnumerated therein at the 
United States census last pı ing. 


There is the Allison amendment adopted right there in the bill framed 
by those men from all parts of the United States, and there is where 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] got it. It is almost verbatim. 

So as I said it was understood not only by the Northern people, but 
by the educational people all over the country, that this money was to 
be distributed in proportion to the illiteracy of the two classes. When 
I say all“ I know there are exceptions, but I mean the great bodies 
where they have given expression to their opinions. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. . 

Mr. HOAR. Lask whether that bill contains the condition which 
this one does, that there shall be in the State affected a full and com- 
plete common-school system for all children? That is the essential 
distinction. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, and I beg his pardon 
for saying it, I have the highest regard for him and certainly a high 
opinion of his ability, and I do hope that so intelligent and so great a 
lawyer as I recognize the Senator to be will not undertake to pettifog 
this case. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator certainly will be willing to answer the 
question. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course I will answer the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask whether that bill is not without that condition? 

Mr. LOGAN. Without what condition? 

Mr. HOAR. Without the condition that there shall be provided by 
the State a full and complete common-school system for all its chil- 
dren, which this bill contains, and which is the very essence of the 
thing. There is no such provision in that bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifit cuts any figure in the distribution of thismonéy, 
where we appropriate it for the benefit of the common schools in the 
Southern States, whether the provision which was in their bill has any- 
thing to do with this m Ican not understandit. They proposed 
to give this fund to the States and Territories to be distributed on the 
basis mentioned. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator will pardon me; I hate to interrupt 
him. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not the slightest interruption, I will say to the 
Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentlemen who advocate the Allison amendment 
and the gentlemen who agree with me seem to have a total misunder- 
standing with each other upon the one simple proposition which is the 
basis of this whole thing, and I never can find anybody who answers 
the question which I put to the honorable Senator just now who does 
not see that the difference between us disappears. My proposition is 
to take a sum of money and say to the States, You must yourselves 
do everything from your own pocket which, in addition to this, is re- 
quired to give every black and white child a good common-school edu- 
cation, and when you have done that this shall constitute a part of the 
fund with which you do it.“ When that is done, if we say all the 
funds shall go to the illiterate class of blacks, or a large proportion of 
it, then we have said that in that State, unless the State makes an un- 
equal distribution of its own fund, there shall be a better education 
for one class of children than another founded on race; but if you do 
not put in such a condition and simply come in as George Peabody does, 
or as Slater does, or as the bill which the Senator reads does, and say, 
here are $1,000,000 which we want you to take to aid education in 
your State, then of course the Senator is entirely and absolutely right; 
it ought to be given to the blacks and to nobody else, or, if to anybody 
else, in a very small proportion. 

I utterly and entirely agree with my honorable friend from beginnin 
to end, and with the Senator from Iowa, and all the others, that unti 
the whole illiteracy is cured the blacks should be preferred. It is only 
in a bill which says you must cure all the illiteracy in your State be- 
fore you get anything from us that we say then the education between 
them all shall be equal. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I do not say this to reply 
to his ent, but I want him to understand me, 

Mr. AN. Ido. 


Mr. HOAR. Because it would be pretty difficult, being a question 
here of education and human liberty, for me to be found absent from 
any band which my honorable friend is leading. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want the Senator to understand that I do not in- 
sinuate any such thing, because what I say I mean. I have the high- 
est respect for the Senator’s opinion, and for his integrity, and for him 
in every respect. It is not that, but it is the question that we do not 
all see alike. The Senator with me in this, and I do not wish 
to misstate it, that up to the time this illiteracy is obliterated the 
money ought to be divided as I say. 

Mr. HOAR. I Say so. I do not mean the time in point of this en- 
tire period; but when you have got the system which we are to help 
pay for. Of course illiteracy in one sense is never to be obliterated as 
long as children are born. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, but this bill only runs for eight 
years and it fits the very niche of the Senator’s proposition. It runs 
for eight years commencing with the age of ten. It is to obliterate the 
illiteracy that exists now. He agrees with me. After that divide it 
equally. That is all I want. That is all of my Era eg and that 
is all there is of it. I propose to say in this bill, divide it according to 
the illiteracy of the two races, not in some future bill, but now when 
we are proposing to benefit them, at this time; and I will go further, 
too, and I want to say this—I say to Senators who reported the bill that 
in your bill you do not expend much more money in the whole South 
than we will expend in that littletime inmyState where Ilive. Hence 
it is a drop in the bucket, and when I proposed an amendment here to 
increase the appropriation some turned up their noses as much as to 
say, ‘‘LoGAN wants to kill the bill.“ I do not want to do any such 
thing. Iam forthe education of these people; I am for it honestly, 
and I say it to the white people, and they can preach it from the house- 
tops of the South if they have amind to. I will go there and discuss 
it with them, that Iam for giving the larger portion of it to the col- 
ored people, because they are the ones who are entitled to it; it is on 
account of their illiteracy that you draw this money, and they are en- 
titled to the majority of it. 

But I was going to ask what will $7,000,000 amount to in sixteen 
States, and a small portion of it distributed in all the States? It 
amounts to bagatelle. I have noticed the amount of taxation in the 
State of Georgia, in the State of Alabama, and other States that I could 
mention, and with the amount of taxes levied in some of those States 
for school purposes there is not sufficient to give the children four 
months’ schooling in the year. Then you add this to their little pit- 
tance and what will it amount to? 

Hence, in good faith, instead of $77,000,000 in eight yı merely to 
get people’s names before the country that they want to educate the 
people of the whole country when they can not do it under this bill, I 
propose to give $138,000,000 for that education, and I will vote for it in 
the bill running over ten years, commencing at $10,000,000 and increas- 
ing for five years, and then decreasing until the ten years expire, so as 
to make the education run from the time the child is ten yearsold until 
he is twenty years old. 

Then I shall propose another amendment to the bill, and that is that 
$2,000,000 extra shall be appropriated in connection with the bill to do 
what? To build school-houses. You may say what you please about 
the bill requiring you to give equal education; it is very easy to pass a 
law that school districts and neighborhoods shall build them them- 
selves,andsoon. I propose to give aid to building school-houses where 
none exist, where the people are poor, where they are not able to do it 
either by taxation or otherwise, In my State the townships tax them- 
selves a tax for the purpose of building their school-houses, and so on. 
I find that the laws axe different in some of the Southern States. Hence 
I propose to amend the bill by appropriating $2,000,000 for the benefit 
of those poor colored people, or poor white people, if you please, where 
they have no school-houses and are not able to build them. ‘The appro- 
priation of a school fund would not benefit children very much if they 
have not a school-house at which to attend. 

There is nothing requiring the building of school-houses unless it be 
done by this appropriation, supervised by the Interior Department or 
whatever Department supervises it. I do not agree to that proposition, 
however. I think there ought to be a supervisory control by the Gov- 
ernment of this money wherever it goes, it makes no difference where. 
When we had the power in the Government it was said we wanted it 
under Republican control. It was not so with me. You have now the 
Democratic party in power, and I am as much for putting it in the con- 
trol of the Government as I was then, and appointing a commission or 
a good man at the head of the Bureau of Education who will supervise 
it and see that school-houses are built, that the schools are proper, so 
far as this fund is concerned. ; 

I think it would be better for the State if that was the case. I will 
tell you why. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] made a remark 
the other day, although he is opposed to the bill, which will prove my 
position beyond all question. When I say ‘‘ control’? I do not mean 


that the Commissioner should regulate your schools; Ido not mean that 
he should tell you what you should teach or what you should not teach, 
but I mean that he should have such a controlas to make examinations 
and report as to wherethe Government funds goand how used—that they 
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were properly distributed. It would not interfere with your States, but 
it would save you a great deal of trouble on the line that the Senator 
from Texas spoke. Suppose that in some places the schools do not suit 
and complaint is made and an investigation follows. If you hada man 
under the Government who had cient control to examine papers 
and see that the money was properly expended you would never have 
trouble of that kind. In my judgment it would be better for you, 
and better for the people, and better for the Government if that were 
the case. It is not the case in the bill, however. I wish it were. 

As I said, there seems to be a determination to pass the bill if it had 
nothing in it but just the naked proposition to dump $77,000,000 into 
some pool somewhere, if it was called an educational pool. That seems 
to be the disposition, and to pass it without any regard as to how the 
fund shall be protected. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I care to say in reference to this 
subject, and what I have said now I have said for the purpose of plac- 
ing myself fairly before my constituents on the record in this case. I 
hope that these amendments will beagreed to. I think the bill would 
be much better with them than without them, and therefore I advocate 
them. I have been in favor of education ever since I have been old 
enough to make the matter a study. I have always advocated liberal 
education wherever I have lived in town, city, or country. I have al- 
ways been in favor of common schools and schools of a high grade 
everywhere and I am to-day. In my little town where I lived at one 
time we have one of the finest normal schools in the United States. I 
did what I could to get it there. It is a flourishing school or college to- 
day, sending forth teachers to all parts of the land. So itis no new 
thing for me to be an advocate of public education. 

‘Therefore I say to Senators here, the bill should not be run through; 
it should be examined carefully, and it should be ed in reference 
to the expenditure of this money, and ially in reference to the pro- 
portion in which it is to be distributed to the two races of people. If 
the Senator from New Hampshire wants to arraign me before the North- 
ern people or the Southern people because I oppose the proposition in 
his bill, I say to him todo it. I stand before the country upon the idea 
that we started with, that the white people of the South have not asked 
for it and do not need it, that the emancipated race are the ones who 
were intended to receive its benefits, and the ones who should receive 
them. And if they do and if this money should be used as it ought to be 
used, for the benefit of the colored people, you will find the time will 
come in the history of that unfortunate race when there will be songsters 
and poets in their midst. You will find orators of a superior character 
among that race if you will only educate them. There is in the colored 
race an element of music, of poetry, of oratory, that is seldom found 
anywhere else when we give them the advantages that the white race 
have had. Let themhave that advantage, and if they can outstrip us 
in the race of life, in God's name let them have the chance. I do not 
know why the white man with all his advantages and all the privileges 
that he has had in this Government in times past should fear the colored 
man. He should rather reach out his hand to him and say, While 
you are struggling down in that pit of ignorance and despair I will with 
what I have take your hand and lift you up to the plane where 
we should both stand, having an equal and a fair chance in life.” 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator before he sits down whether 
he has had his attention called to the Allison amendment as it has been 
amended by the Senate and as it at present stands, because I think it 
meets his views as well as mine? 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave not. It has not been adopted yet. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if my amendment to the Alli- 
son amendment was adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. LOGAN. It was not adopted by the Senate, but in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. It was adopted by the Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairisinformed that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was amended. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me. The Senator from Iowa 
offered an amendment which was amended on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mine was adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. That was adopted. Then the amendment which I 
moved to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa was also adopted; 
and the amendment so amended is now pending. To that the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] moved a substitute. I should like to 
have the amendment as it stands amended already read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate, because it is exactly in the line of the speech of 
the Senator from Illinois, as I understand him, and it precisely expresses 
my views. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be read as amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 2 add: 


And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and 
colored children the money received by said State under the provisions of this 
bill shall be apportioned and paid out for the suppots of such white and colored 
schools in the proportion that the illiteracy of the white and colored persons 
aforesaid bear to each other, as shown by said census, until an equal sum per 


capita is Id riated and paid from the national and State funds for the educa- 
tion of all children of school age in such State without distinction, it being the 


object of this act to secure equal advantages to all children of whatever color 


or race, 


Mr. HOAR. That is the way it stands now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] as a substitute will be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are we to understand that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa has been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands not. The 
Chair misunderstood the Secretary. 

Mr. HOAR. It was adopted, distinctly put by the Chair, and car- 
ried in my ing. There is no doubt about it. 

The PRESID pro tempore. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will allow the Chair a moment he will state, as he has been absent for 
an hour or two, that the original amendment offered by the Senator 
from Iowa has been amended by an amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and now an amendment is offered in the nature of 
a substitute by the Senator from Vermont, which is the question pend- 
ing before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely wanted to understand the matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. The pending question is, asI understand it, upon the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute moved as an amendment to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, that having been amended 
by the eee of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the substitute be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield that the substitute may be read? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the substitute be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thesubstitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I regoing provision shall not affect 
roportion of said money to the support of all 
nction of race or color shall exist, 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust that the substitute may be adopted. It re- 
moves all the essential difficulties that were inherent in the Allison 
amendment. It carries the money upon the best attainable accurate 
basis to the children, whiteand colored, in those States where the money 
is to be distributed for the support of the schools, white and colored, 
in those States where separate schools are the order of the day, and also 
provides that should there be mixed schools those who complete their 
education in such schools shall have their proper proportion of the 
money. It gives to the whites no more than to the blacks, tothe blacks 
no more than to the whites; and the other provisions of the bill require 
a like equitable distribution of the funds of the State; so that by this 
proposed amendment we shall avoid the difficulties that were liable to 
wreck the bill had the amendment of the Senator from Iowa been 
adopted. I think myself that the interests of the bill, the p of 
its enactment into law, and a harmonious administration should it be- 
come a law, would be greatly improved by the adoption of the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. President, I do not think any one yields to myself—and I should 
like the attention of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] for I am 
talking to him—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
requests the attention of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to say to the Senator from Illinois that I 
do not believe he has a friend in this country who appreciates more 
highly than I do his great services in the Legislature of the country 
and in the field. There is no one who more highly than I appreciates 
the deep obligation that the colored race of this country is under to him 
pesos. And I was a little ised at an occasional remark which 

e uttered as he proceeded in his address tothe Senate. But I do not 
think this is either the time or the place to agitate considerations of 
any but the very highest character. 

I do not think that it is an occasion when anything save the interests 
of the country at large, for the time being and for the time yet to be, 
should enter into our deliberations. I have observed something of the 
course of public men on this question since it was brought to the at- 
tention of the American people, and I take pleasure in saying that to 
my mind no American citizen has ever come up to the full height of ap- 

reciation of the emergency that is upon the American people and has 
n willing to put in propositions to the Congress of the American peo- 
ple his full sentiments like the Senator from IIlinois. 

The amount appropriated by the bill is not likely to be sufficient for 
the removal of this evil, but it will open the way to a more just appre- 
ciation of its magnitude and to a more enlarged and statesmanlike ac- 
tion in the future. I believe that the developments which unavoidably 
must reach the public mind through the practical operation of the bill 
for one or two years will make manifest the necessity of even larger 
appropriations. Ido not anticipate that they will be permanent ap- 


1998 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Manon 3, 


propriations, but by the developments that will come from the prac- 
tical operations of the law the public mind will become duly appre- 
hensive and sensitive upon the nature and the extent of the alarming 
illiteracy which now in a halting and a feeble way we are undertaking 
to remove. 

It has been often said during this debate that all the educators of 
the country have made a proposition similar to that contained in the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. There has never been made 
upon the floor of the Senate, in any bill that bas been introduced, nor 
in any formal utterance of any educational convention on the face of 
this continent to my knowledge, a proposition like that of the Senator 
from Iowa as compared with the other provisions of the bill. The 
great convention alluded to several times, which was held in Louisville, 
Ky., formulated its action in this resolution: 
eral aid to 8 —.— — Bites eo eee 3 
TTT 
its faithful application. = 815 

There has never been made a proposition for the distribution of the 
proposed appropriation from the General Government to the children 
ofany particular race—certainly never any such proposition in connec- 
tion with provisions like those in the bill pending before the Senate. 
There was embodied in a minority report of the committee of the House 
of Representatives in the Forty-eighth Congress a proposed bill which 
it was supposed when the discussion would be reached some time during 
that Congress the minority would mpve as a substitute for the majority 
bill. In the bill which that minority proposed there was a provision 
substantially the same as that in the Allison amendment making adis- 
crimination in favor of the colored race; but that bill contains no pro- 
vision that the funds of the State shall not be distributed in the way 
of discrimination in favor of the white tion. 

I have often alluded to the evil which must result from any attempt 
on the of the National Government to enforce the idea that the 
white people in the South are not responsible for the school education 
of all the children who may live within their special jurisdiction, the 
black as well as the white; and recognizing that obligation, requiring 
the discharge of that obligation as a condition precedent, the money 
coming from the National Government is by the terms of the bill to be 


distributed in the same equitable way without distinction of race or | age 


color, equally to all. 

I could read in extenso from those who participated in the Louisville 
convention, from the representative men who were in that convention, 
and from their testimony before the committees of the Senate and the 
other House, in which they urged this national aid, and urged it as it 
was impressed upon them by the action of the convention and as the 
representatives of that convention; and nowhere is there any suggestion 
that the colored man shall receive this aid because he is a black man. 
The distinction of race and color has never been enunciated save in the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa; for this other matter did not 


reach Con in the form of a bill; it was only a proposition, and as 
a part of that proposition the States were left to use their own funds as 
they pleased. 


trict of Columbia give to the colored scholar from $3 to $4 as often as we 
give $1 to the white scholar for education here in this District. Would 
the Senate, would the nation consent to that? No, sir. 

The provisions of the bill and of the amendment which the Senator 
from Vermont has offered simply require the application to be o ive 
in all the States throughout the country of the same principles which 
we have adopted in the maintenance of the school system in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There is much more that might be said, but I have no wish to pro- 
long this debate. I hope that there may be a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
185 EDMUNDS] for the amendment moved by the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON] as amended. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I only wish to say a single word. The 
Senator from Vermont stated that he had heard that the State of Ken- 
tucky had a difference of school age between whitesand blacks. Neither 
of the Senators from Kentucky is here, and I merely wish to say that 
the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1882. 83 states as fol- 
lows in regard to Kentucky: 
larly of cologed youth, whose tncresse was ee tiree-fourtha of tae whole 
crease, which was mainly due perhaps to the fact that the school age was changed 
from 6-16 to 6-20, or the same as that for whites. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I stated before that I understood since the 
census of 1880 the State of Kentucky had its law; but the 
bill refers to the census and the condition of 1880 as of universal appli- 
cation. The laws in force in Kentucky at that time, as I understand and 


see from these official tables—I have not studied out their statutes, and 
so speak with that reserve—provide that for white children the school 
age shall be from six years to twenty years, and for colored children 
from six years to sixteen years, which, of course, is a heavy discrimi- 
nation against the colored person. 

Mr. CALL. That is true; but I merely wanted to say that that had 
been corrected. 

I wish further to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to 
another fact. The Senator from Vermont stated that by reason of the 
laws in some of the States the distribution of the school fund was in the 
hands of a single person or of a board composed of a few persons, and 
not as in other States in the hands of districts and district trustees or 
commissioners. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator, if I may interrupt him, misunder- 
stood me; at least I did not intend to say that in that form. What I 
said was, that as far as I had been able to examine their laws I found 
that the discretionary power of creating the number of school districts 
and establishing the number of schools as between the two races did not 
rest with the people of the districts, but with the superior authority. 

Mr. CALL. That is much better expressed than I did it, but it is 
the same idea. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I said before. 

Mr. CALL. But by reason of that fact, the Senator said, there had 
been a discrimination adverse to the colored people in those States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, that I understand to be so. 

Mr. CALL. The best and only proper test about that is in reference 
to the actual school attendance. The Senator from Vermont will agree 
with me that the actual school attendance will demonstrate whether 
that is true. Let us take the State of Vermont, which the Senator will 
admit is a good State, for example, and compare it with these States, 
because Iam anxious to vindicate the people of the Southern States 
from the imputation that they have not, without any aid from the Na- 
tional Government, acted with perfect impartiality, of their own accord, 
as between the two races. 

In the State of Vermont the per cent. of average attendance of school 
youth in the State is 47.86 in the public schools. Let us compare that 
with South Carolina, which is considered to be the representative of all 
sorts of unfair discrimination, and seewhatitis. The percent. ofaver- 
daily attendance in South Carolina for 1883-84 was 43.52. The 
per cent. of increase was 1.20. The per cent. of decrease in the State 
of Vermont was 1.20. In Mississippi the per cent. of attendance is 
34.51, and you will find that in the State of Minnesota it is only 25 per 
cent, of daily attendance. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont thatif it be true that this 
percentage evidences the fact that there are a very large number, over 
50 per cent. of children in the State of Vermont who do not attend the 
public schools, it is an evidence of discrimination, of unfair administra- 
tion, for it applies as much to one part of the country as the other. 
But itis not true. There are other necessities and other circumstances 
which account for that, doubtless in the poverty, in the want of means, 
in the employments of the people; but it evidences the fact that there , 
is the same fidelity in the administration of this trust in the States 
which have been arraigned here for discriminating between the two 


races and the State of Vermont. The percentage of daily attendance 
in the Southern States, without any assertion in these rts of any 
discrimination, is a fair one, and compares favorably with that of other 


States in the Union. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
suggest that we have, if we can get it, unanimous consent to take the 
vote on the pending amendments and on the bill at 5 o’clock? I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote upon the pending amendments and the 
bill be taken at 5 o'clock. I think that the friends of the bill are mur- 
dering it by talking it to death, and I should like to have a vote before 
we get into a minority. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object, Mr. President, if delay will kill it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My distinguished friend from Florida cited the 
State of Vermont to show that there is no discrimination in the South- 
ern States as to educational privileges and practice between the white 
and colored. I wish to tell him, as I suppose he is already aware, that 
there is not any such discrimination in the State of Vermont, and, there- 
fore, his application of his case would not apply. But there is still 
another reason wherein I think I can show my friend that he is delud- 
ing himself with his own statistics. The average daily attendance he 
says in Vermont is 45 per cent., and in South Carolina it is greater. 
Granted that the statistics are true. 

Mr. CALL. No; it is less in South Carolina. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is 47 in Vermont and 43 in South Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; we will call it equal, because I come 
now to the real point. In the State of Vermont, according to its laws 
and practice, the actual school year, in which the children go to school 
year in and year out, is nine or ten months. Ido not remember it ex- 
actly, but just like a high school or a college it is education all the 
time, with intervals for rest and play and amusement that young peo- 
ple should have. Therefore, although 90 per cent. of all the children 
of school age in Vermont get three or four or five months’ attendance at 
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school, when you come to the average daily attendance at one season 
of the year, in the rural districts one class of children go to school, and 
therefore in the whole year only make an average daily attendance of 
so much, and in another part of the year another set go to school. 

Mr. HOAR. Women teach the smaller children in summer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, women keep school in summer, as my friend 
suggests; and in winter the larger boys and larger girls who are en- 
gaged in avocations of the farm and shop, &c., all go, and many of 
the little children who go in summer do not go to the winter schools 
on account of danger to their health in hot school-houses, and cold 
snows, and all that. So the comparison that my friend makes is en- 
tirely wide of the mark. 

Now, let us take another that seems to come to the mark. In Ala- 
bama, where by law there must be separate white and colored education 
and white and colored schools, the whole number of white children of 
school age in the year 1883-’84 according to this table was 233,000. I 
leave off the odd hundreds to save time. The whole number of colored 
children of school age was 186,000, which is a little more than three- 
quarters of the whites. Now come downto the whole number of white 
pupils in the public schools. There were 130,000. The whole number 
of colored pupils in the public schools, without reference to the length 
of time that either of them went, was 84,000, only about three-fifths, 
or n little over; I am not stating exactly the precise proportion but 
near enough to see it. 

Now, come down to the number of schools, the number of children 
being what I have stated. Public schools for whites, 3,421; public 
schools for colored only, 1,797; so that the Senatur will see—and I do 
not make imputations, I do not mean to make any imputations, but 
for one cause or another the proportionate facilities of schools and 
school-houses and school districts as between the two races does not 
appear to be in ratio to the number of white and colored people who 
ought to be taught. 

Mr. CALL. I will simply say in reply to the Senator from Vermont 
that I am governed by these statistics, which show that in Vermont the 
percentage of average attendance of school youth is 47,86, and there 
is another table showing the average daily attendance to be 47.607. 
So you have got the average attendance of the population in reference 
to those who come and those who go and spend a part of the time and 
also the average daily attendance. I take it that the tables are meant 
for that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not help it out at all. 

Mr. CALL. That is, your whole average attendance in proportion 
to the entire school youth is 47 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entirely mistaken as to the annual 
attendance. 

Mr, CALL. I say there are but two tables, one for daily and the 
other for annual attendance. In the State of Alabama, to which the 
Senator referred, there are in the public schools 84,065 colored pupils 
out of a colored school age of 186, 209. I submit to the Senator from 


Vermont that that is a fair proportion of colored people in average at- p 


tendance, and they could not attend school without some facilities. It 
is true the schools are not as long, but I say that 84,000 average attend- 
ance out of 186,000 is a fair proportion to the whites, and considering 
the fact of the greater means of the whites than the colored, it is an 
evidence of a perfectly fair administration of the school fund in those 
States as between the races, because that proportion compares favorably 
with the children in attendance in the Northern States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. cg al asa substitute 
for the amendment pro; by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What amendment was the last one? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont. The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Chair to announce that the 
amendment as amended was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now, agreeably to previous notice, offer an amend- 
ment, the first amendment on the printed paper which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1 the following 
additional proviso: 

And That riated by thi 1 i 
any State until e aa all the States. have . ot 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, on a former occasion I undertook to 
state generally the object and what I supposed to be the necessity of 
this amendment. As the bill now stands it provides that no money 
shall be paid to any State until the Legislature of the State shall by bill 
or resolution accept the provisions of the act, and such acceptance shall 


be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. I do not apprehend that it 
is the intention of the Senate that when one State has accepted the pro- 
visions of the bill it shall receive its pro rata appropriation for the year. 
I do not understand it to be the intention of the Senate that we shall 
enter upon this scheme of Federal aid to education until a sufficient 
number of States have accepted its provisions to insure that the scheme 
will be successful. Therefore I apprehend that some rule is necessary, 
that we should make some provisions fixing the time when the act shall 
go into effect and the money be apportioned between the States. The 
only question with me is whatisareasonablerule. Certainly we must 
have some rule, and if the one proposed by me is not the proper one, 
my amendment may be changed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill has been already amended so that no State 
gets anything until her Legislature accepts, and then she gets only her 
proportion, and it would seem to be ruinous to the operation of the bill 
if that State should have to wait until three-fourths of all the States 
took this action, when it is the general sentiment of many Senators 
that their States should not take it at all. The honorable Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts] the other day at the commencement of his 
remarks gaye notice of his design to offer an amendment, which I un- 
derstand he will press very soon, providing that any State not desiring 
to take its proportion of this fund can turn it over to the general fand 
and let it go in the general distribution to the States needing it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
a question or two. 

Mr. B Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it his understanfling that the bill as it now stands 
would authorize the payment to asingle State of its pro rata proportion 
of the appropriation for a single year in case no other States had accepted 
its provisions within the year? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is nothing stated as to the time within which 
the acceptance shall take place. I understand that every State must 
accept by an act of its Legislature, in accordance with the amendment 
to the first or second section offered by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] and adopted without objection; and that being done, any 
State having complied with the conditions of the act would be entitled 
to its proportion, should there have been already made an oppropriation 
by Congress, for even the first year yet remains to be appropriated for. 
Supposing the bill to become a law, the first year it passes under the 
examination of the Committee on Appropriations and of Congress, and 
in that case, the appropriation having been made, there is a fund in the 
Treasury, and the State which has brought herself within the terms of 
the law would be entitled to her pro rata, and she ought not to be obliged 
to wait until all the other States of the country see fit to accept before 
she shall be allowed to receive it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understood that to be the position of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor. I understand 
his ponon to be that if there is an appropriation at the time and a 
single State has accepted the provisions of the bill, it shall receive its 

ion of the money appropriated whether any other State of the 
whole thirty-eight ever accepts its provisions or not. In other words, 
if Mississippi, or or Texas accepts the provisions of the bill, 
that State or those States will receive their proportion whether a ma- 
jority of the Southern States accept the provisions of the bill or not. 

Now, it is the opinion of some members of the Senate, and I think 
it is not free from doubt, that the bill carries its own appropriation, 
and that as soon as the bill passes there will be an appropriation made 
by it for the first year. I for one am not willing that we should com- 
mence this experiment by paying money to a single State, or even to 
half a dozen States, and I do not believe the Senate is willing that we 
shall. Therefore I think my amendment is n ; and if three- 
fourths is too large a number of the States, some one should test the 
sne of the Senate by proposing an amendment fixing another num- 


The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon Tatr. Dorn. [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink we had better have an expression of the Sen- 
ate on that point. I want to say that I feel very sure that some States 
would not take their proportion if they could be relieved of the burden 
of the payment which they would have to make; but of course if the 
States have got to pay their money they will take what little they can 
get back, although it will be only a small percentage perhaps of what 
they have to pay. But if this measure is to go into operation—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Lask for a division before this speech-mak- 
ing we are now having. I ask for a division on the vote. 


Mr. DOLPH. I have already called for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know; but he has not got it under the 
rules. I ask for a division. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
fl 


oor. 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, if this distribution is to be com- 
menced 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to a point of order, that when a vote 
commences we have a right to continue to the end of that vote. 
Mr. PLUMB. No, except when a question is being taken by yeas 


and na: 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask now for a division, and when that is 
declared I have a right to ask for the yeas and nays, and I mean to do 
both. I am not unprepared to be ruled out of order, because I perfectly 
understand that while we have a book here called Rules, its contents 
rule no ; but I do ask now that we shall have a division. 

Mr. Is the question debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I thought. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGBR. Therefore, I say the Senator from Kansas 
is out of order, and we are entitled to a division on the question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isubmit the point of order to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. The chair decides that the question is open to debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Is bsp 1 55 A 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator a right to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. o: : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Then I will debate that, if it is debatable. 
If it is not debatable, I do not make the appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear what the Sen- 
ator from Vi has to say, and perhaps he can convince the Chair. 

Mr. RIDD; ERGER. I want to know from the Chair whether I 
am in or out of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
Senator from Virginia is out of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Chair hold that an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair is not debatable on this question, and yet 
allow the Senator from Kansas to debate what is not before the Senate 
The PRESID SIDEN T * th esti f th 

e pro tempore. pon the question of the a 
the Chair will hear the Senator and submit the question. ppeal 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not want that, sir. I want to know 
whether I am in or out of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has twice decided that 
the Senator from V is not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And the Senator from Virginia yields un- 


der protest. 
The Senator from Kansas has the 


S e PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
oor. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think that we ought not to have, as I was about to 
say, the distribution of this money until there is some evidence that it 
is to be distributed in that general way which the bill contemplates. 
Unless this money is to be applied generally to the cause of education 
in the Southern States, I take it that there will be no use in entering 
on any expenditure under the bill at all. What kind of a position 
should we be assuming here if we should say that the State of Ala- 
bama alone of all the States to be benefited by the bill should accept 
the money and no other State should accept it? Would any one say 
we ought to enter upon the subject of education in the State of Ala- 
bama and not in the other Southern States? Would any one say that 
we ought to enter upon the subject of education in any of the States 
unless we entered upon it in them all? 

What little there is left of the Constitution I think would seem to 
indicate that if we do this business at all we ought to doit generally, 
for the benefit of all the children of school age in the United States, 
and not simply for the benefit of those in one State. But if some such 
proposition as that offered by the Senator from Oregon is not adopted 
we may find ourselves in just this condition, that we have made an ap- 
propriation for one State or for two States and for no more, because the 
others fail or decline to accept it. What reason, therefore, for declin- 
ing 

Mr. RIDDLE BERGER. I rise to a point of order again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will please 
state his point of order. 

Mr. DLEBERGER. I make the point of order that when there 
is a vote called for that is viva voce, any Senator on this floor has a 
right to call for a division. I called for it; I called for it in a tone that 
the President of the Senate could not have failed to hear, and calling 
for that division it is first to be taken, and there can be no debate en- 
suing between the mere declaration of a viva voce vote by the Chair and 
the call for a division. If it be otherwise, then there can be no end to 
any debate here. : 

If this bill is to be delayed again in this way I want it known who 
delays it. I want it known that the President of the Senate is not 
recognizing the rule, so far as I have a right to expound it here in the 
Senate. I say that when you undertake to take a vote here there are 
three things to do. One is for the Chair to submit it to a viva voce vote, 
next to a division, and next to the yeas and nays, and between those 
votes there can be no debate except that which violates every rule that 
governs parliamentary bodies from the time that the first one was in- 
augurated. That is my position. 

I say now, sir, that I asked for a division on this vote, and I ask for 


it now. I repeat it now, and when that vote is taken I shall havea 
right to ask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays. 

There is no such thing in this body as the previous question; there 
is nothing to cut off debate; but there is such a rule as says that any 
Senator may call for a viva voce vote, then for a division, and after that 
for the yeas and nays. I want it distinctly understood that I have 
asked for that; and now, if the Senator from Kansas, who is employing 
every method to beat this bill, shall be allowed, in violation of every 
principle of parliamentary government or parliamentary form, to make 
another speech, I want it known that the responsibility lies between 
him and the President of the Senate. 

I insist upon my right to a division of the Senate on the question 
after the Chair declared that the proposition had failed and was lost. 
After that I shall insist upon my right to the yeas and nays, and I do 
not believe that there is a parliamentarian in this body who will not 
say that it is my right to ask for these things. We have no previous 
question. Ionly ask, therefore, that we shall have the vote taken in its 
proper order: first, vivra voce; second, on a division; and, third, by the 
yeas and na 

I have heard it stated and I have seen it printed that what I asserted 
in the Senate was generally satdown upon. I care not forthat, know- 
ing, as I think I know, that Iam right. I am struggling for the pas- 
sage of this bill, and I am going to continue to struggle for it under the 
rules of the Senate; and, sir, you can not take from that desk the book 
that ought to control you and find within it a rule which justifies your 
rulings a while ago. I say that it is my right, as it is the right of 
every Senator here, after a vote is taken viva voce, to ask for a division, 
and then that one-fifth of the vote thus taken may proclaim that there 
shall be a vote by yeas and nays on the call of any Senator who 
makes it. 

I say therefore that I ask for a division. I am entitled to it. Icare 
not to be ruled down under it, but I assert the right because I know it 
is my right under the rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be allowed to state 
his position. 

r. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for that te ca 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia must be 
aware that the question was plainly pas by the Chair and plainly de- 
cided, and the Chair announced that decision in a distinct voice. The 
Senator from Kansas then rose and took the floor to debate the bill. 
The Senator from Virginia did not call for a division; he did not call 
for the yeas and nays—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I did not, if the Chair will allow 


me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will 
please not interrupt the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia did not 
call for a division; he did not call for the yeas and nays; but when the 


Senator from Kansas was advancing in argument on the bill he 
then rose and demanded a division. It was too late. The Chair wishes 
kindly but firmly to say to the Senator ſrom Virginia that he has not 
sought to discriminate against him in the slightest degree; the Senator 
is mistaken in that; but on the contrary the Chair has often done the 
reverse; and he appeals to the Senator from Virginia to withdraw the 
imputation that the Chair ever discriminated against him or sought to 
deprive him of his rights. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the Chair will permit me, I did not mean 
to say that the Chair had discriminated against me; I meant to say that 
the Chair himself did not comprehend the rule. That is exactly what 
I meant to say. I meant to say that whenever a vote is pro to be 
taken there are three ways in which to take it, first, to ask for a viva 
voce vote, and that no debate can ensue between that and the right of 
any Senator to call fora division; and that no debate can ensue between 
that and the right to call for the yeas and nays; and the man who does 
not comprehend that I say does not comprehend the rules of a parlia- 
mentary body. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that motion will not be made. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; let us finish the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can not finish the bill to-night. 

Mr. DOLPH. I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that motion is put, as I have been out of the 
Senate Chamber, will the Chair kindly state whatis the pending ques- 
tion? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Kansas will give way to me 
for a moment to state my point of order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill do so. 

Mr. DOLPH. The question was on my amendment, and I rose in 
time and called for the yeas and nays, It is possible the Chair did 
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not hear me. Before the Senator from Kansas took the floor I called 
for the yeas and nays, and expected the Chair to ask if there was a 
second to that call. I suppose I was right in doing that without call- 
ing for a division first. I desired a full vote of the Senate on my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon say 
that before the Senator from Kansas rose he called for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. DOLPH. I certainly did. I think the Senators around me will 
pe meoutin that. I ek the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] 
wi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take the word of the 
Senator on that point, because if he called for the yeas and nays before 
the Senator from Kansas was recognized he is clearly entitled to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. I certainly did. 

Mr. PLUMB. I certainly designed to do the same thing. 
discussing the amendment of the Senator from Oregon wi 
picion that it had been defeated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator from Oregon called 
for the yeas and nays the Chair will submit that question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. HOAR. Let the yeas and nays be ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for the purpose of having the 
yeas and nays ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a second to the demand for 
the yeas and nays on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move that the Senate proceed 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the friends of the bill will continue the dis- 
cussion longer. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to offer, as I did yesterday, two amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill isstill before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not care to interfere with the Senator from Ore- 
gon, but I desire that my amendments shall be considered as offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon agreeing 
to the amendment oft the Senator from Oregon, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. LOGAN. I renew the motion of the Senator from Kansas that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator fro from Illinois that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide; and the ayes were 29. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

3 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. 5 is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN]. If my colleague were present he would vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] have both gone away on committee 
work, and I believe are paired with each other. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the vote is declared I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the pending amendment and those of which notice has been 
given may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the announcement of the vote, 
the Senator from Massachusetts asks the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to have an order made that certain amendments be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. That the pending amendment and those of which notice 


I was 
no sus- 


has been given may be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—35. 
Be Dolph, Ransom, 
Blackburn Gibson, M illan, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gray, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron, Hale, peng 8 er, 
Cockrell, Harz Y, ‘eller, 
Coke, Miotail of Oreg., Vance, 
Colquitt, Beos; Payne, an Wyck, 
Conger, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
NAYS—22, 
Blair, Evarts, beer of N.Y., pecs 
Call, Frye, orrill, ‘oorhees, 
Chace, George, P Walthall, 
Dawes, Hoar, rger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
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ABSENT-—19. 
Aldrich, Camden, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Allison, Fair, McPherson, Pike, 
Beck, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Bowen, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., Vest. 
Butler, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Nominations received the 3d day of March, 1886. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS, 

Mortimer A. Turner, of Arkansas, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Thomas, vice Volney V. Smith, recalled. 

Henry Albert Johnson, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Venice, to fill a vacancy. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, Mass., vice Joseph 
E. Jones, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore William T. Truxton, of Pennsylvania, to be a rear-ad- 
miral in the Navy, from the 19th of February, 1886, vice English, retired. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Elmer Clark Tracy, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Jacob T. Child, of Missouri, to be minister resident and consul-gen- 

eral of the United States to Siam, vice John A. Halderman, resigned. 
CONSUL. 


William Gordon, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Medellin, to fill a vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS 
For appointment in the Army of the United States. 
MAJOR-GENERAL, 
ig. Gen. Alfred H. Terry, to be major-general, March 3, 1886, vice 
Winfield Scott Hancock, deceased. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

Second Lieut. James Lockett, to be first lieutenant, March 1, 1886, 
vice Jenkins, resigned. 

SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. Alexander Chambers, of the Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
colonel, March 1, 1886, vice Gilbert, retired from active service. 

EIGHTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Capt. George K. Brady, of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be major, 

March 1, 1886, vice Poland, promoted to the Twenty-first Infantry. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. John S. Poland, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, March 1, 1886, vice Chambers, promoted to the Seventeenth 
Infantry. 

TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. William C. Manning, to be captain, March 1, 1886, rice 
Brady, promoted to the Eighteenth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. William A. Nichols, to be first lieutenant, March F 
1886, vice Manning, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale, February 26, 1886. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Henry C. Tipton, of Melbourne, Ark., to be register of the land office 
at Harrison, Ark. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
John Hise, of Payson, Ariz., to be surveyor-general of Arizona, 
POSTMASTER. 


George H. Paul, to be postmaster at Milwaukee, in the county of 
Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, March 1, 1886. 


POSTMASTER. 
Thomas B. Coon, at Kilbourn City, Columbia County, Wisconsin, 
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Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, March 3, 1886. 
ATTORNEY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Livingston W. Bethel, of Florida, to be attorney of the United States 
for the Southern district of Florida. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Nomination withdrawn March 3, 1886. 


Edmund B. Briggs, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Santos, he having resigned the office. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 3, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. S. K. Cox, of 
8 D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CHEROKEE NATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 5 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 27th ultimo from the Secretary 
of the Interior, hep paart A 
Affairs 


nc 
eee for the of securi. Cherokee 
men and others, citizens of the Chero: Nation by m and incor- 
ration, a sum equal to their proportion of the $300,000 west 
of 96° in the Indian Territory, appropriated by the act of March 3, 1883. 


EXEcuTivE Mansion, March 2, 1886. 


LAND OF SAC AND FOX INDIANS, NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
FEC ⅛ĩ³? 
terior, on To or rea) 
saan cal cals OEA MORII easter land in the Btate of Nebraska belonging tothe 
Sac and Fox Indian reservation. 
The matter is presented for the action of Congress. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, March 2, 1888. 
CLAIMS OF EASTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


Itransmit herewith a communication of th ultimo, from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill, recommended 
by the missioner of Indian Affairs, for the payment of money claimed un- 
der alleged existing treaty stipulations and laws by such Eastern Cherokee In- 
dians as have removed or hereafter remove themselves to the Indian Ter- 


ritory. 
The matter is presented for the consideration of Co 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Maxstox, March 2, 1886. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Itis made the constitutional duty of the President to recommend to the con- 
sideration of the Congress, from time to time, such measures as he shall judge 
n and ent, In no matters can the necessity of this be more evi- 
dent than when the good faith of the United States under the solemn obligation 
of treaties with foreign powers is concerned. 

The question of the treatment of the subjects of China sojourning within the 
jurisdiction of the United States presents such a matter for the urgent and ear- 
in my Sek tal message, age, upon the assembling fih tCo Tad 

nm annual m e assem of the present Congress, - 
5 this question in the follo words: 

“The harmony of our relations with China is fully sustained. 

In the application of the acts lately to execute the treaty of 1880, re- 
strictive of the immigration of Chinese laborers into the United States, individ- 
ual cases of hardship have occurred beyond the power of the Executive to rem- 
ed, and calling for judicial determination. 

“Phe condition of the Chinese question in the Western States and Territories 
is, despite this ve legisiation, far from being satisfactory. The recent 
outbreak in Wyoming Territory, where numbers of unoffending Chinamen, in- 
disputably within the protection of the treaties and the law, were murdered by a 
mob, and the still more recent threatened outbreak of the same character in 
Washington Territory are fresh in the minds of all, and there is apprehension 
lest the bitterness of feeling against the Mongolian race on the Faelle slope may 
find vent in similar lawless demonstrations, All the power of this Government 

be exerted to maintain the amplest good faith toward China in the treat- 

ment of these men, and the inflexible sternness of the law in bringing the 
wrongdoers to justice should be insisted 17 4 

SE effort has been made by this Government to 


revent these violent 
outbreaks and to aid the representatives of China in their investigation of these 


outrages; and it is but just to say that they are traceable to the lawlessness of 


men not citizens of the United engaged in competition with Chinese la- 
rs. 
eae es ei ee er reas 
a of our our ic 

we strive to maintain with =. 


tile to its internal peace and security zesg — — questioned, even where there 


other countries where like conditions prevail is strongly evident 
here Chinese immigration is now regulated by 

usi existing laws are inadequate to compass 

the end in view, I shall be prepared to give earnest consideration to any further 
remedial measures, within the treaty limits, which the wisdom of Congress may 


vise. 
TF in Wyom- 
ing Territory, were fresh in the m of all. and had been recently presented 
anew to the attention of this Government by the Chinese minister in a note 
a while not unnaturally exhibiting some misconception of our Federal sys- 
tem of administration in the Territories while they as yet are not in the exer- 
cise of the full measure of that sovereign self-government pertaining to the 
States of the Union, presents in truthful terms main features of the cruel 
ou o there ed upon inoffensivesubjectsof China. In the investi; 
tion of the Rock Springs out the ascertainment of the facts on which 
the Chinese minister's statements rest the Chinese representatives were aided 
by the agents of the United States, and the reports submitted, having been thus 
framed and recounting facts within the knowledge of witnesses on both sides, 
possess an impartial truthfulness which could not fail to give them great im- 


tember at rings, the wounding of many others, and the spoliation 
of the poriro all when the un y survivors been driven from their 
habitations. ere is no all on thatthe victims by any lawless or disorderly 


made the pretext for the attack upon them. This outrage upon law and treaty 
en ments was committed by a lawless mob, None of aggressors, hap- 
ily for the national good fame, appear to have been citizens of the 


nited States. They were aliens en in remote district as mining la- 
borers, who became excited — e Chinese laborers, as it would seem, be- 
cause of their refusal to join them in a strike to secure er The op- 
pression of Chinese subjects by their rivals in the competition for labor does 
not differ in violence and illegality from that applied to other classes of native 
or alien labor. All areequally under the p n Of law and equally entitled 
to enjoy the benefits of assured publie order. 

Were there no treaty in existence referring to the rights of Chinese subjects ; 
did they come hither as all other ee who voluntarily resort to this land 
of om, of self-government, and of here peaceably to win their bread 
on that they would be entitled still 
the same measure of protection from violence and same freo forum for 


to 
2222V2½2.v.v.b.b. Peover ne 
So far as the between the United States and China stipulate for the 


they create no new status 
forthem; they simpl, and existing rule, ap- 
plicable to all aliens a for none are favored ve others by domestic law, 
and none by foreign treaties unless it be the Chinese themselves in some re- 
For by the third article of the treaty of November 17, 1880, between 

United States and China, it is provided that: 

“ARTICLE III. If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now either per- 
manently or temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with 
ill treatment at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United 
States will exert all its power to devise measures for their protection and to se- 
eure to them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be 
enjoyed by the citizens or ects of the most favored nation, and to which 
they are entitled by treaty.” 

This article may be held to constitute a special privilege for Chinese subjects 
in the United as compared with other aliens; not that it creates any pe- 
culiar rights which others do not share, but in case of ill treatment of 
the Chinese in the United States, this Government is bound to “exert all its 
power to devise measures for their protection,” by securing to them the rights 
to which equally with any and all other foreigners they are entitled. 

er it is now incumbent upon the United States to amend their general 
laws or devise new measures in this I do not consider in the present 
communication, but confine myself to the point raised by the outrage 
and massacre at Rock gs. 

The note of the Chinese minister and the documents which accompany it give, 
as I believe, an unexaggerated statement of the lamentable incident, and pre- 
sent impressively the regretable circumstance that the proceedings, in the 
name of justice, for the ascertainment of the crime and fixing the responsibility 
therefor were a ghastly mockery of justice. So long as the Chinese minister 

er instructions, makes this the basis of an 8 5 to the principles an 

convictions of mankind, no exception can be taken. t when he goes further, 
and, taking as his ent the action of the Chinese Government in past in- 
stances where the lives of a e and ＋ propa 50 ni 0 
been endan, argues a procal n on the part of the Un es 
to indemnify t the ese subjects who — — at — ring P it became nec- 
essary to meet his an Sreet and to deny most emp ly the conclusions he 
seeks to draw as to existence of such a liability and the right of the Chinese 
Government to insist upon it. 

I draw the attention of the Congress to the Jatter of the note of the Secre- 
tary of State of Feb: 18, 1886, in reply to the Chinese minister’s representa- 
tions, and invite al consideration of the cogent reasons by which he 
reaches the conclusion that, whilst the United States Government is under no 
obligation—whether by the express terms of its treaties with China or the prin- 
ciples of international law—to indemnify these Chinese subjects for losses caused 
by such means and under the admit circumstances, that in view of the 

pable and discreditable failure of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to 
ring to justice the guilty ies or to assure to the sufferers an impartial forum 
in which to seek and o compensation for the losses which those subjects 
have incurred by lack of police 3 and considering further the entire 
absence of provocation or contribution on the part of the victims, the Executive 
may be induced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Con- 
gress, in order that that body, in its high discretion, may direct the bounty of 

e Government in aid of innocent and peaceful strangers whose maltreatment 
has brought discredit upon the country; with the distinct understanding that 
such action isin no wise to be held as . is wholly gratuitous, and is re- 
sorted to in a spirit of pure generosit wurd those who are otherwise EN eer 

The correspondence exchanged is herewith submitted for the information of 
the Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 2, 1888. 


1886. 
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SALARY OF DEPUTY COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency relative to the inadequacy of the salary of the deputy comptroller 
of the currency, and recommending that it be increased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF ARIZONA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying pa a revised es- 
timate from the Secretary of the Interior of an appropriation for sal- 
aries in the office of surveyor-general of Arizona for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking that the unexpended balance of ap- 
propriation for improving the Capitol grounds for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, be reappropriated for the current fiscal year, and that au- 
thority be given to pay the claim of Middleton, Lane & Co. for work 
on the Capitol terraces; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT MISSOULA MILITARY RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


tcp e oa also recat gid ps ee 0 from = Secre- 
ar, transmitting p correspondence showing the status 
of certain lands in the military reservation at Fort Missoula, Mon- 
tana Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying papers, a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior relative to an appropriation 
for repairs of the adobe palace, Sante Fé, N. Mex., and to an increase 
of the salary of the secretary of the Territory of New Mexico; which 
bloat ings to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
p 5 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, also laid before the House Senate 
bills and a concurrent resolution; which were read a first and second 
bare igs referred as follows, namely: 

Joint resolution (S. 39) to authorize the printing of the proceed- 
ings in Con in accepting the statue of the late James A. Garfield, 
President of the United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (S. 1653) to forward a copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD to each of our legations abroad—to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution relative to printing a list of awards 
made under treaties with France and Spain—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Brown, 
of Ohio, for ten days, from the 25th of February, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing 

and select committees of the House for reports. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported back with favorable recommendations Senate bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; which were severally re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, or- 
dered to be printed, namely: 

A bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, to the port 
of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; and 

Joint resolution (S. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4063) to authorize the improvement of the 
water-power of the Mississippi River at Little Falls, Minn.; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CAPE ORFORD LIGHT-STATION. 
Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 


with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3232) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of a right of way to Cape Orford light-station, 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committeeon Agriculture, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3933) to establish agricultural experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States 
under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts 
supplemen thereto; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of House 
bills and a memorial of the Oregon Legislature of the following titles; 
which were severally referred, as follows, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 3238) to amend section 4700 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to invalid pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4602) to amend an act to relieve certain soldiers from 
the of desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, asking for legisla- 
tion to investigate alleged fraudulent selection, locntion, and patenting 
of those military wagon-road grants from Eugene City to the eastern 
boundary of Oregon, and also that one from Dalles City, in Oregon, by 
way of Camp Watson, Canyon City, and Mormon Basin, to Snake River, 
opposite Fort Boisé, in Idaho Territory—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


FORT WORTH AND DENVER CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 2407, a bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort 
Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pu: 

The SPEA Does this bill make an appropriation of money or 
property of the United States? 

Mr. WELLBORN. Itis a bill to grant the right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and I think should properly be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Does it dispose of any property belonging to the 
United States? 

Mr. WELLBORN. Ican not say that it does. There have been two 
precedents, however, and in both cases it was considered by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will be sent there without objection; but the 
Chair thinks that if it does not appropriate money or property of the 
United States it should go properly to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I have no objection to that reference. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 2407 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


SAC AND FOX AND IOWA INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 6394) to amend the third section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reservations, in 
the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,“ approved 
March 3, 1885; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN DUBACH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Dubach; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. WEEKS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza A. Weeks; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4543) granting 
a pension to David Sarsfield; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

J. B. MARTIN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 707) for the re- 
lief of J. R. Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 
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WILLIAM P. MORAN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3547) for 
the relief of William P. Moran; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. M’ELWEE. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief of Thomas B. McElwee; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSAN A. WAMACK. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3998) for the relief of Susan 
A. Wamack, administratrix of the estate of Stephen M. Farish, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ABBIE SHARP. 


Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3361) for the relief of Abbie 
Sharp, formerly Abbie Gardner; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of Joseph 
W. McClurg; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN PLATTE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 
218) to confirm title to certain lands in Platte County, Missouri, and 
authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MANAGEMENT OF PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I am instructed by the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Interior Department to report back with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted the resolution which I send to the desk. 
It is not a privileged report. Iam also authorized to ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done under this call. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


san management and extrava- 
of his 3 with power 


The resolution was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PILOT LAWS. 


The Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests was called. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I was not in the House yesterday when the bill 
(H. R. 6390) relating to pilotage was reported from this committee. I 
ask leave to present the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will have leave to present the views of the minority on the bill he 
has indicated and they will be printed with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection. 

TESTS OF IRON, STEEL, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule begins at ten minutes after 1 o’clock. The call rests with the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
sa reac had the floor on the bill reported from the Committee on Man- 

etures. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of House bill No. 5555. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5555) authorizing the Pres- 
ident to appoint a commission of experts skilled in the investigation, 
production, and use of metallic substances and other structural mate- 
rials, to eee ee, f BCE e Hae steel, and other materials 
used in the construction of bridges, buildings, and mechanical struct- 
ures and deduce useful rules therefrom. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has twenty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. When the hour for the consideration of this busi- 
ness expired yesterday I had stated to the House that the Government 
had constructed a machine at Watertown for the testing of metals; that 
that machine was constructed at great cost; that the Government had 
magnanimously opened it to the use of private individuals, not upon 
payment of any part of the cost of the machine or of its wear and tear, 
but simply on payment of the expense of pests it while it was be- 
ing used by such individuals. It hasseemed tome, Mr. Chairman, that 
was all that a citizen could reasonably ask of the Government. 

It is known by those who have kept the run of the appropriations of 
Congress that the sum of $10,000 a year is appropriated forthe purpose 
of keeping up and running this machine. The individuals taat get the 
benefit of it are not required even to reimburse the Government for that. 
But now, not content with paying the pittance that is required for the 
use of the machine, there is a proposition before Congress to appoint a 
commission to do the work for these individuals free from all cost; and 
the question is whether the masses of the people of the United States 
should be required to pay this cost. 

I for one do not believe they should. This bill appropriates $25,000; 
but it is the intention of its framers that this shall be a perpetual in- 
stitution, that another permanent commission shall be established, and 
possibly that, after budding for a while as a commission, it shall bloom 
out into a full-blown bureau. That will be the result of the legisla- 
tion which we are entering on to-day. Why do I say that it is to be 
perpetual? Listen to this provision in the fourth section of the bill: 
That said commission shall make, on or before the Ist day of Decem- 
ber in each year, a re Ke. Does that look as if it were to be tem- 
porary? Is any man here so deluded as to suppose that it is to be tem- 
porary and that by any possibility it can be made so? Who ever saw 
a bureau die in Washington, and how many commissions even have been 
seen to expire? Now, to show that the object is to enable individuals 
to get their work done without cost to them I will read a portion of 
another section of the bill. Section 3 provides that manufacturers of 
iron and steel and other structural materials who may request tests of 
their productions shall file with the commission a full and detailed 
statement of the mode and process of manufacture,” and so on. What 
other object is there in this bill? None whatever. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Who makes the tests now? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Tests are made now, so far as the Government de- 
sires tests, by officials of the Government, and then, under the general 
law, this machine (which cost more than $50,000 and for which $10,000 
are annually appropriated to pay the expense of running and keeping 
it up) is turned over to individuals, who are allowed to make tests for 
their own purposes by paying simply the expense of running the ma- 
chine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman a question 
for information ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand that the Govern- 
ment built the present machine and paid for it? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Government built the machine and carries an 
annual appropriation, as I remember, of $10,000 to keep it up and run it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ofKansas. Onemorequestion. Thereports which 
have been made by the Government of course cover about the same 
ground that is proposed to be covered by the reports of this commis- 
sion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reports have been made by the Government. I 
asked the gentleman from New York[Mr. FARQUHAR] about that yes- 
terday, and his answer will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Kansas. My question was, ‘‘Is it not a fact that the results of these 
tests are now published, and all parties can get the benefit of them if 
they wish to do so?“ That, I think, is the point in regard to which 
the gentleman from Kansas desires information. The gentleman from 
New York answered, ‘‘ They are published the same as many other 
things are published, by the scientific schools. So it seems this infor- 
mation is within reach of all parties who make an effort to get it. 

Mr. LONG. May TI call the gentleman’s attention to a provision 
within this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield to my friend for that pu 

Mr. LONG. Does not the bill provide that the information which 
this commission is intended to obtain shall be limited to such persons 
as the Secretary of the Interior may authorize or direct? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is the gentleman speaking of a limitation under 
the present law? 

Mr. LONG. Iam speaking of the limitation provided in this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The provisions of the bill are before all the mem- 
bers of this House, and they can judge of them as well as I can. 

Mr. LONG. But is it not true that this information is not to be open 
to the public at large or to every individual who seeks it, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, but is to be subject entirely to the 
control of theSecretary of the Interior; in other words, to the control 
of the Government itself? 
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Mr. McMILLIN. It is to be under the control of the Secretary of 
the Interior; but I call my friend’s attention to the third section of the 
bill. I have read a line of it, but now I will read it all, and if it does 
not mean that individuals are to get the benefit of this information at 
the expense of the Government, then it is nonsense and means nothing. 
I read the third section of the bill: 

Sec. 3. That manufacturers of iron, steel, and other structural materials who 
ont ee tests of their productions shall file with the commission a full and 
detailed statement of the mode and process of manufacture of such production, 


also giving the name and character of each of the original ingredients and the 
isd lor which the component parts entering into such production bear to 
5 er. 


Mr. Chairman, when stripped of verbiage and shown exactly as it is, 
this bill is merely designed to enable private parties to get their metals 
tested and get information at public expense. The Government al- 
realy tests its metals; it has a machine for that purpose; and if the 
Government wishes to disseminate information concerning any of these 
tests, what has it todo but detail one of its engineers or other scientific 
employés for the purpose of making reports upon the subject? Ihave 
no objection to as many tests as may be reyuired; but I do protest 
against the Government of the United States being encumbered with the 
cost of tests that are intended for the benefit of private individuals. I 
see nothing that is desirable provided for in this bill that can not be ob- 
tained with the testing-machine we now have under the laws which 
now control its use—nothing. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May | ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. With what greater efliciency will tests be made 
under the commission provided for in this bill than they are made now ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. LIamunable tostate. I will say to my friend trom 
Maine that I am unable to see why there would be any increase of effi- 
ciency. We haveschools of engineers; we havescientific men educated 
at our Naval and Military Academies. Is it possible that we are run- 
ning those two institutions at the great expense which they annually 
put upon the country, and yet that we have no material graduated from 
them which is qualified to superintend and report upon scientific work 
of this kind? Ifso, our vast expenditures have been unprofitably made. 
I think that it can be done under this bill. It is true that the appoint- 
ment of this commission is to involve no expenditure except what may 
be allowed to the employés and to one principal expert, and except, fur- 
ther, that mileage and expenses are to be allowed to the eee of 
the commission. We all know what bills come in when provisions of 
this kind are made. Very probably the most expensive appropriations 
in the way of pay that Congress makes are those where officers’ only 
salary is the pay for all the traveling they can do and all the feasting 
they can get. That sort of thing is generally very expensive to the 
Government. 

I nowyield fifteen minutes to my friend from Georgia [ Mr. maoan]: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, in its general features this bill is cal- 
culated to mislead the House into the idea that this is a very small 
affair; but in point of fact its proportions are exceedingly great, as will 
be found by looking at the details. The committee themselves in their 
report say that— 

The object of this bill is the creation of a commission of experts to ascertain 
and make public the strength and other properties of materials used in struct- 
ures upon a seale beyond that which can be carried out by private means, in- 
formation rendered necessary by the requirements of the present increas- 
ing developments of the future. 

he work to be done is of the greatest importance. Its object is to secure in- 
formation which will result in more economical construction, in safety 
for life, and in the more assured protection of much valuable governmental and 
private property now dangerously liable to accident and destruction. 

The bill itself in its very terms declares that the commission shall 
plan and superintend the execution of such tests and investigations of 
materials used extensively in the construction of buildings, bridges, 
ships, and other structures and machinery as the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall authorize and direct.“ Iask members of the committee to 
bear in mind the scope of this language: ‘‘ bridges, buildings, ships, 
and other structures and machinery.“ The third section provides 


That manufacturers of iron, steel, and other structural materials who may 
uest tests of their productions shall file with the commission a full and de- 
tailed statement of the mode and process of manufacture of such production, 
also giving the name and character of each of the original ingredients and the 
pro) raon which the component parts entering into such production bear to 
other, 


It is provided in the fourth section that this commission ‘‘shall make, 
on or before the Ist of December in each year, a report to the 
of the Interior, containing a full and detailed statement of its work, of 
the results of the tests and investigations made by it, and also of such 
scientific principles and practical rules deduced therefrom as it shall 
consider most useful, which report shall be transmitted by the Scere- 
tary to Congress.“ 

The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, with the view of 
showing that the operations of this commission will be properly lim- 
ited, asks whether this matter will not be under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and whether that officer may not be trusted to 
restrain properly the operations of the commission. But, sir, snppose 


(it is a violent supposition) that the Secretary of the Interior shall under- 
take to go into details and determine for himself how far the work of 


this commission shall go, how will he be guided? Will he not look to 
the terms of this bill? Will he not see in the very section giving him 
jurisdiction a provision that this commission shall examine all questions 
as to materials entering into the construction of buildings, bridges, 
ships, and other structures and machinery,“ and will he not attempt 
to give full effect to the will of Congress as thus expressed? And if the 
Secretary of the Interior shall apprehend the scope of this measure as it 
appears to the gentleman from Tennessee and myself (and I presume to 
most of the other gentlemen here), may we not expect an immense or- 
ganization in the shape of a new bureau? 

Sir, there is nothing more delusive than a provision of this kind, that 
the Secretary of the Interior or some other Cabinet officer shall direct 
operations of this sort. Any gentleman with any knowledge of public 
affairs knows that it is impossible for any Cabinet official, charged with 
the administration of a great Department of the Government, to enter 
into questions of detail like those involved here. It is physically im- 
possible for any such officer to do this; and no one with a knowledge of 
public affairs will suppose that a public officer can undertake to exer- 
cise control in such matters, In my judgment, therefore, this bill is to 
be treated as though this limitation were not contained in it; and this 
being so, it will come at last 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the judgment of the gentleman himself, was not 
the building of this testing-machine, to which reference has been made, 
one of the best expenditures of money ever made by the United States, 
with reference to its benefits both to the General Government and also 
to private parties in the construction of bridves and various machinery 
upon which the safety of human life depends? Have not the benefits 
of this machine to the General Government and to the public paid for 
the expense of its construction a hundred times over? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, turning from this bill to answer my 
friend’s question, I will say I am one of those individuals who believe 
that Congress is not required to do everything; that the people of this 
country, if allowed to do some things for themselves, will do them 
better than under Government direction. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But they have not done this particular thing 
up to the present time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that 
the expense of devising and experimenting with machinery for the pur- 
pose of testing the strength of iron and steel, which are constantly used 
in the const: uction of bridges, machinery,&c.—the making of a thor- 
ough scientific research in reference to such a matter is really beyond 
the financial ability of private individuals. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, my friend’s sentences in this connec- 
tion are very attractive; but I can not dismiss from my mind the state- 
ment made on this floor that this machine cost the Government $50,- 
000, and that there is an appropriation of $10,000 for this purpose in 
the sundry civil bill. To tell me that an expenditure of $50,000 for 
the original construction of a machine and $10,000 a year in the way 
of a subsequent a fps a is not within the reach of the capital of 
private individuals is simply ignoring the vast amount of capital al- 
ways ready to be turned in such directions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will allow me to say that the build- 
ing of engines and the various tests of iron and steel in connection with 
the results which have been attained could not possibly have been ac- 
complished except under the direction of the Government. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will answer that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will ask if it refers to these bridge structures 
which we have built? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield to a speech, but I have no objection 
to hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to have my speech framed in yours. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I have no objection to its going there. 

Mr. ROGERS. Although a little thin and copious. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from New York asks me the question 
whether I do not believe good would come to the Government from 
the use of a testing-machine, Well, sir, the Government has already 
a testing-machine without the passage of any such bill, and that test- 
ing-machine answers all the purposes of the Government. There is no 
pretense that it does not. If there were, I would join my friend and 
go further in order to supply the Government with all the information 
which may be required. But that is not what this billseeks. It seeks 
to furnish every manufacturing establishment of this country, at the 
Government expense, every builderin the country, with the means of 
testing the material which he may use in the structures which he may 
erect. It is an exceedingly expensive plan which is suggested, and one 
which goes far beyond anything which was understoud or thought of 
when the present scheme was begun. Even the Government itself, 
with the present testing-machine, is not going to the length proposed by 
this bill in the largeness and extent of the test to be applied. 

Now, Mr. chairman, if the Government is amply supplied with all 
the facilities for testing this material we have just as well secured the 
protection of the Government. But that is not all that is sought for 
by the passage of this bill. It is not alone for the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment. It is also forthe purpose of giving, as I have already stated, 
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as the bill in several sections indicates, the opportunity to manufact- 


JC JV iit ORE ASAN TOSS 
of bridges, ships, tested, not at own expense, a 
the expense of the public. 
Mr. LONG. Do you not think it would be for the benefit of the 
? 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ask him what part of the people. 

Mr. LONG. The great body of the people whose lives are at stake. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think it would be. I answer unequivo- 
cally in my judgment it does not, but that on the contrary there is no 
iniquity in legislation greater than an attempt on the part of private 
citizens of the United States to come into this House and use the pub- 
lic Treasury for the purpose merely of advancing their own individual 
interests, The capital invested in these manufactures is amply suff- 
cient to make all the necessary tests of the material which may be used. 
It is an outrage, in my judgment, to seek to use the money of the Gov- 
ernment not for the benefit of the Government, but ſor merely private 
and individual benefit. 

Mr. CURTIN. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Georgia a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ifit is not for the protection of the people whose in- 
genuity and capital are invested in the production of these materials 
used in the construction of bridges, ships, and buildings, then what is 
this Government for? If it is not for their protection, what else has 
it to do? 

Mr. BLOUNT. For their protection! I understand there are sev- 
eral kinds of protection, and I do not know which one the gentleman 
means. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ido. Anything that encourages the American people 
in the development of their i in their industries, in their pro- 
ductions, in the protection of human life by supplying tests of iron and 
steel, which now so largely enter into the economy of our progress as a 

le. 
eer, BLOUNT. I think the people answer for some purposes them- 
selves. They have their relations in society. If they are allowed to 
take care of themselves, they will succeed in the future as they have 
already done in the past in doing so without Governmentaid. But for 
a mere fraction of the people to come in and ask for a benefit claiming 
to be the whole people is something which I can not assent to. 

Mr. CURTIN. I presume not; we get our wages for coming here. 
Eagen di 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould like to give my friend time to interrupt me 
as much as he pleases or to any other gentl but I oceupy the floor 
by the consent of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN ],; and 
he has limited me, and therefore I will ask to be allowed to go on. 

The The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee whether 
he will not yield to me further time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will yield five minutes longer to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will make seven minutes in all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not consent then to be further interrupted, as I 
need the time for myself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with a view of enticing us into the passage of 
this bill, they propose to make a small matter of the expense. Let us 
see how that is. Among other things this commission is to have the 
right to employ a principal expert and such other assistants and labor- 
ers as they may see fit. You prescribe the employés in every Depart- 
ment of the Government, but the employés under this commission are 
left absolutely to the discretion of the commissioners to determine upon 
what scale the organization shall take place. ; 

Again, it contains a provision permitting this commission to purchase 
such material for its uses and investigations as it may from time to 
time require. They shall determine, under the provisions of the bill, 
what purchases to make, and the only limitation is that no liability 
shall be incurred until Congress finally makes an appropriation there- 
for. 

Mr. Chairman, we all know how misleading and delusive such re- 
strictive propositions are. I remember one commission that was cre- 
ated here, the National Board of Health, to which we gave $500,000 to 
be used in emergency; and before they had been in existence six months 
they came in and asked for a deficiency of $800,000. 

You have provided that this commission, consisting of these learned and 
scientific men, shall have no compensation. You place upon them the 
superintendence and care of this work, the benefits of which gentlemen 
seem to take delight in placing before us in a strain that they fancy will 
catch the ear of the whole people of this land; this commission is to do 
all of the work, to abandon the consideration of all other business which 
may interfere (for itis evident that this must occupy their time), and yet 
they are to do it without compensation. You may find manufacturers 
interested in forwarding the scheme who will take the position with a 
view to ingrafting the benefits to be derived from it upon their private 
business establishments; but the Government, I maintain, can not hope, 
or reasonably ask even, that scientific men who are capable of being 


charged with such work as will devolve upon them under this bill shall 
be expected to do it for absolutely nothing. 

Mr. HEWITT. They did it before. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from New York says they did it before. 
Ten thousand dollars 
_ Mr. HEWITT. No, they have not been paid anything for their serv- 
ices. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not say that they have been paid. Ten thou- 
sand dollars a year has been heretofore used in operating this machine. 

Mr. HEWITT. Well, they do not get compensation for their serv- 


ices. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must beg leave to decline interruptions. I would 
yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] with equal read- 
iness that I would yield to any gentleman upon the floor if I had the 
time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are entering upon the organization of a 
service which has no system developed. You do not know, you can 
not ine its . You are falling into a trap in the terms of this 
bill, which pretends that while on the one hand its beneficial results 
are to reach out all over the land, blessing all of our people in a thou- 
sand different ways, yet on the other hand it is expécted that this is to 
be done at an expenditure which will reach about $25,000 per annum. 

Sir, how fallacious this is I need not say. It is simply absurd; it is 
not to be hoped for, nor is it in keeping with any experience we have 
had in reference to any other branch of the public service. 

Take any bureau, no matter how humble it was at the beginning, no 
matter how simpleit started, and trace its growth during the years, and 
see how gigantic has been itsstrides. I remember when the Fish Com- 
mission first started. In the Forty-fourth Congress a small expendi- 
ture had been made. The committee were called upon for about 818, 000, 
and voted it upon some prior appropriation, making about $70,000 in all. 
It has gone on until its annual expenditures go up into the hundreds 
of thousands. I remember the organization of the Beologi Survey of 
the Territories, which was regarded as a sort of band-box concern, whose 
expenditures have since grown fivefold and have magnified themselves 
until it has reached enormous proportions, requiring an expenditure of 
half a million dollars yearly. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, you might go on with a long list of each one 
of these various bureaus and the same experience will be the result, 
and the gentlemen who are fathering this measure would not give a 
shekel for the bill if they did not calculate on its growth, if they did 
not know of its certain growth; and judging of the future by the past 
their anticipations are well founded. Let us not be deceived, sir. If 
the House means to create an enormous bureau with unusual powers 
to fasten itself on the vitals of the people, let us do it with our eyes 
open and not be willfully deceived. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed from the read- 
ing of this bill that it is a measure providing for a commission and one 
having less relation to the Government of the United States than any 
which has been yet established. Indeed, no provision of this bill con- 
nects the commission with the Government at all except the provision 
that the commissioners to be appointed under it shall be selected by the 
President. The expert and his subordinates are approved of by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and the Secretary of the Interior roves the 
expenditures or the bills which may be made by the commission. The 
exception goes in these respects, as far as I have been able to under- 
stand the bill, to that extent only, as far asit has reference and relation 
to the Government, and beyond that it has no relation to it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It has relation to the people of the United 


States. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It has no relation to the Government. It is of all 
commissions which has been to the Congress the most com- 


pletely outside of and beyond the Government. A more complete or- 
ganization for private purposes never could have been suggested in Con- 
gress. A bureau with capacity in the very beginning to make unlim- 
ited appropriations and without any limitation as to duration (except 
at the pleasure of the President of the United States alone with power 
to fill vacancies) indefinitely —— 

Mr. LONG. But there is power in Congress to repeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Only the power to repeal, [concede. What public 
duty does the commission perform? Not one under this bill. 

All that it has done is to create a commission outside of the Govern- 
ment and appropriate $25,000 for the current year to meet its expenses. 

To show, Mr. Chairman, how entirely foreign this enterprise is to the 
Government of the United States I ask that the present law providing 
for the use of the testing-machine which has been spoken of at Water- 
town arsenal may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Testin; achine, Watertown arsenal: For caring for, preserving, using, and 
S United Baten testing as A 110.800 


ee Un achine at Watertown arsenal, $10,000: Pro- 
vided, That hereafter the tests of iron and steel and other materials for indus- 
trial purposes shall be continued, and report shall be made to Congress: 
And provided That in tests for private citizens the officer in 


0 may require payment in advance, und may use the funds so received in 
m g such private tests, mak ing full report thereon to the Chief of Ordnance, 
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of such tests shall be furnished to said 
own expense. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the Society 
of Civil Engineers are already connected with that testing-machine, 
but nowhere has this measure any relation to that machine so far as 
any words in the bill create such a relation. This is not a movement 
on behalf of the Government. It is not the organization of a bureau 
for the benefit of the Government. It is simply to carry out enter- 
prises of private citizens and a class of citizens who are amply able to 
meet the ex of their own enterprises. 

Now, sir, for one I object to going any further in this matter of com- 
missions than we have already gone, and especially commissions having 
no relation to the Government. You have now two commissions in 
existence drawing heavy salaries from the Government without any 
benefit to you whatever. The experience of this Government in com- 
missions has not been favorable; and the organization of commissions 
outside of the Government irresponsible to the Government—and where 
is the responsibility here ?—is not in harmony with our institutions. 

Mr, BROWN, of Pennsylvania. To what two commissions does the 
gentleman from Indiana refer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To the one connected with the improvements of the 
Lower Mississippi and the other in reference to the Missouri River. 
Each of them has some relations with the Government, but at the same 
time from the irresponsible character they are ineficient and unpro- 
ductive of good results. 

So far as the Government of the United States is concerned it has 
already ample facilities for testing all metals used in the construction 
of its ships or in the construction of its public buildings. This bill 
provides for the organization of a bureau of unlimited ons with 
unlimited capacity for growth for private one, not for the 
purposes of the Government of the United States. I find this provis- 
ion in the third section: 

That the said commission is authorized to appoint a 


shall personally conduct the examinations and tests whi 
direct with such assistants and laborers. 


A principle expert and such assistants and laborers as the commis- 
sion may desire with the 1 of the Secretary. 

It is absolutely without limit as to the power of the building up of 
this bureau, beginning at the very outset with an enterprise outside 
of the Government—a bureau without limit of growth on the very face 
of the law itself. I object, for one, to the Government going into such 
schemes. It has occupation enough when it confines itself to the great 
purposes of the Government without entering into those great enter- 
prises which belong to our people. You can not by the expenditure 
of moneys from your Treasury promote one interest, however great it 
rA be, without doingit at the of the labor of a great multi- 

e of people who are not benefited by that expenditure. I have said 
all I desire. I trust C 
bill, but will leave something to this Government, to the energy and 
enterprise of our people, and not by special and partial legislation pro- 
mote some interest at the expense of the whole. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mi- 
nois [Mr. EDEN]. 

Mr. EDEN. The bill under consideration appears to be rather a 
harmless bill if we look merely at the surface of it, but when we come 
to examine it carefully we find there are some important principles in- 
volved in it. 

The question is not presented as to whether the Government of the 
United States is to be provided with the means by which structural 
material can be tested. These means already exist, and the proposi- 
tion of this bill is that tests shall be applied for private individuals and 
corporations at the expense of the Government of the United States; 
and in order to accomplish this that a new bureau—because 
this is the foundation of establishing a new bureau—under the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall be set up for the purpose of carrying 
out not a purpose of the Government, but a purpose for the benefit of 
individuals. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMPBELL] who spoke on 
yesterday stated that petitions of corporations representing $300, 000,000 
of capital are asking for the passage of this bill. 

It is said that unless the Government provides the means private en- 

terprise will not be able to apply these tests. I take it that these great 
corporations representing $300,000,000 of capital are amply able to ap- 
ply all the tests that may be necessary to be applied in the machinery 
or in the material that they may be engaged in manufacturing for these 
purposes. There are testing-machines already in the country. This 
bill provides in a general way for the establishment of a commission 
unlimited by the terms of the bill as to the number of clerks and em- 
ployés that shall be appointed. 
IL say it is unlimited by the terms of the bill. As a matter of course 
it is subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, but I 
say we ought not to establish a commission of this sort, where there is 
no purpose of the Government to be accomplished by it. 

It is said that this testing-machme which the Government has al- 
ready costs $25 a day to run it. I notice that statement in some of the 


and the Chief of Ordnance shall give attention to such e of tests as 
may be submitted to the American Society of Civil Engineers, and the record 
ety, to be by published at their 


rinci expert, who 
the — — shall 


speeches that have been made here. Now, if that be true, if the pur- 
pose of the gentlemen who are asking for the establishment of the com- 
mission proposed in this bill is to cast the burden of the of 
testing their material upon the Government of the United States, then 
it is wrong in principle, and this House ought to vote it down. I see 
from the report of the committee that the chief reason given for the 
passage of this bill is this: The proposed commission would promote 
largely the interests of manufacturers, by indicating to them the value 
of the different methods of obtaining strength, and, of still greater 
moment, securing uniformity in their productions.“ It occurs to me, 
Mr. i that the Government of the United States ought not to 
be at the expense of applying these tests simply for the benefit of pri- 
vate individuals or corporations, and that is the main ground upon 
which this bill rests. The Government of the United States does not 
need this commission. The Government is already provided with the 
means of making all n tests. It is not only provided with the 
means for making its own tests, but those tests are open to individuals 
who desire to use them. The second section of this bill provides ‘‘that 
the said commission is hereby authorized to appoint a principal ex- 
pert.” How much is that expert to be paid? This bill does not fix the 
amount of his compensation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nor does it contain any limitation of his term. 

Mr. EDEN. No, the bill fixes no limit to his term and no limit to 
his pay. It simply provides that a principal expert shall be appointed, 
with such assistants and laborers as may be necessary, and leaves the 
compensation to be recommended by the commission and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McoMILLIN resumed the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
Claims in the last Congress I gathered some facts which may enable 
the present House to come to a correct conclusion on the merits of this 
bill. Not only did the Government of the United States pay $25,000, 
the original contract price, to a man named Emery, who agreed to con- 
struct this testing-machine, but it paid him about $30,000 more, so that 
the machine cost the Government in the neighborhood of $55,000. 

The Government first paid the man what he had agreed to build the 
machine for, and, in addition to that, bore the expense of perfecting 
several additional inventions connected with it before it was completed, 
and after it was completed this man Emery took out patents for the 
improvements on the original design which the Government had in 
view at the time it entered into the first contract. 

Besides that, he came forward in the last Congress and presented a 
claim against the Government for a very large amount, at least $200,000, 
for his severe mental effort and pretended cost of materials in perfect- 
ing this great testing-machine at Government expense. 

E ANDERSON, of Kansas. Had he a patent on the original ma- 
e 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; he had no patent on the original design 
of the machine, but he has taken out patents on the improvements he 
made at Government expense. I remember asking him the question, 
„Will you assign your interest in the patents for the improvements on 
this machine to the Government if we agree to pay you the sum you 
now ask?“ He replied, ‘‘I can not, because I have transferred them to 


a man company, which has been organized and will soon be- 
gin to build these machines for large private manufacturers in this 
country.“ And that, Mr. Chairman, is the cat in the meal-tub.’’ 


The large manufacturers of steel and iron, the house-builders, bridge- 
builders, ship-builders, and the men who take contracts to erect great 
structures involving the use of strong materials, want to have their 
tests made upon this machine, either at the of the Government 
or of the patentee, or at the expense of both. No; this bill is brought 
forward either to bribe the patentee at Government expense or to coerce 
him. At present any one can have tests made upon the Government 
machine by simply defraying the expenses of runningit. Nothingis 
charged for the use of it; but the large private manufacturers seek by 
this bill to compel the Government to run the machine also for their 
benefit, so that it shall cost them nothing to have any test made, and 
if in addition to this the patentee (Emery) can be employed abont the 
Government machine at a big salary for an indefinite time he may be 
reconciled to charge only a small or no royalty on his patents; and if 
he refuses, then the manufacturers can get along very well anyhow by 
using the Government machine without any expense to them and in 
defiance of the patentee. 

Suppose you pass this bill; what will be the result? Simply to make 
the United States a partner with every user and manufacturer of ma- 
terials employed in the construction of ships, bridges, edifices, &c., and 
let the private partners get all the profits, while the Government shall 
bear all the expense. As the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
suggested, if this bill passes it will be the beginning of nothing more 
nor less than the organization of a huge bureau of applied chemistry 
and physics for the benefit of the public. 

Mr. LONG. Do you object to that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do object to it, The Government is not a col- 
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lege; and is the Government to attempt to play father for the people in 
everything? Is nothing to be left to the citizen? Do you want to 
bring us to a point of consolidation and centralization which will equal 
that of France. which led to her revolution? Manufacturers, contract- 
ors, and builders as a class are well able to take care of themselves, and 
the many should not be taxed for the benefit of the few. 

Mr. Chairman, I know as well as any one the absolute necessity of 
testing, if it can be properly done, iron and steel and other substances 
that are to be used in important structures, for the simple reason that 
the ores out of which iron and steel particularly are made differ in 
almost every mine from which the ore is obtained. In scarcely any 
two mines have the ores the same amount of sulphar, or arsenic, or phos- 
phorus, or other deleterious mixture, which, if not properly eliminated 
or counteracted, will serve to weaken the material and render it unfit 
for a special purpose. I appreciate that consideration; but are not such 
chemical, metallurgical, and mechanical difficulties incident to every 
branch of manufacture? And why should the Government set itself 
up as a gratuitous teacher and experimenter, or, as this bill proposes, 
as a partner in certain kinds of business? It would be a precedent for 
Government to engage in other business as a partner with the citizen, 
and there is no telling where it will stop. 

Sir, even after science and art have exhausted all their best efforts to 
manufacture two Damascus swords, which may have been made, as it 
was thought, exactly alike—hammered the same length of time out of 
the same material—it is a well-known fact that one will break under 
a given test and the other will not. So, too, in the construction of 
bridges and of the various structures in which metal is used. Acci- 
dents will happen; and after human skill and effort have done their 
best there will be failures. Out of a dozen Collins axes some will be 
too hard, some too soft. Take two gun barrels, made exactly alike, at 
the same time, by the same man and by the same process—one will 
burst by use and the other will not. These things are incident to man’s 
imperfection in knowledge and art. Such difficulties beset us at every 
step in life. 

So far as has appeared necessary in mechanical and chemical indus- 
tries, in the building of bridges, ships, and other structures, there have 
been thousands of general tests made, and even tests of the most impor- 
tant ores and materials, by every government in Europe and by this Gov- 
ernment, as well as by many large manufacturing firms in this country; 
these tests are contained in formulas of scientific books, and are per- 
haps as nearly accurate as any that can be had in a general way. Let 
those who need special tests for specific ores or materials do the job for 
themselves, without looking to Government for assistance. I submit 
the Government should neither be a free-school teacher nor an experi- 
menter for the benefit of a chosen few wealthy contractors and manu- 
facturers, nor a partner with private individuals where the Government 
will foot all the bills and the private individuals get all the profits, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 


TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union resumed 
its session, 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has one minute remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield that minute to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. RoGrrs], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to take the gentleman 
from Arkansas off the floor; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMPBELL] asked me if I had any time left to yield it to him. Of 
course I am grateful to the gentleman from Tennessee for yielding to 
me what time I have occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] was speaking in the time of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Arkansas desired an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment, which I agreed to give him, Still, I 
have no feeling in the matter, and am entirely willing—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield for the present; and if there should be 
any time left, I will occupy it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I yield one minute to my col- 
league [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, there is one proposition which has not 
been brought out with reference to this bill, and that is the fact 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, my understanding was that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMPBELL] was the gentleman who 
wanted the time; and my purpose was to yield to him. 


The CHAIRMAN. And he has yielded, as the Chair understands, to 
his colleague [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. ROGERS. If there is any time left after the gentleman gets 
through I will take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining, 


Mr. BRUMM. I desire to refer to one proposition which seems not 
to have been thoroughly understood 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brum] has expired. Two minutes of the hour remain. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to offer an amendment. I move to amend by 
striking out in the first section of the bill the words “ during the pleas- 
ure of the President of the United States and inserting ‘‘ for the period 
of four years.“ 

Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for the appointment of seven officers 
of the Government, who are to have an ample allowance for their ex- 
penses, and who are to be invested with the large power (subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior) of appointing an expert with- 
out limit as to salary, as well as assistants and laborers, whose number 
and compensation the bill does not undertake to define. I trust, sir, 
we shall not at this time bajn to multiply the civil employés of this 
Government who are to hold their offices without limit as to time. 
Four years constitute a reasonable term of office, and I should be glad 
to see this principle applied to every one of the employés of the Gov- 
ernment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will suspend his 
remarks. The hour for the consideration of this bill has expired; and 
the committee, under the rule, will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5555) authorizing the President to appoint a commission of 
experts, skilled in the investigation, production, and use of metallic sub- 
stances and other structural ials, to execute tests and experiments 
on iron, steel, and other materials used in the construction of bridges, 
buildings, and mechanical structures, and deduce useful rules therefrom, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


PENSIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purposeof resum- 
ing the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The bill firstin 
order is the unfinished business, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (M. R. 5201) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


Mr. FORNEY. It is my purpose to yield the time assigned to me to 
the gentleman from ia [Mr. Norwoop]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Lask to yield so much of my time to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] as he may need to close his re- 
marks begun yesterday if I can now be recognized for that purpose, 
say thirty minutes, at the end of which time thegentleman from Georgia 
can proceed, the remaining thirty minutes of my time to be reserved 
until further on in the debate. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Iam content with that understanding. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well, then. I will now take the floor and 
yield thirty minutes of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. But- 
TERWORTH J. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, when the hammer fell last 
night I was proceeding to say something touching the disclosures of the 
record as it has been made up with reference to the conduct of our politi- 
cal friends on the other side, and upon which they must base theirclaims 
to public confidence if they are entitled to it. It may be that there can 
be found occasionally an Araminta on this side and a gentleman on the 
other side who seem to think it is no part of the duty of a member on 
this floor to scan the record of either political party. Whatare records 
for? Is the record of a party—is the record of heroic events preserved 
only to breed forgetfulness? Do we learn any lessons except from pass- 
ing events and the record of events which have passed? Do we shape 
our course for to-morrow except in the light of the experience of to-day, 
yesterday, and the day before? Sir, if records are only preserved to 
breed forgetfulness they are indeed needless. 

I suggested yesterday that the intelligent patriot learns his duty in the 
light of experience and in the study of history. There are three kinds 
of patriotsin the world. There is the commercial patriot, who realizes 
upon his patriotismon eachelectionday. There isthe physical patriot, 
the man who has indeed heroic courage, and who is strong and valiant 
in battle, but who has not the intelligence to understand that ideas, that 
principles make war; who has not the intelligence to understand that 
with the close of the physical strife in the arena of battle the conflict 
may be, and frequently is, only transferred to the arena of debate, and 
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the contests continued in that arena are supplemented by the arbitra- 
ment of the ballot. 

There isanother patriot yet, who understands the teachings of history 
and the logic of events, who in studying the record of the last twenty- 
five years, nay, fifty, has come to understand what growing influences 
in this Republic must tend to make itstrong and prosperous, and what 
other influences tend to drive it upon the shoals and rocks of dissolu- 
tion. There are patriots who scorn to get into high places by shirking 
duty and dodging onerous and exacting public responsibilities. 

‘There has been an intimation thrown out that I feel bitterly toward 
the gentlemen of the South. Why should I? Back through the years I 
trace my line with you. If there is anywhere in my make-up anything 
which prompts me to deprecate the prosperity or the triumph of any 
portion of my country achieved by honorable means, I hope it may be 
removed fur from me. If there is in that sume make-up anywhere to 
be found that which under any consideration can induce me to abate 
one jot or tittle from demanding what I believe to be due to my coun- 
try, to its honor, to its integrity, to the great industries of the North 
and the West, I should feel that I deserved the contempt of all worthy 
men. I shall not, I hope, hesitate to speak plainly indefense of what 
is worthy, no matter what crosses I may be called uponto take up. I 
shall not, I trast, be deterred in my course by the doubtful smiles on 
the one side or suggestive frowns on the other. [Applause.] 

The ashes of my ancestors sleep in old Virginia. My father left that 
State under a quickening sense that the Sermon on the Mount meant 
something; that the Nazarene meant to prescribe a just rule of conduct 
when he said, ‘‘Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of the least of 
these, my brethren, ye have done it unto me.“ Under that healthful 
guiding influence multitudes left the slaveholding States and found 
new homes in the rich valleys of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and the 

reat West, where their spirits were untrammeled and their lips free to 
r witness to the truth as they were given to know it. And it is not 
from such homes that men come forth to engage in inconsiderate assaults 
upon their fellows for mere difference of opinion, or needlessly renew 
recollections and awaken memories that should, in deference to public 
tranquillity and private right, slumber forever. 

I spoke yesterday of the means and instrumentalities to which the 
country is indebted for the present Democratic majority in this House. 
I spoke of it because it is a part of the written history of this country— 
a history that contains at once a lesson and a warning. If we fail to 
learn the one and neglect to heed the other in deference to a sickly sen- 
timentality which compromises with wrong to avoid the wear and tear 
incident to a manly defense of the right, we must in the end pay the 
penalty which waits on such dereliction of duty. 

Gentlemen of the South, I rejoice with you in your prosperity. Your 
States are all a part of our common country. But I must say I do not 
believe that that healthful love of country grows as rapidly in that soil 
as it ought to. 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago I walked through the cemetery near 
Charleston, 8. C., and stood amid the monuments that mark the rest- 
ing-places of the dead. I read inscriptions upon a hundred of those mon- 
uments. Many recorded the heroism of the soldiers whose ashes slept 
beneath and attested with what valor they had strove in battle for the 
defense and glory of South Carolina, but of their country they were 
silent as the dead. From no inscription there could I learn that they 
who slept below had a country which reached beyond the borders of 
their State. Is that a hopeful sign, gentlemen upon the other side; is 
it a hopeful indication that there is a growing affection for the United 
States—an affection which reaches from ocean to ocean and from lake to 
gulf, that affection of which we hear you bear eloquent witness so often? 

Gentlemen, you have a majority in this House; did it ever occur to 
you, my countrymen, that the methods by which you attained to that 
majority may yet come home to plague you? Did it ever occur to you 
of the Southern section that these examples might be practiced by a 
rising generation, and that to your undoing? You have heard that 
Eastern story: 


Of one whose skill 
Called demons up his water-casks to fill; 
Deftly and silently they did his will, 
Rut when they were full kept pouring still. 
In vain with spell and charm the wizard wrought, 
Faster and faster were the buckets brought; 
Higherand higher rose the flood around, 
Till the fiends clapped their hands above their master drowned. 


So, too, it would be well to remember, and perhaps a time may come 
when you will remember, that the evils you have conjured up to serve 
yon now may stay to torment you; which God forbid. The villainy 
you teach they may execute, and it may go hard but they better the 
instruction. There is a voice mightier than mine to teach, a voice you 
can hear if you listen well, which may whisper in your ear that it may 
be unwise to let pass unheeded the suggestions made in the behalf I 
have mentioned. 

My friend from West Virginia [Mr. Witson] said, following the line 
of remark of my friend from Virginia [Mr. Wisk], we are back in 
our father’s house and are here tostay.“ That is possibly true. There 
is, in fact, too much reason to apprehend that it is in view of the agencies 
employed—employed, too, without rebuke. 


Mr. HEWITT. Well, drive them out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He [Mr. WILSON] says, we are satisfied; 
well, Ishould naturally suppose they would be. They havethe temple, 
and guard all the approaches. [Laughter.] ‘‘ Drive them out,“ says 
my friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr]. We know of but one 
method of driving anybody from service in this Hall, and that is by the 
honest exercise of the ballot. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is what hurts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You have felt dissatisfied, and are disposed 
to criticise this side of the House, because we were prompted, by what 
you affect to regard as want of charity, in voting solidly against you, on 
a bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. Of that bill, and the action of 
this House upon it, I submit that the annals of recorded time can not 
present its fellow. 

Coriolanus led the legions of Rome to victory upon a hundred well- 
fought fields; but he aiterward led the Volscians against the ‘‘ Eter- 
nal City.“ Suppose he had captured Rome, and the Volscians had 
seated themselves about the Senate (and for the purpose of my illus- 
tration, gentlemen of the South, you are the Volscians and this is 
Rome), and they had proceeded not only to condone the treachery to 
Rome but to vote a reward for the betrayal of the Roman treasury, 
the scene enacted here would have had its parallel. Here we wit- 
nessed the reward of treachery, voted out of the treasury of the re- 
public betrayed to the soldier guilty of that betrayal, and voted too 
by the men in whose interest that betrayal took place. 

Now, I pass to another matter. I said yesterday that, posing as the 
friend of the great industries of this country and of the workers engaged 
therein, and assuming that they were safe under your protection, when 
cha with the duty of revising the tariff you failed to discharge that 
high duty, and when in the Forty-seventh Congress we addressed our- 
selves to that work you flew to the brakes and there by every means 
known to parliamentary law endeavored to hinder, retard, and, if possi- 
ble, defeat the accomplishment of that work. But, nevertheless, it was 
finished, and the wheels of our great industries started, not by your 
help but in spite of your opposition. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. How did you vote in the Forty-eighth 
Congress? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Unfortunately, I did not vote in the Forty- 
eighth Congress at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I mean your party ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was not here. My constituents had suf- 
fered a lapse. They had gone back temporarily to the beggarly elements 
of the world. [Laughter.] What next? And I call attention to 
these, because by their records you shall know them. You shall be 
judged of to-morrow by the worksof to-day, or else all the rules of logic 
and experience are broken down and perverted, and there are no lon 
any marks along the highway of human conduct to guide us in the 
right way. 

How was it in the Forty-sixth Congress with apportionment? You 
were charged with apportioning representation among the people of the 
States. What did you do? Because this side of the House refused to 
permit you to give to one man who had fought four years against his 
country three times the political power in controlling the legislation 
and administration of the country that is wielded by a man who fought 
as many years in the country’s defense, you permitted that Congress to 
adjourn without making the apportionment. What did the Republi- 
cans do when they came back in the Forty-seventh Congress? At once 
they addressed themselves to the effort of completing a work which you 
had attempted but abandoned because we insisted that it should be 
finished with reference to justice to all sections. We simply sought to 
know what was right and just in that behalf. So just and so credit- 
able was that apportionment that it commended itself even to your 
favor and passed without delay or serious opposition. 

What else? Now you are solicitous, apparently, about the working 
people of this country; you are solicitous about the currency of this 
country, which so immediately affects their interests. The bank char- 
ters were expiring, and some legislation was indispensable to prevent fi- 
nancial disturbance and a panic. Did you meet the public requirements 
and just expectation? You did not. Why? Because you represent 
the topmost upper-ten and the thoroughly and absolutely lower-million, 
the bottom of the basin and the brim. The yeomanry of the country, 
the healthful stratum of active, earnest middle life, you were not act- 
ively concerned about. What did you do? Did you touch that ques- 
tion? Though you knew neglect would be followed by contraction and 
disturbing conditions that would again paralyze all our industries, you 
did absolutely nothing; shirked your duty, dodged the responsibility, 
Why? Because you were guided by a rule of action that does not seek 
merely to do what is right but searches for mere expedients. You were 
afraid to take action in regard to the bank charters. 

What else? There was the Geneva award. You remember that 
when England, through her sympathetic action, if not by her positive 
efforts, assisted in the attempt to destroy the young Republic, we said 
to our mother country, if it ever occurs that this nation can stagger to 
her feet she will hold you to an account for this; and so she did, and 
into our Treasury England paid over $15.000,000 to repair the damage 
her cruisers had done our commerce. There it was in the national 
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ed to time and time again to proving 
u not do it? Because two conflictine 
interests came in here; and unwilling to serve one without both you 
fell between the two stools and left the duty unperformed. It came 
over to the Forty-seventh Congress, and, asking no question except 
what is right and just and believing that what is right and just is al- 
ways ent, we addressed ourselves to the work of providing for 
the distribution of that fund. Our action was satisfactory to the 


country. 

What else? Here was the Mormon question. The civilized world 
was protesting against that monstrosity, that ‘‘twin relic of barbar- 
ism.” You listened to the prayers of the evangelical associations of this 
country, you denounced from month to month the evil; but there in 
your midst sat Elder Cannon, backed and supported by the influence of 
four healthy, wives [laughter], and his frown was sufficient to 
prevent any attempt by you to strike polygamy. The question came 
before the Forty-seventh Congress, a Republican Congress, and in less 
than ninety days that evil was put under the ban of the law. 

Our industries! You champion them! You cannot finda page upon 
the statute-book from 1798 to this hour where by Democratic votes our 
industries were even upheld, or for a moment encouraged, and yet the 
Democratic party poses as a defender and champion of all these. Icall 
attention to them because the whole country is interested in them; be- 
cause, in the language of my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], 
they are ‘‘economic questions.“ 

What of our finances? To-day there is too much reason to appre- 
hend that your anxiety is to do that which will catch votes, rather than 
to do that which will tend in the future to build up the honor and credit 
of your country and secure its permanent prosperity by the adoption 
and maintenance of a currency which shall be a fixed and unvarying 
measure of values, whether of one or both the metals. 

Now, only one word more, and I have done, and will yield the floor 
to my friends. My brother from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] sug- 
gested that we should discuss economic questions and refrain from that 
which savors of partisan debate. What are economic questions? What 
profits it to us who represent the two hundred and fifty thousand mills, 
shops, and factories of the country that we with our voices and with 
the votes of freemen uphold them if those who have no industries in 
common with us, and are opposed to the system by which alone ours 
can be protected—what good, I repeat, does it do us to stand about 
those industries and defend them if one vote in one section of the 
country cast to strike them down is worth three votes in our section to 
uphold them? 

Is an effort here and elsewhere to correct that inequality an economic 
question ox not? Axe we to be mere lickspittles who can consent, simply 
consent to stay and breathe God's air without asserting our manhood? 
I insist, and it is all I claim, that a citizen of Ohio, or Indiana, or Illi- 
nois shall have as much right to be heard on this floor by his ballot 
and that his ballot shall be as potent to influence legislation as that of 
any other man in any other section of this country. And since this 
question has to do with economic effects and the rights and well-being 
of all our people, it is, I submit, a very economic question. And I re- 
fer to it because, and only because it comes to our very hearthstones. 
I shall be glad and rejoice when we shall all turn our eyes toward the 
morning. In speaking of this t question one of my Democratic 
friends said to me by way of chiding, ‘‘I turn my face toward the 
lied, Ves; yesterday morning.“ [Laughter. a 
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morning.“ I rep 

We do indeed turn to yesterday to learn the lesson which 
guide pe pg labor of be 8 . e I ee glad paee the 3 
gence e property which is the outgro of industry and care, 
when the thinking men of the South who want that section strong in 
the right and prosperous in all its border, realizing that their great in- 
terests and just ambitions go hand in hand with those of the same class 
of men in other sections, shall join in a united effort for the general 
good of all parts of our common country. I shall be glad, gentlemen, 
when the waters in your rivers shall not run as now unvexed to the 
sea, but when all those streams shall turn the wheels of a thousand 
busy industries, when your mines shall awaken at the touch of quick- 
ened industry and your coal fields shall be the scene of active enter- 

rise, and you shall rejoice in a prosperity that shall find expression in 
ifting all men up by enlarging their opportunities and preparing them 
for a more intelligent discharge of private and public duties. 

I agree that the Democratic party is indeed a great leveler, but un- 
fortunately your manner of leveling is to drag men down; ours to lift 
men up. You, in many sections, are accustomed to make the poor 
wretch satisfied with his lot, not by pointing him to possibilities above, 
but to a more wretched condition below. That is what made Democ- 
racy strong in the North, True manhood was not exacted; intelligence 
was not demanded of them; it was only required that they should do 
the bi oe of a great oligarchy and vote the Democratic ticket. You 
say, ‘* Democratic brethren are pretty numerous.“ So they are. 
For the reasons just mentioned it is easier to be a Democrat than it is 
to be a Republican. One only has to lie still in the boat and fioat. 
[Laughter.] He does not have to pull an oar in the current of thought, 
or lift a hand in the field of moral reform. Thatis the great difference 
between the two parties. The motto of the Republican party is, up- 
ward and onward.” 


And now, in conclusion, I ask you, gentlemen on the other side, to 
point me to any act of yours in the whole history of the past fifty 
years of which you are justly proud and which was of your concep- 
tion or the result of your handiwork. Why, if I did not want to be 
absolutely and thoroughly amiable, I might cite all the great events 
of the last half-century in support of my argument. I search in vain 
to find an industry that would besaferin your keeping. I have asked 
with earnestness, my fellow-citizens, in each campaign, how it could 
be possible that the industries of this country could be safer in the 
hands of people who have none of their own, and who have been labor- 
ing for a century to strike ours down. And in this same line it is 
pertinent to ask, is the free-school safer in the hands of a party 
which has no sympathy with the system which in the South would not 
permit them to exist, and in the North would close the free public 
schools because they are godless —opposing them earnestly and 
honestly, I admit, but yet opposing them, and on that ground. 

Mr, Chairman, I do not desire to occupy more time, and in conclusion 
I have only to say that my rule of action W shall henceſorward be, 
to judge of all parties as I judge of men. I shall continue to act upon 
the suggestion of the prophet who said, Show me thy faith without 
thy works and I will show thee my faith by my works.“ We can 
not gather grapes of thorns nor figs of thistles.“ Of the principles you 
have planted and the promises you have made we have gathered noth- 
ing that to-day these people prize or that their children can point to 
with pride in the history that records the achievements of the great Re- 
public. I thank you, gentlemen, for your kind attention, and especi- 
ally those gentlemen who have yielded me their time. [Prolonged 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York [to Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. Before you sit 
down, will you allow me to ask you a 1 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly I will. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Why is it that in a Democratic city like 
New York, in every district in the city, it takes not less than 30,000 
votes to elect a Congressman, while in Rhode Island it does not take 
over 5,000 or 6,000? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Because they vote often’? in New 


York city. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Not by a good deal. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will tell you. One reason is, as the his- 
tory of New York shows, that the vote cast there for a Democratic can- 
didate is limited not by the number of voters but by the size of the 
ballot-box. [Laughter.] Another reason is this: Each State may reg- 
ulate, as Rhode Island does now and as Virginia used to, the qualiii- 
cations of its voters; and if my friend is not afraid of his constituents, 
he will agree with me that the quality of voters—having reference not 
alone to property, but to intelligence and worth—may sometimes be a 
more important consideration for the country than the sheer force of 
numbers where the voters are mere voting machines. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I thought you had the privilege of 
coming from a State that has just honored JOHN SHERMAN by re- 
electing him tothe Senate of the United States? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. And in as h delivered by Mr. 
SHERMAN in the Ohio Legislature a short time ago, he said that the 
securing of honest elections in New York was attributable to a great 
man by the name of Samuel J. Tilden? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He did. It is the first time I ever knew 
him to pay that gentleman a compliment, and I suppose he did it be- 
eause Mr. Tilden is in the decline of life. Now, I want to call my 
friend’s attention—— 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Wait a minute. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwant to call the gentleman’s attention to 
another point. You have an election law—— 

Mr. AMS, of New York. Waitaminute. You listen to me. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. The gentleman is aggressive, 
like all New Yorkers. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr, ADAMS, of New York. You said the vote in our city was at- 
tributable to the largeness of the ballot-box. I think the election 
through which we have recently passed shows that it was attributable 
exclusively to our election laws. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Exactly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Under which a Democratic President 
was elected. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Election laws passed by a Republican Leg- 
islature over the almost unanimous opposition of your Democratic 
friends. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the record. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Not at all. We do not have contests 
over the electionsin New York as you have in Ohio. But you have not 
answered my question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What question? 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Why itis that 30, 000 votes are required 
to elect a member of Congress in any district in New York city, while 
5,000 or 6,000 can elect a Congressman in Rhode Island. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have explained that. It depends upon 
the qualifications of the voters, which are different in different States. 
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Mr. ADAMS, of New York. It depends upon the law. 
Mr. NORWOOD obtained the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution 
(in which the concurrence of the House was requested) for the printing 
of additional copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr.NORWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the valuable time of this House has 
been wasted for four days in the consideration ofa bill to which I pre- 
sume not one member has any objection. But this arrest of the public 
business has occurred in consequence of an assault which was made 
without provocation on the South and on the Commissioner of Pensions 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. Being from that sec- 
tion, I desire to submit a few remarks in reply to that gentleman. His 
speech on that occasion, if successful in no other respect, was successful 
in one, so far as I am concerned, for I never before realized any truth 
in the eynie's witticism, ‘‘ Beware of a Scotchman when he smiles.“ 
The gentleman must have been exceedingly eager to deliver himself of 
that piece of declamation, which is as familiar to this House and this 
country, where it has been delivered a thousand times, as The boy 
stood on the burning deck” or Mary had a little lamb.” [Laugh- 
ter.] But I do not mean to discredit the style of the gentleman’s decla- 
mation, for I say here and now, as an acknow. ent in the presence 
of this House, that his declamation of that aged piece of classic fustian 
was one of the finest physical efforts I ever saw or heard. [Laughter.] 

But I say the gentleman was exceedingly eager to declaim that piece 
of antiquity on that occasion, when we consider the circumstances and 
the moment of time which he seized upon to enforce our attention. 
The House was considering the general invalid pension bill. Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans, ex-Federal and ex-confederate soldiers were 
moving abreast in solid column, without a single straggler, to do an 
act of mercy and of justice to the survivors of the Union Army and to 
the widows and orphans, when the gentleman from Iowa, stepping for- 
ward, arrested the column, and smiling upon the confederates in that 
line aa arney as Brutus smiled upon Cæsar in the capitol on the ides 
of M when he invited him to lie down and take a rest at the base 
of Pompey’s statue, commenced to address those confederates in about 
the following delicate, persuasive strain: 

““Tnow approach this subject with great hesitationand delicacy, The 
weak spot in my nature is, I have not got a hating heart. I can knock 
a fellow down when I am mad and the next minute pick him up and 
help him and be his friend. The tendency of my mind is for fraternity. 
Therefore I beg to say, you have no right to be here. You got hereby 
stuffing ballot-boxes and by killing negroes with shotguns. [Laugh- 
ter.] Do not misinterpret my motives or sentiments. The tendency 
of my mind is to fraternity. You gave an almost solid vote three weeks 
ago against the bill to give a pension of $12 to Union soldiers’ widows. 
Thereare one hundred and five of you and sixty-five of you voted against 
that bill—almost a solid vote from the South. Let no gentleman who 
was in the confederate ranks against me (I speak not of the Union, but 
against me) misinterpret my feelings. I approach the subject with 
eg and with delicacy. You are a bandof criminals, [Laugh- 
ter. 

There is hardly a Constitution of the United States to be found in the 
Southern States. Mr. OATES, I feel in the kindest and sincerest spirit 
imaginable, and just now Iam feeling my own oats. [Laughter.] You 
criminals boast that you will control this Government in spite of the 
Constitution, and, feeling in the kindest spirit imaginable, I charge you 
with as great crimes under the forms of law as when Sumter was fired 
on. [Laughter.] You pretend that you voted against $12 a month 
because you thought $8 enough. I wish I could feel that to be true; 
but I do not, because you smoke $24 worth of cigarsa month. [Laugh- 
ter.] By your almost solid vote you unfurled the bloody shirt in my 
= notwithstanding I fought for both sides during the war.” [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman kindly allow me a 
word? Does he intend to have that go to his constituents as the speech 
made by me? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I intend this, as the substance of what you said 
as reported in the RECORD, to go to my constituents. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If you intend to quote that as an orig- 
inal speech made by me, there is not a word of truth in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Nor- 


woop] yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I can not yield further. 

But, gentlemen, to sum up: As I am at this moment speaking with 
unusual delicacy for me; as I would not have you misinterpret my 
feelings; as the tendency of my mind is to fraternity; as I just now feel 


in the kindest and sincerest spirit imaginable, as you can see by my 
soft and persuasive and by my smile, and as I have not gota 
hating heart, I declare unto you that notwithstanding you waved the 
bloody shirt in my face; notwithstanding you boast you will rule this 
Government outside of the Constitution; notwithstanding I don’t be- 
lieve your reason for opposing the increase of widows’ pensions; not- 
withstanding you have no right to be here and commit great crimes to 
get here; notwithstanding you stuff ballot-boxes and kill negroes and 
don’t read the Constitution, still I declare unto you confederates that 
I respect you, and ever shall respect you, and I would rather dance an 
Irish jig on burning coals in hell with you forever than to be eternally 
in heaven with a Northern copperhead. [Great laughter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is pretty stiff; but I stick to it. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the compliment paid by the gentle- 
man from Iowa to that ballot-box-stuffing and shotgun brigade has no 
equal in its sentiment of devotion. In history or fiction there has never 
been but one instance which approached it, and that was when Dame 
Quickly was narrating to Pistol and Bardolph the circumstances of the 
death of Sir John Falstaff [laughter], when Bardolph, in the enthu- 
siasm of his roguish soul, cried out, Would I were with him, where- 
some’er he is, whether in heaven or in hell.“ [Laughter.] 

Speaking for myself only, while I return my profoundest acknowledg- 
ments to the gentleman from Iowa for the offer of his society if I should 
be so unfortunate as to take the wrong road and join him down below 
[laughter], and while I do not doubt that he will not be much worse 
than the average of the naturalized citizens of that country so popu- 
lous with involuntary immigrants, yet I here and now enter my solemn 
and vigorous protest against accepting his delicate companionship 
[laughter], for I am persuaded, notwithstanding his peculiar delicacy 
in approaching a subject and his tendency to fraternal feeling, that no 
engagement, however pressing it might be upon those who would be 
going through the very rapid evolutions supposed to be incident to that 
torrid clime, could prevent the gentleman from arresting the column and 
mounting upon a red-hot stump and insisting that we should listen to 
him declaiming that stale piece of political lore. That would bea pun- 
ishment greater than I could bear. [Laughterandapplause.] Iwould 
be in favor of inaugurating another rebellion [renewed laughter], even 
with the certain foreknowledge that the gentleman in ten minutes would 
be found fighting first for the devil and then forme. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman has caused in me the profoundest gratitude by the 
announcement that he fought for the South during the late unpleas- 
antness between the United and the Confederate States. When that 
overwhelming outburst of plethoric philanthropy and continental pa- 
triotism spurted from his pierced and lacerated bosom, as he approached 
the gentleman from South Carolina the other day, as a revival preacher 
leaves his pulpit and approaches a hardened sinner [laughter], I con- 
fess that I took an extra grip of my lachrymal ducts, which I discovered 
were about to leak. [Great laughter. ] 

I wondered if such patriotism is hereditary, and if it were, I began 
to think of that gentleman’s children. When Horne Tooke was on trial 
for treason, and the attorney-general began to expatiate about his per- 
sonal virtues and about his desire to leave his good name as a rich legacy 
to his children, Horne Tooke was seen to be in tears, and when his 
counsel asked him the cause, he said he had just been thinking what 
a ani small legacy these unfortunate children would receive. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would not change it with yours, my 
friend from Georgia. [Cries of “‘Oh!’’ on the Democratie side.] My 
legacy to my children I can afford to leave side by side with yours, 

Mr. NORWOOD. You will have your time to speak when I get 
through. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I throw that in to help along affairs. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I thought also how many valuable lives could 
have been saved if in the beginning of the war the gentleman had ap- 
proached the confederate lines with his peculiar delicacy, and decorated 
himself with one of his sweetest smiles; for every confederate soldier 
would have incontinently fled. [Laughter.] And when they might 
have recovered their senses, if they ever could sufficiently to consider 
what it was they had seen, the mystery would have remained unsolved, 
like another mystery recorded in an old song: 

Some said it was the red moon, 
And some said nay; 

Some said it was the devil, 
And they all ran away. 

[Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I never met them but they did run 
away before I got through with them. [Applause on Republican side 
and laughter and applause on Democratic side. ] 

Mr. NORWOOD. My honorable friend the other day—and have I 
not the right to call him friend when he fought for me ?—declared he 
had said nothing for the purpose of ruffling the feelings of anybody, and 
it was certain nobody could say anything that would rufile his. 

But I was speaking of the gentleman’s expansive patriotism, and after 
its exhibition here a few days ago, and I imagined if Ben Lomond could 
be separated from the Grampian range and transported over the sea, as 
the gentleman was, and were set down somewhere in the middle of 
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this country, we will say about the State of Iowa, how natural it would 
be for Ben Lomond to want to lie down and spread himself all over the 
United States and the Territories thereof with a sublime disregard of 
the extreme attenuation of his form. [Laughter.] 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, we can not receive Ben Lomond. Scotland can 
not bestow upon us her Bruce or her Wallace, for they made glorious 
history and their names are embalmed in the leaves that record the his- 
tory they made. But she has bestowed upon us one of her choicest 
thistles; and, though its flowers have fallen, its thorns are still strong 
and vigorous. He with his patriotism can cover the whole of the United 
States and a small majority of the third Congressional district of Iowa 
and a very considerable part of himself. [Laughter.] His love has 
never been equaled since the time of Robin Roughhead, who declared 
if he could have his own way there would be no widows, for he would 
marry them all, and there would be no orphans, for he would father 
them all. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

The literature of Scotland has furnished us with an example that is a 
prototype, to some extent, of the gentleman from Iowa. The. Wizard 
of the North“ exhausted his genius in producing the character of Cap- 
tain Dalgetty, whose chief delight and labor were to tight first upon one 
side and then upon the other, with equal valor, fidelity, and enthu- 
siasm. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, truth is stranger than fiction, and the character 
produced by Walter Scott is more chan realized in the character of the 
gentleman from Iowa, because he can do what no fox-hunter has ever 
been able to do, that is, to ride upon both sides of a sapling at the same 
time, and to draw his sword in defense of both sides of his country, as 
he avows he did in the late war. [Renewed laughter. ] 

More than that, the gentleman, likea genuine ‘‘swash-buckler, keeps 
up the fight after the enemy has disappeared; and like the bully de- 
scribed in Georgia Scenes, who was caught in the woods down upon 
his knees swearing and rearing and gouging the earth with his thumbs, 
the gentleman from Iowa keeps up the fight and makes his solo per- 
formance here in order to demonstrate how he *‘ mout have fit. [Re- 
newed laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it hus been a rule of my life never to be outdone in 
courtesy or gratitude if it were possible, and as I feel under the pro- 
foundest obligation to the gentleman from Iowa for the declaration that 
he fought for me during the war, I shall now proceed to defend him 
against all comers. It has been insinuated here that the gentleman’s 
speech the other day was made for a different purpose than for its effect 
upon this House; that he was speaking for the third Congressional dis- 
trict of Iowa. Mr. Chairmain, I repel the foul insinuation against the 
gentleman. It has been said even that he was speaking for the benetit 
of a successor who is to follow him from that district. That, too, is a 
mistake, for how can any man possibly know who his successor is to be? 
Again, it was intima that he was speaking upon the pension bill 
for votes, when we all know it was a widow’s pension bill, and widows 
do not vote. [Laughter.] These charges are all unjust; all false. The 
gentleman was actuated by pure patriotism, but it is of a peculiar kind, 
in making that attack upon the South. His successor might be his 
political or his penons, enemy, if indeed there be a miscreant in the 
State of Iowa who could be the enemy of a man whois as fall of uni- 
versal charity as a three-year old doll is fullof sawdust. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. i there is another, a better, and a sadder reason 
than all of these why the gentleman was not actuated by any selfish 
motive. I desire to state here that I have made a diagnosis of thecase 
of the gentleman from Iowa, and the conclusion to which I have ar- 
rived is that he is afflicted with a disease very common but almost ex- 
clusively confined to public men, the name of which was never known 
until discovered in the State of Georgia This discovery was interest- 
ing. An old lady was sick and her husband had called several physi- 
cians to see her who treated her without success. Finally a young 
friend of mine who had just commenced practice was called in, and 
understanding the situation as soon as he examined the case, he told 
the husband that he understood it perfectly. He knew the character 
of the disease at sight, and told the husband that the vox populi had 
got down on her diaphragm. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

The gentleman from Lowa has a very marked and a very extreme at- 
tack of the vor populi.” [Renewed laughter.] But in order that 
we may understand the case better it should be borne in mind that 
man is composed of two parts, and all other elements entering into his 
composition may be resolved into these two. One of these is a love of 
himself, the other a love of his country. In order to shorten the for- 
mula we will call one selfishness and the other patriotism. As long as 
the two qualities are in equipoise the subject is perfectly healthy; but 
whenever selfishess begins to get a little uppermost it draws vitality from 
the other side, and the patient becomes very weak, the head becomes 
very much enlarged, while the thoracic region is very much emaciated. 
[Great laughter. 

Thatis the condition of the gentleman from Iowa. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] His case is one of the worst I have ever examined. [Laughter 
and applause.] He has what is called cerebro-elephantiasis. [Loud 
laughter and applause.] And this disease has increased until the pa- 
tient’s brain is affected. I have before me here a record that gives some 
of the symptoms of a patient suffering from that disease when it as- 


sumes the acute inflammatory cerebro-elephantiasis form. [Renewed 
langhter.] The difficulty with the patient laboring under the disease 
to the exient that the gentleman from Iowa has it is, that when he at- 
tempts to say one thing that he means, he says another, and here are 
some of the symptoms laid down in this record which show the char- 
acter and extent of the disease. 

For instance, if the patient is very eager to perform an act he will 
say, I approach it with reluctance and hesitation.” [ Laughter.] If 
he has no delicacy whatever about expressing himself on a subject, he 
will approach you and say he approaches you with a great deal of deli- 
cacy. If he is ready to fight—and that gentleman is always ready to 
fight—he will approach you and say that the tendency of his mind is 
to fraternity. [Laughter. ] : 

These symptoms, Mr. Chairman, are undoubted. That is the con- 
dition of the gentleman to-day. I am sorry for it. 

And now I will say in conclusion, if the Congressman from the third 
Congressional district of lowa will require DAVID B, HENDERSON to move 
out of his way so the Congressman can see his country the Congressman 
will be cured of this disease and he will no longer he troubled with the 
acute inflammatory vor populi. [Applause and laughter. ] 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] yield for a moment till the gentleman from Iowa 
uae] the sympathy of his friends? [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I presume, Mr. Chairman, 
that there is not a member of the House who intended or who does 
now intend to vote against the bill under consideration, though the sum 
covered by its provisions is very large, and the amount that will be ex- 
pended in pursuance of the laws whichit is meant to carry out will be 
distributed almost wholly in one section of the country and although 
it grew out of the war between the States. The discussion that has 
taken place and that may hereafter be indulged in can not, therefore, 
have for its object the advocacy of the pending measure, nor spring out 
of any desire to strenghthen it inthe House. The range of the discus- 
sion has been such that itseems to me not improper to put upon record 
the views which I entertain and which I believe to be those of the dis- 
trict I represent. 

I shall take no part in the controversy over the action of the late Com- 
missioner of Pensions, nor of the general conduct of the office, either 
under him or under the present Commissioner. I may, however, remark, 
in passing, that itis somewhat curious that the State of lowashould be 
able to have over 60 per cent. of the applications for invalid pensions 
filed by her soldiers allowed, while the State of Kentucky has been en- 
abled to have only 37 per cent. of the claims for invalid pensions filed 
by her soldiers allowed; that eie State of Maine should be so success- 
ful as to have passed 663 per cent. of the applications for invalid pen- 
sions filed by her soldiers, while the State of Missouri has had less than 
39 per cent. of her applications for invalid pensions allowed. I do not 
mean to say that this difference was solely or at all because Maine and 
Iowa have been Republican and Kentucky and Missouri Democratic 
States; for there may be explanations of these and similar results which 
an examination of the figures filed with the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions reveal that are entirely satisfactory. 

Nor do I desire to take any part in that branch of this discussion 
which involves the per-onnel of the Pension Bureau and the applica- 
tion of the principles of the civil service to it. I do not know whether 
the statement made that only sixty-eight of the employés in that im- 
mense bureau are Democrats is correct, though I presume it is, and if 
so no one can for a moment believe that this great disparity was the 
result of mere accident or chance. It may also emphasize the initial 
and fundamental error in the practical application of the principles of 
the civil service to the then existent circumstances. 

If it be true that service in any of the Executive Departments ought 
to be conditioned upon a preliminary examination, then I submit that 
it was absurd to have retained in office, and that it is now a dangerous 
error to further retain in office, many thousands of employés who had 
never passed any examination and who had obtained their positions 
mainly, if not solely, because of their party position and the possession 
of political influence. Into the foundation of the superstructur to be 
erected under this civil-service reform has been carefully inwrought all 
the incompetency, partisanship, and corruption which in twenty-five 
years of unlimited power had found their way into the Departments. 

Nor will I enter into any discussion concerning Ohio political ethics; 
nor be tempted into any observations upon the past acts or present re- 
lation of either party concerning any other matter than that in hand; 
nor indulge in any comment on the relations of the members of the 
Democratic party to each other growing out of residence, except to 
say that the pretense of any subserviency on the part of any one or any 
section is a mere figment of the brain when it is honestly charged, and 
it is worse when not honestly charged. With deference to others, these 
seem to me to obscure the grave dangers threatening our finances and 
prevent a clear apprehension of the real questions at issue. 

Nor do I desire in what it may seem to me proper to submit to the 
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committee to even seem to speak for any one but myself. 
in part a State which contributed to the Federal Army during the late 


I represent 


war 75,760 soldiers—a State which will, therefore, receive a fair pro- 
portion of whatever money may be expended for pensions; a State in 
which perhaps more completely than ra | other State of the Union the 
animosities growing out of that painful war were healed; where the 
divisions occasioned by it were the most painful, but the most rapidly 
and entirely made up. I cordially share the prevailing sentiment of 
those people, and between the Federal soldiers of Kentucky and myself 
exist only kind and cordial relations. 

There are many personal reasons, growing out of personal friendships 
and personal ties, which would induce me to vote for the most liberal 
pension appropriations both as to the rates and as to the objects, and 
if I were to consult solely my personal emotions and sympathies I would 
go as far as the most ardent in the support of all the contemplated 
measures concerning the increase of the pension rates and the pension 
list. In addition, I believe most cordially in the fundamental principle 
upon which all pension systems are founded. I believe it is wise to 
adopt as a settled policy of a republican government that those of her 
sons who risk their lives and health in her military service shall be re- 
warded therefor by receiving such pensions as will in some way com- 
pensate them for the disabilities which result from their service or take 
their place in the support of the families which have lost their natural 
means of support through the casualties of war. 

It is right, when a man who is the hope of a family and its capital, 
deliberately risks that capital in the service of his country, that, so far 
as it is impaired in the service, it should be made up by the Government 
to whom the service is given. This is the sole ground, this is the log- 
ical limitation of pensions—that, if a man fall, his family shall be put 
as if he had not fallen; if his strength by disability be impaired, if it 
was necessary for their support, the impairment shall be made up by 
the Government. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, there can be no ground fora pension thatis 
not based on death or disability, and she who claims the pension must 
be one from whom that impairment has taken her support, for she who, 
with heroic love, gave her husband to the service stands evidently in a 
different relation from one who comes to claim a pension for the dis- 
ability received by her husband before marriage. 

Therefore, not only as a matter of sentiment or as the result of grat- 
itude, but upon the colder and harder reasoning of mere economy, I 
have always defended a liberal pension system. Our country is but in 
its infancy; already has it had to pass through three foreign and one in- 
testine war. The millennium is not yet upon us; we must expect other 
wars—wars that may come at un times; and it is wise to let 
it be understood that those who offer their lives in defense of their coun- 
try may be assured that if they fall some provision will be made for 
their families or if they become disabled, a suitable provision in pro- 
portion to the disability shall be made for them. 

Mr. Chairman, I not only believe this as thinker, but I have a sel- 
fish interest in it as a citizen and father. As I project myself and my 
hopes and my love into that future in which my sons will be called 
upon to play their part in and for a country which is ours and will be 
theirs, I know that if war comes they will bear their due part there- 
in, and for their sakes and the sake of the children of all I love, and for 
the country which is to be their heritage and with whose destiny their 
destinies are enwrapped, I do most cordially approve of all suitable 
legislation that makes a fair and proper pension system part of the set- 
tled policy of the Republic. But what ought to be the amount of the 
pension and who ought to be put upon the pension-rolls are not mere 
matters of sentiment or gush, but are to be determined by a wise con- 
sideration of all the circumstances surrounding the Government at any 
particular period when they are under discussion. 

It is not every soldier who enters the army who ought to be put upon 
the pension-list. It must not be forgotten that for his services what 
was supposed to be an adequate consideration was at the time paid to 
him; that the contract expressed and implied by which he entered that 
service was that he should receive a certain stipulated sum in money 
and certain stipulated articles, and that only in case of disability should 
the payments be prolonged beyond the period of service, or that in case of 
death only should his widow and children become the wards of the peo- 
ple. It is but just that when a wife and family surrender to the country 
a husband and father who is their support, whose health and strength 
and labor are their capital from which the comforts of life must come, 
that if that health or constitution or life is taken some fair considera- 
tion shall be given that may take the place of this surrendered capital. 
But if that husband and father returns, so that his family has pre- 
cisely the same means of support, the same capital from which the same 
comforts may be derived, what obligation is there that that family 
should be treated differently from the families of all other good citizens 
who well perform their citizenship? Upon what just and reasonable 
principle can she, who subsequently to the war, with a full knowledge 
of the condition of the man she is about to marry, marries one who has 
been a soldier, then make plea to the Government for a pension? She 
stands evidently in an entirely different relation from the wife who with 
tears and sorrow, but with patriotic heroism, gave her husband to his 
country’s service. 


And then, when we come to consider the question of what pensions 
we shall pay, it is not mere sentiment or gush that must be allowed to 
decide the quantum of the pension rate and the lists upon which pen- 
sioners shall be borne. There must be some wise calculation, like that 
of the builder in the parable who sat down and counted what the cost 
was to be. 

We must not put adebt upon the people larger than can be borne. 
We can not put a burden on our children under a flaunting sentiment 
of the flag or memories of the past that will gall their shoulders through 
the years that are to come, and he who says, merely because they run 
up the star-spangled banner and blow the horn and play the brass band, 
that all who will not join in that cry are traitors,“ is one who would 
spend other people’s money with generosity instead of trying to find 
out how the public revenue can best be raised. In the spirit I have 
indicated, and in that spirit alone, I approach the votes which are to 
be given and which I have given on this subject. It is a matter of 
economic statesmanship. 

The country which these soldiers served has no capital of its own. 
It is a trustee of its income for the benefit of all its citizens, and that 
income results solely from taxes, and taxes are coined sweat. Under 
whatever name your income may be placed, by whatever periphrasis it 
may be described, it is simply taxes gathered by the tax-gatherer. The 
Government can give no human being anything that it does not pre- 
viously take from some other human being. Its generosity is with 
other people’s money, contributed to the public Treasury by the force 
of the machinery of the law. This income must provide for all the 
other objects of governmental expense—for the Army and Navy, for the 
execution of the law, for the payment of the public debt - and it must be 
so arranged as to make the burden upon the tax-paying citizen as light 
and as equitable as possible. 

Every dollar paid to the peoe is a dollar added to the taxation 
of the people; and while it is a dollar that wisely and suitably given is 
cheerfully paid, it becomesa dollar wrung from labor, unjustly and op- 
pressively exacted, whenever it passes beyond a reasonable provision. 

Believing, as I do, that no government has tHe right to exact one 
single dollar under any pretense or for any purpose that is not fairly 
demonstrable to be necessary; utterly denying with uplifted hands and 
loving heart all claim that this is a paternal government; implicit in 
my faith that the country is better and hercitizenship nobler the more 
unrestricted and free her people are left in the struggle for life; con- 
vinced that the great laws by which man is governed in his social re- 
lations is as divinely ordained as the laws which govern the precession 
of the equinoxes or the melody of the tides, I look with suspicious scru- 
tiny upon every proposition which looks to the increase of taxation and 
the addition of governmental bounties or power. 

The war has been over twenty years. The country needs much. A 
large and dependent race enfranchised in the march of events needs 
care andeducation. The coasts of the Republic are defenseless. From 
the high seas her flag has almost disappeared. Her water ways, which 
are the sole corrector of the oppressions of railroad corporations, clamor 
for improvement. Her monetary and financial systems demand careful 
and thorough revision. In one sense we have a surplus in the Treas- 
ury; in another, and the true sense, we have no surplus. Our public 
debt, subtracting all our apparent surplus, is still $1,500,000,000. The 
net debt of the several States, counties, and municipalities in 1880 was 
$1,036,584,146, and everywhere are the people in debt. It is, there- 
fore, a delusion to speak in glowing terms of an overflowing Treasury 
and an enormous surplus. g 

Mr. Chairman, when the proposition came before the House to in- 
crease the rate paid to the widow and orphan 50 per cent., and a repre- 
sentative had to consider the elements which entered into his decision 
upon that proposition, the first fact which met him was that the pres- 
ent rate had been fixed years ago; that it had originally been agreed 
upon by a former generation of statesmen, that it had been accepted in 
the very throes of the war; that if had been unchanged when the 
money in which it was paid was at a large discount; that it had been 
received without complaint from 1862 to the present time. It was 
not, therefore, the question, shall the widow and orphan be pensioned ? 
Nor was it the new question, to ascertain from careful calculation what 
was a fair rate; but it was toadd, without any proof of necessity, with- 
out any cause given, 50 per cent. to a well-established and long-accepted 
rate. 

The next fact was that the time at which it was offered was a time 
when a dollar had the largest purchasing power that it had possessed 
for many years. To-day, he who has a fixed salary is in a better rela- 
tive condition than he has been for a quarter of a century or more, 
Everything in the country has almost touched bottom prices. Never, 
since the war, has a pension been relatively so valuable as it is to-day. 
Never could it purchase so much of comfort, somuchof whatever adds 
to the pleasure of human life. Instead of there being any necessity 
in the general state of the country and of its markets and of its pros- 
perity why this change should be made, there was every reason why 
it should be at least postponed. For while the dollar was now more 
valuable than ever before, it was also harder to obtain. There ismore 
sweat in the dollar that pays for labor in these hard days of winter than 
ever before in this country. 
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Everywhere are the unemployed stalwart men, with wives and chil- 


dren dependent upon them, standing idle in the market place, for no man 
hathemployedthem. The unpleasant symptoms of the unsatisfactory 
condition of labor obtrude themselves upon us on every side. The 
strikes, which, alas! are the protests of heart and muscle against unjust 
demandsand unrequited toil; the labor organizations, by means of which 
co-operation may prodao more justice and wiser treatment; the sad 
wails of poverty which come from every city, bear testimony that this 
is not the time to increase the burden of the laborer, to take more from 
the earnings of the toiler. ‘There are other widows and other orphans 
than the widows and orphans of the soldiers; and every dollar added 
to pensions is in part taken from them. No war can be carried on by 
thesoldieralone. He who drives the plow or theplane, he whostrikes 
the anvil or holds in its place the machinery which, with almost life- 
like intelli weaves the garments that are worn, are as truly the 
soldiers of the Republic as those who with serried ranks carry her ban- 
ners to victory. They are the soldiers in the great battle of life, who 
deserve well of their country, and whose widows and orphans deserve 
our care and ion. In this discussion I pay a heartfelt tribute to 
the great army of the 1 obscure, who in every rank and walk of 
life, through all their days of care and toil, perform well the part to 
which they are called; and I hesitate with sincere reluctance to vote any 
added dollar for any cause to the burdens which are already so hard to 
be borne. 

I plead to-day the cause of the humble home, whose father, buried 
in an adjoining grave, did not go to the war, but with equal patriotism 
did his part in the great battle of life. It is not only the soldier ele- 
ment that we are to legislate for, but it is every element of the country 
in every part of the country. These are the conditions that stared in 
the face every man who had to pass an intelligent consideration upon 


this subject. 
The provision made by existing laws for pension is in its aggregate 
startling; I will not attempt to show that it is unreasonable. But Ido 


mean to say that before any increase of it ought to be made the neces- 
sity therefor should be demonstrated. The amount paid for pensions u 
to the 30th of June, 1885, is to be the sum of $765,092,640.18. 
To this must be added the sum of $60,000,000 appropriated for the cur- 
rent year. These te 8825, 095,640. 18. To this add the amount 
covered by the present bill, $75,754,200. These various sums aggregate 
$900,849,840.18, which is the sum that has been or will be paid under 
the laws as they now exist up to June 30, 1887. To this must be added 
that unknown sum which will have to be paid to those pensioners whose 
applications, yet undecided, will be allowed. How this may beis 
a mere matter of tion. Some have estimated it (as I see from 
the admirable and well-tempered speech of the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. CRISP) as adding enough to the present annual appropriation to 
require the annual expenditure of $125,000,000. Others make it much 
smaller, but it certainly will not be less than somewhere about $100,- 
000,000, and that for a series of years. 

Mr. Chairman, these figures do not of themselves create any very dis- 
tinct conception in our minds of their magnitude. I find in Spofford’s 
American Almanac that the assessable value of all p ies in the 
great State of Texas is 103,227, and in the prosperous State of Kan- 
sas $248,845,227, which, added together, is $810,948,510, which is over 
$14,000,000 less than we will have paid for pensions by the 30th of June, 
1886, Kentucky owns $423,775,589 and Iowa $465,747,387. These 
two States combined ($889,522,976) are $11,000,000 less than the amount 
we will have paid by the 1st of July, 1887, under existing laws, with- 
out the addition of a single pensioner to the rolls. The rich State of 
Illinois $796,341,326, which is in round numbers $29,000,000 
less than the amount we will have paid to pensioners by the end of this 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. Chairman, if we could make these dull figures instinct with 
life, if we could transform them into smiling landscapes, fertile fields, 
growing cities, loving homes—if we could see them turned into the 
implements of industry and the herds and flocks which graze upon our 
fields and bring comfort and prosperity into our homes, and then re- 
alize that these lands and homes and flocks have been, so far as value 
is equivalent thereto, paid in installments year by year under these 
laws whieh have been passed for the benefit of but a single class of our 
citizens, we might form some conception of the magnitude of these 


sums. 

Of course I do not mean to be understood as representing that all 
the sums mentioned have been paid to and for those who served in the 
late war, or that there will bea permanent annual diture of either 
$100,000,000 or $75,000,000. Part of the sum—in itself considerable, 
but relatively quitesmall—has been and will be paid on account of the 
war of 1812. And as the pending claims are allowed there will be an 
increase in the amount needed; then, the climacteric having been 
reached, there will be a gradual decrease. For how many years and 
to what extent this increase will continue no one can with any accuracy 
foretell. Certainly the amounts will reach up into the hundred mill- 
ions. And we may obtain some conception of the time this burden 
will rest on industry by looking at the pension-roll of the war of 1812. 

Seventy-one years ago that war ended—over two generations have 
passed away; and yet on June 30, 1885, there were 20,157 persons re- 


ceiving pensions on account of the services rendered by themselves or 
their husbands therein. Compare the mighty armies of the last strug- 
gle—the multitudinous host which demonstrated to an astonished world 
that America was the most warlike nation that the world ever saw; 
with the mere handfuls of men that on our northern frontier, that at 
Lundy’s Lane or the Thames, at the River Raisin or on the plains of 
Chalmette crowned the young mistress of the West with unfading glory, 
and we may perhaps realize how at the end of fifty more years the 
ion-roll, even though a list of honor, will be a burden; so that any 
increase of either rate or class means an increase of burden for at least 


fifty years. 

It will also be borne in mind that the object of the pension law is 
not to support, but itis to assist in su ing, its beneficiaries. It is 
impossible so to frame such a law as to help only those who absolutely 
need help. Such laws must be, in their nature and in their provision, 
general; applicable to classes as classes, and not to each individual in 
the peculiar circumstances of his particular case. The country does 
not undertake to furnish full support for all the on its pension- 
roll, nor would it be able so todo. So the rates must be adjusted to aid 
in the support of those who are its objects. 

Mr. the addition to the annual expenditures by the 
sage of this widows’ bill is estimated to be 86, 106, 922, which capital- 
ized at 4 per cent. is a real addition to our public debt of $152,673, 050. 
If our annual ee for pensions be no greater than the amount 
covered by the bill now under discussion ($75,754,200), it capitalized at 
4 per cent. is an addition to our fixed indebtedness of $1,893,855,000. 
In view of these figures and of wed mere condition of the country I 
for one am not willing to go any er in this road, which leads, first, 
to repeal of the limitation on the arrears of pensions; and, second, to the 
grant of pensions to every one whose name was borne on the rolls of 
the Army d the war. No one can estimate what cost awaits usif 
we pursue this further. 

It is the misfortune of this weak human nature of ours that the no- 
blest emotions may cause lower and meaner motives; gratitude and jus- 
tice to the soldier may give place to the attempt to gain or retain 2 
by means of extravagant pensions. I impugn no man's motives; I crit- 
icise the vote of no Representative; but history reveals the dangers 
which lie in wait. The expenditure is startling and destructive of every 
present hope of development, retrenchment, and revision. But this is 
not its worst effect. It emasculates the of our public men; it 
tempts to low views concerning public moneys, and it fosters a spirit of 
dependence on Government bounty. It may be years before—God grant 
it may be never—that stalwart men will fill the air with shouts of 
“í panem ae ludos!” ‘bread and games !” but this has been and may be. 
Let us appeal to the loftier spirit of self-dependence, the sterner love of 
independence, 

These soldiers are our brethren—bone of our bone, blood of our blood— 
and want us to be frank and just. To them I confidently appeal from 
the clamors made ostensibly in theirname. With them I am persuaded 
there is no desire to see heavier burdens laid on other people; they are 
not clamorous to live on the sweat of their neighbors and friends, of 
men as brave and as poor as they. I receive with some incredulity 
statements as to the poverty and sad necessities of any considerable 
number of the beneficiaries of these pensions. That some of them are 
in distress is undoubtedly too true. This is true of persons of every 
vocation in life. The t to keep the wolf from the door, the strife 
to make ‘‘tongue and buckle meet, the ceaseless battle against sick- 
ness, misfortune, weakness, no doubt has gone against some of the most 
worthy, This is the not uncommon lot of humanity. But that any 
considerable number of the Federal soldiers or their families are objects 
of charity or the inmates of poor-houses I can not believe. It is notso 
in my section; I never knew a Federal soldier in a poor-house. Asa 
rule they are well to do, fairly successful, and more than usually thrifty. 
The qualities which as a rule urged them to volunteer and to perse- 
vere—the energy, earnestness, courage, enterprise which made the Fed- 
eral Army what it was—characterize them in peace and bring their 
usual reward. 

Mr. Chairman, it can not be; it would be a slander on the army of 
conquest. I recall another disbanded army—the army of the con- 
quered—whose soldiers have received no pensions. These had borne 
four years of march and battle, had stoodin the opposing ranks exposed 
to the storm of shell and shot. They returned, not to prosperous com- 
munities rich and happy, not to homes of plenty, but to a Jand deso- 
late, Se aya in ashes. Without pensions they have fought the 
fight of life. 

Mr. Chairman, all these soldiers were of common blood; to-day they 
are brothers; and I will not believe, I can not believe, that those who 
were victorious in war have not been fairly successful in peace. 

For the brave soldier I have naught but esteem. To him who from 
conviction offered his life on the wager of the battle I uncover my head 
and offer my hand. By a tie of common manhood and like service we 
are brothers. To-day between us there can be no other rivalry than 
for our country’s good, for her glory. He who gave his services to his 
country can now do her no greater benefit than to call a halt in this 
wild chase for pensions. The day of reckoning must come; the day of 
payment will be the day of judgment. 
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The sober, solid, grave mass of the people I confidently believe agree 
with these views. For one, here I halt. 

I do not mean to say, sir, that I am not willing to put individals on 
those rolls who for some technical or other reason can not be placed 


upon the pension-rolls; nor that in certain specified cases, where the 
disability is of an exceedingly grave and painful character, I might not 
be willing to increase the rates received, or in some given case, for 
reasons peculiar to it, that I would not gladly vote whatever might seem 
to be just; and I am willing, and more than willing, to give to the 
veterans who in the Mexican war won for us an empire so vast and so 
rich and opened to us the gateway to other and not yet realized bene- 
fits some testimonial not only of gratitude, but of the justice of the 
country whose area they so greatly increased and whose pathway to a 
higher destiny they so gloriously widened. 

And I entreat that from this time forward you marry indissolubly 
in the same bill increase of pensions to the mode of raising the neces- 
sary revenue. No longer let the vast expenditures be hidden amid 
rhetorical generalities about our great wealth and overflowing coffers, 
but let us come down to the practical calculation of the wise builder in 
the parable, and see where and determine how the needed moneys are to 
be raised, If we will increase this debt torun for fifty years, let us ded- 
icate a tax to its payment—a tax to be as sacred as the debt. Then 
we will deal candidly with the country, with the tax-payers, with the 
pensioners, and with ourselves. It is either mere hypocrisy or folly to 
thus increase our expenditures to make promises so solemn, and then 
neglect to provide specifically for their payment. 

Now, when the coasts of the Republic are defenseless, when a de- 
pendent race enfranchised by the march of events needs careand educa- 
tion; when the fortifications have rotted on our coast and our has 
nearly disappeared from the seas; when the monetary system calls for re- 
vision and the tariff system calls for modification and reduction, I for one 
must halt before I go further in increasing either the lists of pensioners 
or the amounts that are to be paid them. When, sir, we are called upon 
to vote additions to these startling amounts, the additions in part to be 
borne by my people, I will not allowany man on this floor to challenge 
my vote for any past conduct of mine or anybody else. 

It is no answer to my conscience or my heart when men say to me, 
“ You must vote so and so or you will be suspected.“ I will vote as I 
believe the best interests of the people, for to-day and to-morrow and 
for years to come, require at my hands. 

There are other things I wished to say, but I have only a few mo- 
ments remaining. May I be pardoned, in conclusion, for a personal 
allusion. I feel I can speak with absolute frankness. I have no con- 
cealments; I have nothing to hide. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that I sepen in the vote that I have cast 
and that I may hereafter cast that noble and beloved constituency which 
has intrusted me with its representation. In its boundaries there are 
no animosities growing out of the war, nor has there been for years. 
May I be pardoned, merely to illustrate the condition of that district, 
a personal allusion? Of the two grown men who are dearest to me, 
one served four years in the confederate army, one four years in the Fed- 
eral Army; suckled at the same breast, instructed at the same knee, in 
early boyhood becoming motherless, between the three there is only 
confidence and affection. There was a fourth, for whom the mother 
gave her life, and who seemed to grow up with the sunny lovingness 
that made that mother dear to all with whom she came in contact. In 
the early flush of his young manhood he laid his life, a Federal soldier, 
upon the altar of his duty, and he lies at the feet of a venerable man 
whose earnest, intense, and able devotion to the Union of the States is 
well known among the people from whom I came. 

Standing by those graves and looking across the blue-grass sward 
can be seen in concentric circles the headstones of the Federal dead, 
and not far off on the slope of a beautiful hillside, under the shade of 
forest trees, stands the St. Anthony’s draped with the furled ban- 
ner on the broken flagstaff of a dead confederacy, guarding in its white 
purity the graves of those who gave their lives for that Scattered 
all over that beautiful cemetery are fathers and sons and brothers who 
served in opposing armies; and in the adjoining city, and through all 
the adjacent country, are those who loved those dead heroes, and live 
now in sweet accord, forgetful of all that was harsh and bitter, remem- 
bering with grateful piety only that which was brave and kindly and 
heroic. Among those people it has been my happiness to dwell, my 
hope to die, and there to lie until the resurrection morn, so that, when 
the sun of righteousness comes in the east, and I rise to meet its beams, 
the first sight upon which my risen eyes may fall shall be the faces of 
those who, however divided we may have been in our views of duty, 
were never divided in our love. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, with memories like these, with ties like these, con- 
scious of the rectitude of the motives which control the vote that I 
give, I shall meet with contemptall effort to intimidate, all purpose to 
misconstrue, speaking, acting, voting, as an American Representative 
on the floor of the American Congress, officially the full peer of any 
other Representative, come from where he may, whatever he may have 
been. It is our country, and I shall keep in view with ceaseless care 
her honor, her pi ity, and her glory, awaiting with calm confidence 
the decision of the tribunals to which Í am responsible, my own con- 


science and the generous people whose commission I bear. [Prolonged 
applause. ] 

Mr. LONG. I will yield forty minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I will be pardoned if I 
do not follow in the line of discussion which seems to have been taken 
during the last hour or two. On the other day, when the question of 
arrearage of pensions was under consideration, it was charged by my 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. Matson] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS], by indirection, that I had permitted the two whole 
years when I had the honor of being chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions to pass without bringing into this body a bill to re 
that iniquitous discrimination. I did not answer the charge then, fear- 
ing on the impulse of the moment I might be incorrect in my recollec- 
tion. Since that time I have examined the record, and I find no measure 


of that character went to the Committee on Invalid Pensions at any 


time during that Congress. Gentlemen of the House will remember 
that the arrearage limitation became a bar on the Ist day of July, 1880. 

The next Congress began on the first Monday of December, 1880, but 
a few monthsafter the limitation had taken effect, and in the mean time 
there had been but little public discussion in this connection; and, if I 
remember correctly, no bill was even introduced looking to this repeal 
at any time within that Republican Congress. 

I may say further, if necessary to doso in vindication of the commit- 
tee over which I had the honor to preside, that by the ruling of the 
Speaker it was not given jurisdiction of any general pension legislation 
whatever, all bills having reference to pension legislation of a general 
character being sent by the Speaker to the Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr. MATSON. Will my colleague from Indiana allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? I know he desires to be correct. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. I think his statement is substantially correct except 
as to the time when the first session began. It was December, 1881. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Atany rate I am correct in the substan- 
tial fact that no bills of that character were introduced and certainly, 
whether or not, they were not brought to the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions which had no jurisdiction of general legisla- 
tion with reference to pensions. But I do not care to answer farther 
in this connection. 

The next matter to which I wish to call the attention of the commit- 
tee is the charge so freely made that but for the action of the majority— 
the Democratic majority—the pensions of the widows of our dead sol- 
diery would not have been increased from the pitiful sum of $8 to $12 
a month. Now, sir, it is a matter of public history, and part of the 
records of Congress, that the proposition to increase the pensions of 
widows from $8 to $12 a month is of Republican paternity. The very 
first time it appears to have been offered was in the other branch of Con- 
gress—in a Republican Senate. It was not only attached to a priváte 
pension bill, and in that shape passing that body, but in the last Con- 
gress it was appended as an amendment to what was known as the Mexi- 
can pension bill and had the approval of a Republican Senate, in which 
shape it came from that body into this to sleep the sleep that knew no 
waking. How about that? The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAM- 
MOND] says it was appended to that bill for the purpose of killing it, 
not in good faith, not for the purpose of securing that small measure 
of justice to the widows of our dead. What is the truth? 

The Mexican pension bill was introduced by my distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and passed under a suspension of the 
rules, no opportunity given the House to amend it, and only the mea- 
ger opportunity of discussing it for thirty minutes, fifteen on each 
side; and when it went toa Republican Senate what wasdone? They 
appended to it by way of amendment, first, the proposition to increase 
the widows’ pensions from $8 to $12 a month; secondly, a proposition 
against which no man, in my opinion, dare vote who represents a North- 
ern constituency, and that was that when a pensioned husband and 
father died the pension should inure to the widowed wife and orphaned 
children in their own right without exacting proof that the husband 
and father died in consequence of the wound or disability for which 
he was pensioned. Another proposition was embodied in it to abro- 
gate that iniquitous requirement of pension practice, and perhaps of 
pension law, that compelled the pension claimant to prove affirma- 
tively that he was a sound man at the time the Government mustered 
him into its service. What more? It proposed to make sufficient 
proof of dependence on the part of the mother or the father, dependence 
on the part of the parents, that such parent was compelled to earn his 
or her subsistence by daily labor. It also proposed to give a pension 
to the worthy Union soldier who was disabled or indigent. 

These were the important provisions added to it by a Republican 
Senate, and when that bill came back here it came not loaded with 
these amendments for the purpose of killing the measure, but that 
while we were doing justice to the soldiery of the Mexican war we 
would do something in that way for the Union soldiery of this country. 
And I now say to gentlemen, if we are to give a service pension to men 
who were in the Mexican war for fourteen, thirty, or sixty days’ serv- 
ice in it, it looks to me as if it were a travesty upon justice and upon 
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the whole pension system if we are at the same time to deny a service 
pension to those men who marched through two, three, or four weary 
years in the dangerous and desolating war of the rebellion. 

But speaking of this Mexican pension bill. It came back into this 
House in ample time to pass. The amendments were accepted by the 
gentleman from Illinois who introduced the original bill, and he la- 
bored with me to get—what? To get a Democratic majority to consent 
to take up and consider that measure. That majority could have in- 
sured its passage, but it persistently refused todoso. It obstructed its 
consideration in every conceivable way. 

Vote after vote was taken upon the preliminary questions in this con- 
nection in this House looking toward the consideration of this bill with 
these amendments. In every instance—and I appeal to the record for 
the correctness of my statement, in every instance the Republican side 
of the House voted solidly for its consideration, and in every instance 
there was a sufficient number of filibusters on the other side to defeat 
it. That is history—indisputable history. 

The reason that this pension bill giving to the widows $12 pension at 
the suggestion of a Republican Senate was not passed before is that it 
was defeated by parliamentary strategy on the part of the gentlemen 
on the other side. They refused to pass it when they had the oppor- 
tunity. It is asked why the Republicans did not introduce this meas- 
ure before. I answer that when the necessity for the measure became 
apparent, when it was seen that old age was fast coming upon these wards 
of the nation, that their steps were becoming weary and their limbs fee- 
ble, that they were tottering heavy with age to the grave, that their 
wants were correspondingly increasing, then, if it not occured be- 
fore, it was believed but a measure of justice that this increase should 
be made, and the Republican Representatives gave it. 

But I come now to the consideration of a matter which more par- 
ticularly concerns me in this discussion, I need not say which side is 
responsible for haying introduced a partisan question into this discus- 
sion. It is here. It is immaterial to me from whence it came. It is, 
however, within the knowledge of every gentleman who heard the 
Representative from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] who began the discus- 
sion that he was not content simply to defend the proposed appropria- 
tion of $75,000,000 but sought to arraign the party to which I belong 
for having committed outrages upon the soldiery and upon the people 
by the adoption of a particular line of financial policy. Further than 
that by intimation he arraigned the late Commissioner of Pensions for 
the manner in which he conducted the business of his office, and paid 
aglowing compliment to that gentleman’s successor. My attention is 
called in support of that arraignment to a brief statement in the report 
of the Commissioner of Pensions to be found at the fourteenth page, 
in which he says: 

It is now an offense, prohibited by orders, as well as repugnant to all fairness, 
for any employé to act as the agent or attorney of any outside party. Yet, 
within a recent period, one clerk has confessed to the Commissioner that he 


acted as agent for one man in aiding to pre from three hundred to four 
hundred cases. This instance is only solitary in its extent, not its character. 


It would have been gratifying to the country, inasmuch as there was 
but one who engaged so extensively in the violation of rule and law 
that his name should be given. I would be glad to know what be- 
came of the fellow. Is he still in the Pension Bureau or has he been 
discharged? If so, when? Who was he? I should be glad and I 
think the gentlemen of the committee would be glad to know who the 
person is to whom reference is made. Let the country know who the 
rascal is. 

I concede that it is within the possibilities that among 2,500 em- 
ployés of the Pension Bureau there may have been one who so far for- 
got his duty as to have engaged in the business that has been attrib- 
uted to this man. It is not at all remarkable that such should be the 
case. In selecting public agents it is not always possible to get pure 
men, even when you have exercised the best possible judgment and 
have availed yourself of the best opportunities for information. In se- 
lecting a large number of agents you will occasionally catch a scoun- 
drel. It will always be so. 

Why, sir, this administration coming into power with the blare of 
trumpets, this administration that had proclaimed its purpose to purify 
the public service, this administration which if it has any character at 
all has made it, as claimed by its friends in the parlance of the day, 
in turning the rascals“ out and putting honest men in—yet this 
administration has not been altogether successful in this regard. For 
this morning in a newspaper I found a scrap of current history. It is 
stated that in looking about for appointees one of the first discoveries 
of the present administration was one Dr. Meiere, who was generally 
drunk, and occasionally indulged in the pleasing pastime of drub- 
bing his wife. After a while it found a fellow up in Colorado by the 
name of Judd, whose principal recommendation for office was that he 
was a convicted horse-thief. Aftera time Dunton got to be postmaster, 
after the courts had certified to his high moral character by a convic- 
tion for burglary. After a while Tyrer—I want you to remember his 
name—after serving two terms, nine years, in the penitentiary was 
with this record behind him received with rapture into the official em- 
braces of this reform administration. [Laughter.] 

And I do not stop here. There was Richard Board, who got into the 


mail service, and in thirty days he got out again, after having robbed 
the United States mail. And then coming down a little further to my 
own State we find Dowling designated for the important position of mail 

t, who was either upon his own confession a giver of bribes to cor- 
rupt public officials or an abominable liar. The probabilities are that 
he was both. And lastly, for I do not care to follow this long list to the 
end, lastly Conroy—my colleagues, some of them, will remember the 
name; it is a familiar name in the police circles of Indianapolis; it is 
somewhat familiar among the penitentiary convicts in Michigan City— 
this Conroy, adorned by the striped apparel of the State-prison convict, 
was afterward appointed to an important office to illustrate the beau- 
ties of civil-service reform. Great is democracy! 

I speak of these things simply to show that an administration confess- 
edly pure, that is doing its very best to purify the public service, may 
sometimes make mistakes and appoint men to office who are unfit for 
the high trust committed to them. 

If this administration, with all its pretensions to reform and purifi- 
cation of the civil service, and with the assistance of Eugene Higgins, 
can not secure appointees who are ble and honest, how in the 
name of God do you expect such a thing at the hands of the Republican 
party, to whom you have never given credit for any effort at purifica- 
tion? 

I come now to another branch of this question, which had very little 
to do with it when we commenced the discussion, but which seems now 
to play a very important part. I refer to that political machine,” 
known as the Pension Burean, under the administration of Colonel Dud- 
ley. In the last Congress the same charges we have heard here were 
freely made. A committee of the House was appointed to make an in- 
vestigation. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] was its chair- 
man. That investigation was thorough. I holdin my hand the record 
of it, containing two hundred and seventy-five pages of closely printed 
matter, It isalmost all devoted to Colonel Dudley, the then Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. The committee was raised to, in some manner or 
other, vindicate its chairman. He had, or thought he had, a grievance. 
After he had gone through with the investigation for six weeks, and ex- 
amined witness after witness, he was content to send out his report to 
the country with barely four lines of reference to Colonel Dudley and 
his execution of the duties of his office; and in those four lines he makes 
no charge. Iread them: 

The committee can do no more at this late period of the session than to sub- 
mit, without comment, the testimony upon the relation of the late Commissioner 
of Pensions, Colonel Dudley, and er officials of the Pension Office, to polit- 
ical work during the late election, 

That is the whole of it. The committee was content that the charges 
so freely made and so widely circulated should go to the country with- 
out any comment orexpression of opinion whatever as to what it proved 
or tended to prove. Now, what are the charges? The first charge is 
that Colonel Dudley prompted or directed in some way or other the 
special examiners of the Pension Bureau to interfere in the political 
campaign in the district of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
and in other districts in other States. I shall refer now to an impor- 
tant fact which I think the gentlemen on the otherside omitted to in- 
troduce. It was developed by this investigation, and is here in the 
archives of this committee. It is an order issued by Colonel Dudley, 
issued in good faith and published before that campaign began, and I 
now send it to the desk that it may be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, March 6, 1881. 
To Special Examiners: 


As the time approaches when politics become the universal and often sole 
topic of conversation, special examiners will find it more difficult than ever to 
obey the injunctions laid upon them when going out, that they should in no 
way participate while on duty (and, except when be tote leave of absence, they 
are always on spy’ in political discussions or work word or act. 

The functions o kaelal examiners are those of judicial officers seeking for 
the true facts in cases intrusted to them, and they will not only commend them- 
selves to the communities in which they respectively work but insure the best 
results to their work and themselyes by perfect reticence upon all topics of a 
political character; and itis hoped that each examiner will heed this timely 
warning, and to such effect that no just criticism can be made against them on 
this poma, ‘an 

ery res * 
wins i WILLIAM W. DUDLEY, 
Commissioner, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I assert that order was never violated 
with the knowledge or consent of Commissioner Dudley. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to print in this connection, with- 
out reading it, the testimony of Colonel Dudley taken before this commit- 
tee, which will be found at ‘page 261 of the committee’s report. I put this 
testimony of an upright truthful man before the country that it 
may judge between him and his accusers. ? 

I insert it here. Colonel Dudley, being interrogated by the chair- 
man, said: 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you not know that these men thro 
pecially in close districts, were representing themselves as 
ployment; that you were the Commissioner of Pensions, and that they were in 

our employment, and do you not know that everywhere, in all of the 

they were telli: sion claimants that, if they wanted the: 
they had better vote the blican ticket? 

The Wrrsess. No; I do not know it, and if I had known it I would have de- 

nounced any man who did it, 


hout the State, es- 


pensions, 


ing in your em- 
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The Cnainuax. Were not lists of claimants for pensions in the Pension Office 
furnished to such agents and to others in order that they might carry on politi- 
cal work in that 22 

The Witness. If there were it was done by yourself and others who were en- 
gaged in politicsand not by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Myself 5 others who were en; in politics in that State 
did not have anything of the kind. Do you say you did not know that that was 


ing on? 
sT Witness. No, sir; I ae not. Nobody has been 3 with such a list 
out oſ the Pension Office, with my knowl or conse 


e CHAIRMAN. Did you not know that these political agents in the State of 
Ohio} had those lists 

The Wirsess, I r a 

The CHAIRMAN. You say yu di norka know that? 

The Wrrxrss. Yes; I say it wi the emphasis that I can give to my de- 
nial; and I very much t Wer Pad should ask me such a question, for you 
know me well enough to know better than to ask it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do know that that was the case in the State of Ohio. 

The Wirxzss. It was not the case with my knowledge, and you know that it 
was not the case with my knowledge. 

CHAIRMAN. I know that men were representing themselves all over the 
State as acting in that capacity. 

The Witness. You wrote me a letter to that effect. and I answered it and told 
you thatit was notso. You wrote me a letter that the Pension Office was being 
used to your detriment. 

The CHAIRMAN. I ask that the letter be produced. I wrote protesting against 
admitting $25 contracts of claim agents. 

Vs hgh And I answered you immediately and told you that that was 
not case, 

The — — I wrote to you protesting against these contracts. 

The Wrrxess. No, sir; you wrote with reference to your own election matter. 
You said that thisthing was being used to your detriment, and I answered that 
that was not true with my knowledge and consent, 

The Caareman. I did write a letter 4 ou Lak a particular case, but not on the 
matter about which I have been exami: ning yo 

The Wirxess, You wrote me a letter ng that the business of the Pension 
Office was being used to your detriment, did you not? 

The CHAIRMAN. I wrote to you ee a special pension case. 

The Wirxrss. You wrote to me that the pension business was being used to 
your detriment, did you not 

The Cuarrmay. Produce the letter. I wrote no letter relating to this matter. 
I am not a witness on the stand. 

The Wrr ar. But Iam. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you deny that you knew that 

Republican committee and by yourself were mak 
throughout the State of Ohio? 

The Wrrsess, I do. 

Q. But you yourself were en while Commissioner of Pensions in con- 
e or helping to conduct the political 5 Ohio, were you not? 

A. Yes; but I had disengaged myself from the 1 had gone away from 
the office and was not seeking to control the office in any or form. 

Q. Did you sign any communications as Commissioner while you were there 

A Only. the one I have spoken of. 

Q, Mow did you sign the letter which you addressed to me? 

A. I signed it personally. 

Q. Are you sure of that? 

A. Iam very sure of it. You probably have the letter and you can produce it, 
I do not think you will say that I signed it as Commissioner. 

Q. You were drawing pay all this time from the Government? 

aS drew my pay up tothe 10th of November, as other officers of the Govern- 
ment did. 


si pagans employed by the 
ng such representations 


This evidence covers this ame and refatesit. I 
out comment. Ide y gentlemen who have taken part in 
tion of Colonel Dudley to produce any witness, 
pension t who is to say under oath that any of these 
officials, at any time or in any way, used or attempted to use, his official 
ae the purpose of influencing the vote of any man one way or 

e 

Next, it is charged that, for political purposes, the employés of the 
Pension Bureau were directed during a certain period to make no re- 
jections of claims, and that this was particularly the case during the 
months of September, October, and November, pending the elections of 
1884. To prove this the names of six witnesses are given, Smith, Far- 
don, Fisher, Chapman, and Sundell. I desire to print also, in connec- 
tion with my remarks, the testimony of each of these six witnesses on 
that subject. I wish I had time to have every word of it read in the 
presence of this House. Isay here and now, as to the testimony of these 
witnesses, that it does not in any manner charge or pretend to implicate 
Colonel Dudley in making any such order. 

I assert that no one of them pretends that such instructions came from 
Colonel Dudley or by his authority. I say further, that every one of 
these witnesses denies with emphasis that it was told them by any offi- 
cer or clerk of the Pension Office that this was intended for political 
purposes, Iassert that. Further, in this connection, I desire to put in 
the testimony of Mr. Comstock and of the then Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to show that the explanation of this whole matter was furnished 
to the committee. They had it in full, and it was unanswerable. Truth 
always vindicates itself. Further, the record shows that there was a 
time when the board of review became so crowded with business that 
it was thought best to suspend for awhile the further consideration of 
rejected cases in order that the board might have an opportunity to pass 
upon pension claims that had been already allowed. It was done that 
the soldiery of the country, whose claims had been passed on favorably, 
might have the benefit of their pensions. That explanation this com- 
mittee had, and itis contradicted by noevidence. Ths have looked through 
that volume of testimony. and I assert bere it is not controverted. Col- 
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it with- 


is persecu- 
examiner, or 


onel Dudley gives his explanation, and so does Mr. Comstock, who was 
in charge of the division where it was asserted this order had been given. 
These explanations will be put of record. 
Mr. MATSON. My colleague will allow me to ask whether he in- 
tends to have the testimony of those witnesses printed with his speech? 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Every word of it that is at all material. 
I will insert the evidence of the six witnesses named by my colleague 


[Mr. MATSON] here. 
The first of these is Charles S. Sundell. 


Q. What division are 

A. The Western division. 

5 Te division of which Mr. Comstock is the chief? 

Q. State whether or not, at any time after your return and prior to the Novem- 
ber election, you received any instructions from either of your chiefs, or any 
suggestion from either of your chiefs, or any order from either of your a 
touching the preparation of letters notifying claimants of rejected claims, 
if so, what, 

A. I did not. 

Q. 85 anything else in reference to rejected claims? 

. No, sir. 
Q You never received any such order? 
No, sir; not from one of my chiefs, 
Q. Did you receive it from any one? 

= No, sir; I was lead to believe, and I understood when I returned, that 
cases should not be rejected. 

Q. How did you get that information? 

A. From my co es round about me, as I had been away in September. 

Q. So that when you got back at the end of September you found that that 
was the practice in the office ? 

A. = My colleagues “ so, and I ewer ates: Samples 

* s 

g Was there delay in any 8 on 8 of political e 

. No, sir; 5 on my part. 

Q: Was the: any instruction or understanding from your ro on aa that an 
distinction ons to be made between Democrats and Republicans in the wor 
that bia 2 be done, or in the allowance or rejection of claims? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. No distinction was to be made as to the influence and rights of any mem- 
ber of 1 on account of his politics? 


A. 
Q. Every. claim was to be considered on its own merits? 
Yes. 


Q. Did you understand, at or about that time, that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior was of opinion that claims should be rejected by the board of review and not 
by an examiner or a chief of division? 

A. Yes; I was told so. 

Q. Ani f And the work 3 board of review was very crowded, was it not? 

A 


5 9 
a So that n your examination of a claim, if you found that, in 
rejected, that claim, under the view of the Secre- 


He said: 


‘ou in? 


October, o 
our e e it oberon y 
tary of the Interior, should d. tea sent to the board of review to be passed upon? 


. Yes 
g And that became the absolute law of the office, did it not, after Mr, Clarke 
, oc Commissioner of Pensions? 


2 mo yes 2 Commissioner in September, was he not? 
an Was r anything done 5 to be Sone; 8 yes > know, = 
e purpose of a ng one cal party or another in 8 e 
duties, of the Pension Office? pe 
o, sir. 


The witness implicates no one. No one will contend that it casts 
even a shadow on the official conduct of Colonel Dudley. 

The next witness is William Smith. He said: 

By the CHAIRMAN; 
2 pare sia To age, residence, and business. 
ara E years of age; I reside at 2339 E street, southeast; I am a clerk 

int 82 Pension Of 

Q. In what division? 

A. In the Western division. 
Q. What are your duties there? 

Iam ner in “dependent” cases. 
u know as to the — of the Pension Office in rejecting 


the late political cam 

a in relation to the practice of the Pension Office towards re- 
jected cases in the late campaign n to hold them up, by instructions from 
our superiors. That was the general understanding. 

Y During what months was that the practice? 

A.I think in the latter part of Septem and October. 
Q. 2 The: were cases up in the office in that way to your knowledge? 
y were. 

oY. ou state that they were held up under instructions from your superiors, 
State who your superiors were. 

A. My assistant chief of division, George N. Smith. I do not know of anyother 
omar who gave those orders except he. He was the one who was acting on 
the work of our section as reviewer. He reviewed our work on rejected cases. 

00 fos Re ees Sees — 

It was from him that these instructions cam: 
4. You did not inquire, I suppose, Whether te he 8 such instructions from his 


superiors or not? 
. No, sir; I made no inquiry whatever. I simply obeyed orders and kept the 
claims on my desk. 
Q. In such cases do you receive orders from your immediate superior? 
A. Yes; that is the custom of the office. 


Now comes T. F. Kinney, who testifies on this point as follows: 
By the CHAIRMAN : 

Q. State yoa age, residence, and position. 

A. Iam 18 years oſ age; I residein Washington, D. C.; Iam an examiner in 

the Pension Office. 

Q. State what pareat = the Pension Office you are in. 

A. The western divisi 

Q. Give the name of the: chief of your division. 

A. Mr. Comstock. 

Q Give the names of the assistant = under him, 
. Mr. Green and Mr. George N. Smith. 
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Q. State what you know about an order or direction from any superior to hold 


Sp ected cases and not report 
Smith came on the floor one day and was conversing with some other 
3 there. In his conversation with them I understood him to say that 
we were notto write letters of rejection, but to lay the rejected claims aside for 
the present, 
* * 
Q. State, if WED: can, the exact language of Mr. Smith ioe holding u up cases, 
A. Lean noi state his exact language. 
Q. State the substance of it. 
A. The sum and substance of it was, when cases came back from the board of 
review 9 letters of rejection to lay them aside. 
Q. And not to write the letters? 
ows To let the other work go on and attend to everything else in preference to 
em. 


Here is the witness upon whose evidence the gentlemen draw for their 
whole case. 
. L. 5 ree 


s s + 
Q- Dos oon RAN 3 in 3 to rejected cases? 


4 State what it was. 

A. [remember that Mr. Smith, the second assistant chief of the division, came 
to my desk, stood near me and said, “If you have any claims for rej do 
or them at present, but hold them u 3 
sap state how long you were to hold them up? 


＋ Whats time was that? 

A. I think it was about the first or second week in October, I do not recollect 
the time exactly, 

£ A order; you understood to be general throughout the division? 


2 Was anything said about the reason for that order? 
A. No, sir; not by him. 


re re was the understandin among the clerks? 
I understood it was for political purposes. 
g; Was that the understan: among the clerks? 


A. I do not know about the examiners coer amd I understood it so myself. 
Q Was it talked of among the examiners 
It was talked of some, but it has been talked of more since the election, 
8. . at that time? 
A, 
Q. And so far as the talk went, it was the understanding that the order was 
for political effect? 
. I can not recollect what was said about it. 


o 
a to 5 


a case for rej if the 8 on 
T 23 the 3 board and let the board take the responsi- 
bility of and if it was on legal grounds, I let my superior officer take 
the responsibili 


Q. During this time no letter of rejection was written to claimants? 
g eee laims and iy clai ts? 
any ol n e glalman 
October I rejected two 


A. In two cases, In the first case I notified the claimant. 
In the second case rejection came to my desk on the morning of the day 
that I left for my home (the 31st of October), That was a Kansas claim. After I 
returned back I notified the claimant of the rejection. 

Q. 9 ou did reject two cases? 

A. That is, the medical board rejected one of them. 


Q. You did 8 to the board after you got that order? 
A. I did not have any to refer. 
reject ee id you resume the examination of these cases and report any for 
n 


. I resumed their examination the first Monday after the November elec- 
in when I returned to the office. 

Q. Do you recollect how many cases you rejected in September altogether? 

A. One or two. 

Q. And how many in November? 

A. Not any. 

Q. How many in December? 

A. The medical board rejected two of my cases and the legal board rejected 
one, TEN Thad eee = see 

* 


Q. If I NAA dap — rightt the ENA that was made to you by Mr. Smith 


V iau 
2 eee eee . 

. That is all that I remember he 
&. I understood 


further from your testimony that you a yang te right on, fol- 
lowing the course which you had already pursued in regard to the rejection or 
3 of claims? 


8 5 vou had a claim which you thought it your duty to reject, you said so? 
Q. 2 during the month of October two rejected cases? 


g One of those was rejected by the board of review and you wrote the letter 
l e aa ection? 

Q. The other was rejected, but coming on your desk the morning of the gen 
ay = left — ware of absence you did not have time to notify the party? 

Q. So that ria course was not changed in theslightest degree by the remark 
mdoa = Smith? 

Q. Do} you know of any distinction being made between Democraticand Re- 
pies - of Congress in the matter of giving preference to claims? 

do 

Q. Do’ you know of anything being done or any instructions or orders being 

piven by) by goa superiorsto do anything for the purpose of its having any polit- 


A. Noe = 


The evidence of the six named witnesses closes with the statements of 
Fisher and Farden, which I now insert. 


William T. Fisher sworn and examined. 
By the CHAIRMAN : 
Q. State your residen and position. 
i vars Aaa anir iein years of age; my residence is Washington, D. C.; Iam 


What class of cases have you e eof? 
A. Invalid and increase and new di ty cases. 
Q. State what An know about orders not to — of rejection dur- 


ing the months o — T, October, and Novem 
I received a ver order from N. Smith, second assistant chief of 
division, that if I had any claims to reject I should ay them on oneside. 
2 Bogs eee any reason given why you should lay them on one side? 
o, Sir. 
2 Was there ee said about it? 
A. Not at that tim 
Q. How long has Mr, George N. Smith held the position of assistant chief of 
the 1 vision? 
A. I think he was made second assistant chief in May or June, 1881. 
Q. How long did he continue in that position? 
A. Deine t position now. 
through him now as they did before? 
of the widows’ claims. 
he give this verbal order that notices of rejected cases were 


A. I can not give the exact bg Aang I 1 it was in September. 
ng was 


A 

Q x he * anything about its continuance until after the clection? 
Q. 
A. 


Les. 
2 — — with a view to doing justice to claimants? 


Q. Without distinction as to the men who present the claims, but with cach 
ons 8 on its own merits? 


J. D. Farden sworn and examined. 
By the CaArrmmMAN: 


Q. State your age, residence, 8 

A. Iam twenty-three 8 age; Tress at 216 D street northwest; Iam a 
clerk in the Pension 

Q. What are your duties? 

Examining invalid, claims. 

. Q. State w you received any instructions respecting claims for 
tion during the month of September or October last; and if so, what y 
were. 

A. I do not recollect the exact time, but Mr. Smith, the assistant chief, told me 
—— ut the Ist of October. I think) no more cases were to be rejected there. 

ere was no reason given for it, and I rejected no more claims after that time, 


I think. 
Q. Until what time? When did F 
. eee a case since then, but my record will show. 
ey tr hen a ds ‘or on? 


à that time what 
s o with cande of that kind? 


C — 
= I was on my leave from September 10 un eptember 29 think, and when 


CSVVSC0V0V0V00õeF haek prr eeg m, siete oe my desk. I 
did not take . The general practice is to take up meri- 
torious cases and put 
Q. State whether or not . 
ipa 8 that no 5 were to bo made at that 
That appeared to be the general understanding. 
This evidence nowhere and in no way connects Colonel Dudley with 
these vague orders and directions about the cases. Indeed itis 
shown that whatever directions were given in connection were given 
by George N. Smith in October or November, and after Colonel Dudley 
had resigned and gone to Ohio. It is passing strange that N. 
Smith was not called by this truth-seeking committee to make a state- 
ment of the facts. Again it will be observed that all that was said 
about this having any political significance was ered from idle and 
ble rumor. But on this point Colonel ey testifies as fol- 


among examiners in 


I see from the course . Sropapar aa asked and from some of the 8 
that there is a ve ent misa sion about the matter of rejected 
claims; and it will aie me great p the committee will allow me, to 
state what my order was on that 1 — Up to about 10th of February, 1853, 
the 5 8 after the constitution of the review 


where the case 
wie . and the board of review was so much inclined to get behind 
ith it, that I went to the board of review frequently (perhaps , e 
revious to the issuing of this order of 10th of F February, 1883), and asked 

the ine vidual reviewers to give me, as near as could, the percentage of 
cases submitted to them for rejection which in their judgment should not bead- 


mitted or continued for further testimony and sent back to the division for that 
p * e do sy now remember the result of my uiry, but the percentage of 
‘ificant that it convinced me that much of the time ofthe 


high-priced lat — — and valuable service was being spent on dead 8 That 
is to say that the board of review was fegar time in reviewing evidence in 


rejected cases and finally a e action of the examiner to an extent 
e e sending to them of that class of cases, On that I issued 
order o 


10, 1 after a tty full consultation with my deputy 
— * l * 


“CIRCULAR, 
1. Hereafter all cases submitted to the review board shall be upon an opinion 
for 5 with the exception named in last paragraph! 
That is, the last paragraph in this circular. 
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FWW of order No. 65, concerning re- | A. I understood that the board of review at that time was in a crowded con- ` 
cases’ 


ect 

Which reads: 

“That no cases shall be rejected until every SYA poate of information is 
exhausted, unless the rejection be clearly on legal poin 

“3. Where an examiner is in doubt as 8 the proper 5 case should be 
rejected by him except upon consultation with The chief of his 1 

4. Where cases are rejected by an examiner tt the chief of division should al- 
low the proper credits on his records therefor 

Without such a regulation as that, it will be ‘readily even that examiners would 
be pushing for admitted so as to keep up their records, at the expense of 
eases which should be rej This was so there should be no unfair ad- 
vantage taken of it. 

But if afterwards called up and admitted se hin ata onthe eee 
a sae charge for errors in each case so reversed shall made against such 
examiner,’ 

The object of that paragraph was to secure deliberation and carefulness on the 
part of the examiner. 

“5. Chiefs of divisions will not permit the consideration of new evidence in 
rejected cases or re-examination of rejected cases reo erefor, to the hin- 
drance or delay of cases that may be submitted for admission; and in answer to 
communications calling up rejected cases, will close the correspondence, if pos- 
are oe using the prope r e in response. 

This circular-order does not apply to cases submitted from the 8. E. D., 
nor io claims filed Pesce July 1, 1880, that are rejected on the ground of no dis- 
al ty. 

In that connection I would like to read a previous order No, 80. It is as fol- 


lows: 
“PENSION OFFICE, April 26, 1882. 

ordered, In all cases where report of a medical examination shows no dis- 
ability, and other evidence tends to show that the disability actually exists, the 
claimant shall receive another examination by ob crea ord facta i if 1 
or another surgeon, with specific instructions thecase; 
and where this examination shows no disability, no „ ns shall be 
allowed to continue after the date of such a report unless so ordered in writing 
by the Commissioner or one of the deputy commissioners.” 

That, so long as I remained Commissioner, was the practice of the office as 
settled by these orders; and the result was, I thought, eficial to the service. 
It insured a review of rejected cases by a competent officer of the division, and 
did not encumber the board of review with cases which were submitted for re- 
jection. I know nothing of my own cer. knowledge as to any change of 
the order, but jud ing ore! Ba test N here, I sn seo the im- 

rder was to 


ression pre 
pee sent to the 8 robo heresttor instead of bein; TES in the division 
as that order provided. It is apparent to me, from t 
that the impression prevailed thatit was not beneficial for the examiner to 
his time 5 rejecting cases. That is all, I think, oe rj in it, and I think that 
that explains the mater. 
an = 12 action in that regard have any political significance, one way or 
e other 
A. None under Heaven. It had nothing whatever to do with politics in can A 


fioe, and {should Imagine that tho 


This ought to be satisfactory to every tir and candid man whatever 
his politics. 
ow, John M. Comstock was chief of the division to which George N. 
Smith and the six witnesses whose evidence wastaken belonged. What- 
ever was done in regard to rejected cases he knew. * he says is as fol- 
lows: 


Q. Reine ALOT bas bomigtven ta trad crdaclaaned, ortoan eee oe 
had in your division, that pension cases were not to be rejected 
litical campaigu. State first if yon, as the chief of that di — AeA ga 
or unoflicially, ever made any such order or suggestion to anybody. 

A. Never, to anybody. 

Q. State whether any ‘action of that sort (I mean holding up claims and not re- 
jecting them) was 5 by yourself, or by any one else with your knowledge, 
Sunog ae fall of 1834. 

Q. At that time, or prior to it, had not adjudicating examiners been in the 
oe n dad te . habit of submitting them fi 3 to the chief of 

been in for n o 
ri division or to the assistant chief, nee did reject claims them- 
selves. 

Q. But if they concluded that a claim should be re rome a they submitted it 
cither to the chief of the division or to the assistant ch: 

A. Yes, recommending such a thing. 

Q. Do you know, of your own knowledge, of Mr. Green or Mr. Smith ever is- 
iaf any order as to the rejection or non-rejection of claims during the fall of 


. [have no knowled dge of any such order, and never supposed there was any- 
thing of the kind until recent occurrence. 

Q. You have heard or read some of the testimony given on that subject before 
this committee? 

A. Yes; I read some of it and I heard some of it. 

Q. If any casc was held back by any eppen d examiner 39 the fall ot 
184 and indre to the enor ra for political and partisan purposes that you know 
of, I wish you would state it. 

A. Lhave no knowledge 7 ee prety held back in fact, either in my 
division or any other division. I never knew be rea paina held back for par- 
tisan purpose—I mean during Mr. Dudley's administra: 

Q. I mean at any time in the fall of 1884. I refer to . — would be ordinarily 
ee in the campaign of 1884. 

Never. 

g State to the committee whether the Secretary of the Interior at any time 
intimated to you or to the Pension Office that he thought the rules should be 
changed in reference to the rejection of claims. 

A. I am not acquainted with the Secretary of the Interior, and of course he 
never Aung Un anything to me. I heard in DODE GA the fore part of Octo- 
ber, I think), that the Secretary was dissatisfied with the action of the office in 
some cases; 'that is, that he thought the adjudicating division was rejecting 
cases which ought not to be rejected, and that he did not know 1 — 45 * why 
cases should not be rejected by the board of review as they re- 
viously—that is, that the board of review should act upon all cases or rej privet r 
In other words, it was the ieee | that the did not approve of 
a chief of division or an assistant chief of division rejecting a claim upon a tech- 
nicality, and wished that cases for rejection would be submitted to the board of 
review just precisely the same as cases for admission. 

Q In other words, the Secretary teera that the rule should be changed. 

. Yes; that was my understandin; 
3: What was the condition of the 5 in the board of review at the time? 


dition. I mean by that that the board had a great many cases which it had not 
been 2 to work Ae; and which the reviewers had not been able to reach. 

this understanding of the wish of the Secretary of the In- 
6 2 7 5 cases should not be rejected except by the board of review, was not 
an oe! to that effect afterward issued? 

T need not pursue this point further. I leave it where the evidence 
leaves it, and am content that the sincere and impartial of all parties 
shall pass upon it. 

I want to go now to the next point. It is said that Colonel Dudley 
went to Ohio to engage in political work. He did. Before he went 
he tendered his resignation. The fact that he had resigned was known 
everywhere. The news of the event went from one end of the Repub- 
lic to the other. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman mean to say that he had re- 
signed or had simply filed his resignation, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I mean to say that he had resigned, 
his resignation to take effect by its terms on the 10th day of Novem- 
ber following. 

Mr. ROGERS. Exactly. 

Mr. BROWNE, of 9 I intend further to say that from that 
time forward he disconnected himself absolutely from the Pension 
Office except in a matter to which I shall call attention if my time 
does not expire before I get to it. I hope gentlemen will not inter- 
rupt me further. I assert that he resigned; and it was known by the 
country that he had resigned. 

It is charged in the next place by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] that Colonel Dudley, while performing political work at Co- 
lumbus, made his headquarters in the pension paying office. I deny 
soci such was the case. Just before Colonel Dudley went to Ohio for 

urpose of taking charge of the political campaign there (which I 

ped ER he did), he went to that State with one of his sons to put him 

in college. For they grow great men in Ohio; they are indigenous to 

that soil. While there upon that business Colonel Dudley very naturally 

called at Columbus, Where he was the guest of the pension agent; and 

while he was there gentlemen called on him socially and in no other 

way. When subsequently he went to Ohio to engage in the campaign 

he made his headquarters in the rooms of the Republican central com- 
mittee and nowhere else. 

Next, it is said that he continued to perform the duties of Commis- 
ae after tendering his resignation; and my amiable friend and col- 

eague [Mr. Matson] refers to the Noble telegram. Why, sir, the 
Nek telegram was sent on the 5th of September before Colonel Dud- 
ley’s resignation, and all there was in it was that he directed a special 
examiner, then in New York, to report for duty to a special examiner 
in Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would be glad to ask the gentleman 
whether he denies that Colonel Dudley returned to Washington and 
assumed the duties of Commissioner after his resignation had been sent 
in? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman had permitted me to 

continue I would have come to that point, for I nes oh nothing to dis- 
in this case. I want to put in the Rxconp the testimony of Mr. 
e, the first assistant Commissioner, who says—and he certainly 
was not particularly friendly to Colonel’ Dudley—that during all the 
time Colonel Dudley was absent in Ohio he did not perform or assume 
to perform, so far as Mr. Clarke knew, any of the duties of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, except to sign one letter, perhaps inadvertently. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Did he not write a letter saying he was 
here to assume his duties? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Gentlemen, I give you what Major Clarke 
said: 

Bhe Did he act as Commissioner, or assume to act, while ho was in Ohio and 

. tte the office? 
. R to any of the nts or 
ocean of the office? J i so 

A. Not that I know of. It is ee that in some communication written in 
me he may inadvertently have signed his name as “ Commissioner.” Idon 
know that that is the fact at all, but it may have been so. If he did that, I vad 
2 om what force it might have; but I certainly did not regard it as official 


Did h. d ith the office in his official fi 
GUM DME MERE RE TORT CT ab a 

A. If he did, I did not so regard it, I gan not tell what his motives may have 
been or what he intended to do, but I can say that I did not Di 8 any com- 
munication that he may have written to me from there as offici as coming 
from him as Commissioner. 

When he returned to Washington he did complete his official report. 
It was unfinished when he left. When he came back he did finish up 
some uncompleted business, which, however, began during the time he 
was in fact the Commissioner of Pensions; but he did no more than 
affix his signature and close up the business; that was all. It is true 
that he did receive his salary from the time he went to Ohio until the 
date when his resignation took effect. He did this with the consent of 
the authorities, and I assert he did it rightfully. I happen to know, 
what I believe many of my colleagues know, that long after the hour 
of 4 o’clock, when the ordinary rg teers of the Pension Office were at 
home, Colonel Dudley remained at desk examinin ion records. 


g 
This work often extended into the weary vigils of the night. Indeed, 
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it is my impression there was scarcely a night when his labors were not 
continued in this way long past office hours. 

When he left the office it was his habit to take with him to his home 
voluminous records; and when other gentlemen were engaged in recre- 
ation he was endeayoring to adjust the demands of these men who had 
claims pending in his burean. He performed more service in propor- 
tion to the pay he received than any other public servant ever did 
within my knowled I know of no officer who performed so much 
work or who had be a responsibility as the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and I can say that of the office now as well as then. He received 
no penny he did not earn—fairly and honestly earn. 

I must hasten on, for I have but a minute or two remaining. I want to 
refer to the charge that Colonel Dudley gave certain courtesies to Mator 
Grubbs, who was the adversary candidate of my distinguished friend 
from the Greencastle district [Mr. MATSON]. Now, the first thing that 
strikes me as being novel about this alleged crime against propriety is 
that Colonel Dudley, sharp, calculating man as he is represented to be, 
should have left every word of that correspondence both from and to 
Major Grubbs on the permanent records of the Pension Office. It was 
put among the official papers, and those official papers are now given 
out, not only to be bandied about in the discussions of this question 
on this floor, but to be taken into the secret precincts of Democratic 
caucuses. Not only this, but the official correspondence, so far as I 
know, has been dug into from the top stratum to the very bottom in 
the hope that something would be found that would rise up in judg- 
ment against the late Commissioner of Pensions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have never taken occa- 
sion, I believe, to address the House for a full hour in my life; and I 
hope, in consideration of the mercy I have shown, I may be allowed 
either to finish what I desire to say in this line, or to extend my re- 
marks in print. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the time of the gentleman from Indiana may 
be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is speaking in the 
time of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will al- 
low the gentleman from Indiana to go on now and finish his remarks. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I say frankly, while I am not anxious 
to be heard, I am anxious to complete this record. 

Mr. LONG. I have no objection to allowing the gentleman from In- 
diana to proceed now, if he can do so in his own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be extended. 

Several MEMBERS. How eae. 2 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ithink I can get through in fifteen min- 
utes. I will do the best I can. Let me have twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to granting an extension of 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana in his own right? The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I comenow, Mr. Chairman, to that part 
of the charge that Colonel Dudley interfered with the matter of elec- 
tion in the district of my distinguished colleague [Mr. Matson]. I 
said it was a singular feature in this case that all the facts, that every 
line of correspondence so far as we know, is a of the public record 
of the Pension Office. It is usual, I think, when crime is committed, 
or any transaction takes place in which the perpetrator is conscious 
there is wrong, the evidence of it is concealed. In this case, and I 
hope the example will be followed by the excellent gentleman who 
succeeds Colonel Dudley in this case, all the correspondence, even where 
it alludes to politics, has been left on file to be seen by all generations 
who are to come after us. 

What is it? I can not in the time allowed me refer to all the evidence 
which is pertinent to the question at issue, but I will take leave to pub- 
lish it with my remarks when they come tobe printed. I want all the 
evidence in the RECORD bearing on this question, because I wish Colonel 
Dudley judged not by what gentlemensay about him in heated debate, 
but what the proof really shows. 

I assert now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from that evidence that 
every one of these charges, so far as they assume to implicate Colonel 
Dudley of a partisan purpose, there is on the contrary not a shadow of 
proof to sustain them. f 

What are the facts? John M. Comstock is a man than whom no more 
honorable gentleman ever held officeunder a Republican or Democratic 
administration. My colleague, Mr. MATSON, knows to himself and 
myself he extended every courtesy we could ask. Henever denied any 
to either of us. If he was not an exemplary gentleman, after an ac- 
quaintance of four or five years with him, then I must confess I am 
not a judge of human character. 

Mr. Comstock testifies in this case that Colonel Dudley told him to 
extend to Major Grubbs all the courtesies he extended to members of 
Congress. Whynot? Why, wasnot Major Grubbs an honorable man? 
Was he not like himself a distinguished soldier in the service of the 
United States? Was he not like my distinguished friend a candidate 


for Co „ and did he not receive that distinction by an expression 
of confidence at the hands of a large and respectable party? What was 
there wrong about it? 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow me to have a letter read? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suppose it is one found last night after 
the adjournment? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will let the whole record be printed. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman will yield to me I will have the 
letter read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. You will have your o unity. Ido 
not care what it is. I undertake to say if the letter is there it is a part 
of the records of the Pension Office. I regret this whole correspondence 
did not fall into the hands of the President. He would have treated it 
as confidential. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MATSON. It fallen into the hands of Cleveland, and we 
are now opening the books. 1 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. t me say to you, in the language of 
Holy Writ, another book will be opened before them, and those whose 
names are not found in it will be consigned to that place where there 
A mening and wailing and gnashing of tecth. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MATSON. 
read? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will not now, but will proceed with 
what I have to say. I wasexplaining that the courtesies of the Pension 
Office extended to any reputable citizen is not a breach of any duty im- 
pe on the Commissioner of Pensions. Itis just what he ought to do. 

can call attention to Democrats and Republicans alike, not candidates 
for any office, to whom this privilege has been accorded. He did it 
generally to responsible gentlemen who were not in interest for or 

inst a pending claim. 

Oh! but it is said he furnished the official See e of the Pension 
Bureau to Major Grubbs. I assert that Mr. Com: explicitly denied 
any such order. The language of the Commissioner was that Mr. Com- 
stock should extend to Mr. Grubbs the courtesies usually accorded to 
members of Con and to answer his letters promptly. He denied 
it went further that, although he interpreted that to include the 
furnishing of official envelopes. lonel Dudley denies with emphasis, 
under oath, any such envelopes were sent with his knowledge or in 
pursuance of his instructions. But what if were? Every claim- 
ant receives his communications from the office under their cover. 
They are thus sent to them through members of Congress and through 
agents and attorneys, and why not when passed through the hands of 
a citizen? In that case these envelopes simply subserve the purpose 
for which they were authorized by law. 

But I deny that there is evidence upon the record from any living hu- 
man being showing that any official envelope was sent to Major Grubbs 
by Colonel Dudley’s direction. Iadmit that Major Grubbs was a Repub- 
lican candidate for Congress, and that Colonel Dudley in that contest 
was in sympathy with him and hoped for his success, but I suppose it is 
quite as reputable and as much in the line of duty for a Republican 
Commissioner to grant the courtesies of his office for the purpose of for- 
warding the prospects of his political friends as it is for a Democratic 
Commissioner to spread all over the pages of an official report slander 
after slander and calumny succeeding calumny against his predecessor 
in office for the purpose of promoting the success of his own party. If 
8 can stand by the one record, we will try to stand by the 
other. 

This seems a pro 
Mr. Comstock and 
M. Comstock said: 


Q. State to the committee what you know about Mr. Grubbs having the priv- 
ilege of calling up cases on Congressional blanks, and of having 8 
er him, inside of others, just the same as they are sent to members of 


ngress. 3 

A. What I know in regard to that is that Mr. Dudley, the Commissioner of 

Pensions, told me that he wasa friend of Mr. Grubbs; that there had been some 

calls made Grubbs; that Mr. Grubbs was a candidate for Congress; and 

udley) wished me, as a matter of courtesy, to see that these calls 

were answered. That was about all. I know nothing about penalty envelopes. 
He sent up Congressional slips, 

By Mr. ROGERS: 

Q. Who sent them up? 

A. Mr. Dudley, the Commissioner of Pensions. They did not come from Mr, 
Grubbs, Mr. Dudley said that he wanted I should give themattention. Hesaid 
that Mr. Grubbs was a candidate for Con from the State of Indiana and 
was a friend of his; and I considered this in the shape of an order. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Did Mr. Dudley direct you to let Mr. Grubbs have penalty-envelopes? 

A. No, sir; but I sup that that followed. We treated him as if he were 
a member of Congress. 

Q. Who was Mr. Grubbs running inst? 

A. Ihave learned that he was running against Mr. Matson. 

Q. Did you know it at the time? 

A. No, sir; but 1 learned it soon afterwards. 

Q. Did ou under those instructions allow Mr. Grubbs to call up cases on Con- 
5 blanks, and did vou send out penalty envelopes to him in the same 
manner as to members of Congress? 

A. Certainly. I directed that Mr. Grubbs be treated exactly as a member of 
Congress. This was done by thedirection of the Commissioner of Pensions and 
by no power of my own. 


Will the gentleman allow me to have the letter 


t place for the insertion of what was sworn to by 
lonel Dudley as to the Grubbs transaction. John 
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Q. Iassume that if you did it you did it under the directions of somebody, and 
that you were simply ing out your instructions? 

A. Yes, sir; Icarried out my instructions as well asI could in the ordinary 
way. 

By Mr, HART: 

Q. In that case Mr. Dudley directed you to treat Mr. Grubbs with the same 

3 as you would treat a member of Congress? 
es 


A. 5 

Q. In carrying out that, Mr, Grubbs took such slips as we have had exhibited 
eres aps made inquiries on them in reference to the conditions of pension 

aims 

A. I think so. 

Q. That was your understanding? 

A. Yes; I suppose so. 

Q. And when these slips came in the condition of the case would be ascer- 
ey by the proper examiner ? 


g And a letter written to the claimant ? 

Q. And an official envelope directed to the claimant? 

7 And that inclosed in an official envelope directed to Mr. Grubbs 7 
ya = that he can forward it to the claimant? 


. Yes. 

Q. In other words, you did precisely with Mr. Grubbs as you would do with 
me if I sent an inquiry to the office? s 

A. Precisely. 
7 Ta is, the condition of the claim is ascertained ? 

Ves. 


Q. And a statement of the condition is put in the form of a letter addressed to 
Ler eens . 
. Yes. 
Q. And that letter addressed to the claimant is inclosed in an envelope ad- 
dressed to me? 


A. Yes. 
z j * the letter to the claimant is put in an envelope addressed to him and 
gs 5 in the envelope addressed to me? 
. Yes. 
‘The CuarrMay. You treated Mr, Grubbs just as you would treat Mr. Hart? 
The Wirxess. Yes. 
By Mr. HART: 
Q. Ifa claim agent or an attorney or a private citizen of any sort were to write 
a — 15 the Pension Office, in what kind of an envelope would the answer be 
return 
A. Ina penalty envelope. 
= an the same kind of envelope which you use with Mr. Grubbs? 
Ves. 


The following is Colonel Dudley’s statement: 


Q. I wish to ask = some questions about Mr. Grubbs. Youstated yesterday 
that yon gave Mr. Grubbs the same right to call up cases that you gave to Mr, 


The WITNESS. Did I say so? 

The CHAIRMAN, I think so. Did you give him that right? 

The Wrrnxss. No, I not. 

The CrarmMan, Then Mr. Comstock’s testimony is not true? 

The Wrrxrss. You are testifying when you say that, Mr. Comstock was in- 
structed by me to answer Mr. Grubbs’s inquiries as promptly as possible; and in 
8 —— he was authorized to say that the answers were given at Mr. 

Q. ‘Then you did not give instructions to allow Mr. Grubbs to call up cases on 
Congressional blanks? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Did you authorize Mr, Comstock to inclose penalty envelopes to Mr. Grubbs? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. You did not authorize him to do that? 

A. No, I did not, 

Q. Did you authorize thatin any case except to members of Congress and 
Government officials? 

A. I never have authorized it in any other case than to members of Congress 
and Government officials, 

3. Then youdid not auhtorize Mr. Comstock (I want that to come out plainly) 
to inclose answers to Mr. Grubbs in penalty envelopes and to allow him to call 
up cases on Co: ional blanks? 

A. No, sir; and Mr. Comstock did not say so ia his testimony. 

Here I leave this matter and pass from it to return to it no more. It 
did not deserve the consideration it has received. 

Another thing, it is said in pursuance of this a board of examining 
surgeons was appointed at Major Grubbs’s suggestion at the city of Mar- 
tinsville. You have heard the correspondence in regard to that. There 
may have been an imprudent, or, if you please to put it so, an improper 
suggestion in the letter of Major Grubbs. The record is there; the coun- 
try may judge of it; I do not care to discuss its terms, But let us come 
to the action of the commission, which is assailed. A board of 
was appointed at Martinsville. Should it have gone there? onel 
Dudley, in his response to Major Grubbs's letter, says that the matter 
shall be referred to the proper officials in the bureau; that their opinion 
shall be taken as to its propriety; and that if it is a proper thing to be 
done, it shall be done. Would any Commissioner have said less? 

Oh, I wish we could turn inside out all the correspondence of all these 
Department bureaus during the last eight or ten months. I wish it 
could be revealed in the presence of the country, even the co nd- 
ence of this immaculate Bureau of Pensions, to see if some enth 0 
Democrat, in his zeal for pensions or office or something else, may not 
have made a remark as imprudent and censurable as any that is con- 
tained in this letter of Major Grubbs. And yet I would have infinite 
contempt for any Republican who, at some future time, to bolster up 
an assault against the reputation of the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions (for whom I entertain the highest personal respect)—I say I would 
hold incontempt that Republican who would paradesuch a letter, if such 
should be found in the archives of the Department after the present Com- 
missioner shall have gone hence and given place to some distinguished 
Republican soldier—I would hold in contempt the Republican who 


should bring such a letter in here as a pretext for making an assault 
upon the official conductof the pan Democratic Commissioner. This 
board, I say, was appointed. as it improper? There is no such as- 
sertion. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is there yet, and the very fact thatthe 
present Commissioner continues it is a sufficient answer to any as- 
sumption on Sno pari of the gentlemen on the other side thatit was sent 
there for political purposes. If it was not then required by the exigen- 
cies of the service, then there might be some pretext for the charge that 
it was appointed for the purpose of aiding Major Grubbs in his political 


campaign. 

a MATSON. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. Does not my colleague know that they were all Re- 
publi that were appointed on that board? 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know, and the truth is, I can 
not find it in my heart to complain of the appointment of any reputable 
Republican — ' any gece wants to attack oe 0 cal y 
appointing i to office, he has my permission to do so, but 
can not join in the crusade. I will not complain if the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions ints two Democratic on an examin- 
ing board and only one Republican, orif hea e e e All 
I want him to do is to fol 6 is predecessor: first, find 
men of experience; secondly, men of ter; and, thirdly, as far as 
may be, men who have seen service in the Union Army. When he has 
done that he may appoint Democrats if he wants to do so, and I will not 
attack him for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gone over all these charges, so far as I 
know them, and so far asI have been able to ascertain from the records 
their character, and there is but one other thing to which I desire to 
call attention. That is a little fi t of evidence which does seem 
to implicate the Pension Bureau directly in an assault on the Demo- 
cratic . Itis the testimony of Mr. Burton, which has been re- 
ferred to here. I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Q. State what Mr. Comstock said on the subject. 

A. I went to him and asked as to the ty of a claimant whose claim I 
had in my hands and who lived near Mr. is home, in the State of New 
York. I was employed in the eastern division, Mr. Comstock said that the 
fair enough man, but a God damned Democrat, and that he did not 


Q. When was it? 


I had a good many cases from the county. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 
3 Q. or went to Mr. Comstock because that man was from Mr. Comstock's 
own! 


. Yes. 
Niger 1 Be so good as to obtain for us the name of the man; do your best 
rens. I will. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The witness never furnished the name 
of that Democrat and never will. The anathematized man was a myth, 
existing only in the fertile imagination of Burton. He was anxious to 
do something for his new masters, and he did it. He has, I suppose, 
his reward, for such zeal as he displayed merits recognition. It is un- 
necessary to say that Comstock, under his oath, denounces the whole 
an as infamously false, for it bears on its face the evidence of its 

ity. 

The witness Burton was in the presence of the committee—and as he 
was never again summoned into its presence I take it for granted that 
both sides alike were disgusted at the exhibition he made of himself. 

My want of time forbids my continuing this discussion. I have put 
in the record every material fact within my knowledge relating to this 
controversy. I care not to state conclusions, for the enlightened judg- 
ment of a just people will see to it that malignity shall not triumph. 
At every point Colonel Dudley stands vindicated, his character both as 
a citizen and a public servant untouched by the calumnies fulminated 
against him. 

Iconclude by thanking the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
for his kindness in surrendering to meso much of his time, and the com- 
mittee for its patient and respectful hearing. 

Mr. LONG. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, retain- 
ing the floor. 

r. CANNON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, no. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It would be more agreeable to the 
gentleman from Ohio that the committee should now rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will be per- 
mitted to proceed now. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Crisp reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Millitary Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pı Which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I reserve all points of order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GALLINGER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. E. B. TAYLOR, indefinitely. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as dae: 
By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 100 citizens of Fulton County, 

Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recom- 
mendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition and papers of the legal Pi be 
of Matthew Smith—to the Committee on Private Land 

By Mr. BLISS (by request): Petition of Renio Warlick (Cherokee 
Indian) for indemnification for certain under the auspices of 
Indian Office—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of M. C. Morris, of Greene County, Penn- 
sylvania, for amendment to the pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition for the relief of James P. Anderson, of 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Buy Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Allegan County, Michi- 
gan, for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of the 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of A. L. Hench and others, citi- 
zens of Bedford County, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to regulate the 
branding of live-stock—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers in the claim of James Sessions, of 
Warren County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Local Assembly 3219, Knights of 
Labor, in favor of construction of public works and especially of the 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of Local Assembly 2363, Knights of Labor, Luding- 
ton, Mich., in favor of the construction of the harbor of refuge at Lud- 
ing’ , Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Isaac Reed and others, of Waldobor- 
ough, Me., for the passage of a bill granting to masters or mates of Amer- 
ican sailing v the same right to pilot their own vessels as is given 
to mates and masters of American steam-vessels—to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Shi Interests. 

Also, petition of Israel Snow and 100 others, of d, Me., for 
the passage of a law allowing the masters or mates of American 
vessels to be licensed, when competent, to pilot their own vessels in the 
same manner as masters or mates of American steam vessels are now 
licensed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition ofcitizens of Nebraska, in reference to the 
8 of laws relating to pensions to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Remonstrance of citizens of the United States 
against the recent extension of the Free Zone by the Government of 
ware along its northern frontier—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of John E. O' Donnell, for relief to the 
Committee on Claims. x : 

By Mr. GROUT: Statement of L. M. Shedd in pension claim of Capt. 
H. O. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of facts by Hon. Crosby Millerin supportof House bill 
4398 for the relief of E. M. Chandler—to the same committee. 

Also, statement of M. S. Howard as to claim of Mary H. Sanborn for 
a pension—to the same committee. 


By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of Henry Badley, and of 
John A Porche, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of W. H. Blewett, administrator of 
Elizabeth G. Blewett, deceased; papers relating to the claims of Alger- 
non S. Walker, executor; of William A. McElwain, and of John 
Burnam—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Harris County, Georgia, ask- 
ing aid to common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolution of the New Hampshire State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, against increase of rates of postage on fourth- 
class postal matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Penn- 
sylvania, against the reckless use of the branding-iron by stock-raisers— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of many citizens, praying for an appropri- 
ation for the thoroughfares in Cape May County, New Jersey—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of J. A. Curry and 178 others, 
soldiers and citizens; and of J. A. McCaskey and 50 others, soldiers and 
citizens of Indiana, for the passage of House bill 3320, pensioning all 
Union soldiers, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Knightsville, Ind., asking for 
the passage of House bill 4843, known as the Oklahoma bill—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, paper in the case of Michael Keely, for relief—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Knights of Labor of Jasper County, 
Illinois, for the construction of the Hennepin Canal and other internal 
improvements—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Preamble and resolution of the New York State 
Assembly, in regard to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MORROW: Papers to accompany House bill 183, relating to 
the claim of George A. Norton for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Papers in the case of James W. Andrews, 
who applies to have charges of desertion remoyed—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Prairie Grove Post, No. 124, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Kansas Centre, Ky., favoring equalization of 
pay of ex-soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of 274 representative citizens of Warren and 
Erie Counties, Pennsylvania, for scientific temperance instruction in all 
schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Karn, of Ohio, for the passage 
of House bill 1601—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of citizens of Harford County, Maryland, 
for the passage of a bill embodying recommendations of pension com- 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of the State Bar Association of 
Wisconsin, to increase salaries of the United States district judges— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Ellis, Wis., concerning the abolition of 
the Presidency—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
upon interstate commerce to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Wisconsin, for the relief of John Calihan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Solomon L. Nason and 35 others, of Wood County; 
of Maurice M and 40 others, of Waupaca County; of E. R. 
Franklin and 26 others, of Eland; and of John Bates and 3 others, of 
Chippewa County, Wisconsin, for free coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mitte on Coi Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STEWART: Seven petitions of citizens of Jeffer- 
son County, four petitions of citizens of in County, four petitions 
of citizens of Harris County, four petitions of citizens of Newton County, 
three petitions of citizens of Jasper County, of Henderson County, of 
Liberty County, of Orange County, of Williamson County, of Polk 
County, of Tyler County, of Fort Worth, and of Magnolia Springs, 
Tex., and of Cameron Parish, Louisiana, for an appropriation to continue 
harbor improvements at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Grimes County, two petitions of 
citizens of Waller County, of citizens of Montgomery County, of Rob- 
ertson County, of Houston County, of Huntsville, of Houston, of Ce- 
dar Bayou, of Harrisburg, Tex., and of the city council and of the Board 
of Trade of Houston, Tex., in relation to harbor improvements at Galves- 
ton, Tex.—to the same commitiee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Mary C. Jackson, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of A. Clark and hers, of 
Thorpe’s Springs, Tex., praying a sufficient appropriation to secure deep 
water at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of Edward Mackin and Elizabeth 
Dooley, to accompany House bill 6112—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in relation to the erection of a light-house at the mouth 
of Pearl River, Mississippi, to accompany House bill 6111—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Nancy J. Howard, of Jackson County, 
and of Alfred M. Shelten, of Jackson County, Alabama, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: are in the claim of Henry Barr, father of 
z sek Barr, forinvalid father’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 4, 1886. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s ings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of Congress the seventeenth annual 
report of the board of Indian commissioners for the 1835, submitted to the 
* e . d ne lay 17,1882. 

555 vF j 0 CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 3, 1886. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 3d erg statement of the amount of bonds called 
for payment April 1, 1886, held by the Treasurer of the United States 
in trust for national banks; which was ordered to lie on the table and 


be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a recommendation for the printing of the 
schedules of the second, third, fourth, and tenth censuses of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the General 
Assembly of Ohio, instructing the Senators and requesting the Members 
of Congress from Ohio to support the bill for a marine hospital at Gal- 
lipolis, Ohio; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution instructing Ohio members in Congress to support certain bill 
therein pending. = 


and ; itis 535. W alec ph in the 
or inspection mers 


and licensing of steamboat officers; it is the terminus of ee 


msiness at 

Whereas the number of steamboatmen in the district of which Gallipolis is 

the center reaches over 1,000, and for several years past the Government has had 

a temporary hospital at said place, which has been the source of great benefit to 

sick and disabled steamboatmen: Therefore, 

Resolved eee That our Senators in the 

the United States be instructed, and our Representatives in Con- 

be requested, to use all honorable means to secure such appropriation by 

ng ress as may be necessary to erect a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; and 

the governor is hereby directed to forward a copy of this resolution to each of 
our Benatar and Representatives in Congress. 


JOHN ©. ENTREKEN, | 
s KOBERT F. KERN TEDY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the General 
Assembly of Ohio, instructing the Senators and requesting the Members 
of Congress from Ohio to favor the placing of a nautical training-ship 
on Lake Erie; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution uesting the governor, and Senators and Representatives in 
Congress, to use their influence in having a training-ship placed on Lake Eric, 
for instructing the boys of the industrial schools of this State in nantical arts. 


Whereas it is esteemed meet and proper that a portion of our citizens, as far 
as 83 should be edueated in the nautical arts, in order that our naval 
an e or at sea may, as far as possible, be manned by citizens of 
our country; an 

Whereas the Federal Government has supplied training-ships to some of the 
States, and officered the same forthe training of the incorrigible boys committed 
to the reformatories of the States in the nautical arts: Therefore, 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That the governor, and 


our Senators and Representatives in Congress, be and they are hereby respect- 
fully requested to use theirinfluence with the Federal Governmentin procuring 
the same advantages for the State of Ohio, and have placed on Lake Erie atrain- 
ing ship for the training of such boys in the industrial school for boys as may be 
found adapted to that Pee 
Resolved, That a copy of this preambleand resolution be sent to the governor, 
and that he be 8383 requested to transmit copies thereof to our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, and that they be requested to earnestly for- 
ward the purpose of this resolution. 
Dimen J. bp Seal 
Speaker tempore of the House of Representatives. 
„Pd ROBERT P. KENNEDY, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted February 25, 1888. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Bangor, Me., 
praying that liberal appropriations of the surplus revenue be made for 
the construction of works of internal improvement of national impor- 
tance, and especially in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., and resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate inter- 
state commerce; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition of Knights of Labor of 
the city of Davenport, Iowa, praying Congress to make liberal appro- 
priations from the surplus revenue for the construction of works of in- 
ternal improvement of national importance, and to redistribute among 
the people, in the form of wages, funds hoarded in the vaults of the 
Treasury that have been taken from the people by taxation on what 
they eat and on what they wear; also in favor of the construction of 
the Hennepin Canal by the National Government; and I present a like 
petition from the Knights of Labor of Clarinda, Iowa. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the West Branch Lumber- 
man’s Exchange, of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating againsta change 
of the tariff on lumber; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 4050, Knights of 
Labor, of Mahanoy City, Pa., praying that liberal appropriation be made 
for the construction of works of internal improvement; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 34 citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment ofappropriate legislation to prohibit the man- 
ufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a series of resolutions adopted by the 
Philadelphia (Pa.) Maritime Exchange, in reference to the Morrison 
tariff bill. I ask that the resolutions be read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 

Mann 1, 1886. 

Ata meeting of the board of directors of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, 
ee the Ist day of March, 1886, the following preamble and resolutions were 

Whereas it has come to the knowledge of this exchange that in II. R. bill 5576, 
open Ey ee 
intended et sy which is to be left oni the present basis; and p 

Whereas this ex has reason to believe that such a discrimination as is 
proposed by Mr. MORRISON’S bill would utterly destroy the molasses-boiling in- 
dustry in this country; and 

Whereas this industry is of great value to the shipping interests of this port, 


is 
it having furnished inward cargoes last year alone to 178 vessels, of an average 


tonnage of 400 tons each, and a total tonnage of about 71,000 tons; the freight 
5 of a vessels having been about $2,000 each, making a total of about 
000; an 
Whereas these vessels are almost exclusively American bottoms, and depend 
largely upon this business at certain seasons of the year: Therefore, 
it That this exchange enters its earnest protest instany such un- 
ust change in the sugar schedule as the one proposed in H. R. bill 5576, as in- 
urious alike to our Philadelphia industries and maritime interests, as also to the 
general welfare of our American coastwise marine. 

Resolved, a copy of this resolution be sent to each member of the House 
of Representatives from 1 and to the two Senators from Penusyl- 
vania. Also, that copies be furnished to the — 2 

M. BROEKIE, President. 


Attest: 
ED WPD. SHAR WOOD, Secretary. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of 9 clergymen, 15 physicians, 
5 lawyers, 15 teachers, 56 business men, and 32 officers of temperance 
and other societies, citizens of Marshall, Kosciusko, and Saint Joseph 
Counties, Indiana, praying for the enactment of a law requiring scien- 
tific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Academies, 
and the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part by money 
from the national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of Los An- 
geles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement 
of Wilmington Harbor, and asking also for the establishment of a dis- 
trict court of the United States at that place and the erection of a pub- 
lic building. There are three subjects, each of which should go toa 
different committee. I will move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as the establishment of a court would pre- 
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cede the erection of a building; and as to the commercial feature of the 
petition, I shall leave that undisposed of at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Knights of Labor 
of Schenectady, N. V.; a petition of Knights of Labor of Johnstown, 
N. Y.; and a petition of Knights of Labor of Buffalo, N. Y., praying 
that a liberal appropriation be made for public works, and favoring 
the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Watertown Grange, Watertown, 
N. Y., praying that the rate of postage on fourth-class mail matter be 
reduced; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present house concurrent resolution No, 25 of the 
Legislature of the State of Kansas, relating to the enlargement of the 
soldiers’ home located at Leavenworth, Kans., which I ask, in accord- 
ance with the custom, may be printed in the RECORD, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows. 

House concurrent resolution No. 25, relating to the enlargement of the soldiers’ 
home located at Leavenworth, 


Whereas the western branch of the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers has 
been established for the relief and a home for such of the disabled volunteer sol- 
diers in the States of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, Arkansas, Colorado, 
and other States, as may, by reason of their infirmities, contracted while in the 
service of a heir country, need the protection and care of the General Govern- 
ment; an 

Whereas the preparations for the care of such disabled volunteer soldiers, by 
reason of the recent establishment of this home, are insufficient and incomplete, 
and the managers of this home are daily compelled to refuse admission to dis- 
abled volunteer soldiers who are worthy the care of such a home; and 

Whereas there is now need for buildings and accommodations for atleast three 
thousand more disabled and worthy volunteer soldiers from the States above 
named than can be cared for when the buildings now in process of construction 
are completed: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senale con- 
curring therein), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested 
to secure, if practicable, an appropriation for the enlargement of this branch 
of the soldiers’ home sufficient for the constraction of buildings and for the ac- 
commodation of not less than three thousand more applicants than the present 
buildings and improvements will admit, 

‘esolced, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each one of our Senators and 
Representatives by the 1 A of state, and that a like copy be sent by him 
to each of the governors of the States named, requesting concurrence of action 
by their res ve States in this philanthropic movement. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
my office, and that the same was adopted by the house of representatives on the 
10th mas 7 3 and concurred in by the senate on the 16th day of Febru- 
ary, A. D. 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and aflixed my 
official seal, Done at Topeka this 22d day of ete ie D. 1886. 
LAL. J E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 
Mr. INGALLS presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Hiawatha 
and Scranton, Kans., praying for the construction by the Government 


of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of many citizens, property- 
holders and residents of Washington, praying for legislation concerning 
the steam-railroads within the city of Washington, and for the estab- 
lishment of a union depot, as provided in what is known as the Vance- 
Harris bill now pending before this body. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Johnstown, 
Buffalo, and Schenectady, N. Y., praying for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the suspension of the compulsory coin- 
age of the silver dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 
Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of old soldiers and representative 
msiness men, citizens of Bradford, Pa., praying for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 927, to extend the benefits of the act approved March 3, 
1879, and the act of March 3, 1885, to certain pensioners whose disa- 
bilities are caused by amputation, and increasing the rate therefor, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL. I present a letter addressed to me, which is in the nat- 
ure of a petition, and by san to the Committee on Public Lands, 
from D. D. Crews, jr., of 8 County, Florida, in relation 
to certain alleged improper State selections of swamp and overflowed 
land interfering with homestead settlement under the laws of the 
United States. I move that the paper be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CALL. I present also a letter in the nature of a petition from 
the Board of Trade of the city of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the 
passage of a bill establishing a telegraph line and signal station at Point 
Jupiter, Florida, in the interest of commerce. I move the reference of 
the paper to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL presented the pontia of John L. Robinson and 74others, 
citizens of Walton County, Florida; a petition of 54 citizens of Cerro 
Gordo, Holmes County, Florida; a petition of 88 citizens of Summer- 
field, Holmes County, Florida, and a petition of 28 citizens of Freeport, 
Walton County, Florida, praying for the forfeiture of the land grant 
made by the United States in 1850 to the State of Florida for the con- 
struction of railroads; which were referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Day before yesterday my colleague 
[Mr. DOLPH] presented a number of petitions, numerously signed by 
citizens of Orero in which were set out the importance of the early 
completion of the improvements of Yaquina Bay, Oregon; and acopy of 
one of the petitions presented by him at that time was inserted in the 
RECORD. I now present additional petitions, containing the names of 
2,230 citizens of Oregon, relating tothe samesubject. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of the common 
council of the city of Portland, Oreg., praying favorable and speedy ac- 
tion on Senate bill No. 1111, toset apart certain townships in that State 
in which is located Crater Lake as a public park for the benefit of the 
people of the United States, to the end that the said bill may become - 
a law; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I present a memorial of the Legislature of Colorado 
concerning pabio lands, and I call the attention of the Committee on 
Public Lands to the memorial. In all the railroad grants there were 
excepted from the grants lands to which pre-emption and homestead 
rights had attached. It was held by the 88 ſor many years 
that on the abandonment of such pre-emption or homestead rights the 
lands reverted to the railroads. In 1882 the Department changed that 
ruling, and held that the lands went to the United States and not to 
the railroads, Since that time the Supreme Court of the United States 
have affirmed the view of the Department in 1882. That leaves a great 
number of people in possession of lands they had purchased from rail- 
road companies many years ago. The Legislature of Colorado in this 
memorial prays for some legislation upon the subject in order that the 
bona fide purchasers from railroad companies who have lost their rights 
of pre-emption and homestead may be protected. 

move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the establishment of a United States district 
court at that place, &.; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, 
Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the erection and main- 
tenance of a Government building in that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, 
Cal., praying increased appropriation for the improvement of Wilming- 
ton Harbor, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Newton, Jones’ 
Shaft, Chicago, and America, III., praying for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the heirs of Carey H. Davis, late pri- 
vate Company H, Seventy-seventh Regiment Ohio Infantry, praying that 
they be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the assembly of Knights of Labor 
of Bangor, Me., praying for legislation in favor of public works and in- 
ternal improvements, and indorsing the plan for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal by the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of 17 clergymen, 13 physicians, 11 
lawyers, 59 teachers, 213 business men, and 47 officers of temperance 
and other societies, citizens of Todd, Stearns, Polk, Douglas, and Crow 
Wing Counties, Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a Jaw requir- 
ing scientific temperance instruction in the publieschools of the District 
of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Acad- 
emies, and the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition which was forwarded to my 
colleague [Mr. Vest], who is indisposed and unable to be present in 
the Chamber. It is a petition of the Local Assembly No. 1528 of the 
Knights of Labor at Trenton, Grundy County, Missouri, praying that 
liberal appropriations be made for the construction of works of internal 
improvement of national importance, and indorsing the proposed con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1418) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to pro- 
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vide libraries for the use of crews of vessels, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement, which was to; and reported an amendment intended 
to be pro; to the naval appropriation bill making an appropriation 
of $10,000 for the purchase and proper care, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, of suitable libraries for the use of the crews of 
vessels of war; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 


ment: 

A bill (S. 1417) to provide for the deposit of the savings of seamen 
of the United States Navy; 

A bill (8. 1527) to provide a temporary home for certain persons dis- 
ur, a from the United States Navy; and 

1l (S. 1591) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize a 
retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United 
States Army who have served for a period of thirty years or upward,” 
approved 8 14, 1885, so that the same shall apply to the United 
States Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I am also instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1525 to require the testing of 
chains and anchors and for the better securing of life and property on 
shipboard, to ask that the committee be from its further 
consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I wish to call the attention of that committee to the action of 
the Naval Committee. While the committee is in favor of the project, 
it seemed that it more fittingly belonged to the Committee on Com- 
merce, because it deals not with the Navy, but with the commercial 
marine of the country. 

The was agreed to. 

Mr, JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 300) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4415) to make the allowances for clerk-hire to post- 
masters of the first and second class post-oflices cover the cost of clerical 
labor in the money-order business, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the fee on domestic money-orders for 
sums not iy a 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 255) to provide for the deposit in the 
Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system and for the pay- 
ment of its expenses out of appropriations, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 332) for the relief of John Fraser, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 1771) for the relief of 
John Fraser; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 721) to establish a national live-stock highway and to pro- 
mote commerce in live-stock between the States, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 64) to prevent the obstruction of navigable waters and to 
protect public works against trespass or injury, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
901) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad Company the right 
to construct bridges over navigable water courses, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
236) to authorize the Bellingham Bay Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany to build certain bridges in the Territory of Washington, reported 
it with amendments, 

Mr. DOLPH. I am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 902) confirming to W. S. Byers & Co. 
the right to take and use water from the Umatilla River, on the Uma- 
tilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, for man purposes, 
to report it adversely. There was a bill for the same purpose referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and reported favorably, and it has 
been under consideration during the morning hour. That is the reason 
la bill is reported adversely. I move that it be indefinitely post- 
pon 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the Mississippi Water-Power 
and Boom Company of Brainerd, Minn., to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River, rank it with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL. I report, by direction of a majority of the Commit- 
tee on Military "Afairs t the bill (II. R. 67) for the relief of Fitz- John 
Porter. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Loc Ax] will submit the views 
of the minority. 

Mr. LOGAN. I pray leave to submit the views of the minority, and 
ask sufficient time to prepare the paper. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
2 and the Senator from Illinois will file the views of the minority 

ereafter. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 1772) 
providing for the purchase of the Capron collection of Japanese works 
of art,” now on temporary deposit in the National Museum; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 982) granting the right of way to the Wyoming Cen- 
tral Railway Company across the Fort Fetterman military reservation, 
in the Territory of Wyoming, have directed me to report it back ask- 
ing to be discharged, and move its reference to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. It is one of the grants that seems to be embraced in the 
law. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the deficiency appropriation bill to pay to the legal petite ort 
atives of Henry 7 5 d Garnet, deceased, late minister resident and 
consul to Liberia, $445.40 on account of salary; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


THE GRANT COLLECTION. 


Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Library, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 46) ting from 
William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant objects of value and art 

resented by various foreign governments to the late General Ul 
8. Grant, to report it favorably, without amendment, and to ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ed to consider it. 

The preamble recites that William H. V. ilt and Julia Dent 
Grant, by deed of trust executed on the 10th of January, 1885, pre- 
sented to the United States certain swords, medals, paintings, 
portraits, commissions, and addresses, and objects of value and art pre- 
sented by various gov vernments in the world to General Ulysses S. Grant 
as 8 of their high appreciation of his illustrious character as a sol- 
dier and a statesman. By the joint resolution the United States 
with-grateful acknowledgments, the property and articles more 
described in the schedule attached to the deed of trust, to be held á 
the United States and dee and protected in the city of Washing - 
ton ſor the use and inspection of the people of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I r the frame be changed so as to make 
it a bill, in order to have ony in the statutes. 

Mr. SE WEIL. There will be no objection to that, I presume. 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely a resolve, and nothing else. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has to be signed by the Speaker of the House 
and the President. 

Mr. HOAR. Still it is a resolution of thanks. The whole subject i is 
only a resolution of thanks. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not worth while talking about it. If the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts objects, let it go. 

Mr. HOAR. I think a joint resolution is the proper form. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. If the Senator knows all about it, let 


it go. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senator having the joint resolution 
in charge whether it would not be a little more appropriate to have the 
names transposed, so as to accept the gift from Mrs. Julia Dent Grant and 
Mr. William II. Vanderbilt? Of course I wish to have the joint reso- 
lution passed, but I think it would be in a little better taste to trans- 

the names, and I make that suggestion. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to that. It seems to be appro- 
ee The committee reported the resolution just as it was referred 
to them. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. I have no criticism to make on the com- 
mittee. I merely make that suggestion. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the names 
will be transposed as suggested. 

‘The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


The title was amended so as to read: A joint resolution accepting from Julia 
Dent Grant and William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by 
various foreign governments to the late Ulysses S. Grant. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1773) for the relief of Lieut. J. McA. 
Webster, of the Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Mili irs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1774) for establishing a model 
farm and school of agriculture for Indians in Northwestern Minnesota; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1775) for the relief 
of Eliza Ellen Ehle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1776) for the relief 
of William H. Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1777) for the relief of William C. McKay, 
of Pendleton, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Aflairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1778) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Sinclair, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1779) for the relief of John P. 
Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1780) to provide for the payment of 
Alfred A. Fisher for the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., 
for the use of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1781) for the relief of Mary E. 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1782) to place Jeremiah Phelan, 
late hospital steward, United States Army, on the retired-list; which 
was twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know nothing at all about the merits of this bill 
and introduce it by request. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension 
to George Bliss; which was twice by its 1 its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, ‘referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

H Kia introduced a bill Sa 1784) to amend the record of military 
service of Seth Bonney; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill I present by request. I have not been in- 
formed as to the facts about it. I move that it be referred, with the ac- 
companying papers, to ee Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was 

Mr. CALL (by 3 introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 52) au- 
thorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to faba geen clerks 
of the Railway Mail Service of classes 4 and 5 the pro- 
vided for by The act entitled ‘‘An act ns for the 
service of the Post-Office Department,“ &c., a March 3, 1885; 
which was read twice 5 5 its title, and refe to the Committee on 
Post- Offices and Post- Roa 


REMOVAL OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate how 
Posen 3 — — rs have been removed in each State and Territory 
nce 


CAPT. NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I notice that on yesterday the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. FAIR], from the Committee on ms, reported adversely 
the bill (S. 42) ior the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley, and that the 
bill was indefinitely ed. Lask that the vote by which the bill 
wasindefinitely med may be reconsidered, and the bill be placed on 
the Calendar. I wish to present some reasons why I think the claim 
should be allowed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
indefinitely postponing the bill will be reconsidered, and it will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. The 
Chair hears no objection and that order is made. 

CHARLES A. SIBLEY. 

Mr. CALL. Some days since there was reported adversely from the 
Committee on Claims by the Senator form Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] the 
bill (S. 918) for the relief of Charles A. Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Ste- 
vens, and it was indefinitely postponed without my observation. Task 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely 
2 may be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote by which the bill named 
by him was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered, with a view to its 
being on the Calendar with the adverse report. If there be no 
objection that order will be made, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I ask leave to make a brief 
statement in uence of my attention having been called this morn- 
ing to a publication in which there appears language which does not 
appear in the RECORD, and which has been construed to be offensive 
personally to some Senators, especially to the Senator from North Car- 
olina. 


I take this occasion to say voluntarily that if he shall find anything 
in the RECORD that is in any way offensive to him, and will point it 
out, I shall see that it is erased before we have the revised edition; for 
I did not mean to do him any injustice or to reflect upon him in any 
manner. I had but one object, and that was to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that while we have closed doors as against the 
whole country we ought not to openthem to professional lobbyists ho 
come here to gather information, to persuade Senators if they can, to 
abuse them if they can not persuade them, and to blackguard them if 
they can not do either. 

I meant no offense to any Senator, and I merely say to the Senator 
from North Carolina thatif "anything: appears in the RECORD that he so 
construes I will see that it is erased. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

A bill (tl. R. 368) to amend an act entitled “An act to rovide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of 


Illinois,“? eos May 9, 1882; 
A bill ( ee for the extension and repair of the public build- 
ing at 


5 rey R. 88450 for the erection of a public building at Asheville, 
A bill (H. R. 5547) for the erection of a public building at Savannah, 
Ga. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Phe message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Reuben Ellwood, late a Representative in Congress; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice- ent of the United States. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the un- 
finished business, being the school bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 1 do not desire to interfere with the early close, 
as soon as possible, of the consideration of the bill which the Senator 
from New Hampshire has in but I was in h that we could 
this morning have had a little time to devote to the dar. Would 
it not suit the Senator’s purpose as well to take up the educational bill 
at 2 o’clock ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think we shall get on with the public business faster 
by first completing the consideration of the school bill. I insist on my 
motion. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Will the Senator consent this morning 

The PRESIDENT pro The motion is not debatable 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam merelyappealing to the Senator from New 
Hampshire; that is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that my motion be put, and then if it be neces- 
sary to waive it informally fora few moments I shall have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Haare to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will listen 
to a suggestion: 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that the unfinished business be placed before the 

Senate. 

The unfinished business will bean- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nounced by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now I will hear the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I call the attention of the Senate to a bill re- 

ported from the Committee on Public Lands to confirm entries of lands 
Ee made under the land laws of the United States. The Sena- 
tor will remember that the bill passed the committee without opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to yield for the consideration of the bill 
indicated. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There will probably be no discussion upon it 
here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall assist the Senator at any other time in obtain- 
ing the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The bill will probably elicit no discussion here. 
Does not the Senator think so? The friends of the measure are very 
anxious to get it to the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
make a motion to that effect? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like the Senator from New Hampshire 
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to consent. I do not desire to interfere with the educational bill. The 
bill I wish to get up will produce no discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR, If the bill does not lead to discussion, I consent. If 
it leads to discussion, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. VAN WICK. The bill was reported eee fon the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and it meets the approbation o 
sioner of the Land Office, who has written a letter on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to informally proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1319) to confirm entries of lands heretofore made 
under the land laws of the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. The proper request would be that the pend- 
ing business be laid aside informally, and I reserve the right to object 
to the bill if it leads to discussion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
that the unfinished business be laid aside informally with a view to 
take gave bill indicated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must ask unanimous consent to lay aside the 


pro tempore. It req! 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, and ask the Senate to with the un- 
finished business. Ishall assist the Senator from Nebraska at any other 
time in getting the consideration of the land bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the infantry branch 
of the Army, which has been reported from the Military Committee, is 
of very great im and I wish to have an opportunity of calling 
it up for action by theSenate as soonasI can. I donot wish to inter- 
fere with any matter now before the Senate, but hereafter, as soon as I 
can do so, I shall ask the consent of the Senate to consider the bill. I 
do not think it will take very long to get through with it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The amendment be read. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before that is done I will move to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows 
and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 


school bill, the Senator from Nebraska moves that the Senate proceed | Coke 


to the consideration of the pension bill indicated by him. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to that motion. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for a division. 


The Senate ed to divide, and the ayes were 10. 
Mr. VAN CK. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CONGER. I have been very anxious that the educational bill 
should be finished, so that we might go on 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that byan We reg es Senate this question is not open to debate. 

Mr. ING. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair, and 
that is, whether, if the motion p the consideration of the pen- 
sion bill would continue beyond 2 o'clock ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that it would 
if taken up by the order of the Senate, the school bill now pend- 
ing, = pension bill displacing it would continue until it was dis- 


posed o 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Chair will allow me to continue my inquiry 
of the Chair, if this motion should prevail would not the educational 
bill, so called, come up at 2 o’clock as the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not prepared to decide 
that at the moment. When the question arises he will do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. That controls my vote, and that is the reason why 
I make the inquiry. I should like to know about that. I want the 
educational bill to come up at 2 o’clock, and I should like to continue 
the consideration of the pension bill between now and that time, and 
I ask the opinion of the Chair upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
school bill would not come up at 2 o'clock. If the school bill, now 
being up, is postponed by a vote, the Chair is of opinion that it would 
not come up again at 2 o'clock; but upon that question the Chair is 
not entirely certain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair’s impression is clearly right. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska to modify 
his motion so as to take up the pension bill under the eighth rule, and 
then I think it would be agreed to. Let us take it up under the five- 
minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the bill is taken up on motion, 
it will be taken up open to general debate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not think it would be prudent at this time 
to do as the Senator from New Jersey suggests. The bill has sufficient 
merit, and it is necessary that it should be acted upon—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to debate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Nebraska to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will state that at 2 o'clock I will consent to 
suspend the consideration of the pension bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is what I was going to suggest. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will consent that at 2 o'clock the educational 
bill shall come np. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall have to object to any arrangement that would 
interfere with the consideration of the school bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
VAN Wyck], and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS (when Mr. PLums’s name wus called). My colleague 
[Mr. PLUME], who is detained from the Chamber to-day by illness, ad- 
vised me this morning that heis paired with the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. RippLeBERGER]. If my colleague were present, I presume he 
would vote yea“ on the 8 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], as his colleague has 
stated, he being opposed to the educational bill and I being in favor of 
it. Iam with him on all propositions relating to the bill, leav- 
* [Mr. INGALLS] as the arbiter. 

e was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is absent on committee 
service, and is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
D. 


EN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Cameron, Dawes, MoMillan, Sherman, 
Chace, Harris, Manderso: r. 
Cockrell, om Mitchell of Oreg., Ene yok 
Conger ngalls, wyer, an 
Cullom, Logan, Sewell, P Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—28, 
A Colquitt, Hoar, Pike, 
B burn, Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Bowen, Gibson, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gray, Maxey, Stanford, 
Call, Hale, Palmer, Walthall 
` Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Platt, 
Allison, Frye, McP! “4 Plumb, 
Beck, George, Miller of Cal. Riddl 7 
Butler, Gorman, Miller of N. V., Sabin, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Vest, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Voorhees, 
So the motion was not agreed to, 5 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], which will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to add to section 1: 


And That no money appropriated by this act shall be 
reed of all the State A the 


provided d to 
ro eo ha a EITE States have so accepted 


ns of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
have been ordered. 

The Secre to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his named was called). On all matters con- 
cerning this bill I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], who is away, as we all know, on account of the death of his 
wife. I do not know how he would vote upon this question, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PIKE (when his name was called). I am paired on all questions 
connected with this bill with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN], 
whom I do not see in his seat. 

Mr. INGALLS (when Mr. PLUNB’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PLUMB] is paired with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 forgot 
that I am paired on the final passage of the bill with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL], and perhaps the pair will be under- 
stood to include amendments; and, therefore, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is sick, and paired with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If my colleague were present, 
I think he would vote yea on this proposition. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. He is absent on account 
of family affliction. The understanding between him and me was that 
whenever I did not know how he would vote on an amendment I might 
vote if I th t proper; but as I see most of the Senators on this side 
who act with are voting for this amendment, I prefer to withdraw 
my vote in this case, 


On this question the yeas and nays 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Cameron, Cullom, Ingalls, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Dolph, Manderson, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, Maxey, 
Coke, Hale, Platt, 
Conger, Harris, Teller, 
NAYS—29. 
Be: Eustis, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, George, n, Spooner, 
Blair, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Bowen, Hampton, mer, Walthall, 
Call, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pugh, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—30, 
Al N Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Allison, Gorman, Miller of N. V., Saulsbury, 
Beck, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Brown, Hawley, Morgan, Vance, 
Butler, Jones of Florida, Morrill, est, 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Voorhees, 
McPherson, Plumb, 
Fair, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] has also submitted another amendment, which will be read. 
The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the following: 


Until and 1 year 1890, and afterward erte re Sl the census of 
1890; That district of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within 


Mr. HOAR. Ishouldlike to suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
that literally would extend the present arrangement to 1890 only. 
There may be a very considerable interval between the beginning of 
the year 1890 and the time when the census returns as to illiteracy are 
tabulated and made known. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is until and including.” 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but I should think it would be better to say 
until the returns of the census of 1890 are completed. I suppose that 
it will be more than a year, far into 1891, before those results are as- 
certained. 

Mr. DOLPH. This reads until and including the year 1890;“ it 
includes that year. 

Mr. HOAR, But that would not be long enough. I would suggest 
to the Senator, until the publication by the census office of the illit- 

under the census of 1890.” 
LOGAN. This amendment is offered to section 2. I desire to 
offer a substitute for section 1 before that is passed on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Senator’s amendment re- 
lates to the amendment now pending it would not be in order at this 
moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is offered to section 2 of the bill; and before we 
pass from section 1 I should like to offer the amendment I propose to 
that section. If the Senator from Oregon will withdraw his amend- 
ment for a moment I can do so. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon can with- 
draw his amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Do I understand that action on the amendment of- 
fered by me would prevent an amendment to section 1? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOGAN. Notatall; only it would be going back, and I thought 
as we went along the amendments would be better offered to perfect the 
sections in order; but I have no objection to having this amendment 


on. 
Mr. DOLPH. I will withdraw for the present until it can be put in 
~ shape the first portion of my amendment, and prepare it afterward, 
down to the word ‘‘provided;’? and I will offer the rest of it in regard 
to Alaska, which, as I wish to leave the Senate for a few moments to go 
to a train, I should like to have acted on now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon modifies 
his amendment so that it will stand as it will now be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2: 

Provided, That the District of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this act; and the money apportioned to said District shall be ex- 
pended annually under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in the man- 
ner provided for the expenditure of other eee for educational pur- 


ponsa O D the amount to be ap- 


and for the purpose o 5 
District the Secretary of the Interior shall a in such 


manner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of illiterates 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
it seems to me this is introducing something incongruous in this scheme 
of education. Indian education is a very different thing from the edu- 
cation of the children in the States. If this amendment should pre- 
vail, it would be quite uncertain how much the Districtof Alaska would 
receive for educational purposes, and when wecome to consider the In- 
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dian appropriation bill, which would naturally contain an appropriation 
for education in Alaska, it would be used as a reason either for omit- 
ting any appropriation there altogether or for diminishing the appro- 
priation that is made; and as the Government under the present system 
is required to appropriate directly for Indian schools, it seems to me 
that the cause of education in Alaska will be advanced by pursuing 
that practice, instead of making the uncertain, indefinite appropriation 
which would be made under the provisions of this amendment, and 
which, as I have suggested, will probably be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as a reason why they should omit an appro- 
priation for schools in Alaska. They could not tell how much A 
would get or when it would be received, and in that way they would 
be compelled to duplicate the appropriation for education there, pos- 
sibly makizg it excessive, or we should be liable to the other danger, 
that they would withhold a necessary appropriation, and the schools in 
Alaska would be unprovided for for a time. 

This introduces the subject of Indian education, which is not a mat- 
ter in charge of the States at all. The bill is directed to education 
within the States, that system and scheme of public education which 
has been in charge of the States. Now we come to deal with a ques- 
tion which the United States Government always deals with; and it 
seems to me that it is incongruous to insert it here, and that, instead 
of accomplishing a benefit to the schools of Alaska, it may very possibly 
result in serious detriment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana a ques- 
tion. There are other children besides Indian children of school age in 
Alaska Territory. 

Mr. HARRISON. Les, sir; there is of course a small number of white 
children there, and if it is limited to the education of such upon any 
school system of course it is entirely appropriate. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no system of schools now provided by law 
for the white children of Alaska. 

Mr. HARRISON. We have, of course, no legislative authority. to es- 
tablish any system of schools in Alaska, and any appropriation there for 
education, whether of Indians or of white children, must be a direct 
appropriation by the General Government. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is thought by several members of the Senate that 
the bill as it stands leaves the question unsettled as to whether or not 
Alaska is included. : 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is more than doubtful whether Alaska 
is described under the word Territory“ used in the bill; but the dif- 
ference between the situation in Alaska and in the Territories is this: 
In all of our Territories we have Legislatures, and we have an organized 
school system, and we have local taxation for the support of schools; 
butin Alaska we haveno legislative authority whatever—Congress must 
do all the legislation for Alaska—and therefore it seems to me that, 
even as to white children there, a direct appropriation for the establish- 
ment of schools would be more appropriate and perhaps more efficient. 

I sympathize with the purpose of the Senator from Oregon; I would 
not like to have these people left with deficient opportunities of edu- 
cation; but my suggestion is that perhaps we can better reach this di- 
rectly in some appropriation bill rather than by incorporating it here. 

Mr. DOLPH. One more question. Ought not the bill to be made 
certain that Alaska either is included or excluded from its provisions ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is certain. When I said it was more 
than doubtful, I meant to express the opinion that it would not be in- 
cluded. Ifit is included at all, it certainly would not be included as 
an appropriation for Indian schools; and as the Senator’s amendment 
provides for the expenditure of this appropriation in the same manner 
provided by law for the expenditure of other appropriations for educa- 
tion in other districts, and as there is nosuch present appropriation ex- 
cept for Indians, it seemed to me that the amendment would limit it 
to an appropriation for Indian schools. 

Ionly make thesuggestion; I am not strenuous about it; but it seemed 
to me we could deal with that question better hereafter, as it relates 
to the Indians, if we dealt with it by a direct appropriation, to be ex- 
pended of course under the Government of the United States as it would 
be expended, because this only amounts to that. We say we withhold 
from the total amounts named in this bill so much which we will spend 
ourselves for education in Alaska. It is just as well to add the neces- 
sary appropriation instead of withholding it, asit seems to me. Of 
course I may be wrong. 

Mr. TELLER. It is true that the Territory of Alaska, as it is called 
in the appropriation acts of last year and the year before, has no Ter- 
itorial Legislature, but it has a sort of government established two 
years ago by an act of Congress. In that there was no provision for 
schools, but in acts making appropriations there was a provision in one 
act for $25,000, and in another, as I recollect, for $15,000, making $40, - 
000 appropriated forschool purposes in the District or Territory of Alaska, 
shisheve you choose to call it. 

The Department at that time, after careful examination, found that 
the sum was so small that it would be practically of no benefit what- 
ever; that by the time school-houses were built in the different sections 
of the country where there was a demand for schools there would be 
nothing left to maintain the schools. Therefore the Department en- 
tered into a contract, sometimes with the missionary organizations and 
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societies that had attempted some years prior to the effort on the part 
of the Government to farnish school facilities to educate the children of 
both the natives and such American children as have goneinto Alaska. 
The appropriation that the Senator is afraid will be cut off is about 
worthless, for it has been demonstrated in the last two years, as I say, 
that unless the Government is prepared to put in more that $40,000 it 
might as well practically abandon the schools there. 

When we received from the Russian Government, a government not 
particularly noted for its zeal in behalf of public education, we received 
a great number of not entirely uneducated people. The Government 
of Russia had provided school facilities in all the principal villages of 
that country, and to-day men who both read and write, who were 
taught under the Russian Government, are seeing their children grow- 
ing up in ignorance beyond the possibility of sending them to a school 
either public or private, and what they really had at the of the 
Russian Government when it was in control has been denied to them 
by this Government that makes such a boast of its zeal and progress in 
the cause of education. 

It has been left ever since the accession of this District or Territory to 
the United States for the Committee on Appropriations to provide. It 
is pretty apparent that the committee have not done and will not do the 
necessary work for that District; and when we are providing forall classes 
of people I can not see why the people of Alaska and why the people of 
the Indian country ought not to be included. I made an effort the 
other day to have the Indians included. It was pretty apparent from 
the yote of the Senate that that was not desired. I thought then, and 
I think now, that possibly the Territory of Alaska is included in the 
bill, but, as the Senator from Oregon says, it ought to be made definite 
and certain. 

Forty thousand dollars will be nothing practically, and if these 
ple should receive a considerable sum of money under this bill there 
will be plenty of opportunities for the Appropriations Committee to con- 
tinue the meager and poor appropriations that they have extended to 
these people. There are not only Indians in that country, but there 
are white people; and the Indians of Alaska, ially the shore In- 
dians and the island Indians, are of an entirely different class from those 
Indians that we are generally called upon to provide for. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the honorable Senator what is the 
number of whites in Alaska ? 

Mr. TELLER. I would not undertake to say. It is comparatively 
small, but increasing all the time. It is inereasing quite rapidly. There 
are some gold mines that have recently been discovered; and since we 
have established a government there not a very good one, but one 
under which there is some sort of law at least and the people can have 
an organized civilized community—there is a disposition on the part of 
a great many people to go there to mine. I have been informed recently 
by a Senator who has spent some time there examining into the capa- 
bilities of that country that it promises to be a very rich mining region. 
As soon as that is thoroughly understood on the Pacific coast, in the 
mining States, it will be filled up with people; and I think this is a 
fitting and proper occasion for the Government of the United States to 
provide for this outlying country that pays to the Government an in- 
come of $300,000 every year; and we have grudgingly spent, I believe, 
$40,000 or $50,000 in the last two years, or less than that, for the pur- 
pos of government, and about $40,000 for schools. There are a num- 

of schools established and maintained now, and have been for several 
years, by missionary effort; and but for the fact that those schools were 
in existence it would have been impossible for the Department to have 
utilized the money appropriated for schools in that district. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will allow the Chair to present a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior on this subject-matter, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 3, 1836. 


Sır: In response to Senate resolution of the 15th ultimo, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith the report of Sheldon Jackson on education in Alaska. 


Very Hy, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 

To the PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. r. President, the reason why the proposition of the 
Senator from Colorado to include Indians under the benefits of this bill 
was rejected was not because money expended through this agency for 
education would be less valuable to them than money expended by di- 
rect appropriation from Congress, but it was because youcan not mingle 
together two different systems and appropriate money through different 
channels and under different regulations and apply them to Indians, 
and that difficulty exists in reference to extending the provisions of this 
bill over Alaska. All the money that can be expended possibly in 
Alaska, probably in the next fifteen years, aside from benevolent di- 
tures of private citizens, must come from the of the United 
States, and it does seem to me the height of folly to undertake to ex- 
pend that through different means and under different plans. You had 


better expend it entirely through this bill or entirely through inde- 
pendent appropriations, as has been attempted. 

It is true that through the Committee on Appropriations there was 
appropriated $40,000 in the last Congress for educational purposes in 
Alaska. That it has been of little or no use in Alaska is not because it 
was only $40,000 and is not because it came through the Committee on 
Appropriations, but it is because of a conflict which existed in that Ter- 
ritory between the officials in different branches of the administration 
of affairs in Alaska. I do not care to criticise these officers or to say 
upon whom of them more blame than upon others ought torest; but when 
the report that hasjust come here from Sheldon Jackson shall be printed, 
I think all Senators will see that the trouble arose from the unfortunate 
temperament and disposition and ideas of different officials that went 
out there. Scholars were taken out of the schools on writs of habeas 
corpus by the judge who was sent out there upon the application of the 
natives, and all control and restraint over the scholars was nullified and 
paralyzed by the different views and policies. I am not here to criti- 
cise, as I have said, either of these; but that was the difficulty. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator when these occur- 
rences took place ? 

Mr. DAWES. They took place in the past, and they took place after 
the appropriation was made; and as long as itis not a matter that I de- 
sire to criticise any individual about, I do not care to find out whether 
it was an appointee of the present administration or an appointee of the 
past. I do not lay anything at the door of the past administration in 
this matter. It arises somewhat from the peculiar exigencies and the 

location of that far-off region about which and about the ne- 
cessities of which and about the best method of appropriating money 
for educational purposes there we know so little; and if we knew ever 
so much we should find great difficulty at this distance in prescribing 
the particular method of expending the moneys appropria 

Now, if you appropriate it through this bill, you must conform the 
appropriation to that which is applicable to all the States of the Union— 
a and to Colorado; and yet that ſur- off Sopon is as un- 
like either Massachusetts or Colorado as its people are unlike the Hot- 
tentots or the Congo people; and why should we attempt it? Why is 
it better to get a little through this bill and then eke out the rest of it 
through the Committee on Appropriations than it is to say at once in 
the regular appropriation bill we can afford to or we ought to appro- 
priate so much, and we ought to put it underspecial and particular re- 
strictions, or else we ought to put it (which is wiser) in the absolute 
discretion of some discreet wise man who knows what to do with 
the money there. I know it will be difficult to find such a man. Iam 
not standing here in defense of the man who has made that report which 
has come here or to say that his attempt to expend that $40,000 was the 
wisest. I only mean to say that you can not put a dollar into this bill 
for Alaska under the system of this bill which, in my opinion, will be 
worth anything in Alaska. Let a dollar which comes from this source 
ought to be worth just as much as a dollar from any other source, as it 
all comes from the Treasury of the United States. 

Letus attempt to redeem our pledge made when we obtained Alaska; 
let us attempt to blot out that striking contrast which exists to-day 
between the fate and fortune and future of those people who came from 
half-benighted Russia under our care and of our own enlightened free peo- 
ple; let us address ourselves to remedying the condition they are found 
in after twenty years of experiment, not under this general system, but 
under some special legislation that shall have the advantage of a clearer 
knowledge of the condition and the necessities of these people. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, of course I can not say as to what has 
occurred in Alaska within the last year. It is a year and a day since 
I have had any more opportunity to know about that than other Sen- 
ators. It is possible that everything the Senator from Massachusetts 
says has occurred. If so, it has occurred since my connection with the 
Interior ent, 

The statement I made was that there was not sufficient money. There- 
fore when the Commissioner of Education, to whom the matter was re- 
ferred, had laid out a plan for the schools of Alaska, it was discovered 
that the money was insufficient to do the work, and thereupon it was 
determined to be a necessity that he should simply aid the schools 
already established by charity. That was done, and I believe that was 
the wise thing to do at that time. How well it hassucceeded I do not 
know. 

I think perhaps the fault arises in Alaska from the fact that there is 
a nondescript government there. It is unlike any other governmentin 
the world. It is not one that we ought to be proud of. It was estab- 
lished in the interest of economy, to save the expense of a few dollars, to 
give to those people a government such as we never gave to any other peo- 
ple, when we were pledged by our treaty with Russia to give them such 
a government as we gave to other citizens of the United States and to 
treat them in a proper manner. 

I do not understand why it is that the Senator Jays so much stress on 
the notion that you have two systems. Who appropriates the money? 
The magnificent sum that the Appropriations Committee have given or 
expect to give the Secretary of the Interior is the amount that you ap- 
propriate, and whether it comes through this bill or whether it comes 
through the Committee on Appropriations does not make any difference. 
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In either case the same hand doles it out, the same power controls it, 
the same authority determines every question, whether it comes through 
this bill or through the other. I know that it may be a reflection upon 
the Committee on Appropriations to declare that they have not been ex- 
ceedingly liberal; and w. the question was before the Senate more 
than one Senator said on this floor, ‘‘ we make proper and suitable ap- 
propriations for Indian education.’’ 

Mr. President, I hold before me the reports of the several agents of 
the United States made in 1884, and you may go through the volume 
and you will find that they are all complaining ofa lack of suitable fa- 
cilities. ‘* Fifteen hundred Indians,“ says one agent, who have been 
agricultural and house-living Indians for three hundred years, are with- 
out the opportunity of sending their children to school.“ Seventeen 
thousand Indians on another reservation had only five or six thousand 
dollars that could be expended for their benefit, and wanted money to 
erect public buildings for the education of those children; and yet itis 
said liberal appropriations are made! It is not true, Mr. President. 

If there is any single instance where the Government of the United 
States has failed in its duty, it is with reference to the educatian of the 
Indian race; and when an attempt is made to simply put them upon an 
equality with the other people of the United States, it is said that you 
are attempting to introduce into this bill a system that will destroy 
the whole beauty of this grand enterprise forthe education of the Amer- 
ican children. Who need it more than the Indian children? Who has 
suffered more from the want of education than the Indians? I have 
said before all I need to say upon that subject. I understand that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations have 
been dealing with the subject and are prepared to deal with it; but they 
have not dealt in such a munificent manner that they need to say that 
everything has been done which ought to have been done. Judging 
from the past, they will not do much better in the future than they 
have done in the past. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to be misunderstood 
upon this question. I am not insisting, whatever the Senator from 
Massachusetts may have done, that the appropriations for education in 
Alaska have been sufficient. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? I have 
never uttered a word on this floor during the years I have served here 
that bears the interpretation which either the Senator from Colorado 
has put or the Senator from Indiana is about to put upon my position. 
Everybody who knows me knows that I have tired the ear of the Sen- 
ate imploring more liberal and greater appropriations for the Indians 
and for Alaska, The Senator knows very well that I stood with him 
to make $15,000 $25,000 in the very bill to which he alludes. 

Mr. HARRISON, I was not imputing any such position to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, but was only referring to what the Senator 
from Colorado had said, that the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs had claimed that they been munifi- 
cent in these appropriations. I simply said that whatever the Senator 
from Massachusetts or any other member of the Committee on Appro- 
—— might say, I did not occupy such a position. Ithink they 

ve been stingy and insufficient, and I know, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts has said, that he did insist in the ease of Alaska, as I rec- 
ollect that he has in other cases insisted, upon larger and more liberal 
appropriations. I want Alaska to get the largest possible appropriation 
for education until her needs are fully met. But the point in my mind 
is, is this the best way to get a full and adequate appropriation for 
schoolsin Alaska? I ask the Senator from 5 cun tell when 
this amendment how much Alaska is going to get and what use 
is going to be made of it for schools there? The appropriations have 
been for Indian education. There is a large and increasing number of 
white people. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator want me to answer the question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. Icananswerthequestion. There has been a census 
taken of Alaska, and it is fair to presume that nearly every person in 
Alaska who is not a white man is uneducated, for it is a generation 
since we bought that territory. 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, Mr. President, mapper the Senator is right 
now, and that he can take this bill as it is before us and after a little 
figuring tell us just how much money Alaska will get for education; 
what use is going to be made of it? What use are they making of it? 
He says they have no system of common schools for the whites. They 
have a system of Indian schools. This amendment provides that the 
appropriation here shall be expended in that way. Now, come to the 
matter of the grant. Suppose the Senator was able to tell me that 
under this bill Alaska will get $20,000. That is inadequate; and now 
we come to the education bill, which is to supplement that amount. 
Is it not certain that that amount will be charged up to Alaska, and 
that just that much less will be appropriated when we come to pass 
the appropriation bill? 

So it has seemed to me that we were introducing here an element 
which those who are unfriendly to liberal appropriations for Alaska 
might use and say that you do not need $40,000 this year because you 
are provided for in the Blair bill, and therefore cut down the appropri- 
ation; and it has seemed to me that we should be more apt to geta 
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liberal appropriation for Alaska if we asked it square and flat in the 
appropriation bill and there defined its use. If this will accomplish 
more, I am for it. It was only because that doubt was in my mind 
that I have said what I have. 

Now, one word more—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but I should 
like to make a ion. I agree with the Senator that this bill 
ought not to have Indian schools attached to it, because there is a sep- 
arate provision for them; but I ask whether or not the amendment 
might not be so worded that it would apply to the same grade of 
schools in Alaska that are intended to be aided by the bill ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Possibly it might. 

Mr. LOGAN. That would avoid the difficulty, becanse it certainly 
ought not to apply to Indians. 

Mr. HARRISON. That would separate the matter entirely and make 
us appropriation apply to such white schools as might be established 


ere. 

Mr. LOGAN, After they have a school system under the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Leaving the Indians to be otherwise provided for. 
It can not be, however, that they can have any school system until we 
give it to them, because they have no power to pass any legislation 
there; and I want to say to the Senator from Colorado that the framers 
and promoters of the bill providing for a civil government in Alaska 
did not claim that it was an accomplished, a complete, and an adequate 

of government. It was quite impossible, aside from any con- 
sideration of economy, to give a full Territorial organization to Alaska. 
There were not sufficient white men there, and those that were there 
were scattered over 2,000 miles of coast. It would have been impos- 
sible to organize a Legislature in Alaska, and I believe it is still impos- 
sible. In view of thatimpossibility executive and judicial officers were 
provided for the Territory, and a code of laws already in force in the 
nearest State, namely, the State of Oregon, was put in force there. It 
was the best that could be done. It may be improved in some details 
now, but I reassert that the condition of that Territory is not such 
to-day as to justify a full Territorial organization, including a Territorial 
Legislature. 


Now, what I want is to get the most money we can up to an adequate 
supply for education there. If this will accomplish it I make no ob- 
jection. It seemed to me that it was complicating the appropriations 
in such a way that it would be used by those who might desire to make 
a small appropriation in the regular bill asa reason for cutting it down 
by calculations that were too liberal as to the amount that would be 
received under this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, when Alaska was received from the 
Russian Government there were a majority of the people in that terri- 
tory, all those called Aleuts, living on the islands away from the main- 
land and far over toward the Asiatic coast, who were educated, who 
were Christianized, who had schools in every hamlet, and who lived 
as civilized people live in the United States, in houses with their proper 
furniture and proper conveniences. They had their school-houses; they 
had their churches; they all belonged to the Greek Church, and were 
under the care of the Russian Government and that Church for their 
civilization and their education. There was another class living along 
the coast and up in the edge of the mountains who were wild, unruly 
Indians, prone to drink, prone to robbery and theft. There were on 
two little islands in Behring Bay a population of Aleuts who carried on 
the fur-seal fisheries there, num some four or five or six hundred 
people, who live there to-day, and have for the last twenty years, under 
the control and carrying on the business of the Alaska Commercial 
Company, who lease these two little islands up in the mists and fogs of 
Behring Straits catching the fur-seals. 

From the time these people became citizens or inhabitants of a Terri- 
tory belonging to the United States, this Government never has until 
within the last two years made any effort whatever to continue the 
education of these Russian-Greeks, the Aleuts—never a dollar appro- 

riated for their education or for any purpose connected with their re- 
igion, their civilization, their livelihood, their protection in any way, 

We shall have received in the course of a year or two into the Treas- 
ury of the United States as much money as this Government gave for 
that whole Territory from two little obscure islands in Behring Bay, 
far north of where these Aleuts live. Three hundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars a year for twenty years has been received in clean cash into 
the Treasury of the United States as a royalty upon the fur-seals and 
other furs caught in that region paid into the Treasury of the United 
States with but a very trifling expenditure to keep our agents there to 
see to the delivery of the seals and their protection. 

Now, sir, the generosity, the imity of the United States in 
regard to those people is shown in the fact that some sixteen years ago 
when the far-seal fisheries of these islands were offered for sale at pub- 
lie auction, the law provided that the company which got the islands, 
with a monopoly of the seal fisheries, should maintain schools on the 
islands for the Aleuts therein, and give them a common-school educa- 
tion. The Government did nothing; the United States contributed not 
a dollar to the education of any of the people of that Territory. The 
Government of the United States has received and will receive back into 
the Treasury at theexpiration of the twenty years’ lease the $7,000,000 
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which was paid for the whole territory of Alaska. We have made that 
country a source of revenue; we have subjected its products to royal- 
ties for the support of our Government; and out of the five or six mill- 
ion dollars that we have received from these two little islands in Alaska 
we never have contributed until two years ago one single cent for the 
education of the people of Alaska. 

These Aleuts are not in any sense in which we speak of them in con- 
connection with education, Indians. They were originally Eskimos, 
coming from Russia, then becoming through generations a distinct 
people, civilized, Christianized, educated, living in houses, with their 
church in their midst and their schools with them. Of course when 
our Government received that territory from Russia by treaty we were 
obliged to take care of the welfare of its inhabitants. It was not 
deenied necessary to put into a treaty made with the great Republic 


of the United States, so religious, with its people so educated, with | peo) 


its loud boasts in favor of the general and universal education of its 
people, a requirement that the Government of the United States should 
give some means of continuing the education of those people which 
the Russian Government had provided for. These several thousand 
Aleuts live in hamlets scattered along these islands for 2,000 miles, 
stretching from the neighborhood of Sitka far out through eighteen or 
nineteen degrees of longitude almost over to the Asiatic coast. They 
have been left there to be educated by their own people in their own 
little hamlets, by their priests of the Greek Church as they were be- 
fore. Now we are asked to extend to those people the common ad- 
vantages for illiteracy that we do to the people of other portions of the 
United States. 

Sir, if there is one dark stain overhanging the American Republic 
which the nations of the earth may look upon and taunt us with, itis 
that we received from a barbaric government—from what we some- 
times call a half-civilized government—a portion of its territory, with 
people in it educated, quiet, civilized, living, sleeping, and eating in 
their own houses, with the furniture of reasonably good houses in their 
midst, living in hamlets of from fifty to five hundred inhabitants, with 
their own churches and their own school-houses; that we received that 
people from the Russian Government, and have never contributed one 
cent to their education or permitted them by any form of law to edu- 
cate their own children. Sir, these Aleuts have not gone back into 
barbarism. These Aleuts have not forgotten the sign of the cross. 
These people have not forgotten to assemble themselves on the Lord’s 
day to worship in their own form of worship the God that created them. 
They have not forgotten their own birthright, their own education, their 
own religion. They have not engaged in any act whatever unworthy 
of an educated istian people. 

There are thousands of them on the islands from Unalaska on to- 
ward the west, and they are living there supporting themselves by the 
fisheries and by fur-catching and by such meansas they are able in that 
inhospitable clime to live by, and a large part of their earnings and a 
large part of what they may accumulate over and above the actual 
necessities of life they pay for their schools and for their churches for 
their mental and moral improvement to-day. That is the stain upon 
my nation, and that is the disgrace to our Republic; and if foreign na- 
tions understood and if the philanthropists of foreign nations knew 
how we oppressed these people they could array it against the Repub- 
lic more strongly than any other matter that could excite prejudice 

inst our Government and against our people. 

Sir, what has become of the little appropriation which was made two 
years ago for that country, $25,000 for the Indians and fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars to help along their schools? The money was 
there, but I say it with shame for my country, the men who were sent 
to take charge of its distribution, with the powers that were granted 
under the Territorial law or District law which we passed, if the re- 
ports are all true, joined with those who would encourage drunkenness 
all along the line of the shore Indians. They did not reach, thank 
God, the Aleuts, who live in a remote and a too inhospitable region to 
be brought under their influence. The veryman to whom the money 
was given to expend among these people was four times imprisoned and 
once sent into a dungeon by the authorities of the United States. Sent 
there to promote government, sent there to promote order, sent there to 
enforce good laws, sent there to give their influence as representatives 
of our people in favor of tem of sobriety, of education, and I 
might almost add, except that it would be met with scorn, in favor of 
religion of some kind or other, the tone and feeling of some of the offi- 
cers of the United States was more in favor of distilling what they call 
in that country koochinoo, a vile intoxicating drink, than it was in 
favor of good legislation or good order or government. The facts in re- 
gard to that matter shall one of these days come before the Senate. 
They have already come before the Executive of the country, and I am 
thankful for one to give all due praise for the fact that when the present 
Executive of the United States obtained information showing how some 
of the officers of that Territory, appointed under the Territorial laws, 
had dishonored their position and done the direct contrary of what the 
people of the United States desired them to do, he removed them and 
put other and we have some reason to hope better men in their places. 

If there is a place en the earth beyond the bounds of civilization, re- 
moved from the influences which govern the good people of the United 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2031 


States in their homes, in their thoughts, in their education, and in their 
religion, it would seem that if we send agents there to make that be- 
nighted country a part of our own and like our own, to give it educa- 


tion, to give it in ce, to give it good government, they join with 
the worst element that can be found on that coast and encourage the 
worst licenseand the worst dissipation. That has been characteristic of 
that region thro the years that are past, and I speak of it now be- 
cause I invoke rehand what the world demands and what the good 
people of the United States demand, a strictinvestigation of the manner 
in which the officials of the United States now removed have carried 
the flag and borne the authority and wielded the sword and governed 
that people. It is a disgrace to the human race anywhere—among the 
Kaffirs of Africa or the Patagonians of the South, or wherever barbarity 
or cruelty or a reckless di of the advancing civilization of any 
e has come to our knowledge. I have some documents on that 
subject which are not appropriate to this occasion; I have some refer- 
ences to the needs and necessities of the people called Aleuts different 
from the other Indians of that country and as to the negligence with 
which they have been treated, which I shall take occasion on some 
proper opportunity to present to the Senate and invoke its considera- 
tion. 

Now, sir, I desire to favor this amendment, either in the form it is 
now or in some other which shall during the recurring years in which 
this vast appropriation is to be expended for illiteracy among the people 
of the United States secure its application to Alaska. I do not care 
whether the people live in a State, or in a Territory, or in a District, 
or in whatever region it may be. Wherever the flag of my country 
floats over citizens and inhabitants of the country, there remains the 
same need for their intelligence and for their advancement and for 
their education. These people are citizens of a common country, per- 
haps against their will bought from the dominion of a Rassian mon- 
archy, or a Russian despotism, as we call it, to become inhabitants of 
the territory of the United States and citizens of this great Republic. 
Wherever they may be, wherever the flag floats, let it float over an 
edneated people; give them the same advantages of and the same chance 
for education that you give to the frontiersman of the West, to the citi- 
zen of the South, to the illiterate of the North. God knows they need 
that help. Neglected as they have been, the wonder is that during 
these twenty years these educated and partially civilized and enlight- 
ened people have not gone back into vice, have not become savages, 
have not forgotten to dwell in houses, have not burned up their school- 
houses for fuel and torn down the cross from their church to mock it in 
public. The marvel is that the instincts of the people, or the religious 
convictions within them, have kept them free from vice comparatively, 
have kept them still civilized, have kept them still willing to contrib- 
ute of their meager means in excess of their actual subsistence to edu- 
cating their own children in the best way they can. 

I have been told by those who have been there that a more humane, a 
more hospitable, a more genial, a more generous, a more neighbor-loving 
people do not exist, either among the heats of the tropics or the snows 
of the north, than this vast body of Aleuts, who stretch from Sitka far 
west for 2,000 miles to the Japan Gulf, the hot- water stream of the Pa- 
cific, which circles around and passes through their islands and gives 
them a climate of comparative mildness, but asterile and non-producing 
segon for grains and fruits. 

ir, if this amendment needs further amendment to make it accom- 
plish the purpose, let it be so amended; but give to these several thou- 
sand Aleuts, these members of the Greek Church, these people who 
have their school-houses, these people who have their churches, these 
people who have their houses and furniture where they live—give them 
some little assistance while you are pouring out this $77,000,000 in 
more favored parts of the country; give them some little portion of this 
magnificent bequest. Do it to remove the stain from our own people; 
do it in fulfillment of the pledge, implied if not written, with which 
we received them at the hands of the Russian Government; do it in 
the name of their religion and ours, in the name of the American peo- 
ple, who desire to see every individual, high and low, poor and rich, 
Greek, Gentile, or Jew, brought within the benefits and the advan- 
tages of this system of education whose lack we so much deplore, and 
to restore which and to encourage which we are prepared to-day to give 
such a bountiful donation. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the population of Alaska is 23,426 by 
the last census, and less than 500 are whites. ‘There is no enumera- 
tion of the population with reference to education or illiteracy, but, as 
the Senators have stated, it is fair to presume that the whole of them 
substantially are unable to write. At all events, they are all in need of 
common-school education. The amount that would fall under the ap- 
portionment of the bill to the inhabitants of that Territory, assuming 
them all to be illiterate, the first year would be $1,600 and a few dol- 
lars over, and when the largest amount comes to be appropriated in 
the year of the largest amount, $15,000,000 in all, the sum for Alaska 
would be, perhaps, $3,500; it would be small in any event. But it 
seems to me that as an act of recognition and confession of that justice 
which is due to these le it would be well to adopt the amendment. 
It can do no harm. It is a recognition that they are a portion of the 
American people and may furnish a precedent of great good in the 
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future; and certainly the debate which has been evolved by this amend- 
ment is very instructive and must have some effect in the direction of 
more liberal appropriations hereafter. It will be expended, as the 
amendment pora under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and of course in his discretion it would be properly expended. 
There is no school system there, but he can make one, That is to say, 
there is none established by law; buteducation is going on there under 
the direction of Christian charity, and a little money poured into that 
general fund or expended separately under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior would do great good. 

I hope that the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it seems strange to me that when itis 
proposed to limit the approriations under this bill to the Southern 
States where the need of Federal aid to education is apparent, the 
friends of the bill object and say that it should be extended to all the 
States and Territories upon some basis, and when it is proposed tomake 
certain that the far-distant Territory of Alaska, the Territory which most 
needs the bounty of the Government for educational pu is to be 
included within the provisions of the bill, the friends of the bill oppose 
such an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. What friends of the bill oppose the amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand your colleague and the Senator from In- 
diana to oppose it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator knows that when he first suggested it to 
me several days ago I assented to it as far as I am concerned as one 
friend of the bill. Certainly any other statement would be unjust to 


me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not mean to say all the friends of the bill; I 
should perhaps say some friends of the bill oppose the amendment. 

Now, Mr. President, the objections which have been made to this 
amendment, I think, are based upon want of information as to the facts 
in the case. As I said some days ago, there is no school system estab- 
lished by law in Alaska. The first appropriation that was ever ded 
for schools in that Territory was made by the bill creating a District 
government for Alaska, and the terms of the appropriation were as fol- 
lows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall make needful and proper provision for 
the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, without 
reference to race, until such time as permanent provision shall be made for the 
same, and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for this purpose. 

And I believe also the appropriation of $15,000 made at the last ses- 
sion of Con was in the same terms and could be applied by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to the education of children of school age in the 
Territory irrespective of race; and the schools so established and main- 
tained at the expense of the Government,with those which are main- 
tained by private donations, are the only schools in the Territory, and 


the only schools there will be in the Territo: bably for a genera- 
tion. tever of education there shall hereafter established 
in the Territory be established by a law of Congress or by the Secre- 


tary of the Interior in pursuance of power conferred upon him by such 
a law. This amendment is simply intended to give the eof Alaska 
their rtion of the large amount of money p to be appropri- 
ated by the bill under consideration, and it is provided that it shall be 
e ed annually under the direction of the anaes of the Interior, 
not in his discretion, but virtually in accordance with whatever law 
Congress may enact upon the subject. Of course if says itshall 
be expended in his n, then it will be so ed; but if Con- 
shall by law regulate the expenditure of the annual appropriations 
or educational p in the Territory, then whatever ap tions 
are made under this bill for education in Alaska will be expended in ac- 
cordance with that law. It is provided that it shall be expended— 

In the manner provided for the expenditure of other appropriations for edu- 
cational purposes in said District. 

And then to meet the objection which has been made that there has 
been no census taken which shows the number of illiterates in the Ter- 
ritory, it is provided that— 

The Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain, in such manner as shall be 
deemed by him best, the number of illiterates therein. 

I do not agree with the Senators who have said that the money ap- 
propriated for education in Alaska has been either misapplied or has 
not produced good results. Iundertake to say that there never has been 
money appropriated by the Federal Government or by a State for the 
edscation of whites or Indians in any part of the United States that has 
pona better results than the expenditure of the money appropriated 

y Congress for education in Alaska. 

A few days since, in speaking on this question of education in Alaska, 
I made a letter from Rev. S. Young a part of my remarks. In 
that letter he states the number of schools now in the Territory of 
Alaska as follows: 


t ae are at present in operation nine schools in the archipelago, Classified as 
follows : 

@ Mission day schools, three, 8 One at Chilcoot Harbor, in the ex- 
treme north of the archi „ taught by Miss Bessie Matthews. The second 
is at Hoonah, on Cross Sound, and is taught by Rev. J. W. McFarland and his 
wife. The third is at in the extreme south of the archipelago, taught 
by two half-breeds at Fort Wrangel, Mr. Louis Paul and wife 


The teachers of these schools are all paid directly by the Presbyterian Board 
of Hume Missions, and are accountable only to it. 
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(b) Government day schools, four: 
1. At Sitka, Miss Powell, teacher. 

urphy, teacher. 

„Miss McAvoy, teacher. 
Gould, teacher. 

These schools are supported entirely by the Government, and are under the 
supervision of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, D. D., agent of education. They were 
formerly mission schools, but have been handed over to the Government. 

9 Boarding schools, two: 

. The Sitka training school, in charge of Professor A. J. Davis, with eight as- 
sistants. This school is supported jointly by the Presbyterian Board of Home 
Missions and the Government. 


2. The Tlinkit training academy, at Fort Wrangel, in of Mrs. S. H. 
ly by private 


ONOR SE three assistants. This institution is supported ent 
contributions and is under no society or board. 


As I said on a former occasion, the natives of Alaska can never be 
laced upon reservations and put under Government surveillance. 
ey are at present self-supporting, and there is no reason why they 
should not always remain so. In order that they may remain self-sup- 
porting they must always be treated in respect to their occupations the 
same as the white inhabitants of the Territory, and in any educational 
system which we may establish for that Territory schools must be com- 
mon to all the citizens of the United States and to all the uncivilized 
tribes. I think the Aleuts, who have been referred to by the Senator 
from Michigan, are already entitled to citizenship under the provisions 
of the treaty of cession of March, 1867, article 3 of which provides: 

The inhabitants of the ceded Territory, according to their choice, reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia within three years; but if they 
should fer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the exception of un- 
civil native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights, ad- 
van and immunities of citizens of the United States,and shall be main- 
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion, 

Mr. Young in his letter to me, to which I have referred, says in re- 
gard to this: 

1. The number of natives in Alaska is computed at 30,000, and of these more 
than half are called Indians, although their — orien customs, mode of life 
dis) tions, and of advancement in m ical arts prove them to be 
different race from the Indians of the plains, and point to a comparatively recent 
Asiatic origin. The term Indian applied to our natives here is misleading. 

Then what is the situation? All the schools we have in Alaska to- 
day are supported by the General Government, and in the nature of 
things they must be foralong period. The native population, whether 
they are Indians or not, civilized or uncivilized, are largely in the ma- 
jority and will be for many years. They are self-supporting, and, as I 
have said before, whatever provision is made for their education ought 
to be a common provision made for all the children of school age in the 
Territory, the same as we have so far made provision for education in 
Alaska. There being no Territorial school system, there being no way 
in which a discrimination can be made between white children and 
native children under the law, and as the money appropriated is to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, there 
are no two systems in the Territory, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. There is but cela ier the system which we 
have established or a system to be estab! for the present under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, a system to be maintained by 
appropriations made by Congress; and there is no reason that I can see 
why the le of Alaska should not share in the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment under this bill. There are no obstacles in the way. 

Now, in regard to Indian education in the States and organized Ter- 
ritories, there is a difficulty in the way of extending the provisions of 
this act to Indian schools, use the State school and Terri- 
torial systems in the o Territories do not embrace Indian edu- 
cation; that is being carried on entirely at the expense of the Federal 
Government, while the education of the white children in the States 
and Territories is carried on by the States and Territories; but, 
as I said before, that objection does not obtain in the case of Alaska, 
and there is no reason why the amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. ent, I rise to make a correction. 

Mr. DOLPH. Permit me one word more. I think the Senator from 
New Hampshire was mistaken about the amount. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to make a correction. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will wait to hear the explanation. 

Mr. BLAIR. I compared in my mind at Arst the whole populations, 
treating the entire population of Alaska as compared to the entire 
population of the country, which gave the result I stated when I was 
on the floor before; but it should be compared, if they are to be con- 
sidered as illiterates, with the illiterate population of the country, 
which is 6,239,000. Treating the entire population of Alaska as illit- 
erate, the result would be to give to Alaska some $27,000 under the 
first distribution and twice that amount when the highest apportion- 
ment shall be made under the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Twenty-seven thousand dollars the first year? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, the first year. But there never has been any ap- 
propriation at all adequate to the necessities of Alaska, and if the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, notwithstanding what the Territory gets 
under this bill, should give as much in their bill, still there would be 
a call for more. 

Mr.GIBSON. Mr. President, when the education bill was under con- 
sideration in the last Congress I availed myself of the courtesy of the 
Senate to discuss fully the constitutional questions and principles in- 
volved. I desire now to make no argument, but a brief statement. 
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While it has been demonstrated that Congress does possess the power 
under the Constitution to make a grant of the proceeds arising from the 
sale of the public lands or the public lands themselves, however ac- 
quired, whether by cession from the States or by conquest or by treaty 
or by purchase with money raised by taxation, and may likewise make 
a grant of the public moneys from the Treasury, however derived, being 
alike the common resources of the people, to aid common-school educa- 
tion by the States, I must confess it is a power like that to declare war— 
so liable to abuse. I would not resort to it with the purpose to establish 
an undeviating and unlimited policy, and would exercise it only under 
the stress and pressure of the most urgent, exceptional, and extraordi- 
nary circumstances. 

The justification for its exertion at this time grows out of the most 
calamitous and stupendous transaction in this century—a war between 
the enlightened and powerful Commonwealths of the American Union, 
lasting, it is true, only four years, yet marked by sacrifices of property 
and life and by battles and campaigns and followed by political and 
social revolutions without a parallel in the history of civilized man. 

The North, that emerged triumphant from the conflict, is not in all re- 
spects the North that entered it, for material changes have taken place 
in the vital conditions of society, resulting in the gradual disappearance 
of the old simple ways of living, in the creation of a class on the one 
hand who possess more concentrated wealth and power than any order 
of nobility in any nation of Europe, exercising a more extensive au- 
thority over the occupations of the people than the Federal Government 
itself, and on the other hand another class dependent upon their daily 
labor for their daily bread andseparated from the former by a deep and 
widening chasm. 

I do not mean to exaggerate the evils of this disproportional distribu- 
tion of wealth or the manifest growth of discontent and tendencies to- 
ward communism, but however much they may be mitigated and modi- 
fied by wise legislation and practical benevolence, it must be admitted 
that the self-restraint and composure and disposition to settle all ques- 
tions upon the basis of justice which will enable the law-making power 
to meet and master the new social problems and embarrassments aggra- 
vated by immigration, and to determine ultimately what shall be the 
relations of the individual to the State and the limitations upon cor- 
porations, are to be found and found only in the discipline and resources 
of education upon a scale and to an extent not yet generally adopted. 

The people will be enabled to control and govern themselves with uni- 
versal suffrage by means of universal education, or sooner or later they 
will be governed, as in all the most powerful nations of Europe, by per- 
manent class distinctions with special privileges backed by standing ar- 
mies. Our own country is the only exception to this rule among great 
and rich nations. Let us invoke every influence and agency before 
the population becomes too dense and unwieldy in favor of popular 
right and education as the surest safeguards of republican govern- 
ment. Better an intelligent ballot than the bayonet; better co-opera- 
tion and a good understanding than measures of repression. 

The South of to-day is not in all respects the South as shestood before 
the world twenty-five years ago. Never was the discomfiture and ruin 
of a country more complete. Theexhaustion of Prussia under Frederick 
or of France under Napoleon was not morethorough. All the accumu- 
lations of many generations had been devoured. But succeeding her 
military overthrow, she witnessed all her local institutions—indus- 
trial, financial, educational, and religious—all the organized forces of 
society shattered and pulverized; the very foundations on which they 
had stood firmly since the settlement of the country torn up and de- 
stroyed—a complete bouleversement—and her political rehabilitation 
eommitted chiefly to her former negro slaves, suddenly elevated not only 
to be freemen, but enfranchised and intrusted with political control. 
Accepting the situation as it existed, she put forth every exertion, every 
circumspection, every resource of patience and wisdom and courage to 
meet these new conditions, to reconcile herself to them as she could, 
and to find some firm common ground on which all her people might 
move forward again in harmonious relations and order to the 
enjoyment of self-government and the pursuit of happiness. 

The magnitude and difficulty of the task can only be appreciated by 
those upon whom it was imposed and by those noble-hearted men of the 
North who, having surveyed the whole field, came forward with gen- 
erous sympathy and abundant means to aid and assist in the great work 
of moral and educational advancement. It may be, it doubtless will 
be, that from the ruins of the old order stronger and happier common- 
wealths shall arise, as fields on which crops of rich clover pass under the 
plowshare, though temporarily wasted, become with returning seasons 
more fertile and productive. 

But it must be plain without argument that the one indispensable 
condition of prosperity, nay, of peace and security and well-being in 
these communities, the guarantees for life and property since the estab- 
lishment of universal suffrage, are to be supplied by universal education, 
and that the burdens upon the property-holders to carry forward this 
necessary work under these circumstances are altogether out of pro- 
portion to their resources. 

While these manifest perils and drawbacks to our free institutions 
exist in the North as well as in the South, they are to be found in a 
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larger measure in the section which was more affected by the passions 
and changes of the civil war, and which it must be admitted does not 
receive so large a portion of the expenditures of the Federal Govern- 


ment in pensions and for the public debt and the support of the Army 
and Navy and the protection of manufacturing industries and shipping 
interests, while contributing a full proportionate share of the Federal 
taxation. 

Such legislation can be justified only, I repeat, as a temporary expe- 
dient to meet a t public exigency and necessity, and must be re- 
garded not as daily bread, but as a medicine for grave national dis- 


orders. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLOM in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 


Dol E]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LOGAN. I offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute 


for section 1, to strike out section 1 and insert in lieu thereof what I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 1 of the bill 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That for ten years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually ap- 
ropriated, from the money in the Treasury not otherwise appropr the 
following sums, to wit: The first year, the sum of $15,000,000; the second year, 
the sum of $17,500,000; the third year, the sum of $20,000,000; the fourth year, the 
sum of $18,000,000; the fifth year, the sum of $16,000,000; the sixth year, the sum 
of $14,000,000; the seventh year, the sum of $12,000,000; the eighth year, the sum 
of $10,000,000; the ninth year, the sum of $8,000,000 ; the tenth year, the sum of 
atte tg annual appropriations in all, when appropriations under this act 
cease. 


Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to discuss this proposition at any 
length, but to call the attention of the Senate to this amendment and 
to the remarks of the Senator having this bill incharge. In the course 
of his remarks yesterday that Senator said: 

The amount priated by the bill is not likely to be sufficient for the re- 
moval of this evil, but it will open the way toa more just appreciation of its 
magnitude and to a more enlarged and statesmanlike action in the future. 

This shows that the Senator from New Hampshire does not regard 
this bill as it stands as sufficient to accomplish the end in view. Ihave 
always entertained the opinion myself, and do now, that a bill must not 
necessarily pass exactly as it is reported from a committee, and I hope 
Senators will not think that every one who proposes an amendment is 
trying to destroy the bill. 

I offer this amendment because I think it is right, and because I do 
not believe that the amount appropriated by the bill of $7,000,000 the 
first year is going to do any good so far as the illiteracy of the children 
of this country is concerned. As I said yesterday, take my own State; 
the appropriation for school purposes alone last year in Illinois was 
about $9,000,000, and now you take all the States of the Union and ap- 
propriate $7,000,000 to assist in educating the illiterate children of this 
country. If you take the Sonth alone, and expend the whole $7,000,000 
there the first year it would amount to very little. If we intend to 
educate or assist in educating those children, why not have nerve enough 
as men to vote an amount that will do them some good? Had we not 
as well say to our constituents that this $7,000,000 appropriated now 
is only an entering- ? Do you tell me that $100,000,000 is going 
to educate or assist in educating these people in accordance with this 
bill? Why, Mr. President, if I should be asked to-day my opinion as 
to how much money will be appropriated following this appropriation 
before we cease ec pea or the purpose, if there is any success 
attained at all, I should say that $250,000,000 will be appropriated be- 
fore we stop, and I should not be surprised if much more was appro- 
priated. Then why not take hold of this thing in a statesmanlike 
manner and appropiate sufficient money, if we intend to benefit these 
people and do some good? 

By my amendment the appropriation (and I am willing to risk my 
reputation among my constitutents upon what I say on this subject) will 
amount to $136,000,000 in ten years. Your bill appropriates $77,000,- 
000 in eight years. The school age under this bill is from ten years up 
totwenty-one. This includes ten years, giving a chance for education to 
those from ten years old up to twenty, and appropriates what I think 
will be a sufficient sum to do some good to these people, white or black 
or whoever they may be. 

I make these remarks in good faith, wanting this amendment adopted 
and the bill passed; and I shall ask for a vote on the amendment at this 
time unless somebody wishes to discuss it. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the aggregate amount? 

Mr. LOGAN. One hundred and thirty-six million dollars in ten 
years. I said yesterday $138,000,000, but I was mistaken. I havefig- 
ured it up this morning and I find it is $136,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire, so that it may be understood, to offer this as 
a substitute for all the lines of the first section including the amounts 
appropriated; but the last five lines, providing for the distribution of the 
money, are not intended to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso is to remain in the bill? 
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Mr. LOGAN. Tes, sir. My motion is only to substitute this amend- 
eens eae a Tee eRe Oe proposed in the first section of the 


ill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 


proposed. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed tostrike out the first section down 
to anc peat the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 11, and to insert in lieu 
ereof: 


That for ten years next after the of ihis act there shall be annually ap- 
propeiated, Son the money in the Treasury not otherwise a the fol- 
ow sums, to wit: The first year, the sum of $15,000,000; 
sum of $17,500,000; the third year, the sum of ; 
sum of $18,000,000; the fifth the 
of $14,000,000; the seventh year, the sum of $12,000,000; the 
of $10,000,000; the ninth year, the sum of $8,000,000; the te: year, the sum of 
$9,000,000, ten annual appropriations in all, when appropriations under this 
shall cease, 


So thatthe section when amended will read: 


sum of $18,000,000; the fifth 
of $14,000,000; the seventh year. 


z ey shall 
any officer thereof, until the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolutio: 
“A 3 with Sec. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of | Cama 


this amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Istand by all I said yesterday, and if there were time 
or occasion for it I would intensify what I said yesterday as to the ex- 
tent of this evil and what I believe to be the real uacy of the 
provisions of the bill as they stand for its removal, and also by all that 
T said in reference to the Senator’s appreciation of this evil and that he 
more than any other pablis man has made proposals calculated for its 
removal. The difficulty is inthe general apprehension of the condition 
of the public mind and of other rs who do not quite concur in 
the views of the Senator and myself, and it has been t more ju- 
dicious to begin with a smaller appropriation and try and see how it 
works. I believe the result will be that further investigation, further 
light, will lead to an appropriation such as the Senator calls for and 
perhaps even larger, not ent, but for the emergency; and the 
time will come when the American people will be thankful that the 
Senator has made these suggestions, even if they should not be accepted. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lask for the yeas and nays on this proposition; and 
inasmuch as a great many Senators are absent, I think it would be well 
to have the record made plain. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator the te of the sum? 

Mr. LOGAN. The proposition that I make in amendment will 
in ten years appropriate $136,000,000. Then I intend to offer an amend- 
ment proposing $2,000,000 for school-houses, making the whole appro- 
priation $138,000, 000. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. And the original bill I understand to be $77,000, - 
000. Iam surprised that the mover of the bill does not accept the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks for the 
yeas and nays on his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). As I have already stated 
to-day, I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
who is absent on account of family affliction. If he were here, judg- 
ing from his course, I have no doubt he would vote against this amend- 
ment. Ifhe were here, I should vote for it. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here, I should vote 

tnay.” 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired on all 
matters pertaining to this bill with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY]. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called), I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], but I understand 
he and I are in accord on this question, and therefore I vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question, and I withhold my vote. I should vote 
“nay,” if at liberty. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should havestated while the roll was being called, 
as I have no doubt the Senator from New Jersey stated before, thatmy 
coll e [Mr. VANCE] is detained by sickness to-day, and is paired on 
this bill with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. COKE. I was mistaken in supposing that I was paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Maxvecsoxt: but I am not at liberty to 
vote, being paired with some gentleman on the other side, who told 


me he would be absent foran hour or two. I do not see him here, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague [Mr. BUTLER], who was called off 
on business, is on general questions paired with the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania . CAMERON]. Iam paired with him on the final passage 
of the bill, but on amendments I have considered myself free to vote. 
Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Beck]. I do not know how he would vote, and therefore I donot vote. 
Mr. INGALLS. T repeat the announcement that my colleague [Mr. 
— 85 paired with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLE- 
BERGER]. 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Call, Edmunds, Fe Ransom, 
Cullom, E ` Sawyer, 
Dawes, Jackson, Pugh, Walthall. 

NAYS—30, 
Berry, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
Blackburn, Kenna, Spooner 
Blair, George, MeMillan, Stanfor,, 
Bowen, Gray, Manderson, Teller, 
Cameron, Hampton, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Chace Miller of N. V., Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg., 

ph, Ingalls, Morrill, 
ABSENT—34. 
Aldrich, Fair, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Allison, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Beok, Gorman, Morgan, Sherman, 
Brown, Hale, Palmer, Vance, 
Butler, n, Payne, Vest, 
en, Hawley, P Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Conger, McPherson, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LOGAN. I will proceed a little further and offer another amend- 
ment, and see if our educational friends really mean what they say, 
inasmuch as they do not consider me very sound on this bill. I offer 
this amendment to follow the first section: 


SEC. —. That there shall be a; eager and set apart, in addition to the sum 
of $7,000,000 for the first app: m,the sum of $2,000,000, which shall be al- 
lotted to the several States Territories on the same basis as the moneys ap- 


priated in the first section, which shall be known as the common-school fund, 
tobe paid out annually to each State and Territory at the end of the year on 
proof of the hod ype sone made — such year, w be expended for 
the erection and construction of school-houses for the use and occupation of the 
pupils attending the common schools in the sparsely populated districts thereof, 
where the local community shall be cony vely unable to bear the burdens 
of taxation. Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with 


th modern plans, 
which shall be furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education 
in W. n: however, 


ington: Provided, That not more than 8100 shall be paid from 
said fund toward the cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half the 
cost thereof in any case; and the States and Territories shall annually make 
full report of all expenditures from the school-house fund to the Secretary of 
the Interior, as in case of other moneys received under the provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator under whose supervision 
this money is to be expended for school-houses ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Under the same supervision as the money appropri- 
ated in the bill for school purposes is to be expended. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inotice the on in the amendment where 
the local community shall be comparatively unable to bear the burdens 
of taxation. Who is to determine the question of the comparative 
wealth Lo poney of a community ? 

Mr. AN. That is the simplest popan in the world. The 
tax-list will always develop that fact to the school superintendent or 
the Secretary of the Interior or anybody else who may have charge of 
it. There is no difficulty whatever about that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But it is comparative—compared with what? 

Mr. LOGAN. Compared with those who are able to build their own 
school-houses. I am willing the Senator shall t any better lan- 
guage and will readily accept it, but Ido not know any better language 
to use myself. When we use the term ‘‘ comparatively ’’ in reference 
to any proposition it seems to me we certainly understand what it 
means. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There might be a comparison between the State 
of Georgia and another State; or you might take a district in Georgia 
and com: it with a district in Massachusetts. We might take an- 
other line. Who isto determine whether you take one State and com- 
pare it with another State, or whether you take a district of one State 
and compare it with another district of the same State? In one State 
they might be all comparatively poor as compared with another State. 
Therefore it seems rather an indefinite term unless there is something 
more in the act clearly defining what is meant by it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I can only illustrate it by speaking of my own State. 
We build our school-houses in our school districts, and our school dis- 
tricts tax themselves for that purpose. I suppose that in any of these 
States where they have a common-school system, where there is not a 
sufficient number of school-houses to accommodate all the children of 
school age, the authorities in distributing the school fund under their 
own laws and in distributing the school fund under this bill would 
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certainly take it upon themselves to decide where there was such pov- 
erty as that the people needed assistance in school-houses. If 
we are willing to risk the distribution of $7,000,000 the first year in 
the hands of the States, we ought certainly to be willing to risk this 
$2,000,000 for the purpose of building school-houses in their limits. 

The bill, as the Senate well knows, is not exactly in accordance with 
my notions; but at the same time this distribution is to be made on the 
same plan as that in the bill for the distribution of the other fund. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam personally very anxious that the amendment shall 
be adopted, because a school-house is as important as a teacher, and in 
those sparsely settled districts where the funds of the people are not such 
as that they can well afford the burden of erecting a school-house and 
providing a suitable mading it will be almost im ible to establish a 
school for a very considerable time unless there be assistance; and as 
there are extensive tracts of country whereschool-houses must be erected 
to make the opportunity for the suitable use of these moneys, it seems 
to me that we ought not only to provide something in the way of fur- 
nishing the school-house, but also make provision that a correct model 
be used, so that in all the country round about, in all the school-houses 
which may be built with the local funds, the whole section of country 
where school-houses are not now abounding shall be supplied with those 
in reference to sanitary conditions and conveniences to the scholar and 
to the teacher, and a proper location and every other consideration that 
can be suggested; and thus from the mere fact of imitation it would 
soon come to be the case that those portions of our country which now 
have no school-houses at all would be supplied with the very best that 
could be found. The amendment is very careful in Se that 
the school-houses shall be erected in accordance with models which shall 
be provided free 9 by the Bureau of Education; that isa plan not 
costly; but they be in every respect suitable to the most enlight- 
ened and advanced requirements of educators in this regard. 

The amount is small. It can not be claimed that it is an effort to con- 
struct theschool-houses ofany portion of the country, because the amend- 
ment provides that only one-half the cost of the school-house shall be 
paid in any case Whatever, and in no case shall more than $100be paid 
out of this fund. Only $2,000,000 is proposed to cover the whole ex- 
pense, I hope that the amendment will pass, I think it of the very 
greatest consequence. I remember the time when in New England the 
school-houses were almost like the structures of the Dark Ages. And 
where we have to supply a great extent of country necessarily as the 
result of this appropriation, we should supply a fund for school-houses 
and see that they are of the best models. 

I did not catch the language of the first part of 
the amendment. I should like to know whether the appropriation of 
$2,000,000 is to be an annual one or whether it is a sum in gross. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the whole fund to be expended for the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That part of the amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That there shall be eae and set a „in addition to the sum of 
8 for the first appropriation, the sum of $2,000,000, which shall be allotted, 


Mr. INGALLS. That does not appear in the printed amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not the amendment as it was printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. No; it is the amendment as I offered it. I inserted 
the words in addition to the sum of $7,000,000 of the first appropria- 
tion,’’ because I do not want to interfere with the school proper 
in the first year’s distribution. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is to be in addition to the first appropriation of 
$7,000,000? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. And you do not contemplate any subsequent appro- 
priation for this purpose? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the sum 
should be rather larger than $100 for a school-house. A hundred dol- 
lars would scarcely be sufficient to put up a decent school-house. I 
throw out the suggestion for his consideration. I think if he would 
enlarge the sum to $150 or $200 it would be better than as the amend- 
ment now stands. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator that this is intended for 
the poor ple in districts where they are not able to build school- 
houses. Two hundred dollars will build a school-house that will bea 
very good one forchildren. The first part of what little education I had 
was received in a school-house that did not cost nearly so much as that, 
and I learned just as well as if it had been a better one. Of course this 
does not apply to cities or towns where fine school-houses are built, 
but to sparsely settled neighborhoods, where the 


where the money is properly expended, will be a very convenient and 
commodious house, and one in my judgment that will be perfectly com- 
fortable fora common school in any part of the country. Of course now- 
adays we have school-houses that cost from $1,000 to $50,000. Some 
of them in my State for the higher graded schools cost enormous sums, 
too much, I think, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the amendment does not correspond in print with 
that read at the desk, Lask that the first five lines may be repeated by 
the Chief Clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first part of the amendment will 
be read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That there shall be appropriated and set apart, in addition to the sum of 
$7,000,000 of the first appropriation, the sum of $2,000,000, which shall be allotted 
to the several States and Territories on the same basis as the moneys sporos 
priated in the first section, which shall be known as the common-school fund, 
to be paid out annually to State and Territory atthe end of the year on 
proof of the expenditure made during such year, &. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is an inconsistency apparent there from the 
reading. The amendment provides that this appropriation is to be in 
addition to the first payment of $7,000,000, and then that is to be paid 
out annually. That is the language. Then there must be a mistake 
in this ‘*thecommon-school fund, because the entire fund is the 
common-school fund. I assume that it must have been intended for 
something else, perhaps for the school-house fund. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will aay to the Senator that it was intended for ex- 
actly what it says. It is all a school fund, although you divert a por- 
tion of it for the purpose of building school-houses. It is all the same 
fund, that you use one part for educational purposes and the 
other for building school-houses. Still Iam not particular about the 
language. I am perfectly willing to modify the amendment in that re- 
spect. : 

Piir. BLAIR. Let it be called the ‘‘school-house fand.” 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. Iam willing to say that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 13 of the original bill was exactly in the 
language of theamendment of the Senator from Illinois. That section 
was stricken out by a vote of the Senate; and in that this fund was de- 
scribed, at the top of page 8, in line 5, section 13, in the original print, 
as the ‘‘school-house fund.“ So I assume there must have been a mis- 
take. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is mistaken. 
out in the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not appear in the subsequent print of the 
bill, so it must have been stricken out by the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator that the amendment I pre- 
sent now I offered to the bill when it was pendingin the last Congress, 
and in the draught of the original bill, which was referred to the commit- 
tee at the present session, this amendment was inserted as asection. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is, the Committee gn Education and Labor? 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Education and Labor, and the com- 
mittee struck it out. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has not been stricken out by the Senate? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it is in the bill? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; it is not in the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. It appears in the first print, Calendar No. 15, Senate 
bill 194, report No. 4, section 13, in exactly the same language as the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois. It appears with lines 
drawn through it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it could not have been stricken out of the bill 
unless the Senate agreed to strike it out. The Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor could not strike it out; they could only report a recom- 
mendation that it should be stricken out, 

Mr. LOGAN. I am not . could do or what they could 
not do; I am only speaking of what they did do. I am not discussing 
as to the proprieties or improprieties or powers; I am only stating the 
facts. They did strike it out, that is all, and the bill was reprinted 
with that section out, as it had been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will examine the new print put on 
our tables this morning, he will see that the sections run to section 12 
e, then skip to section 14, showing that there has been something 
omitted. 

Mr. LOGAN. I can not tell anything about that. It is not in the 
bill I have before me, and it is not in the bill we have been voting on 
asread by the clerks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will allow the Chair 
one moment, he will state that it appears from the bill that the com- 
mittee reported to strike out section 13, and that the motion to strike 
out was sustained in the Senate, so that the original section 13 is not 
now a part of the bill at all. 

Mr. AN. In line5 of my amendment, after the word school,“ 
I move to insert the word house;“ so as to read, ‘‘common-school 
house fund.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to modify 
his amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will do so; and in line 5 I will strike out the word 
annually;“ so as to read: 


To be paid out to each State and Territory at the end of the year on proof of 
the expenditure made during such year, 


The section was stricken 
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Some Senators who are very much interested in the passage of the 
bill have su ed to me to change the wording so that it will read, 
beginning in line 12: 

Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with plans to be furnished free 
on application to the Bureau of Education in Washington. 

So I strike out the words, in line 13, modern plans which,“ and 
after the word plans“ I strike out the word shall“ and insert the 
word ‘‘to;’’ so that it will read as I have modified it: 

Src. —. That there shall be appropriated and set a in addition tothe sum 
of $7,000,000 of the first appropriation, the sum of $2,000,000, which shall be allot- 
ted to the several States and tories on the same basis as the moneys appro- 

riated in the first section, which shall be known as the common-school house 
nd, to be paid out to each State and Territory at the end of the year on proof 
of the expenditure made during such year, which be expended for the 
erection and construction of school-houses for the use and occupation of the 
pupils attending the common schools in the sparsely populated districts thereof, 
where the local community shall be comparatively unable to bear the burdens 
of taxation. Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with plans to be 
furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education at Washington: Pro- 
„ however, That not more than $100 shall be paid from said fund toward the 
cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half the cost thereof in any 
case; and the States and Territories shall annually make full report of all ex- 
penditures from the school-house fund to the Secretary of the Interior, as in case 
of other moneys received under the provisions of thie act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Do I understand the Senator from Illinois to say 
that the bill, as it has been amended by the Senate, includes no pro- 
vision for the construction of school-houses? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; it does not include any such provision. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides that no part of the fund shall be 
used for school-house purposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. It provides that the money shall not be used for 
school-houses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Section 13 was stricken out several days ago. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I fail to see how the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire can justify the bill with that section stricken out. 

Mr. BLAIR. We want to vote it in. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But I understand that it has been voted out. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. It certainly has been voted out. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not as the Senator from Illinois has offered it. Iwillstate 
just the way this whole matter stands. This amendment was moved 
by the honorable Senator from Illinois in the last Congress the night that 
the bill passed the Senate. It was strongly sustained, but it was im- 
perfectly understood, very slightly discussed, and it failed. It seemed 
to some members of the committee at least that it was a valuable feat- 
ure and that it onght to be added to the bill. So when the bill was 
introduced in this Congress it was inserted as section 13. The bill went 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, and one or two members of 
the committee objected to it and thought that we had better stand on 
the bill just as the Senate passed it. Their objection was not to the 
merits of the amendment so much as in deference to the idea that the 
Senate had once acted on the bill and we had better report it just as the 
Senate had agreed toitin the last Congress. Accordingly we reported 
the bill back with an amendment striking out that section, and so the 
bill came to the Senate with that section stricken out; and in the orig- 
inal print it was just as the Senator from Kansas recollects it to be. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the Senate agreed to the amendment of the 
committee and struck out the section. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to say that the Senator from Illinois de- 
sired to oppose that amendment and to retain the section in the bill, 
but the matter came up when hardly any one was present, and before 
I myself was aware of it action had been taken on the amendment. 
The Senator from Illinois was out of the Chamber. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not in at the time. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator from Illinois came back, and with con- 
siderable surprise found what had been the action of the Senate, and 
he in the first instance moved the section as anamendment. ‘The bill 
being still in Committee of the Whole the amendment is technically 
objectionable, but he has now modified the amendment so that it is not 
exactly the same provision. Though it is very much like it, still it is 
not the section that was reported back to be stricken out by the com- 
mittee. While in substance it is very much the same it is not the 
same, and is now an amendment strictly in order. 

Mr. LOGAN. At the suggestion of some friends of the bill who know 
more about building school-houses than I do, because I am told they 
have had some experience in building them for this class of people, it 
has been thought that I increase the amount from $100 to $150, 
which I propose to do, so that the first part of the proviso will read: 

That not more than $150 shall be paid from said fund toward the cost of any 
single school-house, nor more than one-half the cost thereof in any case. 

1 those changes I offer the amendment as a new section to the 

111. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Then I understand as the bill stands now there 
is no provision for the construction of school-houses. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator how that is and how the 
discussion was in the Senate at the last Congress. The subject hasnot 
been up before, that Iam aware of, during thisdebate. It was thought 


that the States ought to furnish the school-houses, and they are in sub- 


stance required to do it; but there area many reasons why the 
States should be assisted so far as the amendment will assist them in 
securing in the sparsely settled and poorer portions of the country some 
aid from the General Government. The amount is small, and school- 
houses in the sparsely settled districts, according to the statements of 
the superintendents of education, never cost over $300. It is a very 
good school-house that costs $300 in money. To avoid excusing the 
people from effort on their own part, the amendment provides that not 
more than one-half of the cost of a school-house shall be paid from this 
fund. The people will be obliged always to pay the other half, and if 
they get $150, as the Senator from Illinois has now modified his amend- 
ment, out of this school-house fund, they must build a school-house 
which costs at least $300. If their school-house costs only $200, then 
by the amendment, they not taking over one-half the cost of any school- 
house, they must be content with $100. If the school-house costs $100 
then they get only $50, and in no case will they get the full expense 
of the school-house nor more than one-half of it. If the school-house 
costs $600, they will have to pay it all except $150 by the limitation 
of the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Iwill ask the Senator further, unless there be 
some provision for the construction of school-houses does he really think 
that this beneficence will reach the object sought ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will tell the Senator about that. Every particle of 
this money that we are giving can be used in existing school-houses for 
the prolongation of existing schools, and it would not then carry them 
more than five months, certainly not over six at the outside; but of 
course the money is to be used in such a way as to gradually dissemi- 
nate the blessings of the system to those who do not enjoy it. It is to 
go into some unexplored country of ignorance, and there the people 
must have a school-house as well as a teacher; and it wouldseem to be 
very proper that we should do something toward the erection of school- 
houses for the accommodation of those who now haye none. Does the 
Senator understand me ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. By so far as we distribute this money where there are 
no schools at all we lessen the length that might otherwise be given to 
existing schools, but of course in an equalization of school privileges we 
must do something to reach those who have now no school-houses. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I fail to see how this bill can reach the benighted 
section which it is intended to reach unless there be provision made to 
construct school-houses. You can reach the large cities, that are pro- 
vided for already in a measure, where school-houses have been con- 
structed. The most populous and the most wealthy will be reached by 
the bill, but the comparatively poor spoken of here, those comparatively 
unable to bear the burden of taxation, are not reached and can not be 
reached by the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. This amendment will supply them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But I understood that this amendment was 
stricken from the bill by the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator’s object is in some way to cast a reflec- 
tion upon the committee, he is welcome to take advantage of it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the last Congress, when the bill passed the 
Senate, what provision was made then for school-houses? 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator’s memory were as long as his disposi- 
tion to find fault, he would recollect that this proposition was discussed 
very thoroughly, and that by the action of the Senate this matter was 
stricken out. Some who thought it would be a good idea to have school- 
houses provided for to some extent had brought forward this amend- 
ment, but it was not quite strong enough to be incorporated in the bill. 
However, it has come to the surface again, and I trust the Senator, in 
accordance with his suggestions, will try to improve the bill by helping 
to put this amendment into it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not know that I have obtained a definite 
answer to my question; but I suppose I may state it asa fact that dur- 
ing the last Congress when this bill left the Senate it had no provision 
in it for the construction of school-houses. Am Tright? Then it seems 
strange that the committee should be willing that the bill should pass the 
Senate and be taken to the other House when there had been eliminated 
from it the only clause which could reach the object to be sought. Here 
was $77,000,000 to be paid to the wealthy, to be paid to the districts 
that could bear their burdens of taxation; and so it stands to-day. Is 
that all? Is this donation to reach no further than that? Is it not to 
reach the districts which are comparatively unable to bear the burdens 
of taxation ? 

If you pass the bill appropriating the $77,000,000 with no provision in 
it for school-houses, those who are so situated as to be without school- 
houses can not receive the benefit of this $77,000,000. They will not 
receive their distributive share until they build the school-houses; and 
who are to build the school-houses? The Senator says the States, and 
yet the States for these many years have not built school-houses in those 
districts. What assurance, what guarantee have you that the States 
will be more liberal in the construction of school-houses hereafter than 
they have been in the past? You tender this magnificent bounty of 
$77,000,000 to them when you know it can not reach the object you 
seek—the poor, the impoverished, those unable to bear the burden of 
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taxation. Youdenyittothem. Youprovidecarefully that there shall 
be teachers educated, and yet you make no provision for school-houses. 
Will my.friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] tell me that he thinks 
the colored men in the South will be able to construct school-houses from 
their own means in those districts where they have them not to-day ? 
Does he suppose they will do it? 


Mr. HOAR. I am in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But it seems the bill passed the Senate in the last 
Congress without this amendment, and had the other House agreed to 
the measure you would then have thrown $77,000,000 into the pockets 
of the wealthy, according to your own bill. 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator seems to be in doubt, I will say that I 
voted for the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What 1 desire to know is why this bill, appropri- 
ating these millions, should have passed the hands of the Senate with- 
out a warning. The Senate had the power, and yet when they gave 
this $77,000,000 they shut the doors to its benefits to the class they said 
they wanted to reach. They denied it to them. You deny it to the col- 
ored men for whom you have pleaded, and to theirchildren. You have 
denied it to the stolid ignorance of the Southern States, which you make 
the basis for this expenditure of millions. You strike out trom this bill 
the only clause which can open the school-house to them. My friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] shakes his head. I say that you 
close the door to the objects that you seek to reach in the title of the 
bill by its pretended appropriation, and that is the attitude to-day. 

Some one says go to the store! What do they generally sell to the 
colored man in the store in such a locality? Molasses and whisky. 
Ge to the store! Would you send the ignorant colored boy to school 
at the store? I am surprised that the Senator from Massachusetts 
should be content to have the colored boy for whom he pleaded go to 
school at the store. 

The cause for this project can very easily be penetrated. The Sen- 
atorfrom Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] pleaded that he wanted universal ed- 
wcation to protect universal suffrage. The Senator from Louisiana 
thought that this was the only thing that could reach and solve the dif- 
ficult problem. He asks now universal education in behalf of univer- 
sal suffrage, and I suppose the Senator from New Hampshire will re- 
spond amen, and the Senator from Massachusetts will make a loud 
amen also. Universal education to secure universal suffrage! Webe- 
lieve that; we have taught that; and yet you deny universal suffrage in 
this very bill; you have guarded it so that universal suffrage can not be 
secured and will not be secured in your States. You prevent the ex- 
penditure of a small sum to construct school- houses, the only mode by 
which the school-teacher can reach the ignorant child of the South. 
You provide for education in normal schools in your large cities, where 
teachers shall be educated to do what? To teach the children in the 
wealthy districts; and where the people are comparatively unable to 
bear the burdens of taxation you make them heavier, you do not unloose 
the burden there. Why not? Let gentlemen answer who think this 
bill is to be the open sesame to all the virtues of universal suffrage. 

The Senator from Louisiana advocates this bill (otherwise I should 
have made no allusion to it, and it is a very proper inquiry) upon the 
liberal ground of securing universal suffrage. Why, is not universal 
suffrage secured already in the States of the Union? ‘The Senator from 
Massachusetts has repeatedly said on this floor that universal suffrage is 
a mockery in some of the States of this Union; that they haveitnot. He 
insists that it was given to all men without regard to color, not only 
by law but by the most sacred of all instruments, the Constitution of 
the United States, given as a right; and yet that same Senator has said 
that this right has not been secured in many States of this Union. 

Iam glad the Senator from Louisiana has come to the relief of the 
Senatorfrom Massachusetts and given him some assurance that univer- 
sal suffrage can only be secured by universal education. 

If that be so, if the Senators having the power to carry this bill through 
the Senate take that view, why is it, and the nation asks why is it, that 
this important feature has been eliminated from it? Does not the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire know, do not the statistics tell him, not only 
the proportion of the area of the South, but the proportion of its popu- 
lation who are to-day denied the privileges of common-school education 
in that section because of their inability or unwillingness to construct 
school-houses in which they can be taught? Let the bill leaves it pre- 
cisely there to-day. 

I might properly suggest to the Senator from Louisiana, because it is 
undoubtedly true, that the vote of the colored men in the South is ob- 
noxious to the white population of those States. Itis unpleasant and 
disagreeable and nauseating for the white man of the South to go side 
by side with the colored man and deposit his vote in the ballot-box. I 
take it that that position can not be doubted. Will it be any more ac- 
ceptable to your white people that the colored man who elbows his way 
up to the ballot-box can read and write or that he can solvea problem 
in arithmetic or answer questions in philosophy? Will they be dis- 

to recognize more willingly the right of the ballot secured by the 

aws and the Constitution of this country? Will it render the exercise 
of that right any more agreeable to the men of the South if the negro 
should be elevated a little above his present condition of ignorance and 
shonld know all the rudiments of an English education? If the bill 


passes as it is now there is no necessity to propound that question. In 
regard to probably one-half the area of the States you seek to benefit, 
in regard to one-half and more of the population of the States you seek 
8 eas you have denied and taken from the people the p.ivileges of 
this bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I interrupt the Senator for one moment? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. With pleasure. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Idonot like tosay anything personal, but I think 
I am not obnoxious to the charge that he has made, for I can claim that 
I was the first man in the South after the war, and I believe the first 
man in America, to propose to give the negroes the right to vote; and 
I did that immediately after the war. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am proud to know that the fact is as stated by 
the gentleman from South Carolina; but did the white men of South 
Carolina cheerfully follow your example in that direction? Did the 
white menof Mississippi cheerfully follow you in that direction? There 
was the misfortune. Here and there there may have been a Moses to 
lead, but the followers were rebellious as of old. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

ield? 
7 Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The modesty of the Senator from South Carolina 
doubtless keeps him silent in response to that challenge, but I should 
like to remind the Senator from Nebraska that the people of South 
Carolina so followed theadvice of their distinguished Senator that they 
made-him governor of the State in a way that stuck even in 1876. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The negroes made me governor 

Mr. VOORHEES. And the negroes made him governor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no doubt of that. I am proud to know 
the fact that the distinguished Senator from South Carolina was bold 
enough and brave enough and good enough to stand out in advance 
and throw forth that flag the principles of which were implanted in 
the Constitution of this country. I am proud to know it, and proud 
to know that the colored people of the South, appreciating that good- 
ness and that greatness and that boldness, placed him in the executive 
chair of South Carolina to rule over the destinies of the Stute. I have 
no doubt if my friend the Senator from Massachusetts were here to take 
part in this transient discussion, he would only regret that the other 
Senator from South Carolina and that the other States did not follow 
the distinguished example set them by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. 

This is no part of the argument Iam making, because Senators know 
it is not my wont to allude to these things, and I speak it in no unkind- 
ness; I know they will believe me when I say I do not; but I was 
pointing the argument which I have often heard on this side of the 
Chamber. I have heard the men of the South arraigned, I have heard 
Mississippi arraigned by those men who are the special advocates of this 
bill. They have taunted you now and then with this matter. Iam 
not here to do that. I only allude to the fact that some Senators, nota- 
bly the Senator from Massachusetts, who is one of the prominent de- 
fenders of this bill, have done that thing. He has made thecharge which 
I am only repeating as his, if he will allow me to do so, not as my own. 
I desire to show him that in passing this bill, taking $77,000,000 out of 
the Treasury, the object accomplished will not come anywhere near the 
object he is seeking to gain by it. If we are to accept this $77,000,000 
of United States money, then the first thing to do is to construct a 
school-house, put there a teacher, and open the doors, or otherwise the 
ignorance to which my friend refers will be nearly as great at the ex- 
piration of the eight years as it is to-day, and those whom he seeks to 
benefit will not be benefited by this measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. LoGaN]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to say only that I hope this 
amendment will be adopted. It will enable the people in sparsely 
settled districts of the South to have schools. I have been in favor of 
the amendment all the time. I was in favor also of the other amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois granting $136,000,000 for 
common schools in the South and in the country at large. I voted 
ere it, however, because I did not believe that it would help to puss 
the bill. 

As a member of the Committee on Education and Labor two years 
ago I concurred in reporting a bill by which $105,0U0,000 was to be 
distributed according to the basis mentioned in this bill. That was 
the unanimous report of the committee. The bill came to the Senate 
with a proposition to give $105,000,000, but after debate here that 
amount was cut down to $77,000,000, the amount proposed in this bill. 
I believed then and I believe now that a bill granting $77,000,000 can 
pass Congress. I am afraid thata bill granting a larger sum would not 
pass Congress; and it is for that reason that I opposed the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to ask my friend from Mississippi a question, 
as I have great respect for any opinion he may have connected with 
this measure. This appropriation is made in aid of the States in the 
establishment of common schools. There must be common schools in 
existence in the States, established by the States. There can not be 
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common schools without houses in which to teach the children. There 
may not be houses in certain localities; they may not be such 
houses as the would desire; they might want them improved, 
they might want houses; but this ap iati 


A Toal waa not a general want. The want for these houses can not 
because in one-half or two-thirds of every State there are 
and they are sufficiently comfortable to answer all 
the uses. Now, how can weappropriate $2,000,000 out of the Treasury 
to answer a want that is necessarily local in every State? That is 
my trouble. Iam a friend of the bill; [should like to see these houses 
built; but I do not desire to load the bill down with these troubles; 
and my opinion is that the States do not need it; that it is not a want 
go pressing as to require this appropriation; and I hope the amendment 
Mr. GEORGE. When I was interrupted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama I was some views which I entertain upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator sat 508 which had been aoed down, sn. I 
wasgi some reasons why I cast my vote againsti esire to place 
sepi oe the statement that I do not think the amount 
by the Senator from Illinois was extravagant or was beyond the needs 
of the people of this country for the purposes of education. I would 
cheerfully vote for that amount. I voted against the amendment solely 
upon the ground that I believe a sum than $77,000,000 (that 
amount having once received the sanction of the Senate and the larger 
sum having been yoted down) is not likely to be passed at all, and I 
prefer in this matter to take the deliberate judgment of the Senate as 
expressed at the last Congress and the deliberate judgment of the com- 
mittee, of which Iam no a member, expressed at this session, 
and to vote for a sum which I think we may get out of the Treasury to 
assist in the education of the e. 

Ne MARRIS Is the school-house fund to be a part of the $77,- 
000, 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. In response to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Alabama about this being a local want, I understand him 
somewhat to insinuate a constitutional objection to this appropriation 
because the want is not general, but local. My answer to that is that 
it necessarily rests in the discretion of Congress in ing such an ap- 
propriation to determine how far the want is local and how far it is 
general. In addition to that, an answer to the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama is found in the fact cae era Anan 
houses is buta of the scheme to educate the it is only a part 
of the means of education; and if we have a right under the Constitu- 
tion to make an appropriation for the purpose of educating the illiter- 
ate and poor of this country, certainly we have the right 
Se ieee epic eee ay ape can not be ves 
to them. i t is a complete answer to the suggestion e by 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to sug- 
gest in connection with what the Senator from Alabama has said that 


> 


I suppose an tion for the Coosa or some other river down in 
wo a local ion, would it not? 
Mr. GEORGE. You are the Senator from Alabama, not after 
me. - 


Mr. PUGH. What is the question? 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that I think 
an appropriation for the benefit of the Coosa River would be a local ap- 
propriation, yet I do not suppose any one would object to it on consti- 
tutional poa : 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] as modified. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I now desire to offer another amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, Senators are no doubt advised of the 
great affliction which has befallen my colleague. Mrs. Hawley died last 
evening at half past 6 o’clock. There are to be simple funeral services 
at the residence of my colleague, at No. 312 C street, at 5 o’clock this 
afternoon. Many Senators have already left for the purpose of attend- 
ing, and others desire by their presence to testify their sympathy for my 

eague in his great bereavement. I therefore move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion me riei to; and (at 3 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjo 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 4, 1886. 
The s met at 12 olelock m. Prayer by Rev. S. K. Cox, of Wash- 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 


President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 

panying report, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the information of 22 the seventeenth annual 
report of the board of Indian commissioners of year 1885, submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior in pursuance of the act of a fet 1882, 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MAnsiox, March 3, 1888. 


ARTILLERY SCHOOL AT FORTRESS MONROE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting correspondence with officers of the artillery school 
at Fortress Monroe recommending appropriation for extra-duty pay to 
enlisted men employed at that school; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON RETAIL LIQUOR DEALERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the acting Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue and recommending amendments of the 
acts in relation to penalties fer carrying on the business of retail liquor 
dealers without the payment of tax; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1885. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate providing for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the 
Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1885; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolutions of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (HL Res. 105) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Reuben Ellwi late a Representative in Congress; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VIELE. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 5552. It requires no expenditure of money. 
It does a simple act of justice, and I think will lead to no discussion. 

ea ge Is that bill on the Private Calendar or the House Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEACH. Then it can not be brought up under the eall of com- 
mittees. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James Cain was read. 
5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. STORM. _Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House require that in every case 
a report shall accompany the bill. 

Mr. STORM. I would like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report would be in the nature 
of debate. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire to have the 
report read reserving the right to object? 

Arr STORIE If the gentleman will explain the bill that will do 
as we 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if there is a report accompanying this 
bill I would like to hear it read. y 

The SPEAKER. The report can not be read except by unanimous 
consent unless the bill is under consideration, because that would be 
in the nature of debate; but if there be no objection the report will be 
read subject to the right to object afterward. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to object, but it seems to 
me that we ought not to into the habit of hearing reports and the 
extended debate which is sometimes indulged in in such cases before 
the question of objection is raised. It seems to me that it should first 
be determined whether or not there is objection to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
objects to the reading of the 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not object to the consideration of the bill, 
however. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. [I object. 

PAY OF JUDGES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely bills (H. R. 88, H. R. 594, H. R. 3704, and S. 6) regulating 
the pay of the district judges of the United States. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. S. „I rise to—I do not know whether it 
is a question of privilege or how it should be stated, but it is this: In 
the absence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENSEY] this morning 
the Committee on the Judiciary took different action upon this subject, 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2039 


and it occurs to me that as the gentleman was not aware of that fact | Ferguson; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 


the report ought to be withdrawn for the present. 

The SPEAKER. This is in part a report upon a Senate bill, and the 
bill does not accompany the report. 

Mr. SENEY. ‘The report is based on three bills, two of the House 
and one of the Senate, and a copy of each bill accompanies the report. 

The SPEAKER. One of the bills to which the report relates appears 
to be a Senate bill, and it does not accompany the report. 

Mr. SENEY. The bill was putinto the report by me only a moment 
ago and sent up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. There is accompany- 
ing the report a printed copy of the Senate bill, but the House must act 
apon the original engrossed bill, the official paper, as it comes from the 

ate. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what is proper to 
be done under the circumstances. I was instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to make that report to the House. The report was 
prepared last week, and would have been made before only that it was 
delayed at the request of a member of the committee in order that he 
might have an opportunity to examine it. Had I been in my seat yes- 
terday morning it would have been presented then. Coming into the 
House this morning, I thought it proper when the Committee on the 
Judiciary was called that I should present the report to the House, 
and I was not aware until afterward that the committee this morning 
had changed its order on the subject. Whatever is proper to be done 
in the matter I am, of course, quite willing to do. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not understand that the committee has changed 
its order except that there is a motion to reconsider pending. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thatisall. If I may be permitted, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to make one observation. The facts have been correctly stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], and it would not have been 
necessary at all for me to have called the attention of the Speaker to 
the last action of the committee on this matter had the gentleman 
from Ohio happened to be present in the committee-room this morning 
when that action was taken. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has already stated, the original Sen- 
ate bill does not accompany the report, and a report on a Senate bill 
can not be received unless accompanied by the bill itself. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then, Mr. Speaker, the report is out of order at 
this time for a different reason from the one stated by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

8 — SPEAKER. The Senate bill has not been reported back to the 
ouse. 

Mr. ROGERS. The object of my remark was to prevent the House 
from getting the impression that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, SENEY] 
had knowingly doing anything wrong. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, let the report be considered withdrawn. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE ILLINOIS AND DES MOINES RIVERS. 
Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with an 


amendment the bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the construction of bridges | PO 


across the Illinois River in the State of Illinois and the Des Moines 
River in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the leave heretofore granted 
by the House, and in behalf of the minority of the Committee on Com- 
merce, I present their views on House bill No. 5885 to incorporate the 
Atlantic and Pacific Ship Railway. 

The paper was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 333) to provide for the exer- 
cise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the United States in places ont 
of their territory and dominion and to repeal the Revised Statutes from 
section 4083 to section 4130, inclusive. - 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois please state 
whether this bill makes an appropriation or requires an appropriation 
to be made. 

Mr. HITT. The bill by its provisions requires an appropriation, 
but does not expressly make it. 

The bill and accompanying report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 32) to 
amend an act entitled An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama 
from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,’’ approved 
March 3, 1883; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. M. E. A. FERGUSON. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1925) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. A. 


ordered to be printed. 
MARY A. FITZPATRICK. 

On motion of Mr. ELLSBERRY, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was disc’ from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Mary A. Fitzpatrick; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

8, B. CRANSTON. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. from the Committee on Claims, also reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 1975) for the relief of S. B. Cranston; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE B. CULVER. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a bill 
(H. R. 6396) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine B. Culver; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on 155 Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


accompan 


JOHN F. SLATER. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 115) providing for the execution of 
the joint resolution of February 5, 1883, voting thanks and a medal to 
John F. Slater; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calander, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LANDS FOR CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5164) to enable the State of Cali- 
fornia to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, 
found to be mineral lands; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. GLASS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2293) to promote agriculture, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
pack adversely the bill (H. R. 3426) to incorporate the American Col- 
lege for the Blind; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical 
science and to prevent the desecration of graves; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also re- 

rted back adversely the bill (H. R. 2632) for the promotion of anatom- 
ical science and to prevent the desecration of graves; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills heretofore 
reported by committees begins at twenty-three minutes before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. DIBBLE (when the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
was called) said: I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of consider- 
ing the bill (H. R. 5546) for the erection of a public building at Ashe- 
ville, N. C., and I ask unanimous consent that debate on this bill in 
Committee of the Whole be limited to ten minutes. The bill has al- 
ready been before the House three different times. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the bill indicated by him, and, pending that 
motion, he asks unanimous consent that debate on the bill in Commit- 
tee of the Whole be limited to ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana (in his seat), objected. 

The SPEAKER. Who objects? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is thisa bill for the erection of a pub- 
lic building? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If there is any necessity for debate at 
all I do not see what good ten minutes’ debate can do. But I will 
withdraw the objection. I can stand it if gentlemen on the other side 


can. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the order limiting debate 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. DIBBLE that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5546) for the erection of a public 
building at Asheville, N. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., Ihat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with tire-proof 
vaults extending to each story, for the use and accommodation of the courts of 
the United post-office, and other offices of the Government, at Asheville, 
N. C. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifi- 
cations to be previously made and approved by the rauen ad dapi the Treasury, 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $50,000; nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased 
and paa for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no 
purchase of site nor place for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the sum of $80,000 for site and 
building; and the site 8 shall leave the building independent and nnex- 
posed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of North Carolina shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the ownerthereof, forall purpuses except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of civil processes therein. 


The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate upon the pend- 
ing bill has been limited to ten minutes, The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from South Carolina to control one-Lalf of that time, and if 
any gentleman desires to oppose the bill the Chair will recognize him 
for that purpose to control the other half of the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report of the committee be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be read in the time of some gen- 
tleman occupying the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask by unanimous consent the report may be read, 
not to take up any portion of the ten minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think, Mr. Chairman, a statement by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. JOHNSTON], who is perfectly familiar 
with the subject, will substitue all the facts set forth in the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman trom In- 
diana as controlling the five minutes iu opposition, and if he desires in 
that time the report can be read. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There is a misprint in the bill; the word place 
should be substituted by the word plan.“ so it will read and no pur- 
chase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury,“ &. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection, and the correction 
will be made accordingly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield now for three minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. JOHNSTON]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, as stated by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, this isa bill providing for the erection of a court- 
house in the city of Asheville, N. C. It has passed the Senate three sev- 
eral times—in the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Con- 
gresses—appropriating $100,000, and each time it has received a favor- 
able report from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this 
House but has failed to pass because it was not reached on the Calendar. 
At this session it was introduced appropriating $100,000, but the com- 
mittee have reduced it to $80,000, which I think is too small, but at the 
same time I have to submit to it. The United States court sits in the 
city of Asheville, a eireuit and district court, organized there for four- 
teen years. It is the largest Federal court in North Carolina. It is situ- 
ated 200 miles west of any public building in the State. There are now 
pending before that court four hundred cases to be tried. I have the 
certificate of the judge of the court, which says that since its establish- 
ment there have been over four thousand cases di of. Onaccount 
of the increasing population and business of the State there has been 
established a State court in addition to the Federal court, and often con- 
flicts arise between the two. I myself haveseen the Federal court ad- 
journ because of conflict between it and the State courts. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, there is no place for taking proper care of the 
records of the Federal court. The clerk’s office, where the records of 
fifteen years are kept, is a building distant from the court-house and 
liable at any time to be destroyed by fire. It is in a second- story room, 
where if a fire occurred no doubt the entire records of the courts would 
be destroyed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is this for a court-house only or for a 
post-office and other buildings? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It is for a court-house, for a 
post-office, for a revenue office, and for other purposes set forth in the 


report. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. From the number of cases stated by 
the 2% as pending beſore the court it would seem that they also 
want a jail. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. We would like to have one, 
but we have one there now which is satisfactory for the present. The 
present building is intended to supply the want of accommodation for 
the various public offices located in that city. 


Bost McCOMAS. What internal-revenue office is located in Ashe- 
ville? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. The deputy collector of in- 
terual revenue for the western district. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The deputy collector? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is that a good precedent to establish—to erect 
public buildings for the accommodation of deputy collectors? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It might not, but there is also a 
Federal court sitting there which has been in existence for over fourteen 
years, and the records of which are now exposed to loss by fire. There 
is also a post-office there to be provided for. The facts are fully set 
forth in the report accompanying the bill, which also states the amount 
of rent paid by the Government, the number of population, and other 
facts showing the necessity for this public building. My time of course 
is limited, but I will be glad to answer any suggestion on the part of 
gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute left. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina has one minute 
of his time left. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. 1 will reserve that for the 

resent. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana will be recognized 
as controlling the time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ought not to be recognized with a view of oppos- 
ing the measure. Thereiore if anybody wishes to oppose the measure 
I will yield him the floor. If no one rises for that purpose I will occupy 
the floor to say this: During the last Congress I repeatedly stated the 
main objections in the country to the erection of pub ic buildings was 
the large appropriations made for each one, and the fact that those ap- 
propriations were made without proper safeguards against demands for 
subsequent additional appropriations. I am glad to notice this bill 
meets both objections which I have been so persistent in making first, 
as the amount seems to be reasonable for such a building where there 
has been established a Federal court for fourteen years, which would 
indicate the necessity for such a building; and secondly, in incorporat- 
ing proper safeguards against additional appropriations hereafter. It 
is provided this money is to be expended only on the plan made and 
after the site has been purchased, so as to secure with reasonable cer- 
tainty the amount indicated in the bill shall be sufficient to complete 
the structure. The adoption of such safeguards in my judgment ren- 
ders legislation of this character much more satisfactory and much safer 
than where no safeguards are adopted against future demands for addi- 
tional appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is due to the committee to 
state that five minutes of the time allowed for debate should be given 
to those desiring to oppose the bill. If any gentleman desires to speak 
in opposition to it the Chair will recognize him for that purpose. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No one rising to oppose the bill, I move that the 
committee rise and report the bill and amendment to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration House 
bill No. 5546, had directed him to report the same with an amend- 
ment to the House and recommend its passage as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill does not contain an appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No, sir. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 

Sed. 


pas 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BELFAST, ME. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1027) for the extension and repair of 
the public building at Belfast, Me.; and I ask unanimous consent that 
the same limit of debate granted on the preceding bill, to be equally 
divided in case there shall be any opposition to the passage of the bill, 
be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. What is this bill? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Itis only an extension or addition to this building 
at Belfast, Me., and involves an expenditure of only $15,000. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The motion of Mr. DIBBLE was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
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House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be constructed an extension of the public build- 
ing at Belfa-t, in the State of Maine, in accordance with plans and ions 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury neg ayn and also to put said 
building in a thorough state of repair; and for the purposes herein named the 
sum of $15,000 is hereby uppropriated. out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise PIMA. to ka expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House all debate is limited 
on this bill to ten minutes, and the Chair will ize the same prin- 
ciple in the distribution and allotment of the time that was observed 
on the preceding bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, this bill is for the purpose of ex- 
tending a public building which is already in existence in the town of 
Belfast, Me., which is the property of the Government, so that it shall 
have sufficient capacity to do the Government business in; and I will 
ask the Clerk to read a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
this subject as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 26, 1886. 


Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th in- 
stant in regard to bill No. 1027, H. R., for the extension and repair of the public 
building at Belfast, Me. I am informed by the Supervising Architect of this De- 
partment that the amount ($15,000) asked in the estimate of appropriations re- 
cently submitted to Congress for the custom-house, &., at Belfast, Me., is for 
the construction of an extension to the building to provide adequate accommo- 
dations for the post-office business, for which plans and specifications have been 
submitted to the Department by the superintendent of repairs for that section. 
The extension contemplated is 20 feet by 45 feet 8 inches, the full height of the 
building (two stories), 

The present post-office accommodations consist of a post-office worki 
23 feet 8 inches by 16 feet 6 inches, and a room 16 feet 6 inches by 8 feet 8 es, 
which is used by the postmaster and for the money-order business. The exten- 
sion will provide room for the postmaster 18 feet by 8 feet 6 inches, a money-or- 
der room 18 .eet by 8 feet 6 inches, increase the size of the working-room to 36 
feet by 23 feet, and provide a room in second story for the inspectors of customs 
24 feet 3 inches by 18 feet 6 inches, and a files-room 18 feet by 8 feet 6 inches. 

The present building is a two-story brick fire-proof structure. with two rooms on 
each floor, No external ornamentation is contemplated on the extension. The 
oftice handles seven daily mails, and isthe distributing center for fifty-four post- 
oltives in Waldo County. The present accommodations are too restricted, and 
abuut one hundred more boxes could be rented if they could be po up. 

The peerage cost of the extension, of fire-proof construction, is $15, 


ully, yours, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL DIBBLE, 


Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not desire at this time to say anything further 
in support of this bill unless there is debate on the other side, in which 
case I will reserve my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman for five 
minutes who may desire to oppose the bill. [Cries of Vote! Vote!’’] 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 1027, directed him to report the same to the House with- 
out amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAVANNAH, GA. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering House bill 5547, and I ask the same unani- 
mous consent as to the limitation of debate to ten minutes that was 
made in the preceding cases. 

Mr. CANNON. What is this bill? 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is for the erection of a public building at Savan- 
nah, Ga. 

Mr. EDEN. I would suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina 
that he modify his request so that the report may be read first, and then 
allow ten minutes for debate, so that we may understand the bill better. 

Mr. DIBBLE. If any gentleman desires to have the report read I 
shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIBBLE’S motion was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


the Secretar~ of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au - 

therwise provide a site and cause to be 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States circuit and d courts 
and post-office, and other Government uses, at the city of Savannah. in the State 
of Georgia. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans and 
specifications to be previously made and approved by thu Secretary of the Treas- 


of Georgia shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same. 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein, 


The CHAIRMAN. If any gentleman desires the report to be read 
the Chair will direct the Clerk to read it as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. EDEN. Let it be read. 

The report (by Mr. REESE) was read, as follows: 


The United States Government, about forty years , erected a granite build- 
ing in Savannah, to be used as a custom-house and for the holding therein of 
the United States circuit and district courts, and as a post-office. The post-office 
was in the basement, or on the first floor; the collector's offices and United 
States marshal’s office were on the second floor, and the third floor was used by 
the courts. The bonded warehouse was on the first floor. The fice was 
dark and always damp, and wholly unsuited for the purpose. court-room 
(on the third floor) was found, from its first occupation, to be unfitted for the 
proper hearing of cases. This room is on the corner of two strects, which are 
the principal avenues of the commerce of that city, and as one of them is paved 
with stone, the almost incessant roar from drays and wagons frequently inter- 
rupts the business of the court. This is the case now. Anotherand remediless 
difficulty and o ion to judicial business exists in the acoustics of the court- 
room. Two experiments have been made by the Government to prevent this 
difficulty, and both were wholly unsuccessful. 

Your committee had before them letters from several judges who have ee: 
sided over the circuit and district courts in that room, and among them are Mr. 
Justice Bradley and Mr. Justice Woods, of the United States Supreme Court, and 
Hon. John Erskine, retired United States judge. And without further remarks 
ou this head. your committee say that such a room for holding the United States 
circuit and district court is a discredit to this Government. 

Your committee leave to submit the full text of the letters of Mr. Justice 
Bradley and Hon. John Erskine as a part of their report. They would submit, 
also, Mr. Justice Woods's letter had they it in hand, though it is of thesame pur- 

rt as the two letters submitted. Mr. Justice Woods says that the United 
States court-room in Savannah is the worst for holding court in the whole of the 
fifth United States judicial district, which extends from the Savannah River to 
the Rio Grande. 

After the war, when the internal-revenue system was extended South, the 
Government moved the post-office from the basement of the customs building 
into a rented house and occupied said basement for the internal-revenue serv- 
ice, and it is so used now. 

The post-office is, and for many years has been, in the basement ofa rented 
building. The delivery department is entered by five or six descending steps; 
the room is dark and poorly ventilated, and the space where mail-bags are re- 
ceived and em „letters assorted and stamped and delivered and key-boxes 
stationed, is about 83 by 18 feet. In fact, all the business of the office, which 
serves about 60,000 people, and is besides a distributing point for a large terri- 
tory, is done in the smal] room, excepting the sale of stamps, g of val- 
uable packages, and the issuing of money-orders. 

Besides the inadequacy of this basement room, the situation of it is most in- 
convenient for the ladies of the city. It is on the same noisy street which the 
ecustom-house is on, ich street is next to the river, and one on which ladies 
object to walking. The location of the post-office, therefore, is so objectionable 
that ladies rarely go to it to post or receive letters. 

Your committee are convinced that a building for holding United States 
courts and a ce in Savannah is a necessity. The custom-house, bein 
built of granite and iron and brick, so as to be fire proof, could not be remod- 
eled for that pi even if it was located in a quiet partof the city. A court- 
room with the objections pointed out by the three judges named is a reproach 
to our Government, It is a denial of justice to all parties to a suit for a judge 
and jury to sit in a room where the judge must leave the bench and sit or stand 
by the j in order to be heard, and where counsel, witnesses, jurors, and judge 
are straining to hear what is said, and where the judge must suspend proceed- 
ings to wait until the roar of wheels dies away. 

our committee therefore report back House bill 3880 with a substitute there- 
for, and recommend that the substitute do pass. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the nineteenth line of this bill con- 
tains the same misprint of the word place“ for plans, which occurred 
in a former bill, and I ask that it be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House debate is limited 
to ten minutes. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from South 
Carolina for five minutes in support of the bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Norwoop]. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there are two letters attached to 
this report, which have not been read, one by Mr. Justice Bradley and 
one by Judge Erskine, late judge of the district court, and there is also 
a letter from Justice Woods and one from the presiding judge, Speer, 
on the same subject, all of which go to show that the court is held in 
a room in the custom-house in Savannah in which it is impossible to 
transact the business to the satisfaction of parties, jurors, or of the 
court; and Judge Bradley says he has long desired that there should 
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be another court-house there, while Judge Woods states that it is the 
worst court-house within the fifth district—a district ing as it 
does from the Savannah River to the Rio Grande. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask my colleague does it not actually happen 
that policemen have often to be stationed there to stop the passage of 
drays, &c., that the ings of the court may go on? 

Mr. NORWOOD. That has been done time and again at the request 
of the judge. The building is situated at the corner of two of the prin- 
opa business streets of the city, that are paved with stone, and the roar 
of the wheels from wagons, drays, and the like is such as to drown the 
voices of the witnesses, the counsel, and the court, and they can not 
conduct the business while that noise is being made. The acoustics of 
the court-room are such that Judge Erskine says he has often got down 
from the bench and sat by the jury in making his charge in order that 
the jury might hear him. = 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds report that under 
such circumstances a court-house there is a necessity. And when it is 
remembered that that court-house is in the city of Savannah, where 
the admiralty business is conducted, and it is for the accommodation of 
both the district and circuit courts, and that there is a very large 
amount of business transacted in that court, Ido not think any gentle- 
man here would hesitate to say that the report of the committee is cor- 


rect. 

As to the post-office, I will say the net proceeds of the post-office are 
a little over $36,000 a year. The post-office is now in a basement. 
You descend four or five steps in order to get into the fice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Norwoop] has expired. The Chair will recognize any gentleman who 
desires to oppose the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idesire only toask aquestion. The present build- 
ing, as I understand, is occupied as a custom-house, internal-revenue 
0 and court-house. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir; and for the clerks of the court and the 
marshal and the storage of records. I will state, if allowed to do so, 
that many of the records of the court now are stored in the upper room 
and are not being preserved. Some of the records of the most important 
trials that have occurred in that eourt are now being destroyed because 
there is not room to stow them away properly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My question is this: I understand the present build- 
ing was erected some forty years ago, and is used now as a custom-house, 
internal-revenue office, and court-house—for those three purposes; and 
it is now to erect a building with a view to a post office, 
which is not in this building, and the use of the courts; and the present 
building will be used as a custom-house and for the internal-revenue 
office. Now the question I wish to ask is this: In view of the fact that 
this building is to be for those two purposes only, the post-office and the 
court-house, whether a less sum than $200,000, under all the circum- 
stances, would not be sufficient for the erection of the building ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Ido not think so. Out of this amount is to come 
the cost of the purchase of the d, which may take twenty-five or 
fifty thousand dollars. You will observe that bya provisionof the bill 
a strip of ground 50 feet wide is to be purchased, besidesthe ground to 
be actually occupied by the building, because it can not be erected 
within 50 feet of any other building; and we can not get ground in the 
portion of the city that would be suitable for this building at a low 
price. A high price may have to be paid for the ground, and the re- 
mainder of the $200,000 will not be more than is required for the build- 
ing. It should be remembered that that building must accommodate 
the district court, cireuit court, the clerk, the marshal, and the post- 
office t to supply a population of some 60,000, and be a dis- 
tributing office for a large district. I think the sum named in the bill 
is very reasonable. Lasked for $300,000, but the committee cut it down 
to $200,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported thatthe Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 5547) for the erection of a public building at Savannah, Ga., had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN PEORIA, 


Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the of con- 
sidering the bill (H. R. 368) in relation toa public building in Peoria, 
III., and I ask unanimous consent that debate on the bill be limited to 
ten minutes, five minutes on each side. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the report be read before the time 
for debate commences. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have no objection to that. 

There being no objection, it was ordered that the report should be 
read, and thereafter the debate should be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion that the House resolve into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 368) to amend an act entitled 
An act to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Peoria, in the State of Illinois,” approved May 9, 1882. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & ., That an act entitled “An act to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Peo in the State of Illinois,” approved May 9, 
1882, be so amendedas to extend the limitation of $225,000 to $275,000, for the pur- 
pose of completing a third story according to plans and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and of purchasing 
additional und for said annex. 

Src. 2. That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereb: 

0 


any money in the rian h not otherwise appropriated, t 
for the purposes provided in this act. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 


At the end of section 1 add the following: 

“Said additional gronnd not to cost over $16,000; and no money appropriated 
for this purpose shall be made available until a valid title to said additional 
pont shall bo vested in the United States, to be approved by the Attorney- 

neral.” 

The report (by Mr. WORTHINGTON) was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 365) to extend the lim- 
itation for the erection of a public building at Peoria and to purchase additional 
grounds therefor, reports as follows: 

The original bill provided for the erection of a public building at a cost of 

0%. Of this amount about $10,000 has been expended for a site, leaving 
$185,000 for erecting and completing the building. Plans were drawn and con- 
tracts let looking to this limit; but these provided for a building of two stories 
only. It requires all of one story for the accommodation of the t-office and 
ail of one for the revenue offices, leaving no accommodation for Federal courts 
whatever, unless a third story was erected. It was also found after the building 
was in process of erection that the first story, designed for the post-office, was 
entirely inadequate for the accommodation of this department. 

Ten railroads diverge from Peoria, making it a great railroad center and dis- 
tributing point for mail matter. The room afforded by the new building forthe 
post-office is no er than that now furnished by the leased building used for 
that purpose, which is entirely inadequate even for present population and 
business of the city of Peoria. The gross receipts of the post-office for the last 

rear were $68,170, and the net receipts 083. The only way to remedy this 
k of room — paee, facilities is by building a one-story annex. To do this 
additional ground is required. 

The internal revenue collected at Peoria is greater than at any other city in 
the United States, being for the last year over $13,000,000. This, of course, re- 
quires a large force of clerks in connection with the collector’s office, and of 
store-keepers and gaugers, who have almost daily business with the office, 

The population of Peoria is about 45, and is rapidly increasing. The bill 
reported, as amended by your committee, limits the amount to be expended in 
purchasing additional ground to $16,000, which amount your committee believes 
will be sufficient for that pu This leaves of the additional $50,000 asked 
for $34,000 for the erection o! ssid propad annex and the completion of the 
original building, making the total cost $275,000, an amount which your com- 
mittee deems very reasonable for the largest internal-revenue-tax paying city 
in the United States, 

In view of these facts your committee recommends the passage of the bill, 
with the following amendment: After the word annex,“ in the twelfth line 
of section 1, add the = * additional 9 oon over sa 28205 
no money appropriated for purpose s a until a va 0 
said additional ground shall be vested in the United States, to be approved by 
the Attorney-General.” 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, this matter is quite fully pre- 
sented by the report, and the great necessity for public offices in the 
city of Peoria is so generally known that I do not care to consume time 
in making any remarks on the subject unless some gentleman has some- 
thing to say in opposition tothe bill. I desire, therefore, to reserve my 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman who de- 
sires to speak in opposition to the bill for five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is no Federal court 
now held in Peoria. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. No, sir; but two bills authorizing the hold- 
ing of terms of Federal courts there have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and there is a bill now pending before the House 
for the same purpose, which I think will soon be called up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When a bill on this subject first passed in 1882 it 
provided, I believe, for the erection of a court-house as well as a post- 
office building. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is some four years ago, and no Federal court 
has yet been authorized at that point. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That was simply because the subject could 
not be brought before the House. The bill was reported favorably in 
that Congress and in the last Co As far back as twelve years 
ago the matter was presented, and it has been favorably reported at 
different times since. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Federal courts are held now at only two points 
in the State of Illinois, Chicago and Springfield. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that under these 


„appropriated, out of 
used and expended 


and 
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circumstances this proposed legislation is somewhat peculiar. Four 
years ago, without any law authorizing a Federal court to be held at 
Peoria, an appropriation of money was made to erect a building there for 
acourt-house. It is quite manifest that for the purposes of internal-rev- 
5 nice the sum of money eran p wpe gm a good 
rt e average amount re pag or such purposes 
other places, and it seems to me, with all due deference to the views of 
my friend from Illinois, that the plan of providing at this time for con- 
structing a large building at Peoria, with reference to the accommoda- 
tion of the Federal courts, is not judicious. As everybody knows, the 
main item of in the erection of these public buildings is in pro- 
viding facilities for the courts, and I hardly think it should be done 
until Congress has first determined that the Federal courts shall be held 
there. Another fact I wish to call attention to is this: 

‘The Supervising Architect of the Treasury clearly was not justifiable 
in adopting a plan such as was adopted in this case. The increased ex- 
penditure which seems to be now inevitable, because ap tly a third 
story is proper under the circumstances, results from the Supervising 
Architect having exeeeded his powers, and it shows very clearly the 
importance of the provision incorporated upon bills of this character by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, requiring all the pre- 
liminary steps to be taken before any money is expended, to the end 
that there shall be some wholesome restraint imposed upon the Super- 
vising Architect. 

I hardly feel justified in opposing a measure like this, which seems 
in some respects to be right enough. Iam aware that for years there 
has been an effort on the part of some of the people of Illinois to have 
Federal courts established at this point, and if that had been deter- 
mined upon, if a real necessity for this proposed building existed, the 
ease would be different; but it is very doubtful whether there should 
be a Federal court established at Peoria. The business of those courts 
is very well divided now between the two points I have mentioned, 
Springfield and Chicago, and the experience of other States—my own, 
for instance, in which additional points have been provided for the hold- 
ing of the courts—has been found very unsatisfactory. I think, there- 
fore, that the people of Illinois would not be benefited by the estab- 
lishment of courts at Peoria. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to point 
out any objections to this measure except, first, the large sum which it 
proposes to appropriate; and second, the fact that there is no necessity 
for it at this time, as no Federal court has yet been authorized to be 


held at 8 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Indiana, that the case of the city of Peoria is peculiar. 
It requires so J a provision of office-room for the Federal officers 
engaged in 8 immense tax of that district, amounting to 
nearly $14,000,000, that the question of accommodation for the Federal 
courts is really ee ee of providing for the revenue 
offices. However, Mr. i , I do not care to spend further time 
in the discussion of the question, and therefore I move the adoption of 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague [Mr. WORTHINGTON] 
will permit me, I will say that I think there is an evident necessity for 
the holding of terms of the Federal courts at Peoria. In our State, 
which is very large and becoming quite populous, Federal courts are 
held at only two points, Chicago and Springfield. Peoria, which, as 
remarked by my colleague, is a very important point so far as the col- 
lection of revenue is concerned and important also as a manufacturing 
and commercial city, is clearly the proper place for holding an addi- 
tional term of the Federal courts in the State of Illinois. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has reported a bill to this House providing for 
the establishment of courts there. I know nothing about the peculiar 
necessity existing for additional room and for this increase in the size 
of the proposed public building—my colleague can inform the commit- 
tee about that—but as to the necessity for holding terms of court at 
avira I am quite satisfied that it exists, and that it ought to be pro- 
vi ‘or. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHING- 
TON] moves that the amendment reported by the committee be agreed 
to. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In 1 — —— geari the word “annex,” re * — additional “seme not to — 
over $16,000; and no money a 9 8 made 
ble until a valid title to „ Tia be vested in the United 
States, to be approved by the Attorney-General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with a recommendation that it be passed with the 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 368) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of Illinois,” 
approved May 9, 1882, and had directed him to report the same back 
with an amendment and with the recommendation that the bill as 
amended be passed. 


The question being taken on the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consid- 
ering the bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of the erection of a public 
building at Rochester, N. Y. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of 
the erection of a public building at Rochester, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, &c., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for tha 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Rochester, N. 

be, and the same is hereby, increased to $500,000, and that sum is hereby fixed 
as the limit of cost for the erection of said building and for the payment for the 
site thereof; and said additional sum is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treas not otherwise appropriated, to be used and expended for the 
purposes provided in this act and for the purpose of enlarging and increasing 
the said building and the site therefor. 

Sxc.2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of the 
erection of public buildings are required to be governed by the limitation hereby 
prescribed in making plans and contracts for the erection of said building. 

Src. 3. That the provisions of existing law relating to said building be so 
amended as to require an open space of not less than 20 fect, in lieu of 40 feet, as 
provided by the act of May 25,182. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees has expired. Under the rule the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; aud the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of the erection of a publie building 
at Rochester, N. Y., had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, before moving to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the 3 of resuming the consideration of the 
pension appropriation bill, I be glad to have some understanding 
with the House as to a limitation of time for general debate. I was 
myself opposed to any considerable general debate on this bill, but the 
debate having been sprung upon the House, quite a number of mem- 
bers have manifested an earnest desire to engage in the discussion. I 
have no wish to fix any other limit than what may be considered a rea- 
sonable length of time. I suggest, therefore, that when we resume the 
consideration of the pension appropriation bill all debate on the bill be 
limited to four hours, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Do I understand the gentleman to pro- 
pose that those four hours be divided by allowing two hours to each 
side of the House? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I propose that the time allotted by the House 
be divided equally between the two sides, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I have no objection, so far as I 
am concerned, if the proposition be agreeable to the rest of the House. 
I have not consulted with members on the Republican side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] that by allowing four hours more for general debate he 
will not get a vote on this bill to-day. It seems to me we might get 
through this bill in less time than that. We have already spent sev- 
eral days upon it—a thing unprecedented witha pension bill. I think 
we had better vote this money promptly for pensions than to spend 
much more time in discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘There are a great many gentlemen who desire 
to have at least this much time allowed for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it not practicable to dispose of this bill at 5 
o'clock to-night? That will allow three hours and twenty minutes, to 
be divided equally. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that arraugement be agreeable to the House, 
it can of course be adopted. But I think we had better agree among 
ourselves without any controversy. I understand that a limitation of 
four hours is satisfactory to gentlemen on both sides. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why can we not agree to allow three hours and 
twenty minutes, instead of four hours, for debate, and then vote at 5 
o’clock, so as to pass the bill to-day ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I think it would be better to make the agree- 
ment I have suggested, because there has been an understanding that it 
would be satisfactory on both sides. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If that arrangement be made, is it understood a 
vote will be taken this evening? If not, it may give gentlemen an op- 
portunity to do some Department work to-day. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If it be understood that everybody is going 
to Mow for the bill, there will be no necessity for taking a vote by yeas 
and nays. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say that I hope the bill will be finally 


disposed of at the end of the general debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is inevitable, I presume, because there is no- 
body opposed to the bill; but my question was whether there would be 
a vote on the bill this evening, or whether it would be understood that 
the bill is to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the previous question to be called to-night? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this debate goes on, it is my intention to 
call the previous question this evening on the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let the previous question be considered as or- 
dered at the end of four hours. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is necessary, of course, we should resolve 
ourselves into the Committee of the Whole under the rules. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the time be extended to five hours it will carry 
the bill over until to morrow, which is private bill day. 

Mr. CABELL. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the vote can betaken 
on this bill to-day, and it ought to be taken and the bill disposed of. 

Mr.DOCKERY. I hope gentlemen on the other side do not wish to 
occupy the time to-morrow which is devoted under the rules to the con- 
sideration of private bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And that the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered at the end of four hours. 

Mr. CANNON. I have had my hour, and so far as I am individually 
concerned it does not make any difference to me when the vote is taken, 
but there are several gentlemen who wish to speak on the bill, and if it 
is to be determined the bill is to be disposed of at the end of four hours 
they will be cut off. Why not say that at the end of five hours the gen- 
cral debate shall be closed? [Cries of No!“ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is an order already made by the House set- 
ting apart Saturday of each week until further order for debate only, 
no business to be transacted. If the suggestion be adopted that the de- 
bate be extended to five hours, then we will not be able to get a vote 
to-day; and as to-morrow is private bill day and Saturday is devoted 
to debate only, necessarily the bill will go over until next week. In 
my judgment we ought to have a vote to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let there be an understanding that to-morrow shall 
be devoted to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Several gentlemen insist upon being 
heard, and therefore I would suggest that two and a half hours be al- 
lowed on each side, at the end of which time the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. With the understanding there shall be no yea- 
and-nay vote, which will save an hour. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The rules require there shall be a yea-and-nay 
vote on the passage of the bill. Any member may insist upon it. It 
isa rule and should be observed. 

TheSPEAKER. There is no motion before the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move, then, Mr. Speaker—or I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois to make the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My proposition, Mr. Speaker, is that four hours 
be the limit of the general debate. If the gentleman from Iowa wishes 
to move his amendment he can do so, extending the time to five hours. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will move then that two hours and 
a half be granted to each side of the House, making five hours in all, of 
general debate; after which the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. With the understanding that the yea-and-nay 
vote is not to be taken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, that is not agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ifa yea-and-nay vote be taken, that will ex- 
tend the time to six hours. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That can be waived, as the vote will be unanimous. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, I do not wish the House to get into the habit 
of waiving that very good rule. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The vote will be unanimous. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know it will be, but let us observe the rule 
which provides for a yea-and-nay vote on the passage of one of the ap- 
propriation bills. 

TheSPEAKER. If the amendment made by the gentleman from Iowa 
be adopted, giving two hours and a half to each side, it will necessarily 
involve an amendment to the rules, which give to each member who 
gets the floor in general debate butan hour, and that proposed amend- 
ment to the rules will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My motion is to give four hours, and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa is to make it five hours. 

The SPEAKER. He also proposes that it shall be equally divided, 
which will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. CURTIN. If I am permitted to move an amendment, I should 
like to provide that the general debate shall be confined to the pending 
bill. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If the motion in reference to general 
debate be adopted, does that cut off the five-minute debate under the 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. The pending proposition is to close general de- 
bate. 

A MemBeER. I wish it to include all debate. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. I object to extending the general debate for five hours. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the debate be closed in four hours. 
i Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, And I move to amend by making it 

ve. 

The amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was disagreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to make it three hours, but the object and 
effect of that will be to dispose of this bill to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If four hours is agreed upon it will be 
impossible to cut off the five-minute debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the House first agree in reference to the gen- 
debate. Ifthe House does not want three hours they can vote it 

own. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It is understood, of course, this does 
not interfere with the five-minute debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Allow me to say to my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania that in my judgment his motion will not economize the time of 
the House, because gentlemen who insist upon being heard will under 
the rules occupy the floor under the five-minute debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, this bill has occu- 
pied time enough, and ought to be disposed of to-day. 

Several MEMBERS. It has occupied too long a time already. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the vote and let the House determine 
the question. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. RANDALL’s amendment, 
limiting the time to three hours. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 58, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken by which 
the amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the mation to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The motion as amended was then agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have another proposition to make. The 
Committee on Appropriations directed me this morning to state to the 
House to-day that as there was an extreme necessity for the immediate 
passage of the urgency deficiency bill on account of some three hun- 
dred workmen being thrown out of employment in the navy-yard and 
for various other reasons, that if the House saw proper to do so the 
pension bill might be temporarily laid aside and its consideration post- 

į poned until that bill can be disposed of. 

| The SPEAKER. But the House can not do that. Both of these 
bills are in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
If the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, then it will be proper, when the consideration of 
the pension bill is reached, to ask that it be laid aside and the other 
bill taken up. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I only wished, Mr. Speaker, to make known 
the desire of the Committee on Appropriations to be understood as will- 

ing to consent to that arrangement if it met the yf e of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the disposition of the House is to finish 
this bill promptly and then proceed with the other. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have discharged my duty in making known 
the fact, that the urgency deficiency bill may be taken up and disposed 

ol at once if the House sees proper. 

I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
a on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation 

ills, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. Crisp in the chair). 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of appropriation bills. 

By order of the House general debate on the pension appropriation 
bill has been limited to three hours. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to lay aside the pen- 
sion appropriation bill temporarily with a view of calling up, if no other 
gentleman submits the motion, the urgent deficiency bill, which may 

| be I think in a very few minutes. 

I. McMILLIN. I trust that will not be done. We have had this 
bill pending here for days and a lengthy discussion upon it. It is to 
be hoped that we will get rid of it at some time, and think now is the 
time to conclude it, and not postpone it from time to time to stand in 
the way of other public business that ought to be promptly transacted. 

Mr. RANDALL. We can pass both of these bills this afternoon. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not so sanguine upon that point as my friend 
from Pennsylvania is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is a disposition on the part of the House 
to dispose of them promptly. I insist that we do it in regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It should be remembered, too, that we are to 
take the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill under your absurd 


rule. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If gentlemen will not insist on occupying so much 
time in discussion we can both bills in a very short time. I ob- 
ject to laying this bill aside. Let us dispose of it now. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the gentleman 
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from Tennessee. It is important that the urgent deficiency bill should | G 


be considered at once. Already, for two weeks past, the work upon the 
armor for the new cruisers has been suspended, three hundred men have 
been discharged from the Washington navy-yard. Some of them are 
suffering for the want of employment, and it is important to the Gov- 
ernment that this work should be pushed to early completion. It is 
therefore important that this appropriation be made forthwith. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to laying aside the pen- 
sion bill, the committee will rise and report the fact to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having been in session for the consideration 
of general appropriation bills, a proposition was made to lay asidetem- 
porarily the pension appropriation bill, being the first bill on the Cal- 
endar, which was objected to. The committee had accordingly risen 
and directed him to report that fact to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee be directed 
to lay aside the ion appropriation bill for the present? 

Mr. CANNON. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 89. 

Mr.CANNON. I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope not. We can pass this bill to-day and the 
other too if gentlemen are willing. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I hope we may get these three hundred men 
at work. I insist upon the demand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 43 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 149, not 
voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—103, 
A G. Everhart, L; A Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, ergs TS Ryan, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, McComas, Sawyer, 
er, Fuller, McKinley, Scranton, 
5 sires,” de 
n; * rosvenor, en, jpooner, 
Bound, Grout, Mo Springer, 
Boutelie, Guenther, Morrill, Steele, 
Brady, back, Negley, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M Harmer, Nelson, Stewart, 
Brown, W. W. Hayden, O'Donnell, it, 
Brumm, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach. 
Back, Henderson, D. B. Osborne, Thomas, O. B. 
Bunnell, Henderson, T. J. Owen, ownshend, 
Burrows, Hepburn, Parker, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth. Hiestand, Payne, Wade, 
Campbell, J Hires, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Hitt, Perkins, Wait, 
Cannon, Holmes, Peters, Wakefield, 
Co X Hopkins, Phelps, - Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, James, Pirce, Warner, William 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T. Plumb, Weaver, J. B. 
Dorsey, Libbey, Ranney, eber, 
Lindsley, Reed, b White, A. C. 
Ely, Little, Rockwell, White, Milo, 
Evans, Long, Romeis, 
NAYS—l49. 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Laffoon, Sadler, 
Anderson, C. M. ery, Landes, t, 
tine, Dougherty, Lan K ey, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Le Fevre, Seymour, 
Berkesdale, Dunn, Lore, Shaw, 
Barnes, Eden, Lowry, Singleton, 
Barry, ge Mahoney, ner, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Martin, 3 
Bennett, v. McAdoo, Snyder, 
Bland Ford, McKenna, 5 — 
‘ord, enna, ý 
Blount, Forney, Millin, Stahinecker, 
le, erick, McRea, 8 Charles 
Bragg, eddes, Merriman, St. Martin. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, C. H. Mills, Stone, W. J., or Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Bynum, Glass, Morgan, Storm, 
Cabell, Glover, Morrison, Swope, 
Campbell, Felix Green, W. J. Muller, Taulbee, 
Campbell, Hale, r Throckmorton, 
Carleton, Hall, Neal, Tillman, 
Catchings, Halsell, Neece, ‘Tucker, 
— Hammond, Forwood; eg 
emen Harris, * an Eaton 
Cobb, Hatch, O Ferrall, Viele. 
Cole, Heard O Hara, Ward, J. H. 
Compton, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Ward, T. B 
Cow Henderson, J. S. eel, Weaver, A. J. 
Cox, enley, Perry, eeler, 
Crain, ewitt, Pideock, Whiting, 
Crisp, Holman, Pindar, Willis, 
Croxton, Irion, Randall, Wilson, 
Culberson, Johnson, F. A. N Wise, 
Dargan, 4. C Johnston. T. D. Reid, J. w. Wolford, 
* „ A. C. ones, J. ice, orthington. 
Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J. T. Richardson, gt 
vis, Hing, Riggs, 
Dawson, Kleiner, i 
NOT VOTING—71. 
Adams, J.J. Brown, C. E. Caswell, Daven 
Aiken, Buchanan, Collins, lleber, 
Allen, C. H. Burleigh, Co elton, 
Arnot, ape Cooper, Fisher, 
ie, Caldwell, Curtin, Funston, 
Bliss, Candler, Daniel, Gallinger, 


ay Kelley, O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, E. B. 
Gilfillan etcham, Pettibone, Taylor, I. H. 
Green, R. La Follette, Price, Taylor, J. M. 
Hahn, Lai Pulitzer, Thomas, J. R. 
Herbert, Lawler, Reese, Thompson, 
Herman, Lehlbach, Robertson, Trigg, 

Hill, Louttit, Sayers, W. rn, 
Hiscock, Lovering, Stone, E, F. 

Houk, Matson, Struble, Wilkins, 
Howard, Maybury, Swinburne, 

Hutton, Miller. Symes, Woodburn. 
Jackson, Morrow, ‘arsney, 


So the House refused to direct the Committee of the Whole to lay 
aside the bill (H. R. 5201). 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names, 

There was no objection. 

The following members were announced as paired until further notice: 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. LAIRD, from March 1. ; 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. Lovrrrr. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr, MAysury with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. REESE] is ab- 
sent by leave of the House, his absence being caused by sickness in his 
family. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated, and the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union resumed its 
session (Mr. Crise in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business, the bill (II. R. 5201) making appropriation for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending Juue 30, 1887, and for other pu 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on this 
bill is limited to three hours. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] has the floor for ten minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, by the courtesy of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] I have ten min- 
utes allowed me to speak upon the pending question. I shall not en- 
ter into a general discussion of the merits of this bill; but I do desire 
to point out one or two errors into which my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] seems to have fallen in trying to account for the per- 
sonal and political disaster that seems to have befallen him during the 
memorable campaign of 1884. I want to do that only for the purpose 
of defending the late Commissioner of Pensions from the unwarranted, 
unjust, and I think wholly uncalled-for assault that was made upon 
him. I had some knowledge of what was going on in Ohio politics in 
1884 myself. It was a remarkable year in that State. Ohio stood out 
in the forefront of the contest, and her voice in October was understood 
to be prophetic of the voice of the whole country in the coming No- 
vember election. 

So it was that both political parties put forth their best efforts to 
carry the State. Prominent upon the ticket for Congressman was my 
friend the gentleman whose name I have already mentioned. Itso hap- 
pened that that gentleman was not as successful in carrying the banner 
of his party in his Con ional district as he had hoped to be. And 
not only had he himself suffered a misfortune, butit was apparent to all 
of us that bysome means or other the contest had affected the ticketin 
his district. And now he comes here and argues because of that fact, 
because of that misfortune, because of that iar personal result in 
his district, therefore General Dudley, the head of the Pension Depart- 
ment of the Government, used the machinery of his office to unfavora- 
bly affect the vote in his district. 

I want to say here and now that I do not believe the evidence dis- 
closes or that the fact exists that General Dudley sent one man into 
my friend’s Congressional district, or that there was any interference 
on the part of the Pension Department to affect his vote. I know it 
is customary—lI have had troubles of the same kind, and, indeed, of a 
much worse character, and I know how natural it is, when a man gets 
up on the morning after the election and feels somewhat as though he 
had been sat down upon, to look around him and to attempt to attrib- 
ute his misfortune to some t conspiracy against him. We are all 
liable in such a case to look in every direction except within. We 
nearly all of us are inclined to attribute our misfortunes to some over- 
powering act of Providence or to somebody else, and very seldom lay 
them at our own door. I want to show my friend has made this mis- 
take in this particular instance, and therefore it is he has come here 
with this argument of his. 

What is the gentleman’s argument? He points out two facts; one 
was the presence of General Dudley in Ohio participating ina political 
campaign, and the second was his own personal misfortune in his own 
Congressional district. And without any other evidence than that he 
argues that these two facts existing it must be that General Dudley did 
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it. Itis the argument a posteriori, and generally it depends for its im- 


portance on the vivid imagination of the man who makes it. Now, it 
so happened my friend was a member of the then current Congress, the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and he was chairman of the Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay; and itso happened that 
he put himself in a most awkward position toward the soldiers of his 
Congressional district. 

A committee of the Grand Army of the Republic came to Washing- 
ton and made arguments in behalf of the amendments which we have 
so long sought to ingraft upon the statutes of the country before the 
committee of which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] was 
chairman, and we left the committee-room assured, as we understood 
it, that General WARNER was in favor of adopting the amendments 
which our committee had procured to be put upon the Mexican pen- 
sion bill in the Senate. Iwant to be distinctly understood. Isay that 
is how we understood the case, and that is how we stated it to the sol- 
diers of his Congressional district. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the gentleman does not intend to 
have it go out that he gathered that inference from anything which I 
said to him as chairman of that committee or anything that was said 
by any member of the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read the per- 
sonal statement of three of the members of the committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic who joined with me in ting our petition 
and our case before the committee of which the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] was chairman. 

A MEMBER. State the substance of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to embody those 
three letters in my remarks. The substance of them is this. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They had better be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state their substance. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, I would rather have them read. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. You have an hour, General WARNER, and I 


have only ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
like to hear the letters read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let them be read out of your time, then. 

Mr. WARNER. I have no time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The substance is that General Louis Wagner of 
Philadelphia, Corporal“ Tanner of New York, and General Merrill 
of Massachusetts, three gentlemen whose word will goanywhere they 
are known, state that General WARNER did promise and did pledge him- 
self to us individually and collectively that he would yote for that meas- 


ure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
those letters read. I have never seen them or heard of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘They were published in the newspapers of the 
day and they were embodied in a speech made in the gentleman’s 
district. 


Unanimous consent was granted for the printing of the letters in con- 
nection with Mr. GROSVENOR’s speech. They are as follows: 


LAWRENCE, Mass., September 8, 1884. 
8 GENERAL: Absence for three or four days has delayed my reply to 
our 
* You ask as to the action of the Grand Army committee on pensions as con- 
nected with the bill subsequently Kar Sng a by Chairman WARNER. 
My recollection of the matter is The national committee of the Grand 
Army of the ape on eee in 1 before =? A 3 


of Congress, in addition to changes of voting for ns in 
the necessity of a modification of the laws regarding eviden oe, tho los — 
testimony being inevitable from the death of witnesses erer e 


twenty years. 


It is ‘agreed that the a of the new 3 for pensions are of the 


most di er—of veterans who have combated a growing disabil- 
ity from 9 „ refusing to seck a pension until com- 
pelled from the sheer ne sram foe increasing infirmit; 


y. 
mmittee were paaa in their expressions of con- 
currence the views by the pension committee, and there was 
apps no difference of opinion upon gl ge thatif a veteran was entitled 
toa on at all, he deserved it not from hour of his delayed application, 
but from the date when the disability actually occurred. 
8 bill was subsequently ted to Co: 
pearing to be the apple to the eye, it was onl 
wiedged to 


while ap- 
of promise 
within. There was attached to it the iniquitous 
to waive his claim to all 


‘sahes and — 
m that if a claimant 
to be Lecce A 7 as — 
nsion 


saw fit to avail himself “> its provisions—acknow 
act of pure justice—he m 


arrears of 
and cancel the honest oblige ons to him from the * of his disability. 

It 8 as deliberate attempt to cheat and defraud dier with a false and 
fraudul of fairness; an attempt to swindl E 
8 r Benian oo 


reared ponde; and as such met the 
condemnation of the Grand Army committee, whi ought, Fpa expressed 
in ve Bes apenas at that * to have been buried a thousand feet deep. 

ran excuse for presenting this bil Hf Shey di, nen tho addition oÈ 
there was no excuse for prosent on oi 
this clause of humiliation and fraud was an atrocious swindle. 


Sincerely, yours, 
5 GEORGE S. MERRILL, 
General C. H. Gnosvxxon, Athens, Ohio. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR or TAXES, 

Brooklyn, September 8, 1884. 
My DEAR FRIEND: There is on: int ely dean election which is not only 
— 8 interest, but is of 3 the veteran soldiers the nation 


“Ou pension committee of the Grand Army of the recommended the 
«Out pension committee of the Gra bly discharged a nations tak coion oie ors 


| House, and on the motion of the 
| measure, exactly the o 

mittee on Pensions as just and proper. 
1 


nave an opportunity, of which they should prom 
' selves, of so 5 the general's political 


No, I have not. Ithink the House would 


now disabled and are dependent u their own labor for 
PART peeled ig" without com g them to proye at this 
ability actually aroso from the service.” 

tho dominant in. 


or are sixty- 
that such dis- 


ught my mind when I framed that recommendation was 

that the bounden du of the nation is to see thas no one of its old defenders 

— be subjected to humiliation of ending his days in want or in the alms- 
ouse, 


You know our committee had a — understan with the House com- 
mittee and the assurance of General WARNER, the , that this recom- 
mendation of ours should go oe as presented. In the face of this at the Inst last 
moment WARNER comes in with his famous 5 which takes the life 
out of the whole matter and makes it a 6 

Gentlemen like Mr. WARNER must be taught it pape not to prove safe to play 
with soldiers’ interests in the committee-rooms and on the floor of the Hi 


Every old soldier in that Congressional district owes it to the number 
of his needy and suffering comrades in the country at large who look to us for 
ass ce to make an example of WARNER and terminate his onal 


career now. 
Hoping that result will be accomplished and earnestly advising every old sol- 
dier to participate in bringing it about, 
Iam, very truly, yours, 


JAS. TANNER, 
Gen. C. H. Grosvenor. z 


PHILADELPHIA, September 8, 1884. 
My DEAR GENERAL: You ask for my recollection of the hearing granted our 
committee last spring by the Committee on Pensions, of which ral WAR- 
NER, of your State, was chairman. I remember well our grai at the as- 
surance we had from the several members of the committee, but more especially 
from its chairman, that the points submitted by us met their cordial approval 
ae that 3 would be presented to the House of Representatives in a properly 
rawn bi 
Greatly to our surprise and disa; intment the bill was so amended in the 
rman, as to become a very Sree Come 
te of that submitted by us and accepted by the Com- 


This action of General WARNER caused the defeat of the bill, delaying the re- 
lief needed by and due to meritorious and disabled soldiers and sailors, who now 
— and effectively avail them - 

nee that he may not be in a 
e in the next Congress to again prevent the poten of proper pension 


Te do not live in General WARxeER’s district, but if I did Ishould assuredly vote 

| for “the other man,” whoever heis. 
Yours, truly, - 
LOUIS WAGNER. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I denounce that statement as being utterly 
untrue whoever makes it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall have no personal contest with the gen- 
tleman. I remit him to the question of veracity between him and the 
three gentlemen whose names I have given. The soldiers of the gen- 


tleman’s Congressional district believed the statement of those three 


men and refused to believe the statement of General WARNER, and that 
was the sole reason why they voted t him. One word further. 
I have said that I do not believe that Colonel Dudley ever used any of 


the machinery of the Pension Office against the gentleman from Ohio 
in his district. I will say farther, that as late as the last day of 
tember or the first of October in that year the’ gentleman from O 
himself did not understand that Colonel Dudley was o inghim. And 
that isnotall. I undertake tosay that he understood that Colonel Dud- 
ley was his friend, and was fairly and justly administering the affairs 
of his office. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have just three 
minutes lo to finish this 

Mr. LON. Mr. Chairman, I find the time is so limited that I shall 
be unable to say what I had prepared to say. I will therefore waive 
the opportunity of speaking in this debate, 8 give three minutes more 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. The rest of my time 
I must reserve for other gentlemen. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The fact is, the soldiers of the gentleman’s Con- 
gressional district and of the State of Ohio have learned to draw the 
line between the men who merely Bes se friendship for them and those 
who act in a friendly manner, and have come to feel that men who prom- 
ise them support and then come here and act differently are not to be 
trusted when they go back and ask to be given another term of office, 

I deny, therefore, that General Dudley had anything to do with the 
misfortune of my friend; and he is wholly mistaken in supposing that 
his district was flooded with money or with the agents of the Pension 
Department. He talks about $25,000 having been spent by the Repub- 
lican cam committee. Does General WARNER suppose that the 
Republican committee of Ohio were so anxious to keep out of Congress 
aman who had been so long and so offensively a ablican—a man 
who had supported all the reconstruction policy of the Po gic 
party—a man who had so often drawn from eed ger the captured 
pistols that he had taken away from the Democrats of Indiana and held 
them up tothe terrorof women and children as the Democratic bibles’’ 
which he had captured—does he suppose that the Republican commit- 
tee of Ohio desired to d one-half of all its campaign fund to 
him out of Congress? Laughter and applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have 
Lincoln. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If I can be recognized I should like to 
reply to my colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 


never regretted that I voted for Mr. 
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Mr. CABELL obtained the floor and said: I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the courtesy of 
my friend General CABELL not to make a speech, but to make a brief 
statement. 


propriate $75,000,000 for pensions if one unaquainted ith the 
appro, 000,000 for aainted with the 
. e eee read some of pest speeches made on this 
subject durin; the last next foe days he would no doubt be led to conclude 
that the ee e of this House from the Southern States were 222 
to the passage of the bill, and op to granting pensions to 
Union soldiers, and that they were bitterly denounced for tos 
— ano panra paiaina are the real facts: Forten 
cag during which time I have been continuously a member of 
ouse, a pension bill has been annually passed; and each year 

the House has appro; the entire sum asked for by the Pension 
Office. And on the passage of each bill there has never, as I believe, 
been a dissenting vote from any part of the country. And the bill 
now before the House, if the vote had been taken without debate, 
would have passed without ition, And even after all the bitter 
abuse which has been essly, wantonly, wickedly, and falsely 
heaped on the Southern members in this debate, the bill will county 
be by a unanimous vote. 

ow long shall we of the South be subject to this cruel injustice? 
And how much longer shall it be deemed necessary for us to bear it in 
humility and meekness in order to these falsifiers of fact and 
history that we are entitled to the respect due to American citizens and 
members of the American Congress? 

But the gentleman a 2 has told us that about sixty Southern 
members voted against of the arrears-of- act, and 
that about an phonies 3 against the bill which was 
„„CCSCCGCGCCCCCCCCCTTTTCT0TT0T0T0TCTCTCT„Tꝗ tise MEE to DALA 
dollars per month. 

While T I have voted for all legitimate appropriations for pensions to 
the full amount of the Department estimates, I am proud to be classed 
with those who voted against the arrears-of-pension act. It was got- 
ten up and reported to the House tosecure the election of a very worthy 
man to the position of governor of Ohio, and when it was on its pas- 
sage members of both political parties were urging their friends to vote 
for it, some of them saying that by doing so they would get ahead of 
their adversaries for the soldier vote, and that the Senate would defeat 
it if it should the House, showing the hope that it would not pass, 
but if it did should pay the 


tit was a ang: se to which party 
most money out of the public ury for votes pd for political | geo: 


sup And it was then alleged on this floor by members that it 
would not cost the Government more than $30,000,000. The first re- 
port which came to us from the Pension Office after it passed showed 
that it would cost the people $750,000,000. 

Iam also well sa 
increase the pensions of widows from eight to twelve dollars per month. 

First. Because, when money was not worth half as much as itis now, 
$8 was believed to be reasonable and just, and now, while hard times 
and a scarcity of money are felt everywhere, and when $8 will buy 
much more than at any other time during the last quarter of a cen- 
tury, while millions of the tax-payers of this country are suffering 
poverty and distress, I did not and do not believe it was or is right to 
increase their burdens by six or seven million dollars more a year, 
and God only knows how much more than this it will cost. 

In the second place I voted against it because it is not a bill limited 
to the pensioning of those who were the wives of soldiers who fell in 
battle or who died of injuries received in the service at the time of the 
death or injury of such soldier, but because it would pension a woman 
born now, more than twenty years after theend of the war, if, when she 
grew to womanhood, she should marry a soldier receiving a pension; 
not pensioned because she suffered from the privations and calamities 
of wary, but because ten, twenty, or thirty years after the war she 
chooses to marry one who was receiving the bounty of the Government. 
There is neither reason nor justice in a law that will lead to such are- 
sult, unless we mean to create a privileged class, who without reason or 
right are to be supported by the labor and taxes of others as poor and 
needy as themselves. 

No attempts at intimidation such as we witness here shall induce 
me to vote for such an iniquity. 

The real question about pensions now is not whether just and reason- 
able pensions shall be paid—for all parties from all par of the country 
agree that this should be done—but it is whether we will follow the 
lead of men who propose extravagant and unreasonable pension laws, 
not as a means of justice, but for the selfish and unpatriotic purpose of 
buying votes and popularity among the soldier element, to be paid for 
by other people’s toil and taxes. 

The members from the South represent tax-payers and citizens en- 
titled to receive justice at the hands of the Government just as all other 

tatives do. And if through cowardly timidity we should vote 
.. to their sacrifice we would 
unworthy great trust they have reposed in usfand unworthy the 
position and character of Representatives in the American 8 


with my vote against the bill recently passed to | ti 


While listening to some of the speeches made by members on this 
question I have wondered to myself what they expected of Southern 
cepa Seay eee ee gatas ee eee 


constituents and courage to 5 them? Or would they not feel 
more comfortable in association with intelligent, self-respectin 
and us men, who understand and who faithfully 
duties to their constituents and to the country? Do they suppose it to 
be better to havea degraded constituency and degraded Representatives 
rather than an intelligent and manly constituency, and honorable, in- 
telligent Representatives ? 
at respect can we have for men who can afford to descend to ap- 
to the sectional prejudice and passion against us, and who try to 
foment these bad ons by making general charges against the South- 
ern Representatives, that they ought not to be here because they se- 
cured their election by shooting negroes, by fraud, and by ballot box 
stuffing;' and who make these charges 


which would identify any act of wrong or enable us to 
charges? FCC who does 
not know these charges to be false. And the most humiliating fact to 
us in this connection is that such charges come, among others, from a 
member from the State of Ohio, and from the city of Cincinnati, where 
fraud in elections is the rule rather than the exception. 

A few weeks ago I made some remarks on the subject of pensions. 
What I then said was republished ina number of Northern newspapers 
with expressions of approval. I read extracts from an article in the 
New York Post of January 29, commenting on what I then said: 


haba rag tandem gant pent an iece of pure , Which proposes to ap- 
propriate hundreds of millions of dollars may get Congress. Senator 
SHERMAN himself, incredible as it seems, has is purpose to support 


now what he denounced and demonstrated to be a fraud o 


ness as well as Mr. SHERMAN are ready to 

they are only liyi: the pa te —— of the last national big ho 
tion, which pl y to the repeal of the 1I ion clause. A good 
many Denon share t belief of Republican politicians that it is good party 
7 2 er e 


It would be an 
victorious section 


wel de the civil war if the residents of the 


frightful burden to the 
[taeda torr ila 5 
ip pete! lb oF in 1 of this a. 
na- 


e * > * * 
It was long a stock plea for the retention of the Re 
ifthe Democrats came into control, they would ban 
voting pensions to rebel soldiers. The situation to-da: 
o! Treasury is in danger of being bankrupted by reckless * 
e = in reliance of Republican tax- pa — in the —— 
this peril is — to such bills of 
brigadiers.” ‘There has — te been a better illustration of the ‘irony aan 


If time permitted, I would read from several other Northern papers, 
including the Chicago Herald, the Rock Islander, the Putnam Demo- 
crat, and others. 

I have also received letters from citizens of nearly or quite all the 
Northern States, many of them from honorably soldiers, ap- 
Pend be ated I then said, and if I had the authority of the writers I 
would to read them. 

At the 55 I made the remarks referred to a member from Kansas 
demanded to know of me if I could name one person on the pension- 
roll whose name ought not to be there. I remember seeing in the news- 
papers last fall that three or four hundred names were dropped from 
the pension-rolls in Philadelphia, and as many in Chicago, which were 
improperly on them. And a few days ago a citizen of Fitchburg, Mass., 
sent me the Boston Globe of February 15, which contains a list of the 
names of seventeen hundred and fifty-two persons just dropped from 
the rolls in that city because they were improperly on them. I will 
read the heading of this list to show why they were dropped, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, February 14. 


General Black became Comm 
tinued that work, and as fast as the rolls of one agency sth verified and cor- 
rected those of another were taken up. The larger the agency, and the greater 
the number of pensioners borne upon its — — bag longer time was, of course, 
required —.— 9 and correction, rey that the rolls of the 

at Boston have just been potent — The names of seventeen 
Sears pi sa y-two pensioners have been at this agency, and the 
lists and the causes are as follo 


Gentlemen here may eee Contras come us for our op- 
position to their reckless extravagance in the matterof parne mE 

the tax-payers and toilers of all parts of the country sree 
it; and I doubt not before many years those who go the furthest in this 
business now will be appealing to us or to our successors to save them 
and their people from the calamities likely to flow from the dangerous 


other causes. When 
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spirit of reckless and unjust spoliation of property-holders and laborers 
they are now encouraging. 

I will make but one more observation, and that is to warn the gen- 
tlemen that they are teaching too many of our fellow-citizens that they 
ought to be be supported by the labor and property of other people, and 
teaching them to ask the Government to support them without the 
necessity of labor on their part, to warn them that they are adopting 
a course well calculated to destroy the sturdy and self-reliant manhood 
which has heretofore characterized American citizens, and to convert 
them into helpless dependents and mendicants. All hi warns us 
against such a course, and history will approve the action of those who 

_resistitsadoption. We may too soon reach the point where such a policy 
will prove the destruction and overthrow of our beneficent institutions 
and of our great Republic. 

Mr. CABELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, it so happened that I-served in the 
Forty-eighth Congress on the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. In that way I became pretty familiar with the operations of the 
Pension Office, especially under the ex-Commissioner of Pensions, Col- 
onel Dudley. I am somewhat familiar at this time with the evidence 
taken by that committee. It was a most important investigation in more 
respects than one. It brought out the mode and method by which the 
pension-attorney’s fee bill of July 4, 1884, became a law when pension 
attorneys, as if by the trick of a juggler, were enabled to take from the 
claimants millions of dollars. 

I undertook in my feeble way at the last session to expose that trans- 
əction, and I have tht satisfaction of having received the thanks of 
many soldiers, though the law still remains on the statute-books. I 
shall supplement that work by devoting a little time to the practical 
workings of the Pension Office itself. And I must be permitted to say 
that the full fruition of that work, to which the committee devoted a 
large part of the short session of the Forty-eighth Congress, has not been 
realized, and will not be, as long as one of the guilty and exposed ras- 
cals is allowed to stay in the service. But I am free to admit that I 
do not attach the blame to them that I do to their chief, who by his 
example, as I believe, demoralized the whole office; and I do notblame 
him so much as I do the political methods of the party to which he be- 
longed—methods, it is true, which were the outgrowth of a long and 
uninterrupted lease of power extending through a demoralized and 
corrupted stage in the country’s history. 

And yet that examination is bearing its fruit. I venture the predic- 
tion that the gentleman from Iowa, if he remains in Congress for a dec- 

ade, will not do the country so great a service as when by his 
impetuous and injudicious attack on the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions he invited publie scrutiny into that office in the light of that in- 
vestigation aided by subsequent developments. And what led to this 
attack? It was the following paragraph in the report of the present 
Commissioner of Pensions: 


At one time the Pension Office was all but 8 political machine, filled 
from border to border with the uncompromising adherents of a single organi- 
zation, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who re- 
quired, in addition to service in the field, submission to and support of a party 
before pensions were granted. Notalways, butoften was this true; not openly, 
but surely were the tests applied, and the vast machinery of a professed V- 
ernmental office became a party power. The enormous array of the medical 
posos established in every quarter was almost solidly partisan; made so not 


nly but surely. People of one faith filled every one of 1 — agencies. 
aminers, ed in unscrupulous schools, traversed the land as recruiting 
sergeants for a party, 


This is a strong statement. If it is true, its gravity will arrest the 
serious consideration of all good men. If it is not true, men every- 
where should rejoice in seeing the accusation disprov Both the ac- 
cused and the accuser were distinguished Union soldiers, disabled in 
the service, and of high standing in their respective political ies, 
and among their friends. But the character of neither should shield 
him from the responsibilities of the situation, or be permitted to over- 
shadow the pertinent inquiry as to whether the beneficence of a great 
country, extended to those who suffered for its maintenance and pres- 
ervation, has been cruelly made to depend upon the surrender of those 
very principles guaranteed to them by its organic law, namely, the 
right to vote as they pleased and as their judgment directed. 

Now let us analyze and examine this charge: 

At one time the Pension Office was all but avowedly a political machine, filled 
= border to border with the uncompromising adherents of a single organiza- 

Is this true? It is said on the representation of the Commissioner of 
Pensions that of the sixteen hundred and sixty-six employés of that 
Bureauonly twenty-eight were Democrats, and this fact is not denied. 
It is true, then, that the whole office was filled with the adherents of 
the Republican party. It is probable that but for the civil service the 
twenty-eight Democrats would have had no footing there. 

But the charge continues: 


Who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who 
in addition to 3 in the field, submission to and support of a part seid tr md 
pensions were granted. Not always, but often was this true; not Mate, but 
surely were the tests applied; and the vast machinery of a fessed govern- 

mental office became a party power. The enormous array of medical boards 
established in every quarter was almost solidly 5 made so not openly, but 

surely. People ofe one faith filled every one of the great agencies, 


Now let us look at the proofs. It stands adntitted on the statement 
of the Commissioner of Pensions that of the twenty-two hundred exam- 
ining surgeons less than one hundred were Democrats, perhaps not more 
than fifty. That, we think, practically disposes of that point, though 
the following letter read by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] 
settles the policy of Colonel Dudley in the organization of these boards: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., 6, 1882. 
sing to o ize a board of examining surgeons in your city, 
ie a 1 = el ation. me 585 of your most prominent physicians 
can 
fi 75 pon W. W. DUDLEY. 

In support of the formerpartofthe proposition I quote the testimony of 
witnesses to show the direct part taken by Colonel Dudley in the Pension 
Office in the matter of the campaign in General Marsox's district in 
Indiana. I here give the evidence of John M. Comstock, on pages 49 
and 50 of the report: 


John M. Comstock sworn and examined. 
By the CHarmMan: 
2. Tam forty pears of age: my Tealdence fe Washington, D.C.; en chief of 
am forty years o m ence as! n, am 
the Western n division of the] Pension Ofi 
Q What State are you credited 
. New York. 
* id 5 hear che testimony given here yesterday relating to a Mr. Grubbs 
o 


SE did.. 

g State to the committee what you know about Mr. Grubbs having the priv- 
ilege of calling up cases on Congressional blanks and of having penalty envel- 
opa sent to him, inside of others, just the same as they are sent to members of 

zongress. 


A. What I know in regard to that is that Mr. doped bo Commissioner of 
Pensions, told me that he was a friend of Mr. Grubbs; that there had been some 
calls made by Mr. Grubbs; that Mr. Grubbs was a candidate for Congress; and 


that he (Mr. Dudle: ) wished mo; as a matier of court to see that these calls 
were answered. was bye I know nothin out penalty envelopes. 
He sent up Congressional sli 


By Mr. ROGERS: 
re Who sent them up 
Mr. Dudley, the . of Pensions. They did not come from Mr. 
Grubbs. Mr. Dudley said that he wanted I should give them attention. He 
said that Mr. Grubbs was a candidate for Congress from the State of Indiana and 
was a friend of his; and I considered this in the shape of an order. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Did Mr. Dudley direct 
A. No, sir; but I sup; 


of Con; 

Q. was your direction, to treat him as a member of Congress? 

A. Treat him with the same courtesy asa member of Congress. I do notre- 
member having seen Mr. Grubbs up to that time. 

Q. Did you ever have any such order in respect to any other candidate for 
Congress? 

A. No, sir. 
Q. Orany other — attorney or private citizen? 


to let Mr. Se een Demi eave ? 
that that followed. We treated him as —— 


Yes, sir. 
Who was Mr. Grubbs 


ve learned that he was run . 


27 


A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 


afterward. 

a Dad you under ns, allow Mr. Grubbs to call 
Congressional blanks, and did you send out penalty envelopes to him in the same 
— as = ee of Congress 

— I directed that Mr. Grubbs be treated exactly as a member of 
is was done by the directions of the Commissioner of Pensions 

Ss 4 no power of my own. 
assume that iyon ai did it you did it under the directions of somebody, and 


cases on 


un you were simpl. ing out your ions? 
A. „„ D 
way. 


Now this witness is a Republican, and all vouch for his character. 
He came before the committee, not to turn State’s evidence, but to de- 
fend his own conduct in this and other matters. He tells the simple 
story that the Commissioner himself told him, that Grubbs was a can- 
didate for Congress, that he was his friend, and to treat him with the 
same courtesy as a member of Congress. He further says that this was 
the only case of the kind; that it was an exceptional case; that he un- 
derstood this instruction to carry with it the use of the penalty envelope 


by Mr. Grubbs, which was a clear violation of the law. On page 51 of 
the report, the witness says: 
John M. Comstock sworn and examined. 3 Ai 


By the CHAIRMAN : 

Q When was it tbat Mr. Dudley gaye you these instructions? 
It is impossible for me to state. 

. State about the time. 

A. Lean not do so with any kind of — — 


Q. Was it before Mr. Dudley went to Ohio? 
A. Yes. As Mr, Clarke was = acting Commissioner in September, I think 
it was in the latter of A 

Q. It was before Mr. Clarke e the acting Commissioner? 

A. Yes; I think it 5 — in the summer. 

Q. It was before the time that Mr. Clarke assumed the duties of Commissione 
55 

. Yes, 

Q. Do you know whether it was with Mr. Clarke's knowledge or not? 

A. Ican not say. 

So that it appears that this interference in politics by the Commis- 
sioner was in Apoa, and while he was actually the Commissioner and 
acting as such. much is clear; who will deny it? 
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It is due Colonel Dudley to say that he denies having said what Com- 
stock said he did, but he in the same breath tells us Comstock is a man 
of veracity. Colonel Dudley, however, admits that he was favoring Mr. 
Grubbs, and that it was a favor he had never extended to any one else. 
I quote his evidence, pages 263 and 264: 


By Mr. ROGERS: 
Q. Did I understand you to say that Comstock did not testify that you author- 


ized him to send penalty envelo) to Mr. Grubbs? 
A. Ifhe did, I have — SoA testimony. I did not so understand his testi- 


mon 
Q. Did you not understand him to 
on same courtesies to Mr. Grubbs as he di 


Comstock is a man of truth and 8 if he were led into mak - 

such a remark as shat, it is a mistake. 
I do not mean to ask you whether it was willfally false, but I ask you 
whether it is untrue. I want to understand what you did say to Mr. Com- 


stock. 
A. Ido not say that I can give the exact language which I used, but I told 
Mr. Comstock 1 51 ne should answer Mr. Grubbs’s inquiries. I also yesterday 


tend the ord courtesies due to members of to Mr. Grubbs, of In- 
en ees sgrin up of pension claims in the office during that cam- 


Grubbs's uiries as promptly as possible; and that, in doing so, he should 
ay — ie la e answer was sent in reply to an inquiry from Mr. 
ru 
Q. Rripe whole of it? 
A. arene the extent of sue my toe instructions. 


under those instructions Mr. Comstock was extend- 
onal favors to Mr. Grubbs? 


. for the first time in this testimony. 
ee Q. Did zon. ever give an order of the same sort touching any other member of 
n 


A. Ido ok think I did, but I should have done so if I had been asked. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Did you ever pre such an paaa to a Democrati candidate for Co: 
A. Twould have rig ts had asked it. I should not have thoug tits 


"a, Sate what w I had done so. 


r you were engaged in before you were appointed Commis- 
A. . . —. A United States marshal. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, when Colonel Dudley testified that if a Demo- 
crat had asked this favor he would have granted it, I was made sad by 
the realization of how many good things we miss in this world by 5 
asking for them.“ Colonel Dudley helping to elect a Democratic Con- 
gressman would no doubt amuse his and facile preceptorin pol- 
itics, the ex-Senator from Arkansas, Stephen W. 

olonel Dudley. 


the ordinary Grongrese 
Ter sir; 


But I want to show the effect of this misconduct of 
I quote from the evidence of T. A. Broadus, a clerk in the Pension 
ce, page 24 of the report. 
T. A. Broadus recalled. 
By the CHAIRMAN, 
Be Do you know, or did you learn from what took place in the Pension Office, 


the name of candidate who rd n against Mr. MATSON in Indiana? 
A. A man named Grubbs, I th 
Q. How did you learn that eet 
A. Some In ease from that district was called up by some man named 


Grubbs, and we 1 we called *Congressionals”--that is, letters to mem- 
bers of Congress in re reply 

Q. Do you know w. ether Mr. Grubbs was allowed to use the Congressional 
blanks for calling up cases the same as if he were a member of Congress? 

A. I think some calls a Sere come to my desk on Congressional blanks with 
Mr. Grubbs's name on them. 

Q. Do you know whether ‘Mr. Grubbs was allowed official envelopes in which 
>, Boomers replies to claimants, the same as Mr. MATSON or any other member of 


ngress? 
A. Yes, sir; my recollection is that we treated Mr. Grubbs just as if he had 
„ cal penalty envelope, inclosed to him a reply directed to the 
envelope, 
Did you know that Mr. was a Republican candidate for Con ? 
I do not know that it was told me atthe time. I rather believe that he 
was, but I have no official information on the subject. 
on Do goas know of an; sny other gentleman but Mr. Grubbs calling up cases on 
Congressional blanksand being furnished with official envelopes for replies, ex- 
7 0 Congressmen? 
S niat kuow 6b any Os 1 
‘ou do not know of any 5 blanks or official envelo bein 
sent 1 Page 555 candidate for Co do you? * z 
A. ; I had no instructions as to} r. Grubbs’s polities. 
2 Bui still you knew that he was a candidate for Congress, did you? 


Now I quote from the evidence of Louis J. Harbaugh, another clerk, 
page 29 of the report: 
By Mr. HART: 
Q. If I understand you rightly, in sending a communication to Mr. Grubbs, or 
to 3 citizen, the Pension Office would use an official envelope? 
es; in wri to a private citizen the office uses one official envelope. 
It would send its communication in an official envelope? 


Witness. To whom? 
eee To ees man that the Pension Office was writing to. 


Q. Suppose that the Pension Office should have occasion, instead of writing to 
XVII 


the attorney of a claimant, to write directly to the claimant himself, what kind 
a an envelope e- be then used? 
A. e regulation ty envelope 

Q. So that the result of sending a S to Mr. Grubbs in an official 
Roden og and inclosing an official envelope directed to the claimant, would be 
precisely the same as if the office had written to Mr. Grubbs and had also writ- 
ten to the claimant, would it not? 

A. That depends upon the cause that gives rise to the communication, 

Q. Does the Pension Office send any communications to soldiers or claimants 
that are not in official envelopes? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. You direct an envelope to Mr. Grubbs (he being a private citizen) and that 
communication goes in an official envelope. If you had occasion to direct an 
envelope to claimant you would do the same thing; and the complaint which 
you make is that the office directed an official envelope to go from Grubbs to 
= claimant? 

. You state it correctly. 

4 You said 1 a while ago as to an effort being made, or something 
being done, by Mr. Dudley or some officer in the Pension Office to help to have 
somebody elected in Indiana; be so as to repeat it. 

A. I stated that when I received this communication from the Hon. G. W. 
Grubbs I did not know him, and I went to our letter critic, to whom we go with 
our letters (Mr. Story), and Tasked him about it; he said that the Hon. G. W. 
Grubbs was to be treated just the same as if he was alread elected a Congress- 
man; that was prior to the election; subsequently to the e I had another 
communication to address to the Hon. G. W. Gru and I wrote it just the same 
as I had done previous to the election, treating him as a ny my let- 
ter was sent back by Mr. Story disapproved ; went to see Story about it, 


and he said, Grubbs is not a Congressman an Berar’ do not treat him as a 
Congressman any more, butas a private 8 te the letter directed to the 
claimant in care of “G. W. Grubbs,” 1 sa zen wa Story, “Why isthis thusly? 


or some remark, and he aes “Well, Mr Grubbs was runnin, Se Deere 
outin Indiana against Matson; Grubbs was a friend of Mr. Du ley 8 Mr. 
Dudley was vine to have him Rive but he did not get elected.” 


Now, if the knowledge of this misconduct, this clear and distinct 
violation of law, had been confined to Colonel Dudley and to the chief, 
Mr. Comstock, the effect would not have been so demo But 
this could not be. The very organization of the office put the informa- 
tion, as it appears, in the ion of various clerks; they knew then 
that their chief was using the office for political p They knew 
it as early as August; and if he could so far acer from ex pobo duty, 
what was to be R aio of those under him who wanted to win his 
favor and promote his desires? 

But I must be pardoned for this short ere I return to the 
subject, namely, to show that this office was engaged in politics and had 
other tests than those known to the law as a condition to granting pen- 
sions. 

I take first the case of Thomas F, Winthrop, who was a special ex- 
aminer in Ohio, at the October election. I pro to show that by 
preconcerted arrangement he was at or near the polls on election day, 
ostensibly to take proof, but really to control votes for Mr. Taylor, the 
Republican candidate for Congress againstmy friend General WARNER. 
Not only that, but that he visited on that day three distinct precincts; 
and finally made false returns to the Pension Office, returns that he 
knew were false and and so admitted under oath. I quote 
first from the evidence of George Starkey, pp. 5, 6, and 7 of the re- 
port: 

George Starkey sworn and examined. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 


* * 0 a 
Q. Doy you 1 the number of your "claim? 
A. 
Q- What is = 
No. 


4 Has che laim . allowed? 


y? 
of Washington, D. C. 
Q — — you hada special examination in your case? 
. Yes. 
Q. When did that take place? 
A. Mr. birr ovra came out on the lith of October, 1884, 
Q. Who is Mr. — 
A. He is a special examiner of pensions. 
2 ee came to your place, you say, on the llth of October? 


K. State what took place. 
A. He came tomy ama and took three affidavits from me in my pension ase. 
Q. Did he make any arrangement for a further examination? 
A. Yes; he told me he would be back on the 14th (the day of the. election — 
I was to meet him at Lawrence town-house on the lith, about 10 o'clock, Isaid 
that I would meet him there 
The léth was the day of the State election, was it? 


A. Yes. 

. c Wak the town-house, where you were to meet him, the place of voting? 

8. Did he leave any word with you to notiſy anybody else to be there? 

A. Yes; he told me to notify George Forshey. 

ae He was to be there also? 

yA Dia he come there on that occasion ? 

Q : Tawrence town-house was the place of voting in that precinct, was it? 

Q: ana he came on the day of election? 

8. State what took place on that occasion, What did Mr, Winthrop do, and 
what was said by him or in his presence? 


A. Mr. Winthrop took me down to Mr, Barton's house, which is close to the 
6 ey 


A. About 200 yards below the town-house, 
Q. What is the town-house? 
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A. A place for voting and for their township meetings. 

Q. Go on and state what Mr. Winthrop did. 

A. I went to Barton’s house with him, myself, and Forshey, Elias For- 
shey, his brother. Weall wentdown with Mr. inthro; i was there 
a little while and then he sent me after George Sutton to come b 

Q. Who is George Sutton? 

A. Heis 

Q. Who is George Forshey? 

A. He is a Democrat too; and Elias Forshey, his brother, is also a Democrat. 
I asked Mr. Barton whether he would fill me out an affidavit. He said he was 
a friend of the Ke any and all that. 


the conversation ? 


Sok Ere 
EFE 
TE 
F 
ge 
1 


n 
“a He was taking afidavits. 
Q. een ee. taking affidavits? 


A. 
Q. Did Mr. W. 
A. V 
2 
ihe stants 
vate e wat get your pena 


? 
A. He told me he thought I would get it in about three weeks; and itis pretty 
Dr Seren ON EG OS EET aaa re 
* * hd * s 


By Mr. Rocers: 


been for this pension mat 


ican because 


ticket ou thought, from the representa- 
rton and Winthrop, 


you would get your pension 


By the Cnamuax: 
How many votes do you think were controlled at that voting precinct b; 
eee there by Mr. Win and Mr. Barton? 7 
A. There were several; twelve or I reckon, and may be more. 
Q. You yourself ordinarily take 2 an active part in politics, do you not? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. This appointment, I understand, was made with you dy Mr. Winthrop to 


s ba tbey on nation day, the lach of October? 


A. Did Mr. ..... eee een eee ern ee October, the day 
before the election? 

A. No, sir; he did not. 

So they captured Starkey’s vote, that of his son, and he thinks not 
less than ten or fifteen others, and Starkey being 
el sume cauea-getnas than kent cts hactieectnaet rien ne 
a good day’s work for one examiner. I now quote from the evidence 
of George Forshey, pages 7, 8, 9, of the report: 

George Forshey sworn and examined. 

eee eee 


the war?—A. Yes. 
Q. In what — — and ment?—A. K, Sixty-second Ohio. 
Q. The same company that Mr. Starkey was in? — A. Yes. 


y. 
& When did you enlist? 
I enlisted on the 11th of November, 1861, and was discharged on the 18th 
of March, 1863. 
- Were you an applicant for a pension? 


> 


ons Ta you make your application? 

9 either in 1878 or 1879; I can’t tell exactly which. 
What ‘st e number of your claim? 
The number of my pension certificate is 141507; I am drawing $2 a month, 
3 vou made an application for an inerease? 


Kas the increase been allowed: 
Not that I know of. > 
zoe case is pending, is it:? 

res. 


PePePerer ere gh 


wrence P County, Ohio, 
Q. Did zoe make any affidavit in your pension case on that day? 


Did aak on the 13th? 
No, sir. 
Where were you on the 14th of October? 
. I was at the town-house of Lawrence Township. 
Was that the day of election? 
That was the day of election. 
ana the iagi teei was the Res of election? 
Yes; it was the 
— * see Mr. ee on that day? 


” Bate where you saw him. 
. Isaw him at Mr. Barton's, 


Ea How did ia hap} pen to go there? 
Starkey. He left word for me to be there to give tor 
8 the 3 Mr. Starkey, and to have testimony taken in my o 
oes gy that on the 14th we met there precisely at the hour he invited me to be 


Q. That was on election day? 
A. That was on election day. 
Q. State what took place. 


A. Thore was a End. deal of talk end eheokionosring. on there between 
Mr. Barton and several other organs or politicians precinct. We asked 
ae — to fill out our affidavits. Hesaid he would providing we would vote 

2 8 What was his ticket? 

A. The Republican ticket. He did not like to take our words for it, and ac- 
companied us to the polls and saw us put our votes in. 

Q. What are your politics? 

A. Lam a Democrat. 

2 Have you always voted the Democratic ticket? 

A. Lalways voted the Demooratia ticket. 

Q. Which of those gentlemen whom you have named were Republicans? 

A. David Martin and Norriston Barton were the organs of the Republican 
party at that precinct to make themselves useful. 

Q. State anything further that you heard said in the house at that time. 

A. I believe that l that Was said in the house. After we got through 
there and started up to the polls, Mr. Winthro zop Tow on the way of 3 
qualities of Mr. Taylor, of his soldiership, and of how he sympathized wit 
soldiers, and to give poorcrippled men pensions, He said that Taylor was a 
doubtedly the — t support, for he knew how to 5 — with the soldier. 


He said also tha r. WARNER] were not the man. I believe, if my mem - 
Spl doar Are me t he spoke of a bill entitled the Mexican pension bill. 
ink he spoke oy that. 


State whether you were led to believe from what took place there that, in 
er to secure the allowance of your it was better you to vote the 
Republican ticket. 
. Yes, I thought the pret — squally in the way it was, and that is what 
lead me to vote the Republican 
Q. Have you sons who are 8 
A. Yes, I have three sons voters. The third of them gave his first vote that 
day. I have also a son-in-law who is a voter. 
Q. Do you know how they voted? 
A. I suppose e way the old man 
You think that they were led to believe that n was for the interest of the 
old man to vote in that way? 
g 11 2 Mads k how th oted? 
ow now how they v 
snid that would vote in that way. 
Q: How did you — the November election? 
. I voted for Cleveland. 


By Mr. ROGERS: 
2 Did you tell your sons before they voted how you were going to vote? 


. Yes. 
8. Did you see them vote? 
A. No, I do not know that I did. 
2. How had they voted before? 
A. They had always voted the Democratic ticket. 


By the CHAMMAN : 


Did Mr. Winthrop go to the polls with you on that da; 
e 88 
ae beides tree tke polis. 


sere at me. 


so that it would look pretty stron fF cam 

to t om ee, me on th 1 este 
> —— ve a Democrat. cast 

ing] r 8 


id Mr. e the affidavit that he proposed to make for ? 
“bid he did not make any affidavit for me. TA 
Did he make any affidavit there for Starkey? 

A. Yes; he made an affidavit there for Starkey. 


These are ex-soldiers, and Ohio farmers. They came before the com- 
mittee, under subpœnas, from their distant homes, and I bear testi- 
mony to their honorable 5 decent deportment. I want to 
give this man Winthrop a fair show, and I quote from his evidence, 
pages 12, 14, 15, and 16 of the report: 

Thomas F. Winthrop sworn and examined. 

By the CHAIRMAN : 
State and position. 
2 ee e Tam special examiner in the United States 
on Bureau. 
Q. State where you are located. 
=| 4 headquarters are at Marietta, Ohio. 

Q. W. counties nas . in your district? 

A. When I was the district it embraced the counties of 
* Guernsey, Noble, 8 and ad Washington with headquarters at 

a 

k 

Q. oa at 3 — A . special examiners are at work or have 

8 1 c the 


bay WE of An tore? November, 1884. 
Galloway was assigned to that district, with headquarters at 

in Guernsey County. 

Q. Any others? 

. Yes; ae Bunyea, with headquarters at Woodsfield, Monroe County, 

Any others 

A. Any others? I believe, was in Belmont County. I never met him, but un- 
derstood he was there. 

Q. fro tose all the special examiners you know of who were in that district? 


A. N. 
Q- Who else? 
Mr. Stanton, with headquarters in Marietta. Mr. Roush was there fora 
— 855 time during the time named, and so was Mr. Carr. Mr. Carr and Mr. 
Roush were only there temporarily to examine a few cases, 


Q. Are those al examiners all in that district now? 5 
A. No, sir; I think not. Mr. Roush and Mr. Carr were from adjoining dis- 
tricis and were hen but temporarily; they examined, I think, fouror five cases 


* “Are the other examiners all under you? 
A. No, sir; eps ot independent of me entirely. 
Q. or were ply assigned to work in that district? 


A. 
Q. Where were you one the months of August, September, October, and 
eo of last 
A. At various 8 in the district. My headquarters were at Marietta. 
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ore were you about the middle of October last? 

I do not know that I can state precisely 

Can you state where you were on the Tith, 13th, and 14th of October, 1884? 

I do not know that I can state where I was on the llth. I think I can say 
the day of the election and the day preceding the election. 

Look at these papers [handing La — to the witness] and say whether you 
ize them as your own daily re 

3 = 2 t, to make dail rts 

s special examiner, you are req are you not, to e y repo 
marae e Commissioner of Pensions? 


Q. Took over this bundle of daily reports and say whether they are your re- 
2 for ae month of October. 7, 


Q. three E iine] ars . are Bt ir daily reports for the Lith, 13th, and lith 
of October? 

A. They are. 

The reports were put in evidence, and are as follows: 


* 
Q. State where So were on the um of October (handing the daily pe of 
ba day to the witness]. 
In Marietta and Lawrence Township. 
2 How far is Lawrence Township from Marietta? 
A. The line is about 55 miles, I think. 
Q. In what part of Lawrence Township were you on the lith? 
A. I do not recollect exactly. ( 8 report.) This report shows that 
I was in Marietta and Lawrence To ip; E 
in that township where I was. 
2 È ehang t „ of that 5 In La Township. I 
A. ( ng to e y wrence ip. 
Groves out there in from daes eien to La 
Q. ¥ oss report you took three nmdavite there on the 13th? 


4 State whose affidavits you took on that day. 

A. I can not state, 

Q. What case were you examining? 

A. It seems that it was the case George Starkey. 

that case, No. 279773 [handing them to the witness], and 


> peres 


Q. Take the 
vere what affi ts you took on the 13th. 
A. (Afterjex the A taken the affidavits of Mr. 
Sutton, Dr. Ulmann, and George 


tell at what house you . depositions on 
October? 


y. 
Q. Sido do not recollect what house you were at when you took Mr. Forshey's 


ion? 
o, sir; I do not. 
Q. ta you sure that you took Mr. Fo s deposition on the 13th of Octo- 
ber? What does the affidavit show? [Handing it to the r 


A. I have looked at this affidavit, it gives the date as the 13th. 


Q. Did you take Geo: rife. Forshoy.” 1 do not recollect whe 
72 Forshey. do not recollect when I did take it. 
rien ine peasants have you not? 


Q. Y 
A. Yes; my report 
Q. And your daily 9 ... took three affidavits on 
V day, it not? 


g Ifyou took Mr. Forshey’s affidavit you took it at some house, did vou not? 
Yes; I remember that I took Mr. Sutton’s aflidavit at Mr. Barton's house. 
Q. Did you take Mr. Sutton’s at Mr. Barton's on the 13th? 
A. No; I think that the date is wrong. 
Q. Were you at Mr, Barton’s at all on nthe 13th? 
A. en not think I was; I wasin the township but I do not think I went up 
as far as Mr. Barton's house. 
Q. Did you take Mr. Sutton's deposition on the 13th at all? 
A. I think I took Mr. Sutton's deposition on the Mth. 
2 When did pon N —.— Mr. George Forshey's deposition? 
am not sure about that. 
ook at it [handing the affidavit to the witness]. Is this George Forshey's 


8 
res 


> 
42 
FREN 


; [thi Ere * l 

uin s, 

S state in it, “Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of Octo- 
tng i se) I certify that the contents were fully made known to deponent be- 


$ is your signature, is it? 

es; that is mysiga ure. 

ou have repo: that affidavit as haying been taken on the 13th? 

es. 

ut rot face say now that it was not taken on the 13th? 

— 2 say so with reference to Mr. Forshey’s affidavit, Isay it with ref- 
F, Sutton's. 

t what house did you take this affidavit of George Forshey’s? 

have taken Mr. Forshey’s affidavit in a number of claims that he has. 

ai aed is an affidavit in the claim of Mr. Starkey, is it not? 


t what house did you take this affidavit? 
I thinks it was taken at Mr. Barton’s. 
Were you or were you not at Mr. Barton’s on the 13th of October, the day 
. ss aa porog to have been taken? 
No, 

Q. Then you did not take this affidavit on the day on which you reported that 

you took it? 
No, sir. 
Q Were you in Lawrence at all on the 13th? 


op mgd 17 


55 
bias id 


15 WII le you were in Lawrence Township on the IIth of October, did you 
5 go nip ents to be there again on the lth? 

Q. With whom did you make arrangements to be there on the 14th ? 

A. With Mr, Starkey 55 

Q. With anybod cle? 


7 AE A E AAE tein 

w p n the to you to be on ? 

A. It was understood thatT sho: npea 13 to Mr. Barton's 4 
mon. you 


Q. teak a “vent to Mr. it 
A. Yes 


What day was the lith of October? 
It was the day of the State election in Ohio. 


Who else? 
the Wrrness. Do you wish me to state all the persons that I met there? 
The Les; state all the persons whom you met j on that day, 

whose depositions vou ‘took, and what took ~~ at that h 

A. I met Mr. George Forshey there, Mr. G. W. Sutton, and Mro Mr. Elias Forshey ; 
I do not recollect meeting any others at the house, 

2 Go on and state what took place. 
there at the request of Mr. Starkey, to take evidence in his pension 


Whose affidavits did you take there in the Starkey case 
I took Mr. Barton’s evidence, and Mr. Sutton's, and Ste Elias Forshey’s 
I re not recollect any others now, 
The CHAIRMAN. This [handing a paper to the witness] is your daily report of 
the l4th of October. You can use it to refresh your memory. 
The Wrrness. This does not give the names of the persons whose affidavits 
I took, only the number. 5 
Q. Q- Slate what else took pises = a occasion. 8 
vs no 8 an ng taking place except g the dep- 
9 these parties comin: F tements. 
Q - That 2 ect having taken place there, is it? 


4 Do your reports of the 13th and 14th of October show that three deposi- 

Sons aas — — on each of those days? 
ey do. 

Q. But you state now that those daily reports are not true, and that you did 
not take three affidavits on each of those days. 

A. In two instances they were not true. 

C. State whether the deposition oS you have — does not show upon 
its face that it was taken on the 13th. 


A. Yes. 
re = yor state now that it was taken on the Mth? 


Se nak clean os te a ALASE fine to thane Giada Very 
trequeny 1 bave to go off from the dstate ho have reported Forsh 
your an w you have 

and Starkey and Barton as to credibility. i ned 

have reported the claimant, Mr. as fair ; Mr. Barton as pili ce wit 
3 It is my duty to ascertain the credibility of wit- 
nesses, 
By Mr. Wurrrxe: 


the 13th were taken on the lach. nat two > this: We are expected 
to do acertain amoutof work. I went out on „but was not fortunate in 

some witnesses whom I wentto EN I took but one affidavit on that 
day. I made my report the next day, when I had taken five affidavits, and so I 
pyre them —— the two da: Of course I have committed a technical, 

rhaps, a criminal error in t 

id you urge any of those parties, either Starkey or Forshey, to vote for 
1 Taylor? 

A. No; sir; I did not. 
3 ask Mr. Barton to encourage them to vote for Taylor? 


Did ou have any understanding with him about that? 
No, air; 3 emphatically that I have never used my position for 
political purposes. 
By Mr. ROGERS: 
Q. I understand from you now that the reason why you dated these affidavits 
on the 13th which you took on the 14th was so asto cover an extra day. Is that 


A T desired to make a good report for both days. That was the idea, 

Q. In other words, you wan it to appear to the Pension Office here that you 
were active and doing good work. 

A. That was the idea. 

Q ae so you distributed the affidavits to cover both days? 


8. While, in point of fact, they were not taken on those days? 
A. That is very true. 
Q. Is there not a general order in the Pension Office that examiners must be 
VVV 


2 N knew, therefore, did vou not, that this was wrong? 


& While you were at Lawrence Township on the Mth, state whether or not 
there was a conversation between parties who were there {and in 
your presence) while these affidavits were being taken, encouraging those per- 
= whose cases you were examining to vote the Republican ticket on that 


2 No, sir; I do not think I heard anything of the kind. 

Q. Did you not yourself, when you got through with the affidavits, and when 
you were walking along with yous buggy, in company with one of these gentle- 
men, we to him that Mr. Taylor was the proper man to vote for? 

A. No, 

7 - Youd dia not make any such statement? 

O, sir. 

& And no such statement as that was made in your presence on that day? 

A. Not to my knowldge. 

= Do you say that it was not? 

I can say that I did not hear anything of the kind. 

&. on you at three separate and distinct voting places on that day? 

A. No, sir. 

2 7 2 not leave Marietta in the morning? 

left Marietta very early in the morning. 
g: Then yon went to Lawrence Township? 


K. Jed then you went to Cow Run that evening? 

A. I drove around — Cow Run. 

Q. Then — — a 8 separate and distinct voting places on that day? 

A. I passed th That is just as near as I wasto voting places. I did not get 
out of my sr any of the voting places. 

Q. Dida you not get out to take affidavits in Lawrence Township? 

A. That was away from the polls. 

Q. How f om the polis? 
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A. Possibly a quarter of a mile or an eighth of a mile. It was some little dis- 
tance from the polling place. I did not stop there. 

Q. You did not stop at Lawrence Township? 

A. I did not stop at the polls. 

Q. Did you not stop in your buggy and inquire for certain parties and get 
them, and then go to Barton’s house? 

A. I got out of my buggy some distance below the polling place end walked 
down to the house. 

Q. To what house? 

A. To Mr. Barton’s house. 

Q. Did you get out of your buggy at the polls? 
2 1 out at some little distance from the polls. 
A. 


y do you call some little distance? - 
About a hundred yards. 
Q. You made inquiry at the polls for those parties whom you wanted? 
A. No, sir. It was understood that I should go to Mr. on's house and 
take affidavits, . 
Q. — 5 had required them to meet you at Barton’s? 
A. Yes, 


Q. Whom had you required to meet you there? 

A. I had simply made an appointment with Mr. Starkey, the claimant, and he 
was to to have his witnesses there. 

Q. Thro whom did you no Mr. Starkey? 2 

A. I had seen him some days prior to that and had taken his statement and 
commenced his case, and he suggested that the lith would be a good day for 
him to go to Lawrence town-house with his witnesses. 

Q. It turns out that you were tolerably active on the lith of October; you 
managed to get to three voting places on the one day and to take a good many 


affidavits. 
A. It is aay fair to say that. 
it not? 


Q. It is true, y 

A. I can not say that it is. 

Q. You say that you left Marietta in the morning and then went to Lawrence 
town-house and then to Cow Run? 

A. I was at three piac, 

Q. = you made round trip and took in three of them in one day? 

A. Yes. 


It will be seen that he admits everything except that he undertook 
to influence these men to vote the Republican ticket. He even admits 
that his report was false, and says he made it false in order to have it 
appear at the office that he was doing good work. He admits these 
pension claimants were men of good character. He might as well have 
admitted it all, for he admitted enough to discredit himself. 

Now, here are two cases in one day in which party politics was made 
the test for getting a pension—two cases controlled by one examiner— 
and through these two claimants at least 10 or 15 votes were manip- 
ulated at one precinct; and it must be remembered that this exam- 
iner visited three precincts that day. He knew, the whole country 
knew, for the press was teeming with it, that his chief, Colonel Dud- 
ley, was in command that day; and Colonel Dudley knew where his 
captains were, and what it took to carry Ohio in an October election. 
Then were there no tests other than the law and service in the field to 
which claimants had to submit to get their pensions? But let us pro- 
ceed another step. 

Where was the great mass of these examiners in October and Novem- 
ber, 1884? This evidence shows that they were concentrated where 
they could ‘‘do the most good. They were in the close districts. In 
the State of Ohio alone there were sixty-seven on leave, and in In- 
diana there were thirty-nine. I publish their names as appear on 
page 134 of the report, the information having been furnished us by 
the Pension Office: 


List of special examiners on leave in Ohio during October and November, 


1884. 
Brown, T. J. Hunter, H. A Purman, J. J. 
Burnett, J. M. Huntington, A. S. Roush, A. G. 
Bunyea, S. W. Ioffliger, Rice, F. H. 
Be n, S. C. acobs, J. E. Richart, R. S. 
Burke, T. W. Johnson, E. N. Shelby, W. C. 
E. L. Keely, T. C. Smith, H. P. 

Brunson, E. Loomis, B. J. Stover, H. G. 
Carr, J. H. Marsna, J. J. Soale, W. H. 
Crosby, W. O. Lapham, F. A. Stiles James 
Cook, J.C. Lyon, G. A. S „0. J. 
Clark, J. K. arsh, W. L. Sweetser, A. H. 
Dumble, H. L. Maxwell, E. H. Taylor, F. M. 
Eells, George H. McCullough, S. M. Taylor, W. K 
Elliott, S. MeMonigal, W. Van Dyke, W. MI. 
Elliott, J. H. McConnell, E. D. an Buren, G. M. 

mstein, C. F. McSheey, White, D. T. 
Field, F. A McEwen} J. A Whitney, C. N. 
Finney, L. R. Means, L. H. Williams, P. 
Green, C.F. Quimby, 1. W. Winthrop, T.F. 
Green, D. M, oble, P. S. Wallace, A 
F B. Olds, G. E. W. H. 
Howe, George Patton, H. N. 
Hughes, William Pipes, F. H 


Special examiners on leave in Indiana during October and November, 1884. 


Brown, T. J. Gelwick, M. A. Patton, H. N. 
Ballou, J. X. Green, C. F. ekerill, W. N. 
Brown, W. M. E. Greenawalt, J. G. Randall, T. G. 
Benton, E. V. awes, J. J. Richardson, L. H. 
Carr, J. A. Hunter, H. A e, M.S, 
Durnan, R. A. Hayward, H. J. Ri R. S. 
Durment, E. S. Kirk, J. E. Richardson, E. J. 
E O. P. La Force, H.C. „0. O. 
Elliott. E. P. Maxwell, E. H. Van ke, W. M. 
Field, F. A. Mills, L. W. Weik, J. W. 
Frazee, Samuel ‘cSheey, T. White, D. T. 
Foster, J. H. Mayes, T. A. Watson, W. W. 
Fuller, J. A. „H. A 


But I propose to place these facts upon record, so that those who come 
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after us may see how the Pension Office was used at that time. I refer 


to pages j s 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman incorporate into his 
remarks the evidence to which he refers? : 

Mr. ROGERS. With great pleasure, if the House will permitit; and 
I shall ask leave to do so. 

i Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have no doubt the House will grant 
eave. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill give instances from oneor two districts to show 
how the Pension Office was operated during those periods. First, take 
the Columbus district of Ohio. The testimony shows that during Jan- 
uary, February, and March the examiners in that district were ten; and 
during the months of September, October, and November, when the 
elections were on hand, they ranged from twenty to twenty-one. Take 
the Cleveland district of Ohio. During the months of January, Feb- 
ruary, and March, as the record shows, there were in that district from 
six to nine examiners; but from July to December the number ran 
from eighteen to twenty-four. Take the Indianapolis district, and I 
have heard it said on this floor—not publicly—that there has not been an 
honest election held in the city of Indianapolis since the war. Whether 
that is true or not, I do not know, and I do not pretend to say. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I presume it is correct. The Demo- 
crats have been carrying that city of late. 

Mr. ROGERS. Cincinnati too, it seems; so that the methods which 
were employed under reconstruction in order to control, humiliate, 
and subjugate the South have returned to plague their inventors. In 
the Indianapolis district during the months of January, February, and 
March the number of special examiners ranged from eleven to four- 
teen, and during the months of September, October, November, and 
December the number was twenty-four each month. 

Now, these are but samples. If the House will permit me, I will 
print the whole record on this point; and I want some gentleman to 
explain why it is that it took twenty-four examiners in that district 
in October, November, and December, and only eleven to fourteen in 
the months of January, February, and March. I would like gentlemen 
also to make an explanation with reference to these other districts that I 
have referred to. 

But, to be more specific, I publish a few sample districts as found on 
pages 146 and 147 of the report, showing the number of ial ex- 


aminers in each district for each calendar month of the year 1884.” 
Columbus district. 


Indianapolis ( Did.) district. 
Ih. 


Knoxville (Tenn. ) district. 


struggle on hand and it will be found that the force was about the same 
throughout the year. In the Philadelphia district there were more ex- 
aminers in Jam than in November, in the Pittsburgh district there 
was but little change throughout the year, and so on. 

What explanation can be offered for this thing except politics—poli- 
ties in the office and politics in the field? 

I can not dwell longer on this point. The secret of this business is 
better understood when we consider the conduct of the chief of this 
division, Mr. Rathbone, and his relations to the Commissioner, Colonel 
Dudley. In the first place, he was selected and put at the head of this 
division by Mr. Dudley, this being, perhaps, the most important division 
in the office. When he was inted he had, perhaps, never gone 
through a ion claim in his life. He had been an employé in the 
Treasury ent, but Colonel Dudley knew him and knew his 


1886. 
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value. I want to show from Mr. Rathbone’s own evidence his relations 
with Mr. Dudley. They say these people were not trained in un- 
scrupulous schools.“ Let us see. I quote from the evidence, page 
213. I cross-examined him myself. I read: 


(E. G. Rathbone’s testimony, pp. 213 and 214 of the report. 
NA At all events you did not pay your expenses there 
e 


A. No, sir. 

Q. Be good enough to state to the committee how it happened that you were 
transferred from the Treasury Department and put in your present position. 
Ly what influence or by what arrangement was that done originally? 

A. Mr. Dudley asked me to take the position. 

85 pony -_ aay 3 vou ws transferred to the Pension 
ice and put in 0 examiners’ division? 

A. 1 was in the Treasury service. 

Q. And you were transferred from that service to the Pension Office and made 


chief of that division? a E 
on as agent of the Treasu rtment to 
u. Tid itat Mr. 


ho Cincinnati) and 


A. No, sir; I resigned my 
ie the position of chief of the Pon examination division. 

Dudley’s request, not only personally, but by various telegrams. He sent a man 

to Indiana to ask me to take that place, and he labored with me three days be- 

fore I would accept it. Finally I accepted it, came on to Washington, resigned 

my ee in the Treasury, and took the place of chief of the special examina- 
on y on, 

— ee you not been engaged in political work prior to that time with Mr. 
udley ? 

A. I was in the State of Indiana when Mr. Dudley was marshal there during 
the 1880 campaign. 

Q. You co-operated with him in that 5 a 2 

A. Not any more with him than I did wit Mr. New, chairman of the Repub- 
lican central committee, and a member of the National Republican committee. 
and with several other gentlemen. 

Q. Including Mr. Dorsey? 

A. Mr. Dorsey was there. 

Q. Mr. Dudley knew your efficiency pretty well in that line, did he not? 

A. I can not tell you that. 

Q. You claim to be tolerably efficient in that line sf work? 

A. I haye made no claim in that direction. 

Q. What do you say about it now as a matter of fact? 

A. I would rather you would not try to prove that by me. It is rather a delicate 
matter for me totouch upon. I might overestimate myself or I might underes- 
timate myself. 

Mr. Rogers. You do not seem to have any extraordinary amount of delicacy 
when you are talking about your official duties here. 

The Wityuss. You ask me here what I think of my capabilities asa politician, 

Mr. Rocers. As a political worker. 

5 a= Wrrvess. I submit to you that that is not exactly a right course of ques- 
oning. 

Mr. RoGrns. I think you are probably correct, and I withdraw my question 
on account of your extreme modesty on that proposition. 


I think it will be admitted, after the Indiana campaign in 1880, that 
Dorsey was not an overscrupulous political school teacher, and I think 
General Black can well stand on this bit of evidence, that Dudley and 
Rathbone had both trained if not under, then with him when he 
“soaped’? Indiana in 1880. 

But let us travel on. As soon as appointed chief of this division, as 
I have said, perhaps the most important in the bureau, the division was 
practically segregated from the bureau by Colonel Dudley’s order and 
placed under Rathbone’s control. There is no dispute about this. It 
is shown that at the time he assumed control he was utterly incompe- 
tent. It is so testified to by Colonel Dudley’s successor, who had been 
in the service nearly twenty years, and also by Mr. Peyton, a very in- 
telligent witness. I read from Peyton’s evidence, pages 111 and 112 of 
the report: 

By Mr. Rogers: 
Q. Were you in the office when Mr. Rathbone was first appointed chief of the 
SpE . division? 
Hen oa „ or knowledge he had of the duties of the position 

A. I presume that he was totally ignorant of pension matters, as Mr. Clarke 
has testified here. 

Q. Do you not know of your own personal knowledge that Mr. Rathbone 


knew nothing of the pension business when he was appointed tothat position? 
A. Ido not think that Mr. Rathbone was at all familiar with the pension busi- 


ness. 
Q. How long was it after he came into the office before he became efficient in 
that business? 


A. I can not say. I do not think that Mr. Rathbone is very well posted upon 
pension Jaws and the technicalities of the ponon business to-day. 

Q. State whether or not itis a fact that Welty and Lyon, the assistant chiefs 
of that division, were left, in point of fact, to run the division. 


I think it related mostly to matters outside of the office. 
In other words he did not undertake to run the office? 

A. He did while he was here, but I think the other men furnished him all the 
information he had, and that he relied on them al er. 

Q. While Mr. Rathbone was in Cincinnati in October state what the under- 
standing in the Pension Office was as to what he was engaged in out there. 

A. It was generally understood that he had gone away for political purposes, 
and it was stated that he would not come back until the election was over. It 
was a sort of mystery there. Nobody could find out where he was. I recollect 
that I wanted to write him a letter, and tier iok me that he was away and 
ee not be back until after the election; t was common talk among the 
clerks, 

Q. When did you first find out where he was? 

A. I think I did not have any official knowledge of where he was until he ren- 
dered his expense account from the 17th to the 27th of October. 


Now I read from ex-Commissionor Clarke’s evidence, page 67 of the 
report: 

Q. When was he og ergs 

A. Ido not know; but I think it was abont July, 1883. 

Q. Did he stay in that position in 1884 without knowing anything more of the 


duties of the position? 
A. Within a few days after his appointment he went into the field, 
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Q. What did he do there? 


ani Is he instructed the supervisors in their duties, and got the lay of 
und. 

nè Do oe aay that he knew anything about the duties of the office up to the 
0 


Q. What is he doing now? 

A. Ile is chief of that division. 

Q. Is he still chief of it? 

A. Ves. 

Q. And he still knows nothing about his duties practically? 
A. He has been in th have had it, and I suppose that 


n the office since I 
within that time he has learned to understand his business pretty well. 


the Pension Office? 
een years. 


ve gone up from what place to the Commissionership ? 
A. From a first-class cler p. 

Q. And you have a practical knowledge of all the workings of the office from 
top to bottom ? 

I understand them pretty well. 

Before I leave this point, let me read from Commissioner Clarke's 
evidence, page 66, to show the demoralization of that division under 
Mr. Rathbone’s administration: 

Q. Who were the assistants in Mr. Rathbone’s division? 

A. Mr. John M. Welty and Mr. George A. Lyon. 

Pee What has become of these gentlemen? Do they still occupy the same po- 
tions? 

A. They were transferred to an adjudicating division. 

Q. Did that transfer reduce them? 

A. No, sir; it did necessarily reduce them. 

Q. Why were they transferred? . 

A. Because of the demoralized condition of the examiner’s division, for which 
I thought they were responsible. 

Q. What was that demoralization? 

A. It was a general demoralization. 

Q. SA what nature—neglect of business, or irregularities, or corrupt practices, 
or what? 

A. Not personal irregularities, but a general demoralized condition. There 
was no — in the division. It was a general demoralization—pretty 
much everything except personal corruption. 

Q. How did that demoralization show itself? 

A. By criminations and recriminations among the force. It is pretty hard to 
describe, but it was there nevertheless; and the only way to abate it wasto 
make changes. 

Q. 5 one of the charges alleged drunkenness on the part of Welty? 

A 


. Yes, 
Q. Did you find, in your investigations, that there was any truth in that 
>- 


A. If I were on a jury I do not think I would have convicted him on the evi- 
dence; but there was a strong presumption as to the truth of the charge, and 
upon a question of discipline,I would not stop to consider any more than to 
satisfy myself what was the proper thing to do. 

Q = you thought it best for him to go? 

e 


I need not say more on this point. It is clear that Mr. Dudley un- 
derstood his man, and the man understood for what he was wanted. I 
now turn my attention to his misconduct in office. 

It appears that just before the October election in 1884, Mr. Rath- 
bone turned up in the city of Cincinnati. He had that point 
by a circuitous route, ostensibly in the public service. Early in the 
month of October, however, while in Cincinnati, he applied for a leave 
of absence and obtained it, and entered heart and soul into political 
work in that city. He himself admits, under oath, that he held a 
United States deputy marshal’s commission under Lot Wright, and 
went armed on election day. He remained there until after the Octo- 
ber election, and when his leave of absence expired again resumed his 
work ostensibly, and returned to Washington by a circuitous route, 
managing, as the testimony shows, to have his paid by the 
Government both ways. He was not only there himself, hut there was 
another man from the Pension Office also there by the name of Jacobs— 
by the way, still in the service in that Bureau. 

This man, Jacobs, who claims to have gone to Cincinnati on some 
special work for the Pension Office, likewise applied for leave and ob- 
tained the same, and engaged in political work there. At the expira- 
tion of his leave of absence he returned to Washington, having his ex- 
penses paid by the Government both ways. During the first nine days 
of the month of October, this man Jacobs was ostensibly engaged in 
some special work for the Pension Office, and about the 10th of the 
month rendered his reports to the Pension Office for the first nine day’s 
services of that month. These reports were rejected by Commissioner 
Clarke, who was then the acting Commissioner, on the ground that 
they did not show that he was performing any services. When Jacobs 
received notice of the disallowance of his reports, he at once, with the 
knowledge and consent of his chief, Mr. Rathbone, addressed a letter 
to the assistant chief in the Pension Office, requesting that his reports 
for the first nine days of October be returned to him. The letter was 
marked personal, and reached the office without the knowledge of 
the acting Commissioner. The letter was as follows: 

[Personal.] 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, October 11, 1881. 
DEAR Str: Will you please return to me my daily reports for October Ist to 9th, 
inclusive, and much oblige, 


Yours, respectfully, 


Mr. Jons M. WELTY. 


Appended to that letter is a memorandum of Mr. Rathbone: 
Will Mr. Welty please do this? 


J. E. JACOBS. 


RATHBONE. 
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Mr. Welty directed these reports to be sent to Mr. Jacobs, and a let- 
ter was prepared by Mr. conten the 2 ok naring the custody of the 
daily reportsof the pradai rege Major Clarke, 
which letter notified Mr. Jacobs tha on in com with his request 
the daily reports were returned. The A Commissioner refused to 
sign this letter, and retained the reports as of the records of the 
office. These reports are found in the published report on pages 103, 
104, 105, and they show no service whatever. It was after all this had 
occurred that Mr. Jacobs applied for and obtained leave of absence 
covering that period. He continued absent from the office, according 
to the testimony of Mr. Peyton, until the 29th of December, without 
making any daily reports whatever. He apenas fr nily applied for for 3 
obtained leave of absence covering all this peri 
tifies, on page 105 of the report, that J . teera 8 no oficial 
results from the time he left Washington until his return; so that we 
have it in black and white that this man wasin Cincinnati in 

lities and that Jacobs, with the full knowledge and consent of je 

me, had endeavo by a secret correspondence held with Welty, 
acting chief of his division, to abstract from the public records tida 
reports without any knowledge or consent on the part of the acting 
Commissioner, 

Thisis but asample of the character of ce being carried 
on between Mr. Rathbone and Mr, Welty underneath the acting Com- 
missioner of Pensions. The ex-Commissioner of Pensions states em- 
gcse that neither Mr. Rathbone nor Mr. Dudley had any right to 

oe g on any sort of official correspondence with subordinates in 
the office without his knowledge while he was acting Commissioner. 
He furthermore says that upon this fact he called the 
attention of the Secretary of the Interior to it, and he issued an order 
for no mail to be sent and none received except through the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions himself. 

It also a that on the 4th day of October, E 
Rathbone took his leave of absence, he issued the followin 

CINCINNATI, See 4, 1834, 
for duty at 
Direct H. tat OE to report to 2 for ys" y= RATHBONE hig. 
To D, T. Warre, Supervising singe 7S 2 
The Commissioner says in regard to this telegram that he knew noth- 
ing of it. I quote his language, found on page 55 of the report: 
re 1 know anything of that telegram? 
ei That serie to be a te sent from Cincinnati by Mr. Rathbone, chief 
es > aaa examining di to the supervising — Indianapolis. 


4 Who is HL Perry Smith, ith, the person mentioned in this telegram ? 
eats examiner in the office. 
ah be 5 w whether Mr. Smith responded at once by reporting at Cin- 
n ? 


A. I bave no knowledge whatever about it, 
Q. Had Mr. Rathbone any right, tat beng of awa or authority of the acting 
Commissioner to send 52 an order from Cincinnati to the supervising ex- 


> 


I 
This correspon: 


dence seems generally to have been carried on between Mr. 
Rathbone, Commissioner Dudley, and those other examiners without the knowl- 
ee ve of the Pension Office? 


Here is another sample of the same character of work. I quote from 
the testimony of the Commissioner, page 54 of the report: 
Q. Look at this tel one to witness] and state whether you ever 


my that before, or not, or knew of any such telegram. 
A. No, sir; I aoyo saw it before, and never heard of it. 


would 8,1884. To George Emerson, Laconia, 
N. II. Letter received; 8 3 Cleveland soon as convenient; 


r division, is he not? 


is You have stated that Mr. Rathbone was not on duty at the office at that 
me. 
A. No, sir. 

Here acem fo be two other tel re to Mr. Moble! 
tothe einen tness]. Look at Oe trees Dak cee entices non ever saw hem pelore, or or 
knew thatany such telegrams had been sent or any such orders pe 
9 . I never saw of them be ert SEI 
either of them. 


Q. Read the first of them 
A. (Reading.) “ New York, Sigg 6, 1884. To John H. Stibbs, room 
fiee building, Direct Examiner Noble to report 
once to Su ang Pr opting umbus, Ohio, for duty t temporarily. 
Q. Now read the — 4 Sar = 
(Reading.) “New Y 6, 1881. To R. 


A. Duncan, care of 

sion agent, 2 Ohio” 75 or nen Grasset to report to you. Coss 
missioner’s letter received. E. 

Q. State what letter that eB bes to. 

A. Ido not know. ar 

Q. was fod a letter from you as acting Commissioner? 

A, 

Q. Then it must have been a letter from whom ? 

A. I presume from the Commissioner of Pensions, who was then absent 5 
the ofe. Still I ought to state that the mail of the office is very heavy, 
ing an hour and a half or two hours to sign it. Of course that would not ord 
me any time tocriticise letters. 

Q. Then this correspondence between the Commissioner of Pensions, who 
was at Columbus, and the chief of the special examiners’ division, and certain 


Wee, ch 


was being carried on covertly and without your knowledge as act- 
a was it? 
It would seem so from the ens shown to me. 
Q. Do you know whether Mr. Noble obeyed this telegram or not? 
A. I do not know. 
2 os 92 did so, it was without your knowledge? 


Aud was all t 
g SARE Ra his correspondence which you have seen irregular? 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic caged now in power may learn a valu- 
able lesson from this testimony. every t of this Govern- 
ment to-day nearly every chief of a division and some of the heads of 
bureaus have been retained; but few changes, comparatively speaking, 
have been made; and yet the Democratic party, with the re- 
sponsibility of Government, must and will be held responsible by the 
country for the correct administration of affairs. 

If this improper correspondence, in violation of the rules of the Pen- 
sion Office, could be secretly and successfully carried on under a Re- 
publican administration, to the detriment of the public service and to 
the demoralization of that bureau, without detection by its chief until 
it was brought to light by an examining committee of the House of 
Representatives, what may we expect when these same people are re- 
tained in office under an administration to which they are unfriendly ? 
I invite the attention of the country to the candid consideration of the 
question presented. This very man Jacobs, of whom I have spoken, 
and Welty also are still in the Pension Office, and many other persons 
whose names have been mentioned in this evidence are still in the pub- 
lic service, some of them in important places, 

There are other branches of the public service subjected to the same 
abuses that sprung up in the Pension Office. The railway mail serv- 
ice, for instance, ramifies the entire country, and is out pst under the 
immediate supervision of the heads of the Departments. I may at 
some future day have occasion to refer, in this connection, to that branch 
of the public service. 

Mr. Chairman, I may be pardoned for this brief digression. I now 
return to the subject under consideration that I may point out one other 
abuse in the Pension Office developed by that investigation. Du 
the investigation referred to the committee required Mr. Brock, a cler) 
in the Pension Office, whose duty it was to keep an account of 82 
leaves of absence of the various employés of that office, to prepare 
statement. He prepared a statement, and it is jini on oa on 
228, 229, and 230 of the published report. It shows that thirty. 
employés inthat bureau wereabsent with pay, in excessof erna —.— 
leave, for various periods of time during that i In almost every 
instance this leave was granted during the fal elections, and granted 
by the acting Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Joslyn, and without the 
recommendation of the acting Commissioner of Pensi Mr. Clarke. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these abuses were all developed by that inves- 
tigation. The attention of Mr. Dudley was called to them. He had 
every ribet Ls e of reading the testimony; and I believe that in no 

he been able to explain, upon any reasonable hypothesis, 
why these abuses were permitted. In many instances he asserted his 
ignorance of these things; but he could not hope to be otherwise when 
his own time was being devoted to the Ohio and Indiana campaigns to 
the neglect of the duties of the Pension Office. 

It has been repeatedly said—and, among others, by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], not now in his seat—that when General 
Dudley entered politics in the Ohio and Indiana campaign he discon- 
nected himself from the Pension Office, and that when he went there 
he went with the intention of not returning to the Pension Office. I 
propose to fix the dates in connection with this matter by the record, 
upon the sworn testimony of Commissioner Clarke, and by the admis- 
sions of General Dudley. 

General Dudley left the Pension Office on the 3d of September, 1884; 
he returned to the city about September 14, 1884—certainly between 
that time and the 2ist of September. Between the 14th and the 21st 
of September of that year he tendered his to take effect on 
the 10th of November following. He left the city on the 21st of Sep- 
tember, in the same year, and returned again on the 16th of October. 

It is said that he had no connection with the Pension Office after he 
tendered his resignation. He states in his testimony on 251 and 
252 that he was here after he returned on the 16th of October for nearly 
a week, and that he was acting Commissioner and signed at that time 
considerable of the mail of the Pension Office. 

W. W. Dudley’s testimony, page 251: 


By Mr. ROGERS: 
When this letter that you speak of having 
wy of {the Interior, can e e violations of the civil-servi 
then officially employed in the Pension Office 


Q. Had you at that time notified Mr. Clarke of the fact? 
A. I did not think it necessary to notify my subordinates. They found me 
there. I did notify my superior of the fact. 
Q You had previously e that? 
5 . Yes. Ithink that ü on my return I notified the Secretary of the 
72 RAs 
Q- How long had you been away at that time? 
A. Forty-six days, I think. 
g How much of that time had you been in the office? 
About a week, 
. And then you left again? 


been sent to you by the Secre- 
ice law, reached 
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to the fact that my wife 
of the da: 


TL signed my official 


Q. 
aet Beaders — report f thing. Idid not sign it at that 
es; Is m for one 
time, however: but ier 


an not tell; quite a umber of hem ena von ned 7 
A. I think there may be a number of letters signed by me- letters to the spe- 
cial examination division. 


Why did General Dudley return on the 16th of October? The tes- 
timony does not disclose the reason; but there is this cant cir- 
cumstance which I submit to the candid consideration of The let- 
ter of the Civil Service Reform Association, of New York, dated October 
11, 1884, reached the President about that period, and went to the 
Secretary of the Interior; and General Du returned here about 
three days after the arri arrival of this letter. The coincidence is marked, 
and the conclusion is irresistible, that the letter caused him to return. 

What other work did he do during the week that he was in the Pen- 
sion Office? yey ce one that he did is 1 & par- 

6 the whole coun- 


quote it: 
à Iam * about the matters of the Pension Office, 
No, sir; there was but one head of the office. 


Q. Mr: Clarke says he was governing there. 
mad hae help what Mr. Clarke says, He was not Commissioner while I 
was 


Q. Was he 1 er? 
A. He signed his name as such on papers; but he was not acting Commis- 
sioner of while I was there. 
a 8 committee ttoo that you directed the d Commissioner to 
8 and to make a report to thi Pann ee bebe 
While you werent the same timo a ner ?— 
AT aia and Talni 8 gross! . in te 
m; I so felt at that time, and I feel so now. 
E the . Iwanted it exam 1 


und wanted it done quickly, and the letter answered 
Q. Kon aA EAS PoE ENS ThE OES E OE on 


you Re hee 


Q. How long did you stay there then? 

A. Until after the November election, I think. I think I arrived here on Sat- 
urday of election week, which would be about the 8th of November. 

Inorder that there may be no mistake, ee from the testimony 
of Major Clarke, on sgt Aaa dec geht also extracts from his 
answer to the Secretary of the Interior, 
violation of the civil-service laws. I quote it: 


Q. I find in your testimony taken before the Committee on res in 
the 8 of Justice, a copy of the official letter of N Mr. to the 
of the Interior, ~~ Ww reads as follows 


I have the hones to report that T'returmed to my post of TARTS 
the 16th October, having been absent therefrom 5 in all. Iwas 
sent on the 17th day of October, and returned again to duty Saturday, October 
and am now on duty as Commissioner. n 


Q. Mr. Dudley leave the office after that? 
Yes. he assumed is be on di a week after that. 


k. 
Q, Do you know whether, during that time, he 
in bee sng examiners’ division or any other diy 
0. . 
Did he send away any examiners from here, so far as you know, while h 
was here after the date of that letter? ic 8 2 


sed ony. orders to anybody 


. to 
position here. I think that about the time that na 
written, wherein he states that he is now ond 
a reference came to me th h 
tion sent to him by Mr. W. 
in 5 York. 


ner of jons, 
the eee of a communica- 


ice Association 
me thro h the Secretary’s office by reference when 


cation th 
sioner himself, took the 8 It was the complaint of the Civil Serv. 
ice Association in New York. 

Q. I think you have been asked to produce that paper and the reply to it, 
Have zos them with you? 

A. I have them not now, but I will produce them. 

The witness subsequently produced the papers, of which the following are 


copies: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE eee PENSION OFFICE, 
'ashington, D. C., October 20, 1881. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowled, ledge the 8 of the letter of Everett P. 
Wheeler, esq., of New York city, dat ee 11, 1884, addressed to the Presi- 
dent, an: by him referred to you the 15th instant, “ for an investigation of the 
made therein,“ and the same having been referred by you to this office 
for I respectfully submit the following for your 
Mr. Wheeler writes as counsel for the Civil Service Reform Assocation, and 


TVT to the eee 
Commissioner 


of Pensions, is absen 6 engaged in conducting the 
— ol the Republican party in Ones to the neglect of his official du- 


o n a tects thet Ocoee Dora PODIS y made, which he has not 
denied, forth that Commissioner Dudle; ven orders for applica- 
tions for ons in behalf of those who are voters peck sides in Ohio and In- 


their examina- 


claims of those gin eee States, 
pon these points I will state issioner Dudley left the city 
on or abot September 3d last, when the duties of the office devolved n me, 

On or about ————— Colonel Dudley returned to the city, and while here 
handed you his resignation as Commissioner of Pensions, the same to take ef- 
fect November lo next. He aguin left the city on September 21, and returned on 
the 16th of October : instant, 


. sir, W 


s 2 * . 


O. jae G. CLARKE, 
cling Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


But it appears from Major Clarke’s evidence that Colonel Dudley’s 

presence in the Pension Office was a mere pretense; that he did not 

him as acting Commissioner of Pensions at that time. And this 

leads us irresistibly to the conclusion that he was back from the Ohio 

campaign in order to meet the charges made by the Civil Service Re- 

form Association of New York. We again quote from Major Clarke’s 
evidence, page 72 of the report: 


The Witness. Mr. Dudley brought the Secretary's letter to me open. Isu; 
pose that he had opened — I mention this to show that I did not think he none 
Co er of Pensions. As the 


from him on the He came to me and talked on the outside of this busi- 
. , ‘Mr. Du I do not wish you to say one word to me 
on this will answer this letter myself, without any reference what- 


subject. I 
ever to you.“ Once or twice perhaps, before I got all the material and facts to- 


to dot an “i” or to cross a %% in it, it, and it was sent without sup- 
Dost nt "het he had in the remotest degree any connection with the office. 
e manifested a desire to talk to you about it? 

2 He spoke about it once or twice. I reser ya this cire: 
show that I would not have taken that ition if I had supposed 
that Mr. Dudley was then himself Comm os 222 ensions. 

Q. You did not consider that he was acting as Commissioner of Pensions, or 
that he had any right to sign official papers as such during that time? 

cs o, sir. I want to say a little further, because is a matter which seems 
at ee work 5 Mr. Dudley was at his desk when Mr. 

terior, came to talk with me Spon some 


umstance only to 


very wrong. * 1 e that statement to the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Interior at that time in a, office. I 5 Ses to show the good 
faith F toward Mr. er ee 
previoes to that time, 


Mr. Dudley had. 8 in the hands 
of the En President to * effect on the 10th of — 2 
By Mr. ROGERS: 
Why was it that you thought that Mr. Dudley had no business in the office 
Bis Bag S 5 5 
A. Because 3 it was a very improper thing. 
Ye my wm 5 — an par oo g? 
to me that he was there for duty, and I did 
not eta the raha YA be any possible connection between a man who had no 


interest there—and who might possibly do something if he wanted to—and the 
aning E of Pensions. I think that the acting Commissioner should 
Q. In other words, you 8 that Mr. spray was not acting as Commis- 


as 
sioner of Pensions, and far he had been charged in ublic 2 with bein 
and me ea S polities, he ane to abe outof the Pension Of 
fice and not connecting himself with it? I thought it i d impoliti 
. Yes; sent o t it improper and impolitio 
for him to be office. I do not answer the part of your question as to what 
he was doing when he was That is a matter of history, and of course 


stands by itself. 

Q. At that time the charge had come to your attention through the Secretary 
of the Interior from the Civil-Service Association at New York that Mr. Dudley 
sere rae in Ohio and Indiana dabbling in politics? 

Q. And you thought that if that was true he had no business at the head of 
es Pension Ofice under those circumstances 

A. Yes; that is just what I thought, and e very much. 

To sum it all up, Mr. Dudley emphatically swears that he was in the 
Pension Office in the discharge of the duties of the Pension Commis- 
sioner. Mr. Clarke squarely denies it, and goes so far as to say that he 
told Mr. Josyln, then Acting Secretary of the Interior, that he wished 
Mr. Dudley would leave the office and get out of it; that he had no 
business there. The impropriety was manifest to Major Clarke. He 
seemed to think that as Mr. Dudley was going to conduct the Ohio and 
Indiana campaigns that he ought to disconnect himself from the Pen- 
sion Office and stay out of it. Mr. Dudley seemed to think that there 
me no 1 in this, and proceeded to discharge such duties as 

e saw fit. 

We can hardly conceive of a greater farce than that which Mr. Dud- 
ley suggests, namely, that while acting Commissioner he had directed 
his ee commissioner to investigate and report upon charges made 

Within a week after the 16th of October Mr. Dudley left the Pension 
Office, again returned to Indiana, and did not return again until after 
the November elections. 
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Mr. Chairman, Mr. Dudley did not proceed in this matter from igno- 
rance. He isa man of intelligence and Py aed he is clear-headed, 
and understood the duties of his office. I believe that he was a good 
0 izer. I believe if he had kept out of politics that he could have 
elevated the standard of the Pension Office and accomplished great good 
in that branch of the service. As an evidence of that fact, and as an 
evidence of his bad faith in the conduct and management of that office, 
and in the example which he personally set for his employés, I desire 
to quote from his own testimony, which will speak for itself. 


W. W. Dudley's testimony, pages 264. 265, 266, 257: 
By Mr. ROGERS: 


Q. I understood you to say a moment ago that you regard the employés of 
the Pension Office as being of a higher standard forintegrity and N and 
argk 1 70 e employés of any other Department of the Government; am I 
n 

are as high as any, and would compare favorably with the employés 
other office of the Government, taking them as a whole. 
‘ou meant to say in that that there was no 8 dereliction of duty on 
their and that the office is in good working pe and is not demoralized? 
A. Yes, it was when I left it. 

Q. How was it when you found it? 

A. It was a very good office when I found it. There were some practices in 
it which did not strike me as being the proper thing. There was e wasted, 
and there were some things which I endeavored to correct by proper circulars 
and orders and discipline. 

Q. Time wasted; that is a very important demoralizing influence, is it not? 


in an: 


Q. 


Q. Do you 
which obtain 

A. No, sir; and the same rule does not obtain as tothe chicfs of burcaus and 
heads of Departments. 

Q. You do not confine yourself to thirty days leave in the ycar? 

A. No, sir; and it is not the custom todo so. 

Q. So you took fifty-seven days’ leave of absence, did you? 

Px Yes; and I took ſour days in June at the time of the Indiana State convyon- 
ion. 

Q. That was sixty-one days? 

A. Yes; and there may have been an occasional day at other times. 

Q. And, as I understand you, you have frankly stated that during that period 
you were en in political work for your party in Indiana and Ohio, except 
for the four days that you were attending the Indiana State convention? 

A. During the latter sixteen days I was not very active in politics, I was at 
home with my friends, 

Q. Where? 

A. In Richmond, Ind. 

Q. With those exceptions were you en, in politics during Pied absence? 

A. I was when I was in Columbus, Ohio, and for three days in Indianapolis. 

Q. I want to ask you, in that connection, if you think that it had a very 
healthful influence on the organization and of your bureau to have 
it understood there, as well as all over the country, that its head had quitted 
his post and gone into the country and had staid away the length of time you 
have stated looking after political interests? 

A. In my judgment it should have no deleterious influence on the office. 

Q. You think not? 

A. No, sir; unless it was understood that I was acting as Commissioner at the 
same time, 111 were assum: to discharge the duties of the office at the same 
time I think it would havea influence. But if I had dise myself 
from the office and was not asserting any control over it it would not properly 
have any deleterious effect, 

1 call your attention to a circular of yours, published on November 11, 1882. 
You say in this circular, “I am ibe fay oes to be compelled to call the marked 
attention of the emplo: of this office to an evil that, if there * enough 
vested in me, and I think there is, shall no longer remain asa stigma upon this 


office, 

In return for the pay you receive for your services you owe the Government 
and the almost d iring claimants before this office six and a half hours of 
honest, industrious labor every working day except Saturday, and five and one- 
half hours on that day, and any en ments you make upon that time for 
any purpose, or upon any excuse, save only actual sickness or leave of absence, 
is at the expense of your personal honesty.” 

The Wrrxxss. I would like to reiterate that. 

Q. What do you think about that principle now when you apply it to your 
own leave of absence for six or eight weeks? 

A. I think I came within the exceptions named there, and I want to say that 
instead of working six and a half hours a day I worked tor twelve hours a day. 

Q. Do you mean in Indiana, or in the Pension Office? 

A. I mean in the office. I think I worked eighteen hours a day when I was 
in Columbus. 

Q. But not for the Government? 

A. No; for my party. 

a What do you think of the application of that principle to your absence in 
Indiana and Ohio? 

A. I think that the rule ieee tome 
ments and bureau officers. I think 
deal less than that of a good many officers t. 

Q. As Commissioner of Pensions would you have applied the same rule to 
other employés of the Pension Office? 

A. To extent of their regular leave of absence. 

2 ped a you have permitted them to be absent for sixty-one days? 

. Not with pay. 

Q. But if you could take sixty-one days’ leave of absence with pay you could 
on the same pene tee the whole t hundred and sixty-five days? 

A. That is a prob in ethics which you are as able to solve as I am. Let me 
say, in further answer to the question that I was entirely conscious of havin; 
worked much more than the law required or expected of me during the time 
was in the office. I had worked much more time in the office than I had spent 
out of the office. 

‘ Mr. Rogers, Many of us here have to do the same thing, but still we do not 
leave. 

The Wrrxrss. But I understand that for a good halfof the year and more you 
sro rohan! prons full pay as members of Congress while you are indulging in 

tical wor 
5 5 Rogers, Still, that is part of our contract. 

The Wrirness. I mine in the same way. 

Mr. ROGERS, That you could leave the office and stay away half the year? 

The Wirsess. No; but that I could stay away sixty-one days, and more if 


necessary. 
Mr. Rocers, I read again from this circular of November 11,1882; Now you 


Cr yourself, in taking leave of absence, by the same rules 
n 


ment of time complained of.“ 


1 


would not wish it known to the country and its defenders that the fifteen min- 
utes required at m and at noon to get from the street to your desk is taken 
by you from the time which is theirs, nor would you like them to know thatthe 
half hour allowed for lunch is extended to nearly an hour by our eating lunch, 
3 ou should beat work, and spending the lunch - time on street.“ What 


oes + mean? 

The Wityess. That means just exactly what it says. There is nothing incon- 
gruous in that. That is good English. It means that when the lunch-hour ar- 
rived they had already eaten their lunch, and then had gone and spent their 
lunch-hour on the street. I will let that stand on its merits. 

Mr. Rocers. I am not going into the question of grammar, I only wanted to 
know what you meant; but, as you say, let it stand on its merits. (Continuing 
to read.) Would you wish claimantsJwho are waiting and paving thas you 
will settle their cases soon, that the winter wolf may be kept from door, to 
witness the entire cessation of work which with many too often takes place at 
quarter past 12 and quarter before 4 each day, that you be out of the office 
at 12.30 and 40 lock? * * * No example is furnished by a single officer of 
this bureau for the reckless waste of time which it is my intention by this cir- 
cular orderto put an end to, nor can there be any reasonable excuse offered for 
it.“ Now, do you not think, in view of this circular, that you yourself set an 
example of reckless waste of time? 

The Wiryess. If I did I offset it fully by settin, 


the example of working a 
great many more hours than 


7 other employé of the office. 

Mr. Rogers. And the chief of the s | examination division, was ho not 

aie bese J a bad example in staying away more than thirty days not on pay, 
owever)? 

The Witness. If he took leave of absence without pay it would certainly not 
be a disadvantage to the office. 

Q. But was not the country entitled to his services? 

A. Certainly; if it paid him for them. 

Q. Was not the Pension Office needing his services, whether paid or not paid? 
Was it not his business to be there unless he was sick, and was not the couutry 
re) tg services there? 

A. I think that for the time being he could be well 228 

Q. Would you consent to have all the employés of the office stay away from 
business that length of time, even though they were not paid beyond their reg- 
ular thirty days’ leave? 

A. If they were absent in the exercise of the highest duties of an American 
citizen, I would say yes, 

Q. Would you let them all go home and engage in political work for fifteen 
days without pay; would you give them leave of absence to be out of the office 

in a political campaign? N 
they had a right to vote, 


for fifteen days and to e gn 

A. Tam rather inclined to believe that I should, if 
ond if they believed it their duty to exercise that right. 

Q. And if you had at the same time three hundred thousand pensioners de- 
pending on the work of the office, and if the Governinent had already given the 
employés their thirty days’ leave of absence, you would still give fifteen 
days more, would you? 

A. T. is rather too broad a question when you put it that way. The cir- 
cumstances of each case would have to determine it. It might be that it would 
be Tarei f fair to do 1 it might that it would not be right or proper. 
individual case would have to stand by itself. - 

Q. You would not only let them go home to vote, but you would let them go 
into another State to e in political work there? 

A. I think that a man is none the less a citizen because he is an employé of 
the Government. ; 

Q. You would let them not only go home to vote, but you would let them go 
rs arawi State and work half a month there in politics if they would aban- 

ori y? 

A. I will sayin answer to that question that I would not abridge the rights of 
any man. 

Q. Is that an answer to my question? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Under your obligations to the country and to the Pension Office as Com- 
missioner of Pensions, do you think you would be performing your duties 
properly if you were to let the whole force leave and go into a political cam- 


paign? 

A. No, sir; I do not think I would. 

Q. That is what you did yourself. 

A. I do not wish you to put words in mouth in that way. 

2 Tha r If from the offi into th litical i 

9 m m the office to go into the polit campaign. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was — te make an application of your own conduct to the 
whole office. 

The Wrrxess. I saw your point. 

Q. Now, I want to call your attention to another part of your circular [read- 
ing): There are, I am happy to say, many to whom the circular has no appli- 
cation; probably almost as many as there are to whom it does.“ In other words, 
as I understand it, you state here that, at that time, more than one-half of the 
ak 5 Of_ice were in the habit of wasting their time. This is cor- 
reci not? 

A. You can draw your own inference from it. The intention was to have the 
circular spply only to those to whom it did apply, and not to censure those who 
were faithful. 

Mr. Rocrers. You say that it has no application to probably almost as many 
as it has application to? 

The Witsess. You can see the necessity of wording it in that way. It wouldn't 
be right to make a sweeping assertion against all. It is true that there were 
a oe that kind which I sought to correct. It was a mere matter of office 

n. 
. ROGERS. And your idea was that more than one-half ot the clerks were in 
the habit of wasting their time ? 7 

The Wrrxess, I will state it just as I have stated it there. I stated it in p 
p ea so vane it might not be taken as an unjust censure on those to whom 

not apply. 

Mr. Rocrrs. I would like to repeat this to you [reading]: “There are, I am 
happy to say, many to whom this circular has no application, probably almost 
as ase bar there are to whom it does.” What did you mean by that? 

The Wrrvess. There may have been many to whom it had no application 
more than there were to whom it had application. I can not give numer- 
ical relative strength of those to whom it did apply and of those to whom it did 


not apply. 

—— Rocers: I did not ask you to doso. Iasked you what you mean by those 
words? 

The Wirness. I meantjust what I said; that there were many of them to whom 
it did not apply. 

Mr. ROGERS lagain reading from the circular]: Chiefs of division are hereby 
required to furnish the chief clerk weekly with a report showing the names of 
those who, after the delivery of this circular to them, continue the embezzle- 
What did you mean by that? 
that was not a happy expression, in the legal signifi- 
it expressed the idea which I meant to convey. 

. What you meant to say there was that when a 
man wasted the publictime for which he was paid, he was embezzling the time 
which belonged to the Government. 


ion ot the pias bat 
cation e 
Mr. ROGERS. As I 
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The Wrrxrss. nigi I meant by embezzlement in the circular was pinching 
the hours of work. 

Mr. ROGERS. Would not that apply as well to the head of the Bureau as to 
the subordinates 

The Witness, You must be your own judge of that. I did not set an example 
of the practice complained of in that circular; neither did any of the officers of 
the bureau, and I may state that the effect of that circular on the work of the 
office was very salutary. 

Mr. Rogers, I think i it isa very proper circular if the facts set forth were 
true; but I was trying to get you to reconcile it with your own conduct in 
staying away from the office attending to political work. 


This volume contains other evidences of abuses in that office while 
under the management of Colonel Dudley. Some of it has been ad- 
verted to by other speakers. It is too voluminous to go into. My re- 
marks are already protracted too much. The fact is, the whole office 
became demoralized, and was perverted during the campaign of 1884 
to the most unholy purposes. 

When we reflect that three hundred thousand claimants awaited the 
adjudication of their claims, that many had been waiting for years in 
absolute need and want; that the office was months, if not years, be- 
hind with its work; that Congress had given him ample means and 
force, more than any other Commissioner had ever asked for or had; 
and that all this was disregarded, and that its chief abandoned his 
post, and subordinates sent to the front by scores to the political battle- 
field, the whole office consequently demoralized, while worthy and 
needy claimants were postponed, one can scarcely contemplate with 
patience Colonel Dudley’s evidence, bold and defiant as it is to every 
sense of public duty, humanity, common decency, and right. No 
wonder that the country has demanded reform in the civil service. No 
wonder Indiana repudiated him and the country his party. But, Mr. 
Chairman, I can not refrain from expressing the conviction that a prac- 
tical civil-service reform suggests getting rid of the worst element left 
in the service, and that right speedily. I believe new blood at the 
head of all bureaus, divisions, and places of responsibility to be abso- 
lutely indispensable to true civil-service reform. I believe that every 
party charged with the responsibility has the right to administer the 
Government through those friendly to its principles and policies. Ido 
not believe it can be successfully and safely done otherwise. 

In conelusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to those who have as- 
sailed the South, those who have recklessly spoken of Southern Repre- 
sentatives as ballot-box stuffers and murderers, that they neither honor 
themselves nor their country. The South is quiet, and is strugglin 
to regain its former prosperity. It is improving and developing, ‘ast 
all classes living happily together. The general elections of 1884 were 
as fair and quiet as in Iowa or New Jersey. In my own State I do not 
remember of any disturbance at the polls for years. There has rarely 
been a contest for office in the courts or in the Legislature. Isay upon 
my honor as a gentleman and a Representative, so far as my observa- 
tion has gone, everybody, without distinction as to race or color, who 
is qualified, votes as he chooses, and his vote is counted; and the sig- 
nificant coincidence occurred that while the gentleman from Iowa and 
the gentleman from Ohio stood in their places ‘‘ waving the bloody 
shirt and denouncing Southern Representatives negroes by the hun- 
dred were en route, or had just arrived in Arkansas, to become citizens. 
The simple statement as I get it from the public press disproves the 
charges you make against us. They are unjust and they are untrue. 
Is the time never to come when sectional criminations and recrimina- 
tions shall stop? Is there no mission for us but to slander each other? 

Mr. Chairman, if I do not mistake every sign, the bloody shirt will 
never be borne to victory again in this country. It has won its last 
battle. The country demands of us something better and higher. 
When strikes are of daily occurrence, when labor is idle, when agricult- 
ure barely yields a living, when our industries are all languishing 
and our fiscal policy unsettled and our taxes undiminished, surely there 
is enough to engross our serious thoughts and to induce us to turn 
away from the sectional animosities of the unhappy past. 

For one, I had thought I should never men in anything like a 
political discussion here; but I am un eo the charges 
which have been made against a people who onored me, and a 
peopl e utterly incapable of doing what they pi charged with, pass 

out at least seig ai earnest denial. This I have done from a 
sense of duty and in the hope that what I have said may not be without 
some good result to them. This is my apology for having occupied 
the time of the committee. 

[During the delivery of his speech, not having time to complete what 
he wished to say, Mr. ROGERS asked permission to extend his remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope that leave will be accorded. 

ares CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection; and leave is 
grant 

Mr. CABELL. Mr, Chairman, I had supposed when this bill was 
brought into the House that it would have been promptly passed after 
a brief explanation by the gentleman who reported it. I had never 
supposed that a bill of this character, which simply appropriated the 
pension-money provided for by law, would excite here such a debate 
as it has, and least of all did I suppose the gentleman from Iowa . 
HENDERSON J, one of the members of the Committee inn Ap 
would rise in his seat when a bill was to be passed V for the the 
benefit of the people in his own section of ee country rad aie him- 


self of an excited speech and thrust into the faces of the representatives 
of the Southern people every disagreeable thing that he could think of 
to make them feel humiliated and discredited. 

Itis true that the gentleman, with an exuberance of patronizing kind- 
ness, told us that the lecture he delivered was in fraternity of spirit. 
But God save us from such fraternity as that! However ingeniously 
put, the gentleman’s lecture was but a reminder to Southern Repre- 
sentatives that they had acted badly in the matter of a vote which 
they had given, and cautioned, if not commanded, them that they should 
do better hereafter. 

Now, I am ready as a Representative to do my duty on this floor as I 
see it and as I know it. I was an humble follower of the confederate 
cause, and so far as I could did my duty to it. I am here to make no 
apology for that. When the flag of the confederacy went down and 
my people surrendered, along with them I surrendered in good faith 
and pledged anew my honest devotion to the Union of these States and 
to the Constitution of thecountry. And whatever gentlemen upon the 
other side may say, and however they may intimate, nevertheless I am 
as true and loyal to-day to the Government of the United States and to 
the Constitution as the man who-sits in the White House, or any man 
who in an unmanly way makes assertion or innuendo to the contrary. 

The gentleman said that he did not mean to cast any reflection upon 
those gentlemen who voted against the bill passed a few days a 
increase the pensions of widows. Why should he have said anything 
abont that bill in this discussion? Do his acts comport with his words? 
If he did not mean to cast reproach upon them and hold them up to the 
condemnation of the loyal North and West,“ why did he e the 
names of the Southern men who voted against that bill, and have them 
read from the Clerk’s desk? What was that but intended intimida- 
tion—a kind of bulldozing proposition? 

The time has come, Mr. Chairman, when that sort of a spirit can 
not prevail and control here. I say to the gentleman from Iowa, and 
to any one else who wishes to know it, that I mean to vote so long as 
Iam a Representative here as I think proper, and in accordance with 
the dictates of my conscience, and for what I conceive to be the best 
interests of my people and the Government. 

The Southern people pay a portion of the taxation of this country. 
They bear at least one-third of the cost of the pensions which are pro- 
vided by law and paid out to the soldiers of the country. They have 
heretofore made no complaint about it. They are willing to concede that 
the Government should pay reasonable pensions to its worthy soldiers, 
and their representatives vote for proper bills. Inasmuch, therefore, as 
we do our proper share in the payment of these ions, have we not a 
right and should we not be allowed to say how far this thing shall go 
and. to what extent taxation to pay 8 shall be carried? 

J pest of this money appropriated to pa: or at least no ap- 

le part, goes to the South. No 5 or but little of it, is re- 

8 by our people. Yet it seems to be a cause of offense if we say 

that this pension business has gone quite far enough and that the old 

rate of $8 per month is sufficient and that we wish to stand by that, at 
least for the present. 

Standing behind the widows and orphans of the soldiers of the coun- 
try there are some gentlemen who, in the abundance of their loyalty 
and greatness of their patriotism, frequently by innuendo, and some- 
times directly, and generally where they have no other refuge, charge 
that our people so acted as to entail this expense upon the country, and 
therefore ought not to object to pa for it, 

There are two sides of this qu I shall not discuss it. But if 
you have such sentiments and eee if you think that the South 
ought to have these burdens put upon her, that these ever-increasing 
appropriations for pensions and other things of which the Southern 
people get nothing, should be placed upon them by law and by force, 
and they not allowed to say one word as to the extent and method of 
levying such exactions, come out plainly and like honorable men and 
say so; then everybody would understand you. But do not come in the 
usually unmanly way, that mock fraternal spirit which one moment 
breathes friendship and love and the next thrusts into our faces the 
ungracious charge that we by our conduct entailed obligations and 
debts upon the country which we therefore ought to be willing to bear 
and to pay. Let us have always the meaning of your charges and the 
true inwardness of your attacks upon us. 

I say it exhibits a want of manliness on the part of gentlemen on the 
other side to assail us as they think in our helplessness, Much of the 
disposition to assail us on this floor comes from the fact that you think 
our people are by circumstances manacled and gagged and unable or 
unwilling to say anything in reply to the unpatriotic and ungenerous 
remarks too frequently made against them. It is time, sir, for this thing 
to stop. For myself I am tired of it. In the South we do our duty as 
citizens; and if we do not there is a method under the Constitution by 
which we can be induced to doit. But that method will be found not 
to run through unkind allusions, ungenerous attacks at delicate points, 
or assaults upon our pride as men and Americans, The use and sug- 
gestion of such methods as I have named are unbecoming brave men 
and representatives of this country. 

Tam sure, Mr. Chairman, that I will not be blamed for mentioning 
another little matter. 

I heard the gentleman from Iowa on yesterday, and it shames me to 
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have heard him say it, for I take it that he was a brave soldier, as he 
carries his certificate of soldierly conduct upon his body, and I respect 
a brave man no matter on which side he fought—but Isay I was sorry 


to hear the gentleman in speaking of confederate soldiers say, I never 
met them but that they did run away before I got through with them.“ 
Valiant soldier! The gentleman must have been a holy terror,“ in- 
deed, when he met his enemies. 

It is true, my friends, that sometimes we did give way in the vary- 
ing vicissitudes of that war; yes, we did sometimes run. I have been 
with the confederate forces when they did run and retreat, and [have been 
with them again when they were doing their best ing with the 
Federal forces some distance in front making their best possible time. 
So far, then, honors are about even, butno unkind allusions of that kind 
ought now ever to be heard. I will not undertake to say which side 
was right or which wrong during the war. It is neither profitable nor 
sensible to rake up the events and ashes of the dead past. We have 
now but.one Government and one country, and duty and patriotism 
teach us that we should maintain them in their integrity. As an hum- 
ble tative I am here for the purpose of helping to maintain 
this Government of our fathers, and to aid in transmitting to our chil- 
dren the goodly heritage of just and equal laws ina Union of equal 
States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have but little to say in regard to the allega- 
tions about the Pension Office and General Black’s report. General 
Black is able to take care of himself, think. As far as his much-abused 
report is concerned, it may not in some of its parts have been equal to 
all the tests of rigid requirement; butin the main that he told the truth 
abont the conduct of certain pension officials no honest man can safely 
deny. 

Was not that office conducted in a partisan way? Read, if you 
please—and I ask to insert it as a partof my remarks—the letter writ- 
ten by Commissioner Dudley to Mr. STEELE of Indiana, the letter read 
by Mr. MATSON written to one Grubb. Consider the statements con- 
tained in the other records and documents read in the hearing of this 
House ing upon this matter, and connect them all with the visit 
and actions of Colonel Dudley, while Commissioner of Pensions, and his 
subordinates in the State of Ohio, and if any man can say thatthe Pen- 
sion Office and pension business of the country were not conducted in 


a isan manner, that man does not wish to be convinced. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. CABELL. Certainly. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ihave not the slightest objection to the 
request of the gentleman to put these things upon record, and I hope it 
will be done ; but I will be obliged tothe gentleman if he will indicate 
in his remarks what the subject-matter of the letter and the records 
may be which he to print. 

Mr. CABELL. Simply this: I have not had time to enter upon an 
extended discussion of this question, because I have given away nearly 
the whole of the time which was allotted to me for the discussion of 
the bill. I ſound that I could not make any speech to the House that 
would be satisfactory to myself, therefore I have been content to refer 
in a hurried way to certain points and certain innuendoes as well as 
charges made by gentlemen against the Southern people. However, 
the matters to which I particularly alluded were the extracts from 
the of the Warner committee, the letter from Commissioner 
Dudley to Grubb, and the same Commissioner’s letter to Mr. SrEELE— 
to the reading of which some gentleman objected; why I do not know— 
and which expressed anxiety for Mr. STEELE’s election. Now, why 
an officer of the Government should include in his official letter-book 
a letter or letters expressive of his anxiety forthe election of one candi- 
date for Congress over another, unless he was inspired by partisan zeal, 
it would be hard to imagine. But I will here, if permitted, give the 
letter to Mr. STEELE as part of my remarks: 33 

ULY 30, 1884. 


My Dear FRIEND: It goes without saying that I feel the deepest interest in 
our success, not only on your own account, but on those of the State, and the 
ture as well. As nearly as I can figure it, there are three members of the 
Legislature and one Senator in doubt in your district, and I hope that your 
campaign, and theirs, will bo blended so as to be of mutual advantage, as 
should be. I will do everything J can to give prompt attention to any calls you 
may make. I will have letters written with the slips sent by you. ill the pro- 
hibition ticket hurt Calkins in your district? If so, in what counties especially ? 


Very truly yours, 
W. W. DUDLEY. 
Hon. GrorGr W. STEELE, Marion, Ind. 


In view of the contents of the letter just read, and the contents of the 
documents and letters read by other gentlemen, was General Black very 
far wrong in charging partisanship upon his predecessor? 

There is one other matter, Mr. Chairman, to which I shall now call 
attention, and that in relation to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BurrERWoRTH], my colleague upon the committee. How- 
ever, before I come to that I am reminded of a point made in the course 
of his speech by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. The 
gentleman in substance said that a good way to keep faith with the sol- 
diers of the country and to pay and increase pensions would be tocon- 
tinue the internal-revenue system—in other words, to keep up the tax- 
ation upon liquors and tobacco. 

The gentleman’s ideas are suggestive, but they are not new. He evi- 


dently appreciates a system from which much money can be raised and 
paid to his people, but the burdens of which neither he nor they are 
called upon to bear to any great extent. Theinternal-revenue system 
is that from which my people having been trying to escape for many 
years. It is a system of miserable exactions placed upon the people of 
this country during the period of war, and which it was promised should 
be removed as soon asitcould bedone. Butit stillremains a reproach 
to the Government and a wrong upon the le. 

The tobacco tax and the tax upon spirits distilled from fruits bear with 
especial hardship upon the people of my section, and here is a reason, 
if they had no other, why they would urge the Government, and es- 
pecially their Representatives, to the exercise of the most rigid economy 
in the preparation and passage of bills carrying money raised from tax- 
ation. It is because our people want to get rid of these burdens that 
they ask us in voting here to use every exertion to have the heavy hand 
of taxation taken from them, for the Government hasindeed laid aheavy 
hand upon some of our industries. The voice of the tax: is 
heard in the land; and the people simply ask that the hand be lifted 
and the voice of the tax-gatherer be stilled. You can see, therefore, 
why we can not vote away lavishly the money in the Treasury. Why 
we do not want to give away anything that is unnecessary, in the way 
of pensions or otherwise. That is one reason why the Southern Rep- 
resentatives, I say, are willing to do what is reasonable in the matter 
of pensions, hut they ask you to pause before you ask them to impose 
the contemplated burdens upon their people when it is not necessary 
for the safety or welfare of the country. 

I now desire to refer to what was said by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. That gentleman has gone out of the legitimate 
range of debate to tell the Southern people how wicked they are, what 
bad methods they pursue, and with what propriety they could amend 
their ways. We may be obliged to gentlemen who give this kindly ad- 
vice to us, but when we know their motives, and that they talk of 
of which they know nothing, we feel a reasonable degree of incredulity, 
for which I am satisfied we will be excused. Gentlemen assume to 
of affairs in the South, gathering their information, I suppose, from irre- 
sponsible parties, and especially from that miserable set of vampires and 
vermin who were sentdown among us after the war, and who fell upon 


us with more blighting effect than the locusts and lice of Egypt. You 
get your coloring from creatures of that character; and the pena 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], as if he had heard nothi ut gospel 


truth, proceeds to lecture this side of the House, especially the members 
from the South, upon the wickedness, rapine, bloodshed, and ballot-box 
stuffing which he is pleased to assign to the Southern section of the 
country. 

Now it is true, Mr. Chairman, that we have had our troubles down 
South. We ſhave had many difficulties to overcome and many hard prob- 
lems to solve these were incident perhaps to the changed condition ot 
aſmirs in the country. 

But I can say, and say it truly, I know nothing of any such occur- 
rences as the gentleman and others like him have laid to our charge. 
Such things have not taken place in my country. And I speak for that; 
I speak within my knowledge, and I say all this talk, or a great deal of 
it, and the stuff you hear from intermeddlers is simply stuff indeed. 
Many of these harrowing stories from the South have brought you 
by creatures that were so miserable that you spewed them out of your 
own country, and to our great grief they fell down upon us. I have 
often wondered why they had been made at all, and I could never solve 
the problem except upon the principle that God Almighty in His infinite 
wisdom made these creatures to show what sort of a thing He could 
make in all its horrorsand meanness, when He made the carpet-bagger 
and dropped him down into the Southern States. hter. ] 

with great 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] dw 
persistency upon the lessons learned from his faithful allies, the carpet- 
baggers,“ in regard to ‘‘ballot-box stuffing,” riots, and disturbances 
at elections down South. Now I will simply say to friend BUTTER- 
WORTH that I knew he was writhing in the gall of bitterness,” but 
never before his speech realized that he was so closely bound in the 
bonds of iniquity.” I never before his so fully understood the 
difficulties that compassed him about, and the election troubles that 
had overtaken that goodly and godly people from whom he comes. 
But is it not a pretty state of affairs and a beautiful spectacle exhib- 
ited to this side of the House when with one side of his mouth the 
gentleman pitches into the Southern people and abuses them for their 
conduct, and from the other pours out a horrid volume on his own 
people, which, if true and I have no right to doubt it—shows beyond 
all question that if there is meanness and corruption and villainy dis- 
played in elections in any country on God’s green earth it is in the State 
of Ohio, and especially in the city of Cincinnati, of which that gentle- 
man seems so proud? I say to the gentleman first cast the beams out 
the eyes of your own people before you look after the motes in ours. 
Go sweep around your own door; you will find ample employment. 
Mend the bad methods of your own country before you undertake to 
lecture other people upon political morality. 
Mr. Chairman, the time which I reserved to myself is I think about 
exhausted. Ihave no more discussed the bill before the House than 
have others who preceded me. I have only endeavored to call atten- 
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tion to some matters which I think our friends on both sides ought to 


know and consider. These bitter partisan discussions ought to cease. 
I am glad to know that theyare never precipitated by gentlemen from 
my section. OurSouthern tatives are herein accordance with 
the will and the rights of their people. We wish simply in a becom- 
ing way to discharge the trusts with which we are charged. For my- 
self, I repeat that as long as I am here I intend to do my duty, so help 
me God, as I see and understand it uninfluenced by threat or promise. 
With caution we can all do our duty here in a manner agreea- 
ble to other and profitable to the country. The troubles of the 
past should have no place in this House. The war with all its bitter 
memories has long been over, and the vile specters of discord and un- 
natural strife should no longer be paraded before Congress and the 
country. Let the two sections of the country come together, the bet- 
ter by reason of the discord which lately prevailed between them, and 
renewed in their attachment to the union of the States and the Con- 
stitution of our fathers. And let us as Representatives do our part to- 
ward allaying all difficulties and healing all differences, and stand forth 
as men and patriots in the glorious endeavor to make this Government 
what God and nature intended it should be—the grandest Republic on 
the face of the earth. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Illinois 


[Mr. SPRINGER]. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Vir- 
[Mr. CABELL] to say he only intended to use forty minutes of 
time; he has used forty-seven minutes. 
Mr. CABELL. I must call then for the rest of the time to which 
I was entitled, having promised to yield to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is to recognize the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. LE FEVRE]. 
eld what time I have to the gentleman from Illi- 


Mr. CABELL. I 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman from Virginia to ask 
unanimous consent to print some document or letter. I would like to 
2 if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has the same privi- 


ege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not submitted any request from 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] as to the printing of any 
paper. Has the gentleman from Virginia any such request that he de- 
sires to have submitted? 

Mr. CABELL. Isimply requested to put into my remarks the letter 
I referred to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the request to be of that nature, 
and have no objection if the same privilege be extended to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. CABELL. I did not formally ask permission, but proposed to 
include it in my remarks. I simply ask leave to print the letter re- 
ferred to as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAI The Chair will say to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE] that the Chair can not couple the two requests to- 
gether. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous consent to print 
a letter which he referred to in his remarks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not object if the same permission is given to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If it can be modified so that the letters proposed 
to be printed by both gentlemen can go in I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I now ask unanimous consent that the letters 

ted by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] may be printed 
the RECORD. 

[Cries of Regular order! ] 

Mr. HENLEY. That consent has just been refused on the other side 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I beg pardon. 

1 HAMMOND. As they objected on that side, we now object on 

Mr. DUNHAM. We did not object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No one objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I would like to understand whether permission has been given to the 
= from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] to print the letter to which he 

referred here? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not; objection was made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not object. 

Mr. DAVIS. Nobody on this side objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allowed me I can 
not deliver the remarks which I had intended to make upon the sub- 
ject under discussion; but if an opportunity offers on Saturday I h 
to submit some figures to show that every statement made by Commis- 
sioner Black in his report is more than sustained by the record. That 


fact will be made plain hereafter—if not in this debate, then I trust by 
the investigation which is to be made by the Committee onExpenditures 
in the Interior Department. Lonly regret that in the brief time allowed 
me it is impossible to present the facts. I had that on this anni- 
versary of the inauguration of a Democratic President I would have an 
opportunity to show that every pledge made by his administration has 
been carried out, so far as it was possible to carry it out in the first year, 
and that especially had those pledges been made good in the 

ment of the branch of the Government which has been under discus- 
sion here for the last three or four days. 

The President was most fortunate in selecting the distinguished gen- 
tleman now at the head of the Pension Office to manage that bureau. 
That gentleman is not the man described by my friend from Iowa 
one who would strike his comrades in arms with a mailed hand. 
On the contrary, during the time he has been in office he has signed 
his name to more certificates granting pensions to his comrades than 
were ever signed in the same length of time by any of his predecessors, 
and has managed that office as a business institution in the interests of 
the soldiers of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, it would have been more agreeable to 
me personally, as I doubt not it would have been to both sides of the 
House, had this bill, about the provisions of which there is no contro- 
versy, been so presented here as not to have precipitated this discussion, 
which has covered the whole field of partisan politics, and has been al- 
ready so protracted as, doubtless, to have wearied the House and the 
country. During my service in Congress I have never found it pleasant 
to engage in bitter partisan discussion upon the floor of the House, and I 
shall now indulge in no isan discussion beyond a brief reference to 
some things that have been said by gentlemen upon the otherside. If 
there be any member upon this floor whose heart is free from sectional 
prejudice it is myself. In all my service here I have refrained from 
saying one word that might wound the feelings of any man, no matter 
what may have been his relation to the Government in the past. 

The country will not be surprised, Mr. Chairman, at the 66 votes that 
were cast here against the bill to increase the pension of the widows of 
our soldiers, but it may be somewhat amazed at the vociferous sensi- 
tiveness displayed upon this floor by the gentlemen who cast those 
votes. It will strike the people as exceedingly strange that it should 
be offensive to those gentlemen to kindly refer to that vote or even to 
have it read from the Clerk’s desk. The hundreds and thousands of 
Union soldiers in the North, in whose breasts there does not linger a 
single trace of unkindly feeling toward the men who opposed them upon 
more than a hundred battlefields, will be pained to learn that their old 
comrade [Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa] who left his leg upon the battle- 
field in defending his adopted country, for no other offense under heaven 
than kindly maintaining his rights and theirs upon this floor, has been 
the victim of greater abuse and more bitter ridicule than any other mem- 
ber of Congress in the last quarter of a century. The gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], to whose speech I listened not only with 
pleasure but admiration, was kind enough to carry us back to the period 
of strife in order to make the suggestion that that unfortunate rebellion 
had been suppressed more by the Democrats of the country than by any 
other class of our people. 

Itis not very material here to discuss whether those who participated 
in the war for the ion of the nation’s life belonged to one party 
or another. But I have impressed on my mind vividly some of the events 
and incidents of that unhappy period, and, until secently, I had su 
posed that Republicans and the Republican party had something to do 
with suppressing the rebellion. Just how we shall ascertain the rela- 
tivenumber of Republicansand Democrats who participated in that con- 
flict on behalf of the Union I do not clearly know. The only official 
information upon that subject which now recurs to my mind is that with 
reference to the vote for governor in the State of Ohioin 1863. A man 


named V „Whose loyalty was so seriously questioned that 
he was exiled, was deemed by the Democratic of that State a fit 
person to become its standard-bearer for the hig office in the gift of 


the people of that great Commonwealth. The soldier vote cast on that 
occasion, as nearly as I now recall, was about 2,000 for Mr. Vallandig- 
ham and upward of 41,000 for the ican candidate, Mr. 

But I repeat, it is not very material for us now to undertake to ascer- 
tain whether it was this party or that to which the Union soldiery at 
that time belonged. For myself, I doall honor to every Democrat who 
went into that contest. I went into it in obedience to the call of my 
country—in obedience to what seemed to mean imperative patriotic duty. 
Not only my duty called methere, but my party associations were such 
as to bid me go. There was no credit in my going under such cir- 
cumstances unless it be that credit which ought to be accorded to every 
man who tries to do his duty under all circumstances. Party associa- 
tion, party influence over the individual member of a political organi- 
zation is almost supreme. It too often leads us into the path of error 
when we are almost unconscious of its influence. So that when the 
Democrat of that period went into the war to preserve the life of the 
nation, he demonstrated that his love of country was than his 
party allegiance; and he is far more entitled to credit than am I, whose 
political associations all impelled me to go. 
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But, sir, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON ] was kind enough 
in his very interesting speech to advert to the act of 1879, providing 
arrears of pensions for the Union soldiery & the country; and he said 
he wanted to afflict somebody on this side with something he had to 
say on that subject. So far as I recollect that is the only law of gen- 
eral beneficence to the masses of the Union soldiery that has been 
during the long years of Democratic ascendency here. We all recollect 
very well and very clearly, however, that since that time the Demo- 
cratic press of the country, Democratic stump orators, and Democratic 
statesmen have pointed to that great act of beneficence with pride. 
All honor to the Democratic party whenever it does right! He would 
be an extremely selfish and mean man who would not accord so much 
to a party that so rarely does right. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But, sir, I am unwilling to let the occasion pass without reminding 
our friends on the other side that they are arrogating to themselves 
rather too much when they undertake to appropriate the entire credit 
of passing that law. Early in that session of the Forty-fifth Congress 
in April, 1878—a Republican member of this body from the State of 
Towa [Mr. Cummings] introduced that bill. It went before a Demo- 
cratic committee, and there it had sweet repose from that day to this. 
The 19th day of June rolled around, and we heard nothing from the 
bill. On that day my late lamented colleague [Mr. Haskell], being 
entitled to the floor for a motion to suspend the rules, presented that 
bill to the House for consideration and moved its passage under a sus- 
pension of the rules. There was no alternative except to vote upon it; 
and in that way a vote was secured, and the bill was The vote 
upon that measure was, according to the RECORD, 169 in favor of it and 
61 against it. The Democratic vote for it was 48, and the Democratic 
vote against it 61; so if the measure had rested exclusively upon the 
Democratic vote cast there would have been a majority against it and 
the bill would have been defeated. It took 150 votes to carry that 
measure under a ion of the rules, of which the Republicans 
supplied 116 and the Democrats 48; and not a solitary Republican voted 
against it. Just how much credit our Democratic friends can take to 
themselves under such circumstances I leave for the country to deter- 
mine. 

Subsequently, February 3, 1879, an effort was made to make provision 
for the payment of these arrears of pensions; and Mr. Burchard, of IIli- 
nois, a Republican, presented a bill ſor that purpose. It was submitted 
under a suspension of the rules. The total vote was 140 in the affirma- 
tive and 81 in the negative. Of those ho voted for it there were but 28 
Democrats, while every vote against it was a Democratic vote. Repub- 
licans supplied 112 of those 140 votes. The bill failed for the want 
of the necessary two-thirds vote. Two weeks later the Committee 
on Appropriations reported a bill and offered it to the House under a 

ion of the rules appropriating $25,000,000 to pay arrears and 
$1,800,000 for ordinary pensions. The vote upon that proposition stood 
183 for the bill and 67 against it. Sixty-two Democrats voted for it 
and 67 Democrats against it, the majority of the Democratic votes cast 
being against it. It took 177 votes to carry it, of which the Repub- 
licans supplied 121. 

If it had been left to that Democratic vote the proposition to vote 
twenty-five millions of money to pay the arrears that were due under 
the law which had been already would have been defeated. In 
fact, a majority of all the Democratic votes cast were against it. 

In the next Congress I do not know of anything occurring of mate- 
rial importance relative to pensions. Nor do I myself undertake to 
affirm or deny the attitude of that House toward the Union soldiers. 
I shall leave that entirely to the testimony of a distinguished Demo- 
cratic Representative who then occupied a seat on this floor. When ap- 
pealed to by one of his constitutent soldiers to secure him Congres- 
sional relief he replied as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 13, 1880, 


co 
ered its chance the House is 

at the head of the Pension Committee in t averse to al- 
lowing any such bills to pass. It would not be at all probab! erefore the bill 
will be got through. I will confer with your brother, and if he thinks there is 
anything in the matter, I will very cordially act in the matter. 


Very truly, 
F. E. BELTZHOOVER. 
E. W. CURRIDEN, Esq. 


Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for one 
minute? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly. d 

Mr. STORM. I only wish to say that I understand Mr. Beltzhoover 
always denied the authorship of that letter. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam willing to give Mr. Beltzhoover the benefit of that 
denial in the RECORD. 

In the last Congress the Mexican pension bill was brought before the 
House under a suspension of the rules, without N of amend- 
ment and with only thirty minutes for debate. e the House was 


almost unanimously favorable to the bill there was undeniably a 
sentiment to soamend it as to afford relief tosome extent to the Union 


soldiers who were and still are in the main wholly unprovided for. 
Nevertheless the bill passed the House with very little opposition, 227 
votes having beem cast for it and only 46 against it. Subsequently, 
during the same Congress, this bill was retarned to the House with 
certain Senate amendments which provided, first, that Union soldiers 
who had served a certain period of time and who had no other means 
of support except their daily labor, if suffering a disability incurred 
by no fault of their own, incapacitating them for Iabor, should be put 
upon the pension-roll. Secondly, that the soldier’s widow should have 
a pension of $12 a month instead of $8 as was provided by existing 
law. Third, that the minor child of a deceased soldier entitled to a 
pension under existing law up to the age of sixteen years should have 
the right to continue to enjoy such pension if of unsound mind so long 
as such unfortunate condition should exist. Fourth, that the widow 
of a soldier who was on the pension-roll when he died should be enti- 
tled to a pension in her own right, whether the husband died of dis- 
ease or injuries contracted in the service or not. 

No fair-minded man will pretend to deny that these Senate amend- 
ments were not only just but were responsive toa high obligation rest- 
ing upon the Government to extend such relief. The Democrats were 
then largely in the majority in the House. On motion of General Keifer, 
from Ohio, who had been Speaker of the Forty-seventh Congress, and who 
was then a Republican member of the House, on January 5, 1885, tosus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill with the Senateamendments, the RECORD 
shows the vote to have been 129 for and 85 against the motion. Of the 
number voting for the bill 46 only were Democrats, and all who voted 
against it were Democrats excepting one Republican from the State of 
Florida. Of the 129 votes cast for the bill 82 were Republicans. Of 
all the Democratic votes cast 38 majority were against the bill. Of all 
the Democrats voting in the negative 2 only voted against the original 
bill when it originally passed the House, showing clearly that the ob- 
jection of those voting against the bill rested wholly upon their hos- 
tility to the Senate amendments for the benefit of the Union soldiers. 

It required two-thirds of all the votes cast to pass the bill. In other 
words it required 143 votes to pass it, and as it received but 129 votes 
ne bill failed. Let it be borne in mind that of the 191 Democratic 
embers of that House only 46 of them voted to puss the bill with the 
Senate amendments. The bill failed for want of the necessary two- 
thirds vote. Repeated efforts during the remainder of that session to 
bring the bill and Senate amendments before the House for considera- 
tion, subject to a majority vote, were persistently and successfully an- 
tagonized exclusively by Democrats, and by such extraordinary aed 
revolutionary methods as are commonly denominated filibustering. 
But for such Democratie hostility in that House to the little relief for 
the Union soldiers provided for in the Senate amendments the Mexican 
pension bill would then have become a law, and those old veterans 
would now be enjoying their just dues from the Government whose 
flag they so gallantly maintained in a foreign land. 

During the present session, and only a few weeks ago, a little pen- 
sion bill was brought before this body for consideration under a sus- 
pension of the rules, increasing the pensions of soldiers’ widows from 
eight to twelve dollars per month. The record shows the vote on that 
bill to have been 198 for it and G6 against it. Of the 198 votes for it 
only 79 were Democrats, and all who voted against it were Democrats. 
It required 176 votes to pass that little bill, of which the Republican 
members on this floor supplied 119. Of the 183 Democratic members 
of this body only 79 could be mustered to cast their votes in favor of 
this little relief for the widow of the soldier who died of injuries re- 
ceived in the service for the preservation of the nation’sexistence. Such 
has been the attitude of the Democratic party toward the Union soldier 
in Congress during all its long years of ascendency in the lower House 
since the war. 

The oneobjection, frivolous enough it seems tome, they urged against 
this little increase of the widows’ pensions was that the Republican 
party itself in 1862 fixed the rate at $8. There is this force in that objec- 
tion: that presumptively the action of a Republican Congress is correct. 
At the time, 1862, when the rate of $8 per month was fixed it should 
be borne in mind that the country was impoverished both by the mal- 
administration of the Democratic party during itsmany years of power 
preceding 1861 and by the civil war then being waged with all the fury 
and energies of both sides. We were then not only without money, but 
the resources of the Government were taxed to the uttermost to main- 
tain our armiesin the field. Wewere wholly dependent upon the pub- 
lic credit. We were incurring an indebtedness approximating one 
hundred million dollars per day. No wisdom could then forecast the 
duration of the conflict. It could not be foreseen what might be the 
result, nor what the burden upon and the condition of the people when 
the last gun should be fired. 

Under such circumstances did the Republican party in congas de- 
clare the rate of the widows’ pension should be $8 per month. enty- 
four years have sfnce elapsed. In the past twenty years our prosperity 
has been unexampled. It has doubled upon the wealth of all our pre- 
vious existence asa nation. The great public debt of over $3,000,000, - 
000 has diminished until it is no longer a matter of grave public con- 
cern. Our resources are inexhaustible aud our possibilities of wealth 
and power almost illimitable. That widow has now become aged, in- 
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firm, and alas, in too many cases, impoverished. Then who shall say 
that it is wrong or unjust, under existing conditions, to increase her 
pension beyond what it was the ability of the country to provide when 
the rate was fixed at $8 per month? 

It will be seen how utterly frivolous is that objection so persistently 
urged in defense of the 66 votes against the measure. As for myself, 
without intending any reflection whatever upon the patriotism of any 
party or any man, I regard the Democratic party wholly without capac- 
ity to make provision for the performance of the nation’s obligations 
to the men, their widows, orphans, and dependent relatives to whom 
we are indebted for our existence as a nation to-day. It is equally, in 
my judgment, without capacity to crystallize into Jaw any great public 
policy for the welfare of sixty millions of people. Its incapacity springs 
chiefly from the inharmonious and incongruous elements which enter 
into its composition. It is hopelessly divided upon all great public 
questions—the tariff, the currency, and the soldier. 

No sooner was it apparent that the bill introduced by me at the pres- 
sent session to remove the limitation from the arrears-of-pension law 
was about to be favorably reported from the committee than the dis- 
tinguished Democratic leaders of this body put their heads together to 
thwart it, and to this end they solicited the present Commissioner of 
Pensions to make an estimate of the amount of money that the bill 
would take from the Treasury, and although that estimate from the 
Commissioner contained admittedly an exaggeration of $80,000,000, 
the estimate was blazoned everywhere before the people by the press, 
withont correction, in order to create a public sentiment against th 
measure. The attitude of the daily Democratic organ here at the cap- 
ital of the nation at once became ively hostile, and boldly de- 
clared against all further legislation for the benefit of the Union sol- 
dier in a very elaborate editorial, concluding as follows: 

The time has come for answering with a decided negative every proposition 
to increase — pension charges of the Government, whether the proposition is 
inspired by or corruption. Congress has done its fall duty by the 
soldier; let tt now turn its endeavor to doing itsfull duty to the people, 

I am nevertheless hopeful that the Republicans of this body may be 
able to join with themselves a sufficient number of Democrats to pass 
the bill when it comes before the House, as I trust it will at an early day. 

With such a record no one need misapprehend the situation. He 
would be indifferent or ignorantly credulous indeed who in the face of 
such a record would still be willing to intrust the guardianship of the 
Union soldier to the Democratic party. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I find I must proceed very rapidly in order to 
reach anything like the line of argument I intended to submit. 

In the last at the opening of the first session, I introduced 
a bill to remove the limitation from the arrears-of-pension law. That 
was favorably reported by the committee, but we were never able to 
reach it for consideration. Again, at the beginning of this session, I 
introduced the same bill, and, as already stated, it has been reported 
favorably by the committee of this House. 

Now, I desire to say a word in reference to that measure. I offered 
that bill because it appeared to me that the limitation in the law of 
1879 was exceedingly 
discrimination? Is the obligation of the Government greater to the 
four hundred thousand who applied pe to July 1, 1880, than to 
the one hundred and fifty thousand who have filed their applications 
since? Have the latter less merit than the former? On the contrary, 
we are advised the records will show they are of equal merit. 

It would be strange if were not of greater merit, in view of the 
increased difficulty of p proof and the improved methods and in- 
creased vigilance employed in 8 claims. Did they not all 
alike respond to the same call to duty? 
their homes amid tears, every one of which was a drop of blood from the 
heart of love, every one of which to them was a jewel more ous 
than any that ever adorned a royal diadem? Did they not alike, 
in the Janguage of the report made upon the bill I introduced last Con- 
gress, perform the same service, fight the same enemy, follow the same 
flag, e ience the same privations, endure the same horrors of the 
same Andersonville hell, suffer from similar wounds and diseases in the 
same war and under the same laws? [Applause.] 

It is said the obligation of the Government toward the Union soldier 
is written in the law. It could not be clearer or stronger than the ob- 
ligation implied. The dismemberment of the Union was sought upon 
a principle that would divide it into as many petty nations as there 
might be diversity of interest; each a constant prey to the caprice and 
cupidity of greater powers, always exposed to conflicts with each other, 
each compelled to maintain a standing army and a powerful navy; all 
—_— e dee by the most burdensome taxation, and the people al- 

ected to influences that breed poverty and ignorance. [Ap- | to 


1 a calamity was only averted by the sufferings and blood and 
valor of these heroes; and instead we have the greatest Republic on the 
earth, an inseparable Union, holding high over the sister nations the 
torch of liberty which lights "the world; a people the happiest and most 
prosperous on the habitable globe. This is our heritage, ours to enjoy 
and ours to transmit. 

This is our glorious estate, bought by their sufferings, their blood, and 
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unjust. Why should there be such an invidious bree 


id they not all alike leave | civil 


their manhood. What is the measure of the obligation imposed upon 
us? Shall we stand like ingrates unworthy of our citizenship, and in- 
stead of warming the cold and feeding the starving veteran content 
ourselves with bathing him in a sea of rhetorical glory? Shall we re- 
ply to his appeal for justice, for the performance of our solemn obliga- 
tions, ‘‘Oh, yes; we owe all we have to you; but we are free-traders, 
and that policy calls for a reduction of customs duties, and that will so 
reduce the revenue that we find ourselves unable to respect our obliga- 
tions to you.” 

I fully agree that taxation should never exceed the minimum con- 
sistent with the highest public good. Just what that is is the great 
problem, the correct solution of which requires a high order of states- 
manship. I will not discuss that question here further than to say that 
a scale of taxation that leaves the Government powerless to discharge 
obligations incurred in preserving the nation’s life is a reproach to any 
people. 

It is estimated that one hundred thousand men who fought and suf- 
fered for the flag in the late war, now old and infirm, broken in health, 
indigent, many of them, and their families cold andh are unable 
to furnish the technical proofs required to establish their right to a pen- 
sion. Shall we make provision for their relief? The nation’s faith is 
pledged. Shall that be violated? Could any other form of repudiation 
be more odious? Could the national honor remain unsullied and patri- 
otism among the people, upon whom after all depends the perpetuity 
of the Republic, find any invigorating nourishment in such ingratitude? 
e | Then, sir, any scale of taxation that does not respect such obligations 
is not only a national stigma but contains the germ of national decay. 
The poor man, my friend from West Virginia describes as borne down 
by taxation so insidious that he is not conscious of the oppression, will 
prefer to endure the ills of that taxation of which he is so entirely un- 
conscious rather than to be relieved of it at the peril of being driven 
from employment into the horrors of hopeless mendicancy. ' 

Any reduction of taxation that drives men from the mines, the forges, 
and the workshops in a hopeless search for bread is a national crime. 
You tell us of men all over the country unem: , and vociferously 
demand a scaling of customs duties; but will you afford them relief — 
reduction of taxation that will increase their number tenfold? You tell 
us that agriculture is not sufficiently profitable, but areduction of tax- 
ation that diminishes the consumption and increases the production, 
that destroys the market and multiplies production, augments the evil 
of which you complain. Then, I repeat, if we do not go slow, let us 
sure, cautiously, and wisely about the delicate task of reducing the pu 
lic revenues lest we put in peril the public prosperity and the 3 
honor. [Applause 

In connate I call attention to the following extract from the report 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions presented to this House last Tues- 

A: 


The bill introduced December 21, 1885, by Mr. Ryax, and read twice and re- 


~~ | Pensions; ae 88 s 
„That section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, chapter 
187, entitled, — 85 making appropriations for the 5 the Sapa of 


approved 23 25, 
Pee coating whi 


to read as 
since the 4th day of 1861, . 
e since that date, shall commence death or 
discharges o5 rson on whose account . reari ee 
gran! ifthe a if such 
curred after the 


discharge, then 
termination of the right of the 
the consideration of any and fo) 

or for ar, the pers . . 5 from —.— contracted in the service — 9 
on whose account the said pension is Cery ee aye 
to have been sound and free from disease at Ges dade of ootae: 


Sec, 2. That all pensions which have been granted by Specie acts of Canary 
for wounds, injuries, or diseases received or contracted in the military service 
of the U States during the late war of the rebellion shall commence at and 
be computed from the time of the discharge of the person to whom the pension 
was granted, unless the disability for which the pension was granted occurred 
after the discha: TSON, nsi: from 
2 y; and in all cases the pension 


„ 1880, as wel 
itation referred to isa 
of our maimed and disabled 9 and their de; 
another BN ee) 8 8 5 Sait 


on in favor ofa portion 
ndent relatives and against 
leserving. 
s * \ 

vat Shows = near when the S was e its loyal citizens 

preserve it from dissolution, it stood pledged by a statute (section e 
vised Statutes), that— 
rson, whether officer or soldier, belonging to the militia of any State. 
out into ne service of the United States, be wounded or ny State 
shall be taken care of aoe TE the public 


of tho United States with | 
hi do as binding 

when he en- 
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integrity of the Government on the condition that if he were wounded or other- 
wise disabled the Government should care for him and those near and dear who 


were dependent u = ee at the hye) eee . Most loyally did the brave 
men who shed efields, made ever memorable 
Bi 3 keep their 3 contract. They did main- 


t? of the Government; they did save their country from disrup- 
toe se destruction, and they now ask that that ——— shall not ignore 
its part of that contract. They ask to be pu ton an oqan footing with the 
holder, whose securities were indorsed with their blood and given value br 


their sufferin They did not get their claims against the ree at 
ao on the dollar, but paid full value in sufferings and sacrifices. 


ily the country is prosperous and its revenues ample, and while such a 
e condition of affairs affords no warrant for ill-considered bounties or 
the payment of questionable claims, it must be remembered that we are indebted 
— our prosperity and for the preservation of the Government itself to the valor 
‘erings and sacrifices of the brave and loyal men in whose behalf this 
— of justice is invoked, 
* * * $ 
We can but conclude from a careful 1 of the matter that 8150, 7 000 
would bea liberal estimate of the amount to be paid under the repost of ‘the 
limitation, and that that amount would be — pace ty over a series of years, the 


greatest amount in one year not exceedin; gS, 000,000, 

The ability of the country to meet the eee ol this sum, vast as itis, no one 
qnestions. en the war closed, the Government was paying an annual in- 
terest of over $150,000,000, 5 interest payment alone is Zeariy $100, 


annually than it was then. 
the close of the war, nearly 


than eleven hundred 0 3 debt, while | but 


one-quarter of the amount paid for interest alone has been paid in pensions. 
Three billions of dollars for the use of money 8 on the war, and 
less than 8750, 000, 000 for the lives and the limbs, the sacrifices, the 


ufferings and 
desolated homes, the widows and ee 9 fen Ganaron of the brave men who 
surrendered all their bright hopes to defend and save 8 
country! The citizen w. o presented $400 $400 in gold of his easily-earned sen ss 
the Treasury in 1864 received therefora Government bond a 
drawing 6 per cent. inte: 
of patriotism 


terest, payable semi-annually in * If from a fe 
he had declined to present his coupons until the present time, he 
would not be told that the statute of limitation had rendered his bond — — 
less, but he would receive the full amount of that bond and of all the coupons 
thereto. Every honest citizen points with pride to the fact that his 
Government has prom F ed obligation; that not 
2 ivit of the aw. Aa construed by the most mostexacting cred- 


itude pe pee proof required by 
2 —— they depose the . ar —.— 
which 8 


. Your committee are satisfied that 
joe ay is the minimum of fraud to be apprehended. It 


is not to agm principle of — or 
nature of the obligation the Government, that the 2525 = . — —— 


FFF — ee es 
7 committee W. proviso to first 
section of the bill: * 

“Provided, That has been or is hereafter filed with the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions s date of Bling the application 1888, otherwise the pension 


. m Err piper wr n; 
ublic ey that — der its operatio) arle nln princi cipis ii 2 a 
4 under ms m would accrue to man: 
— citizens who are justly entitled to all the consideration that itis in 
the 3 bestow upon them, and that no public interest can 
possibly suffer therefrom, your committee most heartily and earnestly recom- 
mend the passage of this Di las amended, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes of his 


time remaining. 

Mr. RYAN.. I yield five minutes 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask how that time is 
calculated, whether the time consumed by the gentleman from Kansas 
is deducted from an hour or from three-quarters of an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his sugges- 
tion. The Chair had that fifteen minutes of the time of the 
gentleman from Kansas had already been exhausted. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes; I was only entitled to forty-five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is twelve minntes of that time remaining. 

Mr. RYAN. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. BURROWS. I must decline to yield the floor if this is to come 
out of the time allotted to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to state 
that he rises to a question of privilege. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to state that I am unwilling that the 

opposition any gentleman may make to the publication of the letter to 
which I have referred in my remarks shall be used asa basis for object- 
ing to the request of the gentleman from Virginia, 


Mr. BURROWS. This, of course, does not come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rose to a question of privilege, and supposed 
that I could make it as well now as at any other time, and it was my 
desire to make it before the debate proceeded further. 

Mr. HAMMOND. For one I want to say, Mr. Chairman, being un- 
der the impression that an objection was made on the other side to the 
printing requested by the gentleman from Virginia, I made objection 
to a request from that side. I have been informed that no such ob- 
jection was made and want to withdraw mine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the consent of the House that the 
gentleman from Virginia may have the privilege of printing the letter 

which he desires; and I do not want him deterred in any wise, or to be 
entangled by any childish opposition that any member may make to 
the publication of the letter which I desired to have the right to print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 83 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL 
have permission to publish the letter to which reference has been made. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Inowask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] have permission to print the letter he has 
referred to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The letter my colleague desires to have 
published is a personal one, and the question of veracity is raised. I 
ask to have it read, and object to its being printed unless I have an op- 

portunity to comment upon it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not rise to participate in this debate, but only 
to make a statement, that the facts of history may not be misrepre- 
sented. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] the other day 
took occasion to say: 


I appeal to the history of the last Democratic 5 and ask the 
Clerk to read a letter 48 by Howell Cobb, when Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a request b. a ofa i in his Department that he might go to iis 
home and make politi 


And thereupon the eee from Georgia had the letter of Howell 
Cobb read. He then said: 


n was the language of the Democratic party when it was heretofore in 

Having ere bene bd publicity to that piece of Democratic history, which the 

acta of the Republican party has caused the world to forget for twenty-five 
years, I desire to say no more upon that line. 


Following that line I desire to say this: I holdin my hand the re- 
port of the Covode investigating committee. A passage from that re- 


port is as follows: 
In this connection your committee would fail in their duty did they not call 
of to the custom proved to e: and with the knowl- 
edge of the President, of ett officers employed under the Government to 
be absent on leave from their and employed in electioneering for the 
F ideon G. Westcott is a notable illustration of 
this practice. In 1856, being then an appraiser in the custom-house at Philadel- 
phia, he was “absent on leave, in the . — central Lapwing tah some four 


months; during which time he rendered no ise prorated to the 5 yet re- 
ceived his muy. The practice has also in the New York and 
other custom-houses, inting men prope pe — the week preceding 
the election, and granting them leave of absence, might prian them- 


selves to electioneering duties. 


Turning then to the testimony of the gentleman referred to, I find it 

is as follows: 
Gideon G. Westcott called and sworn. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
ee nda 
Q Q. What is your occupation? 
am a m 

Q. hra ir appraiser in the custom-house at PhiladcIphia during the time 

A. F Pierce’s term, which, I believe, extended 


over th 
= =e the postmaster at Philadelphia after that time? 
r. 
Du the time you were iser were you absent from your official 
action from June to November, 2 185 5 z * 


Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr, BURROWS. Not now. 


A. I asked leave of absence from the De 


t, which was the only leave 
of absence I had during 


the term of my office as appraiser, a I think that in 
July it was 33 all the period of my leave I was 
in Philadelphia and reported m; daily to the collector. 

What y was your occupation during the 4 of your absence? 

A. Iwas upon the Democratic central committee during part of the 


A. It was paid at the en 
2 sah the 3 way? 
es, 5 

Q. Was this done with the knowledge and consent of = seb ba thecollector? _ 

A. Well, Mr. Brown certainly had the knowledge that I had leave of absence, 
because he knew that I was prepared at all times, in case of any press of busi- 
ness, to come there. 
H Q. Did he —.— that you were not rendering any service in the custom house 


A. That I can not say; I took it for ted that he knew it, because I saw 
Mr. Brown every day. He was in the State central committee room himself, 
. 

Q. Who is js that grants the leave of absence? 

A. The Secretary of the Treasury. 


Howell-Cobb. [Langhter.] 
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1 ae with the language of the gentleman from Georgia modifed 
slightly: 

Such wasthe practiceof the Democratie party when it was heretofore in power. 

[ hter and applause. ] 

Mr. MOND. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a mo- 
ment or two? 

Mr. RYAN. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes, 

Mr. RYAN. Task permission of the House to print in my remarks 
some extracts from the report of the committee on the pension bill to 
which I referred. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. RYAN, I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON ]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iask the gentleman to yield to me just half a 
minute. 

Mr. RYAN. I promised the gentleman from Iowa all the rest of my 
time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was not my purpose to participate 
further in this debate when I last yielded the floor, nor have I time 
now for even a brief review of much that I would be glad to discuss, 
But it seems I hit somewhere pretty hard, for I have been treated to a 
constant fusillade of abuse since this debate began. I do not regret, 
therefore, that I did what I did, since that which I did, 3 Provoking these 
attacks, was to quote from the oflicial records of this House the solid 
vote of the Gulf States against the widows’ pension bill. But I am 
told that I have 2 8 5 on a political debate on a pension appropria- 
tion bill. I deny it, Mr, Chairman. I think I made it apparent in 
my opening remarks that the whole management of this appropriation 
bill opened up politics upon a seale gigantic and effective to reach po- 
litical ends according to the views o < 

Not that alone. Do these gentlemen ex that the report from 
Commissioner Black, which was conceived and published with no other 
motive than to make ita Democratic 47 f document, could, by men 
of honesty and with a spark of coura; allowed to pass unnoticed 


upon this floor? Not only that, Mr. Cbaleman, but the gentleman in 


of the bill, my colleague upon the committee, Mr. TowNSHEND, 
of I devoted two columns and a half of his to a discussion 
of the legitimate elements of the bill, and gave eight columns in his 


speech, according to the RECORD, to the wide range of the debate wholly 
rearranged canteens the bill. And must we remain silent in the 

dee Bay Democratic battery trained in the interests of that 
sa emned if we raise our voices in reply? For one Ihave 
no apologies to make. Why not have this discussion on this as 
well as upon any other? This delay works no hardship to the soldier. 
It is not an urgency deficiency bill; 1 
tions bill for the year ending June 30, 1887, and does not come into 

tion until the end of the year ending June 30, 1886. 

I say that it is the regular appropriation bill, and does not go into 
operation until after June 30, 1 No soldier is injured by the delay 
resulting from this debate. No 1 by it. And with all 
55 


was ever sent out in a ra e campaign document eee 
committee, I for one will not remain silent. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what points have been disproved that I laid down 
in the opening of this debate? Not one. We have been treated to 
much elegant sport. The buffoon has taken the place of the statesman, 
and I have been ridiculed before the country by the wit and genius of 
Southern chivalry. Ican stand it. It is thrown in my teeth that I 
first drew breath within sight of Ben Lomond. Thatis true, Mr. Chair- 
man; but while it is true that I represent in my birth the land of the 
thistle, I want to tell the gentleman that from lowland moor to 
land ” treason never found birth in a Scottish heart. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] True it is that Iwas born in Scotland. True 
it is that a little child I came to America. Does it remain for a simple 
Scottish boy of twenty-one, not born under the folds of the beau 
flag of America, to teach patriotism toa gentleman who was born upon | sa; 
American soil? [Renewed applause on the Republican side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if I am recognized, I will yield of 
some time fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

igen Applause on the Republican side. ] 

N, of Iowa. I would be glad if I had the time to 
fellow the remarks of more than one gentleman. I have been assailed 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ee because of my allu- 
sion to the other world in comparing my opinion of the Northern cop- 

head with my estimate of the ex-confederate who placed his hanes 
in front of my weapon in testimony of his convictions. 

I said then, and I repeat it now, that I respect the ex-confederate for 


his courage, while for reeset hissed behind our backs 
while bullets hissed in front, I have not to express my con- 
tempt.. [A on the Republican side. y “‘ copper- 

I do not say ‘‘ Democrat.” No, sir. I fought side by side with 
Democrats. They went side by side with us into danger to save 
the Union. There is not a soldier in the North but knows the distinc- 
tion between a Democrat and a copperhead. _ That distinction I want 
to keep clear and plain. 

Mr. HANBACK. We called them war 8 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But Why, Mr. Chairman, should the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND be the only ons to rise and 
take exception to my remark? It was not aimed at him. It was aimed 
at the ex-confederate soldiers, and I see by the gentleman’s own record 
that from 1861 te 1865 he filled a comfortable State office and never 

exposed himself to Federal lead. [Laughter.] 

Idid not apply my remark to him, and may his mind rest in peace! 
[Laughter.] This morning I have been assailed by a gentleman from 

Virginia [Mr. CABELL] as being “‘unmanly” and a ‘bulldozer.’ 
Ah, my fellow-citizens and friends, that is not my reputation at home, 
and it remains for a member of Congress from the historic and bloody 
streets of Danville, Va., to howl “bulldozer ” at me. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. CABELL. Will the gentleman yield for an answer? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield not a moment. [Cries of Regular 
order!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CABELL. I knew you would not yield for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Give methe time and I will yield. I did it 
the other day. [Renewed cries of Regular order!“ on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I recognize with pleasure the gentlemanly and manly 
character of some of my opponents in this debate. I take pleasure in 
recognizing in that way the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WII- 
sox], and the cultivated and eloquent gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], who spent four years of his life in the ede e 


service. That gentleman drew a picture beauti and i os 
stractive, of three broth rooms: Belting 


ig base saya a at er 
opposing fields, and yet no r be 

I, too, Mr. Chairman, will attempt to draw — kam picture if I 
have the same permission. Three brothers of us met together one night 
in 1861, under the old family roof, and agreed that in this great land 
of our adoption the hour had come for us to lay our lives at the feet of 
our common country. We slept none that night; all sat up. In the 
morning, before parting, the old father [ ere e Norwoop], 
born in Scotland, too, took down the old family wd [again 2 4 
Mr. Norwoop], brought from Scotland, and after reading it, knel 
among his little group of Scottish-Ameriean children, prayed fo the God 
of nations to guard us and make us brave for the right, finished his 
prayer, and said amen. 

8 gentlemen have nothing to do with; but those three 
brothers, all nursed at the same breast and with no barrier be- 
tween their hearts, went side by side to the war, all, however, fighting 
on the same side—the side of their country. The eldest, Thomas, 
shot through the heart, in the deadly Hornet's Nest” of Shiloh, 
he now sleeps in an unmarked grave PIE E e gy sheared re 
nessee. The next, serving four xt pred and veteranizing, lives, but is al- 
nytt ew en his heal laid upon the altar of his country. 
The third and youngest is still pretty well, I thank you; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, I want it distinctly understood that so long as I have.a 
to remember what Thomas fought for, so long as I know that for nearly 
a quarter of a century his widow and children have struggled without 
that gallant prop [turning to Mr. Norwoop], Scottish though he was 
in origin, I feel not called upon to get down upon my bended knees in 
the Capitol of my country (with all due respect. to the gentleman from 
Georgia) and apologize for Thomas’s death, for William’s ruined health, 
or for myself. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, for myself I have nothing to say. The part that I 
played in the great drama that touched us all so closely was a very 
humble 3 and merits not the distinguished mention that came from 

Laii. but the from Georgia. Not at all. I deserve no credit for what 
I but the little I did was done cheerfally and honestly, and now, 
having been sent by my good people to the American Congress, I feel 
that having widows close to me in my own family, having others come 
to me and write to me from every quarter of my State, I might almost 

y every part of the country, I may, perhaps, be permitted to appeal 
palate and kindly, as I have done, in behalf of those widows, with- 
out being charged with doing it to get soldiers’ votes,“ or, to use the 
elegant language of the father of the Democratic side |Mr. REAGAN], 
“to buy votes, to carry through an ‘‘iniquity,’’ as he termed the wid- 
ows’ pension bill. Who should plead for them here if the comrades of 
their dead may not? 

Mr. Chairman, I end this debate as I began it, without one rancor- 
ous feeling in my heart. Earnestness and truth are not vituperation 
and abuse. Gentlemen [turning to Mr. HAMMOND ] may smile, but 
not all on that side smile. I will not refuse to believe that many 
of you on the Democratic side can appreciate the motives that actuated 
me in this debate. 
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My friends, I have only this to say in conclusion, that coming here to 
this my adopted land, I feel that I should raise my voice without 
cowardice or cringing, and without unmanly abuse, contending for 


what I was taught to respect—the rights of every citizen before the law 
and for the grandeur and honor of my country, the United States of 
America. [Applause.] : 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are seventeen minutes remaining of the 
time allotted to that side of the House, of which seven will be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], if he so de- 
sires, he having reserved seven minutes of the twenty to which he was 
entitled. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoaras] can not 
yield more than ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel called upon 
to enter upon any defense of General Dudley. He, in my judgment, 
was faithful to every trust as a soldier, private citizen, and official; nor 
is it my purpose to arraign the Commissioner of Pensi General Black. 

I, sir, wish to raise my voice in behalf of the soldiers of the civil war, 
my comrades living, whose only means of support is their daily labor, 
and who by reason of old age or disease are rendered incapable by means 
of manual labor to earn a living for themselves and those whom God 
has given them. It is for them that I would speak. We can not shut 
our eyes to the fact that there are tens of thousands of such in the land, 
brave, honest, industrious men, but incapacitated by old age or disease. 
Thus situated, they are in want. Their demands should rise above 
mere partisan politics. To know their wants should insure immediate 
action for their relief. 

The first act of this Congress was to vote $5,000 a year to that model 
wife and mother, the widow of General Grant. To this the nation, 
North and South, said amen. 

At that time, as now, many of the old veterans who rendered the glo- 
rious achievements and fame of a Grant possible were and are permit- 
ted by this people to go hungry, cold, and almost naked. 

In their abject poverty, amid their sorrows and sufferings, there comes 
to them out of the past a voice of wondrous sweetness, saying, Fear 
not; a grateful country will care for him who shall have borne the bat- 
tle.” This nation should not be unmindful of its promise to its de- 
fenders. Not one of the least of them should ever be suffered to be 
the recipient of private charity to sustain life or to become the inmate 
of an almshouse. 

Yet I am told that if these our soldiers, thus circumstanced by age 
or disease, for whom I plead, can trace their disabilities to injuries re- 
ceived or disease contracted in the line of duty while in the service 
provision is made for such by existing law. It is for the class of sol- 
diers who can not make this proof, yet were always in line for duty, 
that legislation should be had. 

These men, through the years of the war, endured the privations of 
the may oe ips of the march, the shock of battle uncomplain- 
ingly. Year in and year out their bed was the ground, from which 
they oft arose stiff and cold, with many a pain, yet they sought not the 
hospital tent, but without complaint or murmur took up the line of 
march, They were as true to duty as is the dial to the sun. The war 
ended; they returned to the pursuits of civillife; they had neversunk 
the citizen into the mere soldier. In this battle for a livelihood many 
have fallen by the wayside, old age or disease rendering them unequal 
to . task. Every one of whom who is deserving I would have pen- 
sioned. 

To this, I venture to suggest to the gentleman from Ken „those 
who held the plow while these men fought the battles will not be heard 
to complain. In the past the storehouse of rhetoric has been despoiled 
of its choicest words that they might be grouped into eloquent sen- 
tences in honor 3 gos ot fees men wenn in party plat- 
forms, in gress and upon the stump, while the men suffer 
- ape 

This nation owes these old soldiers “a royal debt, which with a boun- 
teous hand they kindly lent.” 

Shall they be repaid with words? Words, be they ever so eloquent, 
will not warm the cold, clothe the naked, nor feed the hungry. It is 
bread and not words that is demanded. It will not do to accuse this 
or that side for its shortcomings in the past while we do nothing in 


the t. 
| The most eloquent tribute possible for mortal tongue to 2 py to the 
patriotism and heroism of these men without legislation to relieve their 
suffering is as idle a mockery as was the statue of Liberty in whose 
shadow the patriots of France were guillotined, as lifeless as the grin- 
ning mummy in the catacombs of Egypt. 

Let the promises of the nation made in the day of its extremity to 
these its defenders—then strong, their steps msive to the music of 
the Union—be liberally construed and fai y enforced in this the 
|day of their extremity and of the nation’s prosperity toward those 
brave men who rendered that p: ity i 

Me dow rf gis ae roor ane eee ees 
the e, sai e great apostle of liberty to osen disciples. 
This covenant should not be broken. Let the performance of the nation 


be equal to her promise Let her not be as one that keeps the word 
of promise to our ear and breaks it to our hope.“ Let not this sacred 
duty to provide for the soldiers of the Union be postponed. Let these 
destitute veterans read the nation’s gratitude in its acts. 

All that I ask for these men we propose, and I trust will do, for the 
yeterans of the Mexican war, and this without regard to whether the 
recipient be rich or poor. The Mexican veteran gave us increased ter- 
ritory; the Union veteran preserved us a nation. To the Union soldiers 
the Stars and Stripes, the symbol of the Union of the States established 
by the fathers, was a pillar of cloud by day and of fire by night. 

Sir, the evidence of their bravery and love of country shines forth 
from every star and is written by the finger of heroism ag every stripe 
of that flag as it hangs in graceful folds above your head. None of 
these veterans, who are now old or sick and depending upon their daily 
labor for support, should be compelled through our neglect of a plain 
duty to seek food and shelter in the county poor-house, and through its 
windows look upon that flag for the protection of which two-score and 
five years ago they offered their lives. Put not off for to-morrow that 
which can be done to-day. 

Let not this Co adjourn until it supplements the widows’ pen- 
sion bill by a bill providing a pension for these old or sick and destitute 
soldiers of the Republic. 

A few days since thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] in eloquent 
words exclaimed, ‘‘ We are here in the house of our fathers and are here 
to stay. At this none can rejoice more than I. It gives assurance 
that the disposition to depart from the paternal roof of Uncle Sam was 
forever buried by that silent man of destiny at Appomattox, and that 
henceforth we stand shoulder to shoulder, having but one flag, and that 
of a united and prosperous country. Yet would it not be proper while 
here in the house of our fathers, rejoicing over our sons who were lost 
and are found, to think of those our soldiers, now broken in health and 
in want of the necessaries of life, who formed their bodies into a living 
wall between the house of our fathers and the deadly assaults of those 
who would destroy it, by their loyalty and courage preserving for us and 
our children a government of the family, by the family, and for the 
family, in the house of our fathers? 

Mr. LE FEVRE obtained the floor and said: I yield to my colleague 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, in that length of time I desire 
simply to vindicate the truth of history which the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Burrows] unintentionally perverted. He read testimony 
which I can not now review of an occurrence in 1856; and said that a 
witness testified that he did the thing with the consent of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Howell Cobb. That was the language of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. Now, Howell Cobb did not become Secretary 
of the Treasury until March 7, 1857; and on the 30th of that month he 
wrote, as Secretary of the Treasury, the letter which I had read the 
other day. As it is an excellent piece of history, I take this occasion 
to repeat the last two or three sentences: 

No one regards with more interest than I do the success of the national Dem- 
ocratic party at this important period in our history, But that success must 

be purchased at the expense of the public interest, which might be the case 
if those holding high and important offices should absent themselves from their 
posts to conduct the canvass. 

The gentleman may say that the prior administration did not so be- 
have. I do not know what the history is. I do know that if it misbe- 
haved the succeeding administration repented and changed its policy— 
a thing that gentlemen on the other side do not understand. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, my colleague undertook to 
state what took placein a committee of which I had the honor to be chair- 
man in the last and in that statement a question of veracity is 
raised. Ta to every gentleman on the floor who wasa member of that 
commi ublicans and Democrats, as to the truth of what I now 
state, that the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay as a committee gave the gentlemen who appeared before us, 
of which my colleague was one, no assuarance as to what it would do. 
Some conversation was had, but no action taken. The idea conveyed 
by the letters which I hold in my hand, and which the gentleman 
asked to have printed, is that I, as chairman of the committee, prom- 
ised what the committee would do before it had taken any action at 
all—a proposition absurd on its face. Furthermore, I say that in con- 
versation at the time with either General Wagoner or General Merrill— 
I forget now which—I criticised some things in the propositions of the 
soldiers’ committee, and he admitted to me that as a matter of public 
policy it was perhaps going a little too far. On the other hand, the 
committee reported much that was recommended by these gentlemen, 
including increase of widows’ pensions, and one important bill passed 
the House but slept in the Senate. To prove that some of the state- 
ments in the letters are not true I will read one sentence: 

Greatly to our su and disappointment the bill was so amended in the 
House, and on motion of the chairman, as to become a very objectionable 
measure. 

Now, I appeal to the records of the House. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 


I yield two minutes tothe gentleman from 
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refused to permit me to have those letters printed; and now he under- 
takes to put me in the attitude of failing to have the letters read—— 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I asked to have the letters read. I pro- 
pose to have them printed as part of my remarks, if the gentleman does 
not publish them. 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal now to the records of the House to prove 
that the statement which I have just read is not true, because the bill 
was not amended at all in the House, nor was there any proposition to 
amend it by anybody. Therefore I say that the statement bears upon 
its face the evidence that it contains untruths. 

It is proper to remark that the writers of the letters are Republicans, 
and their purpose in writing these letters is fully enough disclosed in 
the letters themselves. Their publication in my district at the time 
they were published was a part of the same programme that sent Com- 
missioner Dudley to Columbus. 

But I have something else in hand. I want to read some proof, and I 
wish I had time to all I have here. I desire to put it in as proof 
to support the charge I made that Colonel Dudley, the late Commissioner 
of Pensions, did leave his place in the Pension Office in this city and go 
to Ohio to take charge of a political campaign in that State. What for? 
Were there no Republicans in Ohio capable of managing that campaign? 
Oh, no! You would not admit that, my friend [referring to Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH]. [Laughter]. 

There was an object in it. Let us see what that object was. The 
Senate had sent back to this House the Mexican ion bill loaded 
with propositions they knew could not pass, but which could be used 
they thought to good purpose in the coming campaign. The soldier 
vote was important. Ohio was then a Democratic State. Its governor 
and all its State officers were Democrats. It must be carried in Octo- 
ber. There was one man who had gained a reputation for peculiar 
methods in politics in managing a campaign in Indiana. He was the 
Commissioner of Pensions. The soldiers’ vote was important. The 
Commissioner was just the man to go to Ohio and manage that im por- 
tant campaign. It wasn to have him there because it was nec- 
essary to have the soldiers’ vote. [Laughter and applause. 

It is true he resigned, to take effect on the 10th of September, but he 
came back in October and resumed his duties, asa letter, which will be 
found on page 70 of the report I hold in my hands, will show, which I 
will quote from: 

I have the honor to thatI returned to m u u the 

Gth October, having iota abesct theneitoen e ea tanya ails: korea sioeas 

on the 17th day of , and returned again to duty Saturday, October 18th, 
and am now on duty as Commissioner. 


I quote from Major Clark’s testimony: 


A. ere so from his letter, but that is only an inference. 
ant 5 0 of his performing any of the duties of the office 
A. I thought he was not performing any duty. 
Q. Did he, during that time, sign any letters or official papers? 
A. I inquired, after he had gone, whether he had or not, and I was told that 
he had. I was groping in the dark. 


And I will stop to say of Major Clark, on whom some aspersions have 
been cast in this debate, that a more conscientious, straightforward, 
faithful officer was not to be found in the Pension Office or any other 
office. When under oath before the investigating committee he an- 
swered in an honest, straightforward manner the questions asked him 
and no more. It seems that Colonel Dudley before he went to Colum- 
bus went to Chicago and then to Indiana, attending all the political 
conyentions, till he finally turned up in Ohio to take charge of the po- 
litical campaign there. Before he went he ordered certain of his lieu- 
tenants to meet him there. They were ordered from place to place. 
These orders did not go through the Pension Office. More than one 
hundred of these special examiners altogether were in Ohio just before 
the October election out of about three hundred and sixty. 

Somebody has said there was only one examiner to about 180,000 
paces but there were sent into my district alone, I find, eleven, 

ides some on leave. I said the other day six or eight, but I find 
instead of six or eight there were eleven of them who were on duty, 
drawing pay. [Laughter.] Eighteen were sent into my colleague’s 
district to help him. [Laughter.] The official records show there 
were eighteen there performing duty. 

Here is a letter showing exactly how many were down thero: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 9, 1885. 


Dear Sin: On Friday preceding the second Tuesday of October, 1884, I boarded 
an Ohio and West Virginia Railroad train at Porter Station, Gallia County, Ohio, 
bound for Athens, Ohio; changed to Cincinnati, Washington and timore 
Railroad at M ur Junction, and by that road reached Athens, The distance 
by the route I traveled from Porter to Athens is about 52 miles. At the various 
stations along the two roads, including Porter and Athens, on the day I refer to, 
there boarded and left the trains fourteen gentlemen known to me and reported 
to me by reputable gentlemen to be examiners of the Pension Bureau, 


Very truly, yours, 
JOHN L., VANCE. 
Mr. Jons C. BLACK, 
Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C. 


XVII 130 


this was all accidental ! 


[Laughter and applause. ] 

In order to see how some of these agents acted, let me turn to page 5 
of the report of the investigation (Report No. 2683, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress). An appointment was made by one of these examiners with a 
claimant for a pension in my district to meet him and some other parties 


I su 


on the day of the election, He met them at the house of a leading Re- 
publican of that precinct. They met there. This Republican was to 
furnish an affidavit. He said in substance, in the presence of the ex- 
aminer—and I refer to the testimony because I have not time to read 
it—that he would make an affidavit for them if they would vote the 
Republican ticket. [Great laughter and applause.] I will read some 
of the evidence, as given by George Starkey: ` 

Q. Did Mr. Winthrop himself give you any advice there or elsewhere? 

A. We went there between 10 and II o’clock in the morning, and he kept us 
until 4 o'clock, when we started to go to the town-house, He was going up to 
the stable to get his horse. On the way he said, “ Boys, Taylor is the man to 
vote for, if you ever want to get your pensions.“ That is all N 

23 Did he tell you when he thought you would get your pension if you so 
TA. He told me he thought I would get itin about three weeks; and itis pretty 
nearly three months ago and I have not heard from it yet, 


By Mr. BREWER: 
Q. Did you vote the Republican ticket? 
A. Yes. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Have you sons who are voters? 

A. I have one son who is a voter. 

Q. State what ticket you have always voted before, 

A. Lhave always voted the Democratic ticket. 

Q. What ticket had your son voted? 

A. This was first time he ever voted, and I think I got him to vote the Re- 
publican ticket, 

2 nae arsed was the result of this interview with Winthrop, was it? 

. Yes, sir. 
Q. What ticket did you vote at the November election? 
A. The Democratic ticket. 
* * s * . * * 

Q. Did either of the other gentlemen who had been in Mr. Barton's house 
talking with you see you vote? 

A. Yes; Barton did. I told him all right; I would vote that ticket. He fol- 
lowed us right along, me and George Forshey, and saw us put in our tickets, 

Q. Did he see your son vote also? 

A. My son, I think, had voted before that. 

Q. Barton followed you along to see how you voted, did he? 

A. Yes. They had usin a pretty close p. „I tell you, Iam a poor man, 
and have lost my health, and was trying fora pension. 

Q. And you were led to believe be. 4 what took place there, were you, that if 
you ip to get a pension you had better vote the Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; I was. 


By Mr. Wurrixd: 


Q. Did Winthrop tell you you should have your pension if you voted the Re- 
publican ticket? 
A. He said I would getit in about three weeks; that is what he said. 


The testimony is all printed here, and I wish I had time to read it 
all to you. It is interesting. In answer to the question how many of 
his family and friends voted the Republican ticket who had previously 
voted the Democratic ticket, the response was that fifteen in all were 
persuaded to vote the Republican ticket on the promise of an early pen- 
sion. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Another witness, one Forshey, says that to his certain knowledge 
eight votes were changed from the Democratic to the Republican side. 
Here is his testimony: 

Q. Where were you on the 14th of October? 
A. I was at the town house of Lawrence Township, 
Q. Was that the day of election? 
. That was the day of election. 
And the town house was the place of election ? 
. Yes, it was the polling place. 
ge see Mr. Win p on that day? 


> 


Who were present? 
„Mr. Starkey, Mr. Barton, Elias Forshey, and George W. Sutton, I think, 
David Marti 


v n. 
How did you happen to go there? 

A. I was invited by Mr. Starkey. He left word for me to be there to give tes- 
timony in the case of Mr, Starkey, and to have testimony taken in my own case. 
So that on the 14th we met there precisely at the hour he invited me to be there, 

Q. That was on election day? 

A, That was on election day. 

Q. State what took place. 

A. There was a good deal of talk and electio: nering going on there between 
Mr. Barton and several other organs or politicians e precinct, We asked 
Mr. Barton to fill out our affidavits, He said he would providing we would 
vote his ticket. 

Q. What was his ticket? 

A. The Republican ticket. He did not like to take our words for it and ac- 
companied us to the polls and saw us put our votes in. 

Q. What are your politics? 

A. I am a Democrat, 

Q. Have you always voted the Democratic ticket? 

A I always voted the Democratic ticket. 

Q. Which of those gentlemen whom you have named were Republicans? 

A. David Martin and Norriston Barton were the organs of the Republican 
party at that precinct to make themselves useful. 

Q. State anything further that you heard said in the house at that time? 

A. I believe that that was all that wassaidin the house. After we got through 
there and started up to the polls Mr. W spoke on the way of $no good 
qualities of Mr. “aylor, of his soldiership, and of how he sympath; the 
soldiers, and to give poor crippled men pensions. He said that Taylor was un- 
doubtedly the man to support, for he knew how tosympathize with the soldier, 
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WARxER) were not the man. I believe, if 
iat ho spoke of a bil entitled the Mexican 


my mem- 
bill. 


ECE Witether you were lod to believe from what took place there that, in 
bilgan teks n, un of your claim, it was better for you to vote the Re- 
publican 


A. Yes; oo thing looked squally in the way it was, and that is what 


led me to vote 
Samah ere tone 
have three sons voters. WWW 
5 {have tien a conda-daw who len ‘voter 
CCC 
A. Lappies Sey way the old man went. 
ee DO ee eee 
man to vote in that wa: 
A. I believe so, 
Q. T believe so. they voled? 
A. They said that they would vote in that way. 
Q. How did you vote in the November election? 
A. I voted for Cleveland. 


By Mr. ROGERS: 
Q TAS yon Celt pees HOFA bate Whey sated Row you were Fota fo rere? 


Yes, 
7 Did you see them vote? 
No; I do not know that I did. 
4 How had they voted before? 
A. They had always voted the Democratic ticket. 
By the CHAIRMAN : 


Q. You state that you were made to believe by what took place there that 
the success of your claim depended, in some at least, upon how you 
vo 

A. Ves I thought so. That is the way the thing looked to me from the way 
they were talking. 

3 how many votes do you think were influenced on that day by such 
me 

A. To be honest and upright about it, I think I controlled pretty nearly eight 
votes on that day. 

Q. This was an ‘appointment made prior to election day to have you all there 
eee The t Mr. Winthrop from the 30th of J: 1884, until th 

es. no n anuary, un 0 

14th day of October, 1884 


This is the way they did it in my district. [Laughter.] 

And remember, Mr. Chairman, this was only on one day and by one 
of these special examiners, while there were eleven in all, some on 
leave in that district. You can estimate the results from such methods. 


I do not think I need go any further in sustaining the that the 
Pension Bureau was used for tical p in that campaign. I 
ought not neglect to say that committee found that this ex- 
aminer at this very time was false returns to enable him to 
charge for liveries he never used and his per diem for time hewas not 
on duty. 


I do not charge, sir, that this sort of work was done by Colonel Dud- 
ley’s order, I do not charge that it was done with his knowledge; but 
I do charge that it was the outcome of his influence while at 
Columbus managing a political campaign in which every sort of appeal 
was made to soldiers. I could quote from this testimony evidence to 
show that politics as the result of this influence permeated the whole 
Pension Office. 

Now, in the little time left I wish to refer to my oppor rage from the 
Cincinnati district [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who in his speech the other 
day painted his city black, as black as language could paint it— 

As S some might ter di 
His pencil in hues of . pe 3 
He has shown it to be the most corrupt city on the continent. And 
et he has been sent here as its Representative for a good many years. 
ee and applause.] And it seems to have been growing worse 
and worse all the time. [Renewed laughter. 

But the gentleman on yesterday appealed to records. He says by 
their records you shall know them. Records do not die, nor can the 
logic by which they teach be buried in the grave of dead issues.“ 
Now, I hold him to the logic of the record which is in my hand, and 
that is the investigation to which he himself has referred and of which 
the honorable Speaker of this House was the chairman and which he 
says was fair. I am sorry I have not time to read all the testimony of 
Mr. Egan and some others. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. I regret exceedingly thatI have not time 
to refer to some of the testimony which I know my colleague wants to 
hear and which is undeniable, because it is his own sworn testimony. 
He has told us in a general way of the corruptions in Cincinnati. I 
would like to refer to some specific cases. He tells himself how much 
he paid for the help of that tentiary bird,“ Eph. Holland, to as- 
sist him in his election—the man who had two h and rea- 
sons for voting for him, and every oneof them worthadollar. [Laughter 
and applause. 

My colleague spoke the other day of ‘‘men who were brought from 
the streets with a penitentiary smell in their clothes.’’ This was one 
of that kind. Iregret that I have not time to read some of this tes- 
timony for the benefit of my colleague and the instruction of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not apologize for corrupt acts committed by Dem- 
ocrats and condemn corruptions only when committed by Republicans. 
Whoever commits a fraud on the ballot is an enemy to d „an 
enemy to free government, an enemy to society; and I care not whether 


it is by the McLean gang or the Tom Campbell gang that frauds are 
committed, I denounce them everywhere. A Democrat whocommits a 
fraud on the ballot or who seeks to corru pt it is the worst enemy the 
party has, and the sooner he is got out of it and into the penitentiary 
the better for the party. But my colleague admits by his testimony, 
which I hold in my hand, that he paid money to men of the worst 
! ge n yeote ign in 1878. 

There are three steps that follow one after the other as certainly as 
night follows day. They are me so corrupt, fraud to overturn, then 
violence to destroy. [Applause.] The first, from his own testimony, 
my colleague was willing to take. Can he complain that this 

Bloody instructions, which being taught, return 
To ee the inventor? 

By taking the first step did you not pave the way for the second? I 
call upon my colleague now, instead of whitewashing Republican fraud, 
to condemn corruption wherever found. 

I have never known any occasion when my colleague was not ready, 
although guilt might be TAN 


Black as the damning drops that fall 
From the denouncing angel's pen, 
if he was but a Republican, with. the whitewash brush to paint him 
white and write “‘righteous’’ and ‘‘justified’’ on his forehead. [Ap- 
plause.] I know my colleague is patriotic; I believe he earnestly de- 
sires to see a better state of things in Cincinnati; but it can not be 
brought about by simply transferring power from one gang to another. 
All honest men must place the purity of the ballot above partisan zeal. 
On that popular government must stand or fall. 
eae CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- 
P 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of the thirty minutes left to me I yield the 
gentleman from Ohio ten minutes. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am very much obliged for that ten min- 


utes. 
; I Giger that anybody who is willing to commit fraud upon the bal- 
ot- box 
Mr. McMILLIN. Or by it. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; or by it, is an enemy to Democracy. 
They are the worst enemies the Democratic have; and I say tothe 
gentleman from the Cincinnati district if the investigation going on 
there shows that any man has got his seat in the Legislature of Ohio, 
in either house, by fraud, let him be put out, and let the guilty parties 
be sent to the penitentiary, whether Democrats or Republicans. But 
my colleague, while denouncing Democrats, comes here to justify tite 
ex-Commissioner of Pensions and to apo for his course in os 
his place while holding on to his office drawing his salary and go- 
ing out to a State not his own to conduct a political campaign because 


of the iar methods he knew how to use. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can not stop for questions now. My 
friend knows, too, that gang known as the Tom Campbell gang forced a 
ticket on his party which decent Republicans in his city would not 
vote for, and yet I have never heard any condemnation of this gang by 
him. All I ask is that he will not only condemn Democrats who do 
wrong, but join me in denouncing fraud and corruption in whatever 
party it is found. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now has the gentleman time to yield for 
a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I will take some other time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have a letter or two here that I want to 
bring before the committee in the time yielded me, Here is one writ- 
probe eg pam ee She I pass over a t many. And let me 
say to my friends on the o side of the House, you are not half as 
anxious for an investigation of the Pension Office n as you think you are. 
But let the books be opened. [Opening alargeletter-book.] Here is a 
letter to John Sherman: 

I have received your letter of the 18th instant, in which you ask that I give Mr. 
Henry C. Hedges— 

Hedges was candidate on the Republican side, I believe. 

Mr. GEDDES. In my district, but he could not fool the soldiers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. He says— 


3 Mr. He: C. Hed; 5 privilege in calling up cases as is 
accorded to his com; tor, the . Mr. GEDDES, have, therefore, directed 
that Mr. Hedges's is be in every — promptly attended to, as I do not wish to 
make any discrimination whatever between the sees nominees. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is that what you find fault with? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What I find walt with is this: You do not 
find a Democratic candidate who ever had that courtesy extended to 
him; not one. No such courtesy would have been extended a Demo- 
crat, although he might have been as good a soldier as there was in the 
war. And what is more, take your Pension Office from top to bottom, 
from garret to cellar, and although your party and the ex-Commissioner 
of Pensions claim to be the special, the guardian friends of the soldier, 
you could not find in it one Democratic soldier, however gallantly he 
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had fought in the war, though he might have lost a limb in battle, un- 
less he voted the Republican ticket. He was told No, sir; no use for 
you here.“ That has been the policy of the lican party ever 
since the war. That is its friendship for the soldier as a soldier. The 
soldier may have fought gallantly, but that went for little if he did 
not vote the Republican ticket. 

We ask now a chance, an even chance, for the wounded and disabled 
Democratic soldier; we demand now fair play not only in the granting 
of eee KA in the equal right to hold office under this Govern- 
ment, w. they, too, sacrified so much to save. That is what you 
have never allowed. 


I have been in Ohio 

Mr. Dudley says in a letter to George S. Merrill 
3 in the . there, 
and I am going back, to stay until the elections are over, very short! I think 


y. 
the State at the end of a very hard struggle. Indiana 


ur does. 


we will be able to 
baal Bren preview ican if 
W. W. DUDLEY. 
He had been there and is going back again. 
N mgr eee O. Bell, Detroit, Mich.: 


Your personal telegram e to the office during my sickness and I take this 

early — aa T r to reply by Jette letter, ae first I have written since my convales- 
he difficulty w. itself at the outset in the Sligh-Boise con- 
Horry ie pat 5 CoNGER do not seem to have agreed on 
5 led 2 of action. Senator 8 is of opinion that the ogra Y 
the removal of Dr. Boise in a defeat of Republi- 

can can — Congress in that 8 

It would not do to have that done. The Commissioner of Pensions 
considers it his duty to look to that. 


done, as I do not want to do anything to 
any way. 

Most assuredly he did not. 

Mr. HENLEY. Let us have all that published in the RECORD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not suppose the gentlemen on the 
other side would object to publishing it all. Mr. Chairman, if I have 
any time left I want now to read some of the testimony of my friend 
from Cincinnati [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. I know he will like to hear it. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Give us the testimony. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is what you prefer I know, and I 
will give it to you. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Give us anything that is not original. 


ter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If it was original it would not be agreeable 
to the gentleman from Maine. I read now from the report of a com- 
mittee in regard to an election in the city of Cincinnati, in which my 
friend [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] was interested, and I read from his testi- 
mony. He was on the witness-stand, and he was asked the question: 


Are = 3 with that national character, Ephraim Holland? He an- 
„One dax, after that, I was Passing the Gibson House, and 
pat adi E Weitzel was there, and he said to me, Holland and Duffy are in the 
room here; come in and see them.” Iwentin. They were in the little room 

back of the bar-room, and I went in and was introduced to them. 


They went back of the bar-room.’’ 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; we went back. You always stop in | 


the bar-room. [ Laughter.] 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; I would not go behind the screen, but 
this was work that required to be screened. The witness proceeds: 


After the ordinary salutations I said to them, Mr, Weitzel informs me that 
o gentlemen are not supporting the Dem: this fall.” Holland nanen 

do not remember his words, but he assented. Weitzel said, The: 
proce eal A iek h "to give the nee ticket a lift; „1 don A re- 


member eitzel then said to me, will lexpect to ba peic 
somethin, ane said, ‘* Yes; Beir Bde Said I, “ What 
do you ?” I think he named three or four or five 8 dollars. Isaid 
“No; I won't do that.” Finally I said, “I will give you $150 if you will engage 
faithfully to perform the — and to secure an honest election in the fourth 
wi 


for their work. 


* * * * * * * 
LLaughter.] 
I believe I conferred with some of my Republican brethren about the 


ment and they es it. Iwalked aroundand met Holland atthe hotel and 
I paid hi im three snk 9 


Q. Do you say that $150 is all that ee paid Aber to the Holland or Duffy 


A. You have not asked me that. I remember now that that evening, after I 
had agreed to pay Holland 8150, he insisted that there should be paid also for 
expenses $50 or $60, I don't remember which, and either Colonel Weitzel or I 
gave him $50 or $60; that was handed to Holland. I did not speak to Duffy ex- 
cept when I was in the room and we were A 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was the first time that Democratic in- 
fluence was ever used for a holy purpose. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, inorder that the balanceof the 
testimony of that interesting witness may go into the RECORD, I yield 
five minutes more to my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will read some more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Read it all. You will find it good all the 
way through. It is rich. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, it is rich and rare; there is no ques- 
tion about that. I come now to Mr. Egan. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, no. Go back to Holland. That will 
show why your party were unable to stuff ballot-boxes in the fourth 
ward at that election, as they had been in the habit of doing. 

Mr. WARNER, ‘of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, Satan never started out 
on a mission without first putting on the guise of asaint. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would as lief take your testimony on such 
a point as that of any man I know. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Here comes Mr. Egan on the stand. He 
had an interview with my colleague. He was asked what took place 
at that interview, and he said, referring to my colleague: 

He told me that he was expecting some money, but he hadn't got it—had been 

it two or three da; 
Bid he say where he =s expecting it from? 


A. I think he said from Washington. I leſt him then. I believe we made ar- 
rangements to meet again at his office. 


A.I think the Sunday previous to the election. 

A MEMBER. Sunday! 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, on Sunday. 
They must have a pure election. 


ka Did ana meet him there? * 
Q. Want took place there? 
A. Itook some men named Thomas Donnelly, John Carroll, Edward Wilson, 
Samuel Drew, and John O’Connor. 
Q. 2 yent with you to his office on Sunday? 
es, 
4 What was your business there on Sunday? 

A. Mr. BUTTERWORTH told me he wanted to 3 to work ſor him 
on ae orri day, and I took the men there and introduced them to him. Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH told = naa jokes, and finally made a proposition to them him- 
self, what they were to 

N 1 
* > e 
as Did Mr. 5 say anything to these men 8 — he res them 


money? 

A. I think he did. 

Q. State whether or not he did; and, if so, what he said. 

A. Yes, sir. He said that he wanted not to forget to vote for him and 
Mr. Cullen especially. He said it didn't matter a damn whom they voted for so 
they voted for him eat Cullen. 

[Laughter.] 

We tried to get into Mr. Burrxnwonrn's office, which is in the Johnson build- 
ing. I think on the fifth floor. I suppose it is not more than 100 feet from the 
n House. We wanted to get into the office to get ocratic 
tickets had been written with Mr, BurrTERwoRrTH's name on them which we sup- 
vate to be there; but I received some of them afterward, the next morning. 

e found the office locked, and we could not get in, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH made 
zoms remarks, “it was mighty damn funny that a man couldn't get into 

own office.” 


ae, 1 


We came deen on Fifth Fa E my brother and tens was talking about 
som connected with money matters. I smote for my brother was making 
the remark that he could not do nothing with that amount of 3 or some- 
thing like that: anxhow. I interfered in the matter and we walked back to the 

„ and Mr. BUTTERWORTH and my brother parted. After talking with 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH first, he handed me #10 in silver T half dollars; then he gave 
me $10 afterward. 


This was holy work. 


* + 
Q. How were those men paid? Was the 8 counted out or gives them 
in envelopes at Collard street? 
A. No, it was counted out, $2 apiece. 
Q Where was the money taken from? 
. Mr. BUTTERWORTH reached under the seat of the carriage and pulled out 
a — from underneath and took the money out oſ it. 
Renewed laughter. di 
ere the er fi 
Mr. WEAVER, of tame I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A Greenbacker always gives away some- 
thing he has not got. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The witness proceeds: 
re Silver or paper? 
There was silver and paper, because he took a package and broke it open 
8 CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I thought I had some additional time 
yielded to me. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman who yielded it had none to yield. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am very sorry, for there is a great deal 
more of this testimony that is very interesting. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You and I will get together and go over it 
some time. [Laughter.] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The fifteen minutes remaining Ihave promised 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON], and in justice to him I 
can not yield any more time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WAR- 


SER 

255 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will not now object to my colleague hav- 
ing printed with his remarks this letter on which I have commented. 
I cc be glad to have it printed in connection with my own re- 
mar 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will come to order. The gen- 
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tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] is recognized, and yields his 
time to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GOFF]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. I under- 
stood my colleague on the right Mr. GROSVENOR ]—and I do not wish 
to do an injustice to any one—to say in substance in the course of his 
remarks I do not read the letters but will print them as part of my 
remarks,’? Now, it appears to me that objection should have been 
made then, because if it had then been made he would no doubt have 
read the letters in connection; but there being no dissent, he took it 
for ted that the letters would be published as a part of his remarks. 
I submit to the House that in fairness to him and to my friend on the 
other side [Mr. WARNER] they ought to be so published. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that objection was made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not object to the printing at all. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair willagainsubmittherequest. Unan- 
imous consent is asked that the gentleman from Ohio on the right [Mr. 
WARNER] and the gentleman from Ohio on the leſt -. Mr. GROSVENOR] 
have leave to publish with their remarks certain letters to which refer- 
ence has been made. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 

ission is allowed. 

. Mr. GOFF. In the light of this discussion surely it will not be in- 
appropriate if we seriously consider the serious facts alluded to by my 
friend from Iowa. He has spoken naught but truth and soberness. I 
may be charged with raising the banner of sectionalism; but certainly, 
in the estimation of all fair-minded men, the charge can not be main- 
tained. Those who desire to evade the force of shameful facts may say 
I appeal to the recollections of the war, that I stir up the ashes of the 
civil strife; but those who believe in justice and worship at the shrine of 
truth, wherever they may be found, will know that I speak of terribly 
real issues; that I allude to the crying evil of the day—the greatest 
blot upon the civilization of the age. 

The exercise of the ballot is the grandest prerogative of our citizen- 
ship. Every American citizen, wherever he lives, wherever born—it 

es no difference who rocked his cradle or where God's sunshine first 
kissed his cheek—is entitled unrestrainedly of his free will to cast one 
ballot for the principle he adheres to, the man of his choice, and to 
have that ballot honestly counted as it was cast. To our shame be it 
said such is not the case with us to-day. We do not object that the 
South is solid; we do object tothe means by which it is made solid. 
As long as it is so solid, then the North, the East, and the West should 
be solid by honest means against it. 

The effect of such solidity is to give one section of our country much 
greater power in the Congress of the nation than it is legally or consti- 
tutionally entitled to; it destroys our theory of representation; it un- 
dermines the confidence of the people in their form of government; it 
produces results not intended by the voters, and it gives ascendency to 
principles condemned by intelligent publicsentiment. Mr. Chairman, 
we should notcompromise with this wrong; we have already been 
too indifferent toit. Justice demands that we should meet it with the 
courage of other days. If citizens are to be massacred in Mississippi 
because they support the Republican ticket, if we tolerate it, the day 
will come when the like will be done in Massachusetts also. If voters 
are to be intimidated and disfranchised in South Carolina and Georgia 
because the color of their skin is black, and the nation submits to it, the 
day will come when it will be so meted out to us in Ohio and West 
Virginia. 

There is one act of President Cleveland’s administration above all 
others that I honorhim for, and it has direct bearing on this question. 
It was, it is, the revocation of the commission of the postmaster at 

Hazelhurst, Miss., and the remark, ‘‘ We will draw theline, in making 
appointments, on murder.“ Now, do not say I raise a false issue; your 
chosen Executive—chosen by such shamful means—has given it the 
sanction of his high authority. 

Mr. Chairman, do not misunderstand me. I do not object to the 
confederate soldier voting just as he pleases, nor to his holding office. 
It is his right. My country’s law concedes him the right, and I be- 
lieve in it, and for one will defend that right for him. I only ask that 
he shall be elected by fair ballots, cast by honest voters, and counted as 
they were cast, and I do protest against that system that sends certifi- 
cates to this House, based on the subversion of the rights of our fel- 
low-citizens, or written with a pen dipped in the blood of our fellow- 
men, whose only crime is that God made their skin black or that they 
dared advocate the glorious cause of liberty and justice, that all men are 
free and equal, as taught by the grand party at whose shrine I have 
worshipped from boyhood. 

In the contest of 1884 the Republican party would have succeeded 
had there been as fair a vote throughont the South as there was in the 
North. The difference of 1,142 votes in the State of New York did not, 
in truth and in fact, determine the judgment of 55,000,000 people. 
The honest judgment of our free citizenship was not recorded in that 
election. The Republican party offered to the people in that contest 
as a candidate for the Presidency one of the most i men of 
the century, James G. Blaine, representing all that was grand in Ameri- 
can statesmanship, and for the Vice-Presidency John A. Logan, glo- 
rious soldier of the West, standing for all that is heroic in the struggle 


for the Union. Since that party gave the nation Lincoln, Grant, free- 
dom, and the Union it has given us no grander ticket. In the very 
nature of things it could not be fairly beaten, and it was most unfairly 
defeated by means of the outrages with which the country is familiar, 
this political crime for the benefit of the few over the many. 

Mr. Chairman, the men so chosen stand not only for the South, but 
for the East and the West as well as the North; they legislate for all 
the people of the United States. They regulate taxation; they change 
the tariff; they decide as to our currency; they determine coinage; they 
fix pensions; they make appropriations; they decide whether American 
labor shall be protected by American law, whether free labor shall have 
good wages or no wages at all. 

Mr. Chairman, let us examine the returns from some of the States of 
the last national election. By the census of 1880 we find the votin 
population of the five Southern States named to be as follows, as eee 
and commented upon by a leading journal of the country: 


By the census of 1880 we find the voting population of the five Southern States 
named to be as follows: 


Of voting age. 


White. | Colored. 
118, 423 
143.471 
107, 977 
130, 
118, 889 
619, 038 
The vote in these States was as follows in the last election: 
States. ave- Blaine. —— Total. 

Alabama.. 

Georgia. 

Louisiana. 

Mississippi 

South Carolina... 


Now compare this vote with that of five Northern States nearest in voting 
population and representation to these five Southern States: 


Here at the first glance it is seen that there is 55,000 more voting population 
and six less Representatives, and this recalls the fact that it was a Democratic 


House of Representatives 


that made the apportionment. 
Now look at the votes: 


Let us carry this comparison further. These five Southern States send thirty- 
eight Representatives to Congress on atotal vote of 623,187,an average of 16,426 
votes tothe member. The five Northern Statessend thirty-two Representatives 
on a total vote of 1,201,308, an average of 37,541 to the Representative, It, there- 


fore, takes two and one- times as many votes to make a Congressman in 
the North as in the South, 

Connecticut and Nebraska er send seven Representatives to the House 
by a vote of 271,248, while South Carolina sends seven by s vote of 91,623—but 
little over one- Wisconsin sends nine Representatives on a vote of 
323,888, and Georgia ten on a vote of 142,840. Mississippi sends seven Repre- 
sentatives on a vote of 134,720, and New Jersey the same number on a vote of 
peg oe cepa ae sends eight on a vote of 153,734, and Kansas seven on a yote 
o! 879. 

These are a few plain fact and figures which are submitted for the considera- 
tion of those who still believe that a freeman’s ballot should have as much 
value and be entitled to as much protection in one State as in another. 


Gentlemen of the committee, if I do err in thus speaking of official 
returns, condemn me for it. If I commit a crime in thus alluding to 
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what I sincerely believe to be the most heinous crime of the century, I 
bow to the judgment the country will inflict upon me. If this be the 
bloody shirt, then as long as there is such blood as this on the gar- 
ment will I wave it, and as long as my arm has strength will I hold 
it up to the gaze of the country. The very contemplation of this out- 
rage should cause the blush of shame to mantle the cheek of every true 
American citizen, I care not where he lives, under what banner he 
fought, or what party he has affiliated with, 

As long as these thingsare, it is folly to talk of the Republican party 
having accomplished itsdestiny. The mission of the Republican party 
will never be accomplished until the right of every American citizen, 
native-born and naturalized, white and black, to vote once and to have 
that vote counted as cast is acknowledged everywhere where the flag 
of the country floats and the power of the nation is felt. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brown] when on the floor the other day made the following re- 
mark in reference to what had been said about Colonel Dudley’s con- 
duct as Commissioner of Pensions: 

Democrats, do not come in the presence of this House and retail slanders that 
are unsupported by a single statement of facts. Before you make such charges, 
be frank enough to tell who the witnesses are and by whom you propose to es- 
tablish the facts. 

I have spent some time examining the record to see whether I could 
find any witnesses for the accommodation of the gentleman. It struck 
me that the best witness I could find would be Colonel Dudley him- 
self and his officers and staff nearest him, if I could see the records, and 
upon opening the books I found among others a letter written by him 
in 1881 to Mr. Keogh, of Greensborough, N. C. The Commissioner had 
di with the services of a certain Republican in his office and 
Mr. Keogh asked for his return to the office. The Commissioner writes 
that hisreinstatement has been recommended, although his record is 
defective,” adding I shall be glad to be of any service to you at any 
time in Peder a fight in the old North State.“ (Letter-book No. 1, 
page 229. 

Again, I find a letter which Mr. Dudley wrote September 7, 1881, 
to General WILLIAM MAHONE. General MAHONE had asked him to 
have aman named Clements, a special pension examiner, transferred for 
special duty to Easton, Va., during the canvass. The Commissioner 
writes in answer: 

Yours of the 5th received; party called in, and will be sent as requested. 


Letter-book No. 1, page 468.) 
ere is another: On September 16, 1881, Hon. J. D. White, of Lon- 
don, Ky., writes, alleging that one Ferguson and one Richards had been 
di in accordance with the orders of the Secretary; among other 
things, to discharge all blatant Democrats regardless of their standing 
and records. (Letter-book No. 2, page 65.) 

Again, November 23, 1881, Colonel Dudley writes a letter to one J. 
H. Hines, of Lynchburg, Va., and congratulates Hines upon the serv- 
ices which Stokes, a clerk in the Pension Office, had rendered in the 
last campaign. (Letter-book No. 3, page 69.) 

Again, we find that on the 31st of December, 1881, he wrote a letter 
to C. D. Sherwin, Goshen, Ind., stating among other things that he 
would be at home some days before the election, and that as chairman 
of the Indiana Republican Association some lively work might be ex- 
pected from him in aid of the party’s success. (Letter-book No. 3, 


324. 

Pie find also a letter written September 11, 1882, to Thomas B. 
Cooper, chairman of the Republican State commi 1205 Chestnut 
street, Philadelphia, Pa., acknowledging the receipt of a letter asking 
leave of absence for one Thomas F. Monahan, a clerk in the office, for 
duty during the campaign, and leave of absence was granted to T. F. 
Monahan for eleven days from the 30th of October, 1882; for twenty- 
two days from October 18 to November 8, 1884. 

We find also a letter written by Mr. Dudley May 26, 1883, to Hon. 
W. Stone, Pittsburgh, Pa., touching a certain pension case called the 
Morly case, and stating that if in the judgment of Stone a mistake 
had been made he would call a halt in the proceedings; and he added 
that it would be a severe duty that would compel him (Dudley) to do 
anything that in his (Stone’s) judgment would militate inst the 
best interests of the party. (Letter-book, No. 12, page 347. 

The Commissioner was passing upon the case in his judicial capac- 
ity, yet he was perfectly willing, as he states, to prostitute his office for 
the welfare of his party. 

In order to show how fairly men were treated, I wish to refer to alet- 
ter of Mr. Dudley, written July 17, 1884, to W. S. Kerr, chairman of 
the executive committee, Mansfield, Ohio. The chairman had criticised 
General Dudley for allowing Judge GEDDES to take the credit as a Demo- 
cratic member of Congress for securing a soldier his bounty. ‘The fol- 
lowing is the reply of Mr. Dudley: 

- - JuLy 17, 1884. 
DEAR SIR: I am just in receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, and have to 
say in reply that the whole subject of Mr. Geppes’s influence with this office 
has been frone over again and again in correspondence with Mr. W. F. Madden, 
of Belleville, Mr. J. G. Donaldson, late secretary of the Ohio State Republican 
executive committee, and with Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. If you will take the 
trouble to look ata communication sent to Mr. Donaldson July 23, 1883, you will 


find the whole matter discussed in detail, together with copies of the other let- 
ters referred to. In a word, Mr. GEDDES has never exercised any influence with 


this office not possessed by any other citizen, always excepting a certain amount 
Congress. W 


of courtesy shown to every member of hat use Mr. GEDDES ma: 

have made of his Congressional privilege I know not, nor could I control it if 

did. I will venture to say, however, that no letter containing the clause, We 

take pleasure in pag dey ae that your pension has been allowed through the 

special influence of Hon. GEORGE W. GEDDES,” was ever sent out from this office. 

If you can produce such a one I will thank you to forward it to me personally, 
‘orward the letter you refer to and I will prove ita flat forgery. 


V. respectful 
eae ere W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 
W. S. KERR, 
Chairman Executive Committee, Mansfield, Ohio. 


That is the way Judge GEDDES was treated. 

Mr. GEDDES. Of course they found no such letter. They simply 
represented to him that they had such a letter, and he requested it; 
but it never was produced. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. That is the way Judge GEDDES, a Dem- 
ocratic member, was treated. Now let us see how a Republican under 
the same circumstances was treated by him: 

JULY 30, 1881. 

My Dear FRIEND :— 


He goes on to say that— 


I feel the deepest interest in your success, not only on your own account but 
on those of the State and the Legislature as well, and I 7 8 that everything 
will be done to help you in your struggle. As nearly as I can figure it, there 
are three members of the ee and one senator in doubt in your district 
and I hope that your campaign and theirs will be blended so as to be of mutu. 
advantage, as they should be. I will do everything I can to give prompt atten- 
tion to any calls you may make. 


Calls for status of pension cases— 


I will have letters written in the slips sent by you. Will the Prohibition ticket 
hurt Calkins in your district? 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, Marion, Ind. 


Mr. Chairman, a very considerable parade has been made in regard 
to a circular letter which Mr. Dudley sent out on the 6th of March, 
1884, in which he said: 

The functions of special examiners are those of judicial officers Sane for 
the true facts in cases intrusted to them, and the ll not only commend them- 
selves to the community in which Leg 4 respectively work, but insure the best 
results to their work and themselves, y perfect reticence upon all topics of a 

litical It is hoped that each examiner will heed this timely warn- 

ng, and to such effect that no just criticism can be laid against him on this 


ground. 
Now if honestly intended to be observed he would 


W. W. DUDLEY, 


This sounds well. 
cause this to be placed in the hands of the officers to whom directed. 
Let us see if they were so placed. 

I hold in my hand the affidavit of one Mr. Peyton, a Republican, and 
good authority. It is as follows: 


Disrnicr or COLUMBIA, 
City of Washington, ss : 

John B. Peyton, being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he was on the 
4th day of March a clerk in the Pension Office at Washington, D. C.; that he was 
finance clerk, and that it was his special duty to take care of the mail, especially 
such mail as was to go out. That a bundle of the circulars hereto annexed were 

laced upon his desk with directions to send one to special examiner. 

hat within a very few minutes from the time that the circulars in question 

were placed upon his desk for the purpose aforesaid John M. Welty, then acting 

chief of the special examination division, removed from his desk every single 

circular, saying that deponent need not mail them, that he (Welty) would take 
of them. 

And deponeat further swears that to the best of his knowledge, information, 
and belief the said circulars were not mailed, but were removed from his desk 
= the purpose of preventing their general circulation among the special exam- 

ners. 

And deponent further says that between the time that the said circulars were 
laid upon his desk until the circular hereto annexed was shown him, he has 
neither seen one himself nor has he seen any one else with such circular, with 
the possible exception that one of these circulars may have been in evidence be- 
fore the Warner committee, although deponent has no recollection of any such 


circular. 
. JOHN B. PEYTON. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 2s 4th day of March, A. D. 1886, 


[sear] AS. N. TAIT, Notary Public. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Next we come to the affidavit of John R. Coffin, to which I ask 
special attention: 


Disrrict OF COLUMBIA, 
City of Washington, ss . 

John R. Coffin, being first oor sworn, deposes and says, that between the 
26th day of June, A. D. 1880, and the 20th day of November, A. D. 1885, he was em- 
AEAT as a clerk in the Pension Office; and that between the 30th day of June, 
A. D.1881, and the 26th day of October, 1884, he was a special examiner, and dur- 
ing that time discharged the duties of said examiner, either in the field or in 
the al examination division in the Pension Office at Washington, D. C.; 
and while engaged in the office at Washington he was chief of tsection 
known as the criminal prosecution and attorney’s desk. 

And deponent says that during the canvass of 1884 W. W. Dudley, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, while no order was issued in terms, it is amatter of rec- 
ord, directed that special examiners be sent into those districts where the polit- 
ical warfare was waging, yet it was well understood that special examiners were 
assigned to those districts and cases given to them for special examination, not 
that it was the intent or purpose that they should discharge the duties of special 
examiners, but that, this assignment being a matter of record, they might draw 
their per diem and traveling expenses for the purpose of performing political 
work, and deponent instances as then in his own knowledge the following facts: 

In the campaign of 1884 deponent was instructed to hand to one Joseph E. 
Jacobs, then a special examiner, three or four cases for special examination in 
Ohio, and that deponent understood at the time, and he believes the said Jacobs 
und the same, that his mission was a political mission, and that he was 
not expected or required to report on these cases, and as a matter of fact de- 
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A — — 
6ʒlb mane that the canvass of 1834, more ex- 
aminers were sent into Ohio during the thatthe canvass was than 


he hadever known in 8 in the office tobe sent into any one section 

at the same time; and that t further says, that in the examina- 
tion division, and in every other division in the office, every clerk believed that 
he was expected to render what ce er services he could, and that the circular 
hereto annexed was certainly understood by deponent, and he believed by 
every other — mpi not to mean what it said, but was issued for the benefit 
of the public, and at the time that this circular was issued the Commissioner of 
Pensions and the then chief of the special examination division were known to 
be doing nothing else except political work. 

near oa sr KOOTEN 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ist day of 
S BUNDY, 


Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
Next we come to the affidavit of John M. Welty. He said that he 
had been a clerk in the Pension Office since 1880; that he knows these 
circulars were not sent: 


DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
City of Washington, ss: 

John M. Welty, being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that the circular 
hereto annexed, and dated upon the face thereof March was never 
mailed by him in person, either to any special examiner in person or to any 
supervising examiner; and further pee Bias oa saith not. 

JOHN M. WELTY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3 oT te March, A. D. 1886. 
ATERMAN, Notary Public. 
Now, let us see a little further ne. Aman by the name of Gideon 
A. Lyon, on being sworn, made affidavit as follows: | 


Disreicr or COLUMBIA, 
City of Washington, ss: 

Gideon A. can, Lars Set first duly sworn, 8 and says, that the annexed 
circular has been exhibited to him, and that at th tthe special en its face 
as the date of the issuance deponent was assistant Siete of examiners’ 
division of the Pension Office, and that to the best of his reco 3 informa- 
tion, and belief he has never seen the ci hereto annexed until the same is 
this day exhibited to him; and further deponent saith not. 

GIDEON A. LYON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th Res re 3 1886. 
J. B. WATERMAN, Nolary Public. 

Let us see whether Mr. Dudley did take any part or not in the cam- 
paign. Let us see whether or not the p: tion made here by the 
gentleman is going to be carried out. One P. S. Noble was a special ex- 
aminer and wasin the employ of the Pension Department. He was dis- 
missed from his place by General Black. He afterward wrote a letter 
to General Black asking to be reinstated in hisold place. He also wrote 
n letter to Colonel Dudley asking him to write an tell General Black 
“the truth about his connection with the Ohio campaign. He (Noble) 
writes Dudley he was ‘‘dismissed for being in Mr. Dudley’s counsels, 
when the truth is that I was your stenographicclerk. * * * I can't 
help asking you to go to Mr. Black and tell him the exact truth, to 
wit, that I was not in your counsels, knew not of the secret workings 
of the campaign, did not even know the cipher, and did not take the 
pains to know it, but that I tried faithfully and honestly to discharge 
the duties imposed upon me, which I did.“ 

The accuracy of this statement is indorsed upon the back of the letter 
in question by W. W. Dudley, so that there can be no question of the 
fact that drawing pay as a special examiner, not as a matter of election 
but as a matter of compulsion, he was taken out to Ohio, on the tele- 
gram of W. W. Dudley, as his private stenographer, when in the pay of 
the Government, for the purpose of carrying on the Republican cam- 


os in Ohio during most of September and October, and was paid 
his per diem and expenses during part of the time he was in Ohio on 
that occasion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was not Noble on leave of absence all that time? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I am glad you asked that question. Mr. 
Noble Ae the whole time drew pay and expenses. [Laughter and 
applause. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I yesterday saw 
proof he was on duty fifteen days in September and six days in No- 
vember, for which he only drew pay as well as $1.10 for 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. In November he was paid for nineteen 
days and in September for twenty-five. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isaw the official roll yesterday. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. J took it from the official roll last night. 
[Great laughter and applause.] I was just that much ahead of the 
gentleman. [Renewed ine 

I call attention to the following, which I have also taken from the 
record: 

Sixty-six eg on duty in Ohio during the months of September, 
October, and November, 1884. 

Nineteen additional on Jeave in the State during a portion of the months of 
October and November, 1884. 

P. S. Noble: Paid per diem for t 5 days in a in October was 


paid for nineteen Saas Repo: ve as as- 
sisting the na examiner at Columbus: — — er 


supervisi. 
emplo; Se; ber27, in office of examiner 29and 
eg ag yo gh e oped gen e a 
TAEA examiner at Columbus. 

Salary paid for whole time. 


I now wish to see if we can furnish any more proof on this charge. 


Special examiners handled the politics of Ohio during that year; and 
8 e ee, dr be rern fact that 
0 been made cen pivotal turning- point for campaigns 
within the last twenty years, why the whole power of the General 
Government was turned into that State to help to continue in power 
the Republican party, with none but poor Democrats to stand up 
against it? Pee on the Democratic side.] 
In this view the following papers from the records are very impor- 
tant. Let us see whether the Pension Office was run in the interest of 
pension business only: 


A.D. Wiserss, being first duly sworn, deposes and sa: 
Iam forty-five years old, and my 7 address is h, Fonn 
County, Ohio, and I am a claim a; occupation, and I have 
pied si nce 1878. In the summer o- 1855 4 phonso Hart was running for Pert nt 
as the Republican nominee, and Hart and I talked the matter over; and 
pein to Hart that if we could get Dudley, the Commissioner of Panga te 
favor Democratic claimants 7 eee —— cir cases poraa 2 their claims 
through we could make ot si iag their votes, and it was necessary 
for us to have a oaa een be 1 — election to show said claimants 
what we could We talked the matter over in this way, that Dudley had 
carried Indiana for Garfield by what we considered questionable means and had 
helped Foster for Governor in 1881 by. making cases of 
special. That was the basis upon which we — we would work: Get 
cases taken up out of their order, made special, and have them allowed right 
away; and I pre a list of Democratic claimants and Republican claimants 
2 they had Democratic relatives they could influence). list I S ag r sg 
m my books. And a copy of this list I gave to Alphonso Hart. e after- 
ward 3 the list so that only about sixty- three names were on the list that 
for the the issioner make lo principal 


papers W. Dudley would be at Ind., sunt 

the lst of October, 1882, and I — I would go over there and meet 

I did so, and I met him in the depot and ke to him and said, ‘Colo: i 
was received witha ppc o 


ceived os 9 letter, whic! <a — 
— — C 
smilin, 


N Those cases shall receive prompt 8 "and in parting he hesaid. i 
will ao all I can for your friend Hart.“ And he carried out large extent 
just what he said in his letter he could not do. Hart and I figured out what 
relatives these ts could control, and his vote will show how much he 
ran ahead of the State ticket and the influence of this eee to a large extent 
influenced the voters in this county in 1882 and 1881. And in 1884 we worked 
upon the same claimants who had got their claims and those expecting them 

(I thought these claims were all meritorious.) Hart told me we have special 
examiners to put those claims forward, and before that time, in 1882, we had no 
specialexaminerhere. E. S. Davis was sent here in 1882 in one case, but in 1884 
we had three at work.” 

Hamer Soule was here in the country on leave in 1884, and I heard of his mak - 
ing speeches for the Republicans, and Hart expected co: je results from 
Soule’s work. Patton — 1 man were here. hea to vous. H do not know 
whether they worked any in politics or not; and during the er gen the sai 
ants would get letters through me tell: them =< the e condition 
and that they had been called up by in a good man — 


special at the personal request of tome Alphonso and these 
letters I have sent to the e I made strong believing that I 
was justified in doing so, because Hart claimed to have a influence 


with the Pension Bureau, and often spoke of what Dudley and Walker would 
do to help him, and the results showed that he did have a great deal of influ- 
ence with some of the ruling spirits there. 

Q. Did La Force tell you how he got his roe Pegg Ig in the Pension Bureau? 

A. He told me that in the Garfiel of 1880 he did a great deal of 
effective work for the Bahian 1 ford, Ind., and that gave him his 
place in the Pension Bureau. 

2 ¥en Paar —— — inte wisi anes bout that, but I got the impression that 

am n as to w al 
he did from what he said. 
Q. Have you any other letter written by W. W. Dudley in your possession 

regarding political matters? 


A. D. WIGGINS, e 
of February, I cer- 


8 nt before si . 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 5th 
tify that the contents were fully made known to 


Deposition B. 


pecia. 
. Vance, wi who, being by me first duly sworn, on Ofico, 
y post-office address is d 
is 4 for Co: i durin: * i 12 = 
second race for Congress, an g cam a conver- 
with 5 — asa 
special examiner, and with whom I was weli acquainted, and I had known him 
along while, as his folks lived in this or an adjoining county. The conversa- 
tion ve refi to was concern. Hart's race for Co: „ both of us be- 
ing very anxious for him to be e Soule said he was quite sure he could 
See ee * votes for Mr. Hark by FASON of Sia peated: te balls 
2 stip. 7 as he called it, on a 
as the result of his work at the end 


T had another conversation with some pension oficial in the bar-room of the 
Parlor House, and I do not remember what he said about politics, but I know I 
thought he was a fool and yas piring himself away in what he said. The talk 
n ee Onion nen Song — on — —— „in ee 
o u some two or t persons told me they were going 
vote for poronga Dalo; he had promised to have their pension cases taken up and 
allowed right away, or pressed along to an early settlement. These men were 
Democrats, I remember this, because they were the men we wanted to change 


tmany of them, and that I would 
the race; that he was going to deliver 


to Hart. 
- > T. P. VANCE. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
of Washington, ss: 
G. N. Smith, — J first duly sworn, ean says, that between A 8 
1870, and the da e date of the of this his affidavit he has 


the Pension Office, and that from or about 
Eo TOON OE JESSIEN Tp pai UAR DS Sa DM m employed from the 
date of its formation in „FFF 
time and between the dates of June, 1884, and November of the same year he 


1886. 
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was an assistant chief of the said division; that one John M. Comstock 
that time chief of the said division, and that some time in the — 

month of September, A. D. 1884, he received a verbal order from the said Com- 
stock, which deponent believes was an order given to the said Comstock by the 
then Commissioner of Pensions, that no more cases were to be rejected in that 


division; but that nothing whatever was said in reference to the admission of 


cases; and that the said order continued in force until after the election in said 
car. 
3 GEORGE N, SMITH. 


I wonder if there is any proof now in the case to establish the charge 
made by General Black in his report, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on this 
bill is now closed, and the Clerk will report the bill by sections for 
amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer 
to come in at the end of line 39. I will state that complaint has been 
made by pension examining surgeons that their pay has not been made 
as it should have been made—that is, as they earned it. A difficulty 
arises from the fact that under the construction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment the money appropriated for this purpose may be used to pay ar- 
rears which have accumulated in former years from this source and in 
order to correct that and that no difficulty may arise in future I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. The object, as will be seen, ofthe 


amendment is to previde that the appropriations for the ensuing year | P 


for the pay ofexamining surgeons shall be used for the payment of fees 
andsalariesduring that year. This is the better course, in my opinion, 
and then whatever fees may remain due can be supplied in the general 
deficiency bill, and not be paid in the manner that has heretofore pre- 
vailed in the Department. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: * 


At the end of line 39 insert: 

“And all money appropriated by this act, other than for the payment of pen- 
sions, shall be disbursed subject to the provisions of sections 3678, 3679, and 3690 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. While it is a very desirable amendment, it 
should come from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It has no place 
under the new rule on this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hold, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order 
is not good, for this reason: The sections of the Revised Statutes to 
which reference is made require that the money appropriated for the 
current expenses for an shall be applied to that purpose 
solely. That is the statute as it exists now; and so it is plain that this 
does not change any existing law or make any new legislation, but it 
simply directs the Treasury ent to comply with the existi 
law and pay out the money for the current expenses of the examining 
5 ns under the terms of the statute. 

. RANDALL. If it does not change existing law, then there is 
no occasion for it here. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is, as I will show the gentleman. 

Mr. RYAN. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and I 
want to add that the construction of the Department is that the law re- 
ferred to by my friend does not apply in this case at all; and hence the 
object of his amendment is to legislate upon this bill that law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend is entirely mistaken. I do not de- 
sire to legislate on the bill at all; but simply to add that the Treasury 
Department shall carry out the statute which has been quoted in the 
amendment, requiring them to use the money intended for the pay- 
ment of examining surgeons in conformity with the law. 

Mr. RYAN. The law to which you refer does not apply in this case, 
and the object of the amendment, I hold, is to make it apply; in other 

to legislate the law into this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois, if the Chair un- 
derstands the statement, admits that under the law as it now exists 
ah pr of this amendment is substantially or actually en- 

forced, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; the statute to which reference was 
made requires that the money . for the payment of fees of 
pension examining surgeons shall be applied to that purpose. My only 
object in offering the amendment is that the Treasury Department may 
act in accordance with the law. It simply directs how the money 
shall be used, and it ¢ no law. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Department has given a construction under 
the existing law different from that. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly; and of course the object must be, in intro- 
ducing this, to change the construction of the law by the Department. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Letmeexplain. The effect is this: An officer 
of the Department in 1872, I believe one of the Comptrollers, by a con- 
struction of the statute to which this amendment relates, and another 
in 1878, I think, following in the footsteps of a previous Comptroller, 
gave a construction to the statutes which is not warrandea: think, 
whereby these pension examining surgeons are in certain cases com- 
pelled to wait months and sometimes years for their money. 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the gentleman, if the 


law is at presentas claimed by the gentleman from then there 
would be no purpose in submitting the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that is 
subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Illinois will permit the 
Chair to finish, the connection will be made clear. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, however, makes the point of or- 
der that the law is not as the gentleman from Illinois now claims it to 
be; and the Chair is of opinion that by the terms of the proposed 
amendment the gentleman from Illinois himself admits that the claim 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who says that the law is not as 
the gentleman from Illinois says it is, is correct. The Chair is of opin- 
ion, therefore, thatthe proposition does change existing law, and con- 
sequently must hold that it is not in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5201) making appropriations for the payment of invalid pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 

urposes, had directed him to report the same back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 
House this evening. It may be that I will have nothing further to say 
on the bill, as I now feel inclined to leave the discussion as it now 
stands. I may, however, desire to discuss it further [cries of Vote!“ 
‘Vote!’’] for a short time. Iam therefore willing to yield for a mo- 
tion to adjourn. I believe I hold the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made no motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I am holding the floor in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When the House gets quiet I will proceed. I 
am making a fair proposition. It is now past the usual dinner hour. 
I have no desire to detain the House at this time, and have no desire to 
make a this evening. 

Mr. ED, of Maine. Then let us vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I desire to say further to the House that 
at the proper time I shall demand a roll-call on the final passage of the 
bill 


Mr. McKINLEY. All right; we will give it to you. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall then want the yeas and nays taken. 

Mr. McKINLEY. All right; we will give them to you. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As the House seems unwilljng to allow the bill 
to go over until another day, I shall insist on my right to be heard now: 
The best answer to make to the inflammatory, the unfair, and unjust 
assaults that have been made upon the Democratic party in this House 
and the administration of the Pension Office in this debate is the roll- 
call, when, in my judgment, it will be shown that every Democrat, be 
he from the South or the North, will present a solid front in favor of 
voting this large amount of pensions to the Union soldier. The roll- 
call will demonstrate that the speeches that have been made on the 
other side of the House were uncalled-for and were a waste of the val- 
uable time of the House. They were made fora purpose. [Cries of 
“Vote!” „Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 
Gentlemen will resume their seats. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If there is any virtue in the rules of the House, 
you shall not have a vote till I have had the time allotted to me by the 
rule. I wanted to say when I was interrupted that I well know the 
motives that actuated gentlemen on the other side to make these po- 
litical harangues. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Why, did you not commence it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ididnotcommenceit. Idid not uttera word 
of a political character in opening this debate. The speech I made was 
confined to the question of pensions; the political elements in the debate 
were introduced by an assault from your side of the House, and if gen- 
tlemen had not desired to make political harangues for use in their own 
districts, the bill would have passed within one hour of the time that 
it was introduced into the House by a unanimous Democratic vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You used up that hour yourself. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question at this 
point? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is your question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do you think the report of the Commissioner of 
Pensions has any political bearing, and was not that the real founda- 
tion of this whole debate? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am not going to be interrupted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state his parliamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Would it be proper to ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman shall have leave to print? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take the gentleman from 
Illinois off the floor for the purpose of asking such consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Michigan has asked me 
a question, which I am willing he shall repeat that I may endeavor to 
answer it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My question was whether the gentleman from 
Illinois does not think the report of the Commissioner of Pensions bears 
a political character, and whether it has not precipitated this entire 
political debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Michigan has asked me 
a fair question, which I shall answer, as to whether the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions did not provoke the attack which has been 
made by the other side on the Democratic majority. I do not believe 
it can properly be so construed. The Commissioner of Pensions, in en- 
tering upon the duties of his office, had a right to make known to the 
Secretary of the Interior, as he did, the condition of affairs as he found 
them to exist there. Actingin the line of his duty, in pursuance of his 
solemn duty, he felt compelled to describe in his report a condition of 
things which he believed, and which I believe he sincerely feels to-day, 
and which I myself conscientiously believe, at one time existed in that 
office. Gentlemen here have charged the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions with making an assault on the former Commissioner of Pensions, 
I defy any gentleman to put his finger upon a word of the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions which can be fairly designated an assault 
on General Dudley. There is not one word in the report which directly 
applies to ex-Commissioner Dudley. It is only by construction that 
you can claim the language points to him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If that did not point to Commissioner Dudley, 
inasmuch as it was a reflection upon the official predecessors of Com- 


inissioner Black, was it not all the worse because it pointed at no par- 
ticular man, and therefore might be applied to one who was absolutely | 


innocent? : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I shall not undertake to say 
that the Commissioner of Pensions did not have in his mind the con- 
duct of Commissioner Dudley in Ohio and in Indiana, as it has been 
shown by the evidence—by the sworn testimony of witnesses read be- 
fore this House. I will not undertake to deny that he had Commis- 
sioner Dudley in his mind; but what I do maintain is that the lan- 
guage used in Commissioner Black’s report does not apply to General 
Dudley, unless you yourselves believe him to have been guilty of the 
conduct described in that report. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Whom does it describe then? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me read the language used by Commis- 
sioner Black, to which so much exception is taken here. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me 
Let him wait until I read from the report. Now, Mr. Chairman, 


now. 
what is the language used by the Commissioner of Pensions, of which 
complaint is made? But first let me say, in reply to the attacks that 
have been made upon him, that General Black needs no de.ense by me 
or any one else. Neither his loyalty, his character, his ability, or his 
fidelity to duty needs any defense whatever. The brilliant military 
record that he can exhibit is sufficient testimony of his loyalty, and I 
as his triend can without fear appeal to the people of Illinois, where 
he is best known, for evidence of his spotless character and of the high 
esteem in which he is held by civilians and soldiers of both political 
parties throughout thatState. Therefore I donot undertake, nor shall 


I attempt, to defend him here. As I have said, he needs no defense. | 


But what I do desire and shall attempt in the short time I shall occupy 
is to demonstrate by reference to the proof that has been produced by 
gentlemen who have preceded me, and by evidence which I have upon 
this desk before me, that every line and every word contained in Gen- 
eral Black’s report to which exception has been taken here is literally 
and absolutely true. I do not wonder that you gentlemen desire to 
prevent this dangerous testimony that you know we possess from going 
to the country. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not now. I have not time. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I think Commissioner Black is a good Commis- 
sioner, ve that Commissioner Dudley’s character also is entitled to be 
rotected. 
. Mr. TOWNSHEND. What does Commissioner Black say in this re- 
port? He says this: 
At one time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine, 


filled from border to border with the uncompromising adherents of a single 
organization, 


Let me pause there for a moment. 
of the personnel of that bureau under some previous administrations ? 
When Commissioner Black came into office in March last he found one 
thousand six hundred and sixty-six persons employed there and of the 
whole number only twenty-eight were Democrats. Was he wrong, then, 
in charging as he did that at one time the Pension Bureau was all 
but avowedly a political machine, filled from border to border with the 


What was the political character 
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uncompromising adherents of a single organization?“ 
does Commissioner Black say? He says: 
Who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law. 

Gentlemen have harped upon that language in their speeches and 
have challenged and defied us to produce evidence of its correctness, 
I point to the affidavits which have heretofore been presented in this 
debate and others that I shall present which show this charge to be 
true; not the affidavits of those ‘‘ slimy creatures” in Washington who 
hold and hope to retain office that have been described upon this floor 
by gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, but by men who have 
served upon the battlefield and who are now engaged in occupations in 
private life and who have claims for pensions pending in that bureau 
or who are on the pension-roll. 

I can show that the special examiners in many cases inquired into and 
attempted to influence the politics of applicants. I have the sworn tes- 
timony of wounded and disabled Union soldiers who declare under oath 
that they were told by special examiners that unless they voted the Re- 
publican ticket their claims for pension would be in danger. I have 
the evidence here, but I will not take time to read it unless my state- 
ment be challenged but will ask to have it printed with my remarks, 
When some of the special examiners came among applicants for pensions 
to investigate the facts in regard to their claims many of them were told 
in plain and direct language that the way to obtain their pensions was 
to vote the Republican ticket and abandon the Democratic party. Do 
you want any of that testimony? [Cries of Yes!” es!“ on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. DUNHAM. We would like to hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Here is an affidavit. I will not consume time 
by reading the entire affidavit. I will give you the name of the soldier 
and the service in which he was engaged, so that you may examine for 
; yourselves. [Cries of Read, read!’?] I have in my hand the affi- 


davit—— 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. With the permission of the House I 
would like to ask the gentleman one question. Are these affidavits 
from the Pension Office ? 
|! Mr. TOWNSHEND. These affidavits were made by soldiers living 
ee distric‘s in Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, Tennessee, and else- 
where, 
| Mr. JOHNSTON, o Indian? 


ce? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There are affidavits of this kind lodged in the 
Pension Office by hundreds; and I now presenta specimen ofthat number. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. My question was whether those afi- 
davits came out of the Pension Office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I answer the gentleman by saying yes. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. How did you get them? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I got them by asking for them, as I had aright 
to do. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask by whose authority those affi- 
davits are here, if they are a part of the records of the Pension Office ? 
Had not Colonel Dudley as much right to use his office for political pur- 
poses as General Black has to furnish the private affidavits of soldiers 
tor Democratic pu ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As my friend is anew member and a novice in 
official business in Washington, I will tell him that any record in any 
one of the Departments is a public record and that any member of Con- 
gress has a right to have access to it. 

Mx. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does the gentleman say that a mem- 
ber of Congress can go intoa Department and take out affidavits without 
any order? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I decline to yield further. My furious and 
| frantic friend from Indiana must his soul in patience for a short 
time. It is very unusual for him to hear of a Democratic official in the 
city of Washington furnishing testimony to Democrats in this House, 

and I have no doubt that it excites a good deal of anger on the part of 
the genleman. But I want him to understand that while perhaps in 
the t the doors of these Departments have been closed to the in- 
quiries of Democratic members of Congress, we have now, thank God 
Democratic officialsin control of those Departments, and the doors stand 
open for the fullest inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I believe the President says that tho 
Senate is not entitled to papers on file in the Departments. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to submit to 
interruption. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Indiana will re- 

his rights. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, for the purpose of enlightening these 
gentlemen who seem to be in total ignorance of the facts I want to show 
that many of the special pension examiners did prow] around and hunt 
up Democratic soldiers during the last campaign; often where some 
poor Democratic soldier was drawing a pension a complaint would be 
sent to the Department which caused inquiry to be made as to whether 
the pension was propery granted. One of these special examiners would 

into a neighborhood where such a pensioner resided and gather up 

m his enemies and others the ip concerning him there; would 
bring the pensioner before him and by intimidation and threats frighten 
him out of his intention to vote the Democratic ticket, or by promises 


What further 


Did they come out of the Pension 
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regarding his pension would attempt to seduce him from his allegiance 
to his party. 

I have now in my hand an affidavit which I will read to the House 
confirming this statement. It is the affidavit of Aaron Neal, a soldier 
living in Franklin County, Illinois. What does he testify? He says 
that he is fifty-four years of age. That he was in Company C, Fifteenth 
Illinois,commanded by Colonel Stewart; that he was discharged from the 
serviceat Corinth, Miss, ,&c. ; that he incurred disability, &c. ; that some 
two years ago, as afflant was informed, some one unknown, actuated by 
political reasons, caused charges to be made against him, and as he 
understood 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Read it all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And caused his pension to be stopped; that a 
special examiner was sent to inquire into the question whether his pen- 
sion was a proper one or not. Afflant further states that the said spe- 
cial examiner, a man by the name of Conner, while investigating the 
affiant’s case inquired directly of affiant what his politics were, as to 
what ticket the affiant had voted, and when informed that affiant was 
Democrat and voted that ticket, the said Connor said to affiant, How 
do you expect to draw a pension from a Government that you vote 
against all the time? Affiant further states that the said Conner led 
me to believe from his conversation and condact that unless I would 
vote the Republican ticket my pension standing might be endangered.“ 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The affidavit is not very legibly written and 
is hard to read: 


And when I gave him to understand my pension depended on my services to 
the country ere war and not upon my politics, and that before I would 
abandon my political convictions I would lose T pemon, ne paid no further 
attention to my matter. Affiant further states t he is well acquainted in 
Franklin County; that for the last two Presidential canvasses it has been gen- 
erally unde: that if Democratic applicants for pensions would vote the 
Republican ticket their pension claims would be much surer than if they con- 
tinued to vote the Democratic ticket. 

This is the evidence of only one soldier. 

Mr. BRUMM. Did he sign that by his mark? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is signed, sworn, and certified to. 

Mr. BRUMM. I asked if it was signed by his mark? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; itis signed with his name in fall in 
his own writing as well as you can sign your name. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is that a part of the public records? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ves, sir. 

Let me read another. You remember in the other branch of Con- 

a short time ago a discussion was had over the removal of an of- 
ficial named Stephenson, who was a chief of a division in the Pension 
Office. Ihave an affidavit now which shows the conduct of that oflicer, 
to which I wish to direct your attention for a moment. The facts are 
that this man in elections that have occurred in the sixteenth district 
of that State during several years past has left his desk in the Pension 
Office, taken up his headquarters in that distrigt, and used the power 
of his official character for the purpose of intimidating Democratic sol- 
diers from voting the Democratic ticket by raising fears of unfavorable 
action on claims, or inducing them to vote the Republican ticket by 
holding out hopes of the allowance of pensions. 

Mr. CANNON. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not now; but I will as soon as I have read 
this affidavit. Let meread this first. This is an affidavit of John Or- 
rick, sworn to before G. A. Hoff. He had been a privatein Company F, 
One hundred and thirty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, dated Jan- 
uary 26, 1886, in which he testifies on oath as follows: 

I am a pensioner of the United States of the Chicago wy T have been 
. with one Col. F. D. Stephenson, late of the Pension Bu- 
reau of Washington, D. C., for the last twenty years. During the campaign of 
1884, at Flora, in Clay County, Illinois, said Stephenson met me and election- 
er vote ſor one McCartney, a candidate for Congress on the Republican 

Stephenson, aforesaid, knew I wasa Democrat. He knew I was an ex-soldier 
and knew I was drawing a * —.— and said Stephenson then and there re- 
ferred to the fact that he, said Stephenson, was then holding a high position in 
the Pension Office at Washin: „and said that if I would vote for said Me- 
Cartney for Congress he, Step m, would see that my pension would be in- 

any time I wanted it increased, and further this deponent saith not. 

Mr. Speaker, it was not necessary for him to have said anything further 
Now let me supplement this by another specimen of this same sort of 
literature. 

Mr. CANNON. Now yield to me. 

MR. TOWNSHEND. I have very little time. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman promised me that he would yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. And I ask him to comply with his promise, for the 
reason that he is well acquainted with Mr. Stephenson, as well ac- 
quainted as I am. He knows, as I do, that that man’s character in 
war and in peace, at home and in Washington, is as fair as snow; and 
I very much doubt the propriety, and I was almost ready to say the 
haste, of my friend from Illinois in reading an ex parte affidavit from 
somebody, God knows who, for some purpose, God knows what, to try 
to blacken the reputation of that man, who is the peer of my colleague, 
or the peer of myself, or any man on this floor in honor and integrity. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I have yielded to my 
colleague and I have heard what he, as one of the political confréres of 
Mr. Stephenson, has had to say in his behalf. As you have heard my 
colleague’s statement, I now ask yor to listen to the evidence of Mr. 
Hord, a soldier, who served under Stephenson during the late war, and 
when you hear that testimony I will leave you to judge whether these 
affidavits are trumped up, as has been charged, or whether an attempt 
has been made to do him injustice or not. Listen to the testimony of 
one of his former soldiers, He ought not to fear injustice from a com- 
rade in the war: 

LOUISVILLE, ILL., January 26, 1888. 


Hugh L. Hord, being first duly sworn, &c., deposes as follows: 
That he is thirty-nine years of and isa farmer by occupation ; that he resides 


age, 
4 miles north of Louisville, III. During the late war he was a private of Com- 


pany B, Forty-eighth Volunteer Infantry, and that Ferd. D. Stephenson was cap- 
tnin of said companys that he understood during the political campaign for 
President for the United States said Stephenson was in the Pension Department; 
said Stephenson was in Clay County, Illinois, during the aforesaid campaign 
engaged in political work in behalf of the Republican party; he made violent 
partisan speeches, and attempted to use his official position to influence soldiers 
to vote the Republican ticket. I heard him make a speech in Flora, III.. in 
which he told pensioners that they were standing in their own light in voting the 
Democratic ticket. He left the impression on my own mind that he made these 
assertions in his capacity as pension official. Iam at the present time a pen- 
sioner of the United States. During the campaign of 1884 I had a private con- 
versation with Capt. F. D. Stephenson. In this conversation he attempted to 
make me believe that it would be to my interest as an applicant for pension to 
vote the Republican ticket. 


I am authorized by a member of this House. who is acquainted with 
Mr. Hord, to state that he is a gentleman of veracity and high charac- 
ter. 

Gentlemen, look at the spectacle. Here is a poor soldier disabled in 
the military service of his country; perhaps by that reason unable to 
maintain his wife and children; dependent upon his pension to furnish 
bread and meat for them; approached by a Pension Bureau official and 
given to understand that the food of his wife and children is depend- 
ent upon his allegiance to the Republican party. 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not be interrupted any more. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Where do those affidavits come from? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They come from the Pension Office, I presume, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They come from men as honest as any that sit 
on this floor. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you know them? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know some of them personally. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will you name them ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not the time to read all the affidavits 
before me now. But these are as atoms compared with the cords of 
affidavits that can be produced. 

Mr. LONG. When are they dated? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Some of them within the last month or two; 
some of them before that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They do not belong to any pension case. They 
are affidavits that are sent in response to the request of Mr. Black to 
bolster up this charge. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is a side issue. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know this evidence hurts you; but the truth 
ought to be told. 

Mr. BURROWS. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is impossible in the confusion to hear the re- 
marks that are being made. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has been doing what he could to pre- 
serve order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] to state that these affidavits came from the files of the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And I repeat that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. They have come from the files of the Pension Office 
to base these charges on. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not time to give evidence concerning 
the conduct of other special examiners. Let me reiterate that these few 
affidavits that I have read are but specimen bricks of a great fabric, but 
few of hundreds of cases that are in many instances of a more aggravated 
character. I have drawn your attention to Illinois because I am best 
acquainted there. 

I have no desire to say anything in regard to General Dudley; he has 
been discussed by others. I know him and like him as a man. I have 
respect for him personally, and regard him really as a personal friend. 
If all that is said of his conduct in Ohio and Indiana is true his work 
was far less injurious to our party and is insignificant in comparison with 
the enormity and far-reaching effect of what was done by these drill 
sergeants of the Republican party, the special examiners who prowled 
over Congressional districts seeking to seduce Democratic Union sol- 
diers from their allegiance to the Democratic party. It is these special 
examiners who have committed the greatest crime of all. Ido not 
know whether General Dudley was aware of this conduct of the special 
examiners or not. I make no such charge against him. 

A Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. 


2074 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 4, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield now. My time is slipping away. 


I want to call attention to the conduct of some of the local local boards of 
pension examining surgeons. I will refer to a locality within my own 
knowledge. It is on the border of my own district in the district rep- 
resented by my colleague [Mr. THOMAS]. I want to read to you evi- 
dence of what transpired there. The affidavit I now hold in my hand 
is from a soldier residing in Jackson County, Illinois. Hear it read: 
Iam a pensioner of the United States; disability, measles and results 


This is dated 22d January. Recollect I am reading the affidavit of 
a eee 


am a pensioner of the United — disability, measles and results; am 
C onth. In the fall of 1884 
tion for an increase 
of Pensions to a 


board at Du Quoin, III., for ex- 
amination. On ppeared 


before — ihe examining 
„one of the examining days, I a; before the 
board for eee at that time one other man, from 
—— III., for examination. and. Renfrew, members of the 
ane present, and — to the examination I was asked by Dr. Bur- 


pearing for examination 
on some occasions Dr, 
Republican 


8 of the members of the examining board 
if I would support Logan and Thomas. 

Logan being the Republican candidate for Vice-President, also in- 
directly a e es for the United States Senate, and Mr. Thomas, 
Congressional candidate at the election about to take place. 

To which I replied, I will not. 

What became of that poor fellow? 

I was then examined by Doctors Burgess and Renfrew, and Dr. Mayer, the third 
member of — board, came in and examined me, separate and apart from the 
others. Dr, Mayer rejoined Doctors Burgess and Renfrew for con- 
sultation. Durie this consultation I was separated from them by a curtain, 
and overheard the consultation that ensued, and from the best I could under- 
stand, Dr. Mayer was in favor of granting an increase, but Doctors B: and 
Renfrew, in an angry and tone, said they would sign no s pa 
and make no such recommendation. I then } left the consultation room. Nr 
application for increase was not granted. And further deponent saith not. 

Now, gentlemen, this is the affidavit of the soldier. You might say 
he was some fellow drummed up, and that he testified against these 
surgeons because he was disappointed in his failure to obtain from them 
an increase of his pension. Therefore I want you now to hear the 
testimony of one of those examing surgeons, confirming the evidence of 
the soldier. Canany better testimony be demanded than that of one of 
these Republican members of this examining board? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the date of that affidavit? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The date is January 23, 1000; 

T urges 
and Dr. W. ne Renfro, and previous to August, 1888. was associated with them 
as members of the medical board for examing pensioners located at this place. 

Now what does he say? 

occasi Dr. B ked licants a; 
ede — vote for Blaine and and oa I think o 
air ep to applicants the hope they N support the 

Oh, what a wonderful power that expression of hope would ordina- 
rily have to the poor soldier, trembling with fear lest his little pension- 
money should be taken away from him, or his application fora pension 
or application for an increase be denied, if he should dare to vote ac- 
cording to his political convictions. Listen further: 
These instances occurred during the Presidential — of November, 1881. 


and while the Le ee eee Dr. Renfro on several 
meee sane een similar in import e by Dr. Burgess as 
re ve. 


Recollect, gentlemen, this isa Republican pension examining surgeon 
who is testifying—they did not, except in a few instances, appoint Dem- 
ocrats on pension examining boards under the last administration. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, yes; they did. That man is on the board 
still, is he not? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not know whether he is or not. Now, I 
will read a letter from a prominent Illinois Republican politician; mel I 
wish to say before I read it that the Republican politicians earl 
covered that one of the most valuable aids they could secure in a po 1 
campaign were these special examiners. It was supposed they would 
have more influence with soldiers applying for pensions than perhaps 
any other class of persons could possibly have because the fate of their 
claims greatly depended upon the report or recommendation of the 
specialexaminer. I will now read a letter from John R. Tanner, lately 
marshal of the southern districtof Illinois. Heisnot the marshal now. 
Iam happy to say that a Democrat now fills that place. I read this 
letter to show the House how highly the help of these pension examin- 
ing surgeons was esteemed by the Republican leaders. Iwish to say of 
Mr. Tanner that he is one of the shrewdest and ablest politicians, one 
of the best workers at the polls, one of the best of a campaign 
in the Republican party in Illinois. This letter Iam about to read was 
written by this gentleman to Gauere Dudley, Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. It is dated Sp III., September 20, 1884. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is that also from the public records? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This comes from the Pension Office. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That letter was written before the election of that 
year. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Les; in September, 1884, right in the heat of 
thecampaign. Itis addressed, Hoe . W. Dudley, lumbus, Ohio.’? 
So it would seem that Mr. Dudley had at that time moved his head- 
quarters from Washington to Columbus. Some question has been made 
here as to whether he was attempting to exercise the functions of Com- 
missioner of Pensions while he was in Ohio. I have nothing to say 
ee camp but I call attention to the fact that this letter is ad- 

in Ohio as Commissioner of Pensions. It refers to the 
sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois, which is now rs occ ei 
by my colleague, Mr. LANDES, a district which was ed as relia- 
bly Democratic by a majority of 1,400, but in the last election, owing 
no doubt mainly to the agency of ‘these pension examiners and exam- 
ining surgeons, that majority was cut down to something in the neigh- 
borhood of 300. Here is the letter: 
—_ COLONEL: 

sixteenth onal distri ‘layne, Ed 

anew 1 ict is composed of Wayn wards, Rich- 


ahs dates ga the counties— 


ha 
elected. The soldiers, on account irha McCartney’s brilliant war 82 ot his 
opponent's copperhead, anti-war record, are, regardless of politics, disposed to 
support McCartney. 
[Cries of Good! Good!“ on the Republican side.] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I give you the whole letter. The writer pro- 
ceeds: 


Now what I want to say is this: In your recent assignment of examiners in 
Illinois you transferred Wayne, Wabash, and Edwards Counties, the three 
southern counties in 1 s district, to the Saint Louis district. These 
counties really ought to be in this district outside of all political reasons, as all 
their affiliations are with the other counties of the sixteenth Congressional dis- 
trict, legislatively, and judicially, and the regiments were made up largely in 


this dist: 
leased if you will attach these coun- 


If 8 with your duty, I shall be 
ties, Wayne, Wabash, and Ed to or Gélwich’s district. The major is 
Let me hear from you soon. 


a safe and discreet man, and is doing us m 
JOHN R. TANNER. 


Mr. Speaker, I have not time to go further into this testimony con- 
Anning wha report of General Black, but I say again that these docu- 
ments I have presented here are but specimen bricks, they are but 
atoms in the great mass of evidence that can be gathered from the affi- 
davits of soldiers and applicants for pensions in every close Congres- 
sional district in this Union. I have not time to go further into it now; 
but I have produced this much to show that Commissioner Black w s 
right when he asserted that some of the pension officials had for the 
claimants other tests than those of the law, and who required in addi- 


made his report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I want to say this further. Talk 
to me as you may please about bulldozing in the South, talk to me as you 
may please about Eph. Holland and ballot-box stuffing in Cincinnati, 
I say here and now that the eruelest instruments ever employed for cor- 
rupting the ballot-box were the men that were sent out under a Repub- 
lican administration in their official character to tamper with the votes 
ot disabled Democratic soldiers and drive them into Republican ranks 
by threats of depriving them of their means of support. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I care not forthe conduet of Dudley. Dud- 
ley could not accomplish one-hundredth part as much as these special 
examiners could. One word more in regard to Commissioner Black. 
When he came into that bureau he entered upon the work of inaugu- 
rating reform, and one of the principal reforms he desired to effect was 
to put the Pension Bureau on a non-partisan basis. 

= MEMBER. Is this a specimen of it—bringing these official records 
in here? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. General Black has been assailed here. IIe has 
a right to defend himself, and it is my right and duty as a Representa- 
es of the State of which he i is a citizen to see that justice is done to 

im. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By ex parte affidavits to which no man can have 
an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, as evidence of the sincerity of the Pres- 
ident to reform the civil service, and of General Black’s sincere desire 
to put that bureau on a non-partisan basis, I wish to call attention to 
a few facts. When Commissioner Black went into that office he found 
one thousand six hundred and sixty-six employés there, of whom only 
twenty-eight were Democrats. He ee there nearly twelve months 
and has made only one hundred and fifty-five changes in that time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Was Clark included in those twenty-eight Demo- 
crats? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Clark was expelled—turned out, or perhaps 


Mr. BRUMM. He was not included in the twenty-eight ? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not know, sir. 
Mr. BRUMM. Then he would make the number twenty-nine, 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Commissioner Black tells me that while he has 
made only one hundred and fifty-five changes, and appointed only one 
hundred and forty-two Democrats of that number, he regrets that he 
has not yet been able to remove at least one-half of the entire force in 
that bureau, in order that the two political parties might be equally 
represented there, and that Democratic soldiers might have as fair an 

ity for a favorable consideration of their cases as Republican 
soldiers have: [Applause on the Democratic side. ] rR 

I do not wish to be as fully agreeing with the adminis- 
tration in its method of purifying the civil service by retaining so many 
Republican office-holders. Iam one of those who believe that the couh- 
try is safest when the reins of Government are intrusted to Democratic 
hands. But while I believe it better that a larger number of removals 
should be made, yet I have no doubt of the sincerity of the belief of 
the President that he is pursuing that policy in regard to the civil serv- 
ice which is wisest and best for the future welfare of the country, and 
in accordance with his public pledges prior to and since his election. 

I hope that General Black will go on and turn out all the men who 
have misused their offices in the manner I have described here, and I 
trust he will continue the removalsin that Department until he secures 
at least as many Democratic officials in the Pension Office as there are 
Republicans. 

Mr. Chairman, I have lost so much time by interruptions that Ihave 
failed to refer to several points on which I intended to comment. Iwish 
now to say that I can prove by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that the 
Democratic party since it came into power in this House has shown 
itself to be more liberal in its appropriations for pensions to the soldiers 
than Republican Congresses ever were. To whom do the soldiers owe 
the arrearage-of-pension money that they have received? What are the 
facts in regard to the arrearage-of-pension bill which was passed some 
years ago? I will give them to you. 

The first bill, providing arrears of pensions, was introduced Decem- 
ber 9, 1874, in the Senate, and was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. was then Republican in both Houses. What did the 
Republican do with that arrears-of-pension bill? The bill was 
reported back from the committee to the Senate with an adverse re- 

rt on the 26th of January, 1875. Hon. D. D. Pratt, Republican 

tor from Indiana, who was chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
said in reporting the bill adversely: 

Iam instructed by the committee to report adversely on Senate bill No. 955, 
providing for ent of arrears of pension. The committee learn on cor- 
respondence with the Pension Office that it will require upward of $9,000,000 
to meet the requisitions ofthe bill. For economic reasons 

For economic reasons!’? There was no consideration for the justice 
of the bill—no consideration whatever for the interest of the poor sol- 
dier, but— 

For economic reasons, as well as others, the committee think the bill should 
not be entertained. 


Senator Pratt moved the indefinite postponement of the bill, and the 
motion was carried in the household of those who pretend to be par ex- 
cellence the friends of the soldier. Inthe House, which was Republican 
in the Forty-third Congress, numerous petitions were received from sol- 
diersand their widows praying for the passage of an act to pay them 
arrears of pensions. But, sir, they were buriedin the committee-room 
where they died, and a deaf ear was turned to all these prayers. The 
arrears-of- pension act was thus effectually killed by the Republicans in 
the Forty-third Congress, whenit was supposed the measure would cost 
only $9,000,000. : 

What followed? In the next Congress, the Forty-fourth, thank God, 
the House of ntatives was Democratic; and the soldiers ought 
to thank God for it also. In that Co: many petitions and me- 
morials were received, as in the previous Congress, from soldiers asking 
for the payment of their pensions. These were referred to the appro- 
priate committee and promptly and favorably considered. The com- 
mittee formulated a bill to pay the arrears of 1 and reported it to 
the House ſor . General A. V. Rice, of Ohio, a Demoerat and a gal- 
lant Union soldier, who had lost a leg in the service, moved to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. The motion of General Rice prevailed in 
that Copperhead, Southern-brigadier House of Representatives,“ as it 
has been described by Republican politicians. The pension-arrearage 
bill was stricken down in a Republican Congress, but was lifted up and 

in the Democratic House of the Forty-fourth Congress. Gen- 
eral Rice’s motion prevailed, the rules were suspended, and the bill 
e 
e te was ublican by a jority. Let us see what 
became of the bill there? N 
oo McKINLEY. Has the gentleman the vote in the House on that 
ill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Immediately on the bill being read in the 
Senate Mr. INGALLS, a Republican Senator from Kansas, moved thatit 
lie on the table; and his motion was agreed to. 

Thus this Democratie bill to pay the soldiers the arrears of pensions 
was killed by a Republican Senate in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELL. How many Democrats and how many Repub- 
licans voted for that bill in the House? 


was killed in the Forty-third 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam now dealing with the record of the Re- 
publican party. Now listen to the record of the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But you are not giving the record. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not propose to be interrupted. . The bill 
a Republican Congress. It was 
killed again in the Republican Senate of the Forty-fourth Congress. 
Then came the Forty-fifth Congress. The bill as it came from the Pen- 
sion Committee was not exactly in suitable form, it contained no appro- 
priation; nevertheless, the Democratic House, to save time, passed it, 
and in a few days Mr. Sparks, a Democratic member from Illinois, re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations a bill to pay thearrears of 
pensions, which was passed, the amount appropriated being $25,000,000. 

The Democratic House of the Forty-fifth Congress passed a bill mak- 
ing an appropriation of $25,000,000 to pay the soldiers’ arrears of pen- 
sions, whereas the Forty-third Congress, a Republican Congress, and 
the Republican Senate in the Forty-fourth Congress killed all bills for 
the same purpose when it was supposed the expenditure would not be 
much more than one-third of that amount. 

Mr. RYAN. The majority of the Democratic votes cast were against 
the passage of that bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was passed by Republican votes; a majority 
of the Democrats voted against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was a member of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
and voted for the bill. A majority of that House was Democratic; 
and that bill was passed in that House—the bill which a Republican 
Senate had scorned and laid on the table. 

Contrast the work done for pensioners in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
which was Republican, with thenext, the Forty-eighth Congress, which 
was Democratic. 

The Republican Forty-seventh Congress passed only one hundred and 
ninety special pension acts, whereas the last Democratic Congress, the 
Forty- e five hundred and twenty-four. These figures show 
who are the friends of the soldier. 

This is but a tithe of what we have done for the soldier. Ihave not 
time to go over this whole record. I would be glad to do so. I say 
again, I can prove by the Congressional records that the Democratic 
party in Congress has been more liberal in its appropriations of pen- 
Kon and bountiesto the Union soldiers than the Republicans have ever 

I have not forgotten the time—I think it wasin the Forty-second 
Congress—when the bill equalizing the bounties of soldiers—a just and 
proper measure—was lost by reason of the veto of a Republican Presi- 
dent or his refusal to sign the bill, and why? Because, as was alleged, 
it would cost too much money! At the same time that same Repub- 
lican President in 1869 had signed a bill which practically took $600,- 
000,000 out of the pockets of the people of this country and put that 
amountin the pockets of the bondholders by declaring that bonds which 
were then worth but 75 cents on the dollar in specie should be paid at 
par in coin. When the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], in a past 
Congress, introduced a bill proposing to do the same thing for the sol- 
dier that a Republican Congress did for the bondholder he was laughed 
at and ridiculed. 

: ae JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Has the committee reported that 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend must not get excited. Notwith- 
standing the outcry against the bill equalizing the bounties of the 
Union soldiers on account of the large amount which it involved, yet 
in the first Democratic House which appeared here since the war—the 
Forty-fourth Congress—that bill was passed and sent to the Repub- 
lican Senate, where it was indefinitely postponed and killed. If the 
Republican Senate had been as friendly to the soldier as the Demo- 
cratic House he would have received his equalized-bounty money long 


ago. 

Gentlemen talk about the Democratic party as if it is but tempora- 
rily in power. Let me tell you, gentlemen, the Democratic party has 
come here to stay. [Applause.] With false pretenses and misrepre- 
sentations you have deluded many poopie in the North into the belief 
that the Democratic party could not be safely intrusted with power, and 
thereby for a long time keptusoutofpower. By corrupting the ballot- 
box in the North and the unlawful employment of deputy by 
the use of the bayonet and intimidation in the South, by fraud, forgery, 
and perjury of members of returning boards you deprived the American 
people of their rightful choice for the Presidency in 1876 and seated a 


in his place. 

The most deadly perils which threaten the permanency of the Re- 
public are the shameful methods employed to debauch the elective fran- 
chise. The present administration can accomplish no greater reform, 
can confer upon the country no happier blessing, than to correct the 
abuses of Federal power at elections. As faras is within the legitimate 
exercise of its power it should uphold the purity of the ballot-box and 
insist upon absolute obedience to the sovereign will of the people as there 
expressed. To this end the polls should be kept free from the intimi- 
dation of bayonets, of the unlawful use of deputy marshals, and of all 
other elements of force. The result of electionsshould be honestly as- 
certained and freed from every suspicion of fraud, forgery, or bribery, 
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and see to it that each citizen of the Republic shall count for one, and 
that no man shall count for more than one. Adhere with unflinching 
determination to that cardinal principle upon which our first great 
leader, Jefferson, founded the Democratic party: 

A jealous care of the rights of election by the people; a mild and safe correct- 
ive of abuses, which are lopped by the sword of revolution where peaceable 
remedies are unprovided. 

Absolute acquiescence in the decisions of the majority—the vital principle of 
republics from which there is no appeal but to force, the vital principle and im- 
mediate parent of despotism. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

The following are copies of the affidavits from which extracts were 
read by Mr. TOWNSHEND, and which he had the consent of the House 
to print in full: 


VERGENNES, ILL., January 22, 1886. 

I, William Madden, Sang duly sworn, depose and say as follows: 

Iam forty-seven years of age, occupation farmer, and my post-office address 
is Vergennes, Jackson County, III. X 

Iam a pensioner of the United States; disability, measles and results, and paid 
at the Chicago agency at $10 per month, In the fall of 1884 I made Ce Komen 
for an increase and received an order from the Commissioner of Pensions to ap- 
pear before the examining board at Duquoin, III., for examination. On Wednes- 
day, one of the examination days, I appeared before the board for examination. 
There was present at that time one other man from Chester, IIL, for examina- 
tion. Drs. Burgess and Renfrow, members of the board, were present, and pre- 
vious to the examination I was asked by Dr. Burgess if I would suppor Logan 
and Thomas at the election about to take place, to which I replied, * I will not.” 
I was then examined by Drs. Burgess and Renfrow,and Dr. Mayer, the third 
member of the board, came in and examined me separate and apart from the 
others, and after this Dr. Mayer rejoined Drs. Burgess and Renfrow for consul- 
tation, 

During this consultation I was separated from them only by a curtain and 
overheard the conversation that ensued, and from the best I could understand 
Dr. Mayer was in favor of granting an increase, but that Doctors Burgessand Ren- 
frow, in an angry and d tone, said they would sign no such papers and 
make no such recommendation, 

I then left the consultation room, my application for increase was not granted, 
and further the deponent saith not, 

WM. MADDEN, Deponent. 


Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 22d day of January, 1886, and I cer- 
tify that the contents were fully made known to deponent before signing. 
‘ H. S. McCAUDLISH, Special Examiner. 


I, John B. Rawson, of Vergennes, III., being duly sworn, certify that the de- 
ponent, William Madden, is a man well known in this community, and that his 
reputation for truth is good. I am a physician by profession, and have known 
the deponent for the last sixteen years. 

JOHN B. ROSSOR. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 22d day of 3 and I certify 
that the contents were fully made known to the affiant and before signing. 
H. S. McCAUDLISH, Special miner. 


I, Christopher Hack of Vergennes, Jackson County, II., being duly sworn, 
state that I am forty-six years of age, and by occu on a farmer; that I have 
known William Madden for the last fifteen years, and that his statements are 
entitled to full faith and credit. 


his 
CHRISTOPHER + HACK. 
mark. 


Witness as to mark: 
WILLIAM T. INGRAM, 
Q. E. BROWNING. 
Du Quorn, ILL., January 23, 1888. 

Dr. E. Mayer, being first duly sworn, deposes as follows : 

Iam forty-three years old, a physician by profession, and have practiced my 
profession since 1867 in this city. 

Iam acquainted with Dr. Warren J. Burgess and Dr. J. W. Renfrow, and pre- 
vious to August, 1885, was associated with them as members of the medical board 
for the examination of pensioners located at this place. 

On some occasions Dr, agha asked applicants Sppearing for examination 
whether they would vote for Blaine and Logan. I think that on some occasions 
Dr. Burgess exp to applicants the hope that they would support the Re- 
publican national ticket, 

‘These instances occurred previous to the Presidential election of November, 
1884, and while the political canvass of that year was pending. 

Dr. Renfrow on several occasions asked questions similar in import to those 
asked by Dr. Burgess and related above. 

E. MAYER. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 24th of January, 1836, and I cer- 
tify that the deponent was fully acquainted with the contents of this affidavit 


before signing the same, 
Q. E. BROWNING, Special Examiner. 
LOUISVILLE, ILL., January 26, 1888. 

Hugh Hord, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That he is thirty-nine years of age; is a farmer by occupation; resides 4 
miles north of Louisville, DI. During the late war he was a private m Com- 
pany B, Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; that Ford D. phenson was 
nee of said company; he unde that during the late political cam- 
p gn for President of the United States said Stephenson was an official of the 

dension Department; said Stephenson was in Clay County, Ilinois, during the 
aforesai i campaign engaged in political work in behalf of the Republican v. 
He made violent es, and attem: to use his official position to 
influence soldiers to vote the Republican ticket, I heard him make a speech 
in Flora, III., in which he told pensioners that they were standing in their own 
light in voting the Democratic ticket. He left the impression on my mind that 
he made these assertions in his capacity of a pension official. I am at the pres- 
ent time a pensioner of the United States. 

During the political campaign of 1884 [had a private conversation with Capt. 
F. D. Stephenson. In this conversation he attempted to make me believe that it 
would be to my interest as an applicant for a pension to vote the Republican 


ticket. 
HUGH HORD. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this the 26th day of January, 1886; and I 
further certify that the contents of the foregoing affidavit were made known to 
him before signing. WM. I. 


CLIFTON, 
Clerk of the County Court. 


STATE or ILLINOIS, 
Clay County, ss: 
I. Gersham A, Hoff, judge of the county court of said county and State, do 
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hereby that I fave been intimately and 
above-named Hugh Hord, affiant, and that said 
to credit, and so reputed by his neighbors. 


STATE oy ILLINOIS, 
Clay County: 
Now, on the 26th day of January, 1886, 
gned, G. A. Hoff, county judge in and for said county and State, John Orrick, 
late private of Company F, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment of Illinois 
Volunteers of late war, who, being duly sworn 55 upon his oath 
doth depose and say, I am a pensioner of the United es of the Chicago 
ney; I have been personally acquainted with one Col. F. D. Stephenson, late 
of the Pension Bureau at Washington, D. C., for the last twenty years, During 
thecampaign of 1881, at Flora. in Clay County, Ilinois, said Stephenson met me 
and electioneered me to vote for one James M ey, then a candidate for on- 
gress Loma the Republican ticket. Stephenson aforesaid knew I was a Demo- 
crat. He knew I was anex-soldier, and knew I was drawing a 5 and said 
Stephenson then and there referred to the fact that he, said Stephenson, was 
then holding a high position in the Pension Office at Washington, and said that 
if I would vote for said McCartney for Congress he, Stephenson, would see that 
my pension would be increased any time I wanted it increased; and further 
deponent saith not. 


rsonally acquainted with the 
ordisrespectable and entitled 


G. A. HOFF, County Judge. 


rsonally appeared before the under- 


his 
JOHN + ORRICK, 
mark, 


Attest: 

SAMUEL ENGART. 
Q. E. BROWNING., 

Subscribed and sworn to before me in the presence of Samuel Engart and Q. 
E. Browning, the above attesting witnesses; and I further certify that I care- 
fully read the above affidavit over to theaffiant before he executed the same, and 
that the affiant fully understood the same. I further certify that said Orrick is 
respectable and entitled to credit, and so reputed by his m5 map 

G. A. HOFF, County Judge. 

Official certificate on file in Pension Department. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
Franklin County. ss: 

Aaron Neal, being first duly sworn, on his oath states, that he is now in the 
fifty-fourth year of his age; that he was born in the county of Franklin, in the 
State of Illinois, and has always resided in said county with the exception of 
aboutone year, which was spent in the Army; that he was a member of Com- 
pany C, Fifteenth Illinois Cavalry, commanded by Colonel Stewart; that he was 
p at from the service at Corinth, Miss., A. D. 1863, on account of disability 
contracted while in the line of his duty; that he is now drawing a pension for 
same disability. Affiant further states that some two years ago, as affiant is in- 
formed, some one to affiant unknown, but as affiant believes for political rea- 
sons roy E undertook to have his pension stopped; that the result of said step 
was to bring affiant’s case before Special 
summer or fall of A. D. 1884. 

Affiant further states that the said special examiner, who claimed to be Con- 
ner, while investigating affiant’s case inquired of affiant what his politics were, 
or what ticket affiant voted,and when informed that affiant was a Democrat 
and voted that ticket, the said Conner said to afflant: How do you expect to 
draw a pension from a government that you vote against all the time?” 

Affiant further states that the said Conner led me to believe from his conver- 
sation and conduct that unless I would vote the gt hag gms ticket my pension 
standing might be endangered, and when I gave him to understand that I un- 
9 my pension depended upon my service to the country during the war 
and not upon m e and that before I would abandon my political con- 
victions ould lose my pension,he paid no more attention to my pension 
matter. 

Affiant further states that he is well acquainted in Franklin County; that for 
the last two Presidential canvasses it has been generally understood that if 
Democratic applicants for pension would vote the Republican tickets their pen- 
sion claims would be much surer than it they continued to vote the Democratie 
tickets; that this impression seemed to be made by nearly all the leading Re- 
publicans, but whether such policy emanated from the head of the Pension De- 
partment affiant does not know. And further affiant saith not. 

AARON NEAL, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, anotary public, by the above-named Aaron 
Neal; and I hereby certify that I am 3 y acquainted with said Aaron Neal 
and believe him to be creditable and worthy of belief. 


January, 28, 1886. 

W. R. WARD, Notary Public. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take the floor in my own right and yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] if he will make the mo- 
tions necessary to pass this bill to-night. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the Democratic party will not permit 
aspeech of the kind just made to go out without giving an opportunity 
to reply. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] No one 
dared to make it where there was a legitimate opportunity for reply. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will have plenty of time to reply 
hereafter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon Saturday, which has been set apart for de- 
bate only. [Laughter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would be glad if further time could be given. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am on the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have but given an atom of what I have be- 
hind. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois does not seem to de- 
sire to call the previous question, and therefore I take the responsibility 
of making that motion myself. [Applause. ] z 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before that is done I ask leave to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. I will say I will not abuse.that privilege by 
introducing anything personal. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The vote on the passage of the bill under the rules 
will be taken by yeas and nays. 


aminer Conner some time in the 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
241, nays 1, not voting 81, as follows: 


YEAS—%l1. 
Adams, G. E. Dowdney, Laffoon, Rockwell, 
Allen, OH Dunham, La Follette, Rogers, 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, ndes, Romeis, 
Anderson, O, M. Eden, I 4 Rowell, 
Baker, Eldredge, Lawler, Ryan, 
Ballentine, Ellsberry, La Fevre, Sawyer, 
Barnes, ly, Lindsley, Sayers, 
y Ermentrout, Little, 
Bayne, Evans, Long, Scranton, 
A Everhart, Lore, Seney, 
Belmont, Farqubar, Lo 5 Seymour, 
Felton, 8 Smal 
Bland, Fleeger, ahoney, Sowden, 
Bliss, Foran, Markham, Spooner, 
Blount, ‘ord, Martin, Spriggs, 
Bound, Forney, Matson, Springer. 
Boutelle, Frederick, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boyle, Fuller, cComas, Steele, 
Brady, Gay, MeCreary, Stephenson, 
Bragg, Geddes, Kenna, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, C. II. McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, E. McRae, St. n, 
Browne, T. M. Glass, Merriman, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Brown, W. W. Glover, Millard, Storm, 
Brumm, T, Miller, Swope, 
Bunnell, Green, W. J. Milliken, Symes, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Moffatt, ‘Taulbee, 
Burrows, rout, Morgan, Taylor, J. I. 
Butterworth. Guenther, Morrill, Taylor, J. M. 
Bynum, Hale, Morrison, Taylor, Zach 
Cabell, Hall, Morrow, Thomas, J. R. 
Caldwell, Halsell, Muller, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hanback, Neal, mpson, 
Campbell, J. E. Harris, Neece, ‘Tillman, 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, Negley, ‘Townshend, 
Cannon, Hayden, Norwood, 8 
Carleton, Haynes, O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Caswell, eard, o’ 2 Turner, 
Catchings, Henderson, D. B. O'Hara, Van M, 
Clardy, Henderson, J. S. O'Neill, Charles Van A 
Clements, Henderson, T. J. Osborne, Viel, 
Cobb, Hepburn, wen Wade, 
Cole, Herman, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Compton, Hewitt, Payne, Ward, J. H. 
Comst Hiestand, eel, Ward, T. B. 
Conger, Hi Perkins, Warner, A. J. 
Cowles, Hitt, Perry, Warner, William 
Cox, Holman, Peters, Weaver, A. J. 
Crain, Holmes, Pettibone, Weaver, J. B. 
Crisp, Hopkins, Phelps, eber, 
Croxton, Ho 6 Pidcock, Wheeler, 
Curtin, Hutton, Pindar, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, Irion, Pierce, Willis, 
Daniel, James, Plumb, Wilson, 
Johnson, F. A Randall, Winans, 
Dav Johnston, J. T. n, Wise, 
Dawson, Johnston, T. D. Reed, T. B. Wolford, 
Dibble, Jones, J. I. Reid, J. W. Worthington. 
Dingley, etcham, Richardson, 
Dockery, King, Riggs, 
Dorsey, Kleiner, Robertson, 
NAYS-—1, 
Bennett. 
NOT VOTING—SI, 
Adams, J. J. Findlay, Louttit, Skinner, 
Aiken, isher, Lovering, Snyder, 
Anderson, J. A Funston, Maybury, Stone, E. E. 
rnot, Gallinger, MeMillin, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Atkinson, Gilfillan Mills, oda 
r. Green, R. Mitchell, Struble, 
Barksdale, Hahn, Murphy, Swinburne, 
Bing 5 Hammond, Nelson, ‘Tarsney. 
Brown, C. E. Harmer, Oates, Taylor, E. B 
Buchanan, Hem hill, O'Neill, J. J. Throckmorton, 
Buck Hendley, Outhwaite, Wait, 
Burleigh, Herbert, Payson, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. M. ill, ce, Wellborn, 
Candler, k, Pulitzer, West, 
Collins, Houk, Ranney, White, A. C. 
Cooper, Jackson, Reese, White, Milo 
8 Jones, J. T. Rice, Wilkins, 
Davenport, Kelly, Sadler, Woodburn. 
Davidson, A. C Laird, Sessions, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Leh! > Shaw, 
ugherty, Li A Singleton, 
So the bill was passed. 


The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk 
for the remainder of the day: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. Dayinson, of Florida, with Mr. ATKINSON, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr. HEARD. 8 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I am paired with Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, 
but knowing he would vote in favor of the bill Ihave recorded my vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, would certainly vote 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. So I have stated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. WAITE, who is absent, would, if present, vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. CANNON. So would Mr. Buck, who is necessarily absent. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam paired with Mr. WAKEFIELD; but as he would 


vote in ~ affirmative if present, I have voted in favor of the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. My colleague, Mr. HARMER, who is absent, would, 
if present, vote in the affirmative. 

e vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a privileged report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask that the Committee on Appropriations be 
allowed to proceed to-morrow with what is known as the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, otherwise it will have to go over till Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the title of 
the bill. I move to strike out the last three words. 

I have not felt disposed to participate in this debate until the recent 
exhibition which has been made in the presence of the House. I de- 
sire to make a very few observations now. T desire to callthe attention 
of the House to the most extraordinary spectacle which has been pre- 
sented here during the hour which preceded the vote upon the bill. 

It explains other proceedings which have taken place in this House. 
This debate has been, so far as it has been legitimate, upon the ques- 
tion of the exhibition of partisanship by a public officer while he is oc- 
cupying a public office. There has she much language of reprobation 
used by gentlemen on the other side of the House upon that subject; 
and yet during the last two days the Commissioner of Pensions, in viola- 
tion of the rules of this House, has been upon the floor of the House. 
To that nobody has made objection. But to-day the p of his 
presence here has been revealed. What wasit? It was to furnish to 
gentlemen upon the other side, not in their official capacity, not to this 
House, but to individual members of the House, the records of the Pen- 
sion Office for the eek sta of enabling them to make partisan discourse. 

The files of the Pension Office seem to have been plundered, to have 
been brought here and left in unofficial hands, to be examined and used, 
not by the whole House, but by individual members of it, for partisan 
purposes. And in addition to that, a thing which was for the 
last closing hour of the debate, when it was thought that no reply could 
be made and no comment uttered, for the production of afidavit 

Mr. CASWELL (from his seat). Ex parte affidavits too. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. To blacken the character of men who never 
had an opportunity to defend themselves. 

If there is any basis of truth it is the right of cross-examination and 
the right to face one’s accusers; and yet the Commissioner of Pensions 
has furnished to a member of this House things which are presented 
here as the official files of his Department, which are one-sided affida- 
vits, and the facts themselves show that every one of them was pro- 
duced after the Commissioner had made his charges in that party pn; 
phlet which he calls his report.“ [Applause on the Republican side]. 

Is that the example of reform that is set tous? Just think of ita 
moment. A party that is loudly proclaiming its determination to di- 
yorce this office from partisan pu and partisan action has its 
Commissioner of Pensions brought upon the floor to furnish and leave 
in unofficial hands the records of his office ! 

Worse than that. A deliberate plan is made by the members on the 
other side to have ex parte affidavits dragged here at a time when they 
believed no opportunity for an answer could be found; and when I ap- 
pealed to the Democratic party not to permit a performance like that to 
take place without reply, I was met with a ripple of gentle laughter 
from these earnest, high-minded, patriotic reformers. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

I know how gentlemen on the other side feel, or a large part of them. 
I know that they sympathize with whatI say. I know that they feel 
they have been discredited as well as the rest of us as citizens of this 
Republic by such an exhibition as we have just witnessed. 

For my part I do not care to deal in ancient history, whether it be- 
gins a year back or whether it goes back to the time of Howell Cobb. 
I prefer to deal with the present. What a spectacle is this which is 
now presented. I congratulate the Democratic party that only one 
speaker on that side made use of ex parte affidavits, obtained in such a 
manner, to blacken men who can not be heard. 

It would be impossible for me, Mr. Speaker, to add anything to the 
plain facts of this case. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] so much time 
as he may desire. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I shall only require five or ten minutes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iyieldsuch time as the gentleman may need. 
i Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to occupy a very short 

me. 

Touching these papers, the public records which have been brought 
in here, while I am not permitted to refer to what is taking place at the 
other end of this Capitol, yet the President’s message is in the posses- 
sion of the country and in the ion of the House, at least of its 
mennes, in which he withholds the files of the Departments from the 


— 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the Commissioner of Pensions, so wise, so able, 
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so thoroughly conversant with all the proprieties of official life and of 
official action, a man of mature age, the subordinate to the President 
of the United States and to the Secretary of the Interior—I feel assured 
that the Commissioner of Pensions, I will say to the gentleman from 
Maine, would never have furnished from the files of the Pension Of- 
fice those ex parte affidavits to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. TOWNS- 
HEND], and the letter-books and other public records of his Depart- 
ment, unless he had the direct order of the President of the United 
States so to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my colleague allow one single word ? 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It seems to me that my colleague and another 
gentleman on that side desire to create the impression that I was the 
only Democratic member of the House who presented these affidavits 
to have them read before the House and the country. Do gentlemen 
forget that they were introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Matson], and similar papers by the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. WILSON I, and yet no one took exception then to their introduc- 
tion, but their criticism is reserved for me, who made use of them in 
the closing hours of the debate. I know my colleague would not wish 
to do me any injustice. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend will acquit me of any discourtesy to him. 
At that moment I was not referring to my friend, but was referring 
rather to the Commissioner of Pensions and the President of the United 
States, calling the attention of the House and the country to what 
must be the fact under the official proprieties, that these records that 
are under the direction and control of the President of the United 
States are withheld from members on one side of this legislative body 
and are produced here to my colleague, no doubt under the order of the 
President, and also to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] and 
others. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr. CANNON. inly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my colleague I am satisfied the 
President knows nothing whatever of the production of these docu- 
ments. They were obtained by me in the Pension Office, and I will 
say I do not really believe these affidavits are part of the official files. 
They are documents deposited there coming from all parts of the 
country. I obtained them at the same time with the gentleman from 
Indiana and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

A MEMBER. He has confessed it now. 

Mr. CANNON. I understood my colleague to say the affidavits he 
read were from the files of the Pension Office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I may have made a mistake in that. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and I understood him to say that they 
had more of them there; that these were but specimens of the vast mass 
of affidavits that he could produce and that were there on file. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I stated so. 

Mr. CANNON. If it be true that the President of the United States 
did not direct the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to produce these affidavits, well and good. I could conceive of 
no other mode by which they could get here; and even if they had 
come here by that mode I undertake to say that the action would be 
unprecedented. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a most unfair and reckless use of the garbled 
records and culled ex parte affidavits from the files of the Pension Office. 
When did the House by resolution or otherwise ask for them? Why 
are they furnished solely to Democratic members? Why are they away 
from the depository in the Pension Office provided by law for them, 
floating around loose in the hands of individual members on the other 
side? Will they be destroyed in whole or part or will they be returned 
tothe Pension Office? Have they been read in whole or have they been 
artfully culled and selected or of them suppressed, and through 
such suppression or the suppression of other papers belonging with them 
the false appears true or the true false? knows? 

The light of cross-examination has never fallen upon them. 

Is this Democratic reform? Is this Democratic fairness? Are these 
the methods of an administration that has been announcing for a year, 
“I am holier than thou?“ 

Mr. Speaker, how different has been the action of this House touch- 
ing its records. 

The other day a subpena duces tecum, from one of the highest courts 
of the land, was served on the Clerk of this House, to produce a record of 
this House in the court for the purpose of examination and being offered 
in evidence. Thesubpœna was reported to the House and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee and a resolution of the House passed that the record 
should not go from its custody in the hands of the Clerk or otherwise; but 
that the court, through its officer, with the attorneys present, should 
have power to examine that record within the Capitol in the place 
where the records are kept. 

Mr. Speaker, one word in conclusion. Colonel Stevenson, of IIlinois, 
was for many years chief of one of the divisions in the Pension Office, 


a man of excellent ability, a faithful officer, a man whose character. 


is as good as that of any man here or in service under the Executive; 
a man in war or peace the peer of any one, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions not excepted. Asa Representative from Illinois I can not be si- 


lent when my colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, seeks to blacken his char- 
acter by such ex parte affidavits as he has read, made by whom we know 
not and p by means we know not of, and whether they be pri- 
vate property of the Commissioner of Pensions or a part of the files in 
the office conducted by his agents, swift to curry favor with power, I 
care not; in any event they are ex parte, unworthy of credibility, and 
will not be received by the House or the country to blacken in the 
slightest degree the character of Colonel Stevenson. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It will be remembered that when the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] introduced an affidavit a little while 
ago it was in order to show that the late Commissioner of Pensions had 
prostituted his office to political purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did not in- 
troduce it for any such purpose. I stated distinctly I had nothing to 
say against Colonel Dudley. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not care what the gentleman said as to that. 
The whole tenor of his remarks, the whole purpose he had was to blacken 
the name and the fame of that gentleman, and to do it, too, in a cow- 
ardly way, without giving him any opportunity of being heard or of his 
friends being heard in his defense. 

1 TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman means by the term cow- 
ardly ?*—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not yield. I withdraw the expression. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If he means the word ‘ cowardly’? in a per- 
sonal sense I want to know it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have withdrawn it; although I do not suppose 
it would need a definition at my hands for the gentleman’s use. The 
purpose in my judgment was to blacken the name of this officer, to 
show that he had used those under his command for political purposes. 

Now the present Commissioner goes ont upon a lark. He under- 
takes to make some political capital for his political friends and polit- 
ical party. He makes certain charges in a paper he calls his rt. 
It becomes necessary when that is challenged to get some kind of evi- 
dence to sustain it, and this is the kind he has, such as was read here. 
Attached to the paper the gentleman from Illinois read was one he did 
not read, which explains how that affidavit was obtained. It explains 
the character of the affidavit and the purposes for which it is to be 
used or rather not used. The letter which is attached to that paper is 
marked private. Will you look at it and examine it for yourself? 
It was a private letter that a gentleman named Youngblood addressed 
to the Commissioner, and it is attached to the affidavit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I never noticed the letter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That letter is as follows; I copied it: 


KENTON, ILL., January 29, 1886. 
Mark the date, Mr. Speaker, January 29, 1886. 


Hon, Joun C. BLACK, 
Washington, D. C.: 
DEAR Stn: At the request of Doctors Rogers and Bundy 


Who are those gentlemen? I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] if they are not members of the examining boards that 
this Commissioner has appointed ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They do not live in my district. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask him if they are not officers of the United 
States, appointed by this very man who is now using them for political 
purposes to sustain and bolster up this assault which he has made 
upon his political adversaries? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I read further from this precious private“ document: 


At the request of Doctors Rogers and Bundy, I herewith inclose affidavit of 
Aaron Neal, which I think fully substantiates your report as Commissioner— 


[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 

‘The Commissioner was evidently seeking for something to sustain his 
assault on the Republican party, and he undertook to use these officers 
that he had himself appointed for the purpose of securing such evidence; 
and the agent they selected wrote this letter congratulating him upon 
his success in finding just that kind of dirt that was required to help him 
in this emergency. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. 

The letter continues: 


which I think fully substantiates your report as Commissioner. 
others as soon as made. 


I will send 


„Others as soon as made.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They appear to have had a factory. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This letter is signed, Yours truly, F. M. Young- 
blood.” Yes, sir; that is the method; that is the way these gentle- 
men propose to blacken the name of Commissioner Black’s predecessor. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes left. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
vonia, if he desires. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call the previous question. 


I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not yield for that purpose. I have a re- 
mark to make, and then I will call the previous question, as the gen- 
tleman desires. 

It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that what I said in the opening has been 

y justified. More than that, it will be seen that what I said hope- 

y of the attitude of the Democratic party upon this subject has also 
been justified; for even the gentleman who perpetrated, or who as- 
sisted in perpetrating, this thing has himself , So far as we 
could expect him to do it, his feeling of doubtfulness as to the trans- 
action. When you contrast this freedom of exhibition on this occasion 


Speaker, I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman sits down I wish to ask him 
a question. Does he assume that we have read here a public record? 

Mr. REED. Oh, I do not assume at all. The gentleman from II- 
linois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], on his responsibility asa member of Congress, 
standing in his seat, stated that they were the records of the Pension 

and he has admitted it in this debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I said also, in answer to my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], that if I had stated that they were 
part of the records or the files of the Pension Office I might be mis- 
taken—that they were not, perhaps, official papers, but were simply 
deposited in the Pension Office. I so state now, and if I stated other- 
wise in the hurry of debate I may have been mistaken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine.. If the gentleman regrets it, that is very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will allow me tosay further, 
that these affidavits, as the gentleman himself must see, could not be 
a part of the public records of the Pension Office. They were personal 
papers of the head of that bureau; that is clear; and no other interpre- 
tation can be placed on them. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What were they brought here for? Who 
brought them here? 

Mr. SOWDEN. They were brought here for the purposes named in 
the letter read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Now, will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] kindly tell me whether that letter-book from which copies 
of letters e been read so freely, was or was not a part of the records 
of the Pension Office? , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to answer. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am, for I have examined it; and it is; or 
else it is the private letter-book of Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had supposed, and suppose still, from a hasty 
glance I gave at that book as displayed here on the table yesterday, that 
it was the letter-press book of the Commissioner of Pensions, which he 
did not think proper to take away from the office; that it is not a pub- 
lie record, because there are in it matters which manifestly do not per- 
tain to the current business of his office. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then if it was not a violation of public de- 
cency to bring it here, it was a violation of private decency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it was left there publicly, I do not see why any 
gentleman may not take it up and use it. 

Mr. ALL rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine demands the previous 
question on his amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idesire the floor in my on right. I want to bring 
the House to a vote on laying on the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], in the course of his re held up an affidavit of one 
Aaron Neal, and indorsed that man as an honorable soldier—the peer, 
as I understood him to say, of any one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I said nothing whatever of the standing of Mr. 
Amey I found his affidavit accompanying the proof which I had be- 

me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not the gentleman know that Aaron Neal is 
a convicted felon, who served a term in the penitentiary of his State 
for eman murder committed in the night? [Applause on the Re- 

can side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iar informed that isso, and that the man Young- 
blood, who prepared and sent the affidavits here, was a “‘ copperhead,’’ 
and during the war had a child born whom he called Jefferson Davis. 
Is not that true? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman has asked me a question, and 
I want to answer. Aaron Neal was a soldier in the late War 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was he not a convicted felon ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I never heard it except from your lips. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Then you have answered 
not yield further. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I propose now—— : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa does not yield further. 


my question, and I do 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield, and 
the Chair must enforce the rules, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now return the floor to the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I withdraw my motion to amend the title. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question, then, is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was , and to lay that motion on the table. f 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to give me an opportunity for a brief explanation. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to be exactly fair toward both sides. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
pas me I will resume the floor and will yield to the gentleman from 

inois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Aaron Neal isa citizen of Franklin County, in 
my district, but some 60 miles from where Ireside. I only know him 
as I know thousands of people in that vicinity. Iknowthat he wasa 
soldier. I never before heard that he was convicted of any crime what- 
ever. So far as Mr. Youngblood is concerned, I say nowand here that 
he is the peer of the member from Iowa—as honorable a man as the 
gentleman from Iowa. My colleague [Mr. Morrison], who stands 
near me, knows as well as I that Mr. Youngblood is as honorable, up- 
right, and patriotic a citizen of this Republic as the gentleman from 
Towa. 


Mr. HOPKINS. How was he during the war? 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
it was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] asks unanimous consent that so much time as may be necessary 
to-morrow be devoted to the consideration of what is known as the ur- 
gency deficiency bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it will take more than one hour. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and 
the order will be made. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for theexpenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDEN. I reserve all points of order on that bill. 


TELEPHONE INVESTIGATION. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following as the 
select committee to investigate the facts concerning the alleged owner- 
ship of Pan-Electric Telephone stock by certain public officials: Mr. 
BOYLE, Mr. Oates, Mr. EDEN, Mr. HALL, Mr. HALE, Mr. RANNEY, 
Mr. MILLARD, Mr. HANBACK, and Mr. MOFFATT. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FISHER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Houk, for five days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. KING (at 7 o'clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of sundry old soldiers and others, 
citizens of Bradford, Pa., for the passage of House bill 4902—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the West Branch Lumber Exchange, protesting 
against the placing of lumber on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of 281 representative citizens of Tolland and 
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Henderson Counties, Connecticut, for scientific temperance instruction 
in all schools under control of Federal Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Somerset County, 
Pennsylvania, asking the enactment of a law requiring scientific tem- 
perance instruction in the public schools under the control of the Fed- 
eral Government—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of citizens of Fremont County, Wyoming, 
praying passage of a general pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Two memorials from Boston, Mass., concerning 
the abolition of the Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of 146 members of Franklin Assembly, No. 
2376, Knights of Labor, Galveston, Tex., favoring the engineers’ plan 
for securing deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Osceola County, Mich- 
igan, in favor of pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolutions of the Clinton County (Michigan) Wool-growers’ As- 
sociation in favor of the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition of Anti-Coolie Club of Santa Clara County, 
California, in favor of the abrogation of the Burlingame treaty—to the 
Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. FISHER: Memorial of Local Assembly of Knights of Labor, 
No. 3396, of Cheboygan, Mich., asking for liberal appropriations for pub- 
lie improvements to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of citizens of the Big Sandy 
Valley, for the improvement of the Big Sandy River, West Virginia and 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial in relation to woman suffrage—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial from Saint Paul, Minn., concerning the abolition of the 
Presidency—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Cornelius V. Bellows and 65 
others, of Marshfield, Ohio, for pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. B. Levenworth, of Havana, N. V., and a large num- 
ber of other soldiers of the late war, pra; that soldiers’ pay be made 
eqnal to what it would have been if paid in gold—to the Committee 
en War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Statement of Hon. William Chapin in the claim 
of William H. H. Buck, Company G, First Vermont Cavalry, for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a paper relating to pension of Helen M. Stickney—to the same 
committee. : 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of 216 representative citizens of Win- 
nebago, Lake, Green, and Waushara Counties, Wisconsin, for scientific 
temperance instruction in all schools under the control of the Federal 
Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of C. J. Ives and 40 others, and of J. C. 
Smith and 43 others, citizens of Louisa County, Iowa—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of J. B. C. Quillian and others, citizens 
of Douglas County, Georgia, in favor of appropriations for aid to edu- 
cation—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition for forfeiture of town-site of Alkali, now 
Arlington, Oreg.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Central Oregon for continued appropria- 
tions for the Yaquina Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of many citizens of Washington County, Iowa, for the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of John F. Duncomb and others, citizens of Iowa, for 
increase of pay of United States district judges—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from citizens of Southern n, for two years’ exten- 
sion of time for completion of the Oregon and California railroads—to 
the Com=:ittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of 203 representative citizens, 14 cler- 
gymen, 14 physicians, 61 teachers, 80 business men, 24 officers of tem- 
perance and other societies, of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, asking 
the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance instructions in 
the schools of the District of Columbia and the Territories, &c.—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of citizens of Washington County, Penn- 
Sylvania, asking for the passage of the bill restoring wages in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of 341 representative citizens of the 
twelfth district of Minnesota, for scientific temperance instruction in all 
schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Tom Green County, Texas, 
3 ed deep water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
an rs. 


By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Barnett T. Swart, for allowance and 
payment of claim against the United States for rent of farm in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Jacob P. Obier, for the passage of a joint 
resolution relating to the pay of postmasters—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition and claim of Ezra Burtner, of Wash- 
ington County, Maryland, for payment of warclaim—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLS: Papers relating to the burning of Brenham, Tex., 
to accompany House bill 2390—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Knights of Labor of Hiawatha, 
Kans., in favor of Government aid to Hennepin Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, house concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, me- 
morializing Congress for aid for soldiers’ home at Leavenworth, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of Knights of Labor, Monmouth, III., pray- 
ing for the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolutions of the board of directors 
of the Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, opposing the reduction of 
the duty on sugars by the Morrison tariff bill while no equivalent re- 
duction is made on molasses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the increase of the pension of 
Mrs. T. R. le—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Letter from J. H. C. Gross, manufacturer of zine 
spelter, protesting on behalf of himself and other manufacturers of zinc 
spelter against the passage of the Morrison tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of David Burk, of Claiborne County, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of 121 representative citizens of Rhode Is- 
land, for scientific tem ce instruction in all schools under the con- 
trol of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of citizens of Nacogdoches County, pray- 
ing for action of Congress to secure deep water at Sabine Pass, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Petition from Forsyth and Guilford Counties, 
North Carolina, signed by Rey. Moses J. Hunt, W. P. M. D., 
and 13 clergymen, 3 physicians, 3 lawyers, 38 teachers, 107 business men, 
and 17 officers of temperance and other societies, asking the enactment 
of a law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools 
and in the Military and Naval Academies, the Indian and colored schools 
supported by the Government, wholly or in part—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Wool Growers’ Association of Wood 
County, Ohio, asking for a restoration of the wool tariff of 1867—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of 464 representative citizens of Erie, Ve- 
nango, and Warren Counties, Pennsylvania, for scientific temperance 
instruction in all schools under control of the Federal Government— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Fred Wilkinson and others, of Mli- 
nois, for the passage of bill restoring wages of employés of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office paid them prior to March 4, 1877—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of 179 representative citizens of 
Westchester County, New York, for scientific temperance instruction 
in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

Also, resolution of the New York Assembly in the interest of inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Protest of citizens of Graves 
County, Kentucky, against passage of a bankrupt bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of Thomas Bryant and 73 others, 
citizens of Newbern, N. C., praying Con to pay to the soldiers of 
the United States the difference between the depreciated paper in which 
they were paid and the coin of the contract in which they should have 
been paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying forthis purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of citizens of the State of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Of J. B. Prickett and 25 others, citizens of Oregon. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Of 110 citizens of Adams County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of F. Hammon and 145 others, of Arkansas; 
of J. A. Bush and 46 others, of Washington Territory; of J. 8. Keith 
and 45 others, of Illinois; of N. W. Skelton, of Illinois, and 60 others; 
of T. W. Wilson and 40 others, of Arkansas; andof F, H. Todd and18 
others, of Missouri. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 5, 1886. 


é Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 368) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of 
Illinois,“ gi go May 9, 1882; 
ee bill (H. 5546) for the erection ofa public building at Asheville, 

C.; an 
0 A bill (H. R. 5547) for the erection ofa public building at Savannah, 

a. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BELFAST, ME. 


The bill (H. R. 1027) for the extensionand repair of the public build- 

ing at Belfast, Me., was read twice by its title. : 

. FRYE. The Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

have already reported, and there is on the Calendar now, a Senate bill 

exactly the same in terms with that bill, and I ask that the House bill 

may take the place on the Calendar of Senate bill 1474, Order of Busi- 
ness 270, and that the latter bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the House bill take the place on the Calendar of the Senate bill, both 
being on the same subject. á 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the House bill in the same language? 

Mr. FRYE. Exactly. 

Mr. HALE. It is the same bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order will be made. 

M LEYE aem. that 885 pu 5 ſor 5 extension and re- 

ir of the publi ing at fast, Me., be indefinite] med, 
P The motion was agreed to. TES 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of 14 clergymen, 10 physicians, 14 
lawyers, 34 teachers, 118 business men, and 42 officers of tem ce 
and other societies of Aroostook, Penobscot, Washington, and Piscata- 
quis Counties, Maine, praying for the enactment of a law requiring sci- 
entific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Academies, 
and the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part by 
mooy from the national Treasury; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave received, addressed to me personally, what is 
in fact a petition to Congress, signed by members of C. D. Sandford Post, 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, and a large number of other ex- 
soldiers, in favor of the passage of the bill increasing the ions of 
soldiers who have lostoneor both arms. I ask that it may be referred, 
although itis addressed to me personally, to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be received, if there 
be no objection, and so referred. 

Mr. DAWES. I have also received, in precisely the same form, a 
remonstrance against the of the bill increasing postage upon 
fourth-class mail matter, signed by Joseph Breck & Sons and a large 
number of other men in the city of Boston. I ask that it may be re- 
ceived and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 131 representative citizens of 
Allegany County, New York, and a petition of 219 representative citi- 
zens of Chautauqua County, New York, praying for the enactment of a 
law requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia and the Territories, and in the Military and 
Naval Academies, and the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly 
or in part by money from the national Treasury; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Scipio monthly meeting of Friends, 
New York, praying for the passage of Senate bill 355 to promote peace 
amongnations, for the creation ofa tribunal for international arbitration, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Albany and Brook- 
lyn, N. V., praying for the construction by the Gevernment of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PIKE presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Nashua, N. II., 
praying for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I have addressed to me personally a letter in the nature 
of a petition, and intended to be referred to the Committee on Public 


XVII—131 


Lands in connection with a resolution which I introduced in the Senate 
some time ago. The letter or petition is as follows: j 


Fort MYERS, FLORIDA, February 26, 1884. 


DEAR Sin: In common with all Florida our section has been er 
the land- sharks, and the United States Government has suffered the loss of - 
ions, 

By fraud and perjury la areas of Jand have been secured to the State, the 
agents making selections obtaining pay, in land, being an inducement to those 
creatures. to swear that high and dry lands are overflowed and swampand should 
be set apart to the State. 

The villainy is not confined to Monroe County, but, so far as I have investi- 
gated, extends all over the State, Applicants for homesteads are told that such 
and such land belongs to the State, though common sense teaches that the land has 
not been under water since Noah’s day, and, knowing as much of ourcountry’s 
laws as the scoundrels do, naturally wonder how such moral obliquity has been 
tolerated by a respectable government. Such al agents as have been sent 
here to re-examine have, like the notorious jack-leg lawyer, thought it 8 
to take fees on both sides. I can show by the testimony of the le 
ple of this country, unimpeachable witnesses, that ninety-five out of every hun- 
dred tracts selected as swamp and overflowed, have not and never had any 
standing water on them. 

This wholesale robbery requires such treatment as New York gave Tweed. 
An agent to do his duty must come upon the ground with moral force enou 
to withstand bribes and blandishments, and no man who has benefited by the 
steal should be allowed upon the witness-stand. Samples of fraudulent selec- 
tions can be found all around Fort Myers, up the Caloosahatchee, and, in fact, 
throughout the whole of South Florida, O tempora! O mores! 


ours, truly, 
JAMES KELLUM, M. D, 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL. 


I have also another letter in the nature of a petition from one F. C. 
M. Boggess, of Fort Ogden, Manatee County, Florida, which states as 
follows: There was selected by the State of Florida as swamp and over- 
flowed lands, on December 17, 1885, all the United States lands in 
townships 34 and 35 south, of range 29 east, particularly sections 28, 29, 
31, 32. These lands have been recently settled upon as hom 
lands. The are high hills, as high as the hills around Tallahas- 
see, and have never been overflowed since the old man Noah made his 
advent from the ark, if then. 

This letter states that large numbers of people have been defrauded 
out of their homestead rights and their settlement rights under im- 
proper selections. Without knowing anything in regard to the truth 
of these statements, I have thought it proper that the rights of all citi- 
zens should be enforced when complaint shall be made, and that these 
papers should be referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands, which I ask 
may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present three memorials of the State board of agri- 
culture of New Jersey, and ask that they be read and appropriately 


referred. They are very short. 
The following memorial of the State board of agriculture of New Jer- 


sey was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in National Congress assembled : 


Whereas the extreme low price of pork (which is one of the largest crops of 
the 3 farmer) is seriously affecting the profits of agriculture in this 
country; an 

Whereas the President, in his recent message to Con „Says, I regret to 
say thatthe restrictions upon the importation of our pork into France continue, 
notwithstanding the abundant demonstrations of the absence of * 
in its use, but I entertain strong hopes that, with a better understanding of the 
matter, this vexatious prohibition will be removed; it would be pleasing to be 
able to say as much with respect to Geman Aust and other countries 
where such food products are absolutely excluded, without present prospect of 
reasonable change; “ and 

Whereas the President does not in his message give the information as to tho 
reasons or cause why American pork is absolutely excluded in Germany, Aus- 
tria, and other countries: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the State board of agriculture of New Jersey do hereby re- 
quest our representatives in Congress to make diligent investigation into this 
matter, and endeavor to secure such changes as may be necessary to relieve this 
Important industry from the restrictions now imposed upon it by other coun- 
ries, 

By order of the New Jersey State board of agriculture., 

5 0 E. BURROUGH, President. 


WM. S. TAYLOR, Secretary. 


The following memorial of the State board of agriculture of New Jer- 
sey was read, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United Slates in National Congress assembled: 

Whereas contagious diseases, such as pleuro-pneumonia among cattle, cholera 
and other diseases among swine, exist to such an extent in our midst as to 
seriously affect the profits of agriculture; and 

Whereas our State laws fail to eradicate these diseases, on account of their con- 
tinual introduction by diseased cattle from other States passing over or resting 
on our soil: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this State board of agriculture request our members in 
National Congress to enact such laws as will, in co-operation with those passed 
by the different States, prevent the transmission of these diseases from one State 
to another, and quickly and thoroughly eradicate them from our whole land, 

By order of the New Jersey State Board of Agriculture. 

4 E. BURROUGH, President, 

est: 


W. 8. TAYLOR, Secretary. 
The following memorial of the State board of agriculture of New Jer- 
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sey was read, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


To the ‘Senate and House of Representatives 
* United States in — eee assembled : 


. intelligent Aa adm [nistration o of ot its agricultural int interests sts: Therefore — 8 
eee 


and 

ea aly ö — 2 — of Agriculture to th thediguity et — 
gress 0 a 
ead paper to the end that its Softens may be commensurate with the im- 
portance 5 to the life and p: ity of the nation. 

By order of the New Jersey State board of ee 


BURROUGH, President. 


WM. S. TAYLOR, Secretary, 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of 730 representative citizens of 
Warren, Sussex, and Hunterdon Counties, New Jersey, and a petition 
of 144 representative citizens of Gloucester, Salem, and Camden Coun- 
ties, New Jersey, praying for the enactment of a law requiring scien- 
tific temperance instruction in the public schools of the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and in the Military and Naval Acade- 
mies, and the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
Dwag from the national Treasury; which were ordered to lie on the 

e 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Knights of Labor 
of Poughkeepsie, N. V., , praying that liberal appropriations may be 
made for the construction of public works, and particularly for the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN. I Pik masinuta yl pray of John F. Stafford, ; praying for 
the purchase by Congress ize portrait of General U. S. Grant. 
I presented a petition of a Amir character in the early part of the ses- 
sion, but it has been lost, I understand, and this is pre He a copy of the 
same petition, which I present that it may go to the committee in order 
to call their attention to the subject. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the 9 

The motion was a 

Mr. VANCE presented a petttlon of Knights of Labor of Raleigh, N. C., 
Praying that appropriations may be made for the construction of pub- 

ic works, and particularly forthe Hennepin Canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

IIe also eee a petition of the New Garden monthly meeting of 
Friends, North Carolina, pra for the passage of Senate bill 
to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for inter- 
national arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COKE. I present the memorial of a large number of citizens of 
Robertson County, Texas, asking the enactment of a law requiring in 
all public schools in the District of Columbia, the Territories, and the 
Military and Naval schools, and in the Indian and colored schools under 
Government control instruction in physiology and hygiene, which shall 
re eS ee to the nature of alcoholic drinks and other nar- 
eotics and of their effects upon the human system. I move that the 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was 

Mr. CONGER ‘petitions of Knights of Labor of Ludington 
and Sheboygan, „praying the construction by the Government 
of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of H. ©. 3 and other ex-Union 
soldiers, citizens of Michigan, praying such pension legislation as is 
recommended by the national on committee of the Grand Army 
of the Sau which was re to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. B from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1877) for the relief of John McNaughton, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am directed by the Committee on hee ih 
Relations to report an amendment to the deficiency pd eng pa Nea b 


Attest: 


to pay seeretaries of legation for services rendered as 
5 the two years ending June 30, 1880, 1000 1 1 
move that the amendment be referred to the Committee on Appropriar 
tions and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1785) changing the 
name of Sixteenth street, in Washington, D. C., to Executive avenue; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1786) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily 
B. Newell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1787) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Elizabeth M. Newman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to Will- 


iam S. More; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1789) to facilitate the di of 
persons held for extradition where the President declines to surrender; 
Judiciary, read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udicia 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1790) for the relief of William R. 
Kilbourn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William Tabb be withdrawn from the 
files, there having been no adverse report. 


NAVAL VESSELS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit tothe * 
I. A statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chi 
Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin, in addition to those eee in a communi 
from the Na Department t to the House of 11. 1883 
(constituting House Executive Document No. 220, By ots Congress, second 
each case, and also 


a „together with the cost of such additional 
sh to the Senate copies of the records of the Nave De Department, as follows: 
the Dolphin: in addition to the papers accompanying the an- 
10 Secretary of November 30, 1885, the letter of the Department 
Lee ning board; the letter of the ad- 
visory board of y uly 13, 1885, accompanying their statement then made; a memo- 
randum showing when the 8 of the Attorney-General was received by the 
Seeretary, and by whom, when,and in what manner it was made public; any 
orders by the Department for the removal from the vessel of the rigging, 
or other fittings and equipment, together with any revocation thereof; 
copy of the or psy pect under which the ship was taken possession of by 
the Department, and all gs connected with the 8 
mdence, from and including the 20th of March, 1885, to the 
e above subjects between the Department or any of its 
1 or his assignees or the advisory and examining boards or any members 
which are not contained annual report; also a statement as to 
ze resent set oe of said ship, and whether or not she has been accepted by 


as as Concernin 
nnal report of 
of June 12, 1885, to the 


of the ad- 
substitu- 
on 


ry board or any members thereo: 
5 all 
m; any letters from the 
visory 


. of the 
ments previous hos — oN — ee esses ag 
reservations; al rrespondence on this subject between t 1 or 225880 
of its officers and the contractor or the advisory or ar aoe 


ica- 


and any records wing that the contractor was in difficulty when 
reservations were paid h 

VI. Concerning the payment of the reservations on of the Pu- 
ritan; the contract for su ; all reports concerning the thereof; 

the letters and vouchers making the payment and the payment of the res- 

z and all ce on ter with any other records of tho Dv 

any of its officers and the : eee omroeren y of the De- 

now existing which in the of the Navy will 

information ba the foregoing nix heads ol heads of Bon be aX copies 

furnished to be arranged under each head to dates 

as nearly as may be pi 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had a bill R. 5201) making 

appropriations for the payment of invalid and o pensions for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further routine morn- 
ing business the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the school bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the un- 
finished business being the school bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? There are two cases of 
unfinished business upon the Calendar which I think will go through 
without further debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for action on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No debate is in order upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Massachusetts quite frequently has 
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‘a little unfinished business, I observe. Perhaps he will allow us first 


to get through with the regular unfinished business. 

Mr. DAWES. And, if the Senator wiilindulge me, the Senator from 
Massachusetts has always kept his promise to withdraw it whenever it 
causes debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for action on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. LOGAN. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of section 
6, after the word Interior.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Tho amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 6 as amended: 

And that the Secretary of the Interior is charged with Sie prover. administra- 
tion of this law — a the Commissioner of Education, and they are authorized 
and directed, under the approval of the President, to make all needful rules and 
regulations not inconsistent with its provisions to carry this law into effect. 

Mr. BLAIR. There must be some mistake as to the number of the 
section to which the amendment is to be added. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish it to come in at the end of section 6, as printed 
in the bill that I have before me. Perhaps there has been a reprint. 
It is the section which reads: 

Src. 6, That the money T EAS try and apportioned under the provisions of 
this act to the use of any Territory shall be applied to the use of common and 
industrial schools therein by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAIR. That has been amended so as to read, under the di- 
rection of the Legislature thereof. There is a reprint on the Senator's 
desk, he will see. f 

Mr. LOGAN. I had the wrong bill; but I do not sce how that 
change has been made in the phraseology. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was an amendment made by the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. In what part of the bill is the provision which au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to take charge of this fund? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is section 4. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave it now. My amendment would come in more 
properly, under the new print, at the end of section 4. I will offer it 
to that section; and I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the object I have in view in offering the amend- 


ment. 

The of the Interior being the responsible officer, made so 
by the bill, I desire to add the Co: nissioner of Education, so that 
through him the action of the Secretary of the Interior shall be brought 
to bear, and that the President be added, so that the three may make 
all needful rules and regulations not inconsistent with the law. That 
is the language of my amendment. For instance, in the distribution 
of the school-house or any fund, I propose that they may make some 
rule, not by which the States shall distribute the money, but by which 
it shall be paid from the of the United States, and upon which 
they themselves will examine into the question as to its proper distri- 
bution or use. 

I will state to the Senate the object I have in view. As I said the 
other day, the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cock] par- 
ticularly called my attention to it, and I have ht of it since. For 

complaints may be made in some parts of the country in regard 
to the use of the money or its appropriation, and that would cause, as 
he stated and I think very properly, investigations to be made in refer- 
ence to it. If there should bea rule agreed upon by the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Education, approved by the President, 
it would doaway with that, because the reports would be made to them, 
and their statement and examination in reference to the matter would 
— ee to the Congress of the United States and save a great deal 
of trouble. 

I do not think the amendment interferes in the slightest d with 
the idea that Senators have in reference to interfering with the power 
of the States in regulating their schools, but it is merely to make this a 
board instead of the Secretary of the Interior. That is my object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment pr by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. oed 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read again. I confess Í do not 
understand its object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 4: 

And that the Seere! of the Interior is ana with the proper administra- 
tion of this law, through the Commissioner of Education, and they are author- 
ized and directed, under the approval of the President, to make all needful rules 
and regulations not inconsistent with its provisions to carry this law into effect, 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not see any objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 8 of the reprint, section 11, line 37, I 
move to amend by inserting, after the word then“ the words “and 
not otherwise. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It merely makes clear an implication that now 
exists under the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 11, line 37, after the word then,“ 
the amendment is to insert the words ‘‘and not otherwise;’’ so as to 
read: 


of the Interior that the funds received under 


have been observed, then, and not otherwise, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
distribute the next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move tot, section 14, which is the power 
to alter, amend, and repeal, to the end of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is correct. It should be done; and the number- 
ing of the sections should be corrected accordingly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be changed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Section 13 has been misplaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves to 
transpose section 14 to the end of the bill. The section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 14. The power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, Let the clerks correct the numbering of the sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, referring to section 12, whether he understands that the 
appeal to Congress by a State or Territory claiming this money against 
the opinion of the Interior suspends the effect of the act of the Secretary 
so that the money still goes, or whether the decision of the Secretary 
stands until Congress on appeal shall reverse it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that this contemplates an adverse decision 
by the Secretary. Of course the money can not go contrary to the de- 
cision until it is overruled, and overruled by Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is meant by the phrase appealing to Congress? 
I understand that there would be the right to apply to Congress for re- 
lief under any circumstances. There can be no new definition of power 
in that paragraph. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be so; but it is there, and does no harm. 

Mr. INGALLS. It might complicate the action of the Department 
or of the States by assuming that there was something different from 
the ordinary right of a State to appeal. I should like to know how a 
State or Territory could appeal to Congress from an apportionment made 
by the Secretary of the Interior. There is no proceeding analogous to 
an appeal from an inferior to a superior tribunal. There is nothing that 
ever I have heard of to which this could be compared. If it is merely 
the declaration of an abstract principle that there is a right of appeal 
to Congress of course it is unnecessary, because the right to ap ex- 
ists in any event; but how the action of the Secretary of the Interior 
cond be changed or modified by an appeal to Congress I can not com- 


re 5 
* Mr. EDMUNDS. That had better be stricken out. It is entirely 
unnecessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will move to strike out after the word “‘ forfeit- 
ure,“ in line 6 of section 12, the remainder of the paragraph. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that provision is very properly there 
and ought to be retained. 

Mr. BLAIR. So it seems to me, but it does not do any harm to 
strike it ont. 

Mr. HOAR. The act without it would indicate that it was the con- 
templation of the bill that the judgment of the Secretary of the In- 
terior was a finality, and if a State comes to Congress and says, the 

has made a mistake which we want him to remedy,” it might 
be met with the claim, Congress has established a tribunal to settle 
these questions and decide everything on the States, and you are not 
properly here, undertaking to reverse what is in the nature of an award 
or a quasi-judicial proceeding.“ Therefore it seems to me very proper 
that in the case of so important an exercise of discretion as the with- 
holding from a State of what might amount to millions of dollars as 
its share of this distribution, the bill itself should point out that a re- 
sort to Congress is contemplated if the State deems that it is aggrieved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8 of the reprinted bill, section 12, line 
G, after the word ‘‘ forfeiture,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down to 
sat including the word Congress,” at the end of the section, as fol- 

ows: 

And each State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with- 
held shall have the right to appeal from such decision of the Seeretary of the 
Interior to Congress, 

Mr. BLAIR. It did not seem to me that the language was material; 
at the same time it is a suggestion, and as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts says it can do no harm and may do good. I have no personal feel- 
ing about it as affecting the working of the bill; but as it is opposed, I 
prefer to stand by the bill as it is. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, there is a countervailing considera- 
tion in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts; and 
that is, if this reservation is retained in this particular instance thero 
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may be an argument that it has not been placed in the attitude of free- 
dom on the part of Congress in regard to other matters. It is a very 
awkward expression to say that there is an appeal lying from a head of 
Department to the Congress of the United Plates as my judgment 
was in favor of strikin ing out that clause. = 

The Senator from Massachusetts suggests that it may seem that Con- 
gress has no control if an appeal is not reserved. I think it is an ade- 
quate countervailing suggestion that if other subjects are not reserved 
they are included in the same sense that this is a stipulated contract. 
I would not desire that there should be any such implication either by 
this remaining in or any other interpretation of the bill as leaving it in 
any other situation than a law of et, nr which, like all other legis- 
lative powers of Congress, is always subject to the action of Congress. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire does not regard the clause as 
very important to the bill, it seems to me that it isa blemish on the bill 
that it is here, and I desire that it may be struck out. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what has been said in the Senate ac- 
compan the passage of the bill would probably have the same effect 
if an ap became necessary to Congress whether this was in or out. 
It seems to be an absolutely extraneous matter, hardly worth discuss- 
ing. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now offer the first amendment on the printed page 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator offers for adoption an 
amendment which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 11, line 12, after the word also,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

A statement of the number of school districts in such State or Territory, and 
whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been divided into school 
districts or other territorial subdivisions for school purposes, and if so, what 
portion, and the reasons why the same has not been so subdivided ; the number 
of children of school age in each district, and the relative number of white and 
colored children in each district. ; 

Mr. CALL. Some of us have not heard the amendment which was 
announced recently as adopted. Ishould like to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ix- 
GALLS] moved to strike out, in section 12, the words which will be 

d 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read the words stricken out, as follows: 


And each State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with- 
held shall have the right to appeal from such ision of the Secretary of the 
Interior to Congress. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Merely the clause providing for an appeal to Con- 


gress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH |, which will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. DoLPH’s amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The object of this amendment is obvious. The bill 
as it stands requires the governor of each State and Territory to re- 
port— 

The number of public, common, and industrial schools, the number of teach- 
ers er tug far the total number of children taught during the year and in what 
branches instructed, the ave’ daily attendance and the relative number of 
white and colored children, and the number of months in each year schools have 
been maintained in each school district, 

It will be observed that this provision only relates to the number of 
schools, and from that report the number of school districts could not 
be ascertained, or whether schools had been maintained in all the school 
districts, or in what proportion of the school districts, or what the num- 
ber of children of school age, white or black, was in each of the dis- 
tricts. Therefore it would be impossible for the Secretary of the In- 
terior or any one else to determine from the report whether or not school 
facilities had been afforded to all the children of school age in the State 
or Territory. I do not see any objection that can be made to this 
amendment, as it is not inconsistent with what follows. 

Mr. BLAIR. This only applies to the subsequent report after the 
act has gone into operation. There is no objection to the amendment, 
as all that information will be in the reports of the superintendents of 
public education in the various States, and so it may just as well be 
collected and furnished as any other table. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is suggested that the word and“ should be in- 
serted at the beginning of the amendment to make the connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now I move the adoption of the second amendment 
on the paper sent to the desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wanted to suggest to the Senator from Oregon 
that in order to get the full information we ought to have we should 
know the number of these schools in each district; and therefore after 
the word schools, in line 12, which is in perfect harmony with his 
amendment, I move to insert in each district.“ With his permission 
I will move it now. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7 of the reprinted bill, at the end of 


line 12 of section 11, after the word schools,“ it is proposed to insert 
the words ‘‘in each district;’’ so as to read: 

And of the number of public, common, and industrial schools in each district, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be considered as a to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would like to suggest that after the word em- 
ployed,” in line 13 of that section, it would be well to insert the words 
rate of wages paid.“ It is nowhere provided that the rate of wages 
of teachers shall be given. 

Mr. BLAIR. That can be furnished just as well. I do not object 
to the amendment. It is in the superintendents’ reports. 

Mr. DOLPH. I give way to that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to insert af ter the word ‘‘ employed,” in line 
13, the words rate of wages paid; so as to read: 

The number of public, common, and industrial schools in each district, the 
number of teachers employed, the rate of wages paid, &. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno objection that amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now I—— 

Mr. BLAIR. On the point suggested by the Senator from Kansas, 
the rate of wages paid, I have here the last report of the superintendent 
of public instruction of the State of North Carolina. It shows the num- 
ber of public schools there for whites, 3,845; colored, 2,175; average 
time of school in days, 58; average monthly salary of white teachers, 
$24.16; average monthly pay of colored teachers, $22.06; showing that 
the matter is already collected and can be easily furnished. 

Mr. DOLPH. NowIsubmit my amendment, and I should like to 
call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to this amendment and 
ask if it is at all in conflict with the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor a few days since and adopted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 11, lines 21 and 22, it is proposed to 
strike out the words or shall fail to comply with the conditions herein 
prescribed,’’ and insert at the end of line 29, same section, the follow- 
ing: 

And if any State or Territory shall have failed, except as permitted by section 
8, to apply the money expended by it out of the amount apportioned to it under 
the provisions of this act, for any one year, to the support of common schools, 
free for all its children of school age, without distinction of color, and in such a 
way as to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privil to 
all the children of the school age prescribed by the law of such State or Terri- 
tory within such State or Territory, no subsequent allotment shall be made 
under this act until Congress shall so determine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that amendment in print? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will raise an implication against the equality 
of the division among white and colored schools. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought it might. When this amendment was sub- 
mitted and printed the amendment subsequently offered by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont had not been adopted; and there are several provis- 
ions in the bill declaring that the money shall be used as contemplated 
by my amendment. I think those provisions in some sense are incom- 
patible with the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. It 
seems to me the bill ought to be changed in that respect, or else it is 
true that the amendment now offered by me is not in conflict with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont; but if it is supposed 
it is in conflict with the amendment already adopted, I will not press 
its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much afraid it is. The amendment 
adopted on my motion in connection with the other parts of the bill 
would seem to me torequireall that the Senator’s amendment requires 
and more, by first requiring equal privilegesin general as between child 
and child, and then, secondly, where se te establishments are kept 
up, that they shall be treated as establishments on equalterms. That 
is the way the bill stands now. So I think this is inconsistent. 

Mr. DOLPH. It will be understood that the amendment proposed 
by me and printed was for the purpose of enforcing the declaratory por- 
tions of the bill, in which it is directed that this money shall be used 
for the equal benefit of all the children of school age, white or black; 
but if by the amendment of the Senator from Vermont there is to be 
an unequal distribution as between children of school age white and 
black in any of the States, then I think perhaps the amendment offered 
by me would be in conflict with it. 

Therefore I withdraw the amendment and offer to insert, in line 20 
of section 11 of the printed copy of the bill I have, after the word pur- 
poses, the words and in the manner;”’ so that the clause shall read: 

And if any State or Territory shall misapply, or allow to be misapplied, or in 


any manner appropriated or used, other than for the purposes and in the man- 
ner herein required, the funds, or any part thereof, received under the provis- 


ions of this act. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that. That will do. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to it. 


Mr. DOLPH. That will cover in part the object I have in view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH ], after the word purposes,“ 
in line 20 of section 11, to insert and in the manner,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I maat — call the a of the Paate aa 
especially of the Senator from Oregon, to the shape in whi e 
left the intended provision for Alaska. It will be noticed that the 
amendment adopted on motion of the Senator from Oregon to section 2 
is as follows: 

That the District of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within the meaning 
of this act, &c. 

The bill provides in section 3 that no State or Territory shall receive 
any of the benefits of the act until the governor shall file with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior certain statements. It is not possible for Alaska 
to file such a statement. In section 7 it is provided that no greater 
sum shall be apportioned to any State or Territory than the particular 
State or Territory expended out of its own revenues the preceding year 
for common-school purposes. Of course Alaska has expended none. 
It has no school revenue. So it seems to me unless the amendment is 
modified so as to take Alaska out from under those general provisions 
of the bill she would get absolutely and necessarily nothing under this 
amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not certain about that, but I will examine it, 
and if necessary submit an amendment. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Indiana if the substitute which I understand he proposes for 
the amendment offered by me yesterday in regard to basing this ap- 
portionment on the returns of the next census has been submitted to 

the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. If not, I will offer it now, unless the Senator will do 
it as a substitute for the amendment I withdrew yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. While the Senators are waiting to mature the amend- 
ment, I wish to move an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment is now pending. 

Mr. HALE. In line 12, section 2of the last print of the bill, Imove 
to insert the word ‘‘illiterate,’’ after the word colored, between that 
and the word ‘‘children.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no means of ascertaining that; the census 
does not show that. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 12, after the word colored,“ 
insert “‘illiterate;’’ so as to read: 

In the proportion that the white and colored illiterate children between the 
hel — . . years in such State or Territory bear to each 

Mr. INGALLS. Presumptively in the consideration of this bill all 
children between the ages of ten and twenty-one are illiterate. How 
would this affect the distribution? 

- Mr. HALE. I will state what my object is. If I do not reach it in 
this way I can in another way. I thought this the clearest and most 
distinct way of raising the issue which was first raised by the Allison 
amendment. There was considerable discussion in the body upon that 
amendment, and there was a disposition largely shown in favor of that 
amendment. Whether or not, had a test vote been taken upon it, 
it would have passed, I of course do not know; perhaps it would have 
been defeated; but certainly it raises a distinctive issue clearly enough 
to be entitled to a direct vote of this body. That has not been had be- 
cause of the action taken the day before yesterday, when I will say I 
was not present, having been called over to the House of Representa- 
tives at the other end of the Capitol. It was first amended without 
any call for a division, I believe, and then, as amended, it was dis- 
placed by the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. So the Sen- 
ate has had no op ty to vote upon the distinctive proposition 
submitted by the r from Iowa who is absent upon the public 
business of the country on the order of the Senate, and I desire now 
in some way, and I think I will devise some way, to bring the attention 
of the Senate to that distinctive proposition and ask for a vote upon it. 

I use the word “‘illiterate’’ in moying this amendment because all 
through the bill ey has been recognized as a distinctive condi- 
tion. It has been ado: not only in the discussion but in the body 
of amendments and of the bill as meaning a particular thing, the in- 
ability, we will say, to write. That is my purpose in moving this 
amendment; but if it is better I will move instead to strike out from 
section 2, as it appears in this print, all after 1880,“ in line 7, down 
to and including the word ‘‘exist,’’ in line 17, and to substitute for 
that the Allison amendment in terms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state to my friend what he has probably 
forgotten, that we are still in committee and itis not in order toamend 
what the Senate has put in; but the moment the bill is reported to the 
Senate the question will be on agreeing to this particular amendment, 
and then it will be open to amendment or we can reject it and insert 
the Allison amendment or any other. 

Mr. HALE. I was under the impression that the bill had passed 
from the committee and that we were now considering it in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. The question will arise when the bill is 
reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill isreported to the Sen- 
ate the very question the Senator suggests will arise. 

Mr. HALE. Then I shall have the opportunity to offer the amend- 
ment? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I was under the impression that the Senate was con- 
sidering the bill as in the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now move to insert, aſter 1880 in line 7 of sec- 
tion 2, the following words: 

Until the illiteracy returns of the census of 1890 shall be received, and then 
upon the basis of that census. 

So that the clause will read: 


Such computation shall be made according to the census of 1880 until the il- 
. returns ot the census of 1890 shall be received, and then upon the basis 
of that census. 


Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I move an amendment to section 10, 
after the word and, in line 4, where it reads States and Terri- 
tories,” to insert only for common or industrial schools in.” That 
is to remove an inconsistency which exists on the face of the bill be- 
tween section 6 as it now stands, which has reserved the right to estab- 
lish industrial schools in the Territories, and section 10 as it now reads, 
which refers the whole application of the money only to common 
schools. The Senate will see immediately the effect of this change to 
read thus: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used 
only for common schools not sectarian in character in the school districts of the 
several States,and only for common or industrial schools in Territories. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the amendment will be adopted. It removes 
an incongruity in the bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is not a new proposition, but makes conformity 
between the two sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I now offer an amendment by adding at the end of 
section 1 the following: 
portion under this ack, or Ant portion: herent, the sum eo eee shail go 
to increase the amount for distribution among the other States and the Terri- 
tories as herein provided, 

The proviso in section 1, as it now reads, is: 

Provided, That no money shall be = to a State, or any officer thereof, until 
the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of 
this act; and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

That would leave it undetermined what would become of the fund 
that was thus not accepted, and I have only provided that in case a State 
should decide that it would not accept it, as has been that 
some States might not, it would be proper to have it determined one 
way or the other whether this money thus relinquished should go back 
into the Treasury or whether it should increase the distribution among 
the other States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall ask when this bill comes into the Senate that 
a separate vote be taken on the amendment which was adopted on the 
motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and also on the 
amendment offered by me. I think we should either treat all the States 
as entitled to the provisions of this act and pay all the money to them 
without requiring an actorjoint resolution of their Legislative Assembly, 
or we should require a certain number of States to accept its provisions 
before we enter on the work of distributing thisaid. Ifthe amendment 
which I offered is not adopted I think the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado should be non-concurred in in the Senate. It is 
unjust to the State of Oregon, ſor instance. Suppose this bill should pass 
next February in the other House and then become a law, there will be 
no session of the Legislature of Oregon for two years, and two years would 
elapse before it would be possible for the State of Oregon to accept the 
provisions of this bill in the manner required unless the governor should 
take the responsibility of calling a special session of the Legislature for 
that purpose. 

I do not think the Senate considered the propriety of some rule upon 
this subject if this provision is to remain. Nor am I in favor of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New York | Mr. Evarts]. It 
would be a sort of compulsion upon the States. The citizens of the 
State would gain nothing by rejecting the money offered under this bill. 
Instead of it going into the Treasury and lessening the tax on their cit- 
izens to supply this fund, it would simply go to the States who accepted 
the provisions of the bill. 

As I say, I shall ask a separate vote both on the amendment offered 
by me and the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado. If 
some provision is not made as to when the bill is to go into effect, or 
what number of States shall accept it before we commence the distri- 
bution, then I think we should see what States accept it and make the 
distribution at once; otherwise we throw the whole matter into con- 
fusion, and it will be impossible for any Secretary of the Interior or 
any other executive officer to execute the bill, some States accepting its 
provisions two years after other States are receiving their proportion, 
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If a State does not accept the provisions of this bill I think the money 
should go back into the Treasury. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the amendment will be adopted. There is no 
possible view in which it can do any harm. There has been a care- 
fully cultivated sentiment spread abroad throughout the Northern 
country that they do not want this money, thatit is in some sense dis- 
honorable and humiliating in the great Northern States to receive it, 
and that they will resent the taking of it. This amendment places them 
in a most kindly and liberal disposition in regard to the rejection of that 
which would otherwise go to them, and makes over that which they 
do not find necessary for themselves in their abundance and intelli- 
gence to the more needy portions of the country where the money is 
wanted; and the whole $77,000,000, as the Senator from Illinois showed 
us yesterday, would be but a very trifling amount in comparison with 
the actual want. It does seem to me as though no friend of the bill 
3 to be opposed to this amendment, but should rather anxiously 
seek for the adoption of the amendment, and certainly no one opposed 
to the bill on the grounds which have been stated on this floor can have 
the slightest objection to its adoption. 

Mr. ARTS. Mr. President, I am unable to understand how this 
amendment that I have proposed should become entangled with the 
propositions heretofore made by the Senator from Oregon and the Senator 
from Colorado and the results of the votes of the Senate on those sub- 
jects. This is 1 8 to the simplest matter in the world. There is a 
clause in the bill that no money is to be paid to any State until that 
State by its Legislature shall have accepted its provisions. That is in- 
determinate entirely. What shall become of the money not accepted? 
I desire to put at least an end to the doubt in respect to a final and per- 
emptory action of any State which may decline to receive or may re- 
Iinquish this proffer. 

The question would then be whether that money should lapse into 
the Treasury, or whether the fund going to the other States should be 
thereby increased. I am not able to understand any very good reason 


why a State should decline this amount on the mere interest of saving | Cockrell, 


its share to be used in imao Gio taxation of the whole United 
States of America to that extent; but I can very well understand how 
one of the strong and Northern States, if it should be i to al- 
low its school system to be at all affected by the benefits of this bill, 
might very well feel that it was not injuring the rights and interests 
of the other of the country that might need more than they 
received of benefit, and indeed would aid the proposition that this was 
to go to illiteracy where it was more needed than it was in the strong 
and educated States. I hope the amendment will be accepted. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I think the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New York is eminently unjust. A State in the ex- 
ercise of her own judgment, of her own sound discretion, arrives at the 
conclusion that her system of education without any outside interference 
or aid can be successfully carried on. That is the opinion of that State, 
and she concludes that she can not afford to appear in the character of a 
mendicant or an applicant for charities from other States who are in no 
respect in better condition than that State. That State refuses to re- 
ceive its share of the school money offered by Congress. What is the 
effect of the amendment of the Senator from New York? It is the in- 
jection of a penal statute into a bill said to be in aid of education; itis 
saying to a State, If you dare to exercise your judgment in doi 
what you deem to be right for the common schools in your State an 
decline to take this money, it shall be taken and over to some 
other State which thinks differently, and your people shall be taxed all 
the same as if you received the money.“ 

Is there any fairness on this earth in that proposition? If, for in- 
stance, the State of Texas believes that she can conduct her own school 
system, and she does it—and I know that to be the fact that she can 
conduct her own school system after her own fashion, and has abundant 
ability and the will to educate both races, colored and white, and needs 
no assistance from anybody to carry that out—and therefore prefers that 
that share of the money which under this bill would go in aid of the 
schools of the State of Texas shall remain in the Treasury, has she not 
that right? And yet if the State comes to that conclusion, to exercise 
her right, her people are not to be benefited by that conclusion, but 
her people are to be taxed to raise theamountof money which she would 
have received and which goes to another State; and thus this amend- 
ment is a penal statute injected into this bill. In every sense of the 
word it seems to me to be unjust. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. MAXEY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I this amendment as in the nature of a 
residuary clause in a last will and testament. We are simply dispos- 
ing of the whole estate, and if there is a lapsed legacy it goes to some- 
body else. It is an assignment of all the assets of the Government, 
and we may as well give it to the beneficiaries. If there is a lapsed 
legacy in this bequest let it go to the other legatees. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not believe there isa Northern State that will 


relinguish its rights under this bill if it ever becomes a law. I do not 
know any sentiment among the Northern people that will prevent their 
y 


taking all the money they can get honestly for their common schools, 
This amendment is offered ly as a tribute to a sentiment that does 
not exist. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). Although Iam paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], there is an agreement 
between us as to amendments under which I am at liberty to vote in 
this case; I therefore vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH 
is absent by direction of the Senate on committee service, and is pai 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Upon all questions 
connected with the consideration of this bill I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not know how he would 
vote on this amendment, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, Ishould vote nay.““ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Vest] is still confined at his home by illness, and is not able to be pres- 
ent in the Senate Chamber. He is paired on this bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—35, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Bowen, rge, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Cal), Hoar, Pugh, Walthall, 
Colquitt Jackson, 5 
Edmun Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Eustis, Miller of N. V., Sherman, 
NAYS—23. 
Blackburn, Frye, Logan, Sewell, 
rell, Gray, Manderson, 85 er, 
Coke, Hale. bere 4 an Wyck 
Conger, H: x x M: lan, Wilson of Towa, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—28. 
Aldrich, Chace, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Beck, Fair, Mahone, Platt, 
Berry, Gorman, McPherson, Sabin, 
Butler, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Camden, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Vest, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morgan, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to give notice that when the bill passes into 
the Senate I shall ask a separate vote upon the amendment just adopted 
on the motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment to section 11. I move to 
strike out all after the word provided,’’ where the same occurs in line 
39, as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hear and examine any com- 


laints of misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds 
erein provided. and shall report to Congress the results thereof. 
And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to promptly investi- 
gate all complaints lodged with him of any misappropriation by or in any State 
or Territory of any moneys received by such State or tory under the pro- 
visions of this act,or of any discrimination in the use of such funds; and the 
said complaints, and all communications received ee same, and the 
evidence taken upon such investigations, shall be preserved by the Secre! 
the Interior, and shall be open to public i on and annually repo: to 


Congress. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this amendment will commend itself to 
the favorable judgment of the Senate. The language of the section, if 
I may be permitted to repeat it, which I propose to strike out, is: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hear and examine any com- 
plaints of misap) rAd prices or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds herein 
provided, and report to Congress the results thereof. 

Every lawyer knows that language permissive in form is frequently 
held by the courts to be mandatory. Thus the word“ may,“ where 
the interests of third parties or of the public are involved, is generally 
construed to be equivalent to the word shall.“ There are cases in 
which words granting power to a judicial or other officer to discharge 
a given function have been held to be mandatory; but it is quite clear 
upon the authorities, as I remember them, that the language which 
it is proposed to strike ont would be construed as merely permissive. 

One element of weakness in this bill, among those who have felt dis- 
posed to favor it on general principles, is the want of security against 
any misappropriation of this fund by or in the States or Territories 
among which it is to be distributed. This amendment is designed to 
remedy that difficulty in a measure, and it can only be remedied in a 
measure, for it is tosome extent inherent. As the bill stands, the only 
information which Congress is to obtain as to the application of this 
money made by the States and Territories is derived from reports made 
by certain State and Territorial officers. 
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If this amendment is adopted it will constitute, I think, a 
tion in the law to every one in the States which receive a portion of 
this money that it is a popular fund in which they have an interest and 
asto which they may make, without difficulty, complaints, if they deem 


it necessary. I desire by this amendment to give it into the power 
of every man, woman, or child, North or South, black or white, who 
conceives that there is any misappropriation or unjust discrimination in 
the use of this money to lodge a complaint with the Secretary of the 
Interior, and to make it without possibility of question the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to investigate that complaint; to preserve the 
complaint itself and all communications concerning it, and all testi- 
mony taken upon the subject, as public records, open to the inspection 
of all the people, and to report that information annually to Congress, 
in order that we may see what complaints are made and what testimony 
is taken; and I think in this way we may more efficiently ascertain 
whether or not the States and Territories are using this fund in accord- 
ance with the letter and spirit of the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
p by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

amendment was to. 

Mr. DOLPH. [offeran amendment to the amendment adopted yes- 
terday in regard to Alaska. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3 of F line 
19, after the word act,“ it is proposed to 

But no ce of the sions of this of the governor of the 
District, V shail be required. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is to cover the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Indiana that certain provisions of the bill could not be complied 
with by the District of Alaska. It is merely to except the District of 
Alaska from compliance with those conditions. I have shown the 
amendment to the chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and he has no objection to it. I have shown it to the Senator from In- 
diana, and it covers the point made by him. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I observe that the District of Columbia is omitted 
from the beneficial provisions of this bill. I ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether the omission was intentional, and, if so, why? 

Mr. BLAIR. It was struck out of the orginal bill by the action of 
the Senate in the last Congress. It was in the original bill, and I should 
be very glad to see the District inserted, as its people appear to be the 
only portion of the American people who are left out. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are ial reasons why the provisions of 
the bill should apply to the District of Columbia, as the Senator knows, 
the number of colored children ao ing onally large. Iwill 
therefore move to insert on 3, in line 18 of section 2, after the 
word that,“ the words the et of Columbia and.“ soas to read: 

Provided, That the District of Columbia and the District of Alaska shall be con- 
sidered Territories, &c. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the whole be read now with the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason I proceed no further is that if the amend- 
ment should be agreed to the paragraph will require furtheramendments 
grammatically. 

Mr. BLAIR. Senators may not have observed the adoption of the 
amendment last offered by the Senator from Oregon in reference to 
reports, &c., which I can not exactly understand unless it is read in 
connection with the section; but I agree to the first suggestion of the 
Senator from Kansas, the insertion of the District of Columbia at the 
commencement of the provision touching the District of Alaska. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then may we have a vote on that proposition, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDENT 
Kansas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, section 2, line 18, after the first word 
that,“ it is moved to insert: 

The District of Columbia and, 

And at the end of the line to strike out the word a“ and to change 
the word“ Territory?“ to the word ‘‘ Territories 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Chief Clerk suspend one moment? Upon 
further examination of the bill I am convinced that the purpose of this 
amendment would be better promoted by inserting the words ‘‘and 
the District of Columbia“ after the word Territories in the second 
line of section 2 so as to read: 


That such moneys shall annually be divided among and paid out in the sev- 
eral States and Territories and in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BLAIR. That would be much better. 

Mr. INGALLS. I therefore? my motion, and move to insert 
the words in section 2, line 2, after the word Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2 of section 2, after the word ‘‘Territo- 
ries,” it is proposed to insert the words and in the District of Colum- 
bia;“ so as to read: 

Src. 2. That such money shall annually be divided among and 
ee and Territories and in the District of Columbia in that propor- 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas whether 
it would not be necessary to modify somewhat in the interest of the 


tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 


d out in the 


District, as was done in the interest of Alaska, some of the other pro- 
visions of the bill, as for instance section 3? 

Mr. BLAIR. That will have to follow through all the sections of 
the bill, I PEST 

Mr. ING. . It will require a critical examination of the bill if 
this is adopted in order to make the other provisions operative, but it 
will be a matter of very small difficulty to accomplish that result. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it not answer all the purposes of the Senator from 
Kansas to provide in a te section that the District of Columbia 
shall be taken to be a Territory under the provisions of this act? That 
is not exactly the proper form, but had it not better be in a separate 
section, so as to save the trouble of inserting the words District of 
Columbia! wherever the words States and Territories“ occur? 

Mr. INGALLS. Even if the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire should be concurred in, it will still be advantageous to have 
the words inserted in the second line of section 2, and the other sec- 
tions can be provided for later. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think that will do any harm in the first part 
of section 2. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is this to be considered, that all the provisions 
that grow out of the race question exist here in this District, and it 
seems to me thata te section providing that the District be treated 
as a Territory would carry out the purpose. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That might not do, because in some of the amend- 
ments it is provided that the Legislatures of the Territories shall act like 
the Legislatures of States in regard to their laws about schools, and there 
is not any local legislature here. It can all be accomplished by agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas as it is now offered, 
and then a short section of three lines saying that the District of Co- 
lumbia shall be entitled to all the benefits and subject to all the regu- 
lations of the act, so far as applicable. That will do it all. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was to. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, I move to insert an additional section, to be 
placed the last but one in the bill, in the following words: 


That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to all the benefits and subject 
to = the regulations of this act, so far as applicable under its form of govern- 
ment, 


The PRESIDENT pro ‘The question is on this amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. TELLER. I move the following amendment, to be inserted at 
the end of section 2: 

Provided, also, That the IndianTerritory shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this act,and the money apportioned to said Territory shall be 
expended annually under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, whoshall 
ascertain,in such manner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of illit- 
erates therein. The provisions of sections 3 and 7 of this act shall not apply to 
the Indian Territory. 


Mr. President, the other day when I attempted to call attention to 
the Indian tribes, the objection made, which I admitted had consid- 
erable force, was the difficulty of carrying out the idea that prevails in 
this bill so as to be applicable to the Indian Territory. We have now 
added Alaska to the bul, and provided that the bill shall be applicable 
to that Territory. There can be no practical difficulty under this 
amendment in including the Indian Territory, which contains, accord- 
ing to the last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 65,000 In- 
dians of full blood residents in that section of country. I find the 
agents also report the number of railroad employés and other people 
living in the Territory by permission of the tribes, including those to 
whom they have granted lands, as about one-half of the Indian popu- 
lation, or something over 30,000; they are put at about35,000. I read 
from one of the agent’s reports: 

The number of whites within this agency who are laborers for Indians, em- 
loyés of railroad companies, licensed traders, e Sk rong] travelers, and 
ntruders, must be about 35,000, or half the number of Indians. 

It does seem to me that when we are making a general provision we 
ought to include that class of people in the Indian Territory as well as 
any other. I will call attention to the report next tothe last report of 
the United States Indian agent at the Union agency in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. I desire to read a brief extract. Speaking of the five civilized 
tribes he says: 

Each of these nations has a public-school system similar to those of the States, 
and holds teachers’ institutes at its capital annually. ‘The settlements are so 
far apart that schools can be established only at neighborhoods where ten or 


more scholars can be got together. The neighborh builds the house and the 
nation furnishes teachers and books. Most of the teachers are educated In- 
dians who teach the English only in their schools. In addition to the neigh- 
borhood schools each nation has academies and seminaries, boarding schools 
for theirchildrenonly. The Cherokees have two fine seminaries that have been 
in successful ration for many years. They are 


Cherokees, The Choctaws have three 


Pre yterian missi: board, the nati the = about $50 — 
onary , the on 
annum for each pupil boarded, clothed, Pears Caching The Greeks have fear 
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seminaries, under the management of the following religious societies: The 
Methodist Church South, Southern Baptist, Presbyterian, and Baptist home 
missionary societies, the latter for Creek freedmen. 

In addition to the above there are subscription schools, These are schools 
established by private enterprise and students paying tuition, except in cases 
where individuals or societies in the State pay tuition for certain students. 
These schools receive no support from the nations. Worcester Academy, at 
Vinita, under the supervision of the Con; ional Society, erected two years 
ago by funds subscri by citizens of the Cherokee Nation. is one of the best 
in the Territory, and has an average of about 100 students. Harrell Institute, at 
Muskogee, managed by the Methodist Church South, has about 140 students, 
and has in progress of erection a fine academy building. Indian University,at 
Tahlequah, by the Baptist Home ionary Society, is s flourishing 
school. It will be removed to Muskogee as soon as buildings now in course of 
erection are completed. The schools managed by religious societies, either as 
pay schools or under contract with the nations, are generally the most success- 

ul. 


In addition to the white people who go into the Indian Territory, and 
who, if educated at all, must be educated in these Indian schools, there 
as a large number, as everybody understands, of freedmen, not less than 
two or three thousand freedmen, or colored people, within the bounds 
of the Indian Territory. If the purpose is to provide for all classes of 
people who are so unfortunate as not to have had all the opportunities 
of education, there can be no reason why the Indian Territory should 
not be included. If it is said by anybody that they have abundant 
means and are able to educate their own children, that may be said of 
the States which are to receive the benefitof this bill. I heard Senator 
after Senator here say that his State demanded nothing and required 
nothing. I said early in the debate that the State which I in part rep- 
resent did not need it, did not want it, would accept it, of course, but 
that my course on the bill would not be influenced in the slightest de- 
gree whether the State of Colorado received a portion of this money or 
not. So it is not because all the beneficiaries are unable to support 
schools, but it is because, when we adopt the system, we have supposed 
it should include all the people. Why should it not include the In- 
dians of the Indian Territory? Under this amendment there will be no 
practical difficulty whatever in carrying out the provision. I want the 
Senate to pass upon this question whether, when we are providing for 
every portion of the country, we are willing to exclude from the benefi- 
cent purposes and objects of this bill the Indian Territory, where they 
need the aid quite as much as in any other portion of the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator’s amendment provide for ascertaining 
the number of illiterates, so as to make the distribution on the basis of 
illiteracy ? 

Mr. TELLER. It provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
determine that in such manner as he sees fit. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VANCE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the following 
additional proviso: 

Provided, also, That the Indian Territory shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this — and the money apportioned to said Territory shall be 
expended annually under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall ascertain, in such manner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of 
illiterates therein. The pi ons of sections 3 and 7 of this act shall not apply 
to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will observe that according to the phrase- 
ology of his amendment it applies not only to what are called the five 
tribes, about whom the Senator has read the condition, which I think 
is very accurate, but it also applies to about as many more Indians who 
may be termed wild or blanket Indians, who have no other system of 
education than that farnished by the United States in the appropria- 
tion acts from time to time, and have no such system, no such regula- 
tions, no such means by which illiteracy can be ascertained as are 
applicable to the five tribes. 

It is pretty difficult to determine whether an appropriation for the 
benefit of the five tribes in the Indian Territory would be beneficial. 
One beneficial effect of it I can see, which would be incidental and out- 
side of the question of education. It would have a tendency to bring 
them nearer to the United States, and make their connection with the 
United States closer and more familiar. Everything which tends to 
that, beyond the beneficial effects in the line of education, would be of 
greatadvantage. One great difficulty now is that everything that trans- 
pires between the United States and them has the opposite effect, and 
this would have that beneficial effect, if no other. 

It is due, however, to say that the condition of education in the five 
tribes does not result from any lack of means on their part. There is 
a need of inspiration, there is a need of something that simply a dona- 
tion of money will not give to those five tribes. They have an abun- 
dance of money to support their schools; they do send into the States to 
be educated every year thirty or forty scholars; they maintain in each 
of those five tribes two or three of what are called high schools, abun- 
dantly supplied so far as money is concerned; and the laws in regard to 
school attendance, of some of the five tribes at least, are compulsory. 
Between the ages of five and fifteen every Indian child is, according to 
law, required to attend a school taught in the English t 

Yet there is something wanting which this money will not give; but 
so far as the amendment is applicable to the five tribes, if the Senator 


will confine it to them, I shall vote for his amendment myself, because 
it will be worth more than all the money to get their faces turned to- 
ward the United States, and to get them into co-operating with the 
United States in all matters that pertain to their welfare. I do not 
see how it can be applied to the other tribes. 

A dollar expended in the education of the Indians is not misspent. 
I do not care where it comes from, if it can be expended with a fair re- 
sult and in a manner that will pay back in result a dollar’s worth of 
some kindof education to the Indians. I donot care much about book 
education for the Indian in these days; but something that will teach 
him the difference between savage and civilized life is what he is hun- 
gering and thirsting for, and not intricate principles of philosophy, 
moral, intellectual, or any other kind, such as I saw taught. The 1 — 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and myself heard lessons recited by 
Indian girls to an Indian teacher, in one of those high schools, in moral 
philosophy, using the same book that is taught at the colleges here at 
the North. Yet there is a lack of the knowledge of what makes the 
difference between a growing and a developing individual life among 
those Indians, a lack of that which I should like to see them inspired 
with. Ido not see that it is to come by donating to the five tribes an 
addition of money when what they need they do not feel that they 
want; and what they do not need is an additional sum of money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the SETI EE AE by the Senatorfrom Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the amendment ought not to be 
adopted. It is entirely out of proportion with the avowed objects and 

of the bill, which is based upon a danger that threatens our 
institutions in consequence of a great mass of unlettered and ignorant 
holders of the suffrage. ‘The people in the Indian Territory have noth- 
ing to do with our suffrage; they are not voters; they contribute noth- 
ing whatever, as the citizens of the States do, to the resources of the 
country from which this money is to be paid. 

While I am in favor of the widest and most liberal appropriations for 
Indian education, this is not the place to do it. We provide for them 
by special appropriations in the Indian appropriation bill year by year. 
We establish Indian schools, not in the Indian Territory but in the 
States, and I will vote for whatever may ben to educate the en- 
tire Indian population of this country; but they do not belong in this 
bill, and it is out of proportion and inharmonious with the objects and 
purposes of it. 

Aside from that, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said, it is 
impossible to apply the provisions of this bill outside the limits of what 
are known as the five civilized nations. The idea of attempting to dis- 
tribute this money among the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, and Comanches, 
and all the other vagrant and wandering and nomadic e paced 
tribes that roam over those great regions west of the civilized nations, 
to anybody who is familiar with their condition is picturesque, to say 
the least; I shall not characterize it by an offensive epithet, but it is 
certainly picturesque. 

With regard to the five civilized nations, their educational system is 
on a very satisfactory basis. The Cherokees and the Choctaws pay out 
of their own resources for the education of their own illiterates a larger 
proportion of their property, a larger per cent. of their own income, 
and a greater per cent. per capita than is paid either in Kansas, in 
Colorado, or in Massachusetts. The Senator from Colorado shakes his 
head, by that I suppose meaning to express his dissent; but in com- 
pany with the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs [Mr. DAweEs] I visited that legion last summer, and we in- 
vestigated minutely and in detail into the condition of those people. 
Not only do they not need anything that they would receive under 
this distribution, but it would be an interference with an enlightened, 
broad, comprehensive, and eflicient system under which the most satis- 
factory results have been reached. 

There we find a nation that absolutely pays no taxes whatever for 
the support of its own institutions, a nation where there is nota pauper, 
old or young, male or female, a nation where every family has a fixed 
local habitation and an abundant support, and which the insti- 
tutions of civilization might in many ways appropriately take pattern. 

I therefore suggest to the Senator from Colorado that sharing as I do 
with him in sympathy, and design, and purpose for the elevation of the 
Indians by education, they have no part nor lot in the fund that is 
provided in this bill. I shall vote to give them more than their propor- 
tion in any bill that may be brought up for that purpose. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I apprehend that the Senator from 
Kansas is a little mistaken in the scope of this provision, because it will 
be left, as I, understand it, discretionary with the Secretary of the In- 
terior to expend this money entirely for the maintenance of industrial 
schools, if in his judgment it is fit that it should be so done. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is in the bill. 

Mr. CHACE. That is clearly the provision of the bill, as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire says. Further, it seems to me that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas misapprehends the spirit of this bill, the object that 
is sought to be attained. It is based notaltogether upon the idea that 
it is dangerous to the welfare of the country to have a large voting pop- 
ulation who are illiterate, but upon the doctrine that a large body of 
illiterates are dangerous themselves, whether voters or not; that igno- 
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rance is a danger to our institutions, a threat to our institutions, and to 
their stability. 

It seems to me also that the Senator is somewhat in conflict with 
himself, because in the forepart of hisremarks he pictured to us these 
Indians as in a continued nomadic state, having made comparatively 
little if any progress, leaving us to infer that the hope of education to 
the Indian was entirely out of our reach; and then he tells us that the 
civilized tribes have made a ona ape and that they are maintain- 
ing schools. In fact the whole and groundwork of his argument 
is that we have denied to those people the inherent right of suffrage; 
that we have treated them, while they are here of their own right, as 
aliens; in other words, because we have done them a wrong through all 
these y because we have kept them in a false position, debarred 
them from attaining the rights of citizenship, we will now continue to 
add to that wrong by refusing to furnish them the aid which we are 
proffering to the States and to other Territories, to build them up and 
prepare them for the rights of citizenship, the only condition which 
will ever relieve us of this great problem! 

I hope, Mr. President, that the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I am aware that the Indian question 
is a burning issue in Rhode Island and other portions near the sea- 
board, but I certainly should not be blamed for the want of capacity 
which the Senator from Rhode Island exhibits to understand my posi- 
tion. 

I said nothing whatever about a denial of the rights of education to 
the Indians. I said nothing whatever about the incapacity of the In- 
dians to be elevated. I said, on the contrary, that many of them had 
been greatly elevated. I avowed my desire, and my purpose, and my 
wish, and my intention, to vote for the most liberal appropriations for 
the education of the Indians. And for the Senator to rise within three 
minutes after I had made those statements and say that I was in con- 
flict with myself evinces either a disposition to misrepresent or a want 
of capacity to apprehend. 

I made no comparison between the Indians who were roving west 
of 96° and those who were permanently settled east of thatline. That 
had no part or lot in the statement that I made. My statement was 
historical, and if the Senator is aware at all of the condition of affairs 
there he must know that my statement was correct. In saying that 
there were to the westward nomadic and wandering and vagrant In- 
dians, I did not say that they were incapable of elevation, and in say- 
ing that the people to the east of that line had made great advances, 
I certainly was not endeavoring in any way whatever to cast a stigma 
apon the Indian T. 

I trust, therefore, that the Senator will allow me to be my own in- 
terpreter, and not place upon my language a construction that is de- 
rived from his own ideas of the Indian question or the relations of Con- 
gress to the subject of Indian education. 

Mr. TELLER. The difficulty anticipated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas in reference to the tribes known as the uncivilized tribes is purely 
imaginary. The whole matter is left with the Secretary of the Interior, 
who is the absolute disposer of all the money that is voted by Congress 
for Indian education. He places it wherever he sees fit in most cases. 
Of course there are some specific appropriations, but there is a large 
amount of money which is placed in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and he selects the place to put the money. All he has to do 
when this money comes into his hands is to determine where he will 
put it, whether he will give it to Cheyennes or Arapahoes in the West, 
or whether he will give it to the more quiet and peaceable Nez Percés, 
or whether he will give it to some other of the semi-civilized Indians 
in that Territory. 

The honorable Senator from Kansas states that the civilized tribes 
have made such a magnificent provision for the education of their chil- 
dren that they are all brought within the opportunities at least of an 
education. 

Such is not exactly the fact. I know the Senatoris familiar with the 
country, that it lies on the borders of his State; I know that he has a 
pretty thorough acquaintance with it; but yet if he will examine the 
records he will find that that is not exactly true; that he is mistaken 
when he says that the opportunities of education are presented to the 
Indians. Only two years agoa benevolent woman came here to the Senate 
for an appropriation for the Creeks. It was said by the Appropriations 
Committee that the Creeks were able to take care of their own children, 
and undoubtedly that was true. Yet they did not do so, and this woman 
went into the New England or Eastern States and gathered money to 
build a school-house—$15,000 for one place and I think about $3,000 for 
another, and she is maintaining those two schools to-day by charitable 
contributions from the people of New York and New England and other 
sections of the country where she is acquainted. 

I know that very likely it would be very much a waste of money as ap- 
plied to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes. Iknow something about them; 
I think I know as much about the Cheyennes and the Arapahoes as the 
Senator from Kansas or anybody else here. They were my neighbors 
twenty-five years ago. They were not always desirable neighbors, 
either. I saw them everywhere, in the towns and out of the towns, 
and when they came to Washington after I was Secretary of the Interior 
I recognized some of them as men I had seen in their wild, warlike atti- 
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tude on the plains, and I recollected the time when I had been exceed - 
ingly anxious that they should not see me. I know they have not made 
much progress, and it is doubtful whether they will for some years yet; 
but there are within the boundaries of that Territory Indians who are 
making an effort themselves. I called attention the other day to the 
fact that the Osages had provided that the interest of the moneys held 
in trust by the Government of the United States for their use should 
be withheld from every family that declined or neglected to send their 
children to school for a certain number of months in the year, and I 
suppose they have abundance of money; but the Nez Percés, of whom 
I need not speak now, having done so very frequently on this floor, a 
people who were put there against their will, have not the advantage 
of schools that they ought to have, and never have had it since they 
have been there. i 

There will be no difficulty whatever in the Secretary of the Interior 
distributing this money; and if those Indians are not voters now, if this 
great danger of an uneducated voter does not stare us in the face to-day 
it will stare us in the face very soon, for nobody will suppose that we 
can keep two hundred and sixty odd thousand Indians in this country 
out of the citizenship that they will ultimately demand and that the 
country will give them. A people who could take four million unedu- 
cated and ignorant Africans and thrust them at one movement into the 
body politic, creating citizens of them, and giving them the power in 
communities where they lived without education, and actually con- 
trolling the entire interests of communities, ought not to be alarmed at 
afew uneducated Indians. But itis wisdom to commence now the edu- 
cation of those Indians and not wait until they are about to be made 
citizens of the United States. 

There is not any reason that can be given why the bill should not 
apply to the Indians in the Indian Territory as much as it applies to 
the Indians in Alaska or to the colored men or the white men in any 
other portion of the country who are needing the benefit of assistance 
from the General Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the following 
additional proviso: 

Provided, also, That the Indian Territory shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this act, and the money apportioned to said Territory shall be 
expended annually under the direction rt the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall ascertain, in such manner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of 


illiterates therein. The provisions of sections 3 and 7 of this act shall not apply 
to the Indian Territory. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Colorado 
tell me precisely what he means by the Indian Territory.“ Does he 
mean the country of the Five Nations? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean what is always known in common parlance 
as the Territory lying south of Kansas, set apart for the Indians. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where the Five Nations are? 

Mr. TELLER. Where the Five Nations are; and there are other In- 
dians also there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but that Territory? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I mean. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what the Senator understands to be tech- 
nically the legal name? 

Mr. TELLER. That is technically the Indian Territory.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not cover the roaming Indians in other 

of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not cover roaming Indians at all. 

Mr. DAWES. In other words, all Indian tribes outside of the five 
tribes in that Territory, which are just about as much, according to 
number, as the five tribes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was trying to get at the geographical place. 
Whether that is a correct definition, I am not quite sure. 

Mr. DAWES. It is known in law as the Indian country.“ That 
was the definition originally given to it, and it has come down as ‘‘the 
Indian country’? to the present time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That was my understanding; but the amendment 
uses the word Territory,“ which led me to not quite understand what 
was meant. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that in all the dealings of 
the Department it is always referred to as the Indian Territory.“ The 
Supreme Court of the United States decided a good many years ago that 
‘the Indian country ™ meant any Indian reservation. Therefore I did 
not care about using that phrase, because it would bring up the very 
question that the Senate decided they would not go into, that is, apply- 
ing the bill to the people outside of organized communities. These are 
organized Indian communities, with the exception of the Cheyennes, Ar- 
apahoes, and Comanches; perhaps there would be no great danger in 
leaving this money to the most of them, but the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior under my amendment will have the absolute control, and he can 
put it all with one tribe or he can put it all with another, as I under- 
stand, as he thinks they ought to have it. 

Mr. DAWES. In common language everybody understands what is 
meant by ‘‘the Indian Territory;’’ but the attempt to apply the term 
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Indian country” to all Indian lands did not meet the sanction of the 
Supreme Court. When it was brought before the circuit court presided 
over in one of the western districts by a gentleman who was formerly 
Secretary of War, on the indictment of a man described as committing 
an offense in the Indian country, he was di because in the opin- 
ion of the court the term Indian country’? had a technical meaning 
applicable only to that which we call!“ the Indian Territory.“ But in 
such a statute as this, I have no doubt that the term Indian Terri- 
tory ’’ will be sufficiently definite. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Understanding that the term ‘‘Indian Terri- 
tory is intended to apply to that tract of country where the five civi- 
lized nations reside, and other tribes as, well who are not civilized, and 
understanding it to apply also to the members of the five civilized tribes 
as well as the others, I have one difficulty, although I entirely sympa- 
thize with the object the Senator from Colorado has in view. By trea- 
ties of the United States with the five civilized nations, the Five Na- 
tions, as they are called, it is solemnly agreed that they shall have their 
own institutions and their own government, of themselves, and by them- 
selves, and for themselves; and under those treaties they have estab- 
lished constitutions and made laws, and have legislatures, by whatever 
name they call them, and courtsof justice, and schools, and everything 
that belongs to the autonomy of a civilized community. 

That being so, to say that those people shall have this money to be 
expended in that Territory in respect of educating their children under 
the sole direction of the Secretary of the Interior is putting the chil- 
dren of the five civilized nations, who have governments of their own by 
our solemn agreement that we will not interfere with, in the same at- 
titude exactly as the wild Indians of Alaska or the wild tribes that 
have been located within the region of country where the five civilized 
nations are. It doesnot appear to me that that would be right; but as 
it regards the five civilized nations, as they are called the Five Na- 
tions, if we are to give them the money at all (which I am quite will- 
ing to do if we can arrange the proper phraseology), they ought tostand 
upon exactly the same basis as a State. Let them accept it, let them 
be bound to distribute it accordingly, without t to race or color, 
and have fair play in educating their children; but weought not to in- 
vade, against the agreements of our treaties, their own autonomy of 
their own school system and say that their children shall only get the 
benefit of this money in such a way and under such regulations and ar- 

ents as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, because it 
does not put them on the footing that they are entitled to be put on, 
if we are to give any aid at all, by our solemn treaties and obligations 
with them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make one observation with reference to this 
matter, which it seems to me would remove the objection of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. Whatever goes to the Indian country or Territory 
is to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and by the provisions of the bil] in any Territory (and this is to be con- 
sidered as a Territory) the money may be expended for common or in- 
dustrial schools. Ifthe civilized tribes which have been mentioned can 
not properly receive their proportion, if there is any objection whatever 
in any way, as undoubtedly there must be from the suggestions made by 
the Senator, then it will be in the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to spend it outside of those tribes, among theremaining tribes of wild 
Indians, and to establish either common schools or industrial schools, 
one or both, as the case may be; and the whole of it may undoubtedly 
be expended for industrial schools. 

Mr. TELLER. To obviate the objection made by the Senator from 
Vermont, if I may be allowed to amend my amendment, I will add the 
following: 

No money shall be expended among the civilized tribes except by and with 
the consent of said tribe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not meet the point. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Five Nations are to have this money at all, 
as I am quite willing that they should in their proper proportion, they 
ought to be put on exactly the same footing as a State; that is to say, 
as they have a perfect autonomy about everything, just as perfect as 
the State of Ohio, or Colorado, or Vermont, their own authoritiesshould 
be put on the same footing as those States, and their council, or legis- 
lature, or whatever it is called, should agree to accept this donation, 
subject to the provisions of the bill; and then their own schools should 
be aided not in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, but ac- 
cording to the provisions of the law. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you offer such an amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I had a minute to do it in I might. 

Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw mine and let the Senator from Ver- 
mont offer an amendment such as he suggests. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not undertake to do it in a moment, for I 
do not understand exactly what the Senator wants to accomplish. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there need be any difficnlty practi- 
cally in this matter. The provision that the Senator from Vermont 


mentions was of course inserted for the benefit of the Indians, and Ido 
not sup if the money was apportioned to them that the Secretary 
of the Interior would think of creating separate and independent 
schools—that was not my idea—but that he might distribute it as he 
thought they were entitled to it under thelaw. I think that there is 
no practical difficulty; but the amendment may be so modified as to ob- 
viate the objection made by the Senator from Vermont. 

I think there is a little more in this than a matter of the money that 
those people are to get. I think the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the legislation which recognizes these people 
as haying a connection with us and an interest with us and that we 
have an interest in them, will be of greatadvantagetothem. As Isaid 
a moment ago, the day is not far distant when they must become mem- 
bers of the body-politic. Just what will be done, whether we shall 
erect a State out there and give them all the rights of Statehood, I do 
not know; but something must be done. The anomalous condition in 
which they are living can not be maintained much longer, and every- 
body understands it. I have my own theory as to what ought to be 
done; but what will strike the public mind and the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government when they come to act upon it as the proper 
thing, of course I do not knowand cannotsay. But I am exceedingly 
anxious that those people should see that when we are providing a gen- 
eral system for the education of the people of the United States, we do 
not stand them off as having no part or lot with the people of the United 
States. There are 35,000 white people, asI said before, living inside of 
that Territory to-day, as shown by the report of 1884. They are citi- 
zens of the United States; their children are entitled to be educated, 
and when their children leave the Indian borders they will become 
voters. If it is dangerous to have an illiterate voter in Mississippi, in 
Georgia, or in Alabama, it will be just as us to have that illit- 
erate when he over into Illinois or any of the other States and be- 
comes a voter there as if he were a citizen of the United States now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CONGER. If the proposition on which we are voting is proposed 
to be amended I would rather vote on the amendment first. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There isno amendment pending ex- 
cept the 1 of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator from Vermont was to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood that an amendment was being prepared. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed the Senator from Vermont was prepar- 
ing martes would suit him better and accomplish just what I have 
indicated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would not delay the Senate to do it now. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there need be any great haste about 
the matter. I will withdraw my amendment for the present and offer 
it again in the Senate, so that an amendment can be framed which will 
meet the approbation of the Senator from Vermont and others who 
now criticise mine in its present form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be withdrawn 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and the amendment 
i; withdrawn. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether he 
would object to inserting after the word children,“ in line 14 of sec- 
tion 11, the words in the State or Territory, and the total number,“ 
requiring the report to contain not only the number of those taught 
but the total number in the Territory or State, so that we may know 
the proportion between those who attend school and those who do not? 
That is not elsewhere provided. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that is provided for in some of the other sec- 
tions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not in this connection. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to such an amendment, however. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move then after the word children, in line 14 
of section 11, to insert the words ‘‘in the State or Territory, and the 
total number; so as to read: 


The number of public, common, and industrial schools in each district, the 
number of teachers employed, the rate of wages paid, the total number of chil- 
dren in the State or Territory, and the total nu; taught during the year, &o. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move toamend the bill in section 5 by adding after 
United States,“ in line 4, the words: 

And instruction in physiology and hygiene, with special reference to the nat- 
ure ota alcoholic drinks and other narcotics, and of their effect upon the human 
Sys! le 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. That amendment I presume the Senator from New 
Hampshire will notobject to. While of course I know that his accept- 
ance will not necessarily secure its adoption, at the same time it will 
be a long step in that direction. It is a proposition to which I think 
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the Committee on Education and Labor of which he is a member has 
already agreed; and certainly if this is a good thing at retail it ought 
to be a good deal better at wholesale. In the present temper of the 
public mind in regard to this great question I think that such a pro- 


vision would not only meet with the greatest popular approval, but 
would be an important step in the direction of a general dissemination 

of that information which is now much called for, and which BEY 
edly will be called for much more in the future. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be very glad indeed if the amendment could 
be adopted without prospective injury to the final vote on the bill. A 
bill has been reported to the Senate, and is on the Calendar, providing 
for instruction as to the effect of alcohol and other narcotics on the hu- 
man in the common schools of the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, wherein the United States has undoubted authority and 
can whatever course of study it sees fit. If such a provision 
were attached to this bill, it would carry of course by national legisla- 
tion the provision into the common-school system of all the States, or 
impose upon them the necessity of rejecting the apportionment which 
they are to receive under the bill. The Senator may or may not be 
aware that some sixteen States of the United States have already 
adopted such a bill by State action, and that it is a sort of instruction 
which is going rapidly into the common schools. I wish I could see 
my way, a strict constructionist of the Constitution, to advocate 
this as an amendment to the pending bill, but I can not do so. 

Mr.GRAY. I do not exactly understand how the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas can encounter the constitutional scruples of the 
Senator from New Ham: inasmuch as the whole theory of the bill 
is that it is a condition, and if it becomes operative at all ie it is only by 
the acceptance by the States of the bounty thatis loaded down 
with the conditions that the bill pro I do not understand that 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas contemplates anything 
other or less than imposing an additional condition upon the acceptance 
of this bounty from the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam delighted to know that whenever we shall reach 
the temperance-instruction bill to which the Senator from Kansas has 
alluded we are sure of the co-operation of the Senator from Delaware. 
That is something to which I had not looked forward with the utmost 
confidence; and now I assure him that I feel greatly relieved and per- 
fectly confident of the final passage of that bill, as I already do of this 
one. 

The Senator suggests that it would not be unconstitutional to carry 
the provisions of that bill into the common schools of the States for the 
reason that this bill already contains a provision that a State must first 
assent before this appropriation shall become operative at all in its juris- 
diction, but I think there is a fair prospect that the bill will be amended 
before we get through in that particular, so that the assent of a State by 
the formal action of its Legislature will not be required. 

Mr. GRAY. I am happy torelievethe mind of the Senator from New 
Hampshire from any doubts he may have had about the views of so 
humble an individual as myself on this question, and I will state here 
and now that I am heartily in favor of such instruction in the common 
schools of the States. I merely rose, however, to suggest to the Sena- 
tor that this condition no more than any other condition would violate 
the arguments and reasoning by which the constitutionality of the bill 

ported, in that 4 it is a condition imposed upon the accept- 
from the General Government. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I fear the Greeks bearing gifts. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The 5 is on the 9 of the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 


The CHIEF In section 5, line 4, aſter United States,“ it 
is proposed to insert: 

And instruction in l th special refere to th 
8 alcoho tic FB ee pe Bh — — i p fer alleebupion tbe hasan 
system. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to say but a word or two on 
this amendment, since it seems to be seriously pressed. What I desire 
tosay is that I understand this is a condition which the States must 
comply with in order to get the benefit of this fund: I state that it 


would be veo oak at first that the State of Mississippi at least should 
be able to comply with that condition. The colored schools of that 
State are y taught by colored men and women, who are entirely 


competent to teach the ordinary branches taught in common schools, 
reading, writing, arithmetic, geography, grammar, and history of the 
United States, but they are not competent generally to lecture upon 
physiology and the other matters embraced in the amendment; so if 
the amendment is passed and those studies are required to be taught 
this matter, the result would be that the State could not comply with it 
in a large number of instances, and a failure in any would be a failure 
in all; and therefore the State would lose the benefit of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not conceive that it is within the constitutional 
power of Congress to appropriate money from the national Treasury 
and to distribute it among the States making as a condition of its re- 


ception by any State a change in its common-school system. To do 
that would be to prescribe common-school systems to States and to in- 
terfere in the most direct manner with them. There can be no more 
direct manner of asserting control over the common schools of the 
States than to do that. 

Section 5 as it stands is not, in my judgment, a contradiction of that 
principle, because it is not a condition in substance and effect, what- 
ever it may be in phraseology. It is a definition; it is the universally 

definition of common-school education, and the things which 
it contains are universally taught. The bill goes on to say that it shall 
be deemed a common-school education if it has these things in it, and 
such other things as the local laws of the States may prescribe. But if 
you undertake to make a new branch, however desirable it is that it 
should be taught, like hygiene, or the proposition of Mrs. Hunt (which 
I heartily favor) of teaching in the common the relation of al- 
coholic drinks to human health and life, however excellent that may 
be, you Daya then for the first time put into the bill a proposition on 
the part of to dictate to the States and to control the States in 
the matter of their common-school system. The common-school sys- 
tem then is regulated to that extent by Congress. Therefore, Iam 
utterly opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Massachusetts evidently has not 
read this bill or he would not have committed himself to it heretofore 
as strongly as he has, judging by the position he justnow takes. The 
bill does not provide that the instruction shall be according to the cur- 

,ticulum, if you may so call it, laid down now by State authority or es- 
tablished by that authority hereafter, but it provides a system of edu- 
cation itself, separate and apart from and in addition to that provided 
by the several States, of which instruction in hygiene, &e., is no more 
a violation of the Constitution than that already provided. Section 5 
is in these words: 

That the instruction in the common schools wherein these moneys shall be 
e eg rsh anew ae tease ee Shs co Sie 
branches of useful knowledge as may bo tagih under local laws. 

That is a specific direction that this money shall only be expended 
for the 28 of teaching these particular branches of knowledge. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘ And such other branches.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly; that is to say, the ones that are named. 
We have a right to name physiology and hygiene just as much as we 
have a right to name United States history. 

Responding to what the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] says, 
I hope he does not suppose that we are to have as the result of this 
measure the worn-out and effete methods of teaching which are now 
prevalent in the State of Mississippi and elsewhere. By confession some- 
thing has to be remedied down there. Weare approaching this subject 
of national education because the States have not done their duty in 
this particular, because their systems are defective, because the people 
are slothful and indifferent in regard to the great question of popular 
education, because they are not willing to tax themselves according to 
their ability to pay in order that the youth of school age within their 
respective limits may have the benefits of common-school education. 

Mr. President, we are to have something different and something 
better than what we have had before. The United States Government 
does not enter upon this subject except it be for the purpose of making 
things better than they are now. Therefore we shall have teachers 
who will teach physiology and hygiene as well as American history, 
and I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not lay the comfort to 
himself that he seems to imply in his remarks that they are to go on 
in the old-fashioned, indifferent, easy-going way that they have here- 
tofore, but we are to have some more force and some more ability and 
energy and addition of scope to the system of Mississippi and Alabama 
and Texas and so on than we have heretofofe had. If we are not to 
have it, then what is the purpose of this bill? If it is simply to rec- 
ognize what is now existing, and perpetuate it and maintain it, why 

pass this provision for an appropriation of $77,000,000 or $79,000,000, 
as fet believe it is now? 

So, Mr. President, if we are to enter upon this subject, let the in- 
struction to be given be commensurate with the power, with the intel- 
ligence of the American people, backed up by the National Govern- 
ment. Weare only on the threshold of this matter now, but before 
we get through we shall have to add to this $77,000,000 untold mill- 
ions more, and if the money is to be used for any useful purpose, let 
the power and the purpose of the National Government toimprove that - 
system of education which confessedly is so inadequate be manifested 
by such directions as shall give ample effect to every dollar of this 
money. 

It is a little late, I think, now to suggest that we are entering upon 
an unconstitutional field. If we can require the governors of States to 
give us information in regard to the number of school children and all 
the details of the school as administered in the several States, 
and if we can prescribe the teaching of the history of the United States 
we can prescribe any other kind of teaching that we see fit, and we can 
not only prescribe that, but we can say what kind of a history of the 
United States shall be used as a school-book in these various schools; 
and if what I have been told is true on the subject of the histories that 
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are being used now in the Southern States, the very beginning of this 
reform, the very first step in regard to the expenditure of this public 
money ought to be to prescribe a new history of the United States to 
be put in use among the youths of the Southern States in order that 
they may be brought up patriotic as well as intelligent citizens, which 
they ought to be. It will not do now to say that the Government has 
not got the power to attach just what conditions it pleases to the ex- 
penditure of this money. This has all been innocuous enough on the 
surface, but underneath it all is that very purpose. 
To this complexion we must come at last. 

The National Government will follow, as it has a right to do and as 
it ought to do if it expends the money, every single dollar of it into the 
smallest school-house in the Southern States and in the Northern States 
as well, toprescribe the persons who shall teach, what they shall teach, 
and every other thing that goes to and concerns the regulation of every 
schoo] in the United States where this money is spent. 

If it is well enough that the Committee on Education and Labor 
should report a bill that in all the schools of the District of Columbia 
and in all the Army and the Navy schools, and in every other school or 
place where teaching is the result of national expenditure these princi- 
ples of hygiene shall be taught, why shall we withhold our command 
that that instruction shall be given when we enter this great national 
theater, embracing, as it does, not merely the soldiers in the Army of 
the United States, not merely the small school population of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, but the millions upon whom this Government is to 
rest in the future? Why should we withhold from them this most use- 
fal instruction? Why go at this in a homeopathic way, as though we 
wanted to experiment upon somebody who might be killed without any 
very great danger, and yet not apply it to the great mass of the people 
who are to be benefited by it and through whom the country is to be 
benefited if it is a good thing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The tary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. BRown’s name was called). I am requested 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to state that he is paired 
with my colleague [Mr. MORGAN] on the question. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I announce again my 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who is absent. 

Mr. VANCE (when his namewas called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from New ersey [Mr.SEWELL]. If he were present, Ishould vote 

nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has been announced. His colleague [Mr. 
Pod] is satisfled he would vote against the amendment if here, and as 
I am against it, I wish to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 34; as follows: 


TEAS—12, 
Conger, Gray, Mahono, Teller, 
Cullom, Hale, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Frye, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—H, 
ary Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
oe burn, eee dee 1 
warts, rger, 
Bowen, George, MeMilian, Sawyer, s 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 
1, Hamptow, Miller of N. V., oorhees, 
„ Hi È Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall. 
Joke, Hoar, Morrill, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Palmer, 
ABSENT—30. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Allison, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
ck, Gorman, organ, Stanford, 
Butler, Harrison, Payne, Vance, 
Camden, Hawley. ike, Vest, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Dawes, herson, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment, to add at the end of section 10: 
, That nothing in this section shall prevent any State or Territory 


Provided, 
from applying the money provided in this act to industrial education as a part 
of its common-school system of instruction. 


Mr. President, I regard this amendment as essential to any proper 
system of common school instruction. Mr. Scott Russell, of England, 
in a report to the Parliament of Great Britain on this subject, made 
some years ago, says: 

Dissatisfied with our national groseros, we have turned our minds to search 
for tbe cause of our deficiency. e find that during these years some nations 
have been occupied in diligently e the national education of various 
classes of skilled mechanical workmen for the pw of giving skill to the un- 
skilled and rendering the skilled more skillful. efind that some nations have 


gre so far as to have established in every considerable town technical schools 
0 


r the purpose of teaching all the youths intended to be craftsmen those 
8 of science which relate most nearly to the principles of their future 
cra 


This subject came before the consideration of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor of the Senate, and some of the leading manufacturers 
and skilled workmen in the United States appeared before the com- 
mittee. One of them, Mr. John W. Britton, aman of much intelligence 
and high character, testified as follows: 


I will say that I have beena worker for forty-eight years. I have been an em- 
ployer for er ir Regd years. I ama carriage-maker, and a member of the firm 
of Brewster & Co., Broadway and Forty-seventh street. In that connection I will 
also state that lam president of asavings-bank, That only bears upon De avr 
tion as showing the fact that I come in contact with a different class of labor from 
that employed in my own establishment. Having been a worker myself, I have 
mixed with working Dorpe: and I know them pretty thoroughly. e me- 
chanical classes, however, I am better acquainted with use all through my 
mature life I have been in constant communication with them, chiefly, however, 
as an employer. 


He says further: 


While on the subject of education I would state that I was chairman of a com- 
mittee appointed by the Carriage Builders’ National Association of the United 
States, in 1882, on the subject of apprenticeship, and e duties ot that 
committee was the preparation of an address to the officials having connection 
with public free education in the United States. That address was issued in 
1 to these officials, With the permission of the committee I will 
read it: 


“To officials and oficial bodies in the United States having the supervision of public 
education: 


„The Carriage Builders’ National Association of the United States, in behalf 
of the industry represented by them and of other mechanical industries of our 
country, beg leave to call your attention to the necessity of some change in the 
eourse of study in our public schools that will pe who intend to be- 
come apprentices in trades and mechanical pursuits requiring a high standard 
of taste and skill, 

This association, having recently established in New York city a school for 
the advancement of technical knowledge among the apprentices and young 
mechanics of our trade, have at the outset been met with the serious obstacle 
that very few of the pupils, although they may have attended the public schools 
of this and other cities, have had any instruction in free-hand drawing and 
Seomety, 80 necessary to all who wish to engage in the higher mechanical pur- 
suits, 

“ We are well aware that the studies above referred to are included inthe ordi- 
nary school course in many of the cities and towns, but we beg Jeave to call 
your attention to the fact that nore intending to learn trades leave school earlier 
than those intending to follow the professions and other pursuits, and usually 
before reaching that part of the school course in which free-hand drawing and 
geometry are taught. Thus they are I of the very studies which they 
specially need to make them skilled and intelligent mechanics. 

“Your attention is further called to the fact that the advance already made in 
the mechanical arts in this country calls for a higher standard of taste and skill 
than heretofore, and there is every evidence t a r demand for 
skilled workmen will arise from year to year in order that in our rapidly in- 
creasing production we may successfully compete in the markets of the world 
with the manufacturers of other countries. At present we are dependent in a 
great measure upon artisans educated in their trades abroad; but the number 
of this class seeking our shores for employment is lessening every zar and 
has almost entirely ceased in many of the trades calling for the higher skill, 
The lack, too, of any well established apprenticeship system in this country pre- 
cludes any relief in the near future from that source,” 


This testimony further establishes the fact that it is a necessity for the 
continuance of our mechanical skill and successful competition with other 
nations to have a system of primary instruction in the arts and trades 
attached to the public schools of the country. Mr. William Steinway, 
of the celebrated firm of piano-makers, also testified: 


The total want of industrial schools in this city is a very great evil. There 
ought to be industrial schools all over each city where boys can kosna find for 
what business they have aptitude and talent. Then, ender regular apprentice 
laws, under which a boy could be bound for, say, five at rising wages, com- 
mencing at $3 a week for the first year, getting $3.50 the second year, Aa week 
the third year, and so on, they would learn a trade well. During the last two or 
three years the employer could have the advantage, since during the first one or 
two years he lost. 

Every now and then respectable men come tome—farmers, &. having bo 
of sixteen or seventeen years of age, and wanting them to learn the piano trade. 
We can not take any apprentices, because the boy takes up the place of a man; 
but in smaller shops they could do so. Still, nobody will take the boy, because 
the moment he has learned one of the fifteen or eighteen branches of the trade 
he shifts for himself. Although he has learned the businessimproperly, still he 
starts out, and thus it is that not only the piano trade, but most of the wood- 
work business is shut out from boys. That is a great evil. 

* * * $ re s * 

Having gone through the panics of 1861, 1867, and 1873, I know that skilled 
artisans are absolutely independent of bad times, for a skilled workman will 
always find employment, 


The testimony of Mr. John Swinton, formerly of the New York Sun 
newspaper, a man of extensive information, devoted to the interests of 
the workingmen, states that there are not less than ten thousand persons 
who die from starvation because of the bad sanitary conditions, incident 
on the want of remunerative employment, in the city of New York annu- 


ally. In France, Saxony, Bavaria, Westphalia, and the German States 


they have an elaborate system of industrial education connected with 
their public schools and extending throughout the community. Mr. 
Edward King testifies: 


In Boston there is one of the most striking evidences of the feasibility of edu- 
cating boys, and in some cases girls, and certainly the oe, of nah enya 
and educating adult workingmen in the Industrial School” (I think they cal 
it in Boston), an account of which will be found in Mr. Eaton's report to the 
Senate on industrial education. But when I was in Boston myself I was at 
that time informed by those who were interested in that school that it originally 
started in a church, by simply taking some of the boys from the gutters and 
giving them jack-knives and pieces of wood and ps toes to cut th of 
a definite shape. I think they called it the “ whittling „taking the boys 


in and putting them on benches on week evenings, Those boys showed such 
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cation affords it will not enable them to perform any of the duties of a 
citizen either to themselves or the state. 

I will not delay the Senate by 8 matter farther. Of the 
polytechnic schools of Germany, Sir und Franklin in his report to 
the English Parliament in 1867 says: 

In the polytechnic schools of Germany and Switzerland the future manufact- 
urer or manager is made familiar with those laws and applications of the t 
natural forces which must always form the basis of every intelligent and pro- 
gressive industry. It seems that thissuperiority more than counterbalances the 
undoubted advantage which this country has in raw material, 

Mr. J. P. Worth, in June 3, 1867, said: 


In the matter of primary education, England is well abreast of Austria, France, 
and Prussia. In the matter of all that tends to connect the workman with the 
artisan, Austria, France, and Prussia were clearly passing us, 

Now in this country there is practically outside of New York, in 
Mr. Peter Cooper's great institute, and outside of Boston, no attention 
paid to this connection of industrial education with primary education; 
but in Russia even, in Germany, in all France, the necessity of provid- 
ing for the support of the people, the necessity of relieving pauperism, 
has induced them with enlightened prevision of the future to establish 
industrial education asa part and parcel of the education of every child. 
I therefore hope that this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida, if I under- 
stood him correctly, stated that Mr. Swinton testified before the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor that twelve thousand men starved an- 
nually in New York city. The statement, as I recollect it—I have not 
the book before me—was that that number of infants and young chil- 
dren died in consequence of the lack of proper food, proper nursing, and 
such attention as the community should furnish to its children. That 
was the statement. 

Mr. CALL. I will read the statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. I think it was no statement that twelve 
thousand grown men starved annually in New York. 

Mr. CALL. This is the statement: 


The CHAIRMAN. I was not 28 to learn that New York, left to herself, 
unfed by immigration from foreign countries or from other parts of our own 
country, would so rapidly disappear. Ithoughtshe was growing of herself; but 
Russell, the builder of the Great Eastern“ steamship (andone of the greatest it Would seem, from your statement— 


That is Mr. Swinton’s statement— 


that she is being fed cer Ae the fires of the sun may be fed, by matters drawn 
in from outside, by absorbing another world or two. 

The Wirness. I would have but to send across the street to these reports 
of our board of health. The facts are not disputed. I estimate of the deaths 
here, at least ten thousand every year are by starvation. I believe that between 
ten thousand and twelve thousand people die of starvation in this city every 


interest and the teachers had such success in their notions that they * got 

e benches and had them screwed onto the sides of the port; an e 
class kept getting larger and larger, and by and by it became so „and they 
were so sure of a successful movement, that they obtained a room in some one 
of the Government buildings, and then they obtained chisels and other tools 
besides regular work-benches, and had a set of rules for the government of the 
school, and it was altogether so successful that it has developed now into an 
institution for practical technical instruction, 


THE RUSSIAN METHOD OF TECHNICAL EDUCATION, 


At this point I should like to 2 that the committee will find, if they have not 
f Mr. Eaton, that the system of technical educa- 
tion introduced first, I think, by Principal Runkle (I think that is his name), of 
the technological college in Boston, known as the Russian system,“ is the one 
that I think above all others should have the reference, and that is the system 
of technical edueation which is least open to the objections that would certain] 
be raised in the event of the Federal vernment taking this matter in hand. 
I notice that in the case of a witness who testified on this stand on the subject of 
technical education there was a little editorial article in one of the daily papers 
to the effect that the gentleman was evidently not aware that ple who 
no interest in mechanical subjects—general tax-payers—would be taxed for giv- 
ing a special kind of education to a part of the community. 
would urge that the value of the Russian method of technical education is 
such that it is not open to any such objection, inasmuch as the work is applied 
to forms of which are not to be used for any constructive or business 
purpose, but are so invented as to demand all kinds of manipulation which 
would be necessary in any kind of industry, and that in the event even of pupils 
being for a commercial career, the education which they obtain under 
this method of instruction is an education of their faculties—of their objective 
powers. It will always be of value to them, and it will be of value to any person, 
whether he undertakes to follow the life of a mechanic or a life of commerce, or 


vie else, 

think that a fair examination on the subject will show this committee thata 
technical education on the Russian system applied in the primary schools, as has 
been advocated, and demonstrated in Boston to be successful in, I think, a gram- 
mar school, as will be found in the report of Mr. Eaton to the Senate, would be 
successful if applied everywhere. That report demonstrates the feasibility and 
practicability of the matter I am now advocating. 

I believe also that if our Government were to imitate the English method they 
would have here a far greater success than they have ever had in England. 1 
believe that the American school-boy isso much sharper, is naturally so much 
more apt a pupil, and his bent of mind is of such a practical character that if the 
Government of the United States were to make any decent effort in this direo- 
tion Iam positive personally that they would meet with a far greater success 
than even the Government of England has made. 


ECONOMIC VALUE OF TECHNICAL EDUCATION. 


a far larger extent true in America, year. 
e Ld e 2 e s bd The CHAIRMAN. You mean a prolonged condition of insufficient nutrition, 
Let America take note that it is the educated skilled labor, and not pauper labor, | which is equivalent to starvation. 
as so many believe, which she has reason to fear and against which she can 


The Wrrxess, A prolonged condition of inanition. It is classified in the re- 

ports as “febrile 9 as lung diseases,” as “anemia,” &c,; it is put 

under various fine terms to conceal the ghastly fact of 10,000 ns dying here 

8 from a lack of the supplies needed for the generation of the forces of 
e. 


defend herself only by educating her workingmen equally well. 


Mr. President, I could multiply these citations indefinitely from all 
the practical and successful managers of our large establishments in the 
United States who are interested in education. They all condemn our 
system of relying simply upon teaching the child to read and write with 
great force and impressiveness. Mr. Swinton laid before the committee 
a formidable and terrible statement as to wantand degradation and ab- 
solute suffering among the laboring people of Northern cities and com- 
munities, and boldly charged that if the Bureau of Labor will do its 
duty it will present a skeleton so ghastly in every community of death 
and starvation and suffering, even among the people of our communities 
where common-school education is best established, as will be appall- 
ing. 

You only need to read the evidence of the committee to be satisfied 
of this fact. _We have now the examples in England, Germany, and 
France of systems of instruction in technical education applied to the 
common schools to primary instruction by which every child is taught 
the elements necessary in the different trades and is prepared to engage 
in any of them; and we have the evidence here that our factories, our 
carriage-makers, as Mr. Brewster especially testifies, have to obtain 
from Germany the young men who are capable of being educated rapidly 
in the trades, who are prepared for it—receiving compensation all the 
time. So of the piano-makers in Mr. Steinway’s great establishment, 
and so of all the other crafts. We have had before that committee their 
representative men, and their testimony is uniform and to the point 
that we are getting behind the age with its great inventions substitut- 
ing machinery for human labor by not having in every State a system 
of industrial education attached to the primary common schools and 
going hand in hand with the usual common-school education. 

This bill will be comparatively worthless unless we adopt that which 
in 1 of invention every other nation Which has made great prog- 
ress in the arts has adopted. We can not be friends of the laboring 
people, of the great mass of the people, unless we give the means of 

earning how to earn a comfortable living. All your speeches about 
equality before the law will be an empty delusion while we leavethem 
men, women, and children to starve because they have not been taught 
the practical things which will enable them to earn a comfortable sup- 
port. Reading and writing does not enable of itself either men or 
women to labor in the trades and arts which furnish them employment 
and support. Without the practical knowledge whieh industrial edu- 


He goes on with what it is unnecessary for me to read in this con- 
nection. 

Mr. BLAIR. LIunderstood that it applied more particularly to mor- 
tality among infants and children, but growing out of the fault of the 
community in not seeing that the poorer classes had proper provision 
An nursing and carc or the means of getting wages that would supply 

em. 

Now, in regard to the main proposition of the Senator, I should be 
very glad if it could be adopted; but the appropriations under this bill, 
as the statistics and facts that have come to our knowledge show, will 
be insufficient to establish common schools in such efficiency as they 
ought to exist; andreally from the funds which we propose to give, were 
we to undertake to establish technical schools or industrial schools, we 
should be simply taking what ought to go to the common school itself; 
thatis, instruction in the ordinary branches, which undoubtedly, as the 
first duty of the State, should precede instruction in the other branches 
to which the Senator refers. 

At all events it would be, I think, necessary to increase the amount 
of appropriation if we were to take on this feature; and the Senator 
should remember that this bill will not prevent the States from making 
appropriations to industrial schools if they see fit, and in this bill we 
have retained the feature of industrial schools within the Territories and 
the District of Columbia, so that we can establish within our own un- 
disputed jurisdiction model schools of the kind that he refers to which 
will be proper subjects of imitation all over the country through all 
the States. 

I hope the Senator will not really press his amendment, for the rea- 
son that we have not got enough money for it anyway, and it must tend, 
I think, to embarrass the bill. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment is only permissive. It is not obliga- 
tory. It allews this to be done as part of the common-school educa- 
tion, subject to all the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. But we do not undertake to say that the States, if 
they see a necessity for them, may not establish industrial schools, 
They may do so to the extent of their entire capacity to bear taxation 
if they sce fit, and it is not to be supposed, even if we give ission 
to use a portion of this fund for this purpose, that they will do so un- 
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til they come to.have a public opinion which e e establishment 


of industrial schools as opposed to comm or as an addition 
to the common-school systems of the States; and when they reach that 
condition of enlightenment on this subject, they will not hesitate to 
tax themselves to establish industrial schools. Meanwhile public 
opinion will be forming, creating a feeling that will look to illustra- 
tion of the benefit to be derived from industrial schools in the District 
and Territories if we see fit to establish them, and the States will have 
something to learn and imitate. Thus we shall have gone as far as 
we need, it seems to me, unless we can have a much larger appropria- 
tion, which we are not likely to get. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This amendment would authorize a State to ap- 
ply the whole of the money to the sole purpose of industrial education, 
and, as the Senator from New Hampshire says, it is obvious that the or- 
dinary common-school education must precede industrial education. 
The boy to be taught to be a machinist must first have been taught to 
read and write and to do the other that an ordinary common- 
school education teaches him to do before he can understand who pei- 
ciples of mechanics and read the books which he must read, recei 
the instruction which he must receive in what is called an industrial 
education. I hope, therefore, most clearly that the thing will not be 


Mr. CALL. I have no doubt that the amendment will be adopted | wi 
without the sanction of the chairman of the committee or the Senator 
from Vermont; butI donot care anything about the bill without that 
kind of education as far as I am concerned unless that which teaches 
the boy and the girl to earn a living. 

The report of this committee does exhibit this necessity everywhere 
throughout this country; and the demand will come up here in such 
terms that the Congress of the United States will yield to it and agree 
that while the working people of this country are in a state of want 
and a state of suffering, and while there isoppression among them which 
ought to be remedied, there is no other way to remedy it, as they them- 
selves testified uniformly before this Committee on Education and 
Labor, as their associations, their labor organizations testify, there is no 
other way to doit but by a system of industrial education; and that in- 
dustrial education may commence to-morrow with the primer, with the 
grammar, and ought to commence. It is so in Germany. 

Side by side with the very first elements . the children 
have utensils placed in their hands and are taught the elements of 
drawing, which is one of the primary and essential conditions of a 
skilled workman in all the trades. This system which is frowned upon 
by the Senator from Vermont is one by which the workman can be 
made adequate to the needs of to-day withits great inventions, in which 
machinery takes the place of human labor; and if I haditin my power 
I would give $100,000,000 to the encouragement of the States, to be 
granted to them on condition that an industrial school was opened in 
every community, and that every child in the United States had access 
toit. I do not care for the bill without that kind of education. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say one word, because I myself would like 
to see industrial schools established everywhere, but not by this bill. 
This bill, as I understand it, proceeds upon the theory of removing 
illiteracy, and that is the whole theory of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. It is not my theory. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well that is the theory of the bill. For that 
reason I hope the eee of the Senator from Florida will not be 
3 and for no other. 

. EDMUNDS. I must ask two minutes with the indulgence of 
the Senate to reply to the Senator from Florida. 

I do not think, according to my information and observation, that 
the trouble of the working people of this country is from a want of in- 
dustrial education; but it is that the working people of this country, 
the great mass of them being intelligent enough to earn their bread in 
their various callings, can not find employment, or finding it can not 
get the wages that they are fairly entitled to. That is the matter with 
the great mass of the working people of thiscountry; not that it would 
not be very desirable to teach their children every branch of industrial 
education just as far as it is possible in the years of childhood. Iam 
for that. But when we are undertaking to aid the States in the rudi- 
ments of education in order that their children may be competent to 
take up the ordinary avocations of life, as they are now, when they 
grow up, that they may have some means of understanding their ri hts 
and the ways of getting on in this world, I do not propose ses thoy hail 
be taught in their childhood by this money, as the amendment provides | the 
for, exclusively how to work and to operate machinery and things of 
that sort, instead of being taught the things that in the changing af- 
fairs of this country it is necessary they should know how to take up. 

I repeat that in my opinion the misfortune of the working people of 
this country is not now a want of intelli, ; it is a want of employ- 
ment at adequate wages and fair play between themselves and capi- 
talists and corporations. 

Mr. CALL. I do not agree with the Senator from Vermont. Where 
a man fails to find employment it is because he is not educated to know 
how to do the work that isdemanded by thecountry. The machinery 
of the country is taking the place of labor, and that is the complaint 
of the workmen. A machine will do the work of a thousand men. 


Trades by hand that furnished thousands of people in Massachusetts 
with employment are now being substituted by machinery; and so it 
is in all the trades, and soit is stated in this report. It is so stated by 
Mr. Russell, who speaks of the advocates of industrial education in 
England. When you educate the artisan so that he can turn from mak- 

ing one piece of a shoe which he has been accustomed to all his life to 
any other trade or occupation, when he has obtained the elements of 
an industrial education, he may find support in some other pursuit of 
life. Subdivision and distribution of 8 that practicable, 

and the Senator from Vermont differs with 9 these practical men who 


are themselves the employers of labor in the ä in his own 
country. They testify in this book, without an exception, to the ne- 
cessity of an industrial education as a part of the p education 


of the children of the country. 
Mr. Richard J. Hinton testifies: 


government. The 
* they kore have a school in connection with 


the postal system for teaching many connected with that. 
re aen have in Prussia, and I k there are . — schools in oo 


system, as most of the great 5 railroad routes have 

passed under the control of the hen different states and 

different communities will have, in connection with their system of . 
and secondary schools, special — 5 — for teaching different avocations or 

ferent semi-professional pursuits. In France, as as I now understand, the 

seems to have been more communal and local, more civicthan national. 


government. 


ng, and every- 


Mr. ee e anxious for the welfare of the working 
people, for the education of the children of the country, why shall we 
not do what these despotic governments have done? The testimony is 
here that since this system of industrial education was established pau- 
perism has decreased, the general condition of the workingman has im- 
proved, so that to-day in Paris it is difficult to find a meritorious per- 
son suffering from want. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
B da = the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr PLUMB. I move an amendment to come in at the close of sec- 
tion 

And copies of all school books authorized by the school boards or other au- 
thorities of the respective States and Territories used in the schools of the same 
shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior and 1 by him before ap- 
portionment of the money appropriated herein shall be made 

The objection that could be urged to this amendment is that 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts that it would make this 
unconstitutional. Ihave been somewhat amused to find that the Con- 
stitution is ample enough to take in all the eee ee as 


reported from the committee, intricate and far-reaching as they are, 
but when any amendment is proposed making te and cer- 
tain in any way the extent of national power over 3 diture of 


the national money, then the cry is at once made that it invades the 
Constitution. There is just as much in the character of the instruction 
as there can be in the instruction itself; and if this money is to be use- 
fully spent, if the idea is that we are to have a good result grow out of 
it, then we ought at every step of the expenditure to so control it that 
the result may not belie the expectation. 

Not only that, but as is suggested it is the duty of the Government 
tosocontrol it. Where is the guarantee that this money, so generously 
to be furnished, will produce the result of improving the situation in 
the South? Practically we offer a premium by the bill as it stands for 
the continuation of the present illiteracy, because it is by the continu- 
ation of illiteracy that the large sums in the future are to be appor- 
tioned; and if the illiteracy itself is not to be removed, then of course 
no good purpose will be subserved by the appropriation of this money. 

Mr. President, I have in my hands a history of the United States 
printed and published for use in the Southern States, and which I am 
advised has been and most probably now is used in the schools of that 
section. I wish my friend from Massachusetts who makes such rasp- 
ing es in Massachusetts and such humane and catholic ones in 

would take this book home with him and see whether he 
thinks the teachings contained in it are such as ought to be encouraged 
by the expenditure of money out of the national Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to imply by that statement 
that I have made speeches in the Senate of a character different from 
those I have made in Massachusetts? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not mean any reflection on the Senator. The 
Senator made some speeches, I know, in the last campaign, at least I 
read them, about the frauds in the Southern States, implying that he 
did not trust the South very much, and yet 

Mr. HOAR. Have I not said the same things here? 

Mr. PLUMB. I was fairly overwhelmed by the catholicity of his 
speech the other day on this bill. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2095 


Mr. HOAR. Task the Senator if he means to insinuate or imply that 
the doctrines which I have expressed in Massachusetts in condemna- 
tion and abhorence of the election outrages in the South, I have not 
whenever there was a proper opportunity expressed here, that I have 
not gone to the extremeof my power in endeavoring to get the national 
authority to put them down; or whether he means to imply on the 


other hand that I have not maintained for the last sixteen years the 
doctrine about extending national aid to education at the South at 
home as I have here? I know my honerable friend does not mean to 
state an: which would seem to be a reflection on me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not mean to make any reflection at all. Imean 
simply to compare the degree of ee which the Senator has in 

to the expenditure of school money with that entire lack of con- 
fidence which he has in to the action of theSouthern 
people in relation to elections. That was all. The contrast is quite 
marked, it seems to me. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will permit me to say a word; I 
do not wish to interrupt him. I think the two propositions are abso- 
le. I was in favor of trusting the South, after the re- 
bellion, with the suffrage again. I did not think we could conduct 
this nation with a lot of vassal States and subject citizens, Americans 
who had not the rights of Americans, whatever offense had been 
given. I knew we were taking a great risk, as all republican govern- 
ment is a great risk. It proceeds on confidence in human nature, on 
confidence in the belief t in the end what is right, and righteous, 
and honest, and wise, will prevail over what is wicked, fraudulent, and 
foolish. Now I am willing to trust the Southern States, under the 
conditions and safeguards of this bill, with the administration of this 
money for an object which is as essential to republican government as 
equal rights of suffrage, taking the same risk I know and guarding 
against it as well as I can, as I did in the case of the suffrage. I doit 
with the same confidence in the ultimate result and in the manhood 
and honor of the American people. I have not made a speech on the 
subject of Southern elections anywhere in my life, at home or abroad, 
that I have not reiterated and reiterated and reiterated my belief in the 
policy which this bill adopts. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, the Senator is welcome to his 
belief in his consistency. I do not express any opinion one way or the 
other. But it seemed a little remarkable to me that he should have 
expressed so great confidence in the entire integrity of the Southern 
people in regard to the expenditure of this money, in so ing it 
as to accomplish the national purpose which he had in view, while at 
the same time he was so lacking in confidence as to the care with which 
they secure the ballot of the black man. I leave the case, however, as 
it is now made up. 

T have in my hand, as I was proceeding to say, a copy of the history 
of the United States of America, entitled: 


Dulany & Co. 1871. 


Mr. BLAIR. Eighteen hundred and seventy-one? 

Mr. PLUMB. Eighteen hundred and seventy-one. This book has 
all the marks of usage; I think it has been used before it came into the 
Library. There cannot be any doubt about the authenticity ofit. I 
am bound to express the hope that histories of this kind are not used 
in all the schools of the Southern States; but yet I can say this, that if 
this history is in use in any of them the National Government ought 
to require its ex! ion. before this money; it ought not to 
33 to be used in any school, especially where the Government 

ney goes. 

a EDMUNDS. It has gone into a state of innocuous desuetude 
now! 

Mr. PLUMB. Lam glad to know that that is the case, and yet the 
vey fact that it isin existence is a sufficient warrant for proposing and 

voting for the amendment which I have suggested. 

I would have been willing to accept any history for use in the South- 
ern States if it would have been thereby agreeable to everybody that 
should have left ont entirely—had a blank page to alone recall the war 
for the Union; but that which assumes to be a history which deliber- 
ately falsifies, which is printed and published and used for the sole pur- 
pose of magnifying the cause against the Union, which characterizes the 
Northern armies as composed almost wholly of European immigrants, 
of rowdies, roughs, &c., and has naught but contumely for the com- 
manders and the armies under them on the Union side and a great deal 
worse, ought not to be used as a text-book in schools supported by 
moneys from the national Treasury. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris] asks me where it is used. 
Ido not personally know that it is now used at all, but I have been 
told to-day, and by a Southern man, that this was not by any means a 
good sample, because it failed to be as bad as many histories that are 
or have been used to his knowledge in the South. 

We may differ about the merits of that great struggle and about the 
merits of the various armies , about their achievements and 
the skill of those who led them; but thereis nonecessity that facts should 


be misstated, and it is not proper that money from the national Treas- 
ury should be used to educate the rising generation to have a contempt 
for the Government and for the whole people of the North, who are rep- 
resented as cowards and paltroons in this book, and as everything else 
but the manly and the brave and the patriotic soldiers that they were. 

I should like to know something about the kind of teaching that is 
to follow this money. I assume that this bill is to pass. I have no 
doubt that that is to be the result. Iwant therefore that whatever re- 
sult may flow from it shall be a good one. I want the National Gov- 
ernment to keep such control over this money and the purpose it is to 
accomplish that the people of the United States may know that their 
bounty is not misapplied and that under no pretense shall this money 
levied chiefly from the North be used to inculcate the seeds of a new 
waror shall do anything in the direction of widening whatever gap may 
exist between the North and South. 

There isa good deal of talk about the necessity for peace between what 

are called the sections of this country and about the unwisdom of what 
is called sectionalism; but, Mr. President, there is to be no peace and 
no lack of this same sectionalism so long as sentiments such as are writ- 
ten in this book are inculcated in the schools of the South or in the 
schools of any other portion of the country. I have made a somewhat 
hasty examination of school books that have been published and used 
in the North, and I never yet have seen in one of them anything cal- 
culated to bring contempt upon the Southern people as a people, or upon 
the Southern armies, or upon the generals who led those armies; and 
I have never known of any one in public orin private among Northern 
men to utter any sentiment but that of personal for the valor and 
the fidelity of the men who fought the battles of the seceding States in 
that t controversy. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to state to him, 
speaking for one State, that the history used in the common schools of 
that State is written by a Northern historian, published by a Northern 
publishing house, and while I do not think it is entirely fair to us, we 
have accepted it and adopted it; and yet I am in favor of this bill and 
would not think of putting a history in between the education of the 
children and what may appear in the history. They get that around 
their hearth-stones. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Virginia was a meritorious soldier 
on the Southern side. I would not have expected any less frank and 
manly declaration from him than the one he has made. Northern types. 
however, and Northern authors will make work for any market. The 
mere fact of this work having been printed in Baltimore is nothing 
against it. I have been told, on what seemed to be very good author- 
ity, too, that the school histories which have been printed by Northern 
publishers for use in the South have been so printed under orders or in 
deference to a sentiment which required that the history of the war of 
the rebellion therein contained should be of a wholly different char- 
acter from that contained in school histories printed for use in the 


High | schools of the Northern States. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It is a history 
written entirely from a Northern standpoint. We do not. object to it, 
because if it does nothing more it teaches the children to read. It does 
not do, in my humble judgment, justice to our own section, but we do not 
complain of We know all about what occurred during the war, 
and we are satisfied with its results. We only want to teach our chil- 
dren to read, and we are even willing to teach them to read from North- 
ern histories. We use no history in Virginia that was not written by 
a Northern historian and from a Northern standpoint so far as the war 
is concerned, that has been adopted in our common schools. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no objection and can be none to any proper 
statement of the result of every single battle or occurrence of any kind 
or description during that period; but any book that does as this book 

and manner not 


to bring eternal peace, that national feeling which will wipe 
out in time all the memories of that great struggle and 
which will make this a nation in fact as well as in name. 

I think, therefore, that when we come to this money we should 
have the same control over it that the States have over theirs, that along 
with the money shall go our right to say what shall be taught, the in- 
strumentalities to be employed for the purpose of teaching, and every- 
thing else that ought to go with the sinews, without which this educa- 
tion can not be given, according to the statement of those from the South 
who advocate the of this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desiſe to say that I think my honor- 
able friend from Kansas manifests rather more confidence in Southern 
opinion in his action than he does in his . As I understand it, 
his proposition is to remedy the evil of this school book printed in 1871 
by putting the school books of the whole country, North and South, un- 
der the direction of Mr. Secretary Lamar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Lamar may be as bad as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts intimates that he is—— 

. HOAR. I did not intimate anything about his badness or good- 


Ir. PLUMB. But probabl in the course of a few years we may 
have another Secretary of the Interior. 
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Mr. HOAR. I merely stated what the proposition of the Senator 
was. 


ACCOUNTS WITH UTAH TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to introduce 
a resolution now, as I shall have to leave the Senate, which is important 
to be acted on, if at all, to-day. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the Senate what, if any, amount of money has been expended by the 
United States in behalf of the Territory of Utah since the passage of the act of 
Congress of June 23, 1874, entitled An act in relation to courts and judicial of- 
ficers in the Territory of Utah; and if any such money has been so ded, 
‘whether the United States has been reimbursed therefor; and that pending the 
answer to this resolution, and until an investigation of the subject may be had 
by Congress, the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
the Interior are hereby requested to withhold aay and all compensation or al- 
oe to any member or officer of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make a statement of the case in a word 
or two. 

I understand the fact to be that Utah Territory is indebted to the 
United States nearly $300,000. I have a letter before me stating that 
fact. The Legislature has beenin session some sixty days and has done 
nothing, but the members are now calling for their pay, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, unless something is done to cause him to with- 
hold action in sending a warrant for that purpose, will feel himself com- 
pelled to do it. Iask that the resolution be adopted so that the Sec- 
retary will be justified in waiting until we investigate the subject bo- 
fore sending the money out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is this a Senate resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM, A Senate resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object if it leads to debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is to be no debate. I am through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. Is this a resolution proposing by one branch of Con- 
gress to request the Secretary of the Treasury to abstain from the per- 
formance of a 1 duty? 

Mr. CULLOM. In the first place, the resolution calls upon the Sec- 
retary to state the amount of money in which that Territory is indebted 
to the United States, and in the mean time to withhold sending money 
to pay the Territorial Legislature until we can ascertain the state of 
the 


case. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the resolution had better go to the Committee 
on Territories or some other committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts object to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, I do not object. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I su to my friend from Illinois that to avoid what 
seems to be an m of authority that the Senate does not $ 
he put in after the word ‘“‘withhold” the words ‘‘so far as the law au- 
thorizes.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection; but this ought to be done in 
the interest of the United States. I have in hand a letter from the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, Mr. Durham, which shows a very 

amount of indebtedness from the Territory to the Government, 
and its Legislature has refused to make the appropriation to 
reimburse the Government of the United States for the current ex- 
penses or the amount of money sent out there. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should regret to have the Senate committed to the 
idea that is contained in the last section of the resolution, that it is 
within the competence of one body or the other to interfere with ap- 
propriations which have been made and expenditures which have been 
directed by existing laws. I sympathize with the object the Senator 
from Illinois has in view; but I think the very slight reflection we are 
able to give to it now will convince him that itis hardly competent for 
us to interfere with a current existing appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will remedy the evil that the Senator from Kansas seems to 


fear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt at all that the Legislature of 
Utah have omitted to make apptopriations for paying the expenses of 
the courts, jurors, witnetses, &c., which all the other Territories are 
bound by law to do and this Territory as well, because they do not like 
the Congress of the United States. 

It is equally clear that the laws of the United States provide for pay- 
ing out of the Treasury of the United States the salary or per diem of 
the members of that Territorial Legislature; and I have no doubt, 
though I have not looked it up, that there is an appropriation now 
standing in the Treasury out of Which these persons are entitled to their 
pay. The only ground on which the Secretary could refuse to pay them 
would be that they had been derelict, as they clearly have been, in their 
duty in taxing the people of that Territory and raising the money to 


fiscal year endi 


pay these judicial expenses that they ought to pay and that they are 
bound to pay. 

But would that justify, on a resolution of the Senate alone, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in withholding money that has been appropriated 
by law for a particular purpose, and the particular persons in whose 
favor it has been made are entitled to it on the face of the statute, upon 
the ground that they personally or as a body have misconducted them- 
selves? It may be open to some question. I should be very much afraid 
the Secretary could not do it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I must object if there is to be debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow one further ion to see 
whether there will be any difficulty in consideration of the subject after 
that? By consent of the Senate I will ask that the resolution be changed 
into a concurrent resolution, if that will remedy the difficulty. 

Mr. INGALLS. A joint resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. Well, a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois modifies 
the resolution so as to put it in the form of a joint resolution. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of it in that form? 

Mr. BROWN. I object to the further consideration of it at present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. 4420) to authorize the publication of a new edition of 
the Postal Laws and lations; and 

A bill (H. R. 5893) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the 
Federal courts, post-office, interna l- revenue and other civil offices, and 
a United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 85) for the relief of B. Jennings. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the deficiency bill just received be referred 
at once to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The bill (H. R. 4420) to authorize the publication of a new edition 
of the Postal Laws and Regulations was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 5893) to provide for certain of the most urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and the bill 
(H. R. 5201) ing appropriations ſor the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year en June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes, were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I nowrenew the amendment striking out so much as 
requires the books to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior be- 
fore payment shall be made, simply requiring that they shall be filed 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 5: 

And copies of all school-books authorized by the school boards or other au- 
thorities of the ve States and Territories, and used in the schools of the 
same, shall be with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the question is put on that amend- 
ment, I would ask the Senator who offers it if that does not leave it in 
the power of the Secretary of the Interior to require the State to buy 
new school-books? 

J Me KLUMP No; it only requires copies of books actually used to 
be $ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the amendment in that way. 
If that is not required, I am satisfied. 

Mr. BLAIR. It simply requires a copy of such books as are used to 
be filed. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUM B]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer an amendment in line 16, section 1, to strike out 
the word until“ and insert unless, and to insert in the same line, 
between the words shall and ‘‘ be, the words at its next session 
after this bill shall have become a law.” 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. So as to read how? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 16 of section 1 it is proposed to strike 
out until“ and insert unless, and after the word shall,“ in the 
same line, to insert the words ‘‘at its next session after this bill shall 
have become a law;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That no eee be ep to a State, or any officer thereof, unless 
the Legislature ofthe State shall at its next session after this bill shall have be- 
come a law, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions ofthis act. 

Mr. GRAY. The theory upon which this bill proceeds and the 
whole line of argument that has been adduced in its support by those 
who have discussed its constitutionality is that it is not coercive, but is 
a bill which appropriates the money of the whole people of the United 
States to be applied to a subject which is confessedly retained by the 
States in their jurisdiction, but only to be so applied with the consent 
of the States, and to those States alone which shall consent to the appli- 
cation of this money. To some of us who think that this is an unwar- 
ranted entering of a domain of legislation prohibited by the whole 
scheme of our Constitution and Government to the Federal 
ture it is none the less unconstitutional because the consent of the 
State is invited as a condition precedent to the exercise of the power 
contemplated by the bill. In other words, it is denied that there are 
powers of the Federal Government inhering somewhere in the Federal 
Constitution that can only be energized and brought into activity by 

the consent and active co-operation of the State. 

Now, for one, I do not feel inclined to leave this bill in such shape 
that those States, if any there be—and I believe there will be some 
which will have the fortitude and the self-respect to refuse the bounty, 
the gift, the appropriation of this money out of the Federal Treasury 
for the purpose set forth in this bill—shall be subject to constant so- 
licitation. I do not want them left in such a position that after this 
golden stream shall commence to flow from the Federal Treasury their 
fortitude and integrity shall be constantly and during the whole period 
of these eight years assailed by this temptation offered by this bill; so 
that if any State shall accept, it shall accept at the next session of the 
Legislature which shall meet after this bill shall become a law, and if 
it donot accept then, that the doors shall be closed, and there shall be 
no locus penitentix left in which the States which have neglected or de- 
clined to accept can hereafter reconsider their actionand come within the 
corrupting influence that is proposed to be exerted by this bill. Thatis 
the object of theamendment, and for that purpose I ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 26; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired on this bill with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’? I do not know how he would vote on this amendment. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam on this bill with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were here, Ishould vote yea. 

The result was anncunced—yeas 12, nays 36; as follows: 


Iam paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—12. 
Cockrell, Hale, Maxey, ner, 
Coke, Harris, Plumb, ven Wyck, 
Gray, Manderson, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—36. 

Berry, Dawes, Hoar, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jackson, Ransom, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jonesof Akansas, Riddleberger, 
prow Eustis, Kenna, read rer 

Jall, Evarts, Logan, nford, 
Chace, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., er, 
Colquitt, George, Morrill, oorhees, 
Conger, Gibson, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Towa, 

ABSENT—28. 

Aldrich, Fair, McMillan, Pike, 
Allison, Gorman, eee Platt. 
Beck, Harrison, Mahon Sabin, 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller yi Cal., Saulsbury, 
Butler, Ingalls, Miller of N. ye Sewell, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Vest. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the proviso be- 
ginning in the fourteenth line of the first section down to the end of the 
section. The language was inserted on the motion of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and he agrees that it may be stricken out. The 
proviso reads as follows: 

Provided, That no money shall be paid to a State, or any officer thereof, until 
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the Legislature of the State shall, 4 or resolution, accept the provisions of 


this act; and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 


That was an amendment put into the bill on the first or second day 
of the discussion, upon the motion of the Senator from Colorado, an 
was adopted without consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can not be stricken out now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task unanimous consent that it be done. The Sena- 
tor upon whose motion the language was inserted is quite that 
it should be stricken out. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH ] finds 
difficulty with it, and certainly it is calculated to embarrass the early 
operation of the bill, because it seems that many Legislatures will not 
meet for about two years, and if the bill becomes a law either the other 
States must wait or those States must call special sessions of their Leg- 
islatures for action, and in some instances that would be attended with 
quite alarge The Senator from Oregon says that it would cost 
in his State at least $15,000 to conyene the Legislature in extra session. 
There does not seem to be any occasion for the proviso. 

The bill as it was passed at the last Congress had no such provision 
in it, and there does not seem to be any occasion for it now. When- 
ever a State brings itself within the conditions prescribed in the bill to 
the satisfaction of the United States authorities and an apportionment 
on that representation has been made of the first amount, then there 
does not seem to be any reason why the proportion which belongs to 
the State can not go to it without waiting on the action of other States. 
I hope the proviso will be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have been trying to the best of my ability to 
follow the lead of my distinguished friend from New Hampshire in 
supporting the bill, but I certainly can not agree to the striking out of 
the proviso, for the reason that if it be not in the bill and the money is 
to go without any action of the State, the State law-making power, the 
sovereignty of the State, the persons into whose hands it goes, the State 
officers will be under no legal accountability for the money at all; be- 
cause Congress does not undertake to make those State officials ac- 
countable, and any man who embezzled a dollar of it could not be con- 
vieted under any statute of the United States, and certainly not under 
any statute of the State, because the State had not authorized or em- 
ployed him to receive the money at all. Therefore, in my opinion, it 
is absolutely essential for the administration of the law that this pro- 
vision should stand, as inconvenient as it may be. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Is there 
any provision in the bill now which would guide the Secretary of the 
Interior in making the distribution of the money in case one-third of 
the States whose Legislatures will not meet for nearly two years should 
not accept its provisions at the time the law becomes operative? I 
have no objection to the proviso remaining in the bill if some other 
provision should be made to meet the difficulty in my mind, and the 
difficulty which really exists in the execution of this measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know what the other provisions are as to 
what would become of the money not accepted, some States accepting 
at once. Ido not know how that is, for I have not studied the bill 
enough, but I do know, or think I know, with great respect to every- 
body, that you would be sending these millions of dollars, without this 
proviso, absolutely to sea without any responsibility or legal accounta- 
bility atall; and whatever may be the inconvenience we must submit 
toit. If this money goes to a State officer when the State has not au- 
thorized him to receive it, he is certainly not responsible to the State, 
and he could not be convicted for misappropriation or embezzlement or 
anything else under the State law; and when you should undertake to 
convict him under any statute of the United States you would find 
that the United States by this bill has not undertaken to hold ina 
criminal or personal sense any State official responsible for it, because 
the United States by the bill does not undertake to control the conduct 
of schools in the States, and it ought not to do so. It only makes a 
benefaction to the State, and its sovereign power must receive it ac- 
cording to the will of that sovereign power and make its own officers 
responsible for it. 

Mr. DOLPH. If it were a mere matter of inconvenience, I should 
not be tenacious about it; but I do not think it is a mere question of 
inconvenience; I think it is a question of ability under the provisions 
of the bill to execute its provisions properly. The United States com- 
mences to pay out the appropriation made for the first year. The ap- 
portionment of other States will not be paid for thefirst two years, and 
those States are either to receive the apportionment of two or threean- 
nual appropriations at once, or they will first receive their apportion- 
ment under the appropriation for the first year, and be deferred from 
year to year for all the balance, or they will lose the appropriation sim- 
ply because they have not had the opportunity to accept the provisions 
of the bill. 

As I said before, I have no particular objection to this proviso re- 
maining in the bill if some additional provision shall be put in to meet 
the difficulty; but I think it will be found that the matter will be in- 
volved in so much confusion that it will defeat tlie very object the friends 
of the bill have in proposing this measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is an inherent difficulty. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no difficulty about it if itis provided, for 
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instance, that if three-fourths of the States or one-half of the States 
shall first accept the provisions of the bill, the execution of the bill shall 
be delayed until most of the States have an opportunity to accept its 
provisions. That would be one way to doit. Another way would be 
to provide that when a State has accepted the provisions of the bill the 
State shall have her proportion of the apportionment for the first year, 
and the next year her proportion of the apportionment for the second 
year, and so on, so that she shall receive all that she is entitled to; but 
there ought to be some provision about it, and as the one proposed by 
me does not seem to meet the idea of the Senate, I would prefer that 
some friend of the measure who can see the difficulty as well as I can 
would something else. 

Mr. This proviso is one of the very few absolute safeguards 
that have been in on the bill, and I for one object to its being 
stricken out. Not many obligations are laid upon the States receiving 
thesebenefactions. One of the complaints that land other Senators have 
made is that it has left things so loose that there will be opportunities 
to destroy the real object and purpose of the bill, and that because of 
those the bill is objectionable. But here is the instance of a safe- 
guard which is thrown around the bill. There are few obligations im- 
posed upon the States by the different provisions of the bill, and this is 
the only provision which declares that no money shall be paid until each 
State, in the exercise of its discretion and authority as a State, formally 
accepts the provisions of the bill, If this proviso is stricken out, then 
the whole thing is left as a loose donation, and every State might receive 
the money provided in the bill and never agree to accept it under the 
conditions of the bill, and hereafter Congress and the people and the 


Treasury would be hopeless, 

Therefore I hope that the proviso will not be stricken out, and I trust 
that the Senator in charge of the bill will not insist on making the 
motion. Of course he can not make it now except by unanimous con- 
sent; but I hope he will not press it when we get the bill into the 
Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. This provision was not in the bill as it was passed in 
the last Congress. The question whether the provisions of the bill 
were such as that a State officer, under his obligation as a State officer, 
receiving this money for the henefitof the State, would be liable crim- 
inally or otherwise if he were guilty of malversation in office, was dis- 
cussed, and it was thought by the lawyers of the Senate then that the 
bill was well enough guarded, and it was so passed. 

I do not believe there is the slightest difficulty in holding any State 
officer responsible for his proper official liabilities, civilly and criminally 
in case he comes in possession of this money for the benefit of his State. 
and fails to apply it according to his obligation with reference to other 
moneys the administration whereof may have been intrusted to him. 

But it is not well to have any doubt about this matter, and I my- 
self very well understand that if any one deems this provision essen- 
tial, it should remain in the bill, and I do not press my request for 
unanimous consent to make the motion now, nor shall I ask for a vote 
upon the question in the Senate. 

I wish to say, however, in reference to the fancied difficulty suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon that even the worse difficulty is not relieved 
by his proposition that three-fourths of the States should assent to the 
bill. Are not the remaining one-fourth of the States involved in pre- 
cisely the same difficulty which he seems to imagine now will exist 
without this provision or the provision he s with reference to 
them all? It is only a question of degree, and the proposition which 
he makes does not relieve against any actual difficulty, for there isnone. 

The bill provides that, upon the basis or relative illiteracy, each State 
shall be entitled to a certain proportion of the $7,000,000 the first year, 
after having complied with the various conditions required, made the 
showing that is required by the Secretary of the Interior, which must 
be transmitted to Congress, and upon which Congress must act before 
even the first appropriation becomes a matter of fact. All that having 
transpired, State which brings itself within the provisions of this 
act is entitled to its proportion, to be applied to the common schools 
under its jurisdiction. What might go to another State which has not 
complied with any of the conditions of the bill is a question which does 
not need to agitate us at present. Itis no use to anticipate all the dif- 
ficulties that might occur in reference to this particular bill. It is as 
explicit and definite as any proposition ever brought before a legislative 
body to the minds of those who take pains to examineit for a few hours, 
and I do not think it is necessary to multiply difficulties which prob- 
ably will never occur in its actual practice, or which if they do occur can 
very well be taken care of after they do come to exist.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. Iagree with what the Senator from Vermont said the 
other day, that the best time to amend a bill is when it is under dis- 
cussion and before its passage. Thisis not an imaginary difficulty; it 
is a difficulty that is obvious. I speak nowof the State of Oregon be- 
cause I am familiar with that State; but there are other States in ex- 
actly the same situation. The Legislature of Oregon will meet in 
January, 1887. Suppose the bill passes the Senate at the present ses- 
sion and passes the other House in Feb , 1887, after the Oregon 
Legislature has adjourned. Then it will be two years from next Jan- 
uary before the Legislature of that State will meet again; and there 
are other States in precisely the same category. 


That is a difficulty which we.can see, and it is a difficulty which may 
be easily provided against now. Some arrangement ought to be made 
by which the several States that can not accept the provisions of the 
bill by the action of their Legislature in regular session before 1888 or 
1889 shall not be required to call a ial session, or else their pro 
rata share of this appropriation ought not to depend upon a future 
Legislature for it, because it is easier now to put a simple clause in the 
bill than it would be to pass an act to reetify the matter after the bill 
has become a law. We all know the difficulty of getting legislation 
through both Houses of Congress. 

I am not going to take issue with the Senator from New Hampshire, 
the chairman of the committee, in regard to how easily the bill may be 
understood. I think he probably understands it himself, and a good 
many others do, but I think the provisions are not entirely congruous. 
I think there are some things left open and undetermined that might 
just as well be settled. 

I offer the following amendment to come in at the end of the first 
section of the bill: 
session of ths Legislature after itr passage shall upon sosspiying with toe ether 

on ure u com 
moe of this act, be entitled at once to its phe pert — of all previous ap- 
propriations. 


Mr. LOGAN. That is the bill now. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Illinois says that provision is in the 
bill now. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I say that is the bill now. I mean by that that 
such would be the construction of the bill, because the Legislature hay- 
ing to accept it could not accept it until it met. 

Mr. DOLPH. But in the mean time the appropriation will be made 
by Congress and will be expended. We have already adopted a proviso 
requiring the States to accept it. My State will not have accepted the 
provisions of the bill and will not have become entitled to its propor- 
tion. I forget the precise language of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], whether it provides that the ap- 
portionment must be declined by legislative act, or whether merely a 
failure to accept it throws out the appropriation of a State not accept- 
ing its provisions. 

Mr. AN. I to the Senator that his State is in exactly 
the same condition as the State which I have the honor to represent in 
part. The State of Illinois will not have a convening of the a- 
ture until the same time that the Legislature of Oregon will meet, and 
I presume there are many States which are so situated. 

Mr. HALE. Almost all of the States are so situated. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido notsee any better way of getting at it than by 
leaving the bill as it is, and if such States desire to receive the fund at 
once they will call their Legislatures together. Of course that will be 
attended with some expense; but you can not fix an amendment here 
that will apply to the different islatures and at the same time pre- 
serve the protection that there is in this provision in reference to the 
fund which is to be turned over by the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment of the Senator from Oregon be 
read. I think there is some misapprehension about it. It struck me 
that the amendment was well enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be read. ' 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1: 

And any State which shall accept the provisions of this act at the first regular 
session of its Legislature after its passage 1, upon complying with the other 
provisions of this act, be entitled at once to its pro rata share of all previous ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon Ar. DoLr HI]. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that it would 
be better to strike out the word regular, because some of the Legis- 
latures may not meet regularly for two or three years, and the governor 
may choose to call an extra session in order that they may act at once. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know that there is any 8 to that, and 
I will modify the amendment in that particular. My intention is only 
to prevent the necessity of calling a special session of the Legislature in 
order to secure the right of a State to this money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be modified by 
striking out the word regular.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1: 

And any State which shall accept the provisions of this act at the first session 
of its Legislature after its shall, upon 5 with the other provis- 
Fig of this act, be entitled at once to its pro rata share of all previous appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. BLAIR. Add the words “or Territory ” after State.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. I will add or Territory;’’ so as to read any State 
or Territory.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘That does not change the construction or the mean- 
ing of the bill as it would be construed, in my judgment. I may be 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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mistaken about it; but the first section provides for the first year the 
sum of $7,000,000, for the second year $10,000,000, and so on. That 
is the appropriation to be made by the Congress of the United States. 
Then the section provides: 

* Which several sums shall be ded to secure the benefits of common-school 
education to all the children of school age mentioned hereafter living in the 
United States. 

The appropriation is made for that purpose in one grand sum of 
$7,000,000, ‘Then the proviso follows: 

Provided, That no money shall be paid to a State, or any officer thereof, until 
i 2 of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of 


So the money to be apportioned to the State will lie in the Treasury 
until the State accepts it by an act of the Legislature. The proposition 
of the Senator from Oregon would not in my judgment change the law 
in the slightest degree, so far as taking the money is concerned. 

Mr. DOLPH. In my judgment it would change it very materially, 
but of course I would not set up my judgment against that of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s on, the Senator knows what 
he means by the amendment; I may be mistaken about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say that it has been contended here that 
the bill will not make an appropriation of the sum of $77,000,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, it is $7,000,000 the first year, then $10,000,000 
the second year, and so on. 

Mr. DOLPH. Or $7,000,000. It has been contended that even if 
the bill passes, the appropriation of $7,000,000 must be put in some one 
of the annual appropriation bills. There are certain annual appropri- 
ations that lapse into the Treasury after the first year if not used. 

Mr. LOGAN. In two years. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand that to be the rule, orif the time is two 
years both appropriations might lapse. As I understand the provisions 
of the bill, there is to be appropriated the first year by a separate act 
of Congress $7,000,000, and is to be appropriated for the first fiscal 
year after the act is passed. If this act is passed before the Ist of July 
next the appropriation will be for the fiscal year commencing the Ist 
day of July next, and so on foreach year. Therefore I think it very 
doubtful whether a State which will not have accepted its provisions 
would come in for any share of the money a iated by the bill for 
the first year; but if it did come in, admit for the sake of the argument 
that it would receive its share of the appropriation, another difficulty 
stares us in the face, one which has been suggested before, whether 
the State would receive all the previous appropriations at once, so as 
to be placed on a par with the other States, and so that the appropri- 
ations for that State would cease at the same time that the appropri- 
ations cease for the other States, or whether it would receive its annual 
appropriation for the first year for which it is able to receive it, and 
then for the year after that, and be postponed as to the other appor- 
tionments from year to year. 

I do not believe that any Secretary of the Interior would like to take 
the responsibility of determining what would be done in that case. It 
would require further legislation, and it is better to fix it by a simple 
amendment, like that I have offered, and to fix a certain rule in regard 
to it, and have no further need of legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. So faras my objection to the amendment is concerned, 
I only think it is in the bill now; that is all. I do not care anything 
about the amendment, and I do not think it helps the bill the slightest; 
but if it is thought to be necessary, of course I have no objection to it. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is just where the Senator and myself differ about 
the construction of the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly; it is a question of construction. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the first section: 

And any State or Territory which shall accept the provisions of this act at the 
first session of its islatare after its shall, upon complying with the 
other provisions of this act, be entitled at once to its pro rata stare of the pre- 
vious appropriations, 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the words of the previous ap- 
ecb eg th and insert under the provisions of this bill,” because I 

o not think it wise to use the word ‘‘appropriations,’’ thereby com- 
mitting the Senate to the proposition that this is in itself an appropria- 
tion. That gives the Senator from Oregon all that he desires, and does 
not commit the Senate to that proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed at the end of the amendment to 
strike out the words of the previous appropriations ” and insert un- 
der the provisions of this bill;’’ so as to read: 


And any State or Territory which shall accept the provisions of this act at the 
first session of its lature after its shall, upon complying with the 


other provisions of this act, be entitled at once to its pro rata share under the 
provisions of this bill. 


Mr. DOLPH. If the bill now would give the States their pro rata 
share from the beginning, I think the amendment of the Senator from 


Maine would cut them off certainly, because it would only allow them 
to take a pro rata share from the time they accepted the provisions of 


the bill. Certainly I do not think it is the intention of the Senator 
from Maine to make an inoperative provision. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think my amendment is opin to that con- 
struction. It is only to prevent our enacting something here in the 
hurried manner in which we are proceeding now that shall commit the 
Senate to the proposition that the bill in itself is an appropriation bill. 
I do not think it is. I agree with the suggestion of the tor from 
Oregon that the appropriations have got to be made in one of the an- 
nual appropriation bills, probably the sundry civil bill, and I do not 
like the word ‘‘appropriation ” in his amendment. 5 

Mr. DOLPH. Would the Senator be satisfied to insert in my amend- 
ment the word annual, so as to read previous annual appropria- 
tions?“ 

Mr. HALE. Les; I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Therefore I will modify my amendment by inserting 
the word annual“ before the word ‘‘appropriations.’’ I think that 
will meet the case. 

Mr. HALE, That will save the point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I sent to the desk a while ago an amendment which 
I have modified to meet the objection urged by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and which I should like now to have the Senate 
act upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the following 
additional proviso: 

Provided That the Indian Territory shall be considered a Territory within 
the meaning of this act, and the money apportioned to said Territory shall be 
expended annually under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall ascertain, in such manner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of 
illiterates therein. If the Secretary of the Interior shall decide toapportion any 
EE eg A A a A 
tribe entitled to aene 1 The same, Bections 3 and 7 of this not shall notapply to 
the Indian Territory, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble I have with the amendment as it now 
stands is that it leaves it entirely to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior whether the five civilized nations shall be aided in the same 
way that the people of the States and of the Territories of the United 
States are aided, If we are going into the Indian Territory at all it 
seems to me that we ought to make the same donation to the Five Na- 
tions that we do to the States and to the organized Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
“ed to the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I announce again my 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
19, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Blair, Dawes, Manderson, Stanford, 
Bowen, Dolph, Miller of N. X., Teller, 
Chace, Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck 
Conger, MoMillan, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Mahone, Plumb, 

NAYS—20. 
12 Frye, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, George, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Brown, Gibson, Kenna, 8 
Call, Gray, Logan oorhees, 
Colquitt, Hale, Morrill, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Harris, Pugh, 
Evarts, Ingalls, Ransom, 

ABSENT—27. 

Aldrich, Coke, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Fair, Maxey, Sabin, 

A Gorman, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Butler, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Camden, Hawley, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Pike, Vest. 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. INGALLS. Icalltheattention of the chairman of the commit- 
tee to the language in the second line of section 3: 
That no State or Territory shall receive any of the benefits of this act. 


I assume that that hardly expresses the intention of the committee. 
The benefits of the act” of course would be the results that would 
flow from the expenditure of the money. I move to strike out the 
words benefits of” and insert money under;’’ so as to read: 

That no State or Territory shall receive any of the money under this act, &. 


Mr. BLAIR, I have no objection to that amendment. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 4of section 3, I move to strike out the words 
“the character of,“ after showing.“ The report is to show what the 
common-school system is, not the character of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not see any objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. It is agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In lines 15 and 16 of section 3 the language is: 

The number of white and colored children of the school age prescribed by this 
act for each county and city, 

There is no school age prescribed by this act for counties and cities, 
the declaration being the school age in each State and Territory shall 
be that which shall prevail. I suggest that the words preseribed by 
this act for each county and city’’ are improperly in this section. 

Mr. BLAIR. That language has crept in in some of the innumer- 
able amendments that have been offered; it ought to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas will please 
repeat the amendment; the Clerk did not get it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ prescribed by this 
act for each county and city.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that that was the Senator’s mo- 
tion. That refers to another part of the bill. The school age referred 
to is that prescribed by the law of the State or Territory. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, that is not ‘prescribed by this act.“ 
language is: 

The number of white and colored children of the school age prescribed by this 
act for each county and city. 


It should read: 


e number of white and colored children of the school age in cach city and 
county. 


Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that there is my enumeration by cities 
and counties. I am willing that the words for each county and city“ 
shall be stricken out, if the Senator makes any point about them. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read as suggested to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as proposed 
to be amended. À 

The CHIEF CLERK, In section 3 of the reprinted bill, in lines 15 and 
16, it is proposed to strike out the words prescribed by this act for” 
and insert ‘‘in;’’ so as to read: . 

The number of white and colored children of the school age in each county 
and city, as given by the census of 1880. 

Mr. BLAIR. So far as I know there is no such enumeration by the 
census of 1880, and if that were required to be made before this act could 
become operative there might be no benefit resulting atall. The words 
for each county and city’’ havecrept in in some way. Ihave never 
seen them before. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then strike them out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move tostrike them out. 

Mr. INGALLS. If they have crept in, let them creep ont. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Kansas will be again read, there still seeming to be a misapprehension 
in regard to it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3 of the reprint, lines 15 and 16, it 
is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ prescribed by this act for ” and 
to insert the word ‘‘in;’’ so as to read: 


The number of white and colored children of the school age in cach county 
and city, as given by the census of 1880, &c, 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire suggests that 
the words “‘ for each county and city’’ are improperly in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. But if they were putin by the Senate on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, can they be now stricken out? 

Mr. INGALLS. They were not put in on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the words were inserted on mo- 
tion, they can not be stricken out at this stage. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has proposed an amendment which, as I 
understand it, would embarrass, if not prevent, the operation of the 
bill. I wish he would modify his amendment by striking out the 
words ‘‘ for each county and city,” which would occasion no difficulty. 
If it is thought best to change the bill still further by making it read 
the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory as 
given by the census of 1880,’’ that would be all right. 

Mr. INGALLS. These various provisions are the conditions prec- 
edent to the reception by the State of any money under this act, and 
there ought to be nothing impossible prescribed. Of course I am not 
primarily in favor of the bill; but if it is to pass I desire that it shall 
pass in a condition that will be creditable to the body that enacts it. 
It certainly is unnecessary to impose conditions which can not be com- 
plied with. No governor of a State or Territory could comply with the 
provisions contained between the semicolon after ‘‘schools,’’ in line 14, 
and concluding with the words 1880,“ in line 17, because there is no 
enumeration in the census upon which it can be founded. The lan- 
guage is: 

The number of while and colored children of the schoolage prescribed by this 
act for each-county and city, as given by the census of 1880. 


That is an insensible provision, and it ought not to be in the bill; it 


The 


does not mean anything; and as the Senator from New Hampshire says 
that by some mishap the provisions have been changed or modified by 
accident, they ought to be corrected so as to carry out the intention of 
the framers of the bill. If it means that the number of white and col- 
ored children of the school age as exhibited by the census of 1880 in the 
several municipal divisions are to be filed with the Secretary of the In- 
terior, that is one thing; but to assume that there has been a school age 
prescribed by this act for each county and city, and then require the 
enumeration to be made under it as a preliminary condition to receiv- 
ing any of this money, would be inconsistent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems clear that as far as the census of 1880 is 
concerned there is no necessity to require any report from the governor 
of the State or the Territory, because we have it now; we know it just as 
well as he does. The object of this part of the section is to get a prac- 
tical report from the State authorities or the Territorial authorities of 
the condition of their schools in their respective State or Territorial 
subdivisions, the number of children there of their school age and their 
colors, which their own school statistics show, as we see by the reports 
of the Commissioner of Education. I think we ought to strike out, 
in lines 16 and 17, the words: 

This act for each county and city as given by the census of 1889. 

And insert: 

Law in each of the school subdivisions of each State and Territory. 

So that it will read that the governor is to report, &e.— 

The number of white and colored children of the school age prescribed by 
law in each of the school subdivisions of each State and Territory, 

So we would call upon the State authorities for a report under their 
own autonomy, under their own arrangements. 

Mr. HOAR, May I ask my friend if that would not require a cen- 
sus each year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; only the school census they have. 

Mr. HOAR. The numberof scholars enrolled in schools is one thing 
and the number of children is another thing. It would require a cen- 
sus in my State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it would, stating it in that way; but look at 
the reports made by the Commissioner of Education as to what are the 
school arrangements in the various States. Take Vermont, for instance. 
I find, as the truth and the law is there, that the reports of the State 
officers to the governor or the Legislature, or whatever the proper office 
is, are required to show not merely the number of children who attend 
school—of course we have no distinction of white and colored there 
but the number of children of the school from ten to eighteen, or 
whatever it is, in each district, and also the number of the children 
who have attended, and their average daily attendance. So I should 
think that what I have suggested would only call upon the State au- 
thorities to report under their own arrangements and autonomy the 
statistics that they under all their laws I suppose have of the children 
in each one of the districts. But if I am wrong, of course I do not in- 
sist on it. 

Mr. HOAR. There are a great many States in the Union that do 
not enroll the children except by the school roll. The children are ac- 
tually enrolled as attending school in some part of the year. The 
children of the school age, and especially the distinction between white 
and colored, I do not think we make in our State in any census we have. 
It seems to me that it would be sufficient for the purposes of the bill to 
provide that this report shall contain the number of white and colored 
children between the ages of ten and twenty-one as given by the cen- 
sus of 1880. To be sure that is all in the census now; but the report 
would have that list from the census, where it could be in each report 
compared with the average attendance in the school, and we, or the 
Commissioner of Education, could very easily determine then how large 
a proportion ofthe children attended school, because those laws are uni- 
form. That is, apy Sole the school age in a particular State is from five 
to fifteen, which the census does not deal with at all, or from ten to 
sixteen, or any other period, if we have the census return as the basis 
the proportion between those classes is known for all reasonable pur- 
poses, showing a reasonable proximity, and that will give us all the in- 
formation that we desire. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment pending is the amend- 
ment proponia by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to accept that as 
a modification. 

Mr. INGALLS. My attentlon being diverted for the moment, I did 
not hear the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. I will restate my proposition. I think in my State 
there is no census or list of the children annually which would enable 
this thing to be reported as required by the bill, or as required by 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, and it would require the 
States that do not do that to have a census every year of the children 
between certain ages. So I suggest that it should read: 

The number of white and colored children between the ages of ten and twenty- 
one given by the census of 1880, 

And although that is in the census now,-it would be convenient to 
have it in the report for comparison, and it would be very easy to form 
a jugdment as to whether the children generally attend school or not. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I suppose that was the design, because this is the 
report required of the governor before the money that is to be distributed 
under section 2 can be paid out. The language in section 2 is: 

And in each State and Territory in which there shall be separate schools, 
the money received in such State or Territory shall be apportioned au 
paid out for the support of such white and colored schools, respectively, in the 
rp pretest that the white and colored children between the ages of ten years 
and twenty-one years in such State or Territory bear to each other, asshown by 
the said census. 

I presume this is intended to render it obligatory to incorporate in 
the report the statistics which will enable the money to be disbursed 
under section 2. I therefore accept the suggestion of the Senator from 

usetts, believing that it will effectuate the provisions of the 
bill. 


aes PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment as modified will be 
rea 

The Curer CLERK. Insection 3, line 15, after the word children,“ 
it is proposed to insert the words: 

Between tbe ages of ten and twenty-one years, 

Mr. HOAR. Strike out the words of the school age prescribed by 
this act for” and insert in.“ 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest as a further amendment, to make it more 
definite, to add both inclusive,’’ after ‘‘ years.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the whole 
amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word children,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the words of the school age prescribed by 
this act for’’ and to insert ‘‘ between the ages of ten and twenty-one 
years in;’’ so as to read: 

The number of whiteand colored children between the ages of ten and twenty- 
one years in each county and city as given by the census of 1880. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all right. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to offer a further amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Let this be adopted first. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Michigan proposes to amend the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. CONGER. I move an amendment to the amendment by adding 
the words both inclusive,” after the words“ twenty-one years.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment accepted? 

Mr. INGALLS. That ought not to be put in without further infor- 
mation as to whether the census is based upon that method of enumer- 
ation or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was found out the other day that the census enu- 
merates all the individuals living in the country by their ages; one so 
many, two so many, three so many, and all the way through, so that the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan is entirely unobjectionable. 

Mr. CONGER. With that view the amendment is an entirely proper 
one, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be so modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment as now modified by the Senator from Kansas. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word children,“ 
insert the words between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, both 
inclusive, in,“ and strike out the words of the school age prescribed 
by this act for;’’ so as to read: 

The number of whiteand colored children between the ages of ten and twenty- 


= years, both inclusive, in each county and city, as given by the census of 
The PRESIDENT tempore. That amendment will be considered 
as agreed to if there be no objection. The amendment is to. 


Mr. INGALLS. In section 3, line 31, I move to strike out the wo 
“íf thereupon,” at the close of the line. It is a superfluous word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 31, after the word shall,“ it 
is proposed to strike out thereupon;“ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
names of the States and Territories which he finds to be entitled to share in the 
benefits of this act, and also the amounts due to each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be considered as to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 3, line 32, after the word Treasury, 
I move to strike out the words the names of; so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
States and Territories which he finds to be entitled, &. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator will amend by adding the word 
the“ to the clause he proposes to strikeout. Otherwise he will have 
the word the“ in twice, which would seem to be superfluous. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He strikes out the first word the.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; that is just the same. 

Peg INGALLS. My motion is to strike out the words the names 
of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
to if there be no objection. 
Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill 
to section 9, which reads: 
That no part of the educational fund allotted to any State or Territory shall 


be used for the erection of school-houses or school buildings of any description, 
nor for rent of the same. 

I suppose the word educational“ is not used asa word of definition 
but of general description, and would apply to any fund provided for 
in the bill. Since the bill was reported the Senate has provided for 
another fund that in terms it declares shall be expended for school 
buildings and for rent of the same, and in order to make the provisions 
harmonious I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that section 
9 be changed so as to read: 


That no part of the fund allotted to any State or Territory under this act shall 
be used for the erection of school-houses or school buildings of any description, 
nor forrent of the same, except as hereinafter provided, 


Mr. BLAIR. Let it read under the first section of this act, and 
shorten the section by leaving out the long words at the end. 

Mr. HALE. That will be better still. I will modify it so as to read: 

That no part of the fund allotted to any State or Territory under the provis- 
ions of the first section of this act shall be used, &. 

Mr. BLAIR. The other fund is explicitly named the school-house 
fund.” 
Mr. HALE. Still it would in general terms be an educational fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendment to section 9 
reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
it read: 

That no part of the fund allotted to any State or Territory under the provis- 
sions of the first section of this act shall be used for the erection of schoo!-houses 


or school buildings of any description, nor for rent of the same, except as here- 
inafter provided, 


Mr. HALE. The last words ‘except as hereinafter provided“ do 
not need to be in now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first words after ‘‘ Territory“ cover it all, 
and the last would reverse the whole effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last words will be omitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Stop at the word same“ and strike out the 
words “‘ except as hereinafter provided.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been already done. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. In Louisiana we have no counties. The political sub- 
divisions of the State are called parishes. Therefore I move to insert 
the words or parish” after county wherever the word county“ is 
mentioned in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to that amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. There is one other place in the bill where, by an 
amendment, the phrase the Sge of children between ten and twenty- 
one“ is used. I do not remember the place. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is in the second section, placed there by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that by adding the words ‘‘both 
inclusive,“ so that it will include the years of ten and twenty-one. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is in section 2, line 13. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 13, after the word “ years,’’ 
where it occurs the second time, it is moved to insert the words ‘‘ both 
inclusive;’’ so as to read: 

Between the ages of ten years and twenty-one years, both inclusive, in such 
State or Territory bear to each other, as shown by the said census, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to reserve all amendments made to section 2 
from any general vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the vote be taken in gross? 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask a separate vote on the amendment adopted in 
Committee of the Whole on the motion of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS] that if a State declines to receive the money its amount 
shall pass over to the other States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be noted. 
Are there any other amendments excepted ? 

Mr. HALE, All amendments to section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be reserved. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire a separate vote on the amendment which 
struck out one of the sections—I have forgotten which—declaring the 
purpose of the bill not to interfere with the educational systems of the 
States, 

Mr, JACKSON. That is in the seventh section. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was struck out on motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I have not the original print here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Mississippi will be reserved. 

Mr. CALL. I ask a separate vote on the amendment I offered to sec- 
tion 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 


It is proposed to amend section 9 so as to make 
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Florida will have to be reoffered. It was not adopted in Committee | ored children, the money 


of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Isimply give notice that I shall offer it at the proper 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments not reserved. 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendments will now 
be reported in their order. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 2 of section 2 of the original bill, after 
the word Territories,“ the words and in the District of Columbia 
were inserted. 
3 HALE. That is not what I am after. 

t. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment was at the end of line 7 of section 2, 
after 1880,“ to insert: 

Until the illiteracy returns of the census returns of 1890 shall be received, and 
then upon the basis of that census, 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. 

The amendment was conc in. 

The next reserved amendment was to insert after the amendment 
just adopted: 


And in each State and Territory in which there shall be separate schools for 
white and colored children, the money received in such State or Territory shall 


I have no objection to 


be apportioned and paid out for the support of such white and colored schools 
respectively in proportion the white and colored children between the 
ages of ten years and twenty-one years, both inclusive, in „ 

-e eee eee eee The foi ing provision 
shall not affect the application ofthe proper pes rtion of ond Inew 8 3 ng 
port of all common schools wherein m of race or color 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator proceeds, one verbal amendment 
was made, which the Chief Clerk has not read, at the commencement of 
this matter which the Senator may desire to have struck out. After 
the word Territories“ the words and the District of Columbia“ 
were inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro That has already been agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was not read in the line to which I refer, line 8. 
There are separate schools in the District of Columbia as well as in 
States and Territories. In line 8, after the words ‘‘in each State and 
Territory,” the words and the District of Columbia were inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro Those words were not inserted ac- 
pe, e the record 12 5 by the clerks. 

LAIR. The motion was made and put, as I understood. If 

not, those words had better be inserted. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. They should go in lines 10 and 13 as well if they 
are to go in in line 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words were not actually in- 
serted on 3 

Mr. EDM There will be no objection to inserting them. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out after the words census of 1880,” 
in line 7 of section 2, all that follows to and including the word cen- 
sus,“ in line 14, and to insert the following in lieu thereof: 

And in each State in which * shall be separate schools for white and eol- 


ored children, the money paid in Foren eee Agrina aaria a E 
of such white and colored schools in the the il- 


Ac fe the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each pa egy as shown 
by said census. 

That is the Allison amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that amendment in order at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 


Mr. HOAR. I thought the amendments reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole must be voted on first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is an amendment to an amend- 
ment adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to add to the Senator's amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This being an amendment in the 
second degree, it is not open to amendment. 


Mr. HALE. I do not wish to discuss it. The hour is late. Every- tion of 


body understands that it involves the exact principle brought forward 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], upon which there has been 
no test vote in the Senate. I desire a test vote upon that. It may 
control my vote upon the bill. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please send the 
amendment to the desk that it may be read. 

The amendment was sent to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the words 
“census of 1880,” in line 7, as follows: 

And in each State and Territory and in the District of Columbia in which 
there shall be separate schools for white and colored children, the money re- 


ceived in such State o 7 Territory and in the District of Columbia shall be a por- 
tioned and paid out for the su rt of such white and colored schools ively 
in the proportion that the white and colored children between the ages of ten 
33 twenty-one years in such State or Territory and the District of Colum- 


bear to each other, as shown by the said census. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 
And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col- 


in such State shall be a) 


pportioned and paid out 

for the support of such whiteand colored schools in the proportion that the illit- 

oar ‘white and colored persons aforessid bear to each other, as shown 
y census, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas and 
nays are called for. 
nabe yess and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to eall 

e roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] upon this amendment. If he were here, 
I ong vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawtry]. I do not early pa aa 
would vote. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay.“ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced —yeas 
14, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Chace Ingalls, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, — Wilson of Lowa. 
o, 
Hale, ne, Teller, 
NAYS—37. 

A Edmunds, K Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Eustis, MeMillan, Sawyer, : 
Blair, Evarts, Maxey, mer, 
Bowen, George, Milles. ot N. v. ford, 
Brown, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg- Voorhees, 

a Hare £ —— ween 
Colquitt, Palmer, Wilson of Md. 
Conger, Hoar, Payne, 

Cullom, Jackson, Pugh, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Coke, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Fair, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Beck, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Butler, Gray, 8 est. 
Cameron, Hawley. H 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that the same amendment 
which has been putin other places where ‘‘ ten and twenty-one years“ 
occur, both inclusive,“ may be here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has already been done. 

Mr. CONGER. In the first place? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; in this amendment to section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro Those words have been inserted. 

Mr. CONGER. That is right; but they were not read as being in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want in the next clause of this amendment, 
8 agreed to, in line 17, to change the phraseology. It 
has been suggested that it was possible that a misconstruction could be 
put upon the words common schools wherein no distinction of race 


or color shall exist,“ that it would be ible still to make a discrim- 
ination in a way which has been stated to me, which I do not see my- 
self, but to guard against any such ibility I move to strike out the 


words ‘‘no distinction of race or color shall exist“ and insert white 
and colored children are taught together;’’ so as to read: 

The fo ing provision In of the 
tion of said money to the 5 — — 
colored children are taught together. 

As I say, I do not see the necessity of it myself, but to gnard against 
that apprehension I move to change the words in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, inline 17, the words 
no distinction of race or color shall exist’? and insert in lieu thereof 
‘white and colored children are taught together;’’ so as to read: 

The fo ing provision shall not affect the application of the 
money to the support of all common schools wherein 
ored children are taught together. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest, and move in fact, as a matter 
of some convenience in executing this law, in line 18, to strike out the 
word provided!“ and insert what follows, from line 18 to line 27, as a 
section, because it is a distinct matter in itself and has no relation to 
the particular question of white and colored schools. It is section 2, 
page 3, line 18 to line 27, inclusive. It is a topic about the District of 
Alaska, which has no relation as a proviso to what precedes it. I there- 
fore move to strike out the word provided,“ and make that clause, 
from lines 18 to 27, inclusive, a separate section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the amend- 
ment p by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none, 
and the amendment will be considered as agreed to. The proviso will 
be made a separate section. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be understood that the Secretary shall number 
the sections consecutively. 


propor- 
te and col- 
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Mr. "aR That is a regulation of the rules without any | The result was announced—yeas 0, nays 43; as follows: 
- special vo YEAS—0. 
2 eee eee 8 jes =i ~ 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. question is on option 
eee de Si ta Comision ot the hole MAA — Dolph, Jones ofiNevada, Park. 
e amendment as amended was concurred in. Blair, E 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will | Bowen, pirated Melillan, Riddleberger, 
now be read. we * Mahone, 8 
The Cuter CLERK. The next reserved amendment was to insert at | Coke, Sel n, ey, Voorhees, 
the end of the first proviso to section 1: Colquitt, = aria oF eS 5 wae 1 
And if any State, by its Legislature, shall declino or relinguish its share or Hallers, Jackson, Morrill, oes eee ae 
go to —— the amoun for d ibution among the other States and the Ter- a Jones of ar Palmer, 
ritories as herein provided. ABSENT—33. 
ALe Aldrich, Fair, of Cal., Sewell, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the amendment offered by | Alison, Mitchell of " 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. Beck, 8 aie: rd, 
Mr. MAXEY. On that I ask for the yeas and na; Baa = eve tN 5 Van Wyck, 
Pag yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary 3 to call | Cameron, Haw fy Plumb, 
roll Chace, ngalls, n, 
Mr, CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | Cockrell, Sene ot TOH N 
ator oea We tug 3 but IL am 8 that if he were germs PN ea 2 ee 
present he would vote for amendment; so I vo en. curred 
Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called), I Hei on this The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the amendments have been dis- 


bill and all amendments toit with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I do not know how he 
would vote if present, and I refrain from voting. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], but upon this question I have 
eb ee the pair to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

vote yea. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced —yeas 
31, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Berry, Edmunds, Jackson, „ 
Bows Evarts, Mahon: — 

wen, ne, r, 
Brown, Frye, Miller of N. Y. 8| 3 
Call, George, Mitchell offOregon, Vance, 
Conger, Hampton, Palen s Wai hall. 
U er, 

Dawes, Hoar, Payne, 

NAYS—19. 
Blackburn, _ “MeMillan, — 8 er, 
Coke, — Ingalls, 8 3 — * W. 
Cullom,~ Jones of Arkansas, Max — Witsoe art 
Dolph, Jones of Neate Plumb; * Wilson of Md. 
Gray, We ' Sawyer 

ABSENT—26. 
Allison. Colquitt, M. 
‘Aldrich, Fair, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Beck, Gorman, Mitchell of 1 
Butler, Hal Morgan, Teller, 
Camden, . i NA Pike, Vest. 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
So the amendment was 


concurred in. 
Mr. CONGER. I should like to know where that amendment comes 


ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. At the end of the first proviso to sec- 
tion 1. The next reserved amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4 of the original bill, in section 7, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, eee dicen to ads 


cluding the word provided,“ in line 6, and inserted that.“ The 
words stricken out are: 
That “res design of this act not to establish an independent en of 
pwn yd aid for the time being in the development and mainte- 
nance 84 5 e ee government, and which must 


eventually 
ist, it is —— 55 Pp 

Mr. GEORGE. The question now is on agreeing to the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole striking out that clause. Those who 
are in favor of striking that out will vote yea, and those who are 
eee A striking that out will vote ‘‘nay.’? Is that the state of the 
question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call for the yeas and nays on that question. 
5 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRISON. Idesire to announce again my pair with the Sen- 
er from 5 [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 


system established by local 
een pho ard wee by the States and Territories wherein they ex- 


pose of. The bill is still open to amendment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The last vote leaves the words to stand in the 
bill, I understand. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words stand in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The RECORD since this debate began has been made 
so much the vehicle of ev uttered on this question by news- 
papers and by others that I ask the to read an extract from 
the New York Evening Post of February 27 last, which contains an ex- 
tract from the last report of the su tendent of education for South 
Carolina, which records a fact w. if this bill shall become a law, I 
have no doubt will prove to be profitable. I ask the Secretary to read 
pg gyn YENS E area eee 5 5 5 

e PRESIDENT tempore. ere be no objection the paper 
will be read. 25 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

As a matter of fact, the mere passage of the Blair bill through one branch of 
Congress 


Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator offer that as part of his remarks or 


is it put in as a paper? 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Let us hear it. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from New Hampshire prefers I will 
read it myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator puts it in as part of his remarks I do 
e eee but itis very easy to keep us here a long time by 


reading n 
Mr. PL Ne Aer tho manner in which the Senator himself was 
indulged in regard to a whole number of the Recorp, I regard that as 


being rather impudent on the whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection to its being printed in the RECORD, 
as my remarks were to save time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I asked that it be read at the desk. If the Senator 
3 117 I will read it myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object to its being read if the Senator wants 


to make it part of his speech. 
Mr. PLUMB. If the Secretary will return it to me I will read it 
myself. 


Mr.COCKRELL. It could have been read in the time that has been 
consumed by the Senator from New Hampshire in talking about it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The article is as follows; and, for fear the Senator 
from New Hampshire may not have heard my prefatory remarks, I will 
ay that it was published in the New York Evening Post of February 
27 last: 


As a matter of fact, the mere passage of the a billthrough one branch of 
Einder the pragrems att „with the promise of its a law. the effect to 


pi, adver} of the 6 ey —— Wein 
Legislature months aſter 
thet Senate passed the Mair bill, Mr. Asbu: Sa of public 


education, said thatthe = just closed had eee e Erran circumstan- 
operated ad 


ces which versely to the advancement of educati tional affairs, and we 
oe on EAT Pon te tna TTADA ot ich 
hecites as and most important: 


a The short and unremunerative 
the a last winter, 2 eren an 


cc le oaa has cramped so generally ‘be b business interests 
to hinder the work of the va schools. In addition to these eee bog 
discussion of the poney n 7 8 ‘ederal aid for the a of illiteracy revived 
into active expression all the latent or hitherto silent opposition to the common- 
school system of the State.” 


That is the end of the quotation. What follows is the comment of 
the editor: 


We do not believe that u 
of educatio in South Carolina, has 
n 
education in the South, 


Mr. BLAIR. What is the name of the superintendent? 


of 1883, the severity and inclemency of 
difficulty experienced in planting the 
in the circulation of money, 

of our people, all tended 


more careful reflection any candid journal will 
mere discussion of which, ms wth A the testimony of the 
already injured the cause of 
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Mr. PLUMB. AsburyCoward. Iwill read also, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire desires that I shall, from the New York Evening Post 
of the Ist of March. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I decline to be interrupted. I read from the New 
York Evening Post of the Ist day of the present month the following 


from ay editorial article under the title of ‘‘ Impressive warnings.““ 
Mr. HARRISON. What was the title? 
Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘Impressive warnings.” After going on to recite 


the quotation I have just read, the article proceeds: 


To careful observers of Georgia’s wonderful material progress during the last 
few years it has been a mystery that so prosperous a Commonwealth did not do 
more to make her school system worthy of the Empire State of the South.” 
We have at last discovered the reason. It has been simply because her ple 
had concluded that they were soon going to get liberal appropriations for this 

urpose from Washington, and consequently did not need to make greater ef- 
forts themselves to meet the necessitiesof the case. So long ago as November, 
1882, Mr. Gustavus J, Orr, the State school commissioner, in his report to the 

slature, condemned “the utter inadequacy of the sums which we are ap- 

ply ng to the support of schools to the object to be accomplished En inted out 

che urgent necessity of more liberal appropriations for school; ™ wed that 

a tax of only one-fifth of I per cent. upon the property of the State would keep 

the schools in operation six months, nearly twice the period that they were then 

open, met the former plea of poverty by the declaration that the time has come 
when we can do better,“ and concluded: 

“I am sure that we have reached a point where we can continue our schools 
in operation for six months [nearly twice the period at that time] without un- 
duly burdening one pee le.“ 

The Legislature failed to act upon Mr. Orr's recommendation. Why? The 
answer to this question is given in the following lettertothe Evening Post from 
Mr, Woodrow Wilson, author of the work on Congressional government, 
which has attracted so much attention, a native of the South, who stoutly op- 
poses the Blair bill. as do so many of the most clear-sighted Southerners : 

In the winter of 1882-83 I spent some time in Atlanta, Ga., while the Legisla- 
ture was in session. The project of Federal aid to education was already then 
being pushed. One day I drop) into the gallery of the State senate chamber 
for an hour, and chanced to find a discussion in progress upon a proposal to in- 
crease the appropriation for education, as Mr. Orr had urged that the State was 
80 ee able to do. Only a small minority favored the measure for 
heavier taxation. The majority supported a counter-resolution that the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of the State in Congress be es Nog todo all in their 
power to secure the passage of a law giving aid from the Federal Treasifry to 
were 8 N beggi lution, It 

one made in opposition is ng resolution, was a 

sturdy appeal tothe self-respect and independence of Georgians, in view of what 
ker treated as the unquestioned ability of the State to support a school 

No attempt was 


There is more to the same effect. It has been widely assumed that 
all the educators, at least all the professional educators of this country, 
were in favor of national aid to education. I have in my hand a letter 
from one of the leading educators of the West, in fact of the entire 
country, a man well known in public affairs, who is a professor in the 
State University of Kansas, written on the 27th day of February, from 
which I will quote one or two paragraphs as showing his position: 

Tam thoroughly in accord with your position on the Blair educational bill. 
This has been mr — from the first. I can not see how the me can be 
made to work without almost unlimited friction between State and national au- 
thorities. Nor can I see any practical limit to the frauds which would surely 
grow up under its administration. But above all, I deem the whole scheme 
unconstitutional. We have stretched the general-wel fare clause till its real mean- 
ing has been almost forgotten. Such juggling with words and their meanings 
and such “interpretations” will surely bear a full crop ofdisasters. Iam in favor 
of the nation with a big N. and I assert, and that constantly, that as we turn 
toward nationalism we are strong, and as we go toward sectionalism or individ- 
ualism we are weak. But we are not yet through with local government, nor 
are we ready to abolish State tures. Wedo not wantthiscountry turned 
intoa bureaucracy. ‘The whole policy of the central Government—toward States 
and individuals—should be to help them help themselves. Protection in life, 
liberty, and property is about all the protection that a self-respecting State or citi- 


zen will ask. 
* * * 


s * * $ 

The best thing about education is the desire to get it. That is what makes life 
as an instructor in the Kansas State University so enjoyable. If the time ever 
comes that boys are sent here instead of young men coming here, I shall emi- 


grate, 

If it were not for the late hour there are some other things I should 
like to call the attention of the Senate to in the same direction, but 
with the hope that we may have a vote on this bill I will say no more. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ithink that Mr. Coward, the superintendent of South 
Carolina, certainly must be misrepresented in the article read from the 
New York Evening Post, which has long been interesting itself for the 
defeat of this bill. I do not know its motive or the motives of those 
who make use of its columns. Mr. Coward was one of the superin- 
tendents of education, and he appeared in company with acommittee of 
some twelve or fifteen of them before the Committee on Education and 
Labor and gave his testimony as to the condition of his State and his 
knowledge of the other Southern States, strongly urging the enactment 
ot this very law; and although he may have perhaps—though I have 
never seen it—dropped an expression that the delay in furnishing this 
money as soon as it was hoped it might be received has exerted a de- 
pressing effect upon many of those who hoped to receive its benefits 
earlier, still there can be no stronger expression, in my belief, attributed 


to Mr. Coward, and he still desires this aid. He understands that his 
State needs it. Of that I have not the slightest doubt. . 

In regard to the expression from the gentleman in Kansas, I have 
nothing further to say than that I have received from his own State 
many letters from members of the Legislature of the State and promi- 
nent business men, in which they assert that the sentiment of Kansas 
is in favor of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment, at the end of section 10 to add 
the following: 


That nothing in this section shall prevent any State or Territory from apply- 
ing the money provided in this act to industrial education as a part of its com- 
mon-school system of education. 


I will not delay the Senate; I merely wish to read an extract from 
the report of the royal commissioners to the Parliament of Great Britain 
on technical instruction. ‘They say: 


Intelligent youths of the artisan classes should have easy access to secondary 
and technical schools by numerous scholarships, and the more promising stu- 
dents of them again to the higher technical colleges. 

For the mass of our working population, who must necessarily begin to 
earn their livelihood at an early age, and from whom our foremen will be mostly 
selected, it is essential that instruction in the rudiments of the sciences bearing 
upon industry should form a part of the curriculam ofthe elementary schools. 
and that instruction in drawing, and more especially in drawing with rule and 
compass, of a character likely to be useful to them in their future occupations 
as workmen and artisans, should receive far greater attention than it does at 
present. The importance of the first of these subjects has so far been ac- 
knowledged by the education department that in all infant schools simple les- 
sons on objects and the more commonly occurring phenomena of nature have 
been made obli, ry. This system of instruction, if properly illustrated by 
the exhibition of the object itself, or of diagrams or models of the same, or by 
the simplest kinds of experiments, is an excellent foundation for the subse- 
quent teaching of glementary science. A ‘ x 


* 

In the evening schools of North Germany (Fortbildungs-schulen) the studies 
of the ordinary elementary school are continued, the further instruction being 
confined main 7 to book-keeping and rudimentary mathematics, with some no- 
tions of natural philosophy. In the evening schools of the same classin South 
Germany the instruction given is of a more technical character than in the north. 

For instruction in drawing, as applied mainly to decorative work in France, 
and to both constructive and decorative work in Belgium, the opportunitiesare 
excellent. The crowded schools of drawing, modeling, carving, and painting, 
maintained at the expense of the municipalities of Paris, Lyons, Brussels, and 
other cities—absolutely gratuitous, and open to all comers, well lighted, fur- 
nished with the best models, and underthe care of teachers full of enthusiasm— 
stimulate those manufactures and crafts in which the fine arts play a prominent 
part to a degree which is without parallel in this country. Instruction in art 
applied to industry and decoration is now pursued with ene in South Ger- 
many and in several of the northern Italian towns, and the influence of this in- 
struction on the employment of the people is becoming very conspicuous in 
those countries. The government schools of applied art in France, under the 
decree of 1881, of which the Limoges Decorative Arts School is the earliest ex- 
ample, and which, like the above-mentioned schools, are gratuitous, should be 
mentioned in this connection. 

The technical lectures and classes to which we have referred are in nearly all 
continental states held not only in the evening, but also, and in some branches, 
as in weaving, principally, on Sundays; and all the great museums and collect- 
ions are open on Sundays, No one who has seen the crowds of orderly artisans 
with their families visit the splendid collections of the Louvre and Conserva- 
toire des Arts et Métiers on a Sunday can have failed to reflect on the powerful 
i Prep wisn influence thus brought to bear on that important class of the popu- 

ion. 

Home and vi industries have been in some cases initiated, in others im- 
provedand extended, in districts where, from the pore of the ene and 
the scarcity of capital, special aids were essential, notably in n, Bavaria, 
and the Tyrol. In the schools established and maintained for this purpose, 
wood carving, and inlaying, clock-making, fi work, basket-making, and 
other simple for which there were local materials and aptitude, have 
been taught with considerable success. In some cases these industries have 
been so firmly and permanently established as to render Lahey | the further 
maintenance of the special schools. In the primary schools of the Black Forest 
Se is taught to girls. inating rd is paid to the capabil- 
ities of each sex. In“ women's work” schools on the Reutlingen model, and 
in the professional schools for girls which have been established in France and 
the Netherlands, instruction is successfully given, qualifying girls for many use- 
ful occupations, though these are scarcely of the kind e understood under 
the term of manufactures. g 


I merely wish to say that while the Senate refuses to adopt this 
amendment, commending, as it must, the object of elementary and 
permanent school instruction, the Parliament of Great Britain, the royal 
commissioners in a monarchical government, have recognized its ne- 
cessity and prescribed it as a rule for all the primary schools in Great 
Britain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. LOGAN, Mr. CONGER, and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea“ and he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CAMDEN] is paired on all questions connected with this bill with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. SABIN]. 


The question is on the engrossment 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2105 


Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). On this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote yea and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Upon the of this 


bill I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If 
he were here, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea“ and I suppose he would vote nay.” 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Upon the of 


this bill, as I have already stated, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
BUTLER]. If he were present, I should vote yea and he would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam paired upon 
this question with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If 
he were present, I should vote yea” and I understand he would vote 

‘na Ped 

Mr. MOMILLAN (when his name was called). Upon the passage of 
this bill I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who 
is detained from the Senate by illness. If he were present, I should 
vote yea” and he would vote nay.““ 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. PIKe’s name was called). Iam informed 
that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. Iam not informed how 
either would vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] if 
resent, would vote yea.“ I donot know how the Senator from New 
ersey [Mr. SEWELL] would vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Jersey would vote nay.“ 

Mr, SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] on this bill. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and I understand he would vote yea.” 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] requested me yesterday, 
when he left the Chamber unwell, to state, when his name was called, 
that he was paired with some Senator, I forget whom. The Senator 
from Maryland would vote against the bill if here. 

Mr, TELLER (when his name was called). Iwasasked to pair with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], which [ did on two 
votes, but I understand he is paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. SABIN], and therefore I vote yea.“ 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired on this bill with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
36, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Be Eustis, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
neck born; Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, vias 
Blair, eorge, Miller of N. V., Spooner, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
1, Hoar, Morrill, ‘ance, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
nger, ones of Arkansas, e oorhees, 
Cullom, Kenna, Puch, Walthall,’ 
Dolph, Logan, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—11. 
Cockrell, Gray, —Ingalls, ~ Plumb, 
Coke, ~ Hale Jones of Nevada, Wilson of Md. 
Frye, Harris, axey, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Dawes, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Edmunds, McPherson Sewell, 

8 Fair, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Butler, Hampton, Morgan, Vest. 

en, H: n, Pike, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
So the bill was 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill be printed for the use of the 
Senate as passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the bill be printed as it has passed. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SENATE AND EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of Order of Business 217, being resolutions reported by the Com- 

mittee on the Judicary on the subject of papers = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 217, being resolu- 
tions re from the Committee on the Judiciary February 18, 1886, 
exp the sense of the Senate on the refusal of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to send to the Senate copies of certain papers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Vermont. Is that likely to continue until finally disposed of, or will it 
be subject to intermissions? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will continue and be disposed of in two 
or three days at the most. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that question for the reason there are matters on 
the Calendar which ought to be disposed of. 7 


Mr. EDMUNDS, I shall not ask to take up this subject until the 
end of the morning hour, at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the Senate to 
take up the Presidential count bill, which had precedence on the Cal- 
endar both of the measure just passed and of the measure now taken up, 
either by devoting a half hour to it before 2 o’clock or by laying this 
aside informally with the consentof the Senate. I think it can be dis- 
posed of in twenty or thirty minutes, 

ACCOUNTS WITH UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ask leave to introduce a resolution of inquiry, to 
be followed by a bill which I shall ask to have referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures of Public Money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


‘erritory of Utah since the passage 
Congress of June 23, 1874, entitled An act in relation to courts and judicial offi- 
cers in the Territory of Uta! and if any such money has so expended 
whether the United States has been reimbursed therefor. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1791) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Julia H. Totten; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1792) to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to withhold compensation to the members and officers of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah until the United 
States has been reimbursed for certain expenditures on account of said 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of Public Money. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask leave to submit a conference report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the 
use of the Federal courts, post-office, and internal-revenue and other civil 
offices, and a United States jail in the city of Forth Smith, Ark., having aa 
after full and free conference have prAna ic recommend and do recommen: 
to their ipy e Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 


numbered 1. 
WM. MAHO: 
JNO. C. SPOONER, 
J. H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
BARCLAY HENLEY, 
W. H. WARD, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 
FORFEITURE OF IOWA LAND GRANT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that on Monday, immediately after the 
conclusion of the routine morning business, Ishall move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business No. 30, being the bill 
(S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to 
aid in the construction of railroads in thatState, and for other purposes. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Talbert be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MAXEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the - 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION OF WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I give notice that on Monday, at the earliest 
practicable moment, Ishall move the consideration of the bill (H. R. 545) 
to increase the pensions of widows and dependent relatives of deceased 
soldiers and sailors. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ZACH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is pressed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish just a moment. 
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Mr. COKE. I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. BLATR. the pro of the discussion upon the school 


ments that were hanit ee eee 
Which were read upon the floor of the Senate ted truly his 
sentiments. He has since sent me a disclaimer, and knowing no reason 


to believe him to be other than an honorable gentleman, and being de- 
sirous if I have myself done him an injury to that injury, I ask 
that this statement which he has sent me be printed, so that as much 
nt eee the attack upon him. 
EDMUNDS. What is the 8 
Ur. BLAIR. It is a paper Which Montgomery sends me which 
was originally published in the New York Tribune, in which he denies 
what he alleges to have been a misrepresentation of his sentiments as 
expressed in 1873. It is very brief and I think in justice to the gen- 
tleman it ought to be printed. 
Mr. INGALLS. If we are going to discuss Mr. Zach Montgomery 
12270 BANE BMH? evidence that I wish to present to- 


Ar. COKE, I insist on my motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro Pending the resolutions taken up 
on motion of the Di t from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which are 
now the unfinished business, the Senator from Texas [Mr. OKEJ moves 


that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 5, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AMERICAN COLLEGE FOR THE BLIND. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Forp], from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 9 to Mil Eick en the Ameri- 
can College for the Blind. I ask that the adverse re- 
port, be placed on the Private Cae 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There being no objection, the bill, with the adverse report, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I asked leave on yesterday to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD; but I am not sure whether the per- 


mission was ted or not. 
The SPEAKER. It was objected to by a number of gentlemen. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask leave now that that privilege be 
accorded me, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The RECORD shows, Mr. 
objection to the gentleman’s request was finally with 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair understood that a number of gen- 
tlemen had objected. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] 
withdrew his objection, but the Chair had no intimation that other gen- 
tlemen withdrew theirs. The Chair will now submit the gentleman’s 
request to the House for unanimous consent to extend his remarks on 
s pan p appropriation bill in the RECORD. Is there any objection? 

ERKINS. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], 

as ha suggested last evening, does not intend to incorporate any affida- 
vits which have not been read upon the floor of the House, there will 
be no objection. He intimated that he had other affidavits; if he in- 
tends to incorporate others, objection will be made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shallonly desire to incorporate those to which 
I have alluded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

SALARIES OF POSTAL RAILWAY CLERKS, CLASS 4. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, in response to a resolution of the House calling for informa- 
tion con the application of the sum appropriated for the current 
fiscal year to pay $1,200 and $1,400 salaries to railway clerks 
of class 4; which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. LEHL- 

BACH indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. S. „Lask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4420) to 


e that the 


authorize the publication of a new edition of the Postal Laws and Reg- 

eee ghey veer its passage. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT[, chairman of the Committee on the Post- 
pee and Post-Roads, for a statement in regard to the importance of 

e matter. 

The SPEAKER. Consent must first be given by the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to state 
simply that the object of this is to reprint the Postal Laws and 
tions, which publication is now exhausted. There is to be a revision 
also; but it is provided that no extra charge is to he made for that pur- 
pose. The last report was made in 1879, and the supply is now en- 
tirely exhausted. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
could do no better than to borrow four or five copies of the Postmaster- 
pena for use in the committee. There are none to be distributed 

throughout the country, and none to members of the 
. — or the Senate who may make application for them. The Postmas- 
ter-General is exceedingly anxious to have this reprint made, and its 
importance must commend itself to the House. I trust there will be 
no objection whatever to the request. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, wes tigi for pong Baer p and pee. a ae edition of the Laws 
and Hequlationsot Department there is appropriated thou- 
sand dollars; such Adern tober prepared under the directions of the Postmaster- 
General, and printed at the Government Erag Office. No extra compensa- 


— shail be allowed to any officer or clerk of the Department for services in 
The Postmaster- 


or superintending the publication of such edition. 


General may authorize the sale of copies of such edition, not needed for - 
use of the Department, to individuals, at the cost thereof; the proceeds of such 
sales to be deposited in the as part of the postal revenues. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 


Fill the blank in the fourth line by adding“ consistin, 7,500 copies ;”" also in 
, after the word “* a) priated,” insert “17;” 11 

d,” insert four hundred and seventy-Hve;“ also in line 14, after the 

word “thereof,” add “with 10 per cent. added ;” so that the bill as amended 


will read as follows: 
Be it ee e That . and oe anew pe the Laws 
of 7,500 


and Regulations of ‘the P. Bist es, there 

= appropriated $17,475; such — — to be 8 under tue a 1 — of tho 
r-General, and printed at the Government Printing Office. No extra 

n shall be allowed to any officer or clerk of the ent for serv- 

— n preparing or superintending the publication of such on. The Post- 

master-General may authorize the sale of copies of such edition, not needed for 

the use of the Department, to 5 at the cost thereof, with Leda gyro 

added; the proceeds of such sales to be deposited in the e Treasury as part of 

revenues. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I want 
to ask the gentleman if this provides for any number to be distributed 
among members of the House or Senate. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. It does not. I ask for the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will state that it 
has been usual for the Postmaster-General to farnish members on 
their requisition or request with copies. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It seems to me that it would be just as well to in- 
corporate that provision in the bill itself, providing that a number of 
copies should be distributed among members of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not this private bill day? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will not object. It is abso- 
lutely necessary to have this reprint. It is unanimously reported from 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How long will it take? 

Mr. BURROWS. But a very few minutes. 

Mr. PETERS. There will be no debate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a separate vote is demanded the amend- 
ments will be considered as agreed to. 

No separate vote being demanded, the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to offer an amendment with the object of 
having copies of this work furnished to members of the House. I ask 
the committee to accept that amendment. This ought to be a docu- 
ment for public distribution by members of Congress. I therefore move 
as an amendment to insert a proviso that each member of the House 
shall be furnished with twenty-five copies. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend from Illinois will not delay this 
matter by urging that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to amend the 
resolution so as to provide that there shall be printed for distribution 
by members of the House twenty-five copies to each member. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
who has charge of this matter whether the printing of this postal guide 
is to be opened to public e ee as to its compilation and printing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand this appropriation is placed in the 
hands of the Postmaster-General for the purpose of having the work 
printed. There is no restriction as to the mode in which it shall be 
done. I presume it will be printed, however, by the Public Printer. 
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The estimate has been made by the Public Printer, supervised by the 
Postmaster-General. 


Mr, REID, of North Carolina. I ask for the reading of the 
Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw any objection my language might 
im: FFC Guide. 

. REID, of North Carolina. Oh, no. 
Mr. RANDALL. I will have something to say about that when it 


8 
Mr. BLOUNT. This is a compilation of the postal laws and regula- 


Peon REID, of North Carolina. I withdraw the call for the reading 

0 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 

if this will be immediately available? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Yes, sir; that is my purpose in call- 

ing up the bill for consideration at this time. 
bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


ve 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the standing and select committees of the House for reports on bills of 
a private nature. 

SILAS JAMES. 
Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2793) granting a 
ion to Silas James; which was referred to the Committee of the 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
ELIJAH W. PUTNEY. 

Mr, WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4346) granting 
a pension to Elijah W.Putney; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1937) for in- 
ee e to A. Schuyler Sutton; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WARNER. 

Mr, ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 555 5729) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Warner; Which was to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. II. H. GILLESPIE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1344) granting a 
pension to William H. H. Gillespie; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. RUSSELL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5692) for 
the relief of James B. Russell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
3 qee laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
printed: 
A bill E R. 255 for the relief of Jennie Huggins; and 
A bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Henry Domeyer. 
HENRY BARR. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Barr; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


printed: 
A bill (H. R. 2063) granting a pension to Mary Kerr; 


A bill (H. K. 0 for the relief of Annie L. Langworthy; and 


A bill (H. R. 2071) granting a pension to Charles F. Eilber. 
MARY MERRILL. 

Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4631) granting a ion 
to Mary Merrill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ROXANA Y. RILEY & SON. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5306) granting a pension to Rox- 
ana V. Riley & Son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 7 

DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 
Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1279) granting a 
ion to Darius M. Seaman; which was referred tothe Committee of 
the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
ELIJAH P, HENSLEY. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1707) granting a 
pension to Elijah P. Hensley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES N, HAIR. 

Mr. CHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4977) granting a 
pension to James N. Hair; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. : 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1251) granting an increase of pension to Edward Pen- 


dergast 
A bill (H. R. 4634) for the relief of Lewis M. Sparks; and 
A bill (H. R. 5674) granting a pension to Abbott B. J. Bent. 


CHARLES WYANT. 
Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5705) granting a 
ion to Charles Wyant; which was referred to the Committee of the 
le House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. MARGARET A. JACOB. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5021) granting a 
pension to Mrs. es A. Jacob; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH PROST. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5307) granting 
a pension to Lieut, Joseph Prost; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CROWLEY. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5332) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Crowley; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

E. R. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5691) for the re- 
lief of E. R. Shipley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of James 
Albert Bonsack; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave of absence for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
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WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House of the Forty-seventh Congress, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of William H. Richardson. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the urgency deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. McCreary in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House having resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the urgency deficiency appropriation bill, the Clerk will report the bill 
by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5893) to provide for certain of the most u 
appropriations for the service ofthe Government forthe 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, it will not be unprofitable, perhaps, 
to state to the committee that this is the urgency deficiency bill, con- 
sisting of eight items. It is not the regular deficiency bill, which is 
now in course of preparation, and which will contain all the deficiencies 
estimated for by the Departments and found by the committee lawful 
subjects of appropriations in its judgment. I mention this fact for the 
reason that we have been compelled to go over the estimated deficiencies 
and select such as seemed to demand immediate attention. No items 
of deficiency not included in this bill are passed upon either favorably or 
unfavorably by our action on this urgent bill. Other items submitted 
to the Committce on Appropriations will be passed upon and presented 
in the regular deficiency bill, which I trust will be reported in the 
course of three or four weeks. 

As I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, this bill contains eight gen- 
eral items; and I will call the attention of the committee to them sev- 
erally. First is an item of 8589.65, compensation of special agents 
of the independent treasury.” We are advised by the Treasurer of 
the United States that in consequence of a defalcation which occurred 
last summer in the subtreasury at New Orleans it was necessary at 
considerably increased expense to proceed immediately to an investi- 
gation, which was special and extraordinary, in consequence of which 
this deficiency accrued upon the appropriation as of last year. This 
is a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 

Compensation for special agents of the Treasury for the examination 
of the remaining subtreasuries’’ is asked for to the extent of $4,000. 
This is an estimated deficiency. The appropriation for the current year 
is now exhausted, and outof the nine subtreasuries there remain to be 
examined the subtreasuries at Philadelphia, Cincinnati, and Baltimore. 
These examinations are necessarily more expensive than they have been 
heretofore. We all understand that in consequence of a complete change, 
or a change more or less complete, in the administration of the different 
Departments of the Government it has been necessary to be a little 
more careful and particular in these first examinations than perhaps 
will ordinarily be considered necessary. In addition to this, we are 
advised by the Treasury Department that a very large amount of silver 
has accumulated in the subtreasury, which makes the count more la- 
borious and expensive. At all events, in consequence of these thi 
it is estimated that a deficiency appropriation of $4,000 will be required 
to enable the Treasurer of the United States to make such examination 
as the law requires to be made of the subtreasuries of the country. 

Perhaps I ought to say also that the labor of these examinations is 
usually performed by clerks already in the service of the Treasury De- 
partment. It is performed now mainly by them; but because the law 
requires also the examination of the books and accounts of the sub- 
treasury and the manner of keeping the money therein, it sometimes 
becomes necessary to employ expert accountants and also expert count- 
ers to assist them. The appropriation for this deficiency seems to be a 
necessity. At all events the appropriation already made is exhausted, 
and three subtreasuries remain unexamined. With great confidence 
in the Treasurer of the United States, the committee has yielded largely 
to his judgment. 

The third item is ‘‘ forrepairsofthe Treasury building in Washington.“ 
For repairing of the roof of this building last year, which had become 
greatly injured, $6,400 of extraordinary expenses were incurred, leav- 
ing but $8,600 for usual expenses, uniformly estimated at $15,000. We 
are now advised by competent practical mechanics that there are leaks 
in the roof; that extensive repairs to the building, inside and out, are 
a necessity; and that an appropriation now for these repairs may save 
an increased expenditure, and therefore an increased appropriation, 
which will be necessary if the work be delayed. 

The next item is with regard to the propagation of codfish in the 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico, $12,000. This, we may say, is a matter 
of experiment; but we have the judgment, experience, and integrity of 
the Fish Commissioner to guide us. In past years we have placed, as 
we now place, implicit confidence as well in the intelligence as in the 
integrity of the Commissioner; and I am proud to say that, so far as I 


nt deficiencies of the 
year ending June 


know or have heard any expression of opinion, that confidence has been 
appropriately placed. At all events he has commenced the transporta- 
tion of codfish, with a firm and fixed belief that they can be made to 

in the Gulf of Mexico. Of course we understand that they are 
a valuable food-fish. Already the work has been commenced. It must 
cease unless this urgent appropriation is made, for the reason that what- 
ever may be done must be done between now and the Ist or 15th of 
April at the latest. The question is simply then whether you will go 
on and finish the work commenced, of giving to the Gulf of Mexico and 
the waters flowing into it the benefit of this great food-fish. Your com- 
mittee have been of opinion! believe without controversy or dissent— 
that the work auspiciously begun should be carried on to completion. 

The next item is for artificial limbs to wounded soldiers. might 
in this connection protitably call the attention of the appropriate com- 
mittee to the fact that the laws with reference to this subject need 
amendment. In my judgment, and in the judgment I doubt not of 
many others who have examined the matter, abuses have crept orare 
likely to creep into this service. We find, strange tosay, thatalthough 
the war has been over for twenty years, the list of recipients of this pro- 
vision for the wounded soldiers has greatly increased—from 6,000 in 
1870 to nearly 19,0U0—and within the last quinquennial period the in- 
crease has been from 16,000 to nearly 19,000. 

It is not my purpose, however, to do anything more than call atten- 
tion to these laws. We propose to appropriate under the law as we find 
it. We find thatalready nearly five hundred applicants for either arti- 
ficial limbs or for commutation allowed under the laws have not been 
supplied with theone or the other, as they have a just right to be; and 
the failure has been for want of money. Theappropriationis exhausted. 
Five hundred applicants are clamoring for what is due them, and they 
need it. Weask an appropriation in this bill of $175,000 for the re- 
mainder of the fiscal year. We have been advised that probably 
$200,000 will be required for this service, but upon a careful estimate 
I believe the committee unanimously agreed that $175,000 will meet 
the requirements of all the soldiers entitled eitherto artificial limbs or 
to commutation therefor. We have therefore reported an appropriation 
of that amount. 

Inext call attention, Mr. Chairman, to the items of appropriation with 
regard to the jurors’ fund and witnesses’ fund in the United States courts. 
The fund for witnesses is exhausted. That for jurors has been reduced 
during the last month from $60,000 to about $29,000, the amount now 
onhand. It will be perceived therefore, that if from January 30 to Feb- 
ruary 28 the expenditure for jurors was nearly or quite 830,000, the 
courts, now beginning their spring terms everywhere over the country, 
will necessarily expend more than $30,000 a month; so that by the close 
of the present month there will be no money in the jurors’ fund. In 
consequence of this condition of affairs we have been asked to make, 
and in this bill have reported, an appropriation for $50,000, which we 
trust will be sufficient for the remainder of the current year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How much was the appropriation for the year? 

Mr. BURNES. The appropriation was $400,000. The estimate 
last year was $450,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BURNES. I thank my colleague on the committee; I should 
have said the estimate was $500,000, and the appropriation $450,000 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then you have in this bill given the amount really 
estimated for. 

Mr. BURNES. Just the $50,000 included in the estimate of last 

ear. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any explanation why it was not appro- 
priated for last year? 

Mr. BURNES. I will say to my friend from New York but for the 
extraordinary expenses attending the execution of the laws in certain 
portions of the country, notably, I may say, in the Territory of Utah, 
this deficiency would not have occurred. I believe the appropriation 
was amply sufficient for the ordinary service of the courts of the coun- 
try, but as my friend from New York knows we have had extraordinary 
expenses in several places, and especially, as I have already stated, in 
the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point I desire to make, if the gentleman will 
pardon me, is that now the amount estimated for is the amount you 
really intend to give. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir; the effect is to give the amount estimated 
for last year. 

We have also reported, Mr. Chairman, an appropriation of $135,000 
for witness fees in the United States courts. This, I regret to say, isan 
increase over the estimates of last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How much did you appropriate last year? 

Mr. BURNES. For the current year, $550,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You cut down the estimates how much? 

Mr. BURNES. Sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; you cut it down $100,000. 

Mr. BURNES. Excuse me, the estimate was for $610,000. We cut 
it down $60,000, making it $550,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thought you cut it down $100,000. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; I will give the gentleman the figures. The 
estimate was $610,000, and the appropriation was $550,000. The ap- 
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8 for 1885 was $600,000. The ascertained deficiency, which 
we have not po into this bill, because it was not regarded as urgent, 
is $15,000. the appropriation for 1885 of $600,000, with the ascer- 
tained deficiency of $15.000, my friend from New York will ive, 
will amount in all to $615,000 as the amount expended. If this bill 
should pass with this item in it it would be $685,000 for the current 
year, as against $615,000 for the preceding year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as this item is concerned, then, this bill vin- 
dicates the good judgment of the officer who made the estimate for the 
service for this year. 

Mr. BUR Mr. Chairman, I have been so accustomed in the 
transaction of purely business matters, whether of a public or a private 
character, to look alone to just business principles and considerations 
that I am almost untutored in the art of looking beyond them for po- 
litical influences or party advantages. I will say, however, to my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York, with all Leer sn respect so justly 
due him, that the deficiency in this case isca by an abnormal state 
of things—I had almost said by abnormal p i in the courts 
of the Territory of Utah. There has been an increase of expenses ex- 
traordi in the courts of Utah, and I may say unexpected, that no 
wisdom could have foreseen and provided against, whether that wisdom 
was in the head of a Republican or in the head of a Democrat. But 
for these extraordi expenses the appropriation for the current year 
would have been ample, in my humble judgment, for this service, but 
in consequence of these extraordinary expenses incurred in pursuing 
existing laws with reference to that Territory we have been compelled 
to provide for this deficiency, as estimated by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. Chairman, I come next to the consideration of the remaining item 
in this urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and I beg gentlemen to be- 
lieve that if I say anything that is not strictly in accordance with the 
necessities of a business consideration of any proposition I do not in- 
tend it. At the same time I have necessarily to allude to gentlemen 
high in the Navy Department. 

r. HISCOCK. I suppose the gentleman has the item before him, 
and I would like to know what was the estimate last year in regard to 
artificial limbs? 

Mr. BURNES. In regard to the artificial limbs the estimate was 
$550,000 and the appropriation 8400, 000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You cut down the estimate $100,000. 

Mr. BURNES. Let me recall to the gentleman’s recollection the re- 
mark made by me when I first took the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You have here exceeded the estimate $25,000. 

Mr. BURNES. I understand the drift of the gentleman’s inquiry. 
Let us be fair to each other. 

As I stated in my opening, and as I doubt not every fair-minded man 
on the floor will admit, we were surprised that instead of an anticipated 
decrease in the expense under the beneficent laws for the limbless sol- 
diers of the country there has been a substantial and unexpected in- 
crease of 20 per cent. in the last five years. Considering the fact that 
deaths must be numerous, and that twenty-one years have elapsed since 
the close of the war, we could see no reason in committee and I can see 
none now for an increase in the number of gentlemen who should have 
the relief that is afforded by this item of appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague yield to me here? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call attention to the fact that a reason 
for this was given by the officials of the Surgeon-General’s Office to this 
effect: Some gentlemen on that side, either of the House or of the Senate, 
a year or two ago were very anxious, and I do not say improperly so, 
to have the lists of pensioners published to the country, and they were 
published in four or five volumes. I thinkit was a proposition which 
was advocated at t length by the then and now Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck], and the publication of that list has given the claim 
agents throughout the country the names of these men, and they have 
flooded the country with ions that the pensioners were entitled 
to artificial limbs or commutation therefor, and many of them are now 
for the first time making application; and that is about the only good 
I pare ever heard resulting from the publication of these four or five 
volumes. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no question with my friend and colleague on 
the committee as to the matter of which he spoke. I have no doubt 
that his statement is founded on due and proper investigation and in- 
quiry as to that branch of the subject. But I have not found it neces- 
sary to inquire into that matter. Whatever was the result of legislation 
upon the subject mentioned by my distinguished friend and colleague 
on the committee, it will not now be discussed by me. But I can add 
justifiably that the distinguished and able Senator from Kentucky who 
has been alluded to has done so much of valuable legislation for the 
country he can well afford to make now and then a mistake, if he has 
made any. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, passing from these items, let us approach the 
R of another question as Representatives of a business peo- 
ple. 

On the 20th day of December, 1882, during, I believe, the Forty- 
seventh Congress, the naval advisory board having been called upon to 
sit in judgment upon the propriety of building four new steel cruisers, 


made an official report to this House and to Congress, not only in favor 


of building these four cruisers, but adjudging the cost and fixing a limit 
thereto. They estimated that the four would cost, and ought to 
$4,099,304; that is to say $1,576,854 for the Chicago, $1,031,225 for the 
Boston, a like sum for the Atlanta, and $460,000 for the Dolphin. 

Subsequently, on January 15, 1883, the same board made what they 
called a ‘‘corrected estimate’? with to the cost of the Chi 
the of the four vessels, and by this ‘‘ corrected estimate’? 
cost of the four vessels was decreased to the extent of $77,770. I shall 
take no further notice of this ‘‘ corrected estimate, for the reason that 
perhaps after all it has no bearing on any question necessarily involved 
by this bill. 

On the 3d of March, 1883, at the close of the Forty-seventh Congress, 
what was called the Robeson act“ was passed into a law. That act 
contained these words: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct said vessels— 

Meaning the Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and the Dolphin— 
and procure their armament at a total cost for each of the same not exceeding 
the amount estimated by the naval advisory board, 

By this same act $1,300,000 were appropriated in gross for the com- 
mencement and prosecution of the work. Subsequently, on July 7, 
1884, $2,150,099 were appropriated; on March 3, 1885, $162,340 were 
appropriated; and subsequently a sum, found in the construction fund, 
under the act of August 5, 1882, amounting to $40,162, was applied to 
the same expenditure. The present bill for the armament of these 
cruisers carries an appropriation amounting to $251, and all of these 
make a total aggregate appropriation for this purpose to date of $3,904,- 
464, As you will observe, the balance between the amount thus appro- 
priated and e ded and the amount estimated by the naval advisory 
board to complete the four cruisers is 8194, 840. I feel it my duty, Mr. 
Chairman, to say that there can be no question but that further defi- 
ciencies will come from the Navy Department before these vessels are 
finished. I wish the House to understand the proposition: I put upon 
record the above guess, and when I say guess, I mean guess; and I defy 
any gentleman upon this floor to do more than guess with reference to 
the past or future purposes or expenditures of the bureaus of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman from Missouri to 

rophesy that under the presentadministration there may be deficiencies 
n the Navy D ent which will require to be provided for ? 

Mr. BURNES. As I will show my friend from New York before I 
conclude, it is inevitable no matter what party is in control of the Gov- 
ernment, or what individual is at the head of the Navy—it is inevita- 
ble that in order to finish these vessels under existing methods large 
sums of money over and above the estimates of the advisory board must 
be appropriated in the future. 

In order that I may be understood on this proposition, let me sa; 
that from the examination and investigation made we find the little 
Dolphin, estimated to cost $460,000, is finished, or practically finished. 
There are a few things, we are told, yet to be done the nature of which 
I do not know, neither does anybody else; but there is something to be 
done. But the Dolphin is afloat and practically finished. The Atlanta, 
it is said, is nearly completed. Now, you know what that means as 
well as I do. The Atlanta is nearly completed. The Boston will be 
finished, we are led to guess, say by July next. It is in a good and 
idvanced state.“ The work is p ing favorably and promptly,” 
and, let us hope, energetically. But it is not yet finished and will not 
be perhaps before the beginning of the fall, although we have some 
opinions that it will probably be finished during this fiscal year. 

The Chicago is at leasta year behind the Boston, that is to say, there 
is a year and three or four month’s work yet to be done before the 
Chicago can be completed so as to receive her armament and move out 
upon the waves of the oceans. 

If we will go to the Bureau of Ordnance we find that the estimates 
of the naval advisory board for the completion of the armament of the 
four vessels was $592,304. There have already been appropriated and 
expended $580,250. That would leave, as you observe, $12,054 yeton 
hand to be expended for the completion of the naval armament of these 
ships. But it is estimated, and it is but an estimate, that to complete 
this armament $343,000 will be required. Admitting that this esti- 
mate is a reliable guess, and that we shall be called upon for no more 
than the $343,000, you will observe that the armament alone which 
was estimated by the naval advisory board at $592,304 will have cost 
$923,250.03. 

Now, if the armament alone is costing us 58 per cent. more than the 
estimates, you may make the calculation for yourselves as to the cost 
of the four cruisers complete. Or rather, if you are not fond of at- 
tempting the impossible you may make a simple guess, which will do 
just as well, in my judgment, as a calculation. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The armament has been greatly changed and im- 
proved, and has cost more than was originally estimated. Yetmy friend 
from Missouri will recollect we did not investigate touching the cost of 
the cruisers proper, and that in fact their construction was let by con- 
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tract and at a very cheap rate. And as to whether the amount of con- 
tract would be exceeded, I am sure I am not informed by any investi- 
gation I have made. e e Uay uri? 


Mr. HISCOCK. When did the expenditure for the armament com- 
mence? 


Mr. BURNES. It commenced immediately on the first appropria- 
tion of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How much has been expended to the present time ? 

Mr. BURNES. Five hundred and eighty thousand two hundred and 
fifty dollars—$234,000 were immediately obligated on the passage of 
the bill of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When was the balance expended? 

Mr. BURNES. As some of my friends seem to misunderstand the 
proposition, I may as well explain it now as at any other time. The 
Secretary of the Navy allotted to the different bureaus certain sums of 
money; to the Bureau of Ordnance, $234,000; and, in the of the 
chief of the bureau, immediate obligations to the amount of „000 
were incurred. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is true; but the money was not expended. 

Mr. BURNES. So that while $234,000 had been set apart for this 
bureau to be expended, obligations were immediately incurred cover- 
ing the whole amount so set apart. And if Lallude to another matter 
in this connection my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] will not con- 
sider me partisan, for he knows I do not want to be, especially in the 
consideration of this bill. Iam just as ready to hit a head on the one 
side as the other in discussing a purely business proposition. Strange 
as it may seem to you, Mr. Chai , no sooner had this $234,000 been 
allotted to the Bureau of and no sooner had it been imme- 
diately covered by obligations, than the Secretary with one hand allot- 
ting it and allowing the obligations to be incurred, with the other drew 
out $195,000 of it forother purposes. I simply state this as a fact, not 
because the late Secretary of the Navy was opposed to me in politics, 
but because it is a fact that ought to be stated, criticised, considered. 

Now we come to the business proposition remaining. We sought, 
after days of labor, to eliminate from this estimate of $343,000 every- 
thing that would not be actually necessary during the present fiscal. 
year; and all the items reported in the bill are believed to be necessary 
for the continuation of the work. The foreign bills must be paid. 
Vouchers have been issued; the credit and honor of the country are in- 
volved, as well as its best interests. Under a system of book-keeping 
that pays out of one fund to be reimbursed by another they may have 
been provided for abroad. But in any event we find due to foreign 
creditors of the Government, for the armament of the cruisers, $37,294.84, 
and we are simply bound to pay them. There is no escape from it. 

We then come to the next item, amounting to $138,713. These are 
items which we may call domestic bills—obligations of the Government 
to different establishments in Boston, West Point, &c., and to different 
parties who are furnishing material or are doing work for the Govern- 
ment. There are $138,713 of these domestic bills. 

We might as well pay them now as at any other time. They have 
to be paid, they ought to be paid; because when we have our agent, 
whether he be the Secretary of the Navy or the Chief of the Bureau of 
Ordnance, who contracts these obligations and places the duty upon us 
to pay them, we are bound to di such obligations to our fellow- 
citizens or return to them the labor and material we have received from 
them. But of this $138,000, after a calculation or estimate made in 
consultation with the chief of the bureau, we found that only $89,483 
of the amount need be appropriated during this fiscal year; so that in- 
stead of appropriating the whole sum, $138,000, which will have to be 
appropriated during the next fiscal year, we propose to appropriate at 
this time only $89,483. These two items aggregate what we owe at 
home and abroad on account of the Bureau of Ordnance, 

Then comes an estimate of $130,913 for labor in the navy-yard at 
Washington and for the materials necessary to be used in profitably 
employing that labor. We have gone through the estimate, and we be- 
lieve it is indispensably 7 to make this appropriation at once 
so that this work may go forw: It may be as well to state that be- 
tween two hundred and three hundred men have been thrown out of 
employment for want of this appropriation, and it will be a benefit to 
the Government to re-employ those same men, many of whom are 
skilled workmen, and must very shortly seek employment elsewhere 
unless we make an appropriation to justify their re-employment at the 
navy-yard. We think, cactus, that this item should be allowed 
without any sort of question. 

I wish now to call attention to the state of the work on the guns, as 
gentlemen may desire to know how far it has . Thereare to be 
in all for the four cruisers twenty-one 6-inch guns, eight 8-inch guns, 
and two 5-inch guns. Of the 6-inch guns seven are completed, and 
fourteen about half completed. Of the 8-inch guns none are finished; 
one is nine-tenths done, two are three-quarters done, one is five-eighths 
finished, and eleven are not commenced. The two 5- inch guns are com- 
pleted. There has been no test of the certainly no statutory test, 
but there has been a large amount eee unofficial firing. Of the 
gun-carriages, one for the 8-inch guns is nearly finished, one for the 
8-inch guns is five-eighths finished, six for the 8-inch guns are scarcely 


commenced; seven for the 6-inch guns are half finished, and fourteen 
for the 6-inch guns are completed. 

Thus I have given you the present condition of the guns and the gun- 
carriages, which areof course large items of expenditure. You ob- 
serve in the report that there is a large amount appropriated for pow- 
der. In view of the fact that the powder has to be manufactured in 
the spring on account of temperature, it was deemed necessary to re- 
tain the item providing for this expenditure. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I have gone through the different items in this 
bill, and I have attempted to doit ina fair, business-like manner, with- 
out any sort of reflection upon the friends of either side of the House, 
or of either party represented here; but I to say that, in my judg- 
ment, there is an immense amount of work for the Naval Committee of 
this House to do, and they should do it regardless of all consequences 
if they desire to prevent, as I am sure they do, vast and profligate ex- 
penditures of the people’s money by some of theseemingly unrestrained 
and ungoverned bureaus of the Navy Department. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did the gentleman state where those guns 
are being manufactured ? 

Mr. BURNES. At Boston and West Point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before the gentleman sits down I wish to ask him 
this question: With this House, which originates the 9 
in sympathy with the administration, do you think there will be any 
trouble in the future in so making appropriations that it will not be 

to provide deficiencies? Is there any doubt about that? We 
have been for a long time hoping that we might reach that point, and 
I have frequently heard the declaration made upon this floor that no 
deficiencies ever ought to be voted. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, allow me to say that the appropria- 
tion made for the building of these cruisers was exceedingly unguarded 
and unbusinesslike. It was an appropriation of $1,300,000, to be ex- 
pended without placing the responsibility upon any particular head or 
any particular bureau. It was an appropriation that left it within the 
power of the Secretary to put the money in one bureau, and then draw 
upon and dit in another bureau. In the appropriation of July 7, 
1884, when „000 were appropriated, we improved upon the original 
appropriation by providing that that should finish the armament, 
and indeed we had an estimate at that time that $500,000 would suf- 
fice to finish it; yet you see it lacks $343,000 of being sufficient. Other 
restrictions beneficial would have been thrown around it, perhaps, but 
for the well-known hostility of the other branch of Congress to such 
limitations. 

But we have steadily improved in our modes and methods of appro- 
priation, and from the date of the Robeson bill down to the present 
hour our legislation, under the direction and guidance of the Appropri- 
ations Committee of this House, has been a vast improvement upon the 
legislation that preceded it, so far as my limited ability and hours of 
labor have enabled me to investigate and determine. 

More definitely answering the in tion of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], I would say that there will 
always be trouble, and great trouble, in making appropriations so that 
no deficiency will occur. It is not sufficient to prevent deficiencies or 
other evils that the House is in sympathy with the administration; if 
both branches of Congress were in such sympathy the millennium of 
— appropriation bills might be said to be at hand. It is well 

own that many of the perfect forms of appropriation originating in 
this House have yeah relentlessly mutilated and disfigured in the other 
end of the Capitol. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy a moment in reference 
to this appropriation for armament, to which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BURNES] has just called attention. I agree with him as to 
the amount m to continue the work on the armament for the 
balance of the fiscal year. I do not, however, agree with him in some 
of his statements concerning the cost of the cruisers, including the ar- 
mament. ‘True, the committeein popeca this deficiency bill did not 
make as full inquiry as they probably later touching the total 

itures made or hereafter to be made for the completion of the 
cruisers in every ape Suffice it to say, however, that upon turning 
back to the act which the gentleman read—I call his close attention to 
it—the act authorizing these cruisers of March 3, 1883, we find that the 
sum of $1,300,000 was appropriated at that time in bulk for the com- 
mencement of the work upon the cruisers; and we find in that act this 

For the construction, &. 

Mentioning the vessels— ~ 
as recommended by the naval adviso 
$1,300,000, And the Secretary of the 


Now mark the language— 
is authorized to construct said vessels and procure their armament at a total 
cost for each not exceeding the amount estimated by the said naval advisory 
board in said report, and to place the same under contract. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to remind my colleague on 
the committee that the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance advised us that 
under that very provision of the statutes an opinion had been given by 
the Secretary, which left the whole matter in douht as to whether it 


board in its report of December 20, 1882, 
avy— 
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referred to each one of the different kinds of appropriations or was an 
appropriation as an entirety. 

. CANNON. Why, the appropriation speaks for itself. There is 
an appropriation of $1,300,000 to commence this work. Then authority 
was given that certain other appropriations theretofore made might be, 
so far as they could be, utilized. But the only limitation that was 
placed upon the construction of these cruisers by this original law 
was that they should be brought within the estimates e by the 
naval advisory board. That includes the cruisers and it includes the 
armament. Those estimates as stated by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BURNES] were $4,099,304. That was only limitation. 

Remember, at that time there was also cast upon the Secretary of 
the Navy by the express language of the act not only the authority 
but a duty mandatory to construct these cruisers; and the force of that 
act rests upon him to-day. Now has the Secretary of the Navy ex- 
pended or estimated in the aggregate one dollar over and above these 
estimates? I say he has not. 

But after the cruisers have been contracted for, after the armament 
has been nearly completed, an expense of $400,000 and over is added 
for the improyement of the armament, it better, if you please, 
by reason of these years of ience, until the cruisers are being 
armored in first-class manner. Step by step and year by year changes 
have been made, which, as anybody could see in this day of improve- 
ment, have been profitably made. Yet, notwithstanding this great in- 
crease for the improvement of the armament over and above the orig- 
inal estimate, we may take the price of the cruisers according to the 
contract and add to it the cost of the armament, and there is still 
nearly $100,000 unappropriated, unestimated for, within the limit orig- 


inally 
But,“ says my friend, when this sum of $1,300,000 was appro- 
printed in lump, the Secretary of the Navy apportioned it among the 
; he apportioned $234,000 for armament, and afterward he 
found it convenient to take $193,000 of that amount and apply it to 
work in other bureaus for construction of the cruisers.’? Suppose he 
did. I take the position that under the provisions of this general law 
which made it his duty to construct these cruisers within the aggregate 
limit for both cruisers and armor, if economy of construction or neces- 
sity for construction made it his duty thus to so take the money, he had 
a right to do it, because all the while there was resting upon his shoul- 
ders this mandatory duty to construct these cruisers within the amount 
limited, and they had been placed under contract. : 

Why, sir, any other construction rests just as unfavorably upon the 
present Secretary of the Navy as upon the former Secretary, because 
while the present Secretary has been in place for a year this work on 
the armament has been going on; and during the last year, as the gen- 
tleman will bear me out in saying, changes in that armament for its 
betterment have been made to the amount of largely otar $50,000. 
But he has gone on until he has expended the appropriation that was 
afterward made specific; and he comes to-day, long before the fiscal 
year has expired, and says, Give me this money, or I must discharge 
nearly three hundred men, must stop the work upon the guns and 
armament, and can not pay the bills that have accrued since I took 
office on the 4th of March last.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. You mean that he has changed the plans—improved 
them? 

Mr. CANNON. I mean that you may take the original estimates, 
and I speak now only of the armament, because I have not investigated 
or been called upon to investigate closely touching these cruisers other- 
wise—the Naval Committee will no doubt do that—but as to the arma- 
ment only, I say that since this original act was passed improvements 
have been made and ought to have been made. Iundertake to say, that 
if Secretary Chandler or the present Secretary of the Navy had gone to 
work and constructed the armament as was contemplated three or four 
years ago when this original act was passed without paying attention 
to the experience we have since had, without paying attention to re- 
cent improvements in guns and armaments, while such a course might 
have complied with the letter of the law, it would have been such a 
violation of its spirit and substance that the officer ought to have been 
censured and would haye been censured by 

Mr. THOMAS, of Tihnois. I wish to ask my colleague a question. 
Having just come upon the floor, I do not understand the point he is 
referring to. Do yourefer tothe armament of the four ships—Boston, 
Atlanta, Dolphin, and Chicago? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I desire to say the original estimate for 
the armament of those vessels was $440,000. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been stated exactly. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. At the time that estimate was made 
there never had been a high-power rifle gun made in the United States. 
It was not pretended by the Department at that time that anything 
like an accurate estimate could be made for the proper completion of 
this work. The original estimate, however, was granted. Subsequently, 
as has been stated by my colleague, developments showed the neces- 
sity for further appropriation, and an additional appropriation of about 
$200,000 was made for that work. It has progressed up to this time, 


and, as my colleague has stated, improvements have been added daily 
and monthly. New necessities have arisen along the pathway all the 
time. The character and quality of the armament have been improved 


more than 500 percent. We at last have come to the knowl of the 
fact that to complete it according to the spirit of the original bill will 
require almost $1,000,000. Hence there is an estimate for an additional 
appropriation to complete these guns. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. That is the history of these uncertain es- 
timates brought in from time to time. They grew out of our inexpe- 
rience and our lack of knowledge on these points, but it is a satisfaction 
to know we have at last reached the ground from which reliable esti- 
mates can be furnished. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the gentleman has stated it better than I could 
have done, because his knowledge is more extensive. But, sir, I wish 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that notwithstanding the 
figures in expense of armament are increased over half a million dollars, 
so far as anything appears in the investigation before the committee, 
and so far as I have any knowledge or belief, the armament and cruisers 
are yet by $92,000 within the limit fixed when we passed the original 
law three or four years ago. And this includes all appropriations made 
and estimates for same, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON, That is all I wish to say about it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Illinois explain the dif- 
ference between himself and the gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand there is no difference between us so 
far as that is concerned touching the recommendations and provisions 


of this bill. 
I understood him to say there is a very large differ- 
ence between you. > 


Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. 

Mr. BURNES. I think not. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. He asks us to infer there will be. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not so understand him, but he can speak for 
himself. He spoke of increase in the armament, but he did not speak 
of the decrease of the estimated cost of the hulls of the cruisers. Iwas 
trying to supplement his statement, covering notonly thearmament but 
the entire expenditures for the four cruisers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Taking the gross appropriations together, you are 
$100,000 inside of the ori estimates. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I should like to have my colleague state 
further that the increased appropriation for the construction of this 
armament grows out of the fact a part of the appropriation made for 
the armament was applied to other purposes, and that this additional 
appropriation does not increase the aggregate cost beyond the limit fixed 
by the eee bill. 

Mr.BURNES. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Ilinois—— 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; but I should like to answer that ques- 
tion, and then I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri. I wish to 
say the tleman from Illinois is partially right but substantially 
wrong. [Laughter.] After the $1,300,000 was assigned among the 
various bureaus $193,000 of the amount assigned for armament was 
used for payment op the hulls of the cruisers. i 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. A portion was assigned. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; assigned by the Secretary. The Secretary, as 
he had the right to, so long as he kept within the original limit, made 
an improvement in the armament. Now, having said this much, I wish 
to pass to some of the other appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. One moment. I do not think the Secretary tak- 
ing that money by assignment bears on the point of estimates or appro- 
priations for ordnance in connection with these four steel cruisers. The 
original estimate was $592,000. 

Mr. CANNON. For armament? 

Mr. RANDALL. I am speaking of armament; $580,250 has been 
given by appropriation, and there is yet to give, so as to complete the 
armament, $343,000. 

Mr. BURNES. Oh, no. 

r Mr. RANDALL. Yes; we have given $580,250 that are available to 
ate—-- 

Mr. CANNON. That is over the original estimate. 

Mr, RANDALL. No; but there is a further deficiency of $343,000 
to be supplied, which shows that the original estimate was no guide to 
the cost, because before we complete we shall have to appropriate 
$923,250 in all, being $331,000 in excess of the estimate for the arma- 
ment of these four vessels. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I want to answer that just here. My friend 
states what is true as to the armament, I grant you; but I want again 
to call his attention to the law, that the construction of the cruisers and 
the armament shall not exceed a certain sum. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam simply addressing myself to the facts and 
the figures as they appear in the estimate and appropriations, and I 
know these figures can not be controverted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the gentleman taken into consideration the ref- 
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erence which has been made to the constant improvements and bet- 

terments which have been maintained in connection with this appro- 
riation? 

1 Mr. RANDALL. That is a mere supposition on the part of the De- 

partment, for the guns are I believe unfinished, except one which has 

been tested 


Mr. CANNON, I do not wish to be taken off the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. You shall have part of my time, if you desire. 

Mr. CANNON. For in this connection I desire to correct a state- 
ment of my friend. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wanted to show that the estimates of the 
Department were entirely unreliable as made, as to ordnance, by the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Navy Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; so far as the armament is concerned the 
estimates were not reliable, and so far as construction is concerned, the 
construction of the cruisers, the estimates were not reliable; but the 
armament runs substantially a half million of dollars over the estimate, 
and the construction of the cruisers over half a million of dollars un- 
der the original estimate, and therefore they about counterbalance each 
other. In fact, when you come to the total you find that you are yet 
nearly $100,000 within the limits fixed by the law and the original es- 
timates of the naval advisory board. That is all I desired to say in 
that s 
Now as to another item. There is another item of $4,000 for the com- 
pensation of special agents to examine the books, accounts, moneys, &c., 
in the several subtreasuries and itories. 

This work is done under a section of the Revised Statutes, and has 
been for years, and I suppose has been properly done. ‘These exami- 
nations are made yearly. Heretofore the appropriation has never ex- 
ceeded $4,000 per annum for this work. 

The mode in which the work has been done heretofore has been to 
detail a certain number of clerks or employés from the Treasury De- 
partment to go and make the investigation, they doing the clerical labor 
and hiring laborers to do the heavy work and assist in lifting and weigh- 
ing, Ke. Now, I should have said nothing whatever about this appro- 
priation but for the fact that my very good friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BuRNES] says there are yet three subtreasuries to examine before they 
are all turned over to his Democratic friends. That is true, Mr. Chair- 
man; but the examination to turn the subtreasuries over from one offi- 
cial to another is not a very difficult thing, not a very serious work; 
and there is no more difficulty in making the examination for that pur- 
pose than in making the ordinary annual examination. 

Now the Treasurer gives a better reason for this, as follows, in a note 
appended to the estimate: 

Formerly the appropriation of $4,000 was sufficient for the year; but owing 
to the large accumulation of silver in the subtreasuries, the expenses of examin- 
san, face are now more than doubled. The Kae ing e for 1886 is already 
ex 


austed, and an additional amount is need the remainder of the fiscal 
year. . 


There has been some accumulation of silver in the last year, and I 
have no objection to that as long as it is represented by silver certifi- 
cates in circulation, for I would rather have the certificates than the 
silver; but I do not want to enter upon a discussion of the silver ques- 
tion now. Still you have an accumulation of silver, and you must 
have means for weighing it, and if you have accumulations of gold you 
must have facilities for weighing it; and if there is an abrasion of the 
coins, they must be counted from time to time. It is true the appro- 
priation is exhausted; but the Treasurer says he needs $4,000 more, 
making $8,000 in all, and when he says it is necessary I am willing he 
shall have it. He is the Treasurer of the United States, a Democratic 
Treasurer, a high office under this Government; and when he states 
that he needs this appropriation I am for giving it to him, as I take it 
for granted that it is needed like other small incidental expenses per- 
sonal to the office. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose there is no doubt that the clerks have 
been appointed under the civil-service law? 

Mr. CANNON. Ask me someting easy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT. Why does my friend from Illinois call this expense 
personal? 

Mr. CANNON. Did I say personal? 

Mr. HEWITT. I understood so? 

Mr. CANNON. I meant with reference to the current administra- 
tion of the affairs of his office. I mean in a sense so far personal to him 
as the head of the office. 

Mr. HEWITT. And in the course of his official work? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I am sometimes not quite apt in the use 
of words, and I did not know that I had used that ion. Butthere 
is another proposition here to which I wish to call attention; that is, 
an increase of $6,000 for repairs of the Treasury cgay 

Heretofore it has been $15,000 per annum. I mean the contingen- 
cies for that purpose. That is as much as it has ever been, I believe. 
Now there ate $6,000 more. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Burnes] said there was some extraordinary expense on the roof. 
The gentleman will recollect the estimate stated this was necessary 
because the roof was leaking. It is true that a stitch in time saves 
nine, and I have come to the conclusion after investigation that that 


appropriation was necessary. I was only surprised at one thing, that 
now in the year of our Lord 1886 the rain would still run through the 
roof and that the iron and steel would corrode and rust under the ad- 
ministration of our Democratic friends. 

Mr. But there is no leak in the Treasury now. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,“ says my friend from New York, there is no 
leak in the Treasury now.” My friend will recollect that when the 
Treasury was turned over to the new administration it was found to be 
all right except one cent short, but afterward that the cent was found. 

Mr. HEWITT. As the gentleman says, a stitch in time saves nine. 
We look after cents even. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, you got that cent; and you have the oppor- 
tunity to do all you were so anxious about in the last campaign—to 
count the money in the Treasury. I believe it was the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] who started that cry. 

Mr. HEWITT. Does not the law require it? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and we had counted it every year, and when 
you got it you found it was all correct. 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. A friend on this side suggests turn the rascals 
ont.“ I do not want to talk about that just now. I want to talk 
about this bill. 

Fe HEWITT. I can well understand that you do not want to talk 
about it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will let you talk about it. But Iwill say I am will- 
ing you should turn out every man you have the nerve and manhood to 
turn out. I am willing you should turn out the fifty or sixty thou- 
sand Republican office-holders who may still be in the service of the 
Government if you can find Democrats competent to succeed them. 
But in doing so I want you to stand up as men that won the victory 
and say, as the truth is, You are good officers’’—as nearly all of them 
are—‘‘ but we have won the race. You must step out, and we will put 
our men in, who are honest, so far as the law will permit.“ Iam will- 
ing you should turn them out in that way and turn your honest men 
in, as you won the race. I want nothing but manly dealing. I detest 
hypocrisy even in a little thing like the distribution of offices. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman yield me a moment to say a 
word in reference to the six-thousand-dollaritem? The gentleman has 
stated correctly the appropriation was $15,000 last year. He will re- 
member $6,400 of that was to be applied to a new roof, lessening by 
that amount the amount available for the general repairs of the build- 
ing. That is the real reason why this deficiency of $6,000 is necessary, 

Mr. CANNON. Iso stated. But I stated also that while there has 
been a new roof this year, this deficiency is necessary to keep the new 
roof from leaking. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not to provide a new roof at all. The reason 
for it is that $6,400 of the $15,000 appropriated for the current year had 
to be expended on the new roof, consequently diminishing so much the 
amount for the general repairs of the building. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; the gentleman from Missouri made that 
explanation, and I have made it. 

KE RANDALL. There is a very strong concurrence of testimony as 

to that. 
Mr. CANNON. Ihave only referred to this to show that although 
there is a new roof on the Treasury Department this year, itis now nec- 
essary to tinker it so as to keep the water from coming in; and I ex- 
press my surprise that such a thing should happen under a Democratic 
administration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose when an appropriation was made on the 
4th of last March it was thought sufficient, and the expenditure has 
been under the present administration. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There is no charge of abuse of the money by any- 


body. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I make no such insinuation as that; only I am sur- 
prised at our being required to vote a deficiency for this service. It is 
usual 


un : : 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ishall not detain the committee long, because I ap- 
prehend there can not be, and there certainly has not been, much room for 
division of sentiment with respect to these defigiencies. The items are 
only seven in number, and whatever may be the opinion as to the reasons 
for original expenditure, I think it is clear that they must now be con- 
ceded and this bill passed. 

I am not surprised that some of my Republican brethren here expect 
too much from our Democratic friends if on the first day of the second 
year of a Democratic administration we celebrate the advent of an au- 
spicious period of Democratic rule by bringing in a deficiency bill. It 
will be, perhaps, an admonition to add that it is simply an urgency 
bill, and that further on the House, if they choese, may look at other 
items of general deficiencies. 

It does seem to me that, as a business proposition, there can be noth- 
ing else but the speedy passage of this bill in its main items. I sayin 
its main items. I might possibly exclude the first one, to which my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has adverted; but when we are 
told by the Treasurer (and his estimate comes from the Secretary) that 
the accumulation of coin in the subtreasuries, as well as the counting of 
the moneys required by the change of administration involves a little 
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extra care and labor, why that is one of the natural results of a change 
from a Republican to a Democratic administration, and upon personal 
inquiry I find that additional forceis needed in the moving of the bags 
of coin and material in the su’ treasuries when these counts take place. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this money shall be this year appropriated to 
make new employ¢és—I do not mean to insinuate that it will be, but I 
say if I find that advantage is taken of a law now on the statute-book 
whereby additional employés may be engaged at $6 a day to count this 
currency—I serve notice that in the next session I as one humble mem- 
ber of this committee will ask the House to require that the present 
officials shall continue the method of their Republican predecessors, 
who detailed for this work already in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment, instead of employing an additional force at $6 a day. In the 
faith that the present excellent official means not to use this increased 
appropriation—because it is an increased appropriation over that of the 
Republican administration—in the faith that he does not intend to use 
it for any such purpose, but only, as he hasindicated, for the counting 
of the additional silver and the like, I favor that item in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say nothing with respect to the item 
of repairs in the Treasury building except that human nature Demo- 
cratic, like human nature Republican, seems to require this annual ex- 
penditure, and as it was withheld last year, it comes now in the guise 
of a deficiency, which makes exactly the amount of the usual annual 
appropriation for this p Now, if that roof does leak and it can 
De — still more solid, I say let this six thousand go and the economy 
with it. 

As to the comprehensive remarks of my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BuRNES] with to the fish, he has said all that is now required 
to be said concerning the codfish, five millions of which, propagated 
yonder in colder waters, have been taken to the Gulf, and which Pro- 
fessor Baird says can be there multiplied in myriads again and again. 
But, doubtless by inadvertence, in his otherwise complete statement, my 
colleague forgot to say that one hundred and fifty million eggs of white- 
fish and lake fish and shad have been hatched and are now on hand to 
supply the Northern lakes and inland rivers, the Potomac and the West- 
ern rivers, and those South and North; and to delay the distribution of 
these would be to sacrifice all the expenditure in that direction 
which been already incurred. So that it affects not only the cod- 
fish in the Gulf, but the whitefish and the shad in the rivers. I wish 
to make only one remark with respect to the item for artificial limbs. 

The S -General has called attention to the fact that it may be, 
as has been said here, that the mere publication of the names on the 
pension-roll has accelerated and increased the demands upon the Gov- 
ernment under the existing law for artificial limbs by those who were 
entitled to the commutation of $75 instead of alimb. I wish to call 
attention to the fact that we are doing in effect this year, on that ap- 
propriation, simply, as the gentleman from New York has said, what 
we were asked to do last year, and that the commutation oftentimes 
amounts to far more than the limbs. : i 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is one private on the roll, who belonged to 
the Second Minnesota Cavalry, who lost not only his two legs but also 
his two arms, and, under the law, he is entitled to and has applied for 
and is now receiving an allowance for the two arms and the two legs 
which he lost in the defense of hiscountry. So that while on the roll 
you may find the namesof eighteen thousand persons, you willalso find 
that in some cases there are two, three, ay, even four allowances to one 
person, the soldier being entitled to these allowances under the promise 
of his Government by reason of loss of limbs by shot or shell, or on ac- 
count of rheumatism, nervous trouble, paralysis, &c. I think that 
with the light which we have we can not do otherwise than make the 
e e e for this object, because the money in hand, according to 
the official report, is not sufficient to-day to pay the transportation of 
wounded and disabled soldiers, who require to be examined every five 
years; and the period for such examination has now arrived. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a word only to say with respect to the matter 
of the cruisers. I confess, as the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee has said—not because men have been derelict in duty, I do not 
say that, but because men do not seem to know that which has not yet 
been tested or tried—we have a remarkable and significant result in the 
estimates with respect to these cruisers. The proper committee, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, when it comes to make provision upon this 
subject—and I speak as one who aspires to see our coast on the Atlantic, 
on the Pacific, on the Gulf, and on the lakes defended as becomes a 
great nation and a greater people—the committee will be required to 
see that estimates are very carefully guarded; for it is true that $592,000 
was the first estimate for the armament of these four vessels; and that 
estimate having been made in March, 1883, when the question came 
before the committee and the House on July 7, 1884, it was found that 
the sum of $683,000 was required instead of $592,000; and keeping 
pace with the advance of military science and gunners, which seems to 
go on almost with the celerity of inventive thought all over the world, 
there was added in July, 1884, an estimate for the Hotchkiss guns, fifty- 
four in number, making the estimate $737,000. And now the experts 
in charge of this work say that having expended $580,000, having con- 
tracted already under pressing obligations and in view of present needs 
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for an expenditure of $176,000 more, there will be required $166,000 
according to their estimate to complete the armament of these four 
cruisers. > 

Thus it is true, Mr. Chairman, that the honest and mistaken esti- 
mate of $592,000, and the more accurate estimate of $737,000 are now 
under the teachings of one year’s experience swelled to $952,000. 
Thus it was true under the last administration, and it is true under the 
present administration of the Navy Department, that as to this matter 
of armament the officers of the Government have been somewhat in 
the dark and are feeling their way; and I agree with my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Missouri, that so far as can now be 
ascertained $166,000 may not be sufficient to finish the armament of 
these vessels. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while we have thus been groping in the dark 
with respect to the armament of the cruisers, the most gratifying prog- 
ress has been made. The Dolphin, having breasted every storm of 
public criticism and every gale of the tropics, has been virtually com- 
pleted and accepted. To-day the Atlanta is nearly finished. The 
Boston is only three months behind, and the Chicago lags only a little 
in the rear. We shall therefore soon have four of these cruisers, built 
under contract with a degree of economy which is most encouraging 
for the future of the Navy in this regard. 

Whilst we have thus had these cruisers built with extraordinary 
cheapness, it at the same time becomes gentlemen to keep a weather 
eye open“ for extraordinary estimates with respect to the armament 
of new cruisers, and those estimates should be subjected to the most 
careful examination. But to-day, with the men of the Washington 
navy-yard discharged, with the machinery for these great stand- 
ing silent, with the guns themselves lying in the forge, their further 
progress arrested, there is nothing else to be done than out of the $343,- 
000 now asked by the estimates of the Secretary of the Navy to give 
the sum of $251,000. It will pay outstanding foreign obligations, 
which are adebt of honor, and will meet the demands of current 
contracts already due and pressing. I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
we can not in my judgment do otherwise than pass this deficiency bill, 
and guard ourselves y in the future when the other deficiencies 
come here a month or two later. 

Mr. BURNES. I now ask that the bill be read for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk (proceeding to read the bill for amendment) read as follows: 


For payment of foreign and domestic bills, for which vouchers have been issued 
and approved by the Bureau of Ordnance, for the armament of the new steel 
cruisers, $37,204.84, or so much thereof as may be found necessary. 


Mr. HEWITT. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of putting a question to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 
in charge of this bill. I wish to inquire whether the Ordnance Bureau 
of the Navy Department has incurred debts on behalf of the United 
Statesin advance of an appropriation and, if so, under what authority 
these debts have been in and whether the statute as it now stands 

its an officer of this Government in advance of an appropriation 
to incur a debt on behalf of the United States? 

Mr. BURNES. In answer to my friend from New York, I will re- 
peat a statement I have before made. The Secretary of the Navy after 
allotting $234,000, which was immediately covered by obligations, 
withdrew $195,000 of the money thus covered by obligations and used 
it for other purposes. It will be perceived that the obligations were 
contracted upon the basis of the allotment, and the gentleman may 
say the withdrawal of the money after the allotment was illegal, or 
irregular, or inappropriate and unfair. The $500,000 appropriated in 
July, 1884, exclusively for armament, were sufficient to save the De- 
partment from any necessity of violating the law, if it were applied as 
the law required; but if the $195,000 improperly taken from the bu- 
reau after allotment were replaced outof the $500,000, then the law, in 
my opinion, was doubly violated. If, as claimed by the Bureau of 

the $195,000 were not replaced out of the $500,000 appro- 
priated, then I presume the violation of law may be considered as con- 
fined to the transaction of withdrawing the $195,000 from the bureau 
after obligations covering it had been incurred. 

Mr. HEWITT. My friend from Missouri does not answer my ques- 
tion, which I have put for a purpose. Subsequently to the transfer of 
the $195,000 an appropriation was made on the 7th of July, 1884, of 
$500,000, out of which the money so transferred to other bureaus was 
made good. There being $500,000 in hand, there was atleast $300,000 
surplus available at that time by the Ordnance Bureau of the Navy De- 
partment for the purchase of ordnance. I very well remember the dis- 
cussion on this floor when I defended that appropriation of $500,000. 
The then chairman of the Committee on Appropriations thought that 
there was money enough available for ordnance and that nothing addi- 
tional was required. It now turns out that, having $300,000 in hand 
over and above the $197,000 which had been replaced, an officer of this 
Government contracted obligations to the amount of $120,000 for which 
there was no appropriation whatever. I call attention to the matter 
now, because I think this practice most reprehensible. I think it is 
contrary to the statute; and I trust that now, when a new administra- 
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tion has come into power—I do not know whether these contracts were 
made under the old or the new administration 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was about to ask under which administration 
they were made. 

Mr. HEWITT. I say I do not know, and therefore I can not state. 
But whether they were made under this administration or under the 
last, the practice is reprehensible; and I call the attention of the House 
to it at this moment in order that this bad practice may not be con- 
tinued or repea 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that the expenditure he 
now speaks of was made under this administration, within the last 
twelve months, 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. HEWITT. Itdoes not matter where it is made. 
and I ask the House to condemn it. 

Mr. BURNES. Let me go a little further and fully answer the in- 
quiry you made. After this transaction, when $195,000 were taken from 
the Bureauof Ordnance, I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
in the appropriation of $500,000 there was no provision this $195,000 
or the obligations created thereon should be repaid. 

Mr. HEWITT. Nor was it necessary. 

Mr. BURNES. But in fact it was not repaid, nor any part of it. I 
say the wrong done was in recalling the $195,000 after the allotment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Missouri whether it is 
true the wrong was done then? Whena Department has exhausted its 
money is there anything to do but to stop work? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
says I am right. 

Mr. HEWITT. We all sa you are right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that no officer has a right to involve the 
Government in contracts or expenditures of money beyond the appro- 


tion. 
ae HISCOCK. What I am deprecating is the effort on the part of 
the gentleman from Missouri to throw the blame back. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have over and over again in the Appropri- 
ations Committee inserted a clause to prevent this practice on the part 
of officials. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope it will be lived up to in the future. 

Mr. HEWITT. I wish to take issue in the most distinct manner 
with the statement of the gentleman from Missouri. I do not do it 
because I wish to antagonize him on his bill, but because I wish to 
lay the verdict of censure on this bad practice. When $500,000 was 
made available to the Chief of Ordnance of the Navy Department it 
was his business to the bills he encountered under that allot- 
ment. That was what he did. Out of the $500,000 every dollar of 
the then existing obligation was paid. And if he had not then the 
money available to go on with his work, it was his business to come 
back to the House with an estimate and not expend a dollar until an 
appropriation was made therefor. 

Mr. BURNES. The distinguished gentleman from New York I be- 
ire misconceives the law. This a ppropriation, made in 1884 for the 
current fiscal year, nor any part of ite could be used in payment of prior 
expenditures. Byexpress law it must be used in that current year for 
work and obligations incurred in that year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think the statement of the gentleman 
from New York is correct, because the second appropriation was in the 
line of the first, to get for these four vessels; and the natural and 
right thing to do was, if they went beyond the limit of the law and in- 
volved the Government in expenditures, to pay that first. 

Mr. HEWITT. Let me supplement that by saying as a matter of 
fact that is what they did. They took the money and discharged every 
one of those obligations. If, as the gentleman from Missouri said, it 
was contrary to law, then they violated the law twice over. 

Mr. RANDALL. This whole transaction is inexcusable, and the 
officials should have promptly reported the facts to the House, so the 
remedy might have been in an additional appropriation. 

Mr. BURNES. One word moreand Iam done. The gentleman from 
New York says as a matter of fact the $195,000 were repaid out of the 
$500,000. As a matter of fact, the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance 

says it was notdone. Very likely the gentleman from New York is the 
better informed of the two as to the fact. Isimply report the fact to the 
House that the officials who did this thing say that out of the $500,000 
these $195,000 were not repaid, and that that $195,000 never was made 
good, nor the obligations based thereon paid. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman say that the $500,000 did not 
more than pay all the contracts outstanding? 

Mr. HEWITT. I can settle it out of his own mouth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The gentleman is defending the administration. 

Mr. BURNES. I never defend wrong anywhere. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; I know you do not. 

Mr. HEWITT. In regard to this estimate of $197,757, the Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy Department, Commodore Sicard, 
writes on the 20th day of January, 1885, as follows: 


This money was obligated on orders given for the ordnance outfit of the steel 
cruisers, but pending the delivery of the material, and before the appropriations 


I condemn it, 
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for 1885 became available, the money was used by the De ent to meet de- 
mands for paymentof bills incurred in the construction of the hulls of the ships. 

Now that amount was over $195,000. Unless, then, he has paid some 
portion of that amount, how is it possible that he can come here and ask 
for only an appropriation of $175,000 to pay all the outstanding bills? 
He must have paid a portion of it or he would have wanted the whole 
$197,000 in this deficiency bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman 

oy t, KING. What document does the gentleman from New York 
rea 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary; there is an amendment pend- 


ing. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that if this be true 
as stated here, that our friends upon the other side are naturally con- 
cerned in defending the administration 

Mr, RANDALL. Nobody said that; but that we do not defend 
wrong under any circumstances, and no matter by whom done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. LIunderstand what the gentleman said; but candor 
compels me to say that I agree fully with the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and can correct the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] by 
giving him the correct figures, which will painfully show that during 
the last current year, from March 4 until now—that is, from March 4, 
1885, down to March 5, 1886—there can be no escape from the fact that 
the officials in charge of this armament have exceeded the bounds of 
the law and have expended more money than was appropriated. Five 
hundred thousand dollars was the sum appropriated; $234,000 was the 
sum allotted by the Secretary under the law. 

Now you take the total of $734,000, and they have already expended 
$580,000 and were only entitled to $153,747 more by the very paper 
my honored friend from New York holds in his hand, which shows that 
they have expended over $176,000 in excess. If that has been done by 
Republicans in the past I do not know the fact; if it was done by them 
it was wrong, and always wrong no matter who did it. If it was done 
by the Democrats within the last year, oris being done now, it is wrong, 
and it is just as wrong as it was before if the Republicans did it, and 
I raise my voice in protest against it. 

I say that it is a wrong which is not defensible in any party, I care 
not who does it, and if it was done the year before last and I had been 
here I would have denounced it, and I denounce it now. Iam only 
willing to vote this appropriation, Mr. Chairman, because it has been 

ded and the amount is invoked so that the administration may 
feel that there is that in this action of the House, which I have spoken 
of in my previous remarks, which will put a stop to these expendi- 
tures without authority and excesses without power in the future. i 

Mr. HEWITT. the gentleman tell me why he says he rose to 
correct my statement, when he has made the same statement that I 
did and referred to the same facts that I did? I would like to know 
how he means to correct me? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I only want to say that I wished to place the mat- 
ter correctly before the House and wanted to protect these appropri- 
ations in future against such abuses and to place the exact figures be- 
mo this House. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then I wish the Sansan Soci. uss the Poria 
that express his meaning and not un eè to correct a statement of 
mine which is simply confirmed by what he says himself. 

Mr. KING. I would like to have the gentleman from New York 
state what document it was from which he read. 

Mr. HEWITT. I read an extract of a letter from the chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, Commodore Sicard, dated January 20, 1885, em- 
bodied in Senate Executive Document No. 97, second session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, being a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury transmitting an estimate for appropriations for completing the ord- 
nance of the new steel cruisers. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there is no amendment pending I renew that of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Gentlemen upon the other side have severely condemned whatis said 
to be an illegal expenditure of this money under this administration. 
Iam not so familiar with the details of this matter as to be able tosay 
whether there has been an illegal expenditure of money or not, though 
Iam inclined to think there has been. But I also desire to put on 
record the fact that the illegal expenditure of money has been made by 
the same officials in the Department who have been there under the 
last administration and who are still retained in place. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does that make it right? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; it does not. I want to show, however, 
to the gentleman that if this administration has been derelict in any- 
thing it has been in its slowness in turning the rascals out. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Task the gentleman from Ilinois if he does not 
know this whole expenditure ought to be, and is by law, under the con- 
trol of the head of the Department? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know these matters are all nominally under the 
control of the Secretary of the Navy, as other appropriations are nomi- 
nally under the control of other heads of Departments. But the fact 
is, no one man can supervise the expenditure of all the appropriations. 


1886. 


He must necessarily and does actually depend in all these matters upon 
the advice and recommendation of his subordinates. Gentlemen upon 
the Appropriatjons Committee know that that is the regular proceed- 
ing in all these matters. 

I believe Mr. Whitney has desired to observethe law. I believe that 
if his attention had been called to it he would have enforced the law. 
I believe now his attention is called to it he will see to it that these 
unworthy officials whom he has inherited from his predecessors shall 
be turned out and Democrats, honest Democrats as I know they will 
be, put in their places, 

Mr. HEWITT. I send to the desk and ask to have read sections 
3678 and 3679 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3678, All sums a priated for the various branches of expenditure in 
the public service shall ben lied solely to the objects for which they are re- 
spectively made, and for no others. 

Sec. 3679. No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal 
year, any sum in excess of Pangea made by Congress for that fiscal year, 
or involve the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in 
excess of such appropriations. 

Mr. HEWITT. Now I have asked for the reading of those sections 
of the Revised Statutes in order that it may not hereafter be alleged 
that due notice has not been given to these public officials that they 
will be held to strict account in this House and before the public judg- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by striking out the last two words. 

I wish tosay a single word in reply to the gentleman frow New York 
[Mr. Hewrrr] and to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER]. That law which 
the gentleman from New York has had read is no doubt the law appli- 
cable to the expenditure of ordinary appropriations. But if it is to be 
strictly enforced I will say to him that within the next sixty days or 
thirty days the mail service would stop on every railroad in this coun- 
try, owing to the insufficient appropriations for that service. Yet the 
service will continue, because there is a law independent of the appro- 
priation which says it shall continue. 

Mr. HEWITT. There is a law for that. 

Mr. CANNON, So you may say as to certain expenditures here. The 
law of 1883 required the Secretary of the Navy to build these ships, both 
hull and armament, within a certain amount, the work to be contracted 
except the armament. The contracts were made, and the whole ex- 
penditure and obligation aré within the limit originally fixed, so the acts 
must be so construed asto make all of them operative. 

But now a word to my friend from Illinois, who always goes straight 
to the point. Iadmire him for that, and always have done so. What 
are the facts in this case? The Navy Department is organized into bu- 
reaus, and at the head of those bureaus are naval officers, every one of 
them. I do not know what their politics are; I do not care; I have no 
defense to make for them. The gentleman from Kansas says they are 
Mugwumps. They may be, or they may be Democrats; I care not at all. 
It is said that the most of them are Democrats, ‘The President, Com- 
mander of the Army and Navy, has the power to transfer any or all of 
them, in the twinkling of an eye, to duty elsewhere. 

I know further, your Secretary of the Navy, if they be, as my col- 
league from Illinois claims, dishonest and rascals—and they belong to 
the Navy and are regular Navy officers—has failed to perform his duty 
if he has not asked the President to do this; and if he has done so and 
the President has refused, but one course is left to the Secretary of the 
Navy as an honest and goed perma man, and that is to resign. So you 
can travel down either you please; you can say on the one hand 
that your Secretary of the Navy and your President are dishonest; and 
if you do not want to travel down that road, take the other and say 
that they are foolish and incompetent. You can travel down which- 
ever road you please. The law and my colleague made the situation. 
Which of the two does the gentleman from Illinois choose for President 
and Secretary of the Navy? I pause for an answer. 

Mr. HEWITT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


ion? 
Mr. CANNON. I was devoting my attention to my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and should like to have a reply from him. 

Mr. HEWITT. Did my good friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
who knows so much now about the public business, who knows more 
about it than almost any other member, did he know as much when he 
came here fifteen or twenty years ago—Heaven knows how long ago; 
his hair has thinned as mine has done since we first came here—did he 
know as much then as he does now? And have these gentlemen in the 
Executive Departments had the long experience the gentleman from 
Illinois has had? Is he not willing to give us a little time to get our 
hands in, and is it not necessary that abuses of long standing should be 
pointed out in order that reform may come in, and is it not the duty of 
the friends of these gentlemen to point out every violation of law as it 
occurs or comes to our notice? And if we do perform this duty, are we 
not entirely true to the doctrine we laid down and the pledges we gave 
to the people, that we would reform the Government if it should be in- 
trusted to our administration? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Wr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York has asked me a 
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question. I hope I willbe indulged in a reply. I want to say I accept 
his apology for the President and Secretary of the Navy, but beg leave 
to say it is always perilous to put ignorance at the helm even if honesty 
go with it, and I suggest that the gentleman add to ignorance of pub- 
lic men and measures on the part of the Executive modesty; and in 
view of the gentleman’s confessions I suggest that he stop his President 
and stop his Secretary of the Navy and stop his Mugwump and Demo- 
cratic admirers all over the country, from one ocean to the other, cry- 
ing out eternally, morning, noon, and night, Great and honest and 
wise are we!” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise; and in making that motion allow me to say that I had fondly hoped 
that we could get through this discussion of business propositions with- 
out resorting to the political pyrotechnics to which some gentlemen seem 
always ready to resort on the shortest possible notice and without the 
slightest provocation. I regret it, sir, for a reason which I will state, 
Under former administrations it was never my fortune to meet a Demo- 
cratin service here. Our sympathy was never reached by the appoint- 
ment of our brethren to important offices. With all their kindness and 
courtesy —for which I thank them—theirattentions never took that form. 
I can not defend them; and being down, although I fear not as fully 
out as we on this side could desire, I need not harass them. 

In the Navy Department I have not found enough Democrats under 
the present tion to justify me in making a partisan appeal. 
Therefore I have simply contented myself with looking at the business 
aspect of these propositions. My motion is that the committee do now 
rise. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] 
withhold his motion for a moment while I correct a statement of my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon my motion. As 
I have not yielded to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] I 
can not yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last line of 
the pending bill. I make that motion in order that I may have read 
at the Clerk’s desk section 3690 of the United States Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All balances of priat ions contained in the annual appropriation bills and 
made specifically for the service of any fiscal year, and remaining unexpended 
at the expiration of such fiscal year, shall only be applied to the payment of 
expenses pi rly incurred during that year, or to the fulfillment of contracts 
properly e within that year; and ces not needed for such purposes 
shall be carried to the surplus fund, This n, however, shall not apply to 
appropriations known as permanent or indefinite appropriations, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rose simply for the purpose of hay- 
ing that section of the statutes read and making one remark. Taking 
the three sections of the statute together bearing upon this subject, 
sections 3678, 3679, and 3690, it seems to me that no portion of the 
$500,000 appropriation referred to could have been applied to the pay- 
ment of the $195,000 upon which this item of the deficiency resis; that 
it was not subject to that application, that it was an appropriation to 
be applied to the payment of contracts made during the current year, 
and did not admit of being applied to any preceding liability incurred 
by this bureau. 

Asingle additional word. I do not know how often gentlemen upon 
this floor have witnessed just such debates as those which we have list- 
ended to during the last few minutes, in which there has been unqual- 
ified condemnation of the violation by the Departments of these three 
provisions of law, and yet itis manifest that notwithstanding the earn- 
estness on this subject which may be expressed here, as long as Con- 
gress goes on promptly, as we are doing in this instance, to vote every 
dollar that is required to make up deficiencies created in violation of 
law this practice by the Departments will continue. We can not even 
wait until the regular deficiency bill comes in, but must hasten to pass 
a special act for the purpose of appropriating moneys to meet liabilities 
incurred without authority of law. If it is the intention of the House 
that these three exceedingly important provisions of law shall be com- 
plied with by the Departments, you have got to indicate it by some- 
thing else than the mild protest of speeches on this floor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Then would not the proper method be to 
vote that item out of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this item is voted out and a few other similar 
ones there would be left only new appropriations of money for the cur- 
rent year. Here is over $600,000 to be appropriated, part of it new ap- 
propriations, not deficiencies; appropriations for the current year, not 
to meet obligations heretofore incurred, but for the current year, the 
balance deficiencies in the main originating in violation of law. It is 
not clear by any means what ought to be done by Congress in such 
cases, but it is certain thatthe practice of appropriating money to meet 
deficiencies, except in cases where causes for the expenditure are im- 
perative and could not be foreseen, ought to cease. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire to correct my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in regard 
to the persons who are performing the duties of heads of these bureaus. 
The gentleman at the head of the Ordnance Buteau is Captain Sicard, 
He is a naval officer, it is true, and the law requires that the person 
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appointed to this position shall be a naval officer. The name of the 
appointee is sent to the Senate by the President. The only restriction 


upon the President is that the appointee shall be a naval officer. This 
gentleman has been appointed under the law and is serving. It is al- 
leged that the President should have removed him if incompetent. 

The President has been engaged in removing officials found to be unfit 
or incompetent, but it was impossible for him in the brief space of one 
year to remove all the incompetent and unworthy officials that he found 
in office a year ago. He has removed six hundred and forty and odd, 
and there are twice as many more demanding his attention; and yet 
the Senate hesitates about confirming the successors to those he has re- 
moved. He is obstructed in what he has already done, yet here are 
gentlemen complaining of him for not doing more. Just give him an 
opportunity. Confirm his nominations at the other end of the Capitol, 
and another year will not have passed until the President will have 
gone through all the Departments of the Government and put honest 
men in place of those who have abused their trusts. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Have you not complained of him faster than we 
have? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For instance, in regard to one of the judges of 
New Mexico? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He was an honest man—as honest a man as any 
on this floor. I know him well. 

Mr. BURNES. I now ask unanimous consent that this debate be 
closed. If this be not agreed to, I shall move that the committee rise. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by strik- 
ing out the last word. I want to say to the perturbed gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] that since the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of this House has had charge of the naval appropriation bill we have 
found that there has existed and is existing in the Navy Departmenta 
gross abuse with regard to these appropriations. Take the current ap- 
propriation for the maintenance of the Navy—for the carrying on of the 
Department. You may give a lump sum for maintaining the Navy and 
another lump sum for the civil list; but every ship in the navy-yards 
may fall to pieces, every dock may become decayed, before the salary 
list of the Navy goes down a dollar. What do they do? If they find 
that the question is between repairing a leak in a ship, maintaining a 
dock that is decaying, or keeping some man on the pay list, the leak 
goes unrepaired, the dock goes on decaying, but the man remains. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Docks do not vote. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, unless this House will let the Navy 
Department know that only specific items will be dealt with here, that 
the pay-roll, the civil list of those employed in the navy-yards, shall be 
submitted to us, this abuse will goon. I can tell the gentleman from 
Maryland that so far as the majority of this House is concerned, so far 
as the present Committee on Naval Affairs of this House is concerned, 
we intend in the naval appropriation bill to submit to the House the 
items which go to make up the large amount annually appropriated to 
carry on this vast establishment. 

These appropriations have been abused—not alone with tothe 
maintenance of the nayy-yards and the payment of the civil list, but 
one fund has been borrowed from constantly tohelpanother. Ofcourse 
they can avoid reporting a deficiency. Why, sir, the other day a prom- 
inent officer of the Navy was before the Naval Committee asking for a 
lump appropriation to pay the men employed and another to maintain 
the navy-yards; and he stated that he did not care to which appropri- 
ation we made the addition, for,“ said he, if you will increase the 
amount asked for maintaining ships and keeping them in good repair, 
I can borrow from that and so maintain the same salary list.” 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, that the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr Hewrrr] has brought this matter to the attention of 
the House and the country. I think I can safely promise for the Naval 
Committee and for the majority of this House that henceforward this 
abuse shall be stopped. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to confirm the statement of 
the gentleman from Indiana that year after year we are called upon here 
to make protests against the violation of the law by the Executive De- 
partments of the Government in expending money which they are not 
authorized by law toexpend, and in fact takingaway from the Congress 
of the United States the power to determine how much‘money shall be 
used by the Departments. One purpose of the Constitution was that 
Congress should determine theamount of money to be expended by the 
Executive Departments; but those Departments have become so accus- 
tomed to violate the law and to make expenditures not justified by law, 
that it is expected that as a matter of course they will go on and spend 
what money they please and that we will make up the deficiency. 

The gentleman from Indiana, a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, has advised us that the only deficiency in this bill is one 
which was created in violation of law; that the other items are orig- 
inal items of approp iation. I do not know what the gentleman from 
Indiana means to do with reference to this bill; but I have heard no 
protest from him inst reporting it to the House, and I infer that he 
will vote for the bi For myself I shall cease to make mere verbal 
protests. Upon every showing like this I shall record my vote against 
the passage of the bill containing appropriations to meet deficiencies 


thus created in violation of law; and I trust that this House in the face 
of such a record as we have presented will make a protest which can 
be understood henceforward on this subject. 5 

Mr. MCADOO. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. McCrEARy reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had directed him to without 
amendment and with a recommendation that it be passed the bill (H. 
R. 5893) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for theservice of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. ; 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire what was the remark made a 
while ago by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that called upon 
the Democratic side not to vote for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. And the Republican. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair this is not one of the 
general appropriation bills, and the rules do not require the yeas and 
nays to be taken on its passage. The yeas and nays therefore will not 
be taken unless demanded by some member and ordered by the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 33, noes 96; more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
230, nays 20, not voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—230. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, Long, Rowell, 
Allen, C. II Felton, re, Ryan, 
Allen, J. M. Findlay, Louttit, Sadler, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, Lovering, Sawyer, 
Ballentine Foran, Lowry, Scott, 
Barnes, Ford, i oct Scranton, 

x Forney, kham, Seymour, 
Bayne, Fuller, Martin, Shaw, 
Beach, Funston, Maybury, Singleton, 
Bingham, y. McA $ 8 
Blanchard, Gilfillan, McComas, Snyder, 
Bland, Glass, 3 80 Sowden, 

iss, Goff, McKenna, Spooner, 
Bound, Green, W. J. McKinley, Sp 
Grosvenor, MeMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Boyle, Grout, Merriman, Steele, 
Brady, Hale, Millard, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M. Hall, Miller, Stewart, les 
Brown, W. W. Halsell, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Buchanan, Hammond. Mills, St. Martin 
Bunnell, is, Mitchell, Stone, W. J „of Mo, 
Burnes, Hatch, Moffatt, Storm, 
Burrows, Hayden, Morgan, Strait, 
Butterworth, H * Morrill, Swope, 
um, te oie Morrow, Symes, 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, D. B. n Taylor, I. II 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, T. J. eal, ‘Taylor, Zach 
Campbell, Hepburn Negles Thomas, G. B. 

é: í epburn, D ey, omas, 
Cannon, Herbert. Ne N Thompson. 
Carleton, Herman, Norwood, Townshend, 
Catchings, Hewitt, rigg, 

Cobb, Hiestand,- O'Donnell, Turner, 

Cole, Hires, O Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Hitt, Hara, Van Schaick, 

Conger, Holman O'Neill, Charles ade, 

Cox, Holmes, Osborne, Wadsworth, 

ý Hopkins, Outhwaite, ait, 

isp, Howard, Owen, Wakefield, 

Croxton, Hutton, Parker, Ward, J. H. 
Curtin, Irion. Payne, Ward, T, B. 
Cutcheon, James, Payson, Warner, A. J 
Daniel, Johnson, F. A Peel, Warner, William 
Dai 4 Johnston, J.T. Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Davidson, A. C. ohnston, Perry, Weber, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Jones. J. II ‘eters, Wheeler, 
Dawson, Jones, J. T. Pettibone, White, A.C, 
Dingley, K 4 Phelps, te, Milo 

ery, King, ndar, Wilkins, 
Dorsey, Kleiner, Piree. Willis, 
Dowdney, Laffoon, Plumb ilson, 

Landes, Randall, Winans, 

Eden, Lanham, Ranney, Wise, 

5 Lawler, T.B. Wolford, 
Ellsberry, Le Fevre, Rice, Woodburn, 
Ely, ers Richardson, Worthington, 
Ermentrout, Lindsley, Rockwell, 

Evans, Little, Romeis, 
NAYS—20, 

Benneit, Cowles, Reid, J. W. Taulbee 
Blount, La Follette, Riggs, Taylor, J. M. 
Bragg, Mahoney, Rogers, Throckmorton, 
Breckinridge, WCP.McRae, Sayers, Tillman, 
Clements, Reagan, Springer, Viele. 

NOT VOTING—73. 
Adams, J. J. Barbour. Buck, Clardy, 
Aiken, Barksdale, Burleigh, Collins, 
Anderson, C. M. Belmont, Cabell, Compton, 
Anderson, J. A. Breckinridge, C. R. Caldwell, per, 
Arnot, Brown, C. E. Candler, Culbertson, 
Baker, Brumm, Caswell, Davenport, 
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Davis, Guenther, Matson, Stone, W. I., of Ky. 
Dibble, Hahn, ` Morrison, Struble, 
Dougherty, Hanback, Muller, Swinburne, 
unn, Harmer, O'Neill, J. J. Tarsney, 
Farquhar, nes, Pidcock, Taylor, E. B. 
Fisher, Henderson, J.S. Price, ‘Tucker, 
Frederick Hill, Pulitzer, Weaver, J. D. 
Gallinger, H Reese, Wellborn, 
Geddes, Houk, Robertson, est, 
Gibson, C. II. J n, Seney, Whiting, 
Gibson, Eustace Kelley, Sessions, 
Glover, Laird, Skinner, 
Green, R. S. Lehlbach, Stone, E. F. 
So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. EDEN, the recapitulation of 
the names was dispensed with. 

Under the rule the following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk until further notice: 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. JACKSON, until March 9. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. HARMER, until Tuesday next. 

For this day: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr, Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLEY, 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HAYNE. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, on this vote. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DIBBLE. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pose and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received, by Mr. McCook, its Secre- 
tary, announcing the of joint resolution (H. Res. 46) accepting 
from Julia Dent Grant and William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and 
art presented by various foreign governments to the Jate General Ulysses 
S. Grant; in which concurrence was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the Private Calen- 
dar; and pending that motion I desire to yield a moment to the gentle- 
am from Kansas [Mr. RYAN], who wishes to make a request of the 

ouse. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, not having time to conclude 
what I had intended to say on the pension appropriation bill, I sup- 

I had asked leave of the House to extend my remarks, but the 

ECORD shows that I only asked leave to print some extracts from the 
reports. Inowask unanimous consent to print some additional remarks 
in the RECORD upon that bill. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
- e 5 of the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report 
the first bill. 


HENRY WASHBURN AND THOMAS WASHBURN. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 398) 
for the relief of Henry Washburn and Thomas Washburn, reported ad- 
versely from the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ly request this bill was laid aside informally on 
last Friday in order to await the arrival of my colleague from Illinois. 
After consulting with him I find that he does not desire to press the 
passage of the bill against the adverse report of the committee. Ithere- 
fore move that it be laid aside to be reported to the House with an ad- 
verse recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


B. JENNINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 85) for the 
relief of B. Jennings. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe the sum of $3,114.66 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
1 of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 


ennings, late ister of the land office of the United States at Oregon >, 
to reimburse said Jennings for money expended by him as said register, be- 


tween the Ist day of June, 1859, and December 31, 1860, for additional clerical 
services and extraordinary expenses during said period, not heretofore allowed 


or paid. 
Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the report. 


The report (by Mr. NEAL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 85) for the relief 

of B. Jennings, having considered the same, respectfully report: 
This bill was reported favorably by Senator Slater, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, at the last session of the Senate, and again reported favorably by 
Senator Dol n, from the Committee on Public Lands, this session, Your com- 
e report of Senator Slater, concurred in by Senator Doren, which 
is as follows: 

That the claimant, B. Jennings, was register at the United States land office at 
Oregon City, in the State of Oregon, and between April 1, 1859, and January, 1861 
he paid out of his private funds for clerical service in his said office the sum o 
$3,114.66, as shown by vouchers forwarded to the General Land Office under dato 
re Desens tts 1860, in obedience to a circular letter of the Department of date 

ugust 6, i 

Thisclaim was reported to Congress by the Department, and its payment rec- 
ommended, in 1861. 

The history of this claim is yery fully set forth in a letter addressed to Hon, H. 
M. Teller, Secretary of the Interior, by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, of date February 6, 1884, from which the following is taken: 

“ By circular instructions from this office, dated August 16, 1860 (copy here- 
with), registers and receivers were directed to transmit tabulated statements of 
amounts paid by them for clerical services rendered under acts of Congress ap- 
a pone). 20, 1818 (vol. 3, p. 466, U. S. Stats.), and August 18, 1856 (vol. II, p. 

, U.S, Stats.) 

In 5 with said instructions, B. Jennings, register of the land office 
at 8 ty, presented a statement, supported by the proper vouchers (copies 
herewith), from which it will be seen that the several amounts paid by him ag- 
gregate $3,114.67. On Jan 19, 1861, the then Commissioner of this office ad- 
dressed a communication to the acting Secretary of the Interior, recommend- 
ing an appropriation to pay this claim,and December 21, 1880, this office again 
recommended the payment of the ve amount, 

The extraordinary services rendered by the clerks employed by Mr. Jennings 
were occasioned by the e number of donation claims passed upon in the 
Oregon City office, there being of this class 9,040, besides the selection of school 
and other lands, as set forth in a statement made to this office by Mr. Jennings 
on December 17,1860. (See copy herewith.) 

Mr. Jennings has complied with the requirements of the Department by filing 
the necessary accounts and vouchers. Iam of opinion that the claim is a just 
one.“ 

In a subsequent communication of the same date, addressed to the Secretary 
of the Interior, the Commissioner further says: 

“ Neferring further to my report of the 6th instant on Senate bill No. 510, for the 

relief of B. Jennings, late register at Oregon City, Oreg., I have the honor to 
state that neither the ster nor receiver at that office at any time public 
moneys of the United States in their possession We to payment of sala- 
ries of clerks, and that the payments by Mr. Jennings for such services must 
therefore have been paid from his private funds.” 
It is unquestioned that additional and extraordinary clerical services were re- 
quired in bringing up the business of this office ; that such services were secured 
and paid for by Mr. Jennings, and thatthe Government has had the full benefit 
of these services and has never reimbursed Mr. Jennings therefor. 

Therefore your committee recommend that the bill should pass. 


LAND OFFICE, OREGON Crry, December 17, 1860. 

Sin: Herewith please find vouchers No.1, Thomas J. McCarver; No. 2, Samuel 
Holmes; No.3,Thomas J. McCarver; No. 4, PD. B. Hannah ; No.5, Edward T. Jen- 
nings; No. 6, William L. White; and No. 7, William B. Campbell, and tabular 
statement on account of reasonable compensation for additional clerical sery- 
ices and extraordinary expenses in the land office at Oregon City. 

Your circular letter of 16th August last requires a statement of the kind of 
service rendered, The services are various, consequent upon the large arrear- 
age of labor growing out of the donations to actual settlers in Oregon. 

This communication has been delayed some five or six weeks, that I might be 
able to give in detail all and every s es of extraordinary labor wing out 
of donations, After this delay, wit! ei ged investigation, I find myself no 
nearer accomplishing the end than when I first began. 

Bearing in mind the terms of the act of 1818, the allowance thereby made for 
clerical assistance, I desired to ascertain the aggregate area of land Govern- 
ment had given away, thereby depriving this office of the percentage contem- 
paea by that act for clerical aid. The record shows the number of claimants, 

ut does not show conflicts, area, or any of the existing embarrassments, Upon 
the receipt of your circular above referred to, 16th August last, with the assist- 
ance of the clerk, Mr, White, I commenced searching records, maps, and 
determined to give a full history of all the facts connected with the 2 aod 
labors in this office, but finding the search so materially trespassing upon the 
more important business of the office, I was compelled to abandon the further 
search and submit the case with a brief statement. The records show eight 
thousand and forty donation claims upon surveyed lands, and over one thou- 
sand upon unsurveyed lands; many of the latter, however, have been located 
u a e respective townships in which they reside after the surveys were com- 
pleted. 


I have examined about five thousand claims, and if those not examined will 
com; with those examined, will embrace about 2,400,000 acres of land. This 
Jand at $1.25 per acre would have been a reat little sum in the Treasury of the 
United States. An office in the receipt of that amount of money from the sales 
of public lands, the probability is, there would be but little difficulty in obtain- 
ing appropriations for clerical aid, fuel, lights, and other expenses in the land 
office; but as Congress saw fit to donate lands to actual settlers in Oregon, it is 
fair to presume a consideration ; if so, the Government is as much under obliga- 
tion to perfect the title to their claims as if they had paid for their land in cash. 

The additional labor growing out of donations being an excess of labor over 
and above the ordinary sales o Toe lands: 

1, Filing, recording, and platting notifications. 

2. Taking primary proofs, filing and recording the same. 

3, Taking the final proofs, filing and recording the same, 

4, Adjusting conflicts of boundaries, 

5. Change of boundaries, to avoid conflicts or to include their improvements. 

6. To hear and determine difficulties between husband and wife as to the di- 
vision of their claims, 

7. Selection of lands by university commissioners in broken legal subdivis- 
ions, made so by donation claims. 

8. Selection of lands by superintendent of common schools in lieu of sixtcenth 
and thirty-sixth sections, taken by donation. 

9, Furnishing abstracts of notifications to surveyor-general of claims entitled 


survey. 
10, Additional labor in tract books. 
11. Additional labor in making donation certificates accompanied by special 


plats. 
12. Copying a map of papers preparatory to making donation certificates, 
13. Numerous correspondence. 
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The first, second, third, seventh, and eighth will not longer be burdensome to 
7 = hr u. and thirteenth, ti 


this office. The fourth, eleventh, twelfth, the labor will be im- 
mense, for which no correct can ue made, 

The labor above enumerated embraces the character of service rendered b sal 4 
the clerks employed Re ge me. One class of — wa however, not mentioned 
that eng pega n by E. T. Jennings, as notary public, without charge to parties 
visiting the office. 

I most y ask your assistance in ng an appropriation to meet 
the ex and liabilities th thus incurred. ere 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


COMMISSIOSER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The rt of the committee sets out 
very fully the facts upon which this bill was based. It seems to me 
that the payment of this claim was recommended first by the Secretary 
of the Interior in 1861, and again in 1880. The fact is that this claim- 
ant, who was register "of the land office in Oregon City, paid out in 
1859 three thousand one hundred and odd dollars for the Government 
which has never been repaid to him, and this claim arises, Mr. Chair- 
man, under a plain provision of the statute. He was authorized to 
make these expenditures, which were to be reported to Congress by the 
Secretary of the Interior for approval and payment. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMAN]. 

Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill for this courtesy, and I thank him as well as the com- 
mittee of which he isa member most profoundly and with heartfelt 

titude for the kind words incorporated in the report now before us 
or action. 

I have known the venerable Col. Berryman Jennings from boyhood. 
Iam to a certain extent acquainted with the facia cited in the report 
of the committee. Colonel Jennings is now in advanced years and is 
upon a bed of suffering. In 1859, 1860, and 1861 Colonel Jennings oc- 
cupied the position of register of the Oregon City land office in the State 
of Oregon. At that time the compensation of and receivers 
was fixed at a stated or maximum salary of $500, together with such 
compensation, not to exceed $3,000 in all, from a stated commission of 
1 per cent upon the sales of public lands made by them. In 1850 Con- 
gress passed an act granting certain portions of these lands to settlers 
coming to Oregon as an inducement for settlement. The lands so taken 
by settlers under the donation act amounted to about 3,000,000 of acres, 
and therefore took that much from the public lands upon which the 
registers and receivers would have been entitled to 1 cent, had the 
lands been sold under the pre-emption act or by entry. There- 
fore the officers were deprived of this source of revenue in order to 
make up the maximum compensation allowed by law. 

They were also authorized by the act of 1856 to ype clerical hire 
and to render vouchers to the Interior Department, w ich, upon being 
approved by the Department, were forwarded to Congress for payment. 
To show the accumulation of the public business in that land district 
I will read an extract from the letter of Colonel Jennings, bearing date 
December 17, 1860. He says: 

I have examined about five thousand claiins, 

examined, will 


compare with those 
land at 81 


B. JENNINGS, Register. 


above the ordinary sales ery public lands. 

The Secretary of the Interior received vouchers from Colonel Jennings 
of the clerical hire authorized by him and approved these vouchers and 
made his recommendation to Congress at that time for payment. They 
were submitted to the proper committees; the committeesin each House 

reported favorably. But unfortunately the bills never reached the ac- 
tion of the House and the Senate together. 

Now again, after a lapse of a great many years, this venerable man 
once again appears before the Co: of his country and asks that this 
just and long-deferred claim be paid before he rae 5 have passed 
off the scene of action. He is before you now. has passed the 
Senate after being unanimously reported by the Sonate committee. It 
has come to this House and been submitted to the appropriate commit- 
tee and is now before the House with the unanimous indorsement of 
that committee. And I the hope, Mr. Chairman, that this old 
man shall not again go from these doors without the payment of this 
just claim. And I express the additional hope in conclusion that the 
announcement may be wired to him to his far distant home on the Pa- 
cific shores that at last his country has done him justice, and after the 
lapse of over a quarter of a century that which was due to him has 
been placed back in his pockets, from which it was taken by his Gov- 
ernment. 

I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, this is a just and meritorious claim, 
as I regard it, for services rendered to the Government of the United 
States; services rendered pursuant to Jaw, and for which the claimant 
has never been compensated. 

I had occasion, during the Forty-eighth Congress, as a memberof the 
Committee on Claims, to examine a claim from the State of Oregon, in- 


volving the facts ted in this report. It seems that under act of 
Congress approved August 18, 1856, the Secre of the Interior was 
authorized to allow, A to the approval of Congress, such reason- 
able compensation, for additional clerical services and extrao ex- 
penses incidental to said offices (registers and receivers) as he shall 
think just and proper, and report to all such cases of allow- 
ance at each succeeding session, with an estimate of the sum or sums 
required to pay the same. 

Pursuant to this law, on the 16th August, 1860, the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office issued the following instructions to all the 
local land offices, in which he recited the above- quoted provision of law 
authorizing the expenditure for which this claimant now 8 relief at 
our hands: 

You will send on a statement showing the amount actually 8 by you 
as a reasonable compensation for additional clerical services and extraord 
expenses over and above oun allowance b; 2 mt said — of 1818 (the same simply re- 
ferring to the salaries of ters an 

You will prepare a 8 in tabular Penson oe showing = moe amount pra 
by pe sgn for this additional class of services, when and to w 

item the name of the to 2 and kind 2 service ate A 
sending on the vor your affiday: the statement. 

Such data will enable this office to place Sayin trod matter on a just and favorable 
basis for the consideration of Congress. 


I do not desire to say anything further. The facts connected with 
this case are fully presented in the report, submitted by myself, that ac- 
companies House bill No. 1297 of the last Congress; and unless opposi- 
tion is made by some gentleman on this side I will not continue this 
discussion further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to ask my friend from Missouri 
whether, in spr, agus iii age gs e found another claim of the same 
kina on behalf of the receiver. This claim is in behalf of the register, 

eve. 


Mr. DOCKERY. So far as I know the receiver has never paare 
any claim. This claim has been presented four times to this y. It 
has been four times reported favorably by the Senate Committee on 
Public Lands and has passed the Senate three times. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My experience has been in such cases that both 
register and receiver make the same claim. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So faras I have knowledge no claim has ever been 
presented by the receiver. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEIRS OF LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1732) 
for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. John F. Stewart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Lieut. John F. Stewart, late of Company. hi Fourth Regiment United 
States Infantry, in active line of service, was regular ay penne and appointed, 
and did serve faithfully as a second lieutenant of said company from July 29, 
1865, until June 19, 1866; and 


eee Secretary of 
v, out ot any money in the Treasury not oth 

pi ariar the sur of tothe hele of Lieut Jolin Stewart or his seric 

the United States Army, prior to his death, in the late war. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. RE, of North Carolina) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the — an e, for 
the relief of the heirs of Lieut. John F. Stewart, submit the follo’ 

That John F. Stewart was first sergeant in Company A, Fourth Uni Btates 
Volunteer gone ; that on the 29th day of n 3 his company was 
stopping at Saint Louis, Mo., while en route his said company was 
without a second lieutenant, and the said John F. preada promoted to that 
rank with the understand: ing that he should receive his commission as such, 
He served faithfully and in a very acceptable manner in that hc ge during 
the entire service of the company ate the Northwest, and until its final 
at Fort Leavenwo on June 19, 1866. His captain, Samuel G. s 
makes afidavit that it was his understanding that Lieut. anega Bo F. Stewart was 
to be commissioned as such, and that he dida all in his power to have his com- 
mission made out, but being so far from ee © failed ed pes pst it. 
Captain Sewall further states that Lieut. John ne: all the duties 
... pa Kangen Wp apcapscnne, Bar ig e fi lage ther 
titled to the commission which was prom’ him. The said John F. Stewart 
has since died. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, in support further ot 
the facts in this case I desire to read an extract from a letter written 
by the Adjutant-General to the Secretary of War, reciting the military 
history of the claimant: 

The records of this office show that John F. Stewart was mustered into serv- 
ice as a private, Company A, Fourth United States Infantry Volunteers, October 
12,1864; promoted first sergeant November, 1864. 

He is re ported on muster-rolls of his ewe td asa first sergeant present for 
duty, to 3 30,1865; for July and August, 1865, first a rra present hjn re- 
mark: “ Provisionally appointed second lieutenant, by special orders 
No. 43, Headquarters, Northwest Indian Expedition, July 22,1865." On all sub- 
sequent rolls he is borne as a sergeant “acting second lieutenant” to date of 
his di rge from the service June 19, 1866. 


And in a letter written by General Sully this is stated: 


When the Fourth United States Volunteers joined me they were very short of 
officers, so much so that it affected the discipline of the regiment. I reported 


1886. 
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this to my immediate commander, Maj. Gen. J. Pope, and I eee made 
certain acting appointments, subject to the approval of the tary of War. 

The approval of the Secretary was never received by me, but as the services 
of a lieutenant were 5 I thought it best for the service to allow first- 
sergeant J. T. Stewart to continue acting as second lieutenant. 

He did act during that time as second lieutenant, and was paid only 
for services as sergeant. But he rendered the service which is stated 
by General Sully as necessary; and unless some one desires to oppose 
the bill I shall move that it be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. y 

Mr. BEACH. I would like to inquire whether this case is not pro- 
vided for by the general bill which we passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I think not. 

Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman state why this does not come 
within the provisions of that law? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I think that bill only provides for 
the case where the commission had been approved by the Secretary of 
Wio subsequently. In this case the commission was never isssued at 


Mr. HOLMAN. That applied only to those who had received com- 
missions. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. He acted in that capacity, butë was 
so far from headquarters that he never got his commission. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether a large number of other bills of a sim- 
ilar character are not now pending before that committee. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I do not know that the chairman of the 
committee is present, but I willstate my knowledge. So farasI know, 
there are only a ſew of them. I donot think, however, that that affects 
the merits of this bill. 

The motion of Mr. REID, of North Carolina, was agreed to; and, accord - 
ingly, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


IDA A, RICHARDSON AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 178) for 
the relief of Ida A. Richardson, Caroline A. Urquhart, and Cora A. Slo- 
comb, as the heirs at law of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased, and Ida A. Rich- 
ardson, and Caroline Anga Urquhart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and out.of any money in the Treasuary not otherwise Sporo- 
priated, to pay to the following-named persons the sums ed, to wit: To Ida 
A. Richardson, Caroline A. Urquhart, and Cora A, as the heirsatlaw of 


n, e rq Sloeomb, 
Cora A. Slocomb, deceased, the sum of $12,714.40; to Ida A. Richardson, thesum 
the sum of $5,467.15. 


of $20,479; and to Caroline Augusta Urg 
Mr. EDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report in that case be 


read. 

The Clerk E proca met to read the report. 

Mr. EDEN (before the reading was completed). Mr. Chairman, if 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] in of this bill will 
make an explanation of it I will withdraw the demand for the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this is one of that class 
of claims that arose under what was known as the ‘‘captured and 
abandoned property act.“ It isa claim, as it now stands, for about 
$38,000. These people, the Slocombs, lived in the city of New Or- 
leans when it was captured by General Butler. 

General Butler promised the people of New Orleans, before he took 
possession of the city, that their persons and property should be pro- 
tected under the laws of the United States. After i ion 
he imposed certain conditions with which the people should be required 
to comply in order to receive that protection; but this case of the Slo- 
combs he made an exception. He gave Mrs. Slocomb and her two 
daughters permission to leave the city limits, and promised them pro- 
tection for their property. That property was protected while General 
Butler remained in command, as he had promised that it should be. 
After he was relieved, and after General had taken command, 
some eighteen months after the capture of the city, General Banks 
issued what was known as General Order No. 202, and took pos- 
session of the real estate belonging to these people and of all their prop- 
erty then in the city of New Orleans. There were collected forrent, 
for insurance on some of the property that was burned after General 
Banks took possession of it, and for dividends on gas stock sums 
amounting in all to $38,000—in fact the amount was greater than that; 
but the committee have not thought proper to recommend the allow- 
ance of more than $38,000, because the excess was for personal prop- 
erty. 
Mr. LONG. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Property that was lost through the cas- 
ualties of war. The money so collected was turned into the Treasury 
of the United States by order of General Banks. He ordered it turned 
over to his quartermaster, and in that way it went into the Treasury, 
and it remains there to-day. As soon as the war was over and hos- 
tilities had ceased the President of the United States issued an order 
turning over to these people all their real estate, and they were put in 
possession of it again. The money collected as rents and as insurance 
and as dividends from gas stock was, as I have said, turned into the 


Treasury, and there it remains. Now these people have come here 
asking that this money be returned to them. The Committee on War 
Claims in the Forty-third Congress reported in favor of the passage of 
a bill refunding this money and a like report was made in the Forty- 
fourth Congress. In the Forty-fifth Con the bill passed this House 
but did not pass the Senate. Again in the Forty-eighth Congress there 
was a report favorable to the passage of a bill similar to the one that I 
have now reported here. In the present Congress a bill has been re- 
ported in the Senate for the refunding of this money, and is now pend- 
ing. The Committee on War Claims has reported to the House that 
Senate bill. This, Mr. Chairman, is a statement of the case in brief. 
It is simply a question whether the Government of the United States 
can afford to di the action of one of its public officers in time of 
war; whether or not the Government will attempt to hold the property 
of private citizens taken inthat way. No court has ever decided upon 
this case, no proceedings have ever been had by which that money was 
turned into the Treasury. It has simply gone in there as thousands 
of other dollars went into the Treasury of the United States from the 
city of New Orleans, large amounts of which have since been returned 
to the owners. I know itis claimed that these people were disloyal, 
and that for that reason, perhaps, they ought not to he paid. I say, sir, 
that the Government of the United States can not afford to disregard 
the solemn obligation of its commanding general made at the time of 
the capture of the city. General Butler himself says that he made this 
case an exception. He gave these people his protection, and allowed 
them to go to their summer residence in North Carolina for reasons sat- 
isfa to himself. 

At a later date General Butler, in a letter which he wrote, stated that 
he would do all in his power to get their money and other property re- 
stored to them, but that he could not take a fee in the case; that it was 
ow us the Government should so long have disregarded their ap- 

and should have held their money so long in the Treasury of the 
nited States. 

The Committee on War Claims were, so far as I know, unanimous, 
with one exception, in reporting favorably this bill. Having made 
this brief statement of the facts in the case, it seems to me there is no 
use of continuing the argument unless some one opposes it or can give 
some reason why the bill should not pass. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] for five minutes. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, having written the report made upon 
this case in the Forty-eighth Congress, I can possibly add something to 
the details already given by my friend from Kentucky. I desire to 
treat this question with absolute fairness; and I hope every member 
will listen to what I have to say. 

Mrs. Slocomband her daughters lived in New Orleans at the breaking 
out of the war. Mrs. Slocomb was one of those Southern women who 
dreaded the approach of the war, and she did what she could to prevent 
secession; but when secession was an accomplished fact she yielded her 
allegiance to the Southern confederacy. Being a woman of wealth, she 
subscribed her money liberally to the defense fund of New Orleans. 
Her only son entered the confederate army as an officer. 

When New Orleans was captured, the subscribers to the defense fund 
of New Orleans were called upon by General Butler to contribute, in 
proportion to the amount they had thus subscribed, to a fund for the 
support of the poor in that city; and Mrs. Slocomb paid her proportion. 

Asis well known, the dealing of the Government of the United States 
with New Orleans was somewhat different from its dealings with other 
captured portions of the country, the purpose of the Government being 
to make at New Orleans a nucleus around which the loyal sentiment of 
the South might gather and help to build up the Government there. 
The proclamation of the commanding general contemplated that all 
people who remained at home and yielded loyal obedience to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should be protected in their persons and 
their property. Some time after that, Mrs. Slocomb and her daughter 
called upon General Butler to obtain his consent that they might go 
to their summer home in the mountains of North Carolina. General 
Butler asked them if they would take the oath of al Mrs. 
Slocomb said: I have a son in the confederate army. ile Lopposed 
secession at the beginning, I yielded obedience to it afterward; and as 
Ihave now a son in the confederate army, my sympathies are neces- 
sarily with him. But if permitted to go to my home in the mountains, 
away from all the armies, I pledge you my word that I will do nothing 
in any shape or form in aid of the confederacy.” General Butler took 
the proposition into consideration; and on the next day he wrote her 
a letter, in which he stated that he had an old mother at home who 
might some time fall into the hands of strangers and need a friend; 
that hoping that some one would do with her as he then proposed to 
do with Mrs. Slocomb, he gave her permission to depart to her mount- 
ain home in North Carolina, and assured her that her property in her 
absence should be as sacred under the flag as it would be if she remained 
at home. He thereby made a solemn contract with this woman (who 
had assisted the confederacy) by which she was permitted to depart. 
She departed under that contract. So long as General Butler remained 
in the city the contract was faithfully kept. 
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Mr. LONG. What was the consideration of the contract? 

Mr. ROWELL. The consideration of the contract was her applica- 
tion to go out of the city and her pledge that out of the city and in it 
she would do nothing in behalf of the confederacy. 

Mr. LONG. Was that a good consideration ? 

Mr. ROWELL, Yes, sir; anything by which one party Joses a right 
or the other gains one is a good consideration. She lost the right to 
stay there and protect her property by accepting his permission to de- 
part. But for his engagement that her property would be secure she 
would have remained at home, and her property would have been safe, 
as it fell under the proclamation made and carried out with respect to 
all people who remained within the city. After she left the city Gen- 
eral Banks took command. Then this property was seized. A building 
was destroyed upon which insurance had been taken, and the amount 
of the policy was collected. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
as he may desire. 

Mr. ROWELL. Her houses and her daughters’ houses were taken 
possession of and the rents collected; her gas stock was taken posses- 
sion of and the dividends collected. Hearing of these facts, she, with 
her daughters, started back and tried to get inside the city, but General 
Banks’s quartermasters refused to let her enter. As soon as she could 
get an agent to Washington and have her case presented an order was 
sent to New Orleans restoring this property to her. 

I have now stated the exact condition of the case. I based my report 
in favor of this bill, as I now base my advocacy of it, upon the propo- 
sition that the Government of the United States can not afford to vio- 
late a solemn contract made by it, for General Butler represented the 
Government. 

This bill was once ; and it is fair to say it excited a great deal 
of discussion in the Northern press—not because of the merits of the 
bill, but because of the propositions of law embraced in the report ac- 
companying the bill. In that report the right of this party to have 
her property returned was not based upon General Butler's contract 
and fe departure from the city under it, but was based upon another 
proposition of law which I do not accept and which I would not sup- 
port in any case. In this case when the commanding general, repre- 
senting the Government, put in writing a proposition which, being ac- 
cepted, put this woman’s property under the protection of the flag, the 
question is whether the Government can violate that promise and take 
this property out from under the flag after General Butler had guar- 
anteed it protection. 

That is the whole of the proposition, and upon that proposition I 
support the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Is that the proposition upon which the 
committee rts the bill to the House and asks for its passage? 

Mr. ROWELL. I have not seen the report, but the report in the 
Forty-eighth Congress was made by me. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STONE] who has charge of the bill is that the principle laid down 
in the report—is that the principle upon which they ask for the passage 
of the bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The principle is, the Government of the 
United States having ion of this money in the Treasury, and it 
having gone there by indirection, it is only right it should be returned. 

How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Forty minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve it. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I feela great degree of embarrassment 
in rising at this time to address the committee on the pending measure, 
which I am compelled by my convictions of right and justice to oppose. 
A novice on this floor, I find myself antagonizing the majority of the 
Committee on War Claims of the present Congress, a body of gentlemen 
for whose judgment individually and collectively I have profound re- 
spect. I find myself antagonizing the views of a majority of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims of several Congresses prior to this one. I find myself 
antagonizing the views of the Committees on Claims of the Senates of 
the Forty-eighth Congress and of this one, and I find myself antagoniz- 
ing the judgment of the majority of the Senate of the present bs hing 
This state of case has induced me to make an unusually careful and 
thorough examination of the matter with the impression that I must be 
bain 5 the conclusion at which I firstarrived. But each su 
examination has only confirmed previous convictions, and I have found 
it impossible for me to agree with the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

This is a bill for the payment of nearly $40,000 to Ida A. Richardson, 
Caroline A. Urquhart, and Cora A. Slocomb. The present claimant, 
Cora A. Slocomb, was not an original party to these proceedings, but 
now comes herę as one of the heirs at law of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased, 
who was one of the original claimants, and who was the mother of said 
Ida A. Richardson and Caroline A. Urquhart, who, with said Cora A. 
Slocomb, deceased, were the original claimants herein. The basis ot 
the claim fully appears in the record of the case, and the facts are sub- 
stantially undisputed, and the question for this committee and the 
House to determine is whether these claimants should, in law and 
justice be paid this amount of money in view of these facts. 


I yield the gentleman such further time 


In the year1862, when Maj. Gen. B. F. Butler, in command of United 
States forces, took possession with his troops of the city of New Orleans, 
La., the original claimants, Mrs. Cora A. Slocomb and her two daughters, 
Miss Ida A. Slocomb (now Mrs. Richardson) and Mrs. Caroline A. 
Urquhart (née Slocomb), were residents of that city, and had been 
such residents for some time prior thereto, and were the owners of a 
large amount of real and personal property in said city. Soon after the 
Federal occupation of the city by General Butler and his troops, in the 
summer of 1862, Mrs. Cora A. Slocomb obtained permission to go be- 
yond the Union lines somewhere into the Carolinas, and within the 
confederate lines. It is also claimed that her two daughters obtained 
the same permission, but on this point, at least as to one of them, there 
is no evidence before the committee. Some of the evidence tends to 
show that she retired to her summer residence in the mountains of 
North Carolina, and some of it tends to show that she went on a visit 
to her sister somewhere in the Carolinas, but there is no positive evi- 
dence in the case as to where any of these parties were after they left 
the Union lines; and although this claim has been pending before dif- 
ferent Congresses prior to this, none of these claimants have deigned 
to tell us where they spent their time between the time they left the 
city of New Orleans, in 1862, and the time they returned thereto, in 
1865, after the war was substantially over. 

At the time these parties went beyond the Union lines there was an 
order in foree requiring persons in New Orleans to take the oath of al- 
legiance to the United States, or else to register themselves as enemies 
or aliens. These parties, strange to say, were excused from either and 
all of these requirements, and General Butlersays in a letter before the 
committee that this was the only exception (solitary is the word he uses) 
to these requirements. The case is wholly devoid of testimony or evi- 
dence as to what any of these parties were doing during their absence 
within the confederate lines, which lasted from the summer of 1862, 
they departing as soon as possible after the capture of New Orleans, 
until after the cessation of hostilities in 1865. 

Before her departure from New Orleans, Mrs. Cora A. Slocomb hav- 
ing expressed some fears that her property might be interfered with 
during her absence, General Butler promised her that her property 
would not be interfered with if she were loyal to the United States and 
remained so. Some time after their departure Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks 
superseded General Butler in command at New Orleans, and in 1863, 
while he was in command, under an order issued from Washington in 
pursuance of a law of Congress, property situated in New Orleans 
which had been abandoned, and property owned by absent enemies, 
was seized for the purposes of the Army and for confiscation proceed- 
ings, and these claimants not having yet returned from their so-claimed 
temporary absence at their ‘‘summer resort in the mountains of North 
Carolina,“ under said order and for good reasons—at least then sup- 
posed to be good—their property was seized as abandoned property and 
as that of absent disunionists by the United States authorities. 

This property was both real and personal. A considerable and per- 
haps the greater portion of this property, including the residence of the 
parties, was used for various military purposes incident to war and to 
the oceupation of an enemy’s country. That which was not so used was 
placed in charge of B. F. Flanders, esq., supervising special t of 
the United States Treasury Department, who e the rents t 
As will hereinafter appear, before the courts had been reorganized in 
New Orleans so that confiscation proceedings could be commenced, the 
property was returned to claimants by order of President Johnson. 
Among this property was fifty-two shares of stock in the New Orleans 
Gaslight Company, belonging to said Cora A. Slocomb, and fifty-six 
shares of the same stock belonging to said Ida A. Slocomb (now Mrs. 
Richardson). While these claimants were still absent within the con- 
federate lines four stores belonging to said Ida A. Slocomb (now Mrs. 
Richardson), and being a part of the property seized as aforesaid, and 
which had been insured in the Merchants’ Insurance Company of New 
Orleans at $15,000, were destroyed by fire, and the amount payable on 
the loss, to wit, $14,300, was paid to Assistant Quartermaster McClure, 
of the United States Army. 

At the close of the war all the said property so seized was, by order 
of President Johnson, restored to the possession of these claimants. 
However, no money collected as above stated, including the dividends 
on the said gas stock, was refunded, the same having been used for the 

of the Government. A 

The following, then, is a summary of the claim of these memorial- 

ists: 


Mrs. Cora A. Slocomb, or ne E 


$12,246 40 
For dividendson gas stoc! 468 60 


1 12.715 00 
To Miss Ida A. Slocomb (now Mrs. Richardson) for rents collected... 5.675 00 
Amount of insurance collected from Merchants’ Insurance Company. 14.300 00 
ccc eee tok E R 504 00 
PEE 35 vox. nhp.0eadecs vapsearex>pavusaugh P senen pddpuerobontonpes bebueed bru Sen 20,479 00 
To Mrs. Caroline A. Urquhart (nee Slocomb) for rents collected. . 5.407 15 
Total claim of all, and included in the bill (S. 178). . esses.. 38, 661 15 


The foregoing matters are practically undisputed, but notwithstand- 
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ing that be so, in my judgment no part of this claim should be paid, 
or the bill now under consideration be passed by the House. 

It is claimed that the seizure and use of this property by the Federal 
authorities was without sanction of law, and consequently void. At 
the time this property was seized the late civil war was being waged 
with all possible ability on the one side, and malignity and energy on 
the other. No lawyer, lapprehend, will take issue with me that as a 
proposition of international law the property of belligerent enemies may 
be confiscated, and if such confiscation is in fact made by the military 
authorities, and if the action of those authorities shall be assumed by 
the sovereign authority, the confiscation is perfect. 

Now all the acts done by General Banks at New Orleans and by the 
military authorities under his command have been substantially adopted 
and confirmed by the Federal Government. Congress some years since 
enacted alawexempting military officers from all actions and suits for 
any acts done in their military capacity, and assuming the defense of 
any actions brought against them foractsso done by them in their mili- 
tary capacity. So that without regard to the confiscation acts of the 
United States the property has been properly and legally confiscated. 
But it is said that our Government had, at the time of the happening 
of the occurrences now under consideration, confiscation acts. This is 
granted. But I submit that in this case those laws were complied with 
as far as under the then existing state of affairs was possible. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman allow a question here? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Did nottheconfiscationactsof Congress of Au- 
gust 6, 1861, and July 17, 1862, require proceedings in rem against prop- 

confiscated, and were such steps taken in this case ? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes; Iam coming to that. I have read all of these 
statutes and propose to have some of them read here this afternoon be- 
fore I am done. I have already stated that all the requirements of the 
confiscation acts passed by Congress at the time of the seizure of this 
property had been complied with as far as the then existing cireum- 
stances and facts would permit. The property was seized, and such of 
it as was not needed for actual military uses at the time was turned over 
to the proper officers of the Treasury Department. Everything was 
done required by the confiscation laws to be done except the proceedings 
in the courts for condemnation, and these could not be had because the 
courts, broken up by the war, had not yet been reorganized when Presi- 
dent Johnson granted a pardon to these claimants and ordered their 
property to be returned to them. Two thoughts are here suggested in 
this connection: First, there is a difference between confiscation and con- 
demnation; this property was duly confiscated, though not condemned, 
in the exact manner provided by the law for the reasons already stated; 
and, second, the pardon of President Johnson did not relieve the claim- 
ants from any part of the penalty of their treason already executed, it 
only relieved them from any unexecuted portion of the consequences of 
their offenses. i 

I desire to call attention to the acts of Congress then in force, which 
to my mind settle conclusively that in view of the facts in this case 
the title to this property has fully vested in the Government of the 
United States. In order to a full understanding of these statutes and 
the decisions of the courts thereunder it should be borne in mind that on 
the 16th day of August, 1861, the President of the United States issued 
his proclamation declaring certain States, and among them the State 
of eee to be in insurrection. (12 Statutes at 1262.) 

Prior to the issuance of this proclamation, to wit, August 6, 1861, 
Congress passed an act, found on page 319, 12 Statutes at Large, of 
which sections 1 and 2 are as follows: . 


Be it enacled, £2., That if during the present or any future insurrection inst 
the Government of the United States, after the President of the United States 
shall have declared oh qantas yc the laws of the United are op- 
ruppressed 155 fhe ordi Sopa! f judicial proceedin by the ested 
sup „the nary course oi p gs, or power vi 
in marshals 


rty shall know- 
e same as afore- 


, co; con 
Sec. 2. And be it further That such prizes and capture shall be con- 
demned in the district or circuit court of the United States having jurisdiction 
of the amount, or in admiralty in any district in which the same may be seized, 
or into which they may be taken and proceedings first instituted. 


The property in controversy here is clearly within the provisions of 
this act. At the time the same was seized, the proclamation of the 
President had long been issued. The original claimants herein owned 
the property; they had knowingly used it, and consented to its use, in 
aiding, abetting, and promoting the rebellion; it was seized and con- 
fiscated. True it was not condemned by the courts, because, as already 
stated, before the courts were reorganized so that could be done, Pres- 
ident Johnson pardoned the offenders and returned their property. On 
July 17, 1862, long before the seizure of this property, Congress passed 
anae (12 Statutes at Large, 591) of which sections 6, 7, and 8 are as 
follows: 

SEC. 6. And be il further enacted, That if any person within any State or Terri- 
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tory of the United States other than those named as aforesaid, after the paseage 
of this act, being engaged in armed rebellion against the Government of t! 
United States, or aiding or abetting such rebellion, shall not, within sixty days 
after public warning and proclamation duly given and made by the President 
of the United States, cease to aid, countenance, and abet such rebellion and re- 
turn to his allegiance to the United States, all the estate and property. moneys, 
stocks, and credits of such persons shall be liable to seizure as aforesaid, and it 
shall be the duty of the President toseize and use them as aforesaid, or the pro- 
ceeds thereof; and all sales, transfers, or conveyances of any such property after 
the expiration of the said sixty days from the of such warning and p = 
mation shall be null and void, and it shall bea sufficient bar to any suit brought 
by such person for the possession or the use of such property, ox any of it, to 
allege and prove that he is one of the persons Gescribet in this section. 

Sec 7. And be it further enacted, That to secure the condemnation and sale of 
any of such property, after the same shall have been siezed, so that it may be 
made available forthe purpose . in rem shall be iustituted 
in the name of the United States, in any district court thereof, or in any Terri- 
torial court, or in the United States district court for the District of Columbia, 
within which the property above described, or soy part thereof, may be found, 
or into which the same, if movable, may first be brought, which proceedings 
shall conform as nearly as may be to proceedings in admiralty or revenue cases; 
and if said property, whether real or personal, shall be found to have belon; 
to a person engaged in rebellion, or who has given aid or comfort thereto, the 
same shall be condemned as cuemies’ property and become the property of the 
United States, and may be disposed of as the court shall decree, and the proceeds 
thereof paid into the Treasury of the United States for the purposes aforesaid. 

Sec. S. And be it further enacted, That the several courts aforesaid shall have 
power lo make such orders, establish such forms of deeree and sale, and direct 
snch deeds and conveyances to be executed and delivered by the thereof 
where real estate shall be the subject of sale, as shall fitly and efficiently effect the 
purposes of this act, and vest in the purchasers ot such property and valid 
titles thereto. And the said courts shall have power to allow such fees and 
charges of their officers as shall be reasonable and proper in the premises. 


March 12, 1886. 


Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose on last Friday I had stated 
what I claim to be the facts in the matter now under consideration 
(and which are substantially undisputed) that the money in contro- 
versy is the proceeds of captured and abandoned property of confeder- 
utes, seized by Generals Butler and Banks at New Orleans during the 
late civil war. 

I had endeavored to show that by international law, under the laws 
of war, this money had become the property of the United States, had 
been legally confiscated. 

I was then proceeding in an effort to show that under the confiscation 
acts (so called) of the United States, enacted during the war of the rebell- 
ion for the seizure of abandoned property, this property had passed to the 
Government. I had called attention to the proclamation of President 
Lincoln. I had caused to be read the act of August 6, 1861 (12 Stat- 
utes at Large, page 319), and had shown that the provisions of that act 
had been complied with in all respects in which the then condition of 
the country would permit—in all except the manner of condemnation; 
that the property was confiscable, and that it had been in fact confis- 
cated—not formally condemned, it is true. There is a difference be- 
tween confiscation and condemnation. The latter is a mere form for 
determining the confiscable character of the seized property, and the 
form is not material. I had caused to be read the act of July 17, 1862 
(12 Statutes at Large, page 591); and that the connection of what I have 
further to say may be the better preserved, I will ask the Clerk toread 
a portion of that act again. 5 

The Clerk read sections 6, 7, and 8. 

Mr. LYMAN. These provisions of law were in force when the gas 
dividends and rents in controversy herein were collected and when the 
insurance money was received, and, as it appears to me, cover the case 
completely. The owners of the property were in aiding and 
abetting the rebellion. They had refused to take the oath of alle- 
giance to the United States; they departed its acknowledged jurisdic- 
tion voluntarily, and were domiciled within the confederate lines. The 
proclamation and warning of the President had been given. The prop- 
erty and its proceeds were used for the immediate military necessities 
of the Government or were turned into the Treasury of the United 
States. There were no formal proceedings in court, because there were 
no civil courts in which to proceed. The military authorities alone 
were in control there and then. 

But this, as has already been suggested, did not in any way affect 
the confiscation of the property. That was already complete. It only 
affected the manner of condemnation. Prior to the seizure of the prop- 
erty of the claimants, to wit, March 12, 1863, Congress an act (12 
Statutes at Large, 820), the first three sections of which are as follows: 

Be itenacted, G., That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, from 
and after the passage of this as he shall from time to time see fit, whe ava 
a special agent or agents to receive and collect all abandoned or captu prop- 
erty in any State or Territory,or any portion of any State or Territory of the 
United States, designated as in i ion against the lawful Government of 
the United States by the 8 of the President of July 1. 1862: Provided, 
That such property shall not include any kind or description which has been 
used, or which was intended to be used, for waging or carrying on war against 
the United States,such as arms, ordnance, ships, steamboats, or other water 
craft, and the furniture, forage, military supplies, or munitions of war. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That any part ot the goods or property received or 
collected by such nt or agents ma; appropriated to public use on due ap- 

Sa ter eins ber pee ees 
e pu ; 
— 2 hig! bidder, and the 5 ve thereof shall be paid into i the 


Treasury of the United States. 


Seo. 3. Be it further enacted, * * * And any person claiming to have been 
the owner of such abandoned or captured property may. ae any time within two 
years after the su ion of the rebellion, prefer his claim to the See 


thereof in the Court of Claims; and on proof to the satisfaction of said court of 
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his ownership of said property, of his rights to the proceeds thereof, and that he 
has never given aid or comfort to the present re on, to receive the residue of 


proceeds, &. 

The provisions of this act also cover the case under consideration. 
Its provisions have been carried out as far as the surrounding circum- 
stances would permit, and the owners of the property have never taken 
the steps therein required to recover the property or to establish aright 
thereto. 

In the case of Mrs. Alexander’s cotton (2 Wall., 404), the Supreme 
Court of the Unifed States held that the property of our enemies was 
liable to seizure, and that our statutes were for the protection of loyal 
citizens of insurrectionary States. I beg pardon for reading a portion 
of the syllabus of that case, as follows: 


ure, be inquired into, 
nal, Hence all the ple of any district 

the United States in the Southern rebellion are to be regard 

cept so far as by the action of the Government itself that relation may have been 


2. Our Government, by its act of Congress of March 12, 1863, to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property, &., does make distinction between those 
whom the rule of internations! i law would class as enemies; — 8 forms 
which it prescribes, protects the right of property of all persons in rebel regions 
who, during the rebellion, in fact, maintained a loyal adhesion to the Govern- 
ment; the general policy of our legislation during the rebellion having been to 
preserve for loyal owners, ob! by circumstances to remain in rebel States, 
mar roars y or its proceeds which has come to the possession of the Government 
or 

The point in this case was whether the cotton in controversy was or 
was not maritime prize.“ The court held it was not, and that its 

should be paid into the Treasury. And I ask attention to the 
paragraph of the opinion of the court. The court says: 

We think it clear that the cotton in controversy was not maritime prize, but 
should have been turned over to the agents of the De 
disposed of under the act of March 12,1863. Not ha 
but having been sold or the district court, its proceeds should now be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States, in order that the claimant, when the rebellion 

su „or she has been able to leave the rebel region, may have an 
tunity to bring her suit in the Court of Claims, and,on making the proof re- 
quired by the act, have the proper decree. 

And the first proof required by the aet to be made, the jurisdic- 
tional fact, is that the claimants were and remained loyal. 

It has been claimed that the Supreme Court has decided in the case 
of Planters’ Bank vs. Union Bank (16 Wall., 483) that the seizures of 

roperty made during the time that General Banks commanded at New 
eines were illegal. I do not so understand the case. The Planters’ 
Bank was a banking corporation of Mississippi doing business at Nat- 
chez. It remitted to the Union Bank at New Orleans, a banking cor- 
poration of Louisiana, large sums of confederate treasury notes, for- 
warded to it drafts and other claims for collections, and confederate 
bonds for sale, the collections and payments to be made in confederate 
currency. 

In the course of these transactions the Union Bank became largely in- 
debted to the Planters’ Bank, and was so at the time the Federal forces 
captured New Orleans, Mississippi being still in rebellion. In August, 
1863, General Banks required the Union Bank to pay to the authorities 
of the Government the balance due to the Planters’ Bank. This was 
done in confederate notes as per the contract between the two banks. 
The action was brought by the Planters’ Bank to recover from the Union 
Bank. In passing upon the validity of the order of General Banks the 
court did not hold that he had no right to seize the property of rebels 
at New Orleans; that question was not involved in the case; but only 
held that the confiscation acts did not apply to corporations, but to nat- 
ural persons or individuals. Under neither of the acts was the prop- 
erty of a bankingcorporation made conſiscable. Says the court: Both 
of them had in view the property of natural ms who were public 
enemies, or persons who gave aid and comfort to the rebellion, or held 
office under the confederate government, or under one of the States com- 
posing it. In no one of the six classes of persons whose property was 
by the act of 1862 declared confiscable was an artificial being included.“ 
Such was the point decided in that case. Not that enemies’ property 
could not be seized, but that the confiscation acts applied only to nat- 
ural persons, and not to corporations. 

Much stress has been laid on what has been termed the contract of 
General Butler. There is no proof here that it purported to extend to 
more than one of the original claimants herein, but that protection was 
only to be under the laws of the United States while Cora A. Slocomb 
should spend the summer of 1862 at her summer residence in North 
Carolina. She went out of the Federal lines, entered the confederate 
lines, leaving her property in charge of her agent. Time went on, the 
summer of 1862 passed, the winter of 1862-63 came and went, the 
summer of 1863 was nearly spent. The agent of the claimants has died. 
They have not returned and taken charge of their property. General 
Banks comes there and assumes command. He finds the property aban- 
doned, and that it was owned by rebel sympathizers residing in the con- 
federate lines, and he seizes the property under the laws of the United 
States. He acted in the light of the then existing facts. And because 
a year or more before General Butler, forsome unexplained and unknown 


matter what might thereafter occur, and must take $40,000 out of her 
Treasury and pay it to aiders and abettors of secession. 

This arrangement made by General Butler has been called a contract 
binding upon the Government of the United States. What an abuse of 
terms is this? There is not the firstor a single element of a valid con- 
tract present. Where is the consideration? Whereis the authority of 
General Butler to make such a contract? It is a misnomer to call ita 
contract. It was simply this, and nothing more: When the city of New 
Orleans was captured by the Federal forces General Butler issued a proc- 
lamation, in which he declared, ‘* All rights of property of whatever 
ere will be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of the United 

tates. 4 

Afterward Cora A. Slocomb, having secured from him in some way 
the extraordinary privilege of going beyond the Federal lines and into 
the confederate lines without taking the oath of allegiance, for the os- 
tensible purpose of spending the summer of 1862 at her summer resi- 
dence in North Carolina,“ also secured from him a personal repetition 
of the terms of that proclamation and nothing more. And now itis 
claimed that a contract was made by which the United States is bound, 
not only during the summer of 1862, and while General Butler com- 
manded at New Orleans, but forever after, notwithstanding new com- 
manders should be sent to New Orleans, nothwithstanding new laws 
should be enacted, notwi ing these claimants i in the con- 
federate lines and bore allegiance to the confederate government. You 
and I, my loyal fellow-citizens, are compelled by the rules of law to 
know what are the laws of our country; we are conclusively presumed 
to know them; but a citizen who rebels against his country, commits 
treason, and leaves his country for his country’s good, is no longer held 
to such accountability. He has a contract with his Government, and 
while he is seeking to overthrow its laws they must afford him full pro- 
tection. Absurd! 

If the seizure of this property was lawfal, that is the end of the ques- 
tion. But the claim of the beneficiaries of the bill now under consid- 
eration is largely based upon the alleged illegality of the seizure of the 
property. Now, this House will not entertain and pay claimsover which 
any other tribunal has jurisdiction while such jurisdiction is not ex- 
hausted. If the theory of claimants be and the seizure was 
wholly unlawful, then it is submitted that there is a full and adequate 
remedy for claimants in the common-law courts. They can collect 
their rent from their tenants. They can collect their gas dividends 
from the gas company. They can sue on their insurance policy and 
enforce their indemnity notwithstanding the payment to the Govern- 
ment. This has substantially been decided in Planters’ Bank vs. Union 
Bank, 16 Wall., before cited; also, in 2 Wall., 404, and a tribunal (the 
Court of Claims) is especially established for cases of this kind by the 
act of Congress, 12 Statutes at Large, 821, already referred to; and 
while that is so claims should not be reported favorably by the War 
Claims Committee or paid by Congress on an ex parte showing. 

Again, the evidence before the committee shows conclusively that 
these claims have all been submitted to both the War and Treasury De- 
partments of the Government, and been rejected by both. Itis the well- 
established practice and policy of this body and of your War Claims 
c to neither report favorably on such claims nor to allow 

em. 

Again, any fair construction of the evidence herein establishes the 
fact that when these parties received back their property in 1865 they 
released, as a part of the transaction, all claims for damage and use, 
and all claims of every kind growing out of the seizure as against the 
Government. To put it in the mildest possible form, the implication 
and presumption raised are so strong that, in the absence of any show- 
ing to the contrary, they become conclusive, and these claims should 
not be paid. With this proof on file forso many years, and with so 
many able gentlemen advocating the claim as at different times have 
had charge of the interests of these claimants, if this presumption were 
not true, certainly it would long since haye been rebutted. 

But the most serious and weighty objection to the passage of the bill 
now under consideration is the undisputed disloyalty of the benefi- 
ciaries. Down to the time when the Federal forces took possession of 
New Orleans, under General Butler, they most intensely sympathized 
with, and were substantial supporters of, the rebellion, giving not only 
sympathy but their labor and money. The only son of one and the 
husband of another were officers of the confederate army from the first 
to the lastof the struggle. There is no evidence that their sentiments 
ever changed. They retired at the first opportunity within the confed- 
erate lines, and remained there until those lines had ceased to exist, 
when, and not until then, after all hopes had ceased that the Confed- 
erate States government could ever restore to them their property, they 
procured a pardon and a return of their possessions. If they were loyal 
why did they require a pardon? But, as already suggested, this pardon 
could not in the least affect that portion of the penalty of the disloy- 
alty of the claimants already executed. They were permitted to go be- 
yond the Federal lines without taking the oath of allegiance or regis- 
tering, and this course on the part of the then commanding general at 
New Orleans is wholly inexplicable to those who knew him there and 


reason, had given to one of these claimants some kind of a promise, we | were familiar with his declared and well-defined policy. Their disloy- 


are asked to declare that this Government has sacrificed all rights, no 


alty is uncontroverted. There is nothing here to show that they were 
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not constantly and actively aiding the rebellion during their absence. 
Great stress is placed upon the fact that General Butler said their prop- 
erty should be protected. It seems to have been so long as General But- 
ler commanded. But the next year, when General Banks was in com- 


mand, a different state of affairs existed. Different laws had been en- 
acted. We know not what information he had as to these parties. We 
can and ought to presume that he and the Treasury officials acted in a 
just, patriotic, and lawful manner in seizing this property when they 
did. The promises or assurances of General Butler, made the year be- 
fore, under what circumstances and inducements we know not, cut no 
figure here. 

The Committee on War Claims of this House have adopted a policy 
which the House has sustained and followed, that claims will not be 
allowed or paid which are made for property taken under the pressing 
exigencies of war for building forts, &c. That committee almost daily 
rejects and reports adversely to the House such claims of men who 
lived in the border and the insurrectionary States during the war, whose 
loyalty during that dark and trying period was undoubted, at a time 
and place when loyalty cost something, and whose all was frequently 
taken for the benefit and defense of the Government they loved. Their 
claims are not to be paid because it is said they owed a duty to their 
country in its time of need, and their misfortunes were but the result 
of that duty. And yet this House is asked to pay this claim for prop- 
erty taken for the use of the Government while war was t from 
a confessed and undisputed enemy. We gan not afford to do this. We 
can not afford to be thus ungrateful and unjust at the same time. If 
this bill shall pass and this claim be paid, hereaſter my vote and voice 
will be given for the payment to loyal persons of all war claims against 
the Government made by such. No more unjust or undeserving claim 
could ibly be made than the one now under consideration, and if it 
is paid I endeavor to see that loyal men shall receive some com- 
pensation for the sacrifices they made that the Union might be pre- 
served, while we are distributing our bounties to the disloyal. They 
shall no longer be punished for their loyalty while we reward treason, 
at least by my vote. 

The passage of this bill would open a way to the Treasury of the United 
States which we can not afford, and set a precedent which will always 
rise to plagueus. Claims amounting to millions of dollars from Loui- 
siana and all the other insurectionary States are now held ready to pre- 
sent as soon as this one shallestablish the precedent and pave the way, 
and I hope this House will pause and consider what we are about to do. 
During the past year and a half we have heard much in this country 
from one class of politicians (pardon the word; statesmen, I mean) of 
the immense surplus unemployed in the Treasury. Admit this class 
of cormorants, now through this bill knocking at our doors, to the 
feast, and this troublesome surplus will very soon dissolve in thin air, 
Another class of statesmen haye been complaining that the silver was 
being hoarded in the Treasury, and not put into circulation. Here we 
have a solution of the problem. Patriots of the same ilk as theseclaim- 
ants stand ready and eager to circulate it all—among ves. 

Already the forces are being marshaled; even now the troops are 
being organized. To-day the lines of assault on the Treasury are being 
formed. ‘They are in readiness to move in force as soon as the breach 
shall be made by the passage of this measure. 

Only the other day, since this bill was reported from the War Claims 
Committee, this House adopted a resolution, on the motion of one of the 
most persistent advocates of this bill, requiring the Secretary of the 
Treasury to report to this House the amount of money and property 
seized by Generals Banks and Butler during the times they commanded 
respectively at New Orleans. This report, which has since been received, 
is to constitute the basis of this new raid upon the Treasury. 

This report of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 26, ul- 
timo, however, does not prove to be just what was expected. It does 
not cover such cases as this one. It does not cover money received from 
private parties direct. It only covers that found in the vaults of the 
banks. This report shows that in the vaults of the various banks was 
found by General Butler the sum of $262,534, and by General Banks 
the sum of $47,889 in par funds and $689,471.38 confederate funds. It 
does not tell us how much was seized from private individuals such as 
the claimants herein. So that while theseraiders on the Treasury have 
not got all the information they hoped to get from their fishing excur- 
sion, they have gotsomelight. This was presented to this House 
on the 2d day of this month, and on the same day the bill (H. R. 6335) 
was introduced in this House as follows. 

A bill to revive the right of action in the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the captured and abandoned property acts. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
America in Congress That the right of action in the Court of Claims un- 
der the provisions of the captured and abandoned pro acts be, and the same 
is hereby, revived and extended for one year from and after the passage of this 
act, including all cases of seizures under the said a or under color thereof, 
either before or after June 30, 1865, whether adjudi. by the Secretary of the 
Treasury or not, and without any regard to any statute of limitation. 


By this bill it is proposed to open our courts for the collection of all 
the proceeds of abandoned and rebel seized by the military of- 
ficers of the United States during the late war. And the claim now 
5 is to be a test case, the key-note to which the music 
is to 


Uniled States of 


But, not content with this, rumors are rife all over this Hall, and are 
no longer a secret, that Generals Banks and Butler and their subordi- 
nate provost-marshals collected hundreds of thousands of dollars for 
which they never accounted to the Government of the United States, 
and taking the of this bill as the text and precedent, it will be 
claimed that the Government is responsible for every act of every man 
in the military service, whether it be right or wrong—whether it be 
by authority or not. They will say, and logically, too, that this claim 
now under consideration was paid use General Butler, in 1862, with- 
out authority, told these parties that their property should be protected 
under the laws, no matter what they may have afterward done, and 
that therefore the Government should restore all money and property 
which its military officers may have stolen even. 

And this is not all. The flood will not come from Louisiana alone, 
but from all the States lately in insurrection. I have been informed 
by a member of this House representing one of the insurrectionary States 
other than Louisiana that there are similar claims, amounting to mill- 
ions of dollars, from his State alone, all prepared and preserved and 
ready to be presented whenever such an opportunity shall be offered 
as the passage of the bill now under consideration. It will be taken as 
a favorable omen, and these claims of disloyal persons for property de- 
stroyed during the war all through the insurrectio: States will swarm 
upon us like the locusts of Egypt. The friends and holders of these 
claims will seek to realize the substantial benefits of what they will 
believe to be the full fruition of the oft-repeated boasts of their over- 
enthusiastic orators, that ‘‘the confederacy is at last firmly seated in 
the saddle,’’ and that some Nev guia ang of worthy sires have ‘‘come 
back to the house of their fathers to stay,’’ with all the consequences 
that the terms imply. 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I interrupt the gentleman from Iowa to ask 
how much more time he desires to occupy? 

Mr. LYMAN. I shall probably occupy the entire hour, as I wish 
to finish what I have begun saying upon this subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not wish to interfere with the business al- 
ready completed to-day, and wish to ask the gentleman if he is willing 
to yield now for a motion that the committee rise. He will of course 
have the right to take the floor again when the committee resumes its 
session for this character of business next Friday. There are several 
bills to be reported to the. House from the committee, and it is now 
within a few minutes of the ordinary time for taking a recess. I will 
ask him, therefore, if he will yield for a motion that the committee 


rise? 

Mr. LYMAN. I have been already requested to yield for the same 
purpose the gentleman from Illinois asks and desired to do so; and per- 
haps this is as good a place as any to yield for that purpose. 

am not very well posted in the rules of the House, but presume I 
will be entitled to the floor when the committee sits again for the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor when 
the bill is called up again in the regular order. 

Mr. LYMAN. Then I yield for the motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bills that have been acted upon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House, 
having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had instructed 
him to report various bills with sundry recommendations, 

HENRY AND THOMAS WASHBURN. 


The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 398) for the relief of Henry 
Washburn and Thomas Washburn, 

The bill was reported with an adverse recommendation, and was 
laid on the table. 

B. JENNINGS. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 85) for the relief of B. Jen- 


nings. 
The bill was reported with a favorable recommendation, and was or- 
dered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wWas 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole Houseon 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1732) for the relief of the heirs 
of Lieut. John F. Stewart. 

The bill was reported witha favorable recommendation, and was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to present the report of a committee of confer- 
ence, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 610) making appropriations fora build- 
ing for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, and internal revenue and other 
civil offices, and a United States jail in the city of Fort Smith. Ark., having met, 
after full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same, 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 


BARCLAY HENLEY, 
W. H. WADE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


WM. MAHONE, 

JOHN ©. SPOONER, 

JAMES H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement by the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Honse to the bill (S. 610) to 
provide for a building for the use of the Federal courts, t-office, internal 
revenue, and other civil offices, and a United States jail, in the city of Fort 
Smith, Ark., submit the following written statement in explanation of the con- 
ference report: 

The effect of the . og of the conference committee is to limit the cost of 
the court-house building to $100,000, the amount fixed therefor by the House, 
instead of $125,000, as fixed by the Senate; and to limit the cost of the jail to 
$50,000, the amount fixed therefor by the Senate, instead of $25,000, as fixed by 


the House. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
BARCLAY HENLEY, 
W. H. WADE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. Ouru- 
WAITE for one week, to attend to important business. 


RECESS. 
Mr. KING. I move that the House now take a recess until half past 
7 o’clock for the consideration of pension bills, under the special order 
of the House. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution under which 
this evening’s session is held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and bills re- 
parten from the Judiciary Commitee to remove political disabilities only, be con- 
sidered. 


Mr. WINANS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of the class of business pro- 
vided for in the order just read. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the special order 
which has been read. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


MARGARET A. POLAND. 


The first pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; reported by Mr. 
ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ernment on date for feeding Union soldiers, furnishing su 
United States Army, and because of his devotion to the Union, which pension 
shall be paid quarterly at the pension agency nearest to Washington, D. C., the 
arrears to be paid the date of the first quarterly payment of United States pen- 
sioners occurring after the passage of this act. 


r RR i a eee wa E eae 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

In the seventh and eighth lines strike out the words *‘ commence on the 27th 
day of November, A. D. 1863, and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bil! as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

5 JAMES STONE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 926) 
grantinga pension to James Stone; reported by Mr. TAULBEE from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beitenacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James Stone, late 
a private in Company H, Fourteenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
try, subject to the provisions of existing pension laws. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend, as follows: 


Strike out the words “existing pension laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
SANFORD GOIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5870) 
granting a pension to Sanford Goin; reported by Mr. TAULBEE from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Lask that this bill be passed over informally with- 
out losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM BRIDGES, JR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4389) 
granting a pension to William Bridges, jr.; reported by Mr. HAYNES 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en So., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Bridges, jr., of Grafton, Vt., 
late a private in Company I of the Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
NOAH B. BROOKSHIRE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 4644). 
ting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; reported by Mr. O'HARA 
rom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol], subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Noah B. Brookshire, late a private 
in Company B, Third Regiment of North Carolina Mounted Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM TURVILLE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1275) 
granting a ion to William Turville; reported with an amendment 
by Mr. O'HARA from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Turville, late a private in 
Company H, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Infantry,” in line 7, insert: 

And that the pension be paid to his legally constituted guardian.” 

The amendment was a 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DINWIDDIE B. PHILLIPS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5876) 
for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips; reported by Mr. TUCKER from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That all disabilities incurred by and peed by virtue of 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the Uni States upon Din- 
widdie B. Phillips, of Fauquier County, in the State of Virginia, be, and the same 
are hereby, removed. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM E. HARDY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5259) 
granting a pension to William E. Hardy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William E. Hardy, 
late of 3 D. Thirty-ninth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and to pay him a pension from 
and after the passage of this act. 
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There being no 3 the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH STEWART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5253) 

ting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre d he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to a Sopi on 3 to the 3 and 
limitations of the — laws, the name of Mrs, Elizabeth Stewart, widow of 
Thomas L. Stewart, late of Company E, Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended that the bill be 
amended by inserting before the word Thomas, in line 6, the word 
“Lieutenant,” so as to make it read Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart, widow 
of Lieut. Thomas L. Stewart.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


* JOHN W. LOGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5000) to 
place the name of John W. Logan on the pension-roll. 
oe bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place the name of John d dent father of Clinton M. 
1 „late a private in Company F, of the y-fifth Regiment of 8 
Vo unteers, on the pension-roll, subject to y the ituitations and provisions of the 
pension laws of the United States. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. FLINT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5323) 
granting a pension to George W. Flint. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, s ubject to to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la the name of George a late a member of 
Company D, Fifty-seventh Reginent Enrolled Missouri 

There no objection, the bill was laid aside to 8 reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. THORNTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5252) 
granting a pension to John W. Thornton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of tha Interior is Deren authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John W. Thornton, of Law- 
rence, Kans., and pay Lotte Prat reg relate eee received in defendin 
the city of Lawrenee during the Quant raid, subject to the restrictions eat 


limitations of the pension laws. 
the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


There no objecti 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM CHRISTIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill. (H. R. 5024) 
granting a pension to William Christie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, sub; to the p: ns and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William e, late of — 
A, Seventh Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers; said 
commence from the date when name was dropped from the 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
DR. WILLIAM H. SHEFFIELD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 4163) 
granting a pension to Dr. William H. Sheffield. 
Aire bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted &., That the Secretary of the pic? be, and he is hereby, au- 
rie and directed to place on the pension- roll, sub 


ect to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Sheffield, late 5 
surgeon of the One hundred and seventh New York Volunteers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended amending the pill | 


by inserting in line 6, after the word late, ' the words volunteer 


acting; % soas to make it read late volunteer acting assistant surgeon, 
&e. 


The amendment was to. 


There being noobjection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 


ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
HENRY ANIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5334) 
grunting a pension to Henry Anin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to th 


Forty-first Regiment United St States Colored Troops. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended that the bill be 


amended by striking out, in line 6, the second n“ in the name An- 


e provisions and | 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Annin, late a private in the | 


nin;’’ so as to make it read ‘‘ Anin,’’ and by amending the title in like 
manner. 

The amendments were agreed to 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP DEREMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5335) 
granting a pension to Philip Devemer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- xol = ject to the provisions and 
limitations of the poe laws, the name of Ph e vemer, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty-first Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended that the bill be 
amended by striking out, in line 6, the name Devemer’? and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘‘ Deremer,”’ and by making a like change in the title. 

The amendments were 

There being no objection, the bin as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD L. HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5333) 
granting a pension to Edward L. Hill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pieca on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward L. Hill, late of Company 
G, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN S. WOLVERTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5336) 
granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll a to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin 8. Wolverton, late a pri- 
vate in Company A, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NOAH HOFFMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5328) 
granting a pension to Noah Hoffman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, re he is 3 au- 
and directed to (lagen on the pension-roll, subject and 
imitations of e laws, the name e of Noah H . 
—— O, Nin eth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMELINE CRAWFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5527) 
granting a pension to Emeline Crawford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit 


syivania’ Volunteer fain 


There being no . the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5254) 
to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ee £c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
; rected to increase the pension of George W. Smith, late of Company F, Fortieth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to $24 per month. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 6 strike out 21 and ie 16, so as to read “$16 per month.“ 
The amendment was a 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY B. HOLMES. 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 806) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas a bill (S. 2607) was passed by both Houses af the Fo 
gress, second ion, and approved by the President on the 3d 
1885, granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes, the widow of John 
and 

Whereas by an error in the name of the said John W. Holmes (who was in 
said aet styled Since ets W. Holmes) the said Mary B. Holmes was precluded 
from obtaining such pension as granted in said act: Therefore. 

Bett Les, Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and The is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject’ to the provisions and 


W. h Con- 
W. “Holmes ; ; 


2126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 5, 


3, 1885, is hereby re) ed. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
CARTER W. TILLER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4002) 
granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 
The bill was read, as follows: = 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hi au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Carter W. Tiller, dependent father 
of G. W. Tiller, late a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the pro 


ons and limitations of 
the pension laws. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET E. COCHRAN. 
The next business o the Povi Calendar was the bill (H. R. 908) 
granting a pension to t E. Cochran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


limitations of the pension laws, the name oi E. , widow of 
rene B. late lieutenant-colonel of the Second Kentucky Volun- 
cers. > 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRIETTA FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3934) 
ting a pension to Henrietta Fisher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is , di- 
rected and authorized to put the name of Henrietta Fisher, widow of deus 
S. Fisher, deceased, late of 8 Fourth United States Colored Troo 
m the pension-roll, subject to the tations and provisions of the pension 

aws. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY S. COHN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5881) 
granting a pension to Henry 8. Cohn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit 22 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 8. Cohn, ey, him a pen- 
sion as second lieutenant of Company C, One hundred and si Ohio oben 
teer Infantry, according to the degree of his disabilities, in lieu of the pension 
he rainy wpa aig as sergeant of Company G, One hundred and sixth Ohio Vol- 
unteer . 


Mr. EDEN. If there is a report accompanying this bill I would like 
to have it read. 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 909) 
nting a pension to Henry S. Cohn, having considered the same, submit the 
following report and substitute herewith : 

Henry S. Cohn is now on the pension-roll as first 
hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and the object of the substitute here- 
with reported is to place him on the pension. roll as lieutenant in Company O, 
One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Henry S. Cohn enlisted as a member of the Ohio La Fayette Guards in 1861, he 
at the time being only fifteen years of age, and continued therein for about four 
months, participating in the first Bull fight, when he was mustered out of 
service on account of expiration of term of service. He then enlisted in Fifth 
Virginia Regiment, and was appointed drum- major, Was honorably discha: 
therefrom in August, 1862,and at once joined the One hundred and sixth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and at the organization thereof was appointed first sergeant~ 
of Company G, then at the age of eighteen years, and served in that capacity 


until December, 1802. 

When at the battle of Hartsville, Tenn., his captain was killed, and the first 
and second lieutenants both mortally wounded, he took command of his com- 
pany py the battle, and although comrades were being killed at a fearful 
rate this gallant young soldier led his company on to the hottest of the battle 
until a bullet prostrated him, inflictinga severe wound, from which he has never 
recovered and for which he is now drawing a pension. During this battle his 
entire bri e was captured and carried away as prisoners, leaving him with his 
killed and wounded comrades on the bloody field, when the surgeons of the con- 
federate army came on the field and carried him, with other wounded soldiers, 
to Church hospital, where he oy oe for many months, until he sufficiently re- 
covered to be removed to Camp Denison, Ohio, where he rejoined his command, 
and, although his wounds had not healed, but were constantly troubling him, he 
was transferred to Company C, One hundred and sixth Ohio iment, and was 
by regimental orders appointed lieutenant of said company. and served in that 
cn ty from February until 22d day of May, 1868, when he was on 
account of disability resulting from his wounds, 

Your committee believe he is entitled to be rated as a lieutenant on the pa 
sion-roll, and therefore recommend that the original bill lie on the table, and re- 
port a substitute herewith and recommend its passage. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, ifany gentleman doubts the propriety 
of this bill, I will state that I am personally acquainted with the bene- 
ficiary and know that the facts are as stated in the report. I have in 
my hand the 1 orders, which show that this young man acted 
as a lieutenant during the period mentioned in the report. These orders 
can be read if thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] so desires. 


tof Company G, One 


thorized and directed to place 


Mr. WILLIS. The eni objection to this-bill is that under it this 
gentleman will not get full justice. He ought to receive arrears, but 
is not urging an application of that kind. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH ANN MURPHY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5882) 
granting a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Ann urphy, widow of James 
Murphy, late a private in Company K, Twentieth Kentucky Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN PENNINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3982) 
granting a pension to John Pennington. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Beil enacted, ꝙc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitati -ns of the pension laws, the name of John Pennington, late of Company 
A, Twenty-fourth ent Kentucky Volunteers. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out of Company . bexiam be Sepa 
Kentucky Volunteers,“ and insert captain of Company A, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteers,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN L. HUNTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2797) 
granting a pension to John L. Hunter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the panes alg yo to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Hunter, late of Company 
I, First Regiment of Minnesota Mounted Rangers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to tho 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


GEORGE WELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2791) 
granting an increase of pension to George Wells. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to 1 the name of George Wel late a member of Gom- 
pany I, One hundred and ninth Regiment of New York Volunteers, on the — 
slon-roll, at such an increased rate of pension as said Wells may be entitled to, 
under the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, on account of dis- ` 
ability caused by paralysis. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


a : CLAYTON E. ROGERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2804) 
granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clayton E. Rogers, late a captain 
in the Fiftieth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. z 


BRUNER D. HYATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2798) 
granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ena Co., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bruner D. Hyatt, late of Company 

, Twelfth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. LOVELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2802) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Sarah A. Lovell, mother of Richard 


B. Lovell, late of Company F, of the First Wisconsin Volunteers, on the pension- 
* the United States, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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JOEL D. MONROE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4058) 
for the relief of Joel D. Monroe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary — the — be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la the name of Joel D. Monroe, late a private in 
Company C, One hundred and eleventh New York Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET M. LARRABEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4516) 
sunnaga a pension to Harriet M. Larrabee. 
ill was read, as follows: 


me ee d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to p piace on the n- roll, subject to the pension laws, the 
name of Harriet M rrabee, widow of L. II. Larrabee, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Sixth 2 Maine Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ZEBA S. AYER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5277) 
granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, the 
name of Zeba S. Ayer, dependent father of Zeba A. Ayer, deceased, late a pri- 
vate in Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Infantry Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill waslaid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES CARROLL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar wasthe bill (H. R. 4642) 
granting a pension to James Carroll. 
a bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be: and he is hereby, au- 
88 and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to to the provisions and 
1 of the pension laws, the name of James Carroll, latea private in Com- 
pany B, Third Regiment of North Carolina Mounted Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. BRIDGET SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4070) 
for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of Patrick J. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, rae to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of Pat- 
rick J, Smith, deceased, late of Company H, Tenth Minnesota Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM L. M’CALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4632) 
granting a pension to William L. McCall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ~~ hereby is, directed 
to place the name of William L. McCall, late a private in Company D, Ninth 
Tennessee 88 on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MRS. MARY HASTINGS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3198) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit eee Go., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
lace on the pension-roll, 3 to the limitations and provisions 

of the 3 laws, the name of Hastings, widow’of RO Hast- 
ings, late a private jn Mike Galbreath’s company of scouts and who 


was wounded in 1863, and died from said wound in 1866; and that the end Mrs.” 


Mary Hastings be paid a pension of $8 per month. 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out the words: 
And that the said Mrs. Mary Hastings be paid a pension of $8 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET KEARNS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1543) 
granting a pension to Margaret Kearns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Kearns, mother of James 


Kearns, late a sergeant of Company G, Ninety-fourth New York Infantry, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3826) 
for the relief of John Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & c., That the Secretary of th: teri is hereby, au 

thorized and directed to ee the T pension ef John — po certificate 101790), 
formerly a member of Battery rd Regiment New York Light Artillery 
Nolautece: from $12 to pes per — 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out “twenty-four” and insert “ sixteen,” so it will read, from twelve 
to sixteen dollars per month.“ 

Theamendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AGNES RENZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4592) 
granting a pension to Agnes Renz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

dee That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of k — NZ, 
widow of Henry Renz, a 8 in the One hundred and nineteen ment 


ad New York Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
Ws. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2060) 
granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., eee e and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to Reis on the pension-roll, es to the provisions ‘and 
eee o 885 on res the name of D. Marchand, widow of 
d, late of the United States Navy, and ‘her a pen- 
sion Sore 1 hts 57 880 per month from the date of the passage of this net. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out Roe Spay oe} a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date 

of the passage of 
The ee eee to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIAS SHEADS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5438) 
for the relief of Elias Sheads. 
The bill was read, =? follows: 


There being no ohieckian: the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH K. GALLAGHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3627) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of Byt. Brig 
Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late colonel of the Eleventh Res 
iment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on EA ROTTA | subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, as of 4th of November, 1883, the name of Mrs. 
Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, 
late colonel of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps. 


Mr. PETERS. Let us have the report read in that case. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not ask that the report be read through. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does this bill not grant arrears? 

Mr. PERKINS. For two years. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out that portion of it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask that the remainder of thé report be read, to 
see whether there is any good reason why these arrears should not be 


granted. 
The report (by Mr. Swope) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3627, 
rere eeey ag? following report: 

F. Gallagher was mustered into the service July 2, 1861, at 

Camp Wright, with the rank of colonel of the Eleventh Regiment (Fortieth Reg- 

iment United States) Pennsylvania Reserve eg an He was discharged on the 

12th of December, 1862, for wounds received at South Mountain, Maryland, on 

the l4th 8 1862. He was promoted brevet brigadier-general on the 13th 


March, 1865. 

Colonel Gallagher went int went into the service of his country a perfectly sound and 
healthy man. e contracted disease of the kidneys while in the service, and 
* the entire year of 1862 he was almost entirely unfit for service, yet he al- 

was at his post. He was captured, together with nine of his regiment 

all his field officers, and retained in Libby Prison until he was exchanged 

=a a prisoner of war. He did not go into the hospital at any time, but always 

remained on duty, and after his release from prison he was nursed by his wife 

at a private house in Washington city until he was able to be removed to his 
home in Pennsylvania. 

After his release from prison he received a leave of absence on account of 
his . while at home on furlough at that time he was treated for 
disease of his kidneys by Dr. J. E. Cook, his family physician, and it was the 
first time he was compelled to consult his family physician or take any medicine, 
at least while at home. 
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his ental surgeon, was the one who treated him while 
Tad the doctor a assistant 


in the service, has since died, and also all the surgeons 
eee eee pane Ser pestle cag ners haps, the exception 
of one, and that one was not called upon by Colonel „ a8 his surgeon, 


5557 5 physician, certifies that he was the family physician 
2 was 
F 5 
while away from home and in the service of 
service asound man; that 


: 


plication for 

. Bog men needed it worse than 
for himself and family sufficient of 
refrained from aid from the Government, 
November, 1883, leaving a widow and three children 
years), and he de this life in the full be- 
were well pro for, and with the honest 
assured them) that the Government would protect 
come upon them, 

all his property has been swept away, and his widow and chil- 
are LN Ai and indeed without even the necessaries of life. 
his wido children without a home and on the very verge of 


“reason, as expressed 
he,” thinking that he 
fore he alwa; 


day, knowing so little or nothing 


war, it would be im; 
In view of the above facts and the deplorable condition of the widow of this 
gallant and meritorious officer, which your committee belieye to be true in 
, they unanimously and earnestly recommend the passage of 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the words as of the fourth 


of November, 1883.” 

Mr. MoRRILL’s amendment was to, and the bill as amended 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

JOHN A. STEWART. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5884) 
to increase the pension of John A. Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit £c., That the of the Interior and he is „di- 
enacted, 2 Secretary be, hereby, 


rected to eee een ieee eee 
Sixty-first Regiment lvania Volunteers, to 845 per month. 

There no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


| SARAH M. SHEARER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1061) 
for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit 

and au 

conditions of the 
ford W. Shearer, 

There no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

NEWTON DAY. 


The next business on the eee Calendar was the bill (H. R. 448) 
granting a pension to Newton Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Newton Day, late a private in Com- 
pany B of the Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out Fourteenth ” and insert One hundred and fortieth.” 

The amendment was to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
ENOCH Goss. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 549) 
granting a pension to Enoch Goss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch late of Company D, 
Fifty-first Illinois Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL H. ROSS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 524) 
granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is — 2 au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel H. Ross, 


late vate in 
Ja s pey 8 fee or en Mississippi Marine Brigade, sub- 
SEc, 2, this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT C. M’KEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 525) 

to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll. 
The bill is as follows: 

Beit Co., That the Secret; f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and . ˙ the narhe of Hebert C MaE aa, 
late a private in Company G, Twentieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the on laws. 

Sec. 2. this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ALONZO V. RICHARDS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 601) 
granting a ion to Alonzo V. Richards. 

The bill is as follows: ; 

Bei h 
— it r te That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


irected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the on laws, the name of Alonzo V. Ri late a second 


z lieutenant in the Signal Corps, United States Army, and that he shall draw a 


pension at the rate allowed to second lieutenants of said service, and tbat this 
shall be in lieu of the pension now paid him, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. CATHERINE M’CARTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5603) 
a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty. 
The bill is as follows: 


enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eat Airra 
Carty, widow of John McCarty, late a private in Company B, Regiment 
eer | State Militia Valunteers, the pension to date from the death of her 


Mr. EDEN. That seems to include the question of arrearage. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to strike out of the bill the words the pen- 
sion to date from the death of her husband,’’ in the seventh line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSHUA L. MORRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5599) 
granting a pension to Joshua I.. Morris. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of tae pension laws, the name of Joshua L. Morris, late of Company 
H, Third Missouri State Militia Cavalry. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ANTHONY HARSEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4114) 
granting a on to Anthony Harsel. 
The bill is as follows: 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by in- 
serting the word ‘‘ captain“ before the name of the beneficiary of this 
bill, so that it will read, Capt. Anthony Harsel.“ I thought I had 
done so in the bill, but find that while I made the change in the report 
I did not incorporate it in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEANDER C. MITCHELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4992) 
restoring Leander C. Mitchell to the pension- roll. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted G., That Leander C. Mitchell, of Chariton County, Missouri, 
formerly on the pension-roll by certificate numbered 103982, but who has been 
dro therefrom, be restored to all his rights under said pension certificate 
and restored to said roll. The committee recommend to strike out the name 
“Mitchell” and insert “Twitchell.” Also amend the title so as to read, “A 
bill restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension-roll.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee now rise and report 
these bills to the House. 
Mr. BURROWS. I would inquire of the gentleman if he will not 
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allow the committee to remain in session until we can finish the next 
two cases on the Calendar? 

Mr. MATSON. I had agreed to allow this last case to be called be- 
cause the gentleman who presented the bill desired to be absent next 
week. However, I have no disposition to be captious aboutit, andam 
willing that the next two cases, if they are important to the gentle- 
man from Michigan, shall be taken up and considered. 


II. P. M’FARLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3848) 
for the relief of H. P. McFarlin. 
: The bill is as follows: 


Be it Co., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of II. P. M lin, late of Company I, 
Seventh Regiment Michigan Infantry. 


The committee recommend the striking out of the words place on, 
in the Zourth line, and the insertion of the words restore to.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to tho House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY s. DOUGLAS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2805) 
granting a psor to Mary 8. Douglas. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 8. Douglas, mother of Thomas 
Douglas, late of Company C, Second Regiment of Maine Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private Cal- 
endar under the special order of the House, had instructed him to re- 
port sundry bills with various recommendations. 


ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the unfinished 
business coming over from the preceding session of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2022) to increase the pension of Ellen M. Mitchell. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, when that bill went over on the 
last Friday night session it was presumed by those who construed the 
rule at the time that the bill would come up for consideration this morn- 
ing (Friday). I understand that after a conference the Speaker deter- 
mined it would not, and could not be considered this morning. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent, and trust the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions will concede it, that the re question may be 
considered as ordered on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 
and also on the passage of the bill and that it may go over for the present, 
which will throw it over until Monday morning as unfinished business, 

Mr. MATSON. I am perfectly content with that, as it was what we 
intended to do on last Friday. e 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That was the original intention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar without amendment, were severally ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


namely: £ $ 
A bill (H. R. 4389) granting a pension to William Bridges; 
A bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; 
A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to William E. Hardy; 
to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 


granting a pension to George W. Flint; 
granting a pension to John W. Thornton; 
granting a pension to William Christie; 
granting a pension to Edward L. Hill; 
granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton; 
granting a pension to Noah Hoffman; 
granting a pension to Emeline Crawford; and 
granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 


MARGARET E. COCHRAN, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation was the bill 
(H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. Cochran, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, upon that bill, just for one moment, I 
desire to say that I have a letter from the brother-in-law of this lady, 
which sets forth the facts in the case; and I have not undertaken to 
occupy the time of the committee, and will not now, but simply ask 
in her interest that this letter be printed in connection with the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 

LovIsvILLE, February 27, 1884. 

Dear Sm: Thinking that a brief statement of the life and military services of 
Lieut, Col. Thomas B. ran may have some effect in securing an enlightened 
and just result in regard to the bill proposing a pension to his widow, Sirs. M. 
E. Cochran, I hastily prepare the following statement, much of which is per- 
sonally known to you, and more possibly to Hon. Justice John M. Harlan, who 
was u personal friend of J Cochran, and was in the mili service at or 
about the same time. At the breaking out of the war, Colonel Cochran was a 
lawyer in full practice in the town of ray pe, Mayes Ky.; a man of robust health, 
and was considered to stand at the head of his profession in the place of his resi- 
dence. He was a man of decided character and always outspoken in his senti- 
ments, His sentiments were so decided and his exertions so effective for the 
preservation of the Union of the States, that the late General I. H. Rousseau 
thought it of great importance to get him to take an active part in the military 
movements that were then being organized at * Holt, near the city of 
Louisville, and tendered him the command of one of the three regiments then 
being organized at that place. Mr, Cochran, whose m. and ence were 
only equaled by his courage and devotion to right, suggested that his brother- 
in-law, Colona B. Board, who was a graduate of West Point, should be nomi- 
nated as colonel of the regiment, he himself taking the position of lieutenant- 
colonel. These are the circumstances under which he entered the service. He 
at once entered into active service, went into camp at Nolin, served underGen- 
eral Sherman until he was relieved by General Buell; was actively engaged in 
the Tennessee campaign; was at the battle of Shiloh or Pittsburgh Landing; 
covered Buell's retrograde movement on Louisville (his regiment bein; prag an l 
led Buell's advance in the campaign on General Bragg; participated in the bat- 
tle of Perryville, &. In the succeeding summer was stricken down with ty- 
phoid fever, taken to his home and nursed through what all of his friends at 
the time considered would be a fatal sickness. Before his health was fully re- 
stored hejoined his command, but continued feeble from the effects of chronic 
diarrhea, contracted immediately after his return to aan and from which he 
was never relieved during hislife. His superiors finding him unfit for field duty 
placed him in charge of transportation at the city of . he con- 
tinued for some time. His physicians finally ordered him to quit service, and 
in obedience to their uirements he ed his commission, and under their 
advice made a trip to Europe for his health, which was somewhat improved 
thereby. On his return he undertook to resume the practice of law; was 
elected to the State senate, and, having removed to Louisville, was elected chan- 
cole of the Louisville chancery court, the most important legal tribunal in the 
city. 

During all this time his health was exceedingly delicate, and he was contin- 
uously troubled by the chronic complaint contracted in the — 8 pots age 
made a short visit to E , another to Cuba, with slight benefit in in- 
stance, He continued his rs as judge of the court, when it was the wonder 
of his friends and the bar how a man reduced as he was physically should even 
leave his home. Finally his system could no longer nd to his great will, 
and a slight attack of erysipelas, which his family thought but little of at first, 
resulted in his death. Fora long time prior he was 3 but the shadow 
of his former self, reduced almost toa skeleton. He kept up only Px theca in- 
domitable will and determination which were the leading features of his charac- 
ter. It may be proper to say to you that while engaged in the public service, 
both in his military and civil capacity, he had necessarily so neglected his pri- 
vate affairs that the moderate competency he had accumulated was dissipated, 
and his widow was left without provision. He never bad children, and his 
widow is og pg fo on her own exertions fora support. She is now employed 
as a teacher in a female school at Mount Sterling, in this State. I have Raati 
sketched the outlines of his life since he heat the Army in order to supple- 
ment your own knowledge of his history. It does seem to me that this is a caso 
where the Congress wn properly intervene to carry out the principles of the 

eral law. of the fact that technical construction prevents the officers 
kalrusted with the execution of the law from carrying out its true intent, 
namely, the fostering ion of the Government to the widow left homeless 
and. poor by reason of the husband's services to the Government. The evi- 
dence filed with Mrs, Cochran’s e in the Pension Department will 
fully sustain the facts as herein recited. 
With great respect, I , yours, truly, 


Hon. A. S. Wiiu1s, Washington, D. C. 


BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn; 

A bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 
granting an increase of pension to George Wells: 


ROBERT COCHRAN, 


A bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 

A bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 

A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larrabec; 

A bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer; 

A bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to James Carroll; 

A bill R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs, Bridget Smith, mother of 
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A bill R. 4632) granting a pension to William L. McCall; 
A bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns; 

A bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Agnes Renz; 

A bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads; 

A bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 
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n E 1061) for the relief of apap e 
549 granting a pension to 

H. R. 524) granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross; 
H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll; 
H. R. 601 granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 
H. R. 5599) granting a to Joshua L. Morris; and 
R. 2805) granting a pension to Mary S. Douglas. 

ills of the following titles were from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments. The amendments were agreed to; and the 
bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 


bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; 
ill A R. 926) granting a pension to James Stone; 


g 


H. R. 1275) granting a pension to William Turville; 

H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

. R. 4163) granting a pension to Dr. William H. Sheffield; 

—— to increase the pension of George W. Smith; 
3982) granting a pension to John Pennington; 

3198) gran a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings; 

H. R. 2000) for for the relief of John Taylor; 
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iil (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
ill (H. R. 3627 granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Galla- 
idow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late 
f the Eleventh iment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; 
H. R. 448) granting a pension to Newton Day; 
R. 5603 panting a peste To ME Catherine McCarty; 
restoring Leander C. Mitchell to the pension-roll; 
3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin; 
4114) granting a pension to Anthony Harsel; 
H. R. 5335 granting a pension to Philip Deremer; 
R. 5334) granting a pension to Henry Anin; 
Senate bill of the following title, reported back from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole without amendment, was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and : 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 

A bill of the following title reported, from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and two-thirds voting in favor thereof: 

A bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips. 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
had been passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of A. H. Cole, administrator of A. 
H. M. & B. R. Stublefield, Wayne County, Tennessee, asking that their 
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Annie R. 
Hertzog, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana, and of Lester Prudhomme, 
of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of the Knights of Labor of Bangor, 
Me., in favor of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of soldiers of Me Kean County, Penn- 
Sylvania, praying for the extension of arrearages of pensions, &c., as pro- 
by the committee on pensions of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
ic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of the New Jersey State board of 
agriculture for the elevation of the office of Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure to a Cabinet position—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same in relation to pleuro-pneumonia and other 
diseases among cattle, swine, &c.—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the same in relation to the restrictions on pork— 
to the Committee on F 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of D. J. Bingham and others and of 
George H. Welldin and others, favoring the continued coinage of silver 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, in reference to 
the amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the city of Gallipolis, Ohio, for 
marine hospital at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Statement of Judge Darnell as to claim of Sally B. 
Bent for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of J. F. Arthur-and 180 others, of 
Camden, S. C., for improvements of Winyaw Bay and rivers tributary 
therate is the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Papers in the case of Sheily & De Long—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of many citizens, praying for the of 
House bill 4690, to equalize the right to fish in the tide waters of the 
United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Henderson, Rusk 
County, Texas, asking for an adequate appropriation to deepen the 
peau at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

Ts. 


By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of citizens of Northampton County, Vir- 
ginia, for an appropriation for dredging Narsawaddock River, in said 
county—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): Petition of James R. Young, of Cam- 
den, Ark., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Nipper James, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of Mrs. Mary Doyle, widow 
of First Lieut. John Doyle, asking for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Society of Friends of Scip! aoe N. V., in 
favor of Senate bill 355—to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 170 citizens, asking for the division of 
western district of Arkansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of W. A. Hopkins and others, and of W. 
F. Williams and others, of Sharon, Kans., opposing a bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring the 

ent of the soldiers’ home at Leavenworth, Kans.—to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Brown & Hambleton and others, 
citizens of Cloverport, Ky., and vicinity, protesting against the passage 
of the present or bankruptcy bill known as the Lowell bill— 
to the Committee on the J 

By Mr. SENEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, respecting the erection of a marine hospital at Gallipolis, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the same, relating toa training-ship on Lake 
Erie—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Edward E. Chase and 19 others, 
citizens of the ninth Congressional district of Wisconsin, for free coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Federation of Labor Unions, opposing a change 
in the mechanics’ lien law of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Master Plumbers’ Association, of the District 
of Columbia, opposing change in mechanics’ lien law, District of Co- 
lumbia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 238 soldiers and 286 others, 524 in all, 
eitizens of mean “seid Ind., to pension all Union soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Paducah, 
Ky. A praying the passage of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Colorado, in opposition to 
passage of bankrupt law—to the same committee. 

Also, house concurrent resolution of Colorado Legislature, for a mount- 
ain military department with headquarters at or near Denver, Colo.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, in relation tothe Beau- 
bien land grant in that State—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, for the relief of An- 
son Rudd—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of soldiers, praying for the passage 
of a bill embodying the recommendations of the national committee of 
the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WAIT: Resolutions of the General Assembly of Connecticut 
in regard to the proposed removal of the naval training school from 
Coaster’s Harbor to the New London naval station—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers in the claim of Mobile Dock Company— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of W. J. Ives and others; of J. P. 
Farmer and others, of Hans Everson and others, of Ole Petersen and 
others, of John Basso and others, of Severin Johnson and others, of 
C. P. Weld and others, of O. C. Swenson and others, and of L. L. 
Humble and others, citizens of Minnesota, for the regulation or sup- 
pression of the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, opposing 
the increase of on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 


upon an eq 


uality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and 270 acl or 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Of George E. Stevens and 25 citizens of Frost- 
burg, and of Michael Murphy and $4 other oitipeus of Lonscuning, Md. 


The following petitions, praying g Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education 
By Mr. FUNSTON: Of 150 citizens of the second district of onio, 
including 18 clergymen, 7 physicians, 5 lawyers, 13 teachers, 64 busi- 
ness men, and 33 officers of temperance and other societies. 
Ff Mo Mr. WILKINS: Of Rev. Thomas Clayton and 5 other preachers; 
McElvey, M. D., and 2 other physicians; 11 teachers; 57 promi- 
nent business men, and 5 officers of temperance and other societies. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 6, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House this day is set apart for gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole House, no other business to be 
transacted. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for debate only. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MILLARD] is recognized. 


THE SILVER QUESTION. 


Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire at this time to enter 
upon an elaborate discussion of the silver question, but the interests in- 
volved are so vital to my constituents, and of such importance to the 

le of the country, I am unwilling this debate should close without 
stating briefly some of the reasons that will compel me to vote against 
the free and unlimited coinage of the present standard silver dollar. 

My first objection to the p legislation is not that it gives to sil - 
ver unlimited coi but that the dollar it proposes to coin contains 
less than 80 cents’ worth of silver; that such a coin isdishonest, and not 
what itis represented to be. Iam in every sefise of the word a bimetal- 
list, and I desire it distinctly understood that Iam in favor of the useof 
the silver coin 1asa part of the lawful curreney ot the country. As has often 
been said, it is emphatically the money of the people, and any legisla- 
tion that will tend to drive out of circulation either gold or silver, leav- 
ing only the other as money, would, in my judgment, bring ruin and 
disaster upon the country. 

What our people want and are entitled to under the Constitution is 
an honest currency, a silver dollar that shall be fixed and stable in its 
value, whether it contains 412} or 480 grains of silver; such legislation 
as will endow the two metals with an equality of value and maintain 
that equality. If the advocates of silver can bring into the House such 
a bill, or one that will substantially maintain the equilibrium between 
the two metals, I would not only vote for it but would vote to open our 
mints to the free and unlimited coinage of the silver of the world. 
What the people want is an honest coin, a silver dollar worth, as com- 
pared with the gold unit, 100 cents; not a coin possessing a certain 
value to-day and another to-morrow; that will purchase a loaf of bread 
to-day and only half a loaf to-morrow; that is a legal tender to-day 
and scarcely bullion or merchandise to-morrow. 

Sir, I do not think the expectations of the advocates of the Bland bill 
of 1878 have been realized. The promises made by its author and his 
associates have certainly not been fulfilled. While the measure was 
under consideration, not only upon this floor but at the other end of 
the Capitol, the country was told, yes, repeatedly told, that the silver 
dollar which it proposed to coin in such abundance would become more 
valuable than gold. It was then, as compared with gold, worth 92 
cents. One of its most zealous and distinguished advocates, a col- 
league of the author of the bill, declared that the real danger was that 
the Bland dollar would prove too valuable to circulate along with the 
goid oaii and we would be compelled to change the ratio of the two 
co 


I call the attention of the committee to the remarks of almost every 
Member and Senator who spoke in favor of the of the bill. Over 
and over they declared that the silver coin would rise to the value 
and dignity of the gold dollar; that the two coins would never part com- 
pany, but circulate side by side, one the equivalent of the other. 

James A. Garfield, then a distinguished member upon the floor of the 
House, said that if he could be assured of this fact he would vote for 
the bill; but, said he: 

1 as I do, and I shall rejoice if the future proves me mistaken, believ- 
ing, as I do, that this bill will not bring the two metals to equali nono them 
there, that'it will bring no relief tothe es and distress w 


w afflicts 
the country, that it will seriously injure the public credit and hereby injure 
every citizen, I shall vote to lay bill on the table. 


And he so voted. 

James A. Garfield was never nearer right in his predictions. It is 
eight years since the passage of the Bland bill over the veto of Presi- 
dent Hayes and there has never been a day or an hour when the dis- 
tance between the two coins has not been widening. Instead of becom- 
ing the equal of the gold coin, the silver dollar is worth less than 80 
cents, Should its coi be continued as provided by the Bland bill 
or as provided by the pending bill he isa very brave man who will dare 
to predict its intrinsic value eight years hence. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no question but that Congress has power 
to coin money and regulate the value thereof. Article 1, section 8 of 
the Constitution provides that Congress shall have the power to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof, but I submit it was never the 
intention of our fathers that the Governmentof the United Statesshould 
make a business of it at the expense of its citizens. This is precisely 
what the Government is doing to-day. It goes into the market and 
purchases 80 cents’ worth of silver, with which, and at an expense of 
less than 2 cents for coi it makes the dollar prescribed by the Bland 
bill, and this dollar they say is the dollar of the fathers. Suppose we 
go on coining this 80-cent piece until every dollar in gold is driven out 
of the country, we shall then require no legislation to take away its 
legal-tender properties, as we did the trade-dollar, for it will have none 
left; and after it has ceased to circulate with gold, suppose Congress 
shall refuse, yes, 55 refuse, to redeem it, as it has the trade- 
dollar, which, as is well known, contains 7} grains more of silver than 
the Bland dollar. 

Sir, the power to coin money and regulate the value thereof does not 
authorize the coi of any such dollar. ulate means to adjust, 
“to adjust by rule, to adjust by rule or method.“ The power con- 
ferred upon Congress was to go into the gold and silver market of the 
world, ascertain their relative market value, and fix the ratio accord- 
ingly. If you will examine the celebrated report of Alexander Hamil- 
ton, made with the view of the establishment of the Mint in 1792, you 
will find that such was the construction he put upon this clause of the 
Constitution. Says he, I would give a preference to neither of the 
two metals for the money-unit.”’ 

In fixing the ratio of 1 to 15 in the act of 1792 his object was the 
establishment of their just equilibrium and relative value, and from 
that day down to the passage of the act of 1873 Congress always sought 
to preserve the equality and equilibrium of value between the two metals. 
‘As an illustration I cite the act of 1834, when the value of the gold unit 
was diminished. 

Go into the markets of the world, ascertain the true and relative 
value of each metal, fix the ratio accordingly, and I will vote for the 
unlimited coinage of silver. Such a silver dollar will not be a falsifi- 
cation, but contain a hundred cents, an honest coin, and pass from hand 
to hand as such wherever good money is in use. 

In discussing this question I am reminded of the coin known as the 
trade-dollar—a coin the existence of which is entirely forgotten by the 
Government at this time. 

By the act of February 12, 1873, it was provided that the silver dol- 
lar of the United States should be a trade-dollar containing 420 
of silver. Upon one side of this coin wasstamped, emblematic of free- 
dom, the word Liberty“ and the date of itscoinage. Upon the other 
side the figure of the eagle, not any ordinary bird but the real Ameri- 
can eagle, with the inscription ‘‘ United States of America, In God 
we trust, and E Pluribus Unum.” 

Under this act and between the date of its passage and the passage 
of the Bland bill the Government coined $35,959,360. A large portion 
of this coin was exported to China, but the balance was taken by our 
own people. It was paid out in small sums to the industrial 
and by them passed to the tradesmen of their respective localities. 
This coin was issued by the Government as money. 

By its high-sounding inscriptions the Government declared it was 
worth a hundred cents, and the poor man, the mechanic, and farmer 
took it, relying upon this representation; yet notwithstanding all this, 
Congress took away its limited legal-tender qualities, took away its 
moneyed value and reduced it to merchandise. Between five and ten 
millions of this coin is now held by the people of my own State and 
the great State of Pennsylvania. 

Now, sir, before the Government of the United States should be per- 
mitted to coin another 79 or 80 cent dollar, whether under the Bland 
act of 1878 or any other act, in the name of the poor men and women 
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who took this coin relying on the representations of the Government 
that it was an honest coin, an honest dollar, I demand that it shall be 
redeemed, and redeemed at its face value. The Government owes this 
much not only to its own honor, but to the men and women who took 
it in good faith. It is said that it has been bought up by the banks. 
I care not who holds it, whether it be held by the rich or the poor, the 
individual or the corporation, the American citizen or the heathen 
Chinee. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman explain why the 
trade-dollar was of less value than the silver dollar containing eight 
grains less silver? 

Mr. MILLARD. Because Congress gave the silver dollar the legal- 
tender quality and took it away from the trade-dollar. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do you believe in giving the legal- 
tender quality to coin by law? 

Mr. MILLARD. Yes. But when you give the legal-tender quality 
to any coin, in so far as it is not equal to the unit coin that part of it 
is fiat. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. My question is, do you believe in 
attaching the legal-tender quality to any coin by law ? 

Mr. MILLARD. Yes; if you make it equal to the unit coin. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do not you give the legal-tender 
quaility to the gold dollar without making it equal to anything ? 

Mr. MILLARD. No, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is not the legal-tender quality at- 
tached to the gold dollar? 

Mr. MILLARD. What gives it the legal-tender quality is its intrinsic 
value. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And it has been made the unit of 
value, in violation of the very recommendation of Alexander Hamilton 
that you reſerred to in the first part of your speech. 

Mr. MILLARD. I beg the gentleman's pardon; he is laboring under 
a mistake. 

Mr. Chairman, the only way out of our difficulty isin the establish- 
ment of an international ratio between the two metals. Until that is 
done I am not only opposed to the free coinage of silver, but would fix 
a date for the suspension of its coinage as provided by the Bland act 
of 1878. 

The act of 1878 has brought no relief to either capital or labor. By 
the provisions of that act the is authorized and directed to 
purchase from time to time silver bullion, at the market price thereof, 
not less than two million dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four 
million dollars’ worth, and cause the same to be coined monthly as fast 
as so purchased into 80-cent dollars, and a sufficient sum to carry out 
the provisions of the said act is appropriated out of the money in the 
Treasu 


Ty. 

But why should the people of the country be taxed at the rate of at 
least $2,000,000 per month for the coinage of a coin that can not be 
forced into circulation? Every month there is taken out of the United 
States Treasury $2,000,000 in gold to meet the requirements of the 
Bland bill, and if the advocates of that bill could have their way the 
sum thus taken would be four instead of two million dollars. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What evidence have you that 
$2,000,000 a month in gold was paid out of the Treasury for bullion? 

Mr. MILLARD. The act authorizes the payment of two millions a 
month as a minimum—from two millions to four millions month. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does the act provide that it shall 
be paid in gold? 

Mr. MILLARD. The practice of the Government has been to pay 
in gold, or its equivalent, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh, the practice of the Government; 
but what is the statute? Does that require payment in gold? 

Mr. MILLARD. I do not think it does. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then why not pay it in silver? 

Mr. MILLARD. If we are to have a silver dollar worth only 79 
cents I say let us pay it in silver. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Did anybody ever refuse to receive 
payment for silver bullion in silver? 

Mr. MILLARD. I do not think the Government ever offered silver 
for silver bullion. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is the trouble. If they would 
carry out the law faithfully they would. 

Mr. MILLARD. Iam not responsible for this administration. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But you are responsible for your 
own allegations in your speech. 

Mr. MILLARD. Yes, sir; and I stand by them. I think my friend 
assumes & great responsibility if he undertakes to justify all the acts 
of the present administration. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I am not here for that business. 

Mr. MILLARD, Since the passage of the act of 1878, asis well known, 
upward of two hundred and twenty millions of silver dollars have been 
coined and stored in the recesses of the Treasury. Of this sum less 
than $52,000,000 have found their way into circulation; the balance, 
$168,000, 000, are still in the possession of the Government. The Gov- 
ernment during the entire period of eight years has been able to keep 
in circulation less than one-fourth of the total coinage. 


But it is said that of this $168,000,000 about $100,000,000 are rep- 
resented by silver certificates. What are these certificates? They are 
not legal tender in payments between individuals. They may be in- 
cluded in the reserves of the banks and used in the payment of all public 
dues. It is said they are redeemable in silver, but none have ever been 
redeemed and none ever will be. Sir, the condition of our national 
finances do not justify an appropriation of $28,000,000 per annum, the 
sum required by the provisions of the act. From the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury it appears that the receipts of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, were 690,706. 38— 
the receipts, all told, $24,829,163.54 less than for the year ending Jun 
1884; that the expenditures of the Post-Office Department alone exceed 
its receipts by $8,381,571.41; that the surplus in the Treasury June 
30, 1885, was $40,929,854.32 less than reported June 30,1884. Sir, we 
shall require no horizontal reduction of 20 per cent. of the revenues to 
make the receipts of the Government equal its expenditures, for the 
same Secretary of the Treasury states the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment for the next year will exceed its receipts by at least $24,000,000. 

In view of these facts, I submit whether the President is not right in 
his recommendations; whether the further coinage of silver as provided 
by the Bland act ought not to be suspended; whether the act itself should 
not be repealed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
istration. 

“ MILLARD. Upon this question I am. 
right. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been repeatedly told during this discussion 
that this is a contest between the bondholder upon the one side and 
the debtor class upon the other, and that the passage of the Bland bill 
was the first blood for the debtor class. If it is meant by this that a 
debt contracted to be paid in honest money is to be satisfied in a de- 
based and depreciated coin, then the contest has unquestionably been 
correctly defined. It is also charged upon this floor that the adminis- 
tration is engaged in a conspiracy with this same bondholder in setting 
aside and refusing to execute the laws. 

Sir, the sins and shortcomings of the present administration are quite 
sufficient without adding this to its many offenses. But since 
the accusation comes from the Democratic side of the House it is barely 
possible it may not be without some foundation. 

My distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in closing his re- 
markable speech declared that he would provide for free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, and would require the Secretary to pay out the silver 
in the Treasury as he has the gold in satisfaction of all public indebt- 
edness, Sir, I have no more interest in the manner of the payment of 
the bonds of the Government than any other citizen. Iam not a bond- 
holder or the son of a bondholder; neither have I a gold or silver mine. 

I do not know what others may think; butas for myself, for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to discharge its national debt in a debased 
currency, in a coin worth less than 80 cents, such an act would be par- 
tial repudiation, would ruin us in the eyes of the civilized world. On 
the Ist day of August, 1865, our national debt was $2,756,000,000 in 
round numbers after deducting cash on hand in the United States Treas- 
ury. Onthe30th of June, 1885, it was only $1,485,000, 000 after deduct- 
ing cash in Treasury. Within twenty years we have paid off, and paid 
in honest money and accbrding to the contract, $1,271,000,000 of the 
principal of the national debt and $1,890,000,000 accumulated in- 
terest. 


Now you are defending the admin 


I say the President is 


Sir, let us not now, at this late day, go into the business of repudia- 
tion. I would not say but that, according to the letter of the statutes, 
the Government bonds, such as were issued or refunded prior to the act 
of 1873, may not technically be paid in standerd silver dollars, whether 
they are worth 80 or 100 cents; but such was not the understanding or 
intention of the parties who paid for them in gold orits equivalent. The 
silver dollar was not then and had never been employed as a legal ten- 
der for the payment of large debts, either public or private. At the 
time the debt was contracted the silver dollar as a coin of circulation 
had become obsolete. By the act of 1834 it was substantially demone- 
tized. The average amount of silver dollars annually coined from 1834 
to 1873 did not exceed $160,000. From the foundation of the Govern- 
ment down to the passage of the Bland bill the entire coinage of the sil- 
ver dollar was less than $8,000,000, while the gold coinage during the 
same period was more than $1,000,000,000. 

In view of these facts I submit whether the coin referred to in the 
several statutes was gold or silver, whether the parties who subscribed 
for the securities of the Government, purchasing them at par and pay- 
ing for them in gold or its equivalent, as the case may be, suspected 
for a moment that the Government, when silver became cheap, would 
commence to coin it into cheap dollars by the hundred millions with 
which to pay its creditors. In my judgment, sir, if we should fail to 
pay them back their money to the strict letter of the bargain we would 
incur a disgrace that could never be removed from us. We would de- 
prive this nation of anelement of its greatest strength, its unquestioned 
credit. Principle and integrity forbid any other policy. It is the only 
way in which this Government can keep itself in a position to go into 
the market of the world hereafter as a borrower. 

But this whole matter was settled by the act of February 12, 1873. 
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The act of February, 1873, provided that the gold coin should be legal 
tender for the payment of all debts in excess of $5. By this act the 
standard silver dollar of 4124 grains was abolished and the trade-dol- 
lar, containing 420 grains of silver, was authorized and made a legal 
tender for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. Rely- 
ing upon the provisions of the said act, many of the bonds then outstand- 
ing were refunded at a lower rate of interest and passed from hand to 
hand in good faith. Can such obligations, against the consent of the 
holder, be honestly paid off in a cheap and debased coin? 

Sir, this is a matterof the greatestimportance. It touches the char- 
acter, credit, and good name of our Government. Nonation can afford 
to deal otherwise than honestly with its creditors. The faith of the 
nation is pledged to the payment of its obligations not only according 
to the letter but the spirit of the contract. With nations as with in- 
dividuals “honesty is the best policy.“ But this is not all; the agents 
of the Government employed to negotiate its bonds represented the in- 
terest to be payable in gold. 

I think it will hardly be claimed by any one that a person purchas- 
ing the obligations of the Government, relying upon the representations 
of its duly authorized agents, would be compelled to accept payment 
other than as represented. 

Our Government can not afford to be dishonest upon the theory that 
our bonds are held by the moneyed kings of Europe, that they are held 
by foreigners, for such is not the fact. The last official report of the 
Register shows that out of the $1,000,000,000 of i bonds out- 
standing less than $12,000,000 are held abroad. It is a question be- 
tween the Government of the United States and its own people—the 
middle classes, the farmers, the mechanic, the tradesman, and the day- 
laborer. More than 50 per cent. of all the outstanding bonds are held 
by the savings-banks and trust companies as security for the deposits 
of our industrial classes, men and women of small earnings, and who are 
dependent upon the labor of their hands for the support of themselves 
and families, 

There are upon deposit in the savings-banks of the State of New 
York, a State which I have the honor in part to represent upon this 
floor, $437,000,000, the larger portion of which is the accumulation 
of the toiling people of my State. Sir, they are the bondholders and 
gold-bugs whose implacable avarice so disturbs the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], and if I with an unnatural 
fervor it is because the of the distinguished gentleman was 
unjust and uncalled for. I should be found wanting in my duty and 
patriotism were I not to defend their honor and integrity. 

The creditor class of the country are not the bloated bondholders, 
the millionaires of our great cities, or the stock gamblers of Wall street. 
It embraces more of the poor than it does the rich and affluent. It is 
this class our laws were made to protect. It is in their behalf I speak, 
that they may be protected from the evils and misery attendant upon 
an unstable and dishonest currency. 

Sir, a word further and Iam done. It is said that the silver dollar, 
now being coined under the provisions of the Bland bill, is not a dis- 
honest dollar; that it will buy in the market as much as you can pur- 
chase with the gold dollar. While this may be true how long will this 
condition of things continue? The fact remains that it is worth less 
than 80 cents; that it is not what it is represented to be; that 20 per 
cent. of its face value is a fraud and a fiction; that 20 per cent. of its 
stamp value is fiat, and yet I have heard it repeatedly stated that this 
is an honest coin, the dollar of the fathers.” I would respectfully re- 
mind these gentlemen that the dollar of the fathers ’’ was for nearly 
a half-century at par with the gold unit; that the silver dollar of 
Alexander Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson was a coin that circulated 
side by side with the gold dollar and maintained its equality for nearly 
fifty years. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, I want to state to my friend that 
it would now, if it were not for the additional fiat element in the gold 
dollar. 

Mr. MILLARD. The gold dollar has a fixed and permanent value, 
while the silver dollar is subject to constant fluctuation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. All the difference between the gold 
and the silver dollar is made up by fiat. 

Mr. MILLARD, The fiat added to the 79 or 80 cents worth of silver 
in the standard silver dollar. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLARD. Twenty per cent. of the silver dollar is fiat. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman will permit, I wish to ask him a 
question. Was not the silver dollar worth as much as gold untilit was 
discriminated against by being demonetized? Was not the amount 
of silver in the silver dollar equal in value to the gold dollar until the 
silver dollar was demonetized in 1873? 

Mr. MILLARD. It was not at par with the gold dollar. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Did it not have 3 per cent. more of 
value than the gold dollar? 

Mr. MILLARD. In 1834 it had more than the gold dollar, and the 
gold dollar was reduced to restore the equilibrium. 

Mr. BYNUM. But in 1873 was not the 412} grains of silver in the 
silver dollar worth more than the 25.8 grains of gold in the gold dollar? 

Mr. MILLARD. From the foundation of this Government until 


1873, when the silver dollar was demonetized, we had not coined more 
than eight millions of silver dollars, while we had coined more than 
one thousand million gold dollars. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is not an answer to my question. 

How long, I submit, will it be before this Bland dollar will be rejected 
and repudiated by the people? How long will it be before the mer- 
chant and the tradesman will repudiate it by adding 20 per cent. to the 
price of their merchandise? Every commodity save the wages of the 
day-laborer will advance. He will be the first and last to suffer. Its 
repudiation and rejection has already commenced. No legal-tender 
enactment can prevent the making of contracts that require payments 
to be made in gold or itsequivalent. It will be repudiated because it 
is not and never was what it is represented to be. Thomas F. Bayard, 
Secretary of State, eight years ago, in the Senate of the United States, 
then a distinguished member of that body, while discussing the right 
of the Government to pay its bonds in silver, declared that the power 
to coin money and regulate the value thereof did not mean the power 
to coin and falsify. 

Mr. PETERS. If the purchasing power of the standard silver dollar 
is the same as the purchasing power of the standard gold dollar, what 
is the difference? 

Mr. MILLARD. I answer the gentleman by saying that the only 
thing which keeps the silver coin in circulation is the gold dollar be- 
hind it. j 

Said Mr. Bayard, and I quote his exact language: 

Can you demand that a piece of coined silver worth but 90 cents shall be 
taken as the equivalent of a piece of coined gold worth a hundred cents? You 
undervalue one coin deliberately. You do not certify the truth as to its value, 
but you stamp upon that which you know at the time to be false. 

Mr. Chairman, the currency of the country is fast drifting toward a 
silver basis. Only one of two things can save us from financial 
disaster: suspension of the coinage, as provided by the Bland bill, or 
the establishment of an international ratio between the two precious 
metals. France has ceased to coin silver. The mints of Germany have 
been closed against its coinage for many years. England still refuses 
to enter into any arrangement or treaty with the United States and the 
states comprising the Latin Union by which an international ratio be- 
tween gold and silver may be established. The chances of the estab- 
lishment of an international ratio for the coinage of the two metals are 
notatallencouraging. On thecontrary, a majority of the nations com- 
posing the Latin Union have recently entered into an agreement by 
which no more silver is to be coined. 

Unless a common ratio between gold and silver can be agreed upon 
between the United States and England, France, and Germany the 
sooner the Bland act is repealed the better. History is sure to repeat 
itself, and the Bland dollar will become little better than the clipped 
coin of the seventeenth century. In recording the evils of that period 
in the history of England Lord Macaulay said that— 

It may well be doubted whether all the misery which has been inflicted on 
the English nation in a quarter of a century by bad kings, bad ministers, 
bad parliaments, and bad jadges was equal to the misery caused in a single 
pee by bad crowns and bad shillin When the instrument of exchange 

ecame . deranged all trade, all industries were smitten as with a 
palsy. The evil was felt daily and hourly in almost every place and by almost 
every class, in the dairy and on the thrashing-floor, by the anvil and by the 
loom, on the billows of the ocean and in the depth of the mine, nothing could 
be without a dispute. Over every counter there was 8 from 
morning till night. The workman and the employer had a quarrel as the Sat- 
urday came around, Ona y or market-da: ors, the reproaches, 
the taunts, the curses were incessant, and it was well if no booth was overturned 
and no head broken. Thesimple and the careless were pillaged without mercy 
by extortionists, men of business were often bewildered by the confusion into 
which all pecuniary transactions were thrown, while the ignorantand helpless 
peasant was cruelly ground between one class which would give money by tale 
and the other which would take only by weight; the price of the necessaries of 
life, of shoes, of ale, of oat-meal rose fast; the laborer found that the bit of metal 
which, when received, was called a shilling, would hardly, when he wanted to 
purchase a pot of beer or a loaf of rye bread, go as far as a sixpence. 

God grant that the misery which overtook the English people by 
reason of a debased and dishonest coin may never fall upon us. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLARD. Yes, sir; with pleasure, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not the gentleman know it has been said 
of Lord Macaulay that as a historian he was as brilliant as a novelist 
and about as reliable? 

Mr. MILLARD. Lord Macaulay was not only a brilliant historian, 
but he was always sound on finance—— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. From your standpoint. 

Mr. MILLARD. And was followed by the English people. 

The continued coinage of silver is demanded upon the theory that it 
will make money more pay and relieye the wants of the distressed. 
Money never was more plenty than to-day. It is exceedingly abundant 
upon both sides of the ocean. Is it not an extraordinary phenomenon 
that the rate of interest is only 1} per cent. at New York, London, or 
Berlin? 

Since the passage of the Bland bill, asis well known, more than two 
hundred and twenty millions of silver dollars have been coined. Are 
the times any better to-day than they were in 1878? Is there any less 
want and suffering than there was then? We have an abundance of 
money, but no confidence; a million of workmen, but no work. Is 
labor better compensated to-day than it was in 1878? Scarcely a day 
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passes that does not record the collapse of some great industry, throw- 
ing out of employment hundreds and thousands of men and women. 
Mr. Chairman, give usa fixed and stable currency; establish an equal- 


ity between the two metals, a ratio that will be adopted by the 
leading nations, the states comprising the Latin Union, and we will 
open our mints to the unlimited coinage of the silver dollar. 

Give us a currency that will enable the laboring man when he goes 
to his work in the morning to know the compensation he will receive 
at night for his day’s work; that the farmer when he sells his corn 
and wheat may know that the price he is to receive for it is good money 
and not subject to fluctuation. 

Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the great business interests of this coun- 
try, in behalf of the nation’s honor and credit, not only at home but 
abroad, in behalf of suffering humanity I protest against the passage of 
this unlimited free coinage bill. 

I want to see the American people not only masters upon the land 
but upon the sea; her foreign mails and her commerce with foreign na- 
tions transported not only in American vessels but in ships built by 
American mechanics, in charge of American seamen, and sailing under 
the American flag. 

I want to see our nation the grandest and the best the sun shines 
upon, and our people the happiest and most prosperous people in all the 
world. It is for this that I have ventured to speak at this time against 
a debased and fluctuating currency, a bill that in my judgment will 
bring nothing but want and misery to the homes and firesides of the 
American people. [Applanse. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston]. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am thankful for the honor ac- 
corded mein folowing the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD]. 

In di ing this question we ought to put aside all personal and 
local interests and to contemplate a subject of so much importance to 
the whole people with a desire only for the greatest good to the greatest 
number of our fellow-citizens. The statesman who can see only that 
which is for the interest of his locality is unworthy of the name of states- 
man. The man who advocates the coinage of silver because it enriches 
the people of his special locality only, and the man who advocatesjthe 
coinage of gold solely because it is for the gain of his people, have many 
steps yet to take before they reach the high plane of true statesmanship. 

The grand central idea which should be and which I hope is upper- 
most in the mind of every gentleman on this floor in the di on of 
this question is fairness to all, whatever may be their locality or calling. 

The first object of the quack who would foist his nostrums on the cred- 
ulous patient is to frighten him into the belief that he is sick, whether 
he is or not. So the political quack places his hand upon the financial 
pulse of the country and gravely remarks that if we are not already 
sick we certainly will be very soon, for the su undance of silver in 
the national arteries is fast expelling the gold from the financial system 
of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, if that is one of the against which we should 
guard let us see how imminent it is. Will the coinage of silver drive 
gold out of the country? According to the report of the Director of the 
Mint, in 1878, before the renewal of the silver-coinage law had made 
any perceptible impression, there were $244,000,000 in gold in this conn- 
try, and according to the report of the Director of the Mint that two 
hundred and forty-four millions had increased in 1884 to six hundred 
and ten millions. Here was an increase of three hundred and sixty- 
six million in gold in six years, and that, too, in the face of the remon- 
. etization of silver, whereby $144,000,000 of silver bullion was con- 
verted into coin. That does not look like the coinage of silver drives 
gold out of the country, but it does show quite the contrary. 

Now, if we want to go abroad for figures—and there are gentlemen 
who will not be convinced of anything without going to Europe—let 
us see whether the coinage of silver has driven gold out of France. 
France has $537,000,000 of full legal-tender silver coin in circulation, 
and with this wonderful amount of silver she has $848,000,000 in gold 
also in circulation, and she, with her bimetallic system, has almost as 
much gold as both England and Germany combined, in each of which 
gold alone is money. 

Now, will the discontinuance of the coinage of silver cause gold to 
remain in the country? Let use see about that. From 1849 to 1860, 
a period of cleven years, there was coined of silver in this country only 

y and one-half million dollars, as shown by report of the Director 
of the Mint. 

In all those eleven years there was coined only as much as is coined 
now in two years. If the coinage of silver is what frightens gold out 
of the country it certainly had nothing to frighten it then. But what 
arethefacts? By an approximate estimate by the best authority, there 
was in those eleven years $1,830,000,000 of gold taken from the Cali- 
fornia mines, and of that almost fabulous production only one hundred 
and thirty-seven millions in all that time remained in this country. 
Thus we see, with almost no coinage of silver for a great nation, gold 
running out of the country like water through a sieve. These are facts 
which we place against the theories we have heard so much of and 
which are so often used to frighten the people into the discontinuance 
of the coinage of silver. 
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Mr. Chairman, weare told that the coinage of silver ought to be discon- 
tinued because the standard silver dollar is no longer as valuable as the 
standard gold dollar. Might we not with equal propriety that the 
coinage of gold should be discontinued because the 8 gold dol- 
lar has become more valuable than the standard silver dollar? 

The purchasing power of the silver dollar is about as great to-day as 
it has been at any time during the last fifty years, and I hold, sir, that 
their difference in value is as much the result of the advance in the 
intrinsic value of gold as it is due to the decline in the value of silver. 

Professor Jeyons, an eminent English financier, informs us that from 
1809 to 1849 the intrinsic value of gold increased 145 per cent. The 
discoveries in California checked that advance. But it was only tem- 
porary. Those great mines have been exhausted, and gold has again 
started out with wonderful strides toward doubling its own value. 
Every year the demand for it in the arts is becoming greater. The fact 
alone that it has become dear and hard to get increases the demand for 
it for ornamental pu There are millions who use it for orna- 
mental purposes who would not were it cheap. The world of men and 
women, struggling to rise above the hod-carrier, when they reach the 
first round hang gold trinkets on themselves as badges of their rank, 
and from that to the top round of wealth each strives to outrank his 
neighbor until the great bulk of the world’s gold coin is fast turning 
into breastpins and watch-chains. 

The Director of the Mint, by carefully gathered statistics, reported 
that in 1881 over $11,000,000 in that year were thus used in the United 
States, and at least seventy-five millions in the world. 

When we consider the fact that the same authority gives the entire 
production of the world for the previous year at one hundred and six 
millions, we are not astonished that gold is fast becoming scarce and 
high Sna piss py perce itself out of our réach as a means of exchange. 

The gradual and certain enhancement in the value of gold can be no 
better shown than by the report of the eminent German statistician, Dr. 
Adolph Soetbeers, in his report for a period of two hundred and seventy- 
five years—1600 to 1875. In a scale of 100 he the production of 
silver in the year 1600 at 66.2 and gold at 33.8, and in 1875 gold had 
gradually gained in relative production until it had reached 70.8 and 
silver dropped to 29.2. Now, notwithstanding this wonderful increase 
in the production of gold over silver, he reports that in the year 1600 
gold was 10.12 times more valuable than silver and that in the year 
1875 it had increased until it was 15} times more valuable. 

These figures ought to convince any gentleman on this floor of two 
things: first, that gold has advanced in value; second, that its value has 
been influenced more by the purposes for which it was used than by its 
production. We do not desire to conceal the fact that there is at pres- 
ent a wide difference in the intrinsic values of the two coins. But if we 
are to demonetize one or the other because they do not agree in value 
(of which I am notin favor), why shall it not be the one which has ad- 
vanced in value beyond certain limits and become scarce and hard to 
get—to a degree that renders it insufficient as a means of exchange; 
and why not continue the one which has increased in quantity com- 
mensurate with the business and wealth and population of the country? 

Population, which has almost doubled since 1860, demands an in- 
creased rather than a diminished currency. 

Wealth, which has increased from fourteen billions in 1860 to fifty 
billions demands an increased rather than a diminished currency. 
Wealth per capita, which has increased from $514 in 1860 to $900, de- 
mands an increased rather than a diminished currency. 

The industrial interests, which have increased from one hundred and 
forty thousand manufactories in 1860 to three hundred thousand, de- 
mand an increased rather than a diminished currency. 

The unpaid net debt of the Government of $1,485,000,000, requiring 
50,000 tons of silver to pay it, demands an increased rather than a dimin- 
ished currency, and above all the wonderful mortgaged debt of the peo- 
ple of the West in justice demands that they should not be deprived 
of the honest means of paying those debts, Just as well might you go 
into their garners and declare that whatever they may have stored there 
should be sold at half price and that all their hard ings of years 
should be shrank accordingly. It would be cruelty, Mr. Chairman; 
it would be a crime in the sight of justice; and it would be no less a 
crime because high officials attempt to e oir it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the men who sre de ing the change are not the 
poor who have been goaded and chafed with want and driven to the 
wall in the battle of life. Were it they who are demanding half the 

roperty of the rich, shrieks of indignant wrath would go up from 
hind iron-barred counters and from richly-curtained parlors against 
hungry, gaunt cheeks of want and desperation. But it is not they; it 
is the demand of Shylock, who already has the pound of flesh and now 
claims the blood. It comes from men who have no want, no desper- 
ations, who are far removed from the aching limbs of men weighed 
down with debt, who go half clad and poorly fed, man, wife, children, 
and all, that they may be able to meet the semi-annual demands of the 
interest-gatherer. It is the heartless demand of the rich for half the 
roperty of the poor. It is the demand of communists in gilded palaces. 
1 We are told, Mr. Chairman, that we must have gold to 
pay our balances in the world’s trade. We are the richest and the most 
prosperous people on the face of the earth, and there can be no excuse 
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for us having any great balances to pay, and it need not be so, unless 
through the bad management of our financial tinkers, who would de- 
prive the people of the means of business among themselves. With 
all the advan given us by our location, fertility of soil, richness 
of minerals, and mechanical and industrial energy of our citizens and 
the never-ending resources of the fertile minds of the American people, 
there should be millions in balances coming tous every year and not one 
dollar going out, except for such things as we can not produce ourselves. 

If gentlemen would come down from their lofty eminence from which 
they are constantly viewing the world and look around among our own 
people and study and improve the resources of our own country their 
minds would be set at ease about our balances in trade with the world. 
We need no one on the lookout to tell us what the world is doing that 
we may do likewise—though such seems to be the vocation of gentlemen 
who do not understand the simplest rules of business at home. They 
have been telling us that England has abolished her protective tariff 
and that we must do likewise or suffer the dire calamity of exorbitant 
prices. We have steadily refused to do so, and yet no one has been 
robbed by high prices, but instead of which the world's commodities 
have grown cheaper every year in our markets; and under a protective 

tariff twenty years of prosperity has smiled on us greater than the world 
ever saw before. 

Another class of statesmen now remind us that England has long ago 
demonetized silver and that we must do likewise or lose our share of 
the world’s gold. Once we were foolish enough to be half-tricked into 
acquiescing in the senseless cry, the results of which are too fresh in the 
minds of gentlemen here and of the people to need recounting. I do 
not believe the great body of thinking people will weary themselves 
muchabout England or Europe getting our gold. Every intelligent man 
knows they can not get it without giving its full equivalent in some- 
thing after paying the duties on which they can sell ch than we 
can produce. And every intelligent man knows too that if need be the 
duties on imports can be so arranged as to bring us as much gold from 
the monometal gold countries as may be needed to cancel their claims 
for gold on us. Mr. Chairman, we are not a nation of helpless creat- 
ures whose chief duties are to do as Europe does. We are strong and 
industrious and need ask no favors, and can devise as many ways to get 
gold from Europe as they can to get it from us. 

The time is past for frightening us with Europe. We need to fear 
bal reif few who hold the great bulk of the goldof the conntry and de- 
para eww. greatbulk of the goldof the country and de- 
sire to A te its value by doubling the demand for it. If we main- 
tain, as we should, the bimetallic system which our fathers established, 
and atop tampering with it and threatening to demonetize one or the 
other of the metals, whichever becomes the most plentiful, we will con- 
tinue to have a stability of currency as in the past and a volume equal 
to the advanced business and increased population of the country. 

I hold, Mr. Chairman, that we can not have a stability of 
without the two metals co-ordinately. The fact that they donot atall 
times maintain a fixed value toward each other serves of itself as a check 
on the rise or fallof each, which thus preserves a stability which could 
not be secured otherwise. The advance in the value of gold is checked 
by the fact that silver at such times being the cheaper money supplants 
it as currency, or the advance in the value of silver is checked by the 
fact that gold at such times being the pen money supplants it as 
currency. Thus in case of the advance of either metal its stand- 
ard value it loses its use as currency and is reduced in value accord- 
ingly, the cheaper metal in either case ad ing in value correspond- 
ing with its increased duties. Thus a self-regulating influence is kept 
up, which could not be without the two metals. 

To increase or diminish the quantity of metal in the silver dollar un- 
til its intrinsic value reaches that of the gold dollar, which has been so 
frequently suggested, would be to destroy those equalizing influences, 
for in that event gold alone would have the measuring or purchasing 

power, and in fact gold alone would be money, and silver would be but 
a commodity representing its own value measured by gold; and under 
that system, as its own value increases or di oras the value of 
gold increases or ini the quality of the silver dollar would have 
to be changed to suit the fluctuation of either metal, of which there 
ont be no eoa- 
facts are, Mr. Chairman, the mone system of the country is 
not bad. The thing for us to do is to marae The threat which 
has been standing over silver during the last year has had a very per- 
a effect in the way of its decline and in the way of the advance 
of gold. R 
Mr. Chairman, at least one-half the business of this country is done on 
borrowed capital. Men will not borrow with the prospect before them 
of having to earn two dollars to pay back the one which they borrow. 
Business is at astandstill. We look each other in the face and wonder- 
ingly ask what shall we do. Isay stop tampering with the monetary 
system. Hew to the line laid out by our fathers almost a hundred 
yearsago. Shut your ears to the twaddle about a rejected currency, or if 
need be examine the reports of the coin in the Treasury of the United 
States and you will find there eighty-six millions in net silver and one 
hundred and forty-four millions in net gold, and if the larger amount 
indicates the rejected currency thenask yourselves which is the rejected 


Lt it be known that the standard silver dollar will continue 
to pay a dollar of debt and to do adollar’s worth of business, and in my 
opinion what gold we may need will soon come around hunting em- 


ployment. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLARD asked unanimous consent to extend his time; which 
was ted, and he continued as follows: 

er all, what the balance of the world may be doing is not of so 
much importance to us as a fair and wise management of our own in- 
ternal affairs. What we want is improvement and development, and 
reliance on our own resources. We want confidence in our own coun- 
try, confidence in each other—a confidence that we can take care of 
ourselves in the face of whatever others may do. Give us this, Mr. 
Chairman, and an abundance of coin from our own mines and an assur- 
ance that the laws under which we have had so great prosperity will 
be let alone and the eyes of the people will be turned to the front, and 
we will again enter the rich fields of prosperity. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOCKERY addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, all matters relating to the mon- 
etary interests of our country are important, but the questions most 
engrossing public attention at present are: 

Shall the coi of standard silver dollars be suspended? 

Shall there be and unlimited coinage of silver? or 

Shall we adhere to existing law, which caused twenty-eight millions 
of standard silver dollars to be coined last year, and which requires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver bullion at the market price 
thereof, not less than two million dollars’ worth per month nor more 
than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be 
coined monthly into standard silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains 
troy of standard silver? 

At the outstart I desire to state that I disapprove of the severe criti- 
cisms which have been made against the friends of suspension and the 
advocates of silver. These important questions should be discussed 
fairly and candidly and without passion or prejudice. I believe those 
who are for suspension of silver coinage, and those who are for free and 
unlimited coinage, and those who are for, adhering to the present law 
are honest in their opinions and sincere in their utterances. 

I respect the opinions ofall, and particularly the opinions of the Pres- 
ident of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, both of 
whom are wise financiers and able statesmen. Iam satisfied their rec- 
ommendations are the result of careful consideration and sincere con- 
victions and that they are prompted by what they believe will be ben- 
eficial to the people and best for the Government. From the commence- 
ment of the praet administration I have been one of the most earnest 
supporters of the President, and I have watched with pride and satis- 
faction his wisdom, firmness, and patriotism, and I desire as far as pos- 
sible consistent with my convictions to uphold and support his recom- 
mendations, 

When our ablest and wisest men differ on great questions which in- 
volve the prosperity of the country and the harmony of the people hasty 
actionisimproper. There is nothing known to men so potentinsolving 
difficultfinancial problemsastime. At present thereis great diversity of 
opinions among those who advocate a change in our monetary system 
or in the laws relating to coinage, and we should be sure that the wel- 
fare of the people and the good of the country will be promoted by the 
enactment of a new law before we do it. i 

I 5 not believe the coinage of standard silver dollars should be sus- 
pended. 

Silver and gold have been the metals used for the coinage of money 
since the beginning of commerce among civilized nations. They come 
to us hallowed by time and indorsed by centuries. There were shek- 
els of silver and shekels of gold in the days of Solomon’s power and 
wisdom and we are told Abraham weighed to Ephron for the cave of 
Machpelah 400 shekels of silver, current money with the merchant. 
The Constitution of the United States recognizes the bimetallic sys- 
tem when it declares: 

Congress shall have the power to coin money and regulate the value thereof. 

And when it declares: 

No State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment 
of debts. 

The first mint act was advocated by Thomas Jefferson and Alexan- 
der Hamilton and approved by Gorgo Washington in 1792, and it au- 
thorized the coinage of both gold and silver as full legal-tender money. 

In the world of to-day the quantity of gold and silver in circulation 
is nearly equal, there being of gold $3,513,000,000 and of silver $3,750,- 
000,000, and it ap as if God, in his wisdom, intended that these 
two precious metals should stand together and something like equal 
quantities of each be furnished. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says in his report that ‘‘statisticians 
all agree that silver is 54 per cent. of the monetary metal of mankind, 
while gold is only about 46 per cent.“ We have in the United States 
65 per cent. of gold and 35 per cent. of silver, and the report of the 
Director of the Mint for 1885 shows that on the 1st of July, 1885, the 
amount of coin in the United States was some $820,000,000, of which 
$542,000,000 consisted of gold coin and $278,0C0,000 of silver coin. 
The gold and silver bullion in mints and assay offices on July 1, 1885, 
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and available for coinage, was $71,501,682, making the actual amount 
of coin and bullion in the country $892,500,519. 

The report of the silver commission for 1877 shows the standard of 
money and the population of different countries of the world as follows: 
SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 

Population. 
. 76,000,000 | Peru... 


China.. 
British India. 


s 
88888 
88888 


DOUB 


: 
8 


ARD COUNTRIES. 


88888888 
28888888 


Germany 
Norway 


It appears therefore that 768,944,456 of the population of the world 
use silver as their standard, and 187,300,000 use gold and silver as their 
standard, while but 92,800,000 people use gold only as their standard. 
If silver should be stricken down as money in the United States and 
all other nations who use it as money should do the same, two-thirds 
of the people of the world would have no metallic money; over one- 
half of the coined money in the world would be destroyed, and one-third 
of ourown coin would be worthless. Therefore ifsilver has been used in 
our country since 1792 and has been the medium of exchange since the 
beginning of civilization, and is now used by nine-tenths of the human 
race, why should its coinage be stopped in the United States? No de- 
mand comes from the people for a suspension. 

This country is not suffering by the annual addition now being made 
to our coin currency. On the contrary, in many localities the people 
are clamoring for more. The financial and industrial reports from all 
parts of the United States indicate that everything is improving on the 
situation of last year. Statistics show that the annual increase of pop- 
ulation in our country is nearly 4 per cent., and the value of manu- 
factured articles during the last decade increased nearly 3 per cent. per 
annum, and the principal productions of agriculture, such as wheat, 
corn, cotton, and tobacco, increased from 5 to 10 per cent. To meet 
all this growing wealth and population we should have continued coin- 
age of the precious metals. 

The demonetization of silver in 1873 and the constant war made on 
silver from that day to this has caused a widespread belief that the sus- 
pension of silver coinage might ultimately lead to the demonetization 
of silver. If silver should be demonetized in the United States, where 
it has had its grand empire for so many years and where nearly one- 
half the silver of the world is produced, its fate would be sealed, and 
the signal for the degradation of silver throughout Europe would be 
given, and then bankruptcy and suffering and ruin would come to mill- 
ions of people in order that a few capitalists and gold-owners might add 
to their gains and revel in their wealth. 

But what reasons are given by those who wish to suspend the coin- 
age of standard silver dollars? 

They say that the silver dollar is a debased, depreciated, light-weight 
dollar and should not be imposed on the people, but they propose to 
use the silver already coined in the payments of debts. 

Mr. Chairman, every standard silver dollar now in circulation, or 
now being coined at our mints, has the same amount of pure silver in 
it that has been in the American silver dollar from the first coinage in 
1792. It contained 371} grains of pure silver at the time of the first 
coinage and it contains the same amount of pure silver now, and has 
more silver in it than the silver dollar of any nation in Europe. It 
contained 412} grains of silver and alloy in 1837, and contains the same 
now. 

When we consider all that has been done to disparage silver and re- 
member howit has been assaulted and stabbed in the house of its friends, 
its present standing is a splendid evidence of its stability. In 1873 it 
was demonetized because they said it was worth more than gold and 
would not circulate; and in 1886 they desire to stop its coinage because 
it is worth less than gold and will circulate. ‘Lhe war made on silver 
has made an apparent difference in the value of gold and silver; but it 
should be remembered that gold, like silver, is one of the commodities 
of life, and its intrinsic value is subjected to exactly the same rigid, 
economic law of supply and demand. Gold was cheaper than silver 
from 1834 to 1873. 

Thirteen years ago silver bullion was worth 103 cents in gold, now 
silver bullion is worth only 80 cents in gold. Noone asserted then that 
the amount of gold in the gold dollar should be increased so as to make 
itcorrespond with the value of the silver dollar. The purchasing power 


of the silver dollar is the same now as the gold dollar, and silver bull- 
ion more than sustains itself in comparison with other commodities. 
If silver agitation should cease silver may equal gold in value in a few 
years. At present the purchasing power of the silver dollar is about 
25 per cent. greater than it was in 1873, as is conclusively proven by the 
tables of the late Director of the Mint, Hon. H. C. Burchard, who 
shows an average fall of 26 per cent. on ninety articles between 1870 
and 1885. If silver bullion was alone in its apparent decline this would 
indicate depreciation, but when it bears the same relation to all other 
commodities that it has always borne the margin between it and gold 
should be accredited to the rise in the value of gold. 

Another reason alleged against silver coinage is, if the coinage of sil- 
ver at present ratio is continued, gold will soon be driven out of our 
country, and we will be deluged with the unused coins of Europe, which 
are abundant there on account of demonetization. It has been seventy 
years since England demonetized silver, and there has not been the 
slightest current of old silver coins drifting toward this country. Ger- 
many had a large amount of silver money, estimated at five hundred 
millions of our silver dollars, when she demonetized silverin 1873; but 
her discredited silver coins have not been felt or noticed in our country, 
and our Mint reports show nothing to indicate disaster or injury to our 
finances from this cause. 

In 1878, when silver was remonetized, we were warned with great 
earnestness by capitalists, Government officers, and members of Con- 
gress that the coinage of silver would drive gold out of the country 
and produce financial distress and depression. They said that accord- 
ing to the Gresham law” ‘‘ bad money drives out good money;’’ but 
these predictions were not verified. Gold and silver are both good money. 
They have circulated together, and neither has driven the other out. 
As has been well said, so Jong os the balance of trade is in our favor gold 
will flow into this country; but when the balance of trade is against 
us both gold and silver will go out of the country. 

The following table, prepared by the Director of the Mint, shows the 
amount of gold and silver bullion and coin rted and imported dur- 
ing the fiscal years 1878 to 1885, inclusive, and proves conclusively that 
silver is not driving gold oat of ur country: 


Imports and exports of coin and bullion into United States. 


Imports of Exports of Imports of Exports of 
Fiscal years. goldcoinand | gold coin and silvercoin and) silver coin and 

bullion bullion. bullion, ion. 
812. 978, 281 $9, 204, 455 599 
5,624, 948 4,587,614 14, 671, 052 
80, 758, 396 639, 025 12, 275, 914 
100, 031, 259 2,565, 132 238 
34, 377, 054 32, 587, 880 8, 095, 30 
17, 734, 149 11, 600, 888 10, 692, 242 
22, 831,317 41,081, 957 14, 594, 945 
29, 691, 696 8, 477, 892 6, 550, 627 


| 301,025, 100 | 113,744, 843 103, 914, 953 

From 1873 to 1878, while silver was demonetized, the exports of gold 
exceeded the imports of gold $123,754,210, an average of twenty mill- 
ions per year. Since the coinage of standard silver dollars was re- 
sumed our imports of gold coin and bullion have exceeded our exports 
$187,280,257, and during the same period our exports of silver coin and 
bullion have exceeded our imports $68,769,745, and during the past 
year when so much was said against silver the wonderful exhibit is 
made that $18,214,804 more of gold coin and bullion was brought into 
this country than was taken out, and $17,212,680 more of silver coin 
and bullion was sent out of our country than was brought in. 

Another reason presented in favorof suspending the coinage of silver 
is the enormous increase of silver from our mines and from the mines 
in other parts of the world. The Secretary of the Treasury shows the 
fallacy of this statement when he declares in his report that ‘‘ gold 
from the mines of all the world has doubled in quantity within thirty- 
five years, silver doubling in the last one hundred years.“ So that ir 
there is any cause for alarm as regards the increase of the precious 
metals it exists in the case of gold and not of silver. But this is not a 
valid reason because the present law only allows not less than two nor 
more than four millions of silver bullion to be purchased and coined 
monthly, and no matter what the production of the world may be this 
can not be exceeded. 

A remarkable fact connected with gold and silver which is generally 
overlooked is the immense amount of each annually used in ornamenta- 
tion, manufactures, and the arts. Mr. Burchard, the former Director 
of the Mint, fixes the annual consumption of the world in ornamenta- 
tion, manufacture, and the arts at seventy-five millions of gold and 
thirty-five millions of silver. As the last report of the Director of the 
Mint pina the annual production of gold in the world at $95,292,369 
and of silver at $115,147,898, we have annually only twenty millions 
of gold and eighty millions of silver for money purposes in the whole 
world. Population and wealth are rapidly increasing and it requires 
but little wisdom to see that before many years have passed the entire 
gold and silver product of the world will hardly be sufficient to meet 
the ever-increasing demand. 
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Again, it is said by monometallists who have suddenly assumed to be 
friends of laboring men that the coinage of the silver dollar does great 
injustice to the laboring classes and that they should not be paid in sil- 
ver. For nearly a quarter of a century these monometallists have been 
drawing the interest and principal on these bonds in gold, and this is 
a late day for them to appear in the rôle of philanthropists. There is 
about twice as much gold money in the United States as silver money. 
Why have not these gentlemen used their influence with those who have 
control of the gold to have laboring men paid in gold as well as silver? 

The history of the past shows that laboring men, office-holders, pen- 
sioners, and soldiers are paid entirely with silver or paper money and 
that the gold is kept for the bondholders, although every bond they 
have shows on its face that the bondholders agreed as a part of their 
solemn contract to receive gold or silver coin of the present standard 
vulue for both principal and interest of their bonds. There is noth- 
ing in the statement that the laboring classes are injured by the coin- 
age of silver. My observation is that they and most of us are glad to 
get silver. They well know that a standard silver dollar will pur- 
chase as much as a gold dollar and will now buy more cloth, cotton, 
bacon, sugar, and coffee, or other necessary article than it has done be- 
fore in many years. They also know that if the volume of currency is 
contracted by stopping the coinage of silver times will be harder, money 
will be scarcer, and w lower. 

Again, it is alleged that our public debt should be paid in gold to 
keep our credit up to a high standard and that it is not just to pay our 
creditors in silver. If we desire to know how the public debt should 
be paid we should examine the contract and the law under which it 
was created. All the interest-bearing coin obligations of the Govern- 
ment now unpaid were issued under the act of July 14, 1870, except 
the 3 per cent. bonds issued under the act of 1881, and are payable 
either in gold or silver coin. 

Every 5 per cent. bond has this inscription on it: 

This bond is issued in accordance with the visions of an act of Congress 
entitled An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved July 
14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871," and is redeemablé at the 
pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of May, A. D. 1881, in coin of the 
standard value of the United States on said July 14. 1870, with interest in such 
coin from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, pay- 
able quarterly on the Ist day of February, May Ant and November, in each 
year, The principal and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes and 
duties of the United States,as well as from taxation in any form by or under 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

Inscription on face of United States 4 per cent. bond: 


This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved 
3 a 14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1907, in coin 
of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in 
such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
payable 8 on the Ist day of October, January, April, and July in each 
year, The principal and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or 
duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

The question now is, shall the rights of the bondholders and of the 
people be adjusted according to the language of the contract, or shall 
the contract be again changed so as to enhance the value of the bonds? 

There has been some strange legislation for the benefit of United 
States bonds in the last quarter of a century. 

Bonds payable in greenbacks, on which the Government realized only 
50 per cent., were made payable by a Republican Congress in 1869 in 
coin. 

To still further enrich the bondholders at the expense of the people, 
in 1873 silver was demonetized, so that the bonds were then compelled 
to be paid in gold; but an outraged and indignant people arose in their 
majesty and power and elected a Congress, waich in 1878 passed a bill 
over the veto of the President of the United States remonetizing silver 
and restoring its time-tried and time-honored power, and made the sil- 
ver dollar of 412} grains tisy a full legal tender for all debts public 
and private. 

To remove all doubt on the subject of remonetizing silver and au- 
thorizing it to be used in the payment of the public debt, both Houses 
of Congress, by large majorities, adopted in 1878 the following concur- 
rent resolution, introduced by Hon. Stanley Matthews, then Senator, 
and now an associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States: 

Whereas by the act entitled“ An bee Sevag the public credit,“ approved 
March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the United States 
was thereby solemnly pleged to bee) ao dayne in coin, or its equivalent, of all the 
interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in cases where the law 
authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly provided that the same 
might be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States autho: to be issued by the act 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved 
July 14,1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable in coin of 
ae then pom standard value, bearing interest payable semi-annually in such 
coin; an 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the United States 
described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled An act to 
authorize the refunding of the nati debt;” an 

last aforesaid, to 


Whereas at the date of the N of said act of Congress 
foc the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value of 
that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} ns each, declared by 
the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled! An act supplementa: to the act en- 
n tes, 


pp: 
titled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coin of the 


to be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal value, for any sums 


whatever: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of wes concurring therein), That all 


the bonds of the Uni States issued, or authorized to be issued, under said 
acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are pares. principal and interest, at the 
be pra of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars, of the coinage 
of the United States, containing 412} grains each of standard silver; and that to 
restore to its coinage such silver coinsas a legal tender in payment of said bonds, 
principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith, nor in derogation 
of the rights of the public creditor. 

Can anything be clearer or more easily understood ? 

Why should Congress compel the debtor to add more silver to the 
coin than he to pay; and why should Congress stop the coinage 
of silver so as to make the dollar harder to obtain? Congress, by the 
authority granted in the Constitution, ‘‘coined money and regulated 
the value thereof, and contracts have been made pursuant thereto, 
and the right to pay according to the terms can not be justly or prop- 
erly taken from the people. 

To put more silver in the dollar will oppress the debtor; to put in 
less will oppress the creditor. 

The debtor class of our country made their contracts with the belief 
that the law in regard to gold and silver would not be changed, and it 
would now be unjust to them to change the law or impair the contract. 

I have been furnished a table which shows that the proposition to in- 
crease the bullion in the silver dollar soas to make it equal to the pres- 
ent value of the bullion in the gold dollar will add two thousand four 
hundred and thirty-eight millions of dollars to the indebtedness of the 
people of the United States. 

Again, it is said in justification of suspension that we have a super- 
abundance of silver coinage. This same cry was raised in 1878. At 
that time Hon. JOHN SHERMAN was Secretary of the Treasury, and he 
recommended that the coinage of silver be discontinued when the amount 
outstanding exceeded $50,000,000. He then thought that we could not 
carry at par over fifty millions of silver dollars. 

Instead of fifty millions of legal-tender silver dollars two hundred and 
fifteen millions of silver dollars have been coined since 1878; and still 
the silver dollar is at par with the gold dollar. If his suggestions had 
been adopted there would have been $165,000,000 in silver withheld, 
which we now have either in the Treasury or in circulation. During 
every session of Congress since then efforts have been made to stop the 
coinage of silver. Mournful predictions have been made, but our com- 
merce and our manufacturesand our vast agricultural wealth and other 
interests make continued coinage necessary. 

A careful investigation of our monetary situation and a comparison of 
our volume of gold and silver with that of other great nations will show 
that we have less silver and gold per capita than most of the great nations 
of the world. There is noimmediate necessity forchanging the present 
law under which silver is coined. 

The report of the Director of the Mint shows that the total coinage 
of silver dollars to July, 1885, was $203,884,381, and of fractional silver 
$74,939,820, making total silver money in our country $278,824,261. 
From this we should deduct silver certificates for which the United 
States holds an equivalent amount of silver of the denomination of 
$10, amounting to $140,323, 140, and fractional silver held by the Treas- 
ury and not in circulation, amounting to $31,236,899; leaving an 
gate of silver in circulation of $107,264,162. And if this is divided pro 
rata among the people of the United States it shows a silver circulation 
of less than $2 to the head. 

In this connection I present the following statement, taken from the 
report of the Director of the Mint for 1884, of the per capita specie cir- 
culation in France, Great Britain, Germany, United States, and Hol- 
land. 


Table showing the total specie circuiated in France, Great Britain, Germany, 
the United States, and Holland. 
From the Report of the Director of the Mint for 1884.] 


Estimated 


Nations. population. 


These figures are not glittering generalities or unreliable estimates. 


They were prepared by the highest authority and can not be denied, 
and they show that the gold and silver circulation of the United States 
per capita is only half what it is in France, the same as it is in Eng- 
land, and less than it is in Holland. 

Eminent statisticians say the amount of gold and silver in circula- 
tion in the world is, gold, $3,513,000,000; silver, $3,750,000,000, or 52 
per cent. of silver to 48 per cent. of gold. 

Now, as we have in the United States about $600,000,000 in gold and 
two hundred and seventy-eight millions of silver, total for 55,000,000 
of people, nearly nine hundred millions, it will require over two hun- 
dred millions more of silver to be coined in our country to bring our 
proportion of silver to gold up to the world’s ratio of silver. 
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Great Britain and Germany have demonetized silver, but the policies 
of these great creditor nations are dictated by the wealthy classes, who 
own vast estates and control immense amounts of capital and have la 
quantities of securities. The middle and lower classes have but li 
power in shaping financial legislation; yet such has been the depression 
and financial distress among the people of Germany and England that 
landlords, tenants, farmers, merchants, and peasants have organized into 
unions and are demanding the remonetization of silver. A bill 
the German Reichstag a few days ago looking to the remonetization of 
silver, and this subject is now agitating England very much. It is said 
that Great Britain holds bonds of other countries to the extent of 
$3,250,000,000 and Germany to the extent of $2,000,000,000. The last 
report of the Secretary of the shows that the United States is 
a debtor nation to the extent of $1,848,340,335. In addition to this, 
the public debt of States, Territories, counties, cities, towns, villages, 
and school districts of the United States is very large, and when we add 
the railroad debt of the United States we will have an enormous indebt- 
edness estimated at $12,193,161, 057. 

The prosperity of the United States has been identified from the be- 
ginning with the bimetallic policy, and the interests of our country 
are irreconcilably opposed to the financial policy pursued by Great 
Britain and Germany. As a debtor nation it is not to our interest to 
have artificial augmentation of the price of gold at the expense of our 
silver currency. Our double standard benefits both the poor and the 
rich. Gold and silver both being legal tenders, gives stability to each 
and spreads the fluctuations of monetary supply and demand over the 
whole country. This double-standard system has not only been in- 
dorsed by centuries of experience but by many of our wisest and best 
men. Alexander Hamilton, in his report on the Mint in 1792, said: 

To annul the use of either of the two metalsas money is to abridge the quan- 
tity of circulating medium and is liable to all the objections which arise from a 
comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scant circulation. 

Ex-Postmaster-General Howe, one of the commissioners at the inter- 
national monetary conference held in Paris in 1881, said in an able 
speech: 

We seek a thrifty world, and it is our profound belief that no such world is pos- 
sible, if its money is limited to a single standard, 

And at the same conference ex-Senator Thurman, of Ohio, also one 
of the commission, in his speech for bimetallism, said: 

Ibelieve that bimetallism will ultimately prevail, for I can not see how the 
vast structure of credit, the most imporlant feature of modern industry and com- 
merce, can be supported on a gold is alone, 

The amount of silver now being coined each year in the United States 
isless than 50 cents per capita, and at the rate we have been coining 
it since 1878 it will take about thirty years to coin as much per head as 
France now has in circulation, and it will take about thirteen years to 
bring the volume of silver coinage to the present amount of gold 

Another additional reason for not impairing or interfering with the 
standard silver dollar is our relations with the great silver-using popu- 

“lations of the world. We are now reaching out for more intimate com- 
mercial and business relations with Mexico, Central America, Peru, 
and Ecuador, and they have silver alone for their standard; and if we 
wish to trade with Japan, Chili, Colombia, Venezuela, P. y, Uru- 
guay, Holland, Switzerland, Italy, and Spain, which are double-stand- 
ard countries, we must have both gold and silver. If the coinage of 
silver is stopped the value of silver money and of silver bullion will be 
much impaired, and gold being more in demand will increase in value, 
while every industry will be injured. There are three great industrial 
classes on whom the burden and the injury will be especially heavy, 
to wit, the wheat-growers, the cotton planters, and the silver miners. 
These are the greatest money-producing classes in our country, and no 
other country in the world can now successfully compete with them. 

For many years England and Germany have purchased wheat and 
cotton in large quantities from our people. While gold and silver are 
on a parity they will buy in the United States, because they will get 
a better article and save money on transportation; but when the price 
of silver goes down 25, perhaps 35, per cent., these great countries will 
buy silver in the United States and ship it to the mints in India, where 
250,000,000 people use silver as their only currency, and produce wheat 
and cotton by the labor of men who hire at 8 cents in silver per day. 
Our wheat export has already commenced falling off, and the produc- 
tion of wheat and cotton in India has greatly increased. It is claimed 
by English merchants that if they can buy our silver at 70 cents to the 
dollar they can lay down in New York at 70 cents per bushel wheat 
raised in India. Our country isthe largest silver- producing country in 
the world. We produce annually nearly one-half of all the silver pro- 
duced in the world, and Representatives should consider well before 
they crush or even cripple the great silver interest of our country. 

The last report of the Director of the Mint shows that the United 
States produced in 1884 $48,800,000, or over 42 per cent. of the world’s 
production of silver forthat year. It is impossible to accurately esti- 
mate the actual investment in silver mines in the United States, but 
the author of the report just published on the mineral resources of the 
United States says it will perhaps reach $300,000,000, and might go to 
four hundred millions. 

Over a hundred thousand persons are engaged in silver miningin our 


country, and over a half a million of persons are supported by silver 
mining. Cities, towns, and villages have been built and railroads and 
wagon-roads and tramways constructed in these mining districts, and 
civilization has been carried to the far West by brave men and women 
who are animated by that love of money which springs eternal in the 
breast of all classes, from the Wall street banker to the humble Jaborer 
in a Western mining camp. 

It seems to me that neither logic, reason, nor justice point to the 
suspension of silver coinage at this time. 

The representatives of the American people can not afford to stop the 
coinage of silver and thereby increase the debt burdens of their fellow- 
men, greatly injure the prosperity of the South and West, sacrifice mill- 
ions of dollars invested in silver mines, still further reduce the price 
of grain and cotton, and bring hard times to millions of industrions, 
enterprising citizens. 

Our country is now getting along very well. Buoyant feelings and 
brightening prospects are beginning to gladden the hearts of the people, 
and the blessings of peace, prosperity, renewed business, and closer fra- 
ternity are felt and appreciated throughout our land. Let nothing bo 
done to blight or change the situation. 

Plenty of money vitalizes and quickens the industries of a country, 
increases and develops resources, employs, happifies, and pays all who 
lahor, and scatters the jewels of contentment among the people; but 
the existing law on the subject of silver coinage is broad enough and 
comprehensive enough to meet the demands of the present, 

I have shown that I am not in favor of suspension of coinage, neither 
do I believe it is expedient to authorize unlimited coinage of silver 
now. Last year there was produced in the United States $48,800,000 
in silver bullion. At present this is too much to be added each year to 
our volume of silver circulation. With free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, we know not how soon the whole silver product of the world 
would rush to our country to be coined free at our mints. It will be 
time enough to have free and unlimited silver coinage when our busi- 
ness population and the demands of manufactures, ornamentation, and 
the arts make it necessary. 

At present I believe we should adhere to existing law, under which 
not less than two millions of dollars’ worth of silver bullion nor more 
than four millions of dollars’ worth of silver bullion are required to 
be purchased monthly and coined into silver dollars. We should also 
provide for the issuance of coin certificates of the denomination of one 
and two dollars in place of backs of the same denomination, and 
these certificates should be redeemable at the pleasure of the holder in 
silver or gold. Whenever the surplus or balance in the in- 
cluding amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed 
the sum of $100,000,000, it should be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as provided in the joint resolution lately reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. Morrison], to 
apply such excess to the payment of the interest-bearing indebtedness 
of the United States which is payable at the option of the Government. 

All existing financial conditions invite us to a conservative policy. 
A very short time may suffice to solve the financial problem that now 
confronts us and indicate clearly the course which we should pursue. 
When the members of the present Congress were elected, questions re- 
lating to the suspension of silver coinage and unlimited silver 
were but little discussed, but before the next November election ample 
opportunities will be presented for the fullest and freest discussion of 
those subjects. In this great country where we have a government of 
the people, by the people, and for the people we will always be bene- 
fited by their cool judgment and conservative intelli 

The prosperity of our country, and the success and happiness of the 
people are paramount blessings. Prosperity will open up wider fields 
and more magnificent views, and cause this great Republic to move on 
to the accomplishment of its grand destiny; in its valleys, mountains, 
hills, and plains, crowded and intersected by rivers and lakes; in its 
agriculture, commerce, manufactures, arts, and inventions are found 
the elements that make up a great nation, and the human mind can 
scarcely comprehend the grandeur and growth of our Republic if under 
wise sta ip, proper economy, and a just administration of the 
Government its prosperity is not retarded. 

I believe this prosperity can best be promoted under existing cireum- 
stances, by not taking either the extreme of suspension or the extreme 
of unlimited coinage. 

I believe also that the success and happiness of the people will be 
best advanced if agitation of the silver question should cease and atten- 
tion be turned to reforming the tariff, reducing the expenditures, re- 
storing American vessels to the waters of the world, reclaiming the pub- 
lic lands that have been squandered on railroad corporations, lessening 
15 taxes, E encouraging education in every part of our Republic. 

Applause. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I earnestly call upon the friends of 
free silver coinage to o ize in order to force a vote upon the bill re- 
ps from the committee having jurisdiction of the subject. We 

ve made several ineffectual efforts to fix a day for its consideration. 
It is believed by many that it isnot intended to allow a vote to be taken 
if parliamentary tactics can prevent. The silver speeches heretofore 
made in this House, as we all know, have not been delivered in the 
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of an actual consideration of the question. Being of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, and having joined in the minority report, I had 
hoped ere now to have had an opportunity to be heard upon that report. 
In view of all the surroundings, Iam unwilling longer to remain silent 
upon a matter of the first importance to the people of this country. 

Comprehensively considered, two propositions are presented, and from 
the acceptance of the one or the other there is no logical escape. The 
real issue is whether the coinage of the silver dollar shall be suspended, 
or made free and unlimited. There is no middle ground in this contest, 
and no room for neutrality, From mystandpoint of observation itis, 
ina great measure, astruggle between avarice and popularrights. Noth- 
ing I may say is actuated by any feeling of ill-will to the rich. 

Iam that in this free country of ours the avenues to wealth are 
intended to be open to all, I honor that man who in response to per- 
sonal thrift, financial foresight, and earnest effort has met with abundant 
honest reward, while I have no respect for the indolent whiner who 
envies the honorable success and prosperity of his pores e neighbor. 
I care not how afiluent a man may grow if it be not done by injustice 
and oppression to his fellows; but no man or set of men in this land 
has a right to be legislated into opulence. It is against the unwar- 
ranted encroachment and rapacity of the wealthy that I inveigh. The 
time has arrived in this country when the people must control or be 
controlled by the forces of associated capital, and nowhere is this thought 
more prominently suggested than in the question which now confronts 
us. I have no hesitancy in defining my position on this question. 

Early after the organization of the Committee on Coinage I submitted 

a resolution to the effect that it was the duty of that committee to re- 
port to the House at an early day a bill looking to the free coinage of 
standard silver dollars, This was denounced by a leading Eastern 
journal as pernicious. I believed then, and believe now, that the only 
rational, economic, and scientific solution of the question is to be found 
in the re-establishment of the law as it was aforetime. 
Inquire for the old paths, and walk ye in them.“ I doubt if we 
are wiser,.better, or more devoted to the interests of good government 
than our fathers were. They enacted and kept in successful operation 
free coinage laws for silver as well as gold, and no pernicious effects 
were observable; on the contrary we had a safe and stable metallic 
currency, under which the oe pee and the people were con- 
tented. These conditions obtained until we lost sight of the ancient 
landmarks, cut loose from the old moorings, and drifted out upon an 
unknown sea of reckless experiment. 

Mr. Chairman, thirteen years ago the financial crime of the century 
was perpetrated against the people of this Union. It shocked the public 
conscience and aroused the righteous indignation of patriots throughout 
the land. It was said to have been covertly and surreptitiously com- 
mitted. It was denounced as ‘‘a furtive and rascally act’? and as a 
deliberate and inexcusable fraud.“ It met with almost universal con- 
demnation. In its wake followed wid disasters and terrific evils. 
Panic, bankruptcies, paralysis in business, stagnation in enterprise, and 
infinite distress abounded. Silver was demonetized. 

The lamentable results which ensued are too recent in the recollec- 
tion of all men to require a fuller recital than a mere reference thereto 
in order to awaken the gloomy memories of that deplorable era em- 
braced within the years of 1873 and 1878. Aside from conditions of 
war no half decade in the history of this Government is more memora- 
ble for business inactivity and industrialcollapse. Prosperity fled our 
shi and the shadow of gloom settled down upon us with a dark- 
ness that could be felt. We were then under the domination of the 
Republican party, and popular displeasure and criticism visited upon 
its head the responsibility and authorship of our troubles. 

After five years of dearthand depression, in obedience to the sovereign 
demand of the people, with a singular concurrence of opinion and a 
notable absence of party division, Congress remonetized silver, and it 
was partially restored to its legitimate function as a factor in the 
money of the country. There were very few to be found then in our 
National Council who had the hardihood to resist the general require- 
ment of the great body of the people for relief so obviously just and 
necessary, Public sentiment had just been forcibly formulated by a 
resolution which passed the General Assembly of Ohio in these words: 

Resolved, That common honesty to the tax-payers, the letter and the spirit of 
the contract under which the great body of its indebtedness was assumed by the 
United States, and true financial wisdom, each and all demand the restoration 
of the silver dollar to its former rank as lawful money. 

It is said that there were but four negative votes upon the passage of 
this resolution—three in the House and one in the Senate. On Novem- 
ber 5, 1877, the original bill of the eminent gentleman from Missouri 
LMr. BLA ND] toauthorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar 
and to restore its legal-tender quality passed the House of Representa- 
tives by a vote of nearly 5 to 1—163 voting for and only 34 against its 
passage. It went to the Senate and was there amended, among other 
ae as to “‘ authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pu from time to time, silver bullion at the market price thereof, 
not less than two million dollars’ worth per month nor more than four 
million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be coined 
monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars.“ 

On the 2ist of February following the House concurred in the Senate 


amendments by a vote of 203 to 72. The bill was vetoed on the 28th 
of February. The Senate passed it over the veto by a vote of 46 to 19, 
and the House did likewise by a vote of 196 to 73. So it is perceived 
that it required five years and the clamorof the whole country to meas- 
urably rectify what was apologetically called an oversight or inadver- 
tence by some, and characterized as a crime by others; and had then 
to be done over Executive objections. The knowledge of this fact, it 
seems to me, ought to operate as a caveat upon the minds of those who 
are in a hurry to now undo what little of good has been with such diffi- 
culty accomplished, and even temporarily suspend the coinage of stand- 
ard silver dollars, under the plea and promise of subsequent renewal 
should necessity arise. This was all that could be accomplished at the 
time by way of remedial legislation, and was accepted by the House 
under protest. The Senate obstructed the essential purpose of the House 
bill—the free coinage of silyer—stopped the full flow of patriotic en- 
dea vor, and restricted the quantum of coinage as contained in the amend- 
ment mentioned. 

Notwithstanding the well-deserved and unmeasured denunciation 
which this cruel piece of mal-legislation (act of 1873) received at the 
hands of the country, and the bitter lessons of experience it taught the 
people, still there are some among us who have never acquiesced in 
even the limited restoration of silver coinage, and from time to time 
there have come to the surface alarming manifestations of a settled and 
determined purpose to turn back the tide of financial reform, block the 
rightful office and exercise of silver money and remand the country to 
the same distressing conditions which obtained in the period to which 
I bave referred. 

The monetary centers, the national banks, the owners of fixed in- 
comes, the syndicates of wealth, the possessors of gold, almost every 
organized association of capital have been steadily and persistently 
creating, issuing, and distributing from the great sources of money 
power every conceivable instrumentality of influence and argument 
with which to control public opinion and direct the legislative mind 
in favor of the suspension of the silver coinage. Circular upon circu- 
Jar, resolution upon resolution, editorial upon editorial, looking to this 
object have found their way into every section of the country. 

Who can estimate the power for mischief of the varied combinations 
of moneyed strength when directed by the promptings of greed? Dis- 
mal prognostication, persuasion, and menace in turn are part of the 
media which have been adroitly employed in this unhallowed warfare 
against the rights of the people. I heard on this floor in the last Con- 
gress the direst and most calamitous consequences predicted if silver 
coinage were notimmediately discontinued; and yet we still live, even 
Shose of — voted to ape it, and there is no verification of those 

rious and pessimistic prophecies. 

“itr, Chairman, the efforts of anti-silver advocates have not been with- 
out their effect. They have succeeded by some sort of cohesive attrac- 
tion, in accomplishing an almost unbroken confederation and practical 
unification of all the elements of associated capital and the creditor class 
in opposition to the further coinage of the silver dollar. The American 
Bankers’ Association, which held its convention in Chicago inSeptember 
of last year, resolved— 

That it is the sense of this convention that the coinage of silver dollars under 
the compulsory law of 1878, is detrimental to the best interests of the ple and 
dangerous to welfare of the Government, and that the law shoul be imme- 
diately suspended, and remain inoperative until an international ee 

the future 


with leading commercial nations shall give substantial assurance of 
relations of gold and silver as money. 


This edict of the money-kings has been promulgated with conspic- 
uous energy. There are very few bondholders and plutocrats who 
have not taken up this refrain and proclaimed it wherever their voice 
could be heard or their influence exerted, and credit-bearers are rare 
who have proven indifferent to its behest. There was one remarkable 
exception to the common spirit and general trend of the arguments and 
utterances of that convention, which has impressed itself upon my mind 
as being so honest, liberal, patriotic, and philanthropic, embodying 
such sound wisdom and practical philosophy, as to merit perpetuation; 
and with a supreme respect for its logic and un ess I here incor- 
porate in my remarks portions of the address of Mr. John Thompson, 
president of the Chase National Bank of New York city: 


We now have had twelve years of warfare over the two precious metals, one 
pan anung for a 2 7 gold standard, the other party contend- 
ng for the continuing of the double standard. It is a contest between debtor 
and creditor. Theadvocates of the mono gold standard commenced the trouble, 
In 1873 Germany having obtained a thousand millions of gold from France (in- 
3 money) undertook to substitute gold for silver. At the commence- 
ment of this movementsilver was at a premium, but the natural effect of supply 
and demand soon followed. The German silver overstocked the London bullion 
market; this, together with the absorption of gold, caused a violent parting of 
the market valne of the two metals. Following the lead of Germany, Sweden, 
Denmark, Norway, and this country, demonetized silver, France, Belgium, 
Spain, and Ttaly stop coining it, and in July, 1876, S of gold was equal in the 
London bullion market to $ of silver. In 1578 our Congress ordered the pur- 
and coinage of two millions of silver per month, this being about on f 
ofthe output of our mines, 
* s * * * $ $ 
Gold as money is practically unknown by the people; they handle silver and 
paper easy A only, If the paper money is redeemable in coin, then it is equal 
coin and is more satisfactory than the coin itself. 
The debtor class is ten to one of the creditor class; the mo 
ous as compared with the mortgagees. The debtor knows 


rs are numer- 
well that the 


2140 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 6, 


conversion of silver into merchandise, instead of being monetized, will fully 

double the burden of his debt, 
s s * * * * $ 

Congress will notdemonetize silver. It always has been and will continue to 


be money. 

The effort, now in full force, to flood the country with fractional coin will soon 
load the merchants with money which the banks will refuse to take except at 
a discount, to cover the expressage to some subtreasury, and when there it 
will be redeemed in silver dollars or silver certificates. 

Finally, if the determination to demonetize silver is persisted in, silver will 
be he standard and gold will be merchandise. 

I regret the necessity of this plain talk, and do sincerely hope that some meas- 
ure can be adopted to perpetuate the double, or bimetallic, standard. The 

uities, as between debtor and creditor, should not be violated. The wheels 
od prosperity should not be blocked by the conversion of one-half of the basis 
of our currency and credit into mere property, The extra liability of suspending 
specie payments should not be incurred. 0 $ 4 


I do assert that neither precious metal can be thrown into mere merchandise 
without causing ion, depression, and, finally, monetary revolution—a 
of the p in; wer of the monetized metal and a corresponding 
cheapening of the price 4 3 

The laborer is appealed to to help repudiate silver. I would like to see the 
laborer who has d vered that a gold dollar buys more bread and butter than 
a silver or paper dollar. He wants prosperity and employment that he may 
get the dollar. 

Has any one heard of any convention of men of small means and lim- 
ited transactions, of debtors, of laborers, of the varied and multiplied 
sons of toil, of those who eat bread by the sweat of their brows, asserting 
that the coinage of silver dollars is ‘‘ detrimental to the best interests 
of the people and dangerous to the welfare of the Government, and 
demanding the cessation thereof? Do the masses share in these appre- 
hensions? Have any of them asked their Representatives here to de- 
monetize silver and contract the volume of currency? If there be such, 
let them speak, for them have I offended. 

After the lapse of nearly a quarter of a century during which period 
the country has been inflicted with Republican misrule, after the vicious 
act of demonetization in 1873 and the calamities which succeeded it, 
after the lessons of experience their history furnished, after all we have 
seen and suffered, learned and lost, it has been reserved for the close of 
the good year of our Lord 1885—memorable for the accession of the 
Democratic party to the control of the Government—to furnish the 
eminently suitable and all appropriate opportunity for an authorita- 
tive recommendation to the Federal Legislature to s d the coinage 
of silver dollars! That recommendation is met by a bill for free and 
unlimited coinage. 

Mr. Chairman, all men can not see alike, and a spirit of toleration 
for the opinions of others should prevail. I will not permit myself for 
one moment to question the motives or impugn the objects of any gen- 
tleman here, or any person high in national authority with whom I 
may be unable to agree upon any subject of legislation or matter of 
publie policy. One man has as much right to his opinion as another. 
I love to be in harmony with the leading representatives of my party 
and in sympathy with an administration begotten by that party, but 
I will never support any measure which does not upon its own merits 
commend i to my judgment and conscience, I care not by whom- 
soever recommended. 

I find myself at irreconcilable variance with the recommendation of 
the President and the officers of the Treasury Department upon the 
subject of silver coinage. It is to be that the necessity pre- 
sents itself in the orderly discussion of a tangible proposition formu- 
lated and regularly submitted for definitive solution, for Democrats to 
criticise and oppose the line of policy suggested and advised by the 
first President their party has had for twenty-five years. It is a pain- 
ful and unpleasant duty and one which ought to be undertaken in no 
spirit of indecorous haste. 

No circumlocution, however, can disguise the oxistence of a well-de- 
fined hostility upon the part of many Democrats to the coinage policy 
of the present administration, no management can suppress this trath, 
and no mere partisan motives or apprehensions should deter us in suit- 
able season from a firm, fitting, and faithful avowal of our convictions. 
When the interests of the country are involved, it is better that the 
common good should be conserved, even if an administration be cen- 
sured, no matter what political party it represents. It is better that 
legislators be patriots than i 

To sustain the propriety of free silver coinage involyes a reply to the 
reasons assigned for its suspension. It is said, among other things, as 
an argument in favor of suspending the coinage of the silver dollar, in 
substance: : 

That the Constitution does not justify the present purchase and coin- 
age of silver dollars, it being beyond the amount needed for a suffi- 
cient circulating medium, and that the desire to utilize the silver prod- 
uct of the country should not lead toa perversion of the power to 
coin money; 

That no necessity exists for the present silver coinage because only 
about fifty millions of the silver dollars have actually found their way 
into circulation, and the custody of the residue has entailed a consid- 
erable expense for the construction of vaults for its deposit; 

That.monthly two millions of gold are paid out for two millions or 
more of silver dollars, and the continuance of this is liable to result in 
the substitution of silver for all the gold the Government owns appli- 
cable to its general purposes; 


That the hoarding of gold has begun, and the time approaches when 
the two coins will part company; 

That gold will go to a e and the banks and rich speculators 
will e handsome profits; 

That the laboring men and women of the land will find that the 
dollar received for the wage of their toil has sadly shrunk in its pur- 
chasing power, and the worker must inevitably lose; 

That a contraction of the circulating medium will result in conse- 
quence of gold quitting the field of circulation; 

That the silver dollar is only worth 80 cents, and that we ought to 
regulate our action on silver coinage by the pleasure and conduct of the 
Latin Union; 

That we now have all the silver dollars needed, and suspension being 
declared, if any more be at any time required their coinage may be re- 
newed; 

That prosperity hesitates and capital timidly shrinks because of the 
dangers and uncertainties surrounding this question; and 

That labor lacks employment and the vast army of the unemployed 
appeals for a safe and stable currency. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to make some analysis of these prop- 
ositions, and while it may be beyond my capability to refute the argu- 
ments involved, still I shall feel that I have in a measure discharged 
my duty to my constituency and the country when I declare my radi- 
cal dissent from the conclusions reached and policy suggested, and as 
best I can express the reasons which shall control my course. 

It is not pretended by the most ardent pro-silver man that the pres- 
ent law is what it ought to be, or by any means free from objection. 
The purchase of bullion belongs to the power of coinage, and may de- 
rive its authority from the means to carry that power into effect, and, 
if so, is not obnoxious to the Constitution. I believe that all the teach- 
ings and traditions of the Democratic party emphasize and crystallize 
the doctrine that gold and silver are the constitutional money of this 
country. Our Government started outon that theory. I will notnow 
consume time by questioning the wisdom or correctness of the laws 
and decisions of courts which have sustained the issuance of paper 
money, nor the necessity and policy involved in those matters which 
have been put at rest by supreme judicial decision. 

I content myself with the statement that if the framers of our Con- 
stitution contemplated and intended gold and silver to be money, it is 
a principle, and hence indestructible. I do not believe that Congress 
has now or ever had the constitutional power to demonetize silver or 
to cripple and hinder it in the proper exercise of its function as money. 
Daniel Webster said: ~ 

I am certainly of the spies that gold and silver at rates fixed by Congress 

0 


constitute the legal stan value in this country, and that neither Congress 
nor anys State has authority to establish any other standard or to displace this 


The power is conferred upon Congress to determine the necessity 
and extent of coinage, and if Congress should say that the coinage of 
silver dollars shall be absolutely free and unlimited there is no appeal 
from its decision, it being the peculiar and exclusive province of Con- 
gress to determine the question; and no tribunal could or would inter- 
fere in disturbing the legitimate prerogative of the law-making power. 
Unrestricted authority being vested in Congress to coin money and 

te the value thereof,“ when its judgment is asserted in favor of 
the present or increased coinage of silver dollars it is immaterial to any 
other power in this Government as to what conditions and motives 
actuate and impel Congress, and all inquiry thereinto is precluded. If 
it should conclude, as is the fact, that the United States produces nearly 
one-half of all the silver in the world, and that this precious domestic 
product ought to be utilized; that the people need the addition to the 
circulating medium of any number of silver dollars, whether it be in 
actual circulation, or represented in silver certificates, or confined in 
Treasury vaults, and should enact its conclusions into law, what power 
is competent to decree that it is a misuse or perversion of Congressional 
authority? If Congress should attempt to displace silver asa standard 
of value I believe, with Daniel Webster, that it would be a violation 
of the Constitution. 

To suspend the coinage of silver, to obstruct its monetary use, to 
antagonize, in any way, the successful operation of its fiscal office, is, 
in my judgment, to displace the silver standard of value in proportion 
to the extent of such obstruction. The lesson learned from past legis- 
lation, the unmistakable purpose of gold monometallists and anti-sil- 
ver agitators, as manifested in all their words and acts, logically con- 
duce to the conclusion that the entire demonetization of silver asa full 
legal tender is sought to be ultimately accomplished; nor will their ef- 
fortsin that direction cease until their object is consummated or they 
are so overwhelmingly defeated as to show the utter futility of further 
exertion. And now that they have thrown down their gauntlet it is 
but the response of courage and duty upon the part of those who favor 
the constitutional rights of silver to accept the challenge and sound no 
truce until their cause be fully established, which will only be done 
when the concurrent and equal coinage of the two metals at the mints 
of the Government is finally assured. The quicker and more decisive 
the conflict the better it will be for the country. 

We find from the report of the Comptroller of the Currency (page 67) 
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that on November 1, 1885, the amount of coin in this country was 
$839, 129,143, of which $550, 927,783 was gold and $288,201,360 was sil- 
ver. The estimate of the Director of the Mint on January 1, 1886, in- 
creases the amount to $847,104,020, or gold, $533,810,148, and silver, 
$293,293,872, with gold bullion of the value of $72,923,721, and silver 
bullion of the value of $4,611,078, making a total metallic stock of 
$924,638,819. The coinage of gold is free and unrestricted; no war has 
ever been waged against its coinage, although ‘‘as money it is practi- 
cally unknown by the people” and has but little circulation among the 
masses, they preferring “to handle silver and paper money only.” 
There is no suggestion of complaint against its continued and uninter- 
rupted coinage, or to the effect that too much of it has been coined, or 
as to the existence of any constitutional objection. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that there is a necessity for the continued 
coinage of the silver dollar, because every dollar coined will add that 
much more to the volume of money required for our large and rapidly 
increasing population and their commercial wants; because multiplied 
millions of public and private indebtedness can be di in such 
dollars, and every addition thereto increases the debt-paying capacity 
both of the state and the citizen. The Comptroller of the Currency, in 
his report (page 18), says: 


Through 
—— dollar and to restore its legal-tend: 


ificates 
dollars at the pleasure 
public debts. 


The actual increase of the volume of money in the hands of the peo- 
ple, then, is $142,588,861, or something over $2 per capita, with which to 
pay taxes, discharge indebtedness, transact business, and purchase the 
necessities of life. It follows that continued coinage will still further 
increase the circulating medium—an end, in my judgment, to be de- 
voutly desired, and in the interest of the great mass of the people. 

We learn from the Director of the Mint (Report, page 30) that on 
July 1, 1885, there was of gold coin in the Treasury $179,952,890, in 
national banks $90,758,847, and in other banks and general circulation 
$271,462,890. We are not informed in this statement as to the re- 
spective amounts in the other banks mentioned and in general circula- 
tion. It may be safely assumed, however, that nearly one-half of all 
the gold coin in the United States is controlled by the banks. I have 
searched with some diligence and have been unable to find any authen- 
tic estimate of the gold coin in actual circulation in the hands of the 
people. We have an abundance of statistical information, elaborate 
discussion, and official recommendation upon the silver question. 

From the above statements as to the amounts, form, and location of 
our metallic money it is not obvious that gold has much the advantage 
of silver in point of real cireulation and actual mone use by the 
body of the people, and besides there is comparatively little silver held 
by the banks, the amount in round numbers being only about $12,- 
000,000. It is not astonishing, in view of these facts, that the banks 
should be unfriendly to silver coinage and look with lively interest to 
its ion. 

I ve there is a necessity for the continued coinage of the silver 
dollar because it is essentially the money of the great majority of the 
people. All over the country silver will settle the transactions and 
adjust the business of men in moderate circumstances more conven- 
iently and satisfactorily than any other quality of money. ing 
of fractional coins the Secretary of the says that in the bulk 
of human transactions where money passes silver has no rival.“ The ap- 
plication may be made with equal and it seems to me greater force to 
the silver dollar, because of its unlimited legal-tender quality. The 
great business classes who carry the exchanges of the country are not 
the only people whose preferences, convenience, and interest ought to 
be consulted. 

No sort of moneyis better adapted to popular necessities, uses, and 
conditions than silver, and it can not be successfully controverted that 
everywhere in the country away from the cities and centers of wealth 
the people prefer silver; and I think it would be difficult to find a 
farmer, a mechanic, or wage-worker of any kind who would not rather 
have, and could not more readily utilize in all their ordinary and 
practical financial affairs, ten standard silver dollars than a ten-dollar 
gold piece. The laboring men of the country would not object if in- 
stead of the less than five dollars in silver per capita now extant in 
this Government we had fourteen dollars as is the case even in France. 
I believe we ought to continue the coinage of silver, because to stop it 
would be not only to limit and contract the volume of money, but it 
would be to disarrange the prices of all commodities, to injuriously 
affect the markets, to add to the p ing power of gold, to curtail 
the rewards of labor, to augment the wealth of gold owners to the 
detriment of the rest of the people, to benefit the creditor at the ex- 
pense of the debtor, to ify the fortunes of the rich and take from 
the substance of the poor. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that silver can and will circulate among the 
people if it be allowed a fair opportunity. Whenever it is fully known 


and appreciated by those in authority that the people are absolutely 
determined that it is now and ever shall be in this country the full 
equal of gold, shall not be discriminated against, but made to assert 
and enjoy its proper office in the payment of national as well as private 
debts, then it will circulate. Let it once be affirmatively shown and 
realized that the people who make Presidents and Secretaries and Con- 
gressmen are thoroughly in earnest and will utterly repudiate those 
who refuse to do their will on this question, and it will circulate. Let 
the decree go forth from the mighty sovereignty of this country that 
bondholders, credit- and goldites can not dominate the policy 
and conduct of legislation, and it will circulate. Let officials 
be made to discharge bonded indebtedness of the United States pay- 
able in silver with silver, or, if preferred, with silver certificates, and 
it will circulate. Let them quit borrowing gold of national banks on 
the plea of strengthening the Government’s gold reserve for the pay- 
ment in gold on the national debt, and pay out some of the millions of 
silver on hand in discharge of such debt, and it will circulate. Re- 
move the obstructions at headquarters, consisting in discretionary power 
or otherwise, and it will circulate. Give it an equal chance with gold 
and it will circulate. 

I have yet to see a workingman who says there is no necessity for 
silver coinage, or that the silver dollar will not circulate, or hear him 
complain at any superabundance of standard dollars. I live sr 
1,700 miles from this Capitol, and remote from any mint, and yet 
saw standard silver dollars of 1885 in circulation in my county before 
coming here in November last, and have not seen a gold coin since my 


arrival in this city. I never saw any man decline to receive a silver 
dollar, but have frequently heard the request for silver in exchange for 
gold and paper money. It is by n selection the people’s money 


and constitutes as statisticians agree 54 per cent. of the monetary metals 
of mankind. But the custody’? of silver dollars has entailed acon- 
siderable expense for the construction of vaults for its deposit.“ What 

? How much? How many vaults have been built, where, and 
at what cost? How many additional watchmen have been employed, 
and at what salaries? 

Does the custody of gold cost anything? Does it have to be depos- 
ited in vaults? Is any vigilance or place of deposit required for its 
safe-keeping? Is greater structural security’’ demanded for silver 
than for gold coin and bullion? 

We have a good crop of silver; our mines are rich with this precious 
metal; it is a vast domestic product and a needful commodity. That 
would be a poor argument for the provident husbandman who had been 
blessed with abundant crops as the reward of his toil and thrift to say 
that it would cost too much to construct cribs and barns in which to 
garner his harvests. Present or prospective redundancy of yield would 
not frighten or prevent him from making nag te provision for the 
custody and safety of the fruits of his labor. e erect spacious and 
commodious buildings, ofgreatstructural beauty, comfort, and security, 
for the accommodation of the various Departments of the Government 
and their manifold purposes; for the Army, the Navy, the Judiciary, 
the Interior, with all its ramified service, the Treasury and its numer- 
our subdepartments, for executive and legislative uses, for con- 
venience, for agriculture, for museums and institutes, for bureaus and 
commissions, for officiary and subofliciary, tosay nothing of monuments 
and statuary. Immense outlays of public money are constantly made 
for furniture and appliances. It would be an interesting statement to 
Federal tax-payers if a full bill of particulars were exhibited. 

Itseems that ingenuity is taxed for the invention of plausible schemes 
for additions, ornaments, and conveniences conn with the public 
business of the country. Millions and millions of dollars have been 
expended and are being annually appropriated for these and kindred 
purposes. If the public interest requires such expenditures, no reason- 
able objection can or ought to be interposed. The Government ought 
to provide proper facilities for the conduct of its necessary business, 
But it is an extravagant and prodigal expenditure to construct a few 
simple vaults in which to store the treasure of the country! A won- 
drous spell of economy has seized upon public attention, and the dread- 
ful spectacle is presented of the necessity to use a little stone or brick 
and mortar, iron and steel, locks and bars with which to make safe 
depositories for our silver money! The money of the Government 
not in circulation among the people ought to be in the custody of 
the Government. Let us not strain at the gnat in the vault 
while we ‘‘swallow the camel“ in the stately edifice, or worry our souls 
any more about the safe-keeping of our silver than our gold. I have 
searched with some care and have failed to discover in any of the re- 
cent reports submitted to Congress just exactly how much it has cost 
the Government ‘‘ for the construction of vaults’’ for the deposit of 
silver dollars, and being desirous of information upon this subject, I 
called upon Mr. Bell, the Supervising Architect in the Treasury De- 
partment, and from him have received the following: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
December 28, 1885. 
DEAR Sin: In compliance with your verbal request of yesterday, I have the 
honor to inform you that no vaults were supplied by this Department prior to 
1878 exclusively for the storage of silver dollars; since 1878, to the present time, 
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vaults for the „ dollars have been supplied for 
the following Government buildings, at a cost for each herein : 
Baltimore (Mi gs i custom-house, &c.: 
Vault and 5 aladin onih A olh Panaon, Koin — 88, 208 18 
m-house, 
V. hae including cost of freight, foundations, &. — 8,050 02 
ON He ee yey e s 
— including cost of ight, foundations, &c............... 20,989 67 
ew Y 
Vault and fittings, incl cost of elevator, staircase, foundations, 
sigh UBD E RE TRTE hades P ——— ———— 38,698 25 
Vi ult d fines, M eladi cost of foundations, freight, &c. 6,985 52 
am OUNGAHONS, freight, Xe. 
£ Philadelphia oton hia: um 


Vault and fittin, including freighi foundations, elevator, &c ee 
Philadel, + — ee 


Lattice tions for pen a treasurer, vaults that are temporarily 
used by superintendent of Mint for storage of coin. 
Saint Louis custom-house: 
Vault, fittings, &e., abou 
San Franciseosu 


btreasury : 
Vault and fittings, including cost of freight, foundations, &c... 


Vaults and fi including cost of freight, foundations, Ko. 17,159 77 
Vault and fittings, er foundations, &. s.. 6,327 16 


San 
Vault and fittings, Set TEA foundation, freight, &. 
Vault and fittin: ing. . freight, wre 


Vault and ara e — 4 — ington, D 8 yee eS as A „50, 090 72 
e M. E. BELL, 
Hon. 2 W. T. LANHAM, g Architect, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
From this it will be observed that the A for the 


construction of vaults” and incidentals described is $205,949.66. Dur- 
ing these eight years it has only cost the Government about one-half 
theamount per annum which we pay our Senators and Representatives 
for stationery, and the vaults while the 1 18 8 We 
learn from the Director of the Mint that the seigniorage on 

of silver dollars during the last fiscal year was 54, 355, 278.84. "Sub. 
tract the cost of constructing the vaults from the seigniorage earned 
by the Government in one year and it is difficult to ive wherein 
the coinage of the silver dollar is a losing business, without taking into 
consideration the present value of the vaults. 

Mr. Chairman, I am no apologist for extravagant or unnecessary out- 
lays of publicmoney. Economical administration, if it be a possibility 
under our present system of Federal taxation, is a supreme desideratum; 
but, according to my mode of thinking, the forces of economy could find 
countless objects of attack infinitely more ‘‘ worthy of their steel” and 
formidable to popular interests than the cost of building vaults for the 
storage of silver treasure. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a bimetallist. I believe that gold is as much 
constitutional money as silver and silver as gold, and I would not dis- 
place either from its rightful position as an equal standard of value. I 
believe that gold paid out will as inevitably find its way back to the 
Treasury as silver, less that amount which may be left in actual circu- 
lation. I do not believe in the very nature of things that gold can or 
will circulate among the people to the same extent as does silver, and 
I further believe that the unrestricted coinage of each would maintain 
the just equilibrium and rightfal purpose of the two metals as money. 
The discrimination against silver is the cause of ae appreciation in 
gold and the proximate cause of the hoarding of gold. If the coinage 
of silver were free, like- gold, then the great and fundamental law of 
supply and demand woul regulate and preserve the province of each 
and aid in the maintenanceof thedesired equivalence. In thatevent no 
question of constitutional warrant would arise, and no gold would be 
required for the purchase of silver bullion. If during the eighty-one 
years when the coinage of full legal-tender silver dollars was free our 
mints only coined $8,045,838, why should there now be such a dread 
that the free coinage of silver will engender a plethora in silver money? 
It is a matter of speculation as to what amount of silver dollars would 
be coined. It would depend on a variety of causes. I think it is by 
no means certain that in the end it would average more than the pres- 
ent annual coinage. 

In the estimate of the silver coinages in eighteen countries of the 
world during the calendar year 1884, it is stated by the Director of the 
Mint that the amount was $90,000,000. Mexico coined $25,000,000, 
India $13,800,000, and Spain nearly $7,000,000. If our Government 
were to coin one-half of this amount per annum, we would not then 
exceed the maximum allowance under the act of 1878. If we were to 
coin more under such conditions than we now do, the country would 
not be end The citizen would vie with the Government in ef- 
fecting its circulation and stability in value. 

Whatever the result might be as to the extent of coinage, such a 
method would commend itself for fairness, bo less dependent for suc- 
cess on artificial than natural causes, and come to us sanctioned by the 
wisdom and precedent of the past. When gold is made to feel that it 
shall not be allowed, by legislative enactment or the pleasure and con- 
duct of any Department, to usurp any of the inherent privileges or de- 
tract from the constitutional powers of its elder brother, silver, then it 
will be content to remain the equal associate of silver, and have no de- 
sire to part part com y with it. Gold is aggressive and seeks supremacy 
over silver, w sap A latter is simply struggling for the protection of 


its proper rights. If silver be substituted it will be the fault of 


l 

and in consequence of its wrongfulencroachmenton the domain of 

But suppose the business of the country should go to a silver basis? 
While the double standard is right and desirable and ought not be de- 
stroyed, still it is my deliberate conviction that if a e standard 
should be precipitated, which seems to be the purpose of gold ad vo- 
cates, it would be far better for the country and infinitely more equi- 
table to the people that silver should be that standard. For eighty-one 
years it occupied its appropriate sphere in our standard of values. The 
Comptroller says: 


What effect this [silver basis] would have it is diMcult to predict. It would 

„ however, t gold would go to a premium, which would com its 

being held to a certain extent as an article of merchandise, and it would not 

ae ane as 1 This would probably occasion contraction in credits and 
nan urbance. 


To contract credits and disturb bondholders would be a dreadful ca- 
lamity, but how about expanding and debts, limiting the 
available monetary supply with which to liquidate them, and upon 
which the contract was made, and disturbing and oppressing the vast 
army ” of debtors throughout the land? Is it a small thing to vio- 
late the equities as between debtor and creditor?” 

As before intimated, we produce nearly half the silver in the world, 
and a considerable quantity of it is found in our gold mines. In the 
economy of nature these metals are united and blended in the earth, 
so that exploiting the one brings forth the other. There is a geminate 
relation between them in nature, governmental policy, and financial 
science, and they can and will fraternize as mone es if left 
to their normal action and undisturbed by vicious legislation. Shall 
our silver mines lie dormant and our miners go unemployed in order 
to augment credits and gratify the greed for gold? Making some allow- 
ance for increase in population and one or two unimportant changes 
since the publication of the subjoined statement, taken from the report 
of the United States Silver Commission, it will be discovered that 
nearly three-fourths of the people of the world have an exclusive silver 
standard, and comparatively few an exclusive gold standard, while 
187,300,000 employ the double standard, as follows: 

SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 
5 


GOLD-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 


Great ireren 1 32, 000. 000 | Norway. . .. . . 1. 780, 000 
pe of Good Hope Sweden . 

and 8 — 7. 000. 000 — 

Gm. 42. 000, 000 Total. . . , 87,080,000 


From this it would appear that a silver standard in this country 
would harmonize us with those nations which have an exclusive silver 
standard, and might facilitate the cultivation of our commercial rela- 
tions therewith to our advantage and the furnishing of better markets 
for our manufactured products, There need be no fear, however, that 
the continued coinage of silver will drive gold out of this country or 
cause a separation of the two metals, if the experience of the past thir- 
teen years be any criterion for the future. From 1873 to 1878 the ex- 
ports of gold exceeded the imports by more than $123,000,000; from 
1878 to the present the imports have exceeded the exports by more 
than $200,000,000. We have now $433,000,000 more of gold than we 
had when the silver-coinage act of 1878 was passed, and since that time 
our exports of silver have exceeded the imports by about $16,000,000 
perannum. When silver was demonetized gold went abroad; since 
its partial rehabilitation gold has remained at home and invited addi- 
tional importation. 

If the bonded indebtedness of the United States be payable in coin; 
if silver is produced pari passu with the increase of population and de- 
mands of commerce; if there be less of gold and more of silver attain- 
able; if the primacy in silver production be conceded to the United 
States, and it is useful for purposes of trade with the vast majority of 
the people of the globe; if it will pay off mortgages and deeds of trust, 
and settle any and all private debts; if a bondholder can not decline it, 
and a poor man is glad to get it, it seems to me that it is difficult to 
predict’’ wherein it would more disastrously affect the country to have 
silver than gold as the basis. The trouble 5 that gold wants to be the 
basis, while silver only contends for its proper share in the standard of 
values. Let gold part company ’’ with silver, if it will, the farewell 
will be self-sought and voluntary; but may the day never come in 
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‘*these ends of the earth’? when silver, as a fiscal 
thrown in our public and private transactions. Rather let it be— 


„shall beover- 


The great da: 
— Monopoly’s . in the d dust rege A lay 
on's power and Mammon's self 
Tan one prodigious ruin swallow all! 

Mr. Chairman, early in January last there came into my possession 
the following remarkable document, whichin this connection I ask to 
be reported in hee verba, preserving the peculiar emphasis as contained 
in the original, and giving the names of the officers and directors: 

[Confidential cireular.] 
5 Snow, enh. 


D. R. James, 
John C. Cook, 


es Vice-Presidents. 
Simon 


White, James H, 
Arnoux, John Nix, orris $. Wise, e n Aen DOY, Julius 
Hammerslough, James T. Young, G. Waldo Smith rge L. Pease. 


New YORK BOARD OF TRADE AND TRANSPORTATION, 
New York, December 24, 1888. 

Dear Sm: Thanking you for your letter of recent the Committee on Sil · 
ver Coi desire to know if you will co-operate with them in the way of dis- 
tribu uments, and otherwise, for the ADUPE of * public senti- 
ment in favor of the early suspension of the Bland law 

To that end it is earnestly requested— 

First. That vou write a personal letter AT ONCE to the Hon, JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE ov REPRESENTATIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C., URGING HIM 
TO REFRAIN FROM PLACING EXTREME SILVER MEN ON THE COINAGE’ CoMMITTEE, 
and so give “fair field and no favor” to all interests. This is very important, 
and to be of any value must reach 8 before January 5; if TOO LATE 
a d. That cae in separate eee letters to your own tative 

oon 
in Congress and yo dig in your aeto „„ aloe PASTA tose it they 
manner as you n your them if 
will favor 5 — of the Bland awe 

Third. After writing the above letters, please inquire QUIETLY among your 
friends and neighbors to ascertain their views upon the question, and induce 
as many as ble to write Mr. CARLISLE and your M. C. and Senators, in like 
manner. 

Fourth. Please make note of all persons who promise so to write, and send 
—— of their names to undersigned, who will from time to time issue ConFIDEN- 

TIAL INFORMATION on the situation. The committee asks in return, occasion- 


Tux COMMITTEE on SILVER COINAGE, 
A. B. MILLER, Chairman. 


Mr. Chairman, with one exception, I have not the honor of a per- 
sonal acquaintance with the gentlemen whose names appear on this 

„confidential circular,” norany knowledge as to their respective voca- 
tions in life. I express the opinion that very few of them are in the 
ranks of the ‘‘ vast army’’ of those who seek employment, and that 
none of them can be classed with the laboring men and wage-workers 
of the country. It is my belief that they toil not, neither do they 
spin.“ I wish I had time to enlarge upon the contents of this circu- 
lar, and the objects involved, but it speaks for itself and conveys its 
own instruction. 

Mr. Chairman, I have yet to heara laboring man or woman, a Knightof 
Labor, amember ofaState grange or Farmers’ Alliance, ora wage-worker 
of any kind demand the suspension of silver coinage. Iknow that many 
of my constituents representing these classes have protested against it 
in private conversation and by public remonstrance, and I should feel 
recreant to my convictions of personal rectitude and derelict in the dis- 
charge of tative duty if I failed, in their name and behalf, to 
voice an invincible repugnance and unyielding hostility to the purpose 
of obstructing or destroying the coinage of silver. I do not believe that 
the movement against silver isin the interest of the poor man, inspired 
in behalf of his wages, or organized asa breakwater against the cupidity 
and avarice of the banks and rich speculators.” 

We have seen that the bankers and income-owners seek the suspen- 
sionof the coinage of silver dollars. Do they meet and resolve and issue 
their proclamations their own interests 2 in pure sympathy 
with the toilers of the country? If so, the rings of human ac- 
tion have been changed, the current of human motive has been reversed, 
and men are not what they always have been. To say that the banker 
has espoused the cause of the poor and the bondholder is in tears for 
the laborer, that the rich man distresses himself about the poor man’s 
wages, is to make Dives embrace Lazarus, to repudiate a long record of 
covetousness, and falsify the history of selfishnessin the past. Save the 
solecism! The lion and the lamb have lain down together! The mil- 
lennium is upon us! 

l believe a more severe contraction of the circulating medium“ will 
ultimately result if silver coinage be suspended for any considerable 
period than if every dollar in gold which now actually circulates atall 
should quit the field of circulation, so far as the masses are concerned. 
The people use silver, while as before stated gold as money is practically 

unknown by them. I further believe that the hoarding of gold will 


decrease when the hoarders are made to understand that silver coinage 
is a permanency. 

In reply to the argument that the silver dollar is only worth 80 
cents, I have to say that the logic of facts proves that it will buy as 
much as any other dollar and pay debts to the extent of any other dol- 
lar. It is current at the teller’s desk, at the merchant’s counter, at 
the drug store, at the blacksmith shop—everywhere. No instance is 
remembered since 1878, in any part of the country, where ten dollars 
in silver, gold, Treasury notes, bank bills or coin certificates were not 
readily in le, and the one held as good and treated as valu- 
able as the other. It may not be without profit and instruction, how- 
ever, to submit a brief review of the history of silver coinage in the 
United States since the foundation of the Government, from which it 
may be ascertained whether the ery of debased and dishonest dollar is 
well founded. 

At the risk of being tedious, and for the information of those who 
may not have investigated the subject, I copy the following summary, 
which includes not only the standard silver dollar but the trade-dol- 
lar and subsidiary coins: 

THE STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Sasori ee to, be sommes aek at Ap 1792. Weight, 416 fineness, 
.892.4; value, $l. Deviation in weight allowed in Pa ei 15 . Deviation 
in fineness allowed in assay, .003; lowest, .897; highest, . Coinage com- 
manent: 1794. Weight changed, act of January 18, 5 to 412.5 grains, Fine- 

, act of January 18, 1837, to .900. Coinage discontinued, act of 
8 12, 1873. Total amount coined previous to ny of February 12, 1873. 
$8,045,838. 2 reauthorized, act of February 28, 1878. ow p ern. j 
Amount coined during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, 3 Total 
amount coined to close of fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, $211,930, 
THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 
. fF 1873. W. 420 ; 
“nota legal tender. 1 Deviation 1 weight eer 13 15 
3 in Te Ose allowed in — 003; 5 highest, 903. 
comm e Treasu: 
VVV 
ise $1,987, and in 1881, . e l 
THE SILVER HALF-DOLLAR. 

Authorized to 
FCC 
viation in fineness allowed in — Coinage 
eee 1794. Weight changed, aétof January iat 185765285 to 206. Serine. 

ess changed, act e i W. ht changed, act of February 
21.18 pe to 192 ee A — 3 act . February 2 — = ts grams, 15 
col fiscal ear ended e $2,557.50. 

Toit amor n year en ed June 30,1885, $122, 
THE SILVER QUARTER-DOLLAR. 

Authorized to be coined, act of April 2,1792. Weight, gra 
892.4; value, 25 cents. 8 ina we cf rah stone! — 5 3 5 grains. De- 
viation inage 


Fine- 


in fin 


5 K Januar 1837, to. 900. W. t not oſ February 
21, 1853, to 96 grains. Weigh: Ist fh, “Weight chan cock Bates 
or 96.4 grains. Amount . — during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, 


$2,178.85. — amount coined to close of fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, 


888,498, 007.50. 
THE SILVER TWENTY-CEST PIECE. 
e. to be coined, act of March 3, 1875. Weight, ö grams, or 77.1 
een 20 cents. Deviation in we 2 allowed in coinage, 13 1. $ 
gains Deviation in fineness allowed in assay, .003; lowest .897 ; highest. 
commenced, Coinage discontinued, act of May 2, 1878. Total 
— coined, $271,000, 


THE SILVER DIME. 


Authorized to be coined, act of April 2,1792. Weight, 41.6 grains; fineness, 
-892.4; value 10 cents. rah mages in weight allowed in co L5 gri 5 
age 


yiation in fineness allowed in 003; lowest, .897; highest, 
commenced, 1796. W. t ee act of January is, ash to 41.2 grains, 
1837, to .900. Wei changed, act of Feb- 
ight + act o. Fobraasy 12 1878, to 25 
grams, grains. ed during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885, a i 40. Total amount coined to close of fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, 


$18,608,843. 
HALF-DIME. 


Authorized to be coined, act of April 2,1792. Weight, 20.8 ; fineness, 
892.4; value 5 cents. Deviation in weight allowed in Sore highest grains. Devi. 
ation in fineness allowed in assay, .003; lowest, ighest, .903. Coinage 


commenced, 1794. Weight changed, act of. January is 1807, to 20.625 grains. Fine- 
ness changed, act of January 18, 1837, to. 900. Weight of February 
21, 1553, to 19.2 ins. Coinage discontinued, act of 8 1873. Total 
amount coined 906,946.90. 
THE SILVER 3-CENT PIECE, 


Authorized to be eee act of March 3,1851. Weight, 12.375 grains; fineness, 


750; value, 3 cents. viation in weight allowed in coi 5 grains. Devin- 
ie in fineness allowed in assay, .003; lowest, .897; hi 903. Coinage 
commenced 1851. Weight changed, act of March 3, 1853, to 11.52 grains. Fine- 


— 12 Ist ro act of March 3, 1853, to .900. Coinage discontinued, act of Febru- 
Total amount coined, 81.281, 80.20 

e now have, saving a change of pattern, the identical silver dollar 
that was authorized by the act of January 18, 1837, the act of 1878 re- 
authorizing the coinage of the verysame dollar. The weight and fine- 
ness are precisely the same. It contains exactly the same amount of 
pure silver. Leaving out the five years of demonetization, it has been 
in use for nearly a half century as the lawful dollar of the United 
States. It has only been of late years that any cry has been 
against it on account of a lack of intrinsic value, and that clamor has 
been aggravated for the purpose of appreciating gold. It is a fact that 
we put more silver in the dollar by 3 per cent. than any other nation 
except Mexico. 


Any owner of gold bullion may deposit the same at any mint, to be formed 
into coin or bars for his benefit. (Revised Statutes, section 3519.) 
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When coined he can put it in circulation, invest it in property, or hoard 
it for the future. The only limitation put upon him is the quantity 
of bullion he may possess. The capacity of the mines, the success in 
discovery, the industry of the miner, the demand and supply have reg- 
ulated the amount of gold coined in the United States. The law now 
restricts silver coinage, and whether through the unfriendliness of 
Treasury officials or the opposition of administrations the minimum al- 
lowance in the purchase and coinage of silver bullion has rarely, if ever, 
been exceeded. Silver is fought while gold is favored. Silver, I re- 
peat, has not depreciated, but gold has appreciated in consequence of 
discriminating legislation. Silver has been abased, while gold has 
been exalted. I trust and believe that the time is surely coming when 
that which was made into ‘‘shekels, current money of the merchants ” 
in the days of Abraham, shall be exalted to its rightful position in the 
metallic currency of this country. 

What man in this broad land, bondholder or yeoman, has ever lost a 
cent or suffered any injury in consequence of the amount of silver in 
the standard dollar? The bondholder paid, upon the average, about 
50 to 60 cents in coin for his bond. The law says he may be paid in 
coin of the standard value“ of July 14, 1870, the date of the refund- 
ing act, in these 80-cent dollars if you please. I want to know wherein 
he is victimized or defrauded if his bond is discharged in standard sil- 
ver dollars. But suppose you add 20 cents more of silver to the dollar, 
what is the result? If you construe the contract strictly, when the 
bondholder presents his obligation, and is tendered in payment a silver 
dollar of different weight and value from that which obtained when 
his debt was funded under the act mentioned, may he not decline to 
receive it and demand payment in gold? If, however, then as now, 
the debt could be paid in silver, what effect would the additional 20 
cents have on the equities between the debtor and the creditor?” 
Where the creditor could claim four dollars before he would then de- 
mand five. Add one-fifth to public and private debts, and the result 
is startling. But even that, cruel as such a proposition is, will not 
satisfy the opponents of silver. Its coinage must be suspended. Money 
must be madescarcer. Gold must be made higher. The power of the 
banks and the possessors of gold must be still further increased. The 
springs of popular endurance, already bent, must be pressed to the last 
receding point. Gold must be made the only standard. Public obliga- 
tions and private contracts payable in silver must be paid in gold. 
The country must be turned over to the dominion of plutocracy. 

I say here and now to the enemies of silver, if you would avert the 
alleged calamity of a silver basis; if you would preserve a constitutional 
bimetallism in this country; if you would turn away disaster and dis- 
content, let up in your persistent crusade against silver. If I have any 
proper conception of the real feeling and sentiment of the masses of the 
people on this subject that Representative who votes to suspend the 
coinage of silver and whose constituents are not largely composed of 
urban money-changers, will in my humble judgment—with due defer- 
ence to the opinions of others—be relegated to the shades of private 
life; be he Democrat or Republican, if he represents a rural people— 
farmers, laborers, wage-workers—men of modest wealth or scant pos- 
sessions, that vote will register his political doom, I care not how pure 
soever his motives may be, whom it may please, or at whose recom- 
mendation it be done. What was said by the Legislature of Ohio in 
1877 is re-echoed all over the Union. The people have not changed 
their opinion. Let those, the rich and powerful, who would now in 
any measure repeat the deed of 1873, and impair the rank of silver as 
lawful money, remember the language of that resolution and the 
rience of the past and take warning: for while this great Republic will 
fully protect them in all their rights, under the letter and spirit of the 
contract, still it will not permit them to dapol the tax-payers of the 
country, add another grain to the weight of debt or another burden to 
the back of toil, 

The latter clause of the banker’s resolution before quoted says: The 
law (silver coinage) should be immediately s ded and remain in- 
operative until an international agreement with leading commercial na- 
tions shall give substantial assurance as to the future relations of gold 
and silver as money.“ 

The Comptroller of the Currency says (report, page 19): 

The discontinuance of the coinage of the silver dollar might 1 7 1 od have a 
tendency to bring about some agreement with other nations and the fixing of a 
ee ſox a series of years. 

The Secretary of the Treasury concedes the improbability of any in- 
ternational agreement, z 

The President says: 
sob WWA be PATAI ́Ä7J21;ꝛ·]ù ⁊ͤ v 
the subject of other countries with whom we maintain intercourse through com- 
merce, trade, and travel, 

It may be well enough to give a brief explanation of the Latin Union 
about which so much has been said. It was first organized in 1865 
between e olama Switzerland, and Italy, all lan- 
guages derived from the Latin, whence its name. Greece was added 

n aner ; and to this cay Tae five i KOD up a monetary league, 
regulating coinage under the same designation. This agreement stip- 
ulates a E E gold and silver eoinage (both of fineness and weight) 


for all, declares the silver coins legal tender between individuals to the 
amount of 50 francs, binds the nation issuing them to receive them to 
any amount, and limits the coinage of 5-franc pieces for a series of 
years to 120,000,000 francs per annum. This last limitation is now 
replaced by an agreement to suspend silver coinage for five years, but 
continuing the gold redemption of silver in each country. 

The immediate cause of the Latin Union, it is said, were the gold dis- 
coveriesof Californiaand Australia. A reference to the map will show 
that Belgium, Switzerland, and Italy all havea western border on France, 
while Greece is a little peninsula southeast from France. Being contig- 
uous countries the object of the Union was to facilitate the reciprocal use 
of their respective coins. 

The act of 1878, under which the present silver dollar is coined, pro- 
vided that the President shall invite the governments of the countries, 
composing the Latin Union, so called, and ofsuch other European nations 
as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in a conference to 
adopt a common ratio between gold and silver, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing internationally the use of bimetallic money and securing fixity 
of relative values between these metals. These countries composing 
the Latin Union contain in the aggregate 365,705 square miles, of which 
France has 204,030; Belgium, 11,369; Switzerland, 15,908; Italy, 114,- 
380, and Greece, 20,018. Their combined area is less that that of Texas 
and Colorado. The district I have the honor to represent is about one- 
third itssize, and I can offset Belgium with Presidio County. The value 
of the importsand exports of merchandise into and from the United States 
a and to these countries during the year ending June 30, 18853 is as 
follows: 


The aggregate population of these countries, as taken from the latest 
census of each, is 76,203,463. Ere long and ours will beas great. The 
area, the population, the extent and importance of our commercial re- 
lations and travel with the countries composing the Latin Union do not 
seem to me to be of such magnitude as to render it absolutely necessary 
that we should, if permitted to do so, be compelled to join this mone- 
tary league’’ in order to preserve our financial existence and maintain 
our national prosperity. If we accept the advice of the bankers and 
suspend the law until we obtain the international agreement men- 
tioned we will, in my judgment, d forall time to come. It seems 
that repeated efforts have been made to compass this agreement with 
the Latin Union and other European nations, all of Which have re- 
sulted in signal failure. It seems that the New York ‘‘ delegate, well 
instructed in fiscal science, sent out by the present administration, 
has met with no better success than his predecessors. ‘‘'The steps thus 
taken have more fully demonstrated the uselessness of further at- 
tempts” in this direction. 

In view of the persistent rejection of all our overtures by foreign gov- 
ernments for the last eight years, it is a mild prediction of the barest 
possibility when the Comptroller tells us that— 

The discontinuance of the coinage of the silver dollar by our Government 


might perbaps have a tendency to bring about some agreement with other 
nations, 


Mr. Chairman, I believe with Mr. Pierrepont that— 


It is time that we had a financial system of our own, suited to our conditions, 
as every other great nation and it is high time that we cease begging the 
old monarchies of Europe to tell us in what ratio to gold we may coin our P Beo 


I am one of those who believe that our country is large enough, in- 
dependent enough, and grand enough to act upon its own motion in 
the establishment of a financial policy without prostrating itself in the 
dust of humility before foreign nations and supplicating their gracious 
er and co-operation in our monetary plans and purposes. We 

ve attained our national majority and can dispense with a guardian. 
There is other commerce in the world besides that supplied by the coun- 
tries composing the Latin Union. We are as independent of Great 
Britain and Germany as they are of us. We have a domestic as well 
as foreign use for money. Our geographical position and population 
certainly ought to justify us in coining as much silver as the French 
have, and we must coin $30,000,000 more before reaching that point. 

It is gratifying to learn that the German people are clamorous for the 
overthrow of gold monopoly. They have observed the glaring in- 
iquities as between debtor and creditor which are consequent upon a 
single gold standard. Their farmers and peasantry have in no doubtful 

declared their grievances to the chancellor and the Reichstag; 
they say that the gold standard is grossly unjust to debtors, making 
money dear and threatening ruin to their agricultural interests, and 
from the late reports it seems that their voice is being heard even by 
that imperial government. An intrepid course on the part of the 
United States will excite the admiration of other countries, and inspite 
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their courage in the vindication of popular rights. Why should we 
not take the lead and stand in the forefront of the battle for bimetal- 
lism? Why should we temporize, copy from or beg affiliation with 
foreign nationalities? We are as self- ting as any other govern- 
ment beneath the sun. The trade of the Asian countries, South Amer- 
ica, and Mexico invites our attention, and the ports of every clime are 
open to our commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I favor the continued coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and would remove therefrom every hindrance and restriction. 
Iwould render the mints of the Government accessible to every bullion- 
owner. If foreign bullion come in, let it be coined into American dol- 
Jars for the purchase of American merchandise, for American monetary 
use, and the stimulation of American industries. With the limitation 
proposed under the bill of the minority I would allow silver to becoined 
in whatever quantities presented with a privilege and facility equal 
to gold. Iwould not add to the present weight and fineness of the sil- 
ver dollar for the reasons already assigned, and further because it is not 
desirable or expedient to increase the inducements which would render 
it an exportable commodity or cause it to be hoarded in consequence of 
augmented commercial value. I would not reduce it or disturb the 

resent ratio because of the lawofthecontract. Thepublic debtshould 
paid before it is made to differ from the then standard value con- 
tem in the refunding act before mentioned. I would remove the 
shackles from and enlarge the scope of its usefulness by free and un- 
limited coinage. This, in my judgment, will suitably adjust the rela- 
tions between gold and silver coin, and as much as any other measure 
check and control the variations in the standards of value. 

There is just as much necessity for reducing the weight and fineness 
aA gona coin as there is for increasing that of silver. Natural causes 

ill preserve the harmonies between them in the ratio which now sub- 
sists when the emhargo on silver is raised and give to our metallic cur- 
rency that stability and value which was designed by the framers of 
ourGovernment. If perchance some adventurous silver miner, who has 
braved the and perils which attend the videttes of civiliza- 
tion and paved the way by his labor and courage fora grander develop- 
ment of our glorious country, shall receive some compensation for his 
efforts and discoveries and find a market for his bullion the people will 
soon recover from any imaginary shock in consequence of any supposed 
legislative partiality to his pursuits and grudge him not his well-earned 
rewards, but find relief in his ultimate contributions to the public weal. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a great work before us. May we prove equal 
to all its necessities, Let us reduce our tariffs, build up our merchant 

remove the obstacles which retard our commerce with the na- 
tions of the earth, coin our silver as we doour gold, and adopt our own 
national policies. Then ty will not aor Sock e a 
old nor capital shrink from e,” nor opportunity be ing for the 
unemployed; but the interdependence and interrelations of labor and 
capital will be promoted, the kinship of wealth and work conserved, 
the estrangement between gold and silver averted, and reunited in one 
happy fraternity all the elements of our national strength will com- 
bine to solidify and perpetuate the grandeur and glory of this mighty 
Republic. Then the rich will not oppress the poor, and the poor will 
not despise the rich, but peace, contentment, and -will to men will 
reassert their rightful dominion in the hearts of the people. [Great 
applause. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, that the coinage question is one of 
grave importance to the American people is evidenced by the fact that 
in the House and at the other end of this Capitol Senators and Repre- 
sentatives have deemed it worthy of diligent study and elaborate dis- 
cussion. 

If there are any statistics farnished by this or any other country bear- 
ing upon the question which have not been produced and commented 
upon I have not found them. And if many of the figures produced 
have even a remote bearing upon the real issue involved in the various 
poreo affecting our coinage—and sought to be enacted into law— 

have also been unable to discover wherein they afford us any helpin 
arriving at a correct judgment as to what is our duty in the premises. 

Whether what I propos to say will throw any additional light upon 
the question it is not for me to say. It is sufficient for my purpose that 
I am permitted in my own way to give some of the reasons which will 
control my vote when we come to any definite propositions offered for 
our decision. 

I do not think it will aid usin any way to call each other hard names, 
nor do I think we shall add strength to our convictions by calling in 
question the honesty of those who differ with us. 

. If I may be able to fairly understand and correctly represent the de- 
liberate judgment of the constituency for whom I speak I shall have 
accomplished what I conceive to be the highest duty of a Representa- 
tive in this House. 

I know of no better safeguard to the rights of the people than a 
knowledge that it is to them that we must account for our actions here. 

The questions before Congress and the American people are: 

Shall we adopt gold as the sole monetary standard in this country ? 

Shall we continue the double standard of gold and silver with free 
private coinage of silver added? 
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Shall we continue to coin silver under the Bland act, or shall we sus- 
pend for the time being the coinage of silver dollars? 

Each of these propositions have their advocates in the House, but 
after all the real question is, shall we adopt the single gold standard 
or shall we maintain the double standard of gold and silver as the fu- 
ture monetary system of the United States? 

Settle in our minds which side of this proposition we stand upon, 
and we can find some common ground of agreement among those who 
stand with us as to the details of legislation by which we expect to 
effectuate our purpose. : 

For, I take it, those who advocate either temporary or permanent sus- 
pension of silver coinage desire eventually to drive silver out of our 
monetary system except for subsidiary coin, and bring us to a gold 
standard, pure and simple; and that those who are opposed to suspen- 
sion, whether they are in favor of free coinage or not, desire to main- 
tain the double standard. 

As I view it, this is the sharp issue presented, and one which we must 
settle in our own minds before coming to the settlement of details of 
legislation. 

I take it for granted also that those who believe in gold alone for this 
country believe in gold alone for the whole world, and would, if they 
had the power, blot silver out of existence as money, other than as 
token coin; and that those who believe in the double standard in this 
country believe in it for the world’s standard, and would, if in their 
power, make silver and gold the money metals of all nations, and will, 
so far as in their power, legislate toward that end. 

There may be a small number who do not believe in coin money, but 
who advocate silver with hot earnestness when it grows cheap, and who 
grow lukewarm and indifferent as it appreciates toward gold in value, 

I shall not turn aside from a consideration of the main question to 

examine the views of such, because they have no place in this discus- 
sion. 
In looking at the history of this money question itseems to me there 
is a wisdom not born of conscious reason which in every period of the 
world’s history seems to have guided nations and men to certain neces- 
sary conditions of national and individual prosperity and progress. 
Since history began to be written silver and gold have their 
office of measuring value with reasonable certainty andstability. Every- 
where and always, except in these later days, they have held their 
places as precious metals“ fit to be coined into money as standard 
measures of the value of one’s labor or possessions. 

The world’s wealth and business have adjusted themselves to the 
amount of these metals available for coinage. 

Their relative amounts and uses have determined the ratio of value 
peiora them, and nations have recorded the adjustment in their coin- 

Ws. 

Property has been acquired, obligations have been assumed, debts 
created, credits given, under the sanction and sanctity of laws made 
with reference to them and in reliance as well upon experience as to the 
probable amounts and uses of these metals at any given pa 

If it is true, as I have assumed, that y values have adjusted 
themselves to the world’s coin supply, it does not take a financier to 
understand that great disturbance and di t of values must 
necessarily follow any considerable diminution of the world’s coinage. 
To this view of the question I call especial attention, for I conceive that 
around it hinges every argument upon either side. 

I have said I look upon every attempt to demonetize silver as aimed 
atits ultimate elimination from the world’s money, leaving gold as 
the only coin money and the only basis for paper currency and for ex- 
changes through the banks. 

Taking all the statistics in regard to the world’s coin, and it is safe 
to say there are about $7,000,000,000 now in existence of silver and 
gold in coin used as money, and that the amount is about equally di- 
vided between the two metals, with a possible slight preponderance in 
favor of gold. 

I think it will be admitted that the amount of paper currency which 
may be safely issued in any nation is always determined by the amount 
of coin which exists in the nation and which may readily be obtained 
when required. 

I shall also take it for granted that the amount of business which 
may safely be done through the banks in the way of checks and ex- 
change also bears a direct relation to the amount of available money, 
Now, if we blot out of existence one-half of the coin of the world it fol- 
lows that we destroy one-half of the power of coin in the business of the 
world, one-half of the money available as a support for paper currency 
or bank exchange. In other words, the business of the world must be 
done with one-half of the monetary agencies which are now available. 

Assuming as I have that all property values are determined by the 
means available for carrying on the world’s business, it follows that a 
shrinkage of value to the extent that we take away these available 
means must follow, and that, in the event assumed, we must recast all 
property values and count the world’s permanent property at one-half 
of its present nominal value. 

If you tell me that it is not intended to do this thing e 
that the process is to be gradual, that silver in the present coin 
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amounts is to be left to circulate so long as it will perform the func- 
tions of money, I answer that the same result will follow, except the 
process of halving values will be a little slower. 5 

When all the great commercial nations declare it to be their policy 
to coin no more silver, from that moment the circumstance which has 
given to silver its chiefest value has been removed, and the value of 
silver bullion must rapidly decline to such an extent that it will force 
the present coinage out of circulation into the melting-pots. Toavoid 
greater evils the nations will have to provide for the retirement of its 
whole silver coi , except as subsidiary coin not available for the 
payment of debts or for the transaction of general business. So that look 
at the question from whatever point you will, every move toward a 
suspension of silver coinage in the commercial nations is a step toward 
the elimination of silver from the world’s money and the consequent 
readjustment ofall values. When this is accomplished it does not take 
a prophet to inform us that general banckruptcy will follow, whether 
it is accomplished immediately or is brought about by slow degrees. 

Bankruptcy for everybody but the money-lenders and credit-owners, 
into whose hands the accumulations of generations now distributed 
among a great number will speedily be gathered. I grant you, if there 
were no debts; if every man owned the in his ion, un- 
encumbered; if nocontracts existed extending beyond the hour, it would 
not make so great a difference with us about the nominal value placed 
upon our possessions. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has just referred to the“ capital- 
ists’? whose property is represented by credits. I would like to ask 
him whether if the state of things to which he has just referred were 
brought about, the capitalists, who after all must depend upon the 
permanent prosperity of the masses for their prosperity, would not suffer 
their share of the calamities which would fall upon the multitude of the 


people? 

Mr. ROWELL. That depends upon how you look at the case. If by 
means of a depreciation in the value of all property the credit-owners 
are enabled to gather in the body of the accumulated property so 
as to build up large estates themselves, we shall simply have the 
condition of a great peasant population, with a few nabob money-own- 
ers. In my judgment they would be worse off than they are to-day. 
It depends upon how a person likes to live—whether he likes to live 
in great wealth in the midst of poverty, or likes to live in a community 
where benefits are universally distributed among the people. 

Mr. CANNON. The answer of the gentleman is apt; and I substan- 
tially agree with him. The object of my question, however, was to di- 
rect the gentleman’s mind to this point: That those who favor the use 
of but one metal to the exclusion of the other would in fact pein, dee 
a condition of affairs which in the end, from an economic point, 
would destroy not only the masses of the people but themselves as well. 
So that those who favor the two metals are not only protecting them- 
selves, but in fact protecting the monometallists from the consequences 
of their own proposed action. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. In other words, they are the best friends 
of the monometallists. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, the best friends of the monometallists. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. So I claim. 

Mr. ROWELL. But that is not the condition of things and never 
can be. Business can not be done in any such way. Every contract pro- 
jects itself into the fu and the more stable the nominal value of 
things, on that account, the better it is for all concerned. 

We can not separate ourselves from our surroundings, and we must 
consider the conditions which actually exist if we would correctly as- 
certain what is best to be done. 

In discussing this question the so-called financiers are apt to assume 
that the only property to be thought about is such property as is pro- 
duced for daily consumption, ignoring all the permanent wealth. 

In the same way they consider debts and credits as being confined 
exclusively to the short-time transactions of the banks, forgetting that 
the great body of indebtedness is the long-time debt, represented by 
bonds and 

When they assume that the property of the world is consumed each 
year and that the debts are readjusted every ninety days, and so con- 
clude that it is a small matter to rearrange values, they reason from a 
false basis and ignore the great facts which ought to control. 

I have thus far assumed that the monetary affairs of all commercial 
nations having business relations with each other are matters of mutual 
concern and that this question of money is of mutual interest. It fol- 
lows that the action of any one of these nations must to some extent 
be influenced by the action of other nations; but, inasmuch as we have 
only power to legislate for the United States, we are to consider what 
ought under all the circumstances to be our policy, that policy, I grant 
you, more or less modified by what other nations are doing and by the 
influence our acts may have upon the policy elsewhere. 

Icome to the main questions: Why ought we to eradicate silver from 
our monetary system? Are we under any legal or moral obligation to 
the owners of credits to do so? Does the safe and successful prosecu- 
tion of business in the future demand it? 

The answer of either of these questions in the affirmative will con- 
clude the whole question in favor of the monometallists. 


The answer of both in the negative, it seems to me, is conclusive of 
the opposite view. 

Now, I assert that there is neither a legal nor moral obligation on 
the part of the Government toward credits to demonetize silver. 

en I to pay a certain sum of money at a future time what 
legal obligation do I assume? Simply, that I will pay in the national 
coin or its equivalent so many dollars. 

The nation on its part assumes this moral obligation toward me: 
that it will not increase my burden by adding to the amount of silver 
or gold in-its legal coin, as the same existed by law at the time I as- 
sumed the obligation, withont at the same time making provision to 
save me against loss by the increase. It assumes a like obligation to- 
wards my creditor, that it will not diminish the amount of silver or 
gold in its coinage so as to compel the creditor to receive less than he 
contracted for. But as between debtor and creditor there is no express 
or implied obligation that the bullion value of these metals shall con- 
er the same actually or relatively in the bullion markets of the 
world. 

Both parties take the risk of fluctuation in the very nature of things 
as they do when dealing in property. I grant you they do not expect 
such serious fluctuations in those metals as will affect their interchange- 
able use when coined into money, but the ground of their expectation 
of permanence in value is not the statute which tes their coinage 
nor the duty which the Government owes to them. On thecontrary, it 
is a knowledge of the history of che two metals as money, of the proba- 
ble product of the mines, of the uses for which money will be required, 
a knowledge of those natural laws which regulate prices. Upon these 
they rely with that kind of faith which always enters into every trans- 
action wherein the relation of debtor and creditor is established. As 
between them I know of no principle of law or morals which requires 
the nation to protect the creditor against a fall in the value of its coined 
money or the debtor against a rise in value, except in so far as are 
a part of the general public and entitled tothe benefit of such wise laws 
as may be required for the general good. 

I recognize the duty of the Government toward all the people to enact 
such laws as seem best calculated to enhance the general prosperity, to 
make labor productive, to secure to industry and enterprise re- 
turns, and so far as may be to render all kinds of legitimate business 
secure and stable when intelligently conducted. 

And, therefore, I am obliged. to concede the right and duty of the 
nation to exercise such control over its coinage as is required in the 
changing exigencies of nations, to secure commercial and business pros- 
perity, which includes a reasonable di of stability in the value of 
its coin, and this without reference to demands of debtors or cred- 
itors as such, and even at the expense of the one or the other. 

No one will deny that silver demonetized will enhance the value of 
all existing credits now payable in lawful money—and so increase the 
burden resting upon all debtors, while diminishing the normal value 
= err naa and labor, and as a consequence their ability to meet 
t 0 

If, therefore, the question resolves itself into one between debtor and 
creditor alone there can be but one answer —let the law remain as it is, 
for that is legal justice and business honesty. If class laws are to be 
made let them be made in the interest of the weaker—in the direction 
of equalizing the blessings of life. 

The strong can take care of themselves, Š 

Let us encourage enterprise—new ind the building of better 
homes, more remunerative labor—rather than lend aid to those who 
would escape the risks attendant upon business venture to enjoy the 
certain profit and the indolent life of coupon clipping. 

It has been claimed during this discussion that all our debts are, 
under the spirit of the law, payable in gold, though itis confessed that 
such is not and has not been the letter of the law, except during about 
four years of our history. 

It is this spirit of the law which is urged as a matter of right and 
justice to the creditor. 

It is insisted that up to 1873—although silver was a legal coin, with 
the, mints open to all comers—yet as a matter of fact silver was not 
coined in any considerable quantities, and that credits were consequently 
given with reference to existing facts, to wit, that there was no silver 
with which to pay. In other words, knowing that the ratio of 16 to 1 
in this country and 15} to 1 in Germany and France and other coun- 
tries made it more profitable to export silver than to coin it while there 
was a foreign demand, they had a right to rely upon the continuance 
of that foreign demand, the maintenance of such a value for silver bull- 
ion in foreign. markets as would make it more profitable to ship than 
to coin. 

Because that expectation has not been realized they now insist that 
an expectation ought to have the force of positive law. 

So preposterous a claim ought not to be set up by those who assume 
to teach the House how little we know about this question of money, 
and who assume that the average Congressman?’ mistakes his calling 
when he presumes to discuss it. 

It is perfectly clear to them that we ought to follow the lead of other 
countries in respect to demonetization. It ought to be equally clear to 
them that contracts were not gold contracts in this country simply be- 
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cause it was more profitable to coin silver for Europe than for American 


use. 

I conclude, therefore, that we may assume it as beyond dispute that 
all debts not specially made payable in gold can in law and morals be 
discharged by the pomeni of silver, and that good faith to the creditor 
does not demand destruction of that coin. I have no antipathy to 
banksor money-lendersasaclass. They are undoubtedly just as honest 
and just as patriotic as the average run of citizens, no more so, no less 
so. ButI do not conceive that they are the only or the best financiers 
from a 5 int. Ispeak of them here because it is frequently 
assumed that they, above all men, ought to be heeded upon the ques- 
tion under discussion. Thus the banks have assumed to be our in- 
structors; from them comes all the agitation in favor of demonetization, 
and for them it is claimed that their superior knowledge ought to decide 
the question according to their views. 

Oh, they can take care of Sepete, say their spokesmen. They 
are not looking to their own selfish interests, but they are looking out 
for the property-owners, the wage-workers, and the debtors. So strong 
are their sympathies with the wage-workers that they want to protect 
them from being paid in depreciated money. How their sympathy goes 
out to thestruggling poor! If they could only persuade the benighted 
people to turn over to them the care of their interests we are assured 
that prosperity will follow. 

But somehow or other they do not succeed very well in the attempt. 

Whenever the voice of labor is heard, whenever the voice of the debtor 
is heard, whenever the industrial masses speak, we are reminded that 
we must not suspend the coinage of silver. The sheep are safer in the 
care of the Michel watch- dog than in that of the smooth-epoken wolf. 

It is not true that these financiers are disinterested investigators. 

They are deeply interested, and that on the side they have espoused. 

To double the value of their possessions, to increase the purchasing 
power of money, to raise the rate of interest through scarcity are the 
golden visions which cloud their judgment. The very nature of their 
business has narrowed the scope of their investigations. 

How to make large dividends rather than how to distribute the 
iar gia and burdens of life is the financial problem which they study 
and to solve. 

As for me, I decline to learn from such interested teachers, and shall 
look beyond and I think above them for wisdom to guide me in cast- 
ing my vote? 

What are the ostensible reasons for asuspension of coinage? Simply, 
that silver bullion in the ratio of 16 to 1 is not worth as much as gold. 
That being the cheaper metal it will drive gold out of circulation and 
in the end make us a silver monometallist nation, place us in the cate- 
gory of semi-civilized nations, force us to the rear in the race for com- 

mercial supremacy, and leave the great powers of Europe in possession 
a all the great business enterprises which enrich the won and conduce 

ublic good. A different reason must have induced demonetization 
in 873 74, for then silver was as valuable as gold. It had been so 
much more ' valuable that it did not go into American coin, and the 
product of our mines had gone abroad to increase the money supply of 
the Old World. 

Indeed, the commercial policy of the country previous to 1861 had 
for the most part been such as to drive the great body of our coin, gold 
and silver, out of the country, and leave us without any secure mone- 
tary basis, so that it only needed the approach of calamity to disorganize 
our whole monetary system. Had we so ordered our commercial affairs 
as to retain at home the $10,000,000, 000 of gold produced in California, 
we would have had no occasion to put into circulation a currency whose 
circulating value depended upon confidence, rising and falling as the tide 
of battle was fnvorable or unfavorable. We must look beyond a differ- 
ence in value for the action of 1873 and 1874. 

I know it is said that the action of Germany in adopting a gold basis 
would throw some $400,000,000 in silver upon the market; that with 
free coinage in this country it would be profitable for her people to pay 
balances in sil ver and exchange silver for our gold, and that it became 
necessary to close our mints to silver to prevent the calamity of furnish- 
ing a dumping ground for all the silver of Europe. 

It is quite possible that some danger threatened from that quarter, 
and being a protectionist I concede the probable necessity of legisla- 
tion at that time to keep us in the line of bimetallist nations; butIdo not 
concede the necessity of destroying our own wealth to keep other peo- 
ple from exchanging with us. 

Before Europe would have made us the dumping ground for her sil- 
ver her coinage must have fallen below in ordinary circulation, 
something which has not happened yet. In the absence of such a con- 
tingeney silver coin could not have been profitably shipped to this 
country for coinage in our mints in the ratio of 16 to 1. Subsequent 
events have demonstrated the shadowy character of the danger, if any 
was apprehended. 

But I do not believe that such a supposed danger was the real in- 
ducement to demonetize. 

The cause is to be found in the ever-existing contest of self-interest 
between the money and credit owners and the property owners, wage- 
Wp aia and debtors. 
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The law was enacted in the interest of contraction, of higher priced 
money, enhanced value of credits, diminished value of property, lower 
wages, more burdensome debts. 

It was based upon the assumption that we had too large a circulat- 
ing medium, causing our paper currency to circulate much below par 
with gold. That was the banker's theory; whereas the true reason 
was to be ſdund in the fact that we had too little coin, and consequently 
too little confidence. The great West knows to its sorrow that from 
1873 to 1878 there was a scarcity of money instead of redundancy. It 
was only when a wise statesmanship, not learned from the money 
kings, turned the nation into the channel of gathering coin from all 
sources, in preparation for specie resumption, that we gradually but 
surely came back to stable money and returning prosperity. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman has spoken of the importance of a 
large coinage of gold and silver. I would like to ask him whether it 
would not be a misfortune to the country if the $550,000,000 of gold 
now in circulation should be driven from circulation. 

Mr. ROWELL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman also, whether he 
does not believe that an inferior currency will drive out of circulation 
a superior currency. 

Mr. ROWELL. I was approaching that branch of the question; and 
if the gentleman will wait I will come to it directly. Ithink in what 
Iam about to say I shall meet the very points which the gentleman 
seeks to raise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman one more question. 
He said a moment ago that the bankers, those interested in the bank- 
ing business, seemed to be desirous to take care of the welfare of the 
country and its people, the wages of the workingmen, and all that. 
Now, doesnot the gentleman believe thatthe bankers of the country are 
really desirous of maintaining their business on business principles and 
ne ie ag it on in such a way as to make it safe, secure, and reli- 
able? 

Mr. ROWELL. My judgment is that the bankers, like the rest of 
us, have a good deal of selfishness in their composition. The managers 
of the banks study the question of large dividends, and they are very 
apt to consider a question of this kind as it acts upon themselves, not 
as it acts upon the great body of the people. Ido not think that the 
president and directors of a bank, in making up a policy, stop to con- 
sider whether all over the country the people are going to have dis- 
tributed wealth or whether wealth will be gathered into a few hands, 

Mr. BAYNE. One question more, if the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. As to the distribution of wealth, I think myself that 
wealth is accumulated by labor without reference to the banks. But 
is it not true that every gold monometallic nation in the world to-day 
is letting out money at a far lower rate of interest than silver mono- 
metallic nations or bimetallic nations? 

Mr. ROWELL. There the gentleman would lead me off into an- 
other line of argument which I can not go into just now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And it is an argument against the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Did not the gentleman from Illinois himself say but 
a few moments ago that if we perpetuate the two metals, gold and sil- 
ver, and have a bimetallic currency in the country, it will bring the 
rate of interest down so as to make money accessible to borrowers? 

Mr. ROWELL. I said, in substance, that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Isit not ‘true, let me ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
that every gold monometallic country in the world is putting out money 
at a low rate of interest while every silver monometallic country and 
every bimetallic country in the world are putting out money ata higher 
rate of interest? 

Mr. ROWELL. When I taught school I used to demonstrate to the 
scholars that 1 was equal to 2, and then asked them to disprove it. 
And it took a good scholar to disprove it. Figures can be so used as 
to tell falsehoods or to convey false ideas. An old country, with the 
accumulations of a thousand years and with few facilities for invest- 
ment, is obliged to put out money at a cheaper rate of interest neces- 
sarily than new countries with only a few years of accumulation; but 
to attempt to prove that any monometallic country can loan cheaper, 
with other conditions, than bimetallic countries is in my judgment try- 
ing to prove that 1 is equal to2. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it not true that the rate of interest is higher in 
new countries than in the older countries of the world, and does not 
that very fact meet the proposition which has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. ROWELL. _ That is an illustration how figures may be distorted. 
Now, the plains of Asia were settled earliest, and there the population 

to such an extent that it overflowed into Europe, and yet I 
eee since then that somehow or other civilization has departed 
from the plains of Asia, and we have got into the habit of regarding 
those Asiatic populations as only semi-civilized. We do not go there 
to find monetary examples and business principles for our imitation. 

Mr. BAYNE. If civilization had not de from Asia, if it had 
kept pace there with the rest of the civilized nations of the world, Asia 
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to-day, in my judgment, instead of being a silver monometallie country, 


would, on the contrary, be a gold monometallic country. 

Mr. ROWELL. My friend from Pennsylvania no doubt is the son of 
aprophet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Our gold friends seem to deal in prophecies 
altogether. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, but so far their prophecies have seldom been 
fulfilled. 

Mr. MILLARD. Is it not the effect of the gentleman’s argument to 
prove 80 cents is equal to 100 cents in a silver dollar ? 

Mr. ROWELL. No; that is not my argument at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is not that your effort? 

Mr. ROWELL. My effort is to prove the very reverse. And now, 
having been diverted from the line of my observations, I ask to be per- 
mi ted to proceed. And just here I beg leave to depart for a few mo- 
ments from the course of my remarks up to this point in order to take 
issue with the statement that the demonetization of silver in 1873 
brought about the commercial panic and calamity of that year. In my 
opinion, Mr. Chairman, it is always best to be honest and not to take it 
for granted that a cause is found because something happens to follow 
directly after somethingelse. Financial crises and bankruptcies do not 
come without preparation. 

Now, sir, the demonetization of silver in 1873 did not take a dollar 
out of circulation of this country at that time. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It was a mere coincidence. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, itwasnotacoincidence. We had gone through 
ſour years of war. We had d ed in this country 810,000, 000,000 
of accumulated wealth. We had a currency which did not circulate 
at par. So long as we kept on the top of the crust, so long as we did 
not know what were the difficulties, embarrassments, and troubles 
which were concealed from our view, business men everywhere did 
business on a falling basis, but when we found our losses were as large 
as they were, and when we found we were doing business on a falling 
market, because of the sinking value of money, it necessarily brought 
financial ruin on the country. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all true. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Do not misunderstand me in the remark 
I made a little while ago. I said the demonetization of silver was a 
mere coincidence. I meant that itdid not precipitate the panic of 1873. 

Mr. ROWELL. We agree, then, on that proposition. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I do not indorse all the gentleman’s re- 

marks, but I agree with him that the demonetization of silver was not 
the cause of the panic in that year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because there was then no silver to be demone- 
tized. 

Mr. ROWELL. But I hold that the demonetization of silver, after 
we opened up our silver mines and began to be the great silver-produc- 
ing country of the world, delayed us somewhat in getting back to pros- 


perity. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; it prevented us from getting back 
2s soon as we otherwise would. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois 


a question. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask if demonetization in 
this country and together, which took place about the same 


time, did not have its influence in this respect? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But we could not control Europe. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ah, that is true; but what another coun- 
try does may affect us in this country, or any other which has com- 
mercial relations with it. But the question I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois is this: If demonetizing silver here and in Europe, 
thereby shutting off the money supply, did not have some effect upon the 
money volume here? 

Mr. ROWELL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The bad affect of the act demonetizing sil- 
ver, so far as it related to the panic of 1873, is this: It inte an 
obstacle to prevent the return to prosperity which might have been 
reached sooner under other conditions. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; but we might have had the calamity any way. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; the calamity must have come under 
the conditions then prevailing. 

Mr. ROWELL. Let me return to the line of ent I was follow- 
ing. If there were no debts it would not be so (that is an almost im- 
possible condition in a civilized nation), but so long as a third of a na- 
tion’s wealth is represented by its credits and outstanding contracts just 
so long will it be to the interest of the creditor to make care scarce, 
to limit its amount and so increase its power. But I take it the inter- 
est of the general public is best served when money is sufficiently plenty 
to prevent the money-owners from becoming monopolists, dictating 
terms to the borrower. 

Nature has made the limit in the precious metals—the safe limit for 
both parties. 

I confess to a little surprise at the criticism of our present limited 
coinage from those who did not want the change of 1873 because silver 


was dishonest money, but to keep out the silver of Germany. If that 
was what they wanted then, why should they say now it is inconsist- 
ent to coin the production of our own mines while we prevent Germany 
from trading her silver for our gold? 

Ithink Iseeanotherreason forthe criticism. Gold persistently refuses 
to leave the country or go out of circulation. More than $180,000,000 
in our favor is the balance sheet between us and other countries since 
the Bland act went into effect, while the net exportation of silver is 
some $60,000,000. 

Gold flows in, silver flows ont. 

Since we got down to a specie basis our gold coin has increased by 
the amount produced by our mines over what has been consumed in 
the arts and by the amount of our importations. Our silver coin has 
increased by the whole coinage under the Bland act, and our power to 
safely float paper currency has increased in a like ratio. 

Interest has fallen and property increased in value by reason of this 
increased coinage, and, notwithstanding the diminished value of silver 
bullion, the silver dollar has maintained its pa at par with gold. 

Ye are constantly told that this state of things can not last; that 
money-owners will send their money abroad for investment to avoid 
the danger of a 20 per cent. loss; that they will require gold payments 
in future contracts and do a great many other terrible things if we do 
not heed their demands. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, I would ask my friend from Illinois if the sit- 
uation were such that the money-lenders were making contracts pay- 
able in the future in gold coin, would he not deprecate that as I do, as a 


great danger? 
I speak of ithere, if the gentleman 


Mr. ROWELL. Yes, I would. 
will observe. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now the fact is that contracts, and a great many of 
them are being made this very day, money loaned on mo: and 
other commercial contracts, the stipulation of such contracts is that 
they shall be paid in gold. 

Mr. ROWELL. I have had some personal experience in this regard. 
I recollect shortly after the close of the war that many money-lenders 
made five and ten year loans payable in gold, and I recollect that when 
these contracts became due and they wanted to renew them they could 
not, but had to go round and beg of the borrower that he would con- 
tinue his loan by making an ordinary money contract. 

I know it to be true in that section of the country which I represent 
that there are half a dozen willing to lend a thousand dollars where 
there is one man who wants to borrow a thousand dollars if the security 
is satisfactory; and if youmake money plentiful there is not such danger 
of making hard contracts as when money is scarce. From 1873 to 1878, 
when every second farm all over the western world was under a heavy 
mortgage, when the mortgages became due the debtors could not get the 
money to release them, nor could they renew the mortgages and had 
to put the landupon the market. This condition of affairs cutdown the 
value of every farm in my section of the country one-half; a fifty-dollar 
farm was worth $25; but just as soon as we changed the monetary con- 
ditions, as soon as we reached hard-pan, just as soon as a dollar was 
worth a dollar, the money in the coffers of the money-holders com- 
menced to flow out and the twenty-five dollar farm went back to $50 
again. There are more purchasers, as long as money is plentiful, than 
sellers, and better prices can be obtained. You can not now get any 
man in the country to make a gold contract. 

Mr. BAYNE. All of which justifies and confirms the suggestion I 
have made, that when money got to par, when the conditions made every 
dollar of equal value with every other dollar, then the confidence was 
restored, property appreciated to its proper value, money became plenty, 
and there was a satisfactory market. But now the tendency is to intro- 
duce a debased carrency upon the country, and the natural tendency 
will be to degrade values and reduce them and bring about the very 
state of things you refer to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
a question just here? 

Mr. ROWELL. I regret that I can not yield any more time, as I 
have but little of my hour remaining. 

Now I confess their threats do not frighten me very much. Men 
who have money do not like to let it lie idle and pay taxes on it at the 
same time. It is not poanie sos D 7 eee paw’ money out 
of a progressive country, with wide fie or possible profits, into old 
e ee where there is more money already than can find safe and 
profitable use. And then this threat of requiring future promises to 
pay to be made in gold has less terrors than it would have if the money- 
owners could succeed in shutting off our coin supply. 

With our present supply, increasing as population and business in- 
crease, there are more lenders than borrowers, and the power to dic- 
tate has passed away. It takes two to make a bargain, and those who 
have occasion to use borrowed capital occupy the vantage ground. The 
lender can accept their terms or let his money lic idle. 

But we are told that a silver dollar is only worth 79 cents; that 
while it now circulates at par with gold we are approaching the time 
when gold will command a premium. It is more than hinted that 
when that time cemes silver will only circulate at its bullion value; 


Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 


4 


} 
\ 
f 


CONGRESSIONAL 


thatall the money and currency then in use will be reduced to the 
bullion value of silver and subject to its fluctuation; that property will 
then rise in nominal value, the cost of living be increased, and the real 
pay of the laborer be decreased; that in addition to cheating the cred- 
itor out of 20 per cent. of his just dues all who employ labor will be 
able to oppress their employés. 

If these evils should come I am free to confess it would be a great 
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calamity; but I suspect ‘‘the Greeks bearing giſts, the money-kings 
looking out for the laborers and seeking to secure them as allies. 

Right here I desire to introduce a table showing the gold and silver 
co; of the world, except some of the Asiatic silver nations. I do 
not wish to take up time in reading it, butuseit as illustrating my ar- 
gument. Itis the table furnished by the Director of the Mint, so often 
used during this debate: 


Stock of gold and silver coin and bullion in the principal countries of the world. 


Countries. 


Population. 
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Gold. Silver. Total. 
$609, 000, 000 $283, 000, 000 $892, 000, 000 $10 50 H 88 $15 38 
583, 500, 000 95, 000, 000 678, 500, 000 16 56 2 69 19 25 
9, 326, 000 4,500, 000 13. 826,000 207 100 307 
= — nanos 1, 087, 000, 000 1, 037, 000, 000 |... = 410 410 
— EREE REAR 772,000 772,000 |... — 28 28 
65, 000, 000 5,000, 000 70, 000, 000 2 179 25 0L 
30, 000, 000 2, 441, 000 32, 441, 000 38 42 3 13 41 5t 
$48, 000, 000 549, 900, 000 1, 442, 900, 000 22 51 15 79 38 30 
9, 300, 000 5,915, 000 15, 215, 000 3 2 06 5 30 
381, 000 281, 000 662, 000 2 06 152 3 58 
64, 000, 000 59, 500, 000 123, 500, 000 11 46 10 56 2 12 
17, 000, 000 14, 700, 000 81, 700, 000 9 97 5 16 11 13 
1140, 000, 000 772. 000, 000 1212, 000, 000 492 2 83 7 
2.702, 000 2,702, 000 5, 404, 000 1 36 136 272 
130, 000, 000 70, 000, 000 200, 000, 000 782 421 12 U 
BEAST, A OENES] 28, 181,000 3 20 20 
762, 000 2, 236, 000 2. 998, 000 17 50 67 
eee | 211,480,000 | eee e e 1208 
45, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 1 26 209 3 35 
14, 296, 783 5,138, 368 19, 435, I51 221 79 3 00 
13, 986, 000 4, 958, 000 18, 894, 000 6 64 2 36 9 00 
28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 671 13 66 20 37 
r 124,008, 183 1 126 
39, 600, 000 35, 200, 000 74, 800, 000 159 141 3 00 
163, 000 11, 387, 000 11, 550, 000 03 212 215 
410, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 102 409 5 1¹ 
2,318, 000 374,000 2, 692,000 80 13 93 
10, 000, 000 10,720, 000 20,720, 000 393 422 815 
3 cbbeda Gumansibes 4, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 . secrevee 133 1383 
62, 000 1, 820, 000 1, 882, 000 02 60 62 
2, 000, 000 123, 000 2,123,000 96 06 102 
eases pnaeve ů 6, 000, 000 ©, 000, 000 . . .. 247 247 
9 —— Pood oo 5, 400, 000 . . ses 2 32 232 
4,601, 000 1, 000 5, 601, 000 10 49 2 28 1277 
4,000, 000 780, 000 4, 780, 000 700 1 36 8 36 
92, 000, 000 44, 333,712 136, 333,712 250 12 3 7¹ 
549, 900 950, 1, 499, 900 8 20 14 21 22 41 


6, 067, 717, 916 


* Estimated by the Director of the Mint. 


As illustrating how silver and gold circulate together without part- 
ing company in countries having a larger amount of silver in propor- 
tion to gold than we have, countries, too, which have ceased to coin 
silver, it is a very instructive table. 

In the United States only a little over 31 per cent. of our coinage is 
silver. In Germany, a gold country, 38 per cent. and more of the coin- 
age is silver, circulating at par with gold. In France over 41 per cent. 
of the coinage is silver. It is also true that the major part of the re- 
serye in the k of France is silver. In Belgium over 48 per cent. of 
the coin is silver. 

‘These countries are in Europe, near neighbors of England, with her 
gold standard, having intimate commercial relations with all Europe, 
and are still able to keep coined silver at par with coined gold. Tomy 
mind the simple statement of these facts is a complete answer to those 
who would terrify us with the threat of gold contracts and gold ata 
premium, an article of merchandise rather than circulating money. 

With from ten to fourteen thousand millions of debts—national, State 
municipal, and private—in this country, all payable alike in silver and 
gold, it seems to me there will be demand enough for all the silver we 
now have or are likely to have under our coinage laws for many years 
to come, and that there is no use to which gold can be put which will 
make it a marketable commodity for other than the uses common to 
both kinds of coin. 

If I am correct, it follows that coined silver is equal in value to coined 
gold though its bullion value is less. 

With such a change in our commerce as to make a balance against us 
in our dealings with other countries, I must admit that there might be 
created a market for gold for export capable of bringing it to a pre- 
mium. Continued assaults upon silver may eventually create such a 
distrust of its monetary value as to cause its rejection by the people in 
ordinary business affairs and then bring gold to a premium. 

In such event it will not be denied, at least by me, that the good of 
the great public will require legislation to correct the evil even to the 
extent of stopping the coinage of silver, for I can not conceive of a con- 
dition of t prosperity without a reasonably stable money with 
which to do business and measure property values, 

It is sufficient to say we have not reached that condition and do not 
seem to be getting there very fast. 


. t+ Wahrung's Politik, 1884. 


Bank reserves only. 


On the other hand we are gradually draining Europe of her gold and 
through that means forcing the nations to face the question of 
silver to its place among their coins and to equality of value with gold. 

With that restoration will come the time when we can safely open 
our mints to free private coinage. 

Other agencies are at work in the same direction. Already it is 
claimed by some statisticians that the consumption of gold in the arts 
and for ornament in the Old World exceeds the production of the mines; 
that we are the only nation which is now increasing the gold coinage. 

If this is true, there is nothing left for the commercial nations of 
Europe but a restoration of silver, or a readjustment of Pts sad values 
to conform to the diminished money supply with continued readjust- 
ment on a falling scale as the supply grows Jess and less and the popu- 

lation increases. No nation can face such a calamity and continue to 


exist. 

I come now to the strongest argument which I have yet heard against 
the continued coinage of silver. And that is that the e have re- 
pudiated it; that they will not have it; that continued coinage is only to 
pile up silver in the Treasury vaults at a heavy cost to the Government 
without increasing the amount of circulating Sarar f that, pay it out 
as we will, whether in actual dollars or in silver certificates, it will flow 
back in a steady stream into the Treasury and leaye none in the hands 
of the people, or in the banks as a part of their reserve. 

If this is true, then I admit we might as well stop the coinage until 
the people want and will take the money. 

It needs no argument to show that a coinage which is not used either 
for circulation or for reserve adds nothing to a nation’s money; in no 
way helps to maintain property values or foster business, It is as if 
it had not been. 

It becomes a burden to the Government, for the benefit of mine 
owners only, an element of uncertainty, a breeder of distrust, a thing 
to be quickly put out of the way. 

But is there any reasonable basis for this assumption, or is the wish 
of its proposers father to the thought? 

Since the Bland act went into effect we have coined in round num- 
bers two hundred and fifteen million silver dollars, not , N 
sidiary coin. On the 1st day of November, 1885, according to the re- 
port of the Comptroller of the Currency, more than 67 per cent. of this 
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amount, either in coin or silver certificates, which amounts to the 
same thing, was in circulation—and by circulation I mean in the hands 
of the people—or in the banks as other money is in bank, either as a 
part of the reserve fund or of the amount which banks must always 
have on hand to meet the demands of depositors. 

Coining this money at the rate of two millions of bullion per month, 
and keeping up the coinage month by month, more than one-half has 
gone out to the people and to that extent increased the money circula- 
tion of the country. The remainder is in the as a part of 
that great reserve fund which must always be kept on hand to meet the 
demands upon it and render secure the currency which the nation is 

msible for. 

On the Ist of last November there were outstanding, not in the Treas- 
sury, silver certificates amounting to 893, 146, 772; in the Treasury, other 
than the sum held for redemption of certificates outstanding, $70,670,- 
770. It follows that the silver and certificates in actual circulation 
amounted to $144,329,230, or more than 67 per cent. of the coinage. 
And this in the face of the fact that at all times the Treasury Depart- 
ment has to the extent of its power discredited silver, joined in the cry 
against it, and helped to create distrust in the minds of the people; in 
the face of the fact that silver certificates have been largely of a denomi- 
nation so large as to prevent their free circulation in business; in spite 
of the constant attempts to stop the coinage; in spite of the combined 
attacks from the great money centers of the country, and in face of 
their relatively smaller bullion value. 

To my mind these facts furnish the most conclusive proof that the 
people needed this coinage, need more of it, and will use it if per- 
mitted to do so. 

We have had ted elaborate statistics to show that the banks 
are already hoarding gold, that it is ceasing to circulate, that as fast as 
silver goes into circulation gold goes out in greater quantities, and that 
the result is a contraction of circulation, instead of expansion to keep 
up with increasing population. k 

Did it ever occur to those who make use of this argument that the 
banks do not willingly keep on hand more money than business pru- 
dence requires of them; that a certain proportionof these deposits must 
necessarily be kept in their vaults at all times; that national banks 
must keep good the legal reserves? 

Did it ever occur to them that paper is a much more convenient me- 
dium ſor ordinary business than coin, much less subject to loss by wear, 
and that therefore paper is paid over the counter while they haveiton 
hand, unless coin isasked for? 

Will not ee Oe 5 acconnt for the gold = the banks 
without raising the presumption that they are hoarding gold? 

My own experience leads me to believe that the banks 2 pay 
gold to customers who would eee paper. The same experience leads 
me to believe that when is paid out it goes back to the bank 
quicker than paper in all those sections of the country where conven- 
ience 3 a considerable sum of money to be constantly out in the 
hands of the people. 

I therefore see no reason to believe that any class of sensible people 
in this country are hoarding gold to keep it out of actual use, and so 
working a contraction of currency. 

For the reason which I have stated and for many others which might 
be 2 I have come to the deliberate eado that 1 
ness, honesty, nor commercial prosperity req a saps of silver 
coinage; that a suspension at the present time would result in great 
shrinkage of values in property and increased values of credits; that 
it would therefore be legislation in the interest of the strong as 
against the weak amounting to a crime; that silver, notwiths i 
its diminished bullion value, has valuable and indispensable monetary 
uses, is desired and will be used by the people, ought to be continued 
in our monetary system, and will eventually be restored to its proper 
place in other nations; that because of discrimination against it abroad, 
and the uent shrinkage in bullion value, we ought not to open 
our minik to tee rivate coinage until conditions change, but in the 
mean tii. we ought to give a legal-tender quality to all silver certifi- 
cates; that until we see more definitely the effect upon other coun- 
tries of the present tendency of gold toward this country and thegradual 
decrease of the product of the mines we ought not to change the ratio 
of metal in the two coins. We can afford to await results with the 
confident assurance that only good will follow our action. 

To give effect to these views will be the purpose of every vote which 
I may " permitted to record upon the questionsinvolving them. [Ap- 

lause. 
p [Before the conclusion of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired. ? 

Mr. LONG. As my turn comes next, if the Chair will allow me to 
be recognized, I will give such time to the gentleman from Illinois as 
he may require, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the next recognition is 
promised on the other side for an hour. 

Mr. LONG. Iam on the other side. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROWELL, I would like to have three or four minutes to finish 
my remarks. 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the gentleman will be recog- 
nized to complete his remarks. 

There was no objection. ; 

[Mr. ROWELL then resumed and concluded his remarks, as above. ] 

Mr. LAFFOON, Mr. Chairman, it has been my desire while serv- 
ing as a member of this House in all things and on all occasions to be 
modest. Nothing but a conviction born of much thought and a sense 
of duty to myself and my people, whose views I am confident I repre- 
sent, could induce me to occupy the time of this body. My conception 
of what constitutes a valuable Representative on this floor does not 
consist in declamation. The attention which he gives to the private 
wants of his constituency, and their individual needs, end a ready and 
willing response to their application for aid in matters affecting their 
personal interests, enter largely into the discharge of his duties. 

I do not desire to be understood as intimating that great questions of 
national importance affecting the whole country should be overlooked 
or that we should fail, faithfully, cautiously, and intelligently, to guard 
the rights of the whole people. 

Grave and considerate attention should be given to great national is- 
sues in order that we may be able to wisely Girect the channel of leg- 
islation and aid the diversified interests of our t country. 

Great questions of public interest take care of themselves. They do 
not need the aid of human genius or human effort. Individual will 
can not long prevail against ideas of public right. Parties form and di- 
visions arise, an ing each other in matters of public importance, 
but the intelligence of the community under the shadow of our insti- 
tutions assimilates and finally gravitates, after careful consideration, to a 
common basis on which the masses stand. Let no politician indulge in 
the folly that he is deceiving the American people. Their intelligence 
is quick to detect his error, and public sentiment, though for a time de- 
ceived, camps on his track and comes as a Nemesis to avenge its wrongs. 

The question of silver coinage belongs to no section or no party of our 
common country. Whatever of good or ill grows out of the legislation 
of this Congress affects in a greater or less degree in some way all par- 
ties, all divisions, all localities of our common nationality. 

Owing to the many phases of opinion on this subject I have heard 
it asserted by many members on this floor that it would be well for Rep- 
resentatives in this discussion to announce in the beginning of their 
speeches which side of this important question they occupied. For fear 
that when I have concluded mine some people may not understand 
exactly my position, I desire to announce for the benefit of those who 
have ears and hear not” (and there are plenty of this class on this 
floor) that I am in favor of the unlimited coinage of the silver dollar 
of the same weight and fineness used by our fathers. 

If this is not sufficiently explicit, let me say that I am in favor of 
the dollar of 412} grains, 900 fine, and a free mint to everybody who 
seeks the coinage of American silver. I want no more to see the Goy- 
ernment of the United States in the bullion markets of the world de- 
preciating and . for a metal which is one of the great pro- 
ductions of our country. favor no royalty on coinage; I favor no 
seigniorage on coinage, but simply desire, so far as the mintage of the 
country is concerned, that silver shall be placed on the same este. 
with gold, and that hand in hand they shall go into the commerce o 
the world as twin brothers, winning wealth and protecting the finan- 
cial honor of the nations that have fostered and maintained them. I 
do not expect when I announce my views for free coinage of silver that 
this declaration will unsettle the values of this or any other country. 
The French bourse will not be disturbed. The English will go on as 
usual. Mr. Bismarck, with his unending titles and with all of his 
imperial ideas, will continue to attempt to control the finances of his 
dominion according to his own monetary policy. The bonds of the 
United States will still command their regular premium, and stocks 
and other securities will still assert their value in all the money mar- 
kets of the world, despite the go! ciara views of myself and the distin- 

i gentlemen who may differ from me or agree with me on the 
financial discussion pending in this Congress. 

For twenty-five years the trend of American legislation in every de- 
partment of life has been to make one man rich and another man poor. 
The rich man has grown richer and the poor man poorer. Fortunes 
have been amassed all over the land, not by industry, not by labor, not 
by honest speculation, not by legitimate gains, but by the mere force 
oflegislation. The capital of the land has been exempted from taxation 
and the burden of supporting the Government has been heaped upon the 
labor, the productive industry, and the muscle of the country. Grand 
corporations have been formed, to which has been ceded out of the 
public domain an area of country almost as large as Cæsar ever ruled 
or as was ever swayed by the scepter of a Charlemagne. Added to these 
great cessions the Government has lent its credit to the extent of mill- 
ions of dollars, on which it is annually paying interest, on bonds issued 
to enhance and enlargetheir wealth. These corporations, built upand 
fostered by the Government, have grown insolent and are openly defying 
us in the courts of the country. 

Financial legislation, unsettling values and opening up speculation 
to the money-kings of the country, has been thecustom of law-making 
in this Capitol. The doors hare been opened by legislation to those 
who have money and whose educated acumen enables them to take } 
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advantage of every opportunity thus afforded to speculate on the inert 
and misinformed farmer, mechanic, miner, and laborer who ply their 
trades in the quiet walks of ap er who have no paid lobbyists in the 
corridors and galleries of this Capitol. : 

The poor people of America, upon whose shoulders has rested to a 
great extent the burdens of the support of the Government, have had 
more reasons to be dishonest than any people that I have ever known. 
Every inducement has been offered to them to repudiate the obliga- 
tions of their Government, because they have been are mountain 
high on their shoulders by unjust legislation, as I attempt to 
show. The gallant Federal soldier, who had fought the battles of his 
country and his life at its disposal, came back after his bloody 
campaigns and found the money in which he was A oe for his gallant 
and patriotic service in behalf of his country in the hands of specu- 
lators and money-changers who had grown rich on his and his coun- 
try’s misfortunes. The chivalrous confederate came home after de- 
feat to build up his ruined fortune, and with a patriotism unprecedented 
allied himself with all the good elements who were willing to maintain 
the credit of the Government. Victory on one side was claimed and de- 
feat on the other side was accepted, and both contending elements united 
by general consent in building up the waste places and in repairing the 
losses which the Government had financially sustained. 

And let me say parenthetically that I would to God that all losses 
could have been restored. That the gallant soldiers who gave their 

lives in obedience to their conception of duty could be ed from 
their honored graves. That that noble manhood which illustrated 
American character and devotion could be permitted to see our t 
, and that the firesides in mourning, from the Gulf to the 
from Georgia to Maine, could be made happy by the presence of 

our ng des [Applause. ] 

The of our unfortunate civil war found the country divided in 
sentiment and feeling, but a widespread ition among the soldiers 
and civilians on both sides to heal the trouble and to maintain public 
credit and the honor of the nation by paying the public debt according 
to the terms of its creation. The public debt then in round numbers 
was stated at twenty-eight hundred millions of dollars. Our bonded 
indebtedness had all been created by virtue of the act of February, 1862, 
modified by subsequent acts 8 to 1869, and it was well under- 
stood that three-fourths of said bonds were payable in the legal currency 
of the country. At the gold and silver rating of the bonds they had 


cost the holders not exceeding 50 cents on the dollar, and oftentimes t 


the 50 cents has been paid in the sale of shoddy goods to the Govern- 
ment at immense profits for the use of the poor soldier, or in the profits 
on rich contracts made with the Government in its necessities as the war 


object of the bonds was to reduce the redundancy of the circu- 
lating medium and to secure the forbearance of the creditors of the 
Government in consideration of the interest to be paid according to the 
contract stipulated in the bond. I have never heard that any holder 
of those bonds claimed that they had been purchased with the coin of 
the country. They had all been bought with a d ted currency 
and were to be paid back as the contract stipulated in the legal cur- 
rency of the country. After this the Congress of the United States 
passed into the hands of the money-changers and legislation was in- 
voked to create wealth in the hands of the few. The original contract 
was ed, the rights of the tax-paying community were overrid- 
den, and slative aid given to build up fortunes accumulated at the 
cost of the toiling millions of the land. 

The act of March, 1869, was passed. The act known as the strength- 
ening-credit act” became a law. By its terms a new contract was made 
between the le and the bondholder without any new consideration 
whatever, and the tax-paying people was made to assume an indebted- 
ness which in terms they had never contracted. The bonds which 
were payable in the circulating currency of the country were made pay- 
able in the legal coin of the United States. By this act the debt of the 
nation was almost doubled, and in addition the power to pay was de- 
creased in proportion in which the people were robbed of the medium 
in which bonds were to be paid. 

For fear that my remarks may be too liberal to the bondholder and 
the manner of the creation of the original indebtedness of the Govern- 
saya Sy desire to incorporate in what I-have to say an extract from a 
speech made by a distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], 
which was carefully prepared by him years ago: 

In 1862 the Government sold 6 per cent.5.20 bonds to the amount of $60,982,450 
and received for them greenbacks at their face, dollar for dollar. The demand 
now is that these bonds shall be paid in gold at their face, and owing to the 
depreciation of greenbacks at the time of their purchase, only 649 in gold 
was paid for them. This makes a clear s lation of $16,951,801 in favor of the 
bo older in this first transaction. On clear speculation the bondholders 
have received interest for eleven years, amounting to $11,187,188, which, added 
to its principal, makes the sum of §28,138,989already received in that single trans- 
action for which not one dollar was ever paid. 

In 1863 the Government sold of the same kind of bonds $160,987,550, for which 
it received an egua amount in greenbacks. A standard authority placed the 
a price of gold during that year at $1.58 in currency. It willthus beseen 
that bonds cost their rs but $101,890,854 in gold, leaving a profit 
yof $59,096,696, without including the interest. For ten years, however, the Gov- 
ernment has d interest on this naked profit, this principal, without any con- 


/sideration. The interest thus por amounts to $35,458,017, which, added to this 


oaoa ncipal, makes $94,555,713, now in the pockets of the bondholders on 
y 


s operation, for which they never paid anything. 


In 1864 the Government sold these bonds, amounting on their face to $331,292,250. 
Again the Government received only eee ag fo for these bond obli 
tions, and at that time our currency was enormously depreciated, if tried by the 
gold standard. The price of gold during that year was at an average of 201 in cur- 
rency. The sale of bonds, therefore, which are now assumed to be gold 
only realized to the Government $159,697,636 in gold, less than one-half 
of their face value. There was left to the capi ts who speculated in them as 
purchasers the immense profit of 191,594,614. This wastheamountofthe broker's 
shave, and on it he has drawn interest from opoo pi for ten years, amounting 
at this time to $114,956,768, Add this to its principal, which stands as pure spec- 
ulation, and we find that the bondholders have madeas clear gain, assomething 
for gone the sum of $306,551,382 on the one year’s transaction of 1864, - 

In 1865 the Government sold bonds to the amount of $279,746,150, on which it 

suffered a discount of $71,532,060 at the hands of the capitalists, The interest 
already paid — ay people on this discount reaches $38,627,307, making this year’s 
oe n realize for the bondholders $110,159,367, for which not one cent as ever 
paid. 
In 1866 the Government sold $124,914,400 of its bonds for which it received de- 
preciated paper currency amounting to $88,591,773 in gold, according to the then 
price of gold. The difference between the face of these bonds and the amount 
they to the Government was $36,332,627. Eight years’ interest received 
on this shave amounts to $17,434,556. Adding this interest and its 1 to- 
gether and we find that the bondholders have received $53,757,183 out of this 
year's sale of bonds, for which not one dollar ever left their coffers or reached 
the United States Treasury. : 

In 1867 the Government sold of its bonds the immense sum of $421,469,550, The 
parnasa id for them $303,215,503, leaving a clear profit to them on the opera- 

on of $11 047, Taking the interest on this profit for seven years, amount- 
ing to $49,661,694, already paid, and the speculators have in their pockets, if these 
bonds are to be paid in gold, the sum of $167,915,741 on this year’s brokerage, 
and for which they never gave a farthing in consideration. 

In 1868 the Government sold its bonds to the still further amount of $425,443.80, 

urchasers for them, clearing by that annual speculation 
ears’ interest on th 


have received in this operation $153,159,765 of the peo; 

into the United States Treasury. 

6 percent. ey erties at different times 

issued and sold $195,139,550 of bonds bearing 5 per 

to the Government 1 leaving to the purchas- 
id on this profit amounts to 


They 

ers a net profit of 
$26,115,721, wh 
amount now in 


"99, 297, 864 
1, 012, 536, 004 


Notwithstanding this outrage we have to thank the patriotism of all 
classes of our people who stood by the credit of the country and sub- 
mitted to the imposition placed on them by this unjust legislation. It 
brought bankruptcy and ruin tothe people and financial disaster over- 
took the youthful enterprises which had been fostered and were then 
being built up immediately after the war. ‘ 

In order to insure the farther enslavement of the people to the money 

wer of the country and to make sure that which was left uncertain 

y the strengthening credit act of 1869, the funding act of 1870 was 
passed by the terms of which the 5-20 bonds of the United States, which 
were payable in the legal currency of the country, was funded into 
what is known as the 4, 4}, and 5 per cent. bonds, payable both inter- 
est and principal in coin. The people thought and had reasonable 
grounds to believe that the insolence of the money power would be ap- 
peased by this triumph of their aggression when by this legislation they 
had secured the change without consideration of the contract and com- 
pelled the payment in coin of bonds which were payable in another 
currency. The people again submitted, and the toiling millions came 
nobly to the front in time of peace as they had done in times of war 
to maintain the honor and the credit of the nation under the new finan- 
cial régime which had been improvised to suit the money changes. 
The people had hoped and fondly desired that this was the end of 
moneyed ion on their rights, and that the moneyed power would 
be content with this situation and seek only such speculation and profits 
as this new order of things afforded. Everything had been done which 
it had asked, and the people, with a valor, a willingness, and a resigna- 
tion unparalleledin the whole annals of time, submitted and came again 
without a murmur to the rescue and maintenance of the credit of the 
Government. But wealth is greedy, aggressive, and always unsatis- 
fied. It has no conscience in the p t of its gains. The good of 
the public, only so far as the necessities of capital require, never enter 
into its ideas of patriotism. 

The capstone of financial iniquity was yet to be added to all this mon- 
umentof financialoppression. Gold and silver were now the legal medi- 
ums for the payment of our public debt, and each were looked to with 
equal assurance for the discharge of both the principal and interest of 
our national obligations. 

It is an accepted maxim of finance that when you decrease the means 
of payment you add to the burden of the obligation. The money of the 
struggling masses consistedin silver. It was the poor man’s coin which 
enabled him to hold his own in discharging his humble indebtedness. 
The products from his farm, his mine, his workshop, was measured by 
this medium of exchange. It had been the dollar of his fathers, and 
he had not an idea, while in the pursuit of his industries in his humble 
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home, that the Congress of his country would lay its hand upon the 
sacred dollar of his fathers. 

Outrages enough had already been committed on the paying people 
of the country; but that insatiate greed of the money-changers still de- 
manded another sacrifice, and an act surreptitiously passed through 
Congress known as the demonetization act of February, 1873, became 
a law. I will not stop to descant upon the manner of its passage. 
Permit me, however, to say that it was born under a shadow, and the 
manner of its birth as well as its purpose demand the execration and 
condemnation of all honest people. Without debate, without explana- 
tion, this law was passed; a horrid legislative monstrosity, which de- 
stroyed silver as a debt-paying medium and left gold alone as a money 
in which all our public obligations could be discharged. 

The people, oppressed and burdened by taxation and financial de- 
pression, had certainly now a right to think the end of vicious legisla- 
tion had been reached. But was this the case? With silver eliminated 
from the circulating medium of the country, with greenbacks in a dis- 
gracefal and doubtful condition, the resumption act passed in 1875 be- 
came a law. By its terms all debts, public or private, were to be pay- 
able after January 1, 1879, in coin, and that meant gold coin, as silver 
had already been demonetized. The results of this terrible contraction 
is fresh in the minds of the people. The poverty, disaster, and finan- 
cial ruin which pervaded the whole country will not be soon forgotten. 

The many who have been reduced by that act from affluence to pan- 
perism will surely remember the terrible results which followed its 
passage. Fortunes—the accumulation of a lifetime—lost, the indus- 
tries of millions of People paralyzed, beggars and tramps asking bread 
from door to door, ‘‘ blighted homes, blasted hopes, and withered en- 
ergies’’ are the living witnesses of the iniquity of this legislation. You 
read in natural history of the terrible anaconda that winds its folds 
around its victim, each moment making them tighter and more oppress- 
ive, until life is extinct, and then feeding upon the lifeless corpse it has 
made. In the financial legislation of this country it has no prototype. 
Except for the vitality and the patriotism of the American people and 
their innate love of the honor and integrity of the nation they would 
long since have become discouraged. 

The coin act of 1869, the fanding act of 1870, the gold act of 1873, 
and the resumption act of 1875 were enough to have discouraged any 
people on earth except the American people. When I consider their 
bravery, their forbearance, and their patriotism in the darkest hour of 
our financial history I honor them, and am proud that I am an Amer- 
ican citizen; but I shall always blush with some degree of shame at the 
tardiness with which they punished the agents who supported the 
legislation that fastened these burdens on them. It was asserted 
while the discussion was going on in this House at the date of the pas- 
sage of some of these acts by a distinguished gentleman who occupies 
a sent in the other end of this Capitol (Senator KENNA), that the 
winds and storms may come, hurricanes may sweep over us, carrying 
death and destruction on their way, the fates may combine and visit 
upon us their redoubled furies, but American manhood, resisting oppres- 
sion as a thing of evil, will rise from its thraldom and reassert the 
power that bids it to be free,” 

But the last feather had been put on the camel’s back; the will of 
the people, unawed, undaunted, forced the passage of the act of 1878, 
which, despite Presidential vetoes and the protest of banking associa- 
tions, became the law of the land. Limited coinage of silver, after a 
hard struggle, was restored to the people. 

Even limited coinage is distasteful to the money-kings, and they are 
knocking, at the door of this Capitol, after all of this ul legis- 
lation, and asking for the suspension of silver coinage. In the light of 
this legislative history, ought we not to be cautious when we are again 
asked to suspend the coinage of one of the circulating mediums of this 
country ? 

Why suspend its coi ? Why not make its coinage unlimitable 
so far as American silver is concerned? Who are here asking this sort 
of legislation? Who are to be benefited by the passage of this sort of 
a measure? What classes of our people demand the s ion of sil- 
ver? Are not these pertinent questions, and ought they not to be sat- 
isfactorily answered before we act in the premises? 

Does the silver miner ask it? In some sections of our country this is 
almost its exclusive production. The wealth and industry of that peo- 
ple is vastly affected by the action to be taken by us in this matter. 
Suppose you should by legislation attempt to attack the industries of 
the Eastern States in the same way; a shout of indignation would go 
up on this floor and would be echoed in every hamlet and village in 
New England. The poor miner in the far West, who has braved the 
winters, who has fought the Indians, and who comes back and lays the 
result of his labors at the door of the Treasury of the United States, 
protests against the suspension of silver coinage. 

The farmer, the mechanic, and the poor man of the country do not ask 
the suspension of silver coinage, but are begging at the doors of this 
Capitol for its unlimited coinage. Can weas the Representatives of the 
whole people disregard these protests in obedience to the demands of 
he money-power and creditor class of this country? Can we consent, 
when the eee the States, the cities and towns, the public and 
private corporations, and the people are so deeply involyed in public 


and private indebtedness, to decrease their means of payment by destroy- 
ing or erage ho value or amount of this coinage, But it is said 
that the silver dollar is not an honest dollar, and that if the Govern- 
ment permits its bonds and the other obligations of States, corporations, 
and its citizens to be paid in this coin it will be a party to repudiation. 

There is not a member on this floor who will assert that there is a 
bond of this Government that is not payable in the coin of the country. 
Every law which has been passed by the Con of the United States 
under and by virtue of which our bonds have been issued expressly pro- 
vides for their payment in the coin of the country. Every bond so issued 
was well understood to be payable in the legal coin of the country, in- 
cluding silver as well as gold, and every purchaser of them was as well 
aware of the terms of the contract at the time of the purchase as now. 
These bonds, payable as they are, are quoted in the markets at a pre- 
mium of more than 20 cents on the dollar, and if the bondholder is 
tired of his trade with the Government why doesnot he sell his bond, for 
which he paid $1,000 and on which he has been collecting his semi-an- 
nual interest in gold since his purchase, for $1,200 and then retire to 
his coupon-clipping room and curse his Government for repudiating its 
honest obligations, instead of coming here and burdening this Co 
with his grievances and saddening its membership with the mournful 
recitals of his financial troubles? 

But it is said that many of these bonds were purchased after the de- 
monetizing act of 1873, and when silver was not a legal coin of the 
country, and that these purchases were partly made by widows, orphans, 
and the saving institutions of the country, and if we permit them to 
be paid in depreciated silver coinage we simply tolerate legal robbery 
of the widowhood and orphanage of the land. This argument and 
appeal to this House will be quite insipid when their securities can so 
easily be disposed of to-day at immense profits. But even if this was 
not the case what sympathy ought this appeal to excite in this body. 
Widows and orphans who are able to own Government bonds deserve 
less the care of this Congress than widows and orphans who have to 
pay them, and when we legislate on subjects like this do you not think 
we had as well take care of the numerous poor as the few who are rich 
and who are able to take care of themselves? But in addition to all 
this can there be any equity in favor of any holder of the bonds of the 
Government requiring them to be paid in gold? I do not intend to cite 
any legal authority for the reason that I am addressing a body largely 
composed of lawyers, and who I am confident will not controvert the 
accepted legal proposition which I am about to announce. 

No equity can arise out of a contract which would annul or 
one of its plain provisions or an expressed and definite law under which 
thecontract was made. If ahardship should occur which could not have 
been foreseen or provided against when the contract was made, then 
there will arise an equity in favorof the injured party. But in all these 
transactions between the Government and its creditors the law has been 
well understood, the terms of the contract have been well defined, and 
no party except the people has beon injured by the transaction. I ex- 
cept from this assertion the people, the tax-paying people, who seem 
not to have had much to do with all these matters unless you consider 
the payment of the debt a matter of moment in the transaction. They 
have had this part of it to attend to, whether they were consulted about 
the contract or not. 

The policy of the money- power is to put silver on the retired-list with- 
out a pension; silver protests that it is not sick; that while it has been 
in the military and civil service of the country for nearly a hundred 
years it is not superannuated; that while in all the bloody contests of 
the nation since 1792 to the present time it has been a noble soldier in 
war and an ‘‘offensive partisan’’ in in maintaining and protect- 
ing the honor and credit of the country, it has never received a disabling 
wound or contracted a disease while in active service, and now it in- 
sists that it ought to maintain and keep the original rank that it took 
nearly one hundred years ago, and which it has preserved with untar- 
nished honor and unbesmirched integrity during the dark period of our 
country’s history. 

I have here to assert that the silver dollar just as it is now coined, I 
mean so far as the quantity of pure silver contained in a dollar is con- 
cerned, has been the dollar since 1792, and that during the entire pe- 
riod from that time until the demonetization act of 1873 it held its stand- 
ing as money and was at a premium over gold in all the markets of 
this country. 

I append here a carefully prepared table showing the relative value 
of gold and silver, covering a period of eleven years, from 1865 to 1876, 
passing through the time anterior and subsequent to the passage of the 
demonetization act of 1875: 


1886. 
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It will be seen by reference to this table that from 1865 to 1872 sil- 
ver was at a premium over gold, and if we were to profit by the expe- 
rience of history would have remained so except for the legislation to 
which I have referred. But the money-changers say that we will lose 
our credit with the outside world, we will forfeit our financial honor 
if we agree to a double standard. I desire to insert here another table 
which has been carefully compiled, and since it has been so often used 
on this floor without dispute, I take it will be accepted as a true state- 
ment of the facts contained in it. It exhibits the nations that use the 
silver standard, the double standard, and the gold standard. 


SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 


400, 000 

000, 000 

900, 000 

900, 000 
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GOLD-STANDARD COUNTRIES, * 

Great Britain . . f- 32, 000, 000 | Germany. . . 42, 000, 000 
Canada, Cape of Good Hope, Norway. 1,780, 000 
and Australian colonies..... 7,000,000 Sweden. . |, 800, 000 
Total . 87,080,000 


This exhibit shows that in the civilized commercial world 770,000,000 
of population use silver alone, 187,000,000 use both silver and gold, 
and 87,000,000 use gold alone as a legal - tender money. The policy and 
purpose of the money-changers are to commit us to the gold standard, 
when we are the silver-producing country of the world—commit us to 
the policy of legislating against one of our chief products and the fay- 
ored money of the people. This legislation so far as population is con- 
cerned is in the interest of the 87,000,000 against the 956,000,000 in 
round numbers. We are ably backed in the fight for silver by the vast 
majority of the world. Iam not willing that imperial Germany shall 
bring us into the financial struggle against republican France. Aris- 
tocratic England should not be a factor in dictating our financial policy. 
We have a country that has become the feeder of the world. ith the 
aid of almost every latitude of temperate climate, our diversified in- 
om our manufactories, our mines, English gold will seek our 
markets. 

The American le never accomplished anything by cowardice; and 
when we yield to a financial policy which is wrong, which we ought 
by our situation to control, we areaset of cowards. I donot represent 
this kind of constituency, and do not intend to place them in that sort 
of a light before the American people. 

The enemies of silver coinage in the light of all these facts claim that 
silver is a depreciated metal and that the silver dollar is no longer an 
honest dollar. How long have they made a fight againstsilver in order 
to produce this argument in favor of its demonetization? The skill 

ingenuity of the bankers and subsidized statesmen have exhausted 
the ves in improvising weapons to depreciate it in all the markets 
of the country. ‘The halls of legislation, the ents of the Gov- 
ernment, the press, stump orators, great conventions of bankers, bond- 
holders, and the aggregated wealth of the sections have neglected no 
op rtunity to assail this heavy metal of our fathers in every conceiv- 
able way and on all occasions. 

During this long and desperate struggle against silver it has main- 
tained itself in this unequal contest against all odds, sustained by the 
implicit confidence which the civilized world had in its certainty as a 
measure of value. The ordeal through which it has passed can but cre- 
ate the impression in the minds of its friends that it has come to stay.“ 
The successful resistance which it has made to all these assaults of its 
enemies is the best evidence that it is the best money that the world 
has ever known. It is true that it may be inconvenient to bankers, to 
the officers of the Treasury, who are simply the servants of the people, 
and tothe great money-changers of the land. It is true that the bloated 
bondholders may find it cumbrous and unwieldy when they clip their 
coupons and heap their glittering dollars around them in their ease and 
luxury. But let me ask this House if the Congress of the United States 
has not been sufficiently used to meet their every want and every de- 
sire? Is it not true that they have piled up fortunes mountain-high 
not from legitimate gain or from honest industry or speculation, but 
from advantages acquired by legislation which they themselves im- 
provised and obtained ? 

Has not the time come in the history of this country when we should 
begin to consider the interest of the poor man, from the sweat of whose 
brow the Government finally draws its sustenance and support? You 
fihd them driving their plows a-field, in the workshops, the furnaces, 

d delving in the mines of the country day by day in order that they 
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may shelter their frugal families by night. Their humble industries in 


time of peace furnish the great staples that maintain the life of the na- 
tion, while the bondholder, with his exempted wealth, contributes noth- 
ing, comparatively, to the support of the Government. In times of war 
they are not speculators on the bounty of the country. The plow stands 
idle in the furrow, the sound of the anvil, the pick, and the loom are 
hushed, and the sturdy tread of these bold defenders of their country 
is heard on the ragged edge of battle. They are the people to whose 
industries, whose muscle, whose brain power the Government looks to 
pay its national debt. Iam here as their friend to aid them in their 
unexampled effort to be honest and in their struggle to maintain their 
nation’s financial honor, and I will not be a party to the crime of crip- 
pling their resources by any legislation looking to the suspension of 
and in the name of the constituency I represent and the 
laboring people of the whole country I enter my solemn protest against 
its suspension and demand for them its unlimited coinage. [Applause. ] 

Mr.PEEL. Mr. Chairman, the question ofsilver coinage affects every 
man, woman, and child in this country. Gold and silver are the great 
metal moneysofthe world. Moneyis the measure of value both of prop- 
ertyand labor. Money is called the sinews of war in time of war, and 
upon the same principle should be called the life-blood of a nation in 
time of peace. A sufficient quantity of money compared with popula- 
tion and wealth is as essential to the support and happiness of man as 
the air we breathe or the bread we eat, and we, the representatives of 
the people, have as much moral right to deprive them of one as the 
other. ; 

Gold and silver are the gifts of God to man, and are the natural metals 
out of which to coin money, by which the value of all else is meas- 
ured. When plentiful the poor man does well. When scarce the rich 
man does well and the poor mansuffers. Gold and silver have been used 
as money in all ages and inall countries, and will continue to be used 
so long as governments exist and recognize the interests of the people. 

Under our Constitution it is the duty of the President to submit his 
views upon all questions of public policy to the Congress of the United 
States. At the opening of the present one his excellency, among many 
others, recommends the suspension of the coinage of stan silver 
dollars. Not temporary suspension, Mr. Chairman, but indefinite sus- 
pension—in effect a repeal of the silver-coinage law. The question for 
us, as the Representatives of the people, is, Shall we obey his com- 
mands?’ With due deference to his opinions, I, for one, shall not. To 
break down or impair one-half of the metal money of the world would 
not only be a grave mistake but an outrage upon the rights of the people. 

It would indeed be a splendid scheme for the bondholders, national 
banks, money brokers and lenders, but extremely oppressive upon the 
debtor class and working people of this country. Mr. Chairman; it re- 
minds me of the boy’s answer to his father after he had given him a 
= description of the goodness of God in the formation of the crane. 

e old man said to his son, pointing out the picture of a crane, ‘See 
how good and wise the Lord is; He has given the crane a long, slim neck, 
along, sharp bill, long legs, and abroad web foot. With his long legs 
he can wade the water, with his broad web foot he can hold down the fish 
until he reaches down with his long neck and sharp bill and takes him 
in for food. The boy, much impressed, but with an eye to bothsides 
of the question, said, Yes, father, that is mighty nice for the crane but 
it ish—1 on the fish. [Laughter and applause.] So in this case, to 
destroy one-half of the metal money would be very nice for the bond - 
holder and creditor class, but it would be exceedingly detrimental to 
the balance of the people. But the advocates of a gold standard insist 
that it would be better for the poor man to have gold only—honest 
money in other words—better for the laboring classes to have money 
scarce than to have it plentiful. Every man’s experience contradicts 
such an absurd p ition. i 

Weall know that when moneyis plentiful business of all kinds flour- 
ishes and labor finds ready employment at remunerative prices. Under 
such a state of things the people are contented and happy. But reverse 
the order; let money be scarce, business dwindles away, labor ceases to 
find employment, property and farm products become cheap and dull 
sale. What money there is ceases to circulate. Those who bave it are 
afraid to let a dollar go. One general gloom and discontent spreads 
over the entire people; they lose faith in the soundness of their Gov- 
ernment and the honesty of their rulers. ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, this is strange doctrine, indeed. The people of this 
country are too intelligent to believe in such sophistry; they know it 
to be a fact, that with a silver dollar they can pay one hundred cents of 
debt and can purchase as much of the necessaries of life as witha gold 
dollar. They know that they can travel as far and fare as well upon any 
steam-vessel or railroad with a silver dollar as with a gold dollar, With 
it they can pay as much tax, State or Federal, as with a gold dollar. | 
I would feel much obliged to any friend or advocate of gold only, if he 
will point out or name a single article either of necessity or luxury 
in this country that a silver dollar will not procure as much of asa gold 
dollar. If this is true, how, in God's name, does the silver dollar wrong 
the poor man? 

And , Mr. Chairman, the gold-standard gentlemen say that our 
silver dollar is a dishonest dollar, a clipped dollar, a so-called dollar, 
only worth in the great money markets of the world 79 or 80 cents, and 
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therefore wrong to impose it upon the people. This allegation can not 
be supported by the facts, for there is as much fine silver in the stand- 
ard silver dollar of to-day as there was in 1792, or at any time since 
that date, and its purchasing power is 25 per cent. ter now than in 
1870, when it was above par with gold, as will be shown by the follow- 
ing table: 


Year ending June 30— 


Articles, 
1835. 

$0 92.5 80 54.0 
1 23.9 86.2 
6 11.2 4 89.7 
23.5 10.6 
28.5 19.8 
30.5 08.7 
15.7 09.7 
16.6 07.9 
13.2 06.3 
07.3 07.5 
29.3 16.8 
15.5 09.3 
39.6 21.5 
08.2 91.0 
12.6 06.4 
11.3 09.9 


And these champions of gold—national banks and bondholders; in 
short, Wall street—have the audacity to proclaim to the country that 
it is dishonest and bad faith for a great government like ours to force 
her creditors to accept this depreciated coin in payment of her just 
debts. Mr. Chairman, I ask this plain, simple question: Is it dishon- 
est or bad faith to pay a debt either public or private according to the 
terms of the contract? Every honest man will answer, no. Then, Mr. 
Chairman, it is a fact not to be disputed that when these contracts were 
entered into, gold and silver were legal-tender money of the United 
States, and in each of these contracts the Government stipulated to pay 
the amount named in coin, the law in force at that time being a part 
of the contract. What lawyer can or will say that the payment of these 
obligations in either gold or silver coin, at the option of the Govern- 
ment, would not be a strict compliance with both the letter and spirit 
of the contract? All know it would, and none can deny it. Then 
where is the bad faith? No one can see it but the greedy bondholder. 

Mr. Chairman, let us put the boot on the other foot and see how it 
would work. Suppose oneof these sacred creditors of the nationshould 
owe tlre Government $100,000, payable in coin of the United States, in- 
stead of the Government owing him, and he should tender payment in 
legal-tender standard silver dollars, and the Government refuse upon the 
ground that their bullion value in the great money markets of the world— 
in London if you please—was only worth 80 cents on the dollar, and 
therefore, demand payment in gold, what do you think this untaxed 
honest bondholder would say, and especially if his debt was drawing 4 
or 5 per cent. interest? No one doubts his reply. Would henot say, 
and would he not have the legal and moral right to say, that his debt 
was payable in coin, and that silver is a coin of the United States and 
was when he made his contract? 

But concede, for the sake of argument, that silver is a depreciated 
coin, and only worth 80 cents on the dollar. Who caused this depre- 
ciation? Was it the people, the debtors? No, i Ianswer, what all 
know to be true, that it is the result of an unholy and wicked combi- 
nation and crusade upon it by bondholders foreign and domestic, na- 
tional banks, money-kings, and money-gamblers, for the sole purpose of 
increasing the purchasing power of their own wealth. Noone knows 
better than the bondholders that if they can succeed in driving one- 
half or even one-third of our cire ing medium from use, their wealth, 
consisting as it does largely in untaxed bonds of the Government, will 
be increased at least 50 per cent. The value of money consists in its 

r to control people and their property, and as these bondholders 
ve been a party to this intolerable outrage upon humanity they ought 
not to be allowed to take advantage of their own wrong. 

In the face of all this, these gold worshipers insist that in the con- 
tinued use of silver in paying off our obligations, we cheat these sainted 
creditors out of 20 cents on the dollar—in other words, pay them coin 
only worth 80 cents in gold. If ver hasty A seems never to have 
occurred to them that we are swindling the laboring classes, who toil 
day in and day out,nota few hours atthe officedesk or counting-room, 
but from sun-up until sun-down—and that too, either under the scorch- 
ing raysof the summer sun or before the cold blasts of the winter 
winds—out of much more. 

Mr. Chairman, to this swindling process let us apply the Democratie 
maxim, ‘‘ the greatest good to the greatest number,’’ and see how the 
account stands. 

The census of 1880 show about 17,000,000 money earners. Of this vast 
number, in round numbers, about 3,324,000 are agricultural or farm 
laborers; about 1,075,000 domestic or house servants; about 1,800,000 
common laborers; about 3,834,000 mechanics, miners, railroad em- 
ployés, &c.; altogether abeut 10,100,000. Now suppose this vast army 


of laborers earn $10 per week per head; this gives us something over 
one hundred million per week paid to them in dollars worth only 80 
cents; a clear loss to each of $2, and an te loss of $20,000,000 
per week—more than twice the amount to the bondholders in the 
way of interest in a whole year. 

So if this is a correct rule, these laborers lose twice as much each 
week as the bondholders in the way of interest ina whole year. While 
the bondholders would lose ten millions in a year the laboring people 
would lose twenty millions in one week, or for a year of fifty-two weeks 
ao than $1,040,000,000—almost a sum equal to our entire national 

ebt. 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, who is it that is crying out fraud against the sil- 
ver dollar? Certainly not this vast army of farmers, mechanics, and 
laborers. No, indeed; not them. All we hear from them is give 
us more silver money, employment at remunerative rates, and a 
good market for our produce. They, Mr. Chairman, honor the dol- 
lar of their fathers and are willing to stand by them throughout all 
time. They believe, and so do I, that we ought to have free and un- 
limited silver coinage, at least of American N they believe, 
and so do I, that the large surplus now in the Treasury of both gold 
and silver should be applied to the payment of the national debt that 
is drawing interest and is payable at the option of the Government; 
then there would be no more complaint about iron vaults to hold it. 
Pay it out on the debt and stop the interest and let it seek Southern 
and Western investments; it will receive a hearty welcome and remu- 
nerative fields. Our people are tired paying heavy taxes in the way of 
high duties on the necessaries of life, and seeing the money drawn from 
circulation and locked up in the Treasury as dead capital, and $200,- 
000,000 of the public debt outstanding bearing interest that can be 
any day. They want to see their taxes reduced or the money applied 
to the payment of the r paho debt and the interest stopped. In God’s 
name, give us one or other. à 

The quantity of money for our country depends upon the output of 
our gold and silver mines, our coinage laws, and the balance of trade. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the President, the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the friends of their policy urge and insist thatif we con- 
tinue the coinage of silver, it being the cheaper metal, it will drive 
gold ont of the country and leave us with nothing but cheap silver, and 
when the balance of trade is us we will have no money with 
which to pay. While this is the most —- argument presented by 
them, yet, Mr. Chairman, with due deference to this very high and 
reliable authority, I think this argument can be successfully answered 
in two ways. First, if we are to judge the future 8 it is not 
true in pn of fact; for, Mr. Chairman, it will be tted that in 
1878, when the Bland act, as it is called, became the law and the re- 
coinage of silver was partly resumed, the same reason was then urged 
by the gold men and most frightful results predicted. 

Now, sir, we have had eight years experience; nota fair test, because 
it will be conceded that each and every Secretary of the Treasury was 
and the present one is, hostile to silver coinage. The execution of a 
law by unfriendly hands is almost no execution at all; but, notwith- 
standing this, let us take the official reports of the Treasury Depart- 
ment from 1878, the date of the Bland act, to the present and see how 
the gold has been driven from our shores by silver. The following 
table, furnished Hon. Jonx H. REAGAN, of Texas, by tho Director of 
the Mint, showing the imports and exports of gold and silver coin and 
gold and silver bullion for the eight years last past, is as follows: 


Imports and exports of coin and bullion into United States. 


Imports of — grato of Imports of Exports of 
Fiscal years. | gold coin and | gold coin and silver coin and | silver coin and 
bullion. bullion. bullion. bullion, 
$0, 204, 455 $16, 490, 599 $24, 525,670 
4,587, 614 14, 671, 052 20, 409, 827 
3, 639, 025 12, 275, 914 3, 503, 
2,565, 132 10, 544, 16, 841,715 
82,587, 880 8,095, 6,829, 
11, 600, 888 10, 692, 242 20, 219, 445 
41, 081, 957 14,594, 945 |, O51, 
8, 477, 892 16, 550, 627 33, 753, 633 
113, 744, 843 103, 914, 963 | 172, 145, 209 


From this table it will be seen that since the coinage of standard 
silver dollars was resumed in 1878, we have imported in gold coin 
and bullion the sum $301,025,100, and have exported the sum of $113,- 
744,843, proving conclusively that during this period we have imported 
$187,280,257 more in gold than we have exported. 

The same table shows that during the same period we have imported of 
silver coin and silver bullion the sum of $103, 914,843 and have exported 
the sum of $172,145, 200, proving just as conclusively that during that 
period we have exported from this country $68,230,247 more in silver 
than we have imported. If this official statement is to be believed, in- 
stead of silver driving gold out, gold has driven silver out the very op- 
posite to the predietion of the gold men. { 

But, Mr. Chairman, the truth is that neither is true; the coinage 
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non-coinage of silver has had but little if anything to do with it. The 
balance of trade that has been in our favor for that long period is the 
true cause. So gentlemen may rest easy upon that question, for just so 
long as the United States sells more produce and merchandise to other 
countries than she buys, importsof gold will beinour favor. This prop- 
osition isas plain and simple as if John Smith, a farmer, sells more 
produe from his farm in a given year than he pays out to produce it— 

e will have money left, and vice versa. 

So as long as we, asa Government, sell more than we buy we need not 
fear that silver will drive our gold from the country, though we have 
free and unlimited coinage of both. Gold and silver are a part of the 
material wealth of the world, and seem by the unerring law of nature 
to develop and yield in proportion to the growth of the country and the 
wantsof the people. When they are taken by the hand of labor in their 
crude state, they go upon the market as merchandise and so remain until] 
transformed into money according to the laws of nations, each fixing its 
on standard and ratio. They circulate from country to country as bull- 
ion, but between individuals as money, dependent almost solely upon 
the laws of trade for their scarcity or plentifulness in a given country. 
Just how much in gold and silver coin and bullion exist in the world 
we are not advised. The following table, furnished Hon. Jonx H. 
PRAAN, of Texas, by the Director of the Mint in June last, shows the 
following: 


Goldcoinand | Silver coin 

Jonn pelo, bullion. | and bullion, | Total. 
$626, 422, 646 $269, 665,758 | $896, 088, 404 
583, 500, 000 „000, 000 678, 500, 000 
3 1, 087, 000, 000 | 1, 037, 000, 000 
848. 000, 000 595, 000, 000 | 1, 443, 000, 000 
64, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 124, 000, 000 
17, 000, 000 15,000,000 22,000, 000 
140, 000, 000 72, 000, 000 212, 000, 000 
2. 700, 000 2,700, 000 5, 400, 000 
130, 000; 000 70, 000,000 200, 000; 000 
30, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 
325, 000, 000 211, 000, 000 536, 000, 000 
45, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 
15, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 
14, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 19, 000, 000 
28, 000, 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 
124, 000, 000 . 124, 000, 000 
000; 35,000,000 | 75,000. 000 
163, 11, 000, 000 11, 163, 000 


From this table it will be seen that at that date the United States had 
a fair proportion of the gold and silver coin and bullion of those coun- 
tries, lation considered. But how it will stand with any of them 
one year no mortal man can tell. It will not depend upon the coin- 
age or non-coinage of silver alone, but upon the natural laws of supply 
anddemand. Each country should coin her own production of both gold 
and silver and add it to the grand volume of the metal money of the 
world; it will take it all to keep up with the railroad speed of popula- 
tion and trade. Each country enters the great battlefield of commerce, 
each contending for supremacy, and in this grand struggle for suprem- 
acy in trade the volume of money fluctuates and shifts from country to 
country, as the balance of trade preponderates; that country with the 
best natural resources, the most energetic and industrious people, the, 
best diffused circulation of money, the lowest burdens in the way of 
taxation, and the cheapest transportation, comes out winner. Ours 
being new, overflowing with natural wealth, with her sixty million in- 
telligent and industrious people, will soon stand in the front rank if we, 
their representatives, will legislate in their interest, instead of in the 
interests of corporations, foreign and domestic, national banks, bond- 
holders, and money and produce gamblers. 5 

Mr. Chairman, the great scarcity of money in many parts of our 
country is not al traceable to a want of money in the United 
States, though the amount per capita is too small; it is to the condition 
of it. There is too much drawn from the people by way of taxation 
and locked up in the vaults of the Treasury and there remains dead 
capital. It should be paid out upon our interest-bearing bonded debt, 
except a small reserve. Reinvestment in Government securities should 
be made less remunerative by levying an income tax. Then the money, 
instead of being reinvested in bonds of the Government, would seek 
3 and Western investments and thereby revive business and re- 

eve the e. 

In con a aa Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that while I do not 
impugn orimpeach the motives of any official or any one else upon this 
great ganin, yet I must Py ia all candor as a Representative, that I 
regard the present war upon silver asan unpardonable outrage upon 
the rights and interests of the great mass of the people. But, thank 
God, they have the power and ought and will assert it. [Applause.] 

Mr. LE FEVRE. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to a suspension of sil- 
ver coinage by the Government. 

am well aware that this system of free coinage of silver is excep- 
tional, but our financial condition is exceptional. 
fore entering upon this let me state my views on money, that have 


cleared the way, for me at least, to the conclusion that controls my 
vote. I regard money in the shape of coin as something different in 
its nature from acirculating medium. As I read history, it appears to 
me that away back in the early ages of commerce the trading world 
fixed on coin, gold and silver, as a measure of value, through which to 
facilitate the exchange of commodities. Having determined the unit 
of value—as the yard-stick, the bushel measure, and the pound weight, 
fixed that of length, quantity, and weight—the measure became an 
abstract idea. It so remains to-day. -If all the gold and silver were 
taken from the world now—as they are, in fact, practically removed— 
the idea of measure would remain. When, for example, I offer for sale 
some article of trade, say a beef, I measure the value of the animal at 
$30. I get in exchange some wearing apparel that the manufacturer 
tells me is worth $30, or say $20, and the difference is paid me in what 
we call money, but what is in fact a circulating medium furnished by 
the Government as such, and measured in value precisely as the beef 
and clothes are. 

Here we see that we are dealing with two separate and entirely dis- 
tinct thin; measure of value established by trade and recog- 
nized by humanity the world over, anda circulating medium furnished 
us by the Government to facilitate exchange of commodities—and all our 
trouble comes, Mr. Chairman, from confounding the two. That quality 
which makes coin—gold especially—a measure of value, as itis claimed, 
prohibits its use as a circulating medium, for that quality comes of its 
scarcity. It is valuable because it is rare and has in its intrinsic worth 
not only this rarity but the value which comes from its uniformity. 
A ci ting medium to be of use must be abundant, but our oppo- 
nents claim that if gold can be made abundant it loses its value for all 
else. 


Now, the condition of the trading world to-day is exceptional, as I 
have said, for one of the precious metals, silver, has been found in such 
quantities that while retaining, in part, its well-established character 
as a measure of value, it is abundant enongh to afford us a circulating 
medium. For this purpose our ies eee at pr known as gold- 
bugs, tell us it shall not be used. It will drive gold, they tell us, out 
of circulation, and, making us a silver People, destroy our credit. Now, 
gold is not and never has been a ei ing medium, and what its pres- 
ence or absence has to do with our credit is something I can not under- 
stand. Credit means confidence in a power to pay, and this power de- 
pends entirely on what one has to sell or, in other words, the property 
which represents the credit, and that is not either the measure of value 
or the circulating medium. We resumed specie payment—thatis, the 
Government regained its lost credit on the produce sent to Europe, 
which Europe was ready to receive and pay for, notin bullion, forthere 
was not enough in the world to carry on one day’s transactions, but in 
the exchange of commodities that revived our trade and put us again 
on the high road to prosperity; a prosperity, Mr. Chairman, that has not 
continued because, through the control of these very gold-bugs, now 
fighting us on this floor, it isso arranged that all the immense labor of 
this land which goes out, or is sold at home in the shape of products of 
the earth, returns to fatten a few while the many suffer. If to foster 
wealth in the hands of a minority; if to fill the country with million- 
aires on the one hand and a vast mass of suffering labor on the other; 
if to dot the land with castles for capitalists, and cover it with hovels 
for labor, is prosperity, we are prosperous. We have reached in a hun- 
dred years the level din Europe ina thousand. In comnion with 
pad peana prosperity of the shores from which our fathers fied be- 
cause they were poor laborers, we have wiped out the class of citizens 
contented with a competence, and left a gulf that widensevery day be- 
tween the very rich and the very poor. 

This, however, is a subject somewhat foreign to the issue now pressed 
forward in this matter of a circulating medium. 

It is the duty of the Government to furnish the people with a circu- 
lating medium. It can not make money, for that pertains not to the 
law-making power, and means only a measure of value. This the Gov- 


ernment can not change in any way, for such means to destroy. 
I repeat, it is the duty of the Government to ish a circulating 


medium that we call money. This ordinarily is coining the credit 
of the Government, or rather of the country itself, that is put out in 
paper, measured by the measure of value, for every note sent out is not 
stamped as a dollar, but has on the face of it a promise to pay the dol- 
lar on demand. Because this demand is seldom made we have fallen 
into the error of considering it money itself. I do notgo so far as the 
bullionists or hard-money men in asserting thatthis paper differs from 
coin in the fact that it has no value. It has a value that may be con- 
sidered intrinsic, that comes of the powerof the Government, or rather 
the wealth of the country, which assumes shape in the Government 
itself. 

The right, or rather duty, of furnishing a circulating medium has 
been in a measure farmed out to our two thousand corporations known 
as national banks. These corporations by a purchase of bonds get the 
right to issue their own notes as money, and that which our opponents 
deny to the Government itself is given to these creatures of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not in this placing myself in opposition to 
our present banking system. While defective in manyrespectsand dan- 
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gerous to the welfare of the people unless carefully guarded, I am pre- 
pared to admit that it is proving itself the best system of banking we ever 
. Compared with the old system of State banks, out of which 


possessed 

it grew, it seems perfection. We are forced to see, however, that it is 
not only not perfect, but if we do what these banks advocate in the 
measure before us this system of banking is likely to end in being a 
curse instead of a blessing. We know that it was called into existence 
by the late Salmon P. Chase, when Secretary of the Treasury, as a war 
measure that was to end with the war. Being based on the war debt, 
the system can not survive the existence of that debt, and one motive 
felt upon this floor, and which gives life and force to the measure before 
us, is to be found in a desire to continue the debt that we may continue 
the banks. Any accumulation of money in the Treasury is viewed with 
alarm, and the objection to a further free coinage of silver is based ona 
fear that the silver so accumulated may be used for the redemption of 
the bonds. 

There is anotherand yet stronger motive that animates these financiers 
who represent the banks, and that is the check which such free coinage 
puts on the power these corporations possess of swelling the currency 
when it is not needed, and so stimulating speculation, and contracting 
the currency when it is most needed by the people to facilitate trade. 

To understand this, Mr. Chairman, we should remember that a banker 
means a man who has money to loan—at least in times back such was 
the correct definition. To-day, however, it would seem that a banker 
is a man who seeks to borrow. But not to dwell on that but to get at 
what I mean tosay, which is that accepting the old time-honored term, 
a banker means a man whose main business is toloan money. A cor- 
poration, then, duly organized, opens its doors to the trader who, needing 
loans for immediate operations, seeks thatsource of supply. He deposits 
his note, duly indorsed, and gets in return, what? Not money but the 
banker’s promise to pay money, which, with the Government’s indorse- 
ment, passes as a circulating medium. The banker is highly favored. 
On the United States bonds he holds the Government pays him a hand- 
some interest, and on the notes which he issues, through loans, he exacts 
handsome interest, so that he is paid both ways; and for what? To fur- 
nish a currency which could be had by the people without cost but for 
the process that is carried out through these corporations. 

It is said that it would be dangerous to have the Government go into 
a banking business. Certainly it would. But as for a banking busi- 
ness which means receiving money on deposit and loaning it, I have not 
yet met a man who proposes that this be done by the Government. 
To issue its notes receivable as taxes to serve as a currency is not bank- 
ing in any sense of the term, and this is precisely what we demand of 
the Government; no more, no less. The war now made on silver is pre- 
cisely the same war that is and has been made on greenbacks; and this 
says, in so many words, that the entire power and all the privilege of 
issuing currency shall be surrendered to these corporations. 

Iam to this. Iam opposed to it on the very grounds which 
the bullionists assert they occupy, and that is, the danger of inflation. 
The Government, as I believe I can show, can not inflate—to use the 
term in its proper sense—but the banks can. 

Confounding money as a measure of value and money used as a cur- 
rency, we are told that to swell the volume of currency is to inflate eur- 
rency. The same voice that tells us this gets hoarse in asserting that 
paper currency is not money, but only so many promises to pay money, 
and yet we are called on to believe that swelling the volume of such af- 
fects what it only represents in the ſorm of promises. If it were proposed 
that the Government should do a banking business, that is, receive 
money on deposit and loan the same for business purposes, this would 
be true. But what is the real meaning of inflation? There is a popu- 
lar superstition that an increase of currency is an increase of money, and, 
as I have said, affects prices. Is this true? I believe not. 

When a man places his note before a banker, or in other words upon 
the market, what is the measure of its value? Certainly notthe scarcity 
or abundance of money, as we are generally told. It is measured by 
the credit of the man who ry, gegen that is, his character as a 
business man and the’ e is known to possess subject to seizure 
and execution in case ils to meet his obligation. This is the meas- 
ure of his promise to pay. The same properties pertain to the note ot 
the Government; no more, no less, Now the Government may put out 
its credit in this shape in payment of its debts. It is guarded by this. 
About the banks there are no such They are governed by their 
business interests; and the inflation we have to fear from that source 
is not of currency butof credit. If we study this system of banking 
we find this to be the fact. When times are good, as it is called, loans 
are easy and abundant, credit is stimulated unnaturally, and currency 
is plenty. We have inflation. But pay-day comes, as it must come, 
and the banks begin calling in their loans, refusing further accommo- 
dations, and there is a contraction of the currency. 

Now, sir, this is a power not held by the Government, and a danger- 
ous power to confer on corporations. The debts contracted in the in- 
flation of credit, remain through a shrinkage of value that comes from 
the contraction of the same credit, and the same power that built up 
the debts, stimulating and encouraging credit, becomes its most cruel 
and deadly enemy. 

I repeat, this is a power not possessed by the Government. The Gov- 


ernment may go to its furthest limit in issuing currency, called more 
properly acirculating medium, without in the slightest affecting prices 
or stimulating trade. I know that this is denied. But let me illus- 
trate: The Government may fill a man’s house with its circulating me- 
dium, nay, sir, it may pack that mansion, not with greenbacks but 
with gold and the owner of this wealth will not take five dollars and 
purchase a barrel of flour, until he finds where he can place it at five 
dollars and twenty-five cents. The Government does not undertake to 
find him such a market. It offers no inducement and stimulates no 
trade. But a bank does. The officers and directors offer loans for spec- 
ulative purposes. Half the time they seek such themselves. All the 
gambling in values that makes Wall street possible and a wheat-pit at 
Chicago a fact comes of this power given by our Government to a few 
corporations. This impairs credit and makes our markets uncertain, 
and sets our business men to gambling. Three-fourths of this business 
in its healthiest condition is done on credit. Farming out to corpora- 
tions the great power of the Government to furnish a currency, and 
adding thereto, as I have said a privilege not in the Government, of 
contraction and expansion, we have undermined and nearly destroyed 
our prosperity as a-people. 

To illustrate the practical workings of this system I read you a letter 
written me some time ago by a friend in whose intelligence and judg- 
ment I have much confidence. It is as follows: 

My DEAR Le Fevre: The great Mirabeau has said that to succeed in life one 
has to learn much from those who know less on any given subject than we do, 
I have of late been getting instruction from the most ignorant of all people on 
the matter I have been looking into. You know that I was brought up in the 
Democratic, Benton, hard-money school. I haye believed until now that the 
only safe currency for a people is found in coin, and that a note of either Gov- 
ernment or corporation, especially of a corporation, was a curse, and should be 
condemned if we hoped to prosper, 

Well, I came here to this abs go region to spend the balance of my days, fully 
impressed with the hard-money doctrine. I came in the midst of this great 
financial depression with all made stagnant. Now, my firstdiscovery was that 
in the destruction of credit is a destruction of confidence, and any trade to be 
carried on must be on a cash basis, Well, the farmers have no money. They 
purchase all they need, and get their mechanical work done on credit at our lit- 
tle village here through the year, until their crops are available, and 3 
haul in, sell at the warehouse, take the checks and pay off the year's indebted- 
ness, This depression comes, and the farmer as usual, to the merchant to 
purchase his calico, blankets, and wearing apparel, and the merchant says: “I 
am very sorry, but I must have cash for these things. The merchant I buy of in 
New York will not give me credit, must have the money. aud so, in turn, I must 
have cash.” The poor farmer has no money—he never had any —he has no means 
and so suffers for the necessaries of life. There isa money e in the land. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in that plain, homely illustration lies all of this 
much-vexed question. A measure of value fixed by trade is one thing, 
currency is another, and so long as the Government retains its power 
of furnishing that currency, and uses its privilege liberally, all will be 
well. There is no better currency than silver, and the supply should 
continue, 

As I have said, the war on silver is the same as has been and is be- 
ing made against greenbacks, and the hostility comes from two sources, 
both powerful, both selfish, and both mischievous. We have, in the 
first place, the banks striving not only to relieve themselves of their 
balance-wheel that restrains excess—for so long as the Government is- 
sues all the currency necessary for business the contraction and e ~ 
sion for selfish purposes on the part of these corporations is held, to 
some degree, in restraint—but they seek to prolong their existence b 
a continuance of our national debt, and this puts them in accord wi 
that other party, the bondholders, who live in fear that these bonds 
may be liquidated in the much-denounced silver. These last see that 
under our form of government it is impossible to continue an unholy 
and unjust distinction which pays the bondholder in gold and all oth- 
ers in currency. 

I represent here, Mr. Chairman, an agricultural district. It suffers, in 
common with all agricultural interests, from a lack of currency—money 
as it is called by this people—and I can not represent my people, Ican 
not represent the better interests of the people at large, and consent to 
what is now p —that the Government shall abandon its great 
privilege of giving the people a safe circulating medium, and donate to 
these corporations a power that in their hands will be fatal to the prog- 
ress and prosperity of the nation. 

The Government, Mr. Chairman, can do very little for the people, 
whose creature it is, in the way of furthering their business. On tho 
contrary, it can do a great deal of harm. An interest created by law is 
a poor thing. An interest fostered by law is no better. In all cases it 
means benefiting a class at the expense of all others. For twenty-five 
years we have had a paternal Government that professed to do every- 
thing for everybody, while in fact injuring all through its stupid and 
unconstitutional interference. The world awakens to the fact at last 
that all distress that curses earth comes from an unequal distribution 
of property. As a writer on political economy has tersely said: We 
have the many who produce all and enjoy nothing, and the few who 
produce nothing and enjoy all.“ Against this evil free political insti- 
tutions avail us nothing. The many may the ballot and live 
in rags; the few may have no political privileges differing from the 
masses and yet own the people to their ruin. 

We boast of having the freest and best government under the sun; 
and yet under this Government landlordism prevails to a greater éx- 
tent than under the heaviest despotisms of Europe. But yesterday a 
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man died in New York, of whom we boasted that he died the richest 
man in the world. We destroyed the aristocracy of birth to create a 
meaner and more cruel aristocracy of corporations. We have a larger 
wealth concentrated in fewer hands than ever was known to the human 
race before. An ordinary mind can not grasp the amount of money in- 
vested in the railroads that cover our land and control the distribution of 
all its products. And yet this vast wealth is concentrated in the hands 
ofa few men. This is but one item of the many, and I could go on for 
an hour in enumerating the mere list of these monopolies. The agri- 
cultural class, that I in part represent on this floor, is the greatest suf- 
ferer. I might, Mr. Chairman, treat this House to a novelty by such 
enumeration, Everything is discussed here except the material wants 
of the people and the woes of the poor. t 

While we deal out with a liberal hand laws affecting these interests 
and these troubles we discuss politics. We have members representing 
the Democratic party and members representing the Republican party, 
yet, looked at from the point of view which I have there is 
no member representing the people. There is distress in the land. All 
business, other than gambling, is paralyzed and on every side depressed. 
Labor is organizing and arming against capital. In the district I have 
the honor to represent the farmer can raise nothing that he can sell at 
aprofit. The counties are being shingled with mortgages that can never 
be lifted. It is therefore an evil hour for the monopolists to appear here 
and propose to tighten their chains by a legal enactment that seeks to 
deprive the people of more money in the shape of the soundest currency 
ever known. 8 


AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some remarks on 
House bill No. 2293, introduced by m to promote agriculture. 

Availing myself of the latitude of debate allowed in Committee of 
the Whole, I shall not confine myself to this subject exclusively, but 
shall have something to say upon subjects having a direct bearing upon 
the farming interests generally. 

This bill is intended to enlarge the scope of duties of our consuls and 
commercial agents by requiring them to embrace in their reports to the 


State and Treasury ments the subject of agriculture as well as 
of commerce and man In our legislation the industry of the 
farmers has to a t extent been subordinated to that of co 


manufactures, and mining. It is the Be of this bill to elevate this 
industry, and to put it on a level wi e other great industries that 
have long received the fostering care of Government. 

Under the present law our consuls are required to procure and trans- 
mit to the Department of State accurate commercial information of 
their districts, and to report the prices-current of merchandise as often 
as wy: Bass required to the Treasury Department. Now this bill would 
have them to procure and transmit through the same channels informa- 
tion of the condition and p: , monthly, of the crops within the 
limits of their consulates, so that the facts may be compiled and em- 
braced in the monthly bulletins of the crop reports of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture; and to give at least once a year, or oftener if so re- 

uired by the State Department, the prices-current of all such mer- 
chandise and farm products, orchard and garden, as are imported into 
the ports of their consulates, thereby giving to the farmers of our coun- 
try a full knowledge of the character and quantity of the products of 
the soil of the countries where this Government has a consul, in order 
that our people may be informed as to when there may be a demand 
and a market for their surplus products of the soil and the prices cur- 
rent of thesame. Wecan not give tothe farmer too much information 
on this subject. And it is certainly the duty of the Government to do 
this much to advance so great and overshadowing an industry, particu- 
Jarly when it can be done at so small a cost. The agriculturists of the 
country must become more self-asserting and enforce their just demands 
for larger and broader recognition in the legislation of Congress. It is 
the duty of the Government to provide for this large and useful class of 
our tion all such information as will entitle them to know where 
to find the best and dearest markets for their products and to remove 
as far as practicable all obstacles to their access to them. This becomes 
imperative in view of the fact that most of the farm products have 
tended downward for years in price and many of them have reached a 
price below which there is no margin above the cost of production. 

Legislation should be directed to the end that the farmer be given 
the freedom of the open markets of the world and all proper facilities 
afforded him for the transportation and exportation of his products to 
any market, domestic and foreign. This very numerous class seeks no 
exclusive privileges, but only such as are enjoyed by every other class in 
the land. ‘This they have a right to demand, and Congress should not 
deny it to them. The law should compel our consuls to gather and 
furnish this agricultural information, that the Commissioner may scat- 
ter it broadcast over the Jand. 

Thereis no reason why our consuls should confine their reports 
to the commodities exported from the countries to which they are ac- 
credited. Let them embrace all articles imported of considerable value, 
especially of the products of the soil, the mine, and the workshop, the 

cter of farm tools used in cultivating crops, and whether of do- 
estic or foreign manufacture. This will give our industrial popula- 


ion a better idea of the best markets for their surplus products, and 
when and where to export them. The masses need information on 
these subjects, and it is the duty of the Government to procure and 
furnish it. It can be done through Government agency at much less 
cost to the citizen than through privatechannels. A broad and liberal 
policy in this direction should be inaugurated and carried out. 

The farms of the United States are worth more than ten billions, a 
larger sum thanis invested in any othersingleindustry, and the annual 
retaths from these farms exceeds $3,000,000,000. The manufacturing 
industries of our country produce annually, in round numbers, five bill- 
ions three hundred and sixty-nine millions, but more than half of 
this is the cost of raw material, leaving as the gross value of the prod- 
ucts of manufacture one billion nine hundred and seventy-five mill- 
ions—little more than one-half the value of the farm products. Agri- 
culture furnishes employment to a greater number of laborers than any 
other occupation. About 52 per cent. of our entire 8 are 
en in this industry or are dependent upon it fora living. Of the 
seven million six hundred and seventy thousand farmers about four 
millions own the farms they cultivate, and nearly four millions are farm 
laborers. Letusdignify this greatindustry by giving to it a larger and 
broader recognition in the legislation of this Let tardy justice 
be done that class who toil in the field and the 1 and are the most 
law-abiding, patriotic, and useful class in the land. This country is 
pre-eminently agricultural, and in the very nature of things must con- 
tinue to remain such. i 

The centers of agriculture have been constantly moving west 
partly in consequence of the rapidly exhausting fields and a want of 
a more scientific and intensive system of farming. Now, itis the duty 
of the Government to supplement the efforts of individuals to inaugu- 
rate and carry on a more scientific system of tillage by making appro- 
priations for agricultural experiment stations. Our Government has 
done very little in this direction compared with what foreign govern- 
ments have accompli a 

The world has been compelled to appeal to science in aid of agricult- 
ure. Agricultural chemistry is scarcely an hundred years old. It was 
about the beginning of this century that Sir Humphrey Davy began his 
investigations of vegetable physiology and the analysis of ts and 
soils. And soon thereafter the guano beds of Peru were vered, 
and England, as she does in almost every thing calculated to advance 
her interests, took the lead in the use of this fertilizer. 

About 1840 Baron Liebig published to the world the result of his re- 
searches into agricultural chemistry and experiments with various fer- 
tilizers. These experiments and scientific researches gave a fresh im- 
petus to improvements in agriculture, and the contagion soon became 
widespread, so that every enterprising nation took it up and made those 
recently developed scientific truths tributary to further and greater de- 
velopment. Nonation can now refuse to adopt and bring into use these 
scientificmethods in farming without being left far in the rear of others 
in this march of progressive and scientific agriculture. In 1843 George 
Bennett Laws, of Rothamstead, land, established an agricultural 
experiment station for the purpose of testing seeds, soils, and fertilizers, 
as well as the different modes of planting, tillage, and experimenting 
with the various fertilizers. The results produced and the benefits to 
agriculture were so wonderful that Germany began to establish these 
experimental stations, and now has more than one hundred carried on 
under the direction and at the expense of the government. And almost 
every country in Europe has more or less of them. 

Mr. Chairman, the Government has done so little for the farming in- 
terests that it will be more difficult to point out what it has done than to 
show what it has failed to do. In fact, the farmers of our country have 
asked but little of the Government, and that little has been doled out 
with a parsimonious hand. In the early settlement of the country our 
fathers found the virgin soil of unsurpassed fertility, and scarcely thought 
that it would ever become necessary to call upon the Government for 
aid. It was soon ascertained that asufficieney of the farm products could 
be raised for home consumption and leave a surplus to go abroad. The 
value of these exports continued to increase until as early as 1820 they 
were found to constitute more than 80 per cent. of our entire foreign ex- 
ports. And they have not since that time fallen below 70 per cent., except 
for the years 1864 and 1865, and have generally averaged from 75 to 85 
per cent. of the whole export trade. It was the larger of these 
products in the years immediately preceding resumption, in 1879, that 
made that financial policy possible. 

The balance of trade during this period caused the precious metals 
to flow to our country in payment for these Otherwise gold 
would have gone abroad to pay interest upon our indebtedness held by 
foreigners. cultural classes make up more than one-half of our 
entire population; they feed themselves and those of our people engaged 
in all other industries, and furnish the raw materials which, when woven 
into fabrics, clothe the masses, leaving the large surplus which goes 
abroad and forms the basis of our industrial prosperity. `“ 

It is resonable to estimate that the farmers and tillers of soil pay 
one-half of all the taxes collected by the General Government. Now, 
what becomes of these taxes? Are they disbursed with any regard to 
equity? Are all classesand industries equally fostered and encouraged 
therewith? Let facts be adduced to testify. Since the organization of 
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our Government there have been appropriated for the benefit of com- 


about one hundred 
undred millions in 


merce, say the improvement of rivers and har 
and five millions; to railroad corporations, one 


Government bonds, principal and interest, and in geet lands more 
than two hundred millions in value. Drawbacks have been paid to 


777... mere V EO iy carci 
materials that were again from the country, having 


been manufactured here. Subsidies have been granted and paid to | i 
mfactifrers 


ocean-going mail steamers, and untold millions to our man 
under the operation of our protective-tariff policy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss here and at this 
time the policy of such legislation, but simply to show how much Gov- 
ernment done to promote these great industries and how little it has 
done to advance und develop the greater industry of agriculture. In 
all the years of our history Congress has appropriated less than five 
millions of dollars in aid of agriculture, the mother of commerce and 
manufactures. This industry received no recognition at the hands of 
Congress prior to the year 1839. Then it was started as a division of 
the Patent Office, with an annual appropriation of $1,000, for the pur- 
pose of eee ARR distributing seeds, making investigations, gath- 
ering statistics, Down to the year 1854 the annual ee 
had not reached $6,000 in any one year, yet a foundation had been 
and much good done. 

During the administration of President Buchanan this industry was 
further recognized by the appointment by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of a special superintendent of agriculture; and in 1862 the di- 
vision of agriculture was made a separate Department, with its powers 
and duties greatly enlarged. This enlargement of its powers and ele- 
vation of the rank of its head were due to the fact that the feeding 
of the Union armies then in the field had become of paramount im- 
portance to the country. It was at that time, also, that, in order to 
enco and stimulate the ee. of supplies ſor this army, the 
Jand donations were made to the States for the purpose of endowing in- 
dustrial universities. 

This, Mr. Chairman, in short, is about all that Congress has ever 
done in aid of the great interests of our This is very 
small in view of the magnitude of the industry and in view of the ad- 
ditional fact that it has done so much to make us as a le and as a 
nation prosperous and a and! and renowned 
abroad. Ours has now become the avery tural country of the 
world, ee d of corn and wheat and 
cotton and hogs and tobacco, . 
the 8 Chicago now outstrips Odessa, on 
the Black Sea, once the largest grain-distributing port of the world. 
New Orleans exceeds F her cotton trade, 
and Louisville as a tobacco market. In order that our country may 
maintain her in this and continue to contribute as she 
does at present more than 80 per cent. of all commodities 
by river and rail, Congress must beccome more liberal in a 
for the highest de t of this ind: 


What have other countries done in aid of agriculture and in order to 
relieve them from dependence for the farm products of their great rival, 
the United States? 


France gaia suay (Ki (I give only round numbers) for 
met beeen 


Great Britain, for agriculture... „! = 795, 000 
Switzer: for —:: — acne 142, 000 
United States, for agriculture 650, 000 


Of all these countries named, the little Republic of Switzerland 
ava ee “ong ray eee er, 
United States. Mr. it will be seen how little this 
Government has done for its greatest industry in comparison with what 
other governments have done. 

Great Britain has been our best market, and the largest consumer of 
our cotton and wheat, and has taken largely of our meats and other farm 
products. And she has been ing in her efforts, and almostreck- 
less in expenditure, ee eee as regards her supply 
5 acts. She has explored the civilized world and 

search of countries 6 


and more ET 
e e ct ate has been directed to the develop- 
ment and buildi Maoh abe acer ince crdine tine exe a 


people. For nearly a 
kalk ene ab de and the brent fr her people , ent- 
ing in the production of cotton in India, nor has she hesitated to make 


any necessary expenditure for expert labor or scientific knowledge in 
prosecu investigation to accomplish this end. Aud her far-seeing 
statesmen believed that this end was about to be attained when the 
war between the States had partially cut off the world’s supply of cot- 
ton. The price of this article had become so high that the unfavorable 
conditions of climate and seasons for its production in India had been 
well nigh overcome and its growth and production improved and lagerly 
nereased. But the war ended; the crop of our country in a few years 
reached its former quantity and assumed its normal position in the mar- 
kets of the world. India rapidly fell far behind us and soon ceased to 
hold an important position as a cotton-producing country. 

British silver (for that is the coin of India) has gone to India to build 
railways for the transportation of wheat and other farm products to 
the seaboard, and these railways traverse the broad valleys of the Indus 
and the Ganges, that stretch away in fertile plains to the foot-hills 
of the interior, affording largely increased facilities for transportation. 
The mountain streams of the country have been tapped by irrigating 
canals that take the water through the almost rainless ms to the 
lower valleys, fertilizin ng the growing crops for hundreds of miles along 
their way. Through the use of this British silver the production of 
wheat has been so stimulated and increased that the 


export to England 


laid | has reached the large quantity of 40,000,000 of bushels, thereby virt- 


ually driving that quantity of our wheat from the British pat kioke 
The consequence was a t depression and stagnation of the wheat 
and flour industries of this country, forcing wheat down toa lower 
during the summer of 1884 (and it is but little better now) than it had 
reached for a century. 

While England was making these great efforts to build up and develop 

he agricultural resources of her East India dependencies, so as to make 

her independent of our wheat and cotton fields, other causes were oper- 
ating to deprive us of our next best customers—Germany and France. 
Each of these nations has become somewhat imbittered . against us in 

consequence of the heavy duties imposed upon their manufactured 
products imported isto this country, and has Tetalinted by orders and 
decrees injuriously affecting the introduction of our hog and beef prod- 
ucts into their These highly protective duties, while largely 
increasing the cost of all manufactured articles consumed by the farm: 
whether of domestic or foreign manufacture, has the to sas 
them out from their best foreign markets. 

Now, the farmer asks no special „Co 
burdens upon any class or industry, and e cae bine 
all the burdens of Goyernment equitably 


but 4 
does protest against a system of legislation that is des zrak iian 
foreign markets. He and demands that some shall þe 
had to the principle of reciprocity in legislation affe his freedom 
of access to fi markets, FF 
and other coun for his cereals, e eee 
prod 6 


competition; he can then compete su: 
Congress at last seems di 
view of this ee 


„ 
to take a broader and more liberal 
heretofore done. And I may be per- 


ray ele bis ote that this body will by its legislation elevate 
the farming ind ber plane. What is most 
. lish this desideratum is for to do four things. 
First, to make of Agriculture one in fact as well as in 


name, and give to its secretary the rank, powers, and privileges of a 
Cabinet minister. The head of the Department then, aap in 
in the treaty-making power, will be better able to protect the farming 
interests than they have at times been, especially in regard to reciproc- 
ity treaties affecting the imports and | exports of the farm products. 
Next, let pape ren bill annual dee eee ran to sup- 
port agricul: experiment stations in connection with the industrial 
ersities created and endowed under the act of 1862. These uni- 


yzed, the 
FTT made known, and 

the observing and inquiring farmer may become more familiar with the 
elements of plant fe ants chemical constituents of his soils. He 
will learn more of the germinating qualities of seed and the effect of 
special fertilizers on various crops. Science will be called into requi- 
sition to supplement the productive powers of our rapidly exhausting 
fields and meadows. Give to the farmer in addition the full benefits 
of the Signal Service system“ and he will be on the high road to a 


success. 

Let these stations be established at all county seats and other im- 
portant agricultural centers where there may be a telegraph line, so 
that he may be warned by the flag of the approach of every rain and 
frost and snow, so that he will be enabled to put his household in 
order and thereby save thousands of dollars of value sa the country. 
This done, the farmer may the better regulate his plan and har- 
vesting and save much in the way of hay and other Aragan ucts from 
rains, and tobacco and fruits and stocks from destruction by frosts and 
snow. Notably, the orange crop of Florida might, under such a sys- 
tem, have been saved to the owners during the recent extraordinary 

and hundreds of young stock cared for and saved from pex- 
ishing by the cold and snow. Also, pass the bill in relation to - 
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sular reports, as I have indicated in the beginning of my remarks, and 
the farmer will feel that his interests have been well-considered. 

Mr. Chairman, in additition to these aids to agriculture, farmers, 
more than any other class, need a stable monetary system and an abun- 
dant circulating medium. Relatively, they want cheap money and 
dear products. A want of sufficient circulation or any sudden con- 
traction or depreciation affects this class most seriously and injuriously. 
They are sparsely scattered over the rural districts, have the least facili- 
ties for intercommunication, and are the last to be warned of danger in 
an approaching monetary crisis, They can not beso compactly organ- 
ized as to bring the influence of their numbers and wealth to bear upon 
legislation in their interest, and are to a great extent at the mercy of 
the great trades and professions of the country. ‘The latter have their 
lobbies constantly at this capital and the seats of government in the 
States to watch and if possible, all unfriendly legislation to their 
interests and to encourage such as will promote their schemes, whether 
for honest purposes or illegitimate plunder. They have their chambers 
of commerce, boards of trade, and syndicates, and to a large extent 
these corporations, for most of them are incorporated, control the 
capital and subsidize the talent of the country, while the yeomanry and 
mechanics are considered as the legitimate prey of their avarice and 

lunder. 

A And all of this howl about dishonest silver is but a well - concocted 
plan on the part of the capitalist and the monopolist to make money 
dearer and labor and commodities cheaper. In other words, it is a con- 
test between creditor and debtor; the one asks the Government tostrike 
down one-half the metal money of the Constitution, and the other, the 
debtor class, pleads that it may not be done to their ruin. Thedebtor 
asks the privilege of paying his debts in the money of the contract, 
and the creditor demands that half the metal currency of the contract 
be destroyed that the other half may be doubled in value, thereby in- 
creasing almost to that extent the purchasing power of the payment he 
shall receive from the debtor. Let the debtors be allowed to discharge 
their debts in the currency of the contract, and this certainly can not 
wrongany one. Unfortunately for the laboring classes of our country 
the currency is too much controlled by a class who have the least sym- 

thy for the wealth-producers—I mean the capitalist, the banker, the 

holder, and the interest-receiver. 

Go inquire of the men who cultivate your farms, dig your canals, and 
build yourrailroadsand manufacture your implements and machinery 
what currency they yas and in nine cases out of ten they will in- 
form you the silver dollar. IfI desired to know the best currency for 
the laboring man, I had rather have the opinion of the hod-carrier and 
the ditch-digger than that of the Vanderbilts and the Goulds. 

But it is asserted that gold is less subject to fluctuations in value 
than silver. The facts will not sustain this assumption. Professor 
Jeuons, an 51 7 of high authority in such matters, tells us that 
from 1800 to 1849 (after the discovery of the California mines), a pe- 
riod of only forty years, gold appreciated in value 145 per cent., while 
the price of silver was not greatly depreciated after the discovery of 
the silver mines of Mexico and Peru. 


Gold was undoubtedly the first metal uced by man. It is always found 
in a natural state, that is to say, but slightly mixed with other metals, and rarely 
in mixed ores. It is therefore easy to detect. It is equally easy to mine; the 
paee gold is washed in a gourd or bowl, and quartz goid is pulverized in a 

d-mortar and washed in a bowl, 

In its early history it was used for ornaments, in the arts, and manufactures, 
and not as money. There is no well-authenticated account of its use as money 
before the days of Julius Cæsar, forty-six years before Christ. The surface finds 
of gold in India, China, and Ja were so great up to a thousand years ago that 
whole pillars of gold upheld the ornaments of the temples in those countries, 
The Chinese refuse to use it as money because it is generally found u the 
surface without labor. Greece for centuries coined nothing but silver, use 
of the abundance and cheapness of gold. India and China knew that if these 
Pillars were melted down and coined into money the money would rapidly 
depreciate, and hence refused to recognize it as money. But the supplies of 
gold are being rapidly exhausted and new mines are not being discovered to 
any great extent.—Delmar, 

Among the exhausted countries are all of Asia except Siberia, all 
Europe, the coasts of Africa, and the whole of America except the Pa- 
cific coast of the United States, and some neglected spots in the interior 
of South America. It is in these few regions, chiefly Siberia, California, 
Australia, and the interior of Africa, that any considerable quantity of 
pay gold ” in placers is left. The combined mineral products of these 
countries now amounts to less than 4,000,000 ounces, or $64,000,000. 
Add to this the entire yield of this country for the year 1885, say 
$30,800,000, and we have the sum total of the world’s yield, making an 
aggregate of $94,800,000. The ancient mines of the Golden Tagus, 
and of Phygia, and of Thrace, and of the Greeks and Romans, and ot 
Bohemia, and Britain of the Middle Ages have all been exhausted and 
ceased to be worked. In view of these facts and the additional fact 
that the greater portion of the world’s yield at present is being worked 
up in the arts and manufactures, we might well have to inquire, where 
will the future supplies for coinage come from? 

It is all that gold is less liable to fluctuations in its value than 
silver. This is not entirely true, and so far as it is true, is due to the 
fact t government in many countries has fixed the ys of gold 
and not of silver. In 1816, under the premiership of Lord Liver- 
pool, silver was demonetized in England, and from that period on has 
only a subsidiary coin. England has no silver mines, and is not 


particularly interested in fostering the silver-mining industry, and 
made the change from bimetallism to gold monometallism because her 
statesmen believed it to be to her interest, and without asking the con- 
sent or concert of action of any other nation. 

In 1838 Baron Humboldt pointed to Russia from whence in the near 
future supplies of gold in large quantities would be forthcoming. It 


alarmed England with its gold His predictions were soon 
after verified. In 1840 the yearly output from the Russian gold mines 
included 18,744 pounds avoirdupois of gold, and the yield increased 
yearly till in 1843 the amount was 40,953 ponnds avoirdupois, more 
than doubling its output as compared with 1840. Much uneasiness 
was then manifested in England at this sudden turn in the production 
of gold. It was proposed in Parliament to increase the quantity ot 
metal in the sovereign in order to bring its value up, as it has been done 
here to increase the quantity of silver in our dollar to bring its rela- 
tive value up to the gold standard. 

But Sir Robert Peel proposed a remedy, and it was to give gold a fio- 
titious value by fixing its price and compelling the Bank of England 
to pay that price for every ounce of gold bullion offered. This was done 
and the price fixed at £3 17s. and 9d. per ounce of standard gold. Thus 
a fictitious value was put upon gold by act of Parliament in 1844, and 
so continues to this day. And the operation of our coinage laws has 
the same effect, practically fixing the price of gold bullion at the Mint 
at 820.67 per ounce, while silver.is left to the fluctuations of the market. 
Put silver on a footing with fold at your Mint, and it will gradually 
rise and approach a parity with gold. Germany in 1880 fixed the price 
that should be paid by the imperial bank of that empire for all the 
gold bullion offered. Thus has this country, too, legislated to hold up 
the value of gold and to prevent its fluctuations. 

Before these countries fixed the price by law gold was liable to fluct- 
uations in value as silver was. I give a table (Moran, page 173) to 
show the prices: 


Average market price of standard gold per ounce. 


£. d. 86. d. 

1809... ww. 410 9 18 

* 5 0 12 9 

417 1 0 0 

ET (from Septembe: Bee. ast 3 18 3 
m r to s. 

COMDEE 12)... 5 8 0 1818. 41 5 

1818. eee ese, h 6 2 1819 (to February). EEA 430 

1813 (November to March) . .. 5 10 © | 120. . . seeore — 3 17 101 


It will be seen from the above table that the fluctuations in gold have 
been frequent and considerable, even after the single gold standard had 
been established. 

It will thus be seen how frequent and how great were the fluctua- 
tions in the price of bullion prior to the enactment by Parliament to 
fix the price. And thus it would be now were these enactments by Eng- 
land and Germany ed. Let us as a silver-producing country do 
justice to our own industries, make coinage free and unrestricted as to 
all American silver, and silver will gradually come up to a parity with 
gold, and the whole country will be benefited and there will be no dis- 
turbance to trade and commerce. The masses, the toilers, want the 
silver; it has been their money for more than four thousand years, and 
they cling to it as an ancient heir-loom. 

Since Abraham purchased the field and cave of Machpelah from 
Ephron for ‘‘400 shekels of silver, current money with the merchant,” 
down all the ages silver has been used as one of the money metals of 
the world. History informs us that it was in usein China twenty-two 
hundred years before the Christian era. The silver mines of Lurium 
in Greece were among the earliest great mines worked; they have long 
since been exhausted. Silver is rarely found in its native state, but in 
combination with other ores; hence, to demonetize silver and discourage 
and depress the silver mining business would lose to our country a 
considerable proportion of the lead and copper, as well as gold, that is 
found commingled with the silver ores in nearly all of our silver mines. 
The great Comstock lode, that has so frightened the gold-bugs has 
yielded as high as 41 per cent. of gold. So, Mr. Chairman, silver 
is more of a legitimate industry than gold mining, as the former yields 
a large percentage of other useful metals. 

The relative value of gold and silver at different times has been in 
ancient Greece and Rome and in modern countries as follows: 

In ancient Greece and Rome, 1 to 12; in Greece, after the conquest of Alexan- 
der the Great, 1 to 10; in Italy, after the conquest of Julius Cæsar, 1 to 9; after 
the conquest of Sicily by the Romans, where large quantities of silver were 
found, 1 to 17; at the end of the fifteenth century, in Europe, Lto 11; in En 
land, in 1604, 1 to 121; in France, in 1641, 1 to 13}; in England, in 1666, 1 to 143; 
in England, in 1717, 1 to 154; in Holland, in the middle of thee century, 
1 told; in France, at the same time, 1 to 15. 

The production of gold from 1800 to 1818 was equal to 58 per cent. of the total 
stock in 1800 without affecting in any way that can be discovered the relative 
value of guld.—Delmar. 


During our colonial period each Colony had its own monetary system, 
and there was very little uniformity in the value of their coin circulation, 
which was chiefly made up of the Spanish milled dollar, the pistareen, 
and bit, and the pound, shilling, and pence; and these were valued 
differently in the different Colonies. As early as 1785 Thomas Jeffer- 
son and Robert Morris the financier, as he was called, feeling a great 
want of a uniform standard in our circulating medium, di the 
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maties, and Soul sees nae ANE to 1 hab the ratio between 
the two metals in Great Britain; in Spain 1 to 16, and in France 1 
to 15—these being the countries with which we had the trade. 
The first silver dollar coined in 1794 contained 371} grains of pure sil- 
ver, and every one coined since contains isely the same quantity. 
How, then, can it be a dishonest or clipped dollar? 
FFFFEFFFTCCCCTCTC0CCC Lean pa aliy pori the standard of 
value in this country, always remaining the same, while the quantity 
of pure metal in the gold dollar has been changed three tim 
change in the ratio of the two metals, by putting more metal in the 
silver dollar, would simply remove us farther from all other bimetallic 
countries, as we already have more pure silver in our silver dollar than 
any other country in Europe or Asia. France and the Latin Union 
maintain silver at 15} to 1 togold at par with thelatter. Todemone- 
tize silver would greatly depress the cotton industry of the country in 


es. 


Now, any 
Ea bs bie penta, P rA bas bite DT te AAY 
3 id for his products, you compel him to pay a less price for the raw 
material or iptcy will be his ultimate end. We can also pay in 
silver coin for all articles imported that we can not produce here, as they 
come from silver-circulating countries, say our tea and coffee, as each 
of them chiefly comes from single-standard silver countries. And our 
manufacturers would certainly not complain if we forbear to go to Eng- 
land or Germany, where they do not want our silver, to p their 
manufactured articles that come in competition with our own manu- 
factured products. 
Mr. i Germany had maintained the single silver standard 
for more than twenty years. When she began to coin gold in 1871, and 
ultimately made gold the single standard in 1873, and Bismarck began 
the work of reducing the silver coin to bullion for export, the price de- 
clined so rapidly that he was compelled to desist, and much of theold 
silver coin yet remains in the possession of the government. The 
masses there have never been satisfied with the demonetization of sil- 
ver, and are quite clamorous at times for its restoration, and not only 
the masses, but many learned men and leading financiers, both there 
and in England, favor the restoration of the silver coin to the circula- 
tion. 


But, Mr. Chairman, why should we go to England and Germany to 
getourmonetary ? Are wenotable toestablish and maintain one 
of our own, independent of all other countries? We have a greater ter- 
ritorial area than any of them, a larger aggregated wealth than any 
country on the globe; our products of the soil exceed those of any and 
of all countries; and in all the elements and essentials that enter into 
the makeup of a virtuous, a thrifty, and a great nation, we are unsur- 
passed byanyin the tide of time. I say, then, it is humiliating to con- 
fess that we are incapable of formulating and maintaining a monetary 
system of our own, based upon the wisdom and experience of centuries 
and our own true and substantial interests. And why go to the mon- 
archical ts of Europe for an example? Let us rather look 
to the freer Governments of Greece and Belgium and of Holland, and to 
the Republics of France and Switzerland. 

Why should we go to the land of the imperial chancellor of despotic 
William to get our models in finance, where women are still yoked with 
the ox and the dog to drag the plow along the furrow and the cart 
along the road; where the countryless Pole is driven from his home 
and the graves of his ancestors, simply because he will not the 
German and adopt the German customs? Or why should we 
look to En where seven hundred landlords own nearly one-half 
the lands in the kingdom, and where absentee landlordism has despoiled 
the fairest isle of the ocean and driven its inhabitants to desperation; 
that island which has sent its orators to every English-speaking country, 
and has given to the world more than its share of poetry and of song, 
and whose sons have fought successfully all battles save their own.’’ 

Let us pause, Mr. Chairman, before we commit this great wrong of 
demonetization to the debtor classes, thereby invoking the state of af- 
fairs that exists in Europe, where the creditor is the master and the 
debtor is the slave. 

SILVER QUESTION. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, under the rules which obtain here I 
am accorded a voice, but no vote. I feel all the solicitude for the re- 
sult of your deliberations which can possibly attach to them upon this 
question, and regret that I can not in some more substantial way share 
the responsibility of your ultimate action. I speak for a people whose 
lives, energies, and fortunes have been hazarded in the development of 
the mineral resources of this country; a people who are the bone and 
sinew of a Territory whose valleys of gold and mountains of silver have 
never ceased to swell the volume of the precious metals of the world 
for a quarter of a century; a Territory which, if measured by the grand- 
eur of its mountains, the fertility of its valleys, the majesty of its 
rivers, the splendor and utility of its waterfalls, the richness of its mines, 
the number and value of its herds and flocks, the wealth of its forests, 
the health and vigor of its climate, and the intelligence, aspirations, 


and patriotism of its citizens, will soon be permitted to take a place in 
the grand galaxy of American States, the youngest but the fairest of 
them all, when representation here will no longer be an empty honor 
and a delusion, but a full fruition of that sacred and inestimable right. 
I can not reasonably hope to add anything of value to a discussion that 
has taken such wide range and been elaborated upon by so many stu- 
dents of the subject both in and out of Congress; nor would I venture 
to claim the attention of the House upon so important a measure if it 


The | were not for the interest felt in it by my constituency. 


The recent utterances of the Executive in his message to Congress 
relating to the suspension of silver coinage, in which he has taken such 
a decided stand against the continued coinage of the silver dollar, has 
invested the subject with a dignity and importance which otherwise it 
would not possess. His position is plain and unambiguous and needs 
noconstruction. It is an open declaration of hostility to silver as money, 
and as such awakened the liveliest interest in thiscountry. No ques- 
tion affecting the administration of government has elicited such care- 
ful and considerate attention and investigation. But, happily for the 
country, as I believe, it has resulted in dispelling whatever of fear and 
alarm the words of the Executive may have created. The highest or- 
der of statesmanship and intelligence asserts and demands that this 
question shall be considered in the relation that it sustains to the whole 
country. 

Yielding none of the many objections which have been so forcibly 
urged against a suspension of silver coinage, my inclination leads me 
to consider briefly two prominent questions involved in it. 

First. Has Congress the power to suspend silver coinage under the 
Constitution? 

Second. If it has, does our position among the nations of the earth, 
considered with reference to our comparative silver productions and 
commercial position, justify us in pursuing such a course? 

Upon the first proposition I am in full accord with the reasoning and 
conclusion of the minority report of the Committee on Weights, 
and Measures. Referring to the act demonetizing silver, the minority 
report says: 

This act was clearly an infraction of the true theory of bimetallism, and in 
conflict with the Constitution. It assumes that Congress should exercise the 
power of controlling the volumę of money by prohibiting the coinage of one of 
the monetary metals recognized in the Constitution, If, underthe Constitution, 
onde has the power to prohibit or limit the coinage of silver, so it has that 
Q 5 

o admit that it can demonetize one of the metals is to admit that it can de- 
monetize both; therefore, the gold monometallists, who are so swift in their 
denunciations of the Supreme Court for holding that Congress has the power 
to issue paper legal tenders, should consider the result of their own theory of 
monetary science. For, if Congress has the power to demonetize the metals, it 
must necessarily result in exercising the authority claimed by the decision of 
ee Court—that is, in printing legal tenders and forcing them into cir- 
was 20 constitutional question, it is here claimed 5 has nolawful right 
to demonetize either gold or silver; but it is the plain duty to provide for 
coinage of both at some regulated value or ratio. The Constitution says the 
Congress shall have power * * to coin money, regulate the value thereof, 
and of foreign coin.” Again, “NoStateshall * * + makeanything but gold 
and silver coin a tender in payment of debts.” 


Upon the second proposition I submit that there are three incontesta- 
ble facts which forbid the pursuit of a policy which will result in the 
demonetization of silver. 

First. Out of the world’s product of silver we are now producing about 
one-half. In 1884 the world’s product was $115,147,878; out of this 
sum the United States produced $48,800,000. 

Second. According to a report of Mr. Williams upon the mineral re- 
sources of the United States, a work prepared under the direction and 
supervision of the Bureau of Geological Survey, millions of dollars have 
been and still are invested in the production of this metal in the United 
States. He says: 

While, therefore, it is im ble to reach even an approximate estimate as to 
the actual investment in silver mines, we know it to be a large amount, perhaps 
pop ida perhaps $500,000,000, possibly more, but certainly in excess of $106,- 

„000. * 

Upon this industry alone he estimates that 520, 000 people are de- 
pendent for support. 

Third. Seventy-five millions’ worth of gold and thirty-five millions’ 
worth of silver, according to the report of the Director of the Mint, are 
annuallytonsumed in ornamentation, manufacture, and the arts. The 
same authority is responsible for the statement that the production of 
gold for the preceding year was $95, 292,369 and that of silver was $115,- 
147,878. In fact, some authorities, considered to be quite as reliable, 
estimate the amount of gold used in the arts to be equal to the aunual 
production of that metal, leaving us no margin out of which to supply 
a necessary circulation consequent upon the increase of population and 
commercial interests of the country. What is there traditionally or 
historically in the use of silver as money which justifies its subjection 
to this proposed indignity? It contains the same amount of silver it 
did in 1792 when it was made the unit of value. It has never changed. 

Gold and silver are made money by our Constitution. They have 
been and always will be so treated the world over as long as civilization 
endures. \ 

To the citizen and the stranger at home and abroad neither has failed 
to perform its important office, thus vindicating and confirming the 
judgment of mankind in the employment of these two metals as the 
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money of the world. The following table serves to show the amount 
of gold and silver in the world to 1885, and furnishes us a reliable basis 
upon which to estimate the degree of usefulness which silver has at- 
tained among the nations of the earth. 


1 Gold coin and Silver coin 

Countries. bullion. and bullion. Total, 
United States . . . . = $896, 088, 404 
Great Britain and Ireland. 678, 500, 000 
India... 1, 037, 000, 000 
France 000 1.443. 000, 000 
— — 000 124, 000, 000 
Switzer! 3 000 32, 000, 000 
Italy 140, 000, 000 212, 000, 000 
Greece. 2, 700, 000 5, 400, 000 
Spain. 130, 000, 000 200, 000, 000 
Portugal 30, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 
Germany.. 325, 000, 000 536, 000, 000 
ustria.. 45, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 
Sweden.. 15, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 
Denmark 14, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 19, 000, 000 
Netherlands 28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 
— eee 124. 000. 000 
Turkey. 000, 000 35, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 
163, 000 11, 000, 000 11, 163, 000 


To be more exact and taking the last estimates of the statisticians 
and bringing them down to this year, by adding the output of the 
mines to that date, the amount of money in the world of the two met- 


als now is respectively as follows: 
lg. . 83,513,000, 000 
a A r a O EA AE 3,750,000,000 


This gives about 48 per cent. of gold and 52 per cent. of silver as the 
world’s ratio. 

Since their first discovery there never has been any great disparity 
in the output of the two metals. Sometimes the annual production 
of the one exceeded the other, but ultimately about the same propor- 
tion is found in both. This fact is not altogether strange; they are 
bound together in their native or primitive state by an indissoluble tie. 
No instance is of record where one was discovered without the other 
was present. In some d they are chemically combined, wherever 
found, and this is suggestive of an important fact in the consideration 
of this question. 

I assert it to be true that one-fourth of the gross value of our silver 
ores is gold chemically combined with silver, and one-fourth is copper 
chemically combined with silver, and that the cost and expenses of ex- 
tracting either would not justify its mining and production where this 
condition exists, if it were not for the value of the other. Thisisa 
factor that seems to have the attention of the monometallists 
in their attempt to establish a gold standard. What is the certain and 
inevitable result? While the gold monometallists are tightening their 
grasp upon their gold by destroying silver they are strangling and elim- 
inating 25 per cent. of the production of their favorite metal, which 
they propose to make the yardstick of commerce, thereby adding 25 per 
cent. more to the purchasing power of hoarded gold. But these are 
not the only elements which go to enhance the value of gold. As shown 
by the report of the Director of the Mint, nearly the entire annual pro- 
duction of gold goes into the arts and manufactures, thus increasing 
the p power of coined gold. 

Later on we will see who has the gold of this country and whose 
fortunes will be multiplied while millions of the debtor class groan 
and toil and sweat under the contraction which must follow, if unhap- 
pily they ever succeed in their unholy purpose. 

Our legislation on this subject ought to be in perfect accord with the 
Constitution. That instrument mentions only gold and silver as real 
money. It does not discrimate against either. A fair and honest ad- 
ministration and enforcement of existing laws would long since have 
gone far to demonstrate the ect equality of value between gold and 
silver as a circulating medium. There is a community of interests 
among the people in upholding silver against the control and manipu- 
lation of those who would destroy it. Their words are but the echoes 
of those who stand behind and direct a crusade, the success of which 
would be as destructive as the fatal touch of theupas. These observa- 
tions find support in the fact that this is undeniable. 

A SILVER, WHEAT, AND COTTON PRODUCING COUNTRY. 

Demonetize silver, or what is equivalent, suspend its coinage, and 
even under existing law our currency is contracted $24,000,000 annually 
and the price of silver would fall 25 percent. The price of cotton and 
wheat would make the same decline, because the price obtained for the 

us fixes the value of the whole cop, and the price of the surplus 
soldin foreign markets would be reduced by the competition of the wheat 
and cotton raised in the Orient purchased with silver which the British 
bankers and merchants have obtained at a discount of 25 per cent. from 
the miners of the United States, because the suspension of its coinage 
decreases the demand. Let us pause for a moment and inquire who 
pare originated and conceived this proposed annihilation of silver. 
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It can find no well-grounded support in those whose aims and aspi- 
rations are to promote the public welfare; no voice of encouragement 
is heard from the great grain or cotton ee sections of the coun- 
try. No representative or champion of labor or of the toiling millions 
rises in this forum to join in the cold-blooded legislative assassination 
of this twin sister of gold. From whence, then, comes this alarm? Is 
it not patent that the capitalists of Great Britain and their allies in 
America have been instrumental in directing this attack upon silver- 
producing countries with the view of reducing the cost of our great 
staples of production? In other words, the less the price of silver the 
less the cost of wheat and cotton raised in India and Africa for British 
consumption, and which would be taken in exchange for our silver pur- 
chased at a depreciated price. 

It has been fairly estimated that the debt-paying power, or in other 
words the purchasing power of wheat, cotton, and silver bullion, would 
be reduced fully $100,000,000 if ion of silver coinage should 
ensue, and, as before stated, if Great Britain can enforce a policy that 
will reduce the price of silver in the United States, whose mines pro- 
duced last year over $50,000,000, she will be enabled to transport it to 
the Orient and purchase their wheat and cotton from those silver-con- 
suming nations that much less, which would necessarily procure a lower 
level of prices for those staples in this country. This is too plain for 

ent. The monometallists, however, meet us with the proposition 
to submit this question to the adjustment of an international co: 
wherein we should agree to use the double standard upon a fixed ratio. 
This would be a delightful panacea if it was only accomplished. It is 
doubtful whether such a result will ever be reached. Indeed, it is 
maintained by eminent authority that such a theory is based upon a 
misconception of the causes that contribute to make the two metals the 
world’s money. 

Mr. Hill, who has given this subject great attention, has said lately 
in an address delivered at Providence that— 

This doctrine seems to have been originally the invention of an Italian, M. 
Cernuschi, now a banker in who made a special visit to this country in 
1877 for the in which he completely failed—of persuading Congress 
that it would bean act of what he called "audacity ™ on its part to authorize the 
resumption of silver coinage without first arranging the terms of an accord with 
the European powers upon the monetary question. This doctrine is certainly. 
not more than a dozen years old, and appears novel to an eee degree 
when itis remembered that both gold and silver have been regarded and treated 
as oven pi ba of the world from time immemorial, and have satisfactorily per- 
formed the office without a single example in history of the international regu- 
lation of the subject. The Latin Union, formed in 1865, is not an example of 
such a regulation, as itis sometimes sup tobe. All the countries compos- 
ing it were 8 and acting upon the double standard, and at the common 
ratio of 15} to 1, before they entered into the union. The whole object of the 
union was to facilitate the interchangeable use of their respective coins. 

The doctrine of Cernuschi is not only rep t to the experience and prac- 
tice of the world for thousands of years, but it is based upon an entire miscon- 
ception of both the nature and the causes of the fact that the two precious m 
sometimes called the noble metals,“ are the world’s moneys. When Danie 
Webster said, fifty years ago, that gold and silver were money in this coun 
by the law of the land and money abroad by the law of the world, he neither 
meant that there was any such impossible thing as legislation for the world, or 
that there were international treaties upon the subject, which although not an 
impossible thing, had not been * even thought of. He meant merely 
that confidence in the value and steadiness of those metals had always existed 
and was, so universal that they were everywhere an accepted medium of ex- 
change, and enjoyed what Edmund Burke called an “ever credit.” 


In 1792, when the fathers of the Republic established free and un- 
limited coinage of gold and silver and made the silver dollar the unit 
of value, no compact with other nations was deemed expedient or essen- 
tial. For eighty-one years the free and unlimited coinage of gold and 
silver was sanctioned by law. It is true that the same incentive did 
not exist then as now for this new expedient. At that time we had no 
debt to speak of. Now our bonded debts are fabulous, and the few 
who hold them purpose to shape and direct legislation so as to double 
the price of their property. 

I can not reconcile the theory of these gentlemen who insist upon the 
suspension of silver coinage with the fact I mentioned in the outset that 
we are a silver-producing country and furnish about 45 percent. of all 
the silver that is produced in the world. It would be easier ofcomprehen- 
sion if the situation was reversed and we were the purchasers instead 
of the producers. If such were the condition, there might be some 
plausibility in it. It needs no demonstration to prove that a destruc- 
tion of one of the standards of values will increase the value of the other. 
In other words, that if the coinage of silver is suspended the currency of 
the country would contract to that extent and in the same proportion 
the value of gold would be increased. 

In addition to this increased value add to the value of the coined gold 
25 per cent., made manifest and certain by stopping the production of 
silver chemically combined with gold, and I undertake to say that you 
have increased the purchasing power of gold nearly 50 per cent.; and 
this leads us to a very pertinent inquiry: Where is the gold of this 
country, and who would be directly benefited by such legislation? 
There are $562,000,000 in gold coin in the United States, and of this 
sum it is estimated that national banks own $250,000,000; and so we 
see the patriotic national bankers, assembled in Chicago in September 
last, volunteering the following resolution: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the convention that the coi 
dollars under the compulsory law of 1878 is detrimental to the interests 


of the silver 
ofthe 
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CFF and that the law should 
immediately and remain until an international agree- 
ment of the leading nations give substantial assurance as to 
670. ̃ ͤ a gait 5 

To such a source are the American invited to turn for disin- 


terested advice upon which to base and formulate the financial policy 
of this country. No advocate of the . coin- 
age asks any advantage to silver over gold; but they insist that nothing 
less than an equal chance to attain that equality against which 
there is no constitutional inhibition will ever meet with the indorse- 
ment or approval of the people. 

Among the things demanded here and now is, that if no new legis- 
lation is enacted the law shall be enforced, relating to the pay- 
ment of the public debt; and that instead of suffering the silver of 
this country to be piled up in the Treasury, and thereby virtually with- 
drawn from circulation, it shall be applied to ee ne ora 
guishment of the interest and prin , certainly in the proportion 
which the silver coinage sustains to the gold eS ee 
The law is so plain that he who runs may read on the back of every 
bond that it may be lawfully paid in either orsilver. It has been 
said that the law isa jealous mistress, and is justly true. It may 
be hard in a particular case, but it is founded on public policy and can 
not be made to yield to expediency or the circumstances of any given 
case. It ought to be administered alike to the rich and the poor, the 
strong and the weak. 

A principle once surrendered in a case is no longer firm, 
but trembles at every new attack. If any innovation is to be made upon 
a plain and positive law for the sake of our institutions do not permit 
it to be done by any authority less than 

r 
No time nor strength of tenets stop its 

Who then can successfully sustain the ee department of the 
))) ĩðâvu RSie ATA, in to 
utilize the silver on hand and available ſor that purpose? It be 
strange, indeed, if silver did not lose some of its dignity and useful - 
ness as a circulating medium when thus compelled to submit to such 
discriminating treatment. Since 1878 it has been continually handi- 
capped in the race with gold. What explanation can be made of such 
a course? Is it not a clear attempt to do indirectly what Congress has 
refused to do directly, namely, to suspend the coinage of silver, for 
such is virtually the result? 

Let the laws be enforced; let the Executive foster and encourage the 
production of silver until our silver coinage shall at least amount per 
capita to that of other countries which purchase our silver and which 
are to-day noted among the nations of the world; and then, 
indeed, willit be time eno to decry and discourage an industry upon 
which so much depends and destroy a circulating medium since 
time began up to this glad day, tay DOTEE tailed Rituals 40 PEDIS 
its purpose. 

It has been seriously argued that a continued coinage of silver would 
result in flooding us with foreign silver and the expulsion of our gold. 

If there was anything in this proposition why does it not follow, by 
the same parity of reasoning, that our country is the dumping-ground 
for foreign wheat and cotton? One is as impossible as the other, for the 
reason that we produce more than we consume, as will appear from the 
5 table, the correctness of which is vouched for by the Director 
of the t. 


Imports and exports of coin and bullion in the United States. 


not approach an equality in volume with other commercial countries, 
and until it is above and beyonda 


If we would give stability, dignity, and value to our silver produc- 
tion commensurate with the importance of that industry to the United 
States without impairing the quantity or intrinsic value of gold, it is 
essential that a new departure shall be taken by the Executive and 


Treasury officials. e ei nr aay pene ag 
system of assault and consequent d 
be seized upon to follow a plain renee iprp.< ort pepe ears 


ity of law to support it—one which since 1878 has been trampled 
under foot and defied with a boldness and determination that 

back the memories of other days when nullification in another form 
threatened this country. 

When reports of our Treasury officials, made in pursuance of law, are 
published to the world they are clothed with a verity and authenticity 
which are well calculated to inspire confidence in the public of the ab- 
solute truthfulness of their 

And so it is that a sentiment has been molded in certain quarters 
based solely upon such repo ports that the silver of the coun- 
try can find no circulation, and hence its lodgment in the 
subtreasuries of the United States; and that a further coinage is folly 
and extra ce. Such a statement isillusory and misleading. It is 
incontestibly true that there are $10 in silver coin to one in gold coin in 
actual circulation among the people, and that three-fourths of the silver 
qaje now in the Treasury are represented by silver certificates in 

actual circulation in the 3 of the country. 


AMOUNT OF MONEY REQUIRED IN THIS COUNTRY. 


3 


We have now of . and silver........... — —————j— $923, 000, 000 
United States notes 346, 000, 000 
National-bank notes. 318, 000, 000 
Fractional currency, — ma a „000, 000 
Total money for 60,000,000 people... ET EA SIEA 1.894.000 000 

and business in- 


or $26 per capita. This is none „ he pager 
crease we shall more, not less, France, a more compact country 
than ours, and the soundest eountry in the world financially, een 
in addition to its $900,000,000 of gold ane ee. .000 of silver between $500, 
000 and $600,000,000 of paper, making a of $2,000,000,000. This is $52 
capita of her population, or twice as much as we have. She does not fina 
toolargeasum. We should not if we had it. 

Wecertainly, then, have not too much money now; and to avoid disaster we 
must take care that its volume is not reduced. 


For these and estimates I am indebted to Mr. Dexter A. Haw- 
kins, of New York, a gentleman of much learning upon this subject. 

These considerations are ito- mogi to admonish us that we have not 
reached within fifteen time when, at the present rate of 
coinage, the question o ion can be seriously considered. The 
gentleman from Maryland Mr. FINDLAY] was disposed to complain 
in his recent speech because the Government was compelled to furnish 
a market under existing law for $2,000,000 of silver per month, and char- 
acterized it as a form of protection which no other commodity received 
in this country. 

Some practical individual once defined law to be: That which is 
confidently asserted and plausibly maintained.’’ The correctness of the 
gentleman’s statement can not be measured by any stronger rule, If 
this was protection it would seem that silver ought to thrive and pros- 
under the protecting ægis of the Government. But everybody 

nows that the contrary is true, and that every time it contracts and 
shrinks it can be traced to the dissembling and illusory touch of the 
Government. 
Why, sir, instead of silver being a burden and accepting the so-called 
a of the Government, it has been loaded down with a weight 
iorage until it has become an actual investment for the country, 
one of which the Government has made a net profit of $25,122,184.90 
since July 1, 1879, for its coinage, As proof of this statement I sub- 
mit the following from the last report of the Director of the Mint, pages 
8 and 9: 
SEIGNIORAGE ON SILVER COINAGE, 


from seigniorage on silver there were in the coinage mints at 
the close of the fiscal year moneys amou to $1,177.444.70, known as the sil- 
ver-profit fund, which had not been deposited in the Treasu: 


The se on the coinage of silver dollars du: @ fiscal year was 
$1,355,278.54, and on subsid ver coined at Philadel $10,197.61; a total 
for the year of „476.45. — az ei 554.71 was paid for 
expenses incu enei of the in O00 Daa Dai the ex- 
ress companies, and $4,354.56 for bags, —— and $135.90 for telegraph- 
in 8 st ths . is, 8 the 

betwee cab e ve ents, and the loss on 
sale or utives 3 sweeps during the A g to the deficiency be- 


ng year, 
tween their y value and the amount realized from their sale. 


leaving a balance at the coinage mints on June 30, 1885, of 
The distribution the coinage mints on June 30, 1055 e 0 ent. 
age mints was as follows: 


Philadelphia. 
San Francisco 
City.. 
New Orleans = 
/ 725, 366 07 

The above statement as approved by this bureau was verified by actual count 
by representatives from the t. Of the above balance, the portion 
at Philadelphia and at New eans has since been covered into the 


ury. been retained in order to 
meet the expense of distributing the stock of silver dollars now stored at those 


mints. 
of the Director of the Mint, rot the Treasury, 


ge of | en 75 authorizing 5 


1886. 


rere ee one gee the coinage of silver has amounted to 
CCC ress Com- 
. ony on an 


used . e ee e 
in connection with Song coinage of the silver dollar. 
balance in the mints on July 1, 

818.88 was covered 

the last fiscal year, 

inage Of this 

latter amount 2 ing the balance, as stated above, at the mints at 
Philadelphia New Orleans, has been deposited in the pear: 


From the above it will be seen that this is with a ven- 
geance. If the same kind of protection was accorded to gold, the gold 
monometallist would characterize it as that protection which the wolf 
gives to the lamb and the eagle to the dove. 

When Russia, Australia, and California were pouring their unprece- 
dented supply into the oe of the world, $900,000,000 in six years, 
political economists became alarmed, and its demonetization was ad- 
vised by some. A few nations to the prevalent of the 
sea a Se T De ee eee those who 

...... eo empl ae a 

fem the coinage of gold had been at that time. Sil- 

tem. “Suppose been king, and gold, excluded from the mints, would for 

a time have only been a merchantable commodity with only a small de- 

mand. The situation now is only reversed. At that time $900,000,000 

in cc yaar upon the country in six years—a production without 

in all the past. Instead of rejecting it, our tion stamped 

it as money and saved it from depreciation. It is no better than its 

twin-sister, silver, which under similar governmental at eign ae 
tection will soon assert and maintain its parity with go 

It must be apparent to every observer that as our deat ack 
notes, based upon Government bonds, are steadily disappearing in order 
to prevent a contraction of $40,000,000 a year, their place must be sup- 
plied by some equivalent. How are we to keep up the supply of good 
money? This question is intelligently parcial by Mr. Dexter A. 
Hawkins, a gentleman from New York, who appeared before the Com- 
mittee on ani Weights, and Measures a short time ago. Hesays: 


|-bank notes, based upon Govern- 
lace must be supplied by coin 

or its bonda, are s otherwise a contraction of t forty millions a year will 
depression of business and absorption of property by 


feats ng aS OET OINA N eee ee ee a STEE pt. 

and it costs the people nothing to buy and pay for this silver, because it may be 

dong in silver eoin or pA epe pand puroa Se tE eg Bak Beste: 
money, nn a 

that within eng ve 3 has been at one 


at the 

try, estimated at $25,000,000,000 — year, is now 

done, and from the habits of o our people always willbe done, ch with paper 
nting money. These 


represe: parue gece coin in the „are 
the best kind of paper money ever devised 

So long as the Government buys the silver at the market price and coins it 
into — dollars, these dollars within this country necessarily under the 
geld della: law will have the same purchasing power and paying power that the 
It is the duty of Congress to providefor and secure the businessand prosperity 
2 —— — and not of foreign countries, and to take care of the 825,000, 000, 00 
o è 

Our fore’ trade, both imports and exports, is only about — 
domestic roy iniri taping hehe for the last twelve . — 
and leſt an average balance in our favor 


Unless the business of the 1 by legis 
of ourselves, but of foreign countries, this credit balance will continue. But if it 
is disturbed, and a debit balance prod: d 
the gold-using countries with gold andto the silver coun with silver; hence 
the necessity of keeping both in quantities so large that a draft upon either 

need not disturb our financial position. The coining of our whole available 
„„. gold eee 

The theory that the possession of a large amount of full legal-tender silver is 

ger ged nce pmo eg the gold monom n 


r cent. of our 
for our imports 


abroad an adverse balance of trade has no foundation in fact. It is pure fict 
Logically it is like assuming a corn crop disables us from exporting 
wheat when there foreign demand for 8 3 or that — wheat crops 
hinder the export of corn whenever Pag apne oan et The truth 
port ofthe other without inconvenience., If the amount we can pay out or ex- 
port of the other without incon If we had only gold, 1 
enemies of silver 9 to pay debis to 9 

we should havo no 5 elt as Soe 8 that would vary as 


heretofore from par to 60 per cent. discount, but if we 
8 of one will only bring the other for the time 
support our paper and keep our industries alive. 

In my judgment this is not an expedient, but a satisfactory and cer- 
tain solution of this question. 

I refrain from descending further into details, that have already been 
presented to the House and the country; but, in conclusion, I insist 
ee Weer. at hand 3 to meet the demands of in- 

pop on, resources, inviting future, our silver coinage 
should be free and unlimited. 

When we shall have given each of the metals the same opportunity 
to work out its own salvation, our attention should then be directed 
(to the establishment and maintenance of commercial relations with the 
4 silver-consuming nations, where our silver will find a more appreciative 
and remunerative recognition than in Western Europe. Suchan open- 


hold both, the temporary 
more into . 
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ingawaitsus. It involves no destruction of hundreds of millions of dol- 


piconet of silver coinage. 

On the other hand, it is in perfect accord with an honorable national 
ambition to outstrip all competitors in the race for national greatness; 
it the development and exploration of our great mineral re- 
sources and holds * a reward to labor and capital alike; it liſts the 
banner of high above the mere whim and caprice of the money- 
changer; it forbids that which the Constitution would not sanction—a 
discrimination against either of the precious metals; it is the capstone 
upon our monument of financial supremacy, in which every citizen 
ought to feel an honest and just pride. [Applause. ] 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the message and policy of the President 
of the United States which has been brought so prominently forward in 
this discussion marks an epoch in the history of our great country. 
After twenty-five years of exile the Democratic party has returned to the 
confidence of the people, and is now seated in the high places of the 
Government. Sucha change as this, so radical in its character, excited 
for atime the apprehensions of some of the wisest and the best men of 
the country. 

Republicans have imputed wild and absurd theories to the Demo- 
cratic party. On one hand it was claimed that that party would wreck 
the Government financially; that it would destroy the value of securi- 
ties; that it would disturb all the centers of trade, and convert the pre- 
vailing prosperity into a scene of universal distress. But ina year’s 
administration of the — of the Government by that party its op- 
sas are confounded, and the good people of the country have be- 

thoroughly satisfied with the wisdom, ability, and conservative 
sane of that administration. There has been much said, as nat- 
urally there would be in the clamor for office, of a disparaging charac- 
ter; but to-day the great sentiment of the people is that Mr. Cleveland's 
administration has been marked ma vigor, dignity, ability, and an 
honest determination on his the high trust confided 
to him to the best of his ability, nol that be is working for the people 
and in their interest alone. 

In its commendations the press of the country has not been silent, 
but here in this House, where the Democratic party largely prepon- 
derates, there has not been as yet a single voice raised to speak this pub- 
lic sentiment approving of the purposes and conduct of the administra- 
tion. Therefore it is that my humble voice is raised; therefore it is 
that I venture so early to say a few words in defense and vindication 
of that policy which will shortly place the Democratic party, not on an 
ephemeral basis, but on an enduring one, a basis which will constitute 
Mr. Cleveland the first of a long line of Democratic Presidents. 

The administration, I repeat, has been a vigorous one. It has met 
all foreign complications in a manner that recalls the vigorous days of 
Madison and Monroe. Our dignity was preserved in the dispute with 
the Argentine Republic; our marines were quickly dispatched to re- 
store order at the Isthmus, and the prisoners of English crnelty who 
appealed to this Government for protection had it accorded to them, 
though it was unavailing to save them from the fate which had befallen 
them. 


The foreign service has been much improved by the gentlemen of 
honor and of character who have been sent abroad to represent the Gov- 
ernment. My own State feels particularly honored that three of her 
most prominent citizens have been sent, one to France, one to Austria, 
and the other to Prussia. At home every department of the Govern- 
ment has been carried on without any disturbance or interruption. 
Business has been transacted in a satisfactory manner, and the public 
has entire confidence in the financial policy so strongly marked by Mr. 
Cleveland. 

In his message the President lays down the true democratic doctrine 
with reference to finance, and states in the gravest manner the imper- 
tance of this Congress doing something toward relieving the people from 
an overissue of silver money. It is not necessary for me to follow him 
in his views upon this subject, as letters and other documents issued 
by him since hisi tion have discussed the question fully, fairly, 
and in all its details. Heattributes the present dearth of business to this 
overissue. He appeals to Congress in the strongest manner to relieve 
the people; and, Mr. if we would only be as prompt in the 
discharge of our duty as the President has been in discharging his, we 
will not spend any more hours and days of Chis saion in ant MGs ie: 
cussion of a subject upon which every gentleman here has already fully 
made up his mind. 

I have been told by distinguished gentlemen at the other end of the 
Capitol that this overissue of silver is necessary for the poor and labor- 
ing man. I donot believe it. Did I think so my vote should cer- 
tainly be cast with the distinguished Senators from Kentucky and 
North Carolina. To me the voice of labor is never silent. I hear al- 
ways the cry of the overworked and oppressed and down-trodden work- 
ingman of this country. Iam anxious to extend to him and to his 
every help that lies in my power. In every act of my official life my 
first thought is how will this affect the interests of those who toil for 
their living and who are so much oppressed by reason of the unholy 
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monopolies of the land.” Did I believe it was for the interest of the 
laboring man that the silver coinage should be conducted in this unlim- 
ited way I certainly would pause and gravely consider what my course 
should be upon this subject. On the contrary, I honestly think that it 
is the workingman who pays the penalty of all bad legislation, of all 
bad laws. Itis upon him that the burden of taxation falls. Itis upon 
him and those near to him that hard times press with the greatest se- 
verity. And I think to-day that the greatest question before us or that 
fa, come 1 us in this great parliament is this wage question. 
Applause. 

It is claimed by the friends of silver that cheap money measures will 
always benefit the workingman. Mr. J. H. Walker has prepared a 
table to establish the contrary fact, and I wish my friends to note it 
carefully. In making this table Mr. Walker has not been extravagant 
in his figures. He has taken only the necessities of a bare existence per 
family of four, and the figures aretoolowin my opinion. He has taken 
for normal prices those of 1860. 

The pure g value of the wages paid in any given year is found 
by multiplying the wages paid that year by the cost of the necessaries 
of life at the normal prices of the year 1860, namely, $225, and divid- 
ing the product by what the same things actually cost him in the year 
he received the wages used in the calculation. The wagesof a dyer in 
1860 was 67 cents a day; total cost of food and supplies, $225. His 
wages in 1864 were $1 per day; total cost of the same food and supplies, 
$441.67; i. e., $1 multiplied by $225 is $225, which divided by $441.67 
gives 50 cents, which was the purchasing value of his $1 of 1864. Their 
real wages in 1864 were one-quarter less than in 1860. It was four 

ears before their wages were worth to them as much as in 1860, namely, 
in 1865, when their wages were $1.20, and would buy what 68 cents 
would buy in 1860. During this time their real wages averaged 53.9 
cents a day, and they lost the value of 189} days’ wages, $126.90. To- 
day they, those happily employed, are receiving one-third more than 
in 1860, $1 in a gold currency which will buy as much as the same 
normal sum would in 1860. Many, very many, are clamoring for work, 
and I know of no greater misfortune that could befall a country than 
not to be able to furnish work to its able-bodied men who need and 
demand it. 

Plain weavers, who were paid 72 cents in 1860 and $1.08 in 1864, 
could only buy with their $1.08 in 1864 what they could buy with 55 
cents in 1860. 

Their real wages, therefore, in 1864 were one-quarter less than in 
1860. With the exception of one year, it was eighteen years before 
their wages were worth to them as much as in 1860. 

During that time their real wages averaged 58} cents, and they lost 
the value of 597} days’ wages, $430—fully two years. 

To-day their wages are 85 cents, one-sixth more than in 1860. In 
leather manufacturing, yard hands, who were paid $1 in 1860 and 51.663 
in 1864, could only buy with their 81.665 in 1864 what they could buy 
with 85 cents in 1860. Their real wages, therefore, in 1864 were 15 
per cent. less than in 1860. It was five years before their wages were 
worth to them as much as in 1860. 

During that time their real wages averaged 90} cents, and they lost 
the value of 114 days’ wages, $114. To-day their wages are $1.67, two- 
thirds more than in 1860. 

Green shavers, whiteners, and skivers who were paid $1.75 in 1860 
and $2.50 in 1864, could only buy with their $2.50 in 1864 what they 
could buy with $1.27} in 1860. Therefore their real wages in 1864 were 
more than one-quarter less than in 1860. It was eight years before their 
wages were worth to them as much as in 1860. 

ing that time their real wages averaged $1.402, aud they lost the 

value of 416} days’ wages, $729—nearly a year and a To-day their 

wages are $2.90, nearly two-thirds more than in 1860. X 

ters who were paid the same as the green shavers, &c., in 1860 

and 1864, with the same results for those years, got their wages back 
sooner, 

In six years, carpenters’ wages were worth to them as much as in 


During that time their real wages were $1.45}, and they lost the value 
of 260 days’ wages, $455—nearly seven-eighths of a year. To-day the 
wages are $1.75, the same as in 1860. 

Machinists, who were paid $2 in 1860 and $2.50 in 1864, could only 
buy with their $2.50 in 1864 what they could buy with $1.27} in 1860. 
Their real wages, therefore, were in 1864 nearly three-eighths less than 
in 1860. It was eight years before their wages were worth to them as 
much as in 1860. During that time their real wages averaged 81.613. 
and they lost the value of 405} days’ wages, $810.60—oyer one year and 
a third. 

To-day their wages are $2.25, one-eighth more than in 1860. 

Locomotive engineers, who were paid $2.40 in 1860 and $2.80 in 1864, 
could only buy with their $2.80 in 1864 what they could buy with $1.42} 
in 1860. Therefore their real wages in 1864 were more than two-fifths 
less than in 1860, It was ten years before their wages were worth to 
them as much as in 1860. During that time their real wages averaged 
$1.91} a day, and they lost the value of 545} days’ wages, $1,309.50— 
nearly one year and seven-eighths. 
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To-day their wages are $3.20, one-third more than in 1860. 

Locomotive firemen, who were paid $1.20 in 1860 and $1.50 in 1864 
could only buy with their $1.50 in 1864 what they could buy with 7 
cents in 1860. 

Their real wages, therefore, in 1864, were nearly three-eighths less 
than in 1860. 

It was eight years before their wages were worth to them as much 
as in 1860. During that time their real wages averaged 93} cents; and 
oy TA = value of 468 days’ wages, $561.75—more than one year 
and a - 

I find that the average day’s wages lost to each operative in nineteen 
leading industries is 331.3 days, or about one year and one-tenth. 

Taking the country over, and reckoning five persons to a family, it 
gives ten million families. Assuming that the earnings of each family 
are $220 a year of three hundred days, shows that Te fone to the wage- 
workers of the country by the depreciation of the currency was $2,- 
750,000,000, a sum equal to the public debt on August 31, 1865, its 
highest point, and nearly double the present national debt. This ex- 
perience of the American wage-worker is precisely that of his brother 
in France during inflation times, excepting notso severe. There thou- 
sands of artisans and their families actually died of starvation. Their 
wages, while nominally high, would not buy enough to sustain life. 

The history of England shows the same state of things during the 
clipping and debasing of her coin, and also in the times of her inflated 
paper currency. And the same is true of every country that has tried 
such experiments. 

We find laws framed by Republican legislators enabling men to pile 
up colossal fortunes in the East, while at the same time the wages of 
the laborer becomes day by day less and less. I remember the day in 
the city of Baltimore, which I have the honor in part to re t in 
this House, when the American mechanic was the most in ent 
man in the world. He had his happy home, his hearthstone ablaze, and 
his larder plentifully filled, his children cared for and educated—peace, 
happiness, and prosperity were his. But now, toil as he will, work 
as he may, it is impossible for him to provide the necessaries of life for 
those who are dependent upon him for support. It seems almost as if 
there were a ee us between those who 388 labor to reduce the 
wagon of the workingman in this country to the very lowest possible 

imit. 

Was it not a great Republican orator who said corn-meal diet was 
sufficient for any workingman? Was it notanother t Republican 
orator who said he did not see why a workingman of America required 
those luxuries of which the workingman in Európe never dreamed ? 
Has not the Republican party all the way through its history thrown 
the weight ofits influence andits power in behalf of the privileged and 
money classes and against those who are earning their living by the 
sweat of their brows? Under the Democratic administration of Mr. 
Cleveland we may hope to see all this changed; for from his utterances 
on this subject it is evident he understands that the views, purposes. 
and aims of the Democratic party are the protection of those who seed 
protection, and oppaan irreconcilable and everlasting to monopoly 
in every shape and form. 

Not on swords and spears 
Is the reliance of the coming years; 
Not by the cannon’s throat shall truth proclaim 
Her mighty mission—not with blood and flame 
Inscribe her lessons in the book of Time ; 
Her strongest weapons shall be words sublime ; 
Her armies, thoughts; her banners, printed shectc; 
Her captains, voices crying in the streets, 
The earth is good, and bountiful and fair; 
Her choicest blessings are the destined share 
Ofall her children, who in love combine 
Wisely to labor.” 

On the subject of Chinese labor, which is so exasperating to the 
bread- winner“ at this time, the President expresses his entire wìll- 
ingness to give earnest consideration to further remedial measures to 
prevent the influx of elements hostile to our internal peace or security. 

There is another topic of the greatest public importance treated of in 
the message, and that is the question of the defenseless condition of our 
seaboard. We are at peace, and long may we remain so; but the ex- 
perience of history teaches us that in time of peace we should be pre- 
pared for war. Certainly a system of coast defenses should be aopa 
at once, and proper appropriations made for carrying it out. Our Navy 
has almost disappeared from the seas. It will take a long time to con- 
struct another. Iam glad tosay, however, that owing to the excellent 
machinery in the Washington navy-yard we are manufacturing the 
very latest and most improved arms. Indeed, there is very little work 
of any importance with reference to the construction of a new navy 
which could not be done in that yard and in my own city of Baltimore, 
where there are thousands of skilled laborers anxious and desirous to 
do the work. The fame of the Baltimore ship-builder is world-wide, 
and for beauty and for speed the Baltimore clipper has ever remained 
unrivaled on the seas. 

In the details of the course pursued by the Navy Department in ref- 
erence to the bad practices which had under Republican administration 
squandered so many millions of the public money, it will be seen that, 
the Department acted on strict business principles, and that in the con- 
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troversy between the Secretary of the Navy and Mr. Roach the Secre- 
tary preserved the rights of the people. I regret very much that the 
two additional cruisers and the two gunboats authorized by the Forty- 
eighth Congress have not been builtas yet. The President very satis- 
factorily explains the reason for the apparent delay—the importance of 
obtaining proper plans for the construction of these vessels. There is 
no doubt that he appreciates the importance of a proper navy, and that 
under his administration that branch of the public service will be re- 
stored in such manner as will fixour standing among the nations of the 
earth. The President informs us that during seventeen years past $75, - 
000,000 have been spent by the Republican party upon the Navy, no 
traces of which can be found, and he tells us, too, that it is our duty to 
build up a navy that will compare favorably with those of other coun- 
tries. 


In regard to the Post-Office Department the President states a fact 
well known to all of us, that a proper attention has been given to the 
prevention of waste and extravagance, and that good results appear 
from the report of the Postmaster-General. The President has given 
much attention to the Indian question, and his recommendation on that 
subject should be most carefully considered. A large portion of his 
message is devoted to the consideration of the grave results likely to 
follow from the establishment of landlordism on the public domain. 
This has been a great curse to Ireland, and should be avoided by every 
effurt. He alsospeaks of the subsidies to some of the great railroads of 
the West. I must confess that I would have preferred to see him still 
more severe in his denunciation of these two great evils, because the 
land is the property of the people, and not one acre should be devoted 
to any railroad or any other corporation whatever. 

It is evident that the President does regard “‘ public office asa publie 
trust,“ and in dealing with the vexed question he is animated by the 
very highest purposes. His desire is to secure to the people good, wise, 
and economical government. > 

When you have read the message and are familiar with its details, 
it would seem at this time to be a work of supererogation to discuss it; 
but it is time that we should here, in this great body, speak of it. A 
Democratic President has in the clearest manner defined his policies; 
it is equally our duty, as Democratic Representatives, to do the same, 
to hold up his hands, to stand by him and support him in order that 
we may reap the full and substantial results of the victory of last year. 
The , the wise, the conservative, and honorable administration of 

ublic affairs, such as will be given the country for the next three years 

y Mr. Cleveland will, if we be equally true to our trust, secure for us and 
our great party a long, prosperous, and victorious career. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, the important and interesting question 
of the power of the General Government to levy and collect direct taxes 
is presented by the consideration of House bill No. 3, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, the report of that committee, and the views 
of the minority. That bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or other n with or concerned in the payment of any sum of mone 
from the United States to any State of the Union, to withhold the same from suc’ 
State, or its duly authorized agent. by reason of any claim that such State is bound 


for any part of the war tax levied by the act of August 5, 1861, orany act ame: 
tory thereof, or to treat the said tax in any way as a set-off against any claim in 


favor of any State. 

Src. 2. That all Jaws or parts of laws, and all rulings or decisions of any De- 
partment of the Government or of any officer thereof, inconsistent with the fore- 
going section, be, and are hereby, repealed and annulled. 

I shall not attempt to discuss the important legal questions involved, 
for that branch of the subject properly belongs to the constitutional 
lawyers of the House, who, of course, differ upon the material points, 
but I propose to consider the matter practically—and especially with 
reference to the State of Virginia, which I have the honor to represent 
in upon this floor. 

Constitution, article 1, section 8, says: 

Congress shall have the power to lay and collect taxes. 


Prior to the adoption of the fourteenth amendment, July 28, 1868, it 
was clear to my mind that under article 1, section 2, the power to levy 
direct taxes among the States was vested in the General Government, 
for the Constitution then said: 

8 ADA, ba apportioned among the several States which may be in 

The General Government did exercise that power by the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1861, and the acts amendatory thereof, and a direct tax of $20,- 
000,000 was laid and apportioned among the States and Territories ac- 
cording to population. 

Mr. i , it is admitted that over $17,000,000 of this amount 
has been paid, and that the balance stands charged upon the books of 
the Treasury against fourteen States or the people thereof, over $2,000, - 
000 of this unpaid balance being against the following States: Alabama, 
$520,821.87; Georgia, $512,959.58; Mississippi, $338,342.10; North 
Carolina, $190,000.22; Tennessee, $281,775.94; Texas, $225,098.61; Vir- 
ginia, $213,501.30. 

The late Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Charles J. Folger, in a letter 
fof March 9, 1884, addressed to Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, certified that 
of this $20,000,000 direct tax there was imposed upon the State of 


Georgia $584,367.33, and upon the State of Virginia $937,550.67. 
By the joint resolution of Congress, February 25, 1867, $208,479.65 


of the amount originally imposed upon Virginia was transferred to West 
Virginia, leaving $729,071.02 for old Virginia. It further appears that 
of this direct tax Virginia, or her citizens, paid to the United States 
$515,569.72, and that Georgia, or her citizens, paid only $71,407.75. 
There remains due from Georgia $512,959.58, while Virginia’s account 
shows a balance due of $213,501.30. 

By the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, the Secretary of the 
Treasury was required to pay the State of Georgia $35,555.42 for sup- 
plies for the troops in 1817, under the command of General Jackson, 
engaged in local defense. This $35,555.42 allowed by the said act of 
Congress has not been paid, because under the ruling of the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury Department it has been placed to the credit of the 
State of Georgia on the books of the Treasury against the said balance of 
$512,939.58, which appears due by the State on account of said direct 
tax. Now, Mr. Chairman, our ablest lawyers differ upon the question 
whether or not this balance of $512,939.58 is a debt due by Georgia to 
the United States, but the fact is that the Government treats it as a 
debt and holds it as a set-off against the claim of the State. 

We are not asked, Mr. Chairman, to pass directly upon the merits of 
Georgia’s case and her claim, which in itself, I think, is equitable and 
just; but the bill proposes indirectly to relieve Georgia under the 
cover of other States, and thus the question concerning the direct tax 
paid by Virginia and other States is presented for the consideration of 
the House. The bill (H. R. 3) proposes to relieve all the States from 
the payment of any part of the war tax levied by the act of August 5, 
1861, or any act amendatory thereof now due, and to render it unlaw- 
ful to treat said tax in any way as a set-off against any claim in favor 
of any State. 

Iam not, as a Representative from Virginia, opposed to this meas- 
ure of release, but I do not believe I should support it when another, 
a better, a more just and proper mode of relief for Virginia and all the 
other States of the Union is presented, as is evident by the substitute to 
the bill presented in the minority report. 

In the consideration of this matter the fact should not be overlooked 
that all the States assumed the payment of this direct tax, except Del- 
aware and the then Territory of Coloradoand the eleven States engaged 
on the side of the confederate cause during the late civil war; and as 
to the State of Virginia and other insurrectionary States by the act of 
Congress June 7, 1862, the said tax was made a lien upon the land; 
and as is well known the Supreme Court has decided that the title to 
land sold under said lien is good and valid. 

Iam for relieving Georgia, and think she should be paid the $35,- 
552.42. but not at the proposed cost, expense, and loss to Virginia and 
the other States of the Union. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I favor the substitute to the bill because it will, if 
adopted, refund to Virginia $515,569.72, to Georgia 871, 47. 75, and to 
all the States the full amount of direct tax paid by or collected from 
them. I fully agree with the minority, because they favor the res- 
toration of all the States to the status occupied before the imposition 
of the tax by the remisssion of all that part of the $20,000,000 not paid 
to the States delinquent, and the return of all sums of money paid to 
the States making the payment.“ 

The adoption of the substitute would release Georgia, Virginia, and 
all the States absolutely, and, as I have before said, Virginia thereby 
would have refunded $515,569.75, the amount paid by her or her citi- 


zens. 
I desire to add the substitute to my remarks. It is as follows: 


Strike out from House bill No. 3 all after the enacting clause and insert the 
following words: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to state an 
account with each of the States and Territories of the United States as they ex- 
isted on the 5th day of August, 1861, and with the District of Columbia, and in 
said statement of account he shall place to the credit of each State, Territory,and 
District all moneys paid by either of them into the Treasury of the United States,or 
all moneys that were collected by the agents of the United States, from either of 
them or from their citizens, as direct taxes levied upon the United States, and 
apportioned among the several States, under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861, and the amendments thereto; and he shall also 
place to the creditofeach State, Territory, and District such sums of money as were 
earned by any such States, Territories, or District, by reason of collections of 
said direct taxes made by them and paid into the Treasury of the United $ 
and said Secret is directed to pay to each of said States, Territories, or Dis- 
trict the sums under said accountings found to be due, and credited to them, re- 

ively; and the said Secretary is further directed to write nyo joes to any 
charges of debit that now stand on the books of the Treasury of the United 
States against any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, by reason of the 
direct tax above mentioned, the words ‘remitted in full,’ and the said unpaid 
portion of said direct tax is hereby remitted in full to the States, Territories, 
and District of Columbia, and they are each hereby released fromall obligation 
to pay any of the unpaid portions of said tax.” 


Mr. WILLIS addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WILLis having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had been in session for de- 
bate ouly under the order of the House. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania (at 5 o’clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
petitions 3 laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


to the claims of. Henderson 
Stephen W. OW Re Hinds 
in 


By A Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Harrington and of Ma- 
chias, Me., in behalf of a law to permit the masters and mates of sail- 
ing vessels to be licensed as pilots—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers in the claim of J. W. 
Roberts, of Henry County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 41 citizens of Boston, Wayne 
County, Indiana, for free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of 77 citizens of Henry County, Indiana, for a service 
pension for the soldiers and sailors of the Union Army i in the late war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition asking a pension for George Otis—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of the Knights of Labor, No. 3710, of 
Danville, III., favoring the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of the same, for the organization of a Territorial gov- 
ernment for Indian Territory, &c.—to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, memorial of James K. P. Weaver, of Arthur, III., for removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. H. COLE: Petition of the aviomies of New York, 
asking for the repeal of the law directing the coinage of the 412}-grain 
silver 9 the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of savings-banks of New York State, 
praying for the discontinuance of the coinage of the silver standard dol- 
lar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Pomeroy, Meigs County, 
Ohio, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Ohio River at 
that point—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition forthe relief of Margaret Green—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of Daniel W. Morehouse, asking pensions 
to those confined in rebel prisons—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of many citizens of Washington County, 
Iowa, for the passage of the Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of John W. Belt and 202 others, citizens 
living on Green River, Kentucky, for the purchase from the Green and 
Barren River Navigation Company the remainder of their lease—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the benefit of John Burnam, of 
Kenteskye to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Upshur County, Texas, 
for an appropriation sufficient to secure deep water at Galveston, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ben Wheeler, Van Zant County, Texas, 
for the r onsite the same committee. 

By Mr. Petition of citizens of Colorado County, Texas, for 
the improvement of the harbor of Galveston—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and protest of citizens of Columbus, F and of Col- 
orado County, Texas, against the passage of a general bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of G. d. VU. Taylor and others, for additional 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 81 voters of Brookfield Township, 
Eaton County, Michigan, for the passage of a bill embodying the rec- 
ommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of J. T. Godfrey and others, citizens of 
Rice County, Kentucky, opposing the passage of a bankrupt law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Gustavus Gerette, late postmaster 
at Midway, Tenn.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitionof George Smith, late postmasterat Whitesburg, Tenn.— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of George H. Peters and others, relating 
to pilots, &c.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Brooklyn Savings Bank and some 40 other savings- 
banks, relating to Ginago k of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SENEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
requesting legislation for certain documents to o p through the mails 
at pound rates—to the Committee on the Pos and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Allegany, N. Y., in favor 
of opening Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of savings-banks of New York 
State, for the repeal of the law directing the of the standard 
silver dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Memorial of mass- of citizens held in the 
city of Mount Sterling, Ky., in relation to survey of Licking River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Samuel Stunburg, for relief, to accompany bill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Clinton and Tip- 
ton Counties, Indiana, praying that the Chinese immigration into this 
country be prohibited by law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of G. R. Martin and 34 others, 
and of P. Van Fleet and 12 others, of Table Rock, Nebraska, for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States giving to women 
the right of suffrage—to the Committee on the J 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chadron, Nebr., asking that 
Fort Robinson, Nebraska, be maintained—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Austin, Minn., for 
restoring wages in the Printing Department and against Chinese immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Labor. 


The following petitions, praying g Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools, supported wholly orin part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of Rey. William W. Williams, Henry Hathaway, 
D. D., and 18 other clergymen, 10 5 1 lawyer, 29 teachers, 
67 prominent business men, and 55 officers of temperance and other so- 
cieties, of Lucas and Ottawa Counties, Ohio. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of Rev. H. D. Robinson, James Robert Fuller, D. D., 
and 16 other 4 physicians, 7 lawyers, 15 teachers, 122 busi- 
ness men, and 27 officers of temperance and other societies. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 8, 1886. 


Prayer by Bishop THOMAS BOWMAN, D. D., of Saint Louis, Mo: 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, requesting a transfer of a portion of 
the appropriation for gas for the Post-Office Department to the appro- 
priation for gas for the buildingoccupied by the money-order office and 
the Sixth Auditor’s Office; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
p Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the communication may not be printed, 
as itis probable that we shall consider the appropriation bill to-morrow 
morning, and the print might not reach us in time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations without being printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of Ohio; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows : 

Resolved by the General eee Fee eee 
resentatives in Pera cian be, and they are — AK uested to use all honorable 
means within their power wer to secure a: appropriate ion by which “annual 

of institutions of I tometer ee A ki en edu- 
cational, and benevolent institutions and associations shall be placed on the list 
of matter to be sent through the mails at pound rates.” 

That the governor of the State of Ohio be, and he hereby is, requested to for- 
ward to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of this 


resolution, 
DANIEL J. RYAN, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatires. 
ROBT. P. KENNEDY 
: President of the Senate. 
Adopted, February 23, 1886. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore ted resolutions of the Vessel- 
Owners and ins’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
inst the passage of the bill giving the International Navigation Com- 
pany of Philadelphia the privilege to buy foreign-built ships; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an app: for a new 
light-house tender for use on the Delaware Bay and River; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. j 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Henry J. Joy, John B. Redman, 
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and other citizens of Ellsworth, Me., praying for legislation protect- 
ing American merchant vessels from undue exaction for pilotage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of representatives of savings-banks of 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Nathaniel A. Hawes, late a private 
in the Thirty-first Maine Regiment, praying for certain legislation 
granting him additional pay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present resolutions adopted by Knights of 
Labor of Fort Madison, Iowa, favoring liberal appropriations from the 
surplus revenue for the constraction of works of internal improvement 
of national importance and a distribution among the people in the form 
of wages of the funds hoarded in the vaults of the that have 
been taken from the people by taxation on what they eat and what 
they wear; also in favor of the construction by the Government of the 
Hennepin Canal. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Bangor (Iowa) 
quarterly meeting of Friends, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 
355) providing for the creation of an international peace arbitration 
SORE, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented a petition of Hon. J. A. T. Hull, president of the 
senate of the State of Iowa, Hon. Albert Head, speaker of the house of 
. of that State, and 25 members of the two houses, State 
officers, &c., and a petition of Wadsworth Post No. 36, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Dexter, Iowa, and 75 other citizens of Iowa, praying the 
Senate to pass House bill 3921, forthe relief of Richard Gear; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the mayor and aldermen of the 
city of Manitowoc, Wis., and ship-owners and merchants of the cities 
of Manitowoc and Milwaukee, Wis., and Chicago, III., praying that a 
breakwater be built at the mouthof the riverat Manitowoc, Wis., out- 
side the piers now being constracted, such a breakwater being required 
for the purpose of protecting the shipping in the river from damage by 
the force of waves entering from the lake; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge 3585 of the Knights of Labor 
at Eau Claire, Wis., praying for the construction by the Government of 
the Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Lydia C. Wheeler and 32 other ladies, 
of Dartford, Wis., praying for the of a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the disfranchisement 
cae citizens on the ground of sex; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented the petition of Ida E. Ryder and 21 others, resi- 
dents of Fall City, Wis., praying for the passage of a law requiring that 
all imitations of butter and cheese shall be stamped as such; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of Lewis Tillman and 67 others, 
citizensof Knoxville, Tenn., praying that the Constitution of the United 
States be so amended as to guarantee the right of to the women 
of the United States. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a letter addressed to myself, but evidently 
in the nature of a memorial to Congress, remonstrating against the 
passage of a bill increasing the postage on fourth-class mail matter. 
There are three such papers from different parts of Tennessee, one from 
Johnson City, Tenn., signed by J. C. Campbell, another from Rock- 
wood, Tenn., signed by John M. Pilon, and another from Staunton, 
Tenn., signed by A. W. Martin. They are stereotyped, and evidently 
intended as memorials to Congress. I move that they be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

. CULLOM presented porne of Knights of Labor of Nashville, 
Urbana, and Bloomington, III., praying for the construction of the Hen- 
in Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e also presented the petition of R. C. Sherwin and 57 other citizens 
of Peru, III., praying that the coinage of silver be placed on an equality 
with the coinage of gold, and for the enactment of other financial meas- 
ures in the interest of the people; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Cheboy- 

gan, a petition of Knights of Labor of Ludington, a petition of Knights 
of Labor of Harrison, and a petition of Knights of Labor of Fremont, 
Mich., praying for the relief of the laboring classes by liberal appropria- 
tions for public works, and especially for a harbor of refuge at Luding- 
ton, Mich., a work of great national importance; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
i He also presented resolutions adopted by the Clinton County (Mich. ) 
Wool-Growers’ Association, remonstrating against the reduction of the 
duty on foreign wool; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


He also presented the petition of Gurden L. Wight and 10 other ex- 
Union iers, praying for the of Senate bill 927, for the relief 
of survivors of the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of Knights of Labor of Springfield, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the bill relating to the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, worki and mechanics arising under the 
eight-hour law. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of Local Assembly 3798 of the 
Knights of Labor, also of Local Assembly 1045, the first of the town of 
Hiawatha, State of Kansas, and the other of Scranton, in that State, 
favoring among other things the construction of the Hennepin Canal. 
I wish to say that these petitions are evidently prepared at some cen- 
tral place and sent out for this purpose. They all bear the same print, 
and all are very elegantly printed; and itis to me a little suggestive 
that there must be some pretty strong private interest behind the Henne- 
pin Canal, or the petitions would not obtain such a wide distribution. 
While I say that, I have the utmost respect for the assemblies who send 
these petitions here. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to know on what ground the Senator 
suggests that it is done through privateinterests. The Hennepin Canal 
is a great public interest. The whole country is interested in its con- 
struction. 

Mr. PLUMB. Did the Senator himself have the petitions printed ? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; he did not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the petitions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I take great pleasure in presenting petitions of the 
Knights of Labor of Albany, III., Monmouth, III., and Nashville, III., 
and quite a number of other in favor of the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal. I take it for granted that the petitioners are in favor 
of the Hennepin Canal, first, for the reason that it isa great public en- 
terprise and would be a public benefit, and, second, because it might 
be an advantage to them in furnishing labor. I presume that had some- 
thing to do with it. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of ex-soldiers of Jasper, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill carrying out the provisions asked for by the 
national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Illinois will undoubtedly also take 
great pleasure in learning that the Knights of Labor of Augusta, Me., 
Lodge No. 4872, are very desirous, as shown by their petition, that 
the Hennepin Canal shall be built; and also the Knights of Labor of 
the city of Portland, Me., Lodge No. 2050, whose petition in favor of 
the Hennepin Canal I also present; and both petitions are in favor of 
expenditures of money for public improvements. I ask that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN. They want cheap food, and thatis the way they will 
get it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on erce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Vessel-owners 
and Captains’ Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor ofa new light- 
house tender for the fourth light-house district for the use of Delaware 
Bay and River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also nted resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ 
Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the establishment of a 
nautical school at that port; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present the petition of the Knights of Labor 
of Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska, setting forth among other things 
that the condition of hopeless destitution and relentless poverty in the 
State of Illinois is so great, as shown by the bureau of statistics of that 
State, that it is necessary that the National Government should come 
to the relief of the destitute in that State by the building of works of 
great public importance, among them the Hennepin Canal. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BECK. I present resolutions of the Board of Trade of Helena, 
Mont., favoring the passage of a bill requiring the coinage of gold and 
silver upon equal terms. The last resolution requires Hon. J. K. TOOLE, 
the Delegate from that Territory, to present the resolution to both 
Houses. As he can not present them here, he has sent a copy to me to 
be presented to the Senate. I move the reference of the resolutions to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I present a memorial said to be signed by 600 citi- 
of the Pan-Handle of Idaho, remonstrating against the annexation 
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of that part of the Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory, and ask- 
ing, I believe, for its annexation to the Territory of Montana, This 
subject has been reported upon in connection with the bill for the ad- 
mission of Washington asa State, but there is a separate House bill pro- 
viding simply for the annexation of that portion of Idaho to Washing- 
ton Territory pending before the Committee on Territories of the Senate. 
That being the case, in order that the memorial may be considered by 
that committee, I move its reference to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I present a resolution adopted by the Fair Play 
Assembly of Knights of Labor, of Goshen, Ind., not formally addressed 
to the Senate, but evidently intended for its consideration, in relation 
to Chinese immigration and other bills pending in Congress affecting 
the laboring classes. I ask that the paper be received and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of the Bridgeport monthly 
meeting of Friends, Marion County, Indiana, praying for the passage 
of the bill (S. 355) to promote peace among nations, for the creation of 
a tribunal for international arbitration, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Pomona Grange, 
of Watertown, N. Y., praying for a reduction of the rate of postage on 
fourth-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of the faculty of the Georgia Col- 
lege of Eclectic Medicine and Surgery, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of postage on fourth-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Western- 
port, Md., praying for the construction by the Government of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Glen Elder monthly meet- 
ing of Friends of the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the 
bill (S. 355) to create a tribunal for international arbitration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Knightsof Labor of Belfast, Me., 
praying for the passage of the bill introduced by Senator MITCHELL, of 
Oregon, prohibiting the immigration of Chinese into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a memorial of Ralph S. Demarest, on 
behalf of himself and his brother Garret Z. Demarest, of Demarest, Ber- 
gen County, New Jersey, as innocent purchasers of certificates of award 
for $13,500, in the year 1877, in reliance upon the treaty of April 25, 
1866, the so-called finality act’’ of 1873, &c., remonstrating against the 
ratification ofany new convention with Venezuela for opening the Cara- 
cas awards until provision is made by the Government of the United 
States for indemnifying the petitioner and all other such purchasers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of the bill authorizing a railroad bridge over the Kill von Kull; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of New Jersey, favoring the 
abolition of the office of President of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Plainfield, N. J., praying for the better legal protection of 
young girls in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Knightsof Labor of Bartonville, 
III., praying that the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Territory be opened 
to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of R. F. Johnson and 99 others, 
citizens of Olathe, Johnson County, Kansas, praying Congress to pass 
the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Kansas, favoring an appropriation for the enlargement of the soldiers’ 
home located at Leavenworth, Kans. ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Fruitland monthly meeting of 
Friends, of Kansas, praying the passage of bill (S. 355) providing for 
an international tribunal of arbitration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the Weaver bill, in relation to the pay of sol- 
diers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of citizens of Georgia, remon- 
strating against the passage of a bankruptcy law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 330) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark Vis- 
count Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her 


owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1110) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands to the city and county of San Francisco and their 
grantees, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1664) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh 
Foster, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported the bill (S. 1793) to confirm the homestead entry of John 
Waishkey, jr.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 431) providing for a resurvey of township 12 south, 
of range 27 east, in Putnam County, Florida, reported it adversely, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 129) to protect_homestead settlers within railway limits, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to report back somewhat modified an amendment, which was 
referred to that committee, to the bill (S. 1200) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ 
approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of 
the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rail- 
roads, aud to secure to the United States the payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned. I ask that the 
amendment be placed with the bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will accompany the 
bill on the Calendar, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am also directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report back the bill (S. 354) to provide for protecting the 
interests of the United States in respect of any incumbrances on prop- 
erty wherein they have an interest. The bill relates to the subject em- 
braced in the amendment, and I ask that it be laid on the table, in order 
that, should there be adverse action on the bill to which the amendment 
relates, this bill may be ready to be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does not the Senator wish to have 
the bill placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not. Task that it may go on the table, 
in order that it may be called up if that course shall become necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to re- 
port back the bill (S. 420) to amend the law relating to the bonds of 
executors in the District of Columbia, and ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, and thatit be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill is a duplicate of one that has been before 
the District Committee and has been by that committee reported favor- 
ably. Therefore the bill should be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1558) providing for the judicial ascertainment of 
claims against the United States, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 439) to disqualify justices of the Supreme Court from sit- 
ting in the trial of causes which have been previously heard before 
them in their circuits or otherwise, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite nement. 

Mr. CALL. Lask that the bill may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 1142) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to sell certain land of the United States in the city of Saint 
Louis, Mo., introduced by my colleague [Mr. VEST], to report the same 
back to the Senate and ask to be di from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The report was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 806) granting 
a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips; and 

A bill (H. R. 1732) for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. John F. Stewart. 


5 
} 


1886. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1794) for the relief of Samuel A. B. 
Woodford, of Clark County, Kentucky; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1795) to amend section 5192 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to reserve agents; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1796) for the relief of Charles E. Maris; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 

‘referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1797) granting a pension to John 8. 
Kirkpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1798) to incorporate 
the Equitable Gas Company, of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES. Threeseveral messages of the President of the United 
States have been referred to the Committee on Indian Affuirs, each of 
them containing a draughtofa bill recommended by the President. I in- 
troduce the bills, so that they may be printed in the ordinary form and 
referred to the committee in the manner most convenient to be consid- 
ered by the committee. I therefore introduce them for that purpose. 

The bill (S. 1799) for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians 
to the Indian Territory; the bill (S. 1800) to secure to the Cherokee 
freedmen and others their proportion of certain proceeds of lands under 
the act of March 3, 1883; and the bill (S. 1801) for the reappraisement 
and sale of a certain tract of land of the reservation of the Sac and Fox 
Indians of the Missouri tribe in the State of Nebraska, were severally 
7155 2 by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affa 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1802) for the relief 
of Isaac Harter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1803) for the relief 
of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1804) to provide for 
the management and control of the hot springs at Hot Springs, Ark.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1805) for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which were read 
twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1806) for the relief of the estate of W. W. Adams, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1807) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1809) for the relief of J. J. McAlmont. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the relief Driskill & 


Sons, Chapman & Tuttle, Payne, Kollar, Phillips Evans, Hunter & 
Evans, Kollar, McCarty, Colcord, and E. W. and H. F. Spencer; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1811) for the relief ot 
Dennis O'Neill, Josiah L. Venable, George H. Boston, James A. Jennifer, 
Otho Branson, William Blake, and James W. Davenport, Dennis O'Neill 
& Co., contractors for cleaning alleys in the city of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) for the ro- 
lief of Luther F. Warder; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I introduce the joint resolution intending it as an 
amendment to the urgent deficiency bill. Perhaps it should go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, without 
printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Akins & Felthousen be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 
HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 448) granting a pension to Newton Day; 
A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross; 
A bill (H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension -- roll; 
A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; 
A bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 
A bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. Cochran; 
\ A bill (H. R. 926) granting a pension to James Stone; 
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. R. 1061) for relief of Sarah M. Shearer; 
a A 18480 granting a pension to William Turville; 
. R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns; 
. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to George Wells; 
. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 
R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 

R. let granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 

R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers; 
2805) granting a pension to Mary S. Douglas; 

3198) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings; 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Galla- 
gher, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late 
colonel of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; 

A bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 2 for the relief of H. P. McFarlin; 

A bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to John Pennington; 

A bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 

A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe; 

A bill (E R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of 
Patrick J. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4114) granting a pension to Capt. Anthony Harsel; 

A bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Dr. William H. Sheffield; 

A bill (H. R. at granting a pension to William Bridges, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larrabee; 
A bill (r: R. 4592) granting a pension to Agnes Renz; 


A bill (H. R. 
5 


A bill (H. R. 4632) granting a pension to William L. McCall; 

A bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to James Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; 

A bill (H. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension- 


roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5000) to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5024) granting a pension to William Christie; 

A bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; 

A bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension to John W. Thornton; 

A bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to William E. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer; 

A bill (H. R, 5323) granting a pension to George W. Flint; 

A bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Edward L. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to Henry Anin; 

A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Philip Deremer; 

A bill (H. R. 5336) granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton; 

A bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads; 

A bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Emeline Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pension to Joshua L. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 5603) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn; 

A bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy; and 

A bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart. 

[The foregoing 56 pension bills were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ] 


JOSEPH BAUMER,. 


Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be,and he is hereby, authorized 
and instructed to pay Joseph Baumer his salary as messenger from the Ist day 
of July, 1885, to December . 1885. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. VANCE. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service Reform, to whom was referred 
Senate bill 839, to repeal an act approved January 16, 1883, entitled “An act to reg- 
ulate and improve the civil service of the United States,“ be directed to report 
the same to the Senate forthwith, with such modifications or amendments as to 
said committee may seem proper, 

I ask that the resolution lie on the table, and at a convenient oppor- 
tunity I propose to ask the indulgence of the Senate to make a few re- 
marks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table, 
and be printed, under the rule. 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 
Mr. FRYE. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional copies 


of Senate bill 1616, a bill to promote the political progress and commercial pros- 
perity of the American nations. 


The edition is exhausted, and it is necessary to reprint it, as copies 
are called for. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


2170 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 8, 


SENATE PASSENGER ELEVATOR. 


Mr. PIKE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


near the eastern 


FILES IN ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


ords and pew in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United Army 

to the military history and service of the Federal soldiers engaged 
in the late war, for the purpose of ascertaining whether such records and papers 
are properly indexed and arranged, and are so kept as to enable the utant- 
General to furnish a prompt and correct military hi of the Federal soldiers 
who served in said war. committee is also directed to ascertain what, if 
any, additional expenditures may be required to place said records and papers 
in proper condi and to make them readily accessible, to the end that com- 
plete and accurate reports upon the military service of such soldiers may be 
more prompt furnished in the adjustment of pension and other claims; and 
to report the to the Senate. 


STEREOTYPE PLATES OF MADISON PAPERS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library and is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the propriety of purchasing from W. W. Corcoran, esq., the 
stereotype plates of the Madison Papers. 


UNITED LABOR LEAGUE CLAIMS, 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to forward to the Sen- 
ate a list of all claims filed by the United Labor League of America under the act 
of June 20, 1878, making bead seg etn for the payment of workingmen of the 
District of Columbia, showing amount claimed, amount paid, and amount still 
due to each claimant. 


CALENDAR INDEX. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that hereafter the Secretary of the Senate 
be directed to have the daily Calendar of Business indexed, as has been 
done at previous sessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The informs the Chair that that is usually 
done about this period of the session, not before. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wishes to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that in the school bill, as itis called, there were 
some errors in referring to sections. The numbers of ions were 
changed from time to time, and the references being in the body of the 
sections, the Secretary did not feel at li to make the necessary 
changes without the order of the Senate. there objection to the 
changes being made so as to carry out the will of the Senate manifestly 
shown on the face of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is proposed, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The school bill in some sections re- 
fers to a certain other section, as, for example, section 8, when it should 
read section 9, on account of a change made in the numbering of the 
sections. The Chair is informed there is but one such amendment re- 
quired, which is in section 12, where a reference is made to section 8, 
which by the change of sections is really section 9 of the bill, and it 
is necessary, therefore, to change the text of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that the only change? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the only change which has 
been called to the attention of the Chair. Is there objection to this 
alteration? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 


SENATORS’ PRIVATE SECRETARIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting a statement, in re- 
ply to the resolution directing that each Senator shall the name 
of his private secretary for publication in the RECORD, which will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY UNITED STATES SENATE, 
We D. C., March 8, 1836. 

Sie: In ee with the following resolution— 

“ Resolved, each Senator shall report to the Senate on Monday next the 
name of his private secretary, by filing the same with the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate, to be published in the RECORD "'— 

I have the honor to transmit the accompanying statement. 


Very respectfully, 
ži á ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
pro tempore Senate United States. 


Statement of reports made under Senate resolution of March 3, 1888. 


vate secretary liot. 
Hon. Jonx E. KENNA: Private secretary, J. A. Hutchinson. 
Hon. H. B. PAYNE: Private secretary, James Hossach. 
Hon. Joun C. Spooner: Private secretary, Horace C. Reed. 


Hon. J. B. Eustis: Private secretary, Ben Hellen. 
BERRY: Private secretary, N. B. Crump, 
: Private secretary, J. H. Robinson. 
St. Julian Fillette. 
Charles W. MoFee. 
Hon. M. C. BUTLER: Private secretary, E. C. MeLure. 
Hon. James L. Pueu: Private — James L. Pugh, jr. 


Hon. J. N. Caubxx: Private secretary, F. E. Waterman. 


BASIS OF BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. BOWEN. One week ago to-day I su to the Senate that 
on the following Wednesday I should like to call up the bill (S. 1594) 
providing for a new basis for the circulation of national banks, and for 
other purposes, in order to submit some remarks upon it. When the 
time arrived the school bill was under consideration, and I thought it 
best to defer making the request. Lask unanimous consent to be heard 
now upon the bill. 

_ The PRESIDENT tempore. The routine morning business hav- 
ing been closed, the tor from Colorado moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that that is simply for the purpose of 
ay ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. FRYE. It will not be unfinished business after that, but will 
be laid aside then? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Colorado desires to address the Senate upon the bill before 
moving its reference to the Committee on Finance. ‘The question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

_ Mr. BOWEN. There is an error in section 7. I propose to correct 
it, and also to present now an amendment, which I should like to have 
incorporated in the bill by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill not yet having been re- 
ferred, the Senator can modify it if there be no objection. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, I do not claim for the measure I have 
introduced perfection in details, but the principle it embodies is sound 
and right. I launch it upon the legislative sea not knowing where it 
may now cast anchor; but with an Der faith that some day—and 
I hope before it is too late the wisdom of its provisions will be under- 

1 and appreciated and its enactment into law an accomplished fact. 

Without further preface, therefore, and without the slightest doubt of 
the correctness of the conclusions at which I have arrived, I will at once 
proceed to suggest such facts, illustrations, and arguments in its support 
as will in my judgment best promote my present hope of directing the 
attention of Congress and the country, not only to the measure proposed 
but to the many contemporaneous questions necessarily involved. 

That legislation on the currency question is necessary admits of no 
reasonable doubt. No better evidence of this fact can be adduced than 
the views of prominent gentlemen interested in our national banking 
system. I will read whata few of them have had to say at the meetings 
of the American Bankers’ Association. 

In the year 1881, Mr. George S. Coe, of New York, one of our most 
prominent bankers and financiers, said: 

It is very obvious that the continued reduction of the public debt is fast re- 
moving the foundations of the national banking currency, and that the em 
itself, thus losing its support, is approaching dissolution. Thead- 
yancing price of Government bonds consequent upon their ual diminution 
in volume, and stre ed by a growing demand for the investment of trust 


funds of every character, has already made the service of issuing currency p 
a to banks, weighed down as they are with heavy burdens of special 


With the certain progress of this reduction and absorption of bonds it is evi- 
dent that the existence of the present system of banking can not long be pro- 
tected, that very soon some substantial change in the basis of our national 
currency will be inevitable. 


The same gentleman said, in 1884: 


The consequences of the civil war, which strained every portion of our social 
structure, have in every other particular been overcome and obliterated, but 
Wwe ate stall strogating with finnski questions, She Inet and mosh Cited Of ao- 
lution, and these questions yet stand in the way of our permanent prosperity. 
Their true and final settlement are in fact conditions t to national tran- 
quillity and industry. By the rapid payment of the public debt we are 
confronted with the carly extinction of the national banking currency in the 
form it now exists. 


In the same speech he said: 

I think we may look forward to so early an extinction of the debt as to com. 

La radical change in the existing currency; in fact, the demand for the bonds 
— already advanced the price to pees where it has ceased to be an object to 
secure it for deposit for currency. he e isnot worth the candle. 
We have yet to meet the currency question in all its phases. 


Mr. Charles S. Graham, of New Jersey, said at the same meeting: 


One of the most important questions to be considered at the present time is, 
What can be done for the continuance of our national-bank note currency?" 


As is well known, nearly two-thirds of our national-bank circulation is based on 
the United States 3 cent. bonds, which bonds are in fact a continuation of 
the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds of 1881, as security by the old State banks at 


eine piar called in, and many of the national banks in consequence Rave 
now li or nocirculation, as they decline to replace these with the ds 
at the present market price, now about 120 for the 4 per cent. bonds, It is really 
a serious question w. the 


hether national banking ds teen shall be continued or, 
— — for it is no object to continue in that system without the benefit of circula- 
on, 


1886. 


Hon. Henry W. Cannon, late Comptroller of the Currency, in his re- 
of December 1, 1885, dwells at some length on the same subject. 

I will read his views from page 15, as follows: 
the theory that the public debt would — the year end- 


ing November 1, 1885, continue to be reduced by the payment of the 3 per cent. 
Senda, aad that this uction would vestment of trust and 
other funds invested in and cause a demand for and ocn: t 


On page 16, same report, he adds: 


Unless some measures be taken whereby the banks may be enabled to issue 
circulation at a reasonable profit to themselves the contraction of national-bank 
notes will continue. The profit on circulation may be increased by the removal 
of the tax (and by increasing the amount of currency issued to the par value of 
the U States bonds deposited); and the Comptroller n respectfully 

— Even if this be done the 


In his recommendation of appropriate legislation on this subject the 
Comptroller is right. Our national banks have furnished the country 
with the best bank currency it has ever had, and next to silver and 
gold coins and United States notes the best we can ever hope for. But 
there is one defect of such serious nature that I would rather let the 
whole system go than to hazard its longer continuance with that one 
defect remaining; would rather forego all the advantages of the system, 
and they are many, than to risk the dire disasters which the country 
stands in constant danger of encountering so long as the banks exist as 
banks of issue with this one fatal defect in our Jaws. I refer to the 
one power which has by our laws been delegated to the banks of reg- 
ulating the volume of money. 

Before giving my reasons upon this point I will remark that after a 
most thorough and searching examination into the views and opinions 
of those whose ability and long experience in finance entitle them to 
be accredited as leaders, I have failed to find any reasons sufficient to 
satisfy my mind that the country needs national-bank notes at all. On 
the contrary, I am irresistibly led to the conclusion that the Govern- 
ment, and it alone, should emit the paper currency of the nation. 

Among the imposing objections to the issue of paper money directly 
by the Government which are brandished before us is one which is 
covered with the awful hoar of ages, one which is interesting to us 
only as a traditional belief, and, like many other beliefs which ng 
to the past and have outlived their usefulness, it dominates over and 
subjects to its affirmations many of our most careful thinkers. Weare 
told, for example, that Hamilton has said that the issue of paper money 
by the Government involves the exercise of powers so 1 s0 
liable to abuse, so certain of being abused, that the wisdom of the Gov- 
ernment will be shown in never trusting itself with the use of so seduc- 
ing and dangerous an iment.” 

If it be true that the exercise of this particular power carries with it 
a swift and certain hazard—and I donot now challenge the averment— 
it is none the less true that this may be said of the exercise of other 
powers with which all modern governments are vested, powers, too, which 
are essential to the maintenance of their very existence. Our fundamental 
law discloses many of these powers; and the late fratricidal war through 
which we have passed brought to light many latent and almost unsus- 
pected powers—tremendous for evil but doubly potent for good—which 
that august instrument contains. So that itis hardly alegitimate, and 
certainly not a very forcible, argument to say that a particular govern- 
mental power shall not be exercised, because it is at times dangerous 
and liable to abuse. ‘This is to challenge and deny the principles upon 
which our free institutions are based, the doctrine of the capacity of 
the people for self-government. If the people may not be trusted, if 
their duly chosen Representatives in Congress lack the needed intelli- 
gence and uprightness, where are we to seek these essentials? It has 
not been thought unsafe to intrust to our governmental machinery, to 
its administrative heads, the issue and disbursement of many thou- 
sand millions of the Government’s obligations; and all this was done 
without asking the consent of any agency or agencies foreign to the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

It issued these obligations, redeemed them, canceled them, and may 
again doso. Yet who may not repeat to us with sepulchral solemnity 
the weighty words of Hamilton, that the exercise of such powers is 
both seducing and erous.” This warning is certainly as applicable 
to the issue of bonds as it is to the issue of paper money. And hewis 
it suggested that these possible seductive influences and are to 
be withstood or avoided? Where is the guiding higher intelligence to 
be found, and where the loftier uprightness? 

We are told confidently—not confidentially, for itis proclaimed from 
the house-tops—that the shining qualities we seek, the saving common- 
sense, and the stainless, unassailable integrity must be sought and can 
be found only within the charmed circle of the banking institutions of 
thecountry. It will be much safer, we are assured, to lodge this power 

i banks. 


of regulating the volume of the currency with the national 


í Recalling what I have witnessed in the past, I wish to ask whether 


N 


C5 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


there is not danger thatthe banks will contract the currency when they 
deem it their interest to do so? Or, if it suited their better to 
inflate the currency, would they not do that thing? And would they 
not use these powers for their corporate ad vantage regardless of the dis- 
aster and ruin: which might follow from one end of the country to the 
other? Can anything be plainer than that the power to control the 
circulating medium should never be placed in the hands of any class or 
classes or be controlled by any special interests? A power whose exer- 
cise affects so intimately the common weal, which may greatly lessen 
or make intolerable the general needs, the power to make and unmake 
at will the vehicle of our exchanges, the power to make this just suffi- 
cient for our wants absolutely stable and the honest representative of 
veritable values, this power, I am clear, should be kept precisely where 
our organic law has lodged it. 

The reverend Senators before me are, it is suggested, mere sciolists, 
and have all the rashness which goes along with imperfect knowledge; 
and, at the other end of the Capitol, the material, it is said, is not a whit 
more promising. This declaration of the incapacity of the people’s rep- 
resentatives is the burden of much eloquence at the conventions where 
annually assemble all the financial wisdom of the country, and where 
it particularly airs itself, and the banks, therefore, stand ready to do 
our work. They say we are not competent to the task, and furthermore, 
we lack the needed integrity. Then come these legal fictions, these 
corporate entities, these fleeting transitory creatures, ephemera almost, 
whose lives have only the span which the people mete out to them; 
they in their little, fitful, fluttering existence propose to take upon 
themselves one of the most important and delicate functions of govern- 
ment—functions only inherent in and which should beinseparable from 
sovereign power. 

Sir, if we had no such thing as national-bank notes and I should be 
called upon to vote upon the question of authorizing the issue of such 
notes, my inclination and judgment would be against it, believing that 
no person, natural or artificial, should have the power to either expand 
or contract the volume of the circulating medium. Such power should 
be left in the hands of the people acting through their chosen repre- 
sentatives, who, elected as they are so frequently, could voice the pub- 
lic judgment and will. Stability and certainty as to the amount of 
money in circulation is a matter of paramount importance, one to be 
dwelt upon fully and freely until thoroughly considered and compre- 
hended by every person in the land. 

The power to contract or expand the circulation means the power 
to reduce or increase the price of all property and all labor, the power 
to uce stagnation or unhealthy activity in every branch of industry 
and enterprise, Why, sir, if from any cause the national banks should 
suddenly retire their circulation a crash would follow sufficient toshake 
this country financially from center to circumference, sufficient to par- 
alyze every industry and bankrupt a majority of businessmen. No 
such power should be delegated. No corporation, no set of men having 
business interests of their own to subserve, should be intrusted with it. 
On the other hand, Congress, representing the whole people, should hold 
with an unyielding grip this all-important power. 

It was only a few years ago—in 1878, as I remember—that the na- 
tional banks were largely represented here in Washington, threatening 
to relinquish their charters and retire their circulation if certain things 
were done or not done. The mere statement of the fact that such power 
has beea delegated to the banks by the Government is sufficient to 
startle and fill with consternation the mind of every man who compre- 
hends the disastrous effects which would follow close in the wake of a 
sudden contraction of the currency to the extent possible under the ex- 
isting laws relating to the retirement of their circulation by national 
banks. 

By the measure I have introduced Iam attempting, among other 
things, to provide a remedy for the ever-present menace and supreme 
danger which stares us in the face so long as the volume of our circula- 
tion depends upon the ever-changing interests of the national banks. 
These banks are not the guardians of any interests save their own, and 
they will do, from time to time, whatever they may lawfally do to 
promote their own success. This is their right, and itis exactly what 
every person does in every situation in life. Besides this, it is known 
that the amount of gold and silver produced from our mines is contin- 
ually fluctuating, so that it does seem that our only safety lies in fix- 
ing the amount of our circulating medium by statute, taking from the 
national banks their power to retire their notes at will, and by author- 
izing and requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to keep the volume 
of money in circulation, as near as may be, up to an amount per capita 
to be fixed by law, increasing the total volume from year to year pro- 
portionately with the increase of population, ‘which as nearly represents 
the increased uses of money as any basis we can fix upon. 

It will be observed that this bill provides for the issue of all money 
by the Government, and that no retirement and consequent contraction 
ean ever occur. The circulation of the national banks to consist of the 
same kind of money as the direct circulation of the Government, and 
provision being made for keeping the whole amount in cireulation, the 
national banks are thus shorn of the dangerous power, which under 
existing laws they now have, of contracting the volume of currency 
whenever one or more of them see fit so to do. 
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It is often asked how a surplus could be kept from accumulating in 

the Treasury. There are many ways; but I will leave the general dis- 
cussion of this point until later in the course of my remarks, when I 
hope to be able to show conclusively how the matter of keeping the 
vaults of the Treasury fairly free from surplus can always be success- 
fully accomplished. There is no apparent reason existing for having 
national-bank notes at all, because the legal-tender notes are just as 
good, each resting on the good faith and permanency of the Govern- 
ment; the first indirectly, having the bonds of the Government depos- 
ited in the Treasury as security for their redemption; the second being 
the direct issues of the same Government, which makes them just as 
good; indeed the latter is the better money of the two beauseits direct 
legal-tender quality is greater than what the present national-bank 
notes possess. 
The reason why legal-tender notes are shorn of such part of the money 
function as they are, is that our Government bonds, principal and in- 
terest, are expressly made payable in coin; hence the necessity of accu- 
mulating coin in the Treasury to meet these obligations and to keep up 
the reserve fund. To do this we must depend on the coin collected 
from duties on imports as well as on the coinage of the products of our 
mines; the latter if all coined as it is mined year by year being inade- 
quate in amount, after deducting therefrom what is used for other pur- 
poses, to keep up the reserve and pay the interest on our bonded debt 
as it talls due. 

The basis proposed by my bill for the circulation of the national 
banks may at first strike many as unsafe, but investigation of the ques- 
tion can not fail to dispel every doubt upon that score. The proposi- 
tion is to have the national banks deposit with the Treasurer of the 
United States 70 cent. of the amount of circulation they may be en- 
titled to under the law; this 70 per cent. to consist of Government 
bonds, silver and gold coin, one-third of each, and, for the purpose of 
securing the remaining 30 per cent. of circulation, a statutory lien is 
created upon the entire assets of the bank which shall have precedence 
over all other of its liabilities and obligations. This lien, together with 
the individual liability of the stockholders, can be shown to be ample 
security. Let it be remembered that the entire amount of the bank 
circulation is to be money of the nation, so that in no event can the bill- 
holder sustain loss by a failure of the bank; the point is to make the 
Government secure as against the banks. The following extract from 
the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency furnishes evidence 
which, in my mind, amounts to proof of the soundness of the proposi- 
tions I am advocating. I read from pages 17 and 18 of that report: 

The results of the a bong of one hundred and four national banks which 
have failed, and the a! of which have been liquidated or are in process of 
liquidation by receivers under the direction of this office, show in a very inter- 
esting manner to what extent it may besafe to permit banks under the national 
system to issue circulation 5 by a deposit of United States bonds. Or 
these one hundred and four ks seventy have been finally closed, and for 


them the results are absolute. The remaining thirty-four are still in process of 
liquidation, bat have progressed so far that the final result can be estimated with 


comparative e & 

The dividends paid to the creditors of all these banks from the proceeds of 
their general assets amount to $28,379,080. They had an te capital of 
$21,858,900, upon which, under the law, they could on de ts or bonds 90 
per cent., or $19,673,010 of circulation. If at the time of their failure the law had 
permitted an issue of circulation to the amount of 90 per cent. of capital, unse- 
cured except by a first lien on . assets of the one hundred and four banks 
mentioned, the note-holders fifty-eight would have experienced no loss. If 
the law had authorized an unsecured issue equal to 70 per cent. of capital, the 
notes of seventy-one of these banks would have been redeemed from the pro- 
ceeds of their general assets. At 40 per cent. the notes of ninety would have 
been paid in full, and upon an unsecured issue of 25 per cent. of capital Joss to 
pole Sooners would have occurred in the case of five banks only or about $62,000 

n all. 

The experience with these one hundred and four banks shows almost conelu- 
sively that if their issues to the amount of 65 per cent. of their capital had been 
secured by a deposit of bonds to an equal amount the remaining 25 per cent. 
might have been issued without other security than a first lien on the general 
assets, and if a safety fund had been in existence it would in the case cited have 
been drawn upon to the extent of $63,000 only upon a circulation amounting to 
$5,464,700. For a beginning, therefore, it might be safe to authorize banks to 
issue circulation amounting to 90 per cent. of their capital, 70 per cent. to be se- 
eured by an equal amount of United States bonds at par value, the remaining 
20 per cent, being issued without other security than a first lien on such assets. 
But if the law should provide for the accumulation of a safety fund in the man- 
ner suggested, then as such safety fund increased the percen of circulation 
unsecured by bonds might be increased as the diminution of the public debt 
might require and the safety fund warrant. 


The following represents in brief the basis of the paper money circu- 
lation in several other nations: 

England—banks outside the Bank of England base their circulation 
upon the te assets of each corporation. 

Scotch and Irish banks have no security held against their issues ex- 
cept a first lien on their assets. 

Canada—circulation limited to unimpaired paid-up capital. Notes 
are a first lien on assets. 

Austria—secured only by the bank assets. 

France—notes of Bank of France are secured only by the bank as- 
sets; bank notes are a legal tender. 

Germany—imperial bank notes secured to the amount of one-third 
of issues by the legal-tender notes and coin; remaining two-thirds se- 
cured by three-months discounted bills. 

Austria—Austria-Hungarian banks may issue 100,000,000 notes with- 


out ms security; but must hold sufficient reserve to pay coin on de- 
mand. 

Netherlands—the national bank may issue its notes without limit, 
but must carry 40 per cent. coin or bullion to meet notes and deposits. 

Denmark—Bank of Copenhagen notes may be issued without limit, 
other than security upon general assets of the bank. Metallic reserve 
must not fall below three-eighths of circulation. 

Sweden—the Bank of Sweden’s notes are secured by a coin or bullion 
reserve of 40 cent. of its issues. 

From this it appears that we are not without abundant precedents 
for the proposed basis, and that the plan J advocate is not Utopian. 
It may be urged that this lien on the entire assets of the bank, includ- 
ing deposits, will havea tendency to impair the confidence of depositors 
in the banks. The experience of bankers as well as depositors does not 
bear out this ide People put their money in bank to avoid danger of 
loss by accident or theft, and because it is the custom in the business 


world to do business through banks. Depositors have faith in the ex- 


perience, honesty, and ability of their banker; his credit is good with 
them for these reasons; besides which the individual liability of each 
stockholder makes his property outside of his banking interests liable, 
thus furnishing additional security; all of which, considered in connec- 
tion with the fact that only one-third of the bank’s circulation depends 
for its security on the assets of the bank, sets at rest all questions touch- 
ing the comparative safety of depositors, more especially when it is re- 
membered that the plan embodied in this bill, while it continues the 
tax of 1 per cent. per annum on the circulation of the bunks, sets aside 
in the Treasury the amount thus accumulated as a safety fund, to be 
used for the purpose of reimbursing the United States for any loss sus- 
tained by reason of the inability of a failing national bank to return 
the amount of legal-tender notes previously issued to it for purposes of 
circulation not secured by the 70 per cent. of silver, gold, and United 
States bonds deposited. 

That the basis proposed for the issue of circulation to the banks is 
sound I think will not be questioned. If this be true, itis assuredly wise 
to adopt it as it can not be disputed that it is better for the banks. If 
any national banker doubts this let him make a calculation in which he 
may consider his silver and gold deposited as dead capital, and he will 
find that the use of his increased amountof circulation and the interest 
on his deposit of bonds will show a profit of more than 1 per cent. 
greater than under the present system, to say nothing of the premium 
he may realize on his bonds liberated from the Treasury and nothing 
of the benefits of having his circulating notes the same money 
function as all other Government legal-tender notes; better for the Gov- 
ernment, because it will fill the Treasury with immense sums in metallic 
money, thereby strengthening its reserves and giving practicability to 
our professions of having resumed specie payment, which, in point of 
fact, is now more a matter of imagination than of fact, and is only main- 
tained because the people have faith in our legal-tender notes for the 
reason that they have faith in the permanency of the Government and 
in our steady advancement in national power and wealth. This faith 
so long as it remains unshaken is a sure guarantee that the people will 
not lessen our specie reserve, small and weak as it now is, by demand- 
ing payment in coin for their legal-tender notes. 

History teaches us that the faith and credit alone of a great nation— 
blessed with a stable government and a conservative financial policy 
furnishes a fairly safe basis for its circulating notes. This country is 
happily so blessed. Upon this faith and credit, but without the sta- 
bility, our legal-tender notes were equal to the extreme exigencies of a 
civil war unparalleled in the annals of history. Now, if we can back 
up these notes by an accumulation of large amounts of coin in the Treas- 
ury, which will certainly transpire if this bill becomes a law, we will 
then be as near an actual specie basis as the limited production of our 
mines will permit; certainly near enough to guarantee unlimited confi- 
dence which amounts toabout the same thing as coin until shaken, because 
a specie basis is founded on coin and confidence. Many years ago banks 
of issue—State banks and private banks—furnished us with practical 
illustrations of the effects and results of an imaginary specie basis; their 
affairs ran smoothly so long as they sailed upon sunny summer finan- 
cial seas, but they abandoned their pretended specie basis and stranded 
on the rocks of bankruptcy and ruin whenever met by gales of doubt 
and suspicion and the cyclones of financial distress and panic. Confi- 
dence is all-sufficient so long as it is indulged in generally, but coin is 
the only bulwark when confidence is dead. In nearly every instance 
of financial trouble and panic these banks, with few exceptions, sus- 
pended specie payment. ‘They suspended in 1814, in 1837, in 1839, and 
the suspensions lasted for many years. They again suspended in 1857 
and finally in 1861, and have never resumed. 

These facts show the absurdity of all attempts on the part of banks 
to maintain specie payments without abundant coin in times of financial 
distress; but it is different with the Government, because it enjoys the 
confidence of the people so universally; somuch more so than any bank 
can that it can maintain a specie basis with less coin. So that taking 
things as we now find them a law like the one proposed will surely 
put a large additional amount of coin in the Treasury, not only that 
deposited by the national banks as a basis for their circulation, hut like- 
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wise by the collection of custom duties in coin and by the purchase and 


coinage of more silver than is now being done. We may rest assured 
thata knowledge that our coin reserves are surely, steadily, and céntinu- 
ally increasing will so increase the public confidence in the Government 
that belief, faith, and confidence will be practically understood and 
treated as synonymous with such an expression as fixed fact. 

Lest the section of the bill providing for the temporary suspension 
of specie payments by the Government in times of panic and excite- 
ment, shall bring upon myself and the measure unjust criticism, I will 
anticipate it by answering in advance. The Government stands in a 
very different attitude from a bank professing to pay in specie, which 
suspends. Under such circumstances the bank must close its doors, 
quit business, and finally fail if it can notin a reasonable time resume. 
But this is not true of the Government, because it proclaims that its sus- 
pension is but temporary to prevent panic and cial disaster, and 
the business world would understand and applaud the act, because, in- 
stead of weakening confidence in it, the very reverse would be true, 
especially when the fact would be that during the suspension coin would 
continue with a regular flow into the Treasury from the sourcesI have 
mentioned. It is a fact, and every business man knows it, that a large 
majority of the failures of honest men in business could be avoided if 
they could do what is equivalent to a suspension by the Government. 
They could in nearly every instance pull through and save themselves and 
their creditors if they could on theirown motion suspend payment, call 
in their debts, and wind up their affairs. But as they are not permitted 
to do this they fail. Each creditor being anxious to get in his claim 
one attachment follows another in hot haste to the extent of destroying 
general confidence in the ability of the man to pay, whatever may be 
thought of his integrity. 

The Government can not be subjected to such pressure; it can not be 
sued; so that when it suspends, that is the end of its trouble on this 
score, and no one will complain, because they know it will resume 
whenever the crisis, no matter from what cause, passes over. 

Nothing but good can result from such a course when necessary to 
be pursued; business will go right along, the expenses of the Govern- 
ment will be R paid in legal-tender notes, which in periods of 
great trouble have proven themselves equal to the emergency. If sus- 
pension of specie payment by the Government involved the suspension 
of its business or the business of the people it could not, of course, be 
thought of. But no such things can N because under this plan 
no one but the Government professes to be doing business on a specie 
basis. Suspension of specie Ff has been considered the wisest of 
financial steps by nearly all the governments on earthin timesof finan- 
cial distress, Take France and England for example. The Royal Bank 
of France suspended in 1720. A run was made on the Bank of France 
for ie in 1848, and the bank suspended by order of the government. 
The of England suspended in 1720. The Bank of France again 
in 1870 by order of the government. The Bank of England suspended 
in 1797 by direction of Parliament, and remained suspended until 1823. 

When everybody knows that the Government will not allow itself to 
be drained of specie by a run, no run will ever begin. Hence I say it is 
wise to accumulate metallic money in the Treasury, keep on increasing 
the amount to the utmost limit, give the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
the approval of the President, the power to temporarily suspend and to 
resume specie payments from time to time; and, above all things, let 
the United States alone profess to pay in coin, in which, if it is success- 
fal, the whole country is virtually on a specie basis, certainly as near 
it as we shall ever be until the augmenting volume of specie reserves 
in the Treasury, from sources already indicated, shall have gained on 
the increasing volume of paper currency, based on increasing popula- 
tion, to the extent necessary to showa regularly continuing ratio of in- 
crease of the specie as compared with the paper, and the possibility of the 
ultimate realization of, not a mere specie basis, but an actual metallic 
money circulation represented by its more convenient paper represent- 
ative, dollar for dollar. 

The present production of the precious metals does not justify the be- 
lief that we shall ever witness the financial millennium described; but 
it is nevertheless wise to put and keep ourselves in line by proper laws, 
to reach as far as we can in that direction. Who, after all, can tell? 
All the great mountain ranges in the center and western part of the 
continents of North and South America, reaching from beyond far-off 
Alaska to Cape Horn, constitute one vast mineral belt with capabilities 
of mineral production almost beyond computation. ‘The great develop- 
ments madein numerous places up to this time, when we consider their 
relation to the whole of this great belt, are but as adrop in the bucket. 
Who after all can fix or even approximate alimit to the volume of metal- 
lic money while our hardy prospector keeps on from year to year, push- 
ing farther and still farther into these comparatively unexplored mount- 
ain fastnesses, seeking gain for himself by discovery of new mines, while 
at the same time he is planting the advance mile-stones of progress, 

-civilization, Christianity, and human freedom. 

Mr. President, having thus briefly outlined a plan by which we can 
have a sound national currency, freed from all the dangers attendant 
upon a delegation of one of the most important of powers—I refer to the 
power of contracting or expanding the circulation. I pass to the con- 


sideration of the remaining section of the proposed law, that relating to 
the volume of money. 

The last annual statement of the Comptroller of the Currency, dated 
November 1, 1885, gives substantially the following (I speak in round 
numbers) as the total paper issues of the country, including legal ten- 
der, national-bank notes, and outstanding gold and silver certificates: 
Legal tender, three hundred and forty-seven millions, gold certificates, 
one hundred and nine millions, silver certificates, ninety-three millions, 
and national bank notes, three hundred and sixteen millions; making 
a total of paper amounting to eight hundred and sixty-five millions. 
The amount ce aoe and silver coin and bullion in the country is some- 
what conjectural. Taking, however, the authority above cited, which 
probably does not understate the amount, I find that the te of 
coin and bullion is as follows: Gold and gold bullion, five hundred and 
eighty-seven millions; silver and silver bullion, three hundred and seven 
millions; making a total of eight hundred and ninety-four millions. 
Hence the grand total of coin and paper issues amounts to seventeen 
hundred and fifty-nine millions; but this aggregate must not be taken 
to re t the active circulation of the country, that which is dis- 
tributed among the people, as I shall plainly show. 

In order to ascertain what amount is available to the country as a cir- 
culating medium, there must obviously be deducted from the gross ag- 
gregate I have given, first, the amount of reserves withheld by national 
banks taking the minimum amount fixed by the statute; next, it is 
equally evident there should be deducted the amount of gold and silver 
in the Treasury represented by the outstanding gold and silver certifi- 
cates issued by it; and, next, the balance of gold and silver remaining 
in the Treasury, because this sum must be retained there as a reserve 
fund, weak as it is, for the maintenance of specie payments and to meet 
the other coin obligations of the Government. The amounts of these 
items are as follows: 

National-bank reserves, two hundred and fifty-five millions; gold and 
silver in Treasury representing outstanding gold and silver certificates, 
two hundred and two millions; balance of gold and silver in the Treasury, 
two hundred and forty millions. These several items, bank reserves, 
gold and silver in the Treasury to redeem gold and silver certificates, 
and gold and silver necessary to maintain specie payments amount to, 
in round numbers, six hundred and ninety-seven millions. But there 
are other items which must be added to this aggregate. These I find in 
a report of the Treasurer of the United States dated January 30, 1886. 
From this report it appears that in addition to the foregoing there is in 
the Treasury and withheld from circulation the following: Legal-tender 
notes held for redemption of national-bank notes, forty-eight millions; 
national-bank notes for redemption of national-bank notes, twenty-four 
millions; adding these to the previous total will make a total of seven 
hundred and sixty-nine millions. ' 

Deducting this sum from the total of paper and metallic currency 
now existing in this country, as heretofore stated, shows that the en- 
tire amount of active circulating medium available to sixty millions of 
people is a fraction less than $1,000,000,000. This is the sum of the 
currency shown to be in active circulation if only the bank reserves, 
which the law requires, are deducted. In point of fact the volume of 
reserves now exceeds the legal requirements by $160,000,000; so that 
the volume of active circulation is still further reduced by this addi- 
tional amount so withheld. It willtherefore be seen, and this is a point 
to which I now beg to call the special attention of the Senate and the 
country, that the maximum amount of active currency which is possible, 
the very furthest limit to which we can go under existing laws, is barely 
sixteen and a half dollars per capita, while the actual active circula- 
tion of to-day is less than $14 per capita. I must emphasize the fact 
that the bank reserves of $255,000,000, a proportion of the deposit of 
thenational banks rigorously fixed by law to be retained in their vaults— 
that these millions, imposing as they are, do not add one dollar to the 
actual circulating medium of the country. 

It is a circulating medium which shall notcirculate. It has its func- 
tions to perform, valuable and necessary indeed, and that function is to 
remain fixed and motionless” in the strong boxes of the national 
banks. To part with one dollar of it is to violate the positive statutes 
of the land, no less than sound and accepted principles of banking. 
But equally true is it that all of the gold and silver thus held in the 
vaults of the Treasury is, for purposes of circulation, as valueless as if, 
it did not exist. If it were in the depths of the Atlantic it would not 
be more completely beyond reach; it is a sacred trust, and set apart for 
what? First, to provide for the redemption of one hundred and nine 
millions of gold and ninety-three millions of silver certificates issued by 
the Treasury, which are now a part of the circulating medium of the 
country, and which, as heretofore stated, I have included in the aggre- 
gate of paper issues; and second, the remaining gold and silver in the 
Treasury, amounting to two hundred and forty millions, are held there 
by a law more imperative than human statutes. These millions must 
stay there, as we all understand, and can not safely be diminished, so 
long as there are $347,000,000 of legal-tenders in circulation to be main- 
tained upon a specie basis. I am aware that the coin of the A 
or so much of it as is necessary, is also set apart and pledged for the 
payment of the accruing interest on the public debt; yet I have as- 
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h I have not hitherto formally stated the fact, that the 


sumed, thoug 
coin derived from duties on imports will more than suffice for this pur- 


But there is another source of diminution or contraction. This is 
to be found in the losses which have resulted from the destruction and 


out of a certain cent, of our paper currency; processes 
which have been at work for the last twenty years or more. This in- 
cident of contraction has not been taken into account by the Treasury 
officials, whose statements of the paper circulation of the country I have 
ee of discussion; statements based wholly upon the 
official of notes issued and of notes redeemed or retired; state- 
ments based upon the erroneous hypothesis that all notes not redeemed 
or retired are still in circulation. 

The amount of loss or diminution of the paper issues from the causes 
mentioned I will not undertake to estimate. Yet when we reflect upon 
the vast sums of paper which have been in circulation since 1862 we 
can not escape the conclusion that it must reach many millions. We 
are therefore safe in assuming that, taking only official data for our 
guide, the active currency, paper and metallic, in the country may not 
exceed twelve or thirteen dollars per capita. Will it be maintained by 
any one who has gone beyond the horn-book in questions of finance that 
this per capita of circulation is sufficient for the commercial and in- 
dustrial needs of the country? Evidently it is not considered suffi- 
cient by those gentlemen who have taxed their faculties to invent or 
manufacture, or those who complacently accept statements in which 
the per capita of circulation in United States is set down at $36.80, 
or nearly treble the actual per capita. 

I have before me such a statement, to be admired for the audacity, or 
to be excused, perhaps, for the ignorance which characterizesit. Surely 
no common man could have produced it; the uniqueness of the effort 
lifts or lowers him into a distinct category. It may have been the prod- 
uct of much thinking, but with a form of thought with which facts 
and had little to do. Tomake plain how completely the actual 
figures have been ignored or juggled with I shall now read from a state- 
ment I find in the last annual report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, dated November 1, 1885. This gives in detail the total amount 
of coin and currency in the country at that date: 


—[—ẽ' seesese 


— 4 —L[ I —ͤ ). : 


„„ . ͤ . nr 

Or, in round numbers, a total of one thousand five hundred and fiſty- 
seven millions of metallic and paper This statement includes 
all bullion aud subsidiary coin, that which is in the vaults 
and in circulation, and including, of course, all of the bank reserves. 
Now, taking this te, only 66 per cent. of which can possibly enter 
into the activeci tion of the country, we find that this sum give 
less than $26 per capita, instead of the $36.80 of which we have heard, 
while theactual per capita ofactive circulation does not, as I have demon- 
strated, probably exceed twelve or thirteen dollars. 

But, Mr. President, behind and beyond all this there is still another 
source of contraction, which, like a slow poison, does its work surely and 
steadily and with a certainty which knows no cessation or deviation, 
and that is the fact that while our population is constantly and rapidly 
increasing the volume of our money is stationary, indeed it is even now 
being reduced in amount. This is as much a source of contraction of 
the currency as if our population were stationary and the volume of 
circulation was being reduced. ° 

Precisely what amount of circulating medium is demanded by the 


business interests of the country is, I am ready to admit, a debatable 
question. But I am clear that the volume of currency, paper or me- 
tallic, should never be left to chance. It must not be left to that im- 


agined self-adjusting, self-regulating, automatic process which finds place 
only in the dreams of the visionary. There exists no such clock-work 
arrangement in finance. Unfortunately with the people collectively, 
as with the individual man, the appetite for more money grows upon 
what it feeds. We do not want the era of the assignats repeated in the 
United States. There must be a distinct limitation to its volume. It 
should be definitely and absolutely fixed by law, flexible only in allow- 
ing for such increase as the increase of population and growth of busi- 
ness may show to be necessary. 

The rule which, in my opinion, closely approximates to the true one 
is, that the volume of our circulation should be just large enough 
and no Jarger, so that money will be just as desirable and not more so 
than property. This does not mean an inflated currency, and itis 
equally opposed to contraction—extremes to be avoided at all times and 
under all circumstances. Under this rule money would not be hoarded, 
nor could the present state of affairsexist. Money would not be lying 
idle in the great money centers; it would continually seek investment 
in new fields of enterprise and industry. Times would be good and 
all would have a fair chance in the great race of life. Thousands who 
do not now know where their next sack of flour will come from would 
then feel that to them were opened equal opportunities with the rest 
of mankind, and they could see that by persistent and intelligent labor 


and frugality not only a to earn a support for themselves and those 
dependent upon them, but a fair of laying up a reasonable 
competency sufficient to educate their children and meet the exigencies 
of sickness, misfortune, and old age. 


Yet aside from the tentative rule I have stated there are other meth- 
ods of determining what should be the volume of the currency; not 
with absolute, but with sufficient exactness for our purpose. Our con- 
dition as a people is not so peculiar or anomalous that we may not be 
instructed and in a measure guided by the experiences and experiments 
of other nations. Looking at that country and the e whose busi- 
ness methods and habits and varied interests most y resemble our 
own, and from whom we our language and laws, whatdo we find? 
What do we ascertain is actual circulating volume of money re- 
quired in the United Kingdom of Great Britain? 9 my infor- 
mation from reliable sources, I find that the currency in active cireula- 
tion in Great Britain for the year 1884 amounted to $23.70 per capita. 
This must not be understood to mean the whole of the circulating me- 
dium. In order to make the comparison a just one, I have deducted 
the amounts of bank reserves in this statement of per capita circula- 
tion, as I did when I gave the per capita of the active circulation of 
the United States. 

This volume of currency is found to be necessary in a country densely 
populated, with business centers crowding one another by their prox- 
imity, thickly studded with banks, where checks, drafts, bills of ex- 
change, and other kinds of commercial paper are used to an extent far 
beyond what would be practicable here. 

Our vast area alone (thirty times that of Great Britain), the relative 
sparseness of our population, the distances between our cities and con- 
sequent lack of ready intercourse, all the differences so far as the two 
countries do differ, unerringly indicate that if $23.70 is the proper 
amount of the per capita circulation of Great Britain a larger per capita 
is imperatively demanded for the United States. We see that to-day 
our active per capita is a little more than one-half of that of Great 
Britain. Expanded to its utmost lawful limit it will not equal two- 


Now let us tum to France and see what is the actual per capita of 
circulation there. The paper circulation of France is issued by one in- 
stitution, the Bank of France. Its notes area full legal tender, and there 
is no direct limitation of their volume except during a ion of 
specie payments. At such periods the government controls the issue. 

There are now five hundred and seventy millions of bank notes in 
circulation. The metallic circulation consists of six hundred mill- 
ions of silver and eight hundred millions of gold; making a total of over 
two thousand millions of paper and metalmoney. Deducting from this 
total an amount of gold and silver for a reserve fund equal to the paper 
issues, so as to put these on a specie basis, leaves as the active circula- 
ting medium of the country, in round numbers, $1,500,000,000. This 
amount gives within a fraction of $43 pe capita; and yet no French 
statesman or financier claims that the volume of the circulating medium 
is too 

The territory of France has an area of 200,000 square miles, or one- 
eighteenth the area of the United States. It has one inhabitant for 
every 3.4 acres of its territory. The United States has an inhabitant 
for every 38 acres. Yet France, so Frenchmen afirm, needs $43 per 
capita. I need hardly describe it in detail, for its ties are well 
known. It is a country at once compact and thickly settled. Money, 
therefore, as a medium of exchange may be used a score of times over 
while in this country that money would be in transitu between money 
centers. Here it would be for the time practically withdrawn from cir- 
culation. Consequently $1 of the ating medium in France repre- 
sents as a vehicle of exchange, from the facility with which its use may 
be repeated, as explained, considerably more than $1 of our circulation. 
In no wise do the conditions in France, except as I have stated, differ 
from those existing in this country so far as these have any relation to tife 
question of the required volume of the cireulating medium. The people 
of France like the people of this country are largely engaged in agricult- 
ure. Like ourselves they have their diversified industries and an im- 
port and export trade in extent rivaling our own. But in order that 
we may properly apprehend and appreciate the transforming effects of 
a sound financial system, let us glance at the checkered fortunes of 
France for the past century, the frequent changes of government, rarely 

changes, and when violent marked by the terrific violence 
which was the measure of the misgovernment which preceded these 
revolutions. From the time of the constituent or first national assem- 
bly that fated nation has only emerged from one revolution to be pre- 
cipitated into another. Following the execution of Louis XVI came a 
long period of legislative or governmental disorder during which faction 
struggled and intrigued against faction, while the great material indus- 
trial interests of the people were either trampled under foot or were 
wholly neglected by the ruling power. These civil commotions, to use 
a mild phrase, lasted ten years, and were marked throughout by inces- 
sant and ferocious internal strife and bloodshed; at the same time the 
nation was also engaged in foreign wars which were decimating and im- 
poverishing the people. Then came the reign of Napoleon with fifteen 
years of almost uninterrupted war. Napoleon's were gigantic wars 
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which involved all Europe and left France laden with enormous debt, 
and with almost all private fortunes swept away. Then followed a short 
era of peace only to see the people again change rulers and dynasties. 

Again, in less than two decades Louis Phillipe disa and France 
exchanged a monarchy for a republic, to be suddenly transformed into 
an empire under Louis Napoleon. His reign like that of his great rela- 
tive was marked by wars and culminated in supreme disaster. This 
left France, just fifteen years ago, shorn of two of her provinces, with 
astupendous indemnity of 5,000,000,000 francs to pay to her victor, with 
her people prostrated and humiliated and carrying the largest national 
debt in existence—a debt more than treble ours. This brief summary 
shows through what appalling trials that country has passed; how it 
has been torn by revolutions and despoiled and impoverished by suc- 
cessive wars. Yet France has survived them all and to-day is the most 
prosperous nation in Europe if not in the world. To what does she 
owe her marvelous recovery from the accumulated disasters of a cen- 
tury? Her people are industrious and economical, but so are the Eng- 
lish and Germans. She enjoys no special advantages of soil or climate; 
she has no great seaports with unrivaled harbors to shelter her com- 
merce, But there she stands in advance of all the nations and on the 
high-road to genuine prosperity. 

t can account for so surprising, so exceptional a spectacle? How 
and wherein does she differ from other nations? We have seen that 
others have the same or similar climate and soil and people. What is 
the striking or subtle difference which so helps France and so hinders 
the other nations of the earth! It is not immunity from the ordinary 
forms of taxation, for she is the most heavily taxed nation on this 
planet. Yet it is in her immunity from taxation after all, from taxa- 
tion in its most grievous and oppressive form, from the taxation which 
comes from a deficient circulating medium, than which nothing can be 
more intolerable or weigh more heavily upon a people. In France, with 


her abundant, currency ly made up of silver coin, the money is dif- 
fused among the people. ere, where the circulation is insufficient, it 
becomes concentrated; it gravitates to the money-centers. If it were 


sufficient for the people’s use it would be found in the hands of the 
people, it would be distributed among all classes as in France, and as 
a certain result we should have here, as in France, a thriving and con- 
tented people. 

We are told that in these days of rapid communication by telegraph 
we need less money than heretofore, that it can be transmitted with 
such facility and rapidity that we can do more business with less 
money. To a certain extent only is this true. It is easy enough to 
transmit money 3 if we have it to our credit somewhere, but this 
does not reach the difficulty, because when money is contracted the man 
who starts without any can never get ahend; the greater the volume 
the greater the ease with which we get it, so that the main point is not 
the facility for transmitting it, but in the difficulty in having any to 
transmit when the volume is too small. To better the condition of that 
great majority of mankind who have no money—so great that it is 
nearly unanimous—is the prime consideration. It is this great majority 
that is ground to powder by contracted currency. Banks and men who 
are rich and deal in money are benefited by the very thing which ruins 
the rest of the people, for the reason that the rich, who deal directly in 
money and securities readily converted into it, have only in stringent 
times to sit still and add to the volumes of their millions in cash by the 
depreciation in the price of property and labor which is ever the hand- 
maid of a con volume of money. 

Contract the currency one-half, and the man who contracted debts 
before that time has to work two days to pay his debt instead of one. 
It is said by some that there is plenty of money now, and we are pointed 
to the fact that in all the great money centers there is abundance of it 
and to the additional fact that it loans at a very low rate of interest, 2 
per cent. per annum, on call loans. Out of their own mouths do we 
convict these gentlemen, for a plethera of money at the great centers is 
positive proof of scarcity everywhere else; there being but just so much 
altogether in the whole country, it is perforce true that the more there 
is at the centers the less there is elsewhere, and this is exactly the trou- 
ble now. Can anyone deny the present contracted state of the circu- 
lation at this time? The coinage of silver has hardly supplied the place 
made vacant by the retirement of national-bank notes, and there is on 
the whole less money now than several years ago. Still our popula- 
tion has been increasing at the rate of more than 3 per cent. per annum, 
and consequently the uses of money in the same proportion. 

Yet in the face of all this we are told that we have plenty of money. 
Under such circumstances how easy it is for the great centers to be 
flush of ready cash. The leading men who deal directly in it know all 
these things; begin hoarding; money gets less plentiful for active busi- 
ness purposes; enterprise and business can not reach it, therefore it lan- 
guishes, and so it goes on “‘fattening upon what it feeds until second- 
rate capitalists and financiers catch the inspiration and they begin to 

for a rainy day, and are swiftly followed by lesser lights until 
men with first-class legitimate enterprises but without sufficient money 
cartail and suspend tions, and labor finds no just remuneration. 


These deplorable conditions could never be reached with an ample vol- 
ume of circulation. 
Now let us recur to the power of the national banks over the amount 


of our ei medium. We find from the utterances of men other 
than those I have mentioned connected with these institutions—consti- 
FCC burden of their song is to re- 
tire all the ee ee eee notes as the sole 
paper money of the country. is di ition to grasp power means 
something, and that something is their desire to be able to expand or 
contract the money of the country to suit their own interests, Shall 
this power be granted, or shall we take from them that heretofore del- 
egated? Wisdom points only to the latter course, and wisdom in this 
instance is supplemented by right and justice. Let us give them the 
libergl basis I have proposed for their circulation, but never, never 
leave them with the power to crush struggling humanity through the 
medium of contraction. 

And here I wish to deal with the popular fallacy—a fallacy which 
confronts us at every step—which has become an apothegm. This fal- 
lacy is to be found in the assertion that when there is an abundance of 
money, that then it may be obtained at a low rate of interest; and the 
rate at which money is loaned at our great money centers is pointed to 
as irresistible evidence that there is no lack of money in the country. 
Those who maintain this proposition are misled by a false analogy. 
Plenty of money, they say, compels a low rate of interest, and a low 
tate of interest proves in turn that there is plenty of money. Now the 
error and the false assumption lie in N the earning power of 
money for its purchasing power. It is absolutely true, and no one 
thinks of denying it, that the exchangeable value of money, or its pur- 
chasing power, bearsacertain inverse proportion to the volume of money 
there is in circulation. 

In this particular money is precisely like wheat or any other com- 
modity; make it plenty and you make it cheap. If you are buying 
wheat when money is abundant, you must pay a higher price or you 
must give more money forit. In other words, you will get less wheat for 
a given sum of money; hence it becomes literally cheap money, because 
you get it by paying a smaller consideration for it. But does it follow 
from this that when you want to borrow money you should get it ata 
low rate of interest? The two transactions—of borrowing money and 
buying money—are far from being identical, though generally assumed 
to beso. We all know that along with abundant money comes a pe- 
riod of great business activity and enterprise. The growing and mul- 
tiplied commercial and industrial interests of the country need money; 
hence borrowers are also multiplied. A borrowing demand for money 
is created, and, responsive to this demand, the rates of interest are 
raised. Consequently, when money is abundant the borrowing rates 
are high. 

And on the other hand when there is a scarcity of money in the coun- 
try, an artificial ora real scarcity, its exchangeable value, its purchasing 
power becomes greater. We see that more of the commodities can be 
bought with a given amount—to use a familiar phrase, prices are then 
low—yet by an inexorable law, the earning power of money, as repre- 
sented by in has fallen. Borrowers may get it at a lower rate of 
interest; but the security exacted must stand a rigorous scrutiny. But 
it is said that the difficulty of getting money nowadays is not owing to 
the scarcity of money, but to the scarcity of collaterals on the part of the 
would-be borrowers. Thisis witty enough to be true; yet it is not true. 
Every youth in a broker’s office knows that collaterals which are perfectly 
acceptable in ordinary times are wholly unavailable during a stringency 
in the money market. At such times the collaterals required must be 
susceptible of instant conversion into money, and quotations must show 
that the proffered securities are well up toward the nineties. 

Fair business collaterals which a few months before were unchal- 
lenged are now summarily ‘‘ thrown out” by banks and brokers, and 
I assert that there is no lack of the collaterals which for years were 
good enough; but the lack of money brought with it a demand for a 
different species of security. The collaterals must be gilt-edged. The 
masses of the people during these periods are poor, wages are low, prod- 
ucts, agricultural and others, are cheap because money has an en- 
hanced value. Atsuch times money will buy more for a given sum, 
which is only saying thatmoney is dear. The contraction goes on; for 
those who haye money continue to hoard. Capital becomes more and 
more timid because the prices of commodities are low and the tendency 
seems to still lower prices. It is a well-known law of the stock mar- 
ket that there is brisk buying when stocks are high and advancing, 
and it is sluggish when prices are low and falling. Business every- 
where comes to a standstill; borrowers are few, firstly, because they 
can see no direction in which money can be profitably or safely em- 
ployed; and secondly, because, as already stated, of the difficulty of far- 
nishing security which the lender will accept. Therefore, the demand 
for money becomes limited and the interest upon money, its earning 
capacity, drops. r ö 

Repeating what I have said in axiomatic form, I say when there is 
a redundant circulating medium prices are high and the rate of inter- 
est is high; when the circulated medium is contracted, prices are low 
and the rate of interest is also low. More briefly still, the prices of 
commodities and the rates of interest rise and fall with the volume of 
the currency. There may be periods of paralysis in the money market 
when this law may seem to fail, but, under normal conditions, the law 
of gravitation is not more assured or regular. 
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At this point I will notice certain parts of a letter from the honora- 
ble Secretary of the Treasury, of date March 2, 1886, unique, bold, 
able, and the most complete and radical exposition of the gold mono- 
metallic position—sailing, however, declaredly under the bimetallic 

- flag—which has ever been promulgated thoroughly in the interests of 
the gold monometallists, but full of expressions in favor of that kind of 
bimetalism which favors the present demonetization of silver as the sure 


road to ultimate bimetallism. Let us fear the Greeks bearing gifts.”’ 

This I believe to be a fair statement of its purport, but to avoid 
any and all possibilities of mistake I will read now from page 10 of 
the printed letter, as follows: 

(2) The Revised Statutes and Statutes at Large direct the issue and ibe 
the more or less limited uses of several kinds of currency. To but one do they 
assign the office of a standard. They named the unit of all these currencies and 
of our money of account with the name—dollar. To but one dollar do they as- 

the function of a unit of value. 
he law of February 12, 1873, sec. 14, (R. S., 3511), reads as follows: 

The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, which at the 
stan: weight of 25.8 grains shall be the unit of value.” * * + 

Thus the gold dollar, circulating amid all other dollars, then existing or there- 

- after to be issued, whatever their substance, description or kind “shall be the 
unit of value.” The law is unrepealed and unmod No other statute of the 
United States now in force refers to that office, uses the phrase, or names the 
thing. The function of the gold dollar as the unit of value is therefore unqual- 
ified and unquestionable. Its office as a unit of value was once shared with 
fifteen times, afterward with sixteen times its weight of silver. Its employment 
in that behalf is now unshared and sole. Its value is the unit of value, its meas- 
ure is made the only measure. To that measure every other dollar must con- 
form, while other dollars exist and this law of Congress stands. The simplicity 
of the language makes definition itself difficult, but dispute impossible. It has 
made my duty clear. 

In reply therefore to the summons of the House, mindful ofthat duty and my 
oath, I Uy answer that while the law remains what it is, I shall en- 
deavor in the future as I have endeavored in the past to conform my official acts 
to the letter and spirit of its plain requirements, and to so exericise every dis- 
cretionary power with which it is the pleasure of Congress that my office be 
vested over the contents, the outgoes, and the surplus of the as to 
maintain every other dollar of their creation in such use and circulation as con- 
sists with the preservation of their practical commercial parity with the gold 
dollar, testing equality exclusively by the sole “ unit of value.” 


The Secretary’s quotations from the law of February 12, 1873, seems 
to be literal, but his interpretation of it is too wide of the mark to let 
go unchallenged. : 

He says the law is unrepealed and unmodified.” Iadmititis ‘‘un- 
repealed,” but deny that it is unmodified. That all statutes relating 
to the same subject must be construed in pari materia is one of the rules 
of construction universally accepted, will, of course, be conceded. 

Applying this rule to the section of the statute of February 12, 1873, 
upon which the Secretary of the Treasury bases his conclusions, and 
the subsequent statute of 1878, in the first section of which we find the 
following: 

That there shall be coined at the several mints of the United States silver dol- 
lars of the weight of 412} s troy of standard silver, as provided in the act 
of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and superscriptions provided 
by said act, which coins, together with all silver dollars heretofore coined by 
the United States of like weight and fineness, shail be a legal tender at their 
nominal value for all debts and dues, public and private, except where other- 
wise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

Now, construing these two statutes together we find that both can 
stand for the reason that they are not inconsistent with each other. 

Were it otherwise, the act of 1873 would stand repealed under the 

ress repealing section of the act of 1878. 

th these statutes being therofore in force, and by which it appears 
that we have two distinct coin dollars, one of gold and one of silver, 
each being a full legal tender for all debts public and private, each ab- 
solutely and unconditionally the equal under the law of the other, the 
strained and narrow construction of the honorable Secretary is glar- 
ingly manifest when he contends that the gold dollar is the sole unit o 
5 5 to which every other dollar must conform.“ 

He ts himself squarely on the ground that because the law of 
1873 declared in terms that the gold dollar should be ‘the unit of 
value, that it is the sole unit of value. He says: 

No other statute of the United States refers to that office, uses the phrase, or 
names the thing. 

This sort of construction will not stand the tests. Every lawyer 
knows that the name at the head of or in the body of a written instru- 
ment does not determine just what it is. It is the substance, the effect 
of what the instrument contains, which determines whatit is, whether 
deed, bond, lease, or what not. 

Every layman knows if two horses are standing together, to one of 
which is attached a card or notice saying, This is a horse, and the 
other being without such attachment or designation, that nevertheless 
the one is just as much a horse as the other. Right here it might oc- 
eur to some that the same reasoning would apply to and make a green- 
back dollar a unit of value also, but there is this distinction: While’ 
the greenback is a 1 tender generally, there are two kinds of debts 
which it can not lawfully pay—customs dues and interest on the public 


debt—besides which it is not a dollar but merely a promise to pay a 
dollar. 

There are but two kinds of dollars known to the laws of this coun- 
try—one of gold and the other of silver—the weight and fineness of 
each being fixed by law and each having the same 
being full legal tender for all purposes. 


money functions, 


These dollars, therefore, are both units of value, one just as much as 
the other. To say that the gold dollar is the sole unit of value is to 
say that the currency of this country ison a monometallic basis. This 
is the effect of the special pleading of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
: ae Secretary says, in the last paragraph which I have read from his 

etter: 
I shall endeavor in the future, as I have endeavored in the past, to conform 
my official acts to the letter and spirit of its [the law's] plain requirements. 

The spirit of the law of 1878, remonetizing silver, involved the chan 
of the currency of this country from a monometallic basis to a bimetallic 
basis. If this be true, are there not two kinds of dollars, each of which 
is a unit of value? And must not the Secretary recognize them both if 
he lives up to the spirit of the laws of 1873 and 1878? Or are we to 
understand from his letter, where he says— 

And to so exercise every discretionary power, with which it is the pleasure of 
Congress that my office be v. over the contents, the outgoes, and the sur- 
plus of the Treasury, as to maintain every other dollar of their creation in such 
use and circulation as consists with the preservation of their p com- 
mercial parity with the gold dollar, testing that equality exclusively by the sole 
unit of value— 

that he intends to treat the silver dollar as an article of commerce 
measured by his sole unit of value—the gold dollar—and without any 
regard whatever to the nominal or coin value of the silver dollar created 
by the law of 1878? I propound this interrogatory because I need to 
be nak e on this point and not with any intention of answering 
it myself. 

Further on in his letter the Secretary says: 

It is a wise = in the interest of the industries jeoparded by doubt to end 
the increasing of expelling our gold. 

This is the cry of the single-standard gold men, who will no doubt 
extract many crumbs of comfort from the words of our bimetallic Sec- 
retary. 

The startling cry is heard from them on every hand that continued 
silver coinage will drive our $550,000,000 of gold coin out of the coun- 
try. Why? We do not need to purchase more than we sell. If the 
amount of our purchases abroad just equals our sales, there will be no 
balance of trade either way, and we will still have our $550,000,000 of 
gold, with an addition each year of the amount of gold mined in this 
country, should the amount be more than what is used in the arts, &c. 

d can not pay us except in gold, because no foreign coin is a 
legal tender here. They used to be, but all laws making them so have 
long since been repealed. England can not afford to bring silver here 
ata loss of 20 per cent, which would have to be done, because until 
made coin of the United States we would not take it except at its bull- 
ion value. Hence, I say, that unless we buy abroad more than we sell 
abroad our gold can not, by any legitimate trade or commerce, escape 
us, and I may add that we do not need to buy more than we sell. 

In point of fact we do not need to buy a dollar’s worth of anything 
abroad, because we are nearer self-supporting than any European coun- 
try. We raise more food than we need, more cotton and wool, out of 
which we can make our own clothing, than we need, and can get along 
splendidly without French broadcloth, silks, laces, or foreign wines, so 
that we have nothing to do but to make up our minds that we are self- 
sustaining, and that settles it. 

Suppose that we had no money whatever with which to purchase any- 
thing abroad, and that we should neither buy nor sell anything except 
among ourselves, and, in consequence, England should do thesame 
which country would have the best of it? I answer without hesitation 
that we would. If every country save this should sink, leaving us the 
sole people in existence, I can not see but that we would be at least as 
well off as we are now. If the nations of the earth constituted one 
brotherhood we would be the losers, because I say that, withont a sin- 
gle exception, we have more resources and can support and take care 
of ourselves easier than any other nation of people, and would to-day 
be in a better condition without than with the others. But I do not 
wish to be understood as expressing any desire to sink the rest of the 
world to the bottom of the sea, carrying down the millions of souls in 
other lands, but only to illustrate that the whole idea of regulating 
ourselves save by ourselves is a matter of butslight, if any, importance. 

If we have no advantage over the peoples of the Old World, what, I 
ask, are we here for, and what brought our ancestors here? 

Sir, I hope I am a humanitarian, and do believe in philanthropy, but 
think that these, like charity, should begin at home. 

Because Germany does so and so and d does so and so fur- 
nishes no reason to my mind for our doing the same thing. I have yet 
to learn of any great solicitude on the part of those governments for our 
happiness and welfare, but I do continually hear men in this country 
declaiming in one breath about the tottering thrones of Europe and the 
grandeur of liberty regulated by law here, and in the next insisting 
that our monetary system must conform to that of the great European 
powers. ‘This will not do, and for one I say that if we must have an 
international monetary union, let those pores with tottering thrones 
conform their monetary system to that of our more stable Government, 
because, unless our whole scheme of Government is a mistake, it is the 
perfect one after which those modern offshoots of ancient despotism 
should copy. 


